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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America. 

Representatives of the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe were ~lso 

present. I n addition, representatives of the following specialized agencies, inter 

governmental and non-governmental organizations participated in the meeting: World 

Health Organization, World Bank, International Atomic Energy Agency, Organization 
.c 

for .. Economic Co- oper ation and Development, Counc i l q.f Eur;)pean Federattons of the 

Chemical Industry , Environment Liaison Centre and International Union for 

Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources . 

C. Election of officers and adoption of the agenda 

4. The meeting elected Ms. Ko Mannheimer (Sweden) c:1.s Ch&:_n,,i:;tn,,anc:l 

Mr. M. H, Minkara (Kuwait) as Rapporteur. ni'e meeting adopted the foJ'.lowing agenda: 

1. Opening of the meeting 

2. Election of the Chaini1an and Rapporteur 

3. Adoption of the agenda 

4. Organization of the work of the meeting 

5. GuideHhes f'or the envir6fln)~ntally sound managemeht of hazardous wastes 

(a) General discussion 

(b) Examination of the revised draft guideHnes 

6. Adoption of the report of the meeting 

7. Closure of the meeting 

III. CONSIDERATION OF THE DRAFT GUIDE~.INES FOR THF ENVIRONMENTi\LLY 
SOUND i"JANAGEMEN T OF HAZARDOUS WASTES 

A. General discussion 

5. Ohe expert draw the attention of the Working Group to the forthcoming high-:-level 

meeting on transfrontie r movements of hazardous wastes to · be held under the auspic~s 

of the Organizaiton for Economic Co-operation and De velopment i n Basel, Switzerland, 

from 26 to 28 March 1985. He considered that it would be very useful and 

appropriate to have · the repor t ancl rec::mmendat.ions of the Working .Group transmitted 

tci this meeting, especially as regards t he concerns of the developing countries. In 

this context the Working Group decided to discw,,s do<..;~menc m:r::P/WG;.95/2 

(Transfrontie r movements of hazardous wa::;tes with reg2crd to deve1oping countr ies ), 

cons:Lderation of which had been def,erred .at the first session. 

6. Document UNEP/WG.95/2 was introduced by the consul tant who had prepared it on 

behalf of UNEP 2.nd the WHO Regj_onal Office for Europe. Several e:x:pei·ts expre s sed 

their appreciation for the quality of the document , as 2, concif;.e .and ,well.- presented 

summary cif the specific problems of transfrontier movements involving developing 
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countries . Whi le the conclusions presented in the document were not discussed in 

detail, 'the Working -Or<ou·~~ agreed to r'eproduce 'them in Annex 2 -'to t he present. report 

so as t o make them a.'Vailab'le ·. 'for discussion in · fu t ure sessions. 

B. Examination of th~ revised draft guideline~ 

7. On the basis of document UNEP/WG.111/2 (revised draft guidelines for the 

envi ronmentally sound managem·ent of hazardous .wastesJ , the Working G:-bup conducted 

the secotid reading of ·the draft guidelines-.' ' 'The texts provisionally adopted by the 

Working ·dr·oup appear' in Annex I to •the pr?::,SEiht report . Shown Hi square· brackets are 

those parts of the provisions on which no consensus wa-s r'ea-ched or thcfae which 

requi re fu r ther consideration at the next session. 

8 . In the course of the examination of the draft guidelines , the Working Group 

noted the following observations by experts : 

9. Wi th regard to introductory or preambular paragraphs to be fo r mulated at a 

future session , many experts suggested that a statement of the objectives of 

hazardous wastes management be prepared with elements drawn from document UNEP/WG.95/2 . 

Guideline l 

10 . The experts agreed that the definitions provisionally adopted at the second 

session of the Working Group should be reviewed further after completion of the 

substantive guidelines, in order to ensure the consistency and adequacy of terminology 

used. Some experts considered that the definitions should conform, as far as 

possible , to those already adopted in other fora such as OECD. 

Guidelines 2 and 3 

11. One expert considered that the words llkept to EJ_ minimum " should be deleted. In 

his opinion the phrase under mined the fundamental notion that rati onal, efficient 

and environmentally sound management of hazardous wastes may justify some 

transfrontier movement, as recognized in the preamble to OECD Decision and 

Recommendation C(83)180, by implying that even so limited a number of movements was 

unacceptably large . 

12. The same exper t further cautioned that guidelines 2 and 3 1 t aken together, might 

upset the balance achieved in Principle 21 of the Stockholm Declaration , between 

rights and duties of States concerning their environment and natu r al resources, and 

proposed the following text to .replace the two guidelines: 

"In managing hazardous wastes 1 States have the sovereign r i ght to exploi t 

their natural resources pursuant to their environmental policies , and they should 
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take stH:;h steps as are necessary., whetht3t' by J.egj_slation or othe rwise, to ensure, 

the protection of health and the envi r onment from damage ar ising f rom t he 

generation and management of riaza'~d.otls wastes . 11 

Guidelines 8 and 9 

13. Ext>erts considered the need ·to retain the word nunavoidable" or "residue 11 in 

connection with the use of fhe word 11 wastes 11 • Afte.r some discussion, it was agreed 

that·the·question be · reviewed at the next session in the light of the definition of 

the term 11was·tes 1r · tn Guideline 1. 


