Risk management evaluation outline, second draft, April 4, 2006


Risk management evaluation outline (Second Draft) – ICCA-WCC-CLI Comments on Second Draft
Executive summary

1.
Introduction

1.1 
Chemical identity of the proposed substance

•
Mention which Party has made the proposal and when it was made

•
Spell out the specific chemical identity and particular considerations related to that identity,  [Respectfully, this comment is inappropriate for Annex F.  The chemical identity and proposed substances is determined by the original nomination of a substance and evaluation of a chemical under Annexes D and E of the Convention.
1.2 
Conclusions of the Review Committee regarding Annex D and Annex E information

•
“The Committee evaluated Annex D information (add reference to the meeting and the decision) and concluded that […]”

•
“In addition, the Committee has conducted and evaluated a risk profile in accordance with Annex E (add reference to the meeting and the decision) and has concluded that […]”

1.3
Data sources

•
Short overview of the data sources provided by the proposing Party or used by the Committee in Annex D and Annex E screenings
.
•
Short overview of data submitted by Parties and observers, regarding the information specified in Annex F of the Stockholm Convention (NB: a more elaborated summary of the submissions may be provided as a separate POPRC/INF document)

•
Information on availability of national and international management reports
1.4
Status of the chemical under international conventions 

1.5
Any national or regional control actions taken, including information on non-regulatory measures
, alternatives, and other relevant risk management information
.

2.
Summary information relevant to the risk management evaluation 

2.1

Identification of possible control measures
•
Short list of possible control measures (such as production and use prohibitions or restrictions, phase-out of stocks and articles in use, release control measures, waste disposal and clean-up of contaminated sites).

2.2
Efficacy and efficiency of possible control measures in meeting risk reduction goals
•
Technical feasibility
•
Identification of uses


•
Costs of implementing possible control measures
, including environmental and health costs
2.3 
Information on alternatives (products and processes), where relevant

•
Description of alternatives
•
Technical feasibility

•
Costs, including environmental and health costs
•
Efficacy, including benefits and limitations of alternatives versus nominated substance and identification of any critical uses for which there is no alternative

•
Risk, including information on whether the proposed alternative has been tested/evaluated and any information on potential risks associated with untested alternatives over the life-cycle of the alternative


•
Availability

•
Accessibility
2.4 
Summary of information on positive and/or negative 
impacts on society of implementing possible control measures 
•
Health, including public, environmental and occupational health

•
Agriculture, including aquaculture and forestry

•
Biota (biodiversity)
•
Economic aspects (including costs and benefits for producers and consumers and the distribution of costs and benefits)

•
Movement towards sustainable development
•
Social costs (employment etc.)

•
Other impacts

2.5 
Waste and disposal implications (in particular, obsolete stocks of pesticides and clean-up of contaminated sites)

•
Technical feasibility

•
Cost

2.6
Other considerations  
•
Access to information and public education
•
Status of control and monitoring capacity


3.
Synthesis of information

•
Synthesis of information relevant to the risk management evaluation, in the form of a risk management strategy
, with emphasis on an analysis of possible control measures for the chemical that leads to the concluding statement

•
The analysis of possible control measures should evaluate the full range of potential control measures and conclude whether the recommended strategy/strategies are consistent with other international obligations, cost-effective, market neutral, and likely to have a measurable impact on releases to the environment.

4.
Concluding statement

•
“Having evaluated the risk profile corresponding to […], and having prepared its risk management evaluation, the Committee concludes that this chemical [is / is not
] likely, as a result of long-range environmental transport, to lead to significant adverse effects on human health and/or the environment, such that global action [is / is not] warranted.

•
Therefore, in accordance with paragraph 9 of Article 8 of the Convention, the Committee recommends the Conference of the Parties to the Stockholm Convention [to / not to] consider listing and specifying the related control measures of […] in Annex (es) […] or […]” 

References to be provided

Note: No annexes; all other data to be provided as POPRC/INF documents.

Target size: not longer than 20 pages.

� This issue relates to the identification of critical uses for which there may be no suitable alternative or for which the analysis of socioeconomic factors justify maintaining as an exemption when considering listing decisions under the Convention. [By ICCA-WCC-CLI]


� [EC: Not relevant for unintentionally produced POP candidates]


� This synthesis will include the integration of information on hazard identification, risk assessment, risk control measures evaluation, including a decision-making proposal on control measures, and recommendations for strategy implementation, supervision and review.


EC: This is a possible way of structuring POP RC deliverables. However, I think it might be more feasible to keep the risk management evaluations and risk profiles separate and then to prepare a final POP RC recommendation for the COP (where the other documents should be attached). Open for discussion!


IPEN:  The formulation of this footnote is based too much on the risk assessment paradigm. To have reached this stage in the POP RC assessment process, it is acknowledged that the nominated chemicals cannot be addressed through the standard risk analysis, assessment and management process. To have reached this stage the nominated chemical is known to be transboundary, persistent, toxic and bioaccumulative. The impact on intergenerational equity cannot be dealt with through the widely diverse and differing forms of risk assessment.


ICCA/WCC/CLI:  The formulation of this footnote is based on the exact risk assessment paradigm included in the Convention.  The IPEN interpretation would in effect read out of the Convention the risk assessment processes agreed to by the Parties.  Furthermore consideration of risk is critical in evaluating what potential risk management options might be appropriate if governments and stakeholders are to focus their limited resources on priority issues and the most effective options.








�By IPEN


�EC: This could be deleted as the risk profile is more important.


�EC suggests to delete this phrase


�By ICCA-WCC-CLI


�EC suggests to delete this phrase


�Where nothing else is indicated, the comments in this section are by EC.  The main suggestion by EC is to reorganize the items under this section.


�By ICCA-WCC-CLI


�By ICCA-WCC-CLI


�By ICCA-WCC-CLI


�ICCA: Risk is explicitly listed in Annex F and should be included here


�By ICCA-WCC-CLI


�EC suggests to erase “positive and/or negative”


�By Sweden


�By Sweden


�By EC


�EC suggests eliminating this item


�EC suggests to introduce, under this item, the original items 2.5 and 2.6


�By ICCA-WCC-CLI


�EC suggests eliminating “/ is not”


�EC: Risk management evaluation is only done in case the outcome of the risk profile is clear; otherwise the procedure stops


�EC: See comments on footnote 2





