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A," INTRODUCTION P

1e.. By 1ts d601810n 9/13 B .of 26 May.1981, the Governlng Counoll of the United
'Nations Environmeni Programme (UNEP) decided o initiate work aimed at the
elaboration of a global framework convention for the protéction of the omone layer
and to this end to -establish an ad hoc working group of - legal and technical
experts nominated by interested Governments and 1ntergovernmental organizations,
which is to report, through the Executive Director, %o tHe Governing Council on
the progress of its work. The fifth preambulatr paragraph of the: decision

stressed the desirability of a convention that would cover: monlterlng, scientific
research and the development of the best available ‘and e00nom10a11y fea31ble B
technologies:to limit and gradually reducé emissions of ozone—depletlng T
substances; as well as the development of approppiate strategies and pollcles.
At Bhe same tlmé che Go*ernlng Councll requested the Exeoutlve Dlrector, h

"(a) Mo, angtis thet in the work so initiated, all relévant inférmation and
related work currently under way in other forums, as‘well'as the résults of
any discussions c¢n this 'subject at the Ad Hot Meeting of Senior Government
-‘Officials Expert in Envn'onmental I;za.wr are taken into account

(b) . To invite the Co—ordlnatlng Committee on the Ozone Layer, as part of
its activities under its mandater. . -

g (1.) To contribute to the work of the ad hoc working group,
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(ii) To compile all relevant information, including statistical and
technical data,; on the implementation of the recommendations
contained in decision 8/7 B of 29 April 1980, in particular that
relating to reduction in the use of chlorofluorocarbons 11 and 12,
as well as to production capacity on the basis of an agreed deflnl—
tiongee."

In the seme decision the Governing Council welcomed the offer of the Swediéh.
Government to host the first meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

2. In pursuence of the above decision; the Ad Hoc Working Group of Legal and
Technic:l Experts for the Elaboration of a Global Framework Convention for the
Protection of the Ozone Layer met in Stockholm from 20 to 28 January 1982,
Experts from the following States participated in the Meeting: Algeria,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,..Canada, Congo, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy, .Japan, Kuwait, Netherlands, ngerla, Norway,
Peru, Philippines, Senegal; Sweden, Switzerland, Uhlted Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and thé United Stateés of America. Observers from Iran,
Mexico and the USSR were also present. In addition, representatives of the
following international organizations partlclpated in the Meeting: WHO, OECD,
WMO, EEC. The list of participants is attached to this report as Ammex I.

3. The Meeting was opened by Dr, Mostafa K. Tolba, Executive Director of UNEP.
Mr. Anders Dahlgren, the Swedish Minister for:Agriculture and the Environment,
welcomed, on behalf of the Swedish Government, participants to Stockholm and to
the first meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group. He recalled that 1982 was the
tenth anniversary year. of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment,
held in Stockliolm. UNEP had been established as a direct result of that
_Conferenoe,' Sweden had been an active: supporter of UNEP since its" inception and
the fact that the Meeting was being held in Stockholm was a reflection of
Sweden's contlnued commitment to UNEP and to global envirommental co-operation.
The international community had been alerted as early as in the mid 1970s to the
potentially .serious hazards to menkind resulting from depletion of the stratos—
pheric ozone layer. In Sweden, as well as in some other countries, the use of -
chlorofluorccarbons had been banned-as a propellant in spray-cans. Other
countries had agreed on limitations affecting produntion and preduction capa-
city of such substances. . Sweden had been very gratified by the decision by .

the Governing Council at its 9th Session in 1981 to iniiiate work aimed at the-
elaboration of a global framework convention for the protection of the ozone
layer. .The serious hazards -to all maunking and fto the biological production’
capacity of the’ earth, which would result from a depletion of the ozone layer,
were a truly global threat and must therefore be a matter of global -concern.

If and when a gIobal convention for the protection of the ozone layer game into
force, it would represent a major break-through in international environmental
co-operation, in the sense that the world community would have declared its.
determination ¥o take action before = serious global environmental "threat
materialized, i.e. preventive globhal action 1nstead of the remedial action tzaken
hitherto. Sweden was fully aware of the fact that the first meeting of the

Ad Hoc Working Group was a modest first step in a time-consuming and perhaps
cumbersome process. It was Sweden's sincere hope that the meeting would resuld
in a solid foundation being laid for the future work required.
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4. Dr. Mostafa K. Tolba, Executive Director of UNEP, siressed in his opening
statement that all the most reliable scientific evidence pm.n'bed to the fact
that the -earth?s protective ozone layer was being and, more importzntly, would
continue to be depleted by chlorofluorocarbons and other chemicals, unless the
international community tock preventive action. The urgent task rnow before’
the Meeting was to create a framework that would make that action effectlve.
Dr. Tolba expressed his gretitude feor the Swedish initiative, which would
provide a temt of UNEP's effectiveness in a catalytic role. Afier describing
the history of UNEP's efforts to deal with the question of protecting the ozone
layer,-which should continue in the future as well, he stressed the need for
developing and preparing the ground»so that - should it become necessary - a
concerted and co-operative effort ¢ould be mounted to ensure that, the _present
proble~ was not aggravated by further 1ndlscr1m1nate and’ unnecessary pollution
of the atmosphere. In order to-athieve that: goal the Governing Cound 1 had
decided at ites ninth session in May 1981 that work aimed at the elaboration

of a global framework convention for the protection of the ozone layer should
be started. To that end it had decided to establish an ad hoc working group

of legal and technical experts nominated by interested governments and inter-
governmental organizations. The group now meeting in Stockholm was to report,
through him, to the Governing Council on the .progress it had made. He then
described the preparatory work requeatéd ‘of him by ‘the Governing Council and he
drew the attention of participants to the doouments prepared Tor the Meeting.
He added that the Meeting alsc had before it a draft text of a framework
convenition prepared -jointly by Finland, Norway and Sweden. He thanked the
three .Governmeénts for their initiatives. He then offered his preliminary views
on the structure and “certain general provisiens of the draft. He welcomed the
flexibility involved in the development of a framewnrk convention with annexes
and/or protodols, - With regard to the general provision of the draft, he
commented upon institutional arrangements possibly involving UNEP that (i)

the existing mechanisms should be fully utilized to support the Contracting
Parties in the sound implementation of the convention; (ii) it was necessery
to obtain the widest possible co-operation of States and competent international
bodies and organizations; (iii) with regard to the possible role of UNEP as the
secretariat of the proposed convention there was a range of financial and
administrative requirements which UNEP would be:prepared tc provide information
on, if and when appropriate. He then suggested to the Meeting the adoptinn and
use of ‘the Governing Council's rules of procedure, mutatis mutandis, which the
meetlng accepted. ' :

5. The Group elected the fbllowing 6fficers for the Bureau:

Chairman - Mr'. G. Svenson (Sweden)
Vice-Chairman — Dr. D.R. King (USA) .
Rapporteur — Dr. R.B. Silva y Silva (Peru)

6. The elected Cha1rman, Ambassador G. Svenson, empha51zed in his acceptance
speech the major objectives that the Meeting would try to fulfill. Firstly,
he voiced his conviction that the Meeting should lay down the foundation for
the elaboration of a global frzmework conventlon for the protection of the.
ozone layer. Such a basis should, as a minimum requirement, include basic
agreement_an_the gtructure and format of a framework convention,_possibly‘also
including agrcement on the institutional arrangements and the-scientific



UNEP/WG.69/10
Page 4

components regarding monitoring and assessment. He was also of the opinion
that it would be instructive to have an informal discussion on the content and
format of the technicel annexes, Secondly, .he felt.that the report must .
include recommendations on the agenda and venue of the next meeting of the

Ad Hoc Working CGroup and the preparafions for the meeting. In conclusion, he
suggested the method of work of the Group.

7. The Group adopted its agenda, which appears in Annex II t¢ this report.

It was agreed that an informal committee of the whole should be established Yo
deal with agenda item 5 in order to facilitate a preliminary exchange of views.
In that comnexion it was also noted that the experts participatediin.the.
discuseion in their individual capacity and that the views and opinions
expressed did not represent any formal commiiments:on the part of their
Governments. :

B.  DELIBERATIONS .OF THE GROUP ON THE ELABORATION bF
A GICBAL FRAMEHORK CONVENTION FOR THE PROTECTIO‘Q‘ OF
U mHR OZONE LAYER -

8. The Group then proceeded to the conelderatlon of technlcal and legal
agpects of the problem of ozone depletlon,f Concerning technical- aspects,
special presentations were made by experts on the following toplce.

-~ "Ozone monltorlng, trend analysis and possible ellmatlc effects" by
Dr. R. Bojkov,

~ '"Chemical'and atmospheric modelling" by Dr. R.Ge Derwent,"
- FAlternative_technologies and soclo-economic aspects" by Dr. S. Weil,

- "Biological effects of -ozone depletion" by Prof. J.C. van der Lein.

These presentations demonstrated that considerable activities aimed at
clarifying various aspects of the ozone question had been undertaken by a
number of States and member organizations. In addltlon, participants benefited
from written information from the UNEP Co-ordinating Committee on the Ozone
Layer (CCOL), WMO end WHO relating to the ozone issue.

9. Following the technical presentations, the Group considered informally
general policy objectives and approaches with regard to the elaboration of an
international convention for the protection of the ozone layer. It was
stressed thet a global convention should be proposed, as the problem of ozone
depletion was truly of a global nature and would thus require co-operation on
the part of a large number of States. This was the reaeon why invitations to
nominateexperts to participate in the present meetlng had been extended. to all
-memPer-States  of the United Nations. It was con51dercd cosentialy, thereford,
to encourage wider participation by government “ppOlnted experts in the work

of the Group. - It was accepted that there is uneertalnty abouu effects on the
ozone: layer of a niumber of substances and about the extent to which the earth's
shield against UV-B radiation may be depleted and the extent to which climatic
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effects may result. Nonttheless there was agreement that precautionary action
is necesgary for the sake of man and the enviromment. Some experts thought that
the present evidence of risgk warranted early regulatory and preventative
measures at the international level relating to certain:specific agpects of the
problem. Other experts considered that the evidence did not point to the need
for such action and the present international co-operation should therefore
mainly relate to improving the assessment of sources, trends and effects of
ozone perturbation. It was noted that the benefits of some substances which may
deplete the ozone layer should be taken into account.

10. The flexible approach involved in the development of a framework convention,
possibly with annexes and/or protocols, was supported by thé Group and congi-
dered rocessary in obder to allow the accomodation of scientific knowledgé and
policy alternatives as they became available. Possible technical annexes an@/or
protocols would contain provisions aimed at controlling specific types of actions
or substances where scientific assessment justified thé need for such measurgs
and where ressonable alternative technologles existed. In that cemnexion, ..
several experts amphasized the 1mporﬁance of the need to take due account of the
economic- impact of ozone depletion control measures., With regard to institu-
tional arrangements, the Group expressed the view that the existing mechanzsms
ghould be taken advantage of, to the extent posalhle, bearing in mind financial
congiderations.

11. The Group agreed to discuss four main calegories of provisions to be ineluded
in the ‘convention, namely (a) specific forms of co-operation, (b) basic obli-
gations, (c) institutional arrangements, and (d) gtructure, format and other
provigions, using the text prepared by Finland, Norwey and Sweden wherever
appropriate.

(2) Specific forms of co-operation

12, The Group agreed that the comvention should contain provisions for increased
co-operation and the exchange of information on monitoring, research, modelling,
assessment, and development. Under each of these topics, the Group listed
those subjects it thought most important:

Monltorlng of

(i)' “the sthtus of the ozone layer, (i.e, total amount and wvertical dis-
tribution) as currently measures by the WMO Global Ozone Observing
System (GOOS), which included surface-~based remote-sensing instruments,
rocket- and- balloon-borne ozone-sondes and satellite-bornme instrumen-
tation, and constant level balloon flights,

(ii) the chemical trace constituents of the atmosphere that were necegsary
for understanding and preparing model estimates of the status of the
“ogone. layer, (e.g. nitrogen, hydrogen and chlorine families, CFCs,
metliane, CO2 and aerosol particles),

(iii) the dynemic, thermodynemic and radiative parameters necessary for an
understanding of the interaction between the photochemistry and
dyna?lcs of the atmosphere (e.g. temperature, pressure and solar
flux),
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(iv) the solar irradiance at the earth's surface in the ultra-violel range
with biclogical ;effects (UV—B) (The irradiance should best be measured

_ as a function of Wavelength and in conjunction with measurements of-
“total ozone),

(v) the incidence of skin cancers,

{wi) ‘the global production, release, and use of ozome-affécting substances
" (Some important substances at present are the chlorofluorocarhons,.
methyl chloroform, and carbon tetrachlorids).

(vii) the quality of ozone and trace constituent measures through 1nter-::
. comparigon of surface,. balﬁoon—,rocket— and satellite-borne instru-"
mentatlon.

The Grdup noted the increasing requirement for ‘the forwarding of data to
appropriate data'oentres, for the archiving and distribution of all forms of
data relating to monltorlng, and for intercomparison activities as mentioried
above, It was also noted that to optimize the surface-based monitoring system
would require a minimum additional financial obligation.  ‘Balloon ‘overflights
required the co-operation of those countries overflown. .

Research on:

(i) the effects of ultra—violet radiation on humans, agriculture, terres-
trial and aquatic eco-systems, and on foresis.. These efforts should
include studies of wavelength dependence and derivation of action
spectra, as well as epidemiological studies relating effects to-
exposure and dosage;

(ii) improved instrumentation for dosage ‘and for UV-B irradiance as a
function. of wavelength);

(iii) climate change due to ozone;depletiéh, and the associated climatic-
‘change effects on humans, terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, agri-
culture, and forestry;

(iv) the evaluation of trends in time series, in particular relating to
ozone data, and methods for atdributing changes in. -ozone data to
Speclflc causes 3.1. s

(v) the chémistry and dynamice of the stratospheré, including photo—

' chemical research (It would be helpful if countries would co-operate
in establighing a capability for quick response in measuring the
effect of large volcanic eruptions on the ozone layér);

(vi) doﬁﬁuiaiibnal'models that estimate ozone distribution using informaiion
on emissions 'of chemicals and on the chemsitry and dynamics of the
atmosphere,

(vii) the economic and social effects of various controls and regulatory
action taken.
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Information Exchange

13. The meeting recognized that there were several types of information that
needed to be exchanged, in particular: scientific- information (1nolud1ng research
and assessment reportss, aggregated. data on production, uses, and emission of
chlorocarbons, technological information on substitutes and al teraatlvos,
information on national administration and' law, and socio-econémic information,
gsuch as cost-bensfit analyses, risk assegsments of alternative strategies and
impacts of regulatory actions. Certain information should also be dlssemlnamed
to the public in order to increase its awareness of the problem. -

14. In this respect, thp Group brough® up several problems on information
exchange that would have to be dealt with, in:particular the fact that some data
were confidential or. proprletory, that data from some parts of the world were .
not ‘presently avaxlable, and that different.-countries had different oﬁnstralnts
on* %he disclosure of informetion.

“15. The Group heard from its technlcal experts that soc10—economlc 1nformat10n
included” such toplcs as the costs of the effects of possible ozone depletldn on
health =nd’ agrlculture, fo;estry and fisheries production, the-costs and” beneflts
of alternative’ technolog;ea and inhibition of man‘'s act1v1ties, energy conéump—
tion, and thelr 1nternet10nal trade 1mpllcaﬁionau :

P 5 .;."ﬁ_: brd

It was also noted that measures to reduce or limit the use of CFCS Shouid not he
adversely affected by ;mporta. :

Technology transfer

16, Some experts stated that two key points shovld be kept in mind, ﬁéﬁé1y4-
that:

(i) there were some technologies- making it possible io replace CFCs. |
LA Whereas the cpst. of these. technelogies varied their- implementatlon
did give rise. to SOClOv600n0mJG problems. . It would thérefore seem
easier, especlaily in, developlng countries, to. =adopt new technology
“rather than to convert exigting equ1pment and facilltles,

(ii) it would be appropriate to comsider prov151ons to facllltate the
licensing and sale of agliernate technologies to othér countries.

17. It wes noted that the problems .of confidentiality, patents, and government
constraints affecting the 1mport and export of technology had to be con31dered,
as well as the Higher costs of .alternative technologies fér developing countries.
It was further noted that devaloplng countries would-also need traAnlng and
special manuals or gu;des to, the technologies provided.

18. Many parulclpaﬂts expressed the need for enabling deve10p1ng countrles to
obtadn special +training for thelr techn1oal staff.’

(b) Basic obligations

19. There was broad agreement that the objective of-the comvention was to
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protect man and his environment from adverse effects caused by the dcpletlon of
the ozone layer. A number of experts stated that they could accept thé provision
proposed in the draft text prepared by Finland, Norwey and Sweden. Other experts
were of the view that an objective under the fundamental obllgatlon under the.
_conventlon could be. to, endeavoiir to take approprigte measures with regard to.
Qzone perturbang substances, .28 the need ardse, It was also mbntlonod that in
respect of. the wording of a basic obllgation it would be conveniint to keep the
wording that the. Nordic countries had used”in the Ad Hoc heetlng -0f. Senior
Government . Officials Expert in Environmental Law, which read'

"To 1limit, reduce and prevent activities which have or are llkely to hL
adverse effects upon the stratospheric ozone layer." i/ 2 .?

20, Some experts were of the. opinion that the fundamental obllgwt1on 50. protect
man and his environment from adverse effects caused by depletion of the ozone..
layer should be. formulated in the operative part of the convention. Some. other
experts thought that this obligation should find its place either in both the
preamble and the body of the convention or in the annexes. and/or protocols. In
‘elaborating the fundamental obligation of the convention tha_iermq "the omane.
layer" and "adverse effects by depletion' would need be precisely defined. In
.this regard the relevance of principle 21 of the Stockholm Declaration was
mentioned as the bagis for the fundamental obligation to protect the.ozone
layer. It was generally agreed that in drafting a2 convention a clear. distinction
should be made between that fundamental obligation and obligations to take
specific measures. There was also broad agreement that appropriate. relevant
leglslatlve, administrative, technical and other measures should be taken, with
due account of the rights and responsibilities laid down in principle 21 of the
Stockholm Declaration.

(c) Institutional. arrangements

21. There was general agreement that the secrefariat function would be provided
within the framework of UNEP. - It.was-mentioned, however, that that undertaking
should be in conformlty with UNEP'B catalytic and co~ordinating role. Concerning
the functions of.-the secretariat it was considered that they should be restricted
to administrative funotlons,: It was:also suggested that the undertaklng of
scientific and teghnical studies .should be left to CCOL,or, =s the case may be,
to a sclentlflc-technologloal oommlttee.

22. The questlon of the 1nst1uut10nal arrangements in the field of ‘science and
technology received much attention. There was a consensusoantthe desirability:
of using, as far as-possible, ithe expertlse of CCOL and on the need to.avoid ..
duplication. of work between: CCOL and any proposed new sclentlflc—technmlogical
committec or :other bodies. ‘Several possible alternatives were proposed: (i)

the merger of the two bodies, with .the aiiendmerit of CCOL's mendate so that it
could serve as the scientific advisory body 0 the convention, supplemented by an
extended bureau for proposing policy recommendations to meetings of the
Conference of the Parties, or (ii) the establishment of supplementary scientific
or technological bodies in addition to CCOL, or (iii) having CCOL serve the
Conference of the Parties directly. A consensus was ultimately established that
the scientific activities of CCOL should be expanded to include socio~&conomic

+/ UNEP/GC.10/5/Add.2, Appendix I.



UEP,/ W3, 69/10
Page 9

and technologlcal aspects. Uhile reagsurance was given that CCOL could be
adapted 1o asgume the role env1saged for the .scientific-technologioal committee,
it was- argued, ‘o the otﬁer nand ﬁhat ‘“thére might be some legal problems
coheerﬂlng the* pﬁesent comPﬁ 1tion of CCGL, whose members included non-State

. entltles, wieréas” thie proposed ‘technical organ under the convention would consist
* only of the Partleﬂ ‘to thé convention. Attention iWms drawn to the possible
precedent Walue of articles 9 and 10 of the ECE Convention on Long-Range
Transboundary Air Pollution and article 11 in the Couveniion on the International
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna axd Flora (CITES). It was further
mentloned that thé rules of procedure of the Conference of the Parties might-
help “to $6lve these proolbms° ‘There was general agreement that the separate
functions of assessment, formilation of recommnendations, and policy decisions
needed to be dlstlngulshed, with, asqessment assigned to CCOL and policy decisions
to the Cunference .of the Darties.

23, “The “riew was exprnssed that the role, under the convention,: of the TUnited
Nations specialized agencies, other inter-governmental organizations-and non--
governmental organizations should be determined more clearly. The oubstanding
role of WMO in the field. of monitoring and research of the ozone layer was
partlcularly emphasized.

24. The Group agreed that there lhould be & Conference of the Parties.. It was
propdsed that the convention should provide for the convening of the first-
meeting of the Conference at a determined time after the convention's entry into
Fotce and that the Conference itgelf .should . decide_on the convening of further
meetings. Some experts proposed that an interim institutional mechanism should
be devised before +the entry inte force of the convention.

(4) Structure, format and other provisions
25. With regard to provigions for the settlement of disputes it was . aldo
accepted that some sort of provision on this matter was needed. Some experts
proposed that all disputes concerning the interpretation or application of the
convention should be settled by negotiations,  good offices, or: mediation hy'a
third Contraciing Part;, bit if the parties concerned could not settle their
dispute by these means, the dispute should, by common agreement, be. referrad to
an ad hoc tribunal, o an arblt“a%or, or to the International Court, of" Just1ce;
On the other hand, many expérte expressed the wiey that it.was premature. +o -
discuss ‘provisiong on ‘the’ settlemert ‘of disputes at the present :stage. Many
experts felt that Article 13 of the ECE Convention on Transboundary Air
Pollution was more suvccinci and appropriate as a model. Other experts held the
view that analogous provisions on the settlement of dispubes in the. follow1ng
ingtruments should be used as a model in elabordting such provisions: Artiocle:
279 of the Drafi Convention on the Lar of the Sea, Article 33 of the Charter of
the United Nations and Article 10 of the London Ocean Dumping Convention.

26. It was stressed by several experts nhat there was a need to provide for
annexes - and/or prouocols ‘which wonld contain specific provisions on regulatory
measures to be adopited urider the convention. Some. experts felt that such
provlslons should be regardei as an integral. part of the corvention: and included
in one or more annexes o it. Some experts noted however, that it would be
more appropriate o adopt proliscols which wulld cnable the Contracting Parties
to the convention to decide wheither they wished to become parties to those
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protocols as well. Mention was made of the procedures adopted in the. Barcelona
Convention on the Protection of the Mediterranean against Pollutlon, which might
offer a precedent. There was agreement in the Group, however, that, whichever.
approach was adopted, it would be necessary to leave some flexibllity to -
individual countries in decldlng on the concrete national measures to be sdopted
and that it was also important to ensure that the basic objectives of the
convention could not be thwarted.

27 The Group was informed that an 1nformal group ‘of zome experts had already
considéred the contents of possible annexes and/or protocols to the Conventlon
based on measures already belng 1mplemented 1n somg. countvles. F

28,‘The --iew wasg also expressed that reservatlons.to uhe convention shnuld not
be permitted. Others felt, however, that it would be difficult to exclude
reservations alsogether. I+ was agreed that it would be difficult to be precise
conceérning reservations tlll such time as the flnal content of a Convention

became clear.

29, As regards the question of amendments to a conventlon and possible annexes
and/or protocols therebo, many experts were of the opinion that these should be
adopted by covse“sus, rather than by a two thirds majority which was favoured

by a number of other experts. One: expert mentioned the possibility of non-CFC .
producing couiiries amending a convention against the will of all the CFC o
producing colmtries, if no more than a two thirds majority were required. Another
expert pointed out that amendments would only come into force for a contracting
party if it accepted them:

38, It was suggested by some experts thet tacit consent procedure for amendments
ghould be included in a convention. A number of experts, however, considered’
that this expedited procedure could not be acceptable, save for matters of a
formal, technical cheracter..

31. Some experts pointed to the need for any amendments to be subject to a ‘
requirement to take due account of relevent scientific and technical cons;deratlons.

32. Purthermore, the view was expresset thal spe01allprovm§10ns may be requlred
in a conventicn for amendméwnts or entry iuto force of poasible proiocols, or in
adoption of" or amendment to, possible amnexes; in order to reflect the special
interests of Contracting Parties who might assume gajor obligations under
protocols andfor ‘afinexes.

33, Concerring the entry intc force of amendments and possible new annexes, an
interval-of 90 rather than 60 days was suggested.

34, One expert, speaking cn behalf of the experts from the European Economic
Commmity, outlined relevant EEC activities in the field of the protection of
the ozone layer and sunggesved that the future convention should be open for
signature noi orly to Siates but Also to regional economic integration organ-
igaticns which hzve competence in respect of this subject. One expert was of
the opinhon that such a provision would require careful study. Other experts
stregsed that the ov ganjzaﬁlons in question shonld only include inter—govern—
mental integration organizations.
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C. FUTURE WORK

35. With reference to future work, the Group considered possible steps to be-
taken in preparation of its second session, should the Governing Council
decide that such a meeting should be held, and adopted the follow1ng recommcnw
dations to be submitted to the Executive Dlrector- . U A

Recommendations for the future work of the

Ad Hoc Group

36. During its first meeting the Ad HOC'Grbﬁﬁ recomménded that the following
tasks should be undertaken by the Secretarlai 1n'preparat10n of the next- meetlng
of the Group. _ < i . :

(1) : Prpparatlon of a new text of a draft framework conventlon based on
comments and pr0posals made during the first meeting on the structure, format
and elements of the convention and contain1ng alternative provisions and
commentariss as required.

(11) The new draft convéntion together with fﬁe report of the first sesmion
of the. Group should: be sent by UNEP to all member States of. the United Natlons
along u1th 1nv1tat10n to a second session of the Group. - ,

(iii) The new draft should also be sent to the members of CGCOL for comments
on scientific and technical aspects and on institutional aspects and
machinery for scientific/technical input to the convention. These should be
returned by a date to be determined by the Secretariat.

(iv) A special paper should be prepared by UNEP on the institutional
arrangements of a convention, in particular on the role and functions of
UNEP, should that arrangement be preferred. Financial, logistical and
practical implications for UNEP should be highlighted.

(v) A discussion paper on alternative structures and formats for tech-
- nical annexes and/or protocols should be prepared, indicating the respective
implications of each.

(vi) Provision of a discussion paper on the procedures and limitations of
agsgessing socio—economic impact of alternative strategies for protection of
man and the enviromment from adverse effects of depletion of the ozone layer.
If it is not possible to introduce this document at a second session of the
cBroup, it should be ready for a subsequent meeting,

(vii) Provision of a discussion paper on the need for and difficulties
relating to the transfer, between countries, of technology and knowlcdge
relating to activities concerning production, use and emissions which may
affect the ozone layer.

(viii) Future meetings of the Group should be provided for as necessary.
The next meeting of the Group should be arranged, if feasible, in the early
autum of 1982, at a place to be decided upon. The main objective of the’
next meeting would be to elaborate further a draft convention, in the light
of additional information and comments received, and also ‘o discuss



UNEP/ WG.69/10
Page 12

strategies for supplementing the draft convention through technical annexes
and/or protocolss

(ix)  Special efforts should be made to encourage participation by mcre
countries in the work of the Group."

The Group noted that the above,recommendétioﬁs'ﬁould have financial implications but
it felt that their consideration fell outside its terme of reference.

D. CLOSURE OoF THE MEETING

37. The expert from Sw1tzerland 1nformed the Group that if it was decided to
hold a further session of the Special UNEP Working Group, Switzerland would

be prepared to make the Centre International de Gendve available free of charge,
as was customery, between 18 September and 3 October 1982. The Group took -

note with grailtude of the generous offer by the Swiss Government to host 1ts

second session.

38. At the closing of the meeting, the representative of the Executive Director,
speeking om behalf of the Executive Director; thanked the Government of Sweden
for hosting the first session of the Ad Hoc’ WOrklng Group in such ‘excellent
conditions. After customary exchange of courtegies, the Chairman declared the

session closed.
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Annex II

Agenda

Opening of the meeting
Blection of officers
Adoption of the agenda and organization of work

Presentation of technical aspects of ozone layer depletion
and its impaot and general debaile

Initiation of work aimed at the elaboration of a global frame-
work convention for the protection of the ozone layer

Other business
Adoption of the report

Closure of the meeting.






