IPEN INTERVENTIONONARTICLES 18 & 19
Thank you Mr President. lam Imogen Ingram from Island Sustainability Alliance CISINCinthe Cook
Islands, one of the 700 participating organizations of IPEN

Withregard to Articles 18 and 19, IPEN believes that the Secretariat of the proposed Mercury
Convention should facilitate exchange of information received from Parties. We also remind
delegates and the Secretariat that publicinterest NGOs and Indigenous Peoples are sources of useful
information. The designated national focal pointshould be required to communicate information to
different government ministries and civil society, in order to maximize awareness-raising and to
ensure itisaccessible. Ourfinal pointon these Articlesis that, consistentwith the “Right to Know”
principle, information on human health and safety should notunderany circumstances be regarded
as confidential.

Any clearing house forinformation should provide up to date and accurate information—thisis
especiallyimportant forthose who rely onfish or other mercury-contaminated seafoods for their
nutrition. We believe that, similar to the Stockholm Convention, essential publicinformation should
be provided through awareness and education programs on mercury, its health and environmental
effects, precautionary and preventive measures and the availability of non-mercury alternatives.
Thisis particularly important for populations at risk such as women, children, workers, small-scale
gold miners, impoverished communities, marginalized peoples and the least educated. Itshould
also provide this for Indigenous Peoples, islander dwellers, coastal people, fisherfolk and otherswho
are exposed through their traditionaland daily foods or cultural practices.

When considering Article 20 on Research, development and monitoring, we believe such activities
should advance the overarching objective of thisinstrument/treaty [YOUREFERIN LAST
PARAGRAPHTO STOCKHOLM CONVENTION, SAYING HERE SIMPLY “CONVENTION” MAY BE
CONFUSING TO THE LISTENER], to protect human health and the environmentfrom the adverse
effects of mercury emissions and releases fromall sources. It would be important inthisrespectto
develop and improve inventories of releases together with Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers
(PRTR). Monitoringdatafrom publicinterest NGOs, Indigenous Peoples and others should form part
of the disseminated information. Publicaccessibility of dataisan important aspect of thisArticle,
with special emphasis placed on monitoring food and making that data available publicly. Health,
social and cultural impacts should be assessed and publicly released in asensitive manner.

To conclude, we supportArticle 20bis on Health Aspects which proposes health studies, access to
health care, dissemination of information, prevention activities for workers, and biomonitoring.
Further, we would support the global monitoring program proposed by the WHO, afterit hasbeen
carefully reviewed to ensure itaddressesall the factors affecting Indigenous Peoples and
populations atrisk, includinginter alia, diet, occupational exposure, and contaminated ssites. In this
regard, it would be essential to engage national Ministries of Health, which could use the reviewed
WHO guidance as a tool to implement the Convention. Periodicreview of the program for
effectiveness and sharing of results and experiences could form part of the reportingon
effectivenessinimplementation of the instrument/treaty. Thankyou Mr President.
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