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. Introduction

1. By decisions BE11/20, RG6/12 and S&5/25, the conferences of the parties toBlasel

Convention on the Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their Disposal,

the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals
and Pesticides in International Trade and the StockholméZuiovm on Persistent Organic Pollutants,
respectively, decided to hold the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention and the
seventh meeting dhe Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention back to back in 2015
(hereinafter, Athe 2015 meetingso). The confer e
meetings wquwlidhtiisreslsudens, where w@plrodpfipraiteri toi
agenda and schedule that focus on substantive matters related to implementation of the conventions
and provide sufficient time for their consider e

2. In accordance with the above decisions, and as described in greatendstdibn IV.C

below, the 2015 meetings featured joint sessions to addresscottieg issues of concern to the three
conventions as well as the opening and organization of the medthmgpresent report describes both
the joint sessions of the three coefeces of the parties as well as the separate sessions of the seventh
meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention. The reports of the twelfth
meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention (UNEP/CI2VY dr2d theseventh
meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention (UNEP/FAO/RCEIPDP.7/

like the present reportover both the joint sessions of timeetings of théhree conferences of the

parties as well as the separate sessiottsesésectivemeetings.

[I.  Opening of the meetings (agenda item 1)

3. Mr. Jan Dusik, Director, United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) Regional Office for
Europe, acting asasterof ceremonies, welcomed the meeting participants to the 2015 meetings.

A.  Openingremarks

4, Opening remarks were made by Mr. Rolph Payet, Executive Secretary of the Basel, Rotterdam
and Stockholm conventions; Mr. Clayton Campanhola, Executive Secretary of the Rotterdam
Convention; Mr. Bruno Oberle, State Secretary, Swiss Federaledffr the Environmentylr. Achim
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Steiner, Executive Director, United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP); and Ms. Naoko Ishii,
Chief Executive Officer and Chairperson of the Global Environment Facility (GEF).

5. Mr. Payet, in his remarks, welcomed the gpants to the 2015 meetings and expressed his
personal commitment to the task of achieving the objectives of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventions. The sound management of chemicals and wastes, he said, contributed not only to the
economic butlgo the social aspects of sustainable development and all counatti¢gprioritize its
integration into the global policy agenda while ensuring that it remained high on the national agenda.
To that end, he said, it was important to strengthen the mdleapacity of the regional centres and to
foster partnership with negovernmental organizations and the private sector and to extend the
synergies process to the regional and national levels. Recalling the theme of the current meetings,
moving from sciene to action: working for a safer tomorrow, he said that while the new sustainable
development goals were likely to spark that movement, robust indicators for the chemicals and wastes
cluster were needed to ensure the protection of human health anditbermewnt without imposing
unnecessary economic constraints on countries, industries and individuals.

6. Regarding the key decisions on the individual agendas for the three conferences of the parties,
he drew particular attention to those on the Basel Coioretechnical guidelines on transboundary
movements of electronic and electrical wastavéeste), whose adoption he described as a crucial step

in ensuring the sound management of the fastest growing waste stream on the planet, along with those
on the lising of chemicals under the Stockholm and Rotterdam conventions. In regard to the latter two
conventions, particular importance must be attached to the establishment of a facilitative mechanism
to assist parties in resolving their implementation and comgigssues, and he urged the parties to

those conventions to strive for agreement on the remaining matters preventing the adoption of such a
mechanism.

7. In conclusion, he expressed gratitude to the donor countries, including China, Denmark,
Finland, FranceGGermany, Norway, Poland, Sweden, Switzerland and the United States of America,
whose contributions had enabled the participation of developing country parties and parties with
economies in transition in the regional preparatory meetings and the 2016gneasi the inpuisf
developing country parties and parties with economies in transitoa crucial to a successful
outcome.

8. Mr. Campanhola began his remarks by offering his condolences to the delegation of Nepal in

the wake of the earthquake that hrdck the country with devastating consequences. He also paid
tribute to the countryds firm commitment to the
notifications of final regulatory action that it had recently submitted for various pesticidesedbapit

tragedy. He drew attention to the science fair that would be held in conjunction with the current
meetings, at the opening of which the Director Genertiiefood and Agriculture Organization of

the United Nations (FAOyould address the partiest the core of every meeting of the Conference

of the Parties, he said, was the consideration of chemicals recommended for listing in Annex 1l to the
Convention by the Chemical Review Committee. If the two pesticides and two severely hazardous
pesticide drmulations on the agenda were added to the Convention it would demonstrate the
Conventionds i mportance, particularly to develc
where the conditions of use of pesticides often put farmers and theliefaatigreat risk.

9. After outlining the activities of FAO in support of the work of the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions, he observed that the conventions would also play an important role in helping
countries to achieve the pead15 developmergoals. In closing, he pledged his commitment to the
secretariats6é6 practice of working together <clo
he wished them successful deliberations at the current meetings.

N

10. Mr. Oberle, in his remarks, wadmed the participants to Geneva and urged them to build on

the success of the previous joint meetings of the conferences of the parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions and, drawing on the review of the synergies process, to furtherizermo
coordination and cooperation in areas such as compliance, technical and financial assistance and
guidance to the financial mechanism, thus addr e
challenges in a comprehensive manner that worddigle a basis for coherent, overarching, policies

while increasing the visibility of the chemicals and wastes cluster. Turning to the items on the agendas
of the individual meetings, he highlighted as of particular importance the further development of
guidelines on the environmentally sound management of transboundary movements of hazardous
wastes, given the growth in the volume efiaste and the challenge of distinguishing it from used

electrical and electronic equipment; facilitating entry into fofceot he Basel Convent.i
Amendment; the adoption of efficient and effective compliance mechanisms under the Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions to ensure that parties facing compliance difficulties received the necessary
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support; and the listing in tHatter two conventions of all substances recommended by the Chemical
Review Committee and the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee, including those that had
been the subject of debate at previous meetings. The last issue, he said, was ensigirtg the
effectiveness of the two conventions as well as the credibility of their scientific bodies.

11. In conclusion, he expressed confidence that the participants at the current meetings would
work in the spirit of constructive engagement and pragimethat had characterized the chemicals

and wastes cluster and, in so doing, produce concrete results that would render the three conventions
even more effective, efficient, coherent and comprehensive and also streagthdevelop each

individual conventon.

12. Mr. Steiner welcomed the participants to a venuehbatotechad witnessed long hours of
intensive negotiations. The year 2015 was undoubtedly a significant year: important decisions were to
be made on issues such as the sustainable developmenagdallimate change, and the 2015

meetingsf the conferences of the parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm convsat®né

crucial relevance to those negotiations. He drew attention to three figures that bore witness to the

c o n v e nfundawental nportance. First, between 1970 and 2010, the annual value of global
chemicals production had grown from $170 billion to $4.2 trillion, showing the economic significance
of the substances with which countries had to contend. Second, there wereé@0860 Yecognized
chemical substances in circulation, affecting both the human body and the environment, and the ability
to understantheir impactwas lagging far behind their economic value and development. Third,
occupational poisoning in the chemicaldustry killed around 1 million people each year. It was
necessary, therefore, to ensure that the knowledge and capacity of international organizations was
sufficient to enable policymakers, citizens and others to address the opportunities of thditatenty
century chemicalbased economy. The goal was nostimpeconomic development, but rather to

reduce risk, improve standards and ensure accountability with regard to chemicals.

13. Drawing attention to the cost of health care and lost earnings assawithited

endocrinedisrupting chemicals in the European Union, he said that such costs were a clear indicator
of why decisions at meetings of the chemiedhted conventions were of such importance in ensuring
that chemicals served their intended purposbawit causing undue harm. Surely, for example, it was
within our capabilities to combat malaria with something other than the outdated chemical DDT and to
ensure a move away from the trasfébetween damaging costs in return for certain benefits. Such a
transition required international solidarity and national action centred around the principles of
collaboration and solidarity. History showed that such action was not easy to achieve, and over the
years a legacy of frustrations, disappointments and uliddli@mbitions had accumulated. Currently,
however, a decadeng cycle of cooperation had left the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions
on the threshold of enormously promising breakthroughs in the management of chemicals. To cross
that threshold itvas necessary to approach issues such as the listing of chemicals in the conventions,
compliance and finance in a spirit of good faith and trust so that a complete package of measures could
be put in place to ensure the contribution of the chemieddded conventions to the prosperity and
well-being of all.

14.  Ms. Ishii, in her remarks, highlighted the achievements of GEF over the previous two years,
including the expansion of its chemicals portfolio and support for projects on the elimination and
monitoring of persistent organic pollutants. It was crucial, she said, to aim higher in addressing the
critical issues that threatened to undermine future development, such as the increased pressures on
natural capital and ecosystems caused by current consurpptiems, population growth, and the
exceeding of planetary boundaries. In particular, she stressed that it was important to address the
effects of chemical pollution, which, as acknowledged in the continuing discussions on the sustainable
development goal must be tackled as a barrier to sustainable development. In addition to the effective
implementation of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions, she said, that called for a
systemic change in approaches to dealing with chemicals, above alttimbamed in the rapidly
proliferating electronic products and other goods in everyday use. Accordingly, GEF was encouraging
investment in the prevention of pollution at its source, which would prove moreftestive and lead

to safer and more sustairk@lproduction and consumption. Placing a particular emphasis on

partnership with the private sector, she drew attention, inter alia, to two projects in China aimed at
preventing the upstream emission and production of persistent organic pollutants éctesistirey

were eliminated from downstream products. Meanwhile, GEF had set ambitious targets for the
phaseout of 80,000 tonnes of those pollutants, and several projects for the reduction of 2,000 tonnes
of persistent organic pollutants per year, inahgdiwo newly identified substances, had already been
submitted to the GEF Council. GEF was also striving to provide more support to countries through the
establishment of an integrated chemicals and waste focal area and a dedicated support programme to
assst small island developing States. Paying tribute to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventions as committed partners, she concluded by urging the participants at the current joint
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meetings to roll up their sleeves and engage in the impat&diberaionsthat would drive the
conventions forward.

Ban Amendment ceremony

15.  As part of the followup to the IndonesiaBwiss countryled initiative to improve the

effectiveness of the Basel Convention, Mr. Oberle (Switzerland) and Mr. Rasio Ridho Sani

(Indonesia) presided over a ceremony to celebrate the ratification of the Basel Convention Ban
Amendment by a further six countries since the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to
that Convention: Benin, Col oamdPeuyy, Congo, C!te

Opening staements by the presidents of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventions

16. Following the Ban Amendment ceremony Mr. Andrzej Jagusiewicz (Poland), President of the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, Mr. Mohammashidehneh (Jordan), President

of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention, and Ms. Johanna Lissinger Peitz
(Sweden), President of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention, made opening
statements in which they highlightdte main achievements of the three conventions to date and the
challenges, as reflected in the agendas for the current meetings, that must be overcome to ensure future
progress. The current meetings, they said, must serve further to enhance the syeestpped over

the previous two years, with a particular focus on regional cooperation and inforsiadiong, legal

clarity, technical and financial assistance and, in the case of the Rotterdam and Stockholm

conventions, the establishment of facilitato@mnpliance mechanisms.

Regional statements

17. A number of representatives speaking on behalf of groups of countries made general
statements on the issues to be discussed during the meetings. Those statements are reproduced as
submitted in document UNEPHW.12/INF/57UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/41
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INB2.

Formal opening

18.  The twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, the seventh
meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention and the seatint of the
Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention were formally opened at 12.35 p.m. on 4 May
2015 by Mr. Jagusiewicz, Mr. Khashashneh and Ms. Lissinger Peitz, respectively.

Adoption of the agenda(agenda item 2)

19.  The Conference dhe Parties to the Stockholm Convention adopted the following agenda for
its seventh meeting, on the basis of the provisional agenda set out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/1.

1. Opening of the meeting.
Adoption of the agenda.

3. Organizational matters:
(@ Election of officers;
(b) Organization of work;

(c) Report on the credentials of representatives at the seventh meeting of the
Conference of the Parties.

4, Rules of procedure for the Conference of the Parties.
Matters related to the implementationtioé Convention:
(@) Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from intentional production and use:
(@) Exemptions;
(i) DDT;
({0 Polychlorinated biphenyls;

(iv)  Brominated diphenyl ethers and perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts
and perfluorooctaneufonyl fluoride;
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(v) Evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under paragraph
2 (b) of Article 3;

(b) Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from unintentional production;
(c) Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes;

(d) Implementation plans;

(e) Listing of chemicals in Annex A, B or C to the Convention;

)] Technical assistance;

(9) Financial resources and mechanisms;

(h) Reporting pursuant to Article 15;

0] Effectiveness evaluation;
0] Non-compliance;
(k) International coop@tion and coordination.

6 Programme of work and budget.

7 Venue and date of the eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
8. Other matters.

9 Adoption of the report.

10.  Closure of the meeting.

20. In adopting its agenda the Conference of the @aggreed to discuss under item 8, Other

matters, a possible memorandum of understanding between UNEP and the Conference of the Parties to
the Stockholm Convention, the admission of observers to meetings under the Convention and official
communicationsSwsequently, th€onference of the Partiagreed to discuaswderother matters the

issue ofsynergies in preventing and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous chemicals and
wastes

Organizational matters (agenda item 3)

Attendance

21.  The mreeting was attended by megentatives of the following55 parties: Afghanistan,

Albania, Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain,
Belarus, Bel@um, Belize, Benin, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosrdaad Herzegovina, Botswana,
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cook Islands, Costa Ricd, &6ty o i r e
Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech RepabDemocratid® e o p Republis of Korea, Democratic

Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,

El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, European Union, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia,
Georgia, Germany, &ana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, GuBisaau, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan,
Kenya, Kiribati, Kuwait, Kyrgyzst ansotho,limeoa, Peopl ¢
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldives, Mali, Marshall Islands, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistalau, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation,
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles,
SierraLeone, Singapore, Sloki, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of), VietNam, Yemen, Zambj&Zimbabwe.

22. In addition, the meeting was attended by representatives of two States that were not parties to
the Convenbn: the Holy See and the United States of America. It was also attended by
representatives dix parties that did not submit valid credentials: Barbados, Lebanon, Libya,
Mongolia, Saudi Arabia and Ukraine.
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23.  Thefollowing United Nations bodies and speciall agencies were represented as observers:
Economic Commission for Europeépod and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Global
Environment Facility, International Labour Organization, International Telecommunication Union,
United NationdHumean Settlements Programiyignited Nations Development Programme,

United Nations Industrial Development Organization, United Nations Institute for Training and
Research, United Nations Interregional Crime and Justice Research Institute, United Nations Office
for Project Service®ffice of theUnited Nations High Commissionér Human Rights, World

Health Organization.

24.  The following intergovernmental organizations were represented as observers: Arctic
Monitoring and Assessment Programme, Central Africaer$taite Pesticides Committee, League of
Arab States, South Centre.

25.  The following Basel Convention regional and coordinating centres and Stockholm Convention
regional and subregional centrgsre represented as observ&aselConvention Regional Centrerfo
SouthEast Asiaf BCRC-SEAYStockholm Convention Regional Cenfoe CapacityBuilding and the
Transfer of Technology in Indonesia (SCiR@lonesia) Basel Convention Regional Centre for
Training and Technology Transfer fAsia and the PacifiBCRC-Ching/Stockholm Convention
Regional Centréor CapacityBuilding and the Transfer of Technology in China (SCB&ng);
BaselConvention Regional Centre for Frengpeaking Countries in AfricBBCRC
Senegalstockholm Convention Regional Cenfoe CapacityBuilding and the Transfer of
Technology in Senegal (SCR&enegdl Basel Convention Regional Centre for Englggleaking
Countries in Africa BCRC-South AfricajStockholm Convention Regional Cenfos
CapacityBuilding and the Transfer of TechnologySout Africa (SCRC South Africg)Stockholm
Convention Regional Centre for CapaeByilding and the Transfer of Technold&egionalActivity
Centre for Cleaner Production, Mediterranean Action Plan {&ARIMAP); Stockholm Convention
Regional Centre for CapagiBuilding and the Transfer of Technolo¢gCRCCzech Republic
Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for CapaBitylding and the Transfer of Technology
(SCRCindia); Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for CapaBitylding and the Transfer of
Techndogy (SCRCKenyd); Stockholm Convention Regional Cenfog CapacityBuilding and the
Transfer of TechnologfSCRC Kuwait)

26. A number of norgovernmental organizations were represented as observers. The names of
those organizations are included in thedisparticipants UNEP/CHW.12/INF68-UNEP/FAO/
RC/COP.7INF/42-UNEPPOPSCOP.7/INF63).

B. Election of officers

27. In accordance with rule 22 of the rules of procedure, the following members of the Bureau
elected at the sixth meeting of the Conference oPtimties to the Stockholm Convention served
during the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties:

President: Ms. Johanna Lissinger Peitz (Sweden)
Vice-Presidents: Mr. Vaitoti Tupa (Cook Islands)
Mr. Luislgnacio Vaas Valdivieso (Ecuador)
Ms. Kyunghee Choi (Republic of Korea)
Mr. Vusumuzi Simelane (Swaziland)

28. Mr. Andrew McNee (Australia), Mr. Modibo Diallo (MaliMs. Elena Dumitru (Romaniga)

Ms. Tatjana Markowi | i nkovi i (Serbia) and Ms. Nal i ni Soo
Vice-Presidents at the sixth meeting, were unable to completeténgis of office. Pursuant to rule

25, their compatriots, Ms. Sara Broomhall, Mr. Abdoulaye Tradee,Michaela Pauriis. Gordana
Petkovil and Ms. Kei ma Gar eadMs KyungheeChop(Bapublicv el vy ,
of Korea) was not able to attend #aatireseventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties. Her
compatriot Ms. Kim Pyeongsoaerved irhersteadduringher absence

29. Pursuant to rule 22, Mr. Was Valdivieso served d@apporteur.

30.  Also in accordance with rule 22, the Conference of the Parties elected the following members
of the new Bureau, whose terms would commence upon the closure of the current meeting and
terminate upon the closure of the next ordinary meeting aftmderence of the Parties:

President: Mr. Sam AduKumi (Ghana)

Vice-Presidents:  Mr. Andrew McNee (Australia)
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Mr. Luis Ignacio Vayad/aldivieso(Ecuador)
Ms. Ana Beejiani (Georgia)

Ms. Daina Ozola (Latvia)

Mr. Regnald Hernaus (Netherlands)

Mr. Marcus L. Natta (Saint Kitts and Nevis)
Mr. Ali Mohammed Ali Mahmoud (Sudan)
Mr. Nguyen AnhTuan (VietNam)

Mr. Ali Al -Dobhani (Yemen)

Mr. McNeewas also elected to act as Rapporteur.

Organization of work

31.  The discussion summarized in fhiesent section, corganization of worKagenda iten3 (c)),

took place during joint sessions of the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Coavehtiie
seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention. Pai2#jraphs

below are replicated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on the work
of its twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27), paraghs32i 35, and in the report of the Conference of

the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragrapB#i 34.

32.  The three conferences of the parties agreed, with one amendment of the schedule proposed
during discussion of the item, to conduct their meetings in accordance with the scenario note and
schedule set out in documents UNEP/CHW.12/INBNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INFA
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/1 and UNEP/CHW.12/INFJRIEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/2
UNEP/POPS/COP.M™IF/2, respectively, which prior to the meetings had been agreed upon by the
bureaux of the three conferences. The schedule and conduct of the meetings would be adjusted by the
bureaux each day, as necessary, in the light of the progress of the meetings.

33. Inaccordance with the agreed arrangements, and as described in the scenario note, the
conferences of the parties to the three conventions would hold both joint and separate sessions during
their meetings. During the joint sessions, the conferences of ttiespaould discuss crossutting

issues affecting at least two of the three conventions. In addition, the conferences of the parties would
establish such joint and separate contact and drafting groups as they deemed necessary for the various
meetings, inluding a joint contact group on budget matters. All decisions would be adopted pending
confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that any activities contemplated by the
decisions had been taken into account in the proposed programmes of dibrdgets for the

biennium 20162017 or that they would have no budgetary implications. The total number of contact
groups meeting at any one time would be limited to facilitate participation by all delegations. The
conferences of the parties also agrded the presidents of the three conferences would take it in turn

to preside over joint sessioasd that each, when so presiding, would act on behalf of all three.

34. In carrying out their work at the current meetings, the conferences of the parties hrad befo
them working and information documents pertaining to the various items on the agenda for the
meetingsLists of those documents fahe Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventioespectively,
arranged according to the agenda items to which the do¢siperainare sebut ininformation
documents UNEP/CHW.12/IN&/ UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INB'and UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/61,
respectively

35.  The Secretariat informed the meeting participants of a new mobile device application,
ABRSppoOo, whi ch prnaboutdchediules anfl @hemméotmiation pertaining to the 2015
meetings.

Report on thecredentials of representativest the seventhmeeting of the
Conference of the Parties

36.  The discussion summarized in the present sectioaremtential{agenda iten3 (d)), took

place during joint sessions of the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention and the
seventh meeting of the Conference of theiPaib the Stockholm Convention. ParagraPhis39

below are replicated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on the work
of its twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27), paragra@$39, and in the report of the Conference of
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VI.

=

theParties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragrapB&i 38.

37. Introducing the sulitem the President said that, during the period leading up to the 2015
meetings, the bureaux of the Basel, Rotterdam ameckBblm conventions had agreed on a common
approach to credentials of the representatives participating in the meetings, pursuant to which they
would accept original credentials in good order as well as copies of credentials in good order, on the
understading that in the case of the latter originals would be submitted as soon as possible.

38. Continuing the introduction, the representative of the Secretariat said that, in accordance with
rule 18 of the rules of procedure of the Conference of the PartiesBasieé Convention, rule 19 of

the rules of procedure of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention and rule 19 of the
rules of procedure of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention, the bureaux of the
Basel, Rotterdam and&tkholm conventions would examine the credentials of the representatives of

the parties present at the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, the
seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Comeanttithe seventh

meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention, respectively, and that each
Bureau would present its report on credentials to its conference of the parties during a separate session.

39.  Also under the item it was annazed that, as at the start of the 2015 meetings, there were
183parties to the Basel Convention, 154 parties to the Rotterdam Convention and 179 parties to the
Stockholm Convention.

40.  Subsequently, the Bureafithe Conference of the Parties to the StockhGbmvention
reported that it had examined the credentials of the representatibhesl 61 partiego that
Conventionthat had registered for the meeting and had found that ¢id€b parties were in order.
Of the 155 six had submitted copies of theapresentativéxredentials, which the Bureau had
accepted on the understanding that originals would be submitted as soon as Rizsibities had
not submitted credentials for their representatifémsesix parties were therefore participating as
observers in the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Partlesould be listed as such in the
report of the meeting and list of participants

41.  The Conference of the Parties adopted the report of the Bureau on credentials.

Rules of procedure for e Conference of the Parties
(agendaitem 4)

42. Introducing the item, the representative of the Secretariat recalled that at its first meeting the
Conference of the Parties had adopted its rules of procedure, as set out in the annex to decision
SG1/1, in thér entirety with the exception of the second sentence of paragraph 1 of rule 45. That
sentence, which provided for the adoption of decisions on substantive matters bghadsmajority

vote in the absence of consensus, had been enclosed in squaetstiracidicate that it had not been
adopted. At its second, third, fourth, fifth and sixth meetings the Conference of the Parties had
considered the same issue and had agreed to defer taking formal demidibasnatter

43.  As at previous meetings, the Gerence of the Parties agreed that it would not take a formal
decision on the item at the current meeting, that the square brackets around the second sentence of
paragraph of rule45 would remain in place and that, until it decided otherwise, it woultiraee to
decide substantive matters by consensus.

Matters related to the implementation of the Conventior{agenda
item 5)

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from intentional production and use

Exemptions

44.  The representative of the Setemgatintroduced the suliem, outlining the relevantdocuments,
which dealt with theurrentstatus of the register of specific exempticaswell as the registers of
acceptable purposete process for the review eftries in the register of speciBgxemptions
currently set to expire in 2016onstituents of articles manufacturedabreadyin use at the time of
entry into force of relevant control measures under the Convention, and-siaterh sitdimited
intermediates.

45, He noted thathte specift exemptions folindane andor perfluorooctane sulfonic acid
(PFQOS), its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride (PFOSF) for all but two partiethad made
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declarations in accordance with paragraph 4 of Article 25 of the Convewtoid expire o 25

August 2015, and none of thggartieshad to date submitted a request for the extensitmeaf
exemptionsRecal | i ng paragraph 9 of Article 4 of the
are no longer any parties registered for a particyfze bf specific exemption, no new registrations

may be made with respect t0,ihe noted thato parties had to date registered exemptions for the use
of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF for carpets, leather and apparel, textiles and upholstery, paper and
packagng, coatings and coating additives or rubber and plasticesponse to decision S&2 the
Secretariat, in collaboration with th€orld Health Orgaization(WHO), hadundertaken activities to
assess the availability of alternatives and the continued fog the use dindane in the treatment of

lice and scabies, the results of which were set out in a note by the Secretariat
(UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INFJ4Furthermore)ndia had submitted a notificatiaf and justificatiorfor

its intention to extend for attwer ten years its use of DDT as a closgsdtem sitdimited intermediate

in the production of dicofolFinally, China had notified the Secretariat thatofFebruary2014it had
ceasedhe production and us# hexadlorobenzenasa closedsystemsite-limited intermediateln

addition, as of May 2014 it had ceased the use of DDT for an acceptable purpose and had withdrawn
the use of DDT as a closegystem sitdimited intermediate starting from June 2014.

46. In the ensuing discussiame representatiyspeaking on behalf of a group of countries
expressed satisfactidhat none ofheparties for whicthe Convention provisionsn lindane and
PFOSand its related chemicaéstered into force in 201l@ad registered specific exemptidios those
chemicalsand thatno new registrations could be maaeanysuchparty. With regard tdPFOSand
related chemicalghe Secretariat should be requedigthe Conference of the Parties at its eighth
meetingto prepare optiontr reducing the number of acceptable mspstaking into account
developmentsvith regard to the availability of alternativés the meantime,saPFOS was still widely
used, it was important to further refine thest available techniqueBAT) andbest environmental
practices BEP) guidance ad encourage parties to useFinally, he saidhat the extension dhe
expiry date fothe production and use of DDT as an intermediate in the production of dstudald
bereconsideredgiven that the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Comnhisiteoncludedhat
dicofol metthe criteriaof Annex D to the Convention

47.  One representative said that dicof@s a coseffective pesticidandthatDDT was the only
known intermediate for its production. @bseof DDT for that purposeccurred in a clsed system
site-limited processand therefore posed no threat to human health or the environfret.
notification submitted by his party fulfilled the criteria in note (iii) of Annex B to the Convention.
Extension of the expiry date ftine production ad use of DDT for that purpose until 15 May 2024
should therefore be approved.

48. A number of other representatives praised the actions of parties in eliminating the need for
exemptions for lindane and PF@8d related chemicalSeveral representativesised questions

related tahe extension of the expiry date the production and use of DDT askbsedsystem
site-limited intermediate for dicofol, drawing attention to the decision of the Persistent Organic
Pollutants Review Committee that dicofol fukiitl the Annex D screening criteria.

49, In response to a questioegardingthe interpretation of paragraph 4 of Article 4 of the
Convention, the representative of the Secretar:i
is indicated in the Rester by a Party, or an extension is granted pursuant to paragraph 7, all

registrations of specific exemptions shall expire five years after the date of entry into force of this
Convention with r espeShdsaid toattle integpatiiniofcrel Coavention h e mi c ¢
was theprerogativeof the parties

50. Following the discussioa number of parties agreedrteeet informally to discusshether any
part of the draft decisioset out in document UNEP/POPRC/COP.7/4/Renight be considered
further inthe contact groupnthelisting of chemicals in the annexes to the Convention

(see sectt.1 below)

51.  Subsequently the Conference of the Parties addpésttaft decisiorset out indocument
UNEP/PORCOP.7/4/Rev.1pending confirmation from the contagtoup on budget matters thaty
activities contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed programme of
work and budget for the biennium 2G2®17 or that they would have no budgetary implications.

52. Decisin SG7/1, on exemptionsas adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is set the in
annex to the present report.

DDT

53. Introducing the sulitem, the President recalled that the Convention allowed as an acceptable
purpose the use of DDfbr disease vector control in accordarwithWHO recommendations and
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guidelines when locally safe, effective and affordable alternatives were not available. At the current
meeting, as at each of its meetings, the Conference of the Parties would evaluate the continued need
for DDT for disease&vector control. Continuing the introductiohgtrepresentative of the Secretariat
recalled that at its fifth meieg, in November 2014, the DDT experbgp had concluded that there

was a continued need for DDT for indoor residual spraying for diseat® geatrol where safe,

effective and affordable alternatives were locally unavailabiglining other DDFrelated activities,

he reported that the Secretariat, in consultation with WHO, had developed guidance on sound DDT
management practices and therpotion of alteratives to DDT. In additionJNEPhad developed, in
consultation with WHO, the DDT expertayp and the Secretariat, a road map for the development of
alternatives to DDTUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/6)t had also prepared a report on the acésitf the
Global Alliance for thalevelopment andeployment ofproducts, methods and strategies as
dternatives to DDT fodiseaserectorcontrol (UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/7WHO had also prepred a
report containing information on the continued need for D&Tdfsease vector control
(UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/8T.he Conference of the Partiasthe current meetingould alsoneed to
select two parties from each of the five regions to nominetemembers of the DD&xpertgroup to
serve fouryear terms beginningnol Septembe015.

54.  Drawing attention to its information nota the use of DDT and DDT alternatives in disease
vector control the representative of WHO said that the extraordinary progress achieved in malaria
control and prevention over the previous Eans had been the result of a remarkable increase in the
coverage of WHGQactivities in particularthe provision of insecticidereated bed nets and indoor
residual spraying of insecticides. Mosquito resistance to insecticides threatened the gains abthined
integrated vector management approaches involving targeted use of DDT and other insecticides
constituted a proven and affordable témlcombaing such resistance and should continue to be used
until the new alternative vector control tools andtegges being developed became affordable.

55. In the discussion that followed, most of the representatives who spoke expressed appreciation
to UNEP, WHO, the DDT expert group and the Secretariat for the information provided. There was
widespread support forerproposed road map for the development of alternatives to DBithwne

said would help catalgsaction to move away from DDT, as well as the draft decizieparedyy the
SecretariatOne representative, speaking on behalf of a group of tegreaidthat the road map

would not only help malariaffected countries to deal with malariadgrest resistance to pesticides

but also contribute to strengthieg country capacities to implement integrated vector management
approaches based on chemical aod-chemical alternatives to DDRnother representative, also
speaking on behalf of a group of countries, welcomed the focus in thenegadn the development

and deployment of nechemical alternatives to DDT.

56. A number of representatives suggested thaCthdference of th®arties facilitate

implementation of the road map to find alternatives to DDT, with one suggesting thatapad

activities be included in the programme of work and budget of the Stockholm Convention and calling
on WHO to contribute to thimplementation of the roadapas well

57.  One representativepeaking on behalf of a group of countrigsid that while the group
supported the draft decision the Secretatatuldgive further consideration to the great potential of
integrated vector anagement and biological control methods in combating makemi@her
representativeaid that since 2000 his country had implemented a successful integrated vector
management programmedombatmdaria without the use of DDT and hataredts experiene with
other countries.

58. One representativerged WHO to assess the negative health impacts of DDT. A number of
representatives said that past DDT use had led to environmental pollution in their counttiediand
was important to find alternatives tdD for combaing vectorborne diseases.

59.  While there was widespread agreement that suitable alternatives to DDT should be developed
and deployed to enable countriesrioveaway from DDTuse several representatives, including one
speaking on behalf of a@up of coutries welcomed the recognition in the draft decision that
countriesmight need to use DDT in specific cases for dis@aséorcontrol when safe, effective and
affordable alternativesere unavailable, with oreso welcoming the recognitiohatassistance

should be provided to countries in such cases to ensure the judicious use @ BDiiber of
representativesaid that their countries had made progress in combating seamtioe diseases thanks

to the targetd use of DDT, with onalsodesribinghi s count r y 6s edfaltematites t o
to DDT.

60.  The representative of WHO said that WHO was committed to supporting the development of
DDT alternatives, including through the proposed road map, which she said included activities that
were part of the routine work of WHO or were already planned, as well as to promoting and protecting
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the health of all peoples through veebmrne disease control and the safe and judicious use of
insecticides, including DDT, until suitable alternatives warailable.

61. Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties adopted the draft decision set out in
documentUNEP/POPS/COP.7/®ending confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that
any activities contemplated by the decisi@ad been ten into account in the proposed programme of
work and budget for the biennium 262817 or that theywould have no budgetary implicatioaad

on the understanding that the names of the parties to be invited to serve in the DDT expert group
would be addetb the decisiomncethey had been selected.

62. Decisbn SG-7/2, on DDT, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is settbatimnex
to the present report.

63. In accordance witthedecision, the following experts were nominated to serve as members of
theDDT expert groupwith terms to run fronl Septembe2015 to 31 August 2019by the parties
listed in the annex to the decision:

From African States: Ms. Aicha Aloisia Iningoue Vendryd&abon)
Ms. Salome Margaret Molef&outh Africa)
FromAsian-Pacific States: Mr. N. S. Dharmshaktu (India)
[To be nominatdd Pakistai
From Central and Eastern European Stateddr. Artak KhachatryarfArmenia)
Ms. Biljana Antonijevic (Serbig
From Latin American and Caribbean State$To be nominatef(Brazi)
Ms. Elena Ogusuk(Peru)
From Western European and other States: [To be nominatdd

64. By the close of the current meetirige Western European and other Stagesup had not
identified parties to nomina&xpers toserve a members athe DDT expert groupl hose

nominations would be commicated to the Secretariat, through Bureau membershemzk to the
partiessubsequent tthe close of the current meetiig.addition, Pakistan and Brazil had not yet
nominated expert®tserve as members of the expert gratifhe close of the current mettinther
nominations wouldhereforebe communicated to the Secretariat and thence to the parties following
the close of the current meeting

Polychlorinated biphenyls

65. Introducingthe subitem, the representative of the Secretaiégalled thaat its sixth meeting

the Conference of the Parties had decided to undertake at its seventh meeting a nerogvess

towards the elimination of polychlorinated biphenyls in accordandd waragrapith) of partll of

AnnexA to the Convention. As requested, the Secretariat had compiled information relevant to PCBs
reported by parties under Articls of the Convention, concluding that it was insufficient to serve as a
basis for the evaltimn of progressin addition, UNEP, as leader of the PCBs Elimination Network

and in consultation witthe Secretariat andtidet wor k6 s advi sory commi tt ece
preliminary assessment of efforts to eliminate PCBs based on additional informeatictuding that

while some progress had been magteater efforts were needed to eliminate PCB use in equipment

by 2025 and ensure the sound management of PCB waste by 2028. The fifth meeting of the Network
advisory committedad takerplace in Novembe2014, andthe o mmi t t eeds concl usi @
recommendations were before the Conference of the Partiegpreliminary assessment prepared by

UNEP wasset outin documentJNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/9

66. Following the above introduction, the representative of UNERiged additional information

on the activities of the PCBs Elimination Network and its use of funds. She noted tNatweork
currently had no remaining funds, and on behalf of UNE®invited the Conference of tharfes to
consider establishing @snd, solid basis for the operation of the Network by including its activities in
the Conventionprogranme of work and budgesubject to availabl&unding,to facilitate joint

fundraising and continued coordination of the PeEted activities.

67. In the esuing discussion, general appreciation was expressed for the preliminary assessment
prepared by UNERndthe work of theP?CBs Elimination Network Most of those who spoke also

took the opportunity to descr i bemanyacknowledging nt r i e
the need for enhanced efforts if the 2025 and 2028 taiaqye®CBs were to be met. In thatgard,

there was general support for theft decision, although one representative speaking on behalf of a
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group of countries proposed a oga in wording aimed at supporting enhanced efftmtaddition,
many representatives from developing countsigisl thafgreatertechnical and financial assistance
were needed the elimination and management targets were to be met.

68. Following the disassion the Conference of the Parties requested the Secretariat to prepare for
its consideration a revised version of the draft decision set out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/6,
taking into account the discussions iermry.

69.  Subsequently the Conference of tRarties adopted theviseddraft decision prepared by the
Secretariatpending confirmation from the contact group on budget mattersulyadctivities
contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed programme of work and
budge for the biennium 20162017 or that they would have no budgetary implications.

70. Decisin SG7/3, on polychlorinated biphenyls, as adopted by the Conference &fatties, is
set out itheannex to the present report.

Brominated diphenyl ethers and pe&fluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane
sulfonyl fluoride

71. Introducing the sulitem, the President said that the Conference of the Parties would consider a
revised draft format for the submission of information for the evaluation arelwefbrominated
diphenyl etherpursuant to paragraph 2 of parts IV and V of Annex A to the Stockholm Convention
In accordance witpararaph2 of parts IV and V of Annex Athe first evaluatiof the continued

need forthe specific exemptions for tkesubstancewok place athe sixth meetingf the Conference
of the Parties and the nexbuld take place at the eighth meetingiccordancevith the process
adopted byhe Conference of the Parties in its decis$@i6/3. At the current meetinthe Conference

of the Parties wasxpected to adopt a revisedftrformat for the submission of information for the
evaluation and review dfrominated diphenyl ethers would also consider under the item the
evaluation of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF pursugraitmraphss and 6 of part Il of Annex B, which
was to take place at the current meeting and every four yeaesfter, in accordance with the process
adopted irdecisionSG-6/4. The Conference of the Parties waspected at the current meeting to
evaluate whether parties might need to continue to produce ardR@8§ its salts andPFOSHor the
acceptable purposes aimdaccordance witkthe specific exemptionBstedin Annex B to the

Convention.

Brominated diphenyl ethers

72.  The representative dfi¢ Secretariat recalled thiataccordance witdecision S@/3the
Secretariat, in congaltion with a working group, had prepared a revised draft format for parties to use
in reportinginformation required for the evaluation and reviefithe continued eed for the

exemption for brominated diphenyl ethendich was before the Conference of the Parties for its
consideration at the current meetiBy decision S&/7 the Conference of the Parties had decided
thatin reportingparties should include inforrtian on their experience in implementing the
recommendations of tHeersistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee on brominated diphenyl
ethers.

73. In the ensuing discussioseveral representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group
of countriestook note of the report by the Secretariat on progress made and challenges encountered
by parties in implementing the recommendations on the elimination of brominated diphenyl ethers
from the waste stream and expressed general support for the actiorseprbpahe Secretariat and

the proposed revised format for parties to use in reporting information required for the evaluation and
review of the continued need for the exemptiontfrominated diphenyl etherSpecific suggestions

were offered for furtherefinement of the format, including proposals for simplifying, clarifying and
focusing the type of information to be submitted.

74. A number ofrepresentativesaid that there wasreeed for technical assistancefacilitate the
developnent ofthe laboratorycapacity needed to distinguish amdgminated diphenyl ethetkat

were contained in various products. In response to a question, the representative of the Seaicktariat
thattherevised draft format was designedei@it informationonly onchemicas listed in the

Stockholm Convention.

75. Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties requested the Secretariat to prepare for
its consideration a revised version of the draft decjsmauding a revised formaset out in
document UNEP/POPS/CGO#7, taking into account the discussions ienalry.

76.  Subsequently the Conference of the Parties adoptead\iseddraft decision prepared by the
Secretarigtpending confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that any activities
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contemplated ypthe decision had been taken into account in the proposed programme of work and
budget for the biennium 2018017 or that they would have no budgetary implications.

77.  DecisionSG7/4, onarevised format for the submission of information for the evaluatiuh
review of brominated diphenyl ethers pursuant to paragraph 2 of parts IV and V of Annex A to the
Stockholm Conventigras adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is set theannex to the
present report

Perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its alts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride

78.  Setting the stage for the discussions, the President outlined four categories of information,
listed inparagraph 5 of part Il of Annex B to the Convention, to be taken into accotimé by
Conference of the Pagtin evaluating the continued need for the various acceptable purposes and
specific exemptions for PFOS, its salts and PFOSF, including information provided in reports
submitted by parties under Article 15 of the Conventinrprogress made to elimind@eOS, its salts

and PFOSFinformation on the production and use of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF; information on the
availability, suitability and implementation of alternatives to thensicals; and information on

progress in biding the capacity of countrseto make a safe transition to reliance on such alternatives.
She noted too that th@onferencef the Partiesit the current meeting would also consider the
recommendations of the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee in its decision-PURPRC
regarding measures to ensure that articles containing PFOS, its salts and PFOSF could be easily
identified by labelling or other means throughout their life cycles, as well as a standard schedule for
the evaluation. The representative of the Secretariatligted the documents before the Conference

of the Parties in respect of the sitdm.

79. In the ensuing discussion, representatives took note of the reports prepared by the Secretariat
and expressed general support for the actions proposed, includingahdezhscheduli®r the

process for the evaluation of the continued need for certain acceptable purposes. Suggestions were also
made regarding issues that could be explored in more detail if a contact group was established.

80. Several representatives, incladione speaking on behalf of a group of countdalied for a
reduction inthe number of specific exemptions for PFOS, its salts and PRO&Falso said that the
parties should consider replacisgme of the acceptable purposes for PR@B time-limited specific
exemptions. The process for evaluating the continued need for PFOS should reflect the information
reported byparties as shown in the documents prephbiby the Secretariat. One of 8@

representatives, speaking on behalf of a group of cesnsaidhat the @nference othe Rarties
shouldeliminateacceptable purposes that invadwbe direct release of BFS into the environment
Another, also speaking on behalf of a group of countsi@sglthat as there were no longer any parties
registeing for the production and use of PFOS @e@dance with aumber ofspecific exemptions,

no new registrations should be allowed with regard tedhspecific exemptions.

81. A number ofrepresentatives, each speaking on behalfgrbap of countriessaidthatthe use
of PFOS, its salts and PFOSF should be eliminated. In the meapértiesusing the substancésr
acceptable purposes should be encourégémke measures to ensure that stocks and articles
containing then were easily identifible throughabeling or other means throughout their life cycles.
One representative@idthat theinformation provided by the BAAndBEP guidance on PFO&as
useful for thePFOSevaluation process pursuant to gaeghs 5 and 6 of part Il ofex B and
suggestedhiat the PFOS BABNdBEP expertshe involved in the evaluation process. Similatihe
information received fromarties on PFOS alternatives wasfuséor the further developmenif the
BAT andBEP guidelines and would help to avoid duplication of thekwo

82. One representative, speaking omdléof a group of countries, sdidat endng the usef
PFOS in certain opeapplications, such as firefighting foams, should be contingent on thalziliil
of alternatives. To thand, his region called forraore aggressive schedule for developing and
deploying alternatives for the control of two species of-tedfing ants so that the usep#rsistent
organic pollutants for thagurpose could be curtailed.

83.  One representativeaid that his Governement hade&/edinformation from the petroleum
industry regarding theeed formaterials and mechanisms containing PFOS, which in some respects
appeaedto contradict informatio provided by otherarties and the Persistent Organic Pollutants
Review Committee.

84.  Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties agreed that the contact group on listing
chemicals in the annexes to the Convention (seeBédbelow) would consider the matter further.

Taking into account the discussions in plenary, the group vemdl to prepare a draft decision for the
consideration of the Conference, taking as its starting point the draft decision in document
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/8.

13
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85.  Subsequently, thedbferenceof the Parties considered a revised draft decision prepared by the
contactgroup Following furtherinformal consultationsthe Conference of the Parties adopted the
draft decisiorprepared by the contact groupaaally amended

86. Decisim SG7/5, on the @aluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and
perfluorooctanedfonyl fluoride pursuant to paragraphs 5 and 6 of part Il of Annex B to the
Convention, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is setloeiaimex to the present report

Evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under paragraph 2o of Article 3

87. Introducing the sulitem, the President recalled that at its third, fourth, fifth and sixth meetings
the Conference of the Parties had evaluated the continued need for the procedure set out in paragraph
2 (b) of Article 3 of the Conventigrwhich concerned the exports of chemicals listed in Annex A or B

to the Convention, with permitted uses, to Stata party to tle Convention It would do so again at

the current meeting, taking into account a report on the subject prepared by theiSecreta
(UNEP/POPS/COP.7/10).

88.  Continuing the introduction, the representative of the Secretariat explained the genesis of the
report that it had prepared, recalling that at its sixth meeting the Conference of the Parties had in
decision S@&/5 concluded thahe information that had been gathered to date on the experience of
using the procedure under paragraph 2 (b) of Article 3 was insufficient as a basis for an evaluation of
the continued need for the procedure. It had accordingly requested the Secoepaeipate for
consideration at its seventh meeting a report on the continued need for the procedure based on party
reports submitted pursuant to Article 15, certifications received by exporting parties pursuant to
paragraph 2 (b) (iii) of Article 3 and athrelevant information.

89. In the ensuing discussion, one representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, noted
that because the provision had not yet been used for tlebdemcals most recentlisted in the

annexes to the Convention, thffectiveness othe procedure set out in paragraph 2 (b) of Article 3

could not beassessedtthe currentime. Thenext round ofeportingpursuant to Article 15, which

would include information omost receny listed chemicals howeverwould allow for a informed

evaluation of theffectiveness ofhe procedure at the nintheeting of theConference othe Parties

90. Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties adopted the draft decision set out in
documentUNEP/POPS/COP.7/1(@ending confirmatin from the contact group on budget matters
that any activities contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed
programme of work and budget for the biennium 2@0D4.7 or that they would have no budgetary
implications.

91. Decison SCG7/6, on evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under paragfaph 2
of Article 3, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is setthetannex to the present report.

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from unintentional prodtion

92. Under the sulitem the Conference of the Parties discussed the Toolkit for Identification and
Quantification of Releases of Dioxins, Furans and Other Unintentional Persistent Organic Pollutants
and guidelinesind guidancen best available techniquasd best environmental practices.

Toolkit for Identification and Quantification of Releases of Dioxins, Furans and Other
Unintentional Persistent Organic Pollutants

93. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretariat recalled that by de&$36/9

the Conference of the Parties had requested the Toolkit experepare a preliminary analysis of the
information on unintentional releases of persistent organic pollutgrastee by parties under

Article 15, in view of the evaluation of theffectiveness of the Convention and according to the
timelines indicated in the effectiveness evaluation frame{WREP/POPS/COP.6/27/Add.1/Rev.1,
annex). The Secretariat had accordirmiganized the eighth Toolkit expert meeting in November
2014 in cooperation with UNEP, at which the experts had developed a methodology and workplan for
preparing the preliminary analysis requested by the Conference of the Hdmtidolkit experthiad
alsoacknowledged that the listing of nekemicalsn Annexes A o B and/or in Annex C to the
Conventiorwould trigger the need to further updatedevelopguidance to support parties in
implementing new obligationg.he conclusions and recommendations of the Toolkit experts at their
eighth meeting were before the Cerdnce of the Parties for its consideration at the current meeting
(UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/19)

94. In the ensuing discussion one representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries,
expressed appreciation for the work of Treolkit and BAT and BERXxperst, as well as support for
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the conclusions and recommendations made by the experts following their joint meeting in November
2014. The recommendation that experts should continue to be involved in future work was welcomed.

95. Following the discussion the Conémce of the Parties adopted the draft decision set out in
documentUNEP/POPS/COP.7/1pending confirmation from the contact group on budget matters
thatany activities contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed
programme ofvork and budgefor the bienniun2016 2017 or that they would have no budgetary
implications

96. Decidon SG7/7, on the Toolkit for Identification and Quantification of Releases of Dioxins,
Furans and Other Unintentional Persistent Organic Pollutants, pgeddyy the Conference of the
Parties, is set out ithe annex to the present report.

Guidelinesand guidanceon best available techniques and best environmental practices

97.  The representative of the Secretaiéitoduced the sufiem, outliningthe acivities of the
Secretariat in response to decision&C0, as described in the note by the Secretariat
(UNEP/POPS/COP.7/14).

98. Inthe ensuing discussion, several representatives expressed appreciation for the work of the
BAT andBEP expers, which they saidhad provided valuable information that would assist parties in
the control ofreleases opersistent organic pollutants. One representative, speaking on behalf of a
group of countries, said that the draft guidance docuneemBAT andBEP for the use of FOS and

for the recycling and waste disposal of articles contaipoigbrominated diphenyl ethestiould be

made consistent with work under the Basel Convention, in particular the technical guidelines on
persistent organic pollutant wastes, and with Aet& of the Stockholm Convention. One
representativentroduced a conference room paper suggesting some changes to the draft decision set
out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/14, specificallprovidethat the draft decision should include

the workplan and mheline established by the expeaihd that the workplan should be extended to
encourage broader participation and commbpipartiesand observers. Several representatives
expressed broad support for tift decisiorin the conference room paper.

99. Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties requested the Secretariat to prepare for
its consideration a revised version of the draft decision set out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/14,
taking into account the discussions in plenary and the confereogegapein consultation with

interested parties

100. Subsequently the Conference of the Parties adoptedvlseddraft decision prepared by the
Secretariatpending confirmation from the contact group on budget matteranlyadctivities
contemplated bthe decision had been taken into account in the proposed programme of work and
budget for the biennium 2018017 or that they would have no budgetary implications

101. Decision SC7/8, onguidelines on best available techniques and provisional guidance on best
environmental practiceas adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is set thednnex to the
present report.

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes

102. The discussion summarized in the present sectiomeasures to reduce or eliraie releases
from wastegagenda itend (c)), took place duringpint sessions of thewvelfth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention ansetrenthmeeting of the Conference of the
Parties to the Stockholm Convention. Paragrdfl®115below are replicated in the report of the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on the worktakifth meeting
(UNEP/CHW.12/27, paragraph30i 82.

103. The President introduced the sitdms, noting that the parties would discuss tedinic
guidelines on persistent organic pollutant wastes, on the agenda of the meetingafférence of
the Parties to the Basel Convention, together with measures to reduce or eliminate releases of
persistent organic pollutants from wastes, on the ageiite meeting of th€onference of the
Parties to the Stockholm Convention.

Basel Convention technical guidelines on persistent organic pollutant wastes

104. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretariat recalled decisiehlBLof the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, on work on technical guidelines and other matters
pertaining to persistent organic pollutants. Pursuant to the decision, the small intersessional working
group established under decision OEWY/ had contiued its work under the leadership of Canada,
producing revised drafts of the various technical guidelines on persistent organic polagtesor

review by the Opemnded Working Group at its ninth meeting and the Conference of the Parties at its
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twelfth meeting. He noted that owing to unavoidable circumstances the draft technical guidelines on
the environmentally sound management of wastes consisting of, containing or contaminated with
persistent organic pollutant pesticides were available in Englilsh lm accordance with decision
OEWG-9/3, however, the draft guidelines had been circulated for comment and subsequently revised,
and the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention might therefore wish to adopt them at the
current meeting.

105. The repesentative of Canada then outlined the work of the small intersessional working group
on the development and updating of the technical guidelines, drawing attention to the proposed draft
decision on the matter contained in document UNEP/CHW.12/5. Theafjgeehnical guidelines
developed by the working group were intended for use in tandem with the guidelines for individual
chemicals, and efforts had been made to reduce duplication of information between the documents.

106. Inthe ensuing discussion, a numbérepresentatives congratulated the lead countries and
organizations of the small intersessional working group for their work in producing the technical
guidelines, which had proved to be a positive example of synergistic collaboration between the Basel
and Stockholm conventions. Some representatives said that the guidelines would be of particular use
to developing countries as they developed methodologies for dealing with wastes containing persistent
organic pollutants and further developed their naigmplementation plans under the Stockholm
Convention. Several representatives drew attention to the importance of environmentally sound
management and of the definition of low persistent organic pollutant content of wastes, as referred to
in paragraph 1d) (ii) of Article 6 of the Stockholm Convention. Some representatives said that
consideration of human health and the environment, and the safety of workers, should be given high
priority in further work on the guidelines. One representative said thatnder of other guidelines

under the Basel Convention, for example the technical guidelines on incineration on land, were out of
date and should be revised accordingly. Several representatives expressed the desire to discuss the
draft guidelines further ia contact group, with one also proposing an amendment to the draft decision
in document UNEP/CHW.12/5 to provide for the participation of Stockholm Convention experts in the
work on the guidelines under the Basel Convention.

107. Following the discussion théonference of the Parties to the Basel Convention established a
contact groupunder the Basel Conventiam technical matters echaired by Mr. Prakash Kowlesser
(Mauritius) and Ms. Magda Gosk (Poland). With regard to the presesitesnpthe contact grquwas

to develop revised versions of the technical guidelines and a draft decision, using as a starting point
the draft decision in document UNEP/CHW.12/5 and taking into axtdbe discussions in plenary.

108. The Conference of the Parties to the Basel Caimesubsequently adopted the draft decision
prepared by theontact groupas orally revised to correct minor editorgtors

109. DecisionBC-12/3, on technical guidelines for the environmentalbyind management of
wastes consisting of, containing@rntaminated with persistent organic pollutants, as adopted by the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, is set theamnex tathereportof the twelfth
meeting of the Conference of the Parti@she Basel Conventiog NEP/CHW.12/27)

Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes under the Stockholm Convention

110. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretariat recalled decisieBi&Con
measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes. By that decision ther@endé the Parties to

the Stockholm Convention had invited the appropriate bodies of the Basel Convention, with regard to
hexabromocyclododecane, a chemical newly listed in Annex A to the Stockholm Convention, to set
levels of destruction and irreversgifransformation necessary to prevent waste from exhibiting the
characteristics of persistent organic pollutants specified in paragyrapAnnexD to the Stockholm
Convention; to identify methods constituting environmentally sound disposal and edtablish
concentration levels necessary for defining low persistent organic pollutant content in accordance with
paragraph 1d) (ii) of Article 6 of the Stockholm Convention; and to update and develop, as needed,
Basel Convention technical guidelines on wastessisting of, containing or contaminated with
persistent organic pollutants, with the involvement of experts working under the Stockholm
Convention; and had requested the Secretariat to continue to support parties to the Stockholm
Convention in their effrts to reduce and eliminate releases from stockpiles and wastes.

111. Following the adoption of decision S&211 a small intersessional working group under the

Basel Convention, as requested in decision1B¢3 of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention, and with the involvement of Stockholm Convention experts at the invitation of the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Conventi
persisternorganicpollutantrelated guidelines, and the Secretianad carried out a number of
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capacitybuilding and training activities on measures to reduce and eliminate releases from stockpiles
and wastes.

112. Inthe ensuing discussion one representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said
that he lookeddrward to the adoption of the technical guidelines, which he said would contribute to
the environmentally sound management of persistent organic pollutant wastes. He expressed support
for the adoption of the draft decision set out in document UNEP/POP S/GPproposing minor

changes. Another representative also suggested an amendment to the draft decision. Another
representative drew attention to the difficulties faced by developing countries in dealing with toxic
wastes, contaminated soils, obsoletedts and empty packaging.

113. Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention requested
the Secretariat to prepare a revised version of the draft decision set out in document
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/15, taking into account the disonssn plenary and including any chemicals

newly listed in the annexes to the Convention at the current meeting, as well as any new or updated
guidelines adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention at its twelfth meeting.

114. The Conferece of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention subsequently adbptddaft
decision set out in documedNEP/POPS/COP.7/15s orally amendedncludingto reflect the

listing of hexachlorobutadiene in Annex A to the Conventjmemtachlorophenol and isslts and

esters in AAnexA to the Conventiomnd polychlorinated naphthalenes in Annex A and Annex C to the
Convention

115. Decision SC7/9, on measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes, as adopted by the
Conference of the Parties to the Stockh@aomvention, is set out ithhe annexto the present report.

Implementation plans

116. Introducing the sulitem, the President said that at the current meeting the Conference of the
Parties was expected to welcome the new, revised and updated natioratémigition plans
submitted by parties since its last meeting and to take note of three revised draft guidance documents.

117. Continuing the introduction, the representative of the Secretariat provided information on the
number of parties that had to date sithked their original and updated national implementation plans

in accordance with Article 7 of the Convention, outlining the information in documents

UNEP/ POPS/ COP. 7/ 16 and UNEP/ POPS/ COP. 7/ 1 NF/ 24.
updating and revisioof the guidance documents on the development, review and updating of national
implementation plans to take into accountéhlevenchemicals added to the annexes to the

Convention in 2009, 2011 and 2013 and the comments of the appropriate bodiesasfehe B

Convention on the guidelines on preparing inventories of PFOS, its salts, PFOSF and polybrominated
diphenyl ethers, as well as its preparation, for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at the
current meeting pursuant to decision-6/Z2, ofrevised versions of the guidance on developing

national implementation plans (UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/25); the draft guidance on the inventory of
PFOS and related chemicals (UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/26); and the draft guidance on the inventory of
polybrominated dipenyl ethers (UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/27).

118. Inthe ensuing discussion, one representative introduced a conference room paper that
addressed the annex to tirft decision set out idocumentUUNEP/POPS/COP.7/16. She said the
guidance documents developed by Berretariat were a useful tool and acknowledged that countries

in the process of developing their national implementation plans had requested a wide range of such
guidance. Drawing attention to the process to review guidance docustentaidhatthe request for
comments from parties and observers should continue for those documents that had not yet been
reviewed and to inform new iterations of those already finaliwedddition,guidance for new

chemicals could be initiated and a decision on morergégaidance could be taken at the eighth
meetingof the Conferencef the Parties

119. All representatives whepokeexpressed appreciation to GEF, the Secretariat,
intergovernmental organizations and regional centres for assistance provided in devepmztiggu
and implementing their national implementation plans. Many also thanked the United Nations
Industrial Development Organization for technical assistance provided in dealing with stocks of
polychlorinated biphenyls. Appreciation walsoexpressed fothe training activities and webinars
organized by the Secretariat and in particular for the guidance documents thatarieashad found
very usefulin thedevelopment of their plans. The Secretariat was encouraged to dradute
guidance documentgemained simig and usefriendly.

120. Many representativagportedonthe development, updating and implementatiotheir
¢ o u n tfisstinaiand@ implementation plans. Most representatives stressed the need for technical and

17



UNEP/POPS/COP7/36

financial supportin particular in view of the difficulties faced by mapartiesin updatingtheir
national implementation plane reflectthe addition of the I.chemicals most recently added to the
Conventionand the expected addition of three further chemicals at the cameeting Many
representativedescribedlifficulties in implementing the plansvhich wereexacerbated by the need
to develop inventoriesf the 11 chemicals, which in some cases had delayedubenission otheir
plans.Financial assistance and technigadourcesvere likewise needed to enable parties to
implement the national implementation plans.

121. Severakepresentatives also noted other challemgéise updatingof national implementation
plans includingwith regard tasociceconomic assessments dhdcalculation of action plan costs for
specificchemicals.

122. One representative, speaking on behalf of a growpwihtries, suggested that thecBtariat
maintain on the Secretariat website and periodically upgtiateverview of national implementatio
plansset out in fhie annex to dcument UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/2hd te urgedall partiesto
complete and update their plaioting the need for assistance ged by many developing country
representatives, the addition of new chemicals to the Convanibthe facthatrelatively few
parties had met the deadline for twmpletionof their plans, one representative said thatdeadline
was not realistic anshouldbe reviewed.

123. Following the discussion the Conference of the Parties requested thtafatcte prepare for

its consideration a revised version of the draft decision set out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/186,
taking into account the discussions in plenary and the conference roomlpagutetition, the

Conference of the Parties agreed thatmézal and financial support for the preparation, updating and
implementation of national implementation plans was crucial and that that message would be
conveyed to the contact group discussing technical assistance and financial resources.

124. Subsequently #n Conference of the Parties adoptedréwseddraft decision prepared by the
Secretariatpending confirmation from the contact group on budget matteranlyadctivities
contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed progfavonkeand
budget for the biennium 2018017 or that they would have no budgetary implications

125. DecisionSC-7/10, on implementation plans, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is set
out intheannex to the present report.

E. Listing of chemicals in Annex A, B or C to the Convention

126. Introducingthe subitem, the President noted thiéie Conference of the Partie®uld discuss
recommendations by theersistent Organic Pollutants Revi@emmittee to list chemicals in the

annexes to the Conventiahe membership of th@ommittee cooperation between the Committee

and other scientific bodies, including the Rott
effective participation in the work of the Committee

127. Continuing themtrodudion, the repesentative of the Secretariat outlined the activities

undertaken by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee, which had held its ninth and tenth
meetings in October 2013 amttober2014, respectively, following which Ms. Estefania Moreira

(Brazil), interim Chair of the Committee, reportedthne C o m miotk ait ¢hesé meetings.

128. Ms. Moreirathanked the previous Chair of the Committee, Mr. Reiner Arndt, for chairing the
ninth meeting of the Committee and recalled thasatinth andtenth medhgs the Committee had
decided to recommend to the Conference of the Parties that it considerclidtirigated naphthalenes
andhexachlorobutadiena annexes A and C to the Cantion andpentachlorophenol and its salts

and esters innex A to the Cowention.She also noted th#te Committeavas preparing draft risk
profile for dicofol, a revised draft risk profile for sharhained chlorinated paraffina draft risk
management evaluation for decabromodiphenyl stirgd a revised version of theidance on
alternatives td®FOS its salts PFOS- and related chemicats consolidate pertinent informatidrom
other documents developed by the Committee and other solreeklition, he Committedad
completed its assessment of alternativaBROS its salts andPFOSHn accordance with paragraphs 5
and 6 of part Il of Annex B to the Convention, which the parties wooldider at the current
meeting.At its ninth meetingtihad adopted the approach to the evaluation of chemicals in accordance
with Annex E to the Convention set out in the annex to decision PE®PR@uidance on assessing

the impact otlimate change on its wodnd an approach the consideation ofclimate change
interactions with the chemicals proposed for listing in the anrtexis® ConventionShe voiced her
appreciation to those parties and obsexviat had assisted in the work undertaken in the
intersessional perio@mphasizinghat the information provided by parties and observers during the
review process was very imgantto the Committeé s  a b i dkdsdundscierecebased decisions.
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(a)

Recommendations by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee to list chemicals
in the annexes to the Convention

129. In the ensuingliscussion, general appreciation was exmad$sr the work of the Persistent
Organic Pollutants Review Committee, with most speakers welcoming its recommendations to list
chlorinated naphthalenes and hexachlorobutadiene in annexes A and C to the Convention and
pentachlorophenol and its salts anteesin Annex A. Several representatives, including one speaking
on behalf of a group of parties, said that those chemicals were already subjestitotiain

countries, and anotheaid that her Government was considering a ban on chlorinated napbshale
and hexachlorobutadien®nerepresentative, however, said thé country could not support the

listing of any of the chemicals before the Conference of the Partdibat it had not yet been
established that they met the criteria of having sigaift adverse effects on human health and the
environment.

130. Several representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group of parties, expressed
concern that many countries lackbeé capacity to carry out initial assessments, establish monitoring
medanisms and update their national implementation plans. To that end, they said, particular
emphasis must be placed on financial and technical assistance.

131. One representative suggested adding the genbam{€alAbstractServiceregistry umberto

the lising for chlorinated naphthalenes. She also called for the inclusion in the draft decision of text
thatclarified thatmonochlorinated naphthalenesre not included in the listin@nerepresentative
opposed the listing of chlorinated naphthalenes bedaltse c hemi cal s were stil
industrial sectar

132. Onerepresentative opposed the listing of pentachlorophenol and its salts anthesheise

they were effective fungicidal wood preservatives whose elimination would increase the ratel of wo
rot and, hence, the demand for timi&upported by another representativealso expressed concern
about the toxicity of some of the alternatives.

133. Several representatives expressed sugpplisting pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters
with specific exemptions to allow for the gradual phase of production and use in their countries
step with the development and introduction of viaditernatives

134. One representativieighlighted her country's approach to mitigating the risks of
pentachloophenol use for wood preservation, noting that her delegation would not hinder negotiations
based on the recommended decisisnother suggested that parties seeking exemptions should be
required to submit assessments demonstratingpdrachlorophenolral its salts and estelnad no
significant adverse impacts on human health.

135. Severarepresentatives, includirgnumberspeaking on behalf of groups afuntries said

that pentachlorophenahd its salts and estegkould be listed in AnneX without speific

exemptions. One representative, supported by another, said that his country was ready to assist others
in phasing out those chemicddg sharing experience and guidance in, among other things, alternative
timber treatmergtand the remediation of carhinated sites.

136. Following the discussion, the Conference of the Parties established a contact gichairexb
by Mr. Bjorn Hansen (European Union) and Navid Kapindula (Zambia), to revise for the
consideration of the Conference the three draft dewsim the listing of chlorinated naphthalenes,
hexachlorobutadiene and pentachlorophenol and its salts andsestentin documents
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/120, taking into account thdiscussiorin plenary.

Polychlorinated naphthalenes

137. Following the wak of the contact groupts co-chair introduced draft decision prepared by
the graup on listingpolychlorinated napthalen@s Annex Aand Annex Qo the ConventionOne
representativeasking that his statement be reflected in the present repwithat whilehis country
would not oppose the listing of polychlorinated napthalenes it was very condbatetiemicals
continued to be added to the Conventigthout a concomitant increase in the provision of technical
and financial assistance. Develogmdintries, he said, were required by the Convention to provide
such assistance, and if they continued in failing to do so then the parties iof itegduld be unable

to agree tahe addition of further chemicals to the Conventianotherrepresentatie said that his
delegation could not yet agree to the proposed draft decigiderating the point thatolychlorinated
naphthalenesrer e st i | | used i n hDuring alaten segsionytiie gatter ndu st r i
representative introduced a revisezision of the draft decision providing for a specific exemption.
The Conference of the Parties then adopted the draft deessiem revised
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138. Decisbn SG7/14, on the listing ofpolychlorinated naphtalenes, as adopted by the Conference
of the Parties, iset out intheannex to the present report.

(b) Hexachlorobutadiene

139. Following the work of the contact group t@enference of the Parties adopted tivaft
decisions prepared by the grotipe first of which provide for the listing ofhexachlorobutadienin
Annex A to the Convention, but not Annex C, and the second of which pddfaidthe Persistent
Organic Pollutants Review Committeefurther evaluate hexaclorobutadiene on the basis of newly
available information antb make a recommendation in réta to its listing in AnnexC for
consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting.

140. Decision SC7/12, on theisting of hexachlorobutadiernie Annex A and decision SC7/11, on
further considerationrohexachlorobutadiene, as adoplsdthe Conference of the Parties, astout
in theannex to the present report

141. Following the adoption of the decisioasiumber ofepresentatives noted that they had agreed
only reluctantly to the decision on further work on hexachlorobutadiene gstiginthe Persistent
Organic Pollutants Review Committee hattertakera robuskevaluation of the chemical and that
there was no need for its further evaluation in relation to Annex C. The decision, said one, set an
unfortunate precedent, and she strégsseher countryod6s view that the w
was not a continuation of the Annex F process and should be limited to the consideration of new
information. She also said that the time available for discussing technical matters dudmgehe
meeting had bedimited andasledthat the President and Secretariat take that into account in
planning the eighth meeting of the Conference of the Paftiextherrepreserdtive expressed
concernthat the failure to list hexacholorobutadienedimmex C would prevent the development of
BAT and BEP guidelines and other measures to help parties manage unintentional emissions.

(© Pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters

142. Followingthework of thecontact grougthe Conference of the Parties consatea draft

decision prepared by the groap the listing of pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters in Annex A
to the ConventionThe representative that had opposed ligtirgchemicalén Annex A reiterated his

c 0 u n toncerd elated to the recamndation bythe Persistent Organic Pollutants Review
Committeeto listthe chemicals, and tedluded to aelatedconference room papeseveral
representatives, includirgnumbeispeaking on behalf of groups of countries, expressed strong
support for tle work of the CommitteeOne representative reiterated the statement that he had made
during the discussion @lychlorinatednaphthalenes, saying thHadwas very concerned that
chemicals continued to be added to the Convention without a concomitaaseadén the provision of
technical and financial assistance.

143. Subsequentlyhe representativihat had opposeithe listing of pentachlophenol and its salts
and estesin Annex Ar ei t er at e doppbsitien He praposédringtéadat they be listeth
Annex B, with the use dfodium pentachlorophenate (CAS No: 342 and 2773%4-4 (as
monohydrate)as awood preservative in the production of medidemsity fibreboard and
impregnated particle boartts be designatedn acceptablpurposefor a minimum period of ten years.

144. One representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries and supported by others,
including one speaking on behalf of another group of countries, objected to the proposal for listing in
Annex B, saying that it should have bhemade during the lengthy contact group discussions rather
thanbe presented for the first time in plenary in the final momeifithe meeting.

145. One representative, supported by many others, including two speaking on behalf of groups of
countries, expresdalisappointment that all efforts to reach consensus on the listing of
pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters in Annex A to the Convention had been exhausted and
called for a vote on the issue in accordance with paragraph 3 of Article 21 of the Gmmvent

146. The Conference of the Partipsoceeded to voten whether to list pentachlorophenol and its
salts and esters in Annex A to the Convention, by show of h&ntlewing the tally of voteshe
President reported that 90 parties had voted in favoustofdi pentachlorophenol and its salts and
esters in Annex A to the Convention, two had voted against and eight had ab3tae€dnference
of the Partieshusadopted by vote the draft decision prepared by the contact grahge tisting of
pentachloropenol and its salts and estersAnnex A to the Convention.

147. Responding to queries following the vote, the representative of the Secretariat said that in
accordance with Article 23 of the Convention, each party had one vote and the votes of those parties
that belonged to a regional economic integration organization could only be counted orine; that
accordance with paragraph 3 of Article 21 of the Convergieoteto list new chemicals in the
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Convention annexes mysass with at leastthreefourths majoity of the parties present and voting;

that the proposal to amend the Convention tgksttachlorophenol and its salts and edtexsbeen
communicated to the parties by the Secretariat more than six months prior to the current meeting, as
required by pragraph 2 of Article 21 to the Convention; and that only duly accredited parties had been
counted intallying thevotes

148. Decisi;m SG7/13, on the listing of pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters, as adopted by
the Conference of the Parties, is sdtindheannex to the present report.

149. Following the adoption of the decision, several representatives expressed regret that the
Conference of the Parties heabortedo avote, with one saying that in the future the parties should

adopt their decisions byonsensus to ensure their collective ownership. One representative, asking that
his statement be reflected in the present report, said that his country had abstained from voting because
it strongly believed that the principle of consensus shgaoigrnall matters under the Convention. In
addition, it was his c o wnmcértnintyegardiogthenacisiamakingg at t h e
process of the Conference of the Parties and thafotieat the current meeting coudtkacerbate that
uncertainty andindermingfuture negotiationsAnotherrepresentative, also requesting that his

statement be reflected in the present report, said that his country had abstained from voting because the
number of parties present had not bkeown at the time ofoting, nmaking it impossible to know that

the requirednajorieshad beerachieved

Membership of the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committeecooperation between
the Committee and other scientific bodies and effective participation in the work of the
Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee

150. The representative of the Secretariat reported that at their ninth meeting the members of the
Committeg in accordance with decision 814, hadselected MsMoreira asnterim Chair of the
Committee, subjedb confirmation by the Conference of the Parties adtenthmeeting. In

addition, 17 new members of the Committebosedesignationsverealsosubject to confirmation by

the Conference of the Parties at its seventh medtadybegurheir termson 5May 2014, while the
remaining 14 members of the Committee wozddclude their termgn 4May 2016. At the current
meeting, therefore, the Conference of the Parties would need to decide whether to confirm the
positionsof Ms. Moreira and the 17 new membe@f the Committee. In addition, it would have to
decide which parties would be inviteddesignatel4 new members of the Committee for terms
running from 5May 2016to 4 May 2020

151. With regard to cooperation with other technical bodiesgported thattte Secetariat had
facilitated information sharing with the Opended Working Group of the Basel Convention and the
Chemical Review Committee of the Rotterdam Convention, including through the online dafabase
expertdfor the three conventions. The Coiittee had in addition held itinth and tenth meetings

back to back with the ninth and tenth meetings of the Chemical Review Committee, as wéllsas its
joint meeting wih the Chemical Review Committee October 2013The two ommittees planned to
hald their eleventh meetings back to back, andcthe mmi trelotion o dhe joint meeting had been
largely positive, with mostnembersn favour of holding further joint meetings on an occasional basis.
The two committees haalsoestablished a joint intsessional workingroupto prepare guidance to
assist partis to the Rotterdam Conventiaen a chemical listed in the Stockholm Convention was
being considered for listing in the Rotterdam Convention.

152. The representative of UNBRenoutlined work carrid out by UNEP and collaborating bodies
within the InterOrganization Programme for the Sound Management of Chemicals. One output had
been the 2012 report on the state of the science on endd@inpting chemicals. The report had

been welcomed by the UNEEGoverning Council at its twengeventh session, in 2013, at which the
Governing Council had requested the Executive Director to provide leadership, in partnership with
others, on endocrindisrupting chemicals and chemicals in products. The Persistgahio

Pollutants Review Committee, she said, might wish to give further consideration to the endocrine
disrupting effects of certain persistent organic pollutants.

153. In the ensuing discussion, all parties who took the floor thanked Ms. Moreira for hdeetixcel
chairing of the Committee and supported heelextion for a second term as Chair of the Committee,
with many also expressing support for the draft decision set out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/17.
There was general suppdot the confirmation of thenembers nominated to the Committee. The
representative of the European Union reporteditivaduld submita proposal to lisperfluorooctanoic
acidin Annex A to the Convention andvited all partiesto propose the listing athemicals in the

annexes tohe Convention.
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154. Appreciation was also expressed for the feedback on the experience in organizitm back

back meetings of the Committee and the Chemical Review Committee of the Rotterdam Convention.
One representative urged that it should not, howeegsultrin meetings of a shorter duration that

would affect the time available for discussion or result in too many contact groups running in parallel.

155. Acknowledging the need for information from parties and observers to support the work of the
Committee irthe time between meetings of the Committee, the parties agreed to include a paragraph
to that effect in the draft decision.

156. The Conference of the Parties adopted the draft decision set out in document
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/17, as orally amentiedeflect the tscussion in plenargind to confirm

Ms. Moreira as President of the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee and to include the
names of nominated new members of the Committee

157. Decidon SG7/15, onthe operation of the Persistent Organic Pollut®egiew Committee, as
adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is set dbesmnnex to the present report.

158. In accordance witthedecision, the following experts were nominated to serve as members of
the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committéil, terms to run from 5 May 2016 to 4 May
2020, by the parties listed in the annex to the decision:

From African States: Ms. Caroline Wama(Kenya)
Mr. Adama Tolofoudye (Mali)
Mr. Thabile Ndlovu (Swaziland)
Mr. Youssef Zidi (Twisia)

From Asia-Pacific States: Mr. Hu Jianxin (China)
Mr. Agus HaryondIndonesia)
Mr. Mineo Takatsuki (Japan)
[To benominated (Nepal)

From Central and Eastern European StatesVls. Anna Graczyk (Poland)

From Latin Americarand Caribbean States: Ms. Estefania Moreir@Brazil)
Ms. Helen Jacob (Jamaica)

From Western European and other States: Ms. Sarah Maillerfer (Switzerland)
Mr. Martien Janssen (Netherlands)
Ms. Katinka Van Der Jagt (Luxembourg)

159. As indicated in the decision, it was agreed tHapalwould hominateanexpert to serve a&
member of the Committee. By the close of the current meeting, however, thaamhriot yet

nominated thtexpert. TheConference of the Parties accordingly agread titienomination wouldoe
communicated to the Secretariat and thence to the parties following the close of the current meeting

Technical assistance

160. The discussion summarized in the present sectioteadmical assistae (agenda itend (f)),

took dace duringoint sessions of thawelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention, theseventimeeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention and the
seventhmeeting of the Conference of the Parties to thek$tolm Convention. Paragraph61i 168

and 172186below are replicated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention on the work of ittsvelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27paragraph437 144and

148161, and in the report of the Cfamence of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention owadinie

of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7y2daragraph438 145 and 140162

161. The parties discussed the delivery of technical assistance and cédqeldilyg under the three
conventions, thBasel and Stockholm convention regional centres and implementation of decision
V/32 of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, on enlargement of the scope of the
Trust Fund to Assist Developing and Other Countries in Need of Technicalakesish the
Implementation of the Basel Convention to assist developing countries and countries with economies
in transition in cases of emergencies caused by transboundary movements of hazardous wastes and
other wastes and their disposal. Setting theestaigthe discussions, the President observed that the
timely delivery of technical assistance, in which the Basel and Stockholm convention regional centres
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played a key role, was essential to the successful implementation of the conventions and was one of
the subjects that benefited most from being considered jointly for the three conventions, as many
capacitybuilding activities for one convention yielded benefits and synergistic effects for the others.

Technical assistance

162. Introducing the sulitem;the r epr esent ati ve of the Secretar
common technical assistance and capéuwityding programme for the three conventions, outlining the
information provided in document UNEP/CHW.12/UBIEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/13
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/13.iled at increasing effectiveness by avoiding duplication, it built on the
previous individual programmes of the three conventions and had four main components: tools and
methodologies; capacHyuilding and training; partnerships; and regional centresegidnal

delivery. She then outlined a number of information documents on the technical assistance needs of
developing country parties and the assistance available from developed countries, on guidance on
technical assistance and technology transfer uh@eBtockholm Convention and on past and planned
technical assistance, training and capabitilding activities of the Secretariat of the Basel, Rotterdam
and Stockholm conventions.

163. Inthe ensuing discussiomany representatives, including one speakimdppehalf of a group

of countries, welcomed the activities carried out by the Secretariat and its development of a joint
approach to technical assistance, which a number of representatives said was an area where the
benefits of increased synergies betwdenthree conventions were evident. They also said that

technical and financial assistance were essential to the implementation of the three conventions by
developing country parties. One representative urged greater attention to activities regarding

techndogy transfer, which he said was as important as technical assistance and daplaityg but

was not addressed in the documents prepared by the Secretariat. Another representative said that there
was a need to discuss what the concepts of technicalaags and capacityilding actually meant.

164. One representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries suggested that in order to make
the best use of available resources, technical assistance should focus on those activities that had the
highest imacts. Thus, webinars and other eeBective options should be preferred to workshops,
although orsite workplace training sessions could also deliver positive and sustainable results. She
welcomed the development by the Secretariat of the databaserwetieof parties in

implementation of the conventions, while querying its cost and the possibility of finding more
effective and efficient ways of gathering such information. Another representative said that the
technical assistance programme should béstec and take into account the roles of all relevant

actors, including parties, United Nations partners, the Basel and Stockholm conventions regional
centres, the private sector, financial institutions and the Secretariat, in the delivery of technical
assistance.

165. Several developing country party representatives described the specific technical and financial
assistance needs of their countries. Several others expressed appreciation to the Secretariat, the Basel
and Stockholm convention regional centig@nors and other partners for the assistance already

received by developing country parties and parties with economies in transition. One representative
said that her country had in 2005 developed a database to facilitate the exchange of monitoring data on
persistent organic pollutants in East Asia and had since 2011 continued to hold annual training
workshops for laboratory personnel to build monitoring capacities in the region.

166. A number of representatives made suggestions regarding areas in which texdaistance

should be provided. One suggested that under the Stockholm Convention priority be given to activities
regarding chemicals newly listed in the annexes to the Convention, including the development of
inventories, the assessment of sestmnomicand cultural impacts and the links between persistent
organic pollutants and climate change, and the building of synergies with other chetaitszl

conventions. Another urged a focus on the sustainable transfer of PCB destruction technologies to deal
with existing PCB stockpiles.

167. One representative said that parties lacking experience with notifications under the prior

informed consent procedure of the Basel Convention should receive technical support, suggesting the
establishment of an electronic ptatfn to facilitate information exchange and reduce costs. Another
suggested that workshop materials be disseminated through the Secretariat website as soon as possible
in order to increase the impact of workshops and that further data should be providedioman

health impacts of chemicals to persuade policymakers to take action.

168. Following the discussion, the conferences of the parties agreed that the joint contact group on
financial resources and technical assistastablished as described in secti&8 belowshould
consider the suliem further.

23



UNEP/POPS/COP7/36

24

169. Subsequently the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention adopted, pending
confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that any activities contemplated by the decision
had been takemio account in the proposed programme of work and budget for the biennium
20162017 or that they would have no budgetary implicatitims draft decisioon technical
assistancerepared by the contact group.

170. DecisionSC-7/16, ontechnical assistancas @opted by the Conference of the Partisset
out intheannex to the present report.

171. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions adopted
decisionon technical assistance. Decisions-B29 and RCG7/8, as adopted bthe conferences of the
parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions, respectively, are seth@arnnex to the report of

the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on the work of its twelfth meeting
(UNEP/CHW.12/27) and itheannex to tk report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam
Convention on the work of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), respectively.

Implementation of decision V/32of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention

172. Regarding implemeation of decision V/32the representative of the Secretarggorted that

as requested in the decision the Secretariat had continued to strengthen cooperation with the joint
UNEP/Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA) environment, wmganizing five
webinars in English, French, Russian and Spanish to raise awareness of the support available in
emergencies; and, as requested, was proposingi@mdment to section IV of partdf the Interim
Guidelines to provide for the UNEP/OCHA eromment unit to become involved earlier in the
process of providing emergency assistance. The Secretariat had also been asked in the decision to
consider whether there was a need for changes to part 3loteéhien Guidelines on the

implementation of desion V/32} under which the Secretariat was among other things to advise and
assist in the preparation and submission of proposals for projects to be implemented by parties
requesting assistance. No project proposals had been submitted to date, howether Sacretariat

was accordingly proposing no changes to part 3 beyond an amendment to provide for consultation
with the UNEP/OCHA joint environment unit. Further information was provided in document
UNEP/CHW.12/14.

173. Intheensuing discussioone represeative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said

that the action proposed the report by the Secretariat on the implementation of decision V/32
(UNEP/CHW.12/14Y el | signi ficantly short of what was n
emergencies was consistent with its resources and expertise. The Secretariat, she said, should play an
advisory role and leave eghe-ground action to specialized agencies, and emergatated activities

should be included in the technical assistancerprome to help build the capacity of countries to

prevent and respond to emergencies. She also noted that because no requests for emergency assistanc
had yet been submitted, the resources provided by a limited number of parties had not been utilized.

174. Another representative said that decision V/32 had been the result of a compromise between
donors and those who preferred #stablishment of a compensation fund to support developing
countries during emergencies and, supported by another representatitieatsaiceserve for

emergencies should be maintained in the trust fund. He also argued that it was necessary to improve
the mechanisms through which countries could access those reserves, saying that the experience of
Cite dobél voire i nnsatdfaatary. r egar d had been wu

175. Following the discussion, the conferences of the parties agreed that the joint contact group on
financial resources and technical assistastablished as described in sectia Belowshould
consider the suliem further.

176. Subsequently #n Conference of the Parties to BaselConventionadopted, pending

confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that any activities contemplated by the decision
had been taken into account in the proposed programme of work and budget fontingnbie

2016 2017 or that they would have no budgetary implicatitims draft decision othe

implementation of decision V/32 on the enlargement of the scope of the Trust Fund to Assist
Developing and Other Countries in Need of Technical Assistance imgiiementation of the Basel
Conventionprepared by the contact group

177. DecisionBC-12/11, ontheimplementation of decision V/32 on the enlargement of the scope
of the Trust Fund to Assist Developing and Other Countries in Need of Technical Assistamce in th

1 UNEP/CHW.6/40, decision VI/14, appendix.
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Implementation of the Basel Conventj@s adopted by the Conference of the Pattigbe Basel
Conventionis set out intheannex to the repodf the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention on the work of its twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27

Regional centres

178. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretdrighlighted activitiesindertaken

by the Secretariat to strengthesgionalcentres in response to the decisions adopted by the

conferences of the parties to the Basad Stockholm conventions at their eleventh and sixth

meetings, respectively, including two joint meetings of the directors of the Basel and Stockholm
convention regional centres, at which a representative of the Global Environment Facility (GEF) had
proided i nformation on GEF funding available to
performance during 2012014. Further information on regional centres was provided in documents
UNEP/CHW.12/12, UNEP/POPS/COP.7/11, UNEP/CHW.12/INFUNEP/POPS/COR/INF/13

and UNEP/CHW.12/INF/2QUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/14.

179. Inthe ensuing discussipthere was general agreement regarding the importance of regional
and subregional centres for capadityilding, technical assistance, information exchange and other
activities that assist parties in implementing the three conventions in a synergistic manner. A number
of representatives described how particular centres had worked with their Governments and other
actors on relevant activities and thanked donors for theirstippspecific programmes undertaken

by the centres. Several hasiuntry representatives described the financial afkinid support that

their Governments provided for centres located in their countries.

180. Many representatives, however, including two $p&aon behalf of groups of countries, also

said that it was necessary to increase the capacity of the regional centres, including their financial
resources, technical expertise, technological ability and staffing levels, to enable them to fulfil their
mardates, perform the tasks currently assigned to them and assume additional responsibilities. Several
saidthatit wasnecessary to ensure predicable and adequate funding for each centre from sources in
addition to the host country and other donors withenrfgion where the centre was located.
Representatives of several donor parties expressed agreement that it was important for all parties and
relevant actors to support the work of the centres. One representative, noted that when the regional
centres werestablished it was expected that host countries would fund their basic operations and that
the centres themselves would seek additional external financial support for their acfuitiesber

of representatives sai d iednmde substamtialFkiadganddiinaacial c e nt r
contributions to the functioning of the centres.

181. Many representatives suggested areas in which centres should develop more initiatives,
including capacitybuilding, technical assistance, technology transfer, fisthg, technical training

and support, research, demonstration projects, border controls, combating illegal trade, mobilizing
private sector involvement, increasing operational efficiencies, strengthening reservoirs of regional
expertise, conducting riskssessments, initiating communriigsed programmes, expanding the use of
non-chemical alternatives to persistent organic pollutants, reducing the production of hazardous waste,
addressing stockpiles of obsolete substances and hazardous waste includgtyttiealevelopment

of capacity for their environmentally sound management and destruction in developing countries,
promoting soutksouth cooperation, developing closer links with universities and relevant scientific
bodies, increasing transparency andddeg information exchange and improved coordination among
centres on a regional and global basis. Several representatives said that the regional centres should be
used as nodes for increased technology transfer, saying that technology transfer wakthepart

centresd® mandate that had been ignored.

182. One representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said that the process evaluation
conducted by the Secretariat provided a useful overview of strengths and challenges faced by the
centres andhiat it was essential to foster the efficiency and effectiveness of the centres so that they
could serve their role as important instruments for supporting the implementation of the conventions.
The draft decisions recommended by the Secretariat were tgaeceptable and should be

discussed in any contact group formed, as should the evaluation of the centres and their workplans and
activities. Another representative said that the centres should play a role in strengthening project
formulation capabilitis and increasing fundraising capacity. In that regard the evaluation of the

centres aided understanding of the activities undertaken by each centre and would help the centres to
learn from one another and improve their operations. His Government wasaeamgider assisting
projects related to environmentally sound management and implementing technical guidelines in its
region via voluntary contributions. Proposals for holding joint meetings of the centres in 2016 should
be considered in a contact group the budget and programme of work. Another representative called

for an independent assessment to determine and evaluate the specific activities undertaken by each
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centre. Two representatives said that in the evaluation of the centres the quality axftihidies was
more important than the quantity.

183. A number of representatives expressed concerns regarding the operation of a particular
subregional centre in their region, saying that it lacked relevant expertise, carried out few activities and
communicged poorly. The representative of a country hosting another centre reported that the centre,
which had withdrawn as a regional centre owing to problems with staffing and resources, had since
been strengthened with assistance from the new Government. dglyhregional centre in the region
specializing in the protection of human health it had a vital role to play as a regional centre, and the
host country hoped that it would be able to continue its work with support from the parties.

184. One representative, sgking on behalf of a group of countries, introduced a conference room
paper on coordination between the regional and subregional centres and requested that it be considered
by a contact group should one be created. A number of representatives, inchelsmgaking on

behalf of a groupf countries, expressed support for the proposal anitsfoonsideration by a contact

group should one be established.

185. Following the discussion, the conferences of the parties agreed that the joint contact group on
finandal resources and technical assistance established as described in s&dbielow should
consider the suliem further.

186. Subsequently the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention adopted, pending
confirmation from the contact group on butigetters that any activities contemplated by the decision
had been taken into account in the proposed programme of work and budget for the biennium
2016 2017 or that they would have no budgetary implications, the draft decisiBtookholm
Convention rgional and subregional centries capacitybuilding and the transfer of technology
prepared by the contact graup

187. Decision SC7/17, onStockholm Convention regional and subregional ceffitres
capacitybuilding and the transfer of technolqgs adoptedybthe Conference of the Parties, is set out
in theannex to the present report.

188. In addition, the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention adopted a decBéselon
Convention regional and coordinating centres. DecisiorlB(0, on Basel Convenh regional and
coordinating centres for training and technology transfer, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties
to the Basel Convention, is set outlire annex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the

Basel Convention on the work aitwelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27).

Financial resources and mechanisms

189. The discussion summarized in the present sectiofinancial resources and mechanisms

(agenda iteng5 (g)), took place during joint sessions of the twelfth meeting of the Cordferef the

Parties to the Basel Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam
Convention and the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention.
Paragraph490i 204 and 208209 below are reptated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to

the Basel Convention on the work of its twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27), para@hpt?26

and 230231, and in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the
work of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragraplbs180and184i 185.

190. The parties discussed financial resources and the financial mechanism under the Stockholm
Convention and facilitating financial resources for chemicals and wastes under atiothweations.

Setting the stage for the discussions, the President noted that the aim of the parties to the three
conventions at the current meetings was to ensure the effective implementation of the procedures and
mechanisms put in place with regard tofinancial mechanism under the Stockholm Convention and

to consider efforts to implement the integrated approachaoding the sound management of

chemicals and wastes in the context of the three conventions.

Financial resources and the financial mehanism under the Stockholm Convention

191. Recalling that the Stockholm Convention was the only one of the three conventions to have a
financial mechanism, and that GEF was on an interim basis the principal entity entrusted with the
operations of that mechanis the representative of the Secretariat introduced the issue by outlining

the relevant documents, which dealt with the assessment of funding needs of developing country
parties and parties with economies in transition, the effectiveness of the impléomeoitabhe

memorandum of understanding between the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention
and the GEF Council, the latest report by the GEF Council to the Conference of the Parties, the fourth
review of the financial mechanism and consokdaguidance to the financial mechanism. The report

on the assessment of funding needs to be undertaken at the eighth meeting of the Conference of the
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Parties, he said, would inform both the financial mechanism and the negotiations on the seventh
replenishnent of the GEF trust fund; at the current meeting the Conference of the Parties had before it
for approval the terms of reference for the assessment, which would cover the pericz2@lahd

would be considered by the Conference of the Parties at littheigeeting, as well as the terms of
reference for the fourth review of the financial mechanism, which would also be undertaken at the
eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties. Consolidated guidance to the financial mechanism
had been adopted at thixth meeting of the Conference of the Parties and would be updated following
the eighth meeting of the Conference to reflect any additional guidance from the Conference adopted
at its seventh and eighth meetings.

192. Following the Secretariat presentatioe tiepresentative of GEF presented the GEF report to

the Conference of the Parties. The report included the activities undertaken by GEF during the period
1 September 20130 June 2014 related to the implementation of the Stockholm Convention; an
update orthe conclusion of the sixth GEF replenishment and the fifth session of the GEF Assembly;
and details on the wider work of GEF on chemicals. Providing details of the number of projects
approved and quantities of chemicals disposed of during the reportind,dee said that GEF had
invested $200 million in the persistent organic pollutant portfolio and had leveraged over $670 million
from other sources, giving a leverage ratio of 1:3. The total cumulative value of the GEF persistent
organic pollutant portfico as of 30 June 2014 was over $3 billion. In May 2015 the sixth

replenishment of GEF had been endorsed by the GEF assembly, with the chemicals and waste focal
area receiving funding of $554 million. In conclusion, he noted that at its fifth sessiofEEhe G
Assembly had reformed the focal area structure of GEF, moving persistent organic pollutants and
ozonedepleting substances into a new chemicals and waste focal area, which also included mercury
and the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals Mamagt. The longerm strategic vision of

GEF had also been endorsed by the GEF Assembly.

193. Inthe ensuing discussion, a number of representatives welcomed the work being undertaken
under the financial mechanism of the Stockholm Convention and the levedddimgls through

GEF. One representative noted the significant evolution of financing governance for the sound
management of chemicals and wastes in recent years, including through the expansion of the GEF
focal area to, among others, the Basel and Riztterconventions, the special programme to support
institutional strengthening at the national level for implementation of the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm Conventions, the Minamata ConventiorMercuryand the Strategic Approach to
International Chemida Management adopted at the first session of the United Nations Environment
Assembly and the increased and stable funds available for the voluntary trust funds of the Basel,
Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions. On the special programme, he said thatdtihstitutional

link with the three conventions and that specific guidance from the conventions to the special
programme was therefore not needed and could create confusion.

194. Several representatives raised points that they said warranted further disdusstontact

group, including with regard to implementation of the memorandum of understanding between the
Conference of the Parties and the GEF Council and the draft terms of reference for the fourth review
of the financial mechanism. On the mattecofsolidated guidance to the financial mechanism, one
representative speaking on behalf of a group of countries said that the guidance should be clear,
concrete and operational; should reflect the views of beneficiary countries; and should be in line with
the GEF6 chemicals and waste focal area strategy.

195. Some representatives said that while significant GEF funding had been made available in the
chemicals and wastes focal area procedures needed revision to enable timely disbursement of funding.
Several rersentatives said that while improvements had been made there was still a significant gap
between available funding and the needs of developing countries and countries with economies in
transition, including with regard to shagrm funding. Developed cotries, said one, were obliged to
provide new and additional financial resources under Article 13 of the Stockholm Convention.

196. One representative introduced a conference room paper, on behalf of a group of countries, on
coordinated joint guidance to GEBMm the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions. As GEF

had expanded the focal area on chemicals and waste, implementation of the Basel and Rotterdam
conventions could also be the subject of GEF support. Such guidance should be adopted at the current
mesdings, as the next meetings would take place too late to inform the seventh replenishment of the
GEF trust fund.

197. Several representatives expressed support for the proposed joint guidance. Some expressed
strong reservations, however, noting that only tteel&iolm and Minamata conventions had formal
financing arrangements with GEF and therefore the right to provide guidance; in addition, GEF
procedures and strategy should be respected.

27



UNEP/POPS/COP7/36

198. Following the discussion, théonference of th@artiesto the StockholnConventionagreed
that the joint contact group on financial resources and technical assisttalished as described in
section3 belowshould consider the stitem further.

199. Subsequently the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Conventiordagepiding
confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that any activities contemplated by the
decisiors had been taken into account in the proposed programme of work and budget for the
biennium 20162017 or that they would have no budgetary iogtlons the draft decisions on the
assessment of funding needs, on the effectiveness of the implementation of the memorandum of
understanding between the Conference of the Parties and the GEF Council, on the fourth review of the
financial mechanism anchadditional guidance to the financrakchanisnprepared by the contact

group

200. Decisions S€E7/18, on the assessment of funding ne&IC-7/19, on the #ectiveness of the
implementation of the memorandum of understanding between the Confer¢hedPafies and the
GEF Council;SC7/20, on the fourth review of the financial mechanjsmdSG7/21, o1 additional
guidance to the financial mechanisas, adopted by the Conference af farties, are set outtine
annexto the present report.

2. Facilitating financial resources for chemicals and wastes under the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions

201. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretariat reported that the Secretariat had
been actively involved in the implementation of decisiathgpted by the United Nations Environment
Assembly of the United Nations Environment Programme on financing the sound management of
chemicals and wastes and institutional strengthening at the national level, including with regard to the
integrated approacind the special programme to support institutional strengthening at the national
level for implementation of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions, the Minamata
Convention and the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals Management, whitdehad
welcomed and adopted by the Environment Assembly in its decision 1/5. As requested in decisions
BC.Ex2/1, RC.Ex2/1 and SC.E2/1 of the conferences of the parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions, respectively, on enhancing cotiparand coordination among the three
conventions (fithe 2013 synergies decisionso), t
the integrated approach as a reference in its reporting and planning, was participating in an internal
task team saip by UNEP to develop the modalities for the special programme and was working to
strengthen links and collaboration with regard to other entities and funding sources, including GEF, to
ensure that the objectives of the Basel and Rotterdam conventiontakerento account in project
planning and implementation.

202. Inthe ensuing discussion, one representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said
that while dedicated external funding was basic to the aim of the integrated approach to ensure
sugainable and adequate financing for management of chemicals and waste, the other two elements
(industry involvement and mainstreaming of sound chemicals and waste management into national
development plans) were equally important. Effective implementegiguired the involvement of all
actors in developing effective frameworks and mechanisms on the ground, with industry meeting its
responsibilities in line with national legislation.

203. Several representatives announced pledges by their parties in sugherspécial

programme. The representative of the European Union said that her organization had committed

1 million euros to support the secretariat and for an initial contribution to the special programme trust
fund, and that a further pledge of 10 milliearos had been technically approved the previous week.

The representative of Sweden announced an initial contribution of 1.4 million Swedish kronor to the
speci al programme trust fund. The representati
provide financial support to the special programme.

204. Following the discussion, the conferences of the parties agreed that the joint contact group on
financial resources and technical assistastallished as described in secti8rbelowshould
consider theub-item further.

205. Subsequently the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention adopted, pending
confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that any activities contemplated by the decision
had been taken into account in the proposedrarome of work and budget for the biennium

2016 2017 or that they would have no budgetary implicatidms draft decisioonimplementation of

the integrated approach to financimgepared by the contact group

206. DecisionSG7/22, onimplementation ofheintegrated approach to financing, as adopted by
the Conference of the Partjés set out itheannex to the present report.
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207. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions adopted
decisionson implementation of the integted approach to financirigat were substantially identical to
the decision adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Con\@etisions

BC-12/18 and RE7/8, as adopted by the conferences of the patti¢se Basel and Rotterdam
conventions, respectivelyare set out itheannex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the
Basel Convention on the work of its twelfth meet{RNEP/CHW.12/27)and intheannex to the

report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam @tomeon the work of its seventh
meeting(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21Yespectively.

Establishment of a contact group

208. Following the discussion summarized above in sedfiand in the present secti@) on
technical assistance and financial resources athanisms, the parties agreed to establish a joint
contact group on technical assistance and financial resources for the three conventibaseddy
Mr. Greg Filyk (Canada) and Mr. Luis Espinosa (Ecuador).

209. Taking into account the discussions in plgnshe group was to prepare draft decisions for
separate consideration by each conference of the parties using as a starting point the draft decision text
set out in document UNEP/CHW.12HBNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/1-8)NEP/POPS/COP.7/13, with

regard to technicalssistance; documents UNEP/CHW.12/12 and UNEP/POPS/COP.7/11, with regard
to regional centres and the conference room paper on coordination between the regional and
subregional centres of the Basel Convention and the Stockholm Convention; document
UNEP/PORS/COP.7/22, with regard to the effectiveness of the implementation of the memorandum of
understanding between the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention and the GEF
Council; documents UNEP/POPS/COP.7/21, UNEP/POPS/COP.7/24 and UNEP/POR&IEOP.

with regard to financial resources and the financial mechanism under the Stockholm Convention;
document UNEP/CHW.12/2Rev.:UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/14/Rev-UINEP/POPS/COP.7/26/Rev.1,

with regard to facilitating financial resources for chemicals and weatelsthe conference room paper

on joint guidance to GEF from the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions. The group was also
asked to address conventispecific issues during each meeting of the three conferences and to report
to each conference ofélparties during its separate meeting.

Reporting pursuant to Article 15

210. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretariat outlined the information on
reporting pursuant to Article 15 of the Convention contained in document UNEP/POPHZOP.

which covered, among other things, the enhanced electronic reporting system, the revised format for
reporting and the guidance provided to parties through welanarsorkshopson the reporting

provisions under the Stockholm Conventtwgidin conjunction with those under the Basel

ConventionIn addition,a helpdesk teanhad been established to respond to inquiries fparties

related to problems in accessing and using the systeralso drevattention to the report by the
Secretariat on the infomation provided by parties in their third national reports
(UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/36).

211. Inthe ensuing discussion, most of the representatives taking the floor dgaepdrty
reportingwas vital to the evaluation tifie effectiveness of the Convention grdgress in its
implementation at the national level.

212. General support was expressed for the proposed draft de@iBitEP/POPS/COP.7/27and a
number of amendments were suggested. ®pesentativespeaking on behalf of a group of parties,
said thait was not sufficient merely to invitgarties to submit their third national reports by the
extended deadline of 31 August 2085 provided in the draft decisi@gmethingstronger was
neededSupporting that suggestioanotherexpressed concern abobietlow submission rate to date
and requested an update on progress in developing the draft sfoategyeasingt, which had been
presented to the Conference of the Parties at its sixth meeting. Several representatives said that
technical and financiassistance was crucial to improving compliance with the reporting obligation,
with one calling on the Secretariat to collaborate with regional centres to that end. One t&fpresen
saidthat his country's use of the online reporting system had beeeréthdy an unstable Internet
network and frequent power cugnd anothesaidthat many nofEnglishspeaking parties coulabt
comply with their reporting obligations because the reporting format had yet to be translated into the
other five official langages of the United Nations. Several representatives highlighted technical
difficulties encountered in their attempts to usedhlne systemOne of thoseepresentativesaid
thathis country had twice filed new and updated reports under Article 15 thséngnline system and
had receive@gcknowledgements of their filingpis country was nevertheless unable to find any
indication on theConvention websitéhat the reports had been filed or that the country was in
compliance with its reporting obligatioriBwo representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a
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group of parties, called fahe systento be simplified, especially in regard to data reque&3ie
representative said that the reporting format should allow digstinction between capacitoasd
transformergontaining polychlorinated biphenyi¢henreporting inventory information.

213. Meanwhile, several representatives expressed appreciation for the training and guidance
received through the webinars, with one suggesting that the content biéedoamgl transmitted to
participants at the enaf each webinar

214. Responding to the commenthe representative of the Secretasiaitd that every effort was
beingmade to assist parties withlore reporting Information on system availability and acchad
been sent to abfficial contact pointdased on the current database of the Secretanibteminders of
the submission deadline had been sent to parties electronRathapsotall information or
reminders had reached thintended recipientdhjowever because, inter ali@jther the official contact
pointsor their addresshad been changed withoudtice tothe SecretariafThe Secretariat was also
striving to improve the reporting system, includthgoughtheimplementation of elements tfe

draft strategy to increase the submission rEi@se effortshoweveras well as plans to produce the
onlinereportingsystemin Arabic, the onlyofficial language of the United Natiofirs which it was not
yet availablewere currently hindered bgsourceconstraintsHe added thatie system automatically
recorcedall successfully submitted repodadhe offered to meet with delegations having technical
problemsin the margins of theurrentmeeting.

215. Following the discussion, the Conference of Bagties requested the Secretariat to prepare a
revised version of the draft decision set out in document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/27, taking into account
the discussions in plenarlf was notedhat, in view of the financial implications of some of the
proposed mendmentsthe draft decisiomvould have to be submitted for consideratiythe contact

group onbudget matters

216. Subsequently the Conference of the Parties adopted the revised draft decision prepared by the
Secretariat as orally amendetb reflect thdisting of pentachlorophenol and its salts and esteds
hexachlorobutadieni@a Annex A to the Convention and polychlorinated naphthalenes in Annex A and
Annex C to the Conventiohandpending confirmation from the contact group on budget matters that
ary activities contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed programme of
work and budget for the biennium 262817 or that they would have no budgetary implications.

217. DecisionSG-7/23, on reporting pursuant to Article 15, as adapby the Conference of the
Parties, is set out itheannex to the present report.

Effectiveness evaluation

218. Under the suditem the parties discussed the effectiveness evaluation overall and the global
monitoring plan for the effectiveness evaluation.

Effectiveness evaluation

219. Introducing the matter, the President recalled ttmatpurpose of effectiveness evaluation
under Article 16 of the Stockholm Convention was to assbsther the Convention was an effective
tool for protecting human healtmé the environment from persistent organic pollutants.

220. The representative of the Secretarétalled that by its decision S22 the Conference of

the Parties had adopted a revised framework for the effectiveness evaluation providing for the
establishmet of a committee of experts to evaluate available information and assess the effectiveness
of the Convention. At the current meeting the Conference of the Parties would elect ten members of
the Committee and request the Committee to perform its appdésksiand report to the Conference

of the Parties at its eighth meeting.

221. Inthe ensuing discussion, many of the representatives who spoke emphasized the importance
of effectiveness evaluation to ensuring the overall effectiveness of the i@iomvéOne rpresentative
emphasized the role of regional and subregional centres in effectiveness evaluation and called for
continued support to the centres to facilitdtework.

222. One representativ@skedabout the process that the Secretariat would follow to stletto
internationally recognized experts to serve on the effectiveness evaluation corammigagedn the

draft decision, as well as the required qualifications of potential candidates. Another asked whether
there was a deadline for selecting expgrtserve on the committe€he representative of the
Secretariasaidthat the Secretariat would select the two experts based on their expertise in
effectiveness evaluation from the roster of experts nominated by the parties that would be established
following the process described in the terms of reference of the committee
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(UNEP/POPS/COP.6/27/Add.1/Rev.1, appendix). There was no specific ddadketecing the
experts of the committee but it would be done as soon as possible.

223. Observingthat very few peies had submittethventoryreports one representativaiggested

that the Secretari@tvestigate why that was so aerplorepossible way$o encourage more parties to
submit such reports to enswreobust basis fothe effectiveness evaluation. Hesalsuggested that the
effectiveness evaluation report take into accqassiblediscrepancies in reportingnother

representative said that the evaluation should include assessment of releases from key sectors such as
oil and gas

224. Following the discussiothe Conference of the Parties adopted the draft decision set out in
documentUNEP/POPS/COP.7/28ending confirmation from the contact group on budget matters
thatany activities contemplated by the decision had been taken into account in the proposed
programme of work and budget for the biennium 2@I®BL7 or that they would have no budgetary
implications and on the understanding that the names of the ten members of the effectiveness
evaluation committee would be added to the decision once they wera know

225. Decision SG7/24, on effectiveness evaluation, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is
set out intheannex to the present report.

226. By the decisiornthe following experts werelectedio serve as members of teectiveness
evaluation ommittee with terms to run fronthe close of the current meeting to the close of the eighth
meeting of the Conference of the Parties

From African States: Ms. Elham Refaat Abdel Aziz (Egypt
Mr. Abdul Ganiyu YunnugNigeria)
From Asia-Pacific States: Mr. Said Ali Issa Alzadjali (Oman)

Ms. Kyunghee Choi (Republic of Korea)

From Central and Eastern European Statesvls. Nermina SkejoVi (Bosnia and
Herzegovina)

Mr. Ivan Holoubek (Czech Republic)
From Latin American and Caribbean Statedvir. Linroy Christian (Antigua and Barbuda)
Ms. Alejandra Torre (Uruguay)
From Western European and other States:Ms. Anne Daniel (Canada)
Mr. Ran®n Guardas (Spain)
Global monitoring plan

227. Introducing the sulitem, the representative tifie Secretariat recalled that in decision@€3

the Conference of the Parties had requested the Secretariat to continue to support the regional
organization groups and the global coordination group in the implementation of the second phase of
the globalmonitoring plan, to continue to support training and capdmifiding activities to assist

countries in implementing the plan and to work with partners and other relevant organizations to
undertake implementation activities. In response the Secretadifadibitated regional

communications; supported regions with limited capacity for collecting and processing data through
the regional nodes of the global monitoring plan data warehouse; and organized meetings of the global
coordination group and regionalganization groups in September 2013 to address implementation
issues and a meeting of the global coordination group in November 2014 to evaluate progress towards
the development of the regional monitoring reports for the five regions, to agree on aeseined

plan for completing the global monitoring report and to further update the guidance on the global
monitoring plan. In addition, the second phase of the global human milk survey was being carried out
by UNEP and WHO. The five regional monitoring og{s, the guidance on the global monitoring plan

and the conclusions and recommendations of the global coordination geowpll as a draft decision

on the sukitem (UNEP/POPS/COP.7/29)ere before the Conference of the Parties at the current
meeting.

228. Inthe ensuing discussipane representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries,
welcomedt he Secr et forthesegioha organizatiprogrotips and the global coordination
calling for it to continueAnother said that the global moniitag report was a key component of the
effectiveness evaluation of the Convention.
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229. Several representatives shared thed u n texpériensed in generating data or participating
in the development of regional monitoring reports in their respective regwthssome outlining
conclusions that could be drawn from the reports. Comments focused on gepsistent organic
pollutantmonitoring and data collection in different regions and the need for, among other things,
strengthening of analytical capacitydestablishment of laboratories and the training of laboratory
personnel in developing countries with limited financial or technical resourcpsrfistent organic
pollutantmonitoring. One representative said that the monitoringeasistent organicgllutantsin
breast milk in her region, led by a regional centre, ieldednot only togeneratedata but also to

build research laboraty capacities and strengthlemks between various mirtises and other
stakeholders; continued financial support, shiel,would be required to suppdhatresearch.

230. One representative suggested that the global monitoring plan should include the sampling of
persistent organic pollutanis fish, on which the populations of small island developing States
depended for #ir diets, and called for support to those countries in their efforts to moeitsistent
organic pollutants

231. A number ofrepresentatives said that the data obtained during the preparation of regional
monitoring reports, as well the global monitoringoe, once finalized, should lmade publicly

available angoromptly transmitted to decision makers at all levels. Another suggested that alll
monitoring data be released to the public through the Secretariat website in order to raise national and
regionalawarenessf persistent organic pollutants

232. With regard to the proposed draft decision, one representative suggested that in the
implementation of paragraph 6 of the decision parties might want to draw from the resultscdlife

studies, noting thahi2011 his Government had launched the largest cohort study ever conducted in

his country orthe effects of persistent organic pollutaatsl other pollutantsnc hi | dr ends hea
development.

233. One representatiyaroposed an amendment to the draft sieci to providehatthe draft
global monitoring report to be submitted to the effectiveness evaluation committee in January 2016,
like the final version of the repgrshould includeonclusions and recommendations.

234. Following the discussion the Confererafehe Parties adopted the draft decision setrout i
documentUNEP/POPS/COP.7/29s orally amendedndpending confirmation from the contact

group on budget matters theaty activities contemplated by the decision had been taken into account
in the propsed programme of work and budget for the biennium 2257 or that they woulbave

no budgetary implications.

235. Dedsion SG7/25, on tre global monitoring plan, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties,
is set out intheannex to the present report.

J.  Non-compliance

236. The discussion summarized in the preseation on noncompliance (agenda item 5 (i}pok

place during joint sessions of the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam
Convention and the seventh meeting of the €mrfce of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention.
Paragraph238 258below are replicated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the
Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragraphs
1161136

237. Introducingthe subitemson norcompliance under the Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventionsthe President of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention recalled that
the conferences of the parties to thve conventions at their sixth and previous megsi had

considered draft procedures and mechanisms oftompliance without reaching agreement. The
procedures and mechanisms, as they stood at the conclusion of the sixth meetings, were before the
conferences for further consideration at the currentingset

238. Continuing the introduction, the representative ofSkeretariat reported that the bureaux of

both conferences, at separate meetings in May and June 2014, respectively, had requested the
Secretariat to prepare a brief outlining the issues thatdmdined unresolved and approaches

employed under other conventions to address similar issues. The brief
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/T2ZUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/40), which had been welcomed by the
bureaux at a joint meeting in November 2014 and presented to thes plarough five webinars, at the

four regional meetings held in preparation for the 2015 meetings and at a luncheon attended by
representatives of 20 parties and the presidents of the conferences of the parties to the Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventionsyas before the parties for their information in further discussing the draft
procedures and mechanisms.
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239. At the request of the President of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention,
the representative of the Secretariat then outlinedsthes on which agreement had yet to be reached.
In the case of the Rotterdam Convention they were the degisaéimg rule on matters of substance

in the absence of consensus; and the possibility of the compliance procedures being triggered by the
Secretaat, including the functions that the Secretariat would be performing #trth of triggering

and which provisions of the Convention could be the subject of a Secretariat trigger. For the
StockholmConvention the outstanding issues pertained to theofitllee procedures; whether to

specify particular provisions of the Convention to which the procedures would apply; whether the
procedures could be triggered by the Secretariat or bgotheliancecommitteeitself, and if so the

scope of the provisions kject to such a trigger as well as whether the sources of information to be
considered by the Committee would include national implementation plans; and the action to be taken
by the Conference of the Parties in respect of a party ircompliance, as wkhs the extent to which

any such action would apply to developing country parties and parties with economies in transition.

240. The parties then discussed the matter first with regard to the Rotterdam Convention and then
with regard to the Stockholm Conventio

Rotterdam Convention

241. The President of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention said that while

there was agreement regarding ¢henpliancecommittee function of examining compliance issues of
general interest to all parties, it watdll lacking with regard to the proposed mmi t t eeds consi
of submissions regarding compliance by a specific party. Noting that the proposed procedures and
mechanisms built on the experience under other multilateral environmental agreemersshd s

that they were facilitative in nature and would provide support for developing country parties in their
efforts to comply with their obligations under the Convention. With that in mind, he urged the parties

to strive to adopt compliance proceduagsi mechanisms at the current meeting.

242. Inthe discussion it was widely acknowledged that the establishment of compliance procedures
was mandatory under the Convention. There was also general agreement that compliance with the
Convention was crucial to igiccess, that the establishment of a compliance mechanism was desirable
and that if established it should be facilitative in nature rather than punitive. Several representatives,
including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, called for tHdigistaent of the

procedures at the current meeting. They said that as the proposed mechanism was to be facilitative,
rather than punitive, parties in neompliance had nothing to fear because they would receive help in
complying with the Convention. Theeohanisms under the Basel and Minamata conventions were
pointed to by way of example, and the representative of one country that had beexomptiance

with the Basel Convention said that his country had been helped to return to compliance and that the
experience had been positive. It was noted too that a compliance mechanism could be adjusted in the
light of experience, as was the case with the Basel Convention mechanism, to remedy any perceived
shortcomings. It was also suggested that as financinthfamicals and wastes was becoming more
abundant, for example through the integrated approach to financing options for chemicals and wastes
and the special programme to support institutional strengthening at the national level for
implementation of the Ba Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions, the Minamata Convention and

the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals Management, the time was ripe for the
establishment of a compliance mechanism.

243. Other representatives, however, expressed concern, shginghile financial resources were
somewhat more abundant they were still not adequate and that, until they were, developing countries
could not be sure of their ability to fully implement the Conventiamother added that the main

obstacle to the impleemtation of both the Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions was financial in
nature rather than a question of rompliance Comments were also made regarding specific

proposed features of the compliance mechanism, including a Secretariat trigger, thefahiit

committee to recommend punitive measures and voting on matters of substance rather than
decisionmaking by consensus.

244. Following its discussion the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention agreed to
establish a contact group,-chared by Ms. Gillian Guthrie (Jamaica) and Mr. Karel Blaha
(CzechRepublic). Taking into account the discussion in plenary, the group would prepare a draft
decision for consideration by ti@gonference of th@arties, taking the draft text set out in document
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/12 as its starting point and focusinthetwo outstandingssues:

decisionamaking on matters of substance in the absence of consensus and the possibility of the
compliance procedures being triggered by the Secretariat.

245. Following the vork of the contact group its athair reported that despite lengthy discussions
and after having reached agreement in a smaller group that had sought to address the concerns
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expressed bgll delegations, the contact group had been unable to reach agreefseatresult, the

co-chairs had produced a draft decision for consideration by the parties that reflected the vast majority
of views expressed during the contact group discussions, the annex to which included procedures and
an institutional mechanism faletermining norcompliance with the provisions of the Rotterdam
Convention.

246. Many representativefcluding two speaking on behalf of groups of countries, expressed their
full support for the proposed draft decision, saying that the establishment of bac@meapnechanism
under the Rotterdam Convention was long overdue and would represent a milestone for the
Convention.

247. One representative, asking that her statement be reflected in the report of the meeting, asked
the Executive Secretary to clarify if theview referred to in paragraph 2 of the proposed draft

decision would include a review of the effectiveness of the deemgtking process of the

Compliance Committee. The Executive Secretary replied that it would.

248. One representativeaid that his countrgbjected tdhe proposed decision because it did not
i ncorporate hi s itpravidefdrtheyestablishmerm of @ fnancial heahanism.

249. Given the lack of consensosthecec hai r s 6 d, thaCGonhferehee ofithe Pastias

adopted a desion preparedy the President by which the Conference agreed to consider further at its
eighth meeting, for adoption, the procedures and mechanisms on compliance required under Article 17
of the Convention, with the draft text set out in the annex tdelesion serving as the basis for its

work on the issue at that meeting.

250. Decision RG7/6, on procedures and mechanisms on compliance with the Rotterdam
Convention, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is setloaiummex to the report of the
Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21).

Stockholm Convention

251. Inthe discussion under the Stockholm Convention, as under the Rotterdam Convention, there
was much agreement on fumdantal points, i.e., that the establishment of compliance procedures was
required under the Stockholm Convention, that compliance with the Convention was crucial to its
success and that a compliance mechanism was desirable and should be facilitatiwe iratietr than
punitive.

252. Several representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, called for
adoption at the current meeting. It was argued that a compliance mechanism was essential to the
success of the Convention and thatfdwlitative nature of the proposed procedures and mechanism
should reassure those parties with doubts, as being iearapliance would trigger the provision of
assistance that would help a party return to compliance. It was reiterated too that ibppsraume

time to establish a compliance mechanism, given the increasing funding available for chemicals and
wastes.

253. Other representatives said that while financial resources had increased they still fell short,
given which developing countries were relrtto subject themselves to a compliance mechanism,
especially one authorized to do more than provide assistance with regard to a partgompbance.
They also voiced concern about a third trigger and the use loptig@iancecommittee of

information from any source other than the parties concerned; voting on matters of substance rather
than decisiormaking by consensus; and the suggestion thataimnittee mightecommend

sanctions.

254. Followingthediscussion the Conference of the Parties to thekBtdim Convention agreed to
establish a contact group,-chaired by Ms. Gillian Guthrie (Jamaica) and Mr. Karel Blaha
(CzechRepublic). Taking into account the discussion in plenary, the group would prepare a draft
decision for consideration by the Confece of the Parties, taking the draft text set out in document
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/30 as its starting point and focusing its efforts on the concepts in square brackets
in the annex to document UNEP/POPS/COP.7/30. It was noted that, while the group wasaa focus

the bracketed paragraphs, parties could make proposals with regard to any part of the draft text. It was
also noted that while the chairs of the group would also chair the contact group on compliance matters
established under the Rotterdam Conventientévo contact groups were formally distinct.

255. Followingthediscussions in the contact grolfg,co-chairreported that the group had made
some progress but had been unable to reach agreement and had therefore gdrpétrddcision
providing for the firther consideration of the matter at the eighth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties on the basis of the draft ses@t out in the annex to the decision.
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256. The Conference of the Parties then adopted the draft decision prepared by the contact group

257. Dedsion SG7/26, on procedures and mechsms on compliance with the Stockholm
Convention, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties, is setlwimmex to the present report.

International cooperation and coordination

258. The discussion summarizedtite present section, amternational cooperation and
coordination(agenda iten® (k)), took place during joint sessions of the twelfth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of the
Partiesto the Rotterdam Convention and the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the
Stockholm Convention. Paragra&0 264 below are replicated in the report of the Conference of

the Parties to the Basel Convention on the work of its twelfthingeBUNEP/CHW.12/27),
paragraph203 208 and in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention
on the work of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragt&®ms91

259. Introducing the sulitems, the President noted that mmigtional cooperation and coordination
enhanced the effectiveness of the conventions as well as efficiency and effectiveness in the use of
resources and expertise, adding that most of ¢t
for the threeconventions. The representative of the Secretariat then introduced the relevant documents,
which discussed ongoing cooperation activities by the Secretariat, in particular with the Strategic
Approach to International Chemicals Management and the Mina@oatteention on Mercury; other
international developments relevant to the conventions, such as the relevant outcomes of the first
session of the United Nations Environment Assembly and the outcome document of theleduntry
consultative process on enhancaggpperation and coordination within the chemicals and wastes

cluster, which had been welcomed by the United Nations Environment Assembly at its first session;
and the pos2015 development agenda, including efforts by the Secretariat, in cooperatidSiNEEh

and the interim secretariat of the Minamata Convention on Mercury, to integrate chemicals and wastes
into the pos015developmenagenda.

260. The representative of UNEP, outlining the information contained in document
UNEP/CHW.12/INF/5S6UNEP/FAO/RC/COFR7/INF/A0UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/60, reported, as
requested by the United Nations Environment Assembly in its resolution 1/12, on the progress of the
task team on the effectiveness of administrative arrangements and programmatic cooperation and its
two working groups since the first session of the Environment Assembly. She outlined a road map for
the completion of the work of the task team and the submission of its report thineugterended
Committee of Permanent Representatives to UNEP to the Envirodssamnbly for consideration at

its second session, in May 2016. One representative, speaking on behalf of Mr. Richard Lesiyampe,
President of the International Conference on Chemicals Management, spoke of how the synergies
process had helped to enhancerimiéional chemicals and waste efforts, the links between the Basel,
Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions and the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals
Management, and expectations for the forthcoming fourth session of the Conference, in September
2015.

261. Inthe ensuing discussion there was general agreement regarding the importance of enhancing
international cooperation and coordination for the purposes of the conventions. One representative,
speaking on behalf of a group of countries and callingrianalepth discussion of the sitems,

introduced a conference paper containing an amended version of the draft decision in document
UNEP/CHW.12/19UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/1-RJNEP/POPS/COP.7/31 featuring, among other things,

a greater emphasis on cooperatiothwie Strategic Approach to International Chemicals

Management and the Minamata Convention and emphasizing the essential role of chemicals and
wastes management for sustainable development. Another representative, however, questioned the
need for the drafdecision set out in document UNEP/CHW.12[1REP/FAO/RC/COP.7/15
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/31, suggesting that it added nothing concrete to the mandate already conferred on
the Secretariat by previous decisions; the amendments to the draft decision proposedrifetbace

room paper, however, were of potential interest. A number of other representatives highlighted issues
to be taken into account in any further discussions, including the challenges faced by developing
countries with regard toooperative arrangeents; cooperation with the Association of Sel#st

Asian Nations, including with regard to pilot projects in member States; illegal trade; hazard and risk
assessment; and resudisaring.

262. The Special Rapporteur on the implications for human rightseoétivironmentally sound
management and disposal of hazardous substances and wastes and representatives of the Economic
Commission for Europe, the Environment Management Group, the INdtigohs Human Settlements
Programme and the interim secretariatefthMi namat a Convention then sp
roles, goals and actions on issues of common concern to partners to the conventions.
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263. Following the discussion the conferences of the parties agreed that the contact group on
cooperation and coorditian established as described in section¥Ybelow would further consider
the present sultem.

264. Following the work of the contact grotipe Conference of th@arties adopted a revised
version of thadraft decision set out in document UNEP/CHW.12UIEPFAO/RC/COP.7/15
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/3irepared by the contact group.

265. Decisbn SG-7/27, on international cooperation and coordinatias adopted by the
Conference of the Parti¢s the Stockholm Conventiois set out intheannex to the present report.

266. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions adopted
decisions orinternational cooperation and coordinattbat were substantially identical to the
decision adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm @onvBecisions BE12/17

and RC7/9, as adopted by the conferences of the patti¢se Basel and Rotterdam conventions,
respectivelyare set out ithe annex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention on the work of its twéif meeting UNEP/CHW.12/27)and intheannex to the report of

the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21yespectively.

VII.  Programme of work and budget(agenda item 6)

267. The discus®n summarized in the present sectionttoeprogramme of work and budget
(agenda itens), took place during joint sessions of the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties to the Basel Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of ggtBahtt Rotterdam
Convention and the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention.
Paragraph268 278, 283 290 and 29¥297 below are replicated in the report of the Conference of the
Parties to the Basel Convention on Wk of its twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27), paragraphs
246 256, 260267, 271 274and 277 and in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the
Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragraphs
1961206, 210217, 221 224 and227.

268. Introducing the item, the President said that it would encompass three broad subjects: the
programmes of work and budgets of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions; enhancing
cooperation and coordination among the three conwesitiand the clearingouse mechanism for

information exchange. The items to be discussed, he said, were important to ensuring that the
20162017 programmes of work included the activities and resources required to support the
implementation of the thremnoventions, while ensuring a continuation of the activities implemented

in the previous biennium, and that the Secretar
efficiently and effectively in a way that responded to the needs of the three conseamtebim

conformity with United Nations policies and procedures.

A.  Programmes of work and budgets

269. Introducing the sulitem, the Executive Secretary said that as requested in decisioh$/B&

RC-6/16 and S&/30, the Secretariat was presenting two leidgenarios for consideration by the
conferences of the parties. The first assumed zero nominal growth of the budget compared with the
budgetfor20142 015, whil e the second represented the e
amount necessary to finee all proposals before the conferences of the parties with budget

implications. While the first scenario would, he said, allow for the full functioning of the Secretariat,

the second included additional activities aimed at improving certain servicestprgm

implementation of the conventions and administrative actions to improve the efficiency of the

Secretariat and reduce the risk of budget shortfalls.

270. Another representative of the Secretariat then continued the presentation, drawing attention to
a noe by the Secretariat (UNEP/CHW.12/BANEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/1&NEP/POPS/COP.7/32)

outlining the proposed budgets and programmes of work for the three conventions, which had been
prepared in a harmonized format presenting both joint and convestemific actvities in a single
document with the aim of providing an overview of the total resources required and highlighting
activities that related to two or more conventions. She also drew attention to activity fact sheets
(UNEP/CHW.12/INF/38UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INR4-UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/44) that provided,

for each activity in the programme of work, information on legislative mandates, objectives,
indicators, expected outputs, methods of implementation, partners, resources approved 212514

and resources reqeid for 20162017. Outlining the arrangement of the budgets and programmes of
work and the assumptions underlying them, she said that if adopted the zero nominal growth scenario
would in fact result in an estimated drop in assessed contributions of k8npeompared to
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2014 2015 owing to the adoption of new standard salary costs by the United Nations, while the
second scenario would require an increase of 5.5 per cent. A comparison of the two scenarios was
available in an information document (UNEP/CH\/INF/36UNEP/FAQ/RC/COP.7/INF/22
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/42). Following up on a recommendation by the Office of Internal Oversight
Services that the Secretariat establish a streamlined funding mechanism for staff costs and pool the
funds of the three conveahs in a single operational account, the Secretariat was proposing the
establishment of a joint general trust fund for the three conventions to cover all costs related to the
operation of the Secretariat, including staff costs. She then went on to thifieancial reports for

the conventions, providing information on income and expenditures, arrears and funding of participant
travel for meetings under the conventions.

271. Inthe discussion that followed, most of the representatives who spoke welcomed the
harmonized presentation by the Secretariat of the programmes of work and budgets of the three
conventions. One representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, welcomed the very
detailed and transparent budget fact sheets provided but sugipestetbre information on the

rationale behind the various Secretariat proposals and its plan to implement the recommendations of
the Office of Internal Oversight Services would have been desirable.

272. Regarding the two budget scenarios prepared by the 8eated number of representatives,
including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, expressed support for the zero nominal
growth scenario. Another representative expressed support for the second $ctmaerecutive
secretar i e $réquirrdsfendirgysasreestarting point for discussion.

273. One representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said that the budget should
reflect realistic expectations about voluntary contributions, noting that in 2014 donors had provided
70 per cent of the voluntary resources budgeted for the Stockholm Convention, é&npef those
budgeted for the Basel Convention, and only 31cpet of those budgeted for the Rotterdam
Convention; unrealistic expectations about contributions had thuedftine Secretariat to make
choices that the parties should have made in setting the budgets.

274. A number of representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, urged
parties who were in arrears on their assessed contributions toheieeesponsibilities without delay,

with one suggesting that methods used in the past to deal with arrears be formalized to ensure that
assessed contributions were paid on time and another suggesting that the savings achieved from
building synergies shodlbe applied towasthe implementation of the three conventions rather than

to offset budget shortfalls owing to arrears.

275. A number of representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries,
welcomed the proposal to establiskiagle jant general trust fund for the three conventionkich

one said would free up secretariat staff time for the implementation of the conventions. Two
representatives, however, including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said that the
implications of creating a single fund would need to be explored further.

276. Following the discussion the parties agreed to establish a joint contact group on budget matters
for the three conventions, @haired by Mr. Vaitoti Tupa (Cook Islands) and Mr. Reginaldridas
(Netherlands).

277. Taking into account the discussions in plenary, the group was asked to prepare for
consideration and separate adoption by the respective conferences of the parties draft programmes of
work and budgets for the biennium 202617, and riated draft decisions, using as a starting point

the draft programmes and budgets set out in document UNEP/CHW.12/ANF/36
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/22NEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/42 and the draft decision texts set out in
document UNEP/CHW.12/2DNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/1-&JNEP/POPS/COP.7/32.

278. The cachair of thegoint contact group on budget matters subsequently reported that the group
had reached agreement on 8846 2017 programmes of work and budgets for the Basel, Rotterdam
and Stockholm conventionand heintroducd conference room papers setting out separate draft
decisiors on the budget anprogramme of work for each of the three conventions.

279. TheConference of th@arties to the Stockholi@onvention then adopted the draft decision
prepared by the contact group on liegramme of work and budgietr the Stockholm Convention.

280. Decisbn SG7/33, ontheprogramme of work and budgtr the Stockholm Conventidior
the biennium 201682017, as adopted by the Conference of the Pattigke Stockholm Conventiois
set out n theannex to the present report.

281. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions adopted
decisions orthe programmes of work and budgets for those conventions for the bienniuir2Q076
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Decisions BC12R25and RG7/15, as adopted by the conferences of the patti¢se Basel and
Rotterdam conventions, respectivedye set out itheannex to the report of the Conference of the
Parties to the Basel Convention on the work of its twelfth meétiNEP/CHW.12/27)and inthe

annex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its
seventh meetingQJNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21yespectively.

B. Enhancing cooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions

282. Introducing the sulitem, the President said that in addition to changing the operations of the
secretariats, the synergies process begun in 2005 was also changing the way that the conventions were
implemented at the national and regional levels. The makndithe parties in respect of synergies at

the current meetings was to adopt terms of reference for the further review of the synergies
arrangements to take place at the 2017 meetings of the conferences of the parties. The Executive
Secretary then outled the documents for the sitbm, including a note describing the activities of the
Secretariat in implementing the 2013 synergies decisions, which had been adopted by the conferences
of the parties at their second simultaneous extraordinary meetingsP(GNEV.12/23/Rev .4
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/17/RexUUNEP/ POPS/ COP. 7/ 33/ Rev. 1), and no
efforts to improve gender balance in the Secretariat (UNEP/CHW.12/INF/49
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/3®NEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/54) and to mainstream scienceheta/ork

of the three conventions (UNEP/CHW.12/INFBBIEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/38
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/57).

283. The parties were invited to take note of the information presented and to consider adopting the
draft terms of reference for the review of the synergieangements, which had been revised to take

into account comments by members of the bureaux at their November 2014 joint meetings and
circulated to parties in advance of the regional meetings held in preparation for the 2015 meetings.

284. Inthe ensuing discssion, several representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group

of countries, expressed appreciation for the Se
implementation of the conventions and their overall support for the process prbgdked

Secretariat for further review of the synergies arrangements. One representative urged {tieptm in

review be completed as soon as possible.

285. One representative, supported by a number of others, suggested that the scope of the review
should bedefined by the stated aims of the synergies process, which, he recalled, were to strengthen
implementation of three conventions at the national, regional and global levels; promote coherent
policy guidance; enhance efficiency in the provision of suppgatties; reduce administrative

burden; and maximize the effective and efficient use of resources at all levels. As such, the special
programme to support institutional strengthening at the national level for implementation of the Basel,
Rotterdam and Stébolm conventions, the Minamata Convention and the Strategic Approach to
International Chemicals Management and its potential for contributing to synergies in the
implementation of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions should not be part\iéthe re

as that programme had been developed under the guidance of the United Nations Environment
Assembly and thus had no direct institutional link to the conventions. In addition, the omnibus
decision on enhancing cooperation and coordination among tedbnventions did not call for the
review of the special programme. Moreover, the special programme was not yet in operation, an
additional reason that it should not be part of a review of past activities.

286. Another representative suggested that the sobge review be broadened to include the
organization of activities such as the meetings of the conferences of the parties, side events and
regional seminars and workshops, as such events provided parties with valuable opportunities to share
information and lessons learned. A second representative also stressed the importance of sharing
lessons learned.

287. One representative, speaking on behalf of a
appreciation for the theme of the 2015 meetings and welcomed theestiér as a means of raising

public awareness of the conventions and bridging the scigola®y gap at the regional and national

levels. He called for decisions arising from the current meetings to be linked to the theme where
relevant, and said thatshgroup had prepared a conference room paper on the matter for discussion in

a contact group.

288. A number of representatives, one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, indicated that
they wished to propose changes to the terms of reference and traedisibn in document
UNEP/CHW.12/23/RevAUNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/17/Rev-INEP/POPS/COP.7/33/Rev.1.
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289. Following the discussion the parties agreed that the contact group on cooperation and
coordination established as described in section D below should aotsidgeesent suttem further.

290. Subsequently th€onference of th@artiesto the StockholnConventionadopted a revised

version of the draft decision set outdacumentUNEP/CHW.12/23/Rev-1
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/17/Rev-UINEP/POPS/COP.7/33/Rewtepared byhe contact groupas

well as a draft decision .on the theme Afrom sci

291. Decisicns SG-7/28, onenhancing cooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam
and Stockholm conventionandSG-7/30,entt | ed fAFr om s @$aelopedbythieo act i on
Conference of the Partiemeset out intheannex to the present report.

292. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions adopted
decisions orenhancingooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotteedahstockholm
conventions, as well as de c ithatiweresubstanidllyiidedtiealdo A Fr ¢
the decisionsadopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convebéoisions

BC-12/20 and BG12/22and decision®RC-7/10 and RC7/12,as adopted by the conferences of the

partiesto the Basel and Rotterdam conventions, respectiagdyset out itheannex to the report of

the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on the work of its twelfth meeting
(UNEP/CHW.2/27)and intheannex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam
Convention on the work of its seventh meetfdblEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21yespectively.

Clearing-house mechanism for information exchange

293. Introducing the sulitem, thePresident noted that the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventions had several provisions calling for information exchange between parties and other
stakeholders and recalled that the parties to the three conventions had adopted decisions calling for the
development oEommon websites and information exchange systems, including a clearisg

mechanism, serving all three conventions. The task at the current meeting, he said, was to take note of
a proposed joint clearingouse mechanism strategy for 202619 that had been developed by the
Secretariat for consideration during the 2017 meetings of the conferences of the @artiesiing

the presentation, the representative of the Secretariat said that progress in the establishment of the joint
clearinghouse mechanism was described in the relevant note by the Secrelidif/CHW.12/26
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/2WUNEP/POPS/COP.7/35) and then described the proposed strategy for
continuing that progress over the period 20Q@®L9.

294. One representative, speakinglmhalf of a group of countries, suggested that the joint
clearinghouse mechanism be discussed further in a contact group.

295. The parties then agreed that the contact group on cooperation and coordination established as
described in section D below shouldhsaer the present stitem further.

296. Following the work of the contact grotipe representative of the Secretariat reported that the
group had produced a revised version ofdtadt decision set out idocumenUNEP/CHW.12/26
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/20WNEP/PORS/COP.7/35containing two sets afquare brackets around text
thatthe group had ndinalized Following further discussion in plenary the Conference of the Parties
reached agreement and adopted the revised draft decision as orally amended.

297. Decison SG7/29, on the clearinghousemechanisnior information exchangeas adopted by
the Conference of the Partilesthe Stockholm Conventigis set out itheannex to the present
report.

298. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdaventions adopted
decisionson the clearinghousemechanism for information exchantigt were substantially identical
to the decision adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Consatisions
BC-1221and RC7/11, as adopted by éhconferences of the partigsthe Basel and Rotterdam
conventions, respectivelgare set out itheannex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the
Basel Convention on the work of its twelfth meet{ftdNEP/CHW.12/27)and intheannex to the

report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh
meeting(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21yespectively.

Establishment of a contact group on cooperation and coordination

299. As alluded to in sections VI, V.B and VII.C, above, the conferences of the parties established
a joint contact group on cooperation and coordinatiorghadred by Ms. Carolina Tinangon

(Indonesia) and Ms. Jane Stratford (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) to further
consider intemational cooperation and coordination, enhancing cooperation and coordination among
the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions and the cldayirsg mechanism for information
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exchange. Taking into account the discussions in plenary, the group welilt sgepare for separate
consideration by each of the conferences of the parties a draft decision on international cooperation
and coordination, using as a starting point the draft decision set out in document UNEP/CHW.12/19
UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/18NEP/PORS/COP.7/31 and taking into account the conference room paper
setting out proposed amendments thereto; draft terms of reference for the review of the synergies
arrangements and a draft decision on enhancing cooperation and coordination among the Basel,
Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions, taking as its starting point the draft terms of reference and
draft decision set out in document UNEP/CHW.12/23/R&NEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/17/Rew1
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/33/Rev.1; and a draft decision on the cldaouge mechanisptaking as its

starting point the draft decision set out in document UNEP/CHW.12KBP/FAOQ/RC/COP.7/20
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/35.

VIIl.  Venue and date of thesighth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties (agenda item 7)

300. The discussion summarized in the pr@section on the venue and date of the eighth meeting

of the Conference of the Parties, (agenda iterto@k place during joint sessions of the twelfth

meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convetiteaeventh meeting of the

Conferance of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention and the seventh meeting of the Conference of
the Parties to the Stockholm Convention. Paragrapliis306 below are replicated in the report of the
Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on theafidktwelfth meeting

(UNEP/CHW.12/27), paragrap2§9 284, and in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the
Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragraphs
229 234

301. Introducing the item, the represematof the Secretariat said that the conference facilities at
the Geneva International Conference Cefiagl beerentatively reservetbr 23 April to 5 May 2017
for backto-back meetings of the three conferences of the parties.

302. In the ensuing discussidhere was general support for holding the three meetings of the
conferences of the parties back to back. There was considerable debate, however, about whether the
meetings should feature a hitgvel segment and, if so, whether the products of the mestimgd

include a higHevel declaration.

303. Several representativeaid that the involvement of ministers and other eyl delegates

could help to raise political awareness of and support for the conventions and give a boost to their
implementationOthe's, while recognizing the potential benefits, expressed concern that-teligjh

segment andeclarationvould consuma significantpart ofthe time needed to address the important
technical and other issues on the partiesd ager

304. It was also suggestehat any higHevel segment should be structured both to avoid impeding
the substantive negotiations and to contribute meaningfully to the objectives of the conventions, for
example by limitinghelengthof the segmenty scheduling it at the beginnidthe three meetings

so that its outcomes could feed into the negotiations, by holding it simultaneously with the regular
sessions of the meetings to avoid extending the length of the meetings, by holding it in the form of
interactive dialogues ratherah serial statements and by carefully choosing a theme for the segment
that would be of interest and relevance to ministérgas also said that the question of whether a
ministerial declaration would be adopted should be left to the ministers thermeedvést the final
arrangementfor the meetingsvould have to be left to the bureaux, who would make their decision
bearing in mind the discussion at the current meeting

305. One representative noted that early May was a national holiday period in his/candtit

was agreed that the Secretariat and bureaux should to the extent practicable take national holidays into
account in scheduling meetings. It was also recognized, however, that given the number of parties to
the conventions and the number of nagidmolidays throughout the year their ability to do so was

limited.

306. Following their discussion the conferences of the parties requested the Secretariat to prepare
draft decisios for their separateonsideration, which they subsequently adopted as orakénded.

307. DecisionSG7/31, on thevenue andlate of the next meetings of the conferences of the parties
to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockhaomventions, as adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the
Stockholm Convention, is set outtimeannex to tk present report.

308. In addition the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Rotterdam conventions adopted
decisiononthe venueand datef the next meetings of the conferences of the parties to the Basel,
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Rotterdam and Stockholm conventidhat weresubstantially identical to the decision adopted by the
Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convenbegisions BC12/23 and RCG7/13, as adopted

by the conferences of the partteshe Basel and Rotterdam conventions, respectiaetyset out in
theannex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on the work of its
twelfth meeting UNEP/CHW.12/27)and intheannex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to
the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its seventhtimgdJNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21)

respectively.

Other matters (agenda item 8)

Memorandums of understanding between UNEP and the conferences of the
parties to the Basel and Stockholm conventiorsnd memorandum of
understanding between FAO and UNEP andhe Conference of the Brties to
the Rotterdam Convention

309. The discussion summarized in the present sectiomesnorandums of understanding between
UNEP and the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Stockholm conventiansegmorandum

of understanithg between FAO and UNEP and the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam
Convention (agenda iteB), took place during joint sessions of the twelfth meeting of the Conference
of the Parties to the Basel Convention, the seventh meeting of the Confefréme®arties to the
Rotterdam Convention and the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm
Convention. Paragrapi®d.0i 316 below are replicated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to
the Basel Convention on the work tf twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27), paragragR& 294,

and in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work of its
seventh meeting (UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragr@3@s244.

310. The President of the Conference of thetia to the Rotterdam Convention introduced the
mattes, recalling that UNEP performed the secretariat functions for the Basel and Stockholm
conventions, while UNEP and FAO together performed those functions for the Rotterdam Convention.
The purpose of maorandums of understanding was to clarify the responsibilities of UNEP, FAO and
the conventions with regard to administrative and programmatic matters, recgdhat the efficient

and costeffective operation of the Secretariat was of paramount impzatim the effective

implementation of the conventions.

311. Continuing the introduction, the Executive Secretary recalled that at their previous meetings
the conferences of the parties to the Basel and Stockholm conventions had reviewed draft
memorandums of uterstanding with UNEP regarding the provision of secretariat services, while the
Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention had in its decisi6fiR@&quested the
Secretariat to prepare a first draft of such an agreement for consideratsosesenth meeting.

Revised versions of the agreements for the Basel and Stockholm conventions and a first draft of the
agreement for the Rotterdam Convention had been prepared in consultation with UNEP and were
before the respective conferences of theigmfor consideration at the current meetings. He noted that
a memorandum of understanding between UNEP and FAO regarding the provision of secretariat
services for the Rotterdam Convention, which had been approved by the Conference of the Parties to
the Rotterdam Convention in its decision 5, was still in effect and that the operative text of
decision RG6/15 referred only to UNEP. The draft memorandum of understanding for the Rotterdam
Convention was accordingly between the Conference of the PamtiddNEP only; FAO was not a

party to the agreement.

312. Inrequesting the Secretariat to prepare memorandums of understanding the conferences of the
parties had taken note of decision 27/13 of the Governing Council of UNEP, requesting the UNEP
Executive Diretor to deepen consultations with the multilateral environmental agreements for which
UNEP provided secretariat services. The Secretariat was participating in a task team established by the
Executive Director in response to decision 27/13 on the effeetbgeof the administrative

arrangements and programmatic cooperation between UNEP and a number of multilateral
environmental agreements, including the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions. At its first
sessionin its resolution 1/12the United Natias Environment Assembly had requested that a final

report on the work of the task team be submitted to it at its second session and that information on the
progress of the task team be provided to the relevant multilateral environmental agreements at their
meetings preceding the second session of the Environment Assembly.

313. Following the introduction the representative of UNEP provided additional information on the
development of the memorandums of understanding, as well as relevant information on pndfeess i
implementation of resolution 1/12 of the United Nations Environment Assembly. In 2016 the
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Environment Assembly at its second session would review the work undertaken by UNEP in response
to resolution 1/12 with regard to thelationships between UNE&hd the secretariats of the

multilateral environmental agreements that it administered. The conferences of the parties might
therefore, she suggested, wish to defer further considertibe memorandums of understanding

order to take into accountehrelevant outcomes of that session.

314. Inthe ensuing discussion, one representative, speaking on behalf of a group of countries, said
that the conferences tife parties should note their regret that the delay in completing the relevant
work would preventthe completn ofthe memorandums of understanding as foreseen in decisions
reached during their previous meetings. The incoming presidents of the three conferences of parties
should write a joint letter to the Executive Director of UNEP noting that it @vbalimportant to

consult with the bureaux once the UNEP multilateral environmental agreement task team had
completed its work. She expressed concern that FAO did not yet appear as part of the draft
memorandum of understanding for the Rotterdam Converfiosther representative suggested that
further development of the memorandums of understanding include examinations of comparable
agreements developed under other multilateral environmental agreements.

315. Inresponse to a question, the representative of Uti&#fied that the provision in the draft
memorandums of understanding for their signature by the presidents of the conferences of the parties
reflected the role of a president as the representative of all the parties to a convention.

316. Following the discusens, the President requested the Secretariat to prepbedt decision
for separate consideration by each of the conferences of the pakieg into account the discussion
in plenary.

317. Subsequently, th€onference of th@arties to thestockholm Conentionadopted the draft
decision prepared by the Secretaftatthat Convention

318. Decision SC7/32, onthedraft memorandunof understanding between UNEP and the
Conferencef the Rarties to theStockholm @nvention as adopted by the Conference of theties, is
set out intheannex to the present report.

319. In addition the Conference of theaties to the Basé&onventionadopteda decisiorona draft
memorandum of understanding between UNEP and that Conference of the Parties, and the Conference
of the Rarties to the Rotterdam Convention adopted a decision on a draft memorandum of
understanding between FAO, UNEP and that Conference of the P@da@sions BE12/24 and

RC-7/14, as adopted by the conferences of the pattitise Basel and Rotterdam contiens,

respectivelyare set out itheannex to the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention on the work of its twelfth meetiidNEP/CHW.12/27)and intheannex to the report of

the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Qdioreon the work of its seventh meeting
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21yespectively.

Admission of observers

320. The discussion summarized in the present sectiotheoadmission of observers (agenda

item 8), took place during joint sessions of the twelfth megetif the Conference of the Parties to the
Basel Convention, the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention
and the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention. Paragraphs
322 325helow arereplicated in the report of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention on
the work of its twelfth meeting (UNEP/CHW.12/27), paragra®®@ 302, and in the report of the
Conference of the Parties to the Rotterdam Convention on the work ofétstiseneeting
(UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/21), paragrapbé9 252

321. Introducing the matter, the President recalled that at their last meetings the parties to the Basel,
Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions had adopted revised application forms to be used by bodies or
agencies wishing to be represented as observers in meetings under the conventions. At the current
meetings the parties were to consider a report by the Secretariat on experiences with using the revised
forms and the practices followed regarding the adomissf observers to meetings of the bodies of the
Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions. In accordance with decisieh/ B RG6/14 and

SG-6/28 the Secretariat had examined requests of bodies or agencies seeking admission as observers tc
confirm that they met the relevant criteria. The bodies or agencies meeting the criteria were listed in
documents UNEP/CHW/COP.12/INF/47/Rev.1; UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/23/Rev.1 and
UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/43/Rev.1. Three further bodies or agencies had met the reltarant cr

since the finalization of these documents.

322. Inthe ensuing discussion several representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group
of countries, highlighted the importance of observers. It was also recognized that the Secretariat
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encounteredonsiderable difficulties and spent considerable time responding to requests for admission
by observers that provided incomplete information. Several representatives underscored the
importance of observers submitting reliable, accurate and sufficientiafion, saying that the

proposed changes were a positive step in that regard. One representative said that in line with the
synergies process, it was important for the three conventions to have the same practices regarding the
admission of observers.

323. With regard to the proposal to revise the forms used to apply for observer status, many
representatives, including one speaking on behalf of a group of countries, noted that the issue had been
extensively discussed in 2013, and that consensus had been reacimedthose meetings of the
conferences of the parties. In their view, no further action was needed at the current time and the
Secretariat should continue the current practices, including the use of the forms approved at the
previous meetings.

324. Following the discussion, the conferences of the parties took note of the information provided
by the Secretariat, particularly regarding the challenges faced, and agreed that the Secretariat should
maintain its current practices with regard to the admission drebrs, including the use of the

previously approved forms.

Official communications

325. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the Secretariat recalled that in decisi628C
the Conference of the Parties had adopted a revised harmonizedfarse oy parties to nominate
their national focal points for the exchange of informatioaccordance with Article 9 of the
Conventionand official contact points for the performance of administrative functions under the
Convention in accordance with deion SG2/16. The Conference had also urged both parties and
nonparty States tdesignatenational focal points and official contact poimds at the time ofhe
currentmeeting,123 parties had nominated national focal points andohéieshad nominted

official contact pointsTwo nonParties had also designated official contact points.

326. The Conference of the Parties took note of the information presemtgdg parties to
designate their contapbints for the Convention and to provide upda&ieformation for their
designated contagints on a timely basis

Synergies in preventing and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous
chemicals and wastes

327. Introducing thesubritem, the President recalled that at its twelfth meeting the Confeoénce

the Parties to the Basel Convention had taken note of an analysis by the Secretariat on possible
synergies in preventing and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous chemicals and wastes,
building on lessons learned under the Basel ConveritlbieP/CHW.12/INF/51)and had requested

the Secretariat to transmit the analysis to the conferences of the parties to the Rotterdam Convention
and the Stockholm Convention. In addition, the Secretariat had been requested to prepare, for the
consideration othe Conference of the Parties to the Basel Convention at its thirteenth meeting,
recommendations on possible synergies between the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions in
preventing and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous chemicalsaatebybuilding on

lessons learned under the Basel Convention.

328. Continuing the introduction, the representative of the Secretariat introduced the analysis,

which put forward some initial conclusions aimeaahancing cooperation and coordination in

preverting and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous chemicals and v&istasthe

adoption of the synergies decislny the three conferences of the paiitie2008 and 2009, activities

aimed at enhancing cooperation and coordination in thisdégar been undertaken through a

piecemeal approach, with a focus on international cooperation and technical assistance. The analysis
by the Secretariat invited parties to consider whether the three conferences of the parties might wish to
adopt updated comon decisions that would form the basis of a synergistic approach to preventing

and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous chemicals and wastes.

329. Following the introduction, one representative said that African States had a particular interest
in preventing and combating illegal traffic and trade in hazardous chemicals and suggested that in
addressing synergies between the three conventions the Secretariat should also address synergies with
the Bamako Conventioon the Ban on the Import into Afdcand the Control of Transboundary

Movement and Management of Hazardous Wastes Within Africa, saying &élsatsted parties in

Africa to implement the Basel Convention. Further synergies might also be considered with other
conventions.
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XI.

330. Following the disussion it was agreed that the Secretariat would prepare, for the consideration
of the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting, recommendations on possible synergies between
the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions in preventing and conitbagjalgtraffic and trade

in hazardous chemicals and wastes, building on lessons learned under the Basel Convention.

Adoption of the report (agenda item 9)

331. The Conference of the Parties adopted the present report on the basis of the draft rgort set
in document&JNEP/CHW.12/L.2UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/LAJNEP/POPS/COP.7/L.and
UNEP/POPS/COPII.1/ Add.1, as orally amended, on the understanding that the finalization of the
report would be entrusted to the Rapporteur, in cooperation with the Secratat@tthe authority of

the President of the Conference of the Parties.

Closure of the meetinglagenda item 10)

332. Following the customary exchange of courtesies the meeting was declared ciRhgé&dant.
on Saturday, 1®1ay 2015.
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Decisions adoped by the Conference of the Parties at its seventh
meeting

SG7/1: Exemptions

SG7/2: DDT

SG7/3: Polychlorinated biphenyls

SG7/4: Revised format for the submission of information for the evaluation and review of

brominated diphenyl ethers pursusmparagraph 2 of parts IV and V of Annex A to
the Stockholm Convention

SG7/5: Evaluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl
fluoride pursuant to paragraphs 5 and 6 of part Il of Annex B to the Convention

SG7/6: Evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under paragraph 2 (b) of Article 3

SG7IT: Toolkit for Identification and Quantification of Releases of Dioxins, Furans and Other
Unintentional Persistent Organic Pollutants

SG7/8: Guidelines on best ailable techniques and provisional guidance on best
environmental practices

SG7/9: Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes

SG7/10: Implementation plans

SG7/11: Further consideration on hexachlorobutadiene

SCG7/12: Listing of hexachlorobuatdiene

SG7/13: Listing of pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters

SG7/14: Listing of polychlorinated naphthalenes

SG7/15: Operation of the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee

SG7/16: Technical assistance

SG7/17: Stockholm Conventionegional and subregional centres for capabitifding and the
transfer of technology

SG7/18: Assessment of funding needs

SG7/19: Effectiveness of the implementation of the memorandum of understanding between the
Conference of the Parties and the Colofthe Global Environment Facility

SG7/20: Fourth review of the financial mechanism

SG7/21: Additional guidance to the financial mechanism

SG7/22: Implementation of the integrated approach to financing

SG7/23: Reporting pursuant to Article 15 tife Stockholm Convention

SG7/24: Effectiveness evaluation

SG7/25: Global monitoring plan for effectiveness evaluation

SG7/26: Procedures and mechanisms on compliance with the Stockholm Convention

SG7/27: International cooperation and coordination

SG7/28: Enhanci_ng cooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventions

SG7/29: Clearinghouse mechanism for information exchange

SG7/30: From science to action

SG7/31: Venue and date of the next meetings of the confeentthe parties to the Basel,

Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions
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SG7/33:
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Draft memorandum of understanding between the United Nations Environment
Programme and the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention on
Persistent OrganiBollutants

Programme of work and budget for the Stockholm Convention for the biennium
20162017



UNEP/POPS/COP.7/36

SC-7/1: Exemptions

The Conference of the Parties

1. Agreesto amend paragraph 6 of the review process for entries in the Register of
Specific Exemptioristo readas follows:

fi 6This review process will be op@&mded. It will continue to be reviewed, as necessary, by
the Conference of the Parties as part of its consideration of specific exemptions and amended as the
Conference of the Parties deems appropriate.

2. Notes, pursuant to paragraph 9 of Article 4, that as thereadenger any parties
registered for specific exemptions for the production and use of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts
and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride for carpets, leather andrappextiles and upholstery, paper
and packaging, coatings and coating additavesrubber and plastics, no new registrations may be
madewith respect to them

3. Congratulatesall parties that have eliminated the need for specific exemptions;

4, Encouragegarties to take into consideration the report of the expert consultation on
the review of lindane and alternatives in the treatment of head lice and scabies when promoting
alternatives to lindang;

5. Remindghe parties that may wish to register for spe@fiemptions for
hexabromocyclododecane and technical endosulfan and its related isomers to notify the Secretariat in
accordance with Articld;

6. Also remindghe parties that may wish to register for acceptable purposes, articles in
use and closedystem ge-limited intermediates that are currently available to notify the Secretariat
using the relevant forms for notifications;

7. Notesthat on the basisf the notification submitted to the Secretariat by India on
10 March2014,the production and use of Olas a closedystem sitdimited intermediate in the
production of dicofol has been extended untiM&y 2024;

8. Requestshe Secretariat to continue to assist parties in their etfonsplement the
provisions of the Convention related to specific exgeoms and acceptable purposes.

! As adopted by the Conference of the Parties in decisiof/$€and revised in decision S&3, with the
expiration date of the review process for entries inRbegister having been extended to 2015 in decisiod/3C

2UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/4.
3 UNEP/POPS/COP.2/30 (annex Ill) and decisionsl®3, SG1/25, SG5/8 and SG6/2.
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SC-7/2: DDT

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the report by the DDT expert group on the assessment of the continued
need for DDT for disease vector control, including the conclusions and recommendations contained
therein?

2. Concludeghat countries that are relying on indoor residual spraying for disease vector
control may need DDTor such uses in specific settingdere locally safe, effective and affordable
alternatives are still lackinfpr a sustainable trarign away from DDT;

3. Notesthe necessity of providing technical, financial and other assistance to developing
countries, least developed countries, small island developing States and countries with economies in
transition for a transition away from reliaon DDT for disease vector control, with due priority
accorded to:

(@) Targeted application of indoor residual spraying to ensure the judicssusf
resources, including DDT;

(b) Ensuring adequateational policy and management capacity for translating irtierra
best practices on disease vector control;

(c) Identifying and disposing of obsolete DDT stockpiles towards the complete elimination
of such stocks;

4. Recognizethatindoor residual spraying for the control of vectors of leishmaniasis
should use DDDnly if locally available, safe, effective and affordable alternatives to DDT are not
available;

5. Decidegto evaluate the continued need for DDT for disease vector control on the basis
of available scientific, technical, environmental and economic informatioluding that provided by
the DDT expert group, at its eighth meeting, with the objective of accelerating the identification and
development of locally appropriate, castective and safe alternatives;

6. Requestshe Secretariat to continue to supportphecess for the reporting on and
assessment and evaluation of the continued need for DDT for disease vector control, as set out in
annex | to decision SG/2, pursuant to paragraph 6 of part Il of Annex B to the Convention, and to
assist parties to promolecally safe, effective and affordable alternatif@sa sustainable transition
away from DDT,;

7. Welcomeshe existing collaboration with the World Health Organization and invites its
continued collaboration in the process for the reporting on and agsgssmd evaluation of the
continued need for DDT for disease vector control referred to in paragraph 6 above and in any other
manner that may support the Conference of Parties in future evaluations of the continued need for
DDT for disease vector controhd in promoting suitable alternatives to DDT for disease vector
control;

8. Adoptsthe list of parties to be invited to nominate experts to serve as members of the
DDT expert group for termsf office of four years commencing on 1 September 2015 set out in th
annex to the present decision;

9. Takes not®f the report by the United Nations Environment Programme on the
preparation of a road map for the development of alternatives to’@Bdorses the key elements of
the road map, set out in annex Il to the notéhe Secretariat on theauation of the continued need
for DDT for disease vector control and promotion of alternatives to Pibites the United Nations
Environment Programme to lead the implementation of the road map in consultation with the World
Health Organization, the DDT expert group and the Secretariatnaites the United Nations
Environment Programme to report on progress in the implementation of the road map to the
Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting

10. Also takes notef the eport by the United Nations Environment Programme on
progress in the implementation of i@&obal Alliance for the Development and Deployment of

4UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/5.
SUNEP/PQPS/COP.7/INF/6.
6 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/5.
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Products, Methods and Strategies as Alternatives to DDT for Disease Vector Camdinbites the
United Natbons Environment Programme to report on progress in the implementation of the Global
Alliance to the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

11. Requestshe Secretariat to continue to participate in the activities of the Global Alliance;

12. InvitesGovernments, intergovernmental and rgovernmental organizations, research
institutions, industry bodies and other stakeholders to provide technical and financial resources to
support the work of the Global Alliance, including the activitieatainedn theroad map.

Annex to decision SE7/2

List of parties selectedby the Conference of the Parties at its seventh
meeting to nominate DDT expert groupmemberswith terms of
office commenang on 1 September 2015
African States
Gabon
South Africa
Asian-Pacific States
India
Pakistan
Central and Eastern European States
Armenia
Serbia
Latin American and Caribbean States
Brazil
Peru
Western European and other States
[To beidentified

TUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/7.
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SC-7/3: Polychlorinated biphenyls

The Conference of the Parties
1. Takes nat of:

(a) The information relevant to polychlorinated bipherfytsn the reports provided by
parties pursuant to Article 15 in accordance with paragfapbf partll of Annex A to the Stockholm
Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutghts;

(b) The preliminary asessment of effortradetowards the elimination of polychlorinated
biphenyls developed by the United Nations Environment Programme in cooperation with the
Secretariat and in consultation with the advisory committee of the Polychlorinated Biphenyls
Elimination Network’®

(c) The report by the United Nations Environment Programme on progress in the
implementation of the Polychlorinated Biphenyls Elimination Netw8rk;

2. Invitesthe United Nations Environment Programme to inform the Conference of the
Parties of tk activities of the Polychlorinated Biphenyls Elimination Network at its eighth meeting;

3. Requestparties to step up their efforts to ensure the full and timely submission of their
national reports under ArticE5 of the Stockholm Convention, includingarmation on progress in
eliminatingpolychlorinated biphenyjs

4. Encouragegarties to intensify efforts to eliminate polychlorinated biphenyls and meet
the goals of the Stockholm Convention to eliminate the use of polychlorinated biphenyls in equipment
by 2025 and make determined efforts designed to lead to the environmentallynsanage ment of
wasteliquids containing polychlorinated biphenyls and equipment contaminated with polychlorinated
biphenyls having a polychlorinated biphenyls content above @808ent, in accordance with
paragraph 1 of Article 6 of the Convention, as soon as possible but no later than 2028;

5. Requestshe Secretariagubjectto the availability of resources:

(a) To consolidate the compilation of information referred to in pamagta(a)aboveand
the preliminary assessment referred to in paragtaff) abovetaking into consideration any
additional third national reports submitted in response to the request in paragtapre and any
other relevant information, in accordaneith the framework for the effectiveness evaluation of the
Stockholm Conventioh*

(b) To maketheassessment report available, by 31 January 2016, to the effectiveness
evaluation committee to support it in its work, and to submit the report to the Cofefethe Parties
for consideration at its eighth meeting;

(© To continue to participate in the activities of the Polychlorinated Biphenyls
Elimination Network;

6. InvitesGovernments, intergovernmental and fgmvernmental organizations, research
institutions,industry bodies and other stakeholderpriavidetechnical and financial resources to
support the work of the PolychlorinatBibhenylsElimination Network.

8 See UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/36 and UNEP/POPS/COP.7/27.
® UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/9.

UNEP/POPS/ICOP.7/INF/10.

1 UNEP/POPS/COP.6/27/Add.1/Rev.1, annex.
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SC-7/4. Revised format for the submission of information for the
evaluation and review of bromirated diphenyl ethers pursuant to
paragraph 2 of parts IV and V of Annex A to the Stockholm
Convention

The Conference of the Parties

1. Adoptsthe format for the submission of information for the evaluation and review of
brominated diphenyl ethers pursuanptragrapi? of partsV andV of AnnexA to the Convention
set out in the annex to the present decision and decides to use it for the evaluation and review at its
eighth meeting and at every second ordinary meeting thereafter in accordance with thesptadss
in decision SE5/3;

2. Takes not®f both the information provided by parties on their experience in
implementing the recommendations set out in the annex to decision RG/PRand the report by the
Secretariat on the main challenges encountergzatiies in implementing the recommendations with
regardto brominated diphenyl ethers listed in Annexo the Conventioli and decides to take them
into account in the evaluation and review of brominated diphenyl ethers at its eighth meeting pursuant
to paagraph? of partsdV andV of AnnexA to the Convention;

3. Requestshe Secretariat to continue to support the process set out in decis®3 ®C
enable the Conference of the Parties to evaluate the progress that parties have masiadioeeirch
their ultimate objective of the elimination tie brominated diphenyl ethers listed in Annex A to the
Conventionto review the continued need for the specific exemption for those chemicals in accordance
with paragrapl® of partslV andV of that Annexand tosupport partiessubject to the availability of
resourcesin undertaking activities to collect and submit the information required for the process;

4, Remindsany partywith a need for the specific exemption for brominated diphenyl
ethers listed in AnneR to the Convention to register for that exemption by means of a notification in
writing to the Secretariat, in accordance with paragdaft) of partdV andV of that Annex.

2UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/12.
B UNEP/POPS/COP.7/8, Bex IV.
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Annex to decision SC7/4

Format for the submission of information for the evaluaton and review of
brominated diphenyl ethers pursuant to paragraph 2 of parts IV and V of
Annex A to the Stockholm Convention

Glossary

Hexabromodiphenyl ether and heptabromodiphenyl ether:

In accordance with Part Il of Annex A to the Stockholm Convenfioh,e x abr omodi phenyl et her
heptabromodi phenyl daxdbomaiphenylathes (BRE32CAS Hlq: 88634%2),5 '
2,2',4,4'5,6hexabromodiphenyl ether (BBE54, CAS No: 20712254), 2,2',3,3',4,5' heptabromodiphenyl ether
(BDE-175, CAS No: 44625822-7), 2,2',3,4,4',5' #eptabromodiphenyl ether (BBEB3, CAS No: 2071226-5) and

other hexaand heptabromodiphenyl ethers present in commercial octabromodiphenyl ether.

Tetrabromodiphenyl ether and pentabromodiphenyl ether:

Inaccordane wi t h Part |11 of Annex A to the Stockholm Con
pent abromodi pheny ltetrabromediphenylether (BBE/,ZA2No0; 543613-1) and 2,2',4,4'5
pentabromodiphenyl ether (BBD¥O, CAS No: 6034&0-9) andother tetraand pentabromodiphenyl ethers present in
commercial pentabromodiphenyl ether.

(Hexabromodiphenyl ether and heptabromodiphenyl ether and tetrabromodiphenyl ether and pentabromodiphenyl
ether are hereinafter reflkeered)to as fAbrominated diph

I. Please indicate whether your country is registered for a specific exemption related to brominated diphe
ethers in accordance with part IV and/or part V of Annex A to the Stockholm Convention.

(a) Specific exemption for hexabromodiphenyl ether hegtabromodiphenyl ether

[ Yes d No

(b) Specific exemption for tetrabromodiphenyl ether and pentabromodiphenyl ether

O Yes O No

If you answered yes to 1 (a) and/or 1 (b), please pramfdemation on whether your country has undertake|
any review of its continuing need for registration of the continued need for a specific exemption for
hexabromodiphenyl ether and heptabromodiphenyl ether and/or tetrabromodiphenyl ether and
pentabromodipényl ether.

If you answeredo to 1 (a) and/or 1 (b), please briefly describe the reasons.
O Not needed
O Not assessed
O Lack of financial resources
O Lack of technical capacity
O Assessed but lack of technical capacity
O Assessed but lack of financial capacity
O Assessed but lack of human resources
O Other (Please specily
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II.  Has your country taken amctions @ controlmeasures to eliminate brominated diphenyl ethers contained
articles?

OYes Please select all that apply

O Hexabromodiphenyl ether and heptabromodiphenyl ether
Please describe the actions or control messand the year(s) when they were taken.

O Tetrabromodiphenyl ether and pentabromodiphenyl ether
Please describe the actions or control measures and the year(s) when they were taken

O Currently being developed
O No (Please select all that apply)

[ Lack of financial resources

O Lack of technical capacity
O Other Please specily

[ll.  Has your country identified articles in use that contain or matagobrominated diphenyl ethers?

[ Yes

Please provide information available on such articles (e.g., el@nd electronic equipment, motor
vehicles, etc.). If possible, provide the quantities of bromine contained in those articles.

ONo (Please select all that apply)

O Lack of legal, institutional or policy framework
O Lack of financial resources

O Lack of human resources

O Lack of technical capatyi

[ Other Please specily

[ Information not available

V. Has your country taken measures to dispose of articles that contain or may contain brominated dipheny
in an environmentally sound manner, in accordamitie paragraph 1 (d) (ii) of Article 6 of the Convention?

O Yes
Please provide information available on such measures and/or articles dispdspdssible, provide the

guantities of bromine in the articldgsposed af

O No (Please select all that apply)
[ Lack of financial resources

O Lack of technical capacity
O Other Please specily

V. Has your country recycled articles that contain or may contain bromingtieeingi ethers?

[ Yes
When possible, please provide information on any actions or control measures taken by your country

ensure that recycling is carried out in an environmentally sound manner.

| |
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Please provide information available articles that have been recycled.

O No (Please select all that apply)

O Lack of legal, institutional or policy framework
O Lack of financial resources

O Lack of human resources

O Lack of technical capacity

O Other Please specily

O Information not available

VI.  Has your country been able to put in placeasures to separatgicles containingprominated diphenyl ethers
before recyling?

O Yes (Please select all that apply

O Hexabromodiphenyl ether and heptabromodiphenyl ether
Please describe the measures.

O Tetrabromodiphenyl ether and pentabromodiphenyl ether
Please descrébthe measures.

O Combined brominatediphenyl ethers
Please describe the measures

O Currently being developed
O No (Please select all that apply)

[ Lack of financial resources

O Lack of technical capacity
O Other Please specily

VIl. Has your country used articles manufactured from recycled materials that contain or may contain brom
diphenyl ethers?

OYes

Please provide iofmation available on the articles.

[ No
O Information not available
O Other Please specily

VIIl. Has your country disposed of articles manufactured from recycled materials that contain or may contai
brominated diphenyl ethers?

O Yes

Has your country taken any actions or control measures to ensure that it is carried out in an environm
sound manner?

O Yes
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Please describe.

O Currently beig implemented
O No (Please select all that apply)

O Lack of legal, institutional or policy framework
O Lack of financial resources

O Lack of human resources

O Lack of tetinical capacity

O Other Please specily

O No
O Information not available

IX. Has your country taken any steps to prevent the export of articles manufdctureecycled materials that
contain leves or concentrations of brominated diphenyl ethers exceeding those permitted for the sale, us
import or manufacture of those articles within its territory, in accordance with paragraph 1 (b)If&tatitor
Part V of Annex A?

O Yes (Please select all that apply

O Hexabromodiphenyl ether and heptabromodiphenyl ether
Please describe the measures and the year(s) when they were taken.

O Tetrabromodiphenyl ether and pentabromodiphenyl ether
Please desibe the measures and the year(s) when they were taken.

O Combinedbrominateddiphenyl ethers
Pleasalescribe the measurand the year(s) when they were taken
|

O Currently being developed
O No (Please select all that apply)

O Lack of financial resources

O Lack of technical capacity

O Lack of legal, institutional or policy framework
O Other Please specily
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SC-7/5: Evaluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and
perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride pursuant to paragraphs 5 and 6 of
part Il of Annex B to the Convention

The Conference of the Partjes

Recallingits decision SE7/1, in which it nots, pursuant to paragrh® of Article 4 of the
Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants, that as there are no longer any parties
registered fothe specific exemptions for the production and use of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its
salts and perfluorooctane sulfdriljporide for carpets, leather and apparel, textiles and upholstery,
paper and packaging, coatings and coating addigimdsubber and plastics, no new registrations may
be madewith regardto them

1. Welcomeshe report on the assessment of alteweatto perfluorooctane sulfonic acid,
its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride carried out by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review
Committeé* and the report by the Secretalian the evaluation of the information on perfluorooctane
sulfonic acil, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride;

2. Takes not®f the information provided by parties on their experiences in implementing
the recommendations set out in the annex to decision P@PE@nd the report by the Secretatiat
on the main ballenges encountered by parties in implementing the recommendationegeittto
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride;

3. Concludedhat parties may need to continue to produce and/or use perfluorooctane
sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride for acceptable purposes as provided in
Annex B to the Convention and consequently need to notify the Secretariat of their intention to
produce and/or usedke chemicalfor those purposes;

4, Encauragesparties to consider, on the basis of information and the availability of
alternatives, withdrawing their names from the register of acceptable purposes for production and use
of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfuoyide, noting,however that
substituti on un dsawithrdgard tfieedightng foaen may e cpnsidescd after
carrying outtechneeconomicaviability assessment and ensuring functionalityamiousgeo-climatic
conditions;

5. Congraulatesall parties that have eliminated the need for specific exemptionalland
parties that have ratified the amendment to Annex B to the Stockholm Conventin list
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfony! fluoriti@tannex™

6. Requestsyith a viewto avoiding duplicationthe Persistent Organic Pollutants
Review Committee and the experts on best available techniques and best environmental practices to
exchange information, consult and considest c h o t h e perdluwroostane gulfoaimacid, its
salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoridéen the Committee undertakes the assessment of
alternatives tgerfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl flyoride

7. Decidesto amend the scheduler the process for the evaluatiohperfluorooctane
sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluopdesuant to paragraphs 5 and 6 of part Il
of Annex B to the Convention set out in the annex to decisie6/8®y adopting the scheduld seit
in the annex to the present decisaml decides to undertake the evaluatibperfluorooctane sulfonic
acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoradéts ninth meeting;

8. Encouragegparties that have registered or will register forgheduction and use of
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride for acceptable purpose
by notifying the Secretariat in accordance with Annex B to the Convention to take measures necessary
to ensure that articles conti&ig perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl
fluoride that are allowed to be produced and used can be easily identified by labelling or other means
throughout their life cycles;

M UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/7/Rev.1.
15 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/11.

16 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/12.

Y UNEP/POPS/COP.7/8, annex IV.

8 Decision SEA/17.
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9. Remindgarties that paragraph 4 (c) of partof Annex B to the Convention
encourages parties, within their capabilities, to promote research dneatel/elopment of safe
alternatives to perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride, and invites
parties to submiinformation on such research and development in the process of information
collection for the evaluation to take place at the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties;

10. Requestshe Secretariat:

€) To revise the format for the collection afformation on alternatives to the use of
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride and their related
chemicals, taking into account the recommendatidrthe Committeand comments made by the
Conference of the Partias its seventh meeting, atmusethe format as so revisddr the evaluation
to take place at the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties;

(b) To continue to support the process set out in the annex to decisiéfd $Cenable the
Conference bthe Parties to undertake the evaluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and
perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride pursuant to paragraphs 5 and 6 of part Il of Annex B to the
Convention and to support parties, subject to the availability of ressun undertaking activities to
collect and submit information required for the process;

(c) To further promote the exchange of information, including information provided by
parties and others, on alternatives to perfluorooctane sulfonic acidistarsé perfluorooctane
sulfonyl fluoride and their related chemicals, and support parties, subject to the availability of
resources, in undertaking activities to collect and submit information required for the evaluation of
perfluorooctane sulfonic acids salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride;

(d) To prepare a document providing possible actions by the Conference of the Parties
shouldthe Conference conclude that there is no continued need for the various acceptable purposes for
perfluorooctaneulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride listed in Annex B, for
consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

11. Invitesparties to transmit to the Secretariat no later than eight months before the eighth
meding of the Conference of the Parties information related to the interpretation and application of
Article 4 of the Convention, for consideration and further discussion by the Conference of the Parties
at its eighth meeting;

12. Requestshe Secretariat toompile the information provided by partigsrsuant to
paragraph 11 above and to madtkavailable on the Stockholm Convention website no later than six
months before the eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

Annex to decision SE7/5

Revisedschedule for the evaluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid,
its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride pursuant to
paragraphs 5 and 6 of part Ill of Annex B to the Stockholm
Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutant

1. The following standard scheldus applied in order to provide the Conference of the Parties
with the information on which to base its evaluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS), its salts
and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride (PFOSF) pursuant to paragraphs 5 and 6 of gfaftniiex B

to the Convention, which is to take place every four years.

2. The yeatin whichagivereval uati on i s to t akeTheyearbeforei s r e
theyearot he evaluati on i s theeéamwo yearsbefmaheyaas offhes e ar 30
evaluation is referred to as fAyear 20. For exar

ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties in 2019, year 2 refers to 2017, year 3 refers to 2018 and
year 4 refers to 2019.
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Activity

Timing

The Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee deve
terms of reference for the assessment of alternatives to PH
its salts and PFOSF on the basis of information specified i
paragraph 5 (c) of part Il of Annex B.

October, year 2

The Scretariat invites parties to submit information on
alternatives to PFOS, its salts and PFOSF.

November, year 2

Deadline for submission of information on alternatives to
PFOS, its salts and PFOSF

February, year 3

The Secretariat prepares a preliminagyort on the
assessment of information on alternatives to PFOS, its salt
and PFOSF and submits it to the Persistent Organic Pollut
Review Committee.

June, year 3

Parties submit information on PFOS in the process of repo
under Article 15 and othénformation specified in paragraph
5 (d) of part 11l of Annex B.

August, year 3 (in accordance
with the decision on national
reporting)

The Secretariat prepares a draft report for the evaluation o
PFOS, its salts and PFOSF and submits it to the Rarsist
Organic Pollutants Review Committee.

September, year 3

The Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee
completes the report on the assessment of alternatives to
PFOS, its salts and PFOSF for consideration by the
Conference of the Parties and pd®s commentsn the draft
report on the evaluation of PFOS, its salts and PR@&pared
by the Secretariat

October, year 3

The Secretariat finalizes the report on the evaluation of PF
its salts and PFOSF for consideration by the Conference o
Paties.

February, year 4

Evaluation by the Conference of the Parties.

May, year 4
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SC-7/6: Evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under
paragraph 2 (b) of Article 3

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the report set out in the annxthe note by the Secretariat on the
evaluation of the continued need for the procedure under paragraph 2 (b) of Article 3, and of the
conclusions contained theréih;

2. Concludeghat there is a continued need for the procedure under parag(apbf2
Article 3;

3. Recallsthat parties wishing to export chemicals listed in Annex A or B to the
Convention to a State not party to the Convention must transmit to the Secretariat the certification
from the importing State as required by paragraph 2 (b) (iii) otker8 of the Convention, using the
certification template adopted for that purpdSe;

4, Requestshe Secretariat to undertake awaremassing activities, subject to the
availability of resources, on the procedure and the certification format adoptld éxportof
chemicals listed in Annex A or B to the Conventtora State not party to the Convention;

5. Decidesto review the effectiveness of the procedure set out in paragraph 2 (b) of
Article 3 at its ninth meeting;

6. Requestshe Secretariat to prepareeport on the effectiveness of the procedure set out
in paragraph 2 (b) of Article 3, based on party reports submitted pursuant to Article 15, certifications
from exporting parties pursuant to paragraph 2 (b) (iii) of Article 3 and other relevant iritorniat
consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its ninth meeting.

UNEP/POPS/COP.7/10.
20 Decision SGB/5, annex.
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SC-7/7: Toolkit for Identification and Quantification of Releases of
Dioxins, Furans and Other Unintentional Persistent Organic
Pollutants

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes oteof the report of the expert meeting best available techniques and best
environmental practices atide Toolkit for Identification and Quantification of Releases of Dioxins,
Furans and Other Unintentional Persistent Organic Pollutants under the@tockonventioft and
the conclusions and recommendations of the Toolkit exferts;

2. Recognizethat thelisting of new substances in Annexes A, B and/or C to the
Convention will trigger the need to further update existing guidance and/or develop new gtodance
support parties in implementing new obligations, requiring specific expertise;

3. Requestshe Toolkit experts
(a) To continue the work identified in their conclusions and recommendations;

(b) In consultation with the experts on best available techniques ahdrhé@®nmental
practices, to develop joint terms of reference for the synergistic consideratispeuftselevant to
releases from unintentional production and best available techniques and best environmental practices
for the chemicals listed in Annexé\, B and/or C to the Convention;

4. Requestshe Secretariat, subject to the availability of resources, to continue to support
the Toolkitexperts in the work referred to in paragraph 3 above, to implement awareiséss and
technical assistance actiefi to promote the Toolkit and to report on the progress made to the
Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

5. Encouragegarties to use the Toolkit, taking into account the conclusions and
recommendations of the Toolkit experts, when developingcedaventories and release estimates
under Article 5 of the Stockholm Convention and reporting estimated releases under Article 15
according to the source categories identified in Annex C;

6. Invitesparties to provide comments to the Secretariat on thperesnce in using the
Toolkit.

2LUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/19.
2 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/12, annex.
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SC-7/8: Guidelines on best available techniques and provisional
guidance on best environmental practices

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the nominations to the joint Toolkit and best available techniques and
bestenvironmental practices expert rostéthe report of the second expert meeting on best available
techniques and best environmental practftassd the conclusions and recommendations of the experts
on best available techniques and best environmentalqest

2. Adoptsthe workplan sebutin the annex to the present decision;

3. Takes notef the revised draft guidance on best available techniques and best
environmental practices for the use of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid and related chéstéchisider
the StockholnConventioi® and therevised draft guidance on best availaielehniquesand best
environmental practicesr the recycling and waste disposalanficles containing polybrominated
diphenyl ethers listed under the Stockholm Converfion;

4, Requeststhe Secretariat, subject to the availability of resources, in consultation with
the experts on best available techniques and best environmental practices, and considering the work on
the evaluation of perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts andupeoibctanesulfonyl fluoride pursuant
to paragraphs 5 and 6 of part Il of Annex B to the Stockholm Convefittonrevise the draft
guidance referred to in paragraphl®vein order to update the references to the work under the Basel
Conventionon the @ntrol of the Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their
Disposa] in particular the technical guidelines for the environmentally sound management of wastes
consisting of, containing or contaminated with persistent organic pollutants as aaoghtedwelfth
meeting of the Basel Convention, and to reflect the provisiopamigraph 1 ofrticle 6 of the
Stockholm Convention;

5. Recognizethat listing of new substances in Annexes A, B and/or C to the Convention
will trigger the needo further updateexisting guidance and/or develop new guidance to support
parties inimplementingnew obligations, requiring specific expertise;

6. Requestshe experts on best available techniques and best environmental practices:

(a) To continuethe work on the ongoingeview and updating of the guidelines and
guidance;

(b) In consultation with the Toolkit experts, to develop joint terms of reference for
synergistically consideringspectselevant to releases from unintentional production and best
available techniquesnd best environmental practices for the chemicals listed in Annexes A, B and/or
C to the Convention;

7. Requestshe Secretariat, subject to the availability of resources, to continue
implementing thgrocesdor the ongoing review and updating of the gliitks and guidance as
referred to in paragraphabove as well as awarenesaising and technical assistance activities to
promote the guidelines and guidance, and to report on progress to the Conference of the Parties at its
eighth meeting;

8. Invitesparies, States not party to the Convention, intergovernmental organizations,
nortgovernmental organizations and industry to participate actively in the review and updating of the
guidelinesand guidance ant submit relevant information to the Secretariatdonsideration by the
experts on best available techniques and best environmental practices;

9. Invitesparties and others to nhominate experts with specific expertise in best available
techniques and best environmental practices, in particular those tetetam chemicals that were
listed in the annexes the Stockholm Convention in 2009, 2011, 2013 and 2@d.5he joint Toolkit
and best available techniques and best environmental practices expert roster;

2 5ee INEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/20.
24S5eeUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/19.
5 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/14, annex.
26 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/21.
2’See UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/22.
28 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/8, annex I.
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10. Encouragegarties and others to use the guideti and guidance when applying best
available techniques and best environmental practices in the implementation of action plans and other
actions related to the obligations under the Convention and to share their experiences in using the
guidelinesand gudance, such as in the form of case studies, by means of the Stockholm Convention
clearinghouse mechanism.

Annex to decision SE7/8

Workplan for the ongoing review and update of the guidelines on
best available techniquesnd provisional guidanceon best
environmental practices

Areas of work

Guidance on best available techniques and best environmental practices relevant to the
persistent organic pollutants listed in Annex Aor Annex B

Draft guidance on best available technigues and best environmeathtes for the use of
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS) and related chemicals listed under the Stockholm Convention

1. Collect and evaluate new information on areas of concern identified by parties
regarding the management of stockpiles and produdtsiditles in use consisting of or containing
PFOStheassessment and remediation of PF@8taminated sites and success staggardingthe
implementation of alternatives and reviaselsupplement the guidandecuments appropriate,
including througtthe development of case studies.

2. Considetthefurther updating of references and revise existing information to increase
the overall consistency of tlgalidancedocument.

3. Consider restructuring the guidance document with a view to improving its
userfriendliness.

Draft guidance on best available technigues and best environmental practices for the recycling and
waste disposal of articles containing polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDES) listed under the
Stockholm Convention

4. Collect and evaluate new infoation on areas of concern identified by parties
regarding separation technologies for PB&ihtaining plastic, assessment and remediation of
PBDE-contaminated sitesipdate of the technologies listed and re@sdsupplement the guidance
documents appopriate, including through development of case studies.

5. Considetthefurther updating of references and revise existing information to increase
the overall consistency of tlgaidancedocument.

6. Consider restructuring the guidance document with a viempooving its user
friendliness.

Best available technigues and best environmental practices for other persistent organic pollutants

7. Collect and evaluate information on areas of concern identified by parties regarding the
management ahaterials containingexabromocyclododecane (HBCD) and develop additional
guidance on best available techniques and best environmental pradieppropriatgaking into
account the technical guidelines for the environmentally sound management of wastes consisting of,
confaining or contaminated witHBCD as adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Basel
Convention at its twelfth meeting.

8. Assess the need for developing additional guidance on best available techniques and
best environmental practices for other peesisbrganic pollutantsted in Annex A or Annex B to
the Conventiontaking into account existing technical guidelines on persistent organic pollutants
developed under the Basel Convention.

9. Collect and evaluate information relevant to best availablenigebs and best
environmental practices for the persistent organic polluthatsverdistedin the annexes to the
Conventionat the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties.



UNEP/POPS/COP.7/36

(b)

(©

(d)

Guidelines on best available techniques and best environmental practig relevant to the
persistent organic pollutants listed in Annex C

10.  Collect andevaluate nevinformation on key sources of unintentionally produced
persistent organic pollutangs identified by parties and the Toolkit experts, recently updetstd
available technologieseferencadocuments (BREFs) and national documents on best available
techniques and best environmental practices and supplemdunpdate the guidelines as appropriate.

11.  Collect and evaluate information on best available techniques andrive®nmental
practices for sources of releases of the persistent organic pollitantgerdistedin the annexes to
the Conventiorat the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties, assess the applicability of the
existing guidance for thoselsstances and supplememtdupdate the guidelines as appropriate.

Alternatives

12.  With regard tahe guidelines on best available techniques and best environmental
practices relevant to the persistent organic pollutiésted in Annex Go the Conventionsupplement
with new information on available alternative techniques and practices, including locally developed
alternatives, and on the use of substitute or modified materials, products and processes.

13.  With regard tahe guidance on best available technicaes best environmental
practices relevant to the persistent organic pollutésied in Annex A orAnnexB to the Convention
supplementvith new information on available alternatives as identified by the Persistent Organic
Pollutans Review Committee.

Remediation of contaminated sites
14. Collect and evaluate information relevant to the remediation of contaminated sites and
assess the need for the development of guidance.

Timelines

Scheduled date Activity

Collection ofinformation specified in the workplan for the ongoing revie
and updahg of the guidelines on best available technigaled provisional
guidance on best environmental practices

Task teams and leads are identified from the joint Toolkittesd
February 2015 available techniques and best environmental practices expert roster fc
area of work included in the workplan

Ongoing throughout
2015 2017

May 2015 Seventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties

Secretariat invites information submissions from parties andtmethe
areas for further work identified in the workplan

Task teams assess information submissions to date and dayetposal
for updating existing guidan@ndor developing additional guidance for
each area of work, including grosed revisions, restructuring atte
development of case studies

May 2015

1 Task team leaglsend the drafproposaldo the Secretariat by

By September 2015 21 September 2015

1 Secretariat sends the drpfbposaldor review by the Toolkit and
best available techniques and best emrental practices expert
by 25 September 2015
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Scheduled date

Activity

November 2015

Joint meeting of the Toolkit and best available techniques and best
environmental practices experts to consider revisimkor additional
guidance according to the proposals by task teams

By April 2016

Task teams prepare first dafsf updatedandor additional guidance on th
basis of the assessment of information submitted and comments by th
Toolkit and best available techniques and best environmental practice
experts
1 Task team leasksend first drafts to the Secretariat by 25 April
2016

1 Secretariat sends the dwsfidor review by the Toolkit and best
available techniques and best environmental practices experts
29 April 2016

1 Secretariat makes availalitee draftson the Stockholm
Convention website by 29 April 2016 famomment byparties and
others by 30 June 2016

By June 2016

Parties and others send to the Secretariat by 30 June 2016 their comr,
onthedraftssubmitted for their review

July 2016

Toolkit and best available techniggiand best environmental practices
experts provide comments on the draft updatedior additional guidance
1 Secretariat compiles the comments and sends the compilatior,
task teams and leads by 24 June 2016

October 2016

Task teams revisine draft updéedandor additional guidance on the bas
of the comments received and additional information collected
intersessionally

1 Task teaneads sendthedraftsto the Secretariat by 24 October
2016

1 Secretariasends the dradtto theToolkit and best available
techniques and best environmental practices experts by
28 October 2016

November 2016

Joint meeting of the Toolkit and best available techniques and best
environmental practices experts to review the draft guidance and deve
conclusions and recommenibats for consideration by the Conference ol
the Parties at its eighth meeting

January 2017

Task teams finalize the draft guidance on the basis of the agreement ¢
November jointmeeting

9 Task team leads send the final dsadtthe Secretariat by
15 January 2017

May 2017

Eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties
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SC-7/9: Measures to reduce or eliminate releases from wastes
The Conference of the Parties

1. Welcomesvith appreciation decision BL2/3 on technical guidelines on persistent
organic pdutants, by which the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Conventitie Control of
the Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their Distasatwelfth meeting,
adopted updated genetathnical guidelines for the environmentally sommghagement of wastes
consisting of, containing or contaminated with persistent organic pollftant othetechnical
guidelines specific to persistent organic pollutdistedin that decision

2. Notesthat the updated general technical guidelines addptehe Conference of the
Parties to the Basel Convention at its twelfth meeting:

(@) Establish provisional definitions for low persistent organic pollutant cofitent;

(b) Establish a provisional definition for levels of destruction and irreversible
transformsion;**

(c) Determine methods considered to constitute environmentally sound digposal;

3. Remindgarties to take into account the abawentioned technical guidelines when
implementing their obligations under paragraph 1 of Article 6 of the Convention;

4. Encourgyesthe introduction and demonstration in developing countries and countries
with economies in transition of cesffective methods selected from those listed in section IV.G of the
general technical guidelines;

5. Requestshe Secretariat, subject to the Baility of resources, to undertake
capacitybuilding and training activities to support parties in meeting their obligations under
paragraptl of Article 6 of the Convention, taking into account the abmantioned technical
guidelines;

6. Invitesthe appopriate bodies of the Basel Conventiaith regard to the chemicals
newly listed in Annexes A and C to the Stockholm Convention by decisior812CSG7/13 and
SG7/14:

(a) To establish for those chemicals the levels of destruction and irreversible
transbrmation necessary to ensure thatdharacteristicef persistent organic pollutants, as specified
in paragrapti of AnnexD to the Stockholm Convention, are not exhibited:;

(b) To determine what they consider to be the methods that constitute environmentally
sound disposal under paragrapgd}L(ii) of Article 6 of the Stockholm Convention;

(c) To work to establish, as appropriate, the concentration levelslerto define for
those chemicals the low persistent organic pollutant content referred to in para¢uafi) of
Article 6 of the Convention;

(d) To further update, if need be, the general technical guidelines for the environmentally
sound management of wastes consisting of, containing or contaminated with persistent organic
pollutants and to update oexklop new specific technical guidelines under the Basel Convention

7. Invitesexperts working under the Stockholm Convention who are not already doing so
to participate in the work under the Ba€einventionon updating the technical guidelines for the
envronmentallysound management of wastes consisting of, containing or contaminated with
persistent organic pollutants.

29 UNEP/CHW.12/5/Add.2/Rev.1.
30 |pid., sect. III.A.
31 Ibid., sect. II1.B.
%2 |pid., sect IV.G.
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SC-7/10: Implementation plans
The Conference of the Parties

1. Welcomeshe additionalmplementation plans transmitted by parties purst@nt
Article 7 of the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants including the revised and
updated plans;

2. Takes not®f thedeadlinedor the transmission of revised and updated implementation
plans®

3. Encourageshose parties that have notrismitted their implementation plans within
the deadlines to do so as soon as possible;

4. Takes not®f the revised draft versions of the following guidance documents:

(@) Guidance for developing a national implementation plan for the Stockholm Convention
on Pesistent Organic Pollutants (draft, updated in 2014);

(b) Draft guidancdor theinventory ofperfluorooctane sulfonic acid and related chemicals
listed under the Stockholm Convention (201%);

(c) Draft guidance for the inventory of polybrominated diphenyl atlisted under the
Stockholm Convention (20155;

5. Encouragegarties to use the revised guidance documents listed in part A of the annex
to the present decision when developing, reviewing and updating their national implementation
plans®’

6. Requestpartiesand others to provide comments to the Secretariat based on their

experience in using the most-tgdate versions of guidance documents to assist parties in developing,
reviewing and updating their national implementation plans, as listed in part Aarirte& to the

present decision, on how to improve their usefulness, and requests the Secretariat, subject to the
availability of resources, to update the guidance documents listed in part A of the annex, as
appropriate;

7. Requedt the Secretariat:

(a) To contine, subject to the availability of resources, to update the guidance listed in
part B of the anneto the present decisioasappropriate, on the basis of the comments received from
Parties and others by 31 March 2016;

(b) To undertake, subject to the availdp of resources, capacipuilding and training
activities to support parties and, hence, facilitate the development, revision and updating of national
implementation plans, taking into account the guidance documents listed in part A of the anmex to th
present decision;

(© To develop new guidance on inventorying, as necessary and subject to the availability
of resources, the persistent orggmidiutantslisted by the Conference of the Parties at its seventh
meeting in decisions ST12, SC7/13 and S&//14;

(d) To identify for consideration at the eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties
whether any additional guidance might be required to assist parties in the development, review and
updating of national implementation plans;

(e) To submit a reportrofurther progress on those matters, including revisions of the
guidance set out in the annex to the present decision, to the Conference of the Parties for consideration
at its eighth meeting.

33 SeeUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/24.
34 See UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/25.
% See UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/26
%6 See UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/27.

37 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/16, annex. The full set of guidance documents to assist parties in developing, reviewing
and updating theirational implementation plans is available on the Convention website at
http://chm.pops.int/Implementation/NIPs/Guidance/tabid/2882/Default.aspx
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Annex to decision SC7/10

List of available guidanceon devebping, reviewing and updating
national implementation plans®

Part A

Guidanceon the development and updating of national implementation plans

Guidancégor developing anationalimplementatiorplan for the Stockholm Convention on Persistg
Organic Polluants (draft, updated in 2014)

Additional guidance

Draft guidancdor the inventory operfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS) and related chemicals
listed under the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants (2015)

Draft guidancdor the inverory of polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDES) listed under the
Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants (2015)

Part B

Draft guidance oocio-economicassessment farationalimplementatiorplan development and
implementation under the Stdeddm Conventioron Persistent Organic Pollutatig)07)

Draft guidance on calculation of action plan costs for specific persistent organic pollutants (20

Draft guidance for the control of the import and export of persistent organic pollutants (2012)

Labelling of products or articles that contain persistent organic pollutanitsal considerations
(draft, 2012)

Draft guidance on sampling, screening and analysis of persistent organic pollutants in produc
articles (2013)

Draft guidance for th identification, inventory and substitution of hexabromocyclododecane (2(

38 Also available on th Convention website at:
http://chm.pops.int/Implementation/NIPs/Guidance/tabid/2882/Default.aspx
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SC-7/11: Further consideration d hexachlorobutadiene
The Conference of the Partjes

Having consideredhe recommendation by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review
Committeeto list hexachlorobutadiene in Annexes A and C to the Convefition,

Recalling itsdecision SE7/12, by whicht lists hexachlorobutadiene in Annex A to the
Convention,

Takingnoteof the new information provided &$ seventh meeting with regard to
unintertional production of hexachlorobutadiene,

1. Requestshe Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee to further evaluate
hexaclorobutadiene on the basis of the newly available information in relation to its listing in
AnnexC,;

2. Invitesparties and obsern&to submit any additional information to the Secretariat
that would assist the further evaluation by the Committee of the unintentional production of
hexachlorobutadiene;

3. Requestshe Committee to make a recommendation to the Conference of the Parties on
listing hexachlorobutadiene in Annex C for further consideration at its eighth meeting.

9UNEP/POPS/COP.7/109.
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SC-7/12: Listing of hexachlorobutadiene
TheConferencef the Parties,

Having considerethe risk profile and the risk management evaluation for
hexachlorobutadiene &mnsmitted by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Comffittee,

Taking noteof the recommendation by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee to
list hexachlorobutadiene in Annexes A and C to the Convefttion,

Decidesto amend part | of Anne& to the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants to list hexachlorobutadiene therein without specific exemptions by inserting the following
row:

Chemical Activity Specific exemption
Hexachlorobutadiene Production None
(CAS No: 8768-3)

Use None

40 UNEP/POPS/POPRC.8/16/Add.2 and UNEP/POPSRQB/13/Add.2.
“UNEP/POPS/COP.7/19.
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SC-7/13: Listing of pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters

The Conference of the Parties,

Having considerethe risk profile and the risk management evaluatiopétachlorophenol
and its salts and estaas transmitted by the Persist©rganic Pollutants Review Committ&e,

Taking noteof the recommendation by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee to
list pentachlorophenalnd itssaltsand esterin Annex A to the Convention with specific exemptions
for the production andse of pentachlorophenol for utility poles and crasss??

1.

Decidesto amend part | of Annex A to the Stockholm Convention on Persistent

Organic Pollutants to list pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters therein with specific exemptions
for productionas allowed for the parties listed in ttegjisterof specific exemptions and for the use of
pentachlorophenol for utility poles and crasss by inserting the following row:

Chemical

Activity Specific exemption

Pentachlorophenol and its salts and rsste Production | As allowed for the parties listed i

the Register in accordance with
the provisions of part VIII of this
Annex

Use Pentachlorophenol fartility

poles and crosarms in
accordance with the provisions ¢
part VIl of this Annex

Also deci@sto insertanew note(vi) in part | of Annex A, as follows:

(vi)  Pentachlorophenol (CAS No: 86-5), sodium pentachlorophenate

(CASNo0: 131-52-2 and 2773%4-4 (as monohydrate)) and pentachlorophenyl laurate
(CAS No: 377294-9), when considered todmr with their transformation product
pentachloroanisole (CAS No: 1823-4), were identified as persistent organic
pollutants;

Further decidego insert anewpart VIl in Annex A as follows:

Part VIII
Pentachlorophenol and its salts and esters

Each Partyhat has registered for the exemption pursuant to Article 4 for the
production and use of pentachlorophenol for utility poles and -enass shall take the
necessary measures to ensure that utility poles andammsscontaining
pentachlorophenol can leasily identified by labelling or other means throughout their
life cycles. Articles treated with pentachlorophenol should not be reused for purposes
other than those exempted

42 UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/13/Add.3 and UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/10/Add.1.
43 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/20.
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SC-7/14: Listing of polychlorinated naphthalenes
The Conference of the Partjes

Having consideredhe risk profile and the risk management evaluation for chlorinated
naphthalenes as transmitted by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Coffimittee,

Takingnoteof the recommendation by the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Gemioit
list dichlorinated naphthalenes, trichlorinated naphthalenes, tetrachlorinated naphthalenes,
pentachlorinated naphthalenes, hexachlorinated naphthalenes, heptachlorinated naphthalenes and
octachlorinated naphthalene in Annexes A and C to the Cdomént

1. Decidesto amend part | of Annex A to the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants to list therein polychlorinated naphthalenes, including dichlorinated naphthalenes,
trichlorinated naphthalenes, tetrachlorinated naphthalenes, penitaatddmaphthalenes,
hexachlorinated naphthalenes, heptachlorinated naphthateteshlorinated naphthalene, with
specific exemptions for production of those chemicals as intermediates in production of
polyfluorinated naphthalenes, includingtafluoronghthalene, and the use of those chemicals for the
production ofpolyfluorinated naphthalenes, includingtafluoronaphthalene, by inserting the
following row:

Chemical Activity Specific exemption
Polychlorinated naphthalenes, including Production | Intermediatesn production of
dichlorinated nphthalenes, trichlorinated polyfluorinated naptalenes,
naphthalenes, tetrachlorinated naphthalenes, including
pentachlorinated naphthalenes, hexachlorinatg octafluoronaphthalene
naphthalenes, heptachlorinated naphthalenes| yse Production of polyfluorinated
octachlorinated naphthalene naphthalenes, including
octafluoronaphthalene
2. Also decideso amend part | of Annex C to the Convention to list therein

polychlorinated naphthalenes, including dichlorinated ttadenes, trichlorinated naphthalenes,
tetrachlorinated naphthalenes, pentachlorinated naphthalenes, hexachlorinated naphthalenes,
heptachlorinated naphthalenes, octachlorinated
naphthalenes, including dichlorireak naphthalenes, trichlorinated naphthalenes, tetrachlorinated
naphthalenes, pentachlorinated naphthalenes, hexachlorinated naphthalenes, heptachlorinated
napht hal enes, octachlorinated naphthalened in
fipol ycddldibenzeprddatoxi ns and di benzandbyimsatmg ( PCDD/ PCD
fipolychlorinated naphthalenes, including dichlorinated naphthalenes, trichlorinated fepdgha
tetrachlorinated naphthalenes, pentachlorinated naphthalenes, hexachlorinated naphthalenes,
heptachl orinated naphthal enes, octachlorinated
dibenzep-di oxi ns and di benzofur anamlliofnnexte first pa

4“UNEP/POPS/POPRC.8/16/Add.1 and UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/13/Add.1.
45 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/18.
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SC-7/15: Operation of the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review
Committee

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the information provided in the reports of the Persistent Organic
Pollutants Review Committee on the work of its hiand tenth meetinfsand documents forwarded
by the Committee to the Conference of the Paffies;

2. Appointsthe 17designate@xperté®to serve as members of the Committee;
3. Adoptsthelist of 14 parties to be invited ttominateCommittee members faermsof
office commencing on 5 May 2016 set out in the annex to the present decision;
4. ElectsMs. Estefania Moreira (Brazil) as the Chair of the Committee;
5. Welcomeshe guidance to assist parties to the Rotterdam Convention and the Chemical

Review Committe®nthe Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and
Pesticides in International Tradetheir work when a chemical under consideration is a persistent
organic pollutant listed under the Stockholm Conventon;

6. Also welcomethe guidarce on how to assess the possible impact of climate change on
the work of the Committé@as well aghe approach to the consideration of climate change
interactions with chemicals proposed for listing in Annexes A, B and/or C to the Convention and the
reconmendations developda the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Commdtethe basis of
the guidanceé?

7. Takes not®f the information provided by the Secretariat on the experience in the
organization of the baeto-back meetings and the joint meetingiod Chemical Review Committee
and the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Commiiftee;

8. Requestshe Secretariat to continue, subject to the availability of resources, to
undertake activities teupport partieand otherso participate effectively in theavk of the
Committeeas listed in decision POPRID/7 and to report on the results of those activities to the
Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting.

9. Encouragegarties and observers to submit information specified in Annex E and
Annex F in respose to requests for input from the Committee, recognizing that increased participation
will contribute to the comprehensiveness of reports,tasdpport the Committee the prepaation
of itsrecommendations.

4 UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/13 and AdiBland UNEP/POPS/P®.10/10 and Add.1 and 2.

4TUNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/INF/11/RevUNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/INF/20NEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/7/Rev.1,
UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/8/Rev.1, UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/10/Rev.1, decision B0P&RA@ decision
POPRGC10/4.

“8See UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/INRMd UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/3.
4 See UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/11/Rev.1.

%0 See UNEP/POPS/POPRC.9/INF/15.

51 Decision POPR®/8, annexes | and II.

*2UNEP/POPS/POPRC.10/INF/13.
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Annex to decision SC7/15

List of parties to nominate members of the Persistent Organic
Pollutants Review Committeewith terms of office commenag on
5May 2016

African States
Kenya
Mali
Swaziland
Tunisia
Asian-Pacific States
China
Indonesia
Japan
Nepal
Central and Eastern European States
Poland
Latin American and Caribbean States
Brazil
Jamaica
Western European and other States
Luxembourg
Switzerland

The Netherlands
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SC-7/16: Technical assistance
The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the information provided by the Secretariat echnical assistander
the implementation of th€onventior®

2. Welcomeshe development of a database for the collection of information pertaining to
the needs of parties for the implementation of the Convention, as well as information on available
assistace;

3. Invitesdevelopingcountry parties and parties with economies in transition to provide
information to the Secretariat on their needs in terms of technical assistance and technology transfer,
according to the provisions of the Convention, their diffiea in implementing the Convention and
any other views itthis regard;

4, Invitesdevelopeecountry parties and others with the capacity to do so to continue to
provide information to the Secretariat, according to the provisions of the Convention, orhthieate
assistance and technology that they have available to be transferred to devedoping parties and
parties with economies in transition;

5. Requestshe Secretariat to continue to collect the information pursuant to paragraphs 3
and 4 abovghrough tailored electronic questionnaires, making full use of the database for the
collection of the needs of parties in implementing their obligations under the Convantilbalso
reqguests the Secretartatanalyse such informati@ndto identifythe gaps and barriersegarding
technical assistance and technology transfer and to propose recommendations and take action to
address those problems;

6. Welcomeshe technical assistance programfeand requests the Secretariibject to
the availability of resonces, to implement it in cooperation with relevant actors and to take into
account the elements contained therein when carrying out its work to facilitate the delivery of
technical assistance and capaditylding for the implementation of the Bagabnvertion, the
Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and
Pesticides in International Tradedthe Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants
urges parties and others in a position to dtogarovide funding and other resources to support the
implementation of the activitientainedn the technical assistance programme;

7. Requestshe Secretariat, when implementing the technical assistance programme
referred to in paragraph 6 above, to take account the specific needs for technical assistance
expressed by developing country parties and parties with economies in transition resultitige from
listing of new chemicals in AnnesA, B and/or C to the Conventipim particular in the areas tfe
development of inventories, the monitoring of persistent organic pollutants in the environment and
access to information on the availabilityte€hnologies for controlling new chemicals in Annex C and
their cost;

8. Authorizeghe Secretariat to contrisiodependent financial audits cdipacitybuilding
and technical assistance projects and other related activities undertaken at the regiomnadtonkl
level in the implementation of the conventions, subject to the availability of resources, iwbases
such audits appear necessary;

9. Emphasizethe key role of the regional centr@scontainedn the provisions of the
BaselConvention on the Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their
Disposalandthe StockholmConventionon Rersistent Organic Pollutaias well as the regional and
subregional offices of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the UNiatidns in delivering
technical assistance upon request at the regional level regarding the implementation of the technica
assistance programnamd facilitating technology transfer to eligible parties;

10. Requestshe Secretariat

€) To submit a report to the Conference of the Parties at its next meeting on progress
made in providing technical assistance for capduityding ard the promotion of technology transfer
to parties, taking into account the information collected pursuant to paragraphs 3 and 4 above;

%3 See UNEP/CHW.12/+8INEP/FAQ/RC/COP.7/1RNEP/POPS/COP.7/13.
>4 SeeUNEP/CHW.12INF/25-UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/ATUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/16.
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(b) To prepare a technical assistance programme for the biennium2ZBbased on the
information collected pursuant to pairaphs 3 and 4 above, taking into account the synergies process
as well as the evaluation of the technical assistance programme.
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SC-7/17: Stockholm Convention regional and subregional centres for
capacity-building and the transfer of technology

The Conérence of the Parties

1. Emphasizethe role of the regional and subregional centres in enhancing the provision
of technical assistance for capadityilding to support the national efforts of developing countries and
countries with economies in transitifor the implementation of the chemicals and waste conventions
in accordance with their terms of reference;

2. Emphasizethe role of the regional centres in the promotion of technology transfer
relating to the implementation of the Stockholm Convention angestg them to cooperate and
coordinate among themselves on areas of expertise in which they are able to provide assistance;

3. Recallsthe omnibus decision on enhancing cooperation and coordination among the
Basel Convention on the Transboundary MovemehHazardous Wastes and their Disposal, the
Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and
Pesticides in International Trade and the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants,
adopted by theonferences of th@arties at thei2013simultaneous extraordinary meetingsy
which the conferences of the parties made recommendations on-fglléavthe review of the
synergies arrangemenihich, among others, underline that synergies should be enhanttesl
national and regional levels, with particular attention to reinforcing coopewatbcoordination and
rationalization of the Stockholm Convention and Basel Convention regional centres;

4. WelconesUnited Nations Environment Assembly resolution, b chemicals and
waste by which the Assembly acknowledgjéhe role of the Basel and Stockhotanvention regional
centres to support the implementation afsth conventions;

5. Takes intaaccountthe outcome document of the United Nations Conference on
Sug ai nabl e Devfet op ene wtkathighiighth e critical role that the sound
management of chemicals and waste can play in promoting sustainable development and emphasizes
its great relevance to the pagX215 development agenda

6. Takesnoteof:

(a) The information provided in the note by the Secretariat on Stockholm Convention
regional and subregional centres for capabitilding and the transfer of technologfy;

(b) The workplans for the biennium 20120157 and activity reports for the ped
201320148 submitted by the Stockholm Convention regional and subregional centres;

(c) The full draft evaluation report on the performance and sustainability of the
16 Stockholm Convention regional and subregional centres prepared by the Settataride
summary of the draft evaluation rep8tt;

(d) The report on the activities of the regional and subregional céhtres;

7. Notesthat it has evaluated, in accordance with the criteria set out in dnt@x
decision SE2/9, the performance and sustaindpilof the StockholmConvention regional and
subregional centres endorsed by the Conference of the Parties;

8. Notesthe performance of the regiorantresand calls for sustained efforts to enhance
their performance and actions in supporting develogiogntry parties;

9. Endorsesfor arother period of four years the Stockholm Convention regional and
subregional centres listed in the annex to the present decision;

*° Decisions BC.Ex/1, RC.Ex2/1 and SC.E2/1, annex |.

*UNEP/POPS/COP.7/11.

57 Available athttp://chm.pops.itiPartners/RegionalCentres/Workplans/tabid/482/Default.aspx
%8 Available athttp://chm.pops.int/Partners/RegionalCentres/ActivitiesReport/tabid/4112/Daspx
%9 See UNEP/CHW.12/INF/2UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/13.

S©°UNEP/ POPS/COP.7/11, annex |L.

®1 See UNEP/CHW.12/INF/2UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/14.

%2 Decisions SE4/23, SG5/21 and SE5/16.
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10. Underlinesthe need to have an efficient and effectietwork ofcentreshrough
greater instutional coordination and the promotion of the exchange of information, lessons learned
and cooperation among them on areas of expertise in which they provide assistance, through regular
communication, including meetings of the centres and increased odepmeans of
communication;

11. Requestshe Stockholm Convention regional and subregional centres to submit to the
Secretariat:

(@)  Their workplans for the periotl January 2016 31 December 2019 by Zeptember
2015;

(b)  Their activity reports for thperiod 1 January 2016 31 December 2016 by
31 December 2016, for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

12. Requestshe Secretariat:

(@) To prepare a report on the evaluation of the Stockholm Convention regional and
subregbnal centres listed in the annex to the present decision, based on the performance evaluation
methodology adopted lire Conference of the Partiesdacision S@6/16, for consideration by the
Conference of the Parties at its ninth meeting;

(b)  To preparea report on the activities of the Stockholm Convention regional and
subregional centres, for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting, including
an assessment bow to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the netwodenfres;

(c) To consider possible adjustments to the methodology for evaluating regional centres,
taking into account lessons learned, the views of the ceaseagell aghe views of parties, for
consideration by the Conference of the Parties atgtgleimeeting, and invites the centres and parties
to provide their views otheseby 30 June 2016;

13. Decidegto evaluate, in accordance with the criteria set out in annex Il to decision
SCG-2/9, taking into account the possible adjustments referred toagnagh 12 (c) above, the
performance and sustainability of the Stockholm Convention regional and subregional centres listed in
the annex to the present decision and to reconsider, pursuant to deci3tPStheir status as
regional and subregional ceesrunder the Convention at its ninth meeting and every four years
thereatfter;

14. Invitesdevelopeecountry parties and other parti@s accordance with their
capabilitiesto consider ways to strengthen the regional delivery of technical assistance and the
promotion of technology transfer under the Convention to promote the sound management of
chemicals and wastes, sustainable development and the protection of human health and the
environmentand further invites them to considgoportunities for effective ahefficient cooperation
with the regional centres in implementitige regional sound management of chemicals and wastes
projects

15. Takes notef the challenges faced by some centres and invites parties, as otbkkas
regional centres in a position to g0, to cooperate with and support those regional centres through the
exchange of best practicéie provision of technical assistance and the promotion of technology
transfer;

16. Recallsthat sustainable financial and technical resources are necessténgy ¢entres
to succeed in their work under the Convention and invites parties, observers aathah@ysition to
do sqincluding industry and the wider private sector as well as relevant financial institutions, to
provide financial support to enabléogkholm Convention regional and subregional centres to
implement their workplans aimed at supporting parties in implementing their obligations under the
Convention;

17. Invitesall regional and subregional centres undertaking activities on merelated
issuesunder the Convention, including projects and activitiesutthe dissemination of information,
capacitybuilding and technology transfer, to provide the relevant information, which will be taken
into account by the Secretariat for the evaluationcooadance with the applicable synergy criterion,
and requestthe Secretariat to forward that information to the interim secretariat of the Minamata
Convention on Mercury for possible consideration byitbergovernmental negotiating committiee
preparea global legally binding instrument on mercuatyits sevath session;
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18. Requestshe Secretariat:

(@) To continue to recommend concrete activities on synergies between the regional centres
of the Basel and Stockholm conventi@mithe regional offices ahe United Nations Environment
Programme and the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations and other related centres
to the Conference of the Parties for possible decision;

(b)  To continue to foster a synergistic approach in its relatidtistive regional centres of
the Basel and Stockholm conventions and the regional offices of the United Nations Environment
Programme and the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations and other related
centres, while recognizing the specifie and mandate of each centre;

(c) To continue to organize meetings every two years between the directors of regional
centres and the Secretariat, including possible observers as appropriate, and if possible to consider
additional meetings, subject tcethvailability of resources;

(d)  To submit a report on progresmdein the implementation of the present decision for
consideration by the Conference of the Parties aexsmeeting.
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Annex to decision SC7/17

List of Stockholm Convention regional aml subregional centres
endorsed for arother four-year period by the Conference of the
Parties at its seventh meeting

Region

Regional centres

Africa

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabifjiding and the Transfer of
Technology, Algeria (SCRC Aégia)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabifjiding and the Transfer of
Technology, Kenya (SCRC Kenya)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabifjiding and the Transfer of
Technology, Senegal (SCRC Senegal)

Stockholm Convembn Regional Centre for Capacibuilding and the Transfer of
Technology, South Africa (SCRC South Africa)

Asia and the Pacific

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabitylding and the Transfer of
Technology, China (SCRC China)

Stockholm Conention Regional Centre for Capachwilding and the Transfer of
Technology, India (SCRC India)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabimjlding and the Transfer of
Technology, Indonesia (SCRC Indonesia)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centor Capacitybuilding and the Transfer of
Technology, Islamic Republic of Iran (SCRC Iran)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabimjlding and the Transfer of
Technology, Kuwait (SCRC Kuwait)

Central and
Eastern

Europe

Stockholm Convention Régnal Centre for Capacitiuilding and the Transfer of
Technology, Czech Republic (SCRC Czech Republic)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabitylding and the Transfer of
Technology, Russian Federation (SCRC Russian Federation)

Latin America and the
Caribbean

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabitylding and the Transfer of
Technology, Brazil (SCRC Brazil)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabitylding and the Transfer of
Technology, Mexico (SCRC Mexico)

StockholmConvention Regional Centre for Capasdityilding and the Transfer of
Technology, Panama (SCRC Panama)

Stockholm Convention Regional Centre for Capabitylding and Transfer of
Technology, Uruguay (SCRC Uruguay)

Western

Europe
and
others

Stockholm Congntion Regional Centre for Capachwilding and the Transfer of
Technology, Spain (SCRC Spain)
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SC-7/18: Assessment of funding needs

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the report by the Secretariat reviewing the availability of financial
resoures additional to those provided through the Global Environment Facility and the ways and
means of mobilizing and channelling those resources in support of the objectives of the Convention, as
requested by the Conference of Plenipotentiaries of the StackBohvention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants in resolution &

2. Also takesioteof the entry into force of the 2009 amendments, 2011 amendments,
2013 amendments and other amendments which will enter into force before the next meeting of the
Conference ofhe Parties and the funding implications;

3. Also takes notef the information provided by developed country parties, other parties
and other sources, including relevant funding institutions and the private sector, on ways in which they
can support the Conméion;®*

4, Requestshe Secretariat, on the basis of the most recent needs assessment, to develop
an online questionnaire to potential donors on the way in which they can support the Convention in
relation to specific key areas identified in the needs assegsimcluding information related to
accessing this support;

5. Invites developed country parties, other parties and other sources, including relevant
funding institutions and the private sector, in accordance with parag2apia3 of Article 13 of the
Convention, to provide the Secretariat, by@ttober2016, with further information on the ways in
which they can support the Convention, based on, inter alia, the questionnaire mentioned in
paragrapht above

6. Requestshe Secretariat to prepare a repestiewing, on the basis of the information
to be provided in accordance with paragra@b8ve the availability of financial resources additional
to those provided through the Global Environment Facility and the ways and means of mobilizing and
channellingsuch resources in support of the objectives of the Convention, as requested by the
Conference of Plenipotentiaries in resolution 2, for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at
its eighth meeting;

7. Adoptsthe terms of reference for the assessmétite funding needed by
developingcountry parties and parties with economies in transition to implement the Convention over
the period 20182022, as set out in the annex to the present decision;

8. Requestshe Secretariat:

€) To update, as appropriateycato make available to all parties, the format and the list of
general guidance documents set out, respectively, in anHeateslll to decision SC5/22;

(b) To develop, within available resources, online questionnaires for collecting relevant
information pursuant to paragraprabove

(© To provide assistance to parties, upon request, to facilitate their assessment of the
resources used during the period 204216 and the funding that they need in order to implement the
Convention during the period 28 2022;

9. Invitesparties and others to follow the format and general guidance referred to in
paragrapl8 (a) aboveand to provide, by 3August2016, the relevant information required to
undertake the assessment of funding needs referred to in par@ggibove

3 SeeUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/32.
4 See UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/31.
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Annex to decision SC7/18

Terms of reference for the assessment of funding needed by
developing country parties and parties with economies in
transition to implement the Convention over the period 20182022

Objectives
1. The objective®f the work to be carried out under the present terms of reference are:

(@) To enable the Conference of the Parties to provide to the principal entity entrusted with
the operation of the financial mechanism referred to in Article 13 of the Convention aheéito ot
entities, should they be so entrusted, at periodic intervals, assessments of the total funding, which
consists of funding for baseline and agreed full incremental costs, needed by parties eligible for
assistance from the financial mechanism to fatditheir effective implementation of the Convention;

(b) To provide the principal entity and any other entities with a framework and modalities
for the determination in a predictable and identifiable manner of the funding necessary and available
for the implenentation of the Convention by parties eligible for assistance from the financial
mechanism.

Methodology

2. Pursuant to the objectives in paragraph 1 above, the work to be carried out under the present
terms of reference will be facilitated and cooeded by the Secretariat with a view to enabling a team

of up to three independent experts to undertake, over a period of up to three months, a full assessment
of the funding necessary and available for the implementation of the Convention for the period

2018 2022, basedn, among other things, the experience with and lessons learned from the
methodology and on available data gained from the preliminary assessments of funding needs for the
periods 20062010°° 2010 2014° and 20152019° for consideration byhe Conference of the

Parties at its eighth meeting.

3. The assessment will include an estimation of baseline and agreed full incremental costs of
activities described primarily in national implementation plans and required to implpment i e s 6
obligatiors under the Convention.

4. Themethodologyfor assessinthe funding necessary and available for the implementation of
the Convention shall be transparent, reliable and replicable.

Execution and sources of information

5. In developing the assessmenfuaiding needs, the work will draw primarily upon information
provided by parties in the national implementation plans submitted pursuant to Ariictereports
submitted by parties pursuant to Artidlg of the Convention.

6. Relevant supplementary inmfoation, where available, will be drawn from the Secretariat and
from:

(a) Parties, which are requested to provide information on funding needs associated with
implementation of the Convention using an updated version of the format set forth irlaonex
decision SE5/22 and any other information on their experiences in implementing the Convention;

(b) The Global Environment Facility, which, as the principal entity entrusted with the
operation of the financial mechanism on an interim basis, is invitpbtade information gathered
through its operations relevant to the assistance needs of eligible parties;

(c) Other international financial institutions that provide bilateral or multilateral financial
or technical assistance pursuant to paragfaphArticle 13 of the Convention, which are invited to
provide information on such assistance, including the levels of such assistance;

85 UNEP/POP&COP.3/19, with terms of reference for the assessment set forth in the annex to deciidd. SC
56 UNEP/POPS/COP.4/27, witerms of reference for the assessment set forth in the annex to decissdh5SC

57 UNEP/POPS/COP.6/20 and UNEP/POPS/COP.6/INRI@B, terms of reference for the assessment set forth in
annex | to decision S6/22.
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(d) Intergovernmental organizations, rgavernmental organizations and other
stakeholders, which are invited to provide infatian relating to the needs assessment;

(e) The secretariats of other multilateral environmental agreements, which are invited to
provide information relevant to modalities for conducting similar needs assessments in connection
with their agreements.

Scope

7. The assessment of the funding necessary and available for the implementation of the
Convention should be comprehensive and primarily directed towards assessing total funding needs,
with a view to identifying funding needed for baseline and agi@ethcremental costs to enable all
parties to fulfil their obligations under the Convention.

Process

8. The information identified above should be provided to the Secretariat by 31 August 2016.
Any future updating o$uchinformation will be decidediponby the Conference of the Parties.

9. Based on the information that it receives from the Secretariat, the team of experts referred to in
paragraph 2 above will prepare a report on the assessment of the funding necessary and available for
the implementidon of the Convention for the period 202822 and for all continuing needs, as

identified in previous assessments of baselioedevelopingcountry parties and parties with

economies in transition, and transmit it to the Secretariat.

10.  The Secretarisshall present the report to the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting
for its consideration and subsequent action, including for the purpose of informing the replenishment
process of the Global Environment Facility.
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SC-7/19: Effectiveness oftie implementation of the memorandum of
understanding between the Conference of the Parties and the
Council of the Global Environment Facility

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the information provided in the note by the Secretariat on the report
the effectiveness of the implementation of the memorandum of understanding between the Conference
of the Parties and the Council of the Global Environment Faéflity

2. Welcomeshe report of the Global Environment Facility to the Conference of the
Partiesto the Stockholm Conventidfitakes note of thieveragingratio of 1:3 between the Facility
project grant and other resourcasd also takes note of the concerns raised by some parties
regard

3. Requestshe Global Environment Facility, in its relgr reports, to continue to report
on paragraphsi3 of thememorandunof understanding between the Conference of the Parties and
the Council of theGlobal Environment Facilitgs contained in the annex to decision BC1,;

4. Requestshe Secretariat, inonsultation with the secretariat of the Global Environment
Facility, to prepare a report on the effectiveness of the implementation of the memorandum of
understanding between the Conference of the Parties atbtimeil of the Global Environment
Facility, including more details otle follow-up actionsas well asnformation on the application of
the Facility cofinancing policy, for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth
meeting.

%8 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/22.
8 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/23 (executive summary) and UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/33 (full report).
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SC-7/20: Fourth review of the financial mechanism
The Conference of the Parties

1. Adoptsthe terms of reference for the fourth review of the financial mechanism set out
in the annex to the present decision;

2. Requestshe Secretariat to compile information relevant to the fourth review of the
financial mechaism and submit it to the Conference of the Parties for consideration at its eighth
meeting.

Annex to decision SE7/20

Terms of reference for the fourth review of the financial mechanism

A. Objective

1. Pursuant to paragraph 8 of Article 13 of the StockhGbmvention, the Conference of the
Parties will review the effectiveness of the financial mechanism established under Article 13 in
supporting the implementation of the Convention, with a view to taking appropriate action, if
necessary, to improve the effveness of the financial mechanism, including by means of
recommendations and guidance to ensure adequate and sustainable funding. For this purpose, the
review will include an analysis of:

(a) The ability of the financial mechanism to meet the changingsekd
developingcountry parties and parties with economies in transition;

(b) The criteria and guidance referred to in paragraph 7 of Article 13 of the Convention,
including the financi al mechani smbés abilfthee y t o
Parties;

(©) The level of funding;

(d) The effectiveness of the performance of the institutional entities entrusted with the
operation of the financial mechanism, including, pursuant to Article 14 of the Convention, the
effectiveness of the performance of tBlobal Environment Facility in its capacity as the principal
entity entrusted, on an interim basis, with the operation of the financial mechanism.

B. Methodology

2. The review will cover the activities of the financial mechanism for the period from August
2012 to July 2016, with special emphasis on the activities concluded during that period.

3. The review will draw on, among others, the following sources of information:

€) Information provided by parties on their experiences gained through their interactions
with the financial mechanism;

(b) Periodic reviews by the Conference of the Parties of the conformity of the activities of
the financial mechanism with the guidaffqerovided to it;

(© Reports submitted to the Conference of the Parties by the entity or entitiestenht
with the operation of the financial mechanism;

(d) Other reports provided by the entity or entities entrusted with the operation of the
financial mechanism, including, among other things, reports of the Independent Evaluation Office of
the Global Envionment Facility;

Opursuant to paragraph 7 of Article 13, the Conference ofdhée® adopted guidance to the financial
mechanism by its decision SIZ9. In its subsequent decisions-3@1, SC3/16, SG4/27, SG4/28, SC5/23 and
SG6/20, the Conference of the Parties provided additional guidance to the financial mechanism.

"LSee paagraphs 14 and 15 of the memorandum of understanding between the Council of the Global
Environment Facility and the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Conventidfil(S@nnex).
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(e) Reports and information provided by other relevant entities providing multilateral,
regional and bilateral financial and technical assistance pursuant to paragraph 6 of Article 13 of the
Convention;

)] Reports submitted by parties pursuanétticle 15 of the Convention;

(9) Relevant information provided by intergovernmental andgavernmental
organizations;

(h) Reports on the determination of the amount of funding necessary and available for the
implementation of the Convention.

4. In keeping with tlese terms of reference, the Secretariat will:

(@) Make adequate arrangements to ensure that the fourth review of the financial
mechanism is undertaken in an independent and transparent manner;

(b) Hire a consultant to prepare a draft report on the review;

(c) Submit he draft report on the review to the Conference of the Parties for consideration
at its eighth meeting.

5. The entities entrusted with the operation of the financial mechanism are requested to provide
information relevant to #review in a timely manner.

6. Paties are encouraged to provide information pursuant to paragr@taBove as soon as
possible and not later than 31 August 2016.

7. Intergovernmental and negovernmental organizations are requested to provide relevant
information pursuant to the objectwef the present review as soon as possible and no later than
31August 2016.

Report
8. The report on the fourth review will include the following elements:
€) Overview of elements (&jd) of paragraph 1 above;

(b) Analysis of lessons learned from the actestfunded by the financial mechanism
during the period covered by the review;

(c) Assessment of the Global Environment Factilitinciples of incremental cost and
global environmental benefits as they pertain to activities involving persistent organic pgs]lutan
order to facilitate fulfilment of obligations under the Convention, along with lessons learned from the
evaluation reports on activities of the Facility;

(d) Assessment of the adequacy, sustainability and predictability, transparency and
accessibility 6the funding provided by the financial mechanimimplemenation ofthe objectives
of the Convention;

(e) Recommendations and guidance to improve the effectiveness of the financial
mechanism in meeting the objectives of the Convention;

) The performance créria set out in paragraph 10 below.

9. The Secretariat will submit the abereentioned report to the Conference of the Parties for
consideration at its eighth meeting. The report will be deemed an official document of the Conference
of the Parties.

Performance criteria

10.  The effectiveness of the financial mechanism will be assessed, taking into account, among
other things:

(@) Responsiveness of the financial mechanism and the entities entrusted with its operation
to guidance from the Conference of the Parties;

(b) Responsiveness of the Global Environment Facility, in its capacity as the principal
entity entrusted with the operation of the financial mechanism on an interim basis, to the resolutions

85



UNEP/POPS/COP.7/36

86

adopted on 22 May 2001 by the Conference of Plenipotentiariesgetatinterim financial

arrangement§’
(c) Transparency of the project approval process;
(d) Simplicity, flexibility and expeditiousness of the procedures for accessing funds;
(e) Adequacy and sustainability of the resources;
)] Country ownership of activities fundeg the financial mechanism;
(9) Level of stakeholder involvement;
(h) Any other significant issues raised by the parties.

"2UNEP/POPS/CONF/4, appendix |.
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SC-7/21: Additional guidance to the financial mechanism
The Conference of the Parties

1. Stresseshat the sound management of chemicalsveasteshasa global
environmental benefit and emphasizes that the sound management of chemicals and wastes is an
essential element of sustainable development;

2. Reaffirmsthe guidance to the financial mechanism thatloptedn previous decisions,
asreflected in the note by the Secretaffat;

3. Recallsdecisions BAX/10, RG-4/11 and S€4/34,0n enhancing cooperation and
coordination among the Basel Convention on the Transboundary Mowenhéfdzardous Wastes
and their Disposal, the Rotterdam Contiem on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain
Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade and the Stockholm Conivewtiich
the conferences of the parties encourage parties to all three conventions to support the delivery of
coherent and coordinated messages to the Global Environment Facility and other relevant international
financial institutionsandinstruments on funding for the sound management of chemicals and wastes
for the implementation of the conventions;

4, Recallsthat the Global Environment Facility is the principal financial mechaoisman
interim basigo the Stockholm Convention;

5. Welcomeshe establishment of the Global Environment Facility chemicals and waste
focal area, its strategy and the increased fatidsatedfor chemicals and waste and encourages the
Facility to continue to enhance synergies in its activities, taking into account-trenefits for the
Basel and Rotterdam conventions and the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals Management,
while first addressing the needs of the Stockholm Convention;

6. Notes with concerthat there is no increase in funding for the Stockholm Convention
under the sixth replenishment of the trust fund of the Global Environment Facility

7. Notesthe evolvirg fundingneeds of developing countries and countries with economies
in transitionto implement the Stockholm Convention and the chemicals and waste agenda and
reaffirms the request to tli@lobal Environment Facility to respond iratiiegard,;

8. Requestshe Secretariat of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions, in
consultation with the secretariat of the Global Environment Facility, to identify possible elements of
guidance from the Stockholm Convention to the Facility that also address therg@igoeties of the
Basel and Rotterdam conventions for consideration by the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm
Convention at its eighth meeting;

9. Requestshe Secretariat of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions to inform
the intergovenmental negotiating committee prepare a global legally binding instrument on
mercuryat its seventh session about the task outlined in paragraph 8 above;

10.  Also requestthe Secretariat to report to the Conference of the Parties at its eighth
meetirg on the consultations with the secretariat of the Global Environment Facility;

11. Requestthe Global Environment Facility to include in its regular reports to the
Conference of the Parties information on the implementation of the guidance set foelpiegent
decision.

BUNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/29.
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SC-7/22: Implementation of the integrated approach to financing
The Conference of the Parties
1. Takes not®f the information presented in the note by the Secrefériat;

2. Joinsthe United Nations Environment Assembly of the United Natim&ronment
Programme in welcoming an integrated approach to addressing the financing of the sound
management of chemicals and wastes, underscoring that the three components of an integrated
approach, mainstreaming, industry involvement and dedicatechakfmance, are mutually
reinforcing and are all important for the financing of the sound management of chemicals and waste at
all levels and emphasizing the importance of implementing the three components, as agreed in
decision 27/12 of the United Natis Environment Programme Governing Courreitjuests the
Secretariat to assist parties in that respect, subject to the availability of resources, and recognizes the
importance of the joint programme of work to that end;

3. Welcomegparagraph5 and 8of decison SG7/21 on the Stockholm Convention
guidance to the Global Environment Facility, which encourages the Facility to continue to enhance
synergies of its activities taking into accounthmmefits for theBasel Convention on the Control of
the Transbounds Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their DisptisaRotterdam Convention
on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in
International Trad@nd the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals Management;

4. WdcomesUnited Nations Environment Assembly resolution 1/5, including the
agreement to establish the special programme to support institutional strengthening at the national
level for the implementation of tigasel Convention on the Transboundary MovemehHazardous
Wastes and their Disposal, the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for
Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International TradgtpttienolmConventionon
Persistent Organic Pollutantse Minamata Conveigin on Mercury and the Strategic Approach to

I nternational Chemicals Management , and | ooks f
operations;
5. Welcomeshat according to the terms of reference of the special programme the

Executive Secretamnay participate as an observer in the meetings of the executive board of the
special programme, requests him to attend such meetings and requests the Secretariat to cooperate, as
appropriate, with the secretariat of the special programme;

6. Joinsthe Unitel Nations Environment Assembly in encouraging Governments in a
position to do so, as well as the private sector, including industry, foundations, other
non-governmental organizations and other stakeholders, to mobilize financial resources for the fast
andeffective establishment and start of the implementation of the special programme;

7. Requestshe Executive Secretary to continue to ensure that the activities of the
Secretariat and its support to parties under the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm coneadketiass
reference the integrated approach and the programmes of work of the three conventions;

8. Also requestthe Secretariat to report back to the Conference of the Parties at its next
meeting on the implementation of the elements of the present decision.

" UNEP/CHW.12/20Rev.:UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/1lRev.-UNEP/POPS/COP.7/2Rev.1.
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SC-7/23: Reporting pursuant to Article 15 of the Stockholm
Convention

The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the information provided in the report prepared by the Secretariat
pursuant to paragraph 2 (d) of Article 20 based on the reports subnyitpedties under Article 18
and of the summary of the report set out in the note by the Secretariat on reporting pursuant to Article
15;"°

2. Takes note with concenf the low level of reporting and requests the Secretariat to
further refine the draft stratgdo enhance reporting under tSockholmConvention®’

3. Urgesparties that have not yet done so to submit their third national reports pursuant
to Article 15 of the Convention no later than the extended date of 31 August 2015;

4. Decidegthat, in accordanceith Article 15, each party should submit its fourth
national report pursuant to Article 15 to the Secretariat by 31 August 2018 for consideration by the
Conference of the Parties at its ninth meeting;

5. Requestshe Secretariat

(@) To update the reportingfmat to includehe chemicals listed in Annexes A and C to
the Convention by decisior®C-6/13,SC-7/12, SC7/13 and S&€7/14 for consideration by the
Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

(b) To further improve the electronic reporting systentime for it to be used for the
submission of the fourth repsursuant to Article 15, taking into account the comments received
from parties about their experiences in using the system and in view of the use of the national reports
as one element in dertaking an evaluation of the effectiveness of the Convention pursuant to
Article 16;

(c) To prepare a periodic report pursuant to paragraph 2 (d) of Article 20 of the
Convention for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its ninth meeting;

(d) To continue to provide guidance to parties on the use of the electronic reporting
system.

S UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/36.
SUNEP/POPS/COP.7/27, annex.
T UNEP/POPS/COP.6/INF/28.
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SC-7/24: Effectiveness evaluation
The Conference of the Parties

1. Elects in accordance with the terms of reference set out in the appendix to the
framework for effetiveness evaluatioff the following members to serve on the effectiveness
evaluation committee until the close of the eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties:

From African States: Ms. Elham Refaat Abdel Aziz (Egypt)
Mr. Abdul Ganiyu Yunnus (Nigeria)
From Asian-Pacific States: Ms. Kyunghee Choi (Republic of Korea)

Mr. Said Ali Issa Alzadjali (Oman)

From Central and Eastern European StatesMs. Nermina SkejoVi (Bosnia and
Herzegovina)

Mr. lvan Holoubek (Czech Replib)

From Latin American and Caribbean StatesMr. Linroy Christian (Antigua and Barbuda)
Ms. Alejandra Torre (Uruguay)

From Western European and other States: Ms. AnneDaniel(Canada)
Mr. Ran®n Guardans (Spain)

2. Invitesthe global coadination group of the global monitoring plangelect one expert
from amongdts members to serve on tedfectiveness evaluation committee;

3. Requestshe Secretariato select two internationally recognized experts in the field of
effectiveness evaluatiato serve on theffectiveness evaluation committee

4.  Requestthe effectiveness evaluation committee to perform its tasks according to the
framework for effectiveness evaluatiéand to report to the Conference of the Parties at its eighth
meeting;

5.  Requetsthe Secretariat

(@) To establish a roster of experts for the purpose of providing support to the
effectiveness evaluation committee as required based on nominations received from parties;

(b) To collect anccompile information tdoe used for the purposes beeffectiveness
evaluationaccording to the framewofflor effectiveness evaluatias referred to in paragraph 2 above
and to prepare a preliminary analysis of the available information;

(© To support the work of the effectiveness evaluation committeeidimg the
development of the effectiveness evaluation report;

6. Invitesparties tadesignateexperts for inclusion in the roster of experts referred to in
paragraptb (a) above noting their aresof expertise or specific substance knowledge;

7. Emphasizethe need for parties to intensify their efforts to ensure the timely and
accurate completion of national reports under Article 15 of the Stockholm Convention.

BUNEP/POPS/COP.6/27/Add.1/Rev.1, annex.
UNEP/POPS/COP.6/27/Add.1/Rev.1, annex.
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SC-7/25: Global monitoring plan for effectiveness evaluation
The Conference of the Parties

1. Takes oteof the reports of the meetings of the global coordination group and regional
organization group&and welcomes the conclusions and recommendations of the global coordination
81
group,

2. Welcomeshe updated guidance on the global monitoring Blandencouagesparties
to use it and provide comments on their experience in doing so to the Secretariat through the regional
organization groups;

3. Welcomesiso the five regional monitoring repoffs;
4. Requestshe global coordination group

(@) To develop the draft glab monitoring repottincluding its draft conclusions and
recommendations, and an evaluation and assessment of changes in persistent organic pollutant
concentrations over time, as specified in the effectiveness evaluation franféandknake it
availableto the effectiveness evaluation committee by 31 January 2016;

(b) To finalize the global monitoring report, including conclusions and recommendations,
for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

5. Requestshe Secretariat:

@) To suppot the global coordination group in developing the reports requested in
paragraph 4 above;

(b) To oontinue to supporsubject to the availability of resourcéise work of the regional
organization groups and the global coordination group in the implementétioa third phase of the
global monitoring plan;

(©) To continue to supparsubject to the availability of resourcésining and
capacitybuilding activities to assist countries in implementing the global monitoring plan for
subsequent effectiveness awations and to work with partners and other relevant organizations to
undertake implementation activities;

6. Encouragegarties to consider the conclusions and recommendations referred to in
paragraph hboveand engage actively in the implementation ofdglabal monitoring plan and the
effectiveness evaluation and, in particular:

(@) To continue to monitor the core media of air and human breast milk or human blood
and, if in a position to do so, to initiate monitoring of perfluorooctane sulfonate in surdéeeimn
support of future evaluations;

(b) To support the further development and ldagn implementation of the global
monitoring plan if in a position to do so.

80 UNEP/POPS/ICOP.7/INF/3annexes | and II.
8lUNEP/POPS/COP.7/29, annex.

82 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/39, annex.
83UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/38.

8 UNEP/POPS/COP.6/27/Add.1/Rev.1.
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SC-7/26: Procedures and mechanisms on compliance with the
Stockholm Convention

The Conferencef the Parties
RecallingArticle 17 of the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants,

Mindful that the procedures and institutional mechanisms called for under Article helpill
addresgompliance,

1. Notesthat the negotiations have not yietta result and that the draft texts contained in
the annex to the present decision are entirely bracketed;

2. Decidegto consider further at its eighth meeting, for adoption, the procedures and
mechanisms onompliancerequired under Article 17 of the Comtén;

3. Invitesthe Bureau of the Conference of the Parties to facilitate intersessional
consultations among all parties to promote a policy dialogue on outstanding issues with a view to
resolving them in a wathatfacilitates the possible adoptioof theprocedures and institutional
mechanismsequiredunder Article 17y the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting;

4, Decidesthat the draft texts contained in the annex to the present decision shall be the
basis for its further work on the proceduagsl institutional mechanisms at its eighth meeting, bearing
in mind that allissuesemain outstanding;

5. Also decideshat further work on the procedures and mechanisms on compliance with
the Convention shall be placed early on the agenda at its eightimgnee
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Annex to decision SC7/26

Annex to decision SG6/24 (version as of 15 May 2015)

[[Non-compliance][Compliance] [P] [p]rocedures and institutional
mechanisms under Article 17 of the Stockholm Conventich

Objective, nature and underlying principles

1. The objective of the procedures and institut
proceduresodo) is to assist Parties to comply wit
facilitate, promote, [monitor], assist in, advise on aimd to secure the implementation of and

compliance with the obligations under the Convention [and to provide technical assistance, financial
resources and transfer of technology].

2.3.4 alt The mechanism shall be nopnfrontational, transparent, caffective, preventive and
facilitative in nature, simple, flexible, ndrinding and oriented in the direction of helping parties to
implement the provisions of the Stockholm Convention. It will pay particular attention to the special
needs of developing cour@s and countries with economies in transition, [in line with article 13(4) of
the Convention] and is intended to promote cooperation between all Parties. The mechanism should
complement work performed by other Convention bodies and by the Stockholm Gon\Regional
Centres. All obligations under the Convention are subject to the presertfmopliance procedures

and mechanisms [, including Articles 12, 13 and 7.]

Compliance Committee

Establishment

5. A Compliance Committee, hereinafter referredtas t he A Commi tteeodo, i s
Composition
6. The Committee shall consist of 15 members. Members shall be experts nominated by Parties

and elected by the Conference of the Parties on the basis of equitable geographical representation of
thefive regional groups of the United Natig¥fanith due consideration to gender balance.

7. Members shall have expertise and specific qualifications in the subject matter covered by the
Convention. They shall act objectively and in the best intereste @dhvention.

Election of members

8. At the meeting at which the present decision is adopted, the Conference of the Parties shall

elect half the members for one term and half the members for two terms. The Conference of the Parties
shall, at each ordingmeeting thereafter, elect for two full terms new members to replace those
members whose period of office has expired or is about to expire. Members shall not serve for more
than two consecutive terms. For the purpose of the present procedures andsnethani At er mo s
mean the period that begins at the end of one ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties and
ends at the end of the next ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

9. If a member of the Committee resigns or is otherwisdlen® complete her or his term of
office or to perform her or his functions, the Party who nominated that member shall nhominate an
alternate to serve for the remainder of the term.

Officers

10. The Committee shall elect its own Chair. A \icleair and aapporteur shall be elected, on a
rotating basis, by the Committee in accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure of the
Conference of the Parties.

®The following text will be inserted into a decisi on
institutional mechanisms have been developed in accordance with Article 17 of the Stockholm Convention,
hereinafter referred to as 6the Conventiono6. o

8In this context, this means three members per United Nations regional group.]
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Meetings

11. The Committee shall hold meetings as necessary, at least once a year and wheriblemposs
conjunction with meetings of the Conference of the Parties or other Convention bodies.

12. 11 members of the Committee shall constitute a quorum.

13. Subject to paragraph 22 below, the meetings of the Committee shall be open to Parties and the
pubic unless the Committee decides otherwise. When the Committee is dealing with submissions
pursuant to paragraph 17, the meetings of the Committee shall be open to Parties and closed to the
public unless the Party whose compliance is in question agresrsvisté.

14. The Parties or observers to whom the meeting is open shall not have a right to participate in the
meeting unless the Committee and the Party whose compliance is in question agree otherwise.

Decisionmaking

15. [The Committee shall make evegffort to reach agreement on all matters of substance by
consensus. If all efforts to reach consensus have been exhausted and no agreement has been reached,
any decision shall, as a last resort, be taken by a-thuaeaers majority of the members presamd

voting or by nine members, whichever is greater. The report of any meeting of the Committee at which
consensus is not reached shall reflect the views of all the Committee members].

[15 alt. The Committee shall take its decisions by consensus.]
[15 altbis®]

16. Each member of the Committee shall, with respect to any matter that is under consideration by
the Committee, avoid direct or indirect conflicts of interest. When a member finds himself or herself
faced with a direct or indirect conflict of intst, or is a citizen of a Party whose compliance is in
question, that member shall bring the issue to the attention of the Committee before consideration of
the matter. The concerned member shall not participate in the elaboration and adoption of a
recommadation of the Committee in relation to that matter.

Procedures for submissions
Submissions
17. Submissions to the Committee may be made by:

(@) A Party which decides that, despite its best endeavours, it is, or will be, unable to
comply with its obligéions under the Convention. Any submission under this subparagraph shall be
made in writing, through the Secretariat, and should include details as to which specific obligations are
concerned and an assessment of the reason why the Party may be unablethose obligations.

Where possible, substantiating information, or advice as to where such substantiating information may
be found, shall be provided. Any such submission may include suggestions for solutions which the
Party considers may be most appiage to its particular needs;

(b) A Party that is affected or may be affec:
with the Conventionés obligations. Any Party ir
should before so doing undertad@nsultations with the Party whose compliance is in question. Any
submission made under this subparagraph shall be made in writing, through the Secretariat, and is to
include details as to which specific obligations are concerned and information salisiztiie
submission;

[(c) The Secretariat, if, while acting pursuant to paragraph 2 of Article 20 of the
Convention, it becomes aware that a Party may face difficulties in complying with its obligations
under the Convention on the basis of the repodsived pursuant to Article 15[, considering [all
their] obligations under the Convention, [(including Articles 3, 12 and 13)]], provided that the matter
has not been resolved within ninety days by consultation with the Party concerned. Any submission
madeunder this subparagraph shall be made in writing and shall set out the matter of concern, the
relevant provisions of the Convention and the information substantiating the matter of concern. ]

87Rule 45 of the rules ofrpcedure as it stands at C@Pappliedmutatis mutandis
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[Committeetrigger

17c alt®. The Committee in order @ssesgpossible difficulties faced by parties in fulfilling their
obligations under the [Articles?, [12, 13] and [15 (3)] of the] Convention, upon receipt of
information from the Secretariat provided by such Parties pursuant to those provisions, [induding t
the fulfilment of obligations under 12 and 13 ] shall notify the party in writing regarding the matter of
concern. If the matter has not been resolved within 90 days by consultation through the Secretariat
with the party concerned and the Committee atersi the matter further, it shall do so in accordance
with paragraphs [21 to 25].]

[23 bis / 17 (c) alt bisThe Committee [may] [shall] [examine][consider][in a Aotrusive manner

] Partiesdé [national i mpl ement aional ceportgplirsuansto p ur s u @
Article 15, considering [all their] obligations under the Convention, [(including Articles 12 and 13)]
and identify questions [difficulties] relating

[information] [such questins ][difficulties] in accordance with paragraphs 23. ] ]

[The Committee shall certify that all provisions with regard to Articles 12 to 13 have been met for the
party in question before proceeding any further.]

18. The Secretariat shall forward subnigs made under subparagraph 17 (a) above, within
fifteen days of receipt of such submissions, to the members of the Committee for consideration at the
Committeebds next meeting.

19. The Secretariat shall, within fifteen days of receipt of any submissiole mnder
subparagraph 17 (b) above, send a copy to the Party whose compliance with the Convention is in
qguestion and to the members of the Committee fc

[20. The Secretariat shall send any submission it m@&kaccordance with paragraph 17 (c) above
directly to the Committee and the Party whose compliance is in question within fifteen days of the
conclusion of the ninetgay period referred to in paragraph 17 (c) ab&Ve;]

21. A Party whose compliance is im@stion may present responses or comments at every step of
the proceedings described in the present procedures and mechanisms.

22. Such a Party shall be entitled to participate in the consideration of the submission by the
Committee. For this purpose tB®mmittee shall invite such a Party to participate in the discussions
on the submission no later than sixty days before the start of the discussions. Such Party, however,
may not take part in the elaboration of a recommendation of the Committee.

23. Comnents or additional information in response to a submission, provided by a Party whose
compliance is in question, should be forwarded to the Secretariat within ninety days of the date of
receipt of the submission by that Party, unless the Party requestgeasion. Such extension may be
provided by the Chair, with a reasonable justification, for a period of up to 90 days. Such information
shall be immediately transmitted to the members of the Committee for consideration at the
Commi tteeds n easubmissienthashaen madéhpersuant to subparagraph 17 (b)
above, the information shall be forwarded by the Secretariat to the Party that made the submission.

24. The Committee shall share its draft conclusions and recommendations with the Party
concened for consideration and an opportunity to comment within ninety days of receipt of the draft
by the Party. Any such comments are to be reflected in the report of the Committee.

25. The Committee may decide not to proceed with submissions which it eossidbe:
€) De minimis;
(b) Manifestly ill-founded.

8paragraph based on the draft procedures and mechanisms on compliance with the Rotterdam Convention, set
out in the annex to Decision RI6.

8 This paragraph is in brackets as paragraph 17 (c) is still in brackets.
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Facilitation by the Committee

26. The Committee shall consider submissions made to it in accordance with paragraph 17
[and questions identified in accordance with paragraph 23 bis] above with doviestablishing the
facts and the root causes of the matter of concern and to assisting in its resolution and may after
consultation with the Party whose compliance is in que$tion

(a) Provide advice;

(b) Issue norbinding recommendations, including establishing and strengthening
domestic regulatory measures and monitoring, as appropriate, and on steps to remedy the
non-compliance situation;

[ (b bis)Providing support under the Convention for the Party concerned, including access to
financial resoures, technical assistance, technology transfer, training and other cdpalding
measures;

(b ter) Providing advice regarding future compliance in order to help Parties implement the
provisions of the Convention and avoid roempliance; ]

(c) Following consideration of the need for technical and financial assistance, facilitate
technical and financial assistance, including by providing advice on sources and modalities of
technology transfer, training and other capabitjlding measures ;

(d) Requesthe Party concerned to develop a voluntary compliance action plan, including
timelines, targets and indicators and submission of progress reports within a time frame to be agreed
upon by the Committee and the Party concerned, and provide information dcel ageon request, in
the development of such a plan;

(e) Provide assistance, upon request, in the review of the implementation of the action
plan;

[(e) bisProvide recommendations to the financial mechanism as appropriate to allow for
relevant provisiorof support to the implementation of the compliance action plan in line with (c) and

el

)] Pursuant to subparagraph (d) above, report to the Conference of the Parties on efforts
made by the Party concerned to return to compliance and should maietaast as an agenda item
of the Committee until the matter is adequately resolved.

[Financial assistance; In realization of the stated objectives of consolidating national capabilities and
to facilitate fulfilment of compliance measure, a dedicated aedigated line of budget will be

provided by creation of fund with adequate corpus by developed countries , which shall be put in place
not later than six months of the adoption of this resolution by COP to the tune of USD 1 billion to be
subscribed withimext six years.]

Possible action by the Conference of the Parties

27. If, after undertaking the facilitation procedure set forth in paragraph 26 above and taking into
account the cause, type, degree, duration and frequency of compliance difficulliegngthe

financial and technical capacities of a Party whose compliance is in question and the extent to which
financial or technical assistance has been previously provided, [and in line with article 13.4 of the
Convention] the Committee considersitnes sary t o pursue further act
compliance problems, it may recommend to the Conference of the Parties that it consider one or more
of the following actions:

€) Providing further support under the Convention for the Party concenudakling
further advice and the facilitation, as appropriate, of access to financial resources, technical assistance,
technology transfer, training and other capabitylding measures;

(b) Providing advice regarding future compliance in order to hetfd®amplement the
provisions of the Convention and avoid roompliance;

(c) [In case of repeated or persistent swmmpliance, ] [issuing a statement of concern
regarding current nenompliance;]

% placeholder for proposal to establish a multilateral compliance fund.
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[(d) Requesting the Executive Secretary to make pubkes of nortompliance;]

[(e) In case of repeated or persistentftompliance, [as a last resort,] suspending rights
and privileges under the Convention, in particular rights under Articles 4, 12 and 13 of the Convention
[undertaking any final action thatay be required to achieve the objectives of the Convention;]]

() Undertaking any additional action that may be required for the achievement of the
objectives of the Convention under Article 19 (5) (d).]

[28. In case a developing country or a countithvan economy in transition is found to be
non-compliant because of a lack of technology, or technical and financial assistance,
subparagraphs 27 {d) shall not be applicablée’]

[28 [alt ] [bis] The Committee shall, in the context of these complignoeedures and mechanisms,
take full account of the specific needs and special situation of least developed countries and small
island developing states in their actions with regards to its consideration of submissions.]

Monitoring

29. The Committee gbuld monitor the consequences of action taken in pursuance of paragraphs
26 and 27 above, including efforts made by the Party concerned to return to compliance, maintain the
case as an agenda item of the Committee until the matter is adequately reswlregzberon it to the
Conference of the Parties pursuant to paragraph 33.

Information

Consultation and information
30. In carrying out its functions, the Committee may:

(a) Request further information from all Parties, through the Secretariat, os ssue
general compliance under its consideration;

(b) Seek the advice of the Conference of the Parties and consult with other bodies of the
Convention, including the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee;

(©) Exchange information with the Council the Global Environment Facility, in
particular for the purpose of drawing up its recommendations, related to the provision of financial
assistance under Articles 12 and 13 of the Convention;

(d) Undertake, with the agreement of any Party, informatiohgat i ng i n t hat P
territory for the purpose of fulfilling the functions of the Committee;

(e) Consult with the Secretariat and draw upon its expertise and knowledge base and
request through the Secretariat information, where appropriate in the farnejért, on matters
under the Committeebs consideration;

) Take into consideration national reports of Parties required by the Convention or
submitted pursuant to decisions of the Conference of the Parties with a view to gathering information
relevantto nonrrcompliance.

Handling of information

31. Subject to paragraph 5 of Article 9 of the Convention, the Committee, any Party and any
person involved in the deliberations of the Committee shall protect the confidentiality of information
received in cofidence.

®1 Onedelegationwished to retain this provision until the outcome of negotiations on paragraph 27.

97



UNEP/POPS/COP.7/36

98

General procedures

General compliance issues

32. The Committee may examine systemic issues of general compliance and implementation of
interest to all Parties when:

€) The Conference of the Parties so requests;

[(b) The Secretariat, while fing pursuant to its functions under the Convention, obtains
information from Parties on the basis of which the Committee decides that there is a need for an issue
of general norcompliance to be examined and for a report thereon to be made to the Ganferen
the Parties;]

[(c) The Secretariat draws the attention of the Committee to relevant information it has
obtained through reports by Parties under the Convention [and other sources. ]]

Reports to the Conference of the Parties

33. The Committee shadlubmit a report to each ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties
reflecting:

(a) The work that the Committee has undertaken;
(b) The conclusions and recommendations of the Committee;

(c) The future programme of work of the Committee, includingsitteedule of expected
meetings which it considers necessary for the fulfilment of its programme of work, for the
consideration and approval of the Conference of the Parties.

Other subsidiary bodies

34. Where the activities of the Committee with respeqparticular issues overlap with the
responsibilities of another Stockholm Convention body, the Committee may consult with that body.

Other multilateral environmental agreements

35.  Where relevant, the Committee may solicit information, upon requaseb@onference of the
Parties, or directly, from compliance committees dealing with hazardous substances and wastes under
the auspices of other relevant multilateral environmental agreements and report on those activities to
the Conference of the Parties.

Review of the compliance mechanism

36. The Conference of the Parties shall regularly review the implementation and effectiveness of
the procedures.

Relationship with dispute settlement
37. The procedures shall be without prejudice to Article 18 efG@bnvention.
Rules of procedure

38. The rules of procedure of the Conference of the Parties shall mpipdyfis mutandiso the
meetings of the Committee except as otherwise provided for in the procedures.

39. The Committee may develop any additiondéslincluding those on languages that may be
required, and shall submit them to the Conference of the Parties for its consideration and approval.]
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Annex to decision SG6/24 (version as of 10 May 2013)

[[Non-compliance][Compliance] procedures under Articlel7 of the Stockholm
Convention™

Objective, nature and underlying principles

1. The objective of the procedures and institut
procedureso) is to assist Partiesnianendmompl y wi t
facilitate, promote, monitor, assist in, advise on and aim to secure the implementation of and

compliance with the obligations under the Convention.

2.3.4 alt The mechanism shall be naopnfrontational, transparent, caffective and prevente

in nature, simple, flexible, nebinding and oriented in the direction of helping parties to implement
the provisions of the Stockholm Convention. It will pay particular attention to the special needs of
developing countries and countries with econonmdgansition, and is intended to promote
cooperation between all Parties. The mechanism should complement work performed by other
Convention bodies and by the Stockholm Convention Regional Centres. All obligations under the
Convention are subject to tipeesent nortompliance procedures and mechanisms [, including
Articles 12, 13 and 7.]

Compliance Committee

Establishment

5. A Compliance Committee, hereinafter referred
Composition
6. The Committee shall corstiof 15 members. Members shall be experts nominated by Parties

and elected by the Conference of the Parties on the basis of equitable geographical representation of
the five regional groups of the United Nations, with due consideration to gender balance.

7. Members shall have expertise and specific qualifications in the subject matter covered by the
Convention. They shall act objectively and in the best interests of the Convention.

Election of members

8. At the meeting at which the present decision igpéel, the Conference of the Parties shall

elect half the members for one term and half the members for two terms. The Conference of the Parties
shall, at each ordinary meeting thereafter, elect for two full terms new members to replace those
members whosperiod of office has expired or is about to expire. Members shall not serve for more
than two consecutive terms. For the purpose of
mean the period that begins at the end of one ordinary meeting of tfer&we of the Parties and

ends at the end of the next ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

9. If a member of the Committee resigns or is otherwise unable to complete her or his term of
office or to perform her or his functions, the Partyowtominated that member shall nominate an
alternate to serve for the remainder of the term.

Officers

10. The Committee shall elect its own Chair. A \icleair and a rapporteur shall be elected, on a
rotating basis, by the Committee in accordance with3Qlef the rules of procedure of the
Conference of the Parties.

Meetings

11. The Committee shall hold meetings as necessary, at least once a year and whenever possible in
conjunction with meetings of the Conference of the Parties or other Convention bodies.

12. 11 members of the Committee shall constitute a quorum.

13.  Subject to paragraph 22 below, the meetings of the Committee shall be open to Parties and the
public unless the Committee decides otherwise. When the Committee is dealing with submissions

“Thefollowi ng text will be inserted into a decision adop:
institutional mechanisms have been developed in accordance with Article 17 of the Stockholm Convention,
hereinafter referred to as 6the Conventiond. o
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pursuant to paragraph 17, the meetings of the Committee shall be open to Parties and closed to the
public unless the Party whose compliance is in question agrees otherwise.

14. The Parties or observers to whom the meeting is open shall not have a righitipgtarin the
meeting unless the Committee and the Party whose compliance is in question agree otherwise.

Decisionmaking

15. The Committee shall make every effort to reach agreement on all matters of substance by
consensus. If all efforts to reach comses have been exhausted and no agreement has been reached,
any decision shall, as a last resort, be taken by a-tluasgers majority of the members present and
voting or by nine members, whichever is greater. The report of any meeting of the Comimittésha
consensus is not reached shall reflect the views of all the Committee members.

16. Each member of the Committee shall, with respect to any matter that is under consideration by
the Committee, avoid direct or indirect conflicts of interest. Wherember finds himself or herself

faced with a direct or indirect conflict of interest, or is a citizen of a Party whose compliance is in
question, that member shall bring the issue to the attention of the Committee before consideration of
the matter. The a@erned member shall not participate in the elaboration and adoption of a
recommendation of the Committee in relation to that matter.

Procedures for submissions
Submissions
17. Submissions to the Committee may be made by:

€) A Party which decides thatedpite its best endeavours, it is, or will be, unable to
comply with its obligations under the Convention. Any submission under this subparagraph shall be
made in writing, through the Secretariat, and should include details as to which specific oblayations
concerned and an assessment of the reason why the Party may be unable to meet those obligations.
Where possible, substantiating information, or advice as to where such substantiating information may
be found, shall be provided. Any such submission mealyde suggestions for solutions which the
Party considers may be most appropriate to its particular needs;

(b) A Party that is affected or may be affec
with the Conventi onds @thrhakegasubmissiorsunderAhisysubpaeagrdply i r
should before so doing undertake consultations with the Party whose compliance is in question. Any
submission made under this subparagraph shall be made in writing, through the Secretariat, and is to
include cktails as to which specific obligations are concerned and information substantiating the
submission;

[(c) The Secretariat, if, while acting pursuant to paragraph 2 of Article 20 of the
Convention, it becomes aware that a Party may face difficulties iplgomg with its obligations
under the Convention on the basis of the reports received pursuant to Article 15[, considering all their
obligations under the Convention, [(including Articles 3, 12 and 13)]], provided that the matter has not
been resolved with ninety days by consultation with the Party concerned. Any submission made
under this subparagraph shall be made in writing and shall set out the matter of concern, the relevant
provisions of the Convention and the information substantiating the matencern. ]

[23bis/17(c)at The Committee [may] [shall] examine P
pursuant to Article 7 and the] national reports pursuant to Article 15, considering all their obligations
under the Convention, [(including Artices 12 and 13) ] and identify
compliance. The Committee shall consider such questions in accordance with paragraghk 21

18. The Secretariat shall forward submissions made under subparagraph 17 (a) above, within
fifteen days of receipt of such submissions, to the members of the Committee for consideration at the
Committeebds next meeting.

19. The Secretariat shall, within fifteen days of receipt of any submission made under subparagraph
17 (b) above, send a copy to thetPavhose compliance with the Convention is in question and to the
members of the Committee for consideration at t
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[20. The Secretariat shall send any submission it makes in accordance with paragraph 17 (c) above
directly to theCommittee and the Party whose compliance is in question within fifteen days of the
conclusion of the ninetygay period referred to in paragraph 17 (c) abdve;]

21. A Party whose compliance is in question may present responses or comments at every step of
the proceedings described in the present procedures and mechanisms.

22. Sucha Party shall be entitled to participate in the consideration of the submission by the
Committee. For this purpose the Committee shall invite such a Party to participatdisctissions
on the submission no later than sixty days before the start of the discuSsiocn$arty, however,
may not take part in the elaboration of a recommendation of the Committee.

23. Comments or additional information in response to a submigsionided by a Party whose
compliance is in question, should be forwarded to the Secretariat within ninety days of the date of
receipt of the submission by that Party, unless the Party requests an extension. Such extension may be
provided by the Chair, wita reasonable justification, for a period of up to 90 days. Such information

shall be immediately transmitted to the members of the Committee for consideration at the
Committeebds next meeting. Where a submission he
above, the information shall be forwarded by the Secretariat to the Party that made the submission.

24. The Committee shall share its draft conclusions and recommendations with the Party concerned
for consideration and an opportunity to comment witiiimety days of receipt of the draft by the
Party. Any such comments are to be reflected in the report of the Committee.

25. The Committee may decide not to proceed with submissions which it considers to be:
(a) De minimis;
(b) Manifestly ill-founded.

Facilitation by the Committee

26. The Committee shall consider submissions made to it in accordance with paragraph 17 [and
questions identified in accordance with paragraph 23 bis] above with a view to establishing the facts
and the root causes of the mattéconcern and to assisting in its resolution and may after
consultation with the Party whose compliance is in question:

(@) Provide advice;

(b) Issue norbinding recommendations, including on establishing and strengthening
domestic regulatory measuresianonitoring, as appropriate, and on steps to remedy the
non-compliance situation;

(© Following consideration of the need for technical and financial assistance, facilitate
technical and financial assistance, including by providing advice on sourcedatities of
technology transfer, training and other capabitylding measures;

(d) Request the Party concerned to develop a voluntary compliance action plan, including
timelines, targets and indicators and submission of progress reports within a tireedrbe agreed
upon by the Committee and the Party concerned, and provide information and advice, upon request, in
the development of such a plan;

(e) Provide assistance, upon request, in the review of the implementation of the action
plan;

) Pursuanto subparagraph (d) above, report to the Conference of the Parties on efforts
made by the Party concerned to return to compliance and should maintain the case as an agenda item
of the Committee until the matter is adequately resolved.

Possible action by th Conference of the Parties

27. If, after undertaking the facilitation procedure set forth in paragraph 26 above and taking into
account the cause, type, degree, duration and frequency of compliance difficulties, including the
financial and technical capéies of a Party whose compliance is in question and the extent to which
financial or technical assistance has been previously provided, the Committee considers it necessary to
pursue further action to addr ess datotReaQortfeyeice ¢ 0 my
of the Parties that it consider one or more of the following actions:

% This paragraph is in brackets as paragraph 17 (c) is still in brackets.
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(@) Providing further support under the Convention for the Party concerned, including
further advice and the facilitation, as appropriate, of access to financiatgesptechnical assistance,
technology transfer, training and other capabitylding measures;

(b) Providing advice regarding future compliance in order to help Parties implement the
provisions of the Convention and avoid roompliance;

(c) [In case ofrepeated or persistent naompliance, ] [issuing a statement of concern
regarding current nenompliance;]

[(d) Requesting the Executive Secretary to make public cases @omapliance;]

[(e) In case of repeated or persistent{wompliance, [as a lasgsort,] suspending rights
and privileges under the Convention, in particular rights under Articles 4, 12 and 13 of the Convention
[undertaking any final action that may be required to achieve the objectives of the Convention;]]

)] Undertaking any adddnal action that may be required for the achievement of the
objectives of the Convention under Article 19 (5) (d).

[28. In case a developing country or a country with an economy in transition is found to be
noncompliant because of a lack of technologytezhnical and financial assistance, subparagraphs
27 (c)i (f) shall not be applicablé’]

[28 alt The Committee shall, in the context of these compliance procedures and mechanisms, take full
account of the specific needs and special situation of leadbgedecountries and small island
developing states in their actions with regards to its consideration of submissions.]

Monitoring

29. The Committee should monitor the consequences of action taken in pursuance of paragraphs
26 and 27 above, including effermade by the Party concerned to return to compliance, maintain the
case as an agenda item of the Committee until the matter is adequately resolved and report on it to the
Conference of the Parties pursuant to paragraph 33.

Information
Consultation and ifformation
30. In carrying out its functions, the Committee may:

(@) Request further information from all Parties, through the Secretariat, on issues of
general compliance under its consideration;

(b) Seek the advice of the Conference of the Parties arslitamth other bodies of the
Convention, including the Persistent Organic Pollutants Review Committee;

(© Exchange information with the Council of the Global Environment Facility, in
particular for the purpose of drawing up its recommendations, retated provision of financial
assistance under Articles 12 and 13 of the Convention;

(d) Undertake, with the agreement of any Par:
territory for the purpose of fulfilling the functions of the Committee;

(e) Consult wth the Secretariat and draw upon its expertise and knowledge base and
request through the Secretariat information, where appropriate in the form of a report, on matters
under the Committeebs consideration;

) Take into consideration national reports afties required by the Convention or
submitted pursuant to decisions of the Conference of the Parties with a view to gathering information
relevant to norcompliance.

Handling of information

31. Subject to paragraph 5 of Article 9 of the Convention, tam@ittee, any Party and any person
involved in the deliberations of the Committee shall protect the confidentiality of information received
in confidence.

% Onedelegationwished to retain this provision until the outcome of negotiations on paragraph 27.



UNEP/POPS/COP.7/36

General procedures
General compliance issues

32. The Committee may examine systemic issues of gecengpliance and implementation of
interest to all Parties when:

€) The Conference of the Parties so requests;

(b) The Secretariat, while acting pursuant to its functions under the Convention, obtains
information from Parties on the basis of which the Cadttem decides that there is a need for an issue
of general norcompliance to be examined and for a report thereon to be made to the Conference of
the Parties;

(c) The Secretariat draws the attention of the Committee to relevant information it has
obtainedthrough reports by Parties under the Convention and other sources.

Reports to the Conference of the Parties

33. The Committee shall submit a report to each ordinary meeting of the Conference of the Parties
reflecting:

(a) The work that the Committee hasdemtaken;
(b) The conclusions and recommendations of the Committee;

(c) The future programme of work of the Committee, including the schedule of expected
meetings which it considers necessary for the fulfilment of its programme of work, for the
consideratin and approval of the Conference of the Parties.

Other subsidiary bodies

34. Where the activities of the Committee with respect to particular issues overlap with the
responsibilities of another Stockholm Convention body, the Committee may consult witodiya

Other multilateral environmental agreements

35.  Where relevant, the Committee may solicit information, upon request by the Conference of the
Parties, or directly, from compliance committees dealing with hazardous substances and wastes under
the awpices of other relevant multilateral environmental agreements and report on those activities to
the Conference of the Parties.

Review of the compliance mechanism

36. The Conference of the Parties shall regularly review the implementation and effectioénes
the procedures.

Relationship with dispute settlement

37. The procedures shall be without prejudice to Article 18 of the Convention.

Rules of procedure

38. The rules of procedure of the Conference of the Parties shall mpipdifis mutandiso the
medings of the Committee except as otherwise provided for in the procedures.

39. The Committee may develop any additional rules, including those on languages that may be
required, and shall submit them to the Conference of the Parties for its considerdtappeoval.]
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SC-7/27: International cooperation and coordination
TheConference of the Parties

1. Takes not®f the report by the Secretariat on international cooperation and
coordination®

2. Joinswith the United Nations Environment Assembly of theited Nations
Environment Programme in emphasizing that the sound management of chemicals and wastes is an
essential and crossutting element of sustainable development and is of great relevance to the
sustainable development agenda;

3. Highlightsthe contribution of theBasel Convention on the Transboundary Movement
of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal, the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent
Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International TradeStodkiem
Conventionon Persistent Organic Pollutanttsthe protection of human health and the environment
from hazardous chemicals and wastes through the sound management of chemicals and wastes;

4, Requestshe Executive Secretary to inform the-fewilitators for the consultations on
the post2015 development agenda under the United Nations General Assembly about the relevance of
the conventions and the contribution that they can make to the implementatiahagfethda and to
provide input (for examplenformation transmitted to the Secretariat in the national reports under the
Basel and Stockholm conventions and scientific data prepared by the Persistent Organic Pollutants
Review Committegthe Chemical Review Committee atioe Global Monitoring Plan uret the
Stockholm Convention) to the United Nations Statistical Commission and other relevant forums for
the development of indicators relevant to the sound management of chemicals and wastes;

5. Emphasizethe importance of enhancing cooperation and doatidn with other
international bodies to facilitate the fulfilment of the objectives of the conventions, in particular within
the chemicals and wastes cluster;

6. Invitesthe Environment Management Group to look at how the United Nations system
can delver in meeting the 2020 goal for the sound management of chemicals and wastes;

7. WelcomedJnited Nations Environment Assembly resolution 1/5 on chemicals and
waste and requests the Executive Secretary to cooperate witketbwatize Director of the
United Nations Environment Programme in fostering the implementation of that resolution and, more
generally, on the continued and coordinated strengthening of the sound management of chemicals and
wastes in the long term;

8. Joinsthe United Nations EnvironmeAssembly in emphasizing the need for
continued and strengthened multisectoral and rstatieholder involvement and requests the
Executive Secretary to participatethe fourth session of the International Conference on Chemicals
Management and to engumwithin available resourceke effective involvement of the Secretariat in
the Strategic Approach to International Chemicals Management;

9. Also joinsthe United Nations Environment Assembly in recognizing the continued
relevance of the sound manageinginchemicals and wastes beyond 2020 and joins with the
International Conference on Chemicals Management and others in stressing the importance of
considering longerm policies building on United Nations Environment Assembly resolution 1/5 and
its annexon strengthening the sound management of chemicals and wastes in the long term;

10.  Encourageshe organizations of the Int@rganization Programme for the Sound
Management of Chemicals to present for consideration by the International ConferencenicalShe
Management at its fourth session specific policies and actions planned by each organization, within
their own mandates, to meet the 2020 goal;

11. Welcomegooperation and coordination between the Secretariat armotéinien
secretariat of th#linamata Convention and requests the Secretariat to continue and enhance such
cooperation and coordination in areas of mutual interest with a view to fostering policy coherence
where appropriateand maximizing the effective and efficient use of resourcel lavvals;

% UNEP/CHW.12/INF/31UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INFI2UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/41.
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12. Requestshe Secretariat to continue:

(@) To enhance cooperation and coordination within the chemicals and wastes cluster, in
particular to facilitate activities &heregional and country levels that would support the
implementation othe agreementi the clustein areas of mutual interest, and to consider which
activities of the programmes of work may be effectively implemented in cooperation with other entities
within the cluster;

(b) To enhance cooperation and coordination with ioitmernational bodies in areas of
relevance to the Basel, Rotterdamd Stockholm conventions, including in the areas and with the
organizations listed in the aforementioned report;

(c) To report on the implementation of the present decision to the @owfenf the Parties
at its next meeting.
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SC-7/28: Enhancing cooperation and coordination among the Basel,
Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions

The Conference of the Partjes

Mindful of the legal autonomy ofespectivelythe Basel Convention on the Cortod
Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their Disposal, the Rotterdam Convention on
the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International
Trade and the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Orgatiigtéhts

Reaffirmingthat actions taken to enhance coordination and cooperation should be aimed at
strengthening the implementation of the three conventions at the national, regional and global levels,
promoting coherent policy guidance and enhancifigiefhcy in the provision of support to parties
with a view to reducing their administrative burden and maximizing the effective and efficient use of
resources at all levels

1. Welcomeshereportof the Secretariain the implementation of the 2013 omnibus
decision on enhancing cooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
convention®’and the progress made in the implementation of the decision;

2. Recallsthe invitation to the Executive Directof the United Nations Environment
Progranme in consultation with the Director General of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations and the Executive Secretary, to undertake a review of the-baesteit management
approach and organization and to advise the conference oftrttes jpd any followup action
necessary at their meetings in 2017;

3. Also recallsthe request in paragraph 10 of the omnibus decision to the Executive
Secretary of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions to review the proposals set out in the
note bythe Secretariat on the organization and operation of the part of the Rotterdam Convention
Secretariat hosted by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations to enhance
synergies arrangemepfftand requests that the Executive Secretary subngiport thereon to the
conferences of the parties at their meetings in 2017,

4. Adoptsthe terms of reference for the review of the synergies arrangeffients;

5. Requestshe Secretariat to submit the report on the review of the synergies
arrangements by the ingendent assessor and to make propasafellow-up actiorsin response to
the conclusions and recommendatiossulting fromthe review for consideration by the conferences
of the parties at their meetings in 2017.

% UNEP/CHW.12/23/Re.1-UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/17/Rew-WINEP/POPS/COP.7/33/Rev.1, annex .
" UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/9.
% UNEP/CHW.12/23/Rev-UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/17/Re-INEP/POPS/COP.7/33/Rev.1, annex 1.
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Annex to decisionSC-7/28
Terms d reference for the review of the synergies arrangements

Objective

1. Actions taken to enhance coordination and cooperation should be aimed at strengthening the
implementation of the three conventions at the national, regional and globa) preehotirg coherent
policy guidance, enhancing efficiency in the provision of support to parties, reducing administrative
burden and maximaing the effective and efficient use of resources at all levels.

2. The present document outlséhe terms of reference for theview of the synergies
arrangementt be carried out pursuant to paragrapf e 2013 omnibus decisiomhe reviewwill
be carried out throughn independent assessment of the implementation and impact of the joint
activities and joint managerial futiens, including services, at all levels.

3. The review aims to helfhe conferenceof the parties t@nalyse the synergies processes, and
ther overall objectivesin a comprehensive mannés such, the repodn the results of the review
should indicatehe positive results achievetthe challenges anghpsas well as théessons learnednd

the impacthatthose results had at all levelss well as the assessment of the various elements of the
synergies processes, the review should recommend any foiaetions necessaryhe conference

of the partieshould be able to define how the synergies arrangeroeatdbe enhanced and what
needs to be adapted or modified in timeire based on the recommendations highlighted in this
assessmertb increase th impact of the conventions.

Methodology

4. The Secretariat will hire a independent assessorctrry outthe review workThe assessor
will collect information from parties on their experiences regarding the synergies arrargédrhent
assessawill use variousmethoddor that purposesuch agjuestionnaires arnidterviews wth parties
taking into accountegionaland gendebalanceas well as with members of therreauxand
subsidiary bodiesSecretariat staff based in Geneva and in ReheeBasel ad Stockholm regional
centresand relevant stakeholders.

5. The reporon the results of the reviewill considerthe synergies arrangements from the
viewpoint of theparties, the Secretariat and other stakeholddteattional, regional angdlobal
levels

6. The reviewwill cover the period from the adoption of the first synergies decisions in 2005 to
2015.
7. The assessor will also consider the following reports and, when relevant, the tt@nby

the conferences of the parties in furtherapicthe reommendations set out therein:

€) Synergies decisions of the confeces of the parties and the associated meeting
reports;

(b) Executive Secretarybds proposal for the
conventions as of 22 December 2011

(c) Background dcuments and thought starters of &eHoc JointWorking Groupon
Enhancing Cooperation and Coordination Amdtimg Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions;

(d) Thereport on the survey on the joint and b#&g-backmeetings of the Persistent
Organic Polluants Review Committee and the Chemical Review Committee

(e) Reports on the implementation of joint activities presented to the conferences of the
r 1100
parties

)] Report by the consultant ahe review of job desiptions;

*UNEP/FAO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2 /INF 7.
199YNEP/CHW.12/INF/48UNEP/FAO/RC/COP.7/INF/33UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/51.
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(9) Reports on the review of the synergiesaagements presented to the conference of the
parties in 2013°*including a compilation of country comments;

(h) Final report of the audit by the United Nations Office of Internal Ovéitsgerviceon
coordination and cooperation among the Basel, RotterdarStaciholm convention¥?

0] Relevant reports from the regional centres;
0] Relevantreports published on the websites of the conventions

(k) Relevantreports provided by partiesd other stakeholders.

Report on the results of the review

8. A report m theresults of thereview of the syneligs arrangementisill be presented to the
conferences of the parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm convanhtlugis meetingi
2017 The reportvill include the followingelements:

(@) Executive summary

(b)  Introdudion;

(c) Review of implementation and impact at all levels of the following joint activities:
0] Technical assistance;

(i) Scientific and technical activitiegcluding the engagement of parties and
other stakeholders in informed dialogue to trigger increasedratteq of
sciene in the implementation of th@ventions at the regional and national
levels,

(iii) Regional centres;

(iv)  Clearinghouse mechanism;

(V) Public awareness, outreach and publications;

(vi) Reporting;
(d) Review of the implementation and impact of joint managéuiadtions;
(e) Overall impacts of the synergies arrangements on:

0] Political visibility of the conventions

(i) Effectiveness of financing and technical assistance for the implementation of
the conventions

(iii) Policy coherence

(iv)  Costefficiency,

(v) Administrative procedes

(vi) Partied a hd irhplement the conventions
) Conclusions and recommendations on folHopvactiors.

9. As part of the review of the joint activities, the report will also include certain specific
assessments:

(a) Regardingoint activities on technicassistance, it will include an assessment of
partnerships and of the technical assistance programme of the Secretariat;

(b) Regardingscientific and technical activities, it will includaassessment of the
cooperation and coordination between the techibiodles of the three conventions;

(c) Regardingoverall management, it will include an assessment of international
cooperation and coordination activities undertaken jointly for the conventions and of the experience in
organizing backo-back meetings of theoaferences of the parties to the three conventions.

101 YNEP/FAQ/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/5 and UNEP/FAQO/CHW/RC/POPS/EXCOPS.2/INF/6.
102 UNEP/CHW.12/INF/43UNEP/FAQ/RC/COP.7/INF/2NEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/49.
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10.  The report will be focused and succinct d@sexecutive summary will be made available in
the six official languages of the United Nations.

11.  The Secretariat will submit the report to the conferencéiseoparties for consideration at their
meetings in 2017.
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SC-7/29: Clearing-house mechanism for information exchange
The Conference of the Parties

1. Notesthe progress made in the implementation of the joint cledringe mechanism,
which should serve asplatform for the exchange and dissemination of information;

2. Takes notef the proposed joint cleariAgouse mechanism straté@and invites
parties and others to provide comments on the strategy, in parittsieope on national and regional
priorities and needs respect of the cleariAgouse mechanisiandon thegoals described in section
IV of the strategyto theSecretariat by 31 October 2015;

3. Acknowledgethe role that the joint cleariAigouse mechanism can play in facilitating
the exchangefdnformation in relation to the sound management of chemicals and wastes among
parties and other stakeholders amgromoting the understanding of scientific, technical and legal
aspects of the three conventions;

4, Recognizethe gaps in access to scidiotinformation and knowledge, the inadequate
capacity of developing countries to provide scientific ingotshe various processes under the
conventions and the need for scientific and technical advice in relation to implementation and notes
the role tlat the clearinghouse mechanism strategy could play in addressing those;issues

5. Requestshe Secretariat:

@) To provide for the biennium 2018017,within available resourceagccess to thematic
information relevant to the conventions through the clganomuse mechanism, including frqmarties
and other stakeholders, on the following priority areas:

0] National plans and strategies, such as national action plans under the
Rotterdam Convention and national implementation plans uhd&tockholm
Convenion;

(i) Environmentally sound management of chemicals and of hazardous and other
wastes;

(i) Priority waste stream inventoriger wastesuch as avastes, mercuryastes
andpersistent organic pollutamtastes, and related technical guidelines;

(iv) lllegal traffic, in accordance with the conventions;

(v) Persistent organic pollutants listed under the Stockholm Convemanding
related inform#on oninventories, exemptions, best available techniques and
best environmental practices, risk evaiomas and risk profiles;

(vi)  Chemicals listed under the Rotterd@wonventionjncluding information
contained indecision guidance documents;

(vii)  National reportingthe prior informed consent procedure and other notification
procedurs under the convéions;

(viii)  Legal matters, such as final regulatory actions, importing country responses
and export notificationander the Rotterdam Conventiandnational
definitions of wastes, national legislation, bilateral and multilateral agreements
andimport/export restrictions under the Basel Convention;

(ix)  Technology transfer and transfer of kntwaw;
(x) Available financial and technical assistance;
(xi)  Regional centres;

(b) To prepare, for consideration by the conferences of the parties at their méeting
2017, a revised joint clearidgpuse mechanism strategy, taking into account the challeefgesed to
in paragraph 4 above, including capadityilding to facilitate the use of the joint clearihguse
mechanism, and the comments received fromgmeind othergursuant tqaragraph 2 above and the
report of the independent assessor who will carry out the synergies review assessment.
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SC-7/30: From science to action

TheConference of th@arties

1. Recognizethe importance of the scienpelicy interface for the #ectiveness of the
conventions;
2. Stresseshe need forscientific underpinning for decisiemakingand policymakingin

the sound managementlwdzardous chemicals and wastéthe national and regional levels;

3. Recognizeshe need for greaterccess to scientific understanding in developing
countries to enhance informed decisioaking on the implementation of the conventions;

4. Requestshe Secretariat, taking into account the roles of the scientific bodies of the
conventions, within availableesources, tdevelopand present to the conferences of the parties at
their meetings in 2017 a road map for further engagartjes and other stakeholders in informed
dialogue for enhanced scierbased action in the implementation of the conventionseategional
and national leve|soting that the road map should consider:

(@) Exploring new activities within the mandates of the Basel Convention on the
Transboundary Movementf Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal, the Rotterdam Convention on the
Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International
Trade and the StockholmoBventionto enhance sciendeasedaction toimplement the conventions;

(b) Addressing the gaps in access to scientific information and knowléddack of
capacityto provide scientific inputs to the various processes under the convemtimtthe need for
scientific and technical advice in relation to the implementation of the conventions

(c) Facilitating the exchange of scientific and technicdrimation among parties and
other stakeholders and promoting the understanditigesitientific and technical aspects of the three
conventions

(d) Possibilities for cooperation and coordination wvifie United Nations Environment
Programmeand other relevardrganizations, scientific bodies and stakeholders.
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SC-7/31: Venue and date of the next meetings of the conferences of
the parties to the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions

The Conference of the Parties

1. Decidesto convenats eighth meetingn Gereva from 2 April to 5 May 2017, back to
backwith thethirteenthmeeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Basel Conventitite
Transboundary Movementf Hazardous Wastes and their Dispaaad the eighth meeting of the
Conference of the P@esto the Rotterdam Conventiam the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for
Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International; Thadevill includejoint sessions,
where appropriate, on joint issues;

2. Also decideshatthe meetingill includea high-level segmentwhich will beno more
than one day duration;

3. Requestshe Executive Secretary, in order to assist parties in preparing for the
backto-back meetings, to support, within available resources, regional meetings to assisi region
preparatory processes, coordinated with other regional meetings.
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SC-7/32: Draft memorandum of understanding between the

United Nations Environment Programme and the Conference of the
Parties to the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants

The Conference of the Partjes

Notingthe legal autonomy of the Conference of the Parties and notinthéhhited Nations
Environment Assembly of the United Nations Environment Programme and the conferences of the
parties to th&asel Convention on thEransboundary Movemesivf Hazardous Wastes and their
Disposal, the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous
Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade and the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutantshave equal decisiemaking authority within their respective mandates,

1. Takesnoteof the proposediraft memorandunof understandindgpetweerthe
Conferenceof the Partiesto the StockholmConventionon PersistenOrganicPollutantsandthe
ExecutiveDirectorof the United NationsEnvironmentProgrammesoncerninghe provisionof

secretariafunctionsfor the StockholmConvention'

2. Welcomeshe establishmeniby the ExecutiveDirector of ataskteamon the
effectivenes®f administrativearrangementandprogrammaticooperatiorbetweerthe
United NationsEnvironmentProgrammendthe multilateralenvironmentahgreementfor which the
Programmeprovidesthe secretariat;

3. Takesnoteof the progresseportby the ExecutiveDirectoron thework of thetask
teampursuanto United NationsEnvironmentAssemblyresolutionl/12, ontherelationshipbetween
the United NationsEnvironmentProgrammendmultilateralenvironmentahgreement$®

4, Notesthatmanyof theissuesaddresseth the draft memorandunof undersandingare
currentlybeingdiscussedby thetaskteamanddecidego wait for thetaskteamto finalize its work
beforetakingafinal decisionon the memorandunof understanding;

5. Requestshe ExecutiveSecretaryo continueto engageactivelyin the work of thetask
teamandto inform andconsultthe bureauxof the conferencesf the partiesto the Basel,Rotterdam
andStockholmconventionsn thework of thetaskteamduringtheintersessiongperiod,;

6. Invitesthe ExecutiveDirectorto keepthe bureauxof the conferencesf the partiesto
the Basel,Rotterdamand Stockholmconventionsnformedwhenpreparingmeetingdocumentgor the
secondsessiorof the United NationsEnvironmentAssemblyon therelationshipbetweerthe
Programmendthe Basel,Rotterdan and Stockholmconventions;

7. Requestshe ExecutiveSecretaryo preparejn consultationwith the Executive
Directorandtakinginto accounthe outcomeof the deliberationf the United NationsEnvironment
Assemblyatits secondsessioron therelationdip betweerthe Programmendmultilateral
environmentahgreementdpr consideratiorandpossibleadoptionatits eighthmeeting,arevised
draft memorandunof understandingpetweerthe Conferencef the Partiesto the Stockholm
Conventionandthe Executve Director concerninghe provisionof secretariafunctionsfor the
StockholmConvention

104 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/9, annex
105 UNEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/60.
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SC-7/33: Programme of work and budget for the Stockholm
Convention for the biennium 20162017

The Conference of the Parties,

Taking noteof the financial reporten the Stockholm Convention trust funds for 2014 and
estimated expenditures for 2015 from the Trust Fund for the Stockholm Convention on Persistent
Organic Pollutants (Stockholm Convention Trust Fufid),

Also taking notef the Office of Internal Oversigl8ervices audit repofhumber 2014/024)
entitled AProvision of efficient and teefeffoesct i ve
madeby the Secretaridb quantify the results achieved in implementing joint activities in accordance
with the recommendation of the report,

Furthertaking noteof General Assembly resolution 60/283, by which the Assembly approved
the adoption of the International Public Sector Accounting Standards by the United Nations,

Recognizinghatthe International Puiz Sector Accounting Standardsquire that full
provision be made for doubtful deibtrespect of debt that more than four yeaiis arrearsand that
proportionate provision be made for more recent arrears and that, as a result, an estimated at
322,531United States dollarsvill have to be deducted from the end 20ddd balancef the
Stockholm Convention Trust Furd cover doubtful debt and cannot be used for the benefit of all
parties during the biennium 2018017,

.  Trust Fund for the Stockholm Convention on
Persistent Organic Pollutants

1. Takes notef the recommendation difie Office of Internal Oversight Servicés
establish a single operational account for staff costs and in this regard invites the Executive Director
of the United Mitions Environment Programme to provide additional information, which will be
immediately made available through the bureaiithe conferencesf the partiesto the Basel
Conventionon the Transboundariovemens of HazardousVastesandtheir Disposal the
RotterdanConventionon the Prior InformedConsenProcedurdor CertainHazardousChemicals
andPesticidedn InternationalTradeandthe StockholmConventionon PersistenOrganicPollutants
on the practical implications of such a measamd on the stablishment oé& single joint general trust
fund for the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions and to make proposals on any required
changes to the financial rules, which will inform a decision at the next meetings of the conferences of
the parties;

2. Invitesthe Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme to
explore the possibility of establishing a single joint voluntary trust fund for the Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm conventions, to provide information to the bureaux as soposaible and to present
proposalsatthe next meetings of the conferences of the parties;

3. Approveghe programme budget for the Stockholm Convention for the biennium
2016 2017 0of5,691,902nited States dollars for 2016 ab@28,820United Statesallars for 2017
for the purposes set out in table 1 of the present decision, which are presented by budget code line in
table 2 of the present decision;

4. Authorizeghe Executive Secretary of the Stockholm Convention to make
commitments in an amount up the approved operational budget, drawing upon available cash
resources;
5. Decidesto increase the working capital reserve to 13 per cent of the annual average of
the biennial operational budgets for 202617;
6. Welcomeshe continued annual contribom of 2 million Swiss francs by Switzerland
to the Secretariat to offset planned expenditures and notes that 1 million Swiss francs will be allocated
annually as a contribution to the Stockhol m Cor

assessedontribution and that 1 million Swiss francs will be allocated annually to the Stockholm
Convention voluntary Special Trust Fund;

05 NEP/POPS/COP.7/INF/45.
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7. Adoptsthe indicative scale of assessments for the apportionment of expenses for the
biennium 20162017 set ouin table4 of thepresent decision, and authorizes the Executive Secretary,
consistent with the Financial Regulations and Rules of the UNi¢idns, to adjust the scale to
include all parties for which the Convention enters into force before 1 January 2016 6car0
before 1 January 2017 for 2017;

8. Recognizethat contributions to the Stockholm Convention Trust Fund are due by or
on 1 January of the year for which those contributions have been budgeted, requests parties to pay
their contributions promptly,reourages parties in a position to do so to pay their contributions by
16 October 2015 for the calendar year 2016 and by 16 October 2016 for the calendar year 2017, and
requests the Secretariat to notify parties of the amount of their contributionsysssgaoksible in the
year preceding the year in which they are due;

9. Notes with concerthat a number of parties have not paid their contributions to the
operational budgets for 2014 and prior yeaostrary to the provisions g@aragraph 3 (a) of rule of
the financial rulesand urges parties to pay their contributions promptly by or gemiiary of the year
to which the contributions apply;

10. Decideswith regard to contributions due from 1 January 2005 onwéndsno
representative of any pariyhose contributions are in arrears for two or more years shall be eligible to
become a member of the Bureau of the Conference of the Parties or a member of any subsidiary body
of the Conference of the Partiggovided, however, thalis shall not applya parties that are least
developed countries or small island developing States or to parties that have agreed on and are
respecting a schedule of payments in accordance with the financial rules;

11.  Also decideshat no representative of any party whosetigbutions are in arrears for
four or more years and that has not agreed on or is not respecting a schedule of payments implemented
in accordance with paragrapi{d of rule 5 of the financial rules shall be eligible to receive financial
support to atteshintersessional workshops and other informal meetings, as arrears that have been
outstanding for more than four yedrave tobe treated as 100 per cent doubtful debts utieker
International Public Sector Accounting Standards

12.  Requestthe ExecutiveSecretary, and invites the President of the Conference of the
Partiesto notify, through a jointly signed letter, the ministers of foreign affairs of those parties whose
contributions are in arrears, inviting them to take timely action, and to thar&kphdses that have
responded in a positive manner in paying their outstanding contributions;

13. Decidesto further consider additional incentives and measuraddoess arrears in
core budget contributiorts the Convention in an effective and efficiemhnner at its next meeting;

14.  Takes notef the indicative staffing table for the Secretariat for the biennium
2016 2017 usedor costing purposes to set the overall budget, which is sét ¢alble 5 otthe present
decision;

15.  Authorizeghe Execute Secretary to continue to determine the staffing levels,
numbers and structure of the Secretariat in a flexible manner, provided that he remain within the
overall cost of the staff numbers set outdhle5 of the present decision for the biennium 20A@17
as recommended liie Office of Internal Oversight Servicés its auditreport

16. Invitesthe Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme to
continue toensure that staff training to comply with United Nations mandatory trafoimgtaff
members is financed from programme support costs since it represents an overhead cost in the
operations of the Secretariat;

lI.  Stockholm Convention voluntary Special Trust Fund

17.  Takes notef the funding estimates includedtable 3of thepresent decision for
activities under the Convention to be financed from the voluntary Special Trust Fund in the amount of
4,213128United States dollars for 2016 an@®58940United States dollars for 2017;

18. Notesthat the voluntary Special Trust fdirequirement presented in the budget
represents its best efforts to be realistic and reflects priorities agreed by all parties apdnikges
and invites nofparties and others to make voluntary contributions to the voluntary Special Trust Fund
S0 ago encourage contributions from donors;

19. InvitesSwitzerland to include in its contribution to the voluntary Special Trust Fund
support for, among other things, the participation of developing country parties, in particular least
developed countries amnall island developing States, and parties with economies in transition, in
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meetings of the Convention and joint activities between the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm
conventions;

20. Urgesparties, and invites others in a position to do so, to congribrgently to the
voluntary Special Trust Fund with a view to ensuring the full and effective participation of
developingcountry parties, in particular least developed countries and small island developing States,
and parties with economies in transitiorthe meetings of the Conference of the Parties;

lll.  Preparations for the next biennium

21. Decideghat the two trust funds for the Convention shall be continued until
31 December 2017 and requests the Executive Director of the United Nations Envitonme
Programme to extend them for the biennium 2@04.7, subject to the approval of the Unitégtions
Environment Assembly of the United Nations Environment Programme;

22. Requestshe Executive Secretary, in the context of the report on the implemeraétion
joint and conventioispecific activities, to include a section on the gender action plan;

23.  Also requestthe Executive Secretary, bearing in mind decision SQ/&xon
enhancing cooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam and Stoakinantions,
further to enhance efficiency in the use of financial and human resources in accordance with the
priorities set by the Conference of the Parties and to report on the outcome of his efforts in that regard;

24, Further requestshe Executive Seetary to prepare a budget for the biennium
20182019, for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its eighth meeting, explaining the key
principles, assumptions and programmatic strategy on which the budget is based and presenting
expenditures fothe 20182019 period in both a programmatic format and by budget code line;

25.  Notesthe need tdacilitate priority-setting by providing the parties with timely
information on the financial consequencesafiousoptions and, to that end, requestsHExecutive
Secretary to include in the proposed operatiboaiget for the biennium 2018019 two alternative
funding scenarios that take account of any efficiencies identified as a result of paragraph 23 above and
are based on:

(a) The Executive Secretallys assessment of the required ¢
budget, which should not exceed a 5 per cent increase on the2PQ¥devel in nominal terms, to
finance all proposals before the Conference of the Parties that have budgetary implications;

(b) Maintaining the operational budget at the 202®17 level in nominal terms;

26. Requestshe Executive Secretary at the eighth ordinary meeting of the Conference of
the Parties to provide, where relevant, cost estimates for actions that have budgetaryanspticat
are not foreseen in the draft programme of work but are included in proposed draft decisions before
the adoption of those decisions by the Conference of the Parties;

27. Stresseshe need to ensure that the voluntary Special Trust Fund requireme
presented in the budget is realistic and represents the agreed priorities of all parties so as to encourage
voluntarycontributions from donors.

116



UNEP/POPS/COP.7/36

Tablel
Programme budgetfor 2016 2017 (in United States dollars)

Activities related to the Basel| Rotterdam and Stockholmconventions
1. Conferences andneetings

2016 2017

- Source of funding Source of funding
Activity

No.
2016

2017 Total Total Total Total Total Total
BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SVTF . . funding funding funding N
budget budget budget budget SCTF budget budget funding funding BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF funding

. General Special General .
General TF Special TF TF TF TF Special TF

Activities Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Convetion StockholmConvention Annual Biennium

1(BC) Thirteenth meeting 50 000 50 000 507 575 978 163 507 575 978 18 557 575 978 163
of the Conference
of the Parties to
the Basel
Convention
(including
high-level segment
of 1 day)
2 (RC) Eighth meeting of 422 000 422 000 135575 978 163 135575 978 163 557 575 978 163
the Conference of
the Parties to the
Rotterdam
Convention
(including
high-level segment
of 1 day)
3(SC) Eighth meetng of 30 000 30 000 527 575 978 163 527 575 978 163 557 575 978 163
the Conference of
the Parties to the
Stockholm
Convention
including
high-level segment
of 1 day)
4 (BC) Tenth meeting of 347 982 669 512 347 982 669 512 347 982 669 512
the Operended
Working Group to
the Basel
Convention

5 (RC) Twelfth and 258 604 89 535 1 258 604 89 535 258 604 258 604 517 208 89 535
thirteenth
meetings of the
Chemical Review
Committee (CRC)
andorientation
workshop fortCRC
members
6 (SC) Twelfth and 431 481 20632 431 481 20 632 431 481 85102 431 481 85 102 862 962 105734
thirteenth
meetings of the
Persistent Organic
Pollutants Review
Committee
(POPRC)
7(BC) Meeting of the 50 900 50 900 50 900
Bureau of the
conference of the
Parties to the
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2016 2017

- Source of funding Source of funding
Activity
No.
2016
2017 Total Total Total Total Total

BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF budget SVTF funding funding funding

budget budget budget budget budget funding fund.mg BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF General Special General
General TF Special TF TE TF TE

Activities Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Convetion StockholmConvention Annual Biennium

Total
funding
Special TF

Basel Convention
and joint meetings
of the bureaux to
the Basel
Rotterdam and
Stockholm
conventions

8 (RC) Meeting of the 30 200 30 200 30 200
Bureau othe
conference of the
Parties to the
Rotterdam
Convention and
joint meetings of
the bureaux to the
Base] Rotterdam
and Stockholm
conventions

9 (SC) Meeting of the 44 000 44 000 44 000
Bureau of the
Conference of the
Partes to the
Stockholm
Convention and
joint meetings of
the bureaux to the
Base) Rotterdam
and Stockholm
conventions

10 (BC) Meeting of the 42 680 30 280 42 680 30 280 42 680 30 280
Basel Convention
Implementation
and Compliance
Committee

11 (RC) Orientation
workshop fortCRC
members
included under
activity 5

12 (S6) Support the work 4000 4000 4000 12 000 12 000
of and
coordination
between the
scientific bodies of
the conventions

20162017 totals 491 562 703 792 710 804 93535 505 481 24 632 1707 847 821 959 507 575 978 163 394 179 978 163 959056 1063265 1860810 3019591 3568657 3841550
(non-staff cost)

2016 2017 totals 851 254 197 120 988 973 82 500 1156 685 136 016 2996 912 415 636 891 401 232960 1067 888 85800 1200052 141457 3159 341 460217 6156 253 6571 889
(staff cost)
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2.

a.

Technical assstanceand capacity-building

Development of tools and methodologies

Activity No.
20162017

Activities

2016

2017

Source of funding

Source of funding

Basel Convention

Rotterdam Convention

Stockholm Convention

Annual

Basel Convention

Rotterdam Convention

Stockholm

Annual

Biennium

BCTF
budget

BDTF
budget

ROTF
budget

RVTF
budget

SCTF
budget

SVTF
budget

Total
funding
General

TF

Total
funding
Special

TF

BCTF BDTF

ROTF

RVTF

SCTF

Total
funding
General

TF

SVTF

Total
funding
Special

TF

Total
funding
General

TF

Total
funding
Special TF

13 (S1)

Tools and
methodologies for
training and
capacitybuilding

15000 307 000 15 000

284 000

15 000

313 000

45 000

904 000

15000 225000

15 000

226 000

15 000

245 000 45 000

696 000

90 000 1 600 000

20162017
total technical
assistance and
capacity-
building a)

15000 307 000 15 000

284 000

15 000

313 000

45 000

904 000

15000 225000

15 000

226 000

15 000

245 000 45 000

696 000

90 000 1600 000

Capacity building and training

14 (BC)

Training and
capacitybuilding
activities to
enhance the
implementation of
the Basel
Convention at the
regional level

870 000

870 000

600 000

600 000

1470 000

15 (RC)

16 (SC)

Training and
capacitybuilding
activities to
enhance the
implementation of
the Rotterdam
Convention at
national and
regional levels
Training and
capacitybuilding
actvities to
enhance the
implementation of
the Stockholm
Convention at the
regional level

1178 600

1190 800

1178 600

1190 800

778 400

616 200 -

778 400

616 200

1957 000

1807 000
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Activity No.
20162017

Activities

2016

2017

Source of funding

Source of funding

Basel Convention

Rotterdam Convention

Stockholm Convention

Annual

Basel Convention

Rotterdam Convention

Stockholm

Annual

Biennium

17 (S2/S3)

Training and
capacitybuilding
activities to
enhance the
implementation of
the Basel,
Rotterdam and
Stockholm
conventions at the
regional and
national levels

532 000

540 000

530 000

1602 000

341 000

354 000

368 000

1 063 000

2 665 000

2016 2017 total
technica
assistance and
capacity-
building b)

1402 000

1718 600

1720 800

4 841 400

941 000

1132 400

984 200

3057 600

7 899 000

C. Partnerships

18 (S4)

Partnerships for
technical assistance

150 000

190 000

70 000

410000

122 000

147 000

26 000

295 000

- 705 000

2016 2017total
technical
assistance and
capacity-building
O]

44 150

311 500

44150 237 500

88 300

549 000

205 000

279 000

484 000

88300 1033000

d. Regional centes

19 (S8/9)

Coordination of and 44 150
support to the Basel

and Stockholm

Convention regional

centres and

cooperation and

coordination between

regional centres

311 500

44 150 237 500

88 300

549 000

- 205 000

279 000

1033 000

2016 2017total 44 150
technical

assistance and
capacity-building

d)

311 500

44 150 237 500

88 300

549 000

279 000

1033 000

2016 2017 totals
(non-staff cost)

59 150

2170500

15000 2192600

59150 2341300

133 300

6 704 400

15000 1493000

15000 1505400

15000 1534200

45000 4532600

178300 11 237 000
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Activity No. Activities 2016 2017
2016 2017
Source of funding Source of funding
Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Annual Biennium
2016 2017 totals 408 590 232 960 496 261 178 750 415913 374044 1320764 785 754 430 656 293 530 555 654 185 900 429 604 389006 1415914 868435 2736678 1654 189

(staff cost)

3. Scientific and technical activities

Activity No. Activities 2016 2017
20162017
Source of funding Source of funding
Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention StockholmConvention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Annual Biennium
Total Total Total Total Total
BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF funding funding funding funding funding Total funding
budget  budget  budget  budget  budget  budget  General  Special BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF General  Special  General Special TF
TF TF TF TF TF

20 (S7) Scientific support to 224 875 285 000 20 000 224 875 305 000 25000 205 000 10 000 25000 215 000 249 875 520 000
partiesto the Basel
Convention

21 (RC) Scientific support to 30 000 202 500 30 000 202 500 30 000 52 500 30 000 52 500 60 000 255 000
partiesto the
Rotterdam
Convention

22 (SC) Scientific support to 75 000 206 000 75 000 206 000 65 000 102 000 65 000 102 000 140 000 308 000
partiesto the
Stockholm
Conention

23 (SC) Effectiveness 135 000 224 000 135 000 224 000 - 204 000 204 000 135 MO 428 000

evaluation and the
Global Monitoring

Plan
24 (S15) National reporting 48 000 10 000 78 000 126 000 10 000 10 000 50 000 20 000 30 000 50 000 156 000 60 000
2016 2017 totals 272 875 295 000 30 000 202 500 288 000 450 000 590 875 947 500 35 000 255 000 30 000 52 500 85 000 316 000 150 000 623 500 740 875 1571 000

(noni staff cost)

2016 2017 totals 323 558 232116 431 817 127 515 987 490 127 515 341 032 255 217 446 030 132616 1042279 132616 2029 769 260 131
(staff cost)
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4, Knowledge andinformation managementand outreach

Activity No. Activities 2016 2017
20162017
Source of funding Source of funding
Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention  Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Cownention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Annual Biennium
Total Total Total Total Total Total
BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF funding funding funding funding funding funding
budget budget budget budget budget budget General Special BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF General Special General Special
TF TF TF TF TF TF
25 (S10) Clearinghouse 45 600 42 400 14 400 31700 61 600 42 400 121 600 116 500 45 600 42 400 14 400 31700 61 600 42 400 121 600 116 500 243 200 233 000
mechanism for
information
exchange
including PIC
database and
Rotterdam
Convention
website in
English French
and Spanish
26 (S14) Publications 26 700 26 600 26 700 80 000 6 700 6 600 6 700 20 000 100 000
27 Joint 1000 1000 1000 3000 1 000 17 500 1000 15 000 1000 17 500 3000 50 000 6 000 50 000
(S12/513) communication,
outreach and
public awareness
2016 2017 totals 73 300 42 400 42 000 31700 89 3™ 42 400 204 600 116 500 53 300 59 900 22 000 46 700 69 300 59 900 144 600 166 500 349 200 283 000
(non-staff cost)
2016 2017 totals 373 661 566 050 13750 556 234 34004 1495945 47 754 393 841 9318 632 389 14 300 574 543 35364 1600773 58983 3096 718 106 737

(staff cost)
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5. Overall management

Activity No. Activities 2016 2017
20162017
Source of funding Source of funding
Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Gnvention Stockholm Annual Biennium
Total Total Total Total Total Total
BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF funding funding funding funding funding funding
budget budget budget budget budget budget General Special BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF General Special General Special
TF TF TF TF TF TF

28 (S18) Executive 64 400 144 081 106 434 314 915 57 900 81 346 98 434 237 680 552 595
direction and
management

29 (S19) International
cooperation and
coordination

30 (S16) Resource 9 000 9 000 166 500 20 000 184 500 20 000 9 000 9 000 - 40 500 - 58 500 243 000 20 000
mobilization

31(S17) Support for the 45 200 30 300 45 200 120 700 120 700
review of the
synergies
decisions
2016 2017 totals 118 600 183 381 318 134 20 000 620 115 20 000 66 900 90 346 138934 296 180 916 295 20 000
(non-staff cost)
2016 2017 totals 367 775 288 894 631 385 170020 1288 054 170 020 396 555 317 645 - 652 168 176 821 1 366 368 176 821 2654 423 346 841

(staff cost)
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6. Legal and policy

Activity No. Activities 2016 2017
20162017

Source of funding Source of funding

Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Stockholm Annual Biennium
Convention

; To(;al ‘ T(Ltal . T(:jtal . Todtal Total . Todtal
BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF unding unding unding unding N unding
budget budget budget budget budget budget General Special BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF General Special Gf:nngggTF Special
TF TF TF TF TF
32 (BC) Legal and policy 190 000 190 000 190 000 190 000 380 000

activities specific to

the Basel

Convention
33 (S20) Legal and policy 20 000 20 000 20 000

activities under the

Basel Rotterdam and

Stockholm

conventions;

national legislation,

illegal traffic and

trade and

enforcement under

the Basel,

Rotterdam and

Stockholm

conventions
34 (BC) Coordinate and 217 000 217 000 207 000 207 000 424 000

provide support to

parties in followup

to the country led

initiative on

environmentally

sound management

and further legal

clarity

20162017 totals 427 000 427 000 - 397 000 397 000 824 000
(non-staff cost)

2016 2017 totals 391 080 107 520 27 934 236 423 8501 655 437 116 021 409 098 116 480 30214 238913 8841 678 225 125321 1333 662 241 342
(staff cost)
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7. Office maintenance and services

Activity No. Activities 2016 2017
20162017
Source of funding Source of funding
Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention  Stockholm Convention Annual Basel Convention Rotterdam Convention Stockholm Annual Biennium
Total Total Total Total Total Total
bBu((:iTEt l:?u[éth EH%T; gj\gzt bSu((:ith bSu\E/iTZt funding funding BCTF BDTF ROTF RVTF SCTF SVTF funding funding funding funding
9 9 9 9 9 9 General TF Special TF General TF Special TF General TF Special TF

35 (S21) Office 153 000 74 100 243 000 470 100 153 000 74 100 243 000 470 100 940 200
maintenance
and services

36 (S11) Joint 52 500 32500 72 500 157 500 52 500 32 500 72 500 157 500 315 000
information
technology
services
20162017 205 500 106 600 315 500 627 600 205 500 106 600 315 500 627 600 1255 200
totals (non-
staff cost)
2016 2017 311 639 2093 33059 346 790 328 469 2301 34 147 364 917 711708
totals (staff
cost)
2016 2017 1220978 3638692 1087785 2520335 1575565 2878332 388 337 9037 359 883275 3183063 658 125 2582763 1582790 2973365 3124190 8739191 7 008 527 17 776 550
totals (non-
staff cost)
2016 2017 3027 556 537600 2602 320 275000 3461516 850 100 9091 393 1662700 3191053 652288 2861 307 286 000 3575458 884 104 9627 818 1822 392 18 719 210 3485 092
totals (staff
cost)
20162017 4248543 4176292 3690105 2795335 5037081 3728432 12 975 730 10700059 4074328 3835351 3519432 2868763 5158248 3857 469 12 752 008 10 561 583 25727 737 21261 642
Grand
totals
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Summary of the Programme budget for 2016 2017by heading (in United States dollars)

2016

2017

BCTF

BDTF

ROTF

RVTF

SCTF

SVTF

Total Gen
TF

Total Vol
TF

BCTF

BDTF

ROTF

RVTF SCTF

SVTF Total Gen

TF

Total Vol
TF

Conferences
and meetings

491 562

703 792

710 804

93 535

505 481

24 632

1707 847

821 959

507 575

978 163

394 179

978 163 959 056

1063265 1860810

3019591

Technical
assistance and
capacity-
building

59 150

217 500

15 000

2192 600

59 150

2 341 300

133 300

6 704 400

15 000

1493 000

15 000

1505 400 15 000

1534 200 45 000

4532 600

Scientific and
technical
activities

272 875

295 000

30 000

202 500

288 000

450 000

590 875

947 500

35000

255 000

30 000

52 500 85 000

316 000 150 000

623 500

Knowledge
and
information
management
and outreach

73 300

42 400

42000

31700

89 300

42 400

204 600

116 500

53 300

59 900

22 000

46 700 69 300

59 900 144 600

166 500

Overall
management

118 600

183 381

318134

20 000

620 115

20 000

66 900

90 346

138 934

296 180

Legal and
policy

427 000

427 000

397 000

397 000

Office
maintenance
and services

205 500

106 600

315 500

627600

205 500

106 600

315 500

627 600

Total noni
staff costs

1220987

3638 692

1087 785

2520 335

1575 565

2878 332

3884 337

9 037 359

883 275

3183063

658 125

2582763 1582790

2973365 3124190

8739191

Total staff
costs

3027 547

537 600

2602 320

275000

3461516

850 100

9 091 384

1662 700

3191053

652 288

2861 307

286 000 3575458

884 104 9627818

1822 392

Total
programme
requirements

4 248 543

4176 292

3690 105

2795 335

5037 81

3728 432

12 975 730

10 700 059

4074 328

3835351

3519432

2868 763 5158248

3857469 12752008

10 561 583

General TF

Special TF

BCTF

BDTF

ROTF

RVTF

SCTF

SVTF

BRS total
budget

25727 737

21 261 642

8322871

8 011 643

7209 538

5664 098

10 195 329

7585 901

Increase from
biennium to
biennium

-0.11%

7.02%

-2.89%

24.67%

6.66%

-11.55%

-2.21%

7.79%
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Table 2

Programme ofwork for 2016 2017 funded via thegeneraltrust funds of the Bael (BC) Rotterdam (RO) and Stockholm (SCronventions

Operational budget for 2016 2017 (in United States dollars)

Summary table of total costs per budget code level and by convention trust fund

Year 2016 Year 2017 20162017
BC RC SC Total BC RC SC Total Total
10 Project personnel component
1100 Professional staff
1101 Executive Secretary (2) 125091 15 255 164 754 305 100 126 922 31730 158 652 317 304 622 404
1111 Executive Secretary
(D-2) (0.25 in kind byFAO)
1131 Deputy Executive Secretary {D 116 563 14 215 153 522 284 300 118 269 29 567 147 836 295 672 579 972
1135 Chief of Branch (F5) SSB 103 320 12 600 136 080 252 000 107 453 13 104 141 523 262 080 514 080
1133 Chief of Branch (F5) COB 103 320 12 600 136 080 252 000 107 453 13 104 141 523 262 080 514 080
1134 Chief of Branch (F5) TAB 103 320 12 600 136 080 252 000 107 453 13 104 141 523 262 080 514 080
1132 Chief of Branch (F5) ASB
1112 Senior Programme OfficerFAO (R-5) 263 309 263 309 273 841 273 841 537 150
1103 Programme Officer (B) (replacing 59 733 59 733 186 368 186 368 246 101
retired R5 in 2015)
1104 Senior Prgramme Officer (F5) 252 000 252 000 252 000
(only for 2016)
1108 Programme Officer () (replacing 186 368 186 368 186 368
retired R5 in 2015)
1105 Senior Programme Officer {p) 252 000 252 000 262 080 262080 514 080
1106 PolicyandLegal Adviser (P4) 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
1107 Programme Officer () 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
OTA Administrative Officer (P4) (by UNEP
OTL)
1109 Programme Officer National 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
Reporting (P3)
1110 Programme Officer Information 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
Officer (R-3)
1111 Programme Officer (1) 179 2@ 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1112 Associate Programme Officer 146 600 146 600 152 464 152 464 299 064
Computer Systems {B)
1113 Associate Legal Officer 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
(upgrade to FB)
Transitional adjustment
Subtotal BC staff 2412 147 330579 726 516 2 551 037 374 451 731058
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1105 Programme Officer () 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
1106 Programme Officer (&) 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
1107 Senior Programme Officer {p) 252 000 252 000 262 080 262 080 514 080
1108 Programme Officer (BB) - 179 200 179 200 - 186 368 186 368 365 568
OTA Administrative Officer (P4) -

(0.5 by UNEP OTL)
1111 Legal Officer (R3) - 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1112 Associate Programme Officer - 179 200 179 200 186 368 186368 365 568

(upgrade to RB)
1114 ?Pr%!';act Information System Officer - 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1116 Programme Officer (upgrade te4y - 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
1117 Programme Officer () - 179200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1118 Programme Officer (#2) - 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068

Transitional adjustment

Subtotal SC staff 2741316 2 826 450

1102 Programme Officer () 59 733 59 733 186 368 186 368 246 101

(replacing retired % in 2014)
1103 Programme Officer () 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
OTA Administrative Officer (P4) A A

(0.5 by UNEP OTL)
1105 Programme Officer () 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1104 Programme Officer () 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1106 Public Awareness Officer (B) 179 2@ 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1108 Programme Officer () 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1113 Programme Officer FAO (R4) 229 551 229 551 238 733 238 733 468 285
1114 Programme Officer () - -

(in kind by FAO)
1116 Programme Officer FAO (R-3) 183 242 183 242 190 572 190 572 373 814
1117 Programme OfficerFAO (P-3) 183 242 183 242 190 572 190 572 373 814
1118 Programme Officer FAO (R-2) 138 226 138 226 143 755 143 755 281 981

Transitional adjustment

Subtotal R staff 2058 074 2295291

1199 Total 2412 147 2058 074 2741 316 7211538 2551 037 2295291 2 826 450 7672778 14 884 315
1200 Consultants
1203 Consultant

(PACE)
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1201 Consultant 25 000 25 000 25 000 25 000 50 000
(HSC codes)
1202 Consultant ¢-waste echnical
guidelines)
1204 Consultant to develop generic
inventory tool for collection of data on
hazardous wastes
1205 Consultant foresourcemobilization 1500 1 500 1 500 4500 1500 1500 1500 4 50 9 000
databasefgnded from fund balance)
1204 Consultants foresourcekit
1206 Consultants (scientific support for SC) 20 000 20 000 5000 5 000 25 000
1207 Consultantsdffectivenessvaluation 50 000 50 000 50 000
for SC)
1208 Consultants (GMP for SC) 20 000 20 000 20 000
1209 Consultant fourth review of financial = 105 000 105 000 105 000
mechnism SC)
1210 Consultantifeeds assessment SC) = 52 500 52 500 31500 31500 84 000
121 Consultant (POPRC review) 10 000 10 000 10 000
1281 Consultant fational reporting BC and 48 000 A 78 000 126 000 10 000 20 000 30 000 156 000
SC)
1282 Consultants (clearindiouse
mechanism)
1283 Consultah (synergesreview) 40 200 26 800 40 200 107 200 107 200
1290 Staff training- language
1291 Staff training- management and
communication
1299 Total 114 700 28 300 377 200 520 200 36 500 1500 58 000 96 000 616 200
13 Administrative support
1300 General Service staff
OTA Administrative Assistant (by UNEP - -
OTL)
1302 Senior Team Assistant 170 200 - 170 200 177 008 - 177 008 347 208
1303 Meetings/Documents Assistant 170 200 - 170 200 177 008 - 177 008 347 208
1306 Information Assistant 137 500 - 137 500 143 000 - 143 000 280 500
OTA Finance and Budget Assistant (by A -
UNEP OTL)
1307 Programme Assistant 137 500 A 137 500 143 000 A 143 000 280 500
Subtotal BC staff 615 400 640 016
1301 Meeting Conference Assistant - 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
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1303 Administrative Assistant (abolished) -
1305 Programme Assistant - 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
1302 Information Systems Assistant - 137 500 137 500 143 0@ 143 000 280 500
1308 Research Assistant - 170 200 170 200 177 008 177 008 347 208
1320 Programme Clerk - 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
OTA Finance & Budget Assistant (by -

UNEP OTL)
OTA Administrative Assistant (HR) (by -

UNEP OTL)
OTA IT/Database Assistant (by UNEP -

OTL)
OTA Publication Clerk (by UNEP OTL) -

Subtotal SC staff* 720 200 749 008
1302 Information Assistant 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
1304 Programme Assistant 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
1307 GTA ConferenceClerk 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
1311 Secretary (0.25 in kind by FAO) - B
1313 Secretary FAO (in kind by FAO) A -
1314 Secretary FAO 131 746 131 746 137 016 137 016 268 762
Subtotal RO staff 544 246 566 016

General Service Staff subtotal 615 400 544 246 720 200 1879 846 640 016 566 016 749 008 1 955 040 3834886
1330 Conference servicing
1321 Conference of the Parties to BC 50 000 50 000 498 325 498 325 548 325
1323 Conference of the Parties to BC 9250 9 250 9 250

(HLS)
1322 Openended Working Group to BC 347 982 - 347 982 T 347 982
1330 Conference of the Parties to SC 30 000 30 000 518 325 518 325 548 325
1332 Conference of the Parties to SC (HLS 9250 9 250 9 250
1331 POPs Review Committee 316 847 316 847 316 847 316 847 633 694
1305 Conference of the Parties to RC 422 000 422 000 126 325 126 325 548 325
1306 Conference of the Parties to RC 9 250 9 250 9 250

(HLS)
1331 Chemical Review Committee 143 466 143 466 143 466 143 466 286 932
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1387 Donor round table meetings 2500 2500 2500 7 500 2500 2 500 2500 7 500 15 000
1388 Conference servicing (Regional
Centres)
1389 Conferenceservicing (Partnerspis)
Conference servicing subtotal 400 482 567 966 349 347 1317 795 510 075 281 541 846 922 1638538 2 956 333
1399 Total 1015 882 1112212 1069 547 3197 641 1150 091 847 557 1595 930 3593578 6 791 219
1600 Travel on official business
1601 Official travel 59 400 139 081 101 434 299 915 52 900 76 346 93434 222 680 522 595
1699 Total 59 400 139 081 101 434 299 915 52 900 76 346 93434 222 680 522 595
1999 Componenttotal 3602 129 3337 667 4 289 497 11 229 294 3790 528 3220 694 4573814 11 585 036 22 814 329
20  Subcontractcomponent
2200 Subcontracts
2203 Resource kit
2202 Pilot actvities (regional centres)
2204 Subcontracts (information 15 675 4 650 15675 36 000 15 675 4 650 15 675 36 000 72 000
management of the Secretariat)
2201 Subcontracts (clearirgouse 13225 4 650 23225 41 100 13 225 4 650 23225 41 100 82 200
mechanism based on priorities)
2299 Total 28900 9 300 38900 77 100 28900 9 300 38 900 77 100 154 200
2999 Componenttotal 28 900 9 300 38 900 77 100 28900 9 300 38900 77 100 154 200
30 Trainin g component
3300 Meetings: participant travel and
DSA
3303 Bureau of BC 38 100 38 100 38 100
3305 Joint Bureau of BC 12 800 12 800 12 800
3304 Implementation and Compliance 42 68 42 680 42 680
Committee
3307 Intersessional meeting (technical 30 000 = 30 000 30 000
guidelines BC) additional
3308 Technical Expert Group
3309 Annual meeting of th8asel
Convention regionalcentres
3304 Bureau of SC 31 200 31 200 31 200
3313 Joint Bureau of SC 12 800 12 800 12 800
3302 POPs Review Committee 114 634 114 634 114 634 114 634 229 268
3309 Annual meeting of th&tocklolm
Conventiorregional entres
3310 Jointmeeting of théBasel and 44 150 44 150 88 300 88 300

Stockholmconvention egional
centres
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3305 DDT Expert Group 60 000 60 000 60 000

3311 GMP Global Coordiation Group 40 000 40 000 40 000

3312 Effectiveness Evaluation Committee 70 000 70 000 70 000

(2 meetings)
3314 Implementation and Compliance
Committee

3301 Bureau of RC 17 400 17 400 17 400

3313 Joint Bureau of RC 12 800 12 800 12 800

3302 Chemicals Review Committee 115138 115138 115138 115138 230 276

3314 Implementation and Compliance

Committee
3387 Donor round table meetings 4000 4 000 4 000 12 000 4 000 4 000 4000 12 000 24 000
3399 Total 171 730 149 338 316 784 637 852 4 000 119 138 178 634 301772 939 624
3999 Componenttotal 171730 149 338 316 784 637 852 4000 119 138 178 634 301 772 939 624
40 Equipment and premises component

4100 Expendable equipment

4101 Office supplies (Geneva) 7 000 4250 7 000 18 250 7 000 4250 7 000 18 250 36 500

4102 Office supplies (Rome) 4 250 4 250 4 250 4 250 8 500

4103 Software (Webinars) 15 000 15 000 15 000 45 000 15 000 15 000 15 000 45 000 90 000

4104 Software/hardware (information 2800 1900 2800 7500 2800 1900 2800 7 500 15 000

management of the Secretariat)

4199 Total 24 8® 25 400 24 800 75 000 24 800 25 400 24 800 75 000 150 000

4200 Non-expendable equipment

4201 Nonrexpendable equipment (Geneva 5000 2500 5 000 12 500 5000 2500 5000 12 500 25000

4202 Nonrexpendable equipme(Rome) 2 500 2500 2500 2500 5 000

4203 IT equipment (Geneva) 42 200 8100 62 200 112 500 42 200 8 100 62 200 112 500 225000

4204 IT equipment (Rome) 17 500 17 500 17 500 17 500 35 000

4299 Total 47 200 30600 67 200 145 000 47 200 30 600 67 200 145 000 290 000

4300 Premises

4301 Office spacemaintenanceutilities 75 000 35000 145 000 255 000 75 000 35000 145 000 255 000 510 000

(Geneva)
4399 Total 75 000 35 M0 145 000 255 000 75 000 35 000 145 000 255 000 510 000
4999 Componenttotal 147 000 91 000 237 000 475 000 147 000 91 000 237 000 475 000 950 000
50 Miscellaneous component
5100 Operation and maintenance of
equipmert

5101 Maintenance of office equipment 5 000 2500 5 000 12 500 5 000 2500 5 000 12 500 25 000
(Geneva)

5102 Maintenance of office equipment 2500 2 500 2500 2500 5 000

(Rome)
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5199 Total 5000 5 000 5 000 15 000 5 000 5 000 5 000 15 000 30 000
5200 Reporting costs
5201 Publications (core publications) 26 700 26 600 26 700 80 000 6 700 6 600 6 700 20 000 100 000
5202 Printing and translation (information 13 900 3200 19 900 37 000 13 900 3200 19 900 37 000 74 000
managementf the Secretariat)
5203 Information/public awareness
materials (regional centres)
5204 Printing and translation (technical 101 000 101 000 101 000
guidelines BC)
Printing and translation (technical 68 875 68 875 68 875
guidelines BC) additional
5205 Printing/translation (joint 1000 1 000 1 000 3000 1000 1 000 1000 3000 6 000
communication)
5212 PIC circular 30 0@ 30 000 30 000 30 000 60 000
5283 Printing/translation (Syneigs 5000 3500 5000 13 500 13 500
review)
5287 Printing/translation (outreach materia 1000 1 000 1 000 3000 1000 1 000 1000 3 000 6 000
for funding partners)
5299 Total 217 475 65 300 53 600 336 375 22 600 41 800 28 600 93 000 429 375
5300 Sundry
5301 Communications (Geneva) 61 000 15 600 81 000 157 600 61 000 15 600 81 000 157 600 315 200
5302 Communicabns (Rome) 5 000 5 000 5 000 5 000 10 000
5303 Communications (internet line) 10 300 6 900 10 300 27 500 10 300 6 900 10 300 27 500 55 000
5399 Total 71 300 27 500 91 300 190 100 71 300 27 500 91 300 190 100 380 200
5400 Hospitality
5401 Hospitality 5000 5000 5000 15 000 5000 5000 5000 15 000 30 000
5499 Total 5000 5000 5000 15 000 5 000 5000 5000 15 000 30 000
5999 Componenttotal 298 775 102 800 154 900 556 475 103 900 79 300 129 900 313 100 869 575
Direct project cost operational budget 4248543 3690 105 5037 081 12 975 730 4074328 3519432 5158 248 12 752 008 25727 737
UNEP programme support costs 13% 552 311 479 714 654 821 1 686845 529 663 457 526 670 572 1657 761 3 344 606
Total operational budget 4 800 854 4169 819 5691 902 14 662 575 4 603 990 3976 959 5828 820 14 409 769 29 072 343
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Basel Convention Trust Fund 2014 2015 2014 2015 2016 2017 2016 2017
Total Total

Approved budget for the biennium 202015 4 846 783 4 838 057 9 684 840

(Decision BG11/26)

Proposed budget for the biennium 202617 4 800 854 4 603 990 9404 844

Approved averagannual budget for the biennium 202015 4842 420

Proposed average annual budget for the bienniumi 2016 4702 422

Increase in the average annual budget -2.89%

Deduction from reserve and fund balance 2000 2 000 4000

Increase in working capital reserve 25525 25525 (21 000) (21 000)

Covered by parties 4 870 308 4 836 057 9 706 365 4779 854 4 603 990 9383 845

Percentage increase in contributions from year to year 9.73% -0.70% -1.16% -3.68%

Average annual contributions for the biennium 20045 4853 183

Average annual contributions for the biennium 2018L7 4691 922

Increase in average annual contributions -3.32%

Working capital reserve basedon average operational budget for 726 363

2014 2015 (15%)

Working capital reserve based on average operational budget for 2008017 (15%) 705 363

Rotterdam Convention Trust Fund 2014 2015 2014 2015 Total 2016 2017 2016 2017

Total

Approved budget for the biennium 202015 (Decsion RG 3727 472 3910 302 7637 774

6/16)

Proposed budget for the biennium 202617 4169 819 3976 959 8146 778

Approved average annual budget for the biennium 2RA15 3818 887

Proposed average annual budget for the bienniumi 2016 4073 389

Increase in the average annual budget 6.66%

Deduction from reserve and fund balance 2000 2000 4 000 161 216 161 216 322431

Increase in working capitaéserve 9168 9168 38175 38175

Deduction from special contingency reserve 189 015 189 015

Increment to the special contingency reserve: index to 25078 25078

fluctuations in salary scales

Grand total 3734 640 3933 380 7 668 0D 3857 764 3815743 7 673 507

Host country contributions* 1358 344 1358 344 2716 688 1 320 000 1 200 000 2 520 000

Covered by parties 2 376 296 2575 036 4 951 332 2537 764 2615743 5153 507

Percentage increase in contributions frogaryto year 8.70% 8.36% -1.45% 3.07%

Average annual contributions for the biennium 2 475 666
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2014 2015

Average annual contributions for the biennium
2016 2017

2576 753

Increase in the average annual contributions

4.08%

Working capital reserve based on the average operational
budget for 2014 2015 (15%)

572 833

Working capital reserve based on the average operational
budget for 2016 2017 (15%)

611 008

* EUR 1,200,000 per annum for the biennium 2W®L7 eqal US$ 1,513,241 based on theitéd Nationsexchange rate of 1 November 2014S$ 1.00 = EUR 0.793. Calculated by using the average
United Nations exchange rate between January 2013 and November 2014 (23,iathSh 1.00 = EUR 0.75 EURequal toUS$1,600,000 (calculated at the same level for both ye@irge Swiss

portion of the host country contributioB5 per cent ise-allocated to RVL for 2016 and 5ir centfor 2017, equal to US$ US$280,000 in 2016 and US$400,000 in.2017

Stockholm Convention Trust Fund 2014 2015 2014 2015 2016 2017 20162017
Total Total

Approved budget for the biennium 202015 (Decision S€

6/30) 5732172 6 048 917 11 781 089

Proposed budget for the biennium 202617 5691 902 5 828 820 1152021

Approved average annual budget for the biennium 22A45 5890 545

Proposed average annual budget for the bienniumi 2016 5760 361

Increase in the average annual budget -2.21%

Deduction from reserve and fund aate 2 000 2 000 4 000

Increase in working capital reserve (2 708) (2 708) 259 932 259 932

Grand total 5727 464 6 046 917 11774 381 5951 833 5828 820 11 780 653

Hostcountry contributions* 1 004 489 995 615 2 000 104 1025155 1020 775 2 045 930

Covered by parties 4722 975 5 051 302 9774 277 4926 678 4 808 045 9734723

Percentage increase in contributions from year to year 7.22% 6.95% -2.47% -2.41%

Average annual contributions for the biennium 20B45 4887 139

Average annual contributions for the biennium 201BL7 4 867 361

Increase in average annual contributions -0.40%

Working capital reserve based on average operational budge

for 2014 2015 (8.3%) 488 915

Working capital reserve based on average operational budge

for 2016/ 2017 (13%) 748 847

* Swiss contributions of CHF,Q00000 per annum for the biennium 2026017 equal US$046025 based on therited Nationsexchangeateof 1 Novembe2014i US$ 1.00 = CHF 0.956. Calculated by using the
average United Nations exchange rate between January 2013 and November 2014 (23trisdd8)L.00 = CHF 0.916 equal to U$1,091,703 (calculated at the same level for both years)

2014 2015 2016 2017
Host country contributions 1004 489 995 615 1025 155 1020 775
Assessed contributions 65 030 73 904 66 548 70928
Total 1069 519 1069 519 1091 703 1091 703
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Table 3

Programme ofwork for 2016 2017 funded via the voluntaryspecial and technicalcooperationtrust funds of the Basel (BD), Rotterdam (RV) and
Stockholm (SV)conventions

Voluntary budget for 2016/ 2017 (in United States dollark

Summary table of total costs per budget code level and by convention trust fund

136

2016 2017 20162017
BD RV SV Total BD RV SV Total Total
10 Project personnel component
1100 Professional staff
1101 Programme Officer 8 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1114 Progranme Officer R3 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1115 Programme Officer 3 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
Programme Officer 3
1116 (new) 93184 93 184 93184
Subtotal BC staff 537 600 652 288 652 288 652 288
Programme Officer
1124 (new) 216 700 216 700 225 368 225 368 442 068
1121 Programme Officer 8 179 200 179 200 186 368 186 368 365 568
1126 Programme Officer 8 179 200 179200 186 368 186 368 365 568
Subtotal SC staff 575 100 575 100 598 104 598 104 1173204
1199 Total 537 600 575 100 1112 700 652 288 598 104 1250 392 2363 092
1200 Consultants
Consttants- development of
1201 tools and modules 41 000 42 000 42 000 125 000 10 000 10 000 10 000 30 000 155 000
Consultant§ capacity
1202 building and training (BC) 30 000 30 000 20 000 20 000 50 000
Consultants capacity
1203 building and training (RC) 67 000 67 000 38000 38 000 105 000
Consultant§ capacity
1204 building and training (SC) 60 000 60 000 30 000 30 000 90 000
Consultants capacity
building and training (BC
1205 RC SC) 8 000 10 MO 8 000 26 000 5 000 5000 4 000 14 000 40 000
1206 Consultantspartnerships 60 000 30 000 30 000 120 000 10 000 10 000 130 000
Consultantstechnical
1207 guidelines
Consultantstechnical
1208 guidelines (Ewaste) 70 000 70 000 70 000 70 000 140 000
Consultantstechnical
guidelines (Ewaste)-
additional 60 000 60 000 50 000 50 000 110 000
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2016 2017 20162017
BD RV SV Total BD RV SV Total Total

Consultant (ESM household

1209 waste) 40 000 40 000 40 000
Consultants scientific

1210 support to RC 30 000 30 000 30 000
Consultantstechnical

1211 guidelines (Ewaste) 10 000 10 000 10 000 10 000 20 000
Consultantstechnical
guidelines (Ewaste)-
additional 10 000 10 000 10 000
Consultants scientific

1210 support to SC 150 000 150 000 50 000 50 000 200 000
Consultants supportfor
development and
maintenance of national

1212 reporting tools (BC SC) 10 000 10 000 50 000 50 000 60 0
Supportfor further work on

1213 ESM 50 000 50 000 50 000 50 000 100 000
Consultants CLlI-related

1214 activities 27 000 27 000 27 000 27 000 54 000
Consultants Strategic
framework (midterm

1215 evaluation report) 20 000 20 000 20 000 20 000 40 000
Consultant (online

1216 questionnaire) 20 000 20 000 20 000

1283 Consultant gcientific bodies) 4 000 4000 4 000 12 000 12 000
Consultantswebinars &

1285 online trainhg) 40 000 40 000 50 000 130 000 20 000 20 000 20 000 60 000 190 000
Consultantstéchnical

1286 assistanceeeds assessment) 10 000 10 000 10 000
Consultants (Resource Kit &

1287 e-library) 20 000 20 000 20 000 60 000 15000 15 000 15 000 45 000 105 000

1289 Consultants regional centres 12 500 12 500 25 000 25 000

1284 Consultant (illegal traffic) 20 000 20 000 20 000
Consultants (information
management of the

1282 Secretariat) 14 400 11 200 14 400 40 000 14 400 11 200 14 400 40 000 80 000
Consultants (clearingouse
mechanism based on

1285 priorities) 28 000 20 500 28 000 76 500 28 000 20 500 28 000 76 500 153 000

1299 Total 554 900 284 700 458 900 1298 500 389 400 119 700 181 400 690 500 1989 000

Administrative

13 support

1300 General Service staff

1323 GTA Conference Clerk 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
GTA PublicInformation

1306 Clerk 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
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2016 20162017
BD RV SV Total BD RV SV Total Total
Subtotal RO staff 275 000 286 000 286 000 286 000
1322 GTA Programme Clerk 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
1323 Team Assistant (new) 137 500 137 500 143 000 143 000 280 500
Subtotal SC staff 275 000 275 000 286 000 286 000 561 000
General Servicetaff subtotal 275 000 275 000 550 000 286 000 286 000 572 000 1122 000
1330 Conference servicing
BC Openended Working
Group (1 day extra
1322 interpretation) 25960 25960 25960
Conference servicing
1380 (regionalcentres) 7 000 7 000 7 000 7 000 14 000
Conference servicing
subtotal 32 960 32960 7 000 7 000 39 960
1399 Total 32 960 275 000 275 000 582 960 286 000 293 000 579 000 1161 960
1600 Travel on official business
Stafftravel- orientation
workshop for members of
1601 CRC 2480 2480 2480
Staff traveli capacity
1602 building and training BC 56 000 56 000 34 000 34 000 90 000
Staff traveli capacity
1603 building and training RC 30 000 30 000 10 000 10 000 40 000
Staff travel- capacity
1604 building and training SC 30 000 30 000 20 000 20 000 50 000
Staff traveli capacity
building and training (BC 12
1680 RC, SC) 13 000 12 000 13 000 38 000 000 15 000 15 000 42 000 80 000
1681 Staff travel-regional centres 15 000 15 000 30 000 5 000 5000 10 000 40 000
Staff travel- scientific
1607 support to BC 15 000 15 000 15 000 15 000 30 000
Staff travel- scientific
1608 support to RO 2500 2500 2500 2500 5 000
Staff travel- scientific
1609 support to SC 16 000 16 000 12 000 12 000 28 000
1610 Staff traveli SCGMP 4000 4000 4000 4000 8 000
Staff travel- CLI andlegal
1611 clarity 5000 5000 5 000 5000 10 000
Staff travel- regional
1683 preparatory meetings 10 977 10 977 10 977 32931 32931
1699 Total 104 000 46 980 78 000 228 980 81977 38 477 66 977 187 431 416 41
1999 Componenttotal 1229 460 606 680 1387 000 3223140 1123 665 444 177 1139481 2707 323 5930 463
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2016 2017 20162017
BD RV SV Total BD RV SV Total Total
Subcontract
20 component
2200 Subcontracts
Development of tools and
2201 modules 40 0@ 40 000 40 000 120 000 80 000 80 000 80 000 240 000 360 000
Capacitybuilding and
2202 training (BC) 160 000 160 000 100 000 100 000 260 000
Capacitybuilding and
2203 training (RC) 318 000 318 000 222 000 222 000 540 000
Capacitybuilding and
2204 training (SC) 340 000 340 000 235 000 235 000 575 000
Development ofmassive
openonline courses
2280 (MOOCGs) 45 000 45 000 50 000 140 000 20 000 20 000 20 000 60 000 200 000
Capadiy-building and
2282 training (BG RC, SC) 81 000 83 000 77 000 241 000 26 000 27 000 56 000 109 000 350 000
Financial audiof technical
assistancerojects at national
2284 and regional level 35 000 35 000 35 000 105 000 35 000 35 000 35000 105 000 210 000
2283 Partnerships 20 000 140 000 20 000 180 000 7 000 127 000 6 000 140 000 320 000
Pilot joint activities (regional
2281 centres) 200 000 200 000 400 000 200 000 200 000 400 000 800 000
2287 Resource i and elibrary 20 000 20 000 20 000 60 000 15 000 15 000 15 000 45 000 105 000
2207 Global Monitoring Plan 220 000 220 000 200 000 200 000 420 000
2208 Work programme of ICC 60 000 60 000 60 000 60 000 120 000
2209 Implementation Fund 75 000 75 000 75 000 75 000 150 000
Supportfor further work on
2212 ESM 50 000 50 000 50 000 50 000 100 000
2199 Total 786 000 681 000 1002 000 2 469 000 668 000 526 000 847 000 2041000 4510 000
2999 Componenttotal 786 000 681 000 1002 000 2 469 000 668 000 526 000 847 000 2 041 000 4510 000
30 Training component
3200 Training
Training and capacity
3201 building BC 563000 563 000 421 000 421 000 984 000
3303 Training and workshops (RC' 741 600 741 600 494 400 494 400 1236 000
3203 Training and workshops (SC) 736 800 736 800 319 200 319 200 1 056 000
Training andworkshops (BC
3283 RC, SC) 365 000 368 000 365 000 1098 000 245 000 259 000 248 000 752 000 1 850 000
3282 Trainingmodules 40 000 40 000 40 000
3280 Video training
3299 Total 998 000 1129 600 112180 3249 400 736 000 813 400 587 200 2136 600 5 386 000
Meetings: participant travel
3300 and DSA
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2016 2017 20162017
BD RV SV Total BD RV SV Total Total

Conference of the Parties to

3301 BC 814 000 814 000 814 000
BC Openended Working

3302 Group 643 552 643 552 643 552
Implementation and

3303 Compliance Committee 30 280 30 280 30 280
Technicalexpertgroup

3305 (ESM) 50 000 50 000 50 000 50 000 100 000

3306 Meetings of SIWG 35 000 35 000 25 000 25 000 60 000
Intersessional meeting
(technical guidelineBC)

3307 additional 30 000 30 000 30 000
Meeting (ESM household

3308 waste) 70 000 70 000 70 000 70 000 140 000
Annual meeting of Basel

3309 Convention regionalcentres 67 000 67 000 67 000
Conference of the Parties to

3301 SC 814 000 814 000 814 000

3302 POPsReview Committee 20 632 20 632 85 102 85 102 105 734

3305 Expertgroup meetings (SC) 40 000 40 000 40 000 40 000 80 000
Implementation and

3314 Compliance Committee
Annual meeting of
Stockholm Convention

3309 regionalcentres 67 000 67 000 67 000
Conferencef the Parties to

3311 RC 814 000 814 000 814 000
Orientation workshop for
members of Gemical

3309 Review Committee 87 055 87 055 87 055
Meetings: training and

3310 capacitybuilding RC 50 000 50 000 50 000 50 000 100 000
Workshop on listings not

3313 adopted by COP 120 000 120 000 120 000
Implementation and

3314 Compliance Committee
Massiveopenonline courses

3386 (MOOCGs) 10 000 10 000 10 000 30 000 10 000 10 000 10 000 30 000 60 000
Joint meetings of Basel and

3382 Stockholmregionalcentres
Outreach and public
awareness (joint media

3384 workshop) 17 500 15 000 17 500 50 000 50 000
Conference servicing
(regional prepartory

3385 meetings) 153 186 153 186 153 186 459 558 459 558
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2016 2017 20162017
BD RV SV Total BD RV SV Total Total
3399 Total 935 832 267 055 70 632 1273519 1139 686 1042 186 1186 788 3 368 660 4642 179
3999 Componenttotal 1933832 1396 655 1192432 4522919 1875 686 1855 586 1773988 5505 260 10 028 179
40 EQUIPMENT AND PREMISES COMPONENT
4100 Expendable
equipment
4101 Software
(development of
training tools and
modules) 20 000 20 000 40 000 40 000
4199 Total 20 000 20 000 40 000 40 000
4999 Componenttotal
50 Miscellaneous component
5200 Reporting costs
5201 Information/public awareness materials
(capacitybuilding BC)
5201 Information/public aareness materials
(capacitybuilding RC) 61 000 61 000 25 000 25 000 86 000
5201 Information/public awareness materials
(capacitybuilding SC) 22 000 22 000 14 000 14 000 36 000
5202 Information/public awareness materials
(partnerships) 24 000 24 000 12 000 12 000 36 000
5203 Translation of notifications 35 000 35 000 35000
5210 Printing/translation (training tools and modules 35 000 35 000 35 000 35 000 70 000
5212 Informationpublic awareness materials
(regional centres) 63 000 43 000 53 000 159 000 42 000 2000 62 000 106 000 265 000
5213 Information/public awareness materials
(capacity building BCRC, SC) 10 000 10 000 20 000 20 000
5215 Information/public awareness materials
(Newsletter) 30 000 32 000 32 000 94 000 18 000 13 000 10 000 41 000 135 000
5221 Printing/translationtechnical assistanaeeeds
assessment) 5000 5000 5000 5000 10 000
5222 Resource Kit and-#brary 4000 4500 4000 12 500 4000 4500 4000 12 500 25 000
5299 Total 4000 4500 4000 12 500 9 000 4500 9 000 22 500 35 000
5999 Componenttotal 207 000 111 000 127 000 445 000 168 000 43000 97 000 308 000 753 000
Direct project cost operational budget
4176 292 2795 335 3728 432 10 700 059 3835351 2 868 763 3857 469 10 561 583 21 261 642
UNEP programme support costs 13% 542 918 363 394 484 696 1391 008 498 596 372 939 501 471 1373006 276403
Total operational budget 4719 210 3158 729 4213128 12 091 067 4333947 3241702 4358 940 11 934 589 24 025 655
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Basel Convention Technical Cooperation Trust Fund (BD) 2014 2015 2014 2015 2016 2017 20164 2017
total total

Programme rguirements approved for the biennium 202@15

(Decision BG11/26) 3 620 847 3 640 605 7 261 452

Programme requirements for 202617 4719 210 4333 947 9 053 157

Approved average annual budget for 202@15 3630 726

Prgposed average annual budget for 20087 4 526 578

Decrease in the average annual budget 24.67%

Voluntary Special Trust Fund for the Rotterdam Convention (RV) 2014 2015 2014 2015total 2016 2017 2016 2017total

Programme requirements approved for the bienniumiZoivs

(Decision RCG6/16) 3195 442 4041011 7 236 453

Programme requirements for the biennium 2@D3.7 3158 729 3241702 6 400 431

Approved average annual budget floe biennium 2012015 3618 227

Proposed average annual budget for the bienniumi 2016 3200 215

Increase in the average annual budget -11.55%

Special Trust Fund for the Stockholm Conention (SV) 2014 2015 20142015total 2016 2017 20162017total

Programme requirements approved for the bienniumiZilib

(Decision SG6/30) 3 765 550 4186 982 7 952 532

Programme requirements for the biennium 2@04.7 4213128 4 358 940 8 572 068

Approved average annual budget for the biennium 2RA45 3 976 266

Proposed average annual budget for the bienniumi 2016 4 286 034

Increase in the average annual budget 7.79%
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Table 4

Indicative scale of assessmesifor the Generd Trust Fund for the Stockholm Convention
(SC)for the operational budget for the biennium 20162017 (in United States dollars)

Portion of operational budget to be 2016 4926 678
covered by assessed contributions: 2017 4 808 045
Party United Nations  Scale with 22% Assessed Assessed
Scale of ceiling and contributions to  contributions to
assessmeist 0.010% base be covered by be covered by
2013** the Parties 2016 the Parties 2017
No. Percentage Percentage US dollars US dollars
1  Afghanistan 0.005 0.010 493 481
2 Albania 0.010 0.013 658 642
3 Algeria 0.137 0.183 9010 8 793
4  Angola 0.010 0.013 658 642
5  Antigua and Barbuda 0.002 0.010 493 481
6  Argentina 0.432 0.577 28 410 27 726
7  Armenia 0.007 0.010 493 481
8  Australia 2.074 2.769 136 395 133 111
9  Austria 0.798 1.065 52 480 51 216
10 Azerbaijan 0.040 0.053 2631 2 567
11 Bahamas 0.017 0.023 1118 1091
12 Babhrain 0.039 0.052 2 565 2503
13 Bangladesh 0.010 0.010 493 481
14 Barbados 0.008 0.010 493 481
15 Belarus 0.056 0.075 3683 3594
16 Belgium 0.998 1.332 65 633 64 052
17 Belize 0.001 0.010 493 481
18 Benin 0.003 0.010 493 481
19 Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 0.009 0.010 493 481
20 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.017 0.023 1118 1091
21 Botswana 0.017 0.023 1118 1091
22 Brazil 2.934 3.916 192 952 188 306
23 Bulgaria 0.047 0.063 3091 3016
24 Burkina Faso 0.003 0.010 493 481
25  Burundi 0.001 0.010 493 481
26 CaboVerde 0.001 0.010 493 481
27 Cambodia 0.004 0.010 493 481
28 Cameroon 0.012 0.016 789 770
29 Canada 2.984 3.983 196 241 191 515
30 Central African Republic 0.001 0.010 493 481
31 Chad 0.002 0.010 493 481
32 Chile 0.334 0.446 21 965 21436
33 China 5.148 6.872 338 555 330 402
34 Colombia 0.259 0.346 17033 16 623
35 Comoros 0.001 0.010 493 481
36 Congo 0.005 0.010 493 481
37 Cook Islands 0.001 0.010 493 481
38 Costa Rica 0.038 0.051 2 499 2439
39 Clte doélvoire 0.011 0.015 723 706
40 Croatia 0.126 0.168 8 286 8 087
41 Cuba 0.069 0.092 4538 4428
42 Cyprus 0.047 0.063 3091 3016
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