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This document is a draft of a report being prepared by UNEP-WCMC under contract to the Ministry of
Environment of Finland as part of a project supported by the Nordic Council of Ministers. The report
will amengst other things inform discussion during an expert workshop to be convened by the UNEF
in September 2021, and all invited participants are encouraged to read it, paying particular attention
to the section on “options for action™.

This draft is being circulated for comment by relevant MEA secretariats and the SAICM Secretariat, as
well as 3 number of independent experts, and to all others invited by the UNEF Law Division to
participate in the expert workshop. In this document you will find the draft text of the report, but not
the annexes. These will be sent to you separately in early September.

We are aware that more work needs to be done on the draft report, and further examples of work
already being done would be helpful in particular. We are alse aware that the “options for action™ and
“next steps” require further thought and work. However, these sections will benefit from discussion
in the expert workshop, and we are awaiting that input.

While we recognise that everyone contacted already has a very full agenda, we would appreciate any
assistance that you are able to provide us including the following:

{a) provide any feedback, positive or negative, on the document contents

{b) provide specific comment where you wish to do so

{c) identify any key sources of information that you belisve we might have missed

{d) identify any further examples of good practice you believe might be useful to include

{e) carefully consider the options for action and how these could be improved

Any feedback should be sent to jerry.harmson@ unep-womc.org. We would welcome feedback at any

time and in anv format. If vou want vour feedback to be considered im advance of the expe:

Annex 3 — Further detail on the options for action

The following text expands on the options for action set cut in the bedy of the report (from page 35,
using the same numbering. First the summary from the text is repeated and then further detail set
out as a number of examples for action. This is 2 work in progress and intended to provide a food for
thought” for discussion during the workshop. After the workshop the text will be edited and
augmented based on feedback and on other examples describedsuggested by workshop participants.

Option 1: Ensure that opportunities are in ploce for national focal points of the different MEAs and
processes to work together on issues of mutual interest, sharing information and experience and
building relationships. Their interaction should relate to both the governance and advisory processes
of the different MEAs and processes where there are overlapping interests, and to implementation
and 35 approprigte reporting. Interaction amongst national focal points also relates to most of the
other options identified, as national focal points have a potential role to play in ensuring links to formal
processes. This should include emgaging the MEA focal points in work on implementing the 2030
Apgenda for Sustainable Development, and where appropriate involving them in the work of
internaticnal development cooperation.

Examples of actions at the national level:
Appointment and organization of national focal points and deciding how they will work is a

national decisionfaction, and how interaction is organized will depend on national
circumstances, including whether it is formal or informal in naturs.

Consideration can be given to how to increase cooperation amongst national focal points
within countries with respect to implementation, preparing for intergovernmental meetings,
and so on.

For example, use of national committees, commissicns, etc, as regular meetings of focal points
to MEAs and SAICM can help create commen understanding and further collaboration.
Consideration also needs to be given to building experience of national focal points over time,
and sharing that experience when focal points change.

Examples of su rting actions that could be taken by MEAs/processes:
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We are aware that more work needs to be done on the draft report, and further examples of work
already being done would be helpful in particular. We are also aware that the “options for action™ and
“next steps” require further thought and work. However, these sections will benefit from discussion
in the expert workshop, and we are awaiting that input.

While we recognise that everyone contacted already has a very full agenda, we would appreciate any
assistance that you are able to provide us including the following:
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Options for action

Key areas of mutual interest across sectors  (paragraph 77)

Potential impacts of chemicals and waste

Pathways of entry and movement

Using biodiversity to reduce impacts

Understanding implications of damage to biodiversity
Eliminating/reducing impacts on biodiversity
Achieving a more integrated approach

Promoting cooperative action

Improving delivery and impact of existing initiatives



Options for action

Options for...

a) Strengthening relationships for national implementation

b) Strengthening national planning

c) Building collaboration in key areas underpinning implementation
d) Developing and using the necessary knowledge base

e) Advancing international initiatives
(paragraphs 80-84)



Annex 3 — Further detail on the options for action

The following text expands on the options for action set cut in the body of the report (from page 33,
using the same numbering. First the summary from the text is repeated and then further detail set
out as a number of examples for action. This is a work in progress and intended to provide a food for
thought' for discussion during the workshop. After the workshop the text will be edited and
augmented based on feedback and on other examples describedsuggested by workshop participants.

Option 1: Ensure thot opportunities are in place for notional focal points of the different MEAs and
processes to work together on issues of mutual interest, sharing information and experience and
building relationships. Their interaction should relate to both the governance and advisory processes
of the different MEAs and processes where there are overlapping interests, and to implementation
and as appropriate reporting. Interaction amongst national focal points also relates to most of the
other options identified, as national focal points have a potential role to play in enswring links to formal
processes. This should include engaging the MEA focal points in work on implementing the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development, and where approprizte involving them in the work of
intermational development cooperation.

Examples of actions at the national level:

*  Appointment and organization of nationzal focal points and deciding how they will work is a
naticnal decisionfaction, and how interaction is organized will depend on national
circumistances, including whether it is formal or imformal in nature.

Consideration can be given to how to increase cooperation amongst national focal points
within countries with respect to implementation, preparing for intergovernmental meetings,
and so on.

For example, use of national committees, commissions, etc, as regular meetings of focal points
to MEAs and SAICM can help create common understanding and further collaboration.
Conszideration also needs to be given to building experience of national focal points over time,
and sharing that experience when focal points change.

Complements the ‘options for
action’ section of study report

Summary paragraph on the
option Is the same

Examples of possible action
for each of the options

Intended as ‘food for thought’
to support discussion



Options for action

Next steps (paragraph 85)

* Post-2020 and beyond 2020 processes

« Communicate outcome to:

— secretariats
— MEA meetings, ICCM and UNEA
— national focal points, management authorities, etc

* Prepare appropriate concept notes, guidance, etc
* |dentify further steps for UNEP and other UN entities



. NUTUETL  DBacelluLllel, redcial Wilive 1ob Wuie Enviturimerit - (FJEiN ),
Switzerland

e Patrick Umuhoza. Rwanda Environment Management Authority (REMA)

 Claudia ten Have, Secretariat of Minamata Convention

» Kerstin Stendahl, UNEP, Regional Seas Programme

15:20-15:30 | Break while moving to the breakout groups

Workshop
programme
identifies relevant
parts of the study
report to discussion

t

15:30-16:35 | Discussion in smaller groups on “options for action”: These discussions will draw
on the study report and in particular annex 3, but these inputs should provide food
for thought’ for discussion rather than restrict it.

Breakout groups:

a) Strengthening institutional and focal points structures to enhance national
implementation (focusing on options 1-3 in paragraph 80 of the study report, and
the related part of annex 3)

b) Strengthening national planning and mainstreaming including links to 2030
Agenda (focusing on options 4-6 in paragraph 81 of the study report, and the
related part of annex 3)

c) Coordination of cross-cluster collaborative activities and projects in the key

option 16 in paragraph 84 of the study report, and the related parts of annex 3)

> areas and resource mobilization (focusing on options 7-8 in paragraph 82 and

16:35-17:00 | Reports back from breakout groups

Friday 24 September

14:00-14:10 ‘ Recap and introduction to the day’s work




Late thoughts

Comments from reviewers relating to options for action

» Cooperation and ‘political profile’

* Potential role of BLG, EMG

 Joint programmes of work

* Engagement of private sector
 Biodiversity reducing chemical input

» Other instruments (e.g. air pollution)

* Regional offices, regional conventions
* Local action
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