
INFORMAL MEETING ON THE 2010 HNS CONVENTION 

 

OCTOBER 24, 2013 

LONDON, UK 

 

The meeting was attended by representatives of the following states and observer delegations: 

Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Greece, Grenada, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, 

France, India, Iran, Italy, Japan, Malaysia, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Qatar, 

Singapore, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom, European Commission, IMO, IOPC Funds, 

ISCO, WLPGA 

 

1. Brief Remarks on Status of the 2010 HNS Convention 

 

1.1 The Guidelines on reporting HNS receipts that were adopted at the November 2012 

workshop were endorsed at LEG 100 in April 2013. These have since been posted on the 

HNS Convention’s website: http://www.hnsconvention.org/Pages/Home.aspx  

 

1.2 While there have been no ratifications to date, it is important for states to continue to work on 

its implementation as the process is lengthy with the requirement for one calendar year of 

reporting prior to ratification. 

 

1.3 The adoption of reporting requirements means working closely with receivers and industry 

associations that can assist with the identification of receivers. 

 

2. Roundtable on the Status of Implementation and Identification of Challenges 

 

2.1 States provided an update on the implementation of the HNS Convention and identified the 

challenges they are facing.  

 Canada: Legislation was introduced earlier in 2013 which implements the Convention but 

did not proceed further and Parliament was prorogued. The legislation was reintroduced 

on October 18, 2013. 

 Spain: Implementation is currently on hold and at a preliminary stage. Discussions are 

underway among various ministries. 

 United Kingdom: Implementation is currently on hold and officials are gathering 

information on potential receivers. 

 France: Officials are undertaking an internal process to find receivers and are working 

with ports and terminals; however this has posed some challenges. 

 Sweden: Legislation is being drafted for potential introduction in 2014 and the reporting 

to begin in 2015. Impacts on industry are important considerations. 

 Malaysia: A plan has been developed, potential contributors identified and looking to 

most efficient way to proceed. 

 Australia: Legislation has been drafted, however with the recent change in government, 

there is no indication at this time that it will proceed. 

 India: Discussions have been underway with industry since 2010. The competent national 

authority has not yet been identified. 

http://www.hnsconvention.org/Pages/Home.aspx
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 Iran: Coordination between government and NGO’s is underway. Draft legislation is 

expected in 2014 but regional considerations are an important factor. 

 Italy: Developing compliance with reporting requirements and needs to go to Parliament 

 Poland: Parliamentary process likely one year away. 

 New Zealand: Internal and industry discussions are beginning. 

 Germany: Legislation is being developed and is expected in 2014. 

 Netherlands: Parliamentary process likely to take 1 year. Projected to be a large 

contributor so looking for coordinated ratification process with other states. 

 Denmark: Legislation is already in place and reporting to begin on January 1, 2014. 

Projected to receive only 500,000 tonnes of HNS per year. 

 Finland: Legislation is expected in 2014. 

 Norway: Public consultations are underway but a new government was recently elected. 

Legislation is expected in 2014 and aiming for reporting to start January 1, 2015. 

 Japan: Currently consulting with industry and has not decided if it will proceed with 

implementation. 

 Belgium: Need the support from industry to proceed. Competition issues are key 

considerations and a coordinated and uniform implementation is key. To reduce the 

administrative burden of reporting, looking into reporting requirements under the FAL 

Convention as a potential solution. 

 Turkey: Legislation is currently before Parliament and discussions are underway with 

industry. Working with NGO’s and developing a national online reporting system. 

 Estonia: Represents an administrative burden and need coordination among agencies. 

 Greece: Internal consultations are underway. 

 Grenada:  Proposal to ratify and legislation likely to pass in mid 2014. 

 Qatar: Working with oil and gas industry to develop support for ratification. 

 

3. Re-establishment of Informal Correspondence Group 

 

3.1 It was recalled that an Informal Correspondence Group headed by John Wren of the UK did 

significant work to resolve implementation issues in the period after the adoption of the 1996 

Convention. This led to the 2003 Ottawa Meeting where many issues were explored and that 

Correspondence Group reported regularly to the IMO Legal Committee and the 1992 Fund 

Assembly. 

 

3.2 It was also recalled that many discussions took place among states between 2007 and 2010 

outside of meetings of the IOPC Funds and IMO to find the policy solutions that led to the 

adoption of the 2010 HNS Protocol.  

 

3.3 Finally, it was noted that given the contributory nature of the HNS Convention and the entry 

into force requirements, states need to have better knowledge of the status of the 

Convention’s implementation. This is critical information when consulting with stakeholders 

and briefing internally.  

 

3.4 It was agreed that an Informal Correspondence Group be reconstituted to continue the 

dialogue among states and observer delegations and maintain the momentum for the 
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Convention’s entry into force. It was also agreed that François Marier of Canada would be 

the coordinator of the Informal Correspondence Group. 

 

4. Conclusions 

 

4.1 A report of the meeting will be drafted and shared among meeting participants.  

 

4.2 An initial email will be sent by the Coordinator of the Informal Correspondence Group and 

recipients are asked to provide the names and addresses of colleagues that should be 

included in the distribution list. Participants in the Correspondence Group were encouraged 

to contribute to the dialogue by posing questions related to implementation and sharing 

pertinent documents. 

 

4.3 The Coordinator of the Informal Correspondence Group will explore with the IOPC Funds 

the possibility of creating a page on the HNS Convention’s website where messages, 

document and web links can be more easily shared. 

    


