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Note that additions are in red and bold; deletions are in strikethrough
Footnotes on Page 1

IPEN agrees with these two comments.


 EC : Reference to the relevant Risk Profile prepared for the chemical in question should be added because it will include relevant data on production, uses and releases of the chemical, i.e. it will provide the basis for identification and analysis of control measures.
2 EC : It should be considered whether POPRC, when agreeing on a risk profile, could already give an indicative list of possible control measures for the chemical in question. This would facilitate the task of Parties and observers to give input to the analysis. Otherwise, it would be necessary to ask the provider of information, to clearly explain what they consider as ‘possible control measures’.
Explanatory notes under “Efficacy and efficiency of possible control measures in meeting risk reduction goals”
1. “Possible control measures” refers to Articles 3, 5 and 6 of the Convention and includes measures to prohibit the production and use of chemicals listed in Annex A subject to the provisions of that Annex; measures to restrict the production and use of chemicals listed in Annex B subject to the provisions of that Annex; and, measures to prevent or reduce formation and release of chemicals listed in Annex C subject to the provisions of that Annex.  More than one control measure is possible for the same chemical substance. Consideration should be given to the full range of possible control measures including, pollution prevention options, restriction of a substance’s production or use for specified purposes, and elimination of the substance entirely
2. “Risk reduction goals” refer to targets/goals to reduce or eliminate releases from: intentional production and use; unintentional production; and stockpiles and wastes. 
  levels in the environment/exposure of a substance such that the long-range environmental transport of a substance is unlikely to lead to significant adverse human health and/or environmental effects.

4. Addition: If relevant, provide information related to the identification of critical uses for which there may be no suitable alternative or for which the analysis of socioeconomic factors justify the inclusion of an exemption when considering listing decisions under the Convention. Justify identification of critical uses by detailing the negative impacts on society that would result if no exemption was permitted.
Explanatory notes under, Alternatives (products and processes)
3.  The evaluation of the efficacy should include any information on the performance, benefits and limitations of potential alternatives. , as well as the identification of any critical uses for which there are no alternatives.  The evaluation should be focused on the principal uses of the product or process.  conducted on a life-cycle basis evaluating performance and impact over the entire life-cycle of any alternatives.
4.  The evaluation of the risk of the alternative product or process should include any toxicity information or potential risks on whether the proposed alternative has been thoroughly tested/evaluated in order to avoid inadvertently increasing risks to human health and the environment. For products, this may include risks resulting from The evaluation should include any information on potential risks associated with untested alternatives and any increased risk over the life-cycle of the alternative – including manufacture, distribution, use, maintenance and disposal.
5. Regarding “risk”, if the alternative has not been tried or tested, information on projected impacts may also be useful. 
Explanatory notes under (c) Positive and/or negative impacts on society of implementing possible control measures
1.  Socio-economic considerations should include any information on the impact (if any) on local manufacturing and its effect on society, including the capital costs and positive impacts on society associated with transitioning to the alternatives. 
Explanatory notes under (g) Any national or regional control actions already taken, including information on alternatives, and other relevant risk management information:

IPEN agrees with this comment.

 [EC: This could be moved to the beginning of the format] 
1. Actions or measures taken could include prohibitions, phase-outs, restrictions, cleanup of contaminated sites, waste disposal, non-regulatory legally binding initiatives etc.

2. Information should include whether the control actions have reduced or eliminated releases from: intentional production and use; unintentional production; and/or stockpiles and wastes. 

been cost-effective and have had a measurable impact on reducing levels in the environment and contributed to achieving risk reduction goals
Explanatory notes under, Other relevant information for the risk management evaluation:
1. The above list of items is only indicative. Any other relevant information for the risk management evaluation should also be provided. 

2. Any information relevant to whether certain risk management options/control measures are likely to distort competition and/or whether such options/measures are consistent with other international obligations – in particular commitments under the WTO such as the Technical Barriers to Trade and the Sanitary and Phytosanitary agreements. 

IPEN Note: The Stockholm Convention negotiations clearly established that there was no need for a savings clause in the Treaty.
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