	Annex II
	HIGHLIGHTS OF 
	GROUP
	DISCUSSION

	Questions
	Group 1 (North Asia) 

1. China

2. Myanmar

3. Republic of Korea

4. Mr. Surface- USA

5. BCRC - China

6. CACP

7. D. Lennett-NRDC

8. Mr. Baart -Germany
9. Mr. Lynch- USA
10. UNIDO Regional Office


	Group 2 (Southeast Asia)
1. Cambodia

2. Indonesia

3. Malaysia

4. Papua New Guinea

5. Philippines

6. Singapore

7. Thailand

8. BCRC - Indonesia

9. Bali Focus

10. Mr. Maxson- Concorde 
11. Ban Toxics


	Group 3 (South Asia)
1. Bangladesh

2. Bhutan

3. India

4. Nepal

5. Pakistan

6. Sri Lanka

7. GP SEA

8. Toxics Link

9. UNITAR

10. Mr. Brasser- Germany 



	Q1 Do you have a national mercury reduction action plan in place? If yes, do you have the relevant policies/regulation in place? What are your current activities
	· Korea – As yet, Korea has no mercury reduction plan, but current and future trends are environment-friendly oriented. Plans to reduce Hg emissions may follow suit.

· China has no mercury reduction plan at the moment, but plans to have one

· CACP – The Japanese NGO representative is not certain as to government directions in this regard.

 
	· Most of the countries present do not yet have a national mercury reduction plan. However, certain countries have conducted studies or have begun formulating specific activities.

· Cambodia has done mercury inventory and an action plan on the Management of Mercury Releases
· The Philippines has done mercury inventory and a Mercury Reduction Action Plan.

· Thailand has no mercury reduction action plan but has in place  regulations for chemicals including mercury

· Malaysia has a national mercury inventory in place with some concrete mercury reduction activities in batteries and pesticides, but no national action plan in place
· Singapore is in the process of developing action plan to include phasing out of mercury in batteries, chlor alkali and manometers 
· Indonesia has a plan to phase-out mercury in battery.

· Papua New Guinea has plans on big mine closure


	· Some countries in the region have initiated mercury reduction plans, including management and phasing out strategies.    

· Although countries in the region do not have any specific plan to address mercury , they have already had environment protection acts addressing hazardous waste, chemicals, and substances.     

· Initiatives of mercury awareness and inventory have been initiated. Furthermore, some enabling activities have already been put in action in some places.    

	Q2 Is your country a net exporter of mercury at the present time?  Do you know which countries receive this mercury and for what purpose this mercury is used?  Are the uses likely to contribute to the global mercury pollution problem?


	•
Korea is not a net exporter.
·       China is not an exporter       

•
Japan is a net exporter.          
	· Countries present are not net exporters

· In the case of Singapore, they are a trading hub and they do not know how much mercury goes out of the country 
· Thailand bans the export of mercury compounds
	· None of the countries in South Asia is a net exporter.

	Q3 Can your country effectively make use of the mercury storage “tool” to encourage further reduction in either domestic or global mercury demand?


	Korea and Japan use the Hg storage tool.

	· There were concerns over the wording of the question, thus the group re-worded the question as follows:

“Would your country consider the possibility of Hg storage “tool” to encourage further reduction in either domestic or global mercury demand.”

· All countries present answered YES to the modified question, and taking into consideration the highest source of mercury supply, e.g. Chlor-alkali plants, gas productions plants, by-products of mercury from mining of othe minerals.
· For elemental mercury in products the countries agree that the infrastructure and mechanism to bring these into storage must first be in place before storage, as well as necessary pre-treatment.
	· All countries agreed that such tools will be of great help in accessing country scenarios. However, the development of such facilities, or use of such tools is a geo-political decision.

	Q4 Without making any commitment now, can you say whether your country officials would be open to the idea of storing excess mercury?


	· Korea – open to the idea
· China- not sure

· Myanmar- needs more discussion

	· All the representatives present agree that their countries will be open to the option.
	· All the representatives present agree that their countries will be open to the option.

	Q5 What are the main technical (or other) aspects of mercury storage necessary to ensure public health and safety? To ensure environmental responsibility?


	· It is difficult to select an appropriate site.

· There is a clear need to develop mercury-storage technology.

· Feasibility study: easier to deal with own Hg

· Feasibility study to include the need for pretreatment, period of storage, transport requirements

· Centralized facility: Not In My BackYard (NIMBY) issue  


	There were several concerns raised: 

· Need to re-orient policymakers on the concept of long-term storage beyond a 10-15 year time-frame.

· Geographic considerations Capacity building, knowledge and technology transfer, as well as making available of BAT/BEP.

· Long-term monitoring is needed
· EIA and risk assessment.  EIA must contain provisions for social, health, and other issues, such as cultural impact on indigenous, effect of hot climate, etc. 

· Link up with Basel Convention  since it deals with transport of a hazardous substance
· Concerns about costs including removal of mercury from certain products and pretreatment to stabilize the mercury 

	Main Technical aspects include:  

· Any such facility should undergo EIA.  

· In carrying out any such project, stakeholder consultation projects should be arranged to ensure smooth operation. 

· Public notices on such facilities should be taken into consideration. 

· All parties concerned should work together to provide proper training to those involved in all steps – i.e. 

· collection

· transportation, and 

· storage

· There must be mechanisms to ensure secure transportation, very much similar to present conditions such practices as biomedical waste management, and proper symbol etc.

· The storage project should be located away from 

· residential areas (not in my backyard)

· water bodies, and 

· Seismic active zones.

· The storage project should be placed under strict control of pollution control authority and health authority.

	Q6 What (other) social considerations need to be considered with regard to mercury storage?


	· Selection of candidate sites and public acceptance are important. 

· NIMBY syndrome: if people do not need to use mercury , they will not care so much about storage. 

· Mass demo by people (in areas) selected for radioactive waste facility


	· The importance of public consultation, risk communication, and compensation 
· The need for the above elements to be placed in the EIA is crucial

· Cultural and indigenous practices that use mercury will have to be considered 


	· If the communities are satisfied with all the relevant concerns, storage projects will not experience serious problems. 

· In order to achieve this end, all conditions mentioned under question 5 need to be satisfied.

	Q7 What financial options could be available to deal with storage costs?


	· The government and the private sector should work together.

· In the case of centralized storage facilities, the government sets the total amounts of Hg in question.   

· Fee for services

· Donors

· Government pays 

· The government will determine sources of the financial component.


	Mercury storage administration should make necessary arrangements in relation to: 

· “polluter pays” principle: the generator will have to pay

· the creation of a special fund,  

· attracting more private investment,

· securing financial assistance from WB, ADB, and other financial institutions, and 

· prospect of including financial assistance for terminal storage facilities in a future mercury treaty. 


	· Policy administration should pursue the polluter pays principle.

· The policy framework should adopt the public -private partnership approach.

· The policy and management framework could start with initial government subsidies as the stepping stone. 

· The subsidies arrangement is to be completely replaced by privatization at a later stage.

· Efforts should be made to seek co-operation from international financial institutions – e.g. WB and ADB.

	Q8 What political considerations need to be considered with regard to mercury storage?


	· It is important to persuade the public.

· Political concerns exert tremendous influences.

· As far as exportation to other countries are concerned, consideration and deliberation occur at the government level.  


	· Strong political will.
· Political stability 

· Legal instruments such as contracts as part of privatization 

· Bring to regional level, e.g. ASEAN.

· Elevate issue to international level, e.g. MEA. 


	· National consensus of such needs, which may require wide consultation, including financial institutes, Chambers of commerce, Confederation of Industries. 

· Raising awareness of public representatives.

	Q9 What legal and regulatory issues will need to be addressed in order to implement  mercury storage facilities?


	· The regulation of reduction of Hg use should precede the storage law for non-exporter countries.

· Laws banning the export of mercury should be prepared and implemented vis-à-vis net-exporter countries.

· Project should address capacity building on drafting of legislation/regulatory measures, export ban, trade, and demand reduction


	· This question was linked to number 8.

· Emphasized that the “polluter pays principle” should be guiding policy-makers in this issue area.

· There was agreement that a global treaty embodying concrete policies for terminal storage will ensure consistent and sustained national government policy. 

· ASEAN constitutes a forum. Policies formulated at the forum might translate into becoming national laws, and practices.

· In conclusion, the regional storage approach initiated through regional efforts will benefit all nation members.   


	· National legislation and standards are important, and do exist.

  However, there need to be separate guidelines for storage arrangements for different countries.     

· Furthermore, mercury storage is not exactly the same as the storage and disposal of medical waste or other types of waste. As such, particular arrangements and specific practices in this regard need to be considered.  

· Important relevant issues might have to be discussed at international levels.

	Q10 What could be possible barriers to the successful implementation of mercury storage facilities? 


	· The “NIMBY” attitude

	· Sustainable financial support

· Political will

· Priority setting

· Legal obstacles

· Lack of capacity – human and technical

· Absence of elements under questions 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9. 


	The following issues have been raised as relevant and important.  

· adequate financial support

· technical know-how and support for long-term sustainability

· site selection, and

· Socio-political acceptability.
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