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TRACTATENBLAD

VAN HET

KONINKRIJK DER NEDERLANDEN

JAARGANG 2014 Nr. 46

A. TITEL

Protocol van 1996 bij het Verdrag inzake de voorkoming van
verontreiniging van de zee ten gevolge van het storten van afval en
andere stoffen van 1972;

(met Bijlagen)

Londen, 7 november 1996

B. TEKST

De Engelse en de Franse tekst van het Protocol, met Bijlagen, zijn
geplaatst in 7rb. 1998, 134.

Voor de Engelse tekst van de wijziging van 2 november 2006 van Bij-
lage I bij het Protocol, zie Trb. 2008, 200.

Voor de Engelse tekst van de wijziging van 30 oktober 2009 van arti-
kel 6 van het Protocol, zie Trb. 2011, 72.

In overeenstemming met artikel 21 heeft de Vergadering van partijen
op 18 oktober 2013 te Londen wijzigingen van het Protocol aanvaard.
De Engelse tekst van de in Resolutie LP.4(8) vervatte wijzigingen luidt
als volgt:

Resolution LP.4(8)

On the amendment to the London Protocol to regulate the
placement of matter for ocean fertilization and other marine
geoengineering activities

(Adopted on 18 October 2013)
The eighth meeting of Contracting Parties to the 1996 Protocol to the

Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of
Wastes and Other Matter, 1972,
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Recalling the objectives of the 1996 Protocol to the London Conven-
tion (“London Protocol”) that include the protection and preservation of
the marine environment from all sources of pollution,

Recalling that, in implementing the London Protocol, Contracting Par-
ties are obliged to apply a precautionary approach to environmental pro-
tection,

Recognizing the importance of the conservation and sustainable use
of the oceans and seas and of their resources for sustainable develop-
ment and that oceans, seas and coastal areas form an integrated and
essential component of the Earth’s ecosystem and are critical to sustain-
ing it,

Noting the ongoing work on geoengineering within the context of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and the relevant
parts of the IPCC Fifth Assessment Report as well as the outcomes of
the IPCC expert meeting on geoengineering (Lima, Peru, 2011),

Noting United Nations General Assembly resolution A/RES/67/78 on
“Oceans and the law of the sea” which recalled the importance of marine
scientific research for understanding and conserving the world’s marine
environment and resources; and United Nations General Assembly reso-
lution 62/215, concerning “Oceans and the law of the sea”, adopted on
22 December 2007, which in its paragraph 98 “encourages States to sup-
port the further study and enhance understanding of ocean iron fertiliza-
tion”,

Recalling resolution LC-LP.1(2008) that agreed that the scope of the
London Convention and the London Protocol includes ocean fertiliza-
tion activities,

Reiterating ongoing concerns about the potential environmental im-
pacts of ocean fertilization and noting the concerns about ocean fertili-
zation expressed by, inter alia, the United Nations General Assembly, the
United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development, the Confer-
ence of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity and the
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission of UNESCO,

Recalling resolution LC-LP.2(2010) which affirmed that the London
Convention and the London Protocol should continue to work towards
providing a global, transparent and effective control and regulatory
mechanism for ocean fertilization and other activities that fall within the
scope of the London Convention and the London Protocol and have the
potential to cause harm to the marine environment,
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Concerned about the potential widespread, long-lasting or severe
impacts on the marine environment of the placement of matter from
unregulated ocean fertilization activities and other proposed marine geo-
engineering techniques, and determined to put in place a science based,
global, transparent and effective control and regulatory mechanism for
such activities,

Noting decisions X/33 and XI/20 of the Conference of the Parties to
the Convention on Biological Diversity which invited Parties to ensure,
in accordance with the precautionary approach, that no climate-related
geoengineering activities take place “in the absence of science based,
global, transparent and effective control and regulatory mechanisms for
geoengineering and that the Eleventh Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity concluded “that there is no single
geoengineering approach that currently meets basic criteria for effective-
ness, safety and affordability and that approaches may prove difficult to
deploy or govern”,

Emphasizing that ocean fertilization and other types of marine geoen-
gineering should not be considered as a substitute for mitigation meas-
ures to reduce carbon dioxide emissions,

1. Adopts the following amendments to the London Protocol, in
accordance with Article 21 of the Protocol, as set out in the annex to this
resolution;

2. Reaffirms that resolutions LC-LP.1(2008) and LC-LP.2(2010) con-
tinue to apply for all Contracting Parties, pending the entry into force of
the amendments to the London Protocol set out in the annex to this reso-
lution for those Contracting Parties that accept them;

3. Confirms that the Assessment Framework for Scientific Research
involving Ocean Fertilization adopted by the Contracting Parties to the
London Convention and the London Protocol in 2010 is the relevant spe-
cific assessment framework referred to in annex 4 for ocean fertilization
and should continue to be used to determine, with utmost caution,
whether a proposed ocean fertilization activity constitutes legitimate sci-
entific research that is not contrary to the aims of the London Protocol;

4. Reaffirms that new and relevant scientific information and knowl-
edge on ocean fertilization and other marine geoengineering activities
should continue to be reviewed by the Contracting Parties to the Lon-
don Protocol in the context of the amendments; and

5. Decides that the Contracting Parties to the London Protocol should
continue to develop guidance for listing additional marine geoengineer-
ing" activities in annex 4 that includes a multi-stakeholder approach
consistent with article 21;

b See also explanatory text in the Report of the Meeting of Contracting Par-
ties, paragraph 4.12.
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6. Decides also that Contracting Parties to the London Protocol should
undertake further work to develop the arrangements for seeking inde-
pendent expert advice referred to in paragraph 12 of annex 5.

Annex

Amendments to article 1 and new article 6bis and new annexes 4
and 5

Article 1
Definitions
Add new paragraph, as follows:

“Sbis “Marine geoengineering” means a deliberate intervention in the
marine environment to manipulate natural processes, including to coun-
teract anthropogenic climate change and/or its impacts, and that has the
potential to result in deleterious effects, especially where those effects
may be widespread, long lasting or severe.”

Add new article, as follows:
“Article 6bis
Marine geoengineering activities

1. Contracting Parties shall not allow the placement of matter into the
sea from vessels, aircraft, platforms or other man-made structures at sea
for marine geoengineering activities listed in annex 4, unless the listing
provides that the activity or the subcategory of an activity may be
authorized under a permit.

2. Contracting Parties shall adopt administrative or legislative meas-
ures to ensure that the issuance of permits and permit conditions com-
ply with provisions of annex 5 and takes into account any Specific
Assessment Framework developed for an activity and adopted by the
Meeting of the Contracting Parties. A permit shall only be issued after
the activity has undergone assessment which has determined that pollu-
tion of the marine environment from the proposed activity is, as far as
practicable, prevented or reduced to a minimum. A permit shall only be
issued if the outcome of the assessment is that the activity is not con-
trary to the aims of the Protocol.

3. Article 4 does not apply to activities listed in annex 4.”



Add new annex, as follows:

“Annex 4
Marine geoengineering activities

1. Ocean Fertilization

.1 Ocean fertilization is any activity undertaken by humans with
the principal intention of stimulating primary productivity in the
oceans. Ocean fertilization does not include conventional aquaculture,
or mariculture, or the creation of artificial reefs.

.2 All ocean fertilization activities other than those referred to in
paragraph .3 shall not be permitted.

.3 An ocean fertilization activity may only be considered for a per-
mit if it is assessed as constituting legitimate scientific research tak-
ing into account any specific placement assessment framework.”

Add new annex, as follows:

“Annex 5

Assessment framework for matter that may be considered for place-
ment under annex 4

General

1. The purpose of this Framework is:

.1 to assess placement activities listed in annex 4; and

.2 to be the basis for developing Specific Assessment Frameworks for
placement activities listed in annex 4.

2. Specific Assessment Frameworks developed for placement activi-
ties listed in annex 4 shall meet the requirements of this annex and may
provide further guidance for assessing and issuing permits.

3. Parties meeting the terms of any Specific Assessment Framework
that has been adopted by the Parties shall be deemed to be in compli-
ance with this annex.

Description of activity

4. It first has to be determined whether the proposed activity is an
activity covered by the listing in annex 4 and may be permitted in
accordance with that annex. The determination requires a full descrip-
tion of the proposed placement activity, including its purpose and cov-
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ering all stages. It furthermore requires a description of both the work-
ing practices during the different stages and the wastes produced (if any)
in the relevant stage.

5. The proposal shall demonstrate that:

— the proposed activity is for a purpose other than mere disposal;

— it is designed to fulfil its purpose;

— the rationale, goals, methods, scale, timings and locations as well
as predicted benefits and risks are stated as a clear justification for the
proposal;

— the proposed activity has the financial resources available to fulfil
the programme of work before it commences.

6. A detailed description and characterization of the placement and all
its constituents is an essential precondition for the assessment of the pro-
posed activity and the basis for a decision as to whether a permit may
be issued. If the proposed activity is so poorly characterized that proper
assessment cannot be made a permit shall not be issued.

Marine Scientific Research related to Marine Geoengineering

7. Potential marine geoengineering techniques may require specific
marine scientific research in order to, inter alia:

— better understand the natural processes which will be affected;

— understand their potential impacts on the marine environment;

— understand their potential efficacy for geoengineering purposes;
and

— be able to effectively apply the assessment framework(s) to pro-
posals for marine geoengineering

8. In case of such a specific marine scientific research activity, the
following considerations apply:

— the proposed activity is designed to answer questions that will add
to scientific knowledge. Proposals should state their rationale, research
goals, scientific hypotheses and methods, scale, timings, duration and
locations with clear justification for why the expected outcomes cannot
reasonably be achieved by other methods.

— the research methodology to be applied should be appropriate and
based on best available scientific knowledge and technology. The meth-
odology should be described in sufficient detail to allow a peer review.

— the proposed activity is subject to scientific peer review at appro-
priate stages in the assessment process.

— economic interests do not influence the design, conduct and/or out-
comes of the proposed activity. There should not be any financial and/or
economic gain arising directly from the experiment or its outcomes. This
does not preclude payment for services rendered in support of the
experiment or future financial impacts of patented technology.
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— the proponents of the proposed activity make a commitment to
publish the results in peer reviewed scientific publications and include a
plan in the proposal to make the data and outcomes publicly available
in an appropriate and specified time-frame.

— the proposed activity has the financial resources available before
the work commences to fulfil the program of work.

9. Paragraphs 4 and 6 above also apply to marine scientific research.
Consultation

10. Where the placement activity proposed for consideration by a
Contracting Party may have any effect in any area of the sea in which
another State is entitled to exercise jurisdiction in accordance with inter-
national law or in any area of the sea beyond the jurisdiction of any
State, potentially affected countries and relevant regional intergovern-
mental agreements and arrangements should be identified and notified
and a plan should be developed for ongoing consultations on the poten-
tial impacts, and to encourage scientific cooperation.

11. Contracting Parties should encourage proponents of listed activi-
ties to initiate early consultations with stakeholders so that they can
address any issues prior to submitting proposals. Contracting Parties
shall establish a consultation process with all relevant stakeholders
nationally or internationally when a proposal is submitted. This consul-
tation process shall be carried out during the assessment process and
before a final permit decision is made. Consent should be sought from
all countries with jurisdiction or interests in the region of potential
impact without prejudice to international law. Where the placement
activity has the potential to have any effects on an area subject to a
regional intergovernmental agreement or arrangement, the process should
include consultation with the relevant regional organization, with a view
to ensuring consistency with applicable regional objectives and require-
ments.

12. Contracting Parties should consider any advice on proposals for
activities listed in annex 4 from independent international experts or an
independent international advisory group of experts, especially in situa-
tions where paragraph 10 applies. The advice could address scientific,
technical, social or economic aspects of the proposal. It shall, as appro-
priate, include a peer review of the information and data provided by the
proponent with regard to its scientific and technical quality. In situations
where paragraph 10 applies, potentially affected countries could seek
such advice from independent international experts or an independent
international advisory group of experts.
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Information for assessment

13. A common set of information is required for each of the assess-
ment elements of the framework below, namely:

— Placement site selection

— Assessment of matter to be placed into the marine environment

— Assessment of potential effects including the Impact Hypothesis

— Risk management

— Monitoring including the environmental baseline.

Placement site selection

14. In order to address placement site selection, Contracting Parties
shall require the following information, as appropriate, to evaluate and
to justify the selection of the site(s):

— the physical, geological, chemical, and biological conditions at the
proposed site and the area of potential impact, and the uncertainties in
these conditions in relation to the proposed activity;

— the impact on amenities, values and other uses of the sea at the
proposed site and in the area of potential impacts;

— any constituent fluxes associated with the activity in relation to
existing fluxes of substances in the marine environment; and

— economic and operational feasibility.

Assessment of matter to be placed into the marine environment

15. Characterization and assessment of matter proposed to be placed
into the marine environment, including its constituents shall take into
account as appropriate:

.1 origin, total amount, form and average composition and fate;

.2 properties: physical, chemical, biochemical and biological;

.3 toxicity;

4 persistence: physical, chemical and biological; and

.5 accumulation and biotransformation in biological materials or sedi-
ments.

Assessment of potential effects

16. Assessment of potential effects shall lead to the “Impact Hypoth-
esis”, a concise statement of the expected consequences of the placement
activity within the area of the activity and within the area of potential
impacts, including transboundary effects. It provides a basis for decid-
ing whether to approve, reject or suggest revisions to the proposed
placement activity and for defining risk management and mitigation
measures and environmental monitoring requirements.
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17. The assessment of potential effects should integrate information
on the characteristics of the proposed placement activity, conditions at
the proposed site(s), any relevant fluxes, and any proposed construction
techniques. The assessment shall specify the potential effects on human
health, on marine ecosystem structure and dynamics including sensitiv-
ity of species, populations, communities, habitats and processes, ameni-
ties and other legitimate uses of the sea. It shall define the nature, tem-
poral and spatial scales and duration of expected impacts based on
reasonably conservative assumptions.

18. An analysis of the proposed placement activity should be consid-
ered in the light of an assessment of the following concerns: human
health risks, environmental costs, hazards, (including accidents), eco-
nomics and exclusion of future uses. Cumulative impacts from repeated
activities or from other activities may also be a relevant consideration.
If this assessment reveals that adequate information is not available to
determine the likely effects of the proposed placement activity then this
activity shall not be considered further.

19. Each assessment of potential effects shall conclude with a state-
ment supporting a decision to approve, reject or suggest revisions to a
proposed placement activity.

Risk management

20. Risk Management procedures are necessary to ensure that, as far
as practicable, environmental risks are minimized, inter alia, through
mitigation and contingency planning, and the benefits maximized and
that a precautionary approach is applied.

21. Strategies to manage or mitigate risks need to be appropriate for
the risks under consideration. They may be imposed as additional con-
ditions by a Contracting Party or included as an intrinsic part of the pro-
posal. The strategies may include temporal, spatial or operational restric-
tions.

22. Contingency planning will also need to be considered for re-
sponding to monitoring in cases where the Impact Hypothesis is found
to be incorrect. This may include the cessation of placement activities.

Monitoring
23. A well-designed monitoring regime is necessary and should con-

sider both short and long-term impacts and, where possible, determine
whether the activity has achieved its purpose.
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24. The purpose of monitoring is to verify that permit conditions are
met — compliance monitoring — and that the assumptions made during
the permit review and site selection process were correct and sufficient
to protect the environment and human health — field monitoring. It is
essential that such monitoring programmes have clearly defined objec-
tives. The type, frequency and extent of monitoring will depend on the
Impact Hypothesis as well as on predicted local and regional conse-
quences.

25. Monitoring is also used to determine the area of impact and to
ascertain that changes are within the range of those predicted. The estab-
lishment of baseline conditions prior to a placement activity as well as
monitoring of control sites is essential for ongoing monitoring and the
detection of any impacts beyond those predicted.

Permit and permit conditions

26. A decision to issue a permit shall only be made if:

.1 the assessment has been satisfactorily completed and has shown
that the proposed activity is an activity covered by the listing in annex 4
and may be permitted in accordance with that annex;

.2 the activity is designed to fulfil its purpose. It has to be demon-
strated that the proposed activity has the financial resources available
before it commences to fulfil the programme of work including any per-
mit conditions requiring e.g. mitigation, contingency planning and moni-
toring;

.3 all impact evaluations are satisfactorily completed;

.4 the risk management and monitoring requirements have been deter-
mined;

.5 conditions are in place to ensure that, as far as practicable, envi-
ronmental disturbance and detriment would be minimized and the ben-
efits maximized;

.6 the consultation requirements are fulfilled pursuant to paragraphs
10, 11 and 12;

.7 it is determined that pollution of the marine environment from the
proposed activity is, as far as practicable, prevented or reduced to a
minimum, therefore not contrary to the aims of the Protocol.

27. In case that adequate information is not available to make the
determinations in paragraph 26, the permitting authority shall request
additional information before taking a decision or shall not issue a per-
mit.

28. The provisions of the permit shall ensure, as far as practicable,
that risks for human health and the marine environment are avoided,
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environmental disturbance and detriment are minimized and the benefits
maximized. Any permit issued shall contain conditions specifying among
others:

.1 the types and sources of matter to be placed;

.2 the location of the placement site(s);

.3 the methods to be used in achieving the placement activity;

4 risk management, monitoring and reporting requirements; and

.5 removal and/or disposal/reuse/recycling of items, as appropriate, at
the end of placement activity.

29. Permits should be reviewed at regular intervals, taking into ac-
count the results of monitoring, the objectives of monitoring programmes
and relevant research. Review of monitoring results will indicate whether
field programmes need to be continued, revised or terminated and will
contribute to informed decisions regarding the continuance, modification
or revocation of permits. Monitoring provides an important feedback
mechanism into future permitting decisions for the protection of human
health and the marine environment.

Reporting

30. The outcomes of any assessment and documentation of any per-
mit issued shall be reported to the Secretariat and shall be made publicly
available at or shortly after the time the decision is made. The Secre-
tariat should then inform Contracting Parties.”

Consequential amendments

Consequential amendments are shown, as follows:

Article 1.9 of the Protocol is amended as follows: ‘“Permit” means
permission granted in advance and in accordance with relevant measu-
res adopted pursuant to article 4.1.2, 6bis or 8.2

Article 3.1 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “In implementing
this Protocol, Contracting Parties shall apply a precautionary approach
to environmental protection from dumping of wastes or other matter or
from placement of matter for marine geoengineering activities which
may be considered for permits according to annex 4”.

Article 9.1.2 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “keep records of
the nature and quantities of waste or other matter for which permits have
been issued and where practicable the quantities actually dumped, or
placed in accordance with article 6bis, and the location, time and method
of dumping or placement; and”

Article 9.2 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “The appropriate
authority or authorities of a Contracting Party shall issue permits in
accordance with this Protocol in respect of wastes or other matter inten-
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ded for dumping or, as provided for in article 6bis, placement or, as pro-
vided for in article 8.2, incineration at sea:”

Article 9.3 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “In issuing permits,
the appropriate authority or authorities shall comply with the require-
ments of article 4 and article 6bis, together with such additional criteria,
measures and requirements as they may consider relevant.”

Article 10.1.2 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “vessels and air-
craft loading in its territory the wastes or other matter which are to be
dumped, incinerated, or placed in accordance with article 6bis, at sea;
and”

Article 10.1.3 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “vessels, aircraft
and platforms or other man-made structures believed to be engaged in
dumping, incineration, or placement in accordance with article 6bis, at
sea in areas within which it is entitled to exercise jurisdiction in accor-
dance with international law.”

Article 13.1 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “Contracting Par-
ties shall, through collaboration within the Organization and in coordi-
nation with other competent international organizations, promote bila-
teral and multilateral support for the prevention, reduction and where
practicable elimination of pollution caused by dumping or placement of
matter for marine geoengineering activities as provided for in this Pro-
tocol to those Contracting Parties that request it..”.

Article 18.1 of the Protocol is amended as follows: “Meetings of Con-
tracting Parties or Special Meetings of Contracting Parties shall keep
under continuing review the implementation of this Protocol and evalu-
ate its effectiveness with a view to identifying means of strengthening
action, where necessary, to prevent, reduce and where practicable elimi-
nate pollution caused by dumping, and incineration, or placement in
accordance with article 6bis, at sea of wastes or other matter. To these
ends, Meetings of Contracting Parties or Special Meetings of Contrac-
ting Parties may:”

C. VERTALING

Zie Trb. 2000, 27, Trb. 2008, 200 en Trb. 2011, 72.
Voor correcties in de vertaling van het Protocol, zie 7Trb. 2011, 72.

D. PARLEMENT

Zie Trb. 2008, 200 en Trb. 2011, 72.

De wijzigingen van 18 oktober 2013 behoeven ingevolge artikel 91
van de Grondwet de goedkeuring van de Staten-Generaal, alvorens het
Koninkrijk aan de wijzigingen kan worden gebonden.
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Zie rubriek E van Trb. 1998, 134 en Trb. 2011, 72 en rubriek F van

Trb. 2000, 27.

Partij Onder- Ratificatie | Type”™ |In Opzeg- Buiten
tekening werking ging werking

Angola 04-10-01 | T 24-03-06
Argentinié 06-11-97

Australié 25-03-98 | 04-12-00 | R 24-03-06
Barbados 25-07-06 | T 24-08-06
Belgié 27-03-98 | 13-02-06 |R 24-03-06
Brazilié 05-02-98

Bulgarije 25-01-06 | T 24-03-06
Canada 15-05-00 |T 24-03-06
Chili 26-09-11 | T 26-10-11
China 23-03-98 |29-09-06 |R 29-10-06
Denemarken 17-04-97 | O 24-03-06
Duitsland 11-09-97 | 16-10-98 | R 24-03-06
Egypte 20-05-04 | T 24-03-06
Estland 10-07-13 |T 09-08-13
Filipijnen 09-05-12 | T 08-06-12
Finland 31-03-98

Frankrijk 07-01-04 | T 24-03-06
Georgié 18-04-00 |T 24-03-06
Ghana 02-06-10 | T 02-07-10
Terland 26-04-01 |T 24-03-06
IJsland 31-03-98 | 21-05-03 |R 24-03-06
Italié 13-10-06 | T 12-11-06
Japan 02-10-07 | T 01-11-07
Jemen 24-01-11 | T 23-02-11
Kenia 14-01-08 | T 13-02-08
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Partij Onder- Ratificatie | Type” |In Opzeg- Buiten
tekening werking ging werking
Luxemburg 21-11-05 | T 24-03-06
Marokko 11-12-97
Marshalleilanden 09-05-08 | T 08-06-08
Mexico 22-02-06 | T 24-03-06
Nederlanden, 27-03-98
het Koninkrijk
der
— Nederland:
— in Europa 24-09-08 | R 24-10-08
— Bonaire 08-10-10 |R 10-10-10
— Sint Eustatius 08-10-10 |R 10-10-10
— Saba 08-10-10 |R 10-10-10
— Aruba - _
— Curagao - -
— Sint Maarten - -
Nieuw-Zeeland | 08-12-97 | 30-07-01 |R 24-03-06
Nigeria 01-10-10 | T 31-10-10
Noorwegen 30-03-98 | 16-12-99 | R 24-03-06
Saint Kitts en 07-10-04 | T 24-03-06
Nevis
Saudi-Arabié 02-02-06 | T 24-03-06
Sierra Leone 10-03-08 | T 09-04-08
Slovenié 03-03-06 |T 02-04-06
Spanje 30-03-98 |24-03-99 |R 24-03-06
Suriname 11-02-07 | T 13-03-07
Tonga 18-09-03 | T 24-03-06
Trinidad en 06-03-00 |T 24-03-06
Tobago
Uruguay 17-12-13 | T 16-01-14
Vanuatu 18-02-99 | T 24-03-06
Verenigd 22-09-97 | 15-12-98 |R 24-03-06
Koninkrijk
Verenigde Staten | 31-03-98
van Amerika
Zuid-Afrika 23-12-98 | T 24-03-06
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Partij Onder- Ratificatie | Type™ |In Opzeg- Buiten
tekening werking ging werking

Zuid-Korea 22-01-09 |T 21-02-09

Zweden 09-09-97 | 16-10-00 | R 24-03-06

Zwitserland 30-03-98 | 08-09-00 |R 24-03-06

* O=Ondertekening zonder voorbehoud of vereiste van ratificatie, R=Bekrachtiging,

heid, NB=Niet bekend

aanvaarding, goedkeuring of kennisgeving, T=Toetreding, VG=Voortgezette gebonden-

Uitbreidingen

China

Uitgebreid tot In werking Buiten werking
Hongkong SAR 29-10-2006

Denemarken

Uitgebreid tot In werking Buiten werking
Groenland 24-03-2006
Verenigd Koninkrijk

Uitgebreid tot In werking Buiten werking
Bermuda 24-03-2006

Britse Maagdeneilanden 24-03-2006

Caymaneilanden 24-03-2006

Falklandeilanden 24-03-2006

Guernsey 24-03-2006

Jersey 24-03-2006

Man 24-03-2006

Montserrat 24-03-2006

Sint-Helena, Ascension en Tristan da 24-03-2006

Cunha

Zuid-Georgié en de Zuidelijke 24-03-2006

Sandwicheilanden




46 16
Verklaringen, voorbehouden en bezwaren

China, 29 september 2006

1. With regard to Article 16.2 and 16.5 of the Protocol, if the People’s
Republic of China becomes a party to a dispute concerning the interpre-
tation and application of the Protocol, including the interpretation and
application of Article 3.1 and 3.2, the Arbitral Procedure set forth in
Annex 3 of the Protocol shall only be applied with written consent of
the Government of the People’s Republic of China.

2. Unless otherwise notified by the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China, the Protocol shall not apply to the Macau Special Admin-
istrative Region of the People’s Republic of China.

Denemarken, 17 april 1997
With the qualification that the Protocol will not apply to the Faroe [...]
pending a further decision.

Estland, 10 juli 2013

For the settlement of a dispute regarding the interpretation or applica-
tion of article 3.1 or 3.2, the consent of the Republic of Estonia shall be
required before the dispute may be settled by means of the Arbitral Pro-
cedure set forth in Annex 3.

Nederlanden, het Koninkrijk der, 24 september 2008

[..] that for the Kingdom of the Netherlands in Europe the authority for
the issuance of permits and reporting is:

The Minister of Transport, Public Works and Water Management

P.O. Box 20901

2500 EX The Hague

The Netherlands

Nieuw-Zeeland, 30 juli 2001

That, consistent with the constitutional status of Tokelau and taking into
account the commitment of the Government of New Zealand to the
development of self-government for Tokelau through an act of self-
determination under the Charter of the United Nations, this ratification
shall not extend to Tokelau unless and until a Declaration to this effect
is lodged by the Government of New Zealand with the Depository on
the basis of appropriate consultation with that territory.

Noorwegen, 16 december 1999

1. In accordance with Article 10, paragraph 5 of the Protocol, the King-
dom of Norway hereby declares that it will apply the provisions of this
Protocol to such Norwegian vessels and aircraft as are referred to in
paragraph 4.

2. In accordance with Article 16, paragraph 5 of the Protocol, the King-
dom of Norway hereby notifies the Secretary-General that, when the



17 46

Kingdom of Norway is a party to a dispute about the interpretation or
application of Article 3.1 or 3.2, its consent will be required before the
dispute may be settled by means of the Arbitral Procedure set forth in
Annex 3.

Zuid-Korea, 22 januari 2009

The Republic of Korea accepts the prohibition of the dumping of any
wastes or other matter as set out in Article 4.1.1 of the 1996 London
Protocol to the 1972 London Convention and the exceptions thereto as
listed in Annex 1 to the Protocol, with the exception of bauxite residues
for which it will be necessary to retain the option of dumping at sea until
31 December 2015, as set out in the Marine Environment Management
Act of the Republic of Korea.

Under no circumstances will the Government of the Republic of Korea
permit the dumping at sea of bauxite residues beyond 31 December
2015.

The Government of the Republic of Korea will make every effort to
phase out the dumping at sea of bauxite residues before 31 December
2015, as and when alternatives to dumping of these wastes become
available.

The Government of the Republic of Korea will monitor the impact of
dumping bauxite residues at sea to ensure that this practice is environ-
mentally acceptable and report the outcome of these monitoring activi-
ties to future meetings of the 1996 London Protocol.

Zweden, 16 oktober 2000
Referring to paragraphs 10.4 and 5 of the Protocol, Sweden shall apply
the provisions of this Protocol to its vessels and aircraft referred to in
paragraph 10.4, recognizing that only Sweden may enforce those provi-
sions against such vessels.

G. INWERKINGTREDING

Zie Trb. 2008, 200, Trb. 2011, 72 en Trb. 2012, 203.

De wijzigingen van 18 oktober 2013 zullen ingevolge artikel 21,
derde lid, juncto artikel 22, zevende lid, van het Protocol van kracht
worden voor de partijen die haar hebben aanvaard op de zestigste dag
nadat twee derde van de partijen een akte van aanvaarding van de wij-
zigingen bij de Organisatie hebben nedergelegd.

J. VERWUZINGEN
Zie Trb. 1998, 134, Trb. 2008, 200, Trb. 2011, 72 en Trb. 2012, 203.

Titel : Handvest van de Verenigde Naties;
San Francisco, 26 juni 1945
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Uitgegeven de zevenentwintigste februari 2014.
De Minister van Buitenlandse Zaken,

F.C.G.M. TIMMERMANS
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