[image: image1.wmf][image: image2.png]



Comments on the draft Basel Convention Strategic Framework 2012-2021

The European Union and its Member States would like to comment on the draft Basel Convention Strategic Framework 2012-2021, as requested in decision OEWG-VII/1. Text suggestions and editorial changes are in the text in the Annexes to this submission, either as track changes or as indicated in the boxes. We would like to highlight the following points:

Comments on the part ‘Vision, guiding principles and strategic goals and objectives’ agreed in principle at OEWG 7 in May 2010

pro memoria. The European Union and its Member States are broadly content with these parts as they stand. If other Parties wish to further optimise the language, we might also have further proposals. For instance, the ‘Vision’ embodies the ambition to protect human health and the environment as regards hazardous waste management in a transboundary context. It is important that the Basel Convention implementation is fostered also by promoting and advocating the benefits of environmentally sound management of wastes in partnership with other international actors. On its own, the Basel Convention implementation may not be able to achieve its vision. 

Main comments on the Secretariat proposal for the section ‘Means of Implementation’ (reference: document Draft – 9 July 2010 Means of implementation and indicators posted on the Basel Convention website in July)

1. We recall the earlier main position comments of the European Union and its Member States on the development of the SF (formulated at the time of OEWG 7, May 2010):

a. The SF should become a basic instrument for the implementation of the Basel Convention in the timeframe 2012-2021.

b. The SF should remain focused and short so that it can basically remain a stable document over the coming decade. – The Secretariat’s proposal for section II.D on means of  implementation is rather long already and it risks getting longer as others come up with new means of implementation.  We  think we need to be pithy and focussed so as to ensure that the items included actually get done.
c. Actions to execute the SF should be agreed regularly between the Parties so that the SF implementation can be adjusted over time. Already at COP 10, the SF should influence the work programme and budget allocations. It is important that all means of implementation are realistic and targeted, and compatible with identifiable and appropriate resources (i.e. adequate resources that are available or sure to become available).

d. The SF should be consistent with earlier COP policy decisions, such as COP Decisions VIII/34, IX/3, and IX/31 on resource mobilisation.

e. The system for monitoring and evaluation should be a part of the SF; the monitoring and evaluation mechanisms should be achievable and not too demanding (time, resources).

2. The SF should fully take account of the outcomes resulting from ongoing developments currently running separately (the synergies process, CLI process, the review of BCRC functioning). At COP 10, a ‘read across’ exercise should ensure that the SF also reflects the decisions taken on the basis of those other developments.
3. The means of implementation should be achievable and not be overambitious. They should also be generic and not read like actions. In addition, they should be able to be addressed through actions under the Convention (in particular by the COP, Parties, SBC, BCRCs, Partnerships etc.). This should be checked for each of the listed ‘means of implementation’.
4. There should be clear links between the means of implementation and the strategic goals and objectives.  Not only is there no direct linkage (so you can clearly trace objectives or groups of objectives to particular means of implementation), it would seem that not all objectives have been specifically addressed: for example, it is not clear which means of implementation address objectives 1.1 or 2.4. A table in Annex 2 attempts to give an overview of the possible links and the apparent gaps. We suggest that the Secretariat includes a similar table for a revised draft SF.

5. In this regard, we propose to add an element to the first cluster on the development of legal clarity to accommodate a link with objective 1.1. It appears that more ‘means of implementation’ would be needed to pursue objective 2.4, e.g. by elaborating means of implementation regarding the development of ESM requirements.

6. As the enhancement of cooperation and coordination among actors is likely to foster the potential for resource mobilisation, we propose that the current third ‘cluster’ of means of implementation should become the second cluster and should include an element on enhancement of political commitment (currently lacking). 
7. A number of unclear concepts are used in the text which hinder understanding of what the concrete implications could be, e.g. ‘policy frameworks’ and ‘review’ (as starting verb for a ‘means of implementation’).

8. Comments on the Means of Implementation section are, where possible, inserted or incorporated in the text in Annex 1.

9. Concerning the section on ‘Context’, we consider the main context to be what was achieved by OEWG7 regarding Vision, Guiding principles, Strategic goals and objectives for the strategic framework. For hazardous waste management, the directly applicable principles were already listed in the agreed OEWG 7 outcomes. Further useful context that could be mentioned is e.g. the work by UNDP (MDG), UNEP, UN-HABITAT, UNIDO, SAICM and under the Stockholm Convention and the future mercury convention related to waste management.
Main comments on the Secretariat proposal for the section ‘Indicators’ (reference: document Draft – 9 July 2010 Means of implementation and indicators posted on the Basel Convention website in July)

1. The proposals on indicators remain, in the view of the European Union and its Member States, very immature. There are many indicators presently proposed, but their usefulness and viability remains to be clarified. As mentioned at OEWG7, the SF needs to remain streamlined and sleek. Parties need to remain able to effectively and efficiently monitor implementation. It is also vital that the indicators are possible to answer within minimum resources and without burdensome additional reporting requirements. The EU proposes that, before their inclusion in the SF (e.g. in an Annex to the SF) proposed indicators are screened systematically on the basis of a number of key criteria, such as:
a) measurability and concreteness; 
b) closeness to the SF objectives and targets; 
c) estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
d) interpretability; 
e) responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context.
We have started to annotate the proposed individual indicators against our proposed evaluation criteria in order to make our judgement more objective and transparent. The results are shown in Annex 3 of the present document. The small tables are only a temporary feature to facilitate discussion. Dark shading indicates a bad score and implies doubts on the suitability of the indicator. Where possible, an alternative wording is proposed. 
2. Still on the indicators, we take encouragement from the good discussion that took place in the context of the budget discussion at the OEWG7.  However, the further discussion on the SF indicators should also be mindful, in respect of the relation with the regular BC reporting, that:
a. the regular reporting of Parties under the provisions of the Convention should be further improved;

b. the selection of SF indicators should not pose an additional risk to the regular reporting;

c. for each of the indicators selected, there are clearly identified sources of the necessary 

data.
Annex 1

Suggestions for section IV of the Strategic Framework 2012-2021

(cf. Annex to decision OEWG VII/1)

IV. Means of implementation 

(...)
EU comment: Preliminary and explanatory text taken out here; the draft Section IV should fit seamlessly into the overall draft SF (For sections I, II and III see decision OEWG-VII/1, Annex).
Achieving the goals and objectives of the Strategic Framework requires political commitment, adequate capacity and resources. 
The use of the Strategic Framework to improve the implementation of the Basel Convention will happen in a context that sees the interaction of number of mutually supportive activities undertaken by Parties, the Conference of Parties and its subsidiary bodies, the Secretariat, Partnerships under the Basel Convention, and the Basel Convention regional and coordinating centres. These activities will be agreed in the context of regular COP decisions.
EU comment: The first sentence added here is taken from section II.C “Context” and second sentence from the section II. A “General remarks”. 

(...)

EU comment: Means of implementation items have been numbered below for ease of reference (cf. Table in Annex 2).

First cluster - To facilitate the enhancement and development of the capacity of Parties for effective implementation, in particular enhancing support to developing countries and countries with economies in transition, among other things taking account of reported information on the implementation of the Convention.

1. 
2. Capacity building for creating an enabling domestic environment for the effective 


implementation of the Convention and establish the required international cooperation 


to support, as appropriate, national efforts.

3. Develop and distribute useful tools such as simple-to-use guidance manuals, in particular regarding the implementation of Articles 3, 4, 6, 9 and 13, to assist Parties in implementing the obligations of the Convention and build capacity using such tools.
EU comment: BAT/BEP guidance has been developed e.g under Stockholm; these are not terms we work with under the Basel Convention.

3bis. Develop and distribute useful tools such as guidance manuals regarding the provision of legal clarity in order to reach a common understanding among Parties of the definition, interpretation and terminologies of wastes covered by the Basel Convention, including the distinction between wastes and non-wastes, and hazardous and non-hazardous wastes, and building capacity in using such tools.
EU comment: Reflects our general comment B.5 to have a means of implementation covering SF Objective 1.1.

4. Support the development of [policy frameworks] EU comment: clarify term; at regional levels to improve harmonization of the monitoring and controlling of transboundary movements of hazardous waste and other waste, including their environmentally sound management.

EU comment: We prefer that the third cluster should be inserted here and become the second cluster.

Second cluster – To mobilize and increase the effective leverage and use of adequate financial and other resources and facilitate greater flow of existing regional and international funding and investments.

1. [Review the needs of Parties for creating the adequate domestic conditions to facilitate an increase in the flow of foreign direct investment, especially regarding hazardous waste and other waste management infrastructure and the access to and use of cleaner technologies, best available techniques and best environmental practices.]
EU comment: We doubt that the Basel Convention has the means to do a review of Parties’ needs. This para may better be deleted.

2. Take account of the international conditions to facilitate efforts towards direct foreign investment to developing countries and countries with economies in transition for the minimization and environmentally sound management of hazardous wastes and other wastes.

EU comment: What is meant by ‘review the international conditions to facilitate efforts towards? We think that instead of ‘reviewing’, the Basel Convention may ‘Take account of the international conditions ...’ 

3. [Quantify the financial requirements for the effective implementation of the Strategic Framework, both at the domestic and international level, with a view to identifying possible funding sources, including innovative ones such as voluntary funding campaigns targeted to the public.]
EU comment: The EU considers it not practical to quantify financial requirements at the level of the Strategic Framework. Rather, concrete planned activities under such a Framework can be costed in the context of the program budget. 
4. Take account of the current environmental management systems and economic instruments used worldwide with a view to their possible application to support the implementation of the Basel Convention.

EU comment: Under the Basel Convention ‘Take account of’ seems more appropriate than ‘Review’. 

5. Enhance the resource mobilization through cooperation with the Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions, SAICM and UNEP Bali Action Plan to promote allocation of funds towards technology transfer and capacity-building for the environmentally sound management of hazardous waste and other waste and the life-cycle of chemicals.

EU comments: There is a COP decision (VIII/34) on resource mobilization, but not a strategy as such.

6. Raise the profile of the Basel Convention work on hazardous wastes and other wastes in international fora and amongst business, industry and charitable organizations.

7. 
EU comments: The latter was moved to the current third cluster.

Third cluster – To enhance cooperation and coordination among Parties, relevant initiatives, programmes, institutions, organizations, conventions and protocols at the national, regional and global level.

1. Exchange experiences and know-how among Parties through the mechanisms of the Basel Convention.
EU comment: BAT/BEP guidance has been developed e.g under Stockholm; these are not terms we work with under the Basel Convention.

2. Enhance cooperation on coordinated compliance and enforcement activities and organization of training programmes together with other concerned actors.

3. Enhance the development of networks of Parties' Competent Authorities, Focal Point and other entities involved in the implementation and enforcement of the Convention to share best practices and solutions.

4. Enhance linkages, synergies and working relationship between waste, hazardous waste and chemicals initiatives.

5. Encourage participation of relevant stakeholders from developing countries and countries with economies in transition as well as donor organizations to Basel Convention meetings and other relevant meetings or events organized by other institutions dealing with the environmentally sound management of hazardous waste and other waste and the life-cycle of chemicals.

6. Encourage cooperation among different regional and international organizations, conventions' secretariats, in the field of environment, development, enforcement, industry, health, food and agriculture, academia, labour and trade, to benefit from potential cost-reducing synergies and to streamline legal, technical and other support that will contribute to enhancing the implementation of the Basel Convention.

7. 
EU comment: The EU is not sure whether an additional new ‘overall policy framework’ is necessary to guide Parties. In particular the Convention and the Strategic Framework constitute such a framework. The item may better be deleted.
7bis. Enhance and diversify partnerships with public and private stakeholders.
EU comment: This was moved from the current second cluster.

7ter. Undertake advocacy initiatives within the UN system to build further synergies 

beyond those already established with the Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions.

EU comment: The proposed added item reflects EU general comment on the Vision of the Strategic Framework.

Fourth cluster – To strengthen the effectiveness of the bodies established under the authority of the Conference of Parties

1. Strengthen the operation and effectiveness of, and networking between, the Basel Convention regional and coordinating centres and their working relationship with other regional centres.

2. Consolidate the capacity of the Secretariat, within the agreed programme and budget, using opportunities for optimisation from the synergies process.

EU comment: This item may be read as advocating, generally, for a larger Secretariat. The EU is of the opinion that increasing the size of the Secretariat is not a panacea. We currently aim to achieve a more effective secretariat function through enhanced cooperation and coordination (synergies process). If a larger secretariat should become necessary in future on the basis of specific needs, this needs to be proposed in the context of the budget discussions. 

3. Improve cooperation among the scientific and technical bodies established under the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions, [including for example by the establishment of a joint technical committee of scientists and experts to review policies and science on chemicals and hazardous wastes and publish, on a regular basis, the results of their work, in connection with the publication of an assessment report on the global status of hazardous wastes and chemicals management.]
EU comment: Cooperation in technical and scientific issues has been discussed in the synergies process; the outcome is included in dec. IX/10, para. II.4. and 5.

Any issue in this context might be discussed at the three COPS of the three conventions in 2011. 

4. Strengthen the capacity of the Implementation and Compliance Committee to assist Parties in complying with the provisions of the Convention.
EU comment: What is meant by ‘clarifying the modus operandi of...Implementation Fund? Is that unclear at present? In what way should current procedures then be changed? Also: the EU would be concerned about making the Implementation Fund a core funded item under the BC. This needs to be considered alongside other budget issues. It would be a significant step, and would have implications for other items funded from the BC core budget. It would be worth having an assessment of the amounts involved, and clarification of what the fund would be used for.
5. 
EU comment: The EU would like to request clarification of what this means in practice and what it would involve. Pending this clarification, we would suggest to delete this text.

Annex 2
Table indicating the contribution of ‘means of implementation’ (as numbered in the EU version in Annex 1) towards the different goals of the draft Strategic Framework.
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Annex 3
Indicators

Objective 1.1: Reach a common understanding amongst Parties of the definition, interpretation and terminologies of waste covered by the Basel Convention, including the distinction between waste and non-waste 

Indicators: 

· Common understanding reached among Parties of specific waste streams or waste constituents, including their hazardousness and their relation to non-waste.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

Lacking
Almost a circular reference to the objective




EU comment: Possibly better formulation: “Number of guidance documents on interpretation and terminologies of waste covered by the Basel Convention, including the distinction between waste and non-waste elaborated” (cf. current development of guidance doc. on TBM of e-waste) 

· Number of national legal frameworks which are in line with such common understanding.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
OK

?
?

EU comment: We suggest . “Number of national measures (legislative or guidance) that reflect Basel guidance documents”
Objective 1.2: Prevent and combat illegal traffic in hazardous wastes and other wastes

Indicators: 

· Number and type of legal, regulatory, administrative or other measures to implement and enforce the provisions of the Convention, including measures to prevent and punish illegal traffic.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context


Seems to fail this criterion




EU Comment: The amount of illegal traffic in hazardous waste is probably not correlated with the number of measures taken. Again it is a difficult one. In the longer term, prevention of illegal movements might lead to a decrease in the number of incidents. However, in the shorter term, better enforcement might actually lead to an increase in the number of incidents reported. Another baseline could be proposed. 

· Number of illegal trafficking cases reported to the Secretariat. 

· Number of cases reported and solved.

EU comments: Are these two previous indicators sufficiently distinct? The first is just a number of cases, the second is the ones that are « solved » (whatever that means). There is a possibility to calculate a rate. Maybe it would be better to rephrase these, also taking into account the bullet point on punishment: rate of illegal trafficking cases whereby legal action has been undertaken, compared to the number of illegal trafficking cases reported to the Secretariat.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK





· Number of illegal shipments prevented from being exported.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

?
OK
?
OK
OK

· Number of shipments taken back by the exporter or otherwise disposed of.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

?
OK
?
OK
OK

· Number of illegal shipments punished under national or domestic legislation.

EU comment: Shipments are not punished, so needs rephrasing. Furthermore, what is the difference between this and previously queried bullets 2 and 3?
· Number of joint activities carried out by Parties with other Parties and relevant stakeholders to improve coordination of enforcement activities. 

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

?
?
OK
OK
OK

· Number of Parties participating in regional or national focused enforcement training, actions or operations channelled through or facilitated by the Basel Convention regional and coordinating centres or the Secretariat or undertaken in cooperation with them.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
?
OK
?
?

EU comment: Maybe the two previous indicators need to be considered together. They deal with ‘activities’ and ‘parties and other actors participating in these activities’. Possible significant indicators are: number of activities, number of parties participating per activity (average?)

Objective 1.3:  Improve performance on the notification of national definitions of hazardous wastes and other wastes and associated requirements, prohibitions and other control requirements. 

Indicators: 

· Number of notifications by Parties under Articles 3.1 and 3.2, 4.1 and 13.2 (a, b, c, d and e).

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
?
OK
A qualitative element (how comprehensive are notifications?) may be missing here
?

EU comments: The number does not say much. What would be needed is a ratio of which Parties report to the number of Parties who should report (not every Party must notify something under these Articles)

· Compatibility between information transmitted in annual national reports under Article 13 and that notified under Articles 3 or 4.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

Seems to fail this criterion





Objective 1.4: Generate, provide, collect, transmit and use reliable, qualitative and quantitative information and data regarding export, import and generation as required by Article 13 of the Basel Convention

Indicators: 

EU comment: These proposed indicators cover only part of the reporting chain, and we are not sure whether they are the most instructive. Is there an option to develop an indicator on the ‘quality’ of the information collected through Party reporting?

· Clear guidance on the reporting requirement (what are Parties expected to do to be considered as having “reported” and how is compliance assessed) provided by the Conference of Parties.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

? When is it ‘clear’?
OK
OK
What is ‘clear’?
OK

· Number and percentage of annual reports transmitted by Parties in time, through the Secretariat, to the Conference of Parties containing the information requested under Article 13.3. 

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
No indication of quality performance
OK
A qualitative element (how comprehensive are reports?) may be missing here. Then, some categories of information are difficult to delimit (e.g. Art. 3(h))


Objective 2.1: Pursue the development of the environmentally sound management (ESM) of hazardous wastes and other wastes, especially through the preparation of technical guidelines, and to promote its implementation in national legislation

Indicator: 

· Number of Parties that have integrated guidelines on ESM in their national legislation and transmitting this information on a regular basis to the Secretariat.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

?
OK
?
?
?

EU comment: ESM guidelines can be promoted through national legislation without being integrated in that legislation (EU example: IPPC Directive and BREF documents). Proposal: Number of Parties that have integrated guidelines on ESM in their national legislation or policies and transmitting this information on a regular basis to the Secretariat.
Objective 2.2: Support and promote capacity-building for Parties, including technological capability, technology needs assessment and technology transfer, to reduce the generation and hazard potential of hazardous wastes and other wastes

Indicators: 

· Number of projects or activities facilitated by or channelled through the Secretariat.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK

?



· Number of projects or activities executed by Parties, the Basel Convention regional and coordinating centres or other stakeholders.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK





Objective 2.3: Facilitate national, regional and international commitment with regard to the management of priority waste streams, as identified in the programme of work, taking into consideration the priorities of the developing countries and countries with economies in transition and in accordance with the requirements of the Basel Convention

Indicators: 

· Number of Parties and programmes, projects or activities carried out by these Parties domestically or with other Parties or regional and international bodies to manage priority waste streams in an ESM.

EU Comment: This first indicator doesn’t seem to make sense – is it supposed to mean “Number of Parties carrying out programmes, projects and activities to manage priority waste streams in an ESM and numbers of such programmes, projects and activities being carried out by these Parties, either domestically or with other Parties or regional and international bodies.”?

· Type of priority waste streams on which Parties focus their ESM efforts.
EU Comment: This proposed indicator seems superfluous compared with the next one.

· Compatibility between priority waste streams identified by the Conference of the Parties and activities taken at the national, regional and international level.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

?
?

?


Objective 2.4: Enhance and promote the sustainable use of resources through improving management of hazardous wastes and other wastes and to encourage the recognition of waste as a resource as appropriate 

Indicator: 

· Proportion of Basel Convention waste reused, recycled or recovered as reported by Parties

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

Quantification needs clarification, but it is concrete. 
? compared to “enhance”?

Not ok cf. definitions such as reuse etc.


Objective 3.1: Develop national and regional capacity, particularly through the Basel Convention regional and co-ordinating centres (the Centres), by integrating waste management issues in national sustainable development strategies and plans for sustainable livelihood

Indicators: 

· Number of projects or activities developed and executed by the Centres to facilitate integration of waste management issues in national sustainable development strategies and plans.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
OK
?



· Number of workshops or training activities carried out by the Centres to promote regional cooperation for such integration.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK

?
?


· Number of projects or activities facilitated by or channelled through the Centres to promote the ESM of waste as a contribution to sustainable development.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK

?
?


· Number of Parties that have integrated hazardous waste and other waste management issues in their sustainable development strategies and plans.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK / ?


?


Objective 3.2: Promote cooperation with national, regional and international bodies, in particular cooperation and coordination among the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions, to improve environmental and working conditions through ESM of hazardous wastes and other wastes

Indicators: 
EU Comment : We think the first two bullets below should mention “environmental and working conditions through ESM” as environmental and working conditions seem to be the focus of the objective.  The last objective does use these words.

· Number of projects or activities carried out jointly by the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm Conventions to improve environmental and working conditions through ESM of hazardous wastes and other wastes and throughout the life-cycle of chemicals.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
OK




· Number of cooperative arrangements or agreements between the Secretariat and national, regional or international bodies to improve environmental and working conditions through ESM of hazardous wastes and other wastes.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
OK




· Number of Parties engaged in cooperative arrangements or agreements domestically, with other regional or international bodies to improve environmental and working conditions through ESM of hazardous wastes and other wastes.

1. measurability & concreteness
2. closeness to the SF objectives and targets
3. estimated cost-effectiveness (cost of data collection and effort vs. information value obtained)
4. interpretability
5. responsiveness / sensitivity / specificity in relation to management action taken in Basel Convention context

OK
OK
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