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Conference of the Parties of the Stockholm  
Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants 
First meeting 
Punta del Este, Uruguay, 2–6 May 2005 
Item 6 (h) of the provisional agenda* 
 
Matters for consideration or action by the Conference 
of the Parties: Financial resources, mechanisms and  
related financial arrangements 

 
 

Compilation of comments received from Governments on the elements 
for the draft terms of reference for the review of the financial 
mechanism** 

 
Note by the Secretariat 

 
1. At its seventh session, the Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee for an Internationally 
Legally Binding Instrument for Implementing International Action on Certain Persistent Organic 
Pollutants, in its decision INC-7/9 on the financial mechanism, requested Governments and observers to 
provide to the Secretariat by 31 December 2003 additional comments on the elements for the draft terms 
of reference for the review of the financial mechanism. 

2. In response to the above request, the Secretariat has received submissions from the 
Governments of Bulgaria, Canada, China, Ecuador, Egypt, Gambia, Honduras, Indonesia, Italy (on 
behalf of the European Union and its member States), Jamaica, Malaysia, Mauritius, Mexico, Samoa 
and Turkey. 

3. The aforementioned submissions have been reproduced in the annex to the present note without 
formal editing. 

                                                 
* UNEP/POPS/COP.1/1. 
** Stockholm Convention, Article 13, paragraph 8; Report of the Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee 
on the work of its seventh session (UNEP/POPS/INC.7/28), annex I, decision INC-7/9. 
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Submission by 
China



Submission by Gambia
-----Original Message----- 
From: Mrs Fatoumata Jallow Ndoye [mailto:fjndoye@qanet.gm] 
Posted At: 10 December 2003 15:11 
Posted To: SSC 
Conversation: Follow-up Decisions from POP INC7/9 and INC 7/10 for Information 
Subject: Re: Follow-up Decisions from POP INC7/9 and INC 7/10 for Information

With regard to your request to submit (preferably electronically), information/comments on 1) 
elements of the TORs for the review of the Financial Mechanism as provided in Para 3 of UNEP/ 
POPs/INC 7/24 and 2) draft MOU between COP of Stockholm Convention and GEF Council as 
contained in UNEP/POPs/INC 7/16, 
please find attached The Gambia's comments to the above.

Please note that these comments are additional to those made by the African Group on the same 
subject, at INC 7.

Fatoumata Jallow Ndoye (Focal Point of Stockholm Convention).



Follow up Decisions to INC 7 POPs-Comments by The Gambia 

1) Para 3 UNEP/POPs/INC 7/24

The elements of the TOR that address the operational aspect should include:
(a) Objective, addressing 
(iii) Flexibility to accommodate new developments

(c) Performance criteria, including:
(vi) Country Ownership-level of stakeholder involvement

(d)  Reporting arrangements and timing, including:
(iii) elements of the report 



Submission by Honduras



Submission by Indonesia
       Jakarta, 3 March 2004 

Our Ref : B-50E/Dep.IV-3/03/2004  Mr. Jim Willis 
Type : -     Executive Secretary 
Encl. : -     Interim Secretariat for the  
Subject : Comments requested to decisions  Stockholm Convention UNEP Chemicals 

 INC-7/9 and INC-7/10   11-13 Chemin des Anemones 
       CH-1219, Chatelaine  
       Geneva, Switzerland 

       Fax No.; +41-22-797-3460 

Dear Mr. Willis, 

Please refer to your letter dated 26 November 2003 concerning the above 
subject, herewith on behalf of the Government of Republic of Indonesia, we 
would like to submit our comments for information requested by the seventh 
session of the Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee for the Stockholm 
Convention as described below. 

A. Request number 1; Comments on the elements of the terms of 
reference for the review of the financial mechanism under the 
paragraph 8 of Article 13 of the Convention 

In principal, we have no objection with the draft proposed by the 
Secretariat that referred to paragraph 7 and 8 Article 13, however there 
are some comments to be considered: 

 The guidance should be emphasized the strengthening of the strategic 
priorities for the capacity building, implementation of national policy 
and regulatory reform for the implementation of the Convention in 
order to assist developing countries and countries with economies in 
transition;

  It should be facilitated the possibility some other financial resources 
through multilateral, bilateral and regional financial including 
determination of the need for adequacy, predictability and the time 
flow of funds for implementing the obligation of the Convention as 
reflected in paragraph 2, Article 13; 

 It shall define clear, simple and flexible procedure for the effectiveness 
of the mechanism including recommendations to measure adequate 
and sustainable funding to meet the need of the Parties and define the 
position of the Committee for effectiveness implementation of the 
mechanism.

Thank you for your cooperation. 

      
 Sincerely yours, 

SIGNED 

      Isa Karmisa Ardiputra 
      Deputy for Environmental Impact 
      Control on Institution Sources 
      Ministry of Environment 

Cc to: Secretary Minister for Ministry of Environment



Submission by Italy

Interim Secretariat of the Stockholm 
Convention on Persistent Organic 

Pollutants
UNEP Chemicals   

Director
Mr. James B. Willis 

Prot. 5454/PIA/2003 

Subject: Comments from the European Union, its Member States and the Acceding Countries  
on the Terms of Reference for the review of the Financial Mechanism (Doc. 
UNEP/POPS/INC7/24 – Decision INC7/9) and on the Draft Memorandum of 
Understanding with the GEF (Doc. UNEP/POPS/INC.7/16 – Decision INC7/10). 

Dear Mr. Willis, 

with regard the call for comments in paragraph 6 of Decision INC 7/9 on the review of 
the Financial Mechanism and in paragraph 2 of Decision INC 7/10 on the Draft MOU with 
the GEF, please find attached the  European Union, its Member States and the Acceding 
Countries contribution. 

Best Regards 

 Valeria Rizzo
 (signed) 



Submission of Italy on behalf of the European Union, its Member States and the
Acceding Countries on the Terms of Reference for the review of the Financial
Mechanism (Doc. UNEP/POPS/INC.7/24 – Decision INC7/9) and on the Draft
Memorandum of Understanding with the GEF (Doc. UNEP/POPS/INC.7/16 –
Decision INC7/10)

The European Community, its Member States and acceding Countries appreciate the 
possibility to provide further comments to UNEP’s Secretariat with regard the Terms of
Reference for the Review of the Financial Mechanism as well as the Draft MOU with the
GEF.

In particular:

Decision INC 7/9 - Terms of Reference for the review of the Financial Mechanism
The EU believes that dealing with the arrangements for the review of the financial
mechanism should be addressed  by COP I in order for the review to be carried on not later 
than COP II.
With this aim in mind the EU would like to propose the following amendments:

a) Objective

   delete (i) and transfer it to a new section dealing with evaluation criteria (new section c) 

b) Modus Operanding, addressing

   Delete “Modus operandi, addressing” and substitute it as “Methodology” 

   Delete (i)     the way that the review would be undertaken;

We suggest that the order of issues to include in this point “Methodology” would be as 

follows:

   (i) Reporting arrangements and timing, including: 

– timing and duration of the review; 

– nature of the report.

   (ii) the sources of information;

   (iii) the involvement of Parties, the secretariat and other organizations; 

c) Performance criteria

    Delete “Performance criteria, including” and substitute it as “Evaluation criteria,

including”



We suggest to include under c) the following: 

 (i)  effectiveness of the mechanism in supporting implementation of the Convention; 

– conformity with articles of the Convention; 

– transparency of the project approval process; 

– procedures for accessing funds that are simple, flexible and expeditious; 

 (ii) efficiency of the mechanism in supporting implementation of the Convention; 

 (iii) adequacy and sustainability of the resources; 



Submission by Jamaica

MMIINNIISSTTRRYY OOFF LLAANNDD && EENNVVIIRROONNMMEENNTT
16A HALF-WAY-TREE ROAD

KINGSTON 5
JAMAICATelephone: (876) 960 5632-3

Facsimile: (876) 929-7349
Email: mle@cwjamaica.com

ANY REPLY OR SUBSEQUENT REFERENCE TO
THIS COMMUNICATION SHOULD   BE
ADDRESSED       TO   THE PERMANENT
SECRETARY     AND THE   FOLLOWING
REFERENCE QUOTED:

Ref ________________

January 30, 2004 

Mr. James B. Willis
Executive Secretary
Interim Secretariat 
     for the Stockholm Convention
UNEP Chemicals
Geneva Switzerland

Fax: (41-22) 797 3460

Comments on Decisions  INC 7/10
Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee for an 

Internationally Legally Binding Instrument for Implementing International Action
on Certain Persistent Organic Pollutants

With reference to your letter of November 26, 2003, regarding the captioned matter,
please find comments attached.

Please note that the comments were prepared in consultation with the Jamaica’s Focal
point for the Stockholm Convention.

Sincerely,

Anastasia Calnick
for  Permanent  Secretary



Comments on Draft Memorandum of Understanding between the  
Conference of Parties of the Stockholm Convention and the  

Council of the Global Environment Facility 

Guidance from the Conference of Parties 

Paragraph 3
The Guidance document should also address: 

Training and other capacity-building in individual parties  for the Stockholm 
Convention to be implemented 
Timeliness of the GEF’s response to Parties’ requests. 

Since different Parties will need varying levels of assistance, the Guidance document 
should consider some mechanism/criteria for classifying or categorizing Parties and 
determining the associated amount of funding required for the implementation of 
the Convention by members of that category. 

It is critical that in determining the programme priorities to be addressed in the 
Guidance Document, that the national development priorities of individual parties be 
considered, especially where the Party may not be a manufacturer of any POP but is 
committed to its reduction, elimination and environmentally sound disposal. 

The Purpose should be paragraph 1 or clause 1 and  Definitions as clause 2. 

UNEP/POPs/INC.7/16 does not indicate the timeframe within which the Guidance 
document will be developed. Will it be done in time for COP 1? 

Paragraph 15

This paragraph should include the Conference of  Parties,  taking into account, in its 
review of the effectiveness of the Financial Mechanism, the individual Parties 
assessment of its experience with the GEF. 

January 30, 2004 



Submission by Malaysia

Comments on INC-7 Decisions from Malaysia: 

I. INC-7/9:  Financial Mechanism

"Generally the financial mechanism drafted is comprehensive and acceptable as it 
has taken into consideration many matters such as provision of assistance funding 
for capacity-building, technical assistance and technological transfer.  However, 
Malaysia wish to highlight that the Secretariat should take note of the request of the 
G77 + China on the administrative body of the financial mechanism and the need to 
establish a specific trust fund for the successful implementation of Stockholm 
Convention." 

II. INC-7/10:  Draft MoU with the Global Environment Facility

“Malaysia takes note that the insertion of the provision of the square brackets 
would depend on whether the COP at the COP1 decides to designate the 
financial mechanism under the Stockholm Convention. From the reading of 
Article 14 of the Convention, Malaysia understands that the GEF is only 
assigned with the operations of the financial mechanism established under 
Article 13 (6) on an interim basis from the time the Stockholm Convention 
enters into force, that is 90 days after the receipt of 50th ratification to the 
Convention up to the COP1 (or up to any time that the COP decides).  If the 
purpose of the insertion of the provision of the square brackets is to reinforce 
what is provided for under Article 14, Malaysia is supportive of the said 
insertion.

From the Clause 2, Malaysia understands that the appointment of GEF as the 
principal entity entrusted with the operations of the financial mechanism 
referred to in article 13 is only on interim basis, in view of a further decision 
by the COP whether its operation will be entrusted to one or more entities.  
Malaysia supports the stand of G77+China that the operations of the financial 
mechanism for Stockholm Convention should be entrusted to a separate 
entity which is to be set up after agreement has been reached between the 
donor and the recipient countries.”

KeputusanINC7/c:ulasan 



Submission by Mauritius

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT 
REPUBLIC OF MAURITIUS 

My reference: ENV/40/37/V8                                                                    21 January 2004 

Mr. James B. Willis, Executive Secretary
Interim Secretariat for the Stockholm Convention
UNEP Chemicals
11-13 Chemin des Anemones
CH-1219, Chatelaine, 
Switzerland.

Dear Sir, 

    Further to your letter dated 26 November 2003 on the above subject, please find below 
the following comments from our part: 

Request Number 1

It is proposed to add "to promote regional expertise" in part 3 under Programme Priorities 
of the Draft Guidance for the Financial Mechanism so that the sentence would read as 
follows;
"Priority should be given to the funding of activities that enable Parties to fulfill their 
obligations and to promote regional expertise under the Convention, in particular:"

Request Number 2

No comments

We would appreciate if the above proposal could be considered at your level. 

Yours faithfully 

Mr. L.Bullywon 
For Permanent Secretary 



Submission by Mexico



SubmissionbySamoa





Submission by Turkey
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