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1 Il!TRODUCTIQN 

Qe_ening of the Meeting 
.. 

LDC IV/12 

1.1 The Fourth Consultative Meeting of Contra.oting Parties to the Convention 

on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and other Matter, 

convened in aooordance with' Artiol,)~IV(3)(a) of the Convention, was held at 

000 Headquarters, London, from 22 to. 26 October 1979. 

1.2 The Meeting was attended by delegations from the followiJ)g CQntmcting 

Parties to the Convention: 

CANADA 
CHILE 
DElilMARX 
Fil~ 
FRANCE 
GfilRMAMY, FEDERAL REPUDLIC OF 
ICELAND 
NEXICO 
HIIlTmlRLANDS 

PAN.AMA 
POLAND 
PORTUGAL 
SOUTH .AJrR]:CA 
mtEDEN 
SWITZERLAND 
USSR 
UNITED KINGDOM 
UNITED STATES 

by observers from the following States, not being Contraotillg Parties to 

the Convention: 

GRtlECE 
llb:.--i-i.AND 
IT.ALY 

JAPAN 
THAILAND 

by observers from the following United Nations organizations: 

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMME (Ulm:F) 
ml1EBNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY (I.AEA) 

end by observers from the following· inte~governmenta.l and non-governmental 

organizations: 

INTEJRNATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TBE EXPLORATION ·OF THE SEA (ICES) 
ORGANIZATION FOR. ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION .AND DEVELOPMENT/NUCLEAR . 

ENERGY AGENCY (OECD/NEA) . . 
OSLO COMMISSION . 
PliRIS COMMISSION 
FRI11NDS OF THE EARTH INTERNATIONAL (FOEI) 

1.3 At the opening of the Meeting, Mr. H.R. :B~on (Iceland) wa~ 
unanimously re-elected Chairman, Dr. F.S. Terziyev (1J'SSR) was unanimously 

:re-elected First Vice-Chaiman, and Mr. Pablo Lim&n (Mexico) was unanimously 
elected Second Vice-Cha.iman. 

1.4 When opening the Meeting, .the Secretary-General of IMCO SUIDID.Brized the 
principal aotivities in the subsidiary bodies of the Consultati~ Meeting as 

well as in other international organizations of interest to the meeting, which 
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had ta.~en ple.oe during the interseeaiona.1 period. He also drew attention to 

the decisions taken by the IMCO Council concerning the _work programme of t11e 

Organization as well as documentation for meetings. 

Adoption of the Agenda. 

1.5 The-~nda for the Meeting, _a.a adopted is shown at .Annex 1. This 

includes, under each item, a list of documents which we~ considered. 

2 ·.STATUS OF THE LONDON DUMPING CONVENTION 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the Report of the ·Secretary-General on the 

current status of the London_Dumping Convention and the progress being made in 

the acceptances of the 1978 Junendments thereto (LDC IV/2/Rev.1). ·The Meeting 

noted that as requested by the Third Consultative Meeting, the Secretary-General 

had written to Gover?lI!lenta which had not yet accepted the Convention, inviting 

them to do so as soon as possible (Circula~ letter No.554 of 7 November 197a). 
Since that time four States (Argentina, Finland, Poland and Switzerland) had 

ratified the Convention. The Meeting welcomed these countries as Contracting 

Parties and requested the Secretary-General to continue to urge all countr~es 

which have not yet done so to accept the Convention as soon as possible. 

2.2 The Meeting also welcomed verbal statements made by the observers from 

Greece, Ireland, Italy and Japan which indicated that action was being taken 

by their Governments towards ratification or acceptance of the Convention at 

an early date. The Federal Republic of Germany delegation also stated its 

intention to accept the 1978 a.mendtn..e~ts to the Annexes to the Convention 

concerning incineration of wastes at sea as soon ae possible. 

3 REPORT OF THE /JJJ HOC SCIENTIFIC GROUP ON DUMPING 

3.1 The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on Dumping, Mr. T.A. Wastler 

(United States) introduced the repo~ of the Group (LDC rv/3) which had met 

at n,roo Headquarters from 19-23 March 1979. The Meeting approved the report 
. . 

in general and took the following action in relation to. the questions 

considered under this Agenda item • . 

General gqidelines for claseifi£ation of substances to Annexes I and II to 
the Convention 

3.2 The I-reeting :took note of .the draft Ge11eral Guidelines :for Classification 

of Substances to z'i.n:nexes I and II to the Convention which·were prepared by the 

Ad Hoc Scientific Group. The Meeting agreed that, at this '3tage, these draft 

Guidelines should not be applied rigidly and that other criteria may be . - •,. . . ... 

· reievont in c~·rta1n circumstances. The Meet~ furlher. ~eed that these 

, 
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Guidelines might need to be harmonized in the light of criteria which are 

currently being developed from a similar viewpoint by the Scientific .Adviso:cy 

Committee of the Oslo Commission (SA.Cs.A). The .. United States delegation 
:·• ,'\ 

proposed that all Conti-acting Parties should be invited to oomment on the .. . 
draft Guidelines set out in Annex 2 to this report. 

Proposals for amendments of Annexes I.anq II to the Convention 

3. 3 The IIJeeting considered proposals and recommendations made by the Ad Hoc 

Scientific Group conceming amendments to 11.nnexes I and II to the Convention 
in respect of: 

.1 organic pesticides or their by-products; 

.2 crude oil and refined petroleum products; 

.3 lead and lead compounds; 

.4 oxygen consuming matter and similar substances; and 

.5 synthetic organic ohemicals and their by-products. 

3.4 l..:f'ter noting that the majority of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group had 

eA-pressed concern on the possible effects of certain groups.or classes of 

organic pesticides or their by-products on the marine environment and that the 

Group, in the light of this concern, recommended that this matter should be 

kept under continuing review, t};le Consultative Meeting in supporting this viow, 

agreed that this item should be included in the agenda of the next meeting of 

the M Hoc Group for .fur'liher conaidemtion following the procedures laid dm-m 

in the resolution referred to in paragraph 3.18 and set out in .Annex 4 hereto • 
. ' . 

It was emphasized that comments and proposals on this matter should be 

submitted by Contracting Parties in good time. 

3.5 \'Tith reference to the proposed wording "crude oil and refined petroleum 

products" recommended by the majority of the Scientific Group to replace 

"Crude oil, fuel oil, heavy diesel 01111 in paragraph 5 of Annex I, the Meeting, 

after considering several additional proposals brought forward by participants, 

agreed that the following wording should be preferred to the exist~ 

pamgr<1ph 5 of Annex I: "crude oil, refined petroleum products and residues 

of crude oil and 6f distilled petroleum products and any mixtures containing 

e:ny of these, taken on board for the purpose of dumping". 

3.6 l'lith refere~cl;! to the propqs~d transfer of "lead a.nd lead compounds" from 
' • • < • 

Annex II to 1.L?lneX I, several delegations agreed with views expressed by the 

Scientific Group that the hazard.a of lead a.nd lead compounds have to be 

rega,re.ed at least as seriously es those of mercury, cadmium and their compounds. 
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Severo.l delega,tiollB pointed out tha.t discussions were going on within their 

national institutions end that the outcome of.theae considerations should be 

awaited before taking any further action. The United Kingdom ·delegation 

emphasized that lead did not meet the criteria to justify its inclusion in 

Jmnex I, nor d,id it at present constitute a serious problem in view of the 

relativoly small quantity of lead dumped a.t sea. Other delegations expressed 

their concern: on 'the effects of lead on the marine environment and to hume.n 

heaJ.th and accordingly empha.eized tha.t imraediate action should be to.ken by 
the Heating. Af"ter lengthy discussion it was agreed that the Ad Hoc Scienti fic 

Group at its next meeting should continue its review in the light of addit ionel 

scientific material which several Contracting Parties undertook to submit for 

consic1er:1 tion. 

3.7 With regard. to the proposed addition of a new paragraph Fin .lmnex II to 

the Convention referring to problems experienced with large amounto· of oxygen 

consuming e..nd biodegradable orga...--iic matter, the Meeting considered the text of 

such en addition recommended by the Sc~entific Group as follows: "Substances 

which, though of a non-tQxip nature, e.g. oxygen consuming matter, may become 

hoxcful due_ to the quantitie13 in which they are dumped". The Meeting n.grecd. 

that this addition might assist Contracting Parties in controlling and 

preventing marine pollution caused by the. dumping of l~rgo quantities of pulp 

mill wastes, sewage sludges and of certain mining tailings . 

3.8 \-Tith :regard to the proposed addition of synthetic organic chemicals nnd 

their by-products to Annex II of the Convention, the Meeting recognized tho 

probleI:18 that might be caused by the disposal at sea of synthetic organic 

chemicaJ.s which do not occur naturally in the marine environment. The 

Maeting ~,greed with tho view of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group that these 

problems could be solved by the strict application of the criteria laid dmm 

in lmnex III to the Convention. 

3.9 The Meeting agreed in principle to the proposed amendments referred t o 

in part"..graphs 3.5 and ,.7 above. Several delegations indicated their 

rBadiness to adopt these proposed amendments in accordance with 

f.rticle XIV(4)(a) and XV(2) of the Convention. . The delegation of the 

Federal Republic of Germany stated, however, that whilst that delegation h~d 

no objection to the proposed amendments, it_should reserve its position for 

the time being on the fo:rma.1 adoption of the amendments from the administrcti ve 

point of view. 
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3.10 Mter discussion the Meeting agreed that these proposed amendments should 

. be ciJ:cu+ated by th~ Secretary-General to Contra.cting Parties, with a view to 

con~idere.tion and fo~ adoption at the Fifth Coneultative Meeting·~ to the 

implementation on a. vo],unta:.r;y basis in the meantime~· The text of the proposed 
amendm~t is shown at Annex 3. 

Proposals :for the amendment of Annex Ill to the Convention · 

3.11 ' The Meeting agreed that the problems connected with "ma.teria.ls 

insuf£iciently described in te:rms of their composition and properties to 

pemit evaluation of their impact on the marine environment" should be solved 

by developing additional criteria in Annex III. Accordingly the Ad Hoc 
. . 

Scientific Group was requested to consider this ma.tter at its.next session. 

3.12 The l.foeting con.rimed the view of the 11.d Hoc Scientific Group which 

emphasized the need to distribute scientific info:rmation material in sufficient 

time :for the next meeting of the Group. 

Consideration ,s!,. Jl.rocedures .,I.f$!:rdin5 2rJ>ro,;gosed amendments of .Annexes to 
the Convention 

3.13 With reference to the proposals for amendment 0£ .Annexes I and II to the 

Convention mentioned in paragraph 3.9 above, the Meeting also took note o:f 

comments and proposals submitted jointly by Belgium, France, the Federal 

Ro-public of' Germany and Portugal (LDC IT/3/3). In particular, those 

delegations p:roposed that a list comprising hazardous substances or groups of 

substances f'or inclusion in the Annexes should be prepared so that they could 

be examined closely, talcing account of' the guidelines mentioned in 3.2 above. 

3.14 Several delegations supported the view eXPresaed above that such a 

"waiting list" should be prepared and continuously reviewed in the light of 

results of scientific work focused on the substances which had been included 

in the list. 

3.15 Other delegations preferred the direct amendment of lists of substances 
. . . 

contained in the .Annexes to the Convention rather than "waiting lists" which 

cov.ld-on1y be of a. reoommendatory ·chara.cter instead of presenting binding 

legal provisions. These delegations, with reference to the preamble of the 

London DumpiJ'l.g Convention, :felt that "action might be taken without delay to 

control the.pollution of the sea. by dumping". They eXPreseed concern thc-t 

the prepa.rai;ion of a. "waiting list" might not coincide with the intention of 

those who originally drafted the London Dumping Convention. They further 

noted that tb.is should be a living Convention and that the lists contained in 
. . . . . . . . 

the J...nnexes, a.El tools of preventing pollution.·br. :~umping :should be reviewed 
and amended continuo~sly in the light of new scienti.f.io . .information. 
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. 3.16 .In this connexion, the Meeting also conaidered a proposal submitted by 

Canada (LDC J:Vf\,IP.1) concerning the te1:ms or reference of the Ad Hoc Scientific 

Group. The fueting welcomed the Canadian submission and agreed that, in vimr 

of the need for continuous work by this Group, such terms of reference would 

be beneficial. 

;.17 Several delegations commented on th~ draft terms of reference, which 

included suggestions to incorporate therein certain concepts advocated in 

LDC IV/3/3 related to· the scientific consideration of proposed amendments by 

the Ad Hoc Scienti~ic Group. After discussion, the Meeting requested tha 

Cana.dian'delega.tion to consult other interested delegations and to prepare a 

revised draft of the tarms of reference as.well as the draft resolution 

adopting them. · · 

3,18 Having considered the re•rlsed te:rme of reference prepared by the 

delegations of' Ce.na.da and the Federal Republic of Germany (LDC IV/w:F.3) the 

Meeting adopted the resolution set out at ·i\nnex 4 concerning Procedures for the 

Application of Scientific Advice in respect of the London Dumping Convention, 

which includes the agreed Terms of Reference of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on 

Dumping. 

3,19 In adopting the above neaolution, the Meeting recognized the need for 

establishing more concrete procedures for the preparation, review and adoption 

of amendments to the i\nnexes to the Convention. In this regard the following 

suggestions uere ma.de: 

.1 The Ad Hoc Scientific Group will consider, from a scientific 

point of' view, any proposal for amending the Annexes to the 

Convention; 

.2 the Ad Hoc Scientific Group will bring forward to a Consultative 

Meeting for consideration, any propoe_ed amendment it regards a.s 

desirable from a scientific point of view; 

.3 if~ Consultative Meeting agrees in principle with a proposal the 

Secretary-General will be requested to circulate this proposal to 

a.ii Contracting Parties inviting them to implement the proposal 

on a voluntary basis and il"..fo:r;,ning them that further consideration 

\'Tith a view to f'ormal adoption will· continue at a subsequent 

Consultative Meeting; . 

• 4 in general, · f"ormal adoption of proposed amendments brought fonmrd 

by the li.d Hoc Scientific Group, if app:roi,T~te,' wlil be scheduled 

at three-year intervals; and 
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.5 in exceptional circumstances, a -Oonsultative Meeting may consider 

the adoption of proposed amendments immediately after being 

informed of the proposal and its consequences if it regards such 

. actio~ a.a urgent. 

3.20 The Meeting decided tha.t each Contracting Party should submit coI!lI:lents 

on the above suggestions or any additional suggestion it may have thereon so 

that formal proaedures may be adopted at the Fifth Consultative Meeting. 

The review of the .:tnte:dm definition of "significant amounts" with rage.rd to 
dumping substances listed in Section A of Annex II to the Convention 

3.21 The Neeting noted the efforts made by the Scientific Group with a view 

to arnendillg the interim definition of "significant amounts11 which had been 

developed by the First Consultative Meeting. In view of the considerable 

tirae spent on this item without reaching a:ny conclusion, the Chainnan of 

the .!.d Hoc Scientific Group expressed the view of the Group that the interim 

definition should continue to be used for the next few years, recognizing 

the genereJ. uneasiness of the Group with the interim definition. 

3.22 Several delegations proposed that the interim definition in the light 

of its very arbitrary and inadequate oha.ra.oter should continue to be reviewed 

by the Ad Hoo Scientific Group at its future meetings, taking into account 

comments, state~ents and proposals which will hope£ully be submitted by 

Contracting Parties on that question. The Meeting decided that this item 

should be placed on the Provisional Agenda for the next meeting of the 

Ad Hoo Scientific Group with a. view to its review and improvement if 

proposals by Contracting Parties were received at that time. Subject t o 

the above, the Meeting agreed that the interim definition set out in 

LDC I/16, parv~aph 39 and in LDC IV/3, para.graph 5.4 should continue to 

be used for the tine being. 

Criteria for the selection of non-industrial wastes for mandator:v testing 
in connexion with the evaluation o:f "trace contaminants" and 11rapialy 
rendered hc.rr:lleao,!!. 

3.23 Wit..li regm'd. to the dumping of aewage sludge, the Meeting considered 

the criteria proposed by the Ad Hoc Scientific Group (LDC IV/;, Annex 3) 

together with comments ma.de by the Working Group of' the Oslo Scientific 

CoI:llllittee (LDC rv/3/1). The Meeting agreed tha.t the application of test 

procedures was uniiecessa,zy if chemical characterization and a knowledge of 

the receiving area allowed an assessment of the environmental impact. The 
. . . 

Meeting con.fimed that this should il:>.olude information on the accumulation 

of Annex I substances in the sediments and organisms at the disposal site. 
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3.24 With re~xd. to the d1:UD-ping of dredged material the Scientific Group 

recommended that teat procedures we~e not necessary if the authorities have 

good reason to believe that the disposal site envi:ronment is similar to that 

froo which the material wao dredged. The Meeting after alight modifications 

agreed on·the criteria prepared by the ~d Roe Scientific Group which in certain 

circUI:1Stances exclude the testing of these dredged materials in connexion with 

"trace controinants". Tlie :Meeting requested the Secretariat to revise the 

"Interim Guidelines for the Implementation of Paragraphs 8 and 9 or Annex I 

to the London J?ul!lp~ng Convention'' presently .set out in-LDC III/12, .Annex 6, 

incorporating the criteria agreed by the Meeting, as shown at .llnnex 5 hereto. 

Notification o:f actually dwrreed was'tea and monitoring activities 

3,25 The Neeting took note of the draft forca.t for the noti:fication of wastes 

actually dUI!ll)ed which had bee~ prepared_?Y the Ad Hoo Scientific Group 

(LDC rv/3, linnex 4). Several delegations pointed out that the notification 

procedure with regaxd to actually dumped wastes. would have to be defined in a 

way which would avoid duplication of work carried out under regional Conventions 

. as well as the London Dumping Convention. 

3,26 TherG uere several other coI!lI!lents on the above proposed .format brought 

to the attention of the Meeting. It was a.greed that a small group of experts 

should meet in conjunction with the Meeting in order to prepare a revised 

fomat in the light of the oolllI!lents above. 

3.27 The Chai:man of the Group, Mr. T.A. Wastler (United States) made a verbal 

report on the outcome of the meeting of the Group, inviting the Meeting to: 

.1 adopt the revised draft fo:rmat for the noti:fication of wastes 

actually disposed of at sea shown at LDC IT/wP.8; 

.2 endorse the view of the Group that the foma.ts developed 

within regional conventions could be sub~tituted :for the 

above format by Contracting Parties to such regional. 

conventions, as both types of repo~ts provide all of the 

information necessa.:ry for the Secretariat to prepare 

reports in the light of the requirements o.f Article VI(l)(c) 

o:f the Convention; .\ 

.; take note of the view expressed by the Group that where necessa.riJ 
' 

po.rticipo.nts to the Consultative Meeting should draw to the 

attention of the agepcies responsible for notifying the dumping 

of :radioactive wastes the Interim Proced~ adopted by the 

First Consultative Meeting (LDC r/16, .Annex IT); a.nd 
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.4 note tho.tit wns the op1nion of the majority o:t the Group 

thnt it wo.s neither practical nor necessary to add infomation 

concerning "Net Weight" of radioactive wastes. 

3,28 The Meeting adopted the :revised format set out at lumex 6 hereto o.s 

proposed by the Ad Hoc Working Group and endorsed the views of the Ad Hoc 

Working Group o.s mentioned in paragraph 3.27.2, .3 and .4 above. 

3,29 With regcrd to the form of report for the acquisition of data on 

monitori.Dg- of dumping sites pi-oposed by the .Ad Hoc Scientific Group (LDC/3, 
llnnex 5), the Meeting adopted the format as shown at Annex 7 hereto. 

3.30 The United States delegation drew the attention of the n.eeting to the 

IliEA Revised Definition and Recor:;x:;.endations i..~ which B.1.4 and B.1.5 request 

that the notification of pemits in accordance with .Ll.rticle VI(4) should 

include the results of an environmental assess~ent study described by the IAEA 

document. The Meeting agreed that this question should be considered under 

item 5 of the agenda. 

Other I!latters 

3.31 The 1-Ieeting noted the outcome of the considerations made by the Ad Hoc 

Group with reference to the questions on priority substances in wastes for 

treatment (LDC r:v/3, section 8) in particular that: 

.1 rec;o.rding advanced waste treatment technology, the Group 

recomoended that Contracting Parties submit information 

raaterial to the Secretariat who would prepare the lists of 

documents for circulation to Contracting Parties; and 

.2 with reference to priority substances the Group at preaent 

could offer no guidance but that lists be prepared at future 

meetings in the light of material hopefully being submitted 

by Contracting Parties. 

3.32 Tho Meeting noted further that the Group, :regaJ:ding the protection of 

particularly sensitive sea areas (LDC rv/3, section 10), concluded: 

.l it was beyond its tems to pxepa.re an inventory of sensitive 

areas but that it may in future assist in the development of 

criteria for designating such areas; and 

.2 that GESAMP should be requested to update their report No.3, 

tnking also into account ICES Co-operative Research Report No.76. 
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3.33 With reference to the const~ction and equipoent of ships engaged in 

dUl!lping (LDC IV/3, section 11), tho Meeting agreed tho.t the Secretariat 

should write to Contracting Parties which a.re known to dump large quantities 

of certain types of wastes, e.g. acids and alkalies, asking for information 

on the standnrds required for the safe handling during loo.dir.g and carriage, 

as recoI!lL'lendcd by the Group. 

4 REPORT OF THEl Af> HOC GROUP ON INCINEE.aTION AT SEA 

4.1 The Meeting considered and genero.1.ly approved the report of tho Ad Hoc 

Group on Incineration at Sea which met interseseionally from 19-22 February 

1979 in accordance with a request made by the Third Consultative Meeting 

(LOO rv/4). In particular the Meeting a.greed that future discussions on 

incineration at seo. should take place in the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on 

Dumping. 

4.2 The United State~ delegation_introduced the draft procedures (LDC IV/4/1) 

it had prepared for the interpretation of the terms "trace contaminants" and 

"rapidly rendered harmless", taking account of views expressed by the lid Hoc 

Group as well as comments submitted intersessionally to the United States by 

Canadn, Denmark and the United Kingdom. 

4.3 The United States delegation also introduced a paper (LDC IV/4/2) it had 

prepared to clarify some aspects of tho application of the amendments to the 

Convention approved at the Third Consultative Meeting involving the Regulations 

on Inciner~tion at Sea. 

4.4 In relction to section 6 of the Report of the Ad Hoc Group on Incineration 

at Sen, the Meeting took note of the current activities of the IM.CO Maritime 

Safety Committee and the Su'b-CoI!!IDittoe on :Bulk Chemicals with regard to the 

safety requirements for ships cai.-rying substances for the purpose of 

incinerating them at sea (LDC IV/4/3). 

4.5 .After a preliminary discussion on the above papers in which co!!iDlents were 

made by s~veral participants, the Meeting agreed to reconvene the.Ad Hoc Group 

on Incineration at Sea during this Deeting with a view to revision of the 

Technical Guidelines (LDC IV/4, Annex 2) and detailed consideration on 

LDC -rv/4/1 and LDC rv/4/2. 

4.6 Tho Chairmen of the .Ad Hoc G:roup on Incineration, Dr. M. Norton 

(United Kingdom) reported the conclusions of the_ .Working Group me_eting. The 

Group had been attended by delegations from Ca.na.da, Denmark, France, Fed.oral 

Republic of Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden, the United Kingdom and the 

United States and by observers from Japan and the Oslo CoI!lillission. 
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4. 7 The Group p:rcpared a. nuober of proposed anendnents to the Draft Technical 

Guidelines on the Control of Incinemtion of Wastes and Other Matter at Sea 

(LDC IV/4, l.nnex 2) as shown in LDC IVfiJP.5. It was reported, that in the 

course of the discussion on the Technical Guidelines, it had been pointed out 

by some delegations that wastes could be exported for incineration fron 

Contracting Parties .to States which were not Contracting Parties to the 

Convention using a vessel not registered by a Contracting Party. In such 

oircumstences incineration could take place without the Regulations on 
inoinemtion at sea being applied. 

4.a The draft procedures for the implementation of paragraphs 8 and 9.of 

Annex I to the Convention for the purposes of incineration at sea (LDC IV/4/1) 

bad been revised by the Group and were presented for consideration by the 

) Consultative Heating- (LOO IV,/wP.4). In this connexion the Meeting noted that 

some paxticipants of the Group were of tho opinion that the procedures were of 

a. general 110.ture and that more specific guidance could be required in the future, 

particularly in relation to the derivation of "pemissible atmospheric 

ooncentrations11
• These delegations considered it ill.J,ortant to develop air 

quality criteria as suggested in the procedures either individually or through 
a regional convention. 

4.9 With relJO.X(l to the doc\.ll11ent LDC rv/4/2, it was noted that the Group 

considared that the conoem expressed in that document had been covered by the 

recommended omendnents to the Technical Guidelines and by the revision of the 

d:raft procedures for the iI!lplementation of paragraphs 8 and 9 of Annex I to 
the Convention. 

) 4.10 In discussing the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Group on Incineration at 

Sea, the delegation of Denmark expressed its view that the responsibility of a 

Contrac·ting P11rty exporting a waste for incineration at sea should be cla.rii'ied 

further in the Technical Guidelines. ·It was also necessary in this 

delegation's view to establish "ma.xir:lU!Il permissible air concentrations" with 

more precision than in the revised draft procedures. The Meeting agreed that 

these matters should be discussed by tho ~d Hoc Scientific Group. 

4.11 .9.'he delegation of the Federal Republic of Ge:rmany expressed its vim·r t hD,t 

the Technical Guidelines and draft Procedures described above should be 

amalgamated and offered to prepare a draft for consideration at the next 
meeting of the Ad Hoo Scienti£ic Group on Dumping. 
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4.12 Othor·delego.tions, while recognizing that anendments to the Technical 

Guidelines and · d:m:f't procedures should be ._considered by the next oeeting of the 

Ad Hoc Soientif'ic Group, believod that tho Consultative Meeting ·should cdopt 
. ' . . . 

them on an interim basis. Mter discussion, the revised Technical Guidelines 
. . . ,,.. 

on the Controi of Inoinemtion of' Wastes and Other Matter at Sea. shown at 

Mmex 8 hereto were adopted on an interim basis. The D~f't Prooed~s for 

the ~iementation•of' Paragraphs 8 and 9 of' Annex I to the Convention_for the 

Purpose of Incineration at Sea, set out at .Annex 9 hereto, should however be 

regarded o.s preliminary procedures and, a.a suoh, were adopted by the Conaulta.tiva 

Meeting. The Meeting agreed that these Guidelines and Procedures should be 

considered intersess~ona.lly by the Ad Hoc S~ientific Group and further reviewed 

by the Fifth Consultative Meeting. The United States delegation agreed to 

withdraw it~ proposal contained in LDC. IV/4/2 because ito oonoe:cna had bcon 

adequately oddressed in the changes agreed to by the Meeting in connexion with 

the Technica1 Guidelines and the associated Procedures. 

4.1; The Swedish delegation, reflecting the joint view of the Swedish and 

Danish delegations, (LDC IVfi/P.9), proposed that the Consultative 1'.feeting 

should consider the aetting of a tirle limit during which incineration a.t sea 

would be phased out in favour of land-based f'acilities. The Danish delego,tion 

noted that these delegations fee.red that the adoption of a large set of rules 

on incineration at sea, thereby establishin{s incineration at sea as a dispos~l 

method which can be practised in full accordance with internationally accepted 

rules, could lead to an increase in the use of incineration at sea contraJ:.'jr to 

the intention of the Contracting Parties. The Swedish and Danish delegations 

theref'ore proposed that the Ad Hoc Scientific Group should consider the 

technical meterial nec~ssary to enable the Consultative Meeting to take a 

decision on this matter. The French delegation, whilst agreeing that 

incineration at sea was an interim solution, considered that the development 
. . . 

of land-based altema.tives was necessary, making it difficult to discuss a 

time limit when inc;nera.t~on at sea can be teminated. 

4.14 Other delegc.tions she.red the views of the French delegation and also 

considered the discussion of a:ny phasing out period to be premature, 

pa.rticult-.rly as the total quantity of wastes for disposal by incinera.tion a.t 

sea was increasing the tightening in control of waste disposal on land. 

4.15 The United States ~elegation pointed out that they could not accept 

proposals with raga.rd to the time limits mentioned above. That delegation, 

referring to ')present methods of incineration at sea as being an interim 

solution ••• u, as mentioned in the Resolution on incineration at sea, adopted 
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a.t the Thim Consultative Meeting (LDC III/12, Annex 3), · expressed the view 

that this provision was to encourage research to improve techniques for both 

land and sea incineration. Additionally, the United States delegation 

emphaoized the need to ioplc~ent the reg1.1lations, develop new technoloB'Y and 

keep under review the progross of research on the destruction of toxic wnste. 

Thia viow wns supported by the Cana.dian delegation which stressed the importance 

of considering all aspects of the environment in deciding the beet disposal 

method for waste. The delegations of the Federal Republic of Gemany one. the 

United Kingdom oupported thie view. 

4.16 The Meeting concluded that, although several delega.tiona synpathized 

with the vi0w that incineration at sea was an interim solution, it was not 

possible to set a tine limit at present. 

4.17 The Danish delegation noted with appreciation the intent 0£ the 

Contracting Parties ne expressed by a lltll!lber of delegations, to consider 

present mothods of incineration at sea as being an interim method of waste 

diSJ:)osru. and to reduce the application of this method. The Swedish 

delegation reserved their right to bring forward this matter for discussion 

at a fut1:!Ie Consul ta:bive Meeting. 

5 REVlEW OF cormNTS .AND O:BSERVATIONS ON THE REVISED I.AE.!l. DEFINITION MID 
RECOI1UE:l®ATIONS ON DUMPING OF Rll.DIOACTIVE SUBSTANCES 

5, 1 The 1-Iecting had before it the report prepared by the Secretariat 

summarizing the nctivitiee in other organizations relating to dumping of 

:radioactive we.ates a.t sea, including: 

.l A sur!ll:l.ary of guidelines prepared by the DlEA Advisory Group 

(Jruna.ica, 11-15 December 1978), (LDC rv/5, Annex 1); 

,2 A brief note on dispersion and mixing processes in the deep 

sea with special reference to the Eastem Atlantic, prepared 

by the ICES (LDC IV/5, .lumex 2); and 

.3 A SUJnmary of the outcome of the OECD Workshop on monitoring 

the sea dunping of radioactive wastes (London, 16-17 July 1979) 
(LDC rv/5, Annex 3). 

Actiyities in .other or,m.nizations relnting to radioactive waste dumping 

5,2 In relation to LDC IV/5, Annex 1, the observer from IAEA reviewed further 

development IIIC.de within that Agency in this field since the Jamaica meetinc, 

including several meetings convened by IAEA and further actions towards 

· improvements in the draft Guidelines referred to in LDC r:v/5, Annex 1. 

Thie information is contained in a Statement reproducad in LDC rv/~.7. 
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5~3 In :relo.t:fon to IiDC .JN/5,· Annex 2v the obaerver froc ICES poi11ted out tho.t 

this note prioa:rily reiated to r:ionitorir.lB' prog.rax::imes of marine pollution by 

dUJ:!lPing in general. ·•· · · · 

5.4 In relation to LDC IT/5, Annex 3, the observer from the OEOD/NEA st~tod . . 
tha.t-~his docU!:lent should be seen as a. specific contribution for the OECD/l~.,,A 
·:fo~h6oming experts nesting on envi:?:ono.ental research and .morlitoring related to 

sea. dUIJppig·or ra.d.ioactive wastes {12-14 Novenber 1979) to which, it was hoped, 

n.rco as well as IllEA, would cake a. significant contribution. The statement 
. . 

ca.de by the OECD/NEll observer is recorded in LDC IV/INF.6. 

5.5 .A mu:ib.er of deleg-a.tions commended the IllEA for the "Criteria for Selection, 

Management and-Surveillance of Th.mping Sites" drawn u.p by ·tho If.EA Advisory 

Group (Jamaica, December 1978). Other delegations noted that the Criteria 

were still in dra.f't fom and urged the IllEA to continue efforts for their 

finalization. In this connexion, so~e delegations stressed the importance of 

the assessment of potentially critical food chain tra.naport mechanisms, the 

effect of such food chain transfers and key geochemical and physical 

oceanographic pa:roocters necessary to lll8.ke an assessment of the radiological 

irlpact of dumping operations on critical popilations. 

5.6 The Meeting requested· +.he IA.lllA to make available, on an annual basis, a 

report on its intended work prog:raiilI!le on radioactive dumping. The IAEA 

representative agreed that the IAEA would do so. 

5.7 With reffa,rd to IAF...A's invitation to GESAMP to advise on a review of IllEll1s 

oceanographic model, the Meeting noted that GESllMP has not yet met to consider 

this invitation but the lMCO Secretariat will keep the Parties in£o:rmed of 

further developnents. To a question as to why oceanographic experts available 

to the DiEA had not been asked to undertake the review, _the. IAEA observer 

explained .that I.AE.A n9w felt the need to draw on.brQad.er oceanographic expertise 

in order to help refine IAEA' a model, and considered . that GESAMP would be an 

appropriat? body in which such expertise is available. 

5.a A nun~er of delegations c~ll~d for thorough oo,neideration at forthcoming 

OECD/NEA oeetinl!B conce:rning the North-East Atlanti~ dumpsite, o.f all relevant 

internatio~al provisions :for monitoring and envirolll!le.ntal/eoologioal asaessaent. 

Note wast"cl<:en of the OECD Workshop's recommendations (LDC IT/5, lumex 3, 
paragraph 4.1) that a detailed monitoring progr8l!ll!le ~e o~ied out in connexion 

with the dunping of ra.dioa.otive wastes and other matter. A number of 

delegations expressed the view that the IAE.!l laboratory expertise could be 

helpful in Atlantic d'UIIlping, partiduia.rly the pre-dumping environmental· 

assessment and post-dumping nionito·ring phases. 
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5.9 The Sl1edish delegation, notin~ that at the Third Consultative Meetin{; an 

enquiry was nade as to the possibility of a mechanism ~hereby IMCO could provide 

interna.tionaJ. observation of the loadl.ng and sea disposal of radioactive wastes, 

asked wlw..t results had come from the. Secretariat1o approaches to OECD/NEJ •• 

The Secretariat ste.1;ed that 000 and OECDj'NEa had not oome to an agreement, but 

that the matter would be pursued further recognizing the need to avoid 

duplication. 

5.10 It was suggested that hnriexes to LDC DT/5 should be referred to the 

Ad Hoc Scientific Group for review. Whilst there was· a general. agreement to 

refer the information on dispersion processes e.nd on mo11Horin5 (llnnexcs 2 and 

3 of LDC DT/5), it was considered premat-ure to refer the guidelines on site 

) selection (iinnex 1 of LDC rv/5) since -the Guidelines we:re not in £inal :Conn. 

5.11 In relation to the £orthcoming OECD/NEA meeting 0£ experts on monitorinB 

and research prograrJines relating to dumping 0£ radioactive wastes at sea, the 

Secretary stated that IMCO has been requested to indicate the extent to which 

it can contribu·be to the co-ordination of the programmes, particularly whether 

IMCO could undertake such a. co-ordinating role. 

5.12 Several delegations stated that this was an mportant and complex matter 

which wouli require ca.re:ful consideration before any views could be expressed 

on behalf of Contracting Parties to the London Dumping Convention. In this 

connexion, a suggestion was made for drawing up a list of possible organizations 

which could undertake such a. role, together with advantages and disadvantages. 

However, no decision was reached on this point. 

5.13 lifter discussion, the Meeting arrived at the following conclusion: 

.1 Docim.ents re£erred to in LDC IV/5, .lmnex 2 (ICES note on deep-ocean 

~.ispersior) and .lmnex 3 (sUI!Dllary 0£ OE~ meeting on monitoring ct-sea. 

~imying of rad.1:oactive wastes), if available, should be :referred to 

the Ad Eoc Scientific Group, which should consider these docUI!lents 

from the point or ensuring consistency with the requirements set out 

in the .Annexes to the Convention in general and with the criteria 

set out at .Annex III to the Convention in particular; 

.2 the Secretariat was requested to consult other organizations in o:rc1er 

to improve the documentation concerning the a.ctiv5.tiee carried out by 

other organizations relating to rad~oactive waste dumping so that 

more up-to-date and comprehensive information may be made available 
to the Consultative Meeting; 
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• 3 with re[38.:rd to po:::sible Jna·ti tu-tiona.1 a:rrangeI!l.ents for co-ordina.tine;­

moni·toring and research p:rog.roI!lrleS :izela.-ting to dUI:1ping of radioactive 

wastes at sea, the IMCO Secre·taria.t was requested to ensure that t he 

OElCD/NEfi. mee·tilJ.BS a.:re informed on the Consultative Meeting1 s debates 

by na.kirig the relevant parts of the reports available. The Sec:retaria t 

was further requested to report the outcome of the OECD/NEA raeetin6· 

nentioned in :paragraph 5.11 above to the Fifth Consultative Meetinc, 

which then could be in a position to express oore definitive views. 

Conments on the IAEA Revised Definition and Recom.endations 

5.14 The Nexican d.elegation, in presenting its document LDC IV/5/1/Rev.l, 

expressed dismay that Mexico had not been invited to any of the meetings on 

radioactive waste d.ispooa.l, nor had they received the relevant documents. 

That dele6-ation :reaffirmed its position that any radioactive wastes should 

not be dunped into the sea. In cotmlen·ting on the Ill.EA document. 

Il:JFCIRC/205/Adc.l/Rev.1, the delegation particularly noted that radioactive 

wastes ought to bo averaged over a gross mass not exceeding 100 tonnes rather 

tnan the proposed 1,000 tonnes. 

5.15 The observer from FOE expressed concern about the present policy of 

radioactive waste dumping, which in the view of his organization, should be 

totally prohibited or more stringently controlled. The FOE observer supported 

the view that the IAEA should be encouraged to provide a detailed report to the 

Contracting Parties conceming its work progrru:ime. He also commented that the 

Ad Hoc Scientific Ci'Oup should review intersessionally IJI.EA's response to the 

several concenis tha·t have been raised by the Contracting Parties at the Third 

Coneultetive I1eeting in relation to the requirel!lents of the Convention and its 

.ll.nnexes and report its findings to the Fifth Consultative Meeting. Ho expressed 

other cornoents on this subject which are recorded in LDC IV/INF.2. There was 

no d.iscuss·ion · of the issues raised by FOE other than those already described 

elsewhere in the report -under this Agenda iteo. 

5.16. T'n0 United Sta.tee delegation urged monitoring of the NEA dump site in the 

North Atlantic, and stressed the need for a pre-dur:iping environmental 

assessment. The statement of that delegation is recorded in L])C IV/INF.5. 

5.17 Several delegations stressed that they oppose, in principle, ocean dumpin~ 

of any radioactive waste. The I.llEl.l. observer confirmed that the Revised 

Definition and Recollll:lenda.tion should not be construed as encouraging duoping at 

sea of radioactive wastes and that appropriate national authorities may adopt 

more stringent requirements when granting special permits according to the 

London Dumping Convention. 
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5.18 A nunber of delegr.i.tions :reite::ated sup_port for tha Cruiadim delego.tion•e 

proposal at the Third Conoultative M3eting that the IAEA•~ work prograIJDe 

i..--iclude an inventory of all :radioective waste i:nputs to the sea, so that an 

estimate o:f the ca.pacit-y 0£ the marine environment to accept radioactive w3ste 

fron all sources can be developed. Tl1e United I{j.ngdor:.1 delegation expressed 

doubts a.bout the scope of this suggeation; to be effective such an inventory 

should include all sources of eJ..'l>Of.lUre including for exarJple airborne pollutiont 

but such a project would be in, danger of duplicating the ongoing work of the 

United Nations Scientific Col!lmittee on the E£fects of Atonic Radiation (mqscEJI..R). 
The LlEA observer strongly supported the Canadian proposal and stated that 

UNSCE.llR would be closely involved. 

5.19 In response to the coI:ll:lertts by the United States and other delegations, 

\ the IllEA observer fu.Tther stated that the Revised Definition and Recommenc.ations 

represented three years of careful review of -the Provisional Definition and 

Recommendations, carried out with the aaaista.nce of several consultants and 

advisory group meetings. In this review emphasis was placed on cooplyin6 as 

far as practicable with the recommendations of the International ColIJI!lission on 
Radiological Protection (ICnP). 

5.20 The USSR delegation, recal.li'l'.'!g the obligation of Contracting Parties 1U1der 

Annex I, pa:ragxaph 6 and Jl.nnex II, paragraph D of the Convention, stressed that 

the IJUilll Revised Definition and Recommendation should be strictly adhered to in 

carrying out any sea dur:iping operation of radioactive wastes. 

supported by other delega·tions. 
This view was 

5.21 In orQcr to promote full co~pliance with the Iti.EA Revised Definition and 

Recommendation, the Canadian delegation 1rroposed the adoption of a resolution 

which woulct enhance this ·objec·tive (LDC IVj'WP.6). The Meeting considered this 

draft and with certain amendments, adopted a Resolution as set out at Annex 10 

hereto. 

Environmental ~~~.!l-~1u~1~r!on to a.~ individual Bl?J2lication :for 
a special permit for dump:mg · 

5.22 The United States delegation, in view of the adoption of the resolution 

referred to in paragraph 5.21 above, reiterated its previous position that in 

compliance with paragraphs B.1.4 and B.1.5 of the IllElA Recommendations, the 

Interim Procedures for Noti:fication (LDC I/16, .t.nn~x IV), in particular 

paragraph (5) of section 3, should be amended to incorporate the elements 

contained in paragraphs B.1.4 and B.1.5 of the IAEA Recommendations. That 

delegation indicated that it had prepared a dra£t resolution on this for 

consideration by the Parties. Other delegations espressed reservations about 
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the United Ste.tea :pro:poc,al and considered that the Fifth Consultative Meetina­

should discuss the I!la liter in nepth before ruzy action :ls ta.ken in this regard. 

5.23 The United States delegation further suggested that the OEt."'D/NEA Secretariat 

should be requested to su.bmi t to IMCO relevant reports which cay be available as 

a result of the implel!lenta.tion of the OECD Meoha.niems (LDC III/6/1). Severo.l 

delegations supported the United Sta.tea proposal. Mter discussion, the 

United States delegation proposed, and the Mee·l,i11g agroed, that the lMCO 

Secretariat should be requested to conoult ·the OECD/NEA Secretariat to find out 

whether, within the fr.amework C?f the OECD Mechanise, the reports on environmental 

assessI:J.ent c0uld be t10.de available by OECD/nmA to the Contrac·bing Parties, 

through IMCO, in confoin..1.ty with paragraphs :s.1.4 and B.1.5 of the Ill.EA 

Recor:lI!lendations, and to report the 011tcome of such consultation to the Fifth 

Consultative Meeting. 

5.24 The observer froo FOE commented tha;b JroE believes that those countries 

dumping radioactive wa.atos have not fully complied with the environmental 

assesaoent requireoenta of: 

.1 .ll:rticles 2 and 3 of the OECD Co1111cil 1s 1977 Decision establishing 

a multilate:ral consultation and surveillance I!lecrumism; 

• 2 t:1e provisions of .An.-tiex III of the Con...-ention; and 

.3 the recornoendationo contained in Section E.l of the IilEA's 

Revised De:fiilition and Recol:'Dendations. 

The observer from FOE further comien·~ed that D1CO should request the NEil. to 

enforce all of those provisions, ru1d that Il'..CO should formally request copies 

of all such envixomnental assessments tha·t the NEA undertakes or has received 

from participating countries. The FOE observer also recoillIIlended that the 

.h.d Hoc Scientific Group review NEA' s effort.a on these I:la.tters and report i ta 

findings to the Fifth Consultative Meeting. He expressed other coI!llllents on 

this subject which are recorded in LDC IV/INli'.2. There was no discussion of 

the issues raised by JroF.l other tha."l. those already described elsewhere in the 

report under.this Agenda-iter::1. 

6 REVIE.'W' OF TEE .llNNU.AL REPORTS ON DUMPING AND INCINERllTION AT SE.a 

6.1 The Meeting noted that, following the request made by the Third Consultative 

Meeting, certo.in additional information on dUl!lping activities carried out in 

1976 and 1977 hn.d been received by the Secretariat (LDC IV/6) and incorporated 

in upd~ted sUiillllary reports which had been distributed to Governments under 

LDC.2/Circ.31 -~d LDC.2/Circ.33 early in 1979. 
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6.2 It was no~ed that .f'i.1rther reports of permita iss,1.ed in 1978 had recently 

been received by the Secretariat but no·t in sufficient time to enable the 

prepai-o.tion of a s'lll"}clary repor·t for the Fourth Consultative Meeting. The 

Secretariat will prepare such a munmary report in duo couroo and circulate it 

to ContrMting Parties under LDC Circular. 

6,3 The Meeting considered whothe:c there was a need for any infomation to be 

provided in addition to that aho,m in the foma.t of tho Summary Reports issued 

by the Secretariat. After having received the report of the Ad Hoc Workincr 

Group set up under .Agenda item 3 conceming the format of reports on wastes 

actually dUD.ped, the Meeting conside1.-ed that the above foma.t of the Sumt1&-y 

Reports on pemits was satisfactory for the time being. 

7 PROCEDURES FOR THE EFFECTIVE APPLICATION OF THE CONVENTION 

7.1 With reference to A...-ticle VII(3) of the London Dumping Convention, the 

Meeting took note of a draft Re9olu·tion on Procedures for Effective .Applice,tion 

of the Convention, submitted by Canaia. (LDC IV/7). Thia included draft 

procedures to encourage the ropor·ti."lg of vesaels and aircraft observed dUI!lping 

apparently in conti-avention of the Convention. 

7.2 During discussion of the draft procedures several delegations expresood 

support for the general concept as put forward by Canada. Other delegations, 

while agreeing with the importance of effective application and while 

eym_pa.thising with the views put f'orward by Canad.a, indicated that they bad 

doubts about the practicality of sone aspects of' this proposa.l even thoush it 

was noted that the Canadian proposal did not require that the procedures be 

I!landa. to:cy-. It wa.s pointed out that there would be a. need to include more 

detail in the actual procedures as to the authorities designated to receive 

reports and follow-up action, etc. Attention was also drawn to 

Resolution A,39l(X) of' the DICO Assembly which sets out Procedures for the 

Control of Discharges under the International Convention for the Prevention of 

Pollution of the Sea by Oil, 1954 (as amended in 1962 and 1969). One delegation 

also pointed out that cercain Articles contained in the Single In.formal Composite 

Negotiating Text of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea 

(IC:NT/Rev,1), might need to be taken into account.· While appreciatinc the 

valuable work done by C&"lad.a, therefore, the Meeting decided to defer the 

matter lllltil the next session and requested Contracting Parties to submt 

comcents to tho Secretariat by 1 July 1980 to facilitate consideration of the 

dra.£t Procedures. 
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8 RELATIONS WITH OTIITm ORG.AllIZATIOUS 

8.1 In relation to Article XIV(4)(d) of the London Dumping Convention, the 

Meeting took note of a summa1.7 of i.nfomation (LDC IV/8) prepared by the 

Secretariat concerning action being ta.~en on questions relating to the dUDping 

of wastes at sea in connexion with certain regional conventions, including: 

.1 the outcome of the fifth meeting (21-24 November 1978) of the 

Oslo Co~ssion, particularly with regard to the application 

of its "prior consultation procedure" in cases of emergency 

involving the d'Uillping of wastes containingkmex I substances; 

and 

.2 e. study being carried out by a. group of experts under the 

Barcelona. Convention concerning the procedures and definitions 

necessary for the effective ioplenentation of the Protocol for 

the Prevention of Pollution of the Mediterranean Sea by Dumping 

from Ships and Aircra.:ft. 

8.2 Further to 8.1.1 above, the observer from the Oslo Commission presented a 

sUI!lila:ry of recent activities of the Commission of interest to the Consultative 

Meeting (I.J:JC IV/INF.;). In relation to e.1.2, the observer from UNEP suoma.rized 

current activities in the Mediterr31lean Region amed at the effective 

impleoentation of the Barc~lona P:rotocol for the Prevention of Pollution of the 

Mo<'iito:rxanenn Sea. by DuI!lping from Ships and Aircraft (LDC IV/INF.4). 

a.; The Meeting considered proposals put forward. by the Oslo Commission and 

the Secretariat of the Barcelona Protocol that the prior consultation 

procedures developed under the Oslo Convention ·(LDC rv/a, Annex 1) and draft 

procedures under the B~celona Protocol (LDC rv/s, Annex 2) be used in 

substitution for those which have been developed within the framework of the 

London Duoping Convention (LDC I/16, 1.llmex III), in a similar manner to the 

Interim Guidelines for the Impleoentation of Paragraphs 8 and 9 of Annex I of 

the London Di;,.mping Convention (LDC III/12, Jinnex 6, paragraph 17). 

a.4 Followina the discussions in the Plenary and subsequent consultations 

between representatives of the Contracting Parties and the observer from the 

Oslo Commission, the Meeting agreed that the "Prior Consultation Procedure11 

outlined in LDC rv/8, /...nnex 1 could be used by Contracting ~arties to the 

Oslo Convention on a.-ri i1lt,erio ba13is as a substi ~te for the London Dumping 

Convention-procedures until the next Consultative Meeting. The Meeting 

eophasized, however, that the Secretariat of the London Dumping Convention 

should be informed immediately of any emergency situation. The Secretariat 
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would then £ollow, as approp~iato, the pxocedu.re already outlined in LDC I/16, 

&inex III, taking into account the consultations takinB' place within the rec;i.onoJ. 

convention. In this regard, l>earing in mind the urg·ency of an enorgency 

situetion, Contracting Parties should be urged to conply with the procedure 

outlined in paragraph 12 of LDC I/16, .llnnex III and should designate a focal 

point for the reception of urgent I:lessages in order to receiYa proopt advice 

f:roo other Contracting Parties on possible alto~natives to eI:1ergoncy dumpin~. 

8.5 It was further agreed that during the intersessione.l period, Contracting­

Parties should study this question further on the basis of available documents 

(LDC I/16, lmnex III; LDC III/12, .fumex 6; LDC IV/8, .fumex 1 and J..nnex 2) and 

that the Ad Hoc Scientific Group at its next meeting should also consider this 

subject and report to the Fifth ConsuJ.-tative Meeting. 

9 REVIEW OF TEE ACTION PUN 

9.1 The Hooting took note of a draft revisj_on cf the Action Pla.."l (LDC IV/9) 

which had been prepared by the Secretariat on the basis of the original Plan 

agreed at tho First Consul tativo Meetj_ng (LDC I/16, f.nnex VII), taking eccount 

of work acco~plished prior to the Fou.Tth Consultative Meeting. 

9. 2 The Canadian delegation referred to recent progress which had been ooc1.e 

by the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea and suggested toot 

there would be a need to review f~iclea III(l)(c),VII(l)(b), VII(;) and XIII 

of the London Duriping Convention when the Conference on the Law of the Sea wa.s 

concluded. The Meeting ag:l:'eed that this matter should be incorporated into 

item 2 of Part 1 of the Action Plan and to consider under item 10 of the AGendn 

the possible need for an inter-governmental meeting to consider the natter 

during- the 1980/81 biennium. It was further a.greed to include this subject in 

the /i.genda for the Fifth Consultative Meeting. 

9.; T'ne USSR delegation, supported by other delegations, expressed the vim-, 

that the revieu and amendment of hrticles of the Convention conoei'Ilin.g' the 

liability of coastal States should be considered only after the fino.l decisions 

of the mi Conference on the Law of the Sea will be available. 

9.4 The Ueetine requested the Secretariat to update the Action Plan in the 

light of the p:roaresa of wo~k accomplished durincr the Fourth Consultative 

Meeting and ooL'ltlents put forward at this Consultative Meeting and to distribute 

the revised version in due cou.,:,ae. 
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9. 5 The l1Ieetirig furlher requested the Secretariat to consider the :pre;pa:raticn 

of up-to-c.ate comp:ren.ensive a.oC'i.unontf; describing the statm3 of the various 

amendments, guidelines a.r..d criteria releva...~t to the application of the Convention. 

10 OTEER HATTERS 

10.1 ~1he I1ee·ting noted that the submission cancer.Ding procedures fer the 

settlement of disputes (LDC IV/11) had been withdrawn. 

10.2 In this connexion views were expressed that the re-opening of' diacussions 

on amendments to the Convention adopted by the Third Consultative I'lleeting 

covering procedures for the set-clement of disputes could discourage a.cceptence 

of the amendments and therefore should be avoided. 

10.3 The Noe-ting, noting that Mr. H.R. J3aroarson will no moro be available for 

re-election after the expiry of bis present term of office, expressed its 

deepest appreciation for his outstanding leadership as Chairman of the 

Consul ta.tivc Meeting since 1976, which ha13 onabled the I1eeting to make 

significant ~regress in its work durine tho past four years. 

11 FUTURD UOPJC PROCRAI~ml 

11.l The Heeting took note of the decision of the IMCO Council :for only one 

meeting week to be proviJed in the budget of the OrJanization during the 

19so/19e1 bieri..niu.m :for the Consultative Meeting and its subsidiary bodies. 

It was notecl that thfa would; in ef:fect, mean that a."ly meetings of the Ad Hoc 

Scientific Group ·on Dumping or other 1mbsidiary bodies held in the i..,te:rsessional 

period could not be provided with simultaneous inte~prctation. The French 

dele~tion expressed its regret that this situation had a.risen. 

11.2 The Canadian delegation proposed that, in view of.the expected conclusion 

of the Third United Nations Cor~fcii-ence on·the Law of the Sea at the ninth session 

of the Conference next year, there may be a need to convene an intcr-govornmontal 

meeting ·befo:r-c the next Consultative I-leetinB' or at lea.st.within the 1980/1981 

biennium in order to review the Lonion Dumping Convention (LDC IV/wP.7). It 

was stated that Canada could assi3t in providi."lg interpretation facilities if 

budgetar'J fimds were not available. 

11.3 While appreciating the· progress being made by the Conf'er.ence on the 

Law of the Sea lmd the implications which the Law of the Sea Convention 1:1cy li..·we 

on tho London Dumping Convention, some delegations felt that the matter ahould 

be given further consideration before e:ny firm decision is taken. It was 

therefore 0t,"Tecd tho.t this queztion ohould be reviewed egein at the Fifth 

Consul tetivo Meeting after cc1:r.;:i.tlc:r3.tion at the national level. 
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11.4 Having reviewod the Action Plan a.nd in the light of ·the work ecoomplished 

at the cur.rent session, the Meeting oonsid1:red anci ag.reed on substantive i-tems 

to be incJ.uded in the Agendas for the Fifth Conau.lta.tive Mee-~lng and the next 

meeting of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on Dumping a~ shown at Annex 11 hereto. 

11.5 The meeting agreed that the Fifth Consultative Meeting should be held at 

IMC0 Headquarters from 22-26 Se].Jtember 1980. With i•ega:rd to the Ad Hoc 

Scien-tific Group on Ilur)ping, the United States delegation offered to host the 

next meeting in Ha:i.•ch/A.pril 1980 possibly a.t a laboratory in Florida in 

associ~tion with the Environmental Protection Agency. 

this offer with appreciation. 

The meeting accepted 
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AGENDA FOR THE FOURTH CONSULTATIVE MEEH'ING 

1 Adoption of the Agenda 

LDC IV/1 
LDC ri/1/1 

- Secretariat 
- Secretariat 

LDC ri/1/2 - Secretariat 

2 Status of the London Dumping Convention 

3 

4 

LDC IV/2/Rev.l - Secretariat 

Consideration of the report of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on 
Dumping (19-23 March 1979) 

LDC IV/3 
LDC IV/3/1 
LDC IT/3/2 
LDC rv/3/3 
LDC IV/WP.l 
LDC ri/WP.2 
LDC ri/WP.3 
LDC IV/WP.8 

- Secretariat 
- Secretariat 
- Secretariat 
- Belgium, France, Federal Republic 

of Germany, Portugal 
- Canada 
- Secretariat 
- Canada a.nd Federal Republic of Germany 
- Ad Hoc Working Group on Report Format 

Consideration of the report of the Ad Hoc Group on Incineration 
at Sea (19-23 February 1979) 

LDC rv/4 
LDC IV/4/1 
LDC rv/4/2 
LDC rv/4/3 
LDC ITjwP.4 
LDC IVjwP.5 
LDC ri/WP.9 

- Secretariat 
- United States 
- United States 
- Secretariat 
- Ad Hoc Group on Incineration at Sea 
- Ad Hoc Group on Incineration at Sea 
- Denmark and Sweden 

5 Review of comments and observations on the revised IAEA Definition 
and Recommendations on dumping of radioactive substances 

LDC IT/5 
LDC IT /5/1/Rev .1 

LDC IV/INF.2 
LDC IV/INF.5 
LDC ri/INF.5/corr.l 
LDC IV/INF.6 
LDC IV /INF. 7 

- Secretariat 
- Mexico 

- Friends of the Earth (FOE) 
- United States 
- United States 
- OECD/NEA. 
- IAEA 
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6 Review of the annual reports for dumping and incineration at sea 

7 

LDC rv/6 - Secretariat 

Procedure for the e~fective a~plicat~on of th~ Convention in 
accordance with Article VII(3J of the Convention 

LDC IV/7 - Canad.a 

8 Relations with other organizations 

LDC IV/8 

LDC IV/INF., 
LDC IV/INF, 4 

- Secretariat 

- Oslo Commission 
- UNEP 

9 Review of the Action Plan (LDC I/16) 

LDC IV/9 - Secretariat 

10 Future work programme and date of next session 

LDC rv/10 

LDC IVjwP.7 

11 kny other business 

LDC IV/11 

- Secretariat 

- Canad.a 

- Secretariat 

12 Consideration and adoption of the report 

LDC IV jwP .10 
LDC IVjwP.10/Add.l 

- Secretariat 
-· Secretariat 

LDC IV/12 - Report 
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GENERAL GUIDELINm FOR CLASSIFICATION OF SUBSTANCES TO 
lll'JNEXES I JUID II TO THE LON.OON DUMPING CONVENTION 

Introduction 

1 The Fourth Consultative Meeting considered a. system or classification of 

substances which could provide guidelines to evaluate whether or not certain 

substances should be included in or excluded from an Annex to the London 

Dumping Convention. The Meeting, recognizing however, that other criteria 

~ be relevant in certain circumstances and that a.. degree of judgement is 

involved in applying these criteria, e.g. toxicity, bioaccumulation and 

) persistence, for assigning materials to the ~".ml.exes, agreed that these 

Guidelines will bo kept under continuing revieu with a view to having them 

:further revised as and when appropriate, in the light of teclmological 

developments ~nd increased scient.ific knowledge. 

Guidolinoa for Classification 

2 jmnex I substnnce~ 

2 .1 The substo.rn~es and I!laterials listed in !.nnex I should be those which have 

intrinsic properties such that their dumping into the sea could cause adverse 

effects in the marine envi:::orunen·b such e.s to create hazard to human heal th, 

hro."Dl to living resources cl.Ild marine life, to damage amenities or to .interfere 

,.ri th other lcgi timate uses of the sea,. These substances and materials are those 

that axe considered by St,"Tcement of Contracting Parties to be: 

3 

.l aimulta....~eously toxic, persistent and bioaccumulative and therefore 

have a wide range of action; and 

.2 while essentially non-toxic, are persistent and float or remain 

susperided in the sea where they~ interfere with legitimate uses of 

the sea either because of the quantities dumped at a single time or 

because of their accurmllation over a long period of time. 

Annex II substances 

3.1 The aubsta...ces listed in Annex II should be those which exhibit one or more 

of the properties of toxicity, persistence or bioaccumulation, but which mey 

be ec.fely disposed of in the marine environment if special ca.re is used in the 

disposal. 
if,-lHt 
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PROPOSED TEXTS OF .AMElNmENTS AGREED IN PRINCIPLE 
BY TEE FOURTH CONSULTATIVE MEE':rING 

PROPOSED J.MEN:DrlJENT TO 1lNNEX I TO i'BE CONVEtm:ON 

Replace paragraph 5 by the following: 

"5 Crude oil and its wastes, refined petroleuc products, petroleoo 

distillate residues, and anyIJixtures containing aJJY' of these, 

taken on board for the purpose of dUDping. 11 

PROPOSED JJ,JENDMEHT TO Aml'EX II TO THE CONVENTION 

Add new 2e.ragraph Fas follows: 

11F Substances which, though of a non-toxic nature, may become ha.nnful 

due to the quantities in which they are dumped, or 1-lhioh are liable 

to seriously reduce amenities." 



J 

LDC IV/12 

AlfflEX 4 

BmOLUTION LDC Rm.7(IV) ON PROCEIJOB&3 FOR 
THE APPLICATION OF SCIENTIFIC ADVICE 

IN RESPECT OF THE LONDON 
DUMPING CONvENTION 

TBE FOURTH. CONSULTATIVE MEETING, 

REAF]'Jlll,llNG that interne.tional action to oont'rol toe .pollution of the sea 

by dumping can and must ba ta.ken without delay9 

NOTING Article XIV(4)(b) o:f the London Dumping Convention ooncerning the 

:role of ecientiflc bodies, 

BEOOGNT....ZING the need for continuing scientific and teohnical review of 

isauos oonsidexed by the Coneu.1 ta.tive Meetings 1 

CO!IBIDER!NG therefo~e that ·there is likely to be continuing requirement 

fo:r deliberationa of tb.e Ad Hoo So.ientifio Group on Dumping, 

ADOPTS the ter.ma of reference for this G:roup as set out in the Annex to 

this Resolu•~ion, and 

RESOLVES to co!ltlider as a matter of high :p:dority the prep~tion of 

formal proced."~1::s for the ~11E1ndment of Aunoxea ·fo the Convention in order 

to facilitata the aohieYemen·~ of ita objeot1ves. 
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AENEX 

TEBMS OF R'Ei'ERE?TCE liUR TSE AD BOC 
SCIENTIFIC GROUP ON DUMPDTG 

The terms or re.ference of the Ad lloc Scientific Group on Dumping a.re as 

follows: 

1 To respond to requests f:rom the Consultative M1:1eting for soientif'io 

advica cu ma. tters rela.ted to the Conv€11tion. 

2 To rev-ielt soienti!io ir..fo:r.m:J.tion1 as submitted b:r Contracting Parties 

o:t: t..":le Soo::.·c,,ta1:·.'.!.a.t, :f,<",rticu.la:!.'ly tc,a.t a.rising from nsw scient.:f.fic and 

tochnolc,gical davelo:l)mants (with reop3ot ~;o n,gwly synthesized compounds, 

11owly diaooverea ne.za.r,:ia of erlsti:.').g substances and new techniquss for 

,:aate trea·~ment and dia:pooaJ.), 

To prepa:co and maL"lta.in a. list cf hazarcoua substances or groups of 

subotan~e;; '!io w~ioh part!oula.r · at·bention should be pa.id, and, when 

sufficicn·t scientiflo eviclence has accumulated to warrant amendments 

to the ArL~exes of the Conventlon, t~ pr~pare ~ecol!l!Ilondations for such 

amendme~ts and submit them to the Consultative Meeting for action. 

*** 
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INTER:IM GUIDELINES FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
PARAGRAPHS 8 AND 9 OF ANNEX I TO 

THE LONlX>N DUMPING CONVENTION 

Conditions under which Permits for Dumping of Wastes and 
Other Matter containing Annex I Substances may be issued 

• 1. Under Article IV(a) of the Convention the dumping of waste or other 

matter containing substances listed in Annex I is prohibited, except that 

such prohibition does not apply to: 

(a) 

(b) 

Annex I substances which are rapidly rendered harmless by 

physical, chemical or biological processes in the sea 

(paragraph 8 of Annex I) ; or 

wastes or other materials, such as sewage sludges and 

dredged spoils, which contain matters listed in paragraphs 

1 - 5 of Annex I as trace contaminants (paragraph 9 of 

Annex I). 

2. A Contracting Party may issue a special or general permit for the dumping 

of waste containing an Annex I substance provided that the substance is 

determined to be rapidly rendered harmless or to be present as a trace contaminant 

and that the requirements of Annex II and Annex III have been met. 

3. It is recognized that for many of these wastes practical alternative 

methods of treatment, disposal or elimination or of treatment to render the 

) matter less harmful for dumping at sea might be available on land and these 

alternative methods should be pursued as required by the Convention. 

B. Evaluation of "Trace Contaminants" and "Rapidly Rendered Harmless" 

In the context of paragraph l(a), Annex I substances may be regarded as 

meeting the requirements of Anne~ I, paragraph 8, if tests of the waste or 

other matter proposed for dumping, including tests on the persistence of the 

material, show that the substances can be dumped so as not to cause acute or 

chronic toxic effects or bioaccumulation in sensitive marine organisms typical 

of the marine ecosystem at the disposal site. A persistent substance 

should not be regarded as harmless except when present as a trace 

oontamina.nt. 
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5. In the context o:f paragraph 1 (b), .Annex I substances listed in paragraphs 

1, 2, 3 and 5 0£ Annex I shall not be regarded as "trace contaminants" under the 

following three conditions: 

(a) if they ~e pr~sent in otherwise acceptable wastes or 

other materials to which they have been added for the 

purpose of being dumped; 

(b) if they occur in such amounts that the dumping 0£ 

the wastes or other materials could cause undesirable effects, 

especially the possibility of chronic or acute toxic effects 

on marine organisms or human health whether or not a.rising from 

their bioaccumulation in marine organisms and especially in 

food species; and 

(c) if they are present in such amounts that it is practical 

to reduce their co11centratiom1 further by tech....-iical 

mea.ne. 

6. The procedures and /,,.c"s "i: ~! described in the following sections are 

considered to apply equally 1;0 -the interpretation of "harmlessness" (para.graph 

8 of Annex I) a:nd. ,:trace contaminants" (para.gra.ph 9 of Annex I). 

c. Test procedures to be employed 

7. Test procedures should be designed and run so as to provide evidence of 

the potential for acute or chronic toxic effects, the persistence of the material 

(where appropriate), inhibition of life processes, and bioaccumulation under the 

proposed disposal conditions. 

8. For dredged spoils and sewage sludge the test procedures may not be needed 

if chemical characterization of the material and knowledge of the receiving 

area allows an assessment of the enviror..mental impact. 

9. The test procedures used should be: 

(i) those described in Appendix I and, when appropriate, 

(ii) those procedures acceptable to neighbouring States (in 

appropriate cases through a regional conven~ion) which may be 

affected by the proposed disposal, including tests and effects 

on animals i'rom the affected zone. 

The Organization should be notified of the test procedures to be adopted by 

a Contracting Party. 
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10. When acceptable test procedures referred to in Section Care used and the 

results of tests show that the material is not persistent and would appear not 

to cause acute or chronic toxic effects or bioaccumulation in sensitive mariLn 

organisms typical of the marine ecosystem at the disposal site and especially ~n 

food species, arid on human health, consultation with other Contracting Parties ~s 

not required. If such a permit is issued for other than sewage sludge or 

dredged material, notifiable particulars of the permit and the information 

required in Appendix II should.· be submitted immediately to the Organization 

for circulation to other Parties as information. 

11. If the Contracting Party has doubts about the results of the tests referred 

to in para.graph 7 above, the Contracting Party should consult with the Organization, 

other Parties and international org-cU1izationa as appropriate, a.a provided for 

under Article XIV, before issuance of the permit . 

12. The Cc:mtracting Party intending to purflu.e the above conaul tation should 

submit t o the Organization sufficient information to assist in determining 

whether the substances may be rapidly rendered harmlese or a.re present in 

trace conta.mi-r3.:-1ts 1 including the information required in Appendix II. 

13. The Organiza.tic:n, upon being informed by a Pa.r'ty that ccm:ul tation is 

necessary, may: 

(a) convene a Special Meeting of Contracting P8xties in accordance 

witl~ Article XIV(3)(.a.) of the Conve.ntion to consider the problems; 

or 

(b) establish a Panel cf Contracting Parties which nould be 

convened or consulted by the Secretariat at short notice. 

14. The Organization should, after conaultatj_on with other organizations, 

experts and Parties, make recommendations ae to whether or not the waste in 

question may be dumped and, if so, on appropriate procedures which ah011ld be 

adopted by the Fart1r prior to disposal. 

15. The Contracting Pa.rty should inform the Secretariat of the actions taken 

following the recommendations of the Organization and,, if a permit is issued, 

should notify the permit details to the Organization as well as any other 

information listed in Appendix II and not already notified under paragraph 12. 

The Organization shall circulate this information to other Parties. 
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16. Annual reports on dumping prepared by the Secretariat tor circulation 

to the Contracting Parties should include a BUD1118J:7 of permits for dumping 

of Annex I substances which have been issued in accordance with the consultat· on 

procedures ot these Guidelines. 

1 7. If a Contracting Pa.rty to the London Dumping Convention which is also 

a Party to a regional convention and has followed a consultative procedure 

under a regional convention, such procedure may be substituted for the 

procedures set out in paragraphs 11 - 16 above. The Secretariat of the 

regional convention should inform the Organization of the result of the 

consultation which has taken place. 
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TEST PROCEDURES FOR THE INTERPRETATION OF "TRACE CONT.AmNANTS" 
AND "HARMLESSNESS" IN REGARD TO ANNEX I, PARAGRAPHS 8 AND 9 

I. G:Ef)i"ERAL PROVISIONS 

1. Fa.ch Contracting Party may develop and use individually or th.rough a 

regional convention procedures as laid down in Section C of the Guidelines 

for the implementation of paragraphs 8 and 9 of Annex I to the London Dumping 

Convention.. 

2. Such test procedures may include, as appropriate, chemical characterization 

of the material, bioassays of the material, ~pplication of emission standards or 

environmental quality criteria in use by the Contracting Party, scientific literature 

or the results of field surveys of the proposed di sposal s ite or a similar 

marine environment. For the initial evaluation cf an industrial waste containing 

Annex I substances, the tests of paragraph 4 of this Appendix shall be used. 

Some of the tests may be augmented by new scientific developments, e.g. 

predictions from structure/activity relationships and environmental models. 

3. Each Contracting Party should notify the Organizati on of t he test procedures 

adopted and, upon request, should provide to the Organization or other Contracting 

Parties copies of those specific test procedures. 

II. SPECIFIC CONSIDERATIONS 

A. Test Procedures 

4. Test procedures should include the fol lowing: 

(a) acute toxicity tests on plankton, crust aceans or molluscs, and f ish; 

(b) chronic toxicity tests capable of evaluating long-term sublethal 

effects, such as bioassays covering an entire life cycle; 

(c) tests to determine the potential for bioaccUIIIlllation of substances 

listed in Annex I and, if appropriate, the potential of elimination. 

The test organisms should be those most likely to bioaccumulate 

Annex I substances; and 

(d) tests for determining the persistence of Annex I substances. 

B. 

Potential for degradability of Annex I substances should be determined 

using bacteria and water tYJ>ical of the proposed dumping site. The 

tests should reflect the conditions at the dumping site. 

Dilution and Dispersion of the Dumped Material 

5, In applying the results of tests to predict the environmental impact of 

the proposed disposal, the method of disposal and the dilution of the waste 
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that would result after dumping should be considered. The rate of dilution 

and dispersion actually occurring after dumping will depend on many factors, 

but will often include an initial period of rapid mixing and reduction of 

concentration of the dumped material followed by a period in which concentra­

tions of the dumped material decrease at a much lower rate. In such cases 

the allowance for initial mixing should be based on the rate and time of the 

initial period of rapid mixing. 

C. Chemical Characterization of the Dumped Material 

6. Chemical characterization of wastes is required by .Annex III. Chemical 

analysis of the liquid and solid phases of the wastes may be used to evaluate 

the potential for biological effects and persistence of .Annex I substances 

in the dumped materials, where sufficient experience has been gained for the 

type of waste involved through test procedures or field surveys described 

in the relevant sections of this Appendix. 

D. Application of the Results of Field Surveys 

7. Data collected from field surveys of disposal sites may provide a direct 

measurement of the impact of Annex I substances on the marine environment. 

8. Field survey data may be used as part of acceptable test procedures 

(see paragraph 2) when the following conditions are met: 

(a) The disposal site from which the data were collected is the same 

as that to be used for the proposed dumping, or is similar in 

environmental characteristics to the proposed disposal site; 

(b) The disposal site from which the data were collected has had 

wastes containing Annex I substances dumped there recently enough 

to cause impacts of the type listed in paragraph l of these 

Guidelines; and 

(c) The data collected are adequate to make a determination in regard 

to the impacts listed in paragraph l of these Guidelines. 
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D:!'~dgsd raatorial in the ubseno0 of app~eciable pollution sources is 

cxolud.ed f:r:om ths ch':lro.ical and bfoloeica.1 -testing requirsmonts set out above 

when it tte~ts o:.:1e of the follow:>1e; criteria.: 

(a) Dr.edged m!3:~eri.al is comp'.)S<?.U :,r.cclora.:!..:la.ntly of sand, g-:avel a.nd rook 

and. the material :l.s found. in areas of M.gh ctu-rent or wave energy 

such as strea.v:ao w:i.th large bed loads or coastal areas with shifting 

bars and ch.aJ:meJ. s • 

(b) Dredged material is for beach n~mrish:nent or rea~oxation and is 

ccm,osed predoninantly of aeni, gravel, or shell with particle 

sizes compatible with J;1a.terial on the receiving beaches. 

( c) Ths ma.teri.aJ. proposed. for d1.llllping :i.a s1.::.bsta.nticlly the sa:ne in 

physical and chemical prope1·ties as the sedimen·i;ary materials 

at the proposed disposal site. 

(d) The site from which the dredgdd material p~oposeu for du.mping is 

to be iak3n is situate~ a~ay from k..~own eJ□.sting and historical 

sources of :pollu.tlon so as to :provide rea.sona.ble assurance that 

such ma·tet'ir1,l has n~~ been contaminated. by such pollution. 

(e) The operation is similar to a previously tested operation and 

constitutes at most a 50 per cent increase in the amount of 

dredged material over an operation tested not more than 5 yea.rs 

previously. 
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APPENDIX II 

BASIC INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF PARAGRAPHS BAND 9 OF ANNEX I OF THE LONDON DUMPING CONVENTION 

INTRODUCTION 

1. The purpose of the following procedures is to give guidance on the 

appraisal of such wastes for which dumping has to be considered and the 

presentation of the evidence in support of the proposal to dump. The test 

procedures advocated can only produce scientific evidence on which to base 

a decision. They are to some extent still experimental and experience is 

necessary as regards their practical application and the interpretation of 

the reeults. They cannot give conclusive proof that a substance is biologically 

harmless, especially in the longer term. Scientifically such proof is 

impossible, the tests can only provide evidence for judging whether the 

environmental risk is acceptable or not. 

:REQUIRED rn.FORMATION 

2. The following paragraphs draw attention to the more important aspects of 

the appraisal and cet out the headings under which information is required: 

Alternative disposal options 

2.1 Itemize all of the alternative methods which have been considered and 

rejected, e.g. treatment, storage, destruction or disposal on land. Give 

the reasons for the rejection in each case. 

Origin of waste 

2.2 Give a description of the process from which the waste is derived to 

indicate the possible nature of the waste. It is not necessary to set out 

the process in detail. 

Amount of waste 

2,3 Give: 

(a) the total amount of waste expected to arise annually; 

(b) the frequency of dumping; and 

(c) the amount to be dumped on each occasion. 

Form in which the waste is presented for dumping 

2.4 State the form of the waste, quantify the maximum amount of solids 

present and give information on particle sizes. 
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2.5 Give the chemical identification of compounds present in the liquid 

and solid phases and the quantification of these compounds. Specify the 

analytical methods used, including information on detection limits, 

precision and accuracy, as appropriate. 

Ph.ysico/chemical characteristics 

2.6 Give pH and other physico/chemical characteristics of the waste, 

e.g. specific gravity, volatility, solubility, and of its specific compounds. 

Results of test procedures 

2.7 Results of tests performed in accordance with Appendix I should be reported. 

Other relevant information and data 

2.8 Give any other relevant information, e.g. possibility of tainting; other 

sources of pollutants in the disposal area and all other information required 

by Annex III of the Convention. 

Characteristics of proposed disposal area 

2.9 Give the geographical limits of the proposed dumping area using co-ordinates. 

Give the depth and dynamics of the area, the characteristics of the sediments, 

etc. and any other information relevant to the selection of the area proposed 

for dumping, e.g. absence of spawning grounds, nursery areas, fishery 

activities, migratory routes, etc. 

Overall assessment of the information 

2.10 In this section bring together all the information gathered and set out 

the reasons why it is considered that a permit should be given. 

Details of proposed dumping operation and proposed subsequent action 

2.11 Give the conditions which will be imposed on the dumping operation, 

e.g. duration of licence, frequency of dumping, method of discharge, speed 

of vessel, whether or not containerized, supervision, etc. Finally give 

information on proposed post operational monitoring which will be carried 

out. 
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ANNEX 6 

REPORT OF THE DISPOSAL OF WASTES OR OTHER MA'IJJR 
CARRIED OUT AT SEA IN THE CALENDAR YEAR •••• 

l. NAJne (s) of Cowitry(ies) 

2. Year Permit(s) issued ~d reference number if appropriate)Y 

3. Dumping/incineration site(s) 

4. Nature and quantity (tonnes) of waste dumped/incinerated 

Industrial Wastes 

Sewage Sludge 

Dredgings 

Radioactive waste-21
1 

Dumping/inciMration methoQ 

If a Contracting Party to the London Dumping is also a party to a 
regional convention and has submitted an annual repor.t on all dumping 
or incineration operations carried out under a regional convention, 
that report may be substituted for this report format. The 
Secretariat of the'regional convention shall notify the Organization 
of the annual reports submitted under the regional convention. 

~ 

' Reference should be ma.de 1,0 a permi t reference number that might 
have been used in the INTERIM PROCEDURE FUR NOTIFICATION UNDER 
ARTICLE VI(4) OF THE CONVENTION 

For radioactive wastes the Beta/gam:na-. Tritium- and Alpha.­
Radioactivity should be g·iven in CuriP- (Ci) s,:,parately together 
with the origin of waste and conditioning. 
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ANNEX 7 

PORM OF REPORT FOR THE ACQUISITION OF DATA ON MONITORIUG OP DUMPING SITES 

1. MQnitored Area 

- coordinates of the dumping area (geographical coordinates) 

- area map with station locations 

2. De.ta on discharged wastes 

3. Technical data on the method of dumping (depth, initiaJ. 1i'.1.ution, etc.) 

Rydrographical data about the area (general direotion of N1.rrent now etc. 

data from An..~ex III ~f the Convention) 

5. Monitoring data 

Station locations 

Monitored ?Ompartment: 

water 

sediments 

living matter 

Frequency and duration 

Parameters measured in each 

compartment (with reference 

to the analysis methods used) 

General biological parameters 

(primary productivity, etc.) 

6, Laboratories and organizations responsible for analy$ing, sampling, 

data storage etc. 

7. Information on intercalibration and quality control of results: 

if so, within what framework (ICES, IAEA etc.) 

8. Gen9ral conclusions resulting from monitoring 

9 0 Contact addresses for further information 

10. Any details of publications (title, number, year) 

iHf-1(-
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AlrnEX B 

INTERJl,I TECHNICAL GUIDELINES ON .THE CONTROL OF INC~ION 
OF W1'..SB:l MID O'l'BER r:IATTm AT SEA 

. l nmo:DUCTION 

1.1 In 1978 the Third Consultative Heating of Contracting Parties to the 

Con-v-ention on the Preventio1.: of Hari....,_c · Pollution by Dumping of Hastes and Other 

Matter adopt·oo Resolution LDC Resolution.5(III) by which it approved the 

following am~ndmants to the .Al.111exos to the Convention concerning the prevention 

and control of :pollution by incineration of wastos and.other matter at sea: 
• ' ' I 

.l the addition of a pe::ag.ra.:,h 10 to .Annex I; 

• 2 the sd.d:1.tiQn o:f a l>~c:'lgra.J?h E to lnnex II;. and . 

• :,. the ad.di tion of' an .Mdendum to 1~'1ex I, containinB' Regulations 

for the Conti·ol of' Incineration of Wastes and other Hatter at Sea. 

i,2 Under thase amendments, the Co11txti.cting I,nrtios shc.sll, in th& isoue of 

pertlits for incineration, npply the Regulations for the Control of Incineration 

of· Wastes and Other Matter a.t Sea o..."ld tc>ko full · account of the Technical 

Guidelineo on the Control of Inciner~tion of Wastes and other }fatter at Soa 

adopted ~Y the Contro.o'iiing Pertiea in consul t~tion. The requirements for the 

issue of permits for difforent typea of wastes are oumma.rized in the follo•~,ing 

table: 

Substl"llOOO I Pen:tlt Regulations I Tcch.~cru. 

I Guidolinao 

1. Qrge_'llohalogen compounds s Spocicl All provisions of All provisions . of 
Peetioidas and by-products the Regulations in the Toch.~oal' 

.. Parts I and II to Guidelines to be 
be applied taken into full 

uccomit 

' ,., 
'-. Crude oil, fuel oil, etc. Specia.l Control to the satisfaction of 

taken on board fo~ . . . '• Co.ni~~~t.j.ng ,Pa,rtiea~ ii~ into 
purpo~o of diepoct.'.l; a.ocou."lt z 
lmnex II substances 

all applicable ~11 applicable (without pesticides) provisions of provisions of 
Regulations in the Technical 
Parts I and II Guidelines . 

' .,. Subatoncos not Genercl. as under 2 o.bove 
mentioned under 1 ond 
2 o.bovo 
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1.~ The presant _Oqj.delillss ha.~ bean developed on the basis of exioting 

scientific lmowled8e of the inoinernticm process on4 on a knowledee ot current 
technology. .tu. thoU8h the sta.te of k:lowledge on the incineration of liquid 

orgenoohlorine wo.stes in existing vessels ms enabled speoif'ic guidelines to be 

dr11wn U,1> covering the incineration of these wastes, there remain types of waste.a 

where knowledge is insuf:Cioiont at present. Scientific work ml.d. teohnionJ. 
devoloimient is, hcwover, proceeding end consequently these Guidelines should be 

lcept under reView as the reaults or further research and invosti8D,ti.ons beo(lllle 

· e:va.ilable. · 

1.4 These Technical Guidelines apply to wastes or other me.ttor loaded or kept 011 

boa.rd ma.rine incinoration facilities which are defined in Regulation 1(1) end 

iDOludo vessels, platforms or other na.n-nade structures which mieht at some future 
date carry out fo.ctory ope_'"ations and E,"8nerate wastes which could be inomera.ted at· 

sea. Inoinemtion at sea. ia dofined in Regulation 1(2) and exclude activities 
inoidento.l to the norca.l. operation of ships (e.g. combustion of ship-genera.tad 

ga.r~"'8) or ple.tfoms (e.g. fie.ring of gos from oil production or eJ..'J)lora.tion). 

1.5 The inoine:::-ction of a waste at sen must be controlled to eafeguaxd a number 

of usea of the marine anviro11ment l\8 laid down in Annex III to the Convention. 

Additionally the Resolution of the FirRt Consultative Meeting of Contraoting 

. Parties to the London Dumping Convention (1976) reooB[lized tbo.t the rieka of 

atmospheric pollution should be takan into account. 

1.6 ·whore the word nccnventian a.a anan~ed in 197811 ia used, this is to be. ... . ' 

understood as re:ferenoe. to the Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution 

by Dumping of Wo.stes and other Matter, 1972, with omondments . ~o the ..".imexes to 

the Convention adopted in 1978· as listed under ·1.1 above. Where the word 

ttRegula.tion° is used, this is tobe understood as referanoe to the corresponding 

resula.tion of the Addendum to .6miex I to the Convention as aentioned in 1.1. 3 
cbove. 

2 mcnmumON OPE&TIONS 

2.1 Wasta 'tm and feed rates of waste to the incinerator 
I 

2·.1.1 Continuoua flow-measuring devices for recording liquid wnste now rate 
. . 

should be instol.led on existing marine incinerator facilities by- 1 June· 1980. 

InteriD nethode of control should be based on a continuous display of the waste and 

fuel puL1P status suppleaented by mamml . ohaoks of the · type and amount of ~t~ . . . . . . 

bumed every ·hour, ·weather and sea. state ~ tting, to be· recorded in the log. 



LDC IV/12 
A1'1!f".t.OC 8 
Pago 3 

2.1.2 Whare solid wastes a.re lu..,-,iod, the was-be tY'l)e and rate of input should 'be 

recorded in the loe-. 

2. l. 3 Tho feeding of wast ea i.11 oontc.iners to the incinerato1' will neceasi. tete 

special design and operational requireaente in order to conply with Regulr.tion 5. 
These should include but not be limited to: 

.1 the waste should ba !ed to the incine~ator at such a rate that tho 

oxygen denand is \'tell within the· ca.pi:i.bility of tho conbustion ru.r fan; a,...1d 

.2. the waste should be fed to tho incinerator vie an o.ir lock chanbor. 

) 2.2 Air feed to the ~.aerator 

2.2.1 The a!:lount of air enteri.ng the incinerator should be sufficient to ensure 

thn.t a oininun of 3 per cent oxygen is present in the conbustion t~ses nec..:r the 

incinero.tor sto.ck exit. . This roquircoent should be uonitored by c.n '.".i.. .. +.oJJct:i. r-: 

oxygen analyser to routinely record ozyaon concentrations. 

2. 2. 2 ~l though existing :u1oinort>.tor iressels eoploy o. fixed ci:;:;o lnput rnto i : n ,;-'..:n() 

incineration facilitico nay in tho future use a. variable air food i:n which 0~_;;0 

this rate should bo recorded,. 

2.3.1 Tenpo:re..tuxa controls and records should be based on the :::ieasuroncnt of 

wall teoporature. Unless othert·rise deter-..iined by the Contrccting Pro~t~.r there 

) should ba three or oore te:::1:::,erature neo.sureoent devices for each inc~-iero. .. or. 

2.3.2 In order to conply with Regulation 5 the Contracting Pcrty should define 

the opera.ting wall teoporature ond the ter:ipera.ture below which the flow of waste 

to the incinerator should be autoo~tica.J.ly shut off by approved equipoont. 

2.3.3 Tho I:lininuD wall toopcraturo should be 1200°c unless the results of testo 

on the oo.rino inc:i..t1emtion facility denonstrcte that the required conbustion u.:nd 

destruction efficiencies specified in Recrulo.tions 3 m1d 5 CDll be c.chioved ~ta 

lower temperature. 

2.4 Destru...£li,$:!1_~ienqz 

2.4.1 For tbe :purpose of o.pplyin6 Regulo.tion 3 the d~struction efficiency should 

be doteminod not only for the total or~c components of the waotca but 

o.d.ditiorw.J.ly for pa...-ticular substc.nces such o.s thosa listed in 4.1.2. 
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2.5 Residence time 

2,5.1 The mean residence time of the incinerator should be of the order of one 
. 0 ( second or longer at a flam~ tempere.ture of 1250 C e.g. as measured by an optical 

pyrometer) during normal operating conditions. 

2.6 Automatic shut-off systems 

2.6.1 Devices to shut of:f' the waste feed to the inoinero.tor in a.ooordnnce with 

Regulation 3 should include the following: 

.1 flame sensors with ea.ch burner to stop WD.Ste flow to thc.t buxne:r in 

the event of o. fJ.Gl.Ile-out; end 

• 2 automatic equi:;.Jment to stop wo.ate flow m the ever4t of uall temperatures 

falling below 1200°0 or the temperature determined L~ 2.3,1. 

2. 7 Posi'i:;i9,;->'l.i11g_of mcem,~jpe; devices 

2.7.1 In applying Re~lation 3(1)(b)(i) lllld (ii) to approve the siting of 

tomporaturo measurin~ devices and gas sampling probes the Contractine Party should 

take into account that in certain ceses flames can be non-homogeneous (e.g. "!ihrough 

vortex formation in the incinerator or during incineration of solid or 

containerized waates). 

3 GENERAL COHTROL OF THE NARINE nmnTERATION F.ll.CILITY MID ITS OPEBATIOU 

3. l Loo.di.pg o.nd !1tOWr1.ft~ of WC'..St_fil!, 

\ 

3,1.1 Due to the risk of spill<lB'eB wastes should not be transfarred froo barges ) 

or other vessels to :c.le.ri.lle i..~oineration facilities outside harbour limits except 

where special arrangements hn.ve been made for the prevention of spillages to the 

Em,tiofaction of the Contracting Porty •. 

3,1.2 Wastes in donc..--.go~ containers should not be token on bon.rd mo.rine inci..~erotion 

fo.oilities. 

3.1.3 Containero loadGd on boa.r-l should be adequately labelled. 

3.1.4 Containc:dzed wr:.stes should be stowed in accordence with the regulntiona of 

the ll·1CO Internn.tional l!nri time Tumgerous Goods Code ( IMDG Code). 



3.2 Disposnl of roaiduos 

LDC IV/12 
1.JillEX 8 
Page 5 

3. 2 .1 Tnuk washings und puop-rooo bil~-es contcmine..ted with wastes should be 

inoil1crc.ted at sec in ~ccorcku1ce with the Ragulntions fc-r the Control of 

Incineretion of Wo.stos ond Othor intter at Sea and with these Teohnico.J. Guidelines, 

or disch,~ged to port fa.oilitiea. 

3.2.2 Residues rem.ninin(~ in the j.ncinerc.tor should not be d'\l!!\ped at sea except 

in accordance with tha provisions of the Convention. 

3.3 Prevention of haza.rds to other vessels 

) 3.3.1 In licensing the incineration of wastes and other matter on board 

) 

approved oarine incineration facilities, the Contracting Party should h..~ve regard 

to the need to avoid hazards to other ves13els by appropriate location of the 

L"loinera.tion sites or inci.J."1.ore,tion zones concerned and by ensuring that the 

relevant m:.ritine authorities are notified of the dete of se.ilinc and/or intended 

schedule, as well o.s the intenc1,3d movecon-ts of the marine incinerction .:facility 

(whether underway, at anchor, etc.). 

' 3.3.2 Regular re.die warnings should be broadcast during the period cf 

incineration. 

;. 3. 3 Contro.cti.."1.g Partieo in a given geosra.phical area should endeavour to 

desiGtlll,te coIJ!ilon inci.~erution sites in the area. 

3.4 Construction of ~.rine incineration facilities 

3.4.1 For the carriase o:f liquid wast'es· an incineration shi"r, shall carry a valid 
11C0rtificn.te of Fitnecs" as req_uired under the IMCO Code for the Construction and 

Equi.I)l:!lent of Ships Carrying Da.ncerous Cherrl.cals in Bulk. 

3.1,,.2 The cotipotent nationoJ. authorities of the country concerned should 

closig11ate suitable concli tions for the construction ond equipment of ~..rine 

incinerntion facilities not r:1entioned under 3.4.1 above, based on the principles 

of the :mco Bulk Chooiccl Code. Such conditions should be notified to the . 
Organization. 

3.5 Data rocordinR 

3.5.1 In addition to the records required by ReeuJ.ation 6 of the Addend'lltl to 

Jinnex I, marine incinei"O.tion facilities should also record: 
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.1 the oxygen concentro.tion in the ooobustion gases as monitored in 

aocordnnce with 2.2.1 of these Guidelines; 

.2 the air feed ro.te 111 accordance with 2.2.2; 

,3 the to.nk(s) froI!l ,m:toh waste is tclcen; ond 

.4 the I!leteorolo(sioal conditions, e.ff. wind spee~ _and·direotion. 

3.5.2 P~..raIJeters which 'IJD:Y require recordinc in the future, subject to satisfactory 

technical develorcent, include routine :o.ea.sureoent of deEit-ruotion ef'f'icienoy 

and total particulate IJatter in the coobustion gases. 

4 lillTURE OF WASTES OR OTHER Ml.~ Mm NOTIFICATION PROCEDURm 

4,1 Chexacteristics ·or wastes 

4.1.1 Inforco.tion on the cha:rooteristics of wo.stes or other t1atter to be provided 

in connexion with a pemit apDlication in o.ooordance with Re(3Ul~tion 7 should 

include in addition to thn.t in the Ap;pondix hereto, if possible, infornation on 

the chenica.l and physiccl tranafoma.tion of the wo.ste after incineration, in 

particular, ~bsoquent foma.tion o:r new compounds, cooposition of a.shoe or 

unburned residues. 

4.1,2 For the purpoae of Regulation 4, eJCCDI)les of wastes or other natter over 

which doubts exist ns to the tho:t'I:lOl destruction ond efficiency of coobustion 

are listed aa follows: 

.1 Polychlorinated b iphenyls (PCB ta) 

.2 Polychlorinated triphenyls (PCT's) 

.3 Tctra.ohloro-uibenzo-rd.ioxin (TCDD) 

.4 · Benzene hexachloride (BHC) 

.5 Dichlorod.iphenyl triohloroothane (DJY.Ll) 

4. 2 Cor:rpliance with parggrg.pha 8 ~d 9 of lmnex I of the Convention 

4.2.1 The.Contracting Party IJUSt ensure through the application of procedures 

adopted by Contracting Parties in consultation that the incineration of a waste 

containing :Annex I substances should not result in the introduction of Annex I 

substances into the maxine environment unless these are rapidly rendered haxmless 

or a.re present as trace contaminants. Based on current scientific lmowled.ge on the 

environmental effects of incinerating lig_uid organochlorine compounds, this reg_uirement 

is considered to be met if ·che Regulations and Technical. Guidelines a.re observed. 
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4.2.2 'Whore it ia pro:i:)osed to incinorate Wt\etos et sea. oonta.inin[;' other 1..rmex I 

substances or -Jri:;anoch.lorine conr.i.)omlds referred to in 4.1.2, it will be necessary 

to detemine that the residues enterinG the marine environment after incinero.tion 

aJ:e rapidly rendered h£>..mloss or ,resent a.a trace contao:i.nants throuch procedures 
e.dopted by the Contracting Parties in consul tat ion. 

~-3 Notification of permits iosued for incineration at sea 

4.3.1 Euch Contmctin{; Po.rty chould :i.r:Jnediately notify the Orcronization of n 

Specicl Pernit issued for incinero.tion of wastes or other Datter ct so~ in 

accordance with RecuJ.ation 2(3). A record of tho General Peroi.ts issued for 

) incineration in the previoua calendar yo~ in cccorda.nce with IlecuJ.o.tion 2(½-) 

should be sont directly or thro'll{Jh c Secretc.riat estE>.blished under a rocional 

ne,Teeoent to the Or0'rulization by 31 1-Inrch S.n each year. 

4. 3. 2 The notifications should contain for eMh pemi t the ldnd of infor!.:'n tion 

set out in ~ppendix hereto. 

4. 3. 3 '.i.1he Orccniz[stion should treat 11otific~,tions of inci.,era.tion permits i n the 

same ,-:c;r ea pormits ism.tad fo~ dt"ll!lj_Jinc. 
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APPENDIX 

NOTIFICATION FORM FOR ntCINEBATION PERMITS 

The notification oball contain the tollowine infoma.tion for ea.ch pemit: 

1 issuing authoritios; 

2 date iaeued; 

3 period for which the ~e:rmit is valid; 

4 country of ori{!in of wastes and port of loading; 

5 total que.ntity of wastes (in metric unite) covered by tho pomit; 

6 form in which tlla wo.ste is presentod (bulk or container~; in the 

latter case, o.lso size and labellina); 

7 compoaition of the waste, such as: 

.1 princi}.)al oreonic com,ononta; 

.2 orinnohalocrens; 
, 3 main inort:;onio oomponento; 

.4 solids in suspenaionj end 

• 5 other relevant constituents. 

8 pro~erties of the wo.ate, such es: 

,1 physical form; 

.2 specific e,ra.vity; 

.; viscosity; 

.~ ce.J.orifio w.lue; 

.5 radioactivity; and 

.6 toxicity ru:id ~eraiatence, if necossa.ry. 

9 industrial proceos civine- rise to the waste; 

10 name of the muine inci11eration facility and state of re£;istro.tion; 

11 ~a of incineration (eeo~o.phica.1 location; distance from tho neo.rest 

coast); 



) 

) 

12 expected .frog_uenciea of incineration; 

LDC rv/i2 
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13 special oond.itions relating to the operation of the ma:cine incineration 

facility which a.re more otrigent than those specified in the 

ReBUlationa or other than those in the Teolmioal Guidelines; 

14 additional. j.r...forma.tion, such a.a relevant factors listed in f.nnex III 
to the Convention. 
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ANNEX 9 

PRELIIm'ARY PROCEDURES FOR TEE IMPLEMENTATION OF PARAGRAPHS 8 AND 
9 OF ANNEX I TO THE LON.DON DUMPING CONVENTION FOR 

TEE PURPOSE OF INCINERATION AT SEA 

1. Conditions under which pemits for incineration of waste and other 
-catter containing eubstonces listed in Annex I to the London 
Dul'lping Convention oay be issued 

1.1 In accordnnce ,dth the London Duopint; Convention and with the 

Aoenc'!Dents thereto adopted by the Third Consultative Meetin(; in 1978, a 

Contracting Party to tho Convention oay isoue a Special or General Perm. t 

for at-sea. incin~ra.tion of \mates containing lumex I oubstances - other than 

noxcu:ry or ca.dniuo or ~heir coopounds as described in 1.3 below - provided 

that the enission products of the substances entering the atrJosphere end sea. 

axe rapidly rendered ha.mless by :physiol.'.J., chem.cal or bioloc i •.:::-,l .;_.,: ·ooc::;;-..;0s 

(parnrrro.vi.1 8 of Annex I) or nre :prese:;1t u;,_ trace contru::iinu.nts (?c.rnis-.raph 9 of 

.Annex I), and thnt t~ requi:renento cf .Annexes II ar1d Ill to the Convention 

have been net. 

1.2 These conditions are considered to bend for Annex I substances other 

than those described · in 1 .3 and 1.4 below if the provisions set out in the 

.Aoendnents to tr.e Conv1~ntio11 rel>-nrdine L'lc~eration at sea o.s ~dopted in_ 

1978 and the re4uirenente of the Techniccl Guidelines on the Cont~ol of 

Incinero:tion of Wast-3~ a."lcl Othor f-bttor a.t Seo. (LDC IV/l.2., Annex 8 ) a.re 

observed, 

1.3 For substonces lioted in pn.ragraphs 2 and 3 of .l\.nnex I to the 

Convention (nercury and cnfuii"l.lll and their compounds), the procedures set out 

in section 2 below in addition to the procedures developed for tho dunpin~ 

of wastes and other m.tter a·~ sen specified in the Interio Guidelines for the 

I.Ilplcoontation of Po.rq~ph:J 6 o.nd 9 •~-f lmnox I of the London Duop.i.ng 

Convc11tior. ( LDC IV/12, ,\nnex :5 ) sho~ .-. , apply . I:u. the latter context, 

concenti:-'ltions c! uerciu:y or oaclniw·. uri..::.ch uould not be considered o.s txa.ce 

cantaoi. .an ca fer ·tho pur:pos0 of direc·c ,iuopinB .ahould also not be considered 

o.s tro.co contanino.nts for the p1.1r,)o~~ of incineration a.t seo., 
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1.4 Substances listed in pa.rogrnph 7 of linnex I to the Convontion and 

orgonohru.oaen substances o.entiono.d in 4.1.2 or the Teclmioal Guidelines 
on the Control ~:£ Inc.inemtion-~~°\,1asteo and Other Jl1atter' at Sea, es well 

as any other Annex I substencoe· t'ar which o. Contracting Party oo.y have doubts 

concerning coopliance with paJ:"o.gra~hs sand 9 of mm.ex I to the Convention 

should be evaluated i11 a.ocord.E!.tloe ldth the procedures set out belo,-,. In this 

context, considoro.tion s~~d ,;.;;·_giyen t_o tl10 possible. presence of these 

substances in very low concentrations in the wastes and to the possibility of 

their synthesis during incineration. 

1.5 Tho procedurea dosoribed below aro oonsidcrod to apply equally to the 

interpretation of "haml.esaness" (paxagro.ph 8 of ~ex I) and 11trace 

oontaninants" (paragraph 9 ~£ ~ex I) of eni.saion products resultincr froo tho 

incineration of wastes and oth~ natter at sea. The eoission products oay not 

be regarc1cd o.s "trace contaoin..-uits11 o:nd/or boin8' "rapidly rendered hamlmis" 

if they occur in such onounts that the incineration of the wastes or other 

oateria.la could cause undesirable effects, especially the possibility of 

chronic or a.cute toxic ef.fects on ne..:rine or~GDB or hunan health or wildlife 

whether or not ariaincr froo their bioaccuoulati011 in oa.rine orcanisos ond 

especially in food species. A persiotent substance should not be regarded as 

"ha.:rmless11 e:1xcept when present a.a a 11trri.ce cont&Jinn.nt". 

1.6 The oruciouo pomiaaible stack concentration of substances referred to in 

pnrc.(;raphs 1. 3 ond 1.4 above should be based on the procedures outlined belO\·r 

and the best available teclmoloB'Y• If the peminsible stack concentration 

is hiGher than that resultincr fro□ the oondo.tory corabustion efficiency 

specified in the addenduo to lumex I to the London Dumping Convention, the 

co□bustion efficiency required. by the Recrulntions shall apply. 

) 
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"Trace Contaru.nants" and 

2.1 Tho maxiDum pemissible etaok oonoentra.tion should be established usin8 

a catheoa.tioal plume IJOdel (taking into account the prevailing atnospherio 

conditions at the incinemtion site and the~ pemissible atmospheric 

concentrations) and by uains a. dispersion oodel (taking into account the 
interaction or the plume with the mar!no onviromient end the .:u:i.xiDum 

pemiseible environwental oonoentra.tions for oa.rine lii'e). 

2.2 The tlo.:x:irJuz:l pe:tnissible anvirO?ltlental oonoentmtion for the protection or 

oarine life should be eetn.blished using the prooodures developed for dUI:1ping­

and deocribed in the Interin Guidelines for the IDplomenta.tion of 

pa.r~pho 8 and 9 of ~ex I of the London Duoping Convention (LDC IV/12, 
Jmnex 5). 

2. 3 !i'he naximuo pei,:.dsoible o.toosphoric concentra.tione for the protcctic!l of 

hucan health and wild.life ohould bo established, taking into account, aoong­

other things, exposure title, oite looa.ti011, and iopact on populated areas. 

A Oontro.cting Party in concurrence with its neil!hbourine Sta.tea uay devolop 

and use individually or through a. regional convention, procedures to 

esto.blioh o.ir quality criteria to be used in dotemining o.oceptable 
atooopherio oonoentrationo. 

Consultation 

3.1 If o. Contracting Party haa doubtc a.bout the reaulto of' ti:ny evuluation 

nentionod above, the Contracting Party should consult with the Oxeo.n.iza.tion 

and other parties ns provided for in LDC rv/12, Annex 5, paragraphs 12-17. 
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AmmlO 

RESOLUTION LDC RES.8(IV) ON THE 

REVISED IAEA DEFINITION AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF 1978 CONCERNING 
RADIOACTIVE WASTES AND OT.BER BADIMC-l'IVE MATTl'i.lR BEFEBRED 

TO m ANNEXES I AND . II TO THE LONDON DUMPING CONVENTION 

TBE FOURTH CONSULT..f1.TIVE MEl<J.l!ING, 

RECALLING the obligations of' Contracting Parties regarding the implementation 

of the London Dumping Convention as set out in the Annexes to that Convention. 

APPP.ECIATiltG the Revised DI.EA Definition and Recommendations of 1978 

Concerning Radioactive Wastes and Other Radioactive Matter referred to in 

1.1.Ililexes I a.nd II to the London Dumping Conven·tion (IN.FCIRC/205/Add.l/Rev.l) 

circulated by the Secretary-General of IMCO to Contracting Parties to the 

Convention in circ,ular LDC.2/Circ.29 of 29 January 1979, 

NOTES the ~efinition of High-Level P.adioactive Wastes or other High-Level 

Radioactive :Matter Unsuitable for Dumping at Sea, 

RESOLVES that Contracting Parties to the Conv1:mtion will apply the 

Definition and implement to the best of their ability the Recommendations 

provided by the IAEA, and 

ENCOURAGES the IAEA to continue its review of the Definition and 

Recommendations taking into account statements and comments provided by 

Contracting Parties. 

if.ff 
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Am!EX 11 

SUBSTANTIVE ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE AGENDA FOR THE 
FIF'l1H CONSULTATIVE MEETING .AND FOR THE INTERSESSIO~ 

MTIJETING OF THE 1lD HOC SCIENTIFIC GROUP ON DUMPING 

Fifth Consultative Meeting 

1. Procedu:res for the consideration and adoption of ·amendments 

to the London Dumping Convention. 

2. Report of the Ad Hoc Scientif'ic Group on Dumping: 

.1 Dumping of Wastes at Sea 

.2 Incineration of Waotes at Sea 

3. Consic'.l.eration and adoption o:f amendments of Annexes to the London 

Dumpincr Convention. 

4. Matters related to the dumping of radioactive wastes at sea. 

5. Proceduxes for the effective application of the Conve~tion. 

6. Consideration of the review of Articles of the Convention in the light 

the outcome of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the t :. -.. 

7. Relations with other organizations. 

Ad Hoc Scient; fie Gron:i2 on Dumpi.ng 

1. Review of Annex I. 

{a) Consideration of lead for inclusion based on new i~ormation. 

(b) Improvement of GuidelL.~es for Classification of Substances 

into lmnex I. 

(c) Develop a list of hazardous substances for consideration for 

inclusion in Annex I, e.g. specific pesticides or groups of 

pesticides. 

2. Review of h.rmex II. 

(a) Development of better definition for "significant amounts" 

besed on new proposals. 

(b) Improvement of Guidelines for Classification of Substances 

into .fu-i.nex II. 
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(c) Development of a liet ot hazardous aubetsnoes :tor consideration 

for inclusion in .tumex II. 

3. Review of f.nnex III. -

(a) Consideration of proposals for amendments to .Annex III subject 

to the submission of documented proposals. 

(b) Consideration of the Co-operative Resea.roh Report No, 76 

submitted by the International Council for the Ex:ploration 

of the Sea (ICES), 

4. Review of reports and studies on the disposal of radioactive wastes at sea 

for consistency with the requirements of the .Annexes to the Convention. 

5. Development of criteria for the selection of emergency disposal sites. 

6. Review of monitoring activities carried out by national and 

international insti ttrbions for the puxposes of the London Dumping 

Convention. 

7. Review of Interim Notification Prooed'l1.res - evaluation of data 

submitted by Contracting Parties. 

8. Exchai1ge of information on new land-based treatment techniques, if 

available, 

9, Incineration at sea. 

(a) Review and consolidation of teclmical guidelines and procedures for 

application of paragraphs 8 and 9 of Annex I. 

(b) Considqration of establishment of air quality criteria for 

lmnex I su.bsta11ces fo~ incineration at sea. 

(c) Consideration of new information on research on incineration at sea. 




