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Executive Summary

The 12th Meeting of the Chemical Dialogue (“Dialogue”) was held in Medan, Indonesia on June 24, 2013.  It was attended by representatives from government and/or industry from 16 of 21 APEC economies: Australia; Canada; Chile; China; Hong Kong, China (Industry); Indonesia; Japan; the Republic of Korea; Malaysia; Peru; the Philippines; Russia; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; the United States; and Viet Nam.  An Industry Pre-Meeting (“IPM”) was held on June 22, 2013 and Chaired by Dr. Fumiaki Shono of Japan.  Additionally, the Regulator’s Forum held its annual meeting on June 23, 2013 which was chaired by Dr. Ana Corado of the United States.  The Regulator’s Forum held its meeting as a joint meeting with the OECD New Chemical Clearinghouse (“CHNC”) which is chaired by Mr. Greg Schweer of the United States; during the previous two years, the Regulator’s Forum and the OECD-CHNC had held co-located meetings back-to-back.  The Regulator’s Forum and OECD CHNC held an additional pre-meeting on June 22, 2013.  The Dialogue was co-chaired by Dr. Ana Corado for the morning session and Mr. Alex Berenberg for the afternoon session from the United States as Acting Government Co-Chairs along with Dr. Fumiaki Shono as Industry Co-Chair.  The Dialogue was addressed by Dr. Alex Retraubun, the Vice Minister of Industry for the Republic of Indonesia. 
Agreed Action Items 

Agenda Item 1.4 – Logistical Information
· The APEC Secretariat Program Director is to prepare a summary of the current document distribution procedures for the Chemical Dialogue to ensure documents can be timely accessed and distributed prior to future meetings. 

Agenda Item 2.1 –
Regulator’s Forum: Readout on the Regulator’s Forum Joint Meeting with the OECD Clearing House on New Chemical Substances on June 23, 2013
· The Chemical Dialogue endorsed the Regulator’s Forum Action Plan for 2014-2015 as revised to incorporate Peru and China as economies supporting the proposal on risk assessment on metals and metal compounds, and Peru as an economy supporting the proposal on chemical inventory. 
· The Dialogue agreed to the Regulator’s Forum proposal to hold another joint meeting with the OECD’s Clearinghouse on New Chemicals at the next Regulator’s Forum in 2014. 

Agenda Item 2.2 – Review of the Updated Strategic Framework for 2012-2013 

· The Dialogue agreed to encourage economies to submit additional comments on the revised Strategic Framework, including ideas related to prioritization of the included action items and additional ideas for work under Shared Goals 2 and 3, by July 31, 2013.  

Agenda Item 2.3 – Five-Year Review of the Chemical Dialogue’s Priorities and Direction 

· Economies are to provide any additional responses to the six questions circulated by the Program Director as part of the Five-Year Strategic Review by July 15, 2013.

Agenda Item 3.1.1 – GHS Implementation and Consumer Products: Report from the Consumer Products Working Group
· The Chemical Dialogue agreed to note the Consumer Product’s Working Group report and to conclude the Consumer Product Working Group.  Updates, including implementation challenges, can be included in the annual implementation status report; and progress with implementation can be posted on the G.R.E.A.T website. 

Agenda Item 3.1.2 – GHS Implementation Status Reports and Report to Ministers

· The Chemical Dialogue agreed that economies should provide comments to Australia regarding the recommendations contained in the GHS Implementation status report (Doc. No. 2013/SOM3/CD/012) by July 15, 2013.
· Economies are further encouraged to regularly submit GHS reports even if those reports indicated only that no additional GHS implementation updates had been undertaken.

· Finally, the Dialogue agreed that Australian industry and government would consult to develop ideas related to how to pull together and consolidate the work of the GHS intersessionally, including updating the template and looking at streamlining and prioritizing to achieve a cohesive and coordinated  approach to all APEC CD GHS activity.

Agenda Item 3.1.3 – Update on G.R.E.A.T. Project

· The Dialogue welcomed and thanked Chinese Taipei for its ongoing substantial work to maintain the G.R.E.A.T. project and endorsed Chinese Taipei’s continued work to maintain and update the website. 

Agenda Item 3.1.4 - Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange

· The Dialogue agreed that Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange will provide revised Terms of Reference to the Secretariat by July 31, 2013 to be circulated to Chemical Dialogue Members for comment by August 15, 2013 and for discussion at a subsequent Chemical Dialogue meeting.

· The Dialogue agreed that Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange will provide a thought starter/discussion paper on the way forward that will be circulated to Chemical Dialogue Members in the intersessional period in good time for comment and for discussion at a subsequent Chemical Dialogue meeting.

· The Dialogue agreed that upon finalization and agreement of the activities of the Virtual Working Group, the Co-Chair of the Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange should periodically inform the UN Subcommittee of Experts on GHS (SCEGHS) and the relevant OECD Chemicals Committee group of the APEC activity.

· The Dialogue agreed that in the meantime, the Virtual Working Group Co-Chair will inform the SCEGHS and other groups of the Virtual Working Group activity, as appropriate, including an intervention at the 25th session of the SCEGHS, 1-3 July 2013.

Agenda Item 3.1.5 – Update on Outreach to Subcommittee on Customs Procedures Regarding GHS Documentation and the Single Window

· The Dialogue agreed to conclude this work stream.
Agenda Item 3.2 – For Information: 2013 Update on REACH Implementation Issues

· The Dialogue agreed to maintain this agenda item and to continue to monitor developments related to REACH with a view to the potential precedent established for chemicals management in the region. 

Agenda Item 3.4 – Virtual Working Group on Regulatory Cooperation

· The Dialogue agreed to task the Virtual Working Group to explore possible areas of collaboration with other APEC-led activities – including the SCSC’s work on Green Buildings and Good Regulatory Practices – as well as other groups that might be relevant including but not limited to the OECD. 

· The Dialogue also encouraged comments on the glossary of nomenclature included as Attachment 2 to Document No. 2013/SOM3/CD/009 by July 31, 2013, particularly with a view to additional items that should be added.
Agenda Item 3.5 – Survey Regarding Transparency and Treatment of Confidential Business Information (“CBI”)

· The Dialogue agreed that economies are encouraged to provide comments regarding the questions included in the survey by July 31, 2013.
· Economies interested in participating in the pilot are also encouraged to express their interest directly to the U.S. Council for International Business.   

Agenda Item 3.6.1 – “Regulatory Status on Nanomaterials in Australia, China, Japan, and Korea and Others as Appropriate”

· The Dialogue agreed to maintain this agenda item in the next Chemical Dialogue meeting.  

· Economies interested in providing an update are encouraged to self-identify themselves to the Program Director and to circulate information in advance of the next Dialogue meeting to encourage discussion. 

Agenda Item 3.6.2 – Project Proposal: “Approaches to GHS Implementation for UVCB Substances”

· Economies were encouraged to provide comments regarding Malaysia’s proposal related to the application of GHS for UVCBs to Malaysia by July 31, 2013.  

· The Dialogue agreed that Malaysia would consider those comments, as well as the role of other international fora, including that of the UN Subcommittee on Experts for GHS, when revising its proposal. 

Agenda Item 4.1 – Contributions of Chemistry to the “Green Economy”: e.g., Lowering GHG Emissions, Improving the Energy Efficiency Levels of “Green” Buildings, etc.

· Economies are encouraged to provide additional ideas related to work to be done under this agenda item to the Program Director by July 31, 2013. 

Agenda Item 5.1 – SAICM Developments of Interest to Chemical Industry and Economies
· The United States Council of International Business will provide the Program Director, for circulation to the Dialogue participants, a copy of the Powerpoint it received from the UNEP related to Chemicals in Products.
· The Dialogue further agreed to carry forward the recommendation from the Chemical Dialogue Steering Group to begin considering the Dialogue’s representation in future international meetings including ICCM4 in 2015. 

Agenda Item 5.2 – Review of Emergency Response and Preparedness Activities

· APCIC agreed to consider how best to reflect usage of its emergency response provider website including the possibility of adding a “hits” counter (http://global.chemtech.com).

· APCIC also agreed to provide a copy of the report being developed by the International Council of Chemical Associations (ICCA) related to emergency response capabilities for chemical incidents at port facilities in Africa after its completion.

Agenda Item 5.3 – Voluntary Industry Programs: Reports from CDSG Participants on Responsible Care Activities 

· ACCORD agreed to continue compiling its report related to the implementation of voluntary stewardship programs in downstream industries for potential submission to the Chemical Dialogue Steering Group in 2014. 

· The Dialogue agreed to continue to look at tools such as the Joint Article Management Promotion (“JAMP”) consortium and the Supply Chain Chemical Risk Management and Useful Mechanism (“SCRUM”) programs as mechanisms for companies to implement responsible care throughout their supply chains. 

Agenda Item 5.4.1 – Update on METI Project

· The Dialogue agreed that Japan would continue to update the Dialogue on the status of this project. 

Agenda Item 6 – Summary Conclusions and Recommendations 

· The Program Director agreed to circulate a revised document classification list to Delegate participants as soon as it was prepared and no later than June 30, 2013.
Agenda Item 7 – Preparations for CD13

· China agreed to circulate information on information for the 13th meeting of the Chemical Dialogue in China in 2014 as soon as it became available. 

The 12th Meeting of the Chemical Dialogue: Summary Report

June 22, 2013 

Field Trip - Visit to PT Musim Mas 

On June 22, 2013, delegates from the Chemical Dialogue participated in a very interesting field trip to a “green industry.”  Specifically, delegates visited PT Musim Mas, a sustainable development agro chemical industry located in Medan.  Delegates learned about the production process for palm oil, the efforts that Musim Mas has devoted to the development of a sustainable palm oil production process, and the certifications it has achieved.  Delegates were then provided with a facility tour and given a demonstration of the wide range of products produced by Musim Mas.
Chemical Dialogue Meeting

· 2013/SOM3/CD/000 – Document Classification List (APEC Secretariat)

· 2013/SOM3/CD/001 – Draft Agenda (CD Chair)

Agenda Item 1.
Introductory Remarks
Agenda Item 1.1.
Welcome and Opening Remarks (Vice Minister of Industry)

Indonesia welcomed APEC delegates to the 12th Meeting of the Chemical Dialogue (“Dialogue”) in Medan City, Indonesia.  Indonesia’s APEC theme is “Resilient Asia Pacific, Engine of Global Growth” with three subthemes: (1) Attaining the Bogor Goals; (2) Achieving Sustainable Growth with Equity; and (3) Promoting Connectivity.  These themes align well with the Dialogue’s three shared goals and provide an opportunity for the Dialogue to contribute to Indonesia’s accomplishments of its APEC 2013 goals. 


Indonesia discussed the important role of the chemical industry to Indonesia’s economy and of investment to that industry.  The Indonesian government encourages further investment to ensure Indonesia remains an attractive investment location.  The main chemical industry contributors to Indonesia’s growth are the agro-based industry, the coal and petrochemical industry, the inorganic chemical industry and the metal industry.  One of Indonesia’s goals is to promote better integration of the upstream (raw material) industries with the downstream industries including textiles, plastics and automotives.  Additionally, Indonesia noted that discussions about the promotion of the chemical industry cannot be separated from discussions about sustainability.  Chemical safety and security is a prerequisite to successful chemical industrialization in the future.  Indonesia is therefore currently preparing a Bill of Chemicals to help it achieve the goals identified by the UN Strategic Approach to Chemicals Management (“SAICM”) and the World Summit on Sustainable Development (“WSSD”). 
Agenda Item 1.2.
Development of the Chemical Industry in Indonesia (Director General for Manufacturing Industry Base, Indonesia)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/015 – Development of Chemical Industry in Indonesia – Current Status and Future Goals (Indonesia)

The Director General for Manufacturing Industry Base from Indonesia provided an introductory presentation regarding the development of the chemical industry in Indonesia (2013/SOM3/CD/015).  Indonesia’s manufacturing industry has grown by 6.8% per year over the last 3 years, while the chemical industry has grown by 7%.  Still, they can’t meet existing and growing domestic demand.  The Director General then provided a summary of the existing laws and treaties related to chemicals in force in Indonesia.  

The existing chemical industry in Indonesia is clustered in three locations: olefins on Banten, aromatics on East Java, and natural gas and oleochemicals on South and North Sumatra respectively.  Because of the growing domestic demand and a population of 250 million, Indonesia needs large scale investment in the chemical sector.  Despite challenges which include – the presence of many small and medium sized businesses with a more limited ability to implement chemical management, a large import of chemical materials, and a lack of integration of chemical safety and management regulations – Indonesia is strongly encouraging investment in the industry from upstream to downstream.  Indonesia has implemented a Center of Excellence program to develop its chemical database and inventory and to improve the competency of its human resources. 
Agenda Item 1.3.
Opening remarks by CD Co-Chairs 


The Acting Government Co-Chair welcomed delegates to the 12th Meeting of the Chemical Dialogue and thanked Indonesia for hosting this year’s meetings.  The Acting Government Co-Chair welcomed delegates from: Australia; Canada; Chile; China; Hong Kong, China (Industry); Indonesia; Japan; the Republic of Korea; Malaysia; Peru; the Philippines; Russia; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; the United States; and Viet Nam.

The Industry Co-Chair also welcomed delegates and expressed his appreciation to Indonesia.  He provided a brief summary of the Industry Pre-Meeting (“IPM”), noting that it had been a very meaningful meeting.  The Industry Co-Chair had invited a representative from Indonesia to serve as honorary co-chair of the IPM.  The IPM had limited its focus to several key areas.  First, it discussed the Strategic Framework and Five Year Review, encouraging delegates to submit additional comments by July 31, 2013.  Second, it discussed ongoing work on regulatory convergence and agreed to seek mechanisms for aligning the Dialogue’s work with that being undertaken in other APEC fora.  Third, it discussed the Malaysian proposal regarding the implementation of GHS for UVCBs and noted the importance of aligning it with the Strategic Framework; the IPM therefore encouraged comments to be submitted and for Malaysia to review and incorporate those comments accordingly.  The IPM expressed its concern regarding the process for collecting and distributing Dialogue and IPM papers in a timely manner.  Delegates wanted to ensure that papers were circulated in advance to promote vibrant discussions at the IPM and Dialogue meetings.

Finally, the Acting Government Co-Chair conveyed a message from the Chair of the Committee on Trade and Investment (“CTI”).  The CTI will be considering ways to prioritize and streamline its numerous workstreams.  It will therefore be asking each of its subfora for ideas regarding how to accomplish this prioritization.  The Acting Government Co-Chair therefore asked delegates to consider this mandate throughout the day’s discussion to try and identify ways to prioritize the Dialogue’s work. 

Agenda Item 1.4.
Logistical Information (Program Director)

The Program Director had no logistic information or updates to provide to the Dialogue.  Dialogue participants noted their concern regarding the lack of distribution of certain key documents in advance of the Dialogue’s meeting.  As a result, the Government Co-Chair requested that the Program Director prepare a short description of the current document distribution procedures applicable to the Chemical Dialogue. 

Action Item

· The APEC Secretariat Program Director is to prepare a summary of the current document distribution procedures for the Chemical Dialogue to ensure documents can be timely accessed and distributed prior to future meetings. 

Agenda Item 2
Chemical Dialogue Strategic Framework and Five-Year Review

Agenda Item 2.1.
Regulator’s Forum: Readout on the Regulator’s Forum Joint Meeting with the OECD Clearing House on New Chemical Substances on June 23, 2013 (Led by the United States)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/014 – Regulator’s Forum Action Plan – Presentation (Indonesia)

· 2013/SOM3/CD/017 – Regulator’s Forum Action Plan (Regulator’s Forum Chair)

The Acting Government Co-Chair, who had also served as Chair of the Regulator’s Forum meeting held on June 23, 2013, provided a brief summary of that meeting.  The Regulator’s Forum held a joint meeting with the OECD New Chemicals Clearinghouse (“CHNC”) to enable both groups to share information and identify areas for potential collaboration; during the previous two years, the Regulator’s Forum and the OECD-CHNC had held co-located meetings back-to-back.  The Regulator’s Forum agreed to hold a joint session with the OECD-CHNC in 2014.  Indonesia indicated its intention to further engage with the OECD-CHNC, particularly to learn more regarding the background and evaluation criteria for polymers.  Indonesia proposed that the OECD-CHNC consider hosting a related workshop in Indonesia. 
The Regulator’s Forum received two new proposals for work.  The first was from Viet Nam and was related to the development of a chemical inventory for the country (2013/SOM3/CD/FOR/006).  The Regulator’s Forum agreed to encourage further development of the proposal, particularly how the project could be used to support development of an inventory in other APEC economies as well.  The proposal was supported by Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia, Peru, the Philippines and the United States.  Indonesia noted that it hoped to benefit from Viet Nam’s experience in this proposal as well as to link the proposal to the ongoing work of the ASEAN Chemical Safety Database. 

Additionally, the Regulator’s Forum received a proposal from Australia regarding risk assessment capacity building and training related to the risk assessment of metals and metal compounds.  Australian industry provided an overview of the proposal to the Dialogue.  The proposal would be to develop a survey throughout 2013 for economies to provide information regarding their approach to the risk assessment of metals.  Then, a half-day workshop would be held in conjunction with the Regulator’s Forum meeting in 2014 to discuss the outcome of the survey and the potential need for a future capacity building workshop which could potentially lead to a Concept Note for a self-funded workshop in 2015.  This proposal was supported by Chile, China, Japan, Peru, Chinese Taipei and Russia.


The Regulator’s Forum had incorporated these new items into a revised Action Plan for 2014 to 2015 which it had submitted to the Dialogue for approval (2013/SOM3/CD/017).  After agreeing to revise the list of supporting economies to include Peru’s support for the Vietnamese and Australian proposals and China’s support for the Australian proposal, the Dialogue endorsed the Action Plan.      

Action Items

· The Chemical Dialogue endorsed the Regulator’s Forum Action Plan for 2014-2015 as revised to incorporate Peru and China as economies supporting the proposal on the risk assessment on metals and metal compounds, and Peru as an economy supporting the proposal on chemical inventory.
· The Dialogue agreed to the Regulator’s Forum proposal to hold another joint meeting with the OECD’s Clearinghouse on New Chemicals at the next Regulator’s Forum in 2014. 

Agenda Item 2.2.
Review of the Updated Strategic Framework for 2012-13 (Led by Australia)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/004 – Five Year Review of the Chemical Dialogue’s Priorities and Direction (Australia)

Agenda Items 2.2 and 2.3 were combined into one discussion. 

At the 11th Chemical Dialogue meeting in Kazan, Russia, Australia had presented a revised Action Plan associated with the Dialogue’s Strategic Framework which had identified and consolidated completed projects to facilitate reviewing projects which remained outstanding (2012/SOM2/CD/015).   Australia had sought comments on the Revised Action Plan but had not received any.  
Additionally, at the Kazan meetings, the Dialogue agreed to undertake a Five Year Strategic Review to ensure the Dialogue’s Framework and Action Plan were focused on delegates’ current priorities.  To facilitate this review, Australia had prepared six questions to be answered by delegates intersessionally.  Australia received only one comment in response – from Malaysia – which generally supported the current approach, but which encouraged the prioritization of current work.  

Using these comments, Australia had undertaken to revise the Strategic Framework for another three year period.  The revisions included updating the statistics, revising the global context to indicate the increasing importance of APEC, updating the strategic updates section, and drafting a strategy for meeting goals (see 2013/SOM3/CD/004).  As was discussed at the IPM, Australia encouraged economies to provide additional suggestions on work for Shared Goals 2 and 3.  Australia encouraged additional comments on new work areas or on the revised Framework. 
The American Chemistry Council thanked Australia for its hard work in revising the Framework.  ACC indicated that this Five Year Review process and the revisions to the Strategic Framework were a significant opportunity for the Dialogue to meet the CTI’s request and identify the 1-3 priority areas of work going forward. 

The Acting Government Co-Chair further encouraged economies to think about prioritization, including about how their domestic priorities can inform and guide the work being undertaken in the Dialogue.  The Acting Government Co-Chair welcomed the opportunity for economies to submit additional comments on both the Revised Strategic Framework and on the Five Year Plan. 

Action Item

· The Dialogue agreed to encourage economies to submit additional comments on the revised Strategic Framework, including ideas related to prioritization of the included action items and additional ideas for work under Shared Goals 2 and 3, by July 31, 2013.  

· Economies are to provide any additional responses to the six questions circulated by the Program Director as part of the Five-Year Strategic Review by July 15, 2013.

Agenda Item 2.3. 
Five – Year Review of the Chemical Dialogue’s Priorities and Direction (Led by Australia)
This agenda item was discussed under Agenda Item 2.2.

1. SHARED GOAL 1:  EXPAND AND SUPPORT COOPERATION AND MUTUAL RECOGNITION AMONG CHEMICAL REGULATORS IN THE REGION TO FACILITATE TRADE 

Agenda Item 3.1.
Globally Harmonized System

Agenda Item 3.1.1.
GHS Implementation and Consumer Products: Report from the Consumer Products Working Group (Led by Australia & New Zealand)

· 2013/SOM3/CD/006 – Report of the Consumer Products Working Group – Case Studies (Australia and New Zealand)

Australian Industry presented a Report of the Consumer Products Working Group (“CPWG”) on behalf of New Zealand and Australia as the New Zealand representative had been unable to attend.  The CPWG had presented a progress report to the CDSG in early 2013 which included several case studies.  Further comments were encouraged but none were received by the Dialogue’s meeting; the existing case studies had been loaded on the G.R.E.A.T. website.  Accordingly, Australian Industry, mindful of the CTI’s directive to streamline subfora, encouraged the Dialogue to note the report and conclude the CPWG.  

Indonesia and the Philippines both noted the importance of the implementation of GHS for consumer products and indicated interest in continuing to share information.  The Government Co-Chair therefore suggested that additional case studies could be submitted directly to Chinese Taipei and uploaded to the G.R.E.A.T. website.  Australian Industry indicated that developments in the implementation of GHS for consumer products could be included in the standard GHS reporting template discussed in Agenda Item 3.1.2.  The Government Co-Chair therefore concluded that because the work has been completed, the Dialogue would report to the CTI that the work has been completed and the CPWG is being concluded.  
Action Item

· The Chemical Dialogue agreed to note the Consumer Product’s Working Group report and to conclude the Consumer Product Working Group.  Updates, including implementation challenges, can be included in the annual implementation status report; and progress with implementation can be posted on the G.R.E.A.T website. 

Agenda Item 3.1.2.
GHS Implementation Status Reports and Report to Ministers (Led by Australia)

· 2013/SOM3/CD/012 – GHS Implementation Report 2013
Australia drew the Dialogue’s attention to the 2013 GHS Implementation Report (2013/SOM3/CD/012).  The Report summarizes the main issues under the headings of Consumer, Agricultural, Industrial and Transport.  It then provides a summary of the issues and the discussions in each response.  

Additionally, the Report makes several specific recommendations to the Dialogue including that the APEC CD:
· Reiterate the GHS principle of self-classification and recommend that any GHS classification databases maintained by APEC economies be for information only, and not as sources of mandatory classification. 
· Consider different ways of leveraging expertise available in some APEC economies to build GHS capacity for the APEC region.

· Agree to remove the Transport sector from future GHS implementation reports.

The Government Co-Chair sought comments on the specific recommendations for further work.  Indonesia indicated it supported the report.  It asked whether reports should be submitted yearly even if no changes have occurred.  Australia responded yes, to insure other economies are confident that the report contains the most specific information.  

Chinese Taipei noted its willingness to host additional information, including the Consumer Products reports, on the G.R.E.A.T. website.  The project’s contents should be decided by APEC economies broadly.  Additionally, Chinese Taipei noted its intention to have fully implemented GHS by 2015, in line with the timeline of several other economies. 

Finally, Australia noted a need to develop a coordinated approach to the Dialogue’s GHS related work, including the reporting template, the proposal for data exchange (Agenda Item 3.1.4.), the proposals for implementation related to specific sectors (Agenda Item 3.6.2.) and others.  Australia agreed to undertake an analysis of how to consolidate GHS-related items to ensure efficiencies and ensure the alignment of this work with the Dialogue’s Strategic Framework.  The United States and Indonesia supported Australia’s proposal.  The Philippines expressed its support and interest in participating in the ongoing GHS-related work.  
Action Item

· The Chemical Dialogue agreed that economies should provide comments to Australia regarding the recommendations contained in the GHS Implementation status report (Doc. No. 2013/SOM3/CD/012) by July 15, 2013.
· Economies are further encouraged to regularly submit GHS reports even if those reports indicated only that no additional GHS implementation updates had been undertaken.

· Finally, the Dialogue agreed that Australian industry and government would consult to develop ideas related to how to pull together and consolidate the work of the GHS intersessionally, including updating the template and looking at streamlining and prioritizing to achieve a cohesive and coordinated  approach to all APEC CD GHS activity.

Agenda Item 3.1.3.
Update on G.R.E.A.T. project (Led by Chinese Taipei)

Chinese Taipei provided a further update to its work on the GHS Reference Exchange and Tool (“G.R.E.A.T.”) website designed to collect and provide GHS implementation information in local languages (http://great.cla.gov.tw/ENG/index.aspx).  Since the CDSG meeting in February, there have been an additional 9,000 more visits, bringing the total since the site’s implementation to 49,000.  

Chinese Taipei indicated that the recent updates include the addition of the Consumer Products Working Group case study, a case study on Petroleum, and GHS implementation updates from Australia, Chile, Japan, Indonesia, the Philippines, and Russia.  Chinese Taipei encouraged economies to continue submitting updates to their focal points and to provide them with the most recent updates.  Chinese Taipei committed to continuing to host and maintain the website going forward.  


The Acting Government Co-Chair thanked Chinese Taipei for its extensive efforts to date as well as for its enthusiasm in carrying this work forward.  The Acting Government Co-Chair further encouraged economies to continue to provide updates to Chinese Taipei. 

Action Item

· The Dialogue welcomed and thanked Chinese Taipei for its ongoing substantial work to maintain the GREAT project and endorsed Chinese Taipei’s continued work to maintain and update the website. 

Agenda Item 3.1.4.
Virtual Expert Network on GHS Data Exchange  (Led by Russian Federation)

· 2013/SOM3/CD/007 – Chemical Dialogue Virtual Working Group (VWG) Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labeling of Chemicals (GHS) Data Exchange Terms of Reference (Russia).
· 2013/SOM3/CD/013 – Chemical Dialogue Virtual Working Group (VWG) on Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labeling of Chemicals (GHS) Data Exchange – Presentation (Russia).
The CD discussed several issues related to work streams related to the Globally Harmonized System for Classification and Labeling.  In July 2012 the CD informed UN Subcommittee of Experts on the GHS (SCEGHS) of the results on the Workshop, held in Kazan, on the “Concept of Data Exchange on Chemical Products and Chemical Substances Hazardous Properties.”  The workshop was a preliminary step to the establishment of the APEC CD VWG on GHS Data Exchange.   

On the basis of the discussion in the CD, the Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange will investigate and further refine the way forward on the two proposed work streams (suggested as the comparison of chemicals classifications based on the GHS and assessing the quality of data used for GHS classifications), and will provide a thought starter/discussion paper on the rationale for these priorities, to be disseminated in the intersessional period to the APEC CD.  The proposed work should take into account the knowledge and experience of the OECD, including that attained by the OECD during the pilot on classification performed in 2013, and should be undertaken in coordination with the OECD.  The Virtual Working Group should take into account how the work under these work streams should be efficiently and effectively conducted with reference to the ongoing work of the SCEGHS, and according to the direction provided by the SCEGHS and the guiding principles on the development of the global list.  

It was agreed that upon finalization and agreement of the activities of the CD, the Co-Chair of the Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange should periodically inform the SCEGHS and the relevant OECD Chemicals Committee group of the APEC activity, to coordinate the activity with UN GHS SCE and OECD Chemicals Committee and ensure that APEC activities were complementary and not duplicative of those in other organizations.  In the meantime, the Co-Chair will inform the SCEGHS and other groups of the CD activity, as appropriate.
Action Items

· The Dialogue agreed that Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange will provide revised Terms of Reference to the Secretariat by July 31, 2013 to be circulated to Chemical Dialogue Members for comment by August 15, 2013 and for discussion at a subsequent Chemical Dialogue meeting.

· The Dialogue agreed that Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange will provide a thought starter/discussion paper on the way forward that will be circulated to Chemical Dialogue Members in the intersessional period in good time for comment and for discussion at a subsequent Chemical Dialogue meeting.

· The Dialogue agreed that upon finalization and agreement of the activities of the Virtual Working Group, the Co-Chair of the Virtual Working Group on GHS Data Exchange should periodically inform the UN Subcommittee of Experts on GHS (SCEGHS) and the relevant OECD Chemicals Committee group of the APEC activity.

· The Dialogue agreed that in the meantime, the Virtual Working Group Co-Chair will inform the SCEGHS and other groups of the Virtual Working Group activity, as appropriate, including an intervention at the 25th session of the SCEGHS, 1-3 July 2013.

Agenda Item 3.1.5.
Update on Outreach to Subcommittee on Customs Procedures Regarding GHS Documentation and the Single Window (Led by U.S. Industry) 

The American Chemistry Council provided a brief update regarding this workstream.  In 2013, Mexico and the U.S. industry briefed the Subcommittee on Customs Procedures (“SCCP”) regarding the prospects for incorporating GHS requirements into each economy’s single window.  Since then, no additional work has been completed on this item.  Because many economies have not yet developed a single window, it has been difficult to identify tangible opportunities for potential collaboration.  ACC therefore recommended that this workstream be concluded.  

Action Item

· The Dialogue agreed to conclude this work stream.
Agenda Item 3.2
For Information: 2013 Update on REACH Implementation Issues (Led by Japan)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/008 – 2013 Updated on Registration, Evaluation, Authorization and Restriction of Chemicals (REACH) Implementation Issues, etc. (Japan)

The Industry Co-Chair noted that Japan continued to provide an update regarding issues that have arisen in the implementation of the EU’s Registration, Evaluation, Authorization and Restriction of Chemicals (“REACH”) because of the precedent those issues can set in the Asia Pacific.   The Industry Co-Chair provided an update regarding the Biocidal Products Regulation (“BPR”) scheduled for implementation on September 1, 2013.  There are several areas of uncertainty, including the boundary between Treated Articles and Biocidal Products based on a disagreement over the interpretation of a “primary function.”
Additionally, the American Chemistry Council provided a brief update regarding REACH’s regulation of Endocrine Disrupting Chemicals (“EDCs”).  The European Commission’s proposed approach in the Plant Protection Regulations is to develop two categories of EDCs: Known and Proposed.  The EU’s approach is a departure from most other economies; most other economies treat EDCs as a mode of action rather than as an effect itself.  The EU’s approach raises questions regarding potency and the threshold at which it will be applied.  ACC encouraged economies to continue monitoring developments in this area.  

Action Item
· The Dialogue agreed to maintain this agenda item and to continue to monitor developments related to REACH with a view to the potential precedent established for chemicals management in the region. 

Agenda Item 3.3. 
Regulators’ Forum and Related Items
Agenda Item 3.3.1. 
Report on Risk Assessment and Risk Management Workshop in November 2012 in Bangkok (Led by the United States)

The Acting Government Co-Chair provided a brief summary of the Risk Assessment and Risk Management Workshop held in November 2012 in Bangkok by the Regulator’s Forum.  The full report from the Workshop has been finalized and economies are encouraged to read it (2013/SOM3//CD/FOR/011).  Additionally, the official website contains the trainings and PowerPoints used in the training.  The Acting Government Co-Chair thanked the Dialogue for its support and indicated that the United States found it productive and hoped it was productive for other economies and participants as well. 

Agenda Item 3.4.
VWG on Regulatory Cooperation (Led by Australia; U.S. Industry)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/009 – Virtual Working Group (VWG) on Regulatory Cooperation and Convergence – Progress Report (Australia)
Australia introduced the progress of the Virtual Working Group on Regulatory Cooperation and Convergence.  The Terms of Reference for the VWG had been introduced at the CDSG.  After several comments, they were revised and were approved intersessionally.  The first step of work is to develop a glossary of terms to insure everyone is speaking with the same terminology.  A draft glossary was developed and submitted to the Dialogue (see Attachment 1 to 2013/SOM3/CD/009).  

Additionally, the VWG has discussed the idea of pursuing a concept note in the future to document regulatory practices across economies.  The American Chemistry Council (“ACC”) noted that the VWG represented an important opportunity for the Dialogue to identify areas for potential further cooperation on regulation.  ACC encouraged the VWG to ensure that it analyzes existing resources (i.e., the OECD and others) that could be a feed-in to the development of a concept note and would prevent the duplication of effort.  
Additionally, in the intersessional period, Russia will provide the Virtual Working Group on Regulatory Convergence with a set of proposed criteria for the comparison of regulatory systems.  Those criteria will be then reviewed by the VWG on Regulatory Convergence, circulated for comment to CD Members and discussed at a subsequent CD meeting.   A template will also be elaborated on the basis of the discussed criteria and economies will be encouraged to fill in the template for their regulatory systems, to inform the CD discussion in the future.

Action Items

· The Dialogue agreed to task the Virtual Working Group to explore possible areas of collaboration with other APEC-led activities – including the SCSC’s work on Green Buildings and Good Regulatory Practices – as well as other groups that might be relevant including ERIA and OECD. 

· The Dialogue also encouraged comments on the glossary of nomenclature included as Attachment 2 to Document No. 2013/SOM3/CD/009 by July 31, 2013, particularly with a view to additional items that should be added.
Agenda Item 3.5 
Survey Regarding Transparency and Treatment of Confidential Business Information (CBI) (Led by USCIB Representative)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/005 – Proposal for Survey of Economies on Transparency and Innovation (United States)

The U.S. Council of International Business (“USCIB”) presented updates to the proposed survey for economies and industry regarding transparency and innovation.  USCIB noted that the Dialogue had been discussing innovation and transparency for several years, since the 2011 meeting in San Francisco.  At the CDSG meeting in February 2013, USCIB had presented a draft survey for economies to complete which described their approaches for the treatment of confidential business information (“CBI”) in chemical-related submissions.  After receiving several comments at the CDSG, USCIB, revised the survey to make it easier to complete, by shortening it and revising many of the questions to be answered as yes/no.  Additionally, USCIB presented an electronic/online version of the survey designed to further facilitate responses.  USCIB encouraged comments on the draft questions and template. 

Indonesian industry supported the thorough protection of CBI because commercial partners typically have non-disclosure agreements and may therefore be liable if the government does not adequately protect this information. 
Australian industry acknowledged the extensive revisions that had been made to incorporate comments made at the CDSG.  They then asked several specific questions regarding how the survey was to be completed when an economy relied upon numerous types of regulatory systems for chemicals depending on their use which may all treat CBI differently.  USCIB encouraged comments to be submitted on this and any other issue economies identified. 
Action Items
· The Dialogue agreed that economies are encouraged to provide comments regarding the questions included in the survey by July 31, 2013.
· Economies interested in participating in the pilot are also encouraged to express their interest directly to the U.S. Council for International Business.   

Agenda Item 3.6.
New Business 

Agenda Item 3.6.1.
For Information: “Regulatory Status of Nanomaterials” (Led by Japan, Chinese Taipei and Australia)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/020 – Safety Management of Nanomaterials in Japan (Japan)

Continuing an agenda item added at the CDSG in early 2013, Indonesia requested that interested economies provide an update or overview regarding how developed economies regulated nanomaterials to enhance Indonesia’s understanding of how to do so. 

A representative from the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry (“METI”) in Japan began by providing a presentation regarding the Safety Management of Nanomaterials (2013/SOM3/CD/020).  Japan does not currently have a specific regulatory scheme for nanomaterials.  Instead, the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare is currently conducting a risk assessment.  In the interim, METI is encouraging industry to implement voluntary safety measures on nanomaterials.  Japan has also implemented 5-year R&D programmes on the ‘Risk Assessment of Fullerene, CNT, and Titanium Dioxide’ as well as on the ‘Development of Innovative Methodology for Safety Assessment of Manufactured Nanomaterials.’  Finally, Japan is engaged in several international fora, including the OECD Working Party on Manufactured Nanomaterials, in which it leads a sponsorship program with the United States and it also proposed a pilot project on grouping of nanomaterials. 

Chinese Taipei expressed its shared concern regarding the balance between safety and innovation and therefore asked what is the next step.  Japan noted that it does not currently have a plan for regulating nanomaterials.  However, EU REACH is to come out with regulatory measures regarding nanomaterials by the end of this year.  Therefore further discussion on this issue in future meetings was encouraged. 


Finally, Australia provided an oral update regarding the activities of NICNAS related to the regulation of nanomaterials in industrial chemicals.  NICNAS has developed a working definition of nanomaterials.  There is no specific regulation of nanomaterials unless they are not listed on Australia’s chemical inventory in which case they are treated as new chemicals.  For new chemicals that are nanomaterials, industry is not permitted to self-assess the risks; NICNAS is required to conduct a risk assessment.  Finally, Australia is also engaged in the OECD Working Party on Nanomaterials.  
Indonesian Industry indicated that the regulation of nanomaterials, particularly the potential risks they involve is very important.  They therefore would like to seek additional information at future Chemical Dialogues and therefore proposed to keep this item on the agenda.  The Government Co-Chair encouraged economies interested in providing such an update to self-identify to the Program Director and to circulate information in advance of the next meeting.
Action Items

· The Dialogue agreed to maintain this agenda item in the next Chemical Dialogue meeting.  

· Economies interested in providing an update are encouraged to self-identify themselves to the Program Director and to circulate information in advance of the next Dialogue meeting to encourage discussion. 

Agenda Item 3.6.2.
Project Proposal: “Approaches to GHS Implementation for UVCB Substances” (Led by Malaysia)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/002 – Approaches to Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labeling Chemicals (GHS) Implementation for UVCB Substances (Substances of Unknown or Variable Composition, Complex Reaction Products or Biological Materials) (Malaysia)

Malaysia introduced its proposal related to “Approaches to GHS Implementation for UVCB [Substances of Unknown or Variable Composition, Complex Reaction Products, and Biological Materials] Substances” focused initially on petroleum substances and products.  The consistent classification and labeling of UVCB substances including petroleum, fragrances, metals, and oleo-chemicals and polymers, presents unique challenges.  The goal of the proposal would be to discuss approaches to the implementation of GHS for petroleum substances to improve the quality of chemical hazard information flow to workers and consumers and to facilitate free trade in the region.      

The proposal was tabled and endorsed by Malaysia’s National Coordinating Committee for GHS Implementation which consists of regulators, industry associations, NGOs and academia.  Malaysia suggested that the proposal aligned with the Dialogue’s Strategic Framework and Action Plan because it promoted regulatory capacity and convergence to facilitate trade and enhance environmental and health protection.  The proposal would be to: (a) establish a working group to address GHS implementation for petroleum substances; (b) document high-level approaches to consistent classification of petroleum substances and (c) create accompanying case studies on the application of GHS to petroleum substances.  Malaysia proposed to develop terms of reference intersessionally and to seek approval for them in 2014. 

The Industry Co-Chair provided a summary of the Industry Pre-meeting (“IPM”).  At the IPM, participants agreed to provide comments to Malaysia by July 31, 2013.  Participants further suggested that other UVCBs be included and that Malaysia be sure to align this work with that of other fora.  Several additional economies expressed interest in participating.  Additionally, the Industry Co-Chair suggested that Malaysia ensure that the proposal aligns with the Strategic Framework.


The United States, on behalf of its Occupational Safety and Health Administration (“OSHA”) provided comments.  The United States encouraged that the proposal be submitted to the UN Subcommittee on Experts for the GHS (“UNSCEGHS”).  Harmonization of GHS approaches is part of the UNSCEGHS’s mandate but not part of the mandate of the Dialogue.  The United States therefore couldn’t agree to the proposal as drafted.  

The Acting Government Co-Chair suggested that a path forward would be for all economies to provide comments to Malaysia by July 31, 2013 and for Malaysia to consider those comments and the statements at the meeting for potential revision.  The Acting Government Co-Chair also noted that this proposal should be included in Australian Industry’s review of the Dialogue’s work and priorities related to GHS.  Indonesia noted its support for the proposal.  
Action Items

· Economies were encouraged to provide comments regarding Malaysia’s proposal related to the application of GHS for UVCBs to Malaysia by July 31, 2013.  

· The Dialogue agreed that Malaysia would consider those comments, as well as the role of other international fora, including that of the UN Subcommittee on Experts for GHS, when revising its proposal. 

2. SHARED GOAL 2:  ENHANCE UNDERSTANDING OF THE CHEMICAL INDUSTRY’S ROLE AS AN INNOVATIVE SOLUTIONS INDUSTRY 

Agenda Item 4.1
Contributions of Chemistry to the “Green Economy”:  e.g., Lowering GHG Emissions, Improving the Energy Efficiency Levels of “Green” Buildings, etc. (Led by APCIC Secretariat)
The American Chemistry Council (ACC) provided a brief review of the document that had been drafted by the International Council of Chemical Associations (ICCA) regarding the use of chemistry to promote green buildings and energy efficiency.  By 2050, building stock is expected to have risen from 59 billion square meters in 2000 to 93 billion square meters.  With no efficiency improvements, energy use from building heating and cooling would increase by almost 60 percent.  This represents the challenge, but also the opportunity, for chemistry’s contribution.  The ICCA report concluded that utilizing better energy efficiency standards and renovating 2000 building stock could result in between a 12 and 23 percent reduction in energy use from 2000 levels by 2050.  Chemistry plays a critical role in this effort.  The energy savings of chemicals used to promote energy efficiency dramatically exceeds the energy required for their production.  

Indonesian Industry noted that it encouraged the promotion of a green economy, but it did not want green industry standards to create unnecessary barriers to trade. 


ACC positioned this as an opportunity for the Dialogue to begin talking about the ways that chemistry and the chemical industry contribute to solutions to the biggest problems internationally.  As opposed to a continuing discussion about the safety and efficacy of chemical products, this would be an opportunity to discuss chemistry as an innovative solution.  One idea is to look at issues with which other APEC fora are grappling – for example, green buildings – and develop projects and workstreams to demonstrate chemistry’s contribution to those concerns.    
Action Item

· Economies are encouraged to provide additional ideas related to work to be done under this agenda item to the Program Director by July 31, 2013. 

Agenda Item 4.1.1.
For Information: Presentation on the SCSC Green Building Work, Including the Workshop in Peru and a Workshop on June 24/25 in Medan (Led by SCSC Representative)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/018 – APEC Green Building Project - an Introduction (United States)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/019 – APEC and Good Regulatory Practices (United States)
A representative from the Committee on Trade and Investment’s (“CTI”) Subcommittee on Standards and Conformance (“SCSC”) provided two reports to the Dialogue regarding ongoing SCSC work of potential relevance.  The SCSC’s goals are to increase member alignment to international standards, encourage regulatory cooperation and good regulatory practice, engage with business, and increase acceptance and understanding of using conformity assessment and international mechanisms to facilitate trade. 

First, the SCSC representative discussed ongoing work related to green buildings (2013/SOM3/CD/018).  In 2011, the SCSC hosted two green building workshops in Washington, DC and Singapore; the documents are available on the APEC website.  The outcomes were: a need for greater transparency – 19 of 21 APEC economies completed the survey; a consensus that voluntary initiatives, market-driven programs and government-led efforts all have a role in promoting sustainability in the built environment; conformity assessment tools provide consensus solutions; and the need for enhanced policy coordination, particularly with ASEAN and UNEP.  

Building from that work, the SCSC endorsed a multi-year proposal (“MYP”) to promote green buildings.  The four focal areas are: (1) the use of building codes to enhance building performance (March 2013, Peru); (2) building information modeling to facilitate green building practices (June 2013, Indonesia); (3) best practices in the testing and rating of products in the building envelope (Early 2014, China); and (4) laboratory testing requirements as a non-tariff barrier for ceiling and flooring products (late 2014, Singapore).  
Second, the SCSC representative presented on APEC and Good Regulatory Practices (2013/SOM3/CD/019).  The presentation introduced the APEC-OECD Integrated Checklist on Regulatory Reform that was endorsed in 2005.  The Checklist promotes an integrated look at how efficiency, transparency and accountability are being maximized through an integrated rule-making approach.  Every two years, the SCSC hosts a Good Regulatory Practice (“GRP”) workshop to highlight these practices.  In 2011, the GRP Workshop led to two surveys: (1) Good Regulatory Practices in APEC Member Economies Baseline Study (“Baseline study) and (2) Supporting the TBT Agreement with Good Regulatory Practices: Implementation Options for APEC Members (“TBT Study”).  The Baseline study focused on three categories of GRP: internal coordination of rulemaking activity; regulatory impact assessments; and public consultation mechanisms.  The TBT Study linked these three areas to a TBT Agreement Obligation – for example, publishing regulatory proposals, preferably a central mechanism, as a means of ensuring public consultation.  
The 2013 Workshop is particularly focused on Conformity Assessment.  The goal will be to identify potential future work including the creation of a single online location for regulatory information, an evaluation of economies issuance of regulatory agendas, and an assessment of how economies review existing regulations.

The Dialogue welcomed the presentations.  The American Chemistry Council noted potential areas of collaboration on the role of chemistry in green buildings as well as in the use of GRP in chemicals regulation.  Indonesian industry supported the presentation and the goal of not creating unnecessary barriers to trade.  The SCSC representative encouraged the Dialogue participants to look at the existing studies to potentially identify areas of collaboration.  Additionally, Dialogue participants were invited to attend the future GRP work.  The Dialogue discussed ways to promote collaboration, and agreed it was an item to be considered by the Virtual Working Group on Regulatory Cooperation and Convergence (see Action Items under Agenda Item 3.4 supra). 
3. SHARED GOAL 3:  ENCOURAGE CHEMICAL PRODUCT STEWARDSHIP, SAFE USE AND SUSTAINABILITY
Agenda Item 5.1.
For Information: SAICM Developments of Interest to Chemical Industry and Economies (Led by APCIC Secretariat; USCIB)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/010 – International Lead Poisoning Prevention Awareness (United States)

· 2013/SOM3/CD/011 – Global Alliance To Eliminate Lead Paint (United States)

The U.S. Council on International Business (“USCIB”) provided a brief update regarding the Chemicals in Products program within SAICM.  The UN Environment Program (“UNEP”) has begun an information-sharing project within SAICM.  It is a voluntary program for companies, not economies.  UNEP’s goals are full material disclosure and it is currently reviewing criteria for economies’ lists, what information should be on lists, and what types of information should be shared along supply chains.  UNEP is developing a guidance document, using a textile sector as a pilot.  USCIB agreed to circulate an overview presentation provided by UNEP regarding the proposal. 
Australian industry noted that the UNEP project focused on Chemicals in Products while the Dialogue had been careful to focus on Chemicals in Articles.  USCIB noted that SAICM did not differentiate between these terms, but that the SAICM work was not supposed to extend to items regulated by the GHS – substances, mixtures, etc.  This remains an important area to continue to monitor however. 

The United States provided a summary of ongoing SAICM work related to Lead in Paint (2013/SOM3/CD/010).  The United States is an official contributor to the Global Alliance for the Elimination of Lead in Paint and strong supports the week of action, which helps increase awareness of risks.  The Philippines indicated its support for international lead in paint awareness.

Finally, the Acting Government Co-Chair noted that the CDSG had agreed to an action item to begin discussions on “how to organize its participation and representation at ICCM-4.”  The Acting Government Co-Chair encouraged economies to continue thinking about this item.  

Action Items

· The United States Council of International Business will provide the Program Director, for circulation to the Dialogue participants, a copy of the Powerpoint it received from UNEP related to Chemicals in Products.
· The Dialogue further agreed to carry forward the recommendation from the Chemical Dialogue Steering Group to begin considering the Dialogue’s representation in future international meetings including ICCM4 in 2015. 

Agenda Item 5.2
Review of Emergency Response and Preparedness Activities (Led by ACC)

The American Chemistry Council provided a brief update regarding the website it had created (http://global.chemtech.com) to centralize emergency response capabilities for a chemical incident in the Asia Pacific.  ACC has requested comments from APEC economies and received very little.  It has therefore begun focused outreach to particular economies, include Chile, China, Mexico and New Zealand for comments.  ACC requested APEC economies to provide any additional comments, particularly whether the website is enhancing information sharing regarding emergency response capabilities for chemical incidents.


Chinese Taipei commended the website and indicated that it has visited the website and circulated the details to its competent authorities.  It supported expansion of the website to include more features and areas, but strongly supported its creation and maintenance.  

Finally, ACC noted that the International Council of Chemical Associations (“ICCA”) was preparing a report regarding capabilities to address chemical incidents.  The report was utilizing two ports in Africa – one on the East Coast and one on the West Coast – as a case study to identify possible opportunities for capacity building.  The report will hopefully be finalized by the CDSG meeting in 2014. 

Action Items

· APCIC agreed to consider how best to reflect usage of its emergency response provider website including the possibility of adding a “hits” counter (http://global.chemtech.com).

· APCIC also agreed to provide a copy of the report being developed by the International Council of Chemical Associations (“ICCA”) related to emergency response capabilities for chemical incidents at port facilities in Africa after its completion.

Agenda Item 5.3
Voluntary Industry Programs: Reports from CDSG participants on Responsible Care Activities (Led by APCIC Secretariat)
· 2013/SOM3/CD/003 – Management of Chemicals in Articles Practice of Information Communication Across the Supply Chain (Japan)

APCIC introduced the agenda item by noting that Responsible Care had now been implemented in 19 of 21 APEC economies.  ACC had recently conducted a strategic review of the Responsible Care program in the United States.  One of the key takeaways was to enhance focus on product “safety-ship” rather than simply product stewardship.  This was necessary to focus companies on enhancing safety in the manufacture, distribution and use of chemical products.  Additionally, ACC continues to work with ICCA to enhance Responsible Care implementation.  To date, they have conducted more than 40 workshops around the globe, many in the Asia Pacific.  These provide guidance and tools to enhance risk assessment and risk management, the transparent sharing of information, and the collection of hazard information.

The Industry Co-Chair provided a presentation regarding the Joint Article Management Promotion-consortium (“JAMP”) which currently has 406 members (68 upstream, 164 mid-stream, 105 downstream and 69 others) as well as Japan’s industry standards for the management of chemical substances in products (2013/SOM3/CD/003).  The goal is to help all players in the supply chain to understand their roles and promote sound chemical management.  Chinese Taipei noted that there is currently a JAMP program ongoing in Taipei.  Indonesia indicated its support for JAMP.  
Additionally, Japan’s Chemical Industry Association (“JCIA”) and JAMP are conducting a Joint Project entitled the Project of Supply Chain Chemical Risk Management and Useful Mechanism (“SCRUM”).  The goal of the project is to better develop the system for communicating and sharing information needed to conduct chemical risk assessment appropriately and efficiently throughout the supply chain, aiming to reduce and minimize chemicals risk.  The Dialogue agreed to explore ways to utilize tools like JAMP and SCRUM as tools for the implementation of Responsible Care.

Indonesia noted that national associations had committed to achieve certain SAICM/WSSD goals: “by 2020, chemicals are used and produced in ways that lead to the minimization of significant adverse effects on human health and the environment, using transparent science-based risk assessment procedures and science-based risk management procedures.”  To achieve this, Responsible Care companies should implement an ICCA program known as “Global Product Strategy,” (“GPS”) an ICCA initiative to enhance industry’s product stewardship performance.  GPS is designed to improve communication and transparency about the management of chemical hazards and risks and safety practices across the value chain. 

Finally, Australian industry provided a verbal report to follow-up on an action item from the CDSG in early 2013 regarding the implementation of Responsible Care in downstream industries.  Australian industry had spoken with several groups, including the International Network of Cleaning Product Associations (“INCPA”) regarding the implementation of Responsible Care.  The INCPA will provide its stewardship programs to ACCORD, who will compile them and segment them into the types of programs (i.e. sustainability, safe use, etc).  This pilot report would be provided to the CDSG in 2013 as a model for other downstream chemical products to report back to the CD. 
Action Items

· ACCORD agreed to continue compiling its report related to the implementation of voluntary stewardship programs in downstream industries for potential submission to the Chemical Dialogue Steering Group in 2014. 

· The Dialogue agreed to continue to look at tools such as the Joint Article Management Promotion (“JAMP”) consortium and the Supply Chain Chemical Risk Management and Useful Mechanism (“SCRUM”) programs as mechanisms for companies to implement responsible care throughout their supply chains. 

Agenda Item 5.4
New Business

Agenda Item 5.4.1.
For Information: Update on METI Project (Introduced by Japan)

Following introduction by the Industry Co-Chair, a representative from METI, Japan provided a brief update for information on the ongoing work of the ERIA/METI Project.  That project now falls under the AEM-METI Economic and Industrial Cooperation Committee (“AMEICC”) Working Group on the Chemical Industry.  The AMEICC Working Group on Chemical Industry (WG-CI) was hosted in Myanmar in early June 2013 to continue discussing the development of an ASEAN chemical safety database.  The project plans a further workshop in late 2013 to continue developing this work.  
Action Item

· The Dialogue agreed that Japan would continue to update the Dialogue on the status of this project. 

Agenda Item 6
Summary Conclusions and Recommendations (Led by CD Government and Industry Co-Chairs)

APCIC provided a comprehensive summary of the day’s discussions and agreed action items.  The interim government co-chair thanked the Industry Co-Chair for facilitating the meeting and thanked Indonesia for its gracious hospitality in hosting the 2013 meetings.  The Government Co-Chair discussed the success of this year’s meeting and summarized the three principal items which had been discussed: affirmation of the viability of the Strategic Framework, the continued development of work on regulatory cooperation, and the need to identify tangible projects and discussion items under Shared Goals 2 and 3.  Finally, Australian Industry reiterated the need for a timely circulation of a comprehensive set of documents and noted the need to re-issue the Dialogue’s document classification list to insure it accurately reflected the confidential nature of certain draft documents. 

Action Items

· The Program Director agreed to circulate a revised document classification list to Delegate participants as soon as it was prepared and no later than June 30, 2013.
Agenda Item 7.

Preparations for CD13 (Led by China)
China thanked Indonesia for hosting the 2013 Dialogue and the Co-Chairs for facilitating the meeting.  China welcomed everyone to China’s host year and indicated that logistics details regarding the 13th Chemical Dialogue Meetings to be held in 2014 will be circulated intersessionally later this year.
Action Item

· China agreed to circulate information on information for the 13th meeting of the Chemical Dialogue in China in 2014 as soon as it became available.
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