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REPORT OF FIRST MEETING OF THE INTERSESSIONAL GROUP OF THE
INTERGOVERNMENTAL FORUM ON CHEMICAL SAFETY

INTRODUCTION

1. The first meeting of the Intersessional Group (ISG) of the Intergovernmenta! Forum
on Chemical Safety (IFCS) was held 20-23 March 1995 at the Governor’s Palace, Bruges,
Belgium, hosted by the Belgian Ministry of Public Health and Environment. Twenty-seven
members of the ISG participated in the meeting. Representatives from 12 other countries,
the Commission of the European Union (EC), 11 intergovernmental and 21 non-governmental
organizations also took part in the meeting. Apologies for absence were received from India,
Nigeria, the Russian Federation, Spain and Tonga. A list of participants is given in Annex
1. Dr K. Niblaeus (Sweden) presided as President with Mr Wang Yangzu (China). Professor
G. Kanoute (Mali), and Dr G. Olaiz (Mexico) serving as Vice-Presidents. In the absence
of the Russian Federation, Dr M. Cirkt and Dr V. Bizek of the Czech Republic acted in the
capacity of Rapporteur.

2. The meeting was opened by Dr O. Vanneste, the Governor of the Province of West
Flanders. Dr G. Thiers welcomed participants to Belgium on behalf of Mr J. Santkin, the
Minister of Public Health and Environment. Mrs E. Barsk-Rundquist read a statement from
Mr N. Desai, Under-Secretary-General for the United Nations Department for Policy
Coordination and Sustainable Development.

3. The President of the Forum reminded the meeting that implementation of United
Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED) Agenda 21 Chapter 19 was
primarily a responsibility of Governments and that the IFCS had been established to support
Governments in fulfilling their obligations. Coordination of international activities in support
of implementing Chapter 19 was being promoted through a new Interorganization Programme
for the Sound Management of Chemicals (IOMC) with its own Interorganization Coordinating
Committee (IOCC). The IOMC provides a direct channel to the UN agencies not diluted by
transmission through the Executive Bodies with their competing priorities. While the roles
of the IFCS and IOCC were different, they work together for achieving common goals in
refation to the sound management of chemicals.




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - ISG AGREED ACTION ITEMS AND ISSUES

Of the matters considered by the Intersessional Group of the Intergovernmental Forum

on Chemical Safety (ISG) at its first meeting of, the following actions were agreed on:

General

The Executive Secretary to the Forum is to prepare a detailed financial statement
outlining the status of the budget and resource requirements to each future session of
the ISG and Forum as 2 standing agenda item.

The ISG expresses, to the UNEP Governing Coungcil and the UJ.N. Commission on
Sustainable Development, its concern over the proposed cut in the UNEP budget for
chemicals management by more than 50%. This reduction would seriously undermine
UNEP’s ability to fulfill its responsibilities under the Agenda 21, Chapter 19. The
ISG:

- urges ISG representatives to convey these concerns directly to their country’s
representatives to the May 1995 UNEP Goveming Council meeting; and

- requests the President of the IFCS to convey these concerns directly to the
UNEP Executive Director immediately following this ISG meeting.

An inventory of programmes, activities and projects related to chemical safety being

carried out by international organizations was recommended to be compiled by ISG
2. ‘

An inventory of bilaterally supported initiatives in chemmals management should be
developed by countries.

Recognizing that the difficulties of establishing networking arrange:ments amongst
countries for the work of the Forum in some regions are -considerable, the ISG
recommended that the IOMC develop a proposal on how this situation n-ught be

- improved for presentation at ISG 2.




Programme Area A

To maintain an ongoing overview of progress in the achievement of the targets for
priority chemical assessments, the ISG recommended that a report be available to
each future session of the ISG and Forum.

A report on the development and implementation of the IPCS pilot project for
internationalization of national assessment documents and information on criteria for
selecting chemicals for priority assessment was recommended for presentatmn to the
ISG 2.

A working paper, prepared in cooperation with industry, on the issue of data
confidentiality with respect to facilitating the development of international chemical
risk assessments was recommended for ISG 2.

The IRPTC/ECETOC Inventory of Critical Reviews of Chemicals should be
completed expeditiously and include more information on national pesticide
documents. A report on progress to the ISG 2 by the responsible agencies was
recommended.

The ISG recormended that international organizations producing assessments review
their documents with a view towards accommodating the special needs of developing
countries and assisting decision-making (e.g. concise assessment documents, practical
information concerning chemical hazards), and report to the next ISG on proposed
changes

Programme Area B

With respect to the work on harmonization of classification and labelling of
chemicals:

- the Coordinating Group for the Harmonization of Chemical Classification
Systems (CG/HCCS) is requested to strengthen its membership, particularly
from the developing countries.

- the CG/HCCS i1s requested to promote an increase in the awareness among
national authorities on their work, in particular on its scope and progress.
Such an initiative would serve to avoid duplication of effort.

- the CG/HCCS is requested to report back to the ISG 2 with a detailed report
on technical work and its progress.

- the CG/HCCS is requested to develop guidance on the underlying principles
followed. Such guidance should be sensitive to developmg countries needs for
mformatlon on the process. -

- the CG/HCCS is requested to consider mechanisms for implementation and
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report to the ISG 2 on how progress could best be made on these political
issues, particularly non-consensus matters,

- all governments are urged to undertake a coordinated approach in formulating
national positions on harmonization.

Programme Afc:a C

A review of information delivery, including an inventory of networking arrangements
and recommendations for priority activities to meet the needs of countries, was
recommended by the ISG. It was proposed that the UNEP/IRPTC take the lead in
coordinating the preparation of a report for the next meeting of the ISG.

In response to the requests for access to and exchange of information on chemical
safety, the ISG recommended that a seminar/workshop be held in conjunction with
the ISG 2. The seminar/workshop would display and introduce available literature and
electronic information.

Programme Area D

The results of the UNITAR pilot studies on the establishment of Pollutant Release and
Transfer Registers (PRTRs) in Mexico, Egypt and the Czech Republic were
recommended by the ISG to be shared with other countries.

Countries were requested to share their experience in reduction in the use of
pesticides.

The ISG invites the QECD in cooperation with FAO to report to ISG 2 on the
outcomes of their joint pesticide risk reduction workshop

As a result of the development of criteria to determine if a chemical was suitable as
a persistent organic pollutant (POP) candidate, African countries and, others
recommended that a list of POPs be prepared with a summary of their uses and*means
of disposal. It was noted that the criteria were being developed through the U.N.
Economic Commission for Europe Convention on Long-Range Transboundary Air
Pollution (LRTAP) with further progress being carried forward by a
Philippines/Canada co-sponsored workshop in June 1995,

The 1SG endorsed the proposal of the USA, Mauritius and Slovakia recommending
that Canada and the Philippines hold a meeting, immediately following their June
1995 technical experts meeting on POPs in Vancouver, to explore the feasibility of
coordinating and channeling possible global actions on POPs. This meeting, in
addition to government experts, should include relevant international bodies. It was
recommended that definition of a process to examine the linkages between groups
addressing POPs in Agenda 21 Chapters 17 and 19 be included in the agenda.




Governmetits were urged to make use of the ILO Code of Practice in Prevention of
Major Industrial Accidents, the UNEP/APELL programine and the various gnidelines
of OECD, IPCS, UNEP and WHO as. mechanisms for implementing chemical
accident preparedness and response.

Programme Area E

It was proposed that countries complete their national profiles to indicate current
capabilities and capacities for management of chemicals by ISG 2 and international
and bilateral assistance was encouraged to facilitate this task.

The need was reemphasized for all countries to establish their own mechanisms for
coordination among relevant ministries and other institutions dealing with sound
management of chemicals as well as the need for comprehensive national chemical

- safety policies and legislation.

Additional itemns noted by the ISG were:

General

The proposal for a World Chemical Safety Day will be considered at ISG 2.

Devyeloped countries should be asked to prepare and circulate papers in advance of
the next 1SG meeting describing activities undertaken in response to Chapter 19 of
Agenda 21 that relate directly to developing country needs.

Programme Area A

Some countries endorsed the OECD Screening Information Data Sets (SIDS)
programme for identifying hazardous chemicals, but noted that the establishment of
a strong coordination mechanism was necessary to avoid duplication of effort with
IPCS.

' Programme' Area C

Concerning the ongoing work of UNEP and FAO on the implementation of the Prior
Informmed Consent Procedure (PIC), the ISG supported development of a legally-
binding mechanisms with the provisos that;

- full account was taken of experience in applying the current voluntary system;

- the arrangement was restricted to the current scope of the voluntary PIC
procedure;




- criteria for including chemicals in the PIC procedure be further evaluated;

- countries not yet having done so designated their national authorities for PIC;

- importing countries establish mechanisms to restrict, when they deem
appropriate, the importation and manufacture for domestic use of PIC-

designated chemicals;

- a legally-binding approach may include voluntary arrangements for domestic
implementation;

- training in implementation of these mechanisms be established.
Note was taken of the pilot activity in the Asian region on the establishment of a

Global Information Network on Chemicals (GINC). Countries supported the
undertaking of work to establish a GINC in all regions.

Programme Area D

Several countries requested regional workshops to introduce the IPCS/INTOX poisons
information project and promote the establishment of poison control facilities in
countries.

The work to promote the development and use of clean technologies regarding the
production and use of chemicals, particularly the plans to create clean technology
centres in Latin American countries, was noted. It was recognized that this work was
also needed in other countries.

A number of other items identified by the regional groups can be found in the working group
Teports in Annex 3.




MEETING SUMMARY
Agenda Item 2

4. The proposed provisional agenda I5G/95.1(Rev.2) was adopted without amendment.
Note was taken of the working, background, information and room documents for the
meeting.

Agenda Hem 3

5. The IFCS Executive Secretary, Dr M. Mercier, presented an overview of the Forum
activities and related international coordination since the establishment of the Forum in April
1994 (see ISG/95.2 Rev.1). He detailed the arrangements for the interim Forum Secretariat
and trust fund and summarized the financial situation including contributions received in cash
and in kind. He outlined meetings held, including the informal consultation with NGOs
representing a wide range of industrial associations, environmental and consumer interest
groups. The NGO sector had come forward with offers to provide background papers for
the ISG. It was agreed that annual consultations would be held, with the next scheduled
consultation in 1995, for which more extensive representation of NGOs would be sought.
It was reported that a similar consultation planned with international scientific societies had
regrettably needed to be posiponed until after the first ISG meeting.

6. Note was taken that the second meeting of the Forum would need to be held early in
1997 so as to report to the Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly on
follow-up to UNCED to be held in 1997. Timing and host for the second session of the
Forum were needed. The second meeting of the ISG (ISG 2) was agreed to be hosted by
Australia in Canberra in the first week of March 1996.

7. Attention was called to the need for establishing the funding of the Forum, including
the support needed for the work of the Secretariat, on a long-term stable basis. In the
discussion, it was recognized that the present ad hoc financial arrangements for the IFCS
Secretariat were not satisfactory even as an interim arrangement. It was considered essential,
as a standing item for future ISG and Forum meetings, to have a detailed budget outlining
resources, priorities and requirements in order to promote the generation of the voluntary
donor resources needed to implement workplans arising from agreed actions of the Forum
and ISG. Such a budget was provided to the ISG and discussed under agenda item 11
(Annex 2).

8. The meeting had an initial review of issues relating to implementation of the six
programme areas of Agenda 21 Chapter 19. Each programme area was introduced by Dr
R. Lonngren, Special Advisor to IFCS, who summarized the substantive issues and provided
foci against which the ISG could consider the issues. Under agenda item 10, four regional
group meetings (Africa, Asia and Pacific, Eastern Furope and Latin America) were held to
exchange experiences on specific problems, establishing regional networks, developing
national profiles and specific work related to meeting the targets and priorities identified by
the Forum. The reports of these meetings are presented in Annex 3 and key outcomes of the
discussions are incorporated in the main body of the text. Heads of Delegations of the I8G
member countries held a special session to review the work of the meeting and discuss future
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work, particularly in relation to ISG 2; the main conclusions of which have also been
integrated into the body of the record of the meeting.

9. In view of the work load of the first ISG meeting, an ad hoc "think tank" meeting of
ISG member governments to consider cross-sectoral issues and established under the
chairmanship of Australia. The report of the "think-tank" is given in Annex 4. Participating
countries recognized that, whilst not all were able to participate, the report of the "think
tank" covered important matters of substance and procedure, some of which were of
particular importance to developing countries. These needed to be taken into account both
by the regions in their working groups and the ISG.

Agenda Item 4 - Programme Area A

10.  In relation to Programme Area A (IS$G/95.3) discussion was directed towards four
subjects: (i) international approaches to chemicals assessment, including priority setting of
candidate assessments; (ii) establishment of an inventory of performed, ongoing or planned
assessments; (iii) reduction in the use of vertebrate animals in toxicity testing and (iv) mutual
acceptance of data.

11. Note was taken of the report of the Joint IPCS/OECD Consultation on Priority
Chemicals and Related Matters (January 1995) which recognized that while extensive work
would be required, the targets endorsed in Stockholm for assessments, although challenging,
were realistic. The targets could be met by adopting a step-wise approach with weil-
established criteria for priority setting, this was based on the principle that quality should
always have priority over quantity of outputs. The ISG agreed to maintain an ongoing
overview of progress through a Secretariat report to each session of the ISG and Forum.

12.  The ISG agreed that there was an ongoing need for intermational peer review of
assessments if international acceptance was to be achieved. As a minimum this would
require comprehensive and critical reviews based on agreed criteria and transparency of
process. In particular, the role of the International Programme on Chemical Safety (IPCS)
and its technical programme as a centre of excellence was recognized as a critical element
in international assessment, especially for chemicals for which there was heightened concern
or for which assessment might be controversial. Some countries endorsed the OECD
Screening Information Data Set (SID$) programme for identifying hazardous chemicals, but
noted that the establishment of a strong coordination mechanism was necessary to avoid
duplication of effort with IPCS. The OECD SIAR’s (SIDS Initial Assessment Reviews)
produced in the OECD Existing Chemicals Programme now joined with the EU Existing
Substances Programme were also recognized by the Joint Consultation as international
documents contributing to meeting the targets set by the Forum at its first meeting.

13. A number of participants re-emphasized the need for developing countries and
countries with economies in transition to make management decisions based on consensus
reviewed scientific information. A better understanding of the requirements of developing
countries and countries with economies in transition was needed in order for international
assessment documents to be made more useful in guiding risk management decisions. In
establishing priorities for international risk assessment account needs to be taken of chemicals
of concern to developing countries. Attention was drawn to the need for identifying which
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risk assessment methods are appropriate for use in various geographical locations of the
world.

14.  The Joint Consultation concluded that some national assessments can serve as a basis
for preparing short international assessment documents; this would accelerate progress toward
achieving the targets of Programme Area A and conserve limited resources. In order to use
national assessments as a basis for international gnidance, the criteria for quality and format
recommended by the Joint Consultation needed to be respected. A number of countries
retterated the need for international peer review against the developed criteria for quality and
format. With minor amendment and subject to consideration of supplemental information,
the ISG took note, and a4 majority of countries accepted, the report of the Joint Consultation
on Priority Chemicals and Related Matters referred to in paragraph 11 above.

15. A number of countries offered to take part in a pilot project to develop and implement
a system for the preparation of national reviews of chemicals as the basis for developing
international risk assessment documents. Emphasis was given to the need for high quality
documents and comprehensive coverage of the appropriate literature. Note was taken that
an IPCS meeting to initiate the pilot project would be held in Washington, 30 May - 1 June
1995. Several countries requested that a report on the development and implementation of
the pilot project be made at the ISG 2. The report should include detailed information on
the agreed criteria for ensuring quality and the process established. Additionally, criteria for
selecting priority chemicals for assessment should be presented for discussion. Note was
taken of the importance of natural toxins to developing countries and that those substances
needed to be included in identifying priorities for chemical risk assessment. Issues related
to confidentiality of data were acknowledged and the IOMC was requested to prepare, in
cooperation with industry, a working paper on this subject for ISG-2.

16. A number of countries strongly emphasized the need to expeditiously complete the
Inventory of Critical Reviews of Chemicals being undertaken by IRPTC and ECETOC. The
inventory should also include more information on national pesticide documents. The ISG
recommended that governments further support the work to establish the inventory. Some
countries supported the development of the International Register of Risk Assessment
Documents and Databases as proposed at the Joint Consultation referred to above.

17. The need for and importance of agreed harmonized muliitingual definitions of
concepts and terms used in the field of chemicals risk assessment and management for
national implementation of international gnidance was highlighted.

18. Some countries expressed concern about the need to better coordinate international
efforts on the sound management of chemicals, and 10 avoid duplication, especially with
respect 1o international action on Persistent Organic Pollutants (POPs) as proposed in the
Draft Programme Action on Protection of the Marine Environment from Land-Based
Activities (see para 42).

19.  The need for work in the areas of hormone mimics, impurities in chemical products
and chemical interactions was noted by several NGOs. An environmental NGO proposed
the establishment of an ad hoc working group to address appropriate testing protocols and
policy approaches for endocrine-disrupting chemicals. It was noted also that work should

9




be undertaken to address the problems arising from the use of chemicals other than those
uses for which they were introduced into the market place.

20.  There was general support for approaches to reducing the use of vertebrate animals
in testing of chemicals within the limits of current methodology. Such reductions should
proceed in a step-wise manner as in vivo methods were agreed on and new ir vitro testing
methods were validated and proved effective. Attention was drawn to the potential of further
developing approaches using structure-activity relationships.

21.  The ISG welcomed the mechanism established by OECD for non-member countries
to participate in the activity on Mutual Acceptance of Data involving the use of OECD test
guidelines and observations of the OECD principles of good laboratory practice.

Agenda Itemn 5 - Programme Area B

22.  The discussion focused on the two distinct areas of harmonization of classification and
labelling of chemicals (ISG/95.4) work: the technical work needed to achieve harmonization
of the criteria and the work to secure the political support and framework to implement the
harmonization of systems.

23. A number of participants asked that several important issues be considered in the
process. Classification and labelling must take account of climatic conditions and use
patterns in developing countries and hazard cormmmunication schemes (e.g. hazard labelling,
Material Safety Data Sheets) need to be adapted for local circumstances (e.g. pictograms,

languages).

24.  Concerns were expressed that appropriate consideration be given to the complexities
of the issues. The EC in particular emphasized the need to identify the precise fields of
application and that whilst the work had significant trade implications, advances should not
be made that do not take full account of occupational and consumer health, environmental
and transport issues. It was emphasized that the work was not an alternative to proper risk
management of chemicals but an aid for fulfilling local obligations to provide appropriate
information to all concerned groups.

25. The key point of the discussion revolved around how to proceed with the
implementation. Reference was made to the range of available international instruments.
It was emphasized that any system established must include an updating mechanism as the
results of new scientific work become available.

26. Some speakers favoured immediate initiation of work on the political and
implementation issues, while others suggested that this should be delayed until 1996 when
the technical work would have been nearly completed, thus providing a stronger basis for the
political discussions. There was also some discussion of the formation of an ad soc group
to deal with the implementation arrangements but other speakers thought that such a group
might complicate the work of the existing Coordinating Group for the Harmonization of
Chemical Classification Systems (CG/HCCS) and add additional complexities to the process.
Following a debate of these issues there was a consensus by the ISG that:
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- the CG/HCCS should be sirengthened with additional membership,
particularly from the developing countries.

- to avoid duplication of effort, the CG/HCCS should undertake efforts to
increase the awareness among national authorities on their work in particular
its scope and progress.

- domestic coordination in formulating national positions on harmonization
remained a key factor and the ISG urged all participants to promote such a
coordinated approach.

- the CG/HCCS should be asked to report back to the next ISG with a detailed
report on technical work and its progress in view of the considerable work
being undertaken during 1995,

- the CG/HCCS should be asked to consider the mechanisms for
implementation. The Group should report to the I8G 2 on how progress could
best be made on political matters, particularly non-consensus issues.

Developing countries while appreciating the stage of development of Area B initiatives
wished to have access to the underlying principles and requested that the CG/HCCS should
develop such guidance. One option was to focus on the ILO Chemicals Convention (170),
1990.

Agenda Item 6 and 9 - Programme Areas C and F

27.  In relation to Information Exchange on Toxic Chemicals and Chemical Risks (see
ISG/95.5 and ISG/95.8) four issues were discussed: (i) the need to promote the availability
in all countries of data on chemicals for chemical risk assessment and management, (ii)
implementation of the Prior Informed Consent (PIC) procedure in relation to the current
revised London Guidelines through a legally-binding instrument, (iii) the extension of the PIC
procedure to a wider range of chemicals and (iv) the strengthening of national capacities to
control illegal international traffic in toxic and dangerous goods.

28.  The ISG recognized that adequate access to appropriate evaluated information
adaptable to local circumstances was essential for all countries as a prerequisite to safe use
of chemicals in the development process. This programme area was related to all the others.
Many international activities were directed towards providing such information, as well as
the institutional arrangements and the human resource development in countries for chemicals
informatton generation, handling and use. Certain of these activities were specifically
directed towards the implementation of the PIC procedure in the context of overall chemical
safety capacity building in developing countries.

28.  Concern was expressed that, while a great deal of high quality suidance was being
prepared by the IOMC participating organizations, there was an apparent lack of
communication concerning the availability of information and its delivery. It was proposed
that the IOMC undertake a review of information delivery, including making
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recommendations for priority activities to meet the needs of countries. It was proposed that
the UNEP/IRPTC take the lead in coordinating the preparation of a report for ISG 2.

30. Note was taken of the information document on the establishiment of a global network
on chemicals (GINC). Japan strongly supported the development of such 2 network under
the auspices of an TPCS project and proposed the promotion of a pilot activity for the Asian
region. Other countries also supported the undertaking of a project to establish a GINC in
all regions. Attention was called to the need for including access to information on chemical
technologies, chemical risk reduction approaches, as well as country generated data
appropriate to local conditions and circumstances.

31.  Concerning the implementation of the PIC procedure there was broad support for
developing legally-binding mechanisms with the provisions that;

- full account was taken of experience in applying the current voluntary system;

- the arrangement was restricted to the current scope of the voluntary PIC
procedure;

- criteria for including chemicals in the PIC procedure be further evaluated;
- countries not yet having done so designate their national authorities for PIC;

- importing countries establish mechanisms to restrict, when they deem
appropriate, the importation and manufacture for domestic use of PIC-
designated chemicals;

- a legally-binding approach may include voluntary arrangements for domestic
implementation;

- training in implementation of these mechanisms be established.

32. It was observed that account should be taken of the costs involved in developing a
legally-binding instrument and how such costs could be minimized. It was observed that in
many developing countries implementation of the amended London Guidelines presented
difficulties due to infrastructure constraints. Additional national capacity building would be
required to implement in these countries a legally-binding PIC procedute.

33.  The support for a broadening of the PIC procedure to a wider range of chemicals and
process technologies came mainly from environmental NGOs. Most countries considered that
in view of the variety of issues involved and given existing general requirements for
classification, packaging, labelling and material data sheets for chemicals, it was better to
concentrate initially on establishing a legally-binding instrument for a restricted range of
chemicals and exclude process technologies. It was observed that various international
conventions on chemicals (e.g. ILO 170 and ILO 174) as well as conventions related to
maritime transport of goods, had requirements for prior informed consent or notification.
Some countries were of the opinion that the statement of the CSD in May 1994 to expand
the work on a legally-binding mechanism for the PIC to include export bans on domestically
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prohibited chemicals should be considered at a later time, taking into account the experiences
gathered.

34, An environmental NGO suggested that the PIC procedure be able to include hazardous
chemicals and pesticides causing health or environmental problems under conditions of use
in developing countries and economies in transition and in particular those pesticides in
WHO/FAO Classification Groups la, 1b and 2.

35. Concerning the prevention of illegal international traffic in toxic and dangerous
products, it was recognized that a sufficient numnber of countries need to put in place control
legislation as a basis for further legal international instruments to halt such illegal traffic.
Strengthening implementation of the PIC procedure was an important element.

Agenda Ttem 7 - Programme Area D

36.  The main topics discussed concerning risk reduction (see ISG 95.6) and for which
background papers had been made available were the use of pollutant release and transfer
registers, pesticide risk reduction, contingency planning and management of accidents and
poison control facilities. Additional topics brought up for discussion in plenary were the
control of persistent organic pollutants and the development of cleaner technologies. Note
was taken of the ongoing work of the industrial sector in the context of Responsible Care and
the implementation of the Code of Ethics in the International Trade in Chemicals.

37. Work of QECD, TPCS and UNITAR, in regard to Pollutant Release and Transfer
Registers (PRTRs) was noted. The ISG recommended that the results of the UNITAR pilot
studies on the establishment of PRTRs in Mexico, Egypt and the Czech Republic be shared
with other countries. NGOs considered this initiative a key element for future national risk
reduction measures.

38.  Many countries expressed concern about the problems of accidents, poisoning and
contamination of underground water by pesticides as well as of the misuse in developing
countries of pesticide containers for food and water storage. The need for pesticide risk
reduction actions was emphasized. Assistance from the International Organizations, bilateral
assistance agencies and industry was sought in creating awareness about the risks of
pesticides and in training in their proper use with appropriate protective equipment.
Countries were requested to share their experience in reduction in the use of pesticides.
Each country needed an adequate pesticide registration mechanism. Note was taken of a
project to promote the implementation of the FAO Imternational Code of Practice on
Distribution and Use of Pesticides. Note was also taken of the ongoing work of FAO to
promote the implementation of the International Code of Conduct on the Distribution and Use
of Pesticides in Latin American and the Caribbean, Africa and the Asia and Pacific Regions.

39.  The need for adequate preparedness and planning for response to and follow-up of
chemical accidents was recognized, which should be part of national programumes for
emergency response and disaster preparedness. Note was taken of the ILO Code of Practice
in Prevention of Major Industrial Accidents and the UNEP/APELL programme as
mechanisms for implementing chemical accident preparedness and response and Governments
were urged to make use of these mechanisms. Following the joint activity of
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IPCS/QECD/UNEP - (IEPACYWHO (ECEH) on the health aspects of chemical accidents,
training and education in these aspects were being undertaken in various regions and further
guidance on response to and follow-up of chemical incidents being prepared. It was
recommended that national profiles (see para 48) should include information concerning
existing infrastructure for prevention and response to chemical accidents including poison
control centres and related facilities.

40. Note was taken of the background paper outlining the current situation concerning
poison control centres and related facilities throughout the world and a strategy for
establishing such centres and facilities and for promoting collection of harmonized
comparable data on chemical exposures and their follow-up. Participants from developing
countries of all regions stressed the importance of setting up and strengthening such facilities
in countries, as well as of training health sector staff in dealing with acute, chemical
exposures. IPCS Guidelines on poison control and on strengthening related facilities were
available, The IPCS/INTOX package provided an information management tool and database
which could be used by countries at poisons centres to harmonize collection of data about
poisoning.

41.  The meeting welcomed an offer by the representative of Turkey to hold a regional
meeting in order to introduce the IPCS/INTOX project and promote the establishment of
poison control facilities in countries of the region. Several countries requested similar
workshops to be organized in their regions and called for financial support of donor countries
in organizing regional activities and in establishing poison control facilities in countries.

42. It was observed that there were a number of fora in which persistent organic
pollutanis were being addressed both for their transboundary effects (UNECE) and marine
pollution from land sources. Several countries expressed the wish that the Forum should
examine the linkages between groups addressing POPs in Agenda 21 Chapters 17 and 19.
The development of criteria to determine if a chemical was suitable as a POP candidate was
being progressed through the U.N. Economic Commission for Europe Convention on Long-
Range Transboundary Air Pollution (LRTAP) with further progress being carried forward
by a Philippines/Canada co-sponsored workshop to be held in Vancouver, 4-8 June 1995.
A number of countries supported this development which, when transboundary effects were
further quantified, was considered an appropriate activity for international action. The USA,
with the support of Mauritius and Slovakia, requested that Canada and the Philippines add
a meeting following their technical meeting in Vancouver to explore the feasibility of
coordinating and channeling possible global actions on POPs. This meeting, in addition to
government experts, should include relevant international bodies. The ISG endorsed the
proposal by these countries and considered that the proposed feasibility meeting would be
important to the future work of the ISG. As part of this consideration, the linkages between
groups addressing POPs in Agenda 21 Chapters 17 and 19 should be examined.

43.  Developing countries from Africa and other regions requested that a list of POPs be
prepared with a summary of their uses and means of disposal. Canada offered to make
available a report on POPs on request. It was suggested by African countries that
consideration be given to persistent inorganic pollutants, such as mercury.

44.  An environmental NGO proposed that the Forum consider imitiating a work
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programme to phase out organochlorine and organophosphorus chemicals. An alternative,
"differentiated approach"”, based on considerations for the unique properties and activity of
individual compounds was proposed by other NGOs. Countries supported the need to
consider specific organochlorine and organophosphoms compounds on a case-by-case basis.
This was an issue of concern to developing countries where a number of these chemicals may
still need to be used for vector control in the health sector. Intermational assistance was
urgently needed for work on the identification of substitutes.

45. Note was taken of the work to promote the development and use of clean techmology
regarding the production and use of chemicals, particularly the plans to create clean
technology centres in Latin American countries. Note was taken also of the ongoing
UNIDO/UNEP programme on cleaner production centers in 20 developing and economies
in transition economy countries. - Five to eight centers will become operational in 1995.
WHO/PAHO, UNIDO and UNEP were invited to organize a workshop to analyze
mechanisms aimed at improving information exchange and technology transfer as a result of
the work in Latin America. It was recognized that other countries also need this information.

Apenda Item 8 - Programme Area E

46.  Developing countries identified national capacity, regional networking and access (o
information as the three most urgent priorities for implementing chemical safety in their
countries. With respect to national capacity building key elements were coordination at the
national level, appropriate legislation with clear implementation mechanisms and equipment
to ensure compliance, improved training opportunities and public awareness. The regional
meetings also identified the need for capacity building in the areas of poisoning management.
Additionally, cleaner production and pollution prevention through improved information
access, and disposal of pesticide wastes were identified as major concerns.

47.  With respect to establishment of regional networks on chemical information exchange
it was suggested that this be done through international organization cooperation at the central
and regional levels. It was requested that an inventory be made of information exchange
networking arrangements and a report prepared for ISG 2. Note was taken of a number of
existing WHO, ILO, UNEP, UNIDO and FAQO sponsored regional networks which could
serve as models of networks for information exchange. Reference was also made to the
Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety and CANUTEC (24 Hour Emergency
Advice Centre), Emergency Phone (1 613) 996 6666, Enquiry Phone (1 613) 992 4624
mformation systems which could be accessed by all countries.

48.  The ISG strongly supported the development of national profiles on the current
capabilities and capacities for the management of chemicals as a crucial element to identify
gaps in national infrastructure and hence needs for regional and national cooperation (e.g.
information networks, training). International and bilateral assistance was encouraged to
facilitate this task. The ISG welcomed the UNITAR project on national profiles under the
umbrella of the IOMC and encouraged the completion of a guidance document as soon as
possible. It was proposed that national profiles should be completed for the ISG 2. Some
regions suggested a broader scope for the national profiles to include cleaner production and
pollution prevention capacity, as well as the capacity to undertake environmental and health
Impact assessments as a tool to pollution prevention.
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49,  The ISG requested that the IOMC provide for ISG 2 an inventory of ongoing
activities, programmes and projects related to chemical safety being carried out by
international organizations. It was stressed that better coordination among these activities
needed to be established to improve their outcomes and avoid unnecessary duplication of
efforts. The IOMC was requested to have each of its partners provide a region by region
synopsis of all chemical safety activities. The synopsis would detail in-country programmes
including costings, time frames and outputs. The IOMC would be requested to coordinate
this activity hence providing an analysis of chemical safety activities across agencies. Such
an inventory could also be made by countries for projects being carried out at the bilateral
level.

50. The ISG suggested that improved coordination of activities with the international
agencies could be achieved by incorporating the IFCS focal point into the international
organizations’ information networks.

51.  The need was reemphasized for all countries to establish their own mechanisms for
coordination among relevant ministries and other institutions dealing with sound management
of chemicals as well as the need for comprehensive national chemical safety policies and
legislation.

52.  Other issues identified in regional group meetings included chemical safety problems
associated with small scale industrial enterprises and the need for information to assist
application of Environmental and Health Impact Assessments procedures and pollution
prevention strategies in the siting of new industries.

53.  Note was taken of Capacity 21 of UNDP which has been established as an instrument
for capacity building including human resource development. Countries could approach
UNDRP directly or through UNDP country representatives.

Agenda Item 11 - Future Work

54.  The ISG in considering the activities of the United Nations Environment Programme
in relation to the sound management of chemicals agreed by consensus to express to the
UNEP Governing Council and the U.N. Comrmission on Sustainable Development, its
concern over the proposed cut in the UNEP budget for chemicals management by more than
50%. This reduction would seriously undermine UNEP’s ability to fulfill its responsibilities
under the Agenda 21, Chapter 19. The ISG specifically:

- urges ISG representatives to convey these concerns directly to their country’s
representatives to the May 1995 UNEP Governing Council meeting; and

- requests the President of the IFCS to convey these concerns directly to the UNEP
Executive Director immediately following this ISG meeting and asks for a response
to these concerns prior to the May 1995 UNEP Governing Council meeting which
would be distributed to IFCS representatives.

5. Recognizing that the success of the Forum depends on broad participation of
countries, and the importance of all countries participating in Forum meetings, the ISG is
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committed to find the ways and means to achieve this. Twinning arrangements for covering
travel costs of countries in need of support should be sought both with other countries as well
as NGOs.

56.  Asthe work of the IFCS benefits all sectors of society, there was a consensus that the
necessary financial support for its work should be sought from all three groups of participants
of the Forum, i.e. governments, intergovernmental and non-governmental.

57.  The difficulties of establishing networking arrangements amongst countries for the
work of the Forum in some regions are considerable. The ISG requested that the IOMC, in
preparation for the second session of the ISG, develop a proposal on how this situation might
be improved. It was noted that these proposals could be developed based on information
from countries on their experiences in the implementation and operation of existing regional
networks.

58.  In response to the requests for access to and exchange of information on chemical
safety, the ISG recommended that a seminar/workshop be held in conjunction with the next
153G meeting to display and introduce available literature and electronic information (such as
CD-ROM databases, Internet possibilities etc). A number of governments expressed an
interest in providing a demonstration so that participants could gain "hands-on" experience.

Closing Ceremony

In closing the meeting, the President observed that the discussion in the regional
working groups had added an exciting dimension to the work of the ISG, account of which
needed to be taken in planning the second meeting. She called for resources to be made
available to the Secretariat for organizing this second meeting, she thanked the Belgian
authorities for hosting the first meeting, the staff of the Belgian Ministry of Health and
Environment for the local organization, and the interpreters for their work. Recognizing the
considerable constrained resources of the Forum Secretariat, the President expressed the
appreciation of the meeting for the excellent preparation and servicing of the ISG by the
Secretariat. Dr Lakhanisky, on behalf of the Belgian authorities, thanked colleagues for their
participation in the first meeting of the ISG and wished them a safe return to their countries.
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a. ISG Countries
AUSTRALIA

Dr Allan L. Black

Head of Delegation

Medical Services Adviser, Toxicology

Commonwealth Department of Human
Services and Health

P.O. Box 9848

Canberra ACT 2601

Australia

Tel: 61 6 289 6848

Fax: 61 6 289 6849

Mr I. Coleman

Department of Primary Industries
and Energy

GPO Box 858

Canberra, ACT 2601

Australia

Tel: 61 6 271 6371

Fax: 61 6 272 5899

Mr John Crighton
Assistant Secretary

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Canberra ACT 2600
Australia

Tel: 61 6 261 9111
Fax: 61 6 261 2594
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Mr Edward Sellars

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade
Canberra, ACT 2600

Australia

Tel: 61 6 261 3515

Fax: 61 6 261 2594

BELGIUM

Dr G. Thiers

Head of Delegation
Directeur de 1'Institut
d’Hygiéne et d’Epidemologie
Rue Juliette Wytsman 14
1050 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 642 5111

Fax: 32 2 642 5001

Mme Thaly Lakhanisky

Section Toxicologie

Institut d’Hygiene et d’Epidémiologie
Rue Juliette Wytsman 14

1050 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 642 5104

Fax: 32 2 642 5001

Mr André Pauwels

Chief Inspector-Director

Service des Relations Internationales
Ministére de la Santé Publique et
de I’Environnement

Cité administrative de 1I’Etat
Vesaliusgebouw 2/307

1010 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 210 6412

Fax: 32 2 210 4704
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BRAZIL

Mrs Maria Celina Rodrigues

Head of Delegation

Minister Counsellor

Brazilian Mission to the European Union
30 Av F. Roosevelt

1050 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 640 2040

Fax: 32 2 648 8040

Dr Arline 8. A. Arcuri
Researcher

Fundacentro

Rua Capote Valente 710
Sao Pablo CEP 05409-002
Brazil

Tel: 55 11 853 6588

Fax: 55 11 852 4027

Mrs Marilia Cerqueira

Biologist

Ministry of Environment
Ministerio do Meio Ambiente
Departamento de Gestao Ambiental
Esplanada dos Ministerios

Bl "B" 8 Andar Sala 830

Brasilia CEP: 70 068-900

Brazil

Tel: 55 61 322 5635 (Ramal 215)
Fax: 55 61 322 56 35 (Ramal 352) or 226 8050

Prof Carlos C. A. Silva

Consultant at the Ministry of the Environment
Environmental Engineering Department
University of Sac Paulo

Av Dr Arnaldo 715, HSA

Sao Paulo CEP 01246-904

Brazil

Tel: 55 11 282 3842

Fax: 55 11 852 9630
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CANADA

Mr J.R. Hickman

Head of Delegation

Director General

Environmental Health Directorate
Health Canada

Tunney’s Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 012
Canada

Tel: 1 613 954 0291

Fax: I 613 952 9798/2206

Mr John Buccini

Director

Commercial Chemicals Evaluation Branch
Environment Canada

351 St Joseph Blvd, 14th Floor

Place Vincent Massey,

Hull, Quebec KI1A 0H3

Canada

Tel;

Fax: 1 819 953 4936

Mr Timothy Hodges

Senior Policy Advisor
Department of Foreign Affairs
125 Sussex Drive

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 062
Canada

Tel: 1 613 996 0971

Fax: 1 613 944 0064

CHINA

Vice-President:

Mr Wang Yangzu

Head of Delegation

Deputy Administrator

National Environment Protection Agency
No 115, Xizhimennei Nanxiaojie

Beijing

People’s Republic of China

Tel: (86-1) 832 9911 ext 3611, 3512
Fax: (86-1) 832 8013
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Dr Lijin Sun

Manager of Toxic Chemicals

National Environment Protection Agency
No 115, Xizhimennei Nanxiaojie

Beijing

People’s Republic of China

Tel: (86 1) 832 9911 ext 3611

Fax: (86 1) 832 8013

Dr Shaungyve Wu

Programme Officer

National Environment Protection Agency
No 115, Xizhimennei Nanxiaojie

Beijing

People’s Republic of China

Tel: (86 1) 832 9991 ext 3555

Fax: (86 1) 832 8013

COLOMBIA

Mr C. M. Tamayo

Head of Delegation

Oficina de Cooperacion Internacional
Ministerio del Medio Ambiente
Calle 16 No 6-66 Piso 3

Santa Fe de Bogota, D.C.

Colombia

Tel: 571 336 1166

Fax: 571 336 0968

CZECH REPUBLIC

Dr J. Vytlacil, M.D.

Head of Delegation

Ministry of Health of the Czech Republic
Plackého Na'mesti 4

12801 Prague 2

Czech Republic

Tel: 42 2 297 701

Fax: 42 2 249 15 996




Dr Marie Adamkova

Director

Department of Environmental Risks & Monitoring
Ministry of Environment

Vrsovicka 65

100 10 Prague

Czech Republic

Tel: 42 2 673 10 293

Fax: 42 2 673 10 308

Dr V. Bizek

Deputy Minister
Minister of Environment
Vrsovicka 65

100 10 Prague

Czech Republic

Tel: 42 2 671 21 111
Fax: 42 2 673 10 308

Dr M. Cikrt

National Institute of Public Health
Srobarova 48

100 42 Prague 10

Czech Republic

Tel:42 2 673 11 467

Fax: 42 2 673 11 236

ESTONIA

Mr Heldur Nermann

Head of Delegation

Director General

National Labour Inspection Board
5 Estoninan Avenue

EE-0001 Tallinn

Estonia

Tel: 372 2 440 854

Fax: 372 2 455 111
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GABON

Professeur . Mavoungou
Head of Delegation

Le Conseiller Spécial chargé
des politiques scientifiques
Présidence de la République
B.P. 546

Libreville

Gabon

Tel: (241) 72 78 63

Fax: (241) 72 70 70

GERMANY

Prof Dr Ulrich Schlottmann

Head of Delegation

Head of Division (Chemical Safety)
Federal Ministry for the Environment
Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety
Postfach 120629

53048 Bonn

Germany

Tel: 49-228 305 2740

Fax: 49 228 305 3524

Dr Reiner Arndt

Bundesanstalt

Anmeldestelle Chemikaliengeseta
Postfach 170202

44061 Dortmund

Germany

Tel: 49 231 907 1279

Fax: 49 231 907 1679




HUNGARY

Mr Péter Lépes
Head of Delegation
Deputy Secretary of State
National Institute

of Occupational Health
P.O. Box 22
H-1450 Budapest
attn: Dr E. Podmaniczky
Ministry of Welfare
Depariment of International Relations
Arany Janos 6-8
1361 Budapest
Hungary
Tel: 36 1 132 31 00
Fax: 361 111 80 54

Prof Gyorgy Ungviry
Director
National Instinite

of Occupational Health
P.O. Box 22
H-1450 Budapest
attn: Dr E. Podmaniczky
Ministry of Welfare
Department of International Relations
Arany Janos 6-8
1361 Budapest
Hungary
Tel: 36 1 132 31 00
Fax: 36 1 111 80 54

INDONESIA

Dr Fawrita Cadick

Head of Delegation

Head

The Directorate of Narcotics and
Dangerous Substances

Department of Health

J1. Percetakan Negara No 23

Jakarta

Indonesia

Tel: 420 7683

Fax: 420 7683
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IRAN

Mr Mohammad Nemati
Head of Delegation
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Teheran

Islamic Republic of Iran
Tel:

Fax:

Mrs Fatemeh Jafari

Senior Expert Chemical Safety
Environmental Health Department
Ministry of Health and Medical Education
Hafez Avenue

Teheran

Islamic Republic of Iran

Tel: 98 21 67 1731; 67 0361

Fax: 98 21 67 8969

Mr Toufigh Samadi Kh
Embassy of Iran
Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel:

Fax:

JAPAN

Dr Takefumi Fukuhara

Head of Delegation

Director

Environmental Health and Safety Division
Environmental Health Department
Environmental Agency

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku
Tokyo 100

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3581 2653

Fax: 81 3 3580 2963
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Ms Mitsue Hirota

Chief of Safety Standard

Office of Environmental Chemicals Safety
Environmental Health Bureau

Ministry of Health and Welfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100-45

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3503 2046

Fax: 81 3 3593 8913

Mr T. Kaminuma

Head

Division of Chem-Bio Informatics
National Institute of Health Sciences
1-18-1 Kamiyoga, Setagaya-ku
Tokyo 100-45

Japan

Tel: 81 3 5717 7182

Fax: 81 3 3700 7592

Mr Yuji Kimura

Deputy Director

Environmental Health and Safety Division
Environmental Health Department
Environmental Agency

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku

Tokyo 100

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3581 2653

Fax: 81 3 3580 2963

Mr Jun Kitazawa

Chief Official Department of Industrial
Safety and Health

Ministry of Labour

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo-100

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3593 1211

Fax: 81 3 5442 0452
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Mr Tetsuo Mourt

Acting Director

Research and Survey Department

Japan Industrial Safety and Health Association
5-35-1 Shiba, Minato-Ku

Tokyo 108

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3452 6848

Fax: 81 3 5442 0452

Mr Ken-ichi Nagano

Director

Office of Environmental Chemical Safety
Environmental Health Bureau

Ministry of Health and Welfare

1-2-2 Kasumigaseki, Chivoda-ku

Tokyo 100-45

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3503 2046

Fax: 81 3 3593 8913

Mr Toru Yamauchi

Deputy Director

Chemical Products Safety Division

Ministry of International Trade and Industry
1-3-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3501 0605

Fax: 81 3 3580 6347

Mr Shuichi Sasaki

Managing Director

Japan Chermical Industry Association
Tokyo Club Building

2-6-3 Chome Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku
Tokyo 100

Japan

Tel: 81 3 3580 1381

Fax: 81 3 3580 1383
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KENYA

Dr W.D.0O. Sakari

Head of Delegation

Director

Occupational Health and Safety Services
Ministry of Labour and Manpower Development
Social Security House

Bishops Road

P.O. Box 40326

Nairobi

Kenya

Tel: (254-2) 555 178 or 542130

Fax: (254-2) 716 649, 726 497

KOREA, REPUBLIC OF

Mr Choong Joo Choi

Counsellor

Korean Mission to the European Union
173 Chaussee de la Hulpe

1170 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 675 5777

Fax: 32 2 675 5221

Dr Sung-Su Choi, Ph. D.

National Institute of Environmental Research
280-17 Bulkwang-Dong, Empyung-Gu

Seoul

Republic of Korea

Tel: 82 2 382 1638

Fax: 82 2 358 2961

Mr Wha-Tae Chung

Deputy Director General for
Sciences and Environment
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
77 Sejong Ro

Seoul

Republic of Korea

Tel: 82 2 723 4041

Fax: 82 2 722 7581
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Mr Jae-Kil Jang

Korea Industrial Safety Corporation
9, Fl Kukje Bld., 191 2KA
Hangangro Yongsangu

Seoul 140-702

Republic of Korea

Tel: 82 2 749 2944

Fax: 822 795 48 72

Dr Pu-Young Kim, Ph. D.

Director

Division Specific Toxicology
National Institute of Safety Research
5-Nokbundong Eunpyungku

Seoul 122-020

Republic of Korea

Tel: 82 2 355 0903

Fax: 82 2 357 4737

Ms Hee-soon Lim
International Environment
Organizations Division
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Gov. Complex Blg. 6/2

77, Sejong-Ro
Chongro-Gu

Seoul

Republic of Korea
Tel: 82 2 720 2329
Fax: 82 2 725 8468

Mr Lee Eun Young

Director

Working Environmental Department
191 2 Ka Han Kang-Ro

Young San-Ku

Seoul

Republic of Korea

Tel: 82 2 749 2944

Fax: 82 2 798 4892
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KUWAIT

Dr Ahmad Kheder Al Shatti

Head of Delegation

President of the Medical Centre
Environment Protection Department
Ministry of Health

P.O. Box 10089

Shunaiba 65451

State of Kuwait

Tel: (965) 326 2040

Fax: (965) 326 2045

Dr Sultan Hassan Sultan

Chief

QOccupational Safety and Labour
Welfare Section

Labour Inspection Department

Ministry of Social Affairs and Labour

P.O. Box 563

Safat, 13006

State of Kuwait

Tel: (965) 240 5242

Fax: (965) 243 6630

MALI
Vice-President:

Professeur Gaoussou Kanouté

Head of Delegation

Conseiller Technique

Ministére de la Santé, de la Solidarité
et des Personnes Agées

BP 232

Bamako

République du Mali

Tel: (223) 22 53 01/02

Fax: (223) 23 02 03
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MAURITIUS

Dr Ravinandan Sibartie
Head of Delegation

Acting Consultant on Occupational Diseases

Ministry of Health
Port Louis
Mauritius

Tel: (230) 211 2847
Fax: (230) 208 0376

MEXICO
Vice-President:

Dr Gustavo Olaiz

Head of Delegation

General Directorate

of Environmental Health

Direccién General de Salud Ambiental
Ocupacional y Saneamiento Basico

San Luis Potosi No 192, 410 Piso

Colonia Roma

06700 México, D.F

México

Tel: 525 584-65 29

Fax: 525 584 52 60

Dr Cristina Cortinas de Nava
Adviser

National Institute of Ecology
Secretaria de Ambiente, Recursos
Naturales y Pesca

Rio Elba 20 Piso 14

Col Torriello Guerra

C.P. 14050

México D.F.

Mexico

Tel: (52-5) 553 9704/553 9969
Fax: (52-5) 553 97 53
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NICARAGUA

Dr José Luis Medina Bravo
Head of Delegation

Director General

Higiene y Seguridad del Trabajo
Ministerio del Trabajo

Managua

Nicaragua

Tel: (505 2) 22 817

Fax: (505 2) 282 103

SWEDEN

Dr K. Niblaeus

Head of Delegation

President of the Intergovernmental
Forum on Chemical Safety

Director General

Swedish National Chemicals Inspectorate (KEMI)

P.O. Box 1334

171 27 SOLNA

Sweden

Tel: 46 8 730 6760

Fax: 46 8 735 7698

Mrs Ulla Linder

International Secretary

Swedish National Chemicals Inspectorate (KEMI)
P.O. Box 1384

171 27 SOLNA

Sweden

Tel: 46 8 730 6745

Fax: 46 8 735 7698

E-mail: ullal@kemi.se

Mrs Judith Melin

Assistant Under-Secretary
Ministry of the Environment
103 33 Stockholm

Sweden

Tel: 46 8 763 1000

Fax: 46 8 21 91 70
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Dr B. Wahlstrom

Director of International Activities

Swedish National Chemicals Inspectorate (KEMI)
P.O. Box 1384

171 27 SOLNA

Sweden

Tel: 46 8 730 6700

Fax: 46 8 735 7698

E-mail: bow@kemi.se

TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

Mr Devnath Roopnarine

Head of Delegation

Industrial Safety Officer II

Ministry of Labour and Co-operatives
Riverside Plaza

Besson Street

Port-of Spain

Trinidad and Tobago

Tel: (1-809) 623 1462

Fax: (1-809) 624 4091

TUNISIA

Dr Ing. N. Ben Mansour

Head of Delegation

Direction Générale de I'Industrie

Ministére de I’Economie
Nationale

Av. K. Pacha

Tunis

Tunista

Tel: 216 1 802 649

Fax: 216 1 285 947
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TURKEY

Dr Nida Besbelli

Head of Delegation

Director

Toxicology Department and
Poison Research Center

Refik Saydam Health Institute

Cemal Gursel Cad No 18

Sihhiye 06100

Ankara

Turkey

Tel: (90-312) 433 7001

Fax. (90-312) 433 7000

E-mail: besbelli@servis2. net.tr

UNITED KINGDOM

Dr Robin Fielder

Head of Delegation

Chief Scientific Officer

Heaith Aspects of Environment and Food
Department of Health

Skipton House, Elephant and Castle
80 London Road, Room 634 B
London SE1 6L W

nited Kingdom

Tel: 44 71 972 5322

Fax: 44 71 975 5156

Mr Robert Woodward

Health and Safety Executive
Health Policy Division, Section 2,
Room 628, Rosecourt

2, Southwark Bridge

London SE1 9H5

United Kingdom

Tel: 44 71 717 6261

Fax: 44 71 717 6717/6190

35




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Dr Lynn Goldman

Head of Delagation

Assistant Administrator

Office of Prevention, Pesticides
and Toxic Substances (OPPTS)

US Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street 5. W,

Washington, D.C. 20460

United States of America

Tel: (1-202) 260 2902

Fax: (1-202) 260 1847

Dr Dianne Beal

Special Assistant for International Affairs

Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics (7401)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M. Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

United States of America

Tel: 1 202 260 1822

Fax: 1 202 260 0575

Mrs L. A. Beaver

Associate Director for International
Organizations

Food and Drug Administration

5600 Fishers Lane, Room 15A30

Rockville, MD 20857

United States of America

Tel: 1 301 443 4480

Fax: 1 301 443 0235

Dr Terri Damstra

Acting Deputy Director

National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences
P.O, Box 12233, A2-07

Research Triangle Park, NC 27709

United States of America

Tel: 919 541 3467

Fax: 919 521 4075
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Mr Irving Fuller

Counsellor for International Affairs, OPPTS
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (7101)
401 M. Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

United States of America

Tel: 1 202 260 7176

Fax: 1 202 260 1847

Mr K. Garvey

Senior Policy Analyst

Office of Pesticide Programs/PSPS (7501C)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M. Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

United Sates of America

Tel: 1 703 305 7106

Fax: 1 703 305 6244

E-mail: garvey.kennan@epamail.epa.gov

Mr Day Mount

Director

Office of Environmental Policy
QES/ENV Room 4325

US Department of State
Washington, D.C. 20520
Umited States of America

Tel: 1 202 647 9266

Fax: 1 202 647 5947

Mr David Ogden

Senior Policy Analyst

Office of International Activities

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
401 M. Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

United States of America

Tel: 1 202 260 6633

Fax: 1 202 260 8517
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bh. Other Countries
ANGOLA

Mr David N'Gove Lussoke
Head of Delegation
Department of Health
and Security of Work
CP 6967
Luanda
Angola
Tel: 244 2 392 381
Fax: 244 2 392 381

Ms Edaltina Carlos

Department of Health
and Security of Work

C.P. 6967

Luanda

Angola

Tel: 244 2 392 381

Fax: 244 2 392 381

BAHRAIN

Mrs Afaf Al-Shoala

Head of Delegation
Occupational Health Section
Ministry of Health

P.O. Box 42

Bahrain

Tel: 973 279 224

Fax: 973 258 221

CROATIA

Mr Fran Marovic

Head of Delegation

Protection at Work

Ministry of Labour and Social Welfare
Prisavlje 14

41000 Zagreb

Croatia

Tel: 99 385 1 537 161; 536 144

Fax: 99 385 1 535 353
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DENMARK

Mrs Pernille Weile

Head of Delegation

Head, Pesticide Division

Danish Environmental Protection Agency
29 Strandgade

1401 Copenhagen

Denmark

Tel: 45 32 660 100

Fax: 45 32 660 479

GREECE

Mrs Areti Kafetzopoulou

Head of Delegation

General Director

General Directorate of Working Conditions
and Health

Ministry of Labour

40, Pireos Street

Athens 10182

Greece

Tel: 30 1 523 0377

Fax: 30 1 524 33385

Ms Maria Iconomou
Direction de I’Environnement
Laboratoire General de Chimie de 1'Etat
Ministere des Finances
Secteur des Substances et
preparations dangereuses

16, rue Tsoha

Athens 11521

Greece

Tel: 301 643 0574, 642 8211
Fax: 301 646 5123
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GUINEA

Mr Lansana Conte

Head of Delegation

Chef

Etablissements classés

Direction Nationale de 1’Environnement
Ministere de 1'Energie et de I'Environnement
B.P 3302

Conakry

Guinea

Tel: 224 44 38 68/44 37 48

Fax: 224 41 47 21

OMAN, SULTANATE OF

Dr Abdullah bin Rashid Al-Mandhry

Head of Delegation

Director

Environmental Health
and Malaria Eradication

Ministry of Health

P.O. Box 393

Muscat 113

Suitanate of Oman

Tel: (968) 562 898

Fax: (968) 563 121

POLAND

Mr W. Jedlinski

Head of Delegation

Director

Department of Public Health

Ministry of Health and Social Welfare
ul. Miodowa 15

Warsaw

Poland

Tel: (48 2) 635 88 52

Fax: (48 2) 635 8852

Dr Jerzy Majka

The Nofer Institute of Qccupational Medicine
8 Teresy Street, P.O. Box 199

90-950 Lo6dz

Poland

Tel: (48 42) 314 681

Fax: (48 42) 314 681, (48 42) 314 610
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SLOVAKIA

Prof Dr Ladislav Rosival, M.D.,

Head of Delegation

Institute of Preventive and
Clinical Medicine

Limbova 14

83101 Bratislava

Slovakia

Tel: 42 7 373 782

Fax: 42 7 377 659

Mr Ivan Rovny, M.D.
Ministry of Health
Limbova 2

83341 Bratislava
Slovakia

Tel: 42 7 376 048
Fax: 42 7 376 075

SLOVENIA

Ms Darja Bostjancic
Head of Delegation
Senior Adviser
Ministry of Health
Stefanova 5/11

61000 Ljubljana
Slovenia

Tel: 386 61 217 704
Fax: 386 61 217 752

SOUTH AFRICA

Mr Ben Schoeman

Head of Delegation

Department of Environmental Affairs
and Tourism

¢/0 Daan malan and Associates cc
P.O. Box 489

Honeydew

South Africa

Tel: 27 11 792 9184/5

Fax: 27 11 792 94 75




SWITZERLAND

Dr Andreas Weber

Head of Delegation

Federal Office of Environment, Forests
and Landscape

Hallwystrasse 4, Postfach

3003 Bern

Switzerland

Tel: 41 31 322 68 59

Fax: 41 31 324 79 78

¢. European Commission

Dbr G. del Bino

Head of Delegation

Directorate General XI

Environment, Nuclear Safety and
Civil Protection

European Commission

Rue de la Loi 200

1049 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 299 2258

Fax: 32 2 296 0313

Dr Aresint

Directorate General V - Health
European Comission

IMO C4/89

Louxembourg

Tel: 352 4301 32260

Fax: 352 4301 34511

Mr Guy Corcelle

Head of Unit

Directorate General X1

Environment, Nuclear Safety and
Civil Protection

Rue de 1a Loi 200

1049 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 296 8749

Fax: 32 2 296 0313




Mr Ronald Haigh
Head of Unit
European Comission
IMO C4/89
Louxembourg

Tel: 352 4301 32734
Fax: 352 4301 34511

Mr Karcher

DG XII - Joint Research Centre - European
Chesmicals Bureau

European Commission

JRA Ispra

21020 Ispra

Italy

Tel: 39 332 789 983

Fax: 32 332 789 963

Mr P. McCutcheon

Directorate General XI

Environment, Nuclear Safety and
Civil Protection

Rue de la Loi 200

1049 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 296 3849

Fax: 32 2 295 6117

Mr Alberik Scharpé
DG VI - Agriculture
European Commission
Rue de 1a Loi 200
1049 Bruxelles
Belgium

Tel: 32 2 295 595]
Fax: 32 2 296 3980

Dr Antony Sorgo
Directorate General X1
European Commission
Rue de ia Loi 200
1049 Bruxelles
Belgium

Tel: 32 2 299 0337
Fax: 32 2 299 0313

el s bl m b gt 3 3 10 108




d. Nen Governmental Organizations

BG CHEMIE

Dr Maren Beth

Employment Accident Insurance Fund
of the Chemical Industry (BG Chemie)
Kurfiirstenanlage 62

69120 Heidelberg

Germany

Tel: 62 21 52 3400

Fax: 61 21 52 3420

CEFIC

Mr L.. Jourdan

European Chemical Industry Council
Technical Affairs Department

Av E. van Nieuwenhuyse 4, bte 6
1160 Bruxeiles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 676 72 67

Fax: 32 2 676 73 32

Dr Rainer Koch

Bayer AG/WV -UWS
Department of Product Safety
51368 Leverkusen

Germany

Tel: (49 214) 306 1490

Fax: ( 49 214)

Mr Michel Michaux,

Counsellor

European Chemical Industry Council
Technical Affairs Department

Av E. van Nieuwenhuyse 4, bte 6
1160 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 322 676 72 13

Fax: 32 2 676 73 32




CHEMICALS MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION

Dr Donald I. Hoke

Product Safety and Compliance
The Lubrizol Corporation
29400 Lakeland Boulevard
Wickliffe, OH 44092-2298
United States of America

Tel: 1 216 943 1200 ext 2663
Fax: 1 216 943 2908

Mr Thomas Jacob

Senior Analyst

Dupont Corporate Public Affairs
EA N-9527

1007 Market Street
Willmington, DE 19810

United States of America

Tel: 1 302 774 6873

Fax: 1 302 774 2093

EUROPEAN CENTRE FOR ECETOXICOLOGY AND TOXICOLOGY OF
CHEMICALS (ECETOC)

Dr F. Carpanini

European Centre for Ecotoxicology and Toxicology
of Chemicals (ECETOC)

B.P. Oil Product Stewardship Group

Chertsey Road

Sundbury-on-Thames

Middlesex TW 16 7LN

United Kingdom

Tel: 44 1 932 76 44 83

Fax: 44 1 932 76 24 77

Dr Derek Stringer
European Centre for Ecotoxicology
and Toxicology of Chemicals (ECETOC)
Ave van Niewenhuyse 4 Bte 6
1160 Bruxelles
Belgium
Tel: 32 2 675 3600
Fax: 32 2 675 3625
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GESELLSCHAYT DEUTSCHER CHEMIKER (GDCh)

Dr H. Behret
Gesellschaft Deutscher Chemiker (GDCh)
German Advisory Committee
on Existing Chemicals
Postfach 96 04 40
60444 Frankfurt/Main
Germany
Tel: 49 69 791 7363
Fax: 49 69 791 7322

GIFAP

Dr Richard J. Nielsson
Sentor Manager

Strategic Regulatory Issues
American Cyanamid Co.
P.O. Box 400

Princeton, N.J. 08543-0400
United States of America
Tel: 1 609 275 35 54

Fax: 1 609 275 35 23

Mr Konstantinos P. Vlahodimos
Director General

GIFAP

79A Avenue Albert Lancaster
UCCLF

1180 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 375 6860

Fax: 32 2 375 2793

GREENPEACE INTERNATIONAL

Ms Cathleen Fogel
Greenpeace International
Keizergracht 176

1016 DW Amsterdam
Netherlands

Tel: 31 20 523 6222
Fax: 31 20 523 6200
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I A e o, 1 AL

Mr Thomas Belazzi

Greenpeace Austria

Auenbruggergasse 2
1030 Vienna

Austria

Tel: 43 1 713 0031
Fax: 431 713 0030

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH (ICOH)

Prof. Antonio Mutti

International Commission on
Occupational Health (ICOH)

Instituto Di Clinica medica ¢ Nefrologia

Universita Degli Studi

Via Gramsci 14

43100 Parma

Italy

Tel: 39 521 29 0344

Fax: 39 521 29 1343

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHEMICAL ASSOCIATION (ICCA)

Mr Frederick McEIDowney
Associate-Director
Internationai Issues
International Council of
Chemical Association (ICCA)-Brussels, Belginm
Chemicals Manufacturers Association
2501 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
United States of America
Tel: 1 202 887 11 16; 1100
Fax: 1 202 463 15 98
E-mail: USMAFCM@IBMMAIL.COMM

Mr Gordon Lloyd

Vice President

Technical Affairs

The Canadian Chemical Producer’s Association
350 Sparks Street, Suite 805

Ottawa, K1R 758

Canada

Tel: (1 613) 237 6215

Fax: (1 613) 237 4061
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INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL ON METALS AND THE ENVIRONMENT (ICME)

Mr Gary Nash

Secretary General

International Council on Metals and
the Environment

294, Albert Street, Suite 506

Ottawa, KIP 6E6

Canada

Tel: 1 613

Fax: 1 613 235 2865

Mr Hugo Waeterschoot

International Council on Metals and
the Environment

Union Miniére

Gulledelle 92

1200 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 778 87 03

Fax; 322 778 89 19

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF CHEMICAL, ENERGY AND
GENERAL WORKERS’ UNION (ICEF)

Dr R. Green

Director of Health, Safety
and Environment

ICEF

Avenue Emile de Béco 109

1050 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 647 0235

Fax: 32 2 648 4316

INTERNATIONAL LIFE SCIENCES INSTITUTE (ILSY)

Dr Michael Knowles

1126 Sixteenth Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

United States of America

Tel: 32 2 529 1710 (Brusseis contact)
Fax: 32 2 529 1718 (Brussels contact)
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INTERNATIONAL OCCUPATIONAL HYGIENE ASSOCIATION (IORA)

Prof Dr H. Veulemans

Catholic University of Louvain

Laboratory for Qccupational Hygiene
and Toxicology

Kapucijnenvoer 33, 5th Floor

3000 Louvain

Belgium

Tel: 32 16 33 69 95; 70 80

Fax: 32 16 33 69 97

INTERNATIONAL SOCIAL SECURITY ASSOCIATION (ISSA)-SWITZERLAND,
CHEMISTRY SECTION

Dr Maren Beth

International Social Security Association (ISSA)
Chemistry Section

Employment Accident Insurance Fund of the
Chemical Industry (BG Chemie)
Kurfiirsten-Anlage 62

69115 Heildelberg

Germany

Tel: 49 6221 52 3400

Fax 49 6221 52 3420

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF FOOD, AGRICULTURAL, HOTEL,
RESTAURANT, CATERING, TOBACCO AND ALLIED WORKER’S
ASSOCIATION (IUF)

Mr Sven-Erik Pettersson
SLF

P.O. Box 10036

200 Malmd

Sweden

Tel: 46 40 77890

Fax: 46 40 128201

address in Switzerland: Mr Dan Gallin, Rampe du Pont-Rouge 8, 1213 Petit-Lancy
Tel: 793 2233: Fax: 793 2238,




INTERNATIONAL UNION OF PURE AND APPLIED CHEMISTRY (IUPAC)

Prof Albert E. Fischli, Ph.D

Vige-President

F. Hoffman-La Roche Ltd., Pharma Research
Grenzacherstrasse 124

4002 Basel

Switzerland

Tel: 41 61 688 21 82

Fax: 41 61 688 14 60

Email; albert.efischli@roche.com

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF PHARMACOLOGY (IUPHAR)

Prof. Dr K.J. Netter

Treasurer of ITUPHAR

University of Marburg

Department of Pharmacology and Toxicology
Karl von Frisch Strasse

35033 Marburg

Germany

Tel: 49 6421 28 5001

Fax: 49 6421 28 5600

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF TOXICOLOGY (IUTOX)

Prof. Paolo Preziosi

Past President of the International
Union of Toxicology JUTOX)

Liaison Officer with WHO

Department of Pharmocology

Catholic University of the Sacred Heart

Largo F. Vito 1

00168 Roma

Italy

Tel: 39 6 54253/4367

Fax: 39 6 305 0159/305 1343
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WORLD WIDE FUND FOR NATURE

Ms Barbara Rutherford

Water Pollution and Toxics Policy Officer
Resource Consumption and Pollution Unit
Freshwater & Marine Unit

World Wide Fund for Nature

Avenue du Mont Blanc

1196 Gland

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 364 9506

Fax: 41 22 364 5829

Mr Peter Hurst

Head

Resource Consumption and Pollution Unit
World Wide Fund for Nature

Avemue du Mont Blanc

1196 Gland

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 364 9504

Fax: 41 22 364 5829

SCOPE

Prof Philippe Bourdeau
SCOPE

ULB

50 ave F.D Roosevelt
1050 Bruxelles
Belgium

Tel: 32 2 650 4322
Fax: 32 2 650 4324




¢. Specialized Agencies

FOOD AND AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATION OF THE UNITED NATIONS (FAQ)

Mr W. Murray

Plant Protection Service

Food and Agriculture

Organization of the United Nations (FAO)
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla

00100 Roma

Italy

Tel: 39 6 5225 3222

Fax: 39 6 5225 6347

E-mail: william.murray@fao.org

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION (ILO)

Mr 1. Obadia

Safety and Health Officer
Occupational Safety and Health Branch
International Labour Organization

4, rue des Morillons

1211 Geneva

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 799 6746

Fax: 41 22 799 6878/799 8685
E-mail: obadia@ilo.ch

INTERNATIONAL MARITIME ORGANIZATION (IMO)

Mr H. Hesse

Senior Technical Officer

Cargoes and Facilitation Section
International Maritime Organization (IMO)
4 Albert Embakment

London SE1 7SR

United Kingdom

Tel: 44 71 735 7611

Fax: 44 71 587 3210
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UNITED NATIONS INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZATION (UNIDQ)

Mr 2. Csizer

United Nations Industrial
Development Organization

Vienna International Centre

P.O. Box 300

1400 Wien

Austria

Tel: (43 1) 21131 3948

Fax ; (43 1) 230 9615

WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION (WHOQ)

Dr W, Kreisel

Executive Director

Health and Environment
World Health Organization
20 avenue Appia

1211 Geneva

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 791 3582/3
Fax: 41 22 791 4849

Dr J. A. Haines

Chief

Poison Prevention and Treatment Unit

International Programme
on Chemical Safety

World Health Organization

20 avenue Appia

1211 Geneva

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 791 3573

Fax: 41 22 791 4848

E-mail: Haines@who.ch

Dr Luiz A. Galvao

Health and Environment Division

Pan American Health Organization

Pan American Sanitary Bureau Regional Office of the
World Health Organization

525 Twenty-Third Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037-2897

United States of America

Tel: 202 861 5212

Fax: 202 861 8462

E-mail: galvaclu@paho.org
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Dr C. van der Heijden

Director

Bilthoven Operational Division

WHO European Centre for
Environment and Health

P.O. Box 1

3720 BA Bilthoven

The Netherlands

Tel: 31 30 29 5311

Fax: 31 30 29 4120
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f. United Nations Bodies

UNITED NATIONS DEPARTMENT FOR POLICY COORDINATION AND
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT (DPCSD)

Ms Elisabeth Barsk-Rundquist

Economic Affairs Officer

Energy and Natural Resources Branch

Division of Sustainable Development,

UN Department for Policy Coordination
and Sustainable Development

Room DC2-2226

United Nations Headquarters

New York, N.Y 10017

United States of America

Tel: 1-212-963-3263

Fax: 1-212-963-4260

UNITED NATIONS ECONOMIC COMMISSION FOR EUROQPE (UNECE)

Mr J. Monteith

Vice-Chairman

UN TDG Comrnittee

Regulations Branch

Transport of Dangerous Goods Directorate
Transport Canada - 344 Slater Street
Ottawa, Ontario K1A ONS

Canada

Tel: 613 990 1154

Fax: 613 990 5925

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMME (UNEP)

Dr P.). Peterson

Officer-in-Charge

International Register of Potentially
Toxic Chemicals

United Nations Environment Programme

Case postale 356

1219 Chitelaine (GE)

Switzerland

Tel: 979 9183

Fax: 797 3460

E-mail: irptc@unep.ch.
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Mrs A. Sundén Byléhn
Scientific Affairs Officer
IRPTC/UNEP

Case postale 356

1219 Chitelaine (GE)
Switzerland

Tel: 979 9193

Fax: 797 3460

Mr Erik L. Larsson

Task Manager

IE/PAC

United Nations Environment Programme
Tour de Mirabeau

34-43 quai André-Citroén

F-75739 Paris Cédex 15

Tel: 33 1 44 37 1450

Fax: 33 1 44 37 1474

UNITED NATIONS INSTITUTE FOR TRAINING AND RESEARCH (UNITAR)

Mr Achim Halpaap
Programme Officer
United Nations Institute
for Training and Research
Palais des Nations
1211 Geneva
Switzerland
Tel: 41 22 798 8400
Fax: 41 22 733 1383

g. Intergovernmental Organizations
ORGANIZATION FOR ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT

Dr R. Visser
Head
Environmental Health
and Safety Division
Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development (OECD)
2, André Pascal
F-75775 Paris Cédex 16
Tel: 3314524 93 15
Fax: 33 14524 16 75
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h. Belgian Administrative Secretariat

Mme Anne-Marie Sacre-Bastin
Ministére de la Santé publique et
de U"Environnement

Secrétariat Général

Service des Relations Internationales
Cité administrative de 1'Etat
Quartier Esplanade 7

1010 Bruxelies

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 210 4483

Fax: 32 2 218 6347

Mie A. Binet

Ministeére de la Santé publique et
de I’Environnement

Secrétariat Général

Service des Relations Internationales
Cité administrative de |'Etat
Quartier Esplanade 7

1010 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 210 4483

Fax: 32 2 218 6746

Mme Ch. Genin

Ministére de la Santé publique et
de I’Environnement

Secrétariat Général

Service des Relations Internationales
Cité administrative de 1’Etat
Quartier Esplanade 7

1010 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 210 4483

Fax: 32 2 218 6746
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Mr Peter Maes

Ministére de la Santé publigue et
de I’Environnement

Secrétariat Général

Service des Relations Internationales
Cité administrative de 'Etat
Quartier Esplanade 7

1010 Bruxelles

Belgium

Tel: 32 2 210 4483

Fax: 32 2 218 6746

Mr Georges Schollen

Ministére de la Santé publique et

de I"Environnement

Secrétariat Général

Service des Relations Internationales
Cité administrative de 1'Etat
Quartier Esplanade 7

B-1010 Bruxelles

i. IFCS Secretariat

Dr Michel Mercier

Executive Secretary of the Intergovernmental
Forum on Chemical Safety

Director of the Intermational Programime
on Chemical Safety

World Health Organization

20, avenue Appia

1211 Geneva

Tel: 41 22 791 3588

Fax: 41 22 791 4848

Dr Keith Bentley

Director

Environmental Health Assessment
and Criteria

Department of Human Services
and Health

GPO Box 9848

Canberra ACT 2601

Australia

Tel: 61 62 280 7854

Fax: 61 62 89 7222
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Dr R. Lonngren

Special Adviser to the IFCS
¢/o KEMI

P.O. Box 1384

§-171 27 SOLNA

Tel: 46 8 730 6760

Fax: 46 8 735 35229

Dr E. Somers Unable to attend
Senior Programme Officer of the Intergovernmental
Forum on Chemical Safety
World Health Organization
20, avenue Appia
1211 Geneva
Switzerland
Tel: 791 3581
Fax: 791 4875

Dr Judy Stober

Technical Officer

International Programme on
Chermical Safety

World Health Organization

20, avenue Appia

1211 Geneva

Switzerland

Tel: 791 3560

Fax: 791 4848

E-mail: Stoberj@who.ch

Ms Jean Holland

secretary

World Health Organization
20, avenue Appia '
1211 Geneva

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 791 3596

Fax: 41 22 791 4875
E-mail: hollandj@who.ch

Ms Daniela Rohrer
Secretary

World Health Organization
20, avenue Appia

1211 Geneva

Switzerland

Tel: 41 22 791 4333

Fax: 41 22 791 4875
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Annex 2

REVISED CORE BUDGET FOR THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL FORUM ON
CHEMICAL SAFETY (IFCS) AND ITS SECRETARIAT

As stated in the Resolution on the Establishment of an Intergovernmental Forum

on Chemical Safety (Annex 1, para 13.1 and Annex II, para 1) adopted by the
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON CHEMICAL SAFETY, there are two parts of
the core budget for the IFCS:

1. Expenditures related to the Forum, the Intersessional Group, and ad hoc
working groups established by the Forum.

2. The resources for the Secretariat which serves the Forum and its subsidiary
arrangements.

1. Meetings of the Forum and its subsidiary arrangements.

1.1.

1.2,

Concerning the meetings of the Forum and its present subsidiary arrangements
(i.e. the Intersessional Group), it is understood that countries agreeing to host a
meeting would provide the required organization and administrative support,
including meeting facilities, interpretation and translation.

Travel and attendance expenses

It had been agreed at the first session of the Forum that for the Forum and its
subsidiary arrangements, expenses incurred in connection with travel and
attendance would be borne by each participant. The ISG, recognizing that the
success of the Forum depends on broad participation of countries, and the
importance of all countries participating in Forum meetings, reaffirmed their
commitment to finding the ways and means to achieve this. Twinning
arrangements for covering travel costs of countries in need of support should be
sought both with other countries as well as industrial NGOs.

Secretariat

While it was agreed that the Secretariat resources required would depend on the
work proposed by the Forum and its subsidiary arrangements, a basic minimum
level of resources would be necessary for the Forum and its subsidiary
arrangements to operate.

The budget for the Secretariat has been revised to take into consideration

developments which have occurred since the first session of the Forum in April
1994,
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ESTIMATED BUDGET FOR THE SECRETARIAT

BUDGET 1 April 1995 - 31 March 1996

PERSONNEL MAN MONTHS Us &
Executive Secretary 4 mm 54,000
Senior Programme Qfficer 11 mm 62,000°
Technical Officer 9 mm 103,950
1% Secretaries 18 mm 106,050
Consultants 9 mm 80,000
Duty travel BO}DDD
Material and supplies
(including transglation) 80,000
- 576,000
Programme support cost 74,880
(3% e mmmmmaa
650,880

Current incumbent of the post is assigned on an informal
arrangement with the Covernment of Canada, which provides an
additional 70 000 Canadian dollars towards the salary costs
(April 1994 to April 1996).
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BUDGET 1 April 1996 - 31 March 1997

PEERESONNEL

Executive Secretary
Senior Programme Officer
Technical Officer

2 Secretaries
Consultants

Duty travel

Material and supplies
(plus translation)

Programme support cost
(13%)

MAN MONTHS
5 mm
6 mm

12 mm

24 mm

12 mm

62

us §
67,500
69,300
138,600
141,400
120,000

20,000

(0




Annex 3

AFRICAN REGIONAL GROUP MEETING

CHAIRMAN: Mali
Rapporteur: Mauritius

A. POISON INFORMATION CENTRES

Discussion centered on the creation of Poison Information Centres in the African
countries. It was noted that very few African countries have Centres. In fact, only
Algeria, Libya, Moroceo, South Africa, Tunisia and Zimbabwe have proper Poison Infor-
mation Centres. Some other countries, e.g Kenya and Tanzania, have a Centre which
needs strengthening.

The WHO representatives announced the imminent availability of the
IPCS/INTOZX Package in English and French and proposed the holding of two workshops
in the African Region. One for the Eastern and Southern African Region and one for the
Central/Western African Region. A workshop for Eastern Mediterranean countries will
be held in June this year. The representative of Angola requested to have a workshop in
Portuguese for the five or six Portuguese speaking countries. A list of countries
interested in having Poison Information Centres will be compiled and donor countries
identified for support.

The representative of Belgium said that during talk on bilateral cooperation this
could be discussed. This could also be discussed under the Lome Convention.

It was felt that setting up of fully equipped Poison Information Centres in the
African region with adequate training is a necessity due to the large number of poisoning
cases, instances of chemical accidents and the wide variety of toxic chemicals used.

B. REGIONAL NETWORKS

It was felt that a system of regional networks would be useful for the exchange of
information on chemical safety among countries in the region.

The representative of South Africa stated that his country is in the process of
setting up a network which could be accessed by other countries. He wanted help from
OECD countries as to the appropriate database and software.

The Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety has a programme 10
provide translated Safety data sheets and can make such data available. The Canadian
Centre is prepared to help other countries. The representative of FAQO said that three
such networks are already in place in certain African region and countries may wish to
investigate whether these may be nseful as 2 means of information
exchange.
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It was also noted that several countries in the region have C.1.8. Centres (Labour
Information Centres on Safety). These could be reinforced to have a National Alert
Programme incorporated.

The representative of ILO stated that the C.1.§. Centres disseminates information
on safety at work, legisiation and also carry out training on safety at work. He also
announced that soon all C.1.S. Centres will be linked electronically with the International
Alert System.

Finally it was felt that access to informatics is a very important aspect on chemical
management and that a list of available databases either accessed directly on through
Internet could be made available to countries in the African Region.

C. COUNTRY EXPERIENCES

Tunisia, Angola, Guinea, Kenya, South Africa, Mauritius and Mali provided an
insight on the Management of Chemicals in their countries, It was noted that some
countries in the region have made some progress in chernical management; whereas
others are still struggling to set up a mechanism for the management of chemicals. It was
important for the countries in the region to first identify the problems and set up
interdepartmental coordination committees and then get international help. The
representative of Tunisia announced that his country has a good mechanism for control of
dangerous chemicals and has also embarked on a programme of substitution of C.F.C.’s.
A Tack of trained personnel and equipment for proper enforcement and implementation
was noted by the countries.

The representative of Mali noted that another problem faced was the disposal of
Pesticide Waste. Due to lack of knowledge and information, pesticides are disposed of in
unsafe ways. Help to solve this problem was solicited. A three year project on
pesticides disposal was initiated in 1994. Information on the project is available from
FAQ.

D. REGIONAL COOPERATION

The representative of Gabon proposed that the Pan-African Council for Science
and Technology could be the forum of regional cooperation.

The representative of ICCA stated that the Canadian Centre for Occupational
Health and Safety could provide databases for those countries making a request.

It was felt that International Agencies having regional centres, could coordinate
their activities and help in regional cooperation. There was also concern expressed on
the management of hazardous waste. The representative of a non-governmental
organization (Advisory Committee on Existing Chemicals of Environmental
Relevance/BUA) from Germany said his organization is willing to share information if
this was on the agenda of the ISG.

The representative of UNITAR said that his organization is collaborating with
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UNEF and FAO to set up Regional Training Programmes. He announced two regional
traiming programmes for the African region, one workshop for the Southern African and
Eastern African region int June 1995 and a second workshop for West Africa and Central
Africa in early 1996. The opinion was expressed that the OECD could include chemical
safety in their Agenda.

UNITAR shouid identify countries from the ISG for pilot projects on National
Profiles,

UNITAR also announced that a pilot project on Development of National Profiles
has been proposed.

Emphasis was put on regional cooperation. This is a priotity and help of other
countries like Canada and Germany would be welcome. It was announced that IRPTC
and ECETOC will make available the CIRC to all countries.

Finally the problem of communication between International Agencies and local
focal points was raised. It was felt that all communications on chemical safety including
pesticides should be sent to IFCS focal points along with other focal points existing.

E. ACTIVITIES ON PROGRAMME AREA D

The representative from South Africa stated that his country has an ongoing
programme for promotion of a Code of Ethics with the chemical and allied industries
association as part of their responsible care programme.

- It was felt that National Committees on Disaster Prevention should be set up in all
countries. Specially on disaster caused by chermicals. There is also need to have
regional cooperation since many hazardous goods are transported by rail and road
from one country to another.

Members expressed concern about the extensive use of pesticides in certain
countries, chemical accidents, poisonings, and contamination of underground water.
Another problem expressed was the wide use of pesticide containers for food and water
storage. Help was requested from International Agencies to solve this problem, through
creating awareness and training programmes. In this field, national experiences were
reported and basic documents are available. An FAO project on the implementation of
the International Code of Conduct on the distribution and use of pesticides will be
initiated in Africa in 1995 and should help to address some of these problems.

Requests were also made to certain countries like Sweden and Denmark to assist in
the reduction in the use of pesticides in these countries drawing from their own
EXperiences.

GIFAP announced that several pilot projects have been started in developing

countries to help manage pesticides. GIFAP has advised on proper protective clothing
adapted to local conditions e.g. an inexpensive cotten apron in Thailand.
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GIFAP is looking for funds to help other countries, especially in the African
Region.

The representative of Angola requested help from UNITAR to carry out studies
for Registration of Pesticides. He said that many chemicals are used in his country which
cannot be identified.

Request were also made to have systems of APELL in more countries of Africa.
F. PROGRAMME AREA E

It was felt that this Programme Area is most important for a proper management
of chemicals in the developing countries including the development of National Profiles.

Training programmes were requested for countries in the region. Kenya
mentioned a programme which is run for the twelve countries in East Central and
Southern Africa in Hygiene and Occupational Health and Safety. A request was made by
the representative of Kenya for international help to include chemical safety in their
programmes.

The representative of WHO announced that Capacity 21 of UNDP has established
an instrament for capacity building. Countries could approach UNDP for help in
training. UNDP country representatives could be contacted.

G. PERSISTENT ORGANIC POLLUTANTS (POPs)

The representative of Gabon wanted inorganic pollutants also to be considered e.g.
Mercury is extensively used in gold refining. The representative of Guinea was
concerned about PCBs in his country as in other countries and wanted help to dispose of
this hazardous substance. WHO representative said that DDT was recommended for
indoor use only in malaria control only; this was recommended by a study group.

It was finally felt that a list of Persistent Organic Pollutants be prepared and sent
to African countries and a summary of the use of these chemicals be made.

The disposal of these pollutants should also be considered including setting up of
Incinerators.
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LATIN AMERICAN REGIONAL GROUP MEETING

CHAIRMAN: Mexico
Rapporteur: Mexico

The Latin American Regional Group Meeting was held with the participation of Brazil,
Colombia, Mexico, Nicaragua, Trinidad and Tobago, as well as from Canada, United States
of America and International industrial and non-governmental organizations.

PROGRAMME AREAS

Although the group considered that all the recommendations are relevant it felt that it was
necessary to concentrate first on the following priorities for action of the ICCS 1994:

PROGRAMME AREA A

Programme Area A was considered as the basis for the implementation of the other
PrOSIamime arcas.

The group focused its attention on the relevance of identifying which risk assessment methods
are appropriate to be used in the region, as well as on the criteria to select chemicals as
priority considerations. It was agreed the other members should be provided with the
documentation and other information gathered and discussed during the [IPCS/OECD Raleigh,
N.C., meeting on the issue. This information should be evaluated and discussed to have a
consensual position by the ISG meeting in 1996.

PROGRAMME AREA D

1. Concerning pollutant release and transfer registers (priority for action no. 2),
the group recommended that the results of the pilot study being carried out by
UNITAR in Mexico, be shared with the other countries of the hemisphere. It
was also considered important to have access to the document on the matter
being prepared by the OECD.

2. ICCA should be invited to provide an inventory of industries that have
implemented the Responsible Care Programme and Codes (priority for action
no. 3). As a meeting on that subject is being organjzed this year in Brazil, it
was considered important to use the opportunity to inform other industries of
the region regarding these issues, so as to obtain their support for the activi-
ties concerning chemical safety management promoted within the framework
of the IFCS, as well as the Code of Ethics for the international trade of
chemicals.

3. The group invited UNIDO/UNEP to inform about plans to create Clean
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Technology Centers in Latin American countries and to share related
experiences (priority for action no. 4). It was also recommended to explore
the participation of Latin American Industry in the elaboration of the 130 14-
000 environmental management standard.  The group invited
CEPIS/PAHO/UNIDO/UNEP to organize a workshop to analyze mechanisms
aimed at improving information exchange and technology transfer to support
efforts towards implementing the use of clean technologies in the region.,

The group agreed to invite Governments to implement, as soon as possible,
pesticide and lead risk reduction programmes and to inform on progress made
in this area at the next meeting of the ISG in 1996 (priority for action no. 3).

It was recommended that the national profiles include information concerning

 the existing or planned infrastructure for prevention and response to chemical
accidents and poison control centers in the region. PAHO/WHO were invited
to support the efforts to strength national and regional capacities in these two
fields (priorities for action no. 6, 7 and 8).

PROGRAMME AREA E

1.

IL.

National Profiles should be developed and presented at the 1996 1SG meeting;
they should include existing legislation and liaison procedures, as well as clean
production and pollution prevention capacity (priorities for action no. 2, 3,
and 4). Between 1996/1997, an overall regional profile should be developed
to serve as a basis for the establishment of a Latin American and Caribbean
Regional Strategy for Chemical Safety supported by the JOMC.

The group agreed to request the IFCS Secretariat to convey to the IOCC an
invitation to provide an inventory of ongoing activities, programmes and pro-
jects related to chemical safety being carried out by international organizations
(priority for action no. 5). It feels that such an inventory could also be made
for projects being carried out at the bilateral level. It was stressed that better
coordination among these activities needed to be established to improve their
results and avoid unnecessary duplication of efforts. Information is needed
about intended outputs and level of funding of these activities.

OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS

IPCS Latin American Meeting: The group took note of the intention of IPCS/PAHO
to organize a meeting on Chemical Safety in the Region. It stressed the importance
that such a meeting take place at the soonest possible date (tentative date 21-
22/9/1995) and at the latest before the next ISG meeting with the participation of the
Latin American and Caribbean countries that form part of the Intersessional Group.

Polution Prevention: The group stressed the importance of the use of environmental
impact assessment as an instrument to prevent chemical pollution and the need to
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include in the national profiles information about its application by countries of the
region.

Background Documents ISG/1995: The Group asked that the Secretariat be made
aware of its understanding that background documents are aimed at merely supporting
and informing the work of the ISG. Since they do not reflect a consensus they cannot
be considered approved of when the agenda itern is examined.




Report of the East Eurepean Regional Group Meeting

The Central and East European (CEE) countries (Croatia, Czech Republic, Estonia,
Hungary, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia), together with the representatives of Germany,
Belgium, Sweden, Switzerland, UK, USA and representatives of some 1GOs, have analyzed
the situation in CEE countries according to the topics discussed in the ISG-plenary session.
Results of their discussion are:

1. Exchange of Experiences, what are the problems:

1.1. In CEE countries there are transient economies at different levels. Due to
privatization the number of small scale enterprises and employers have
increased, while in many countries the number of employees have decreased.
The present situation has influenced chemical safety disadvantageously
(operation of the different institutions and inspectorates is insufficient).

In the majority of countries up-to-date comprehensive legislation of chemical
safety is only in preparation (at very different stages). No information is
available from many countries of the Region.

The majority of countries have no comprehensive national policy in the field
of chemical safety including chemical risk assessment and risk management.

In the majority of countries different parts of chemical safety are inspected,
controlled and regulated by different ministries (Ministry of Health,
Environment, Labour, Industry, Agriculture, Trade, etc.). The individual
parts of chemical safety activities are relatively well organized and are
operating at a sufficient level, but missing the coordination inhibits the
effectiveness of the national chemical safety.

In the Region, the human-ecological situation is not satisfactory. Both the
health status of the population and the state of the environment are cause for
concern. In some countries the average life expectancy decreased. In some
countries the population has also decreased. As to the environment many
promising programmes have begun. As to the health status: there has been
no substantial health improvement.

Regional Networks

Taking into consideration the limited resources, different national policies,
geographical situation and traditions, and aiming at efficiency, we recognize that it is
rcasonable to form sub-regions, for example:

(i) Baltic Countries

(ii) Visegrad Four and some other Central European Countries (Croatia and
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Slovenia)
3. National profiles

As members of the ISG, the Czech Republic, Estonia and Hungary have prepared
their national profiles.

4. Programme Area D) - in particular, Priorities for Action No. 6, 7 and 8

4.1 In the majority of countries participating in the Regional meeting the
regulations dealing with the recommendations of 1993 ILO Convention (No
174) on the Prevention of Major Industrial Accidents are currently in
preparation or have already been issued. Similarly, the majority of countries
are preparing regulations dealing with the prevention of Transboundary Effects
of Industrial Accidents (according to UN/ECE).

4.2  The majority of countries are also preparing and planming to introduce a
national system for emergency preparedness and response, including a strategy
for education and training of personnel, with the aid of, inter-alia, the APELL
programme and the ILO Code of Practice on the Prevention of Major
Industrial Accidents (1991).

4,3  According to the ISG/B7 document, only Poland is a member of Group A.
Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Hungary, the Russian Federation,
Slovakia, and Slovenia belong to Group B of the 1SG/B7 document. Some of
the countries of the Region belong to Group C (Ukraine), or to Table II
(Estonia, Latvia, Lithuanta) of the ISG document. No information is available
from the other countries of the Region for the ISG Regional Meeting
concerning the situation of poisons control centres.

5. Programme Area E - in particular, Priorities for Action No 4 (National
coordination)

The countries participating in the meeting have commeon intentions and ambitions to
join the EU and the OECD programme on the Mutual Acceptance of Data (Hungary is
already 2 member of this OECD activity). Efforts for harmonization with the EU directives
and QOECD chemical policies ensure the formation of the liaison of all parties involved in
chemical safety activity within a country should be established. The liaison body on
chemical safety has been established in the Czech Republic. The majority of countries plan
to establish a national intersectorial body that will be responsible for the coordination of
activities of all ministries involved in chemical safety.

6. Persistent Organic Pollutants (POP) and asbestos

In the majority of countries there are programmes to decrease use or to ban persistent
pesticides (organochtorine hydrocarbons, organic metal compounds, etc.), artificial fertilizers
(containing heavy metals, organic sulphur, phosphorous, etc.), certain industrial chemicals
(some chlorinated hydrocarbons, PCB, PBB etc.), ozone depleting substances (e.g. freons)
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according to the Montreal Protocol and to properly treat hazardous wastes (according to the
Basel Convention). The majority of countries deal with the restriction and/or ban of different
types of asbestos, in particular crocidolite. Some of the countries have established a PIC
committee with Designated National Authority.

7. Note

The Regional Meeting expressed its concern that the representative of the Russian
Federation did not attend.

RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESOLUTIONS

1. Each Central and East European country of the Meeting intends to carry out all the
recommendations of Chapter 19 of Agenda 21 and those of the IFCS.

2. The Meeting specifically emphasizes:
2.1  Necessity of an up-to-date comprehensive national legislation (umbrella act)
in the field of chemical safety in harmony with similar legislation of EU and
QECD countries, which would:

apply universally "the polluter pays principle”

impose on producers, importers and users responsibility for
generating and dispersing information

introduce the national inventories of toxic chemicals and the
notification of new chemicals

enable implementation of the preventive measures on the basis
of risk assessment

The detailed situation analysis for creating the national chemical safety
strategies shall consider all the IFCS recommendations. Reports on the
situation analysis are to be shared at least among countries of the subregions.

It is reasonable to form two subregions in the Region, namely:
(1) The Baltic countries;

(2)  The Visegrad Four and other Central European countries (Croatla and
Slovenia).

Preparation of a comprehensive national policy on chemical safety including
policies on risk assessment and risk management.

Significance of estabhshmg the national . intersectorial co-ordmatmg
committee/body in the field of chemmal safety.
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2.6  Significance of the development of information on chemicals in national
languages and improvement of the flow of information among authorities and
users of chemicals.

2.7  Legislation on accident prevention should be developed.
2.8  Monitoring systems on environmental and health data should be improved.

2.9  Significance of education and training in the field of risk assessment, risk
management and training in the field of clinical toxicology and envirommnental
health.

3. The Central and Eastern European Group recognizes that the mmplementation of the
Recommendations specified in para 2 would be very difficult without international
assistance. Therefore, the Group applies to the international organization for technical and
financial support, especially in:

- implementation of modern legislation
- training i (a) risk reduction
(b)  risk management
©) clinical toxicology
(d)  environmental health
- improvement in information flow

4. The countries of the Region recognize the importance of organizing both the regional
and subregional workshops in the field of chemical safety, and of establishing instrurnents
for better regional and sub-regional cooperation.

5. The Group recognizes that WHO Euro, through the European Centre for Environment
and Health, offers full technical support for the implementation of the chemical safety
priorities, including training and workshop programmes for the Central and East-European
Group.

Clearly for this 1o progress with the countries of Central and Eastern Europe, there
needs to be an appropriate budget allocated. This is an essential element for further
progress.

6. The Central and Eastern European Group request that the Secretariat of the IFCS
transinit the ISG Meeting Report to Governments of all the IFCS countries in the Region.
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Report on Asian Regional Group Meeting

The Asian Regional Group Meeting was held with the participation of Asian and other
countries as well as international organizations and NGO's and chaired by Mr Wang
YANGZU.

The meeting firstly exchanged each country’s experience to try 1o identify the
problems to be addressed. After that, the meeting focused on the two main issues, promotion
of national capacity building and establishment of a regional network.

1. The Basic Idea

) Establishment of chemical management systems in developing
countries should be assisted by developed countries and international
organizations.

(i1) This regional co-operation is a part of the global international

cooperation to implement Agenda 21 which inciudes international
evaluation of chemicals and harmonization of classification and
labelling among other goals related to the sound management of
chemicals.

2. Specific recommendations
(A)  With respect to national capacity building, the following five essential elements

were identified as requiring implementation on a national basis, with regional and
international cooperation and assistance :

(i) A coordinating body at the national level.

(i) Proper legislation for chemical management.

(iii) Education and training to build up capacity of governments for sound
management of chemicals and enhancing public awareness of chemical
risks.

(iv) Technical assistance to establish poison conmtrol centers, chemical

research centers and information centres on cleaner production and
pollution prevention strategies, etc.

(v) List of priority chemicals to focus on better management of chemicals
based on a step by step process.

(B)  With respect to a regional network, the following three points were addressed.
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(1)

(iD)

(iii)

Cooperation with international organizations is necessary, especially
with the regional offices of these international organizations involved
in promoting the sound management of chemicals. There are a lot of
activities and programme currently progressing in this region,
descriptions of which should be, clearly compiled and submitted to the
appropriate government agencies in countries in the region for better
utilization and integration.

National profiles are very important tools for identifying the strengths
and weaknesses of the national activities and programs on the sound
management of chemicals and to identify the needs for regional and
international cooperation. By the next ISG meeting, every country
should prepare its own national profile. To facilitate the preparation
of these national profiles, bilateral partnership and assistance by
international organizations may be required.

Developing countries need to establish proper legislation for the sound
management of chemicals, poison control centers, inventories and
information exchange mechanisms. International organizations and
developed countries can also contribute to this effort through
establishing training courses and information networks, which could be
adapted for specific regional needs.
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Annex 4
The Vestibule Think Tank
Background

As a consequence of considering Item 3 - Programme Area A, the first meeting of
the Intersessional Group (ISG) agreed that in view of the interdependence of various
programme areas and the limited time the Intersessional Group had to promote the
completion of the work of the Intergovernmental Forum on Chemical Safety, it would be
useful to establish a think tank to prepare a paper on future priorities across all programme
areas.

The ISG agreed that the think tank could present a paper for discussion under Agenda
Item 11, "future work". It agreed that this paper could then be used to develop a work plan
for future activities for the forum.

The think tank (group) was convened, in the vestibule, after the first day of the ISG
meeting and was chaired by Australia. Participation comprised representatives from
approximately 23 countries from all geographic areas making up the IFCS.

Discussion

In considering the cross-sectional linkages, a large number of interdependencies were
identified but time constraints for reporting to the ISG Plenary Session only allowed
consideration of Programme Area A in detail. Following consideration of other areas, it was
considered that Programme Areas E and F should be addressed within the regional sessions.

Developing country participants said that they placed great importance on the work
of the Forum, since it presents an important and unique opportunity they bhad to interact
directly with other governments on chemical safety, In order to take full advantage of this
opportunity they added that further mechanisms needed to be found to enhance developing
country input to the work of the Forum. All members considered that they needed a more
interactive process at IFCS/ISG meetings.

The group agreed that developed countries will also benefit greatly from greater
participation by developing countries in chemical safety activities since solutions to chemical
safety problems may often require co-operation and sharing information between developed
and developing countries. Developed countries could benefit from human and environmental
exposure information under conditions in developing countries. The group noted that
developed countries were able to offer to other countries the results of their experiences with
the management of chemicals.

In considering potential priority programs, members of the group agreed that
Programme Area A, Expanding and accelerating international assessment of chemical risks,
formed a basis for other programmes; and that if good progress is made on Programme Area
A the other programme areas would follow more easily. In particular, the group considered
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that there was a strong link between Programme Area A and Programme Area E,
Strengthening of National Capabilities and Capacities for Management of Chemicals.

Within program area A, the group agreed that recommendation 5, Human exposure
data, and good quality health effects data from developing countries should be generated,
was a good example of an area that needed to be linked to routes of exposure information
in developing countries.

Developing countries considered the following to be impediments to their enhanced
involvement in chemical safety programmes generally and the specific work areas of the
Forum:

difficulties with access to and use of information documents and related material;
absence of supporting ‘infrastructure for chemicals management;

insufficient human resources development; and

the need to strengthen political commitment regarding chemical safety issues.

The group noted that chemical safety activity at an international level needed to be
supplemented by national programs.

While recognizing that considerable work has already been undertaken on
dissemination of information in Environmental Health Criteria and other international
evaluations, the sroup considered that within Programme Area A concern existed regarding
the length, complexity and usefulness of such documents, their distribution, lack of input
from developing countries and problems with language and translations. While not new,
these concerns are real and should be addressed as via the proposed abbreviated
Environmental Health Criteria documents and Health and Safety Guides.

Recommendations

Participants of the Think Tank agreed on the following recommendations to strengthen
both substantive discussions and the mechanisms:

. Developing countries should work to develop background papers for the next ISG
describing their successes and describing their regional capacities, needs and obstacles
to progress, while acknowledging the wide spectram of capacities and levels of
development in chemicals management between developing countries.

. Developed countries should be asked to prepare and circulate papers in advance of
the pext ISG meeting describing activities undertaken in response to Agenda 21 that
relate directly to developing country needs.

. Papers should be critically analyzed to identify strengths and weaknesses in cross
programme linkages.
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The group considered that the format of the think tank meeting had been productive
and effective for both developed and developing countries. It was therefore
considered that for future ISG meetings adequate time should be allocated at the
beginning for regional groups of developing countries and representatives from
developed countries. to consider regional problems and develop views on agenda
items.

The next [SG meeting should begin with an appropriate amount of time set aside to
focus on developing countries” needs, providing both developing and developed
countries an opportunity to identify and try to meet the diverse needs of the
developing countries.

Greater opportunity should be provided in plenary sessions for government to
government dialogues, Time should be reserved on the first day for lively exchanges
on innovative concepts from both the developing and developed papers, rather than
formal presentations.

Greater involvement in the ISG by members could be achieved by increased use of
working groups at the next ISG. An appropriate amount of time should be set aside
for the use of working groups during the early part of ISG 2.

Mainly with respect to developing countries, a survey to evaluate the usefulness of
international evaluations and related documents should be carried out.




