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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE BUREAU OF
THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL NEGOTIATING COMMITTEE (INC)

Participants Mr. Mohammed Khashashneh (Jordan, for Asia Pacific) Xia Yingxian
(China, for Asia Pacific) Mr. David Kapindula (Zarabfor Africa), Mr. Oumar Cisse
(Mali, for Africa), Mr. Alojz Grabner (Slovenia, fdCentral and Eastern Europe), Mr.
Vladimir Lenev (Russian Federation, for Central &astern Europe) Ms. Nina Cromnier
(Sweden, for the Western European and Others GrMg)Sezaneh Seymour (United
States of America, for the Western European an@®tGroup), Mr. Fernando Lugris
(Uruguay, for Latin America and the Caribbean) #relinterim secretariat for the
Minamata Convention on Mercury.

A. Opening of the Bureau meeting

1. The meeting of the Bureau opened at 9.30 a.m.wétcoming remarks from the

Mr. Nuritdin lvamov, Director, Department for Intetional Cooperation, Ministry of the
Environment of the Russian Federation. He notechdrd work in the negotiations to agree
the text for the Convention, and highlighted thivaecengagement of his country from the
beginning of the process. In welcoming the Bune@mbers to Moscow, he hoped that the
work would continue well, as there was still muotbe done. The Russian Federation had
signed the Convention in September 2014 and isapirgpfor ratification, however the
process required significant talks with a rangstakeholders, and significant economic and
social interactions would be needed for the implatiaigon. The Russian Federation is
working within a whole of government structure toglsinstitutionalising the Minamata
convention, and also participates actively in in&ional forums aiming at minimising or
eliminating mercury use and emissions. The chg#erfaced by many communities,
particularly those relying on artisanal and smedis gold mining, as well as primary
mercury mining, are significant, and it is his hdpleat the Minamata Convention will
improve the environment for the whole world.

2. The Chair indicated that it was a pleasure to nmektoscow. He noted the active
role of the Russian Federation throughout the nagoas, in particular through the
participation of Mr. Lenev as a key member of tN€ IBureau. He welcomed the progress
being made by the Russian Federation, while ndtiegheed for ongoing work. He indicated
that he would appreciate being informed of the prsg towards implementation and
ratification of the Convention.

3. Mr. Lenev also welcomed the INC Bureau members éaddw. He recognized the
importance of the Bureau meeting, and wished altessful discussions.

4, The Chair then further highlighted the importantéhe Bureau meeting, particularly
given the efforts needed in preparation for thees#vsession of the intergovernmental
negotiating committee (INC7), being the final sesdiefore the first meeting of the
Conference of the Parties (COP1). He indicaterkthas a need for strategic, policy and
logistical planning on how to move forward to make required progress to be fully ready
for a successful COP1.

B Adoption of the provisional agenda

5. The provisional agenda was adopted unchanged.




C Purpose of the meeting

6. The chair introduced the purpose of the Bureau imgdndicating that he saw it as

an opportunity to develop a very good understandirgrogress to date, particularly in
relation to implementation and ratification of tlénamata Convention, as the meeting
allowed all Bureau members to present an updatetivities and progress in their respective
region. A major objective of the Bureau meetingpisontinue planning for the INC7,
consider the issues to be handled, as well asvi® $@me strategic and policy discussions and
develop logistical plans.

D Update on progresstowardsratification and early implementation, along with
discussions of possible activitieswhich could be undertaken to further support
ratification and early implementation

7. A tour de table of the Bureau members commencdd Mit Lenev, who indicated
that while he had little definitive data, there wandications that a number of countries in the
CEE and Central Asian region, such as Armenia hadRepublic of Moldova, were making
good progress towards ratification. The two wodghsupporting ratification and
implementation organized by the interim secretaniaarly 2015, in Minsk (Belarus) and
Bratislava (Slovakia) had been very successfulreatiprovided excellent opportunities to
discuss activities and challenges. Some discusdiarpotential regional project had
occurred, however it was not clear what the curseatus is. The participation of the Central
Asian countries was welcomed, and they made vesitipe contributions to the discussion.
Their continued participation in future meetingsulebbe appreciated, particularly as this
would also assist them, given the language chadietigey face within the Asia Pacific
region. Mr. Grabner indicated that from the EUtmdithe Central and Eastern Europe
region, a number of countries are ready to ratibuwever have to wait for the ratification by
the EU

8. Ms. Cromnier pointed out that within the EU, a pysgl would be ready to be
presented in the second half of 2015, after whigvould come forward to the Council of
Ministers and the European Parliament. There wepectations that ratification could occur
late in 2016. Ms. Seymour indicated that a nunabeountries within the JUSSCANNZ
regions were making progress towards ratification.

9. Mr. Kapindula indicated that there was a very pesiattitude within the African
region, with a number of projects underway. Theksbops on the Minamata Convention
held during 2014 and early 2015 were very positavel resulted in good progress. He
highlighted the need for a regional meeting to pregor INC7. Mr. Cisse indicated that
Mali had adopted the Convention at a ministeriaéleand hoped to ratify it at the national
level shortly. He noted the importance of involviegjional and subregional organizations,
such as the African Union and SADC in work conddatéthin the region, and further
highlighted that a number of GEF projects for eimgphctivities which have been approved
have not yet commenced.

10. Mr. Xia indicated that a number of countries witkiie Asia Pacific region are
making very good progress. In Japan, the ratificatif the Minamata Convention has been
endorsed by parliament, there remains further aidtr@ttive procedures to be cleared for
concluding the ratification process. Other cowstiare sending their ratification documents
to parliament; however their processes may talevaniore months. In China, the
Convention has been sent to congress for ratifinatit is hoped that many more countries
will ratify during 2015. With regard to the ad hexpert group on financing established at
INC to conduct intersessional work, the region hojpesend forward the names as soon as
possible. It was noted that the designated casiar the Asia Pacific region had already
been provided to the interim secretariat. Mr. Klaasimeh indicated that Jordan was very
close to ratification, with the submission madedbinet. There have been several regional
workshops, and a number of other countries arepalshing towards ratification. He hoped
that, despite the challenges faced within the gbne there will be a significant number of
ratifications.



11. The Chair indicated that there are a number of t@swithin the GRULAC region
who have finished the internal processes and aiténgyéo deposit their instruments of
ratification. The subregional and regional workshavhich have been held have been
extremely useful, but there is a need to organizénér awareness raising processes to
continue good progress.

12. The representative of the interim secretariat iaigid that they had been informed
that Panama, Chad and Mongolia had all completednial processes, but had not yet
deposited their instruments of ratification. Thesre a number of projects being undertaken
with the financial support of China to supportfiatition in countries in Asia Pacific and in
Africa, with more planned for Central Asia. Theeinm secretariat has received a number of
letters from non-signatory countries indicatingythee taking meaningful steps towards
becoming a Party and are therefore eligible foaritial support through the GEF for
enabling activities. There are plans for a higrelevent in the margins of the General
Assembly on 24 September 2015, to be co-hostetidgdvernments of the United States,
Uruguay, Japan and Switzerland, which will provésheopportunity for countries in a

position to do so to deposit their instrumentsadification, acceptance, approval, or
accession. There are still expectations that 50a8by mid-2016 is possible.

13. The Chair indicated that the progress was encougagiowever there was a heed to
keep the enthusiasm and keep moving forward. \kgrkiith regional and other
organizations is key to building and maintainindjtpmal awareness. In that context, the
importance of ceremonial and high level events tician serve to publicise the convention
should be recognized.

E Consideration of activities (past and future) within chemicalsand waste, with a
reflection on their possibleimpactson the futurework under the Minamata Convention

14. The Chair indicated that a number of key intermatl@vents and activities had been
underway since INC6, and he welcomed the oppostidioita discussion of how these may
impact the future work of the Minamata Conventidfe recognized the need for the future
work of the Convention to be centred in key intéioral discussions, such as those with
climate change.

15. Mr. Khashashneh indicated that, in his view, thedbaRotterdam and Stockholm
(BRS) Conventions should be seen as sister cormrentand there should be a special
consideration for Minamata. There are clear lingsveen the conventions, such as
guidelines on mercury waste and GEF issues, and®8hould be made to look for
integrated implementation.

16. Ms. Seymour commented that it is key to keep uplatie- with all relevant
international forums, including but not only thesBg Rotterdam and Stockholm
Conventions, as decisions taken in a number ofigsrmay be complementary to the
Minamata Convention. She also indicated that tieeaegreat deal of work to be done in the
Minamata Convention context and the focus mustrbadvancing the immediate needs of
the Convention. To ensure sufficient informatisravailable to all countries, she proposed
that the interim secretariat develop a documentpéiamy all relevant international activities,
events and decisions and present it as an infasmdticument for INC7. The document
should include relevant BRS developments and dewssias well as information from other
relevant conventions and IOMC organizations. ThaiQlelcomed this proposal, and the
interim secretariat indicated that the preparatibsuch a document was feasible.

17. Mr. Xia noted the need for a wide line of coopeamatiincluding close work with the
UNEP Global Mercury Partnership. The need to ifienew areas of partnership, possibly
with restructuring, was ongoing. Providing summiafprmation from meetings as well as
consolidated information would be useful, and tredreuld be possibility for future
cooperation. It was also essential to considesaurting expertise for specific issues. The
Chair noted two major mechanisms for outreach afatmation sharing, including the
UNEP Global Mercury Partnership, and the IntermatidcConference on Mercury as a Global
Pollutant. One Bureau member noted the potenpipbdunity to collaborate with the
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ICMGP to make available scientific data and tecainiemonstrations on the margins of the
INC or future COPs.”

18. Ms. Cromnier stated that it was important to keéplgstic perspective on the
international work, and consider the developmernhefchemicals and waste cluster as a
whole. Consideration should be given to where arermake the biggest contribution. She
noted that not all activities will be equally beicedl for all parts of the cluster, however the
benefits of the cluster as a whole should be censl The Chair noted the need to keep
abreast of all discussions, and to keep a clear ofgprogress in overall development agenda
discussions. He reminded the Bureau that manlyesietissues are considered by the same
group of people, and it was key to avoid unnecgssgetitions and overloading of people
handling a large number of issues.

19. The Executive Secretary of the Basel, RotterdamSindkholm Conventions

provided (by Skype) a briefing on the outcomeshefBRS Conferences of the Parties held in
May 2015. He presented relevant decisions takémeaConferences, noting that cooperation
was a theme in a number of these decisions. Heaitredl that there had been good
cooperation with the Chemicals Branch of UNEP DTpé&trticularly through the work of a
joint BRS/Chemicals Branch taskforce over the pasat, and looked to strengthen this
cooperation to specifically address a number ofié@sions which had been taken at the
BRS Conferences of the Parties. He looked forw@ifdrther strengthening cooperation,

with further work on the sound management of chatsiand opportunities for synergies and
joint implementation of certain activities.

20. In relation to the technical guidelines for the ieowmentally sound management of
wastes consisting of elemental mercury and wasteaiming or contaminated with mercury
adopted at the Basel COP, the Executive Secrataket forward to a side event at INC7.
The implementation of the guidelines was recognaed challenge, and the role of the
regional centres was key. There had been extedmeassions on the role of the regional
centres and on how to increase their relevancegresing there was a complex network of
regional centres, some of which with specialistsolHe would appreciate further views on
this, particularly through a specialist task fondgich could be set up with the interim
secretariat of the Minamata Convention and the B&3etariat. He also indicated that the
BRS secretariat was happy to provide input, suppudtfeedback for INC7.

21. At the GEF Council held in June 2015, the ExecuBeeretary has presented a
summary of the outcomes of the COPs, and lookétegtotential for further cooperation
with the GEF; including the possibility of crosding work particularly, for example, with
the international waters area. There were plamsdganize a joint retreat for BRS/Minamata
to discuss issues with the GEF.

22. Following the report from the Executive Secretagncerns were raised by the
Bureau members that any cooperative structure ghmmikfficient and effective, and there
should not be a large institutional structure digthbd. There was a need for the regional
centres to focus on the work for which they wesated, and their activities should be
evaluated before adding new tasks. The need fbrrmiional and international cooperation
was highlighted, however, it was noted that natiocoaperation required institutional
strengthening, which would benefit from progresthwie Special ProgrammeConcerns
were raised by Mr. Cisse that we should not ruhsgnergies prior to entry into force of the
Minamata Convention, and that care needed to lEmtaome Bureau members also raised
concerns about the effectiveness of adding a Cemnderof the Parties for the Minamata
Convention to the current COPs of the BRS, paritylas the meeting duration was already
long.

23. The Chair indicated that the focus of the Buread, @ the INC process, was to deal
with mercury issues, and that the focus shouldrbetwat Minamata needs. He welcomed
the opportunity to use the BRS regional centresrg/bieey are available. In considering the

! Special Programme to support institutional strieeming at the national level for implementatioritaf Basel, Rotterdam and
Stockholm Conventions, the Minamata ConventiontaedStrategic Approach to International Chemicainkfement



GEF, he noted that there were some common areagsyo other areas were specific to each
Convention, and this should be taken into account.

24. The interim secretariat then provided an updattheroperationalization of the
Special Programme. At this stage, following a namddf pledges, there are approximately 12
million USD available, noting that the EU has madeontribution of around 11 million
Euros, and Sweden has contributed around 180,00 WShumber of other governments
have also indicated upcoming support. A Programiffieéd to manage the programme
hosted with the Chemicals and Wastes Branch of Uh#&been recruited, and is expected
to be on board in August 2015. The Executive Basid the process of being established,
with two representatives per region. It is hogeat the membership of the Executive Board
will be announced within two weeks, and the firgating will be held before the end of
August. The meeting will need to agree on thesroleprocedures for the Executive Board
and clarify the process to apply for support frévea Epecial Program. The establishment of
the trust fund is underway, and it is hoped thabueces will be available for dissemination
by early 2016.

25. In relation to activities with the GEF, the intergacretariat indicated that joint
retreats with the interim secretariat of the Mintar@onvention, the BRS and the GEF
secretariats had already occurred, with more plngch retreat has had both joint and
separate sections. In relation to the BRS/ChemiBednch task force mentioned by the BRS
Executive Secretary, this method of informally avigéng discussion among the Secretariats
had proved effective to clarify existing cooperatafforts and seek new opportunities.

F Update on activitiesundertaken sincethe Bureau teleconference

26. The interim secretariat provided an update of @w#; informing the Bureau that a
new head for the heavy metals team (which incltlledJNEP Global Mercury Partnership
(GMP) and also the work on lead and cadmium) hadh la@pointed, Mr. Eisaku Toda.

There had been constructive work within the GMRhwi meeting of the partnership area co-
leads held in June. Discussions on how to streanfia GMP work, and make it more
effective and responsive had been positive. Thaeinterest in reorganizing some of the
partnership areas to better reflect current prexit The next meeting of the GMP Advisory
Group is planned to be held back to back with INC7.

27. On the Minamata Convention, twelve countries hasodited their instrument of
ratification, acceptance, or accession with theoditgary. Surveys undertaken in association
with the regional and subregional workshops hagalfghted good progress towards
ratification. Currently, with the support of the@@rnment of China, work is underway at the
national level in a number of countries in Asia &fdca, with additional funding currently
being programmed for Central Asia. As a furtheuheof this support, awareness raising
material has been developed which is availabldhewebsite. These include fact sheets
which endeavour to provide more understandablerdeats without interpreting the text of
the Convention.

28. Financial support for the interim secretariat agldted Convention activities have
been received from Germany, Switzerland, Swedemde, Finland, the Netherlands and the
USA. The European Commission has also providedatantial contribution primarily
supporting the work on guidance required underchgi8 of the Convention. Funding from
Germany will be used to support activities bothemttie Convention such as the
intersessional meeting of the expert group on tiirapand also related work, including an
update to the trade study conducted previousle firfancial situation of the Convention is
currently healthy with sufficient funds to undereake required activities.

29. Preparatory work for INC7 is underway, with disdéaes with Jordan on logistic
issues and also on the host country agreementinitad list of documents for INC7 has been
prepared for discussions. On the intersessiongt o finance, consultations with the co-
chairs have commenced to prepare for the meetmgll of these activities, the interim
secretariat has been cooperating with the seaetsrthe BRS as appropriate.



G Preparations and expectationsfor INC7
0] Progress of the BAT/BEP Expert Group

30. The co-chair of the group of technical experts, 3thn Roberts, provided an update
on the work of the group to date by Skype. He gd&s apologies from his co-chair, Mr.
Adel Shafei Osman, who is on mission for his gowsgnt. Mr. Roberts indicated that the
third meeting of the group was held in PretoriaytBdfrica, in March 2015. Great progress
was made and the co-chair extended his thanks tiveadxperts, particularly the chapter
leads, and also the observers who have put adgahof their time into inter-sessional work
He indicated that the draft guidancelmst available techniques and best environmental
practices (BAT/BEP)on mercury emissions was published on the MinaGatavention
website on 18 June 2015, with an introductory abra@ind four chapters for the source
categories set out in Annex D of the tréatile noted that the two source categories relating
to coal in Annex D are dealt with in a single cleayh the draft guidance. Additionally, the
chapter on waste incineration contains more con&xbformation than the other three
chapters, in consideration of the likelihood tha¢i@tors may have less expertise and
understanding of technical issues.

31. He noted that the text is a co-chairs’ draft, &dlwas not time for a full meeting of
the experts to clear the document, but that thehies very broad support from the experts. It
should be considered a work in progress. Thentainly covers the technical issues, while
introductory text with background and context gblbe finalized. He indicated that care
needed to be taken in ensuring a balance betweds:thof the Convention, and producing a
useful document. The focus of the guidance wasoortrolling mercury emissions from
relevant sources, although it touches on crossareféiécts and notes the importance of
managing releases. Text on the steps to be taldgriding BAT has been included after
careful negotiation within the group of experts.ditibnally, he indicated that there are some
case studies, which it is suggested will not be pfthe formal guidance adopted by the
COP.

32. He informed the Bureau that the comment phaseisrgthdance closes at the end of
July, a timetable which is necessary to ensureideretion of all comments by the fourth
meeting of the group scheduled to be held in Stolcktin early September 2015 and the
preparation of the guidance document in languageBNiC7. A full report, including
information on how comments were dealt with, wél frovided to INC7. He requested the
Bureau to encourage submission of comments fromragion, to ensure a broad range of
comments from across the spectrum of stakeholdarscularly from countries with more
limited technical capacity which may focus on wigetthe guidance provides useful
information.

33. The co-chair reminded the Bureau that the mandatee@roup also included the
preparation of three other guidance documentse fif$t is guidance on support for Parties
in implementing the measures set out in paragraphasticle 8, in particular in determining
goals and in setting emissions limit values. Tt¢eps of this guidance appears wider than
technical issues, and the co-chair suggestedtibahterim secretariat could be asked to
prepare the draft guidance for consideration byt taking into consideration advice
from the expert group.

34. Other guidance required by Article 8 of the Coni@mnincludes guidance on criteria
that Parties may develop pursuant to paragraph &) guidance on the methodology for
preparing inventories of emissions. These docusnar being revised by the interim
secretariat for consideration at the fourth meeting

35. The co-chair concluded that there is still a lotvoirk, and the interim secretariat is
required to do a significant amount of synthesis @rafting over the next period followed by

2 draft guidance on best available techniques astidsevironmental practices (BAT/BEP) for contraiiand where feasible reducing
mercury emissions to the atmosphere, as set duticle 8 of the Minamata Convention on Mercury.
3http://mercuryconvention.org/Negotiations/BATBEPEXG roup/CommentsonBATBEPguidance/tabid/4545/Defaapx



the Stockholm meeting in early September. He esipbd the request to the Bureau to
encourage comments from countries within theiraegiHe indicated that, at the next

Bureau meeting, he would highlight points raisedrduthe comment phase, and was keen to
work with the Bureau to consider the process ferdbcuments to be considered at INC7.

36. The Chair thanked the co-chair for his detaile@fing. The Bureau agreed that the
guidance required in paragraph 8b of Article 8 omssions had elements which were
broader than a purely technical scope, and thantham secretariat could prepare this
guidance, in consultation with the group of techhexperts. Ms. Seymour suggested that it
may be useful to have the individual chapters efBIAT/BEP guidance presented to the INC
by the chapter leads, as this would reinforce thbaj nature of the work which had been
undertaken in developing the guidance. The inteeoretariat took note of this, and agreed
to raise it further with the co-chairs of the extggoup. The Chair reiterated the need for
useful comments to be submitted to the interimetadiat, and encouraged the Bureau
members to reach out to their regions.

(i) Planning for the meeting of the ad hoc working group of expertson
financing

37. The interim secretariat provided a report on ttaping for the meeting of the ad
hoc working group of experts on financing. Nomioas have been received as follows:
Africa (Egypt, Gabon and Nigeria); Asia Pacific {@ India, Japan, Jordan and Malaysia);
Central and Eastern Europe (Latvia and the Fornugio¥lav Republic of Macedonia);
GRULAC (Argentina, Brazil and Cuba); and WEOG (Bwopean Commission, Germany,
the Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland and the UStates of America). As agreed by the
INC6, Greg Filyk (Canada) and Gillian Guthrie (Jaraawill serve as co-chairs, while the
meeting will be supported by the presence of thailGf the INCand, as observers, the GEF
secretariat. A number of technical advidoosn relevant institutions may be invited by the
co-chairs to attend as observers.

38. The interim secretariat indicated that logisti@agements were underway, following
an offer from Brazil to host the meeting. The nregets scheduled from 26 to 29 October
2015, and the intention is to have a retreat-stgténg. Financial support has been obtained.

39. The interim secretariat is preparing the necessacikground documents for the
meeting, in line with the request from INC6, withlacument on possible hosting institutions
for the specific international programme in prefiarg and a comment phase on the mandate
of the group currently underway. The interim stamiat further clarified that the request for
input on the mandate was included in the repoth@fcontact group at INC6, and was agreed
by the committee as part of agreeing to the outsooh¢he group. The interim secretariat
indicated that the discussion of the financial éssat the regional meeting has provided
valuable input which is also being compiled for sideration by the expert group.

40. The Chair noted the report of progress on thihligbted the need for further inputs,
and encouraged countries to make submissionssmegard.

(iii) Cooperation with the GEF secretariat, including the GEF Scientific and
Technical Advisory Pand (STAP)

41. The representative of the secretariat of the GBFiged, by Skype report on
activities undertaken since INC6. He indicated tha request from INC6 to expand
eligibility for enabling activities to include nasignatories who provided evidence of
substantial progress towards becoming a Partyetdlinamata Convention had been
approved by the GEF council through an intersessiprocess in February 2015. The format
of the letter to indicate progress had been agmasdia number of letters have been
submitted, although no projects are yet operativedl Minamata Initial Assessments
(MIAs) are underway with a number of signatory doi@s, and requests for projects on
National Action Plans for Artisanal and Small-sc@leld Mining (ASGM) have been
received from Mozambique and Cote d’lvoire. In Ju@e work programme, a full size
project on PVC manufacture in China was approveédgchvwould deal with around 320 tons
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of mercury per year. A project on what would bede for effectiveness evaluation was
also submitted, and a monitoring project is undgrite further indicated that the GEF
secretariat would continue to work with the intesactretariat in the preparation of the
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between the C@dPthe Council of the GEF. He
also indicated the need for countries to be mor@eawf the eligibility criteria, and the need
for further work on mercury use in the ASGM sectbie looked forward to providing a full
report at INC7. He also indicated that a movie higtiing the GEF work on mercury was in
preparation, and was expected to be released f&¥x1CO

42. Ms. Seymour thanked the GEF for the report, anctated that the GEF’s work is
appreciated. She however shared concerns expregsenne in her region that any work of
the STAP on mercury, which it is undertaking witle Global Mercury Partnership, in
cooperation with others, that is intended to cbote to the Minamata Convention and its
effectiveness evaluation need to be considerecaddrsed by the Convention’s governing
body.

43. The GEF secretariat clarified that part of the ofithe GEF was consideration of
the development of a strategy for GEF7 that wasibln with suitable targets for mercury
reduction. As a contribution to this, the GEF stamiat had asked the STAP to compile
information, considering additionally import expfidws and to look within sectors. A
UNEP monitoring project was considering in moreadstthe information from certain
environmental media, and also what methods ardad@i This was part of the evolution
from the small mercury programme in GEF5, throughdlear mercury programme in GEF6
and planning for the programme in GEF7.

44, The Chair indicated that he was aware of a numbpossible projects considering
marine monitoring in both GRULAC and in the Pacifide noted the need for cooperation
consistency, and coordination in implementatioavoid any duplication and any differing
approaches in such projects. He indicated thaetbeuld be benefits in bringing together
proponents to discuss projects in more detalil.

45. Mr. Cisse indicated the need for different projeothave the same tool to ensure
comparable data. The interim secretariat indictttatithe UNEP toolkit on inventories was
already being used by many countries within thatrdl assessment.

46. In further discussions, the Bureau discussed caosadvout the extra work being
undertaken by STAP, while noting that it is necessa ensure structures are in place to
allow effectiveness evaluation. The need for atyehscussion was highlighted. It was
noted that useful projects which meet country nebdsild not be blocked, but that priority
may be given to projects which also meet the neggther comparable data.

47. Ms. Seymour highlighted bilateral cooperation oneugy being undertaken by the
US and Japan. She noted monitoring is a key driediepest, and there is an effort to explore
collaboration with other countries in this regantough the GEF. The Chair indicated that it
would be useful for coastal monitoring data to bevéred in a cooperative way, and there
may be use in having a few projects merge to ersumsistency.

48. In discussing the guidance for the GEF, the emegehtwo conflicting views was
highlighted, with some considering that the intesecretariat of the Minamata Convention
should develop joint guidance with the BRS secratt#inat includes a list of synergetic
projects, while others considered that the intex@tretariat should work directly with the
GEF secretariat on the development of Minamataipggidance. It was noted that a
criticism of the GEF mechanism raised by some énpghst is the impression that priorities
for projects are sometimes heavily influenced bigidie entities instead of the recipient
countries.

49. The interim secretariat indicated that it had a/\god relationship with the GEF
secretariat. There was likely to be a joint retieaonjunction with the fourth session of the
International Conference on Chemicals Managem€&@i4), however there would still be
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individual discussions between the convention sadets and the GEF, as well as joint
discussions. The interim secretariat further hggited that the regional and subregional
workshops had provided good opportunities to woitk wountries, the GEF secretariat and
implementing agencies. The UNEP GEF team wasnguttirward several projects at a
regional level, and other implementing agenciesevedso putting projects forward. There
was good cooperation between implementing agengégscularly through the meetings in
the margins of regional workshops. The UNEP GHEtavould shortly be strengthened by
a new staff member, and the overall aim of all enpénting agencies was to ensure all
interested and eligible countries would be abléaeelop a MIA.

50. The Chair noted the progress to date, and higldigtite need to ensure awareness of
the GEF focal points of the work of the chemicdlster, as it is an area of which many have
limited awareness.

(iv) Expected working documentsfor INC7

51. The interim secretariat provided an update of psegdalocuments for INC7, which
had been developed based on the mandates givéidsy hnd also on the requests from the
Final Act which had not yet been put forward. Bhricture of the proposed provisional
agenda for INC7 was presented. This followed thectire of the agenda for INC6, which
grouped issues based on priorities as identifigderFinal Act of the Conference of
Plenipotentiaries on the Minamata Convention. TheeBu agreed that this was a good
approach.

52. The process for developing the MoU with the GEF digsussed, and the interim
secretariat clarified that the document would keppred in consultation with the secretariat
of the GEF, and would be based on lessons leamtest practices from existing MoUs.
The interim secretariat also indicated that theulddd@onsult with the BRS secretariat to
address any concerns with the ongoing functionirtge MoU.

53. INC6 had left the decision of whether to put thieswf procedure for the
Conference of the Parties forward for discussioN&t7 in the hands of the Bureau. The
Bureau agreed that these rules should be consifletédr, and requested the interim
secretariat to prepare a paper accordingly. Omed&umember asked whether draft rules of
procedure for the implementation and compliancerondtae should be presented. The
interim secretariat indicated that the Conventext tequired the implementation and
compliance committee to develop and adopt its rolggocedure at its first meeting, after
which they would be approved by the ConferencéefRarties. The members of the
implementation and compliance Committee are tolésted at the first meeting of the
Conference of the Parties, so INC7 may wish to icemgotential members on a preliminary
basis, noting that members for this committee wogled to be drawn from Parties.

54. There was a request from the African region foritamithl information on projects
underway. It was agreed that information on ajgets underway would be useful, and the
compilation should include, as far as possiblegrimiation on GEF projects and also on those
funded through bilateral arrangements. The intageretariat was encouraged to reach out
to both donor and recipient countries to obtaitaslé information for the information
document. The Chair indicated that this could berg good way to highlight work
undertaken under the Convention, and could seruweotuilise press coverage. One Bureau
member asked if the Secretariat would be in aiposib receive reports of mercury-related
activities from countries, and to make them avadaither on the website or elsewhere. The
interim secretariat agreed this was possible.

55. The need for very focused and informed discussibhiNC7 was raised, particularly
as this may influence the success of COPL1. Sigmificoncerns regarding the lack of
submissions were highlighted, as, at the close@ttibmission periods, submissions had
been received from only six countries, one regi@tainomic integration organization and
one non-governmental organization, and that thaelsessions were only from only two
regions. It was also noted that an offer to hlostsecretariat had been received. It was noted
that the original dates for closing of submissiaese set to accommodate the INC7 being
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held in late 2015. The Bureau expressed that ila@vbe feasible, given the postponement of
the session until March 2016, to extend the deadbinall submissions, along with an
encouragement of further submissions by the Buasalinterim secretariat to ensure
adequate submissions for a robust discussion. Blineau agreed that the deadline for all
submissions (with the exception of the comment pliasBAT/BEP) should be extended
until 31 August 2015, and also agreed that the 8ureould encourage further submissions,
particularly from additional regions. The Bureautiier requested the interim secretariat to
inform governments of their decision.

()] Summary of submissionsreceived following request from secr etariat

56. As indicated above, submissions had been receread d& limited number of
countries, and only from two regions. The Bureacided to extend the deadline for all
submissions (as stated above with the exceptitimeofomment phase for BAT/BEP) to
ensure robust documents for INC7.

(vi) Strategic planning for INC7 and beyond

57. The Chair highlighted the need for excellent plagrfor INC7, particularly
considering the expectation that there would narbéNC8. He raised the question of
whether a 6 day meeting was required, noting theqatents for this. INC4 was six days,
reflecting the need to gather all views to suppfeetnegotiation. INC5 was six days
reflecting the need to reach agreement on all &sppéthe Convention text. For INC6, a five
day meeting had been considered sufficient. Coriagléhe need to resolve as many issues
as possible at INC7, there may be a need for adaititime. Careful consideration of the
issues, and strategic planning on how to manags #ilem, will be needed. To facilitate
that, the Bureau may wish to consider a furthereBurmeeting in January 2016, immediately
prior to regional meetings. There would then bighier Bureau meetings at INC7 to continue
discussions.

58. The Bureau was generally supportive of a six dagtng, however did raise the
guestion on the day spread of the meeting. Itvedsd that the opening day should be on a
working day in the host country, to facilitate adlence by high-level delegates at an opening
session. Mr. Xia provided the option used in othenventions of holding the meeting over
only a single weekend to maximise the work-lifedpale of delegates, who otherwise would
lose two weekends to travel and meeting partiappatiT his will be further considered in
consultation with the host country.

59. The need for smaller groups was considered, howewers agreed that the number

of structure of such groups would need to be detedncloser to the meeting, when it was
clearer which technical and policy challenges thvegee. There was a need to plan for useful
side events and technical meetings, including geglrio highlight success to date, as this can
be important as a means of outreach and awaresiss®yr The concept of whether there
should be breaks scheduled within the timetableadsss briefly considering, noting that

these can be a useful opportunity for socialisatiod informal discussions. The opportunity
for industry to bring forward presentations on tealbgies was raised, with the option of
having an event similar to the Science Fair aBR& COPS put forward.

(vii) Challenges and opportunitiesat INC7, including role of Bureau
members

60. The Chair raised the need to increase awarendhe oked to ratify the Convention,
in particular to take part in the decision makimggess at COP1. Ms. Seymour indicated her
country’s view that consensus decisions are extyeimmportant in that they demonstrate a
political commitment to implementation of the Contien, resulting in the environmental
benefit. She therefore expressed the hope thabtigructive and inclusive spirit of the INC
process would continue.
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61. The need for overall endorsement and ownershipnaflsr group discussions by the
whole of INC7 was noted as important for overaticess. Challenges should be considered
from both the technical and the political perspegtand the broader agenda of other issues
should be considered. The selection of co-chairsraller groups is key, and all of the
experiences of potential co-chairs should be téakinconsideration.

(viii)  Draft scenario notefor INC7

62. The Chair reminded the Bureau that the scenari® whtch had been circulated has
a similar structure from previous notes. It ceveey aspects about INC7, however does not
provide details on how many contact groups, or Widpics would be sent to smaller groups,
as these decisions would be taken by the Bureawediately before, or even during, INC7.

63. The Bureau indicated that they would like to sethter information on the priorities
set out in the Final Act included in the scenatenas well as flagging the rules of
procedure as a key priority. The Chair noted trarments, and indicated that Bureau
members would have a further ten days to provigensents on the draft.

(ix) Regional preparationsfor INC7

64. The Chair recognized the value of regional prepayanheetings to assist countries in
their preparation for the INC, particularly as #herere a large number of issues, both
technical and political. He noted that consideraghould be given to ensuring attendance
by BAT/BEP experts and also finance experts to engoderstanding of the work
undertaken in these intersessional processes.

65. The interim secretariat presented progress in thanization of regional meetings,
indicating that following a letter from the UNEP &tutive Director calling for funding, some
earmarked funding had come forward, with other tioem indicating their intention to
support the meetings. The meetings would be cad/@rmhen documents are available in
languages, with current tentative plans for thetmge to be held as follows: Asia Pacific —
3 days — in the third week of January; CEE — 2 daiysthe fourth week of January; Africa —
3 days — in the first week of February; GRULAC days — in the second week of February.
Currently locations are being determined, withidhiinterest being expressed by some
countries to host the meetings. There would bergt to add an additional day to each
meeting to include work on BRS. The interim seamiat also invited WEOG to consider
whether they would be interested in a regional ar&fory meeting, as this could also be
arranged. Mr. Kapindula highlighted the need Fase regional meetings to be more
strategic, rather than the information sharing Wwitiad been the focus of the previous BRS
regional meeting. The Chair highlighted that therada should be developed in consultation
with the interim secretariat, and should be stngttiuo meet the needs of the region. The
participation of regional organizations in the nregs should be encouraged.

66. The Chair noted that it was important for Bureaunrbers to check the proposed
dates, and consider their availability. He noteat there will be interpretation at the regional
meetings, and also highlighted the need for intggtion at the INC. The interim secretariat
noted that anticipated finance for the regional tings would include coverage of
interpretation. In relation to interpretation fegional groups at the INC, contracting
interpretation services was always challengingt esuld not be organized directly by UNEP
through conference services and a separate contagatequired.

67. For the regional consultations held back to badk WNC7, the Chair highlighted the

possibility of a combination of intraregional amderregional discussions, depending on
needs expressed. There may also be the possifilityechnical briefing if required.
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x) Logistical planning for INC7

68. The interim secretariat indicated that there vegrgoing discussions with the
Government of Jordan regarding their offer to hN§&7. The Government is very keen to
host the meeting, however notes that there ardfisigmt costs in holding an INC. The
Government of Jordan would welcome additional faialhsupport to assist in ensuring a
successful INC7 meeting, recognizing with thanksgupport already provided by the
Government of Switzerland. The interim secretandicated that funding to support local
costs would need to be provided directly to the €@oment of Jordan. UNEP would not be
in a position to support any local costs such esrderence venue, technical equipment,
provision of local security, provision of local figport, any hospitality and any other local
costs associated with the meeting. Governmentswehie interested in supporting the
government of Jordan with local costs for INC7 ddawontact the government directly, and
fund these costs through bilateral arrangementsndication of support had been received
by the interim secretariat which would cover therémental UNEP costs for the meeting
associated with hosting a meeting outside a UN @entihe interim secretariat planned to
reiterate the call for financial resources to suppte host government, and would make this
call more formally.

69. The conference facilities requested will have #mlity to handle smaller groups as
needed. The interim secretariat is currently dmjag a visit to Jordan to make further
progress on these issues.

H. Next Bureau meetings before INC7

70. The Chair highlighted the need to plan an addififexze to face meeting of the
Bureau, considering that this should be held ityelmuary 2016 back to back with a
regional preparatory meeting in preparation for ™WN@s usual, the Bureau would meet
throughout the INC to monitor progress and dedhwgsues.

l. Any other issuesraised by the Bureau

71. No additional issues were raised by the Bureaicldsing the meeting, the Chair
thanked the Bureau members for their hard workrasgonsiveness. He looked forward to
meeting with others working on chemicals in the gimanf the ICCM, as this provides a
useful opportunity to consult on a number of issuéte thanked Mr. Lenev for his
hospitality, and indicated that all had enjoyedrthisit to Moscow. He thanked the interim
secretariat for their work in organizing the Bureageting, and looked forward to close
contact with the interim secretariat in the comimgnths. Mr. Lenev then thanked the
Bureau for their participation and highlighted theefulness of having the Bureau meeting in
the Russian Federation, noting that a press refeasethe Ministry of the Environment had
been issued, which set out the importance of thev@ution and the need for its ratification.
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