
Questionnaire for Consultation Process on Issues Addressed by the 
Aarhus Convention’s Almaty Guidelines 

 
Response from the Secretariat for the Strategic Approach to International Chemical Management 

 
 

1. Please provide any comments on the Guidelines, in view of your forum’s own 
processes, activities and particular characteristics 
 
 
Adopted by the International Conference on Chemicals Management (ICCM) in February 
2006, after a three-year, multi-stakeholder and multi-sector development process, SAICM 
is an international policy framework to further the sound management of chemicals. 
SAICM supports the achievement of the goal agreed at the 2002 Johannesburg World 
Summit on Sustainable Development of ensuring that, by the year 2020, chemicals are 
produced and used in ways that minimize significant adverse impacts on the environment 
and human health. SAICM encourages Governments, non-governmental organizations, 
intergovernmental organizations and other stakeholders from sectors such as agriculture, 
environment, health, industry and labour to collaborate more effectively on improving 
chemical safety. (As indicated in the attached extracts from the SAICM texts, the Almaty 
Guidelines’ purpose of supporting the Aarhus Convention objective with regard to access 
to information and public participation in decision-making, as applicable in international 
forums, is closely aligned with approaches taken by SAICM.) 
 
2. Does your forum have formalized rules or procedures concerning access to 
information, public participation in decision-making, and access to justice in 
environmental matters? If yes, please provide an overview.  
 
The ICCM has not yet developed its own rules of procedure but at its first session used 
those of the Preparatory Committee for the Development of SAICM. These rules, which 
are available in the report of “PrepCom1” at 
http://www.chem.unep.ch/saicm/prepcom1/Default.htm, provide for participation by 
Governments, non-governmental organizations, intergovernmental organizations on a 
virtually equal basis.  
 
  
3. Does your forum have any non-formalized practices concerning access to 
information, public participation in decision-making, and access to justice in 
environmental matters? If yes, please provide an overview. 
 
The ICCM has tasked the SAICM secretariat with performing information clearing house 
functions. For this purpose the SAICM secretariat makes extensive use of its website, 
where it places all relevant documents for public scrutiny. Added to this, the Secretariat 
strives to ensure maximum multi-stakeholder participation in meetings in accordance 
with the Overarching Policy Strategy (see attached extracts, paragraph 28 (a)). 
  



4. Are there any current or future work plans of your forum that may affect the 
extent of or modalities for access to information, public participation in decision-
making, and access to justice in environmental matters? If yes, please provide an 
overview. 
 
SAICM is currently in the process of developing a new website that will have interactive 
capabilities and greatly expanded resources, in order to fulfill the Secretariat’s clearing 
house function. As referred to above, the ICCM will develop rules of procedure during its 
second session in 2009. It is uncertain as to what extent such rules will retain the 
provisions of the Preparatory Committee’s rules.  
 
5. In particular, what kind of challenges, if any, has your forum encountered with 
regard to access to information, public participation in decision-making and access 
to justice in environmental matters (for example, low involvement of civil society or 
practical difficulties in managing public participation) ? If appropriate, please 
provide a description underlining those experiences you think could be most useful 
to consider when reviewing the relevance and the practicality of the Almaty 
Guidelines.  
 
A recurring challenge that the SAICM secretariat faces in relation to public participation, 
is acquiring sufficient funds for multi-sectoral participation during meetings. Another is 
the budgetary constraint for the further development of information clearing house 
services, which would facilitate access to information by all stakeholders. 


