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on Persistent Organic 18 September 2012
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>

Conference of the Partiesto the
Stockholm

Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants

Sixth meeting

Geneva, 28 April-10 May 2013

Provisional agenda

1. Opening of the meeting.
2. Adoption of the agenda.
3. Organizational matters:
(a) Election of officers;
(b)  Organization of work;
(c) Report on the credentials of representatives taitith meeting of the
Conference of the Parties.
Rules of procedure for the Conference of the Partie
Matters related to the implementation of the Coticen'

! The item on information exchange which had tieeluded in the agendas of previous

meetings of the Conference of the Parties is ndwdeel in the present provisional agenda
because it will be discussed as part of a joinvigton the clearing-house mechanism of the
Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions at thenskesimultaneous extraordinary meetings
of the conferences of the parties to the Basel eRtdatm and Stockholm conventions under the
agenda item on joint activities for the bienniuni262015 (item 4 (c) of the provisional agenda
for the meetings (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/1)).
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(@)

(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f
(9)
(h)
(i)
0)

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases fromtioteal production and
use:

() DDT;

(i) Exemptions;

(i)  Evaluation of the continued need for the procedunder paragraph
2 (b) of Article 3;

(iv) Polychlorinated biphenyls;

(v) Brominated diphenyl ethers and perfluorooctaneosidfacid, its
salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride;

(vi) Endosulfan.

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from emiioinal production;

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from waste

Implementation plans;

Listing of chemicals in Annex A, B or C to the Cemiion;

Technical assistance;

Financial resources;

Reporting;

Effectiveness evaluation;

Non-compliance.

Programme of work and adoption of the budget.

Venue and date of the seventh meeting of the Cenderof the Parties.

Other matters.

Adoption of the report.

Closure of the meeting.
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REPORT OF THE MEETINGS

The Ordinary and Extraordinary Meetings of the @oafices of the Parties to the Basel, Rotterdam
and Stockholm conventions opened on Sunday mor@Bépril 2012. Executive Secretary Jim Willis
highlighted the meeting’s theme “Sustainable Syiesttjand said the planned simultaneous ordinary
sessions are “innovative and unique” in internatl@nvironmental governance. Clayton Campanhola,
Co-Executive Secretary for the Rotterdam Conven(R@), observed the numerous chemicals to be
considered for listing in Annex Il of the RC, ahijhlighted paraquat as the first severely-hazasdou

pesticide formulation to be considered for listing.

This report summarizes the discussions by ExCORsZSimultaneous Ordinary Meetings of the COP,
SC COP6, BC COP11 and RC COP6, based on theiratdgpagendas. Negotiations and outcomes of
discussions under the Simultaneous Ordinary Megtiighe COPs are summarized in the context of

negotiations under the COP.
EXCOPS2(= AL EE )

Osvaldo Alvarez (Chile), Stockholm Convention COR@sident, explained that all COP presidents

would speak on behalf of the other presidents dutie extraordinary meeting.

Bakary Kante, UNEP, speaking on behalf of UNEP Et&e Director Achim Steiner, noted the
historic nature of three conventions conveningrt€Ps back-to-back and simultaneously, and

underscored the importance of agreement on theriviitea Convention on Mercury.

Welcoming participants to Geneva, Bruno Oberle {Swviand), expected the ExCOPs2 to further
strengthen their cooperation and, noting that tlakhata Convention on Mercury will be adopted and
open for signature in October, he expressed hadtthsecretariat will become part of the Joint

Secretariat.

Franz Perrez (Switzerland), Basel Convention CQiRiBent, said that ExXCOPs2 would build on the
successes of the previous COPs. Magdalena BalRiar{d), Rotterdam Convention COP President,

thanked parties for their confidence and trust.

Jordan, for the Asia-Pacific region, emphasized ¢band management of chemicals and wastes is

essential to development, and said decisions shmutdken by consensus.

Mexico, for the Latin American and Caribbean Gr¢GHRULAC), called for guaranteed financial
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resources and strengthening of regional centreapport developing countries’ compliance.

Ireland, on behalf of the European Union (EU), esged support for the integrated approach to
financing of chemicals and wastes and calledifiber alia, compliance mechanisms for both the SC

and RC, and listing chrysotile asbestos under e R

Kenya, for the African Group, underscored the inigace of regional centres in building capacity for

implementation.

The Czech Republic, for the Central and Easterofan region, lauded the opportunity to address

cross-cutting issues such as compliance, finanddeanical assistance.
ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: SC President Alvarez introduced the agenda for BX€0D
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/1 and 1/Add.1/Rewbting a request from the EU to

consider several items in proposed contact grabpxCOPs adopted the draft agenda.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK: Alvarez introduced and the Joint Secretariat natlithe documents
related to the organization of work for EXCOPS2
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/1/Rev.1, INF/R, INF/3/Rev.1 and INF/4), the BC
(UNEP/CHW.11/1/Add.1 and INF/1), the RC (UNEP/FA@IROP.6/1/Add.1 and INF/1) and the SC
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/1/Add.1 and INF/1). The Joint &aciat also introduced the launch of a mobile
phone application titled “Synergies.” Acknowledgithgg EU request to consider several items in

proposed contact groups, the ExXCOPs adopted tlamiaegion of work.

REPORT ON CREDENTIALS: This issues was addressed on Thursday, 9 May, thleeBecretariat
reported on parties’ credentials and presentethtiee bureaus’ proposed compromise that: “only
credentials received by Thursday, 9 May, noonrigimal form and in line with the requirements
specified in Rules of Procedure (RoP) for the nmggstiof the COPs to the three conventions are
considered valid; parties that have not submittdidi\credentials are participating in the meetiags
observers, and they will also be recorded as obseim the final reports of the meetings; and if by
Thursday, 16 May, noon, these parties submit vakdentials, they will be recorded as parties @& th

final reports of the meetings.”

Mexico, for GRULAC, supported by Venezuela, Bra@ijba and India, strongly objected to the
proposed decision. Mexico stated that GRULAC caultiaccept a decision that limited participation
of parties, and requested the bureaus to reconZdebia stated that African countries had respecte
the RoP. Guinea said that his country did not sfiyoabject to the proposal of the bureaus, buestat
that it should not become a precedent. The Ceffrizan Republic requested more flexibility by the
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bureaus.

BC President Perrez said the bureaus had beeexdsidl as possible, and that if parties objecteith¢o
bureaus’ proposal, he would resort to a vote. Eattien agreed to the bureaus’ proposal on credienti
This agreement was adopted under RC COP6, BC CarlL$C COP6.

ENHANCING COOPERATION AND COORDINATION AMONG THE BASEL,

ROTTERDAM AND STOCKHOLM CONVENTIONS: Parties first discussed this item in the
ExCOPs meeting on Sunday, 28 April. A contact graag established on budget and synergies,
co-chaired by Gregor Filyk (Canada) and Karel Blgbzech Republic), to discuss: synergies; joint
activities; measures to further increase cooperaial coordination; the modality of the next megin
of the COPs; the Programme of Work and the budggbint activities; and the Programmes of Work

and budgets for the three conventions.

Review of SynergiesArrangements: On Sunday, 28 April, the Joint Secretariat intraztlithe
documents on: enhancing cooperation and coordmatial review of the synergies arrangements
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/2 and Add.1); repoftUNEP and FAO, and the Secretariat
on the review of the synergies arrangements (IRt INF/6); and UNEP Governing Council

decision 27/12 on chemicals and waste managené¢Rt30).

On the review process, a representative of the UdlERuation office noted that the “immaturity” of
the synergies process presented challenges. TieShxretariat reported that 23 parties submitted
guestionnaire responses, which indicated that, grotimer items, the synergies process was
progressing towards its objectives. President Azdrighlighted that the UNEP Governing Council
decision invited parties to consider steps to ifatéd the possible addition of the Minamata Conioent
on Mercury to the synergies process and suggesmteldparties agreed, to discuss further cooperation

with the Minamata Convention in the contact group.

In the contact group, several developed and deirgjaguntry parties expressed dissatisfaction with
the review of synergies arrangements. Some questithe timing of the reviews, in terms of the time
periods for which data was collected, and someestgg it was too early in the synergies process to
measure impacts. The group agreed to hold a fuéwiew of arrangements, and discussed the scope,
specifically whether to assess the extent of implatation of synergies arrangements or the impact of

synergies arrangements.

The review of arrangements also informed the gdjscussions of, and agreement to, general
recommendations and recommendations to partiegxeeutive Secretary, UNEP, FAO, other
institutions and stakeholders, based on the regfeavrangements. Delegates discussed at length
numerous recommendations. On cooperation and cwdiol at the national level, one developing

country party expressed disagreement with thismecendation to parties, and said that countries
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should determine their national arrangements femibals and wastes management. Delegates also
discussed a recommendation on financing synergiaagements, according to the principle of

common but differentiated responsibilities.

Several developing countries supported this recamaiaiion emphasizing the importance of ensuring
synergies arrangements are adequately supporteerabdeveloped countries cited the separate
chapter on financing, under development by theamirgroup on technical assistance and financial
resources, and did not support a financing referém¢he recommendations. Delegates agreed to a
recommendation to support synergies arrangemetitgding through voluntary contributions. In the
closing plenary, Co-Chair Blaha reported agreernarthe remaining recommendations was reached

with the addition of a chapeau explaining that ¢heescommendations were not legally-binding.

Proposal for Organization of the Secretariat: In plenary on Sunday, 28 April, Executive Secretary
Willis introduced the Joint Secretariat’s propdsalthe modification of the organization of thedhr
Secretariats (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/2/INffId INF/8); RC Secretariat
organization (INF/9); BC COP audit (INF/18); estbed cost savings of synergies (INF/22); and

mainstreaming gender (INF/25).

In the contact group, some developing country paudid not support the recommendation to adopt the
new matrix structure of the Secretariat and saatlttey were being asked to approve a change that
had already occurred. Several developed counttjegasupported the recommendations. Some

delegates supported three secretariats, eachta/itlivih Executive Secretary.

Joint Activities: In plenary on Sunday, 28 April, the Joint Seciiatdantroduced documents on: joint
activities (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/2/Add id)plementation of joint activities
(INF/10); activities undertaken jointly by the Setariat (INF/13); ratification status (INF/15);

potential for collaboration between the Persis@manic Pollutants Review Committee (POPRC) and
the Rotterdam Convention Chemical Review Commif@&RC) (INF/17); and draft guidance on the
joint clearinghouse mechanism (INF/19). On thetjolearinghouse mechanism, the Joint Secretariat
noted challenges in raising funds to support a@wiand explained that the Executive Secretary’s

budget proposal suggests such funds be considaredfighe conventions’ trust funds.

Budget for joint activities and possible necessary amendmentsto the budget of the three
conventionsfor the biennium 2014-2015: In plenary on Sunday, 28 April, Executive Secneiafllis
outlined the three baseline budgets as startingtpfor discussion of the 2014-2015 biennium budget
noting that the three 2015 COPs had been budgetestparately. The Secretariat introduced relevant
documents, including: the combined proposal inclgdoint activities
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/3); the programnfasark and proposed budgets for the
biennium 2014-2015 (INF/11/Rev.1); budget activaygt sheets (INF/12); and contributions to the

technical cooperation and voluntary special trusts (INF/23).
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The contact group considered the budget for jaitiviies, particularly as undertaken by regional
centres, in its deliberations on the separate Hutigsions for each convention. The group considler
the joint budgets for several items, including $keretariats and joint activities, before consiugri

how to prepare individual budgets and work prograsior each convention.

Throughout its deliberations, the contact groupsaered how to address assessed contributions.
Several countries’ assessed contributions for ge@ming biennium increased substantially, even
doubling for some. The budget group agreed to keemominal growth for each budget as close to

zero as possible.

In the closing EXCOPs plenary on Friday, 10 Maynt@ot Group Co-Chair Filyk reported that the
group achieved an average nominal growth of 1.368&sa the conventions. He also reported that
parties’ assessed contributions for the BC incié&8é, and for the Stockholm and Rotterdam
conventions, contributions increased 15%. He satithe group agreed they could not ask more of
parties, but that asking less would “jeopardizepliementation. Filyk also underscored the importance
of parties paying their contributions, saying “thés very little cash in the bank.” He expressed
concern that the conventions may not be able tdalae on synergies savings, just when

implementation at the regional and national leielseginning.

Enhanced Cooperation and Coor dination between the Technical Bodies of the Three

Conventions. The contact group discussed a proposal by Norwayctade a chapter of the omnibus
decision on enhancing cooperation and coordindt@ween the conventions’ technical bodies. In
particular, the group focused on the POPRC and (3®@1e delegates from developed countries
supported increasing cooperation and reforms t&€CRRE. Some delegates from developing countries
stressed the independent mandates and legal awafdhre committees, and queried how often these
committees address similar issues given their miffepurposes under their respective conventions.
The group agreed to include recommendations, ifmeduon alignment of working arrangements and

development of guidance to assist the CRC wheniderisg a POP.

Wider Cooperation: Based on the request of the UNEP Governing Cotmcibnsider facilitating
cooperation with the Minamata Convention, the congaoup agreed to include a new chapter on
wider cooperation in the chemicals and wasteseluén cooperation and collaboration with the
Minamata Convention, the group discussed an irtitietl put forward by a developed country that
expressed strong support for including the Minan@avention in the synergies process with the
three current conventions. Others did not suppallalsoration to this extent, noting that the Minaana
Convention does not yet legally exist and thataignes, and future parties, to the Minamata

Convention should have the opportunity to choodake part in synergies, if they agree.

Delegates in the contact group also discussed catipe and collaboration with other bodies in the

chemicals and wastes cluster, particularly thet&gia Approach to International Chemicals
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Management (SAICM) and regional conventions. A digyieg country group strongly supported
references to regional conventions, such as theaRar@onvention. Others did not support naming

specific conventions, and preferred wider refererioenational, regional and global instruments.

UNEP Consultative Process: In plenary on Sunday, 28 April, the Joint Seciiatantroduced a note
on the outcome of the UNEP Executive Director’'sadtative process on financing options for
chemicals and wastes (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCQRE-214). This item was discussed by

the contact group on Technical Assistance and EinhResources.

In the contact group there was strong disagreementhow to refer to the Consultative Process. Many
developing countries supported “taking note” of thuecome, while several developed countries
supported “welcoming” the outcome. The group recogphthat the Stockholm Convention has a
financial mechanism, facilitated through an intergtationship with the Global Environment Facility
(GEF), while the other two conventions do not haweh a relationship with the GEF, or a financial
mechanism. Parties discussed at length how to camaatie with the GEF regarding its 6th

replenishment given the different arrangements@fcbnventions.

Omnibus Decision: On Friday, 10 May, the EXCOPs2 plenary reconveaatiscuss the omnibus
decision and BC President Perrez introduced corgida of elements of the draft omnibus decision
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/CRP.5/Rev.1, AddeV/R and Add.2).

Contact Group Co-Chair Blaha introduced ExCOPs 6/Rgv.1, containing review arrangements,
organization of the secretariats of the three cotiwrs, joint activities, wider cooperation and
transparency and accountability, with sectionsmmaaced cooperation and coordination and on
outcomes of the UNEP Executive Director’s consiyéaprocess on financing options for chemicals

and wastes to be considered separately. The Ex@@dfsged the decision.

Co-Chair Blaha then introduced ExCOPs CRP.5/Ada¥/R on enhanced cooperation and
coordination between technical bodies and followegpmmendations from the review of
arrangements (Annex |), highlighting changes agimethe contact group. The EXCOPs adopted the

decision.

On ExCOPs CRP.5/Add.2, containing the draft preanttothe omnibus decision, Co-Chair Blaha
highlighted that the contact group had not agreed meference to Principle 7 of the Rio Declaration
on Environment and Development on common but difigated responsibilities. He said this text
remained in square brackets, with two options petliin the draft decision. The COP did not agree on
either option: deleting only the reference to Hple7 or deleting the entire paragraph in whiclvats
referenced. India, China, Egypt and Iran objeatetthé removal of reference to Principle 7, with i@hi
underscoring its importance. The EU and Austrailibndt accept retention of this reference, exprajni

there are many important principles in the Rio Beation, and they did not want to highlight onlyeon
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The EU noted similar discussions had taken plackheiGGeneva Statement, and the decision was to

leave out mention of specific principles.

BC President Perrez proposed using agreed landu@gehe Minamata Convention related to the Rio
Declaration principles. This had support from someluding China and Egypt, but opposition from
others, with Australia noting the Minamata text teen finalized in a different context. A small
informal group, involving China, the EU, Australladia, and Egypt, was tasked with short

consultations, but were unable to resolve the idiffees.

Without agreement, BC President Perrez said theatenld not be adopted, and the omnibus decision
would not contain a preamble. China, supported dpypEand Russia, said this would set a
“dangerous” precedent for future negotiations. ksai the synergies decision was a complete package

The small group was again tasked by the COP withédu consultations with BC President Perrez.

After consultations, the small group reported agre® on removing specific reference to Principle 7

and to reiterating the principles in decisions takg the previous COPs of each convention.

Delegates adopted the preamble as orally amended.

Mohammed Khashashneh, Co-Chair of the Technicattssge and Financial Resources Contact
Group, introduced Section VII of draft omnibus déan, on facilitating financial resources for
chemicals and wastes (EXCOPS CRP.5/Add.3), notimgensus was reached after extensive

negotiation.

Iran said his delegation had been unable to attemdontact group due to the number of concurrent

contact group meetings and expressed disappointimeniis delegation’s proposed text had not been
included, but said he would accept the documenthi®isake of compromise. The Russian Federation,
supported by Belarus, proposed adding “and countith economies in transition” to a reference to a

paragraph referencing developing countries.

Delegates then adopted Section VIl of the omnitegsibn as orally amended. On Friday, 10 May,
ExCOPs2 formally adopted the omnibus synergiessa®ti

Final Decision: The omnibus synergies decision for ExCOPSs is cnathin
UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/CRP.5/Rev.1, Add.&/Ré\dd.2 and Add.3.

In the preamble, the COPs adopt the omnibus degismting,inter alia:

» mindful of the legal autonomy of each of theshiconventions;

» recognizing the broad scope of the three comvesit
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» welcoming the continued commitment of all partie ensuring the implementation of the full

breadth of the three conventions;

 taking into account the specific needs and arstances of developing countries, particularly $mal
island developing states (SIDS) and least develgpedtries (LDCs), and countries with economies in

transition; and

» mindful of the various principles in the thremngentions, including pertinent provisions of the R
Declaration on Environment and Development, anerating decisions BC EXCOP-1/1, RC
EXCOP-1/1 and SC EXCOP-1/1.

In Chapter I, on review of arrangements, the CORa;, alia:

» request the Executive Secretary and invite @artUNEP, FAO and other stakeholders to implement

the recommendations set out in Annex | to thissieni

» request the Executive Secretary, in consultatitth the Executive Director of UNEP and
Director-General of FAO, to provide a succinct neépgo the COP in 2015 on the implementation of the

decision;

» decide to undertake a further review of the syies arrangements, which should be based on an
independent assessment of the implementation apalcinof the joint activities and joint managerial
functions, including joint services, at all levedsid presented as a report for consideration b ®Es

at their meetings in 2017; and

* request the Executive Secretary, in collaboratith UNEP and FAO and in consultation with
parties, to prepare options for the review andnéshodology, including draft terms of referencetfor

2017 review for consideration by COPs at their ingstin 2015.

In Chapter Il, on the organization of secretaradtthe Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions,
the COPsinter alia:

+ take note of the interim reorganization of teerstariats of the BC and the SC and the UNEPgbart
the Secretariat of the RC pursuant to the Dece@®&t proposal of the Executive Secretary, which

was effected in February 2012;

 take note that the Executive Director of UNEMofwing consultation with the Director-General of
FAO and the Executive Secretary, has reviewedrtegim organization of the secretariats and
approved the Executive Secretary’s proposal foirntimementation of the matrix-based management

approach and organization of the secretariats;
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» request the Executive Director of the UNEP toftn to the COPs detailed information on the
projected cost savings, identified since the im@etation of the new matrix-based management

approach and organization of the secretariats;

» note that the FAO part of the Secretariat ofRI@2 which was not included in the matrix-based
management approach and organization, contribatals the operational areas set out in that apgroac
and request that the executive secretaries of éselBRotterdam and Stockholm conventions review
the proposals on the organization and operatidheopart of the RC Secretariat hosted by the FAO to

enhance synergies arrangements;

» endorse the matrix-based management approachrgadization of the of the secretariats of the BC
and the SC and the UNEP part of the SecretaridtecoRC, as approved by the Executive Director;

* invite the UNEP Executive Director, in consulbatwith the Director-General of the FAO and the
Executive Secretary, to undertake a review of thgrimtbased management approach and organization
to ensure that the operation of the secretariaffitgent and effective, and advise the COPs ¢f an
follow-up action necessary at their meetings inZ2@&hd further invite the Executive Director to raak

any such changes as are deemed necessary in ad¥dahedollowing meetings of the COPs;

In Chapter lll, joint activities, the COPs, amorter things:

 take note of the initial and important progresade through joint activities in enhancing coogerat
and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam anckBtdm conventions, enabling improved cost

efficiencies and reduced administrative burden;

« stress the need for further efforts to be madéé implementation of the objectives of the sgier
arrangements to promote coherent policy guidandg@strengthen the implementation of the three

conventions at the national, regional and globadlke

» request the Secretariats: to prepare a reparhplementation, to recommend areas for further

development or adjustment and to identify posdiliiere joint activities;

 to continue to present joint activities as aegnal part of the proposed programmes of work and

budgets of the three conventions; and

* invite parties in a position to do so to conérna support the joint activities of the three cemions.

In Chapter IV, on enhanced cooperation and cootidimdetween technical bodies of the three

conventions, the COPmter alia:

 take note of the information provided in the @aby the Chairs of the POPRC and the CRC on the
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potential for enhanced cooperation and coordindietween the two committees;

» welcome the identification of the options fofdmmation exchange and improved communication

and recommend accelerating the implementationiof gxtivities between the POPRC and the CRC;

» request an alignment of the working arrangemeftse CRC with those of the POPRC to allow

for, inter alia, effective participation of experts and obsenatrsommittee meetings;

* request the POPRC and the CRC to discuss antfidiurther steps to enhance the cooperation and
coordination between these two technical bodiegre/practical and in accordance with their

autonomous mandates and terms of reference (TaRg);

» encourage the POPRC to involve experts fronBfiavhen discussing waste-related issues.

In Chapter V, on wider cooperation, the CORgr alia:

» welcome paragraphs 89 and 213-223 of the outctwmoement of the United Nations Conference on
Sustainable Development, “The Future We Want, tiedgto the sound management of chemicals and
wastes, including the reaffirmation of the aim thiave by 2020 the sound management of chemicals
throughout their lifecycle and of hazardous waatel the call for further enhancing coordination and

cooperation with relevant actors at all levels;

» request the Secretariat to further enhance eatipe and coordination with SAICM to contribute to
meeting the 2020 goal and to report on this tod@¥s in 2015, recognizing the different legal statu

of the instruments;

» express its interest and signal readiness tparate and coordinate with the Minamata Convention

on Mercury; and

* invite the Conference of the Plenipotentiariethe Minamata Convention to consider cooperation

and coordination in areas of mutual interest tofthue conventions.

In Chapter VII, on facilitating financial resourcfes chemical wastes, the CORster alia:

» welcomedecision 27/12, section VIII, on the Qdtative Process taken by the UNEP Governing

Council;

 join the UNEP Governing Council in welcomingiategrated approach to addressing the financing
of the sound management of chemicals and wastéshwhderscores that the three components of an
integrated approach— mainstreaming, industry inmlgnt and dedicated external finance—are

mutually reinforcing and are all important for tlieancing of sound management of chemicals and
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wastes;

» agree that an integrated approach supplemedtseseks to address the increased need for adequate,
predictable, accessible and sustainable financlatisns for the chemicals and wastes cluster at

national, regional and international levels;

« invite all countries, and urge in particular dped countries, within their capabilities, tothar
strengthen the element of dedicated external fingnso as to support developing countries and
countries with economies in transition in theiref§ to implement sound management of chemicals

and wastes;

» note with appreciation the invitation made by GEF Council to revise, in the context of its Isixt
replenishment process, its focal area structurestrategy in order to address the chemicals antewas

cluster, and invites donors to increase their fam@rcontributions during the sixth replenishment;

 take note of the country-led meeting to furtbevelop terms of reference for the special programm
as described in UNEP decision 27/12, emphasiziagitistitutional strengthening at a national level

requires attention;

* invite parties to implement actions to furthaceurage industry involvement in the integrated

approach; and

» underline that implementation at the regionaéleincluding through regional centres, could be

strengthened by mobilizing further financial resms through an integrated approach.

HIGH-LEVEL SEGMENT( ZF LR EIE23)

On Thursday, 9 May, introducing the high-level segtJim Willis, Executive Secretary, highlighted
the segment’s theme: “Synergies and the implementaf the chemicals and wastes conventions at

the national, regional and global levels.”

Doris Leuthard, Head, Federal Department of theifenment, Transport, Energy and
Communications, Switzerland, lauded the synergiesgss as a model for strengthening international
environmental governance. The financial savingsmfsynergies should be channeled towards

implementation of commitments in developing cowadri

UNEP Executive Director Achim Steiner reminded jgarthat the 2020 target for the sound
management of chemicals and hazardous wastestigu§i@ number,” saying the “bitter irony” is that
many citizens are unaware of the risks they fac#f possible precautionary measures. Steiner
reminded parties that synergies are a means, nednreading to the logical next step of national

implementation. He stated that work on financingtfe chemicals agenda is gaining political support
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and that chemicals and wastes will no longer béttreepoorer cousin” of other environmental issues.

Calling attention to the fact that most pesticidad up as contamination, FAO Director-General José
Graziano da Silva noted ongoing effects of theafsshemicals during the green revolution in the
1970s. He drew attention to the revised Internafi@ode of Conduct on the Distribution and Use of

Pesticides, reflecting language on hazardous passiédrom the RC.

Naoko Ishii, Global Environment Facility (GEF) CE@d Chairperson, highlighted three ways the
GEF can support implementation of the chemicalsveastes conventions: mainstreaming sound
chemicals management in national agendas; deveglapiegrated chemicals and wastes focal areas;
and involving the private sector. She underscdned3EF's readiness to do its part to support [madie

this critical juncture.

Bakary Kante, UNEP, said that the “magic of syresgjiwas evidenced by the number of ministers
attending. He encouraged the ministers to “raisdbtir” and implement synergies at the regional and

national levels for more effective and efficientmagement of chemicals.

Ministers then departed for discussions in higtelesundtables.

On Friday, 10 May, UNEP Executive Director Achineiger facilitated a high-level discussion on the
outcomes of the ministerial roundtables, which @med on Thursday, 9 May. Ministers fromter
alia, Cote d’lvoire, Burkina Faso, Sri Lanka, Djibouiwitzerland, South Africa, Argentina and the

State of Palestine, reported back on their disonssand intervened on the themes raised.

Executive Secretary Jim Willis reported that 80istgrs and vice-ministers met in nine panels to
consider the theme “synergies and the implememtatiaghe chemicals and wastes conventions at the
national, regional and global levels.” He summatitee key messages emerging from the ministerial

panel discussions, including long-term needs, degjiand future policy-making.

Willis said that panelists agreed that chemicatglpction would increase as economies develop, so
measures must be in place to guard against thpagtron human health and the environment. The best

way of ensuring this was through the synergies@augr, particularly between the three conventions.

On long-term needs, panelists agreed that: it poitant to bring together their colleagues from the
health, agriculture, trade, and industry ministteetackle chemicals and wastes issues through a
sustainable development approach; and the syneag@®ach should cover not only the three
conventions but also other existing and futurerimeents and programmes such as the Minamata
Convention, SAICM and the ozone instruments. Parselhoted the benefits of synergies at the
national level; suggested that industry could beparaged to implement environmentally-sound

practices through such measures as tax incentdegjfied e-waste as an issue of growing concern;
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and called for the development of an internatiqgraalel on chemicals similar to the Intergovernmental

Panel on Climate Change.

On delivery, panelists agreed that each countigraup of countries had to develop an approach to
synergies according to its specific needs. Theliliggted the need to: enhance public awareness,
information exchange and education at all levetengthen the regional centres and their secrétaria
improve North-South cooperation in the trainingegperts and exchange of information; and assist

coordination and cooperation at the national I&wedugh capacity building.

On future policy-making, panelists identified theed for; a common understanding and definition of
hazardous chemicals and wastes; elevating thdgudfchemicals and waste management in national
development agendas and incorporating environmeataiderations into economic and social
policies; more transparent funding mechanismsredld@o the specific needs of groups of countries;

and a simplified process to access GEF funding.

Ministers highlighted, among other things, the nfednational capacity building; simplified, fldxde
access to financing; inter-ministerial commissitorsaddressing wastes and hazardous chemicals;
information networks to combat the illegal trafficg of hazardous wastes; an evaluation mechanism
to assess synergies outcomes; a lifecycle apptoadtiemicals and wastes management; and the need

to “name and shame” polluters. Many ministers usclared the importance of implementation.

Questions raised included how to address the coitylef implementing multiple conventions and
how to convince finance ministers of the need fari®nmentally-sound options. Among the regional
concerns noted, the Maldives and Seychelles latltedonvening of a roundtable focused on SIDS,

highlighting issues of scale and isolation in m&hS.

Several ministers, including Uruguay, Cameroon,oragd Indonesia, raised the topic of regional
centres in implementing synergies. Some pointamtdss-cutting and central themes, including:
recognition of differences between and among d@eziand developing countries; regional
cooperation; public engagement; science and infdomaechnology transfer; support from the
conventions; and the role of the scientific bodinethe conventions, with one noting that their
existence does not always lead to “political breedighs,” on, for example, asbestos and paraquat.
UNEP Executive Director Steiner affirmed that ceestings from synergies were intended to be a

“resource reallocation,” not a cost-cutting measure

Along with other comments from ministers, Ugandghighted the theme of equity, the Philippines
called for strengthening the science and policgrfate, Ghana underscored that capacity, partlgular
infrastructure and equipment, is necessary to seHigecycle management of chemicals and wastes
and Finland highlighted the need to incentivize pames to produce environmentally-sound

alternatives to hazardous chemicals and expresggedtithat technical guidelines on e-waste were not
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adopted during BC COP11. Sri Lanka expressed sufgranternational cooperation to regulate
e-wastes and regional efforts to promote the aiatiip between the environment and health.
Announcing plans to host the first COP for the Beon@onvention by June 2013, Mali requested
support for the meeting. Mauritania highlighted Sahelian Pesticide Committee as a unique example

of regional cooperation.

Romania called for wider cooperation and coordaratvith the Minamata Convention and SAICM.
Japan welcomed the agreement on the Minamata Cthoneand offered to take the lead on

cooperation between the BC and the Minamata Coiorent

Wylbur Chisiya Simuusa, Minister of Lands, Natumall Environmental Protection, Zambia, presented
the “Geneva Statement on the Sound Managementarhichls and Wastes,” emphasizing that it will

further elevate the profile of the chemicals andtes cluster.

India, China and Iran expressed regret that thecipmlie of common but differentiated responsibitie

was not included in the Statement.

UNEP Executive Director Steiner thanked participanbting that the world of chemicals is a “global

marketplace” that will benefit from cooperation axgcstakeholders.

DATE AND VENUE OF NEXT MEETING

On Friday, 10 May, Budget and Synergies Contacu@@o-Chair Filyk presented a Co-Chairs’
proposal, based on contact group discussion, &éotbanization of the series of next COPs. He read
out draft text proposing the COPs convene in Gebaei-to-back meetings of the ordinary COPs,
without a high-level segment or ExCOP, holding dtameous sessions where appropriate. The text
also indicates, among other things, that the badback meetings should prioritize agendas and
schedules that focus on substantive matters retatégk implementation of the conventions and

provide sufficient time for their consideration.

Following clarification that the possible simultans sessions were of the COPs, not of contact group
China suggested the organization may be too clgalignand, noting simultaneous sessions are
“another form of ExXCOPs,” proposed deleting refeseto simultaneous sessions. He suggested the

Executive Secretary be tasked to make detaileshgeraents on the organization of the meetings.

Switzerland supported China’s proposal, notingieginot preclude the possibility of simultaneous
sessions. GRULAC also supported the proposal &rsffirit of cooperation.” India supported China’s
proposal, but said this indicated simultaneousieesshould not be held. The EU preferred to retain
the Co-Chairs’ initial text. Iran asked for clag#ition on the differences between simultaneoussess
and ExCOPs.
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Following informal consultations, China proposedmfiing simultaneous to “joint” sessions, and

adding “on joint issues.”

Zambia, for the African Group, proposed addinggratiéxt on implementation, “and enforcement.”
India and Iran objected. Following clarificatiomfn Ethiopia on the intent of the language to r&der
domestic-level action, technology and capacityding support, India suggested instead specifying
financial assistance and technology transfer. \@hima and BC President Perrez noting

implementation can be understood more broadlyAttiean Group withdrew the proposal.

With China’s amendment on joint sessions, the Ex€@dbpted the decision on dates and venue,
without the inclusion of specific dates. The J@stretariat noted the availability of the CICG in
Geneva from 4-15 May, 2015.

CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

On Friday, 10 May, BC President Perrez presentedeport of the EXCOPs
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/L.1), and delegatispted the report. In his closing
statement, Perrez thanked delegates and notethalierme of organizing such a complex meeting. He
thanked his fellow bureau members for their hardkwble also paid tribute to Executive Secretary Jim
Willis, at what will be his final COP before retinent, and presented him with a large Swiss cow bell

He gaveled the meeting to a close at 11:58 pm.

SIMULTANEOUS MEETING OF THE ORDINARY COPS

RC COP6 President Magdalena Balicka opened thesfirailtaneous session of the three COPs on
Sunday, 28 April. The simultaneous meeting considéhree issues common to each convention:
technical assistance and financial resources; mati@porting and waste issues related to POPs; and

compliance.

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND FINANCIAL RESOURCES

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE: The Joint Secretariat introduced the main documenttechnical
assistance and capacity building for the three entions (UNEP/CHW.11/15,
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/15 and UNEP/POPS/COP.6/18).

In the ensuing discussion, Japan said activitiesilshconsider the needs of developing countrieedbas
on information from parties. The EU highlighted tieed for efficient, comprehensive and accurate
information-gathering. Switzerland noted the pragbkarmonized approach for delivery of technical
assistance, but said the Secretariat should maiatprimarily “facilitative role” in implementation

Zambia, on behalf of the African Group, and supgaity the Philippines, noted regional challenges
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with webinars owing to timing, connectivity and ¢arage barriers. Jordan suggested capacity building
for e-waste and nanotechnology projects. Liberieddor the capacities of focal points to be
enhanced technically and financially. Nigeria aéfler funding for national implementation plan (NIP
development, with the Democratic Republic of Congting many activities have not been
implemented due to a lack of technical and findrasaistance. Céte d’lvoire called for assistamce i
raising awareness on e-waste. Pakistan stresseéoefor control of illegal traffic of hazardous
wastes. Algeria suggested that programmes lik@ @@ elimination network be expanded to all kinds

of wastes.

The Secretariat then introduced the documents oneg©nal and coordinating centres
(UNEP/CHW.11/5), SC regional and subregional cenfioe capacity building and transfer of
technology (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/19 and Add.1), andrisiand methodology on evaluation of the
performance of the BC regional centres (UNEP/CHV8/Hdd.1).

China expressed concern that centres hosted byogéwvg countries have become the main actors
providing technical assistance. Brazil and Venezsapported China, stressing that the ability of

regional centres to meet the specialized needaatf eonvention should not be compromised.

Niger, Kenya, Kuwait, Colombia, Libya, Panama anish@uti noted the need to strengthen capacities
of regional centres. The EU suggested extendingidnedates of current centres for only two years, to

allow all centres to be evaluated concurrently.

Parties agreed to further consider the issue abnadjcentres in the Contact Group on Technical

Assistance and Financial Resources.

FINANCIAL RESOURCES: The Joint Secretariat identified 13 documentshisissue and
highlighted: needs assessment (UNEP/POPS/COP.6&10)t on the effectiveness of the
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between the S®@@d the GEF (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/21);
third review of the financial mechanism (UNEP/POPSP.6/23 and INF/25); consolidated guidance
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/24); and further work (UNEP/PORB¥®/25 and INF/27). The GEF Secretariat
introduced the GEF report to the SC (UNEP/POPS/6RP.and INF/24).

The EU stated it is “vital” to provide clear guidanon funding priorities. China underlined a
disconnect between legally-binding provisions imalate some POPs and to provide financial
resources. He expressed concern that GEF discessintihe “graduation” of developing countries

could “subvert” the arrangements of the SC.

Mexico welcomed the GEF reforms but relayed hisntgls experience that the procedures are “very

complex.”
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Switzerland highlighted the need to provide a ctgnal to the GEF as it negotiates the sixth
replenishment, and to signal the COP’s prefereocestitutional strengthening, such as establighin
joint chemicals and wastes implementation unitewégy recognized the need to increase financial
resources for the three conventions. The EU supd®NEP Governing Council decision 27/12 on

financial resources, including programmes on ingtihal strengthening.

Several developing countries stressed the impogtahpredictable, adequate and sustainable financia
resources for the implementation of the conventi@fgna and Iran suggested that integrated fingncin
is only one of the necessary measures, and strédssgdinciples of the SC, including requiring

developed countries to fund the incremental cosphasing out POPs in developing countries.

The Secretariat introduced documents on resourdglizadion and sustainable financing
(UNEP/CHW.11/19, UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/RPFand UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/14).

Kenya noted some of its projects lack funding foplementation and, with Togo, noted difficulties in

accessing GEF funds. Gabon underscored the praififunding due to GEF focal point bottlenecks.

India and Morocco emphasized that the ratio ofinaricing required by the GEF is too high, with

India suggesting facilities, such as laboratoniather than funds be offered as co-finance.

Senegal underscored the impossibility of discussiymgergies when only one convention has a
financial mechanism. Venezuela, Sudan, Yemen al€ria called for a financial mechanism to

strengthen the Basel and Rotterdam conventions.

Mauritius encouraged the exploration of financippaortunities beyond the GEF, noting the
responsibility of industry and other generatorsvaste to contribute to project development and
financing. Iraq called for the establishment of @titateral fund. Pakistan called for contributiciosa
robust financial mechanism from developed countireduding private companies and state
governments. Brazil said an integrated approadimémcing should not impose additional obligations

on developing countries.

Parties mandated the Technical Assistance and éialdResources Contact Group to prepare a draft
decision for possible inclusion in the ExXCOPs orasillecision on enhancing cooperation and

coordination.

REPORTING AND WASTE ISSUES RELATED TO POPS

On Monday, 29 April, BC COP6 President Franz Peimepduced discussions on reporting under the
BC and SC (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/10 BBIPOPS/COP.6/26, Add.1 and
INF/28, and UNEP/CHW.11/13 and INF/19).
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On national reporting, parties discussed improveypprt completion and timelines for both
conventions. The Joint Secretariat highlightedibesito reporting for each convention, includingy. f
the BC, a lack of inventories of hazardous wasteksdifficulties in coordinating data collection;can

for the SC, problems related to online system logad key government personnel changes.

Australia, Norway, Iran, Malaysia and Lebanon ahfier streamlining and simplifying reporting
formats. The EU noted the potential for synergiesig reporting requirements of the Basel and
Stockholm conventions, SAICM and the mercury insieat. Ecuador said the lack of a unified system

makes reporting difficult.

Egypt suggested the reporting format include spaceport obstacles. Zambia, on behalf of the
African Group, noted obstacles to reporting, inalgdack of data, connectivity problems and theetim
required. Tunisia requested national reportinqiingj. Bahrain suggested questionnaire-based nationa
reporting. The International POPs Elimination NetitvdPEN) suggested circulating the draft

reporting user manual to parties, IGOs and NGOsdonments.

On waste issues related to POPs, the Joint Seataétdroduced the relevant documents
(UNEP/CHW.11/7 and INF/33, and UNEP/POPS/COP.6HtIBIF/7), and outlined work undertaken
by the BC Open-ended Working Group (OEWG) and dldntarsessional working group on updating
general and POPs-specific technical guidelinegfwironmentally-sound management (ESM) of

POPs waste.

The EU encouraged further cooperation among BCSéxperts, lauding a BC decision to invite

experts, including under the SC, to participatBasel intersessional work.

IPEN suggested the POPRC address this as partiottraluation of newly proposed POPs, with the
support of Basel experts. The Joint Secretariafirnad no proposals had been received from parties

on this issue.

COMPLIANCE AND LEGAL MATTERS

On Monday, 29 April, SC President Alvarez chaireel $ession and the Secretariat introduced the
documents regarding the Committee for AdministethrgyMechanism for Promoting Implementation
and Compliance (ICC) (UNEP/CHW.11/10 and Add.1, NEHW.11/11, INF/14 and INF/18).

ICC Chair Anne Daniel (Canada) reported that thé et in November 2012, worked intersessionally
by email and held informal consultations. She ragggbthat specific submissions regarding party

implementation and compliance have been receiwad frine parties.

The EU supported broadening the Secretariat tridgerexpressed concern over expanding the
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implementation fund. Japan questioned the budgétglications of additional meetings. Norway
supported additional meeting time. Switzerland sufgul a broad interpretation of the BC regarding

end-of-life ships.

Kenya, on behalf of the African Group, highlighieslinadequate capacity to monitor transboundary
movements and trade of end-of-life products. Thet€eor International Environmental Law (CIEL)

and IPEN said the Secretariat trigger should bempeent and applicable to the SC.

During the afternoon, delegates discussed lessamnsdd from the ICC. The Joint Secretariat outlined

the ICC, including its facilitative nature and itse of both self- and Secretariat-triggers.

Cuba said some ICC characteristics are applicaltleet RC but not the SC, as implementation
requirements differ. China said any compliance raaigm should not be punitive. Iran called for
confirmation of provisions on technology transfaddinancial assistance. India called for a faaiiite

mechanism with a self-trigger.

The Joint Secretariat then introduced the documemtrocedures and institutional mechanisms for
determining non-compliance with the RC (UNEP/FAO/ROP.6/13). Australia supported
consensus-based decision-making and a limiteddrigde EU noted that three issues remain
unresolved: submissions, information and decisi@kinmg. Norway said the mechanism should be
facilitative, but should include other measurebeapplied only after the exhaustion of facilitativ
incentives. Switzerland called for a supportive pbance mechanism that can identify systemic
non-compliance issues. New Zealand called for tat#fe, forward-looking, transparent, flexible and

fair mechanism. China said a mechanism should bdumive to compliance.

The Joint Secretariat then introduced the documemirocedures and institutional arrangements for
determining SC non-compliance (UNEP/POPS/COP.6l28noted the SC COP President had
requested ICC Chair Daniel to initiate consultagiom the issue. ICC Chair Daniel reported she had
conducted constructive consultations with China tedEU, and had produced a draft compromise
text on procedures and mechanisms on complianceefdh to document UNEP/POPS/COP.6/29).

China called for “collective responsibility” for ogpliance with every provision, including financial
arrangements and technology transfer. Japan sajcdctiuld not support text indicating developed
countries have “an obligation” to provide financéald technical assistance, but that they are witiin

provide assistance.

The EU, supported by Switzerland and New Zealasjmded parties that the SC specifies the
establishment of a compliance mechanism and satddtven the adoption of a compliance
mechanism in the Minamata Convention and the UNé&d#stbn on an integrated approach to financing

for chemicals and wastes, “no delay is necesshrglia questioned reference to the compliance
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mechanism in the Minamata Convention text, giverdifferent objective.

CIEL underscored the need for a compliance mechgraad said that non-compliance is a matter of

“life or death” for peoples of the Arctic.

A contact group on Compliance and Legal Matters;lzaired by Jimena Nieto (Colombia) and Anne

Daniel (Canada), was established.
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STOCKHOLM CONVENTION COP6(H#{E e i EE A LISE SR ARE)

SC COP6 opened briefly on Sunday, 28 April, to adioe agenda (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/1 and
1/Add.1), and continued on Tuesday, 30 April, Westliag/, 1 May and Thursday, 2 May, chaired by SC
COP6 President Osvaldo Alvarez (Chile). SC COP6meened briefly on Thursday and Friday, 9-10

May, to adopt outstanding decisions.

ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS: Election of Officers: On Tuesday, 30 April, the Joint Secretariat
introduced the document (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/2) foetbetion of ten Bureau members and noted the
proposed budget (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/3)iges for five Bureau members.
President Alvarez then introduced a proposal byEtkecutive Secretary contained in the 2014-2015
budget to amend rule 22 of the Rules of Procedureduce the number of Vice Presidents from nine
to four. The EU, Poland, on behalf of the Central &astern European region, and Morocco, on behalf
of the African Group, supported the proposal. Mexmn behalf of GRULAC, Qatar, on behalf of the
Asia-Pacific Group, and Iraq, on behalf of the Atmup, opposed the proposal.

Switzerland supported the proposal and offeredngpromise solution to address concerns, consisting
of a five-member Bureau with the option, as océuthie BC, of holding extended Bureau meetings.
President Alvarez suggested the Executive Secrdtamglop another “innovative solution” during the

intersessional period and present a new proposa¢atext COP.

On Friday, 10 May, the COP elected a ten-memberTBWReau, with two from each regional group:
Johanna Lissinger Peitz (Sweden) as President;hdddiallo (Mali), Vusumuzi Simelane (Swaziland),
Kyunghee Choi (Republic of Korea), Vaitoti Tupa @Bdslands), Elena Dumitru (Romania), Tatjana
Markov-Milinkovi¢ (Serbia), Luis Vayas-Valdivieso (Ecuador), Nalwoklal (Trinidad and Tobago)

and Andrew McNee (Australia) as Vice Presidentyagaand Sooklal will serve as rapporteurs.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.25), the @&ides that five members of
the Bureau may participate in the Joint Bureau mgstof the COPs, with due regard to equitable

geographical representation of the UN'’s five region

Election of Experts. On Friday, 10 May, the SC COP approved the nonunatto the POPRC of
regionally nominated experts, including: for Afriddantoa Sekota (Lesotho), Hubert Binga (Gabon),
Sidi Ould Aloueiumine (Mauritania), Ousmane Sowr(&gal); for Asia-Pacific, Said Ali Issa
Al-Zadjali (Oman), Zaigham Abbas (Pakistan), Jayhk8umith (Sri Lanka), Seyed Jamaleddin
Shahtaheri (Iran); for Central and Eastern Euroj®tates, Pavel Cupr (Czech Republic), Tamara
Kukharchyk (Belarus); and for Western Europeanathér States, Ingrid Hauzenberger (Austria),
Maria Delvin (Sweden), Jack Holland (Australia),diélle Kivi (Canada); and for GRULAC,

representatives to be named from Ecuador, VenezartaSaint Vincent and the Grenadines.
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Organization of Work: On Tuesday, 30 Aprithe Joint Secretariat noted the organization okvier
contained in the ExXCOPs2 documents (UNEP/FAO/CHWHIP S/EXCOPS.2/INF/1/Rev.1 and
INF/2/Rev.1), with updates posted online.

Report on the Credentials of Representativesat COP6: On Tuesday, 30 April, the Joint Secretariat
introduced the relevant documents (UNEP/POPS/COR@d.1 and UNEP/FAO/
CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/15) and asked partiesithong their credentials. On Thursday, 2 May,
President Alvarez noted that nine additional partiet had submitted copies of their credentialslévo
be provisionally accepted as participants in denisnaking. The Joint Secretariat reported thahef t
162 parties present: 141 had submitted credemtiaispies thereof; 18 had submitted insufficient

documentation; and three did not submit credentials

In response, Mexico objected to the decision tdugdecfrom decision-making those parties that had

not yet submitted credentials, saying they shoel@lie to participate on a provisional basis.

The Joint Secretariat explained that the RoP afibywarties to participate provisionally until the
Bureau reviews credentials and makes its repodttlzett only accredited parties may take decisions.
Mexico said it would participate as a provisionalegjation and rejected any future written referdgnce
its status as being that of an observer. Suppsterazil, Mexico also said credentials should be
accepted until the moment of definitive decisionking and said they would not “take note” of the
Bureau’s report. Excessively restrictive applicataf the Rules of Procedure would inhibit the

presence of high-level representatives, and closeldor on any “spirit of synergies.”

President Alvarez clarified that the decisions tekethe plenary session would be “definitivelys’ a

opposed to “virtually,” adopted.

After reviewing Rule 16, President Alvarez saidheitit agreement on the Bureau’s report, he would
have to assume that every party is attending ponadly, and that no final decisions could be tgken
and SC COP6 would “virtually” adopt some of thestaihding decisions. China suggested countries
submit credentials within two weeks of the meesngjosure, and said taking only provisional

decisions would be a “big loss” for SC COP6.
A compromise on credentials was eventually rea¢beé page 3).

RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR THE COP: On Tuesday, 30 April, the Joint Secretariat intiatl
the document (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/3), and the COP dwpesefer a formal decision on this matter to

COP7 and, in the interim, continue decision-makiggonsensus.

MATTERS RELATED TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION
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MEASURESTO REDUCE OR ELIMINATE RELEASESFROM INTENTIONAL
PRODUCTION AND USE: DDT: On Wednesday, 1 May, the Secretariat introducedeieyant
documents (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/4, INF/2, INF/3 and 18F/noting that, as requested by decision
SC-5/6, leadership of the DDT Global Alliance wassferred from the SC Secretariat to UNEP

Chemicals. Tim Kasten, UNEP Chemicals, reviewedatttavities undertaken by the Global Alliance.

The African Group introduced a draft on DDT altdives, target and road map for catalyzing and
expediting progress in the development, deployraadtevaluation of alternatives to DDT in malaria
vector control (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.7), and, supddyy Switzerland, called on the SC to fully
fund the Global Alliance. Norway queried the diffaces between the road map and existing work of
the DDT Expert Group.

On Thursday, delegates considered a revised CREEE14). There were some concerns from: the
EU over its preference to focus on the developroéatternatives, as opposed to DDT sound
management; and India over the 2025 target datBidr alternatives. Parties consulted in the margins
and on Thursday, 9 May, SC COP6 adopted a compeodnédt decision omitting the 2025 target.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.20), SC CORS,alia:

» concludes that countries relying on DDT for dise vector control may need to continue such use of

DDT until locally safe, effective, affordable andvwironmentally sound alternatives are available;

» decides to evaluate the continued need for Db Tisease vector control on the basis of available
scientific, technical, environmental and economfoimation, with the objective of accelerating the

identification and development of locally approfeiacost-effective and safe alternatives;

» requests the DDT Expert Group to undertake aasssnent of the continued need for DDT for

disease vector control on the basis of factuarmédion provided by parties and observers;

 invites UNEP, in consultation with the World HibaOrganization (WHO), the DDT expert group
and the Secretariat, to prepare a road map fatdalielopment of alternatives to DDT, for presentatio
to SC COP7; and

* invites donors, in malaria control programmesptioritize the development, deployment and
evaluation of locally safe, effective, affordableleenvironmentally sound alternatives to DDT for
malaria vector control, including non-chemical aitives, and to ensure funding for DDT indoor

residual spraying includes activities for the soumthagement of DDT.

Exemptions: On Wednesday in plenary, the Joint Secretariabdiced the documents
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/5, 6, 7, INF/4/Rev.1 and INF/R),respectively: the registers of specific
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exemptions and of acceptable purposes; the prémessaluation of progress towards eliminating
brominated diphenyl ethers (BDESs) and review ofdbtetinued need for specific exemptions; and the

evaluation of the continued need for PFOS, itssald PFOSF.

Mexico supported the proposals related to exemgtibhe EU, Norway, Japan and Canada supported
the proposed processes and formats, but had atlisaggestions and requested further work. The
need for financial and technical assistance washasiped by the Philippines, for obligations on PFOS
and by Iraq, for the Arab Group, for BDE identificen and elimination. IPEN and Alaska Community

Action on Toxics urged the elimination of exempton

The contact group on Listing of Chemicals, and ewNPOPs, co-chaired by Bjorn Hansen (EU) and
Azhari Abdelbagi (Sudan), addressed the PFOS artd iB8ues on Wednesday. Co-Chair Hansen
reported the contact group outcomes on PFOS, litsasad PFOSF in plenary on Thursday, 2 May,
including reminding parties needing exemptionsdtify the Secretariat and indicating a revised

deadline for the report on assessment.

On Thursday, 9 May, delegates formally adopteditmsion.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.10), the @@, alia:

» adopts the process to enable the COP to undetiti@kevaluation of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF;

» notes that the format adopted by the decisioreporting under Article 15 includes a section for
reporting by parties that use or produce PFOSgits and PFOSF on the progress made in eliminating

those chemicals; and

» requests the POPRC to prepare a report on essment of alternatives to PFOS, its salts and
PFOSF to assist the COP to undertake the evaluatithe continued need for PFOS, its salts and
PFOSF, at COP7.

The decision also requests the Secretarianter, alia:
 carry out data collection and analysis for thaleation of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF;
» assess the gaps in the information providetiéretvaluation of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF; and

» support parties in undertaking activities tol@cti and submit information required for the evélua
of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF.

In plenary on Friday, President Alvarez introduted revised draft decisions on BDEs (SC CRP.11
and SC CRP.21). He said the two CRPs could be hared by adopting SC CRP.21 and merging it
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with SC CRP.11, and the COP agreed. After addir§QdCRP.11 a paragraph establishing an
intersessional working group, COP6 adopted SC CRBd amended by SC CRP.21. SC CRHxfér,
alia, removes a paragraph on adopting the format stlbmission of information for the evaluation

and review of BDEs.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.11), as andaelngle
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.21), the CORer alia:

» concludes that countries may still need to made= of the exemption for BDEsS;

» adopts the process to enable the COP to evahmigrogress that parties have made towards
achieving their ultimate objective of eliminatiohBDEs listed in Annex A to the Convention and to

review the continued need for the specific exenmptor those chemicals;

» decides to establish a small intersessional iwgrgroup, operating by electronic means, to review
and revise the draft format for the submissiomédimation for the evaluation and review of BDEs,
invites parties to nominate experts to participatinis group, and requests the Secretariat to@tipp

this group;

* invites parties to consider serving as lead tguor the review and revision of the reportingrfat,

and to submit suggestions on revising the repoftingat to the Secretariat; and

» reminds any party that has a need for the spemiemption for BDES listed in Annex A to the

Stockholm Convention to register by means of dfigation in writing to the Secretariat.

The decision also requests the Secretarianter, alia:

 carry out the activities of data collection arlysis for the process of evaluation and review o
BDEs;

» assess the gaps in the information providetiéretvaluation and review of BDESs; and

» support parties in undertaking activities tolect and submit information required for the praces

Evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under paragraph 2(b) of Article 3: On
Wednesday, 1 May 2013, the Joint Secretariat intred the relevant document
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/8).

Delegates considered the continued need for theedtoe under paragraph 2(b) of Article 3, which
provides that circumstances for which export ofroivals listed in Annex A to the SC for which any

production or use-specific exemption is in effectiemicals listed in Annex B for which any
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production or use-specific exemption or acceptabipose are permitted.

Relaying experience with certification submissidapan proposed the Secretariat make certificates
received after COP6 available on its website. With amendment, on Thursday, 9 May, delegates

formally adopted the decision.

Final Decision: The decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/8) contains an arefeecting,inter alia, the
procedure under paragraph 2(b) of Article 3; infatizn on the status of notifications in the Registe
Specific Exemptions and Registers of Acceptablg®&sas; and information reported by parties on

exports of chemicals listed in Annex A or B.

The COPjnter alia:

» adopts the template for the certification of #pamty imports and invites parties to use it when

exporting chemicals listed in Annex A or B to noairjes to the Convention;

» reminds parties submitting their third roundhational reports to include in their reports infation
on their export, if any, of chemicals listed in A&mxes A and B, and to provide as much information as

is practicable regarding importing states and tmpgses for which chemicals are exported;

» requests the Secretariat to prepare a repdtteooontinued need for the procedure set out in
paragraph 2(b) of Article 3, based on party repsutsmitted pursuant to Article 15, certificationsrh

exporting parties and other relevant informatiam,donsideration at COP7; and

» decides to evaluate further the continued neethe procedure set out in paragraph 2(b) of krtkc
at COP7.

PCBs: On Wednesday, 1 May, COP6 considered a documethteoRCBs Elimination Network (PEN),
including a draft decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/9) esfing,inter alia, the Joint Secretariat to prepare

a progress report on PCB elimination.

The Joint Secretariat reported that the leadeishREN had been successfully transferred to UNEP
Chemicals. UNEP Chemicals invited parties to coote funds to the PEN.

The EU encouraged parties to provide resource&d &hd, with the Philippines, supported the draft
decision. Lebanon, on behalf of the Arab Group, suqgpborted by Bahrain, supported adoption of the

decision but said financial resources are necessalyminate PCBs.

On Thursday, 9 May, delegates formally adoptedigwsion.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/9), the Ciatey alia:
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* encourages parties to provide information orgpess in eliminating PCBs in their third national

reports;

* requests the Secretariat to prepare a repoevaluation at COP7 on progress towards the
elimination of PCBs, on the basis of the third owadil reports to be submitted by parties, and to

continue to participate in the activities of thévmerk;

» welcomes the decision by UNEP to accept thedesdmip of the network and appreciates the

collaboration extended for the sustainable tramsitif the leadership;

» takes note of the report by UNEP Chemicals enpitogress of implementation of the network, and

invites UNEP Chemicals to inform COP7 on the atiégiof the network; and

* invites governments, IGOs and NGOs, researdttutiens, industry bodies and other stakeholders

to provide technical and financial resources tqsupthe work of network.

BDEsand PFOS, itssaltsand PFOSF: On Tuesday, 30 April, the Joint Secretariat inticetl
documents on the work programme (UNEP/POPS/COP&i8ONF/7). Norway urged parties to take
a “stronger decision,” including stopping using F-for several applications. Japan raised concern
over identifying a possible POP before a detaiadew. The EU encouraged parties to submit
information on their experiences in implementingddecisions. Mexico requested more information

on,inter alia, the consumer sectors, volume consumed and emsssio

On Wednesday, 1 May, the matter was discussecihiging of Chemicals, and on New POPs
Contact Group. On Thursday, in plenary, Co-Chainsg¢a outlined the group’s changes to the draft
decision, reflected in UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.12.

On Thursday, 9 May, delegates formally adoptedigwsion.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.12), the @@, alia:

» takes note of the information provided by pastiend invites parties that have not yet done so to

submit information on their experiences in impletiegnthe recommendations from POPRCS;

» requests the Secretariat to support partiesdieriaking activities to collect and submit such
information within available resources and to prepareport and, based on the information received,
highlighting challenges that may be encountereddsties in implementing the recommendations for

consideration by COP7; and

» decides that the information received, wherevaht, should also be taken into consideratioheén t
evaluation by the COP of: the progress that pah@®& made towards eliminating BDEs and the
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review of the continued need for the specific exéompfor those chemicals; and the continued need

for PFOS, its salts and PFOSF for the various aabép purposes and specific exemptions.

In the decision, the COP takes note of the recondaons of the POPRC and, based on those

recommendations, among other things:

e encourages parties and observers to implemdreenappropriate, the recommendations that pertain

to them;

» encourages parties to consider stopping theinf$FOS, its salts and PFOSF and related
chemicals for the applications where safer altéraathave been identified and are commercially
available, including fire-fighting foams and indeites for the control of red imported fire antglan

termites;

* invites parties that still use PFOS, its saftd RFOSF and their related chemicals for the coofro
leaf-cutting ants fromitta spp. andAcromyrmex spp. to undertake studies, including pilot prageon
the feasibility of using alternatives to PFOS sidts and PFOSF and their related chemicals within

integrated pest management approach;

» requests the POPRC tater alia, revise the guidance on, and further evaluateralteves to, PFOS,

its salts and PFOSF and their related chemicats; an

* requests the Secretariat to broadly dissemihaténformation contained in the POPRC technical
paper and, subject to the availability of resouré@sher promote the exchange of information on

alternatives to PFOS, its salts and PFOSF and ritleited chemicals.

Endosulfan: On Tuesday, 30 April, the Joint Secretariat intrmetithe work programme on endosulfan
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/11, INF/14, INF/15, INF/28 and /2gj.

India, China and Canada raised concerns that Hfedkcision encourages parties to avoid using
dicofol prior to review, and requests the POPR@s®ess nine additional chemicals that “might meet”
Annex D criteria prior to nomination by a party.eTEU noted that of the over 100 chemicals assessed,

the majority did not meet criteria for persistecdioaccumulation.

POPRC Chair Reiner Arndt (Germany) clarified tlnet teport does not say that these alternatives are
POPs.

On Thursday Co-Chair Hansen highlighted the intotida of a paragraph requesting the Secretariat to

undertake activities to support parties in evahgtnformation on alternatives to endosulfan.

On Thursday, 9 May, delegates formally adoptedigwsion.
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Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.9), SC CQ®&,alia:

 takes note of the reports on the assessmefieahical and non-chemical alternatives to endosulfan
carried out by POPRC,;

e encourages parties to consider assessment cescohen choosing alternatives to endosulfan for

the use of crop pest complexes; and

» requests the Secretariat to undertake activitiessipport parties in evaluating the information o

alternatives to the use of endosulfan in their toes

MEASURESTO REDUCE OR ELIMINATE RELEASES FROM UNINTENTIONAL
PRODUCTION: Delegates considered this item on Wednesday, 1avidyFriday, 3 May, in two parts:
on the review and updating of the StandardizedkKib@NEP/POPS/COP.6/13) and on issues relevant
to the guidelines on Best Available Techniques (Bamd Best Environmental Practices (BEP)
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.8).

On theToolkit, the Philippines and the EU expressed support. Gustressed that although
incineration coefficients assume controlled tempges, this is not always the case for combustion i
the African region. Kenya said open burning asyadaurce of POPs in Africa must be confirmed, and
proposed minor amendments to the decision on thel@@ment of training materials. On Thursday, 9

May, parties formally adopted the amended decision.

Final Decision:In its decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/13), the Ciafer alia:

 takes note of the reports of the Toolkit expeeetings;

» encourages parties to use the revised Toodling in account the conclusions and
recommendations of the Toolkit experts when devatppource inventories and release estimates and

reporting estimate releases, and provide commentseir experience to the Secretariat;

» requests the Toolkit experts to contribute ®dlevelopment of a training programme on the revise
Toolkit and requests the Secretariat to organizthjmavailable resources, awareness raising and

training activities on the revised Toolkit;

 also requests the Toolkit experts to preparehnpinary analysis of the information on
unintentional releases of POPs provided througtomalt reports in view of the evaluation of the

effectiveness of the Convention.

OnBAT/BEP (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.8), Canada proposed changadiitg omitting the
paragraph on the assessment of technologies, ahtheaSC should not develop guidance for work
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occurring under the BC. On Thursday, 9 May, the G@mally adopted the decision.
Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.8/Rev.1) QP inter alia,

* invites parties to nominate experts with spedafkpertise in BAT and BEP, in particular those
relevant to the chemicals listed in the annexab®fSC in 2009 and 2011, to the joint Toolkit arATB

and BEP expert roster;

* requests the Secretariat to support the expeupgand to implement awareness-raising and

technical assistance to promote the guidelinesggaithnce;

» requests the Secretariat to forward the wadétee content of the draft BAT/BEP guidance for the
use of PFOS and its related chemicals listed utide8C and the draft BAT/BEP guidance for the
recycling and waste disposal of articles contaimpagtabromodiphenyl ether (PBDES) listed under the

SC to the appropriate bodies of the Basel Conventio

* invites the BC COP to: take the draft guidaneeuents into account when updating the general
technical guidelines and the preparation or updatinspecific technical guidelines on POPs; and to
review the waste-related aspects of these drafagigie documents and forward the outcome to the

Stockholm Secretariat by 31 October, 2014;

» requests the Secretariat to: facilitate revigibthe draft guidance documents based on comments
received from the BC; invite detailed commentsrfrparties by 30 September 2013; integrate parties’
comments into the draft guidance by 31 March 2@firéulate for further comments by 31 October

2014; and integrate parties’ comments and submitakised draft guidance to COP7; and

* invites experts of the BC to participate in #ssessment of technologies for the destruction and
irreversible transformation of POPs, taking intmsideration existing guidance (e.g., technical

guidelines under the BC).

MEASURESTO REDUCE OR ELIMINATE RELEASES FROM WASTES: This issue was
introduced in the simultaneous ordinary meetingMamday, 29 April. It was then taken up in the
Listing of Chemicals, and on New POPs Contact Granpd SC COP6 considered a revised draft
decision in plenary on Friday, 3 May. (See pagéot@ summary of discussions during the

simultaneous ordinary meetings.)

On Monday, along with documents on the BC, thetX®@tretariat introduced the relevant SC
documents (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/14 and INF/7), on meadarreduce or eliminate releases from

wastes.

On Friday in plenary, President Alvarez introdutieel revised draft decision
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(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.18), a submission by the 8€id&nt containing two additional paragraphs
to UNEP/POPS/COP.6/14, inviting the BC to carrywatk related to HBCD. SC COP6 adopted the

draft decisions.

Final Decisionsin the first decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/14), the (d6ter alia,

» takes note of the work undertaken under the @@ptdate the technical guidelines for the ESM of

wastes consisting of, containing or contaminateti WOPs;

* invites the BC COP to keep the SC COP inforneghrding the outcomes of the work;

* invites experts working under the SC, who areat@ady doing so, to participate in the work unde

the BC on updating the technical guidelines forEl$M of POPs wastes;

* requests the Secretariat, upon request andctubjthe availability of resources, to continue to
support parties in the implementation of measwesduce or eliminate releases from stockpiles and
wastes, including in relation to the chemicals neligted in Annexes A, B and C to the Convention;

and

* invites parties and observers in a positiondaad to provide financial support for the actistief

the Secretariat to support parties on this work.

The second decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.18) cendalditional paragraphs to
UNEP/POPS/COP.6/14, which invite the appropriatdidmof the Basel Convention, with regard to
HBCD, to:

 establish the levels of destruction and irreNsdesransformation for this chemical necessary to
ensure that the characteristics of POPs, as speédifiparagraph 1 of Annex D to the Stockholm

Convention, are not exhibited;

» determine what they consider to be the methiaglisdonstitute environmentally sound disposal;

» work to establish, as appropriate, the concéatrdevels of this chemical in order to define the

low-POPs content; and

» update, if needed, the general technical guidslfor the ESM of waste consisting of, contairong
contaminated with POPs and to prepare or updatafipechnical guidelines developed under the

Basel Convention.

The decision also invites the BC COP to considerirtrolvement in this work of experts working

under the SC, including members and observersedP®PRC.
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NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION PLANS (NIPs): On Tuesday, 30 April, the Joint Secretariat
introduced information documents on NIPs (UNEP/P@ER.6/15, INF/13, INF/14 and INF/15). The
EU highlighted the importance of developing andatpay NIPs. Noting that large numbers of
countries had not completed or updated the NIR®grakdeveloping countries requested financial and
technical assistance to enable them to do so dred developing countries highlighted the capacity
challenges in implementing NIPs. Some developingit@es reported they had completed their NIPs.
Swaziland and Sudan noted they received GEF furtdimgdate their NIPs, and Barbados said it
would seek GEF funding.

The Seychelles urged the Secretariat to addressshe of high co-financing ratios. Lebanon, fa th
Arab Group, said GEF quotas assigned to countriest bre reconsidered. Canada, supported by
Australia, highlighted the need to develop new gaixe, and suggested some amendments to the
document on NIPs (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/15).

President Alvarez invited Canada and Australiautongit their amendments, and suggested parties’

financing concerns be relayed to the Technicalstaace and Financial Resources Contact Group.

On Friday, 3 May, President Alvarez introduced @m'mamended draft,
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.3/Rev.1), with language framaldy on labeling of products or articles
containing POPs, which SC COP6 adopted.

Final Decision: In its final decision on NIPs under Article 7 (ER/POPS/COP.6/CRP.3/Rev.1), the
COP;inter alia:

» welcomes the additional NIPs transmitted byiparincluding the revised and updated plans and
encourages parties for whom deadlines for transmitheir NIPs have passed to transmit their plans

as soon as possible;

 takes note of the report of the feasibility affges, in particular developing country partiesties
with economies in transition and SIDS, to revisd apdate their NIPs with information relating to

newly listed POPs, and recommendations on howdistatiem with encountered difficulties;

e encourages parties to use the following guidatmeiments: guidance for developing a NIP; draft
guidance on socio-economic assessment for NIPdagae on calculation of action plan costs; draft
guidances for the inventory of PFOS and relatedniteds and PBDES; and draft guidance for the

import for the control of the import and exportRDPs; and

« invites the Basel COP to take the draft guidaramePBDESs and import and export of POPs into
account when updating general technical guidelimekthe preparation or updating of specific

technical guidelines on POPs; and to review thaavasdated aspects of these draft guidance
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documents.

LISTING OF CHEMICALSINANNEXA,B OR C TO THE CONVENTION: On Tuesday —
Thursday, 30 April - 2 May, COP6 considered POPR@etbpments for action by the COP, including:
listing of HBCD in Annex A with specific exemptiorigr production and use in expanded and extruded
polystyrene (EPS and XPS) in buildings (UNEP/POR®¥®/16 and 17); rotation of membership
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/16 and EXCOPS.2/INF/17); and cmtip@ with the RC CRC
(EXCOPS.2/INF/17).

POPRC Chair Arndt reported on POPRC'’s work, notinigy alia, its ongoing review of four
substances, and his retirement as Chair after POPR@sident Alvarez thanked Arndt for his
leadership of the POPRC since its inception antihngdhat no nominations for the next POPRC Chair
have been received, suggested asking the POPRIErttfy an interim Chair for POPRC10, to be
confirmed at COP7.

On collaboration between the POPRC and CRC, theufiported back-to back meetings. GRULAC
emphasized that collaboration should involve infation exchange, and China suggested holding a
joint one-day session. Norway and the EU suggasedommittees should discuss procedural issues

and synergies, and China cautioned that thesesieweed their mandates.

On Friday, 10 May, SC COP6 adopted the decisidsNiEP/POPS/COP.6/16 with two amendments:
the POPRC would elect an interim Chair for confitimaat COP7, and collaboration in a possible
joint session would consist of a one-day scientifformation exchange with outcomes to be reported
to SC COP7.

Final Decision: In the final decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/16), the (J6tEr alia:

» welcomes the reports of POPRC7 and POPRCS;

» appoints the newly designated experts to ses\RGPRC members;

» adopts the list of parties to be invited to noaté members for terms commencing on 5 May 2014,

 takes note of the workplans adopted by POPR#étite decision of the POPRC and CRC bureaus

to hold back-to-back meetings and a joint session;

* requests the Secretariat to continue the aetiviisted in POPRC decision 8/12 to assist devetpp
country parties or parties with economies in tramsiwith effective participation in POPRC'’s work;

and

* invites parties and observers to contribute@”RC’s work and to provide financial support for
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implementation of activities to support effectivaricipation of parties in that work.

The decision contains an annex with a list of paritlentified by COP6 to nominate members of the

POPRC, whose terms of office commence on 5 May 2014

HBCD: On Tuesday, the Joint Secretariat introduced @BRC’s recommendation to list HBCD with
specific exemptions for production and use in ER&XPS in buildings. Norway supported listing
HBCD in Annex A without exemptions, noting that tiee of EPS and XPS in buildings constitutes
80-90% of global demand. The Philippines and Nagesipressed support “in principle” for Norway'’s

proposal, highlighting the need for financial sugipo

Alaska Community Action on Toxics, with the Globatligenous Peoples Caucus, supported listing
HBCD in Annex A without exemptions, underscoring tisevere and lasting impacts” of POPs on
indigenous and northern communities. Also suppgttie listing with no exemptions, IPEN added that

exemptions for recycling of POPs are “dangerousl’ ‘atolate” the Stockholm Convention.

Australia and New Zealand supported listing HBCIAimmex A with exemptions and, with China,
noted that alternatives may not be available ifigaht quantities. The Republic of Korea, with dap
the EU, Switzerland and Canada, supported listiB@€H in Annex A with specific five-year
exemptions for EPS and XPS in buildings. The Eléddhe need to identify wastes containing
HBCD.

Jordan said exemptions should not exceed COP8., Clgzanda, South Africa and Nigeria emphasized
that a heavier compliance burden increases the foedidancial and technical assistance. Niger adde

that assistance is needed to determine the scakedh his country.

Noting that it could not yet support listing, Veneta called for additional information from induystr
Irag, on behalf of the Arab Group, supported theppsal to include HBCD in Annex A, and called for

additional information on its use.

Noting general agreement to list HBCD, Presidemaféz proposed establishing a contact group to
draft a decision on HBCD, taking into consideratamlitional proposals submitted by Norway and the
EU (UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/CRP.2 and CRRB3),the COP agreed. The Contact
Group on Listing of Chemicals, and on New POPs;ftaired by Bjorn Hansen (EU) and Azhari
Abdelbagi (Sudan), met on Tuesday and Wednesday.

On Thursday, the Joint Secretariat introduced thé& decision on the listing of HBCD
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.17). The African Group supglotfie proposed text.

Canada suggested replacing a reference to “mdteiiihl “article” and removing a reference to Artcl
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4 on exemptions. The Joint Secretariat clarified the paragraph sets the length of the exemp®n,
per Article 4, and Canada said the wording couldkea Article 4. China suggested changing “take
necessary measures” to “take possible measurédémsify HBCD. Co-Chair Hansen, supported by
Norway, clarified that “material” referred to EPBdaXPS, as in the chapeau, and that “take necessary

measures” is from Article 3 of the Convention.

Mexico, on behalf of GRULAC, and supported by Culrajerscored concerns over adding POPs
without adequate technical and financial assistalnater in the evening, Canada presented the

amended decision to plenary, highlighting inclusiémeferences to Article 4 and EPS and XPS.

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted ttedtdtecision as amended.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.17), the Q@¢®, alia:

» decides to amend part | of Annex A to the StatkhConvention to list HBCD with specific
exemptions for production and use as allowed ferpérties listed in the register of specific

exemptions for production and use in EPS and XH#lildings;

» decides to insert a definition for HBCD in pHftof Annex A; and

» decides to insert a new part VIl in Annex A dpgang that each party registered for the exemption
shall take necessary measures to ensure that ata@@niaining HBCD can be easily identified by

labeling or other means throughout its life-cycle.

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE: This item was discussed in simultaneous ordinasgieas, on Sunday,
28 April, and was subsequently taken up in a cargerup on technical assistance and financial

resources that met daily from 29 April to 10 M&§eé page 9.)

On Thursday, 2 May, the Joint Secretariat introdubte draft decision on technical assistance
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.15). Mohammed KhashashnetafdoiCo-Chair for the Technical
Assistance and Financial Resources Contact Graipdrhat repetitive text in one paragraph should

be deleted. With that amendment, the decision wWaptad on Thursday, 9 May.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.15), the GAQ&, alia:

* invites developing-country parties and partiéh\wconomies in transition to continue to provide
information to the Secretariat on their needs imteof technical assistance and technology transfer

and the barriers and obstacles in that regard;

* invites developed-country parties and other$ Wit capacity to do so to continue to provide
information to the Secretariat on the technicaistasce and technologies available to be transfdae
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developing-country parties and parties with ecomsnm transition;

e encourages parties and relevant internatiordNBOSs, including regional centres, to providehie t
Secretariat, by 31 May 2014, information on thejperiences in implementing the guidance on

technical assistance and transfer of sound techesip

» underscores the important role to be playedcby3C regional and subregional centres in deligerin
technical assistance, at a regional level, reggrtia implementation of the technical assistance

programmes and facilitating technology transfahatregional level;

» requests the Secretariat to prepare a repodoiesideration at COP7 concerning: the applicadion
the guidance taking into account the needs ofgmaiti NIPs, national reports and technical assistan
and technology transfer; progress in implementat®technical assistance programme; and means to

address the obstacles and barriers to technolaggfar; and,

» requests the Secretariat to prepare a techasésadtance programme for the biennium 2016-2017

based on the information collected and taking aoount the synergies process.

Regional and subregional centres: This issue was introduced in the simultaneous argiimeetings,

on Sunday, 28 April, for both the Stockholm and @a®nventions (UNEP/CHW.11/5 and Add.1, and
UNEP/POPS/COP.6/19 and 19/Add.1). It was then taikeim the Technical Assistance and Financial
Resources Contact Group. SC COP6 considered a&dediaft decision in plenary on Thursday, 2 May.
(See page 9.)

On Thursday, in plenary, the Joint Secretariabihiced the revised draft decision
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.16) on regional and subreli@mares, and Contact Group Co-Chair
Khashashneh added two amendments: to change SC ©GRBCOP6 in Annex |, which is a list of
centres reviewed by the COP; and to make cleaintbitnex Il the COP endorses one new regional
centre (Basel Convention Regional Centre for Trgjrand Technology Transfer for South-East Asia,

Indonesia).

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted theraaded decision.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.16), whichaioa two annexes, the
COP;inter alia:

» requests the SC regional and subregional cetatregbmit to the Secretariat: their workplans for
2014-2015, by 30 September 2013; and their actrejpprts for January 2013 — December 2014, by 31
December 2014;

» adopts methodology for evaluating the regiomaites, which includes a quantitative analysis for
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evaluating the performance and sustainability chezentre, to be undertaken every four years;

» notes that it has evaluated the performancesasthinability of SC regional and subregional

centres;

» endorses for two years: the SC regional andegiibnal centres for capacity building and the
transfer of technology listed in Annex I, and desido reconsider their status as regional or
subregional centres under the SC at COP7; andotiminated SC centre listed in Annex Il as an SC

regional or subregional centre for capacity buiddimd the transfer of technology;

» decides to, at COP7, evaluate the performandesastainability, and reconsider the status asGn S
regional and subregional centre for capacity bogdind the transfer of technology, of the censted

in Annex II;

* requests the Secretariat to prepare, for coratida at COP7, a draft evaluation report of the
regional centres listed in the annexes of thissiecj based on the methodology adopted by this

decision;

* invites parties and observers and other findmesitutions in a position to do so to provide

financial support to enable regional centres tolément their workplans; and

 takes note of the challenges faced by some magaentres, and invites parties, as well as other
regional centres, in a position to do so, to coafgewith and support regional centres through

exchange of best practices as well as throughttailg means of implementation.

FINANCIAL RESOURCES: This item was discussed in the simultaneous orgisassions, on
Monday, 29 April, and was subsequently taken ufnénTechnical Assistance and Financial Resources

Contact Group (See page 9.)

On Thursday, 2 May, the Joint Secretariat introdube draft decision, and on Thursday, 9 May, the
COP formally adopted the decision.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.19), the @@, alia,

« reaffirms the guidance to the financial mechamiand the additional guidance;

» requests the entities entrusted with the firdnoiechanism of the SC, to continue to supportleég
parties to the SC in their efforts to develop andta the implementation of their obligations untie

SC and to review and update, as appropriate, rtipementation plan on a periodic basis;

* requests the entities entrusted with the fir@noiechanism to continue to consider in their
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programming of areas of work for the forthcomingthienniums, from 2014 — 2017, the priority areas,
including: elimination of the use of PCBs in equgamhby 2025; ESM of liquids containing PCBs and
equipment contaminated with PCBs, having a PCBeazdrdgbove 0.005%, as soon as possible and no
later than 2028; elimination or restriction of f®duction and use of newly listed POPs; eliminatio

of the production and use of DDT, except for partleat notified their intention to produce and/seu

it;

» requests the GEF tmter alia: respond to the rapidly evolving chemicals andtesaagenda and the
changing needs of developing country parties amtigsavith economies in transition, including the
Small Grants Programme; give support to counthiashave not yet received funding for the
implementation of activities contained in their Njleontinue to provide adequate financial resources
to activities to implement obligations under the, 8@ile within its mandate exploring how to
mobilize further financial resources for chemicatgl wastes; and consider increasing, in the sixth

replenishment of the GEF, the overall amount ofifog accorded to the chemicals focal area;

* reiterates its request to the GEF, in its supfaoregional delivery of technical assistancegitoe
consideration to the proposals that may be devdlbgehe SC regional centres and to prioritize such

support to those centres situated in developingitt@s and countries with economies in transition;

* requests the Secretariat itater alia: prepare a complete set of guidance on the fimshnogchanism;
transmit the complete set of guidance to the GE&nasput of the COP to the sixth replenishment of
the GEF; update the complete set of guidance fosideration by COP8; and communicate to parties

the amounts and allocations of the sixth replengtirnof the GEF; and
» requests the GEF to include information on thplementation of the consolidated guidance.

REPORTING: This item was discussed in simultaneous ordinasgisas, on Monday, 29 April. (See

page 10.)

On Friday, 3 May, President Alvarez introduceddhaft decision on national reporting pursuant to
Article 15 (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/26 and Add.1 and SC.2RPThe Joint Secretariat proposed adding
to COP.6/26/Add.1 text updating the reporting farteanclude HBCD, and SC COP6 accepted this
insertion. On Thursday, 9 May delegates adopted diogsion.

Final Decision: In the decision on reporting (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/2®),COPjnter alia:
» adopts the revised reporting format;

» takes note of the progress made by the Seaetarurther improving the online electronic syate

for reporting based on the updated reporting format
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» encourages parties to use the revised electootiice reporting system when submitting theirdhir
national reports pursuant to Article 15 of the Gamtion, which are to be submitted by 31 August 2014
for consideration by COP7; and

» requests the Secretariat to: further improveottiee electronic system for reporting, takingpint
account possible synergies with the BC, in timeitftm be used by parties for the submission oifrthe
third national reports pursuant to Article 15; éouaé to provide guidance to parties on the usé®f t
electronic system for reporting, including througbrkshops and webinars; and, where appropriate and

in a cost-efficient manner, provide feedback tdiparegarding the submission of their reports

EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION: On Tuesday, 30 April, delegates opened discussiahie

agenda item (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/27 and Add.1). Thaigklighted the need to make use of existing
data, and said the evaluation should be complettiivsix months. Kenya, Switzerland, Japan and
Morocco supported the framework of the effectivene@gluation, and Sri Lanka underscored its

importance.

IPEN called for measurement of the effectiveneddl&fimplementation. Highlighting the
environmental and health burden of POPs on indigepeople, Alaska Community Action on Toxics

called for a transparent compliance mechanismadaitd be triggered bynter alia, the public.

Parties then established a Friends of the Presgitenp, chaired by Bettina Hitzfeld (Switzerlantd),

continue negotiations.

On Thursday, 2 April, the Secretariat introduceal daft decision on effectiveness evaluation
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.13). On Friday, Hitzfeld, ehdif of the Friends of the President group,
reviewed changes to the appendix of SC CRP.13nglithe Terms of Reference for the Effectiveness
Evaluation Committee, which included increasingrbenber of experts designated by parties to the
effectiveness evaluation committee from five to &8¢ consequently increasing total membership

from nine to 14 experts. On Thursday, 9 May, ddakegormally adopted the decision.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.13), the @@, alia:

 takes note of the comments submitted by paotiethe proposed framework for effectiveness
evaluation and of the report prepared by the Sadatton the availability of information outlined i
the revised framework for effectiveness evaluatiorihe use of the elements and indicators set forth

therein;

» adopts the revised framework for effectivenesduation set out in the annex to the decision;

 recalls the need for parties to step up théaresf to ensure the timely submission of natioeglarts;
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and

« invites donors to provide financial support &rmit further step-by-step capacity enhancement,
including strategic partnerships, to enable cabbecof data listed in the effectiveness evaluation

framework.

Global monitoring plan (GM P): Delegates addressed this issue in plenary on Tye3ad#pril
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/28 and INF/29).

Norway stressed the importance of national repgrind global monitoring, and Japan expressed
concern about the submission of data at the ndtiewal. India highlighted the importance of capqci
building, and Mali, Lebanon and Democratic Repubfi€ongo requested capacity building and
technical assistance for monitoring and analydividies. China called for technical and financial
support to monitor new POPs. Togo and Mali welcomhedextension of its environmental matrices.
Kiribati called for the addition of fish to the fief matrices, and IPEN underscored the need tdtoron

marine gyres containing plastics.

The COP adopted the draft decision on the GMP anstday, 9 May.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/28), the Cotey alia:

» welcomes the amended GMP, implementation plad,ugpdated guidance for POPs, and encourages

parties to provide comments on their applicatiothteoSecretariat;

» welcomes the compilation of the results of tingt phase of the global human milk survey and

encourages parties to participate in the secondepmilk survey; and

» requests the Secretariat to: support the imphtatien of the second phase of the GMP; and to work

with partners and other organizations to undertadgementation activities.

NON-COMPLIANCE: This matter was first taken up by the simultaneangénary sessions, in the

discussion on non-compliance. (See page 10.)

A contact group on Compliance and Other Legal Msattehaired by Jimena Nieto (Colombia) and

Anne Daniel (Canada), was established to contimesudsions.

On Tuesday, 7 May, SC COP6 President Alvarez arsealithe establishment of a Friends of the
President group on compliance composed of Indé, IChina, Japan, Zambia, Nigeria, Namibia,

Egypt, Brazil, Colombia, the EU, Switzerland, Aadixt and Norway.

Reporting on that group’s work on Friday, 10 Mapn& Daniel said the group had been unable to
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“break the impasse” on a compliance mechanismifoeiethe RC or SC.

President Alvarez then proposed a “take it or léveompromise package
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.28 and UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/@RBEdsigned to “bridge the gap between
those who want two triggers and those who wanethi@ontained in UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.28 (SC
compliance) is a proposal for Secretariat actiawlileg to a party-trigger; and a provision for assise

to those in non-compliance. Contained in UNEP/FAC/BOP.6/CRP.10 (RC compliance) is a
proposal on decision-making in the compliance cottemiincluding a last resort three-quarters

majority vote; and a proposal for Secretariat act&ading to a party-trigger.

Egypt said the proposal would be difficult to adcefihout, inter alia, language reflecting the needs of
developing countries. The Russian Federation egptesoncern about the Secretariat possibly taking
decisions based on information from unknown souresith Africa opposed the text, saying it
interprets the use of the Secretariat as a thigder built into the mechanism. The EU said a third

trigger is key to an effective mechanism.

Addressing parties to the RC, President Alvarenestgd those who opposed the text to raise thagjr fl
Among those who did were South Africa, Nigeria, Zéan Egypt, and Kenya. Kenya, on behalf of the
African Group, stated that the proposed text hadtedhelements fundamental to compliance, and

proposed further intersessional work based on tbeiqus version of the text.

Addressing parties to the SC, President Alvarenestgd those who opposed the text to raise ttagjr fl
A number of delegations raised their flags, inahgdEgypt, Kenya, South Africa, Nigeria, Zambia,

Thailand, the EU, Morocco, Tunisia, Iran and India.

Concluding that the President’s compromise proasatler the RC and the SC were rejected, Alvarez
proposed, and delegates agreed, to a proceduialateto forward compliance to RC COP7 and to use
the outcome of the COP6 contact group on compliasca basis for their work. The same was agreed

for compliance under the SC.

PROGRAMME OF WORK AND ADOPTION OF THE BUDGET: On Friday, 10 May, Gregory
Filyk (Canada), Co-Chair of the Synergies and Budimntact Group, introduced the decision on
financing and budget for the biennium 2014-2015 BPRPOPS/COP.6/CRP.26/Rev.1 and Add.1). The

SC COP adopted the decision without amendment.
Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.26/Rev.1) SGeCOPjnter alia:
» approves the programme budget for the SC fobidenium 2014-2015;

» authorizes the Executive Secretary of the Sadegtof the Stockholm Convention to make
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commitments in an amount up to the approved omeraltbudget, drawing upon available cash

resources;

» welcomes the continued annual contribution of2Hhillion by Switzerland to the Secretariat to
offset planned expenditures and notes that CHFiomiWill be allocated annually as a contributian t
the General Trust Fund and will include Switzerfarabsessed contribution and that CHF1 million will

be allocated annually to the Voluntary Special TFusnd;

» adopts the indicative scale of assessmenthidoapportionment of expenses for the biennium
2014-2015 and authorizes the Executive Secretaagjitst the scale to include all parties for which

Convention enters into force before 1 January 3042014 and before 1 January 2015 for 2015;

» decides to maintain the working capital resextvthe level of 8.3% of the annual average of the
biennial operational budgets for 2014-2015 whileogmizing that this issue may need to be discussed
further at COP7 in light of the Executive Secrefargport on the MoU;

» notes with concern that a number of parties mtgaid their contributions to the operational
budgets for 2010 and prior years and urges padipay their contributions promptly by or on 1

January of the year to which the contributions gppl

 decides, with regard to contributions due frodathuary 2010 onwards, that no representativeyof an
party whose contributions are in arrears for twonore years shall be eligible to become a member of
the Bureau of the COP or any subsidiary body of@fdP; this shall not apply to parties that aretleas
developed countries or SIDS or to parties that leayreed on and are respecting a schedule of

payments in accordance with the financial rules;

» decides to further consider additional incergisad measures to address arrears in core budget

contributions to the Convention in an effective afilitient manner at the next meeting of the COP;

» requests the Secretariat to present optionméantives and measures, including information on

those applied under other multilateral environmiea@eements to deal with such challenges;

 takes note of the funding estimates to be fiedrfcom the Voluntary Special Trust Fund of the

Convention for 2015;

» stresses the need to ensure that the Volunfzegi@ Trust Fund requirement presented in the éudg

is realistic and represents agreed priorities Igfatties so as to encourage contributions fronodgn

» decides that the two trust funds for the Coneenshall be continued until 31 December 2015, and
requests the UNEP Executive Director to extend tf@mthe biennium 2014-2015, subject to the

approval of the UNEP Governing Council;
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* urges parties, and invites others in a posiiiodo so, to contribute urgently to the VoluntapeS8ial
Trust Fund with a view to ensuring the full andeeffve participation of developing country parties,
particular the least developed countries and SHDS,parties with economies in transition in the

meetings of the COP;

* requests the Executive Secretary further to eedafficiency in the use of financial and human
resources in accordance with the priorities sehbyCOP and to report on the outcome of their tffor

in that regard;

» requests the Executive Secretary to preparalgdidor the biennium 2016-2017 for consideration
by COP7;

» notes the need to facilitate priority-settingdrgviding parties with timely information on the
financial consequences of different options andh#éd end, requests the Executive Secretary todiecl
in the proposed operational budget for the bienr@h6-2017 two alternative funding scenarios that
take account of any efficiencies identified andlaased on: their assessment of the required chamges
the operational budget to finance all proposalsteethe COP that have budgetary implications and

maintaining the operational budget at the 2014-26%8&l in nominal terms; and

 recalls its earlier request to the Executiveebior of UNEP to request an audit by the Office of
Internal Oversight Services on coordination andpesation among the Basel, Rotterdam and

Stockholm conventions and requests the Executiveciir to present the report on that audit to COP7.

OTHER MATTERS

OFFICIAL COMMUNICATION: The SC COP plenary discussed this item on Wedng&dday.
The Joint Secretariat introduced the document (URBIPS/COP.6/30), noting that, taking into
account efforts to enhance cooperation, the J&ote3ariat had developed a “harmonized form” for

parties to designate contact points and that th@RCBC COPs would also consider this item.

On Thursday, 9 May, the SC COP formally adoptedigsion.

Final Decision:In its decision, (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/30), the SC Gai&; alia:

» adopts the revised harmonized form for notifabf contacts;

 urges parties to nominate official contact peiahd national focal points, if they have not alsea
done so, using the revised form, as well as toicordnd provide the Secretariat with updated cdntac

details;

* invites non-party states to designate offic@tact points and national focal points, if theydaot
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already done so, using the revised form; and

* requests the Secretariat to maintain and updateecessary, the list of official contact poants

national focal points, and to continue to makeligtgoublicly available on the SC website.

MOU WITH UNEP: This issue was discussed in plenary on Wednesddgyl and then in the
Budget and Synergies Contact Group. The Joint &@etintroduced the draft MoU
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/32), noting the RC and BC COPddnaigo consider the matter.

On Friday, 10 May, Synergies Contact Group Co-CKaiel Blaha introduced the draft decision
(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.24), which the COP adopted.

Final Decision: In the final decision (UNEP/POPS/COP.6/CRP.24) G, inter alia:

» recognizes that openness, transparency angiieation of an equal and harmonized approach to
the relationship between UNEP and the secretasfatee MEAs that it administers should apply to the
development and implementation of institutionabhagements for the provision of the secretariat

functions for the respective agreements;

 takes note of the request of the UNEP Goverfiiagncil to the Executive Director to deepen
consultations with the MEAs, for which UNEP provéde secretariat in the preparation, by 30 June
2013, of a full report on the relationship betwélee UNEP and those MEAS;

* invites the Executive Secretary to actively eggm the consultations undertaken by UNEP, bearing
in mind the legal autonomy of the SC and the C@Btssion-making powers in relation to the

provision of secretariat functions;

* requests the Executive Secretary to report osetltonsultations and their possible impact on the
proposed MoU between the Executive Director andSt8eCOP to the Bureau, during the

intersessional period, and to COP7; and

» requests the Executive Secretary to submit sedwdraft MoU to COP7.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

On Thursday, 9 May, during the evening plenary,(32P6 Rapporteur Karel Blaha (Czech Republic),
introduced the reports of the SC COP6 (UNEP/POP8/6/0.1, and Add.1, Add.2 and Add.3), which

the COP considered section-by-section and adopitbdwinor amendments.

CLOSURE OF THE MEETING
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On Friday, 10 May, President Alvarez concluded SIP6, expressing hope that SC COP7 would be

successful in agreeing a compliance mechanismgawneled the meeting to a close at 11:50 pm.
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BASEL CONVENTION COPIL(BEEBFANET+—RGHHFRE)

BC COP11 opened briefly on Sunday, 28 April, andpaed the agenda (UNEP/CHW.11/1 and Add.1)
and continued on 3-6 May, chaired by BC COP11 RessiFranz Perrez (Switzerland). BC COP11
reconvened briefly on Thursday and Friday, 9-10 Magdopt outstanding decisions.

ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS: Election of Officers. BC President Perrez invited regional groups
to nominate new Bureau members for a decision éyetid of the COP. The EU favored ending the
expanded bureau, and asked the Secretariat to dimeddaft decision to reflect this. The Joint
Secretariat introduced UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.5 and CRin@,noted one decision discontinues the
expanded bureau and the other asldsfficio members. Canada suggested undertaking an andlysis,
a time-limited intersessional group or the Jointr8tariat, to identify the impact on parties and
implications for synergies. Mexico, for GRULAC, gigsted changes to BC CRP.6 on the RoP to add
six Vice Presidents, one of whom would act as Reppa She said that once this change was agreed
to, GRULAC countries could approve CHW.11/CRP.Srestitutional arrangements. The EU did not
support this change, and preferred a smaller Bug@&WPresident Perrez and parties agreed to task
Mexico, the EU and Canada to discuss the issugeasint a draft decision, or a proposal for a way

forward.

Reporting back to plenary, Canada reported thathae met with the EU and progress had been made
on the expanded bureau, but the EU needed additiorato coordinate. BC President Perrez noted,
and delegates agreed, that since the issue isngmatrto all three conventions, it could be complete

later in the week.

On Friday, 10 May, following the report on constitias between the EU and GRULAC, the COP
adopted the draft decision to amend the RoP (UNB®WQ1/CRP.27), to increase the Bureau from

five members to 10. Delegates also adopted UNEP/QHMYRP.26, on institutional arrangements.

Final Decisions:In the decision on RoP (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.27), the?G@er alia, amends rule 21
of the RoP to reflect that at each COP a presidet,nine vice presidents, one of whom will serve a
rapporteur, are to be elected, with due regardjtit@ble geographical representation; and the Gifair
the ICC, the Co-Chairs of the OEWG and the Chaargf other subsidiary bodies shall

beex-officio members of the Bureau.

In the decision on institutional arrangements (UNEHPW.11/CRP.26), the COP, recognizing that the
amendment of rule 21 of the RoP adopted by COP4&0res that the functions previously undertaken

by the expanded bureau can be adequately perfdognee COP Bureau, decides:
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 to discontinue the expanded bureau as a subgioialy of the Convention;

 any function previously entrusted to the expahblereau shall be undertaken in the future by the
COP Bureau; and

» five members of the Bureau may participate & lbint Bureaus’ meetings of the three conventions,

having due regard to equitable geographical reptaten.

On Friday, the COP elected Andrzej Jagusiewiczgi)l as BC COP12 President; and Mara Curaba
(Belgium), Luca Arnold (Switzerland), Flavien Joub¢Seychelles), Henry Williams (Liberia), Ali
Abdullah Ahmed Al-Dobhani (Yemen), Hadi Farajvamh), Patricio Silva (Uruguay), Gillian

Guthrie (Jamaica), and Sergey Trepelkov (Russiaefe¢ion) as Vice Presidents. Curaba will serve as

BC COP12 Rapporteur.

On Friday, the COP elected the OEWG Bureau, mendfdte ICC and members of ENFORCE.

For the OEWG, the COP elected: Co-Chairs Prakastlégser (Mauritius) and Madga Gosk (Poland);
Vice-Chairs Jacinthe Séguin (Canada) and Alberfr&@Argentina); and Rapporteur Nassereddin

Heidari (Iran).

For the ICC, the COP elected: Abdel Shafei Osmay(gE; Datin Paduka Hajah Che Asmah Ibrahim
(Malaysia); Djordje Vukoti (Serbia); Wilehaldo Cruz (Mexico); and Mark Gov¢8iwitzerland).

For ENFORCE, the COP elected: Dany Mpolesha Kank@Beémocratic Republic of Congo),
Lumbini Kiriella (Sri Lanka), Karla Acosta ResendMexico) and Santiago Davila Sena (Spain),
along with the BC Coordinating Centre in Nigerial®C Regional Centres in China, Bratislava and

Argentina.

Organization of Work: Delegates adopted the organization of work
(UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/2/Rev.1).

MATTERS RELATED TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION

STRATEGIC ISSUES: Follow-up to the Indonesian-Swiss CL I to improve the effectiveness of the
Basel Convention: On Friday, 3 May, BC President Perrez introduceadusision on the follow-up to
the CLI. The Joint Secretariat introduced the dosots (UNEP/CHW.11/3, Add.1 and Add.2, INF/2-5
and INF/34, and UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.3). The draft denisn UNEP/CHW.11/3 contained three
sections, on: addressing the entry into force @Bhn Amendment; developing guidelines for ESM;

and providing further legal clarity.

The Co-Chairs of the BC Technical Expert Group &MEKazuhiko Takemoto (Japan) and
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Mohammed Khashashneh (Jordan), introduced the fdaafework on ESM of hazardous wastes and
other wastes, includingnter alia, a common understanding of ESM and strategiespbeiment ESM.
Switzerland, also on behalf of Canada, noted BC.@R#&ilds on this framework and identifies priority
areas for further work. The EU, Kenya for the AdimcGroup, Japan and China welcomed the
framework. Canada objected to the inclusion of répg provisions, commenting that this is already
expected under annual reporting. Japan and Argesdid BC CRP.3 provides a good basis for further

discussion, and this was referred to the Stratégitters Contact Group.

On the Ban Amendment, the EU and Switzerland weémbadditional ratifications. Cote d’lvoire
reported that his country’s ratification would hémitted soon and Israel said it was in the prooéss
ratification. Pakistan expressed concern with miovi of ESM technologies associated with
ratification. On the draft glossary (UNEP/CHW.188d.2), the EU, with Norway and Japan,

supported the development of a glossary, and stegjdsscussing it in a contact group.

On Saturday, Jimena Nieto (Colombia) reported theselutions of a small group’s discussions:
definitions need to be coherent and identical;ipamvant to have the discussion on “foundational”
definitions at this COP; and explanations shoultbampany some definitions. BC President Perrez

suggested, and parties agreed, to establish amiafgroup on the draft glossary of terms.

On ESM, BC President Perrez introduced UNEP/CHW.RB.10 containing the framework for the
ESM of hazardous and other wastes. The EU agret tbamework, but said it could not be
“adopted” without a specific decision. In respotse@ question from Colombia, BC President Perrez
noted the definitions in the framework could be ade later for consistency if needed. BC COP11

agreed to the framework.

On Monday, the Strategic Matters Contact Groupudised a draft decision on the ToRs for the small
intersessional working group on the ESM framewaxdppsed by the EU, which was based on BC
CRP.3. The EU proposed that the intersessionalpgteuelop a work programme for priorities and key

work items for implementation of ESM, and reportthis to OEWG9.

On legal clarity, BC COP11 adopted the decision (BRP.21), with an amendment that reference to

the technical guidelines on e-waste should benedeo as a draft, on Thursday, 9 May.

On the Ban Amendment and developing ESM guideliBE€sPresident Perrez reported that Germany
had offered to take the lead on the implementatiche decision and Japan agreed to continue its
contributions to ESM for hazardous wastes. BC CCdtldpted the decision (BC CRP.23) on Thursday,
9 May.

Final Decisionsin the decision on the CLI on providing furtheraéglarity

(UNEP/CHW/COP.11/CRP.21), the COP takes note ofdpert on the interpretation of certain terms
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and of the study on used and end-of-life goods.

The COP also decides to establish, within availaddeurces, a small intersessional working group
mandated tanter alia: complete the glossary of terms, taking into aot@@mments received from
parties to date, by, among other things, examitiiegglossaries and/or definitions in the Partn@rshi
for Action on Computing Equipment (PACE) guidancegiment on the ESM of used and end-of-life
computing equipment and the technical guidelinegamsboundary movements of e-waste, in
particular regarding the distinction between wasté non-waste; identify terms for which it would be
useful to have further explanations and providéh®xplanations in the glossary; and recommend to

OEWG9 where further guidance would be useful.

On the small intersessional working group, the 6B alia:

» requests the Secretariat, within available resgs) to support its work;

* invites parties to nominate experts to partitg@paonsider serving as lead country for the grampgl,

inform the Secretariat of their nominations aneiest in leadership by 30 June 2013;

* requests the group to prepare a first drafhefrevised glossary and related explanations todue
available on the BC website by 15 February 2014¢éomment by parties and others by 15 April 2014,
and then to prepare a revised draft of the revigessary and related explanations by 15 June 2014;

and

 decides that the group will submit, for the ddesation of OEWGY, the revised glossary and relate

explanations.

The COP invites OEWG9 to finalize the glossary ealdted explanations and to prepare a draft

decision for consideration and possible adoptio€BP12.

The final decision on the CLI on the Ban Amendneanrd Guidelines for ESM
(UNEP/CHW/COP.11/CRP.23) has two annexes, contgiainon-exhaustive list of actions that may
be considered for the implementation of the ESMh&avork in the short and medium term, and ToRs

for the expert working group on the ESM framework.

On the entry into force of the Ban Amendment,@i@&P,inter alia,

» takes note of the communication from the UN €&fof Legal Affairs on the number of parties to the

BC at the time of adoption of the Ban Amendment;

» acknowledges the ratification or acceptanceusthér parties of the amendment, contained in
decision 111/1; and
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* requests the Secretariat to continue to asarsieg, upon request, that are having difficulires

ratifying the Ban Amendment.

On developing guidelines for ESM, the CQ#gr alia,

» adopts the ESM framework;

» recommends the list of actions for parties,angl centres and other stakeholders in Annex I;

» decides to mandate an expert working group &urth elaborate and implement actions on initial
short-term work items as listed in Annex Il, wittaxailable resources, and to develop a work

programme for additional priorities and key womrknits and actions for the implementation of ESM;

 decides that this expert working group shalkmype by electronic means and hold physical megting
subject to available funding; and consist of memlmeminated by parties based on equitable

geographical representation, and be open to ohserve

* requests the expert working group to reporttemdctivities and to submit its work programme to

OEWG9 and subsequently to COP12 for considerationp@ssible adoption;

* invites parties and other stakeholders to p@widthe Secretariat information on activities
undertaken to implement the ESM framework, inclgdamy examples of national waste prevention

programmes; and

* requests the Secretariat to make the informagferred to above available on the BC website.

Srategic Framework: On Friday, 3 May, the Joint Secretariat introdutteddreport on progress on the
implementation of the strategic framework (UNEP/CHWA) and the report on the creation of a

baseline for the mid-term and final evaluationshef strategic framework (UNEP/CHW.11/INF/6).

On the baseline, Norway, with the EU, suggestedCt®® or OEWG review the draft baseline and
changes to the timelines to submit information. &knexpressed concern that few parties provided
information used to establish the baseline. Thestgs agreed to work with the Joint Secretariat to

develop a new document on the baseline for evalugf the strategic framework.

On Saturday, 4 May, the Joint Secretariat introdud®EP/CHW.11/CRP.7, noting that the document
addresses the comments raised previously in ple@eryrhursday, 9 May, the BC COP formally

adopted the decision.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.7), the BC CO®yr alia:
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 decides to take into account regional and natidiversities and specificities, especially thoge

developing countries, countries with economiesandgition and SIDS, in the implementation;

« calls upon parties and others in a positiona®a to mobilize resources to implement the strateg

framework;

» requests the Secretariat: to continue to fatdiaictions to mobilize resources for the strategic
framework; and to continue to cooperate with partibe BC regional and coordinating centres and
other stakeholders to support the developmentmptementation of the activities set out in the

strategic framework;

» encourages parties and other stakeholders taderéinancial and other resources, including ineki

support and continue to promote the implementatfahe strategic framework;

 takes note of the report on the creation ofseliae for the mid-term and final evaluations & th

strategic framework prepared by the Secretariat;

* invites those parties that have not already dan® provide the Secretariat, by 30 Septembe8,201
information for the year 2011 relevant to the irdérs, using the format for reporting developedhey

Secretariat;

» requests the Secretariat to submit a baselpatéo OEWGY;

* requests the Secretariat to collect updatednmdtion and to prepare a report on the mid-term

evaluation of the strategic framework to be congidéoy COP13; and

» requests the Secretariat to report to COP12rogress on implementation of the strategic

framework.

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL MATTERS: Technical guidelines: POPs: This item was taken
up in the contact group on Technical Matters whiedt on 3, 4 and 6 May. In plenary on Friday, 10
May, BC COP11 adopted the decision on technicalaimes for the ESM of wastes consisting of,

containing or contaminated with POPs.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.11), the CORr alia:

 decides that the following should be includedh@ work programme of the OEWG for 2014-2015:
updating the general technical guidelines for tB&Eof wastes consisting of, containing or
contaminated with POPs and the preparation or upglaf specific technical guidelines with regard to
the chemicals listed in Annexes A, B and C; andens\of the waste-related aspects of the draft
guidance document for the inventory of PFOS aratedl chemicals, the draft guidance for the
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inventory of PBDEsS, the draft guidance on BAT arieFBor the use of PFOS and related chemicals

and those for the recycling and waste disposattafi@s containing PBDES, all listed under the SC;

» decides to extend the mandate of the smalldassional working group to monitor and assist & th
review and updating of the POPs technical guidselared in the review of the waste-related aspects of

the documents referred to above, working in paldichy electronic means;

» welcomes Canada'’s offer to chair the small s#ssional working group until COP12, and expresses
its appreciation to the lead countries Canada, &aimd Japan and the lead organizations FAO and

UNEP for their financial or in-kind contributionsrftasks under this subject matter;

* invites, in consultation with the small intersiemal working group: Canada to prepare draft slis
general technical guidelines for the ESM of PORd, far PFOS, its salts and PFOSF by 28 February
2014; China to prepare draft technical guideliregtie ESM of commercial octa-BDE, penta-BDE
and HBCD by 28 February 2014; and Japan to prejrafetechnical guidelines for the ESM of PCBs,
polychlorinated terphenyls or polybrominated bipfienincluding hexabromobiphenyl by 15 April
2014; and

« invites the lead countries and lead organizatiorprepare, in consultation with the small

intersessional working group, revised draft tecahguidelines for consideration by OEWG9.

Technical guidelines: E-waste: On Friday, 3 May, BC President Perrez introducedtéichnical
guidelines on transboundary movements of e-wasteaiticular the distinction between waste and
non-waste (UNEP/CHW.11/7/Add.1). Several develomiogntries reported the “rapid generation” of

e-waste caused by import of end-of-life products ealled for international cooperation.

China, Irag, Morocco and the Dominican Republidechfor a clear definition of e-waste and
distinction between waste and non-waste. The RepabKorea underlined the need to identify used

electronics and the EU and Australia called foriglaon the components covered by the guidelines.

Japan called for consideration of the procedurdgréarsboundary movement of used equipment
intended for direct reuse, as opposed to e-wastglighting the importance of recycling centres for
some developing countries, Canada preferred natstoict items for recycling. Thailand supported

refurbishment in environmentally-sound facilities.

The US asked that parties focus on the goals oftiidelines, address real-world situations and
remove references to voluntary procedures. Strgskat the definitions in the guidelines concerning
waste and non-waste have been influenced by conmheantors and therefore compromise the
integrity of the Ban Amendment, the Basel Actiorntark (BAN) explained not all electronics are

repairable and called on parties not to adopt theéedines.
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A contact group, co-chaired by Michael Ernst (Gamg)aand Che Asmah Ibrahim (Malaysia), was
established and met from 3-6 May. In the contastgr delegates commented extensively on the
distinction between waste and non-waste, discusbmgriteria for the transfer of used equipment
including contracts relating to the equipment’sctimnality, and situations where used equipment
should normally be considered waste. Delegatesagbfiom a Co-Chairs’ text before establishing a
small break-out group, consisting of 15 countregzresenting the five regions, to consult on situreti
where used equipment should normally be consideeste or not be considered waste. The small
group was tasked to consider proposals from: thig#d Group and GRULAC, dealing specifically
with used equipment for medical and research-reélases; the EU, requesting parties to provide
comments on what should be considered exemptiathsalting on the Secretariat to publish these
comments; the Co-Chairs, giving specific categoioese-use; Japan, dealing with equipment for
re-use that has undergone functionality testing;the Information Technology Industry Council,
concerning contracts attached to equipment foiseeaiter refurbishment and alignment with national

legislation. The small group was unable to readedasion.

On Tuesday, 7 May, the Joint Secretariat introdubediraft decision on technical guidelines for
e-waste (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.22) and the BC COP addptedecision on Thursday, 9 May.
Colombia, supported by many countries, lamentetrtbaonsensus had been reached on the

guidelines.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.22) the BC COr alia:

» decides to include the development of the tezdirguidelines on transboundary movements of
e-waste, in particular regarding the distinctiobn®en waste and non-waste under the BC, in the work

programme of the OEWG for 2014-2015;

* invites parties to consider serving as the leahtry for the development of the technical guitkd

and to inform the Secretariat of their willingnéssio so by 31 July 2013;

* invites parties and others to submit informatiexamples of current practices and considerations
the issues related to situations where used equipsh®uld normally be considered waste or not be
considered waste (paragraph 26(b)) to the Seaetayil5 September 2013;

* requests the lead country, or the Secretariepinsultation with the small intersessional working
group, to prepare draft revised technical guidsliaking into account the submissions by parties a

others and the discussions at COP11, for publicatiothe Convention website by 30 November 2013;

* invites parties and others to submit commenttherdraft revised technical guidelines, in pafticu
on issues referred to in paragraph 26(b) by 28uzehr2014;
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* requests the Secretariat, subject to the avkijabf resources, to gather and analyze inforomion
the implications of the issues referred to in peapg 26(b) and to prepare a report, taking int@aot

the comments received for consideration by OEWGY;

» requests the lead country, or Secretariat isglation with the small intersessional working upo

to prepare a draft revised technical guidelinestorsideration at OEWG9; and

* requests the Secretariat to report to COP1hemptogress of work on the development of the

technical guidelines.

Technical guidelines: Used tyres and mercury wastes. On Friday, 3 May, the Joint Secretariat
introduced an information document on the expegeasfgarties in using technical guidelines for the
ESM of used tyres, of wastes consisting of elenienéaicury and wastes containing or contaminated
with mercury and of co-processing of hazardous evastement kilns (UNEP/CHW.11/INF/16). The
EU requested, and delegates agreed, that the Sear@repare a procedural document on how to
update the technical guidelines on synergies wighMinamata Convention. On Thursday, 9 May, BC

COP11 adopted the technical guidelines for the ESMercury wastes.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.9), the CO®Ry alia:

 takes note of the relationship between the Met@nConvention on Mercury and the BC, in

particular regarding the ESM of mercury wastes;

» decides to include the updating of the technigadelines for the ESM of wastes consisting of
elemental mercury and wastes containing or contat@thwith mercury in the work programme of the
OEWG for 2014-2015;

* invites parties to consider serving as lead tguor updating the technical guidelines and twim

the Secretariat of their willingness to do so byl8fe 2013;

* invites parties to nominate experts to partitgga the small intersessional working group and to

inform the Secretariat of their nominations by 88€)2013;

* requests the lead country or, if there is nd leauntry, the Secretariat, in consultation with simall
intersessional working group, to prepare draft tpdldechnical guidelines for publication on the BC

website by 31 December 2013; and

» requests the lead country or, if there is nd leauntry, the Secretariat, with the small intesamsal

working group, to prepare revised draft updatetinieal guidelines, for consideration by OEWGS9.

Amendmentsto the annexesto the Basel Convention: On Friday, 3 May, the Joint Secretariat
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introduced UNEP/CHW.11/8 and INF/17 on applicatiorsnew entries to Annex IX to the BC. Egypt
noted the annex poses challenges for his courgmtipg in particular to the management and
movement of waste across borders. Pakistan calteahfin-depth analysis of the proposals prior to a

decision.

This item was discussed in the Technical Mattenst&@x Group from 3-6 May. On Thursday, 9 May,
the COP adopted the decision on amendments tantiexas to the BC.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.12), the CDEr alia:

» adopts the following amendments to Annex IXtaf BC: new entry B3026 (non-separable plastic
fraction and non-separable plastic-aluminium fi@gtiwhich are wastes from the pre-treatment of
composite packaging for liquids); and new entry BB(self-adhesive label laminate waste containing

raw materials used in label material production);

 decides to include further work on entry B3026nposite packaging waste consisting mainly of
paper and some plastic, not containing residu#é)arwork programme of the OEWG for 2014-2015,

noting that there may be national laws controlling import of waste containing household waste; and

* invites parties and others to submit commenthédSecretariat by 30 October 2013 on draft entry
B3025 for consideration by the next OEWG.

Classification and hazard characterization of wastes. On Friday, 3 May, the Joint Secretariat
introduced the document on the review of coopemnatiith the World Customs Organization (WCO)

and its Harmonized System Committee (UNEP/CHW.11/9)

Lebanon and Libya called for training customs @fficon the harmonized system. The EU supported
continuing with the process of including wastesared by the Convention in the WCO Harmonized

Commodity Description and Coding System.

National reporting: This issue was considered in the simultaneous argimeetings, on Monday, 29
April, in a drafting group on BC reporting chairleg Sara Broomhall (Australia), and in plenary on

Saturday, 4 May. (See page 10.)

On Saturday, the Joint Secretariat presented UNHRIC1/CRP.1, which establishes an intersessional
working group on national reporting. On Thursda&y, the COP formally adopted the decision.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.1), the BC CDEyr alia:

* invites parties that have not yet done so todimat to the Secretariat their completed questioasa
on the transmission of information for 2011 andgdogvious years, as soon as possible and in
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electronic form;

* invites parties to fill in any data gaps thatynexist in their reported data on the generatiah an
transboundary movement of hazardous and other syaspecially the data regarding e-waste, for

2006 and following years;

* requests the Secretariat to, among other thig#inue to assist parties in improving the
comparability of their data on the transboundarywemeents of hazardous and other wastes; and

continue to develop the new electronic reportingtey;

» requests the BC regional centres to continygradgide assistance to parties to meet their repprti
obligations with a view to transmitting to the Saariat national reports, to the extent possible,

complete and on time; and

» decides to include a review and revision ofrémorting format in the work programme of the
OEWG for 2014-2015 and to establish a small intsismal working group, operating by electronic
means, to take this work forward, with a particdtaus on streamlining and simplifying the content

and structure of the reporting format.

On requests related to this intersessional worgnogip and reporting format, the CORger alia:

* invites parties to: nominate experts to partitgy and inform the Secretariat of their nominagiby
30 June 2013; consider serving as lead countrihéoreview and revision of the reporting format and
to inform the Secretariat of their willingness t sb by 30 June 2013; and submit suggestions on

revising the reporting format to the SecretariaBbySeptember 2013;

* requests the Secretariat to support the graup; a

» requests the lead country or, if there is nd leauntry, the Secretariat, in consultation with th
group, to review the reporting format, and to sutardraft revised reporting format for considenatio
by OEWG?9.

The COP also requests the Secretariat to rep@0t12 on the progress of work on national

reporting.

LEGAL, COMPLIANCE AND GOVERNANCE MATTERS: Committee for Administering the
M echanism for Promoting | mplementation and Compliance of the Basel Convention: This issue
was considered in the simultaneous ordinary sessmmMonday, 29 April, in a contact group on

Compliance and Legal Matters. (See page 10.)

On Saturday, the Joint Secretariat introduced URERY.11/CRP.2. Compliance and Legal Matters
77



Contact Group Co-Chair Daniel highlighted, amortgeoitems, the ToRs for the Environmental
Network for Optimizing Regulatory Compliance orefibl Traffic (ENFORCE). The EU asked that the
contact group on Budget and Synergies consideitéiis Japan expressed willingness to support this

“important meeting.”

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted thasilen.

Final Decision:The decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.2) contains two s@ction: specific submissions
regarding party implementation and compliance; r@view of general issues of compliance and
implementation under the Convention. It also cor#awo annexes, one containing ToRs for
ENFORCE and the other with the work programme fit4222015 of the ICC.

In the decision, the COP takes note of the repaitracommendations of the ICC, and welcomes the

work undertaken by the Committee since BC COP10.

In the section on specific submissions, the A6tE; alia:

e encourages parties concerned by a submissi@retd\y the decisions taken by ICC9 to cooperate

with the Committee with a view to resolving the teabf concern; and

» authorizes the Committee to make recommendattize Executive Secretary on the use of the
implementation fund in the intersessional periotieen BC COP11 and COP12 in the context of the
facilitation procedure set out in the terms of refece, to fund activities listed in the compliaaotion

plans approved by the ICC.

The section on review of general issues containsdections, on national reporting, national

legislation, illegal traffic and the work programifiee the biennium 2014-2015.

On national reporting, the COiRter alia:

* notes with concern that the national reportargéts for 2010 approved by COP10 have not been

met; and

e agrees, as a way of measuring progress in teethimplementation of and compliance with
paragraph 3 of Article 13 (on time limit of liakiyf) of the Convention, on the following interim gats:
30% of reports due for 2011 and for subsequentsya@ submitted On time; and 20% of reports due
for 2011 and for subsequent years are submittehren

On national legislation, the COiRter alia:

* invites parties that may be facing difficultiasmplementing and complying with paragraph 4 of
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Article 4 (on general obligations) and paragrapif Brticle 9 (on illegal traffic) of the Conventicio
make use of the Committee’s legal framework progn@mwhich may lead to consideration for

possible funding from the implementation fund;

* requests the Secretariat to, among other thigigs,priority, in the legal component of the
Secretariat’s technical assistance programme sistgsarties in enacting and reviewing implementing

legislation; and

« invites the BC regional and coordinating centeesiclude assistance to parties in the developmen
or review of national legislation implementing tBE€ as part of their business plans, using guidance

developed by the Convention bodies, while taking account regional specificities.

On illegal traffic, the CORnter alia:

» adopts the ToRs for ENFORCE;

» in accordance with the ToRs: elects represememtio ENFORCE from the African, Asian, Central
and Eastern European, Latin American and CaribbednNestern European and Others groups; and
designates representatives to ENFORCE from theeg@mal and coordinating centres from the
African, Asian, Central and Eastern European, LAtirerican and Caribbean and Western European

and Others regions; and

* requests the Secretariat, subject to the avtitjabf resources, to make the necessary arrangésne

for organizing the first meeting of ENFORCE.

On the work programme for the biennium 2014-2008,GOPjnter alia:

» approves the work programme of the Committe6ir4-2015; and

» requests the Committee to establish prioritiexk methods and schedules with regard to the $ssue
identified in the work programme and to coordinatth the OEWG, the Secretariat and the BC

regional and coordinating centres to avoid duplcabf activities.

National legidation, natifications, enforcement of the Convention and effortsto combat illegal
traffic: The Joint Secretariat introduced UNEP/CHW.11/15aturday, 4 May. The EU proposed a
change to a reference to decision BC-10/13. Wilh dmendment, on Thursday, 9 May, the COP

adopted the decision.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/CHW.11/12), the BC CORgr alia:

» welcomes the implementation and enforcementities undertaken by the Secretariat and
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encourages the further development of those aesvits provided for in the programme of work and

the budget;

» welcomes the active engagement of enforcemeainizations and networks in preventing and
combating illegal traffic in hazardous and othestea, and invites those organizations and networks

continue their collaboration with the Secretariat;

 urges parties to fulfill their obligations, imcling by updating or developing stringent legisiaton
the control of transboundary movements of hazarekastes, and by incorporating into their national

legislation appropriate sanctions or penaltiesifegal traffic in hazardous and other wastes;

* encourages partieisiter alia, to: improve cooperation and coordination amortipnal level
entities; train enforcement personnel to buildrtieapacity; provide appropriate incentives and @voi
possible disincentives for enforcement entitieprievent and combat illegal traffic; and promote and

participate in enforcement activities and orgarmizes;

* requests parties that have not yet providedsd@etariat with any of the information on national
definitions, including national lists of hazardomastes and information on import or export

restrictions or prohibitions, to do so as soon@ssible;

» requests the Secretariat, subject to availghofifunding, to develop tools and organize enfareat
training activities, in collaboration with BC regial and coordinating centres, the secretariatshafro
relevant MEAs and other international organizatj@gencies and programmes, to assist parties,
particularly developing countries and countrieshveitonomies in transition, to develop national
legislation and other measures to implement andreafthe Convention and to prevent and punish

illegal traffic; and

« further requests the Secretariat to report esdghmatters to COP12.

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE: Capacity-building: This issue was introduced in the simultaneous
ordinary meetings, on Sunday, 28 April, and disedsa the contact group on Technical Assistance and

Financial Resources. (See page 9.)

On Wednesday, 1 May, the contact group worked @ndraft decisions on technical assistance, with

compromise text proposed by a small drafting group.

On Saturday, 4 May, the Joint Secretariat introdube revised draft decision in
UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.4. Contact Group Co-Chair Khashekhmghlighted changes including
facilitating information gathering, technology tedier and technical assistance programmes for the
2016-2017 biennium.
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The decision was formally adopted on Thursday, 9.Ma

Final Decision: In the final decision on technical assistance (BNEHW.11/CRP.4), the CORter

alia

* invites developing-country parties and partiéhwconomies in transition to provide informatimn
the Secretariat on their needs in terms of techagsistance and technology transfer, and their

difficulties in implementing the BC;

 also invites developed-country parties and athéth the capacity to do so to continue to provide
information to the Secretariat on the technicaistgsce and technology that they have availableto

transferred to developing-country parties and partiith economies in transition;

» requests the Secretariat to develop, withinlalée resources, user-friendly, concise and tadgete

online questionnaires for the collection of theoimfiation referred to above;

 takes note of the technical assistance prograsgheut in document UNEP/CHW.11/INF/21
(programme for the delivery of technical assistaioceéhe implementation of the BC) and requests the
Secretariat to enhance its work to facilitate thkvery of technical assistance and the transfer of
environmentally sound technologies, taking intocattt the elements contained in the technical

assistance programme; and

* requests the Secretariat to: prepare and subrajport to COP12 on progress made in providing
technical assistance and capacity-building anditi@iing the transfer of environmentally sound

technologies to parties; and prepare a technic@tasce programme for the biennium 2016-2017.

Basel Convention regional and coor dinating centres: This issue was introduced in the simultaneous
ordinary sessions on Sunday, 28 April, consideneal ¢ontact group on Technical Assistance and
Financial Resources, which met daily beginning amifay, 29 April, and taken up in plenary on

Saturday, 4 May and Monday, 6 May. (See page 9.)

On Saturday, in plenary, Contact Group Co-Chairdklashneh clarified that the contact group had
split the initial draft decision on regional ancbedinating centres (UNEP/CHW.11/5) into two separat
draft decisions, and said the second was still uodesideration. BC COP11 adopted the draft detisio
in BC CRP.8 on Thursday, 9 May.

On Friday, 10 May, following additional work by tieentact group, BC COP11 adopted the decision
on the process for evaluating the performance asthmability of BC regional and coordinating
centres (BC CRP.14).

Final Decisions:In the first decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.8), the CO®r alia,
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+ takes note of: information provided by the Stamiat on the strengthening of the BC regional and
coordinating centres; the business plans for taerums 2012-2013 and 2014-2015 submitted by the

centres, as well as their activity reports for pleeiod January 2011 - December 2012;

» encourages the centres to continue to striveabilize financial resources for the implementatidn
their capacity-building activities with the aim a$sisting parties in the implementation of their

obligations under the Convention;

» requests the Secretariatitater alia: continue to provide guidance on effective govaosaand
administrative arrangements for the centres arttiduistrengthen their independent operation, stibjec
to the availability of resources; continue to faate capacity-building activities and pilot projec
conducted by the centres, subject to the avaitghufiresources; increase efforts to facilitatefinial
resource mobilization by the BC regional and camatihg centres, including by linking them with the
GEF, World Bank, regional development banks anatdibl donors; and foster a coordinated approach
in its relation with the regional centres of thesBleand Stockholm conventions, while recognizirgy th

specificities of the centres of each convention;

* urges parties and signatories, especially dooantries, and invites other stakeholders in atjposi
to do so and, where appropriate, multilateral denitar provide adequate, sustainable and predictable
financial and technical support directly to thetcesito assist parties to implement their obligatio

under the Convention; and

* requests the Secretariat to report on the impigation of the present decision to BC COP12.

In the second decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.14), witightains two annexes (interim criteria and
interim methodology) for evaluating the performané®C regional and coordinating centres, the
COP,inter alia,

» takes note of the situation of the BC regioraitoes and all the differences between BC and SC

regional centres;

» adopts, for evaluating the performance of BGaegl and coordinating centres: the interim créeri

as set forth in Annex I; and the interim methodg|as set forth in Annex II;

» decides to evaluate, in accordance with theimteriteria and the interim methodology, the
performance and sustainability of BC regional andrdinating centres at BC COP12 and every four

years thereafter;

 also decides to add to the interim methodologgation on the evidence and information provided

by the users of the BC regional and coordinatingres on the following: services received, chalesng
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experienced, gaps identified, priorities identifatd recommendations to facilitate further

strengthening and continuous improvement of théresn

« further decides that the interim criteria antkinm methodology may be revised, if deemed

necessary, for adoption by COP12; and

* requests the Secretariat to report on the impieation of the present decision to COP12.

Implementation of decision V/32 on the enlargement of the scope of the Trust Fund to Assist
Developing and Other Countriesin Need of Technical Assistance in the lmplementation of the

Basel Convention: On Saturday morning, 3 May, the Joint Secretanimbduced the documents
(UNEP/CHW.11/14 and INF/20). The EU suggested sd\aanendments to the draft decision,
including defining the “division of labor” with th@ffice for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affair
(OCHA), UNEP and other bodies, and noted that tine fis “lying dormant.” BC COP11 *“virtually”
adopted the decision with the EU’s amendments, kieweluring the afternoon plenary, Cuba,
supported by Ecuador and Venezuela, stated thatdhyetion of UNEP/CHW.11/14 was not conducted
transparently. He requested further discussionaamyised draft to reflect the proposed amendments
Stating that the process had been transparent,r8sident Perrez agreed the COP would revisit the

item.

On Monday, Mexico, on behalf of GRULAC, and suppdrby Cuba, proposed re-opening BC
COP11's discussion on the revised draft decisiontained in UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.16, and suggested

three amendments.

On the proposal to “take note,” rather than “weledmm draft report, the EU proposed deleting the

word “draft,” noting the COP cannot take note afraft report. On deleting text regarding the report

“as a final Secretariat report,” the COP agreedtl@ndeletion of a paragraph noting only one reques
since 1999 for financing from the emergency medmaniCuba noted there is little money available
under the Trust Fund for addressing natural dissséed underscored the importance of the emergency
mechanism. The EU commented that the paragraplfastaal statement,” but agreed to delete the

text.

With GRULAC's revisions, as amended by the EU, oidd&y, 10 May, the COP formally adopted the

decision.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.16), the CORr alia:

» takes note of the report on the emergency méstmagstablished in accordance with decision V/32;

» decides to amend the section entitled “Procédfr€hapter IV of Part | of the Interim Guidelines
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for the Implementation of Decision V/32, to reaBefuests submitted to the Secretariat are deddt wit
promptly. On the basis of the present Interim Glinds, the Executive Secretary, in consultatiorhwit
the Bureau of the COP, using a quick procedure, pnayide assistance to a party to the Convention
from the Technical Cooperation Trust Fund. The Hkge Secretary will also consult with
contributors, especially in cases where contrimsito the Trust Fund are earmarked with conditions.
Upon receiving a request for emergency assistaheesecretariat shall consult with experts, through
the national focal point, in order to clarify thegancy, the imminence of the threat or the type of
measures necessary to be taken for that spedaifideint. All decisions taken should be reportechto t

Bureau, Working Groups and to the next meetindiefGOP”;

» considers nevertheless that further changesbwitlequired to provide developing countries with
effective rapid access to expertise following ereagies and, to that end, requests the Secretariat t
make proposals to COP12 on strengthening cooparaiith OCHA, UNEP and other relevant

organizations mentioned in the report and, if neags redefining the division of labor with thenmda

 also requests the Secretariat, among othershtogeconsider, in accordance with the repat,ate

in capacity-building activities relevant to the yeation of incidents and enhancing the preparedoiess
countries to deal with emergencies caused by tamstary movements of hazardous wastes and other
wastes and their disposal and, if necessary, madgopals to COP12 for amendments to Part Il of the

Interim Guidelines.

INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION, COORDINATION AND PARTNERSHIPS: BC

Partner ship Programme: On Friday, 4 May, the Joint Secretariat introdutteldocuments on PACE
(UNEP/CHW.11/6, Add.1 and INF/11-13). Marco Bulég&iwitzerland), Co-Chair of the PACE
Working Group, summarized the work on the develaptra@d revision of the guidance document on
the ESM of used and end-of-life computing equipmElet said comments had been received from
parties and NGOs, and that draft guidance had b=ased. The EU and Japan said they had specific

comments, and the document was further considgrélebTechnical Matters Contact Group.

The COP formally adopted the decision on Thurs@idyay.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.19 and Add.1),@@P,inter alia:

» expresses appreciation for the financial ankimgk contributions made to the PACE by parties,

signatories, industry, NGOs and other stakeholders;

» adopts, without prejudice to national legislati&ections 1 (purpose of the guidance document), 2
(ESM criteria recommendations), 4 (testing, refsibhient and repair of used computing equipment)

and 5 (material recovery and recycling of end-té-tiomputing equipment) of the guidance document;
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» confirms that Section 3 (transboundary movernoénised and end-of-life computing equipment) of
the guidance document may be revised followingattheption of technical guidelines on transboundary
movements of e-waste, in particular regarding tkénttion between waste and non-waste, in order to

avoid duplications and discrepancies;

» agrees to extend the mandate of PACE until titkod 2015 to complete the work programme for
2014-2015 as set out in the annex to the preseigide;

« invites the BC regional and coordinating centeeparticipate in the implementation of pilot
projects on the collection and management of usetpating equipment by informal sectors in

developing countries and countries with economidsainsition, subject to the availability of fundin

* invites additional parties and other stakehadircluding manufacturers, recyclers, refurbistaerd
others, in particular from developing countries andntries with economies in transition, to

participate in the activities of the Partnershiprikifog Group; and

» encourages parties and others to make finaacialkind contributions or both to facilitate: the
participation of developing countries and countrigh economies in transition in the Partnershiyg t
implementation of pilot projects on the collectammd management of end-of-life computing equipment
from informal sectors in developing countries andriries with economies in transition; and
identification of actions and incentives that cantéiken to promote the environmentally sound reuse,

refurbishment, repair, recycling and material remg\of used and end-of life computing equipment.

The annex to the decision contains the revised Pg@&ance document on the ESM of used and

end-of-life computing equipment.

Environmentally-sound dismantling of ships: This issue was addressed on Friday, 3 May. Thea Join
Secretariat introduced the document (UNEP/CHW.1)1/416d the International Maritime Organization
(IMO) highlighted activities to support the voluntamplementation, and promote ratification, of the

Hong Kong Convention on the Safe and Environmeptatiund Recycling of Ships.

Egypt underlined the need to address problemserbtattransit of ships to recycling centres. Lelano

said that, in the absence of national regulatibisscountry uses the BC.

China urged all parties to ratify the Hong Kong @emtion. The NGO Shipwrecking Platform urged
the BC to clarify the coexistence of the Hong K@wnvention and the BC. BAN said that new EU
decisions on ship recycling contravene its resyilitsés under the BC and the Ban Amendment, and,

with CIEL, recalled that ships are considered wasitder the Convention.

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted thesilen.
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Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/CHW/COP.11/16), the BC Cidfer alia:

 underlines the importance of continued interrmgecooperation between the International Labor

Organization (ILO), IMO and BC on issues relatedhg dismantling;

» welcomes the development of implementation pgognes relating to sustainable ship recycling;

« calls upon all parties and other stakeholdeesposition to do so to make financial or in-kind
contributions to the implementation of activitiasder the relevant programmes relating to sustagnabl

ship recycling; and

* requests the Secretariat, among other thingsptttinue its work, subject to the availability of
funding; develop further the programmes for susialie ship recycling in conjunction with other
bodies, in particular the IMO and ILO; and followw&lopments in relation to the Hong Kong

Convention.

Cooperation with the IMO: On Saturday, 4 May, the Joint Secretariat introdutiscussion on
cooperation between the BC and the IMO (UNEP/CHYY.Z), on,inter alia, the revised legal analysis

of the application of the BC to hazardous and otvestes generated on board ships.

Varying views were expressed on whether to furtbeise the revised legal analysis. China concurred
with the legal analysis, but suggested the promsiof the BC must also apply to wastes that are
generated outside the scope of the International&ation for the Protection of Pollution from Ships
(MARPOL). Colombia, supported by Mexico and CosteaRwelcomed the revised legal analysis and
its conclusions, and, with Senegal, on behalf efAfrican Group, urged continuing work on the legal
scope and application of the BC to waste gener@tezhips on the high seas. Switzerland also

supported further revision, encouraging a broaaterpretation of the BC.

Canada opposed requesting further legal analysggesting the current legal interpretation leaves
“loopholes,” CIEL recommended opening an additim@hment period on the legal analysis. The EU
supported the conclusions of the revised legalyasisabnd, with Norway, asked these be included in

the draft decision.

The US appreciated the analysis, but opposed thausion that the PIC Procedure apply to ships
within marine territories, and urged further comsebe addressed under the IMO, not the BC. The

IMO urged that only the parties of MARPOL and IM@s&rpret instruments to those conventions.

BC President Perrez noted divergent opinions asiktha small, informal group comprised of

Colombia, the EU and Senegal with proposing a veaydrd.

On Monday, the Joint Secretariat introduced thésesl/draft decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.15). The
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EU reported that this draft decision representagreement reached by the small group. Senegal,
supported by Canada and Switzerland, suggestedviegthe list of specific conclusions of the legal

analysis and “taking note” of the conclusions, eatthan “welcoming.”

Canada said that the BC noted IMO actions regandagte generation on ships and suggested the
Joint Secretariat could “monitor” this work. The Bdcepted the proposal to “take note” of the ralise
legal analysis of application of the BC and othestgs generated on board ships and “take notéieof t

conclusions therein, and also to delete the referémthe specific conclusions.

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted theraaded decision.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.15), the CORy alia,

 takes note of the information contained in theerby the Secretariat on cooperation between @e B
and the IMO;

e expresses its appreciation to the IMO Secrdtordts cooperation with the BC Secretariat,
including in the framework of the development of guccessive iterations of the legal analysis en th

application of the BC to hazardous and other wagt@erated on board ships;

» takes note of the revised legal analysis ofajfyglication of the BC to hazardous wastes and other

wastes generated on board ships and of the cooohitfierein;

* requests the Secretariat to, among other thiegp the IMO informed of any developments on the
subject of the present decision arising in the &xnof the BC and to monitor any considerationHoy t
Marine Environment Protection Committee and Mar&iSafety Committee of the IMO of issues of

relevance to the BC;

* reiterates the invitation to parties in decisB®-10/16 to undertake an assessment on how far the
current BC technical guidelines cover wastes cal’eseMARPOL, or to provide funds to enable the

Secretariat to undertake such an assessment,s@ cbmsultation with the IMO;

* reiterates the request to the Secretariat irsbecBC-10/16 with respect to the development of a
guidance manual, in cooperation with the IMO, ow'to improve the sea-land interface to ensure that
wastes falling within the scope of MARPOL, oncdadfied from a ship, are managed in an

environmentally sound manner; and

* requests the Secretariat to report on the impieation of the present decision to COP12.

Other international cooperation and coordination: On Friday, 3 May, the Joint Secretariat
introduced the documents (UNEP/CHW.11/18 and INF/BE President Perrez suggested, and parties
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agreed, to close the item, note the discussiohdmeport, and not take a decision.

RESOURCE MOBILIZATION AND FINANCIAL RESOURCES: This issue was introduced in
the simultaneous ordinary sessions, on Monday, 28,Avith a draft decision for the BC in
UNEP/CHW.11/19. It was considered in a contact gron Technical Assistance and Financial

Resources. (See page 9.)

On Thursday, 9 May, BC COP11 adopted the decisimoresource mobilization and sustainable

financing.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.13), the CORy alia:

» welcomes the activities undertaken and progmesde by the Secretariat, the BC regional and
coordinating centres and parties in mobilizing teses and sustainable financing for the
implementation of the Convention, and in coordimgtiesource mobilization activities under other

relevant MEAs; and

» takes note of the outcome of the consultative@ss on financing options for chemicals and wastes

The COP also requests the Secretariat to, amoieg thtimgs:

« facilitate discussions with the GEF and theipgrating organizations of the Inter-Organization
Programme for the Sound Management of Chemicalsder to ensure that provisions relevant to the

BC are taken into account in the development diniexal assistance projects and activities;

» explore further joint activities to mobilize mgces for the implementation of the BC, the RC and
the SC; and

» reportto COP12 on progress made in mobilizaspurces for the implementation of the BC.

OPERATIONS AND WORK PROGRAMME OF THE OEWG FOR 2014-2015: On Friday, 3 May,
the Joint Secretariat introduced the documents (R/SEW.11/20 and Add.1), on a revised draft work
programme for the BC OEWG as well as three optfonsvorking modalities, to: maintain the current
format; modify the meeting format with the sametitnional arrangement; or dissolve the OEWG and
create a Scientific and Technical Committee (STR@)ties expressed differing preferences on the
options, with, among others, Venezuela preferrrgdurrent OEWG, Bahrain supporting a modified
OEWG and Thailand supporting an STC.

Many parties supported proposals to increase fimesfcy and cost-effectiveness of the OEWG, but
several, including Argentina, requested an in-deptfew of benefits and drawbacks, and others,
including Switzerland and Costa Rica, called fatHar discussion. China noted the value of the
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OEWG as a forum for capacity building. Canada setggkthe Secretariat or a time-limited

intersessional group further review the options.

The Strategic Matters Contact Group was mandatedrisider this further. On Saturday, on the
potential formats of the OEWG, the contact groupoteded that further analysis was necessary, and
that the next OEWG would maintain the current farina the Secretariat would be granted flexibility

on the organization of the meeting, particularlyhwiegard to interpretation arrangements.

On Monday, in plenary, the Joint Secretariat inticetl the revised draft decisions on the OEWG
(UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.17 and CRP.18), noting that th&\@Ework programme (CRP.18) would be
revised by the Joint Secretariat as the BC adayptiser decisions. Canada and the Dominican Republic

suggested returning to this item after the worlgpgonme was completed.

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted thesilen.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.17), on the openatand work programme of
the OEWG for 2014-2015, the C@ier alia:

» adopts the work programme of the OEWG for 200452

» decides that OEWGY will be four days, with twayd of interpretation to be applied flexibly by the

Executive Secretary; and

» on possible options for future institutionalargements, requests: parties and others to submit
comments to the Secretariat by 31 October 2013Séueetariat to prepare a document analyzing the
possible options, including their financial implicas, for consideration by OEWGY; and the OEWG
to submit a report including recommendations orsiids options, including draft ToRs as appropriate,
to COP12.

UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.18/Rev.1 contains the revised vasdgramme of the OEWG for 2014-2015, as
an annex to BC CRP.17. The work programme hasosectin: strategic issues; scientific and technical
matters; legal, governance and enforcement mattéesnational cooperation and coordination; and
programme of work and budget. Under each sectimwork programme details the topics to be
addressed, and the mandate and priority of aesviisted under each topic. High-priority actistie
include, among others: considering the baselinertegubmitted by the Secretariat on the strategic
framework; updating the general technical guidalifey the ESM of POPs wastes and preparing or
updating specific technical guidelines developedenrthe BC; and finalizing the glossary of termd an
related explanations for providing further legaritly under the CLI, with a draft decision for

consideration and possible adoption by COP12.
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PROGRAMME OF WORK OF THE SECRETARIAT AND ADOPTION OF THE
BUDGET: This issue was introduced in the EXCOPs on Surg&#pril, and then considered by the
Budget and Synergies Contact Group. (See page 4.)

On Friday, 10 May, Budget and Synergies Contacu@@o-Chair Filyk introduced the financing and
budget for the biennium 2014-2015, which the BC G@dBpted.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.25 and Add.1) @@P, among other items:

» approves the programme budget for the BC fobthanium 2014-2015;

» authorizes the Executive Secretary of the B&adke commitments in an amount up to the approved

operational budget, drawing upon available casburees;

» adopts the indicative scale of assessmenthidoapportionment of expenses for the biennium
2014-2015 and authorizes the Executive Secretaagjiest the scale to include all parties for which

Convention enters into force before 1 January 3042014 and before 1 January 2015 for 2015;

» decides to maintain the working capital resext/the level of 15% of the annual average of the

biennial operational budgets for 2014-2015;

» notes with concern that a number of parties mtgaid their contributions to the operational
budgets for 2010 and prior years and urges padipay their contributions promptly by or on 1

January of the year to which the contributions gppl

 decides, with regard to contributions due frodathuary 2010 onwards, that no representativeyof an
party whose contributions are in arrears for twonore years shall be eligible to become a member of
the Bureau of the COP or any subsidiary body of@fd, but that the decision shall not apply to
parties that are LDCs or SIDS or to parties thaetegreed on and are respecting a schedule of

payments in accordance with the financial rules;

» decides to further consider additional incergisad measures to address arrears in core budget

contributions to the Convention in an effective afilitient manner at the next meeting of the COP;

» requests the Secretariat to present optionméantives and measures, including information on

those applied under other MEAs to deal with sudilehges;

 urges parties, and invites others in a postiodo so, to contribute urgently to the Technical
Cooperation Trust Fund with a view to ensuringftiband effective participation of developing
country parties, in particular the LDCs and SID&] parties with economies in transition, in the
meetings of the COP;
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» requests the Executive Secretary at COP12 tagepwhere relevant, cost estimates for actioas th
have budgetary implications that are not foresaghe draft programme of work but are included in

proposed draft decisions before the adoption cfehdecisions by the COP; and

 recalls its earlier request to the Executiveebior of UNEP to request an audit by the Office of
Internal Oversight Services on coordination andpesation among the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions and requests the Executiveckir to present the report on that audit to
COP12.

OTHER MATTERS

ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS: On Saturday, 4 May, BC COP11 President Perreamqa that the
SC had initiated an informal group to consider ibssie (UNEP/CHW.11/22), and said it would report
to the COP on Monday, 6 May. The Secretariat nttatisimilar decisions were proposed in the SC
and RC. On Monday, the Secretariat reported tleagthup had met and was drafting three decisions

on admission of observers to the meetings of treeB&tockholm and Rotterdam conventions.

On Friday, 10 May, the COP formally adopted theisien.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.20), the CORr alia:

» approves the application form for admissionaslaserver at the meetings of the BC COP set out in

the annex;

* invites any body or agency wishing to be repnése as an observer at the meetings of the COP or
its subsidiary bodies to submit to the Secretdn@tinformation required in accordance with therfor

set out in the annex;

* requests the Secretariat to maintain a listadfomal and international governmental and
non-governmental bodies and agencies representdusasvers at meetings of the COP for purposes of

inviting observers to those meetings and for adficommunications;

 also requests the Secretariat to continue téiroothat the bodies or agencies making requests fo

admission as observers meet the relevant criteg@dordance with the Convention and RoP;

« further requests the Secretariat to report t&?CDon experiences with using the form and the
practices followed regarding the admission of obmerto meetings of the bodies of the Basel,

Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions;

» agrees that the list referred to above shalugethose bodies or agencies represented as ebserv
at previous meetings of the COP; and
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* requests the Secretariat to continue to mairntagiist and to update it after each meetinghef t
COP.

OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS: On Saturday, 4 May, the Secretariat introducediti®iment
(UNEP/CHW.11/21), recalling it adopts a harmonifmuan for notification of contacts across the SC,
BC and RC, and aims to facilitate transmissiomédrimation by parties to the Secretariat. She noted
the SC COP had adopted a parallel decision.

BC COP11 adopted the draft decision on Thursdajag

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/21), the CORer alia:

» adopts the revised harmonized form for notifabf contacts;

» urges parties to designate focal points and edemp authorities, if they have not already done so
using the revised form, and to confirm and provlie Secretariat with updated contact details for

existing focal points and competent authorities;

* invites non-parties to designate focal pointd emmpetent authorities, if they have not alreasiyed

S0, using the revised form; and

* requests the Secretariat to maintain and ugtatbst of focal points and competent authoritaas]

to continue to make the list publicly availabletbe BC website.

The decision contains an annex with the reviseah filmr notification of designation of contacts.

MOU WITH UNEP: On Saturday, 4 May, the Secretariat introduceditaé MoU between UNEP
and the BC COP. BC President Perrez informed dedsdhat, as discussed at SC COP6, a decision on
this would be considered at the next COP. Delegaitesd the report of the Secretariat.

However, on Friday, 10 May, Budget and Synergiest&xt Group Co-Chair Blaha introduced a draft
decision on the issue, noting that it was simitadécisions proposed in the other two conventidhs.

COP formally adopted the decision with no amendment

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/CHW.11/CRP.24), the CDEr alia:

» recognizes that openness, transparency angflieation of an equal and harmonized approach to
the relationship between UNEP and the secretasfd#EAs that it administers should apply to the
development and implementation of institutionahagements for the provision of secretariat funcion

for the respective agreements;
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» takes note of the request of the UNEP GC tdetkecutive Director to deepen consultations with the
MEAs for which UNEP provides the secretariat in pineparation, by 30 June 2013, of a full report on
the relationship between the UNEP and those MEAS;

 takes note that, in accordance with UN Genesakfnbly resolution 60/283 of 7 July 2006, the UN
Secretariat, including UNEP, will implement thedmtational Public Service Accounting Standards,
with effect from 1 January 2014, replacing the enttUN System Accounting Standards, and
acknowledges the potential impact of this resotuta the provision of secretariat functions to Bt
including issues such as the appropriate sizeeoibrking capital reserve and, in this context,
expresses its regret that the full report was waailable to facilitate informed decision-making at
COPG6;

* invites the Executive Secretary to actively ey the consultations undertaken by UNEP, bearing
in mind the legal autonomy of the BC and the CQl@sision-making powers in relation to the

provision of secretariat functions;

* requests the Executive Secretary to report osetltonsultations and their possible impact on the
proposed MoU between the Executive Director andBiieCOP to the Bureau, during the

intersessional period, and to COP12; and

* requests the Executive Secretary to submit sedwdraft MoU to COP12.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

On Monday, 6 May, delegates adopted the repofie@BC COP11 (UNEP/CHW.11/L.1, and Add.2-4),
following a page-by-page reading, and acknowledfrag UNEP/CHW.11/L.1/Add.1 was adopted at
the close of BC COP11.

CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

BC President Perrez gaveled BC COP11 to a clos&:58pm on Friday, 10 May.
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ROTTERDAM CONVENTION COPS(RBE AL EANRLGEL T A &)

RC COP6 opened briefly on Sunday, 28 April, andpaeid the agenda (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/1 and
1/Add.1). RC COP6 continued from Tuesday-Thursday,May, when it met in sessions chaired by
RC COP6 President Magdalena Balicka (Poland). RE&@convened briefly on Friday, 10 May to

adopt outstanding decisions.

ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS: Election of Officers: On Tuesday, 7 May, the Secretariat
introduced the document (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/2). idezd Balicka proposed, and parties agreed, to
postpone its consideration to a later stage o€@®. President Balicka requested that candidates be

nominated by noon on Thursday, 9 May.

On Friday, 10 May, the RC COP approved the nononatio the Bureau of: Mohammed Khashashneh
(Jordan) as President; Marie-Pierre Meganck (Fleae&apporteur; and David Kapindula (Zambia),

Ekaterine Imerlishvili (Georgia) and Mario Vega && Rica) as Vice Presidents.

On Friday, 10 May, the RC COP approved the nononatio the CRC of regionally nominated experts.
These were: for Africa, Amal Lemsioui (Morocco),adbn Nadjo (Togo), Mohammed Ali Mohammed
(Ethiopia), and Enoh Peter Ayuk (Cameroon); foraABacific, Jinye Sun (China), Nuansri Tayaputch
(Thailand), Khalida Bashir (Pakistan) and MohamrRadzan Yunus (Malaysia); for Central and
Eastern European States, Tatiana Tugui (Moldovd)Magdalena Balicka (Poland); for Western
European and other States, Jack Holland (Austrdliapgen Helbig (Spain), Leonarda Christina van
Leeuwen (the Netherlands) and Hang Tang (Canadd)fot GRULAC, representatives to be named

from Antigua and Barbuda, Honduras and the DomimRepublic.

Organization of Work: On Thursday, 7 May, President Balicka introduceghaization of work of
RC COP6, as detailed in UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCQMSF/2/Rev.1, and parties agreed.

RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR THE COP

The Secretariat introduced the document (UNEP/FATXMFOP.6/3), noting that when RC COP1
adopted its RoP, it had left part of rule 45 onisiea-making in square brackets. President Balicka

suggested, and parties agreed, to defer the isRE {COP7.

MATTERS RELATED TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION

STATUS OF IMPLEMENTATION: On Wednesday, 8 May, the Secretariat introducedittument
containing information on the implementation of R€ (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/4). The EU,
supported by Belize, proposed an amendment todbisidn to reference Article 12 and to “request

exporting and importing countries to fully implemdmticle 12 of the Convention by sending export
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notifications and acknowledging their receipt.” Briday, 10 May, delegates formally adopted the

amended decision.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/4), the COWr alia:

 takes note of the information on the implemeatabf the RC by parties and progress achieved
between 1 November 2010 and 31 October 2012;

* reminds parties of their obligations to ensure éffective implementation of the RC, including the
procedures under Articles 5, 6 and 10, and in @agr to encourage parties to exchange information
accordance with the provisions of the Conventiorsiiymitting notifications of final regulatory aatio

for banned or severely restricted chemicals; and

* requests exporting and importing countries tty fimplement Article 12 of the Convention by

sending export notifications and acknowledgingrtheteipt.

Notifications of final regulatory action: On proposals to increase the number and guidarassist
parties in the preparation of notifications of finegulatory action, the Joint Secretariat intrazhlic
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/16. The EU and Switzerland exggdssupport.

On Friday, 10 May, delegates formally adopted theision.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/16), the CDEr alia:

» takes note of the activities of the Secretawidh regard to notifications of final regulatorytem to

ban or severely restrict pesticides and industhaimicals;

* requests the Secretariat to implement the padpds increase the number of notifications oflfina

regulatory action set out in Annex |; and

 takes note of the guidance to assist partigséparing notifications of final regulatory actiset out

in Annex Il.

Exchanging infor mation on exports and export notifications: On exchanging information on
exports and export notifications, the Joint Seciagtantroduced UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/5. The EU
suggested calling upon parties to gather informadiod complete the questionnaires. China suggested

additional editorial changes to the EU’s suggestet and the EU agreed.

With those amendments, on Friday, 10 May, delegatesally adopted the decision.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/5), the COWr alia:
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» requests the Secretariat to prepare questiamfor collection of the information indicated in

paragraphs 6 and 7;

* invites parties to complete the questionnaisisgiavailable information; and

» requests the Secretariat to compile the infolonakceived from parties and prepare a reporhan t

information for consideration at COP7.

CHEMICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (CRC): On Wednesday, 8 May, the Secretariat introduced
the documents (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/6, EXCOPS.2/INE/CRC Chair Hala Al-Easa (Qatar)
reported the major results of the eighth CRC meetircluding,inter alia: deciding to recommend to
the COP six chemicals be listed in Annex Il to B¥@, and finalization of the text of related draft
decision guidance documents (DGDs); deciding tengfthen cooperation and coordination between
the CRC and the POPRC such as holding back-to4meektings of the two committees; and

nominating 14 experts as CRC members.

President Balicka then invited parties to constterdraft decision on the CRC proposed in document
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/6. CropLife International callenlthe COP to revise the rule that mandates the
CRC to only consider issues put forward by obsarifehey are taken up by parties, because he said

this would allow the CRC to consider even more taiis/e issues. Delegates took note of this.

Norway proposed a paragraph related to back-to-brastings of the CRC and the POPRC, and the
Secretariat proposed revised text on election@figw CRC Chair. With these amendments, the COP

adopted this decision on Friday, 10 May.

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/6), the COiY alia:

 takes note of decision CRC-8/3 on trichlorfou éime workplan for the preparation of the draft
DGD;

» notes the decision of the bureaus of the CRCtlam@OPRC to hold the meetings of the two
committees back to back during the two-week pebietiveen 14 and 25 October 2013, as well as the

suggestion that a joint session be held duringph&bd;

» appoints the 14 designated experts to serveeasbrs of the Committee;

» extends the expiry date of the terms of offi€éhe current 17 members of the Committee from 30
September 2013 until 30 April 2014 and that ofdtieer 14 members of the Committee from 30
September 2015 until 30 April 2016; and

* invites parties and others in a position to dacscontribute to the work of the Committee and to
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provide financial support for the organization lod rientation workshop.

CONSIDERATION OF CHEMICALSFOR INCLUSION INANNEX I11 TO THE

CONVENTION: Azinphos-methyl: Delegates addressed this issue in plenary on ayegday
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/7, Add.1 and Add.2, INF/4 andrIM). Canada, the EU, Venezuela, the
Philippines, Iran, Switzerland, the Russian FedemaKenya on behalf of the African Group, Malaysia

Lebanon, Kuwait and Paraguay expressed suppoirdhrding azinphos-methyl in Annex I11.

RC COP6 adopted the draft decision on Friday, 1§.Ma

Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/7), the CORY alia:

» decides to amend Annex Il to the RC to list: £Aumber Category azinphos-methyl 86-50-0

Pesticide;

» decides that this amendment shall enter intoeféor all parties on 10 August 2013; and

» approves the draft DGD on azinphos-methyl séirothe annex to the document
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/7/Add.1)

PentaBDE: On Tuesday, 7 May, the Joint Secretariat introduwmmiments (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/8,
Add.1 and Add.2, and INF/5). Many expressed supipoitisting pentaBDE and pentaBDE in

commercial mixtures.

Canada, supported by Australia, expressed suppmidd that listing “mixtures” is new to the RC, and
suggested establishing a contact group to worlearly naming the chemicals and mixtures to be
included in Annex Ill. Norway stated its prefereriodist pentaBDE in commercial mixtures, rather

than specifying the congener.

IPEN recalled that the SC granted a recycling exempesulting in continued exposure and

congratulated parties for listing this “living” cimécal.

President Balicka noted general agreement todistgBDE and pentaBDE in commercial mixtures,
and tasked the contact group on Listing of Chemjaa-chaired by Hala Al-Easa (Qatar) and Bjorn

Hansen (EU), to provide clarity on how to refethe chemical.

On Wednesday, 8 May, President Balicka introdubedditaft decision on commercial pentaBDE,
including tetra- and pentaBDE (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.GFER, noting the additional table defining the

specific mixtures to be listed under Annex 1.

On Friday, 10 May, the COP formally adopted thisisien.
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Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.5), the COP:

» amends Annex Il to the RC to list commerciah{@BDE including industrial tetra-BDE and

industrial pentaBDE;

» decides that this amendment shall enter intoeféor all parties on 10 August 2013; and

» approves the draft DGD on pentaBDE and its cornraemixtures.

Octabromodiphenyl ether (octaBDE) commercial mixtures: On Tuesday, 7 May, the Joint
Secretariat introduced the documents on octaBDEHRINAO/RC/COP.6/9, Add.1 and Add.2, and
INF/6). The EU, Norway, the Philippines, Switzedasnd the Russian Federation supported listing
octaBDE. Mauritania asked about the relevancea@tiding this substance under the RC, and

President Balicka noted the importance of havirigrmation on the substance.

Guinea, for the African Group, called for capaditylding to “tackle these mixtures.” Lebanon

stressed the need for guidelines on octaBDE. IP&Rdthe expertise available to answer questions on
listing individual substances as well as on listiniggtures. Norway proposed discussing octaBDE and
pentaBDE in the same contact group. Jordan undectbe importance of Material Safety Data

Sheets. The issue was forwarded to the contacpgyou.isting of Chemicals.

On Wednesday, President Balicka introduced theseelvilraft decision on commercial octaBDE

mixtures (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.4), which the C@Bped on Friday, 10 May.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.4), the COP:

« amends Annex Il to the RC to list: commerciaetabromodiphenyl ether, including

hexabromodipheny! ether and heptabromodiphenytethe

 decides that this amendment shall enter intoeféor all parties on 10 August 2013; and

» approves the draft DGD on octaBDE commercialtares set out in the annex to document
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/9/Add.1).

PFOS and itsrelated chemicals: The Secretariat introduced the documents
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/10, Add.1 and Add.2) on Tuesdayiay. A number of countries including
Australia, Norway, the Philippines, the EU, Malaysfogo, and Jordan supported the listing. Noting
that PFOS and its related chemicals are used faympplications in his country, India said he could

not support listing.

IPEN underscored the importance of the PIC Proedwating that as PFOS and its related chemicals
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are used extensively, and therefore traded, thePPdCedure applies.

In plenary on Thursday, 9 May, the Joint Secretgniasented a table clarifying the CAS numbers for
PFOS and its related chemicals. As orally amenihedCOP adopted the decision.

Final Decision: In the final decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/10), theP:

» amends Annex Il to the RC to list perfluoroaeasulfonic acid, perfluorooctanesulfonates,

perfluorooctanesulfonamides and perfluorooctaneauls;

» decides that this amendment shall enter intoeféor all parties on 10 August 2013; and

» approves the DGD on perfluorooctane sulfonid gperfluorooctanesulfonates,

perfluorooctanesulfonamides and perfluorooctanesyls.

Paraquat: On Tuesday, 7 May, the Secretariat introducedltements (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/11,
Add.1 and Add.2) on the inclusion in Annex Ill afuid formulations (emulsifiable concentrate and
soluble concentrate) containing paraquat, anditsideration as a severely hazardous pesticide

formulation.

Kenya for the African Group, Bahrain, Malaysia, &a$ia, Qatar, Venezuela, Lao PDR, Dominican
Republic, the Russian Federation, the US, Pestiiden Network, among others, supported the
listing. Many countries praised Burkina Faso fatiating the proposal and the country’s efforts to
document paraquat’s adverse effects on human hexadtlthe environment. Jamaica and the EU noted
that listing in Annex 11l does not denote a bartlom use of a substance. India, Guatemala and
Honduras opposed the listing. CropLife Internatianaygested the COP put aside the listing proposal
and direct the CRC to develop better guidelinesaitdria on its listing. Iran called for a contact

group to discuss the challenges posed by listingpcdiquat.

The COP forwarded further work on this issue todbtact group on Listing of Chemicals. On
Wednesday, Co-Chair Hansen reported to plenaryptirdies opposed to listing paraquat had concerns
on the science, alternatives and implicationsradé and a small drafting group was working on a
draft decision reflecting the lack of consensudifiing it at COP6, and indicating that this issue
should be reconsidered at COP7.

On Thursday in plenary, the Joint Secretariat oiaed the revised draft decision on the way forward
for considering paraquat (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRRX8)-Chair Al-Easa reported that the drafting
group agreed that the Convention’s procedural eodnical aspects were met, but there was no
consensus on listing. Zambia, on behalf of theo&fni Group, and supported by Switzerland, Cuba and

Malaysia, requested the contact group to reconteedeliberate further. Norway and IPEN agreed and
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said that discussions were disturbed by the “midaoti of one person who “misrepresented himself”
on behalf of a party. India disagreed that theeddtto list were met because there was no infaomat

regarding alternatives.

On Thursday, the contact group reconvened with daiz to “discuss the way forward for listing
paraquat.” Co-Chair Hansen clarified that therigtivould be of a specific pesticide formulation
containing paraquat, not of technical paraqualfitSeveral participants intervened to resolve
confusion about the objective of the RC, emphagittiat the purpose of listing is to increase the
knowledge of importers and enable safer use, nbatosubstances. While several participants
proposed flexible approaches intended to faciliiatang, three parties opposed listing, with two
emphasizing there was no room for negotiation. Ekahing, in plenary, Co-Chair Hansen reported

that the group had failed to reach consensus tindiparaquat.

On Friday, the COP formally adopted the decisidre EU expressed its “genuine disappointment”
with the failure to list paraquat, stating that thests of listing are negligible, while the costsot

listing are high. Zambia, for the African Groupiteeated that paraquat should be included in AnHex
pointing to cases on the continent of negative ttgppan human health from paraquat and suggesting

there are many undocumented cases of harm.

Final Decision: The final decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.6) camaa preambleénter alia:

» acknowledging the importance of not undermirtimignan health and the environment in different

regions of the world;

» noting with appreciation the work of the CRAtsconsideration of liquid formulations
(emulsifiable concentrate and soluble concentiaiajaining paraquat dichloride at or above 276 g/L,
corresponding to paraquat ion at or above 200ig/particular the technical quality and

comprehensiveness of the draft DGD;

» considering that the draft DGD should be usedrfformation exchange purposes;

» having considered the recommendation of the @R@ake liquid formulations (emulsifiable
concentrate and soluble concentrate) containingoueat dichloride at or above 276 g/L, corresponding
to paraquat ion at or above 200 g/L, subject td?t& Procedure and accordingly to list it in Anrix

to the RC,

 taking into account that the COP is not yet ableeach consensus on whether to list liquid
formulations (emulsifiable concentrate and soluwaecentrate) containing paraquat dichloride at or
above 276 g/L, corresponding to paraquat ion abore 200 g/L, in Annex 1l to the Convention; and

aware that the failure to reach consensus so facigated concerns in most parties.
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Following this, the COP:

» decides that the agenda for its next ordinargting shall include further consideration of a traf
decision to amend Annex Il to the RC to includguld formulations (emulsifiable concentrate and
soluble concentrate) containing paraquat dichloaider above 276 g/L, corresponding to paraquat ion

at or above 200 g/L;

» decides that the requirements set out on theggsofor listing in Annex 11l to the Convention leav

been met; and

» encourages parties to make use of all availalidemation on liquid formulations (emulsifiable
concentrate and soluble concentrate) containingoueat dichloride at or above 276 g/L, corresponding
to paraquat ion at or above 200 g/L, includingdregft DGD, to assist others, in particular devahgpi
countries and countries with economies in transjtio make informed decisions regarding its import
and management, and to inform other parties oftlegisions using the information exchange

provisions in Article 14 of the Convention.

Chrysotile ashestos: On Tuesday, 7 May, the Secretariat introduced URE®G/RC/COP.6/12 and
Add.1. President Balicka recalled that parties egjr@t COP3 that the procedures set out in Artisles

and 7 for listing had been followed.

Among others, Venezuela, Lebanon, Moldova, Urughidgaragua, Switzerland, Oman, Israel,
Bahrain, Jordan, Mauritius, New Zealand, Libya, Daican Republic, Argentina, Malaysia, Norway,
Mongolia, the US, and Indonesia expressed suppblisting chrysotile asbestos in Annex Ill. Kenya,
on behalf of the African Group, said that, with theeption of Zimbabwe, the group supports the

listing.

The EU emphasized that making chrysotile asbestigjigst to the PIC Procedure does not constitute a
ban on its use. Australia stated that, if agreerteehi$t was not reached at COP6, they were open to
working with other parties to explore “all othertigms” to help the RC meet its objectives. WHO
supported the listing and said that controlledafsehrysotile asbestos is not possible and higkdidh
that alternatives are available and affordable.adarinformed the COP they would not oppose listing

chrysotile asbestos in Annex lll.

Opposing the listing, Zimbabwe stated it was “stifemally unjust” to list chrysotile asbestos. Ukne
and Kazakhstan said a convincing scientific baseschot exist to support the listing. Viet Nam
asserted there is no link between chrysotile asbesid asbestosis. Kyrgyzstan said the substance ca

be used safely.

India did not support listing, citing the utilityf the substance, the findings of “no hazard” in éstic

101



studies, and increased trade costs of the PIC &uoeeNoting past discussions failed to reach
consensus, the Russian Federation suggested regrtbeiissue from further consideration by the
COP.

The issue was then taken up by the contact groupstimg of Chemicals. On Wednesday, 8 May,
Co-Chair Hansen reported to plenary on that paoigmsed to listing chrysotile asbestos had coscern
on the science, alternatives and implicationsrizde. He noted that there was agreement in thaciont
group that the concerns “were not part of the Catiga’s normal working practices,” but said thasth
did not deter those opposed to listing. He repattiatithere was no consensus to list chrysotile

asbestos.

On Thursday, COP6 returned to this issue and RmesBhlicka said since there was no agreement on
listing chrysotile asbestos, COP6 could not adagecsion and the matter is automatically on the
agenda of COP7.

The Russian Federation, supported by Zimbabwe, yatgn, Kazakhstan and India, reiterated their
opposition to listing chrysotile asbestos. Austrasiupported by the EU and 16 other countriexdtat
that chrysotile asbestos meets all the criteridisting in the RC and the delay in action will leavuge
costs for human health and the environment, anedupgurties against the listing to reconsider their
position. He requested these views be reflecteddrCOP6 report. As proposed by two delegations,

President Balicka asked those who supported ttiedito raise their flags, and many did so.

The Russian Federation objected to the proceduaslifig parties to raise their flags. China agreed,

but noted their support for listing chrysotile astios.

NON-COMPLIANCE: This discussion was taken up by the simultaneodiniary sessions, in the
section on compliance, (see page 10). It was timsksed together with the SC COP6 decisions (see

page 19).

FINANCIAL RESOURCES: This item was discussed in the simultaneous ordisassions, on
Monday, 29 April and was subsequently taken ufnénTechnical Assistance and Financial Resources
Contact Group. On Friday, 10 May, COP6 formally@ed the draft decision on possible options for
lasting and sustainable financial mechanisms (UREG/RC/COP.6/CRP.1).

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.1), the ®CP,inter alia:

+ takes note of the action taken by the Secretpuesuant to decision RC-3/5; and

* requests the Secretariat to continue its coftaian with relevant partners, such as the GEFitsnd

implementing agencies and the participating orgdigns of the Inter-Organization Programme for the
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Sound Management of Chemicals, to ensure that gioms relevant to the RC are taken into account in

the development of technical assistance projeatsaativities in the follow-up to decision RC-3/5.

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE: This item was discussed in simultaneous ordinasgieas of the
COPs on Sunday, 28 April and was subsequently tafgen a contact group that met daily from
Monday, 29 April to 10 May. (See page 9.)

On Wednesday, 8 May, the Joint Secretariat intreddbe draft decision on technical assistance
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.2), and on Friday, 10 Ma&edates formally adopted the decision.

Final Decision:In its decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.2), the Ciater alia:

 takes note of the information provided by ther8tariat on technical assistance for implementatio
of the RC;

* invites developing country parties and partiéh wconomies in transition to continue to informe t
Secretariat of their needs in terms of technicsilsésnce and capacity building, difficulties in

implementing the RC, and any other observationkahregard;

* invites developed country parties and otherk wétpacity to do so to continue to provide
information to the Secretariat on available tecahéssistance and capacity building they could

provide;

* requests the Secretariat to develop online gquesires for the collection of information refedr

in paragraphs 2 and 3 of the document;

 takes note of the technical assistance prograsgneut in document UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/INF/19
and requests the Secretariat to take into accherglements contained therein when carrying out its

work; and

* requests the Secretariat to submit a reporlQ®Con progress in the implementation of the
technical assistance and capacity-building programand to prepare a technical assistance

programme for the biennium 2016-2017.

TRADE: The Joint Secretariat introduced the document (UNEBG/RC/COP.6/17), on cooperation
with the World Trade Organization (WTQO), explainithg proposed actiomter alia, requests the
Secretariat to continue monitoring the work of W&O’s Committee on Trade and Environment (CTE)

and CTE Special Session and to follow-up on itdiegon for observer status.

The EU supported the proposed request. Pakistgyosienl cooperation with the WTO, and
recommended additional projects, workshops anchteahassistance activities to, among other things,
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enhance information on labeling and regional effort trade and the environment.

President Balicka proposed, and COP6 agreed, ¢ortade of the request to the Secretariat in thertep

of the meeting.

PROGRAMME OF WORK OF THE SECRETARIAT AND ADOPTION BTHE BUDGET

On Friday, 10 May, Gregor Filyk (Canada), Co-Cludithe Budget and Synergies Contact Group,
introduced the budget for the biennium 2014-2018EB/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.8 and Add.1). The

COP adopted the decision without amendment.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP/8 and Addtie COPjnter alia:

» approves the programme budget for the RC fobtaenium 2014-2015;

» authorizes the executive secretaries of thedi@gke commitments in an amount up to the

approved operational budget, drawing upon availah$h resources;

« invites the governing bodies of UNEP and the RA@ontinue their financial and other support for

the operation of the Convention and its Secretarid014-2015;

» welcomes the continued annual contribution hjyland Switzerland, the host countries, of
EURG600,000 each to the Secretariat to offset pldrxpenditures;

» takes note of the intention of the Governmerbwftzerland to reallocate a portion of its

contribution from the General Trust Fund to thewttary Special Trust Fund;

» notes that, for the period 2014-2015, 75% oft&vland’s annual host country contribution of
EURG600,000 will be allocated to the General Trustd; while 25% will be allocated to the Voluntary
Special Trust Fund;

» notes that for the period 2016-2017 and beytass, than 75% of Switzerland’s annual host country
contributions will be allocated to the General Triasnd and more than 25% will be allocated to the

Voluntary Special Trust Fund;

» adopts the indicative scale of assessmenthidoapportionment of expenses for the biennium
2014-2015 and authorizes the executive secretariagdjust the scale to include all parties for whic

the Convention enters into force before 1 Janu@fylZor 2014 and before 1 January 2015 for 2015;

» decides to maintain the working capital resextsthe level of 15% of the annual average of the

biennial operational budgets for 2014-2015;
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* notes with concern that a number of parties matgaid their contributions to the operational
budgets for 2010 and prior years and urges padipay their contributions promptly by or on 1

January of the year to which the contributions gppl

 decides, with regard to contributions due frodathuary 2010 onwards, that no representativeyof an
party whose contributions are in arrears for twonore years shall be eligible to become a member of
the Bureau of the COP or any subsidiary body of@fdP; this shall not apply to parties that aretleas
developed countries or small island developingestat to parties that have agreed on and are

respecting a schedule of payments in accordantetiétfinancial rules;

 decides to further consider additional incergimad measures to address arrears in core budget

contributions to the Convention in an effective afiicient manner at the next meeting of the COP;

» requests the Secretariat to present optionméantives and measures, including information on

those applied under other multilateral environmieag@geements to deal with such challenges;

 stresses the need to ensure that the Volunfzegi& Trust Fund requirement presented in the éudg

is realistic and represents agreed priorities Igfatties so as to encourage contributions fronodgn

» notes that the Voluntary Special Trust Fund ieoment presented in the budget represents its best
efforts to be realistic and reflects prioritiesegpt by all parties and urges parties and invites
non-parties and others to make voluntary contrimgito the Voluntary Special Trust Fund so as to

encourage contributions from donors;

* urges parties, and invites others in a posiiiodo so, to contribute urgently to the VoluntapeS8ial
Trust Fund with a view to ensuring the full andeeffve participation of developing country parties,
particular the least developed countries and sislathd developing states, and countries with

economies in transition in the meetings of the COP;

» requests the executive secretaries further bamce efficiency in the use of financial and human
resources in accordance with the priorities sethbyCOP and to report on the outcome of their tffor

in that regard;

» requests the executive secretaries to preplauoelget for the biennium 2016-2017, for consideratio
by COP7;

» notes the need to facilitate priority-settingdrgviding parties with timely information on the
financial consequences of different options andh#&b end, requests the executive secretaries to
include in the proposed operational budget forbileanium 2016-2017 two alternative funding

scenarios that take account of any efficienciestiied and are based on: their assessment of the
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required changes in the operational budget to &eail proposals before the COP that have budgetary

implications and maintaining the operational budgehe 2014-2015 level in nominal terms; and

 recalls its earlier request to the Executiveebior of UNEP to request an audit by the Office of
Internal Oversight Services on coordination andpesation among the Basel, Rotterdam and

Stockholm conventions and requests the Executiveciir to present the report on that audit to COP7.

OTHER MATTERS

OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS: On Wednesday, 8 May, the Joint Secretariat intteduhe
document on official communications (UNEP/FAO/RCE&18), noting that the form for notifying
the Secretariat for contact points and designastidmal authorities (DNAS) has been harmonized with
forms for the SC and BC, and adopted without amemdilny SC COP6 and BC COP11. The EU
supported the revised harmonized form, noting figoirtance of updated contact details to ensure

parties receive information on hazardous chemiadspesticides.

Canada, supported by Burkina Faso, proposed andan@t to the nomination form to specify under
the RC whether the DNAs are for “pesticides” ordlistrial chemicals.” Several views were expressed
on the terms used in these categories, with somigpaupporting deleting both boxes. Delegates
eventually agreed to reflect the content of thedsar a footnote. With that amendment, the COP

adopted the decision on official communicationd=cday, 10 May.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/18), the COwer alia:

» adopts the revised harmonized form for notifaabf contacts;

» urges parties to designate official contact fsoand DNAs, if they have not already done so,gisin
the revised form, as well as to confirm and provlue Secretariat with updated contact details for

existing official contact points and DNAs; and

» requests the Secretariat to maintain and updateecessary, the list of official contact poants

DNAs, and to continue to make the list publicly iadale on the Convention website.

ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS: This issue was linked with discussions on admisefosbservers
under the BC and SC. On Wednesday, 8 May, the 3eicitetariat introduced the documents
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.3 and INF/13/ Rev.1), basedevisions to the initial draft decision
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/19), which had not been presktighe COP, but had been revised, in
conjunction with parallel decisions in the SC ar@, By an informal group. The Joint Secretariat dote

the revised draft decision aimed to align practigith the SC and BC.

On Thursday, 9 May, the COP formally adopted theisien without amendment.
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Final Decision:In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.3), whichtams the form for

application for admission as an observer as anatine COPjnter alia:

» approves the application form for admissionmaslaserver at meetings of the COP;

* invites any body or agency wishing to be repnésd as an observer at the meetings of the COP, or,
as appropriate, its subsidiary bodies, to subntiti¢oSecretariat the information required in acaoo

with the form set out in the annex for consideratiy the COP at its next ordinary meeting;

* requests the Secretariat to maintain a listadiomal and international governmental and
non-governmental bodies and agencies representdusasvers at meetings of the COP, for the
purpose of inviting observers to those meetingsfandfficial communications with observers during

the periods between meetings of the COP and itsidiaby bodies;

* requests the Secretariat, within the contextsofvork to maintain the list of observers, to d¢oné
to confirm that the bodies or agencies making retguler admission as observers meet the relevant

criteria in accordance with the Convention andR®;

» requests the Secretariat to report to COP7 paréences with using the application form and the
practices followed regarding the admission of obmerto meetings of the bodies of the BC, RC and
SC;

» agrees that the list of observers shall inclinbse bodies or agencies represented as obsetvers a

previous meetings of the COP; and

* requests the Secretariat to continue to mairtkegrist of observers and to update it after each

ordinary meeting of the COP.

MOU BETWEEN UNEP, FAO AND THE COP: On Wednesday, 8 May, the Secretariat introduced
the draft MoU between UNEP, FAO and the COP (UNBBRIRC/COP.6/INF/10). President Balicka
noted that this issue was under considerationarctimtact group on Budget and Synergies, and

delegates agreed to revisit this matter later énntieeting.

On Friday, 10 May, Budget and Synergies Contacu@@o-Chair Karel Blaha introduced this draft
decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.7). The COP adotitediecision.

Final Decision: In the decision (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/CRP.7), the (@ter alia:

» notes the proposal for the development of Moeksveen the Basel and Stockholm COPs and

UNEP’s Executive Director concerning the provisafrsecretariat functions;

107



 recalls its decision RC-2/5, by which the COPraped the arrangements for the performance of the
secretariat functions of the Rotterdam Conventmecdied in an MoU between the FAO

Director-General and UNEP’s Executive Director;

» recognizes that openness, transparency angiieation of an equal and harmonized approach to
the relationship between the UNEP and the MEA sadeds that it administers should apply to the
development and implementation of institutionabhagements for the provision of the secretariat

functions for the respective agreements;

 takes note of the request of UNEP GC to the Etxee Director to deepen consultations with the
MEAs for which UNEP provides the secretariat, ia tireparation, by 30 June 2013, of a full report on
the relationship between the UNEP and the releMdtAs, and for the submission of a final report on
that subject to UNEP’s Environment Assembly ali44 session and to the governing bodies of the
MEAs;

» takes note that, in accordance with UN Genesakinbly resolution 60/283 of 7 July 2006, the UN
Secretariat, including UNEP, will implement thedmtational Public Service Accounting Standards,
with effect from 1 January 2014, replacing the entitUN System Accounting Standards, and
acknowledges the potential impact of this resotutia the provision of secretariat functions to the
Convention including issues such as the appropsiateof the working capital reserve, and, in this
context, expresses its regret that the full refrogntioned above) was not available to facilitate

informed decision-making at COP6;

* invites the executive secretaries to activelgage in the consultations undertaken by UNEP,
bearing in mind the legal autonomy of the RC ard@IOP’s decision-making powers in relation to the

provision of secretariat functions;

» requests the executive secretaries to repdtiase consultations and their possible impact en th
proposed MoU between the Executive Director andR8eCOP to the Bureau, during the

intersessional period, and to COP7; and

* requests the executive secretaries to submaitiaed draft MoU to COP7.

CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

The Secretariat introduced the meeting report ©P6 on Friday, 10 May (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.6/L.1,
L.1/Add.1 and 2). Luis Vayas-Valdivieso (Ecuad@¥)P6 Rapporteur, reviewed the documents. The
EU suggested adding “when present in the commauodaluct” to references to pentaBDE in

paragraph 41 and octaBDE in paragraph 49. Witretbbanges, COP6 adopted the report.
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President Balicka thanked delegates for their cadjmn and effort. She gaveled the meeting to aeclo

at 11:51pm.

A BRIEFANALYSISOF THE MEETING

“We're all learning here,” was a common refrairita first joint meeting of the ordinary Conferences
of the Parties (COPs) to the Basel, Stockholm amtteRlam conventions and the second meeting of
the Extraordinary Meeting of the COPs (ExCOPs2zémeva, Switzerland. Experiments come
naturally to chemicals and wastes experts, so periids no surprise that this is the first of the
multilateral environmental agreement (MEA) clusterapply the science of experimentation to the
political art of synergies. This meeting, featurlbbigCOPs2, simultaneous ordinary meetings and
individual meetings of each of the three COPghktBunsen burner under a process started over six

years ago.

The two-week experiment had some beneficial outsineluding cost savings and the facilitation of
learning and cooperation across conventions. Horvéve approach reduced three necessary
ingredients of multilateralism: time, energy andrity. This brief analysis considers the key outesm
of each of the three COPs in the context of syneffpyts, drawing attention to the benefits and

challenges resulting from this innovative approach.

STOCKHOLM CONVENTION COP6: STEADFAST AMID SYNERGIES

One of the most significant outcomes of SC COP6itgadecision to list hexabromocyclododecane
(HBCD), a brominated flame retardant, in Annex Asting chemicals is the Convention’s core work,
and the addition of the 23rd POP demonstrated tihekBolm Convention’s ability to address newly
identified hazards to human health and the enviemnThe listing of HBCD proved to be relatively
uncontroversial, and was facilitated by the POPR&®mmendation of a five-year exemption for
continued production and use in expanded and eadrpdlystyrene (EPS and XPS). While some
countries and NGOs opposed this provision, whigdmgpts 70-90% of current production and use of
HBCD, representatives of the HBCD industry contehtifiat the five-year exemption is necessary to
facilitate the transition to alternatives, whicle @ot currently available in sufficient quantittesmeet

global demand.

Within the core work of listing chemicals and implentation were two lower profile but significant
achievements. The first was the rejection of thesFoposal to allow recycling of products

containing HBCD. Such recycling would allow this P@ be mixed into the waste stream and

recycled into new products, thus extending expobyra century or more, according to some estimates.
At COP5, in 2011, delegates bowed to the intei@stieveloped countries with significant recycling
industries and allowed materials containing certmominated diphenyl ethers (BDES) to be recycled.

Several delegates hailed the rejection of simitavisions at COPS, citing this as evidence that the
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COP has “learned from past mistakes.”

The second achievement was embedded in two desifiahreference the importance of labeling
products containing POPs. Part VIl of the decigmhst HBCD requires those parties registering
exemptions for continued production and use to takasures to ensure that polystyrene containing
HBCD “can be easily identified by labeling or otlmeans throughout its life-cycle.” This provision
will facilitate separation of articles containindB8D from others in the waste stream, preventing the
chemical from being recycled into new products.a®elly, in a decision on implementation plans,
COP6 agreed to encourage parties to use a guidacenent that sets out national approaches to
labeling. Inclusion of such language marks a ste@td more effective implementation of parties’

obligations, as set out in Article 6, to preventfadrom being reused, intentionally or otherwise.

BASEL COP11: JUST ONE MORE DAY?

While all three COPs were officially open for thal ftwo weeks of the meeting, parties addressed mos
of the work of each COP in turn, suspending ormaée way for the next. The Basel Convention—the
oldest of the three conventions—convened aftefStbekholm Convention, requiring delegates to turn
their attention from POPSs to transboundary movemehhazardous and other wastes. Parties to the
Basel Convention arrived at this innovative meetiding the momentum of a highly successful
COP10 in Cartagena that moved implementation sffortvard. In Geneva, however, the momentum
seemed to decline; despite some gains on impleti@mefforts, parties expressed disappointment that

they could not agree on technical guidelines foraste.

Many touted completion of guidelines on e-wastaragnportant way for the Basel Convention to
demonstrate an ability to address new and compéestenissues. At COP10, this issue was deferred to
allow intersessional work, and many hoped COP lldcathieve agreement. However, this was not to
be, as even after prioritizing this work in the tamt group on technical matters, parties decided

intersessional work was necessary to reach agréemen

The unresolved element of the technical guidelimas paragraph 26(b), on situations in which used
equipment should or should not be considered wakie contact group considered five options, but
could not reach agreement. That paragraph wasdiether issues, and some parties believed that if
agreement on one proposal could be reached, thevoetd fall into place. Two delegates said they
thought the guidelines were “getting close,” andédated the compressed schedule of BC COP11,

saying that perhaps only one more day of discussasineeded.

In this case, it was not effort but time that appdéao be the barrier to achieving agreement. #cdit
and important “what if” question arose: did the lempentation of synergies in this meeting affect the
substantive achievements of the Basel COP? Thadogitoup worked diligently, but with only three

days per COP, and a limit to the number of coneuirtentact group meetings delegations could
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accommodate, parties were pressed for time. Sedelagates suggested the compressed schedule

might have affected parties’ ability to reach agneat on the most complex issues.

Despite the inability to achieve agreement on ¢obnical guidelines, BC COP11 advanced its work
on implementation. The new environmentally-soundhaggment framework provides a common
understanding of ESM, including waste preventiomimization, reuse, recycling, recovery and final
disposal. It represents completion of a key compboéthe Indonesian-Swiss country-led initiatioe t
improve the Basel Convention’s effectiveness, whahvigorated the Convention just two years ago.
Furthermore, the new, aptly-named network, “ENFORGEeks to promote compliance with
provisions on illegal trafficking of hazardous wessthrough better implementation and enforcement of
national laws. ENFORCE and the ESM framework maiet COP10’s momentum on

implementation; however, perhaps understandaldygdévelopment of new policies moved at a slower

pace.

ROTTERDAM COP6: MISTAKEN IDENTITY?

The outcomes of Rotterdam Convention COP6 were amixed demonstrated the challenges of
achieving consensus on economically and envirorafigrimportant issues. The outcomes also
reflected apparent confusion about—or deliberafesmiation of—the aim of listing chemicals in the
annexes of the Convention and the criteria for glgim. While RC COP6 successfully listed
azinphos-methyl, pentaBDE commercial mixtures, BB commercial mixtures, and PFOS and its
related chemicals, it was unable to achieve comnsenms the two controversial substances under
consideration: paraquat and chrysotile asbestdsottm cases, opponents cited scientific uncertainty
and lack of available alternatives. Both reasong b@acentral to the SC, but are extraneous to RC
listing criteria, as well as its function: to fatake information exchange among importers and ggp®

of hazardous substances.

In the discussions on paraquat, the two partiesnehesed to support listing cited economic concerns
about production and use. One also questionecctartic basis for listing, and cited procedural
concerns about the review conducted by the CRClemany delegates took these concerns at face
value and repeatedly explained the purpose of liedPiPocedure and criteria for listing a substance,
ultimately it was clear that both opponents wenecesned about possible economic ramifications of
listing a chemical that they produce and traderimatonally. One country was straightforward about
these concerns, but the other attempted to blackdting by challenging the credibility of the CRC

decision-making procedures and, at times, miscoimgfthe CRC'’s function and procedures of review.

Similarly, the discussion of chrysotile asbestakmiit lead to consensus. Canada, a longstanding
opponent of listing this substance, said it woudtistand in the way of listing this year, a chaofe
position that was loudly applauded in plenary. Hesveseveral other countries stepped into the void

left by Canada. Six parties said chrysotile shawtibe made subject to the PIC Procedure becaisse it
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not hazardous to health or can be used safely.ithsparaquat, the emphasis on the scientific Hfasis
listing suggests a fundamental confusion aboufuhetions of the Stockholm and Rotterdam

conventions, as well as the work of their respectachnical advisory bodies and the criteria they

apply.

The Stockholm Convention’s POPRC reviews chemiicaisthree-stage process to determine whether
they meet the scientific criteria for categorizatass POPs (nominated substances must be persistent,
bioaccumulative, toxic, and subject to long-rangei®nmental transport). The SC COP then
considers POPRC's science-based recommendatiodesidies on appropriate regulatory action, such
as banning further production and use of the sabstéwith the flexibility of time time-limited

exemptions).

The function of the Rotterdam Convention is enjigifferent. While the SC seeks to reduce or
eliminate production and use of a specific categdrghemicals, the RC seeks to facilitate inforiomati
exchange among countries engaging in the tradesifgides and industrial chemicals. Chemicals are
considered for listing in Annex Il when natificatis of final domestic regulatory action receivemshir

two PIC regions meet the criteria of the Conventibime CRC reviews the submitted information and
decides whether or not to recommend listing. Cilycianlike the POPRC, members of the CRC do

not draft a risk profile or consider whether théstance in question meets specified scientific
thresholds at which substances are consideredvoddverse effects on human health and the
environment. Thus, the RC does not consider ledalsk to human health and the environment; rather

it focuses making parties aware of regulatory astimken by other parties.

Ultimately the listing of both paraquat and chrylecasbestos were blocked by countries with
economic interests in restricting awareness ofigks posed by substances that meet all of therit
for listing in the convention to which they are fxes. While many delegates expressed frustrati@n ov
the in ability to list two controversial substanctleat meet the Convention criteria, others poiritethe
listing of PFOS, which is widely produced and usesia sign that the Convention can successfully

address economically important substances.

SYNERGIES: THE “GRAND EXPERIMENT”

After three years of work to implement synergieoamthe three conventions leading to this
two-week meeting, reviews of the outcomes to daeewmixed. The synergies process has led to
establishment of a Joint Secretariat, a reorgdnizéihat was not welcomed by all, but saved theehr
conventions a total of nearly US$1.5 million. Soageninistrative procedures were harmonized across
conventions through separate decisions taken by €a. A proposal to revamp rules for the
admission of observers initially caused mild comnsy in the SC as the new rules were perceived as
unnecessarily restrictive and burdensome. Howdekowing consultations with observers and parties,

each COP adopted the same rules regarding admisgioch, to the satisfaction of many observers,
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were closely aligned with the transparent cultdrthe Stockholm Convention, considered to be the
most open and inclusive of the three conventiohss, for some, demonstrated the promise of

synergies to “pull” each convention toward the hpests of the others.

Yet other attempts to harmonize met some resistirooeparties. The proposal to reduce the size of
the Stockholm Bureau, in line with the Basel andt&dam bureaus, triggered careful negotiations
between the EU and GRULAC and ultimately led t@apanded membership for the Basel and
Rotterdam bureaus. Similarly, a few parties limipedposals to enhance collaboration between the
POPRC and CRC in the SC and RC plenaries and isytiergies contact group. In the end, the
POPRC and CRC will have a one-day joint meetingferexchange of “scientific” information only.
The omnibus decision includes development of guidda aid the CRC's consideration of POPs and
alignment of the CRC'’s working practices to the RO, to facilitate information sharing, but these
provisions are careful compromises derived fromegarties’ initial calls to reform the CRC. While
cost savings were evident from the Secretariatuetsiring and parties seemed willing to support
further synergies at the administrative level, hamination of the governance instruments of the

conventions proved too much, too soon for some.

LESSONS LEARNED SO FAR

While delegations appreciated that they only hatlaeel to one meeting, rather than three, it becam
surprisingly clear in the budget discussions thest format did not significantly save costs. Thstco
projections, averaged to a daily rate, were sinfiltiveen a “synergized” meeting and three separate
week-long meetings. Without being able to poinswbstantial savings, some who were dubious of this
format, and many who were tired after two long vwgelsed the closing plenary to call for an end to
the experiment of simultaneous ordinary meetingsEExCOPs. Others, however, welcomed the
simultaneous meetings and contact groups on sieseeds, such as technical assistance and financial
resources and compliance, because they workedghmificult, principled issues only once, and then

were able to draft multiple decisions from that eoenpromise.

Yet, the differences between the conventions agibred complexity, particularly since the SC & th
only one with a financial mechanism, the BC theslonnvention with a compliance mechanism, and
the RC with neither. This left some delegates uwitmed of the benefits of simultaneous meetings of
the COPs. Discussions on format of the next megfmgmpted last minute huddles in the plenary
yielding agreement to hold “joint sessions, wheygrapriate, on joint issues” in 2015, rather than a

another meeting with ExCOPs and a high-level segmen

Ultimately, a vision of synergies is to addresslifeeycle of chemicals and wastes holistically,
facilitating capacity-challenged countries’ abilttyaddress these issues. In the nearer-term,adever
hypotheses about the synergies process were baalibed: synergies, in the form of joint meetings,

were lauded as saving time, energy and money. Asgaing process, it could harmonize
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administrative services and governance arrangermaatgfying expectations for parties. Yet, as
implemented at this meeting, and as seen by sotfeiBasel Convention in particular, synergies
could steal time from the substantive work of thaewentions and mask the unique identity of each. At

this stage, proponents of each of these hypottueses-and do—find evidence to back up their claims.
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