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I. Background

Resolution CIDI/CIP/RES. 85 (V-07) “Draft Declaration of Panama on Environmental Port Protection,” of the Inter-American Committee on Ports (CIP), (Brazil, September 2007) takes into account the document “Conclusions and Recommendations of the Panama Maritime Authority (PMA),” approved at the First Hemispheric Conference on Environmental Port Protection. The resolution resolved to transmit the document to the Executive Board of the CIP in order to adopt a draft Declaration of Panama on Environmental Port Protection and present it for the consideration of the CIP at its next regular meeting. In addition, it called upon the Technical Advisory Group (TAG) on Environmental Port Protection and the Secretariat of the CIP to collaborate with the Executive Board to achieve a consensus based draft among the Member States.
In compliance with this resolution, the Secretariat of the CIP requested from Member States comments, observations, and suggestions on the above noted document.

The observations are detailed in continuation.  
II. Observations received from Member States
a. Delegation of Ecuador

The Dirección General de la Marina Mercante informs of the following: “That the conclusions established, like the recommendations, are not in violation of our environmental norms, in fact they strengthen the monitoring of contamination in jurisdictional waters.”

b. Delegation of Mexico

The Coordinación General de Puertos y Marina Mercante, of the Secretaría de Transporte y Comunicaciones submitted the following comments:

1. That OAS Member States should take immediate actions to establish new strategies for the care and preservation of the marine environment, in addition to combat the contamination of the marine environment and coastal zones, as is established in international forums for the protection of the marine environment, like: Agenda 21 of the United Nations Conference on Environment & Development in 1992 and the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit for Sustainable Development of 2002. 
2. That joint efforts with international organizations should be specified to intensify efforts in different areas of cooperation, such as human resources, technology, and financing, in the dissemination of experiences and clean technologies of other countries, etc, which attain benefits for port activities and the maritime industry. 

3. To consider that local, national, and international cooperation and coordination constitute mechanisms that permit to achieve measures which preserve the environment in the port sector.  
c. Delegation of Suriname
The Suriname Ports Management Company submitted changes to the following points:
“Conclusions (2):”



The use of coastal zones is growing more intense, and in time, a larger proportion of the hemispheric population is living in coastal areas. The impact on the environment and health of the coastal population caused by port activities, and the related maritime industry, includes pressures to the marine ecosystems, and coasts of rivers and lakes.


“Conclusions (4):”

Various countries of the hemisphere have achieved significant progress in the promotion of institutional capacity, the elaboration of legislative frameworks, and sustainable environmental policies for the marine environment and rivers and lakes and coastal zones. Nevertheless, due to the existing differences of both small island states and landlocked countries they may require different treatment in environmental protection. 

d. Delegation of the United States

The delegation of the United States submitted changes to the following points:
CONCLUSIONS

1. 
Communities of the hemisphere depend in great measure on the resources of the oceans and coasts for their survival and well being.  Port activites and the maritime industry play significant roles in coastal-area economies. In many places of the hemisphere a great number of peope derive their health, security, and economic sustainability from the resources available in coastal areas, rivers, and lakes.  

2. 
The use of coastal zones is growing more intense. Larger coastal populations, and expanding port-related activities, increase environmental pressures on marine ecosystems. 

3. 
Environmental impacts that accrue from growing population and economic activities in the coastal areas of the Western Hemisphere can be addressed in part by better integrating environmental protection provisions into the planning processes for port development and expansion. Such integration can assist the members of the Organization of American States in carrying out their international commitments under Agenda 21 of the United Nations Conference on Environment & Development (Rio de Janeiro, June, 1992), and the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit for Sustainable Development (Johannesburg, August-September, 2002), and other multilateral environmental agreements applicable to ports and coastal protection in the Hemisphere.
4. 
Various countries of the hemisphere have achieved significant progress in the promotion of institutional capacity, the elaboration of legislative frameworks, and sustainable environmental policies for the marine environment and rivers and lakes and coastal zones. Nevertheless, due to the existing differences of both small island states and landlocked countries there may require different treatment in environmental protection. 

5.
One key environmental issue facing many nations of the Hemisphere is the lack of capacity for disposal of ship-generated wastes. Additionally, those waste facilities that do exist should be better identified in online databases maintained by the International Maritime Organization, which hosts the Global Integrated Shipping Information Systems (GISIS) database.

6. 
Many other significant environmental issues are associated with increased volumes of traded goods throughout the Hemisphere, and are shared by many nations. Among these environmental issues are a) increased air pollution from marine vessels and port activities, b) port dredging operations, c) ballast water discharges, d) invasive species associated with trade in goods and commodities, e) ship maintenance operations,  f) contamination from spills of hydrocarbons and other hazardous and toxic chemicals and g) management of marine debris. The ability of nations, ports and the shipping industry to address these issues often is enhanced by environmental cooperation and capacity building aimed at identifying and implementing best management practices. 

7.
The Inter-American Committee on Ports (CIP) of the Organization of American States (OAS), particularly through the Technical Advisory Group of Navigation Safety and Environmental Protection, and subsequently Environmental Protection, has made a significant contribution in the collection and circulation of information for optimal decision making in order to implement sustainable port development. 

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.
To express our appreciation to the Inter-American Committee on Ports (CIP) of the Organization of American States (OAS) for its efforts to contribute in promoting the sustainable development of port activities and urge the organization to increase its support in the application of methods that contribute to environmental protection for port activities, improve its consistency and coordination of multilateral environment agreements applicable to the port sector, related maritime industries and intensifying cooperation with all who are interested, including international and regional multilateral development mechanisms.

 2.
To intensify the efforts to create and implement action programs, including regional, national, and local mechanisms for environmental protection in marine environments, rivers, and lakes that have sustained contamination from port activities. 

3.
To re-affirm the relevance and importance of environmental protection methods in port activities and the need to incorporate these protections at all levels of government, and within maritime industries.  Environmental port protection also is enhanced through inter-governmental organizations such as the Organization of American States, the United Nations, and through multilateral environment agreements. 
4.  To encourage implementation of integrated, long-term strategies for sustainable management of port related activities in order to better protect the environment and address social and economic concerns.  

5.
To improve monitoring systems and environmental information gathering at all levels of government in order to better identify contamination that affects the marine environment and public health, and to assist in planning and implementing necessary measures to prevent, reduce, or limit the contamination in coastal zones.in cooperation with ports and maritime industries.

6.
To strengthen, as appropriate, international law frameworks,  that promote protection and the sustainable use of the environment, coasts, rivers and lakes, through elements such as creation and implementation of protocols concerning pollution caused by port and related maritime activities. 

7.
To work in coordination with other organizations, regional, and international processes to apply appropriate international protocols, conventions, and guidelines that are related to port and navigation activities and to strengthen strategic associations that improve activities, the cooperation, collaboration, and the exchange of knowledge, such as technologies and experiences at inter-regional levels, particularly for dredging activities. 

8. 
To welcome national, regional, and international partnerships in order to incorporate the work and objectives of environmental port protection,  and to forge new associations or strengthen existing relations with all civil society such as decisive mechanisms for the protection of marine zones and coasts. 

9. To encourage the protection of the environment in port activities through:

a. Strengthening consultations, dialogue, and extended collaboration with port administrations and maritime industries and local communities interested in facilitating the integration of environmental protection plans, activities, policies and programs into port activities and port-related development. 

b. Generating and promoting “clean” technologies that create cost- effective and ecologically sound outcomes. 

c. Improving cooperation among port administrators and facilitating the exchange of experiences and application of best practices in environmental activities across a broad range of port activities.

d. Promoting and establishing through applicable international legal frameworks the regionalization of contingency plans for hydrocarbon spills and other substance contamination, and seeking to establish cooperation on environmental information and monitoring practices, environmental management systems, land-based sources of marine pollution, and applicable IMO agreements addressing air quality issues.

e. Identifying water, air and other environmental monitoring objectives that will help to objectively measure the progress of environmental practices in port activities of the hemisphere.

10. 
 That steps are taken to ensure that available information on port reception facilities is entered into the GSIS database and maintained on the IMO website.
11. 
To commend the Federal Republic of Brazil, for its offer to host before the CIP the “Second Hemispheric Conference on Environmental Port Protection.”

12.  
To consider the U.S. government’s proposal that member states work together before the second Hemispheric conference on environmental port protection in Brazil to identify priorities for and opportunities to collaborate on capacity building measures to enhance environmental port protection. The potential priorities for cooperation might include, but would not be limited to: a) best management practices for addressing hydrocarbon and chemical spills, b) dredging operations, c) ballast water management, d) air emissions from marine vessels and port activities, and e) invasive alien species that enter ports through trade pathways f) ship maintenance practices that protect the marine environment, and g) measures to reduce marine debris.

13.
 To transmit to the Technical Advisory Group on Environmental Port Protection of the Inter-American Committee on Ports (CIP) of the OAS these conclusions and recommendations with the purpose of subsequently perfecting and developing a draft declaration of environmental port protection that will be presented at the next meeting of the Executive Board of the CIP. 

e. Delegation of Uruguay
The Adnimistracion Nacional de Puertos approved the document with the following observations:

Introduce the following changes to point 9 of the conclusions and recommendations:

b. Generating “clean” knowledge and technology in the application of techniques that combine cost effectiveness and the efficiency in environmental management, preserving natural resources. 
c. Improving cooperation among port administrators and facilitate the exchange of experiences and application of best practices in environmental activities and the application of Environmental Management Systems.

f. Promoting the use, and monitoring through environmental indicators and quantitative methodologies in Environmental Aspects, to objectively measure the progress of environmental practices in port activities of the hemisphere or mitigate the impact that can be generated.
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