Report of the Committee for
Environmental Protection

Report from the Committee’ s first meeting (CEP I)
May 25 - 29, 1998
Tromsg, Norway



Table of Contents

Item 1 Rules of Procedure 2
Item 2 Election of Officers 2
Item 3 Adoption of the Agenda and Work Schedule 2
Item 4 CEP Work Plan 2
4 a) General mattersrelating to the Protocol and operation of the CEP 2
4 b) Matters covered by Annex | (Environmental I mpact Assessment) 7
4 c) Matters covered by Annex Il (Conservation of Antarctic Flora and

Fauna 9
4 d) Matters covered by Annex |11 (Waste Disposal and waste

management) 9
4 e) Matters covered by Annex IV (Prevention of Marine Pollution) 9
4 f) Matters covered by Annex V (Area protection and management)

including the Report from the Antar ctic Protected Areas Workshop 10
4 g) Data and Information Exchange 13
4 h) Environmental Monitoring 13
41) State of the Antarctic Environment Report 13
Annex 1 Rules of Procedure for the Committee for Environmental

Protection 15
Annex 2 Committee for Environmental Protection - Agenda and
Documents 21

Annex 3 Guidelines - circulation and handling of CEP documents 24

Appendix 1 CEP Rules of Procedure. Proposed new text of rule 13 25
Appendix 2 Antarctic Protected Area System: Management Plans for

Specially Protected Areas 26
Appendix 3 Antarctic Protected Areas System. Historic Sitesand

Monuments 50
Appendix 4 Protected Areas 51
Appendix 5 Guide to the Preparation of Management Plansfor Antarctic

Specially Protected Areas 54




Item 1 Rules of Procedure

(1) In accordance with paragraph 159 of the Final Report of the ATCM XXI, the draft
CEP Rules of Procedure were discussed and adopted under the “Temporary Chair”,
provided by Norway, Prof. Olav Orheim. The Rules of Procedure are reproduced in
Decision 2 (1998). (Annex 1)

[tem 2 Election of Officers

(2) Prof. Olav Orheim (Norway) was elected chairperson. Prof. Jorge Berguiio
(Chile) and Ms. Gillian Wratt (New Zealand) were elected as First and Second Vice
Chairs respectively. In accordance with Rule 15 of the Rules of Procedure, Prof.
Orheim was elected for a period of two years and Prof. Bergufio and Ms. Wratt were
elected for one-year terms.

Item 3 Adoption of the Agenda and Work Schedule

(3) A provisiona agenda was submitted by Norway in accordance with paragraph 159
of the Final Report of the ATCM XXI. The agenda was adopted and is attached at
Annex 2, together with the list of documents

(4) An open-ended contact group was set up to consider elaboration of Rule 13 of the
Rules of Procedure on document circulation. The issues addressed included procedures
for submission of papers to the CEP, consideration of categories of documents, and the
use of web-pages and e-mail. The group was chaired by France. The agreed guidelines
on circulation and handling of CEP documents are attached at Annex 3.

Item 4 CEP Workplan

4 a) General Matters relating to the Protocol and operation of the CEP.

(5)  The discussion was based on three Working Papers, (XXII ATCM/WP20)
submitted by Norway, (XXII ATCM/WP 23) submitted by New Zealand and the
Netherlands, and (XXII ATCM/WP24) submitted by the United Kingdom. These dealt
with the consequences of the establishment of the CEP, and were acknowledged as
valuable contributions on this important matter. The discussion focused on seven main
topics as outlined below:

Prioritisation of work for the CEP in the immediate future




(6) Most members considered that Environmental Impact Assessment, Protected
Areas and the State of the Antarctic Environment Report should be given priority in
the work of the CEP. Considerable work had already been achieved and the CEP could
therefore make further substantial progress on these matters. Strong support was also
given for the issues of Data and Information Exchange as well as Environmental
Monitoring to be considered as further priorities. The Committee recognised that
Emergency Response Action and Contingency Planning were also important subjects.
The Committee saw the need to maintain a flexible approach, both in regards to
emergency situations, and in regards to requests coming from the ATCM.

(7) The CEP agreed on the following priority agenda and actions for its next meeting:

EIA. The Committee established an open-ended contact group chaired by
Argentina which will present a draft guide on EIA procedures for consideration at
the next CEP.

Protected Areas. A follow-up workshop on protected areas, hosted by Peru, will be
organised immediately prior to ATCM XXIII.

Environmental Monitoring. SCAR and COMNAP were invited to submit a Working
Paper, including recommendations, to the next CEP meeting based on the two
SCAR/COMNAP workshops (Oslo 1995, Texas 1996).

State of The Antarctic Environment Report (SAER). The Committee established an
open-ended contact group chaired by Sweden which will report back to the next
CEP.

Emergency Response Action and Contingency Planning. COMNAP was invited to
provide a paper summarising its valuable work on this issue for consideration by the
CEP at its next mesting.

Data and Information Exchange. Norway will establish a CEP Home Page prior to
the next CEP meeting to facilitate information exchange. Parties were encouraged
to submit Working Papers for consideration.

Introduced alien species. A workshop on the Introduction of Diseases to Antarctic
Wildlife will be organised by Australiain August 1998. Australia agreed to produce
areport on the workshop for the next CEP meeting.

(8) ASOC suggested that the issue of energy management and alternative energy
sources in the Antarctic be added to the CEP' s agenda as a sub-item in the future. The
Committee considered that, as this work has operational implications, it might be
useful for thisissue to be considered first by Working Group I1.

CEP Structure

(9) The CEP confirmed the value of using intersessional open-ended informal contact
groups. These had been both cost-effective and efficient in moving matters forward.
However, it was agreed that the following guidelines for intersessional open-ended
informal contact groups of the CEP could assist in their operation:




The Chair/Convener/Leader of the contact group should be agreed by the CEP
during its meeting.

The e-mail address of the Chair/Convener/Leader should be included in the Final
Report of the Committee.

The terms of reference for the contact group should be agreed by the CEP and
included in the Final Report of the Committee.

The contact group should be open-ended.

Representatives who wish to be involved in a group should register their interest
with the Chair/Convener/Leader by e-mail.

A list of the members of the contact group, including e-mail addresses, should be
produced by the Chair/Convener/Leader and circulated to all members of the group.
This should be updated when a new member joins the group.

All correspondence should be circulated to all members of the group.

When providing comments to the Chair/Convener/Leader, members of the group
should state for whom they are speaking (e.g., if they are representing the views of
an organisation or a Party).

If appropriate, an informal face-to-face meeting should be organised prior to the
next meeting of the CEP, (eg on the day prior to the CEP mesting).

Division of Labour between the CEP and Working Group I

(10) The Committee noted its functions listed under Articles 12 and 14 of the Protocol
in considering thisissue. In view of the fact that items listed under these Articles which
had previously been discussed in Working Group I, may in the future be considered by
the CEP, the Committee noted there was a need for the ATCM to clarify the division
of labour between the CEP and Working Group Il in order to avoid duplication of
work.

(11) It was understood by the Committee that issues related to environmental
protection in Antarctica should generally be referred to the CEP while operational and
scientific issues would continue to be referred to Working Group 1l. It was recognised
that some issues have aspects relating to science, operations and environmental
protection. The Committee further agreed that it was premature to ask the ATCM to
consider transferring tasks between the two groups at this stage, particularly since the
CEPis till at aformative stage and already has a full agenda for next year.

(12) The Committee considered that the priority of issues should be reviewed at future
meetings, so that the CEP can gradually meet all its responsibilities under Articles 12
and 14 of the Protocol.




Interaction with observers and experts

(13) The CEP agreed that information and advice provided by observers and experts
will be essential to the ongoing work of the Committee. The Committee in this context
expressed its appreciation for the work of CCAMLR, COMNAP and SCAR as well as
other observers. The specia role of the CEP in providing comprehensive advice to the
ATCM on environmental issues was noted. At the same time it was recognized that the
ATCM can draw upon the advice of CCAMLR, COMNAP and SCAR, as well as
other organisations.

Information Exchange and Data Management

(14) Thereport from the open-ended Contact Group referred to in para. (4) addressed
the following main topics:

categorisation of papers;

reporting requirements of the Protocol;

timetable for the submission and circulation of papers;

trangdlation requirements.

The following was agreed by the Committee:

Categorisation of papers.

(15) The Committee noted the proposal from New Zealand and the Netherlands for a
unified classification of CEP papers. It was felt that this would create difficulties in
determining trandation requirements. Most members favoured retention of the
traditional distinction between Working Papers and Information Papers. The former
would be papers addressing issues of substance which would be discussed. Both
categories would, however, be clearly marked as CEP papers.

(16) There was agreement that Observers under Rule 4(a) and (b) should be entitled
to submit Working Papers to the CEP, and Observers under Rule 4(c) would be
entitled to submit Information Papers. Experts should also be able to submit working
papers if requested to do so by the Committee. Several delegations thought that
Observers under Rule 4 (c) should be also entitled to submit Working Papers to the
Committee.

Reporting Requirements of the Protocol.

(17) A summary of the reporting requirements and different ways of circulating
information to Parties was noted by the Committee, but was not considered in detail.

(18) The Committee considered what the format of the report referred to in Article
17(2) of the Protocol should be. The Committee considered that further elaboration of
a standard format for such reports could be useful. These might be divided into two
sections:




1) legal and administrative matters to address the requirements of Article 13, and

2) technical issues to address the reporting requirements el sawhere in the Protocol
and Annexes. The Committee was of the view that such reports should
preferably be submitted as Information Papers.

(19) Australia advised that it would be prepared to make all information required
under the Protocol available on its web server and suggested that this could then be
linked to other web pages to allow integration of information. This work will be done
by Mr. Rex Moncur, Australian Antarctic Divison, Tasmania (e-mail address:
rex_mon@antdiv.gov.au)

Timetable for submission and circulation of papers.

(20) In view of the potential technical complexity of CEP papers, the Committee felt
that the time limit for submission and circulation of CEP papers needed to be extended,
and proposed that all papers should be received by Members at least 60 days prior to
each meeting of the Committee. To achieve this, the deadline for submission of CEP
papers to the Host Government would need to be 75 days ahead of the Committee
meeting.

Trandation.

(21) The Committee recommended that the trandation reguirements, as set out in the
ATCM XX 1996 Guidelines, should remain unaltered.

(22) The Committee agreed on the Guiddines on Circulation and Handling of CEP
Documents (Annex 3), and accordingly requested ATCM XXII to approve the
following new text of Rule 13 of the CEP Rules of Procedure in accordance with Rule
24 of the Rules of Procedure;

“ Members of the Committee should follow the Guidelines on Circulation and
Handling of CEP Documents, as set out in Annex 3 of the Report of the
Committee on Environmental Protection to ATCM XXII.” (Appendix 1)

Other aspects of information exchange and data management.

(23) The Committee discussed other aspects of CEP information exchange and data
management procedures, in particular questions related to the address where
documents are sent. The Committee agreed that al ATCM documents, including CEP
papers, should be sent to the host nation of the next meeting for further handling,
including trandation and circulation. The Committee further agreed that copies of CEP
papers should also be forwarded to the Chairperson of the CEP.

(24) The Committee aso discussed ways and means to establish an efficient database
and data management system. In this connection, the Committee welcomed the offer of
Norway, as host country of the Chair of the CEP, to develop and establish a temporary
CEP Home Page, to be ready for use in advance of the next meeting of the Committee.
Furthermore, Norway would provide the CEP, at its next meeting, with a working
paper discussing various aspects of the operations of a CEP Home Page that would




need to be clarified before a permanent CEP Home Page is established. Peru, as host
nation for ATCM XXIll, informed the Committee that it was in the process of
establishing an ATCM Home Page for the next Treaty Meeting, and it was agreed that
these two home pages should be linked.

CEP consideration of draft CEEs.

(25) New Zealand raised some matters of principle and practice regarding recent
experience with the submission of a draft Comprehensive Environmental Evaluation
(CEE). The majority of delegations expressed the view that given the potential
environmental significance of major activities the CEP should provide advice to the
ATCM on al draft CEEs. The US was of the view that the CEP should take the
opportunity to review draft CEEs only when a member of the Committee believed that
there was a particular scientific, technical, or procedural matter requiring
consideration. Chile was concerned with the need for the future practice of the CEP in
this matter to conform strictly with the provisions of the Protocol and its Annex I.

(26) The Committee agreed that the Protocol gives the CEP the opportunity to
consider and give advice on scientific, technical or procedural issues on draft CEEs.
Furthermore, as laid down in Article 3(4) of Annex I, the Committee recognized that
draft CEEs are to be forwarded to the CEP, at the same time as they are circulated to
the Parties, and at least 120 days before the next ATCM for consideration as
appropriate. Norway offered, as host country of the chair, to receive and make such
documents available dectronicaly on its CEP HomePage. For the time being this will
have the following e-mail address. njaastad@npolar.no.

(27) Norway introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 22) on behalf of
Finland, Norway and Sweden, informing Parties about Nordic cooperation in matters
pertaining to the protection of the Antarctic environment. The paper also referred to
the “Antarctic Environmental Officers Network” (AEON), which is organised through
COMNAP. The Committee welcomed the paper as a good example of how to
cooperate and coordinate activities in protecting the Antarctic environment.

4 b) Matters covered by Annex | (Environmental Impact Assessment).

(28) Argentinaintroduced Working Paper (XXII ATCM/WP 14) on the interpretation
of the EIA proceduresin Annex | of the Protocol on Environmental Protection to the
Antarctic Treaty. The Paper contained a proposal to establish a set of guidelines.
Many members commended Argentina on its valuable paper. The Committee
supported the proposal and decided that an open-ended intersessional contact group
should be established to prepare a draft guide on EIA procedures to be presented at
the next meeting of the CEP for further consideration. Such a guide should be very
useful both to Parties with considerable experience in EIA procedures, and to those
with little experience in such work. The COMNAP EIA Guidelines will form the basis
for this work. The issue of cumulative environmental impacts considered by the 1996
IUCN workshop will aso be considered. The Committee welcomed the offer made by
Argentina to coordinate this intersessional work. Members interested in participating in
the intersessional work should contact the Environmental Officer of the Instituto




Antartico  Argentino, Mr. Jose Maria Acero  (emall address:
jmacero@abaconet.com.ar).

(29) The Committee agreed that an important part of its role was to facilitate the
exchange of information on EIA procedures used by different Parties. Members of the
Committee were encouraged to circulate information on national procedures for EIA
ascalled for in Article 6 of the Protocol.

(30) Australia introduced Working Paper (XX1I ATCM/WP 19) which reported on
the intersessional work it had coordinated to consider the usefulness of existing EIA
guidelines in obtaining a better understanding of the terms “ minor” and “transitory”
contained in Annex | of the Protocol. The Russian Federation also introduced
Information Paper (XXI1 ATCM/IP 66) on this topic. Both reports were welcomed by
the CEP as helpful efforts to move this complicated discussion forward. It was
recognised, however, that it may not be possible to make precise definitions and that
the concepts will evolve from practical experience.

(31) The United Kingdom commented on the EIA circulated by the US National
Science Foundation on 23 January 1998 concerning the replacement of Amundsen-
Scott South Pole Station. The United Kingdom had provided the USA with written
comments on this proposed activity but was unsure as to whether the EIA was an |EE,
draft CEE or final CEE. The USA explained that the document was a draft CEE as
explained in the covering letter sent to Parties, and that comments from Treaty Parties
would be taken into account in the preparation of the final CEE.

(32) Severa information papers were introduced that contributed to the discussion.
New Zealand presented Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 23) on the follow-up to
the final CEE regarding the Antarctic Stratigraphic Drilling East project at Cape
Roberts. Norway as the host nation introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP
24, Rev. 2) containing a summary of EIAs, environmental audits and reviews and
related documents prepared for activities in Antarctica, and Information Paper (XXII
ATCM/IP 25, Rev. 2) containing a list of EIAs prepared by Parties since ATCM XXI
as required by Resolution 6 (1995). Argentina presented an Information Paper (XXII
ATCM/IP 49) on an Environmental Review of the Argentine Activities at Marambio
Station. Several delegations congratulated Argentina on its comprehensive and
valuable review. South Africa presented Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 55)
which was a follow-up report on the implementation of the final CEE of the SANAE
IV base building project, detailing their Environmental, Health and Safety Management
System (EHSMS). The Russian Federation introduced Information Paper (XXII
ATCM/IP 68) on the environmental impact of the Deep Drilling Project at Vostok
Station. The issue of whether to continue drilling into the large sub-glacial lake
underneath Vostok Station raised a number of questions related both to science and to
environmental impact assessment. The Russian Federation indicated that it intends to
produce a draft Comprehensive Environmental Evaluation for the proposed drilling
into the sub-glacial lake before the next CEP, as caled for in Annex I, Article 3, para.
4 of the Protocol.




4 c) Matters covered by Annex Il (Conservation of Antarctic fauna and
flora).

(33) Several information papers were introduced regarding Antarctic fauna and flora.
Peru introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 10) providing a compilation of
information on the Antarctic wildlife and phytoplankton gathered during the Peruvian
ANTAR Expeditions. The Russian Federation presented Information Paper 67 (XXII
ATCM/IP 67) on environmental monitoring work at the Bellingshausen Station, King
George Island, regarding the declining status of the southern giant petrels in the area.
In respect of the Russian report, a general decline in the southern giant petrel numbers
had also been noted by SCAR, which was already investigating the reasons for this.

(34) Australia presented Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 4) on a workshop
regarding the “Introduction of diseases to Antarctic Wildlife” to be held in Hobart 25-
28 August 1998. IUCN submitted Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 53) on the
“Introduction of Non-native Species in the Antarctic Area’. The Committee
considered that such critical aspects as the introduction of micro-organisms into the
Antarctic environment and their effects on the Antarctic eco-systems were little
studied. The pathways for the introduction and transport of non-native species can be
both through the atmosphere, by migratory species, and by human activities. IMO
informed the meeting about its work regarding proposed international restrictions on
the discharge of ballast water at sea to prevent the accidental introduction of non-
native species. Several delegations commented on the importance of the Australian
workshop to further knowledge of thisissue. The Committee asked Australia that the
results of the workshop be tabled at the next meeting of the CEP. Some members
suggested that, following the workshop, the Committee might consider development of
a contingency plan to respond to unusual die-offs of flora and faunain Antarctica.

4d) Matters covered by Annex Il (Waste disposal and waste
management).

(35) USA introduced Information Paper (XXI1 ATCM/IP 29) describing the pollution
prevention measures and investment in pollution abatement carried out by the US
National Science Foundation since 1987 at McMurdo Station. Italy submitted
Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 35) about waste management at Terra Nova Bay
Station. Japan discussed waste management at Syowa Station. China introduced
Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 69), concerning the Chinese Antarctic
Environment Report for the 1997/98 season. The report of China was acknowledged.
Several members complimented the countries for the important work being done on
waste management at the large Antarctic research stations.

4 e) Matters covered by Annex IV (Prevention of marine pollution)

(36) Peru introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 14) on the handling of solid
waste and waste water on board the “Humboldt” scientific research vessd. Italy aso
described its experience with waste disposal onboard its research vessels.




(37) Chile introduced Information Papers (XXII ATCM/IP 42 and 44) which
respectively summarised the results from monitoring activities carried out by Chile in
the SSSI No. 32 “Cape Shirreff and San Telmo Idets’, Livingston Island and
surveillance of basdline pollution levels in the waters of Fildes Bay in order to adopt
timely preventive environmental measures. These reports indicated that marine debris
pollution in the Southern Ocean is an increasing problem.

(38) COMNAP introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 62) on the COMNAP
Guidelines for Reporting Oil Spill Incidents which occur in Antarctica

(39) The Committee welcomed the efforts being made by Treaty Parties to minimise
marine pollution in Antarctica.

4 f) Matters covered by Annex V (Area protection and management)
including the Report from the Antarctic Protected Areas Workshop

(40) New Zealand introduced Working Paper (XXII ATCM /WP 10 Rev. 1) on draft
Management Plans for Specially Protected Areas, for Historic Sites and Monuments
No. 15, 18 and 22.

(41) The Committee recommended that the Management Plans for Historic Sites and
Mon uments No. 15, 18 and 22 be adopted by the ATCM, under the designation of
SPAs, by means of the attached Measure (Appendix 2). The Committee recognised
that, under the criteria set out in the Agreed Measures of 1964, Historic Sites and
Monuments might not be dligible for SPA designation. The Committee noted however
that the only means at present to provide the necessary mandatory protection, with
control over access, was through SPA designation. Given the vulnerability of these
particular sites to visitor pressure, the Committee advised the ATCM to consider some
mechanism to extend the designation criteria of SPAs to certain specified Historic Sites
and Monuments pending the entry into force of Annex V.

(42) The United Kingdom introduced Working Paper (XXII ATCM/WP 21)
containing a proposal for adding the wreck of a wooden sailing vessdl located on the
South-West Coast of Elephant Island to the “List of Historic Sites and Monuments
Identified and Described by the Proposing Government or Governments’. The CEP
recommended that Measure 2 (1998) be adopted by the ATCM. (Appendix 3)

(43) The United Kingdom introduced Working Paper (XXII ATCM/WP 3) on the
Antarctic protected area system. This recommended that Consultative Parties which
have not yet approved Annex V of the Environmental Protocol should be encouraged
to do so. Recognising the SCAR attribution list for protected areas, the paper also
suggested that Consultative Parties should prepare a timetable for the preparation and
updating of Management Plans for SPAs and SSSIs for those sites for which they have
principal responsibility. The Committee recommended that Resolution 1 (1998) be
adopted by the ATCM. (Appendix 4)
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(44) The United Kingdom introduced Working Paper 5 (XXII ATCM/WP 5),
produced by the Secretariat, which contained a draft guide to the preparation of
Management Plans for Antarctic Specially Protected Areas. Many delegations
expressed strong support for the guide, although it was recognised that it would need
periodic review. The guide was further revised by a small open-ended contact group.
The Committee recommended that Resolution 2 to which the Guide is appended be
approved by the ATCM. (Appendix 5)

(45) Stemming from paragraph 59 of the Final Report of ATCM XXI, aworkshop on
Antarctic Specially Protected Areas involving both Treaty Parties and non-
governmental organisations was held on 23 May 1998 in Tromsg. A summary report
of the workshop containing ten recommendations for further action to develop the
Antarctic protected area system was presented by Norway and the UK (XXII
ATCM/WP 26).

(46) The Committee welcomed the workshop report on this important issue and
expressed support for the substance of several of the recommendations contained
therein.

(47) SCAR presented Working Paper (XXII ATCM/WP 27) suggesting that the CEP
should work towards developing a coherent overall protected areas strategy for
Antarctica by convening a second international scientific workshop prior to the next
CEP meeting. Severa members noted that a strategy for the protection of the
Antarctic environment should take into account that the Protocol and its four Annexes
in force provide protection to the whole Antarctic area. Protected area categories used
in more polluted parts of the globe could thus be inapplicable. Nevertheless, it was
concluded that the use of Annex V is necessary.

(48) The Committee acknowledged that Antarctic protected areas should be examined
in the wider context of the protection given to Antarctica by the Environmental
Protocol and Annexes | - 1V, as well as the protection provided by Annex V. Particular
attention needs to be given to protecting areas where there are fauna, flora or other
values at high risk of being damaged by human activities. There are also gaps in the
system with some protected area categories as set out in Article 3(2) of Annex V being
very poorly represented or not represented at all.

(49) The Committee recommended that a second workshop should be convened to
address Antarctic Protected Areas with the following Terms of Reference:

i) Examine how the overal Antarctic protected areas framework envisioned in
Article 3(2) of the Protocol Annex V could be developed. This framework
should:

a) identify and take into account threats to the different categories and special
features of protected areas listed in Article 3(2) of Annex V and thus provide
priorities for protection;

b) provide guiddinesto identify areas needing special protection;
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C) propose criteria to evaluate proposals for establishing new protected areas
keeping in mind that all of Antarctica has been designated as a natural reserve
devoted to peace and science.

ii) Develop better systems for categorising protected areas in Antarctica making
good use of existing knowledge and methods;

iii) Undertake a gap analysis based on the values for site protection identified in
Article 3 of Annex V, in order to make recommendations for new protected
areas, with particular attention given to identifying:

a) aress kept inviolate from human interference so that future comparisons may
be possible with localities that have been affected by human activities;

b) representative examples of major terrestrial, including glacial and aquatic,
ecosystems and marine ecosystems.

iv) Suggest how the CEP could best review draft management plans for ASPAs and
assist proposersin developing plans.

(50) The CEP recommended that participants in the workshop should have
appropriate scientific, technical or environmental expertise and include representatives
from Treaty Parties, and from interested Observers and Experts, including SCAR,
CCAMLR and IUCN.

(51) The CEP recommended that the workshop be organised by a small Steering
Committee chaired by Chile working during the intersessional period via e-mail. This
would be led by Dr. Jose Valencia, Antarctic Institute of Chile(e-mail address:
JVALENCI@Abelo.dic.uchile.cl). The CEP further recommended that representatives
from Norway, Peru, UK, SCAR and IUCN be invited to serve on the Steering
Committee.

(52) The CEP recommended that the workshop should last one and a half days so that
the Terms of Reference of the workshop could be sufficiently addressed.

(53) Peru offered to host the workshop on the Saturday and Sunday immediately
preceeding ATCM XXIlIl. The CEP recommended that the ATCM should accept the
offer.

(54) The CEP requested that the summary report of the second ATCM Antarctic
Protected Areas Workshop be tabled as a Working Paper for consideration at ATCM
XXIIl'in Lima, Peru in 1999.

(55) United Kingdom presented Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 2) on wilderness
and aesthetic values in Antarctica. Peru introduced Information Paper (XXII
ATCM/IP 9) on Peruvian activities bearing on compliance with the Protocol on
Environmental Protection to the Antarctic Treaty. Norway introduced Information
Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 41), informing the Parties on the status of Historic Site No.
25. This site no longer exists. IUCN presented Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP
30) on cumulative environmental impacts in Antarctica and Information Paper (XXII
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ATCM/IP 51) on marine protection in the Southern Ocean. Brazil presented
Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 37) containing a progress report on aspects of the
utilisation of the Management Plan for the ASMA of Admiralty Bay. The CEP
expressed its gratitude for these papers.

4g) Data and Information Exchange

(56) The United States presented Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 28) on
improving the annual exchange of Antarctic information. The paper noted that overlap
and duplication exists in the requirements for exchange of information required by the
ATCM and by SCAR. It was aso noted that the Protocol introduces extensive
additional requirements for exchange of information. During the discussion it was
noted that COMNAP has also established requirements for exchange of information
and that these also overlap with other information exchange requirements. It was
agreed that there is a need to simplify the means for information exchange and that the
use of eectronic mail would be valuable. It was agreed that this is an important issue
for the CEP and should be considered again at the next meeting of the Committee. It
was also agreed that this would be an important issue for the ATCM to discuss. The
CEP recommended that this issue be considered further at ATCM XXIII.

4h) Environmental Monitoring

(57) The United States introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP34) informing
the Parties about the work in progress on a US environmental monitoring programme
to measure the impacts of science and logistical operations at its research stations in
Antarctica. The monitoring programme is being developed by The United States
Antarctic Program (USAP) and is based on the recommendations of the
SCAR/COMNAP workshop reports (Monitoring of Environmental Impacts from
Science and Operations in Antarctica, SCAR, 1996). The programme seeks to
implement these recommendations in a cost effective and scientifically sound manner.
COMNAP introduced Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP54) presenting an updated
verson of a draft summary of environmental monitoring activities carried out in
Antarctica. The Committee expressed appreciation of the work carried out by USAP,
which might be a valuable model for others to follow. It further expressed gratitude to
COMNAP on their extensive work on monitoring and the plans COMNAP have to
develop a monitoring handbook in collaboration with SCAR, which would be of use to
all Parties. COMNAP was invited to submit an updated paper on this topic at the next
CEP meeting which will be an occasion to discuss environmental monitoring more
fully.

4 i) State of the Antarctic Environment Report.

(58) New Zealand introduced Working Paper (XXII ATCM/WP 11) reporting on its
intersessional work on the State of the Antarctic Environment Report (SAER), and
Information Paper (XXII ATCM/IP 46) describing ongoing efforts to develop a Ross
Sea Region State of the Environment Report. Norway presented Information Paper
(XXI11 ATCM/IP 40) on the Development of “State of the Environment” Reports in
the Arctic. Severa members thanked New Zealand for its intersessional work, but

13



some remained concerned that key questions had not been adequately answered. These
included: who the target audience should be, the nature of the report (i.e. summary or
comprehensive) and the resource implications. Some members indicated ther
preference for a summary document as this was likely to be the easiest to achieve and
yet still provide a useful scientific basdline report. SCAR noted that it had established
an ad hoc group to maintain a watching brief on this issue and remained prepared to
provide advice and assistance if required. One member noted, however, that higher
priority might be given to implementing the advice provided in the SCAR/COMNAP
report on “Monitoring of Environmental Impact from Science Operations in
Antarctica.”

(59) Most members fet that the conclusions and the recommendations for further
action given in the New Zealand Working Paper should be strengthened in order to
give guidance for further work on the SAER. Some members, however, were
particularly concerned about resource implications despite New Zealand's offer to
contribute towards the cost. It was therefore agreed that further work was required to
demonstrate adequately the case for a SAER.

(60) The Committee decided to establish an open-ended intersessional contact group
which should:

i) further clarify the Report framework conditions as identified in the report from
XXl ATCM, paras. 143-150, and in Working Paper XXII ATCM/WP11 as
further elaborated during the debate of the CEP,

ii) consder questions of financial and human resource implications and
commitments,

iii) consider the possible role of SCAR and experts; and
iv) report back to the CEP.

(61) The meeting gratefully accepted the offer of Sweden to chair the open-ended
intersessional contact group. All interested members, observers and experts were
invited to notify Mr. Anders Modig, Swedish Polar Research Secretariat (e-
mail:andersm@polar.kva.se) of their interest in participating in the intersessional work
to be carried out by the group
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DECISION 2 (1998)

Rules of Procedure for the Committee for Environmental Protection

The Representatives

Decide:

To approve the following Rules of Procedure for the Committee for Environmental
Protection:

Rule 1

Where not otherwise specified the Rules of Procedure for the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Meeting shall be applicable.

Rule 2

For the purposes of these Rules of Procedure:

a) the expression “Protocol” means the Protocol on Environmental Protection to the
Antarctic Treaty, signed in Madrid on 4 October, 1991,

b) the expression “the Parties” means the Parties to the Protocol;

c) the expression “Committee” means the Committee for Environmental Protection as
defined in Article 11 of the Protocol.
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Part | Representatives and Experts

Rule 3

Each Party to the Protocal is entitled to be a member of the Committee and to appoint
a representative who may be accompanied by experts and advisers with suitable
scientific, environmental or technical competence.

Before each meeting of the Committee each member of the Committee shall, as early
as possible, notify the Host Government of that meeting of the name and designation
of each representative, and before or at the beginning of the meeting, the name and
designation of each expert and adviser.

Part Il Observersand Consultation

Rule 4
Observer status in the Committee shall be open to:
a) any Contracting Party to the Antarctic Treaty which is not a Party to the Protocol;

b) the President of the Scientific Committee on Antarctic Research, the Chairman of
the Scientific Committee for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living
Resources and the Chairman of the Council of Managers of National Antarctic
Programmes, or their nominated Representatives;

¢) subject to the specific approval of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meseting, other
relevant scientific, environmental and technical organisations which can contribute
to the work of the Committee.

Rule 5

Before each meeting of the Committee each observer shall, as early as possible, notify
the Host Government of that meeting of the name and designation of its representative
attending the meeting.

Rule 6

Observers may submit documents to the Host Government of the meeting for
distribution to members of the Committee.

Observers may participate in the discussions, but shall not participate in the taking of
decisions.
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Rule 7

In carrying out its functions the Committee shall, as appropriate, consult with the
Scientific Committee on Antarctic Research, the Scientific Committee for the
Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources, the Council of Managers of
National Antarctic Programmes and other relevant scientific, environmental and
technical organisations.

Rule 8

The Committee may seek the advice of experts as required on an ad hoc basis.

Part 111 Meetings

Rule 9

The Committee shall meet once a year, in conjunction with the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Meseting, and at the same location. With the agreement of the ATCM,
and in order to fulfill its functions, the Committee may also meet between annual
meetings.

The Committee may establish informal open-ended contact groups to examine specific
issues and report back to the Committee.

Rule 10

The Committee may establish, with the approval of the Antarctic Treaty Consultative
Meeting, subsidiary bodies, as appropriate.

Such subsidiary bodies shall operate on the basis of the Rules of Procedure of the
Committee as applicable.

Rule 11

When the Committee meets in conjunction with the Antarctic Treaty Consultative
Meeting, the Rules of Procedure for the preparation of the Agenda of the Antarctic
Treaty Consultative Mesting shall apply.

In other cases the Chairperson shall prepare a preliminary annotated Agenda for each
such meeting of the Committee. The Host Government of the meeting shall distribute
the prdiminary annotated Agenda to all Members of the Committee no later than 100
days prior to the beginning of the meeting. In the event of emergencies or unforeseen
developments it shall be distributed as early as possible.
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The Host Government of a meeting of any subsidiary body, in consultation with the
Chairperson of both the Committee and of the subsidiary body, shall prepare and
distribute a preliminary annotated Agenda before each meeting of the subsidiary body.

Rule 12

Members of the Committee proposing supplementary items for the Agenda shall
inform the Host Government of the meeting thereof no later that 30 days before the
beginning of the meeting and accompany their proposal with an explanatory
memorandum.

Part IV Submission of Documents

Rule 13

Members of the Committee should follow the Guidelines on Circulation and Handling
of CEP Documents, as set out in Annex 3 to the Report of the Committee on
Environment Protection to ATCM XXIlI.

Part V Advice and Recommendations

Rule 14

The Committee shall try to reach consensus on the recommendations and advice to be
provided by it pursuant to the Protocol.

Where consensus cannot be achieved the Committee shall set out in its report all views
advanced on the matter in question.

Part VI Decisions

Rule 15

Where decisions are necessary, decisions on matters of substance shall be taken by a
consensus of the members of the Committee participating in the meeting. Decisions on
matters of procedure shall be taken by a smple majority of the members of the
Committee present and voting. Each member of the Committee shall have one vote.
Any question as to whether an issueis a procedural one shall be decided by consensus.
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Part VIl Chairperson and Vice-chairs

Rule 16

The Committee shall elect a Chairperson and first and second Vice-chairs from among
the Consultative Parties. The Chairperson and the Vice-chairs shall be elected for a
period of two years.

The Chairperson and the Vice-chairs shall not be re-elected to their post for more than
one additional two-year term. The Chairperson and Vice-chairs shall not be
representatives from the same Party.

The Vice-chairs to be elected at the first meeting of the Committee shall be elected for
a one-year term to ensure that the terms of office of the Chairperson and Vice-chairs
shall be staggered.

Rule 17

Amongst other duties the Chairperson shall have the following powers and
responsibilities:

a) convene, open, preside at and close each meeting of the Committee;

b) make rulings on points of order raised at each meeting of the Committee provided
that each representative retains the right to request that any such decision be
submitted to the Committee for approval;

c) approve a provisonal agenda for the meeting after consultation with
Representatives and the Host Government;

d) sign, on behalf of the Committee, the report of each meeting, and

€) present the report on each meeting of the Committee to the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Mesting.

Rule 18

Whenever the Chairperson is unable to act, the first Vice-chair shall assume the powers

and responsibilities of the Chairperson.

Rule 19

In the event of the office of the Chairperson falling vacant between meetings, the first
Vice-chair shall exercise the powers and responsibilities of the Chairperson until a new
Chairperson is elected.
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Rule 20

The Chairperson and Vice-chairs shall begin to carry out their functions on the
conclusion of the meeting of the Committee at which they have been elected, with the
exception of the Chairperson and the Vice-chairs of the first meeting of the Committee
who shall take office immediately upon their election.

Part VIII Administrative Facilities

Rule 21

As a genera rule the Committee, and any subsidiary bodies, shall make use of the
administrative facilities of the Government which agreesto host its meetings.

Part I X Languages

Rule 22

English, French, Russian and Spanish shall be the officia languages of the Committee,
and the subsidiary bodies referred to in Rule 10.

Part X Recordsand Reports

Rule 23

The Committee shall present a report on each of its meetings to the Antarctic Treaty
Consultative Meeting. The report shall cover all matters considered at the meeting of
the Committee, including at its intersessional meetings and by its subsidiary bodies as
appropriate, and shall reflect the views expressed. The report shall be circulated to the
Parties, and to observers attending the meeting, and shall thereupon be made publicly
available.

Part XI Amendments

Rule 24

The Committee may adopt amendments to these rules of procedure, which shall be
subject to approval by the Antarctic Treaty Consultative Meseting.
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