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TTyHKT 6 NpeBAPHUTENLHOM TTOBECTKHU JTHS

I1.

PabdoTa Hag omacHBIMM CBOWiICTBAMH

3anucka cekperapuara

Beeaenue

1. Ha cBoem miectom coemmannu Koudepennust CropoH npussiia pemerue VI/37 o mporpamme
paboTsl Paboueil rpymiel OTKPBHITOTO COCTaBa, B KOTOPOM OHa MTOCTAHOBHJIA BKIIIOYUTH B IPOTPAMMY
paboTsI Boripoc 0 3aBepiieHNH padoThl Hag onacHbME cBoiicTBamu H6.2, H10, HI1 m HI3 o
Hayaje poBeJeHNUs PabOTHI HAJl ONTACHBIMHU CBOMCTBAMH, HE OXBaUCHHBIMH JISSITEILHOCTBIO OBIBIIEH
TexHuyeckoi padboueit rpymisl (3a1a4a I, Meponpuste 2). B cBoem peruennn VI/29 o
MeXAyHapoaHoM coTpynHudecTBe Kondepenmus CTOpoH mpu3Haia He00X0IUMOCTh COTPYJHUYATh
¢ [TonkomuTETOM BKCIIEPTOB MO TIEPEBO3KE ONAacHBIX Ipy30B Oprannzanuu O0bequHeHHbIX Hanuii u
BcemupHoii opranuzanueii 3apasooxpanenust (BO3) B atoii obnactu.

OcymecrBieHue

Onacnoe cBoiictBo H6.2: Undunupyrommue Bemecrsa

2. Ha cBoem mectom coBemannu Kongepenuus Cropon npussiia pemenue VI/25, B koropom
oHa npocuiia Pabouyto rpymniry OTKpBITOrO COCTaBa MPOJOIKUTh PACCMOTPEHUE IPOEKTa JOKYMEHTa,
noarorosiaeHHoro CoenuHeHHbIM KOponeBcTBOM, C y4ETOM pe3yIbTaToB paboThl ITogkomurera
HKCIIEPTOB IO NEPEeBO3KE ONMACHBIX IPpy30B Opranumsanuu O6venuHeHHbx Haruit u npocuia
CEKpeTapHaT NPOAOJIKUTh KOHCYJIbTALUK C COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMH OpraHaMu, B yacTHocTH ¢ BO3.

3. Ha nepBoii ceccun PaGodeii rpymimbl OTKPBITOTO COCTaBa, COCTOSIBIIEHCS B IEPHOJ C

28 ampens no 2 mas 2003 rona, npeacrasurens CoepnHenHoro KoponeBcTsa BeiHEC HA
paccMOTpeHHe JIOKJIAL ¥ ITPOEKT PYKOBOJAIIEr0 JOKYMEHTa 00 onacHoM cBoiictee H6.2
(Mupunupyromue BenecTsa), KOTOPhI ObLI ITOJTOTOBIICH €r0 CTPAaHOI B KaueCTBe BeLyILel CTPaHBI,
Y YIOMSHYJI O BO3MOKHOI HEOOXOJMMOCTH B YTOYHEHUH JaHHOTO CBOMCTBA C YYE€TOM M3MEHEHUI B
ornpeeNIeHnH HHOHUIHPYIOIUX BEIIECTB B TUIIOBBIX HOPMATHBHBIX MOJIOXKeHUsX [TonkomuTera
skcrieproB Opranuzanuu O0bearHeHHBIX Haluii 1o nepeBo3Ke OmacHbIX TPy30B U COTJIACOBAHHOM
Ha I7100aIbHOM YPOBHE CHCTEME KiTacCH(HKAIIMU U MapKUPOBKU XMMHUYECKHUX BeIlecTB. Pabouas
rpynmna mnpemuioxkuia CTopoHaM U IPyTHM 3aHHTEPECOBAHHBIM CyOBEKTaM NPEICTaBUTh

K0472095

) UNEP/CHW.7/1.

111004

U3 coobpakeHuit SKOHOMHUHU HACTOSIIIMI TOKYMEHT HalleyaTaH B OTPaHUYEHHOM KOJIMYecTBe dK3eMIusipoB. [Ipocsba k
JiesieraTaM pUHOCUTh CBOM KOIIMHM Ha 3aCEAaHNsI M HE 3alpallliBaTh JOMOIHUTEIbHBIX KOITUH.
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nonoHuTeNnpHBIE 3amedanus Coequaennomy KoponeBcTBy u cekpetapuary k 30 ceHTSIOps

2003 rozxa ¢ Tem, 4TOOBI TOKYMEHT 00 3THX CBOHCTBaX MOKHO OBLIO A0paboTaTh JUIs TPEICTABICHUS
Ha paccMoTpeHue Pabodeli rpynibl OTKPBITOTO COCTaBa Ha ee TpeThel ceccun 1 Kondepenimn
CTOpOH [UIsl MPUHATHS Ha €€ CEbMOM COBEIIaHHH.

4. B cootBeTcTBHH ¢ Tpock00il Paboueil rpymIel OTKPBHITOTO cOCTaBa MPOEKT JOKYMEHTa,
noarotosieHHbIH CoenHeHHBIM KoposieBcTBOM, OBl pa3MelleH Ha BeO-caiite basenbckoit
KOHBEHIMH JUIs IpeAcTaBiIeHus 3ameuanuii k 30 centsopsa 2003 roxa. Ilo cocTosHHIO Ha KOHEI]
(despans 2004 roa cekpeTapuaToM HUKAKUX 3aMEUaHHi MOJTy4eHo He Obuto. [lepecMOTpeHHBIH
MPOEKT JOKyMeHTa, moarotosiaeHHbIi CoequaenHsiM KoponeBcTBOM, OBUT IpeCTaBICH Ha
paccmoTpenne Pabodeli rpynibl OTKPBITOTO COCTaBa Ha ee TpeTheld ceccun B amnpene 2004 roma. B to
ke BpeMsi Pabouast rpyIia OTKphITOrO COCTaBa MOCTAHOBHIIA OOPATHTHCS C TIPH3BIBOM O
MIPEeICTaBICHNH JOMOTHUTEIHHBIX 3aMEeIaHU 10 HOBOMY TIpoeKTy gokymeHTa K 30 utons 2004 rona
Y IIPOCHJIA CEKpeTapraT NPEeICTaBUTh IEPECMOTPEHHBINA TEKCT JOKYMEHTa CEIbMOMY COBEILIAHHIO
Kondepenmu CTOpoH A €ro NpUHATHS HA BPEMEHHOW OCHOBE. 3amMedaHus ObUIM MOIyYEeHbI OT
Kanane! u cexperapuarta EBporneiickoii skonomnueckoid komucenu Oprannzanun OObeJMHEHHBIX
Hamuit (EDK OOH). 3ameuanust ObLH pa3MelneHsl Ha BeO-calite ba3enbckoii KOHBEHITUH
(www.basel.int) u pecTaBiICHbI B IPUIIOKEHNUH K HACTOSIIEH 3anucke. Ha ocHOBE 3THX 3aMeYaHUi
Coenunennoe KoponeBcTBO MOATOTOBUIIO NEPECMOTPEHHBIN IOKYMEHT, COAEPIKAIIUNICS B
UNEP/CHW.7/11/Add.1, nns paccMOTpeHus Ha TEKyIeM COBEIaHHU.

Omnacnoe csoiictso H10: Boigeirenne TOKCHYHBIX Fa30B

5. Ha nepBoii u Tpetheii ceccusix PaGoueii rpymiisl OTKpBITOTO cocTaBa, B anpene/mae 2003 rona
u anpene 2004 rona, COOTBETCTBEHHO, NpeacTaBUTeNb HunepianaoB npeacTaBuil JOKIA O X0Ie
paboTsI IO pa3paboTKe PyKOBOJSIIEro TOKyMeHTa 00 onacHoM cBoiictBe H10. Ha cBoem
cosemanuy B anpese 2004 rona Padouas rpynmna npemioxmia CTOpoHaM U JPYTUM yJacTHUKAM
IpeCcTaBUTh 3aMedanus Hunepnannam u cekperapuaty k 31 ssaBaps 2005 rona, ¢ TeM 4T00bI
MePECMOTPEHHBIH TEKCT JOKyMEHTa MOYKHO OBLIO IPECTaBUTh Ha paccMOTpenue Pabouei rpymist
OTKpBITOTO cocTaBa Ha ee ceccud B 2005 roxy. 3arem Hunepnanasl mponHGOpMUpOBaIH
CeKpeTapHaT 0 TOM, YTO OHU HE CMOTYT IO-TIPEXKHEMY UIPaTh BEAYIIyIO POJb B Jeje MOArOTOBKU
JTAHHOTO TEXHUYECKOTO PYKOBOJIIETO JOKYMEHTA M POCHIIH CEKPETapHaT 3aBEPLIUTh padoTy MO
€ro MOArOTOBKE NpH (PUHAHCOBOI NOAIEPIKKE CO CTOPOHBI Hunepnanaos.

Onacnoe cBoiictBo H11: TokcuuHble BeniecTBA (BbI3bIBAIONIUE 3ATSAKHbIE WIH
XpoOHHYecKHe 3200J1eBaHUSA)

6. Coenunennsie 1ITaTtel AMepuKy T0OPOBOJILHO B3sUIH Ha ce0s pOJib BELyIeH CTPaHBI B Jieie
MOATOTOBKH PYKOBOJISILETO JTOKYMEHTa O JaHHOM CBOWCTBE M Ha IEpBOi ceccur Paboueid rpymmst
OTKpBITOTO cocTaBa B anperne/mMae 2003 roga npeacTaBuUTeNb 3TOM CTpaHbl BHEC Ha paCCMOTPEHHE
MPOEKT 0030PHOTO TOKYMEHTa, TOATOTOBIICHHBIH ATEHTCTBOM IO OXpaHe OKpYy Karouiei cpeisl
Coenunennbix IlItatoB AMepuku. PaGouast rpymmna OTKpBITOTO cocTaBa 00paTHiIach ¢ HPU3bIBOM
npezacraButh CoenuHeHHbIM LlITaTam AMepuku 3amedanus k 30 centsaops 2003 roga, ¢ TeM 4ToObI
CBOJHBII JOKYMEHT MOKHO OBLIO NPEACTaBUTh Ha paccMoTpeHne Paboueii rpynmbl OTKpHITOro
COCTaBa Ha €€ TPEThel CeCCHU.

7. Cexperapuar pa3MecTHII IIPOEKT 0030pPHOTO TOKYMEHTA, HOATr0TOBICHHBIH CoelMHEHHBIMU
[ItaTamu Amepuku, Ha BeO-caiite bazenbckoit konBeHIE (Www.basel.int) 1 ipeuToxKmT
npezacraButh 3amevanust K 30 centadps 2003 rona. 3ameyaHus ObUIM IOJTyYESHBI UL OT OHOM
HETIPaBUTEIILCTBEHHOH OpraHu3aluy; 3TH 3aMe4aHHsI ObUIM pa3MelIeHbl Ha BeO-caiTe.
[lepecMOTpeHHEIH MTPOEKT JOKyMeHTa 00 onacHoM cBoiictBe H11, momydennusiii o CoeTMHEHHBIX
IITaToB AMepuky, ObLI IPeACTaBICH HA paccMOTpeHue Paboueil rpymbl OTKPHITOrO COCTaBa Ha €e
Tpetheii ceccuu B arpese 2004 rona. Ha Toit sxe camoit ceccun Pabodast rpymma oTKpeITOro cocTaBa
MOCTaHOBHJIA OOPATHUTHCS C IIPU3BIBOM O MPECTABICHUH JOTOJIHUTEIBLHBIX 3aMEUaHUH 110 HOBOMY
npoekTy nokymenta k 30 mronst 2004 roga u mpocuia ceKpeTapuar IpeAcTaBUTh EPECMOTPEHHBIN
TEKCT JOKyMeHTa cefibMoMy copernanuio Konpepenuu CTOpoH A eTo NPUHSITUS Ha BpeMEHHON
OCHOBE. 3aMeuaHHs ObUTH MOJTYy4eHBI OT ABcTpaninu U Kanaipl. DTH 3aMevaHust ObUTH pa3MelICHbI
Ha BeO-caiite basenbpckoil koHBeHIMH (Www.basel.int) ¥ H31105KeHBI B IPHIIOKEHUH K HACTOSIIIEH
3armmcke. Ha ocHoBe 3Tux 3ameuanuit Coeaunennsie [1ITaTer moAroTOBHIN TEPECMOTPEHHBII
IIOKyMeHT, cozepskaruiics 8B UNEP/CHW.7/11/Add.2, nist paccMOTpeHuUs Ha TEKYIEM COBEIAHHH.
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D.

OmnacHble cBoiictBa H13: BemecTBa, cioco0HbIe KAKHM-JIH00 00pa3oM mocJie
yaaJjienust 00pa3oBbIBATH IPyrue MaTepuasibl

8. Ha ocHoBe ManzaTa, IpeocTaBlIeHHOro TexHnueckoi paboyeli rpymmoii Ha ee JBagUaTOH
ceccuu B Mae 2002 roza, cekpeTapuar IpeacTaBul JOKJIa] nepBoii ceccun Pabouelt rpymnmsl
OTKpBITOTO cocTapa B arpese/mae 2003 roaa, B kotopoM koHuenuust H13 u HeoOXoauMocTh B
pa3paboTke Hpoleayp OLEHKU BbIICICHBI B KAYECTBE OCHOBHBIX BONPOCOB. B orBer Pabouas rpynma
OTKPBITOTO cocTaBa npeanoxuina CTOpoHaM U APYTUM CyOBEKTaM MpeICTaBUTh 3aMEUaHUs K

30 cents6ps 2003 roza U MpoCcHUIIa CEKpeTapuar MpoJIoInKaTh paboTy Mo pa3paboTKe MPOIe Iy pbl
OLICHKHU B OTHOIIECHUH (GHUIBTpaTa U cOOpaTh JOMONHUTENbHYIO HHPOPMALIUIO O TIPAKTHYECKOM OIIBITE
U TIPEUIOKEHUAX, CBA3AHHBIX C BO3MOXKHBIMHU CLIECHAPHUAMHU, MPEAIIOIArafol[IMI HauXyIIiee
pa3BUTHE COOBITHH, TPUMEHHUTENIFHO K IPYyTUM MaTepuanam. Kpome Toro, oHa rnpocuia ceKpeTapuar
MOJITOTOBUTH CBOJIHBIM, IEPECMOTPEHHBIN TEKCT JOKYMEHTA JUIs IpeacTaBiaeHus: Paboueii rpymme
OTKPBITOTO COCTaBa Ha €€ TPEeThel CEeCCHU U IS Mocienyomiero npeacrasienus Koudepenmn
CTopoH Ha ee ceZlbMOM COBelllaHny. HarpsiMyro cekpeTapuar He MOJIyYdl HUKaKuX 3aMeYaHuil Hu
ot CTOpOH, HU OT JIpyTruX CyObeKTOB. bazenbckas ceTh AeHCTBUI HanpaBuila CBOM 3aMEYaHUs
KOHCYJIbTaHTY. [lepecMOTpeHHBIH MPoeKT JoKyMeHTa 00 ormacHoM cBoricTBe H13, moaroroBineHHbIi
CEKpeTapraToM, ObUI IIPE/ICTABIICH Ha paccMOTpeHne Pabouell rpymnibl OTKPBITOTO COCTaBa Ha €€
TpeThel ceccuu B anpene 2004 roxa.

9. Ha cBoeii TpeTbell ceccur Pabouast rpyImna OTKphITOrO COCTaBa OCTaHOBUIA OOPATUThCS C
IPU3BIBOM O IIPEJCTABICHUU JONOTHUTENIBHBIX 3aMEYaHUI 110 HOBOMY IIPOEKTY PYKOBOSIIErO
noxkymenTa K 30 utoHst 2004 roja u nmpocusia ceKpeTapyuart IpeacTaBUTh IepeCMOTPEHHBIH TEKCT
PYKOBOJSIIETO JOKYMEHTa ceibMoMy coBelanuio Kondepenuuu CTOpOH Ul €ro MpUHATHA Ha
BpPEMEHHOM ocHOBe. 3ameudaHus ObutH monyueHs! oT Kananel u Coenunennsix IlItatoB AMepuku.
OtH 3aMedaHus ObUTH pa3MelieHbl Ha BeO-calite basenbckoil koHBeHIuH (Www.basel.int) u
IPUBOAATCS B IPUIOXKEHNUH K HAacTosIIel 3anucke. Ha ocHOBe 3Tux 3aMeuaHuii cekperapuat
MOATOTOBUJ IEPECMOTPEHHBIN TOKYMEHT, coaepxauiics B fokymenre UNEP/CHW.7/11/Add.3,
JUISL pACCMOTPEHHS Ha TEKYIIEM COBEIAHUH.

PykoBoasilmye NpuHOMIBI, KacalOIMecs IPYruX ONacHbIX CBOMCTB

10. Ha cBoem mectom coemanuu (9-13 nexabps 2002 rona) Kondepennus Ctopon npunsia
pemenue VI/37 o mporpamme paboTsl PaGouelt rpynmbl OTKpEITOrO COCTaBa, B KOTOPOM OHA
IpusBajia Ha4aThb MPOBEACHUC paGOTLI HaJ OIIaCHbIMH CBOﬁCTBaMH, HC OXBAa4YCHHBIMHU
nesiTeNnbHOCThI0 TexHudyeckoi paboueit rpynmsl. Ha cBoeit nepBoit ceccuun Pabodas rpymma
OTKpBITOTO cOCTaBa npeutoxuina CTOpoHaM U APYTUM CyOBeKTaM BHECTH CBOW BKJIAJ TEXHHIECKOTO
1 (UHAHCOBOTO XapakTepa B IeJI0 IPOBEACHHS pabOTHl HA/l IPYTHMH OIIaCHBIMU CBOHCTBAMH,
BKIIFOUEHHBIMH B nipunoxenue 111 k bazenbckoit koHBeHINH.

11. CexpeTtapuat He NOTy4YHI HUKAaKUX NpeanokeHuil oT CTOPOH WM APYTUX CyOBEKTOB,
CBHICTENBCTBYIONINE 00 NX TOTOBHOCTH BHECTH BKJIaJ TEXHHUECKOTO WIN (PUHAHCOBOTO XapaKkTepa B
npoBe/ieHre paboThl HaJl IPYTUMHU OMTACHBIMHU CBOMCTBaMH, BKIIFOUEHHBIMH B ipuioxenue 111 k
bazenbckoil KOHBEHIIMU.

COpr)lHl/I‘IGCTBO ¢ IloaxkoMmuTeTOM IKCIIEPTOB Opraﬂmaunn O0beIUHEeHHBIX
Hamnmii mo corjiacoBaHHOi Ha rJ100aJ1bHOM YPOBHE CUCTEME K.]IaCCI/l(l)I/IKaIIHI/I H
MAapKHUPOBKHU XUHMHUYIECCKHX BCIIECCTB

12. B cBoem pemennu V1/29 (MexayHapoanoe cotpynHudectBo) Kondepenmus CtopoH Ha
CBOEM IIIECTOM COBEILaHUH ITPU3HAJIA HEOOXOIUMOCTh TIPOJIOJDKEHHUS YUacTus ceKperapuara B pabore
Komurera skcnieproB Opranuzanun O0bvenuHeHHbIX Haruil no nepeBo3ke onacHbIX Ipy30B U
COTIAaCOBaHHOM Ha TJ100aJbHOM YPOBHE CHCTEME KITaCCH(UKAIIMU 1 MAPKUPOBKH XHMHUYECKUX
Bemects (Komurer).

13. ITo mpocr6e [lonkomMuTeTa IKCIIEPTOB TIO COTIIACOBAHHOM Ha TI100aTbHOM YPOBHE CHCTEME
Kiaccuukanuy 1 MapKkupoBKH xuMudeckux BemiectB Komutera (ITogkoMuTeT) Ha €ro 4eTBEpTOi
ceccun B nexadbpe 2002 roza, cekperapuat bazenbckoll KOHBEHIMH BBICTYITHII C COOOIIEHHEM Ha
nsatot ceccuu [loaxomureTa B utone 2003 roma o xoje pabOTHI HaJl ONTACHBIME CBOMCTBaMH,
paccMaTpuBaeMbIMU B paMKax bazenbckoit koHBeHInH. KomuTeT BeIpa3uil CBOe coryiacue ¢ uaeei
chopMHpOBaTh KOPPECTIOHICHTCKYIO TPYIITY B COCTaBe 3KcIepToB 13 OunistHauu, ['epmanun,
Coenunennoro Koponescrsa u Coequnenneix LlltaroB Amepuku. KoppecnonaeHTckoil rpynne
OBLIIO IOPYUEHO MPEICTAaBUTh 3aMEUYaHHUsI IO IEPECMOTPEHHBIM K HACTOSIIIEMY MOMEHTY
OTIpEICTICHUSAM U KPUTEPHSIM, KaCAIOIIUMCSI OIIACHBIX CBOMCTB OTXOOB, MOAIAJAIOIINX O]
nerictBre ba3ebCkoll KOHBEHIIUH, C TeM YTOOBI IPUBECTH UX B COOTBETCTBHE C COTJIACOBAHHOM Ha
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I11.

rinobanbHOM ypoBHe cucteMoil. Ha mrectoit ceccuu I[Togkomutera B gekadbpe 2003 roga
KOPPECHOHICHTCKAs TPYIIIa U3JI0KUIIa Pe3yIbTaThl cBoel padoThl. [TogKOMUTET MOCTaHOBHIT
HaIpaBuTh VcioTHUTENEHOMY cekpeTapio baszenbckoil KOHBEHIIMH TCHMO, CBUAETEIbCTBYIONIEE O
€ro TOTOBHOCTH ITPOJOIDKATH COTPYAHUYECTBO U JTATBHEHIITYIO COBMECTHYIO paboTy ¢ Pabouei
TPYIIIOH OTKPBITOTO COCTaBa HaJI COTJIACOBAHIEM IPETyCMOTPEHHBIX B ba3enbckoit KOHBEHIINH
KPHUTEPHEB KIacCU(HUKAINH, CBSI3aHHBIX C COTNIACOBAHHOW Ha INI0OATEHOM ypOBHE CUCTEMOH. TekcT
nuckMa (KoTopselit 6601 moaroroBiieH ESK OOH), BMecTe ¢ IByMSs IPUIIOKEHUSIMHA K HEMY, OB
npezacrasiieH Paboueil rpyIine OTKpPBITOro COCTaBa JAJIsl PACCMOTPEHHUS Ha €€ TPEThell Cecchu.
Pabouas rpymnma oTKpBITOro cocraBa IpU3Halla BAXHYIO posib paboTsl Komurera B cBs3U ¢ TOU
paboToii, KOTOpast MPOBOJIUTCS HaJ OIIACHBIMU CBOHCTBAaMH, IIepeyHCcIeHHbIMH B npritoxenu 111 x
bazenbckoil KOHBEHITMH.

14. CekpeTapuar puHsII yaacTue B ceibMoit ceccun [lonkomurera B urone 2004 rona u
nooxui [TogkoMuTeTy 0 X0ze paboThI HaJ ONacHBIMU CBOWCTBAMH, HOATIATAIOIINMH TTOJT EHCTBUE
Bazenbckoii konBeHuuu. Cekxperapuat ESK OOH nonoxwun cexperapuary o6 UTOrax 3Toro
copemanusi. Cytp 3ameuannii ESK OOH u3noxeHa B MpUIoKeHUH K HACTOSILEH 3amucke (B
paszene, MOCBAIIEHHOM 3aMe4aHHsM I10 OIlacHOMY cBOMCTBY H6.2).

IIpennaraemsblie Mepbl

15. Buumanue Ctopon obpamiaercst Ha qokymeHT UNEP/CHW.7/2, rie cBelieHbI BOSTUHO
MPOEKTHI PEIICHUH, HaNpaBJieHHBIX Paboueii rpymmoit oTkpeiToro coctaBa Kougepenun CtopoH
JUTSL ©X PACCMOTPEHHUSI ¥ BO3MOXHOTO TIPUHSITHS.
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Annex

A. Comments received by the Secretariat on the guidance paper on hazard

characteristic H6.2
(infectious substances)

Canada

Canada would like to thank the United Kingdom for its work on the development of the draft
guidance paper for H6.2 (UNEP/CHW/OEWG/3/CRP.30, which includes the updated version of
UNEP/CHW/OEWG/3/INF/11). Canada’s comments are as follow:

Under paragraph 5, the substances listed in Category A are examples only. The Category A list is not
exhaustive. The UN Model Regulation (13th Edition) states clearly that substances not listed but that
have the same characteristics as any one of those listed are also Category A and if there is any doubt
as to whether or not a substance is Category A, then it should be classified as Category A. This should
be made very clear in the guidance paper.

Canada disagrees with calling the Category A and B substances "biological agents". There does not
seem to be any need for the guidance document to justify a different name for these substances. They
are infectious substances according to the UN and should be called as such to avoid any confusion for
those who have to comply to have to deal with different names for the same substances.

UNECE secretariat

Extracts from the report of the Sub-Committee of Experts on the Transport of Dangerous Goods
(ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/50, paras. 78-79) reflecting the discussions on the proposed draft guidance paper
on hazard characteristics H6.2.

Informal document: INF.62 (Secretariat)

78. The Sub-Committee had before it the draft “guidance document” prepared by the Contracting
Parties to the Basel Convention for the interpretation of the H6.2 criterion for the definition of
infectious waste.

79. The Sub-Committee considered that, in order to avoid major complications of interpretation
for generators of infectious wastes and monitoring bodies, it was desirable for the criteria of Annex
III of the Basel Convention for the definition of H6.2 infectious wastes to be the same as those of
Division 6.2 of the United Nations Model Regulations, as Annex III originally provided. The Sub-
Committee therefore considered that category H6.2 should cover all wastes containing infectious
substances of categories A or B, including clinical waste assigned to UN No. 3291. The secretariat
was requested to inform the secretariat of the Basel Convention and the Conference of Parties
accordingly."

As could be expected, the Sub-Committee expressed the same concerns as the UNECE secretariat
over the fact that, according to this draft guidance document, the criteria for H6.2 wastes would differ
from those of the UN division 6.2 for infectious substances, in so far as they would cover only some
infectious wastes to be classified under UN Nos. 2814 or 2900, and they would exclude a wide range
of wastes containing pathogens, notably those to be classified under UN 3291 (medical/clinical
wastes).

In order to ensure concordance between the Basel Convention H6.2 criteria and those of the UN
Model Regulations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods for division 6.2, the UNECE secretariat
would like to propose that the following changes be made to the draft guidance paper.

Paragraphs 5 and 40
Proposal: Amend the criterion to read:

"Any waste known or reasonably expected to contain pathogens, meeting the criteria for inclusion in
Division 6.2 as defined in section 2.6.3 of the United Nations Recommendations on the Transport of
Dangerous Goods, Model Regulations. Pathogens are defined as micro-organisms (including bacteria,
viruses, rickettsiae, parasites, fungi) and other agents such as prions, which can cause disease in
humans or animals."
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Reasoning:

1. The definition of characteristic H6.2 in the original Annex III of the Basel Convention
("Substances or wastes containing viable microorganisms or their toxins which are known or
suspected to cause disease in animals or humans.") is the definition that could be found in para. 6.9
(a) of the 5th revised edition of the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous goods
published in 1988.

At that time, the criteria for this definition were rather vague. References to the risk groups of the
WHO Laboratory Biosafety Manual were introduced in 1993, but after implementation through
regulatory transport instruments, the concept of risk groups was considered not to be entirely
satisfactory for transport operations and new criteria were developed under the lead of WHO itself.
According to these new criteria, which will become applicable through international transport legal
instruments as from 1 January 2005, infectious substances and wastes are divided in two categories A
and B, Category A infectious substances being the most dangerous. Clinical and medical wastes
known to contain category A or B infectious substances, as well as those which are reasonably
believed to have a low probability of containing such substances, are to be classified in Division 6.2.

The definition proposed in the draft guidance paper would exclude from category H6.2 all wastes
known to contain category B infectious substances (except those containing cultures), as well as
clinical and medical wastes which are reasonably believed to have a low probability of containing
category B infectious substances.

2. It should also be noted that the Sub-Committee is still considering improvements to the
criteria in cooperation with WHO and other intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations
concerned, and that it is likely that in the near future infectious wastes will have to be classified as
follows:

Waste containing category A substances would be assigned to UN No. 2814, INFECTIOUS
SUBSTANCES AFFECTING HUMANS, or UN No 2900, INFECTIOUS SUBSTANCES
AFFECTING ANIMALS only;

Waste containing category B substances, whether or not in culture, would be assigned to UN No.
3373, BIOLOGICAL SUBSTANCE, CATEGORY B or UN No. 3291 CLINICAL WASTE,
UNSPECIFIED, N.O.S. or (BIO) MEDICAL WASTE, N.O.S. or REGULATED MEDICAL
WASTE, N.O.S.

As a consequence, the definition proposed in the draft guidance paper would have to be updated as
soon as the new UN provisions become effective through international transport instruments (i.e. as
from 1 January 2007), while the definition proposed above would not need be changed.

Paragraph 44:

Reasoning:  H6.2 should cover all Division 6.2 infectious substances, including Category B, as
explained above.

Proposal: Delete the end of the second sentence after "UN 3291".

Note: Due to decisions likely to be taken by the Sub-Committee of Experts on the Transport of
Dangerous Goods in December 2004, paras. 42, 43 and 44 would have to be slightly amended as well
when the new provisions come into effect for international transport (1 January 2007).

Comments received by the Secretariat on the guidance paper on hazard
characteristic H11 (toxic (delayed or chronic))

AUSTRALIA

Australia thanks the United States of America for continuing to develop this draft paper and
appreciates the time and resources devoted to the task by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency. The effort that has gone into providing such detailed information is very much valued and
we consider this as a step forward.

However, we are concerned that the current draft does not seem to make any connections with the
Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labelling of Chemicals (GHS). At Technical
Working Group19, in January 2002: “ ... experts who took the floor provided general comments
concerning the need to draw on the current work undertaken by the United Nations Subcommittee of
Experts on the GHS and to derive benefit from its results.” The Chair concluded that: “future work on
H11 should build on the current work on the GHS.”
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Similarly, in its decision VI/29, COP6 recognised the need for the Secretariat to continue participating
in the work on the GHS. We recently agreed, at OEWG3, to propose a similar decision for COP7.
This would include exploring possible links between the work undertaken in the context of the Basel
Convention on hazardous characteristics and the elements of the GHS, including consideration of the
respective work programmes to identify inconsistencies, discrepancies or shortcomings.

We recall that in 1989-90, the International Labor Organisation (ILO) developed and adopted a
convention and recommendation on Safety in the Use of Chemicals at Work, which would require a
system for hazard classification and labelling for adoption.

Under Agenda 21, we saw a commitment to sound management of chemicals throughout their life
cycle and of hazardous wastes for sustainable development as well as for the protection of human
health and the environment. The aims included management practices in the manufacture, use and
disposal of chemicals and the management of hazardous waste leading to the minimisation of
significant adverse effects on human health and the environment, using transparent science-based risk
assessment procedures and science-based risk management procedures.

In 1992, UNCED established six programme areas to strengthen national and international efforts
related to the environmentally sound management of chemicals under Chapter 19 of Agenda 21.
Under Programme 2, the GHS was established to develop a: “globally harmonized hazard
classification and compatible labelling system”.

In 2002, the World Summit on Sustainable Development adopted a Plan of Action, which in
Paragraph 23(c) encouraged countries to implement the new GHS as soon as possible with a view to
having the system fully operational by 2008.

In 2003, the Intergovernmental Forum on Chemical Safety (IFCS) adopted the GHS Action Plan
unanimously.

More than a decade of work has gone into GHS. Many individuals, with a wide range of expertise,
from many countries, international organizations, and stakeholder organizations have been involved.
It has been a difficult and long-term process, with much discussion and compromise, and is still
ongoing.

We think that at this time, further work on the draft paper on hazardous characteristic H11 should
investigate the feasibility of drawing on the work undertaken by the United Nations Subcommittee of
Experts on the GHS.

Drawing on the GHS in this way, in the context of the Basel Convention, would help provide a
mechanism to promote global adoption of the GHS.

Canada

Canada would like to thank the United States on the development of the draft guidance document on
H11 (UNEP/CHW/OEWG/3/INF/12). Canada does not believe that the document is ready for
adoption and is proposing that the strategy on the assessment of H11 be elaborated upon, in particular
step 2 (see section 3. Proposed Assessment Strategy, page 8). This section looks at the total
concentration of hazardous chemicals in the whole waste, and work towards developing a list of
hazardous chemicals and concentration thresholds.

Greenpeace International

Submissions are as found in the Basel Convention website
(www.basel.int/techmatters/h11_comm.html).

Comments received by the Secretariat on the guidelines on hazard
characteristic H13 (Capable by any means, after disposal, of yielding another
material)

Canada

As Canada stated at the OEWG-3, Canada has some concerns with the proposed guidance paper
(UNEP/CHW/OEWG/3/INF/13) and requires additional time for domestic consultations.

In the mean time, please note the following editorial comments:

In the document, (s.7 Examples of test methods, p. 36) the Canadian reference to the test method is
wrong, this should be the same as the USA method.
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Appendix B includes Canada's release limits. The table does not indicate what units are used for the
values; this should be mg/L or parts per million (ppm).

United States of America
General Comments:

The US believes that the revised draft paper on the hazardous characteristic H13 provides an
appropriate basis for continuing development of this characteristic, and supports continued
development. However, much work and discussion remains before guidance on H13 is ready for
approval by the Basel Conference of Parties. Development of a complete consensus approach in time
for the COP VII meeting the week of 25-29 October 2004 seems most unlikely.

Regarding the document developed to date, the US supports in particular the draft’s focus on leachate
as the critical parameter for implementing H13. This is the most appropriate focus given the H13
language restricting its application to material yielded by the waste “after disposal”. Focus on
leachate will serve to protect groundwater and surface water resources that could be contaminated by
improper management of a hazardous waste.

As noted by the draft paper, the US relies on an H13 approach to regulate 9.5 tons of waste as
hazardous every year, using the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) leach test and the
Toxicity Characteristic (TC) regulation (see the US Code of Federal Regulations: 40 CFR 261.24).
The TCLP test defines the plausible worst case management conditions for waste legally disposed in
the U.S. (co-disposal of industrial waste in a municipal waste landfill), and simulates key leaching
conditions likely to be found in such a landfill. The TC regulation specifies limit values based on US
drinking water limits, and allows for some dilution (100 fold) of the landfill leachate in groundwater
before the leachate reaches a drinking water well. Waste that generates leachate which exceeds any
of the limit values is classified as hazardous, and cannot be disposed in a municipal landfill without
being treated to minimize its leaching potential. Effectiveness of the treatment is evaluated by
applying the TCLP test to the treated waste (or recycling residual, if the waste is recycled). We
believe a similar approach is supportable and appropriate for implementing H13. [Note: the TCLP test
protocol is available at: http://www.epa.gov/epaoswer/hazwaste/test/pdfs/1311.pdf; a hard copy or
PDF version of the protocol is available if needed.]

Specific Comments on the 29 March 2004 H13 Draft:

Paragraph 18: The first portion of this paragraph is a bit confusing and needs to be clarified. In the
second portion of the paragraph, it is implied that a system in which limit values may vary depending
on different disposal conditions should be developed. The US disagrees— a single set of limit values
should be established and used as the basis for classifying waste as hazardous under H13. Once the
waste is classified as hazardous, an evaluation of conditions needed for ensuring environmentally
sound management (ESM) may be conducted. To do otherwise would miss the point of
classification, which is to identify wastes that may pose hazards if improperly managed, and require
ESM.

The suggested approach would also allow conditional classification of waste based on proposed
disposal conditions. However, such disposal may or may not actually occur, potentially resulting in
waste mismanagement and damage to the environment. Conditional classification would also result
in multiple sets of limit values that would be applied under different conditions, a situation that would
make implementation of the H13 hazard characteristic difficult.

Paragraph 21: The US believes that H13 assessments should test intrinsic waste properties. If the
waste is changed through treatment (e.g., physical/chemical treatment, metals reclamation, etc.) a
subsequent H13 assessment can be made to determine whether the waste treatment residues express
the H13 characteristic.

Paragraphs 22-23: The US agrees that when developing a new system for H13 classification, a
different approach than presented in paragraph 19 is appropriate, since paragraph 19 describes system
implementation. The US uses the TCLP test and the TC regulation limit values to assess waste
leaching and groundwater contamination potential as intrinsic waste properties. We do this using
leaching under plausible worst case management and leaching conditions, as represented by the TCLP
test parameters. The US recommends a similar approach for defining H13 here, recognizing that an
internationally applicable plausible worst case scenario may be different from the one used by the US
(i.e., codisposal of industrial waste with municipal waste) and so require a different leaching test, and
that a dilution factor that differs from the US value of 100 for groundwater protection may be
appropriate.
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Paragraph 24: The US agrees that groundwater protection is an appropriate primary focus for H13
evaluations, and that H13 should also be capable of considering other concerns such as surface water
contamination.

Paragraphs 26-27: The US agrees with this discussion.

Paragraph 28: The Austrian approach appears to be more like H11 or H6.1, since it is based on use
of an extraction fluid (aqua regia) that is typically used in testing for total metals content of the
waste. It does not appear to evaluate the potential of materials to be capable of yielding another
hazardous material after disposal.

Paragraph 32: The US agrees that H6.1, H11, and HI12 compliment H 13. One appropriate
approach for implementing H13 would be to use the deminimis values in H11 and H12, with an
added groundwater/surface water dilution factor, to establish the limit values for leachate generated in
H13 leach testing.

Paragraphs 33-35: The US agrees with the discussion in these paragraphs.
Paragraphs 36-39: The US agrees with the views expressed in these paragraphs.

Paragraph 40: Choosing an established national approach for defining H13 would be feasible if
Parties can agree that an established system represents plausible worst case management for wastes,
and protects at this level. Adoption of an existing national approach would save time and resources.

If there is not agreement on this point, the US would support development of a harmonized system as
identified in bullet point 2 in this paragraph (although point 4 under this bullet needs clarification).




