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Persistent Organic
Pollutants Review
Committee

Twelfth meeting

Rome, 19-23 September
2016

Provisional agenda

1. Opening of the meeting.
2. Organizational matters:
(a) Adoption of the agenda;
(b) Organization of work.
3. Rotation of the membership.
4. Technical work:
(a) Consideration of draft risk profiles:
(i) Dicofol;

(i) Pentadecafluorooctanoic acid (CAS No: 335-67-1, RFO
perfluorooctanoic acid), its salts and PFOA-related
compounds;

(b) Consideration of a draft risk management evaluation
short-chain chlorinated paraffins;



(c) Consideration of recommendations to the Conferehdee

10.

Parties:
(i) Decabromodiphenyl ether (commercial mixture, c-&&xa);
(i)  Unintentional releases of hexachlorobutadiene;

(d) Consolidated guidance on alternatives to perfluctaoe
sulfonic acid and its related chemicals;

(e) Process for the evaluation and review of bromindiptenyl
ethers pursuant to paragraph 2 of parts IV and Xnofex A
to the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants.

Report on activities for effective participationthre work of the
Committee.

Workplan for the intersessional period betweenwedfth and
thirteenth meetings of the Committee.

Venue and date of the thirteenth meeting of the @ittae.
Other matters.

Adoption of the report.

Closure of the meeting.
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REPORT OF THE MEETINGS

The twelfth meeting of the Persistent Organic Rafits Review Committee
(POPRC-12) to the Stockholm Convention on Perdis@manic Pollutants took
place from 19-23 September 2016 in Rome, ltalytdial, over 130 participants
attended the meeting, including all of the 31 Cottesi members, 57 government
observers, 40 representatives of non-governmentglan@ations, and four
representatives of intergovernmental organizations.

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RISK PROFILES:

Dicofol: On Monday, the Secretariat introduced the drak profile and the related
comments and responses (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/2 and
UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/INF/4). He recalled that théstteton the draft risk profile
on dicofol was deferred to POPRC-12 to allow tinoe $takeholders to provide
additional information, which was subsequently cdeed by the intersessional
working group.

Marcus Richards (Saint Vincent and the Grenadin€kgir of the intersessional
working group, presented the draft risk profileghighting that the sections on
persistence, adverse effects and LRET had beentaghda@n persistence, he noted
that the two isomers of dicofol have different lisvef persistence, with p,p-dicofol
being more persistent than 0,pdicofol. On adverse effects, he reported that
information on possible links to autism spectruisodilers had been added. On LRET,
he reported on further discussions around the U&Dd isomers as a tracer for the
presence of dicofol far from points of its use, dnat there were observations of the
presence of DDT as a contaminant of dicofol as wasllcases where DDT was
detected that indicated that dicofol was not thers® Richards reported that the
group had concluded that dicofol is likely, as aufe of its LRET, to lead to
significant adverse human health and environmezftatts such that global action is
warranted.

China asked why the evaluation on dicbfd persistence was based on studies of
water with a pH of 5. Emphasizing that China hasppéd producing dicofol, he
expressed concern that the draft report looked rhkeean evaluation against the
criteria of Annex D than Annex E and lacked evidentLRET.

Indonesia noted the need to focus on new informapoovided during the
intersessional period and suggested further dismuss dicofol s persistence in
different environmental conditions and of the twibedlent isomers (p,p -dicofol and
o,p -dicofol).

Pakistan asked whether the report could provideendata and information about
the countries that had phased out dicofol and @&dlefurther discussion of bracketed
text on ecotoxicological effects.

Japan noted that the last sentence in paragraphnti8@ted that further mixture
toxicity of dicofol and other organochlorine compds had not been confirmed, and
11



suggested rewording the conclusion in paragraphobbthe toxicity of dicofol, DDT
and other organochlorines to saymay be;, instead of* is,” a cause of concern
for humans and wildlife.

Pesticide Action Network (PAN) stated that the tidéarly showed that dicofol
meets all criteria in Annex E. She said althoughy oone country is currently
producing dicofol, the chemical is still used inngacountries, and that global action
is warranted.

An observer from India lamented that the draft dimt incorporate comments
submitted by his country. Noting Indias “ resistancé to this draft risk profile, he
said the evaluation on LRET was not very spec#in. observer from the Russian
Federation supported the concerns highlighted byothserver from India and noted
that the conclusion in paragraph 150 on persistémcil contradicts information
provided earlier in the draft.

A contact group, chaired by Richards, was estagdish

On Tuesday, Richards reported to plenary that timtact group had gone through
the entire document and fulfilled its mandate tase the draft, which was available
as a conference room paper (CRP).

On Wednesday, the Secretariat introduced the mvideaft risk profile
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.7) and draft decision
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.6). She also introducevised version of the draft
risk profile (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.9), as suleahitty contact group Chair
Richards after he had noticed that the previousieoerdid not fully reflect the
discussion of the contact group.

Iran supported the draft risk profile, given thevnieaformation added in the contact
group.

Iran supported the draft risk profile, given thevnieaformation added in the contact
group.

An observer from India said that the waters and 8 %oil in India are neutral and

that dicofol would not be persistent in these cbads. He underscored that India
would ask for® an exemptiori.

The Committee then adopted the draft risk profilgh the amendments outlined in
CRP.9, and the draft decision.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.1ZRP.6), the
POPRC:

» adopts the risk profile for dicofol,

» decides that dicofol is likely, as a result of LRET, to lead to significant
adverse human health and environmental effects thathglobal action is
warranted,;

» also decides to establish an intersessional worgmgp to prepare a risk
management evaluation that includes an analysigpasfsible control
measures for dicofol in accordance with Annex Ehef Convention; and

* invites parties and observers to submit informasipacified in Annex F to
the Secretariat before 9 December 2016.
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PFOA, its salts and PFOA-related compounds:On Monday afternoon, the
Secretariat introduced the draft risk profile (UNEGPS/POPRC.12/3), additional
information (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/INF/5), and commeaid responses to the
draft risk profile (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/INF/6 andrFi6lAdd.1).

Rameshwar Adhikari (Nepal), Chair of the intersasal working group, presented
the draft risk profile, concluding that, based ds high level of persistence,
bioaccumulation, toxicity, widespread occurrenceemvironmental compartments,
abundant presence in humans and remote areasloandlsnination rate, PFOA, its
salts and PFOA-related compounds are likely, asaltrof LRET, to lead to adverse
human health and environmental effects such tludaglaction is warranted.

Philippe Grandjean, an invited expert from the @nsity of Southern Denmark and
Harvard University, delivered a presentation on tiwacological characteristics of
PFOA, noting that it is a multi-organ toxicant thaaterferes with cholesterol
metabolism. Grandjean highlighted evidence indigathat PFOA has “very strong
endocrine disrupting properties” and interfereshwéctation physiology in women,
shortening the time they are able to breastfeed, raduces the effectiveness of
vaccines in children who have been exposed to PH@Areastmilk.

China observed a difference between the diagrarthefstructural formula for
PFOA and PFOA-related substances and the formweided in the paragraph on
chemical identity, noting that the latter indicateight carbon molecules and the
former includes only seven. Indonesia noted therkess data on branched PFOA.
Australia, supported by Luxembourg, suggested upglathe chemical identity
information to the newest European Chemicals Agerpyrt. Belarus suggested that
the names of the substances to be controlled lhediet in the body of the draft risk
profile, rather than in the appendix.

Switzerland drew attention to a CRP she had subedjitvhich presents a literature
review on past and ongoing sources and emissionPFDA, its salts and
PFOA-related chemicals. Austria recalled the PORR&V/aluation of PFOS as an
example of the inclusion of precursors, and undeest the need to include
PFOA-related chemicals, including both precursaord degradants, because of their
significant market share. Australia further noté& importance of degradation of
PFOA-related chemicals and informed members abdiRB he had submitted that
concludes that fluorotelomer-based polymers areoarce of fluorotelomer and
perfluorinated compounds to the environment.

Pakistan and an observer from the Russian Federatiggested updates to the
information on production, with the observer frome tRussian Federation stating that
they had conducted a survey and found no evidehgeoduction.

Sweden reported that studies of otters in Sweddrsaals in the Baltic Sea indicate
an increasing trend of PFOA in the environment,clvfdontradicts a statement in the
draft risk profile that there is a decreasing trend

The International POPs Elimination Network (IPENjcounted several legal
actions against companies related to PFOA anddsthtd industry was aware of, but
did not disclose, the effects of PFOA. She urged@ommittee to include the “full
suite” of PFOA-related compounds, including flu@lomer compounds.

An observer from South Africa stated that the ratteabsorption is evidence of
acute toxicity and an endocrine disrupting chemicadfighlighting the
intergenerational effects of PFOA, she recalled tine POPRC is a “scientific
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committee whose mandate does not accommodate aogorae or political
interests.”

An observer from India emphasized the need for samlrity, stating that there is a
lack of environmentally-friendly and technicallyafgble alternatives.

An observer from China suggested that the Commifig¢her review the
degradation of PFOA, its salts and related compsuwanatd said that the scope of
PFOA-related compounds is not clearly defined drad wwork should continue. He
further suggested clarification and work on whetbRET occurs through air or water,
stating that the evidence for transport by watemislear.

An observer from the US cited recent regulatoryoast on PFOA and welcomed
the clarification that substances that degradeROA are considered PFOA-related
chemicals.

An observer from the Russian Federation highlightethe technical concerns
regarding bioaccumulation and bioconcentration n¢igg degradation in water and
its half-life in soil.

Noting that further discussions on identity, precus, degradation and toxicity
were required, Chair Gastaldello Moreira suggestambntact group be established.
China requested further discussion in plenary aatbd for some of the questions
raised to be answered in plenary. Luxembourg questi the added value of a
plenary discussion. Chair Gastaldello Moreira dh@mt China’s concerns would be
noted, and suggested that a contact group be isstadbl to be chaired by Adhikari.
The Committee agreed.

On Tuesday, contact group Chair Adhikari reporteat the group had received
constructive suggestions from participants on sdvéssues raised in plenary,
including chemical identity and LRET, and would megain that day to revise the
draft risk profile.

On Friday, contact group Chair Adhikari introducetie draft decision
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.10) and draft risk profile
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.11).

Austria suggested adding a reference to a recenly sthat found a positive
association between these compounds and canctrs @fstes and kidneys.

Emphasizing that PFOA deserves urgent attentioBNIRirged the POPRC to
ensure a full and independent assessment of athalives, noting that many appear
to be as toxic, persistent and bioaccumulativeRaAitself.

An observer from the Russian Federation requedtedGommittee to remove
references to his country as a producer of PFOAngadhis substance has never
been produced in the Russian Federation’s territomxembourg confirmed that all
references to the Russian Federation as a prodwackbeen removed, but said that
references to the Russian Federation as a usdf@ARvere relevant and could not
be taken out.

Indonesia suggested including references to isomeparagraphs 157 and 159 of
the draft risk profile and highlighted the importanof considering the monitoring
capacity of developing countries.

The POPRC adopted both the risk profile as orathermded and the decision to
advance PFOA, its salts and related compoundstamimex F stage of review.
14



Final Decision: In its final decision (UNEP/POPS/PO®RC.12/CRP.10), the
POPRC:

 adopts the risk profile for PFOA, its salts, anddP+related compounds;

» decides that PFOA, its salts and PFOA-related camg® are likely as a
result of their LRET to lead to significant adversaman health and
environmental effects such that global action israrged;

* also decides to establish an intersessional worgnogip to prepare a risk
management evaluation that includes an analysispassible control
measures for PFOA, its salts and PFOA-related comg® in accordance
with Annex F to the Convention; and

e invites parties and observers to submit to the &acat the information
specified in Annex F before 9 December 2016.

CONSIDERATION OF A DRAFT RISK MANAGEMENT EVALUATION
SCCPs: The Secretariat introduced the draft risk managgemevaluation
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/4), supporting information
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/INF/7), and comments and ressqitiNF/8).

Ousmane Sow (Senegal), Chair of the intersessiwagting group, presented the
draft risk management evaluation, noting that afieves are available for all uses of
SCCPs and no party or observer had identified afoisevhich an exemption is
needed. He indicated that the draft risk managenegatuation proposed listing
SCCPs in Annex A without specific exemptions, stieht the Annex A listing could
apply to products and articles that contain SC@Psoncentrations greater than 1%
by weight for mixtures and greater than 0.15% bygivefor articles. He said that an
Annex C listing could also be considered for umtitnal production of SCCPs in
other chlorinated paraffin (CP) mixtures.

Citing a report from Norway indicating that air c@mtrations of SCCPs have
decreased, China asked whether concentrationsmitecareas have increased or
decreased and stated that there may be increasimgemirations only at the local
level, rather than globally. He also said that teport does not mention any
alternatives available in developing countries askled whether the substitution and
abatement costs are a one-time or annual investriBrderscoring the lack of
analytical facilities for data collection in mangwkloping countries, Pakistan raised
concerns about the costs of alternatives and réepiésther discussion.

Luxembourg, Austria, Belarus and an observer froamwdy supported the draft
risk management evaluation, calling for listing 383dn Annex A. Austria noted that
some substitutes may be hazardous and need adtl@issessment. Belarus noted that
the draft risk management evaluation mentionedBie€aas an alternative and said it
could be listed soon by the Convention.

Indonesia said it would be difficult to make a dgmn about a recommendation for
listing in Annex C in the absence of informatioroabsocio-economic impacts and
called for more information about the production medium-chain chlorinated
paraffins (MCCPs).

Canada responded to several of the previous qusstimting, inter alia, that the
purpose of the draft risk management evaluationtoisexamine existing risk
management measures but one could speculate tleatr@ase in SCCPs in Arctic air
concentrations could be related to such measuregoeamental impacts or climate

15



change. She noted the intersessional working gtwag conducted an exhaustive
search for information on costs and encouragedcpaahts to provide additional
information. She also explained that the draft nsknagement evaluation would be
updated to exclude any alternatives that are eaéintlisted but, in order to keep the
document fact-based, would not exclude substanbés they are under review.

Australia expressed concern about the chemicatitgesf SCCPs, noting that the
original nomination gave just one CAS number and dafinition. Noting that this
could have implications for listing, he proposeihgsan alternative definition based
on the US EPA 2009 Toxic Substances Control ActokcPlan for SCCPs.

The Netherlands expressed “strong support” fomiisin Annex A and opposed
listing in Annex C.

Kenya asked for clarification on disposal via ofeemning of products containing
SCCPs.

An observer from India said his country would nat &ble to accept listing in
Annex C, as India and other developing countriex leesources for monitoring
releases of SCCPs. An observer from China emptthdlmt because SCCPs are
intentionally produced, listing them in Annex C vi@ibe inappropriate. An observer
from the Russian Federation said many of the ateres to SCCPs are too expensive
and called for further discussion.

The World Chlorine Council expressed concern abpadliticization of the
POPRC'’s review process, saying that industry’s amdapon is science, and called
for further work on assessment of alternatives.

The Inuit Circumpolar Council noted that measuretsief SCCPs in 2013 and
2014 found that concentrations in the Arctic hadreased. Alaska Community
Action on Toxics (ACAT) supported listing SCCPs Amnex A with no specific
exemptions, and said MCCPs and long-chain chlathagiaraffins (LCCPs) should
not be considered as alternatives.

China, inter alia: said that data indicate that n@ahimust implement control
measures for SCCPs, but questioned whether SC@Bmalate across international
borders and far from their points of release; ndated all information on costs in the
draft risk management evaluation refers to develagntries; and emphasized that
managing the risks of SCCPs should not be a pyiofithe Convention if it will cost
“a billion euros.”

Characterizing the discussion as being about ecmsorather than science, Gabon
emphasized that this is an issue of precautiorhaatth first and foremost.

Chair Gastaldello Moreira proposed, and the POP&€eal, to establish a contact
group on this issue to be chaired by Sow. Chait&dello Moreira invited the group
to focus on topics such as costs, alternativeschedhical identity, and asked them to
avoid spending time on issues addressed in therafke adopted by POPRC-11.

On Thursday, contact group Chair Sow reported tiratgroup had finalized both
the draft risk management evaluation and draftsi@cion SCCPs.

On Friday, Chair Sow introduced the draft risk ngeamaent evaluation
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.13) and the draft decision
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.12).
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ACAT underlined that “new and accurate informatiatiows that production of
SCCPs is increasing and exceeds that of any of@ér. Bhe highlighted the risks of
contamination from SCCPs in articles and wastes arged the Committee to
recommend listing in Annex A without exemption.

Gabon asked if there was a need to address unorahteleases.

China noted that this chemical has been underweatePOPRC for ten years and
supported the draft decision, adding that the C@¥ asignificant task to determine
which exemptions will be included.

Iran asked if the Committee had to specify whichecsiic exemptions it
recommends. The Secretariat responded that ABi€leof the Convention specifies
that the Committee should recommend listing of deata in Annexes A, B and/or C.

With that clarification, the POPRC adopted the nsknagement evaluation and
related decision text.

Final Decision: In its decision (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.12), the
POPRC adopts the risk management evaluation forPSC&hd decides to
recommend to the COP that it consider listing SC@P#&nnex A to the
Convention, including controls to limit the presenof SCCPs in other
chlorinated paraffins mixtures, with or without sge exemptions.

CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COP: decaBD E:
On Tuesday, the Secretariat introduced the relewwduments, including the
additional information on decabromodiphenyl etfeemimercial mixture, c-decaBDE)
for the further defining of some critical sparetpan the automotive and aerospace
industries and on the use in textiles in developingountries
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/5), the draft assessment ofiticaad information
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/INF/9), the compilation of infation on decaBDE
(INF/10) and the comments and responses (INF/11).

Jack Holland (Australia), Co-Chair of the intersesal working group, noted that
the group’s mandate was to define specific exemptior some critical spare parts,
also to be defined, for the automotive and aeraspagustries. He explained that
POPRC-12's objective was to review the draft assess and to consider
strengthening its recommendation to the COP todiéstaBDE in Annex A. Noting
that the group received comments from four partied six observers, Holland
informed the Committee that, inter alia: in theaabtive industry, more than 800
unique service part numbers may contain decaBDEgetailed information was
submitted by the aerospace industry; and no nesvnrdtion was received indicating
use of decaBDE in textiles produced by small- aediomm-size enterprises.

Canada noted it had made available in a CRP additimformation from the
Canadian Motor Vehicle Association.

Japan expressed interest in discussing recyclingraducts containing decaBDE,
noting that his colleagues could provide relevaahitoring data.

Luxembourg called for time-bound exemptions thaetanto account the lifespan
of relevant spare parts. Belarus said the informngprovided is sufficient to guide the
Committee, noting that exemptions for the aerospadestry, military vehicles, and
recycling should not be granted.
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Australia underscored that the recycling issue @yohd the mandate of the
intersessional working group and should not be @aed. On the time limit of an
exemption, he noted the Convention allows for aengxtion of five plus five years,
and asked the Committee to consider any issuessocaBIDE that may be raised at
COP-8. He also reminded participants that the megoexemption for military
vehicles from the UK was different from the one pgomsed by the European
automotive industry and had been withdrawn.

An observer from the Chinese Academy of Scienced #wir research and
experience showed that electronic waste re-asseslalyery complex and difficult
process and noted that exemptions for decaBDE nfightunfair” for developing
countries like China, as they could cause moretreleic waste to be exported from
developed countries.

Noting that some critical spare parts in the exéongtrequested by the automotive
industry were poorly defined, IPEN called the pamumber of exemptions “huge,”
potentially covering more than 800 spare partsatde highlighted Boeing’s plan to
phase out spare parts containing decaBDE by 2018 stated that the exemptions
proposed by the automotive industry are not useispe

The European Automobile Manufacturers’ Associationderscored that the
automotive industry seeks exemptions only on thsisbaf technical needs and
feasibility, and cited the technical impossibiligf narrowing down exemptions
because the parts vary from model to model. He stisted that the reference to 800
parts was incorrect, as “one application includaesgl parts.”

Norway asked whether the UK had withdrawn all ignenents or only those on
military vehicles. The Secretariat responded tlma K withdrew its comments
without specification.

The Netherlands supported listing decaBDE in AnAeand expressed concern
about the proposed exemption. He recalled thatigkee of recycling had been
discussed last year and said it exceeded the sifojpe Committee’s work. On the
aerospace and automotive industries, he asked amhath parties would need to
register for exemptions.

The Secretariat explained that for most chemidated in Annex A, parties may
register for specific exemptions as per Articlef4h@ Convention (register of specific
exemptions). She noted that for PCBs and hexa-tahepetra- and penta-BDEs,
different procedures apply, as stated in Part¥/Ignd V of Annex A.

A contact group was established to discuss exemptmn the aerospace and
automotive parts, excluding the recycling issuecleaired by Holland and Caroline
Wamai (Kenya).

On Thursday, contact group Chair Holland reportedt tthe group’s work on
Wednesday had been complicated by a late submi§sionindustry observers, but
participants believed it was time to move from atact to a drafting group. Chair
Gastaldello Moreira confirmed that a drafting growpuld convene later in the
morning.

On Friday, drafting group Chair Holland introdudéé revised draft assessment of
additional information on decaBDE (UNEP/POPS/POHRRP.15) and the
related draft decision (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.1H4¢ highlighted the
withdrawal of the late submission from the UK aatkéd through the changes to the
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document, including, inter alia, changes to panalgga55 and 57 that sought to
incorporate a request by the Canadian Vehicle Mantufers’ Association to include
a wider definition of critical spare parts for tio main uses of decaBDE for
automotive purposes.

Kenya suggested adding a reference to labelinghén draft decision. Sweden
expressed hesitation about including such a reterém the decision text, citing the
POPRC’s mandate to define critical spare parts.amitblstated that she had
reservations about adding such a reference todtisidn text.

The Netherlands expressed doubt about the prattichllabeling very small spare
parts in cars.

Holland noted that the drafting group had discudabdling extensively, and that
some participants were strongly in favor while oshdnad concerns about the
difficulties of labeling parts that would “often heee the light of day.”

Characterizing the decision text as “vague,” IPENgested deleting the phrase
“such as” and subsequent examples of critical sparts, and instead specifying the
parts to be exempted. IPEN also called for the ldgweent of guidance on how to
consider exemptions, including a standard formtfamse requesting exemptions to
complete stating what exemption is being soughtveimgl

Lesotho, supported by Gabon, highlighted concebasitawastes being exported to
developing countries and countries with economiegdransition, noting that parts
containing decaBDE could prolong the lifespan ofscand also pollution from
decaBDE, and suggested including a reference t® ithithe draft decision or
conclusion of the report. Kenya wondered if putttngeference only in the conclusion
would effectively communicate these concerns. Lesauggested including text in
the draft decision noting these concerns. Chairtabdedlo Moreira called for a
15-minute break and invited interested members detroutside the plenary room to
discuss how to move forward on this issue. Whemagrle resumed, the Secretariat
noted the addition to the draft decision and cosiolu of text stating “notes that the
increasing waste burden in developing countriesifodder vehicles that continue to
be serviced with spare parts that contain decaBDd¥cioncern.”

Gabon expressed support for this addition. The ROB&opted the draft decision
as amended. Australia noted the difficulty of engggindustries that would be
affected by this decision, noting that parts of #ladomotive industry were not aware
of the implications of the POPRC’s work, and expeek disappointment that the
aerospace industry was not represented at thengeeti

Final Decision:In its decision (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.14), the
POPRC:

* adopts the addendum to the risk management ewauatior
decabromodiphenyl ether (commercial mixture, c-8&xa);

» decides, in accordance with paragraph 9 of Art&claf the Convention, to
recommend to the COP that it consider listing demalbdiphenyl ether
(BDE-209) of c-decaBDE in Annex A to the Conventiauith specific
exemptions for the automotive industry, with the@duction and use of
c-decaBDE limited to parts for use in legacy vetscldefined as vehicles
that have ceased mass production, and with sudb faling in one or
more of the following categories:

19



(a) Powertrain and under-hood applications suchbattery mass wire,
battery interconnection wire, mobile airconditiogipipe, powertrains,
exhaust manifold bushings, under-hood insulatiomingy and harness
under hood (engine wiring, etc.), speed sensorkd)dan modules and
knock sensors;

(b) Fuel system applications such as fuel hosed,thnks and fuel tanks
under body;

(c) Pyrotechnical devices and applications affetig@yrotechnical devices
such as air bag ignition cables, seat covers/ dabfonly if airbag
relevant) and airbags (front and side);

» concludes that the information from the aerospadestry made available
to the Committee does not allow the further defynof critical spare parts;

» also concludes that there is no apparent neednf@xamption for textile
production in small- and medium-size enterprisedemeloping countries;
and

* notes that the increasing waste burden in devejopauntries from older
vehicles that continue to be serviced with sparésghat contain decaBDE
IS a concern.

Unintentional releases of HCBD:On Tuesday, the Secretariat introduced new
information in  relation to the listng of HCBD in mhex C
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/6), the draft evaluation ofitii@rmation, compilation of
information and related comments and responses
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/INF/12-14).

Hubert Binga (Gabon), Chair of the intersessionafkmg group, recalled that
COP-7 requested further evaluation of the eviddéoca decision on listing HCBD in
Annex C. He noted that the sources of unintentipnatluction of HCBD include: as
a byproduct in the manufacture of certain chloedatydrocarbons; as a byproduct of
magnesium manufacturing through an electrolytih©wyaly; and as an emission from
certain types of incineration where a source obghé is present. He explained that
control methods include improved process contral ¢blorinated hydrocarbon
manufacturing; best available techniques (BAT) tosuge high temperature
incineration and control of exhaust gas; and adtéva production methods for the
manufacture of magnesium using the electrolytitwwat. He reported that the group
had concluded that listing HCBD in Annex C is wateal.

China underscored the need to consider the risksl@BD from unintentional
releases to the environment and the associates, @osirder to provide a clearer risk
management assessment.

Indonesia noted that information on the costs otradling HCBD in the chemical
sector is not available and said that the inforamaton the cost of abatement
techniques compared to traditional methods is itambr An observer from India
stated that his country cannot accept listing HGBBnnex C and, noting developing
countries’ lack of resources for monitoring and aging unintentional releases,
called for the full operationalization of the priple of common but differentiated
responsibilities in the context of the Stockholmrm@ention.

Belarus, Austria, Sweden, Canada, Gabon and theeNahds supported listing
HCBD in Annex C.
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IPEN emphasized that the characteristics of HCBMatochange whether they are
intentionally or unintentionally produced.

Canada requested clarification on what is requireh parties when a chemical is
listed in Annex C, as compared to Annex A. The Stcrat referred to Article 5
(measures to reduce or eliminate releases fromentional production), saying that
parties are to update their action plans to incltide chemical and sources of
unintentional production and take implementaticgpstsuch as using BAT and best
environmental practices (BEP).

Luxembourg called for the POPRC to take action @BB, emphasizing that the
Committee’s mandate has been fulfiled and theres wa reason to defer a
recommendation to list HCBD in Annex C.

The POPRC established a Friends of the Chair gimdjscuss a path forward.

On Wednesday afternoon, Chair Gastaldello Moreegorted that informal
consultations with China had yielded a new suggesfor consideration by the
Committee. China said that the risk posed by HCBinf unintentional releases is
relatively small and that there are many other PtORake action on. He emphasized
his agreement that HCBD is a POP, but expressedecorthat listing too many
chemicals in Annex C could “dilute our efforts 0®Ps.” He suggested, in line with a
suggestion made in the SCCPs contact group, adgdimgte or extra information to
the current Annex A listing that directs partiesctmsider taking measures to reduce
unintentional releases of HCBD.

In response to Gabon and Luxembourg’'s queries aether this suggestion
would fulfil the Committee’s mandate from the CQRe Secretariat clarified three
aspects of the POPRC’s mandate on HCBD: to furtivatuate new information in
relation to Annex C, which she said is fulfilled B)MF/12; to compile further
information, which she said is fulfilled by INF/18nd to make a recommendation for
consideration by COP-8 on listing in Annex C, whstte said would be fulfilled by a
draft decision that was still to be completed. Shel that a draft decision could
include a recommendation along the lines of thessitjon by China.

Indonesia expressed support for the suggestiangdite costs of control measures
for some sources.

Belarus said that Annex C provides the appropnatehanisms and provisions for
controlling unintentional releases. Austria saiGtttHCBD has many sources of
unintentional production and was therefore differeom SCCPs, noting that there
was no mandate from the COP to assess the rigksunintentional production.

IPEN recalled that the POPRC had previously fourad intentional production of
HCBD had ended and that therefore most releasé$C&D are unintentional. He
emphasized that HCBD should be listed in Annex @void “ignoring” most HCBD
releases.

An observer from the European Union (EU) noted tfmat some sources of
unintentional production, such as the production cafrbon tetrachloride, the
technologies should already be covered by the BEP/Bor dioxins and furans. He
said that an Annex C listing would warrant an enoiss inventory to identify sources,
helping parties understand what they would neeatbtas part of their action plan.
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An observer from India reiterated his country’s ogigion to listing in Annex C and
his call for the application of the principle of mmon but differentiated
responsibilities within the context of the StockhdConvention.

An observer from South Africa supported listing HZB both Annexes A and C.
She further expressed concern that members wesgltigly mixing” what issues
should be discussed by POPRC and by the COP,gsthtih the POPRC is to discuss
scientific matters and the COP should consider esssuch as costs. Oman
emphasized the need to avoid confusing the mandatae POPRC and the COP and
called on POPRC experts to focus on the scierddia.

An observer from China responded that unintentioelglases from HCBD are less
toxic than those of dioxins and furans and noted #ome emission sources are not
comparable to the sources of those chemicals. Heeiunoted that there was little
information on unintentional releases during theafacture of magnesium.

China said that his view that the risks from HCBDigsions are not significant is a
“very scientific assessment.”

Gabon called on the Committee to focus on wheth@BB could be included in
Annex C, as instructed by the COP, and said the raittee could not put
unintentional releases in Annex A.

Switzerland cited the listing of hexachlorobenz€R&B) in Annex C as clear
precedent for listing unintentional production a€BD in Annex C.

On Thursday, the POPRC agreed to establish amyaftioup on this issue, to be
chaired by Binga. On Friday, Binga introduced theiged draft evaluation of new
information in relation to listing HCBD in Annex C
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.17) and the draft decision
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP.16).

IPEN expressed concern that the draft decision nditl refer to the POPRC'’s
previous decision to list HCBD in Annex C, and a¢stl that the POPRC previously
found that all releases of HCBD are unintentiondle added costs are not
considerable for waste incineration, which he casda major source of unintentional
releases, because the control measures for di@ndsfurans would also address
HCBD.

An observer from Norway stated a preference fotearcrecommendation to list
HCBD in Annex C. She said that, based on the in&dion in the evaluation, she was
surprised that the POPRC did not make the recomatemdthat it previously had,
and that cost considerations were given “so mudghtegiven that some abatement
measures, such as for hexachlorobenzene, wouldffigent for removing HCBD.

Stating that developed countries cannot understidned challenges faced by
developing countries, an observer from China suppothe draft decision. An
observer from South Africa expressed concern thatROPRC had not fulfilled its
mandate to provide a recommendation to the COP istind in Annex C.
Underscoring that she is from a developing courghg said that cost considerations
are for the COP to consider, not the POPRC. Anrgbsdrom India said that, while
the POPRC is a scientific body, it “cannot ignoeality,” and urged members to be
more sensitive to the needs of countries suchdia,Istating that resorting to opting
out is against the spirit of the Convention andmstpreference.
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The Netherlands recalled that Annex F criteriaudel addressing socio-economic
considerations such as costs, including environatemtd health costs, and suggested
that these criteria apply in this case becauseP@@RC originally recommended
listing HCBD in Annex C based on an Annex F evabdratHe suggested that waste
incineration may not be a significant source of HICERleases, noting that the draft
evaluation does cite waste incineration as a msgarrce, but the document later
reports the total amounts of waste, not HCBD.

The POPRC then adopted the draft evaluation andidac

Final Decision:In its final decision (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP .16,
POPRC:

* recognizes that HCBD demonstrates the characteristi a POP that by
decision SC-7/12 the COP therefore listed the cbainm Annex A,

* concludes that there are unintentional releasesHGBD from the
production of certain chlorinated hydrocarbons, theoduction of
magnesium, incineration processes, and the pramuctf polyvinyl
chloride, ethylene dichloride and vinyl chloride memer; and

* notes nonetheless that there are some concerngliregaéhe cost-benefit
implications of measures to address the releasesed to in the preceding
paragraph.

CONSOLIDATED GUIDANCE ON ALTERNATIVES TO PFOS AND | TS
RELATED CHEMICALS: On Tuesday, the Secretariat introduced the gualanc
alternatives to PFOS and its related chemicals (BIRBPS/POPRC.12/7), the draft
consolidated guidance on alternatives (UNEP/POPBRR®12/INF/15), and
comments and responses (INF/16).

Martien Janssen (the Netherlands), Chair of thersetssional working group,
outlined the changes made to the guidance in regptinthe comments received. He
highlighted the example of the acceptable purpddeF®S for use in insect baits to
control leaf-cutting ants, for which Brazil and Yidam have registered. He reported
that PFOS is wused to manufacture sulfluramid, whichecomes
perfluoroctanesulfonamide (PFOSA), and said theresame data indicating that
PFOSA can become PFOS. He reported that alternafppeoaches can include
targeting the queen of the colony, reducing use& asing baits in a localized
application. He noted differing views on the needatbel products containing PFOS
and comments that siloxanes are intermediatesalteshatives to the use of PFOS to
control red imported fire ants and termites.

Noting a “lot of activity around” siloxanes, Luxewlrg asked if there is a
mechanism for updating the guidance. Sweden askeddrification on the proposed
action, which is to make use of the guidance. Tker&ariat explained that the
POPRC will first adopt the terms of reference fesessment of alternatives to PFOS
and then prepare a report, and noted that the geedaill not be submitted to the
COP.

Austria noted that using PFOS in a closed loop mehat hardly any emissions
occur.

Canada offered to share comments from her counBg&el Convention expert on
waste management.
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IPEN expressed appreciation for the document’s iderstion of labeling and
strong recommendations to improve transparencylabugented that “secrecy” around
PFOS and related chemicals has limited knowledgehefr pathways into the
environment and humans.

PAN emphasized that use of sulfluramid is insudintly controlled and
unsustainable.

An observer from the US expressed strong suppodtfeamlining the processes of
work related to PFOS and emphasized that the ieriterthe guidance give a false
impression that alternatives have been determiggdebPOPRC to be non-POPs.

The Global Silicones Council expressed disappointntbat data it submitted
regarding siloxanes had not been incorporatedtirdaevised document.

Emphasizing that the document is not an assessonesaluation of PFOS or its
alternatives, Janssen invited participants to subamments to update the guidance.

The POPRC established a contact group to reviselrdie consolidated guidance
and a draft decision, to be chaired by Janssengiithg met on Thursday.

On Friday, Janssen introduced the draft consolidgigdance on PFOS alternatives
(UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/CRP. 19) and draft decision
(UNEP/POP/POPRC.12/CRP.18).

PAN welcomed the document and expressed concemrt #v® widespread use of
sulfluramid and the “unwillingness of countriesntmve away” from this substance.
She noted use in the home and in areas withouclgtihg ants, and welcomed the
collection of information on sulfluramid and reldtesleases of PFOS.

The POPRC then adopted the draft consolidated goedand decision, with a
minor editorial amendment.

The Secretariat informed members about the POPR@&s in the upcoming
process on the evaluation of the continued nee®F®S, its salts and PFOSF for the
various acceptable purposes and specific exempt&ins stated that the evaluation is
due to occur at COP-9 in 2019, and that the POPRMevasked at its next meeting
to prepare a terms of reference, including whatrmftion to ask from parties and
observers, and what information to include in theftcassessment report.

Final Decision:In its decision (UNEP/POP/POPRC.12/CRP.18), the ROP

» endorses the consolidated guidance on alternaiv®$0OS and its related
chemicals, as amended at POPRC-12;

* requests the Secretariat to make the guidanceaélailto parties and
observers and submit it to COP-8;

» decides to make use of the information in the guidawhen carrying out
the assessment of alternatives to PFOS, its salt®ROSF;

» notes the use of sulfluramid. Sulfluramid is théwacingredient of insect
baits for the control of leaf-cutting ants from &tspp. and Acromyrmex
spp., is produced using PFOS, and may degrade@&P&nd,

» recommends to the COP that it encourage partiesobsérvers: to collect
information on the production and use of sulflurdnand make that
information available for possible future updatefs the guidance on
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alternatives to PFOS and its related chemicals Hey €Committee; to
implement local monitoring of releases of PFOS frahe use of
sulfluramid and make it available to the Secretdaapreparing the report
for the evaluation of information on PFOS, its salhd PFOSF.

PROCESS FOR THE EVALUATION OF BROMINATED DIPHENYL
ETHERS (BDEs): The Secretariat introduced the process for thduatian and
review of BDEs (UNEP/POPS/POPRC.12/8) and the degiort on the evaluation
and review of BDEs listed in Annex A (UNEP/POPS/PRRQP12/INF/17). She
explained that beginning at COP-6 and every twasydhaereafter, the COP is to
review progress toward the objective of the elimiora of tetra-, penta-, hexa- and
hepta-BDE and the continued need for specific exemg for those BDEs. She
reported that the Secretariat was asked by the ©©@8Bllect information from parties
and to consult with stakeholders, including the RGP Chair Gastaldello Moreira
reminded members that the Committee was askedotader input and comments for
the Secretariat to revise the draft report.

Belarus noted that more information is requiredtipalarly on vehicles produced
in recent years, and studies on a global or regiecale are needed. Stating that the
potential for research in some developing countcas be limited, she suggested
further projects in such areas.

Sweden suggested that the conclusions should eclactions as well as
suggestions for further studies and planning. Sberéttention to a statement on the
dilution of BDEs into articles that may make theianagement more difficult and
reduce the attractiveness of plastic recycling masoption for enhanced resource
recovery as particularly important, given the dasiity of recycling and the need to
ensure that the products are of a safe and knowatityju

The Netherlands suggested that references to BBEsdtaced with “POPs-BDEs.”
Sweden noted that this may not be possible inasés as some studies do not specify
the congeners. The Netherlands further expressedeoo that there is still not an
overview of POPs BDEs throughout their lifecyclel auggested that the Secretariat
ask for more information on electronics, given ttire may not be different national
standards for flammability requirements.

Australia asked that a reference to electronic eledtrical equipment waste in
Australia from the Global E-waste Monitor be remdyvas the methodology used for
gathering the data is not provided and cannot biéeat

IPEN drew attention to a statement that the largdstllenge in developing
countries relates to waste and recycling, whiclsdid has particular importance for
decaBDE. He recalled a decision at POPRC-6 thatmetended parties generate and
collect information on polybrominated dioxins andrans and recommended
assessment of exposures of staff working in faeslitwhere articles and wastes
potentially containing BDEs are stored, sortedattd, recycled, recovered or
disposed of and, with an observer from Norway, sstgf that these be added to the
draft report.

Noting different practices among developed cousjren observer from the US
suggested deleting or providing a reference fotaéesent in the report that the
landfills or dumpsites commonly used in developedntries to dispose of plastics
and foam that may contain BDEs are not equippet thi¢ safeguards necessary to
prevent releases to the environment.
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The Secretariat said that they would take notdldha comments and asked parties
with specific changes to provide them in writing.
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