
Report on legal and operational implications of priority actions to enhance the 

effectiveness of the Rotterdam Convention  

Comments  

Australia thanks the Secretariat for the work on the survey report on priority actions to enhance 

the effectiveness of the Rotterdam Convention. The intersessional work is an important step in 

developing options for improving the effectiveness of the Convention and information flows, and 

to consider the effectiveness on the process of listing chemicals in Annex III to the Convention.  

Overall, we consider that there are many constructive and useful comments in the survey report 

that go to supporting the prior informed consent procedure and Convention objectives. We note 

the various options for enhancing the effectiveness of the Convention, including for both 

international and domestic implementation. It would be useful to examine the international 

mechanisms further through the intersessional process. It would also be useful to examine 

logical groupings of priority actions. For example, to examine further the CRC process, including 

the CRC Handbook, in order to consider information coordination and the most effective priority 

actions.  

We note there are many comments related to information access and training, and that this 

provides an opportunity to consolidate and value add existing pathways, such as the Clearing 

House Mechanism and Technical Assistance Programme. We note the work already done by 

the Secretariat on technical assistance, and make the following suggestions below, for where 

they may be relevant: 

 The PIC circular letter and CD is a useful pathway, as it already provides updates on the 

availability of new toolkits. One possible option is to use the PIC circular letter and CD mail 

out as way to provide consolidated information or training material without relying on internet 

connections (e.g. hard copy or CD).  

 Technical assistance to enhance capacity for implementation may include practical training, 

for example, assessments, final regulatory action, chemicals listing, or for actions to improve 

import responses and export notifications. The use of YouTube and webinar formats are 

also options to provide practical training and outreach. For example, to share practical 

information on implementation of import responses.  

 The diagram on pages 42-46 is a useful summary and visual aid for the main procedural 

steps of the prior informed consent procedure and process for listing chemicals in Annex III. 

It could be used more widely, including for relevant training packages. It could potentially 

also be useful for a consolidated list of what guidance is available to accompany the diagram 

on procedural steps. Australia also suggests the use of a consolidated glossary to 

accompany the main procedural steps, this could help promote the shared understanding of 

key terminology as part of training and awareness building and implementation.  

We encourage the comparison against effectiveness practices in related conventions also, 

where they may be relevant to sharing ways for how to keep the Convention effective and 

relevant, and enabling improved information flows that support implementation of the prior 

informed consent procedure.  

 

 

 


