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Matters related to the implementation of the Convention: 

listing of chemicals in Annex A, B or C to the Convention  

 

Comments from Parties relating to the proposals to amend Article 8 

of and Annex D to the Stockholm Convention  

  Note by the Secretariat 

 As is mentioned in the note by the Secretariat on the proposals to amend Article 8 of and 

Annex D to the Stockholm Convention (UNEP/POPS/COP.9/15), the annex to the present note sets 

out a compilation of the comments received from Parties relating to the proposed amendments.1 The 

present note, including its annex, has not been formally edited.  

 

  

 

                                                 
* UNEP/POPS/COP.9/1. 
1 The comments from Parties and any comments received from observers are available at: 

http://chm.pops.int/TheConvention/Amendments/Proposedamendments/tabid/7909/Default.aspx.  
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European Union and its member States 

 
Comments of the European Union and its Member States on the proposals to amend  

Article 8 and Annex D of the Stockholm Convention to be considered  

at the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties 

 

The European Union and its Member States would like to thank the Secretariat for the possibility to comment on the 

amendments to Article 8 and Annex D of the Stockholm Convention on persistent organic pollutants proposed by the 

Russian Federation. 

This multilateral environmental agreement’s objective is to, mindful of the precautionary approach as set forth in 

Principle 15 of the Rio Declaration, protect human health and the environment. 

The European Union and its Member States place very high importance on sound scientific data and assessments as a 

basis for decision making in the area of sound management of chemicals and waste, including the relevant decisions 

to be taken under the Stockholm Convention. Therefore, the European Union and its Member States understands the 

objective of the amendments proposed by the Russian Federation. 

However, the European Union and its Member States also place very high importance on the precautionary principle 

in the decision making since there may be situations where the evidence is sufficient to take a decision whilst 

scientific uncertainty on individual aspects may still exist. That uncertainty shall in our view not hinder decision 

making considering the importance of the issue that needs to be addressed. 

In the context of the Stockholm Convention, the management of uncertainty is done at two levels – by the POPs 

Review Committee when assessing the information made available in the context of proposals for listing of new 

chemicals and by the Conference of the Parties when deciding on the listing of new chemicals.  

In our view the POPs Review Committee provides a robust scientific work fully in line with the criteria set out in the 

Convention, which is also shown by the broad support of the POPs Review Committees recommendations by the 

Conference of the Parties. The approach is outlined in document UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/13, which explains that in 

accordance with paragraph 3 of Article 8 of the Convention, the Committee examines  a proposal for listing and 

applies the Annex D screening criteria in a flexible and transparent way, taking all information provided into account 

in an integrative and balanced manner. The examination addresses all screening criteria in Annex D, concludes for 

each criterion whether it has been fulfilled, and draws an overall conclusion on whether the screening criteria in 

Annex D have been fulfilled in accordance with paragraph 4 of Article 8. 

Several guidance documents compiled by the POPRC further specify how chemicals should be evaluated by this body 

concerning e.g. climate change. In section "Methodology for consideration of climate change impacts and interactions 

with chemicals under review by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee", page 33 in 

UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/13 the following is stated "All relevant evidence should be taken into account, but some 

evidence should be given more weight in the overall conclusion. The evaluation of the information provided on 

climate change interactions with the chemical shall be based on the quality, relevance, and reliability of the data (for 

further advice, see also chapter 6.3 of the Guidance). Peer reviewed scientific data should take precedence and priority 

should be given to the most recent data. The decision of which data is given more weight shall be based on the 

precautionary approach, based on a scientific evaluation of the data at hand and transparently described." 

The decisions taken by the Conference of the Parties demonstrate that all Parties fully support the objectives of the 

Convention, including application of the precautionary principle. Therefore the European Union and its Member 

States do not support the proposals to amend  

Article 8 and Annex D of the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants. 
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Norway 
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Tajikistan 
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