Dear Mario Yarto

As agreed today over lunch, please find below our comments regarding the handbook. We trust that the handbook is a fine piece of document but might be improved considering our comments. We would be pleased to furnish you with alternative text suggestions, if so required.

Page 3 - Executive summary, second line: ...Since then, the Committee has met three times.... This and other parts of the text refer directly to the present time and this is limiting the handbook's "shelf life". 

With some re-phrasing the expiry date of the document could be substantially extended, i.e. by writing: "The Committee meets annually" or "met three times since its establishment until 2007". Another example is on Page 10 - 4. The Chemical review process, first line: ...This provision has already been used by one Party for three.... should rather read:…This provision was first used by…

Page 5 - 2.2 Criteria Expert Group, 1st bullet point - we have been unable to find the working and conclusions of the criteria expert group publically

documented. So this definition of the term "flexible" remains unconfirmed.

Page 9 - 4.1 Nomination 2. - All information should be available for the POPs Criteria discussion.  Chemicals should not be progressed to the Annex

E stage on the basis of an incomplete data set as this sends the wrong message to non-POP RC members and observers that the substance is a POP. At

present there is no facility to present information as an observer under Article 8 of the Convention for consideration at the Annex D discussion.

Indeed the first opportunity available to observers to submit information is at the Annex E stage. See Stockholm Convention text Article 8. 4 (a).

Page 9 - 4.1 Nomination - No statement has been made related to Annex D, 2 "a comparison of toxicity or ecotoxicity data with detected or predicted

levels of a chemical resulting from its long-range environmental transport" .  The POP RC chair Rainer Arndt called for this section to be completed by

substance nominees (see POP RC-2 meeting minutes para 97)

"In response to an observation about uncertainty as to whether a comparison had been drawn, in accordance with paragraph 2 of Annex D, of the toxicity

or ecotoxicity data available for the chemicals and the levels that would be expected to result from their long-range transport, the Chair encouraged

Parties to include in future proposals such a comparison to facilitate the work of the Committee. "

As completion of this section is seen to facilitate the work of the Committee it is important that it should be mentioned/highlighted in the

handbook.

Page 12 - 4.2.2 - Article 8 para 3 "taking all information provided" – The Committee should consider all information, not just that "cherry picked"

and provided by the nominating party.

Page 13 - 4.2.3 First para, line 3 "are only invited if they provide some additional information relevant to the discussion" - what does this mean,

that we can only take part if the information we provide is supportive ?

Page 13 - 4.2.3 bottom of the page - "What observers could do...............to assist the Committee in developing the risk profile" -

as information relevant to the Annex D discussion cannot be submitted by observers (see above), it would appear that in assisting the Committee to

develop the risk profile, we as industry observers are not permitted to submit information that would contradict a subsequent inclusion proposal.

(See attached file: POPRC Handbook 08.DOC)

Kind regards,

Sandra Keller

Regulatory Manager

and

Mark Trewhitt

Chair: POPs Project Team
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