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Meeting of the INC Bureau
Washington D.C.
9 — 10 October 2014

Participants:

Mr. Fernando Lugris (Uruguay, for Latin America ahé Caribbean)

Ms. Gillian Guthrie (Jamaica, for Latin America amhe Caribbean)

Mr. Mohammed Khashashneh (Jordan, for Asia Pacific)

Mr. David Kapindula (Zambia, for Africa)

Mr. Oumar Cisse (Mali, for Africa)

Mr. Alojz Grabner (Slovenia, for Central and EastEurope),

Mr. Vladimir Lenev (Russian Federation, for Cenetatl Eastern Europe)

Ms. Nina Cromnier (Sweden, for the Western EuromeahOthers Group)

Ms. Sezaneh Seymour (United States of Americah®iVestern European and Others Group)
Interim secretariat for the Minamata ConventiorMercury.

The meeting was also attended for a short perical f@presentative of the GEF secretariat (Mr.
Anil Sookdeo). Mr John Roberts, co-chair of thewgr of technical experts on BAT/BEP
participated by teleconference to provide a reporthe work of the group.

Opening of the Bureau Meeting

1. The bureau meeting was opened at 9.30 am on Thugs@atober. The Chair welcomed the
bureau to Washington D.C. and thanked the Goverhofehe United States for hosting the
meeting.

2. He indicated that this meeting should be seencam@inuation of the previous bureau
meeting held in the Dead Sea, Jordan, where ttialidiscussions on the organization of INC6
took place. He highlighted that preparations fesuecessful INC6 would be a major feature of this
bureau meeting, however, noted that, as for previneetings, there would be a need to adjust
work plans during the INC itself.

3. The bureau member from the USA highlighted her etgions that the meeting would
provide an opportunity for detailed consideratidiissues relating to INC6, in particular that the
work to be undertaken at INC6 should reflect therjires established within the Final Act
adopted in Kumamoto. The Chair noted that there lb@amany new negotiators at INC6, and the
bureau will need to take a leading role to ensha¢ @ll are aware of the work previously done,
and the priorities established in previous worgpaioting that the rhythm and pace of the work
will be different at INC6 in comparison to previoNCs.

4. The bureau member from Sweden indicated the El&prete to adopt as much as possible
at INC6, to ensure sufficient time is availabléN(C7 for some of the more complex policy
discussions. The Chair noted that many of the itenaker consideration at INC6 were building on
extensive experience in the other Conventionsaamgmber were not controversial. He hoped
there could be significant progress on such isduegsg INC6.

5. The bureau member from Zambia noted the challewhéh would be posed at INC6 for
small delegations, and encouraged the chair tottagénto account in the meeting flow. He
noted further that there would be a high leveluphover of delegations from previous meetings,
and invited the Chair to attend the regional megstion Sunday 2 November to communicate
expectations directly.
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6. All the bureau members noted with appreciationstiecessful high level signing ceremony
for the Minamata Convention which was held in Nearkfon 24 September 2014 and at which
20 governments signed the convention and 5 ratified

Adoption of the provisional agenda
7. The agenda was adopted without change.

Update on activities undertaken since the Bureau nating held from 14 to 15 May 2014 in
Jordan

a) Status of signatories and ratification

8. The secretariat provided an update of the statsgyohture and ratification, particularly
resulting for the High Level Event held in the maggof the General Assembly on 24 September
2014. The event was very well attended, with ntbam thirty ministers present. During the
Bureau meeting the Convention closed for signaaackthere were 128 signatories and 6 parties.

b) Status of financial contributions for the work of the Convention in the interim period

9. The secretariat provided an update of the finar@atributions for the work of the
Convention. Sufficient funds have been receiveldast the INC and the ongoing work of the
secretariat, with a large contribution from the &@porting many activities. No new large
contributions have been received since the previousau meeting. Within its resources, the
secretariat has prepared the meeting documents€dNC, with a number of information
documents still to be published. The Bureau ndtedstnall size of the secretariat, and the heavy
demands placed on them.

10. In relation to the UNEP Global Mercury Partnershiig sixth meeting of the Partnership
Advisory Group scheduled to take place back to etk INC6, has been funded by UNEP. This
will provide an opportunity for increased considina of the relationship between the partnership
and the Convention. Funding for activities of tlaetpership is quite limited, although a number of
regular contributions are still anticipated dur@fl4. There may be opportunities for the
partnership to contribute to work at the natioeakl on the implementation of the Minamata
Convention.

11. The Chair encouraged the secretariat to use distisswith the GEF to look for resources,
particularly in support for the partnership. Heneded the bureau that the partnership had been
previously seen as a tool to serve the negotigtemd now could be used as a mechanism to
support implementation of the Convention. He natedneed for further consideration of the
mandate and activities of the partnership, anddlesthey may play in support for implementation
at the national and regional level. He further ddteat the secretariat should be in a position to
provide the services seen as necessary by thelhaea encouraged them to actively seek
resources to meet these needs.

c) Status of ratification and early implementation subregional workshops convened and
planned

12. The secretariat provided an update on the submabigorkshops held to date during 2014,
noting that eight workshops have been held. Theimeimg 4 workshops planned will complete
the global sub-regional workshops, with currenhplto hold three more workshops in 2014.

13. Countries participating in the workshops have ptedi positive feedback on the structure

and activities within the workshops. The experienicdeveloping draft roadmaps for signature,
ratification and early implementation of the Contven was described as beneficial, and a number
of countries who were able to sign and ratify tlea@ntion at the High Level event had used
their roadmap to progress towards signing andcatibn. It is expected that a different approach
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will be needed in 2015, where the activities walkdis on moving on from the initial activities
commenced during 2014 to a focus on implementation.

14. Throughout the programme of workshops, a cooperapproach between agencies and
organization has facilitated the delivery. All agees involved in delivering activities related to
the Minamata Convention (including GEF, UNDP; UNERNIDO, UNITAR and WHO) have
participated actively in the workshops, with behafso being gained from the contribution of the
BRS secretariat which has extensive experiencapadity building and preparation for
implementation of MEAs.

15. The Chair highlighted the need for the relevantaigations to take an active role in
supporting implementation, and welcomed the codjverapproach.

16. An activity related to workshops is the developmafimutreach activities, and the webpage.
While some work has been undertaken in this redghedsecretariat recognized the need for better
communication with the broader community and thathfer resources and capacity will be
allocated to that area.

17. A report from the secretariat of the Global Envirant Facility was presented. During
GEF5, 10 million USD was allocated for enabling\aties, of which 9.4M had been utilized for
approved projects. Allocation of funding during GERas presented, with a total of 141 million
USD allocated for mercury activities, including @@lion USD for enabling activities for
signatory countries. The GEF secretariat would egipte guidance from the INC on priorities,
considering where activities should be focusedeyTioted that plans were going ahead in
relation to ASGM, but are also starting to loolstaategic ways to use funds with a few different
programmes and the scale of impact of actions. riEleel for engagement of the private sector was
highlighted as well as additional activities willetOlympic Committee on mercury free gold.
Discussion focused on how funds could be allocated,the role of the agencies in preparing
projects. The GEF secretariat confirmed that chalwmiand waste related projects are not
included in STAR, and that funds were generallgcdted on a first come first serve basis.
Allocation on a regional basis has been assistatidoinformation available through the UNEP
assessment. The possibility of cross sectoral gigjencluding joint projects under climate
change were considered. The need for good nattmmamunication with the focal points was
highlighted.

18. The GEF secretariat is planning for significanivaites at INC6, including participation by
the GEF CEO, organization of a reception on tret 8vening of INC6, including the organization
of a separate event for heads of delegations. @fewlso organizing a side event which would
focus discussion as well as seek to raise thelprofithe GEF in the implementation of the
Minamata Convention. The Chair welcomed the parditon of the GEF secretariat at the INC,
and encouraged continuing cooperative activiti¢eden the GEF secretariat and the interim
secretariat. He looked forward to robust discuss@nd the development of a good MOU
between the COP of the Minamata Convention an@ttle Council. The GEF secretariat also
highlighted their activities in developing a videopromote action on the Minamata Convention
which was welcomed by the bureau.

d. Progress report from the BAT/BEP expert group meting

19. The secretariat provided an update on the worhk@BAT/BEP expert group, which held its
second meeting in Montreux, Switzerland from 8 1d5Eptember 2014. The secretariat noted the
document for INC6, and introduced this in detaifan the agenda. The secretariat further noted
the plan to have a very informal gathering of etg&r the margins of INC6, which would provide
an opportunity for the experts attending the meetiindiscuss progress since the second meeting.

20. A further report was provided by the co-chair af BAT/BEP expert group, Mr John
Roberts, who indicated that the second meetingrtaate good progress, with the subgroups
revising their initial drafts throughout the meetithn addition, a subgroup on monitoring was
established, while the secretariat was tasked pvgharing introductory sections and information
on available technologies for reduction of emissiddn guidance on inventories, the group
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considered information from the secretariat, nothrag the UNEP toolkit was a very good starting
point; however national data should be used whesigable. On the work on the evaluations of
goals and setting criteria, it was recognized thiatwould be more straightforward when the other
guidance was elaborated. The secretariat wouldispek for these documents. Key issues were
flagged, including the challenges of having the BRHP guidance documents translated prior to
consideration in the public comment phase or fa@TNAnother issue which may come up at the
INC is the participation of additional observefithe conference of plenipotentiaries established
the group of technical experts as a closed graupilze co-chairs agreed that it is preferable to
maintain the status as a closed group. The neettliption of the rules of procedure was
highlighted. The opportunity for additional tectali discussions during INC6 was also
highlighted.

21. The work of the expert group and the progress matewelcomed by the bureau.

4)  Update from Bureau members on progress towardstification and early
implementation in their region, along with further discussions of possible activities which
could be undertaken to support ratification and ealy implementation

22. The Chair invited all bureau members to providelpdate on the progress towards
ratification and early implementation in their r@gisince the previous bureau meeting.

23. The Chair noted that Uruguay had co-organized tigh Hevel signing event for the
Minamata Convention in September with the goverrimehthe US, Japan and Switzerland. He
further informed that Uruguay was able to ratifg thonvention during this event. He
congratulated the other countries who had beentaldign or ratify during the event and after,
making particular note of the signature by the RusEederation and India.

24. Regarding the South American subregion, he repameitie subregional workshop for South
American countries which had been held in Braztjng the clear and emphatic message from
the Minister of Environment of Brazil on the peraboommitment to ratify the Convention, with
this already in progress. He was also encouragehlebsignature and ratification of the
convention by Guyana, and indicated the governmgbtruguay’s renewed commitment to lead
the process of moving the Convention toward emtiy force.

25. Ms. Sezaneh Seymour (USA) welcomed the bureau mesnd&Vashington, and highlighted
the very positive experience at the High Level ¢weMNew York, and the high level of interest in
this event. She also noted the efforts of the Gowent of Switzerland to facilitate
implementation of the Convention through supporegional workshops on the ratification and
early implementation of the Minamata ConventiorMarcury planned for 2015, and similar
efforts of others, including the United States MeycProgram.

26. Ms. Nina Cromnier (Sweden) reported on progressitdsvratification in the European

Union, including that the consultation on amendraéatregulations were underway. The current
plan is for ratification in 2015, with the EU andny states ratifying simultaneously. She noted
the challenges posed by a new European Parliamweththew Commission, as well as a number of
national elections.

27. Mr. Mohammed Khashashneh (Jordan) expressed hikgtiar the organization of the high
level segment, noting the satisfaction of his Migrisvith the outcome. He conveyed the apologies
from the other bureau member from the Asia Padgiféeting, who was unable to attend this
bureau meeting. He provided a report on the sglmnal workshop for Arabic speaking countries
held in Jordan in August, at which each countryppred a roadmap. Jordan has made very good
progress towards ratification, and hopes to ratifihe beginning of 2015. A subregional project
to work towards ratification is also under devel@p and there are many activities underway
within the region. He further indicated the intéralshis government in possible presenting an
offer at INC6 to host INC7.

28. Mr. David Kapindula (Zambia) indicated his thanks the organization of the bureau
meeting and also for the High Level signing evesitiin New York. Zambia had hoped to ratify
at the event, however, had not be able to comtlieteclevant processes at the national level. He
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indicated that his government is aiming at ratifythe convention by the end of 2014. He noted
that the sub-regional workshop for Anglophone Afrield in Nairobi, Kenya in April 2014 had
been held prior to the previous bureau meeting rapdrted that there is ongoing work within the
region to develop inventories.

29. Mr. Cisse Oumar (Mali) reported on the workshopd e Dakar, Senegal in July. He noted
also that Guinea has informed the African regiat they have undertaken the ratification
activities, however they have not yet providedrtirstrument of ratification to New York, and
therefore are not reported as a party. He indiciegrogress made to date in Mali towards
ratification, with coordination being led by the iter of Foreign Affairs. He highlighted the
importance of working with the regional and subosegil networks (including SADEC and
ECOWAS) to mobilise political support. He notee tieed for the INC to consider how to
strategize for progress towards entry into force.

30. Ms. Gillian Guthrie (Jamaica) noted that unfortehano subregional workshop had been
held for the Caribbean at this stage. There wgsiog work in a number of countries, and she
noted that Jamaica hopes to ratify the conventioly @ext year. She highlighted that when a
subregional workshop would be organized, the gpetimn of Cuba, Dominican Republic and
Haiti would be beneficial.

31. Mr. Vladimir Lenev (Russian Federation) indicatesl thanks for the organization of the high
level event, noting that the process of signatyr®bissia had been smooth. He remarked that
UNEA had played an important role in making progres it highlighted the need for action to the
Minister who participated in the discussions. Hpressed the view that a further high level event,
possibly during UNEA, would be beneficial as it idbprovide a good mean to increase the
attention of the convention for colleagues fromitzdpHe noted that Russia was proceeding well
with ratification, and that a number of other coig# in the region were also making progress. He
highlighted concerns in relation to the need fqmurt for implementation, particularly for

countries with economies in transition. He furtaecouraged countries to pass strong messages to
their permanent missions in Nairobi to put forwahgémicals issues in discussions.

32. Mr. Alojz Grabner (Slovenia) indicated that he hapleat a workshop for the CEE would be
organized in the near future. He noted the pldmsrumber of countries to sign prior to the
closure on 9 October 2014. He noted the input @¥&iia on work on mercury mines, building on
their previous experience.

33. The Chair thanked the bureau members for theirittions, noting the positive suggestion
and the need for further work to be done. He lggited the importance of high level political
engagement on the issue of ratification, and dlswpportunities to explore a suitable time for
another high level event, with the aim of movingidods 50 by 2015 if possible.

5) Strategic discussion on INCS6, including preparabns and the possible flow of discussions:
a. Short update on logistical planning for INC6

34. The secretariat provided an update on the logisfitse meeting, noting that they are
working closely with ESCAP planning the usual agaments for the allocation of rooms,
regional groups and arranging interpretation. &egfion would be possible from Saturday
afternoon, and would open at 8am on Sunday momrmigigthroughout the week. They noted that
the Partnership Advisory Group would be meetindg-aday and Saturday morning.

35. On Sunday, the bureau would meet from 9am to 1(0Regional groups would then meet at
10am, and the bureau would reconvene at lunchtbroensider issues raised in regional groups.
Regional groups may, if they wish, reconvene ond@yrafternoon, or they may take the
opportunity for informal inter-regional consultati

36. INC6 would open at 10am on Monday 3 November witbrenal opening ceremony,
including speeches from Parties and a curtainmaiSbere were no plans for night plenaries,
however smaller groups would be able to meet iretleings as required. Two receptions have
been confirmed for INC6, with one hosted by the GEEretariat and the other by the
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Government of Switzerland. A number of side evéiatge been requested, and there will also be
exhibition space available.

37. The secretariat also informed the bureau of meaguutin place by the Government of
Thailand to screen individuals arriving from couedraffected by Ebola. These measures would
be added to the normal procedures in place inioeléb yellow fever.

b. Presentation and discussion of documents prepatdor INC6

38. Given the long list of documents prepared for theetimg, resulting from the resolutions
adopted in Kumamoto as part of the Final Act, theetariat presented the documents according
to the grouping of documents presented in Annexhe bureau report.

39. The bureau underlined the importance of ensuriagfticus and priority would be given to
issues and documents based on the priority settitagnined in paragraph 5, 6, 7 and 8 in the
Final Act and that no division from the prioritytseg should take place.

40. For Article 3, the secretariat presented the felevant documents. In relation to the
notification of consent to import, the potentiakddor a specific form for exporters to use in
seeking consent was discussed. It was notedHisatvas not included in the obligations of the
Minamata Convention, and concerns were expressiedidducing additional obligations. The
need for a policy discussion on these issues a6IN&s noted. In considering the format for the
register of notifications, the benefit of providitige date of submission of the general notification
was highlighted. Concerns were raised as to hevpthcedures required would be implemented,
particularly noting that there were no specifioduidled in the article. The need for a robust
discussion at INC6 was highlighted, with the neaddlenary discussions to ensure all interested
Parties are engaged, with the possibility of tisees being referred to smaller groups as needed
highlighted. In relation to identification of skx; the possibility of exemptions generating stocks
was highlighted. The Chair indicated that the IN@Quld need to consider how to guide the
secretariat and whether submissions would be redtir provide additional information.

41. In relation to Article 6 on exemptions, the docutsemere presented, covering the format for
requesting an exemption, the statement to be pedwvichen registering for an exemption, and the
register of exemptions to be maintained by theetedat. Concerns were raised on the
information indicated to be supplied when registgran exemption, with the secretariat
highlighting that as there were no details inclugtethe text of the Convention, the secretariat has
attempted to illustrate examples of useful infoiprat It was noted that the list of information
should be considered to be illustrative, rathene@scriptive. The issue of whether alternatives
were available in all countries was highlightecheTmpact of trade agreements on the movement
of mercury-added products was highlighted. It wated that there would be benefits to the
secretariat providing a detailed introduction af tocuments, highlighting relevant issues. This
should also indicate differences between obligatioamder the Convention and areas where
additional information was considered valuable.

42. For Article 8, the secretariat introduced the doentrsetting out the report of the work of the
group of technical experts. The need for the IN@dopt the rules of procedure for the group was
noted. One bureau member indicated that a few ntim@nges to the rules of procedure were
proposed, which were considered non-controversiahe bureau. It was agreed that they would
confirm this with their region, and, should thig pose any problems, the Chair would highlight
the proposed amendments during introduction ofitteiment.

43. On Article 13, the secretariat introduced the thredevant documents, covering the specific
international programme, the guidance to be pravidehe GEF and the development of a
memorandum of understanding between the COP an@BReCouncil. It was also noted that an
information document presenting the UNEA resolutorthe special programme would be made
available for INC6 as requested by the UNEA resotutThe challenges in elaborating the
specific international programme were highlightealticularly in starting a robust discussion at
INC6. It was noted that discussions during INC&/mat be sufficient, and additional work may
be required to ensure that sufficient informatiod @ossible options can be forwarded for
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consideration at the first COP. The possibilityaddlitional information being developed,
including analytical documents which would consigiech things as options to provide
institutional hosting for the specific internatibpaogramme based on experiences in hosting
other programmes was highlighted. It was notedIth@6 could decide to establish a process for
the intersessional period to ensure good prognesisenissue.

44. On Article 21, the reporting format and timing feporting was introduced. The secretariat
highlighted that the reporting set out requireméaitall aspects of implementation of the
Convention, without limiting the reporting to thoskticles mentioned specifically in paragraph 2
of Article 21. The suggestion was made that fos¢hareas where general reporting on activities
was needed, the questions should be more gend#rat than the specific questions in the current
proposed format. Issues in relation to timing wested, in particular the opportunities for
coordinated national reporting.

45. On Article 22, the current mechanisms for obtainimgnitoring data were presented. The
document presented the option for further dataetedught, including from government, to
provide additional options for monitoring data forther consideration.

46. On Article 23, the need for the Conference of theiPs to adopt rules of procedure and
financial rules at its first meeting was highligthteand these documents were presented, noting
that they build on the rules used under the Stdoki@onvention. It was highlighted that the rules
of procedure were presented without square brackeite brackets were included in the financial
rules in relation to the host country contributias,this has not yet been considered during the
negotiations. Issues relating to offers to hostseretariat of the Minamata Convention were
further discussed.

47. On Article 7, the secretariat presented the doctnmgghlighting the work undertaken with
the UNEP Global Mercury Partnership in developioglgnce for ASGM, as well as the role of
WHO in developing guidance on health related issties document proposed that the secretariat
would continue to work with the partnership are&utther revise the guidance and present it to
INC7

48. On Article 9, the secretariat presented the doctinael noted the relationship between the
development of guidance for inventory developmentedeases with that on emissions,
particularly as the UNEP Global Mercury Toolkit aglss both emissions and releases.

49. For Articles 10, 11 and 12, the secretariat presktiite documents in which the proposed
actions were for the secretariat to develop, ifabalration with other relevant actors, guidance
required by the Convention. There were no commenthese documents, other than a concern
expressed that the workload on the secretariatbeago ambitious. The secretariat addressed this
issue, highlighting the activities underway to sghen the capacity of the secretariat, as well as
the potential for using external support such asschiants for certain activities.

50. c. Approach to discussions, priority issues anatsgies for the use of plenary and contact
groups

51. In considering the flow of work during INC, the Ghaoted that the INC would address the
issues article by article noting that for a numitesirticles more than one document was relevant.
He continued by presenting an initial plan, considgdealing with Articles 3 and 6 as the first
substantive issues. It was noted that, followiggpad discussion in plenary, certain policy
guestions on these articles may be referred toadiengroup which could consider a range of
technical policy issues throughout the meetingimgpthat many delegations are likely to be small
at INC6, the need to minimise parallel groups wighlighted, and the overall strategy of focusing
broad discussions in plenary was agreed.

52. The tentative order of issues throughout the wea& presented, although it was noted that
this was a very preliminary list, and there maybtential for significant changes as a result of
the flow of discussions. The possibility of plepnaeing suspended to allow work in smaller
groups to proceed was also considered.
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53. | was also noted that in presenting the outcoméN @6, consideration should be given to
whether these should be presented as agreemehtthwibody of the report, or whether formal
decisions should be prepared and agreed to forentalkéselements which have been adopted on a
provisional basis for forwarding to the Conferent¢he Parties.

d. Discussion on the options to address identifiedlverging interpretations and
inconsistencies between language versions of ther@ention, including possibility to seek
advice from a Legal Group during INC6 or request the Interim Secretariat to provide
clarification at INC7

54. The secretariat indicated two areas in the conweriéxt where governments had indicated
challenges in interpretation (article 3, paragrapjhor potentially difference in meaning of the
language used in the text (Article 6 paragraph Tée delegation of the United States indicated
that they had identified a number of inconsistenaiethe language version of the text, which they
had raised with the Office of Legal Affairs, whodh@rculated a formal proposal for corrections
to the Permanent Missions in New York. Should ther&o objections to this proposal, the
changes would be effective in early December 20uding the version of the true certified
copy of the convention text. The opportunity fasalissing these changes in Bangkok was noted,
and also that this could provide an opportunitgdosider other inconsistencies between the
language versions.

55. The issue of the challenges of implementing thev@otion when the language was not
specific was discussed. The Chair pointed outliaenges in interpreting the Convention. It
was also raised that some areas of the Convertivmmiay be deliberately ambiguous where
negotiations could not agree on a very clear pralpagile other areas may be ambiguous due to
either a lack of time in the negotiation or a latklarity in the language proposed. Concerns
were expressed that the INC should not seek tpegrareas where the ambiguity was included in
a deliberate way. The Chair emphasised that tlusldmot be seen as an opportunity to raise a
wide range of concerns, but rather a mechanisrddeeas identified concerns.

e. Challenges and opportunities at INC6, includingole of Bureau members

56. The meeting agreed that the Bureau continued togleey role, and there would be a need
to assess progress on a daily basis. The Chatedhthie bureau to bring to his attention any issue
of concern that would arise before and during INOte importance of regional and inter-regional
consultations was noted, and the need for awarefiesy/ potential intersessional work was
highlighted.

f. Regional meetings on the day preceding the operg of INC6

57. The bureau members agreed that they would providgdate to the Chair and secretariat as
to whether they wished to invite either or bothhe regional group to present on the relevant
issues.

6) Short update on planning for INC7 and COP1

58. The Chair indicated that it was not feasible toedep extensive strategies for INC7 at this
stage, however it should be noted that the sewsagsion may be very strongly focused on
preparations for the first COP, depending on theustof ratifications at this stage. At this stage
no formal offer for INC7 has been received, althougormal approaches have been made by a
number of countries. Once offers are made, theet@at will be able to consider them.

59. The challenges of setting the dates for COP1 wetedngiven that these are based on entry
into force of the Convention, and there is somelimited flexibility.
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7) Next meeting of the Bureau

60. The next meeting of the bureau will be held immeajaprior to the INC on Sunday 2
November at 9 am.

8) Any other issues raised by the Bureau
61. No other issues were raised by the Bureau. Thé @famked all for their active

participation and constructive comments, and irtditée was looking forward to a coordinated
approach to INC6.
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Information on the main points of discussion for casideration prior to INC6

The bureau agreed to highlight a number of poirtilivmay be useful to circulate prior to INC6
to assist delegates in preparing for the meeting.

Regional meetings will be held on Sunday 2 Novenbessist regions to prepare for the
INC. If desired, the Chair of the INC and/or théerim secretariat could visit regional
groups to provide a further update.

Discussions at the INC will follow an article bytiate basis, noting that for some articles
there are a number of relevant meeting documents.

The secretariat will provide a detailed introductio the documents on an article by
article basis. In each case, the group of relesgaotiments will be presented, followed by
discussion on all of the issues, due to the cinkages between the documents.

It is anticipated that detailed consideration dfgoissues of a technical nature may
require the establishment of a smaller group.

It is also expected that finance issues may aled h@be considered by a smaller group.
Noting that delegations are expected to be sm#iN@6, care will be given on the
number of parallel groups established to ensurienoph participation in discussions.
Where feasible, and particularly where agreemerst ine reached prior to entry into
force, the INC will adopt issues on a provisionasils, pending formal adoption by COP1.
Priority will be given in the work flow to areasoq@red for entry into force and also for
those issues which must be adopted by COP1, hovitégeanticipated that INC6 will be
able to discuss all issues put forward.



