Meeting with the Georgian Ministry of Environmental Protection and Agriculture

Recent developments in the global Plastics Treaty negotiations

A focused and high-level discussion took place on July 1st, between Olga Speranskaya, Co-Director of
HE]Support International, and Irma Gurguliani, Deputy Head of the Waste and Chemicals
Management Department at Georgia’s Ministry of Environmental Protection and Agriculture. The
meeting was also attended by Gia Sopadze and Nutsa Ioramashvili of Ecovision.

The meeting centered around recent developments in the global plastics treaty negotiations,
highlighting the urgency of including robust mechanisms for funding, implementation, and chemical
transparency in the treaty text. Below is a summary of the key issues discussed.

Negotiation Highlights and Regional Concerns

Georgia has been actively engaged in treaty negotiations, particularly in the financial breakout group.
A positive shift was noted as donor countries and the EU adopted a more pragmatic tone. A key
success was the inclusion of language on “economies in transition”—a long-standing priority for
Georgia and the EECCA region—which passed without objection.

Georgia reaffirmed its support for a dedicated financial mechanism under the treaty, while also
emphasizing the need to mobilize existing funding tools like the GEF to enable early action.

However, concerns were raised about the lack of approved Global Framework on Chemicals (GFC)
projects from the EECCA region, despite strong submissions. There is growing frustration over
perceived donor preference for other regions, while countries like Georgia, already aligned with EU
chemicals policy, are overlooked.

More broadly, participants highlighted the gap between political ambition and financial
commitment. Funding mechanisms like the Special Programme face uncertainty, and current
allocations have been insufficient. With limited resources and slow disbursement, the call for
equitable and regionally inclusive funding is growing louder.

Participants stressed that ambition must be matched by implementation means. Drawing lessons
from the underfunded Minamata Convention, NGOs were urged to champion Articles 11-13, which
address finance, capacity building, and technology transfer. Without these, even the strongest treaty
risks falling short.

Chemical Transparency and Traceability in Plastics



One of the core topics was the urgent need to retain strong language on chemical transparency and
traceability in the treaty. This is currently reflected in subparagraph 8(b) of Article 3, which aims to
make chemical content information in plastic products accessible and traceable across the value
chain.

Participants stressed that traceability is a prerequisite for any meaningful implementation of circular
economy principles, safe recycling, and pollution prevention. Without knowing what chemicals are

in plastics, it is impossible to:
e Assess material safety and recyclability,
o Select appropriate waste treatment technologies,
e Protect human and environmental health,
¢ Or comply with trade and regulatory standards.

It was suggested that Article 3 be renamed to better reflect its dual focus on plastic products and the
chemical substances they contain. Georgia supports the principle of transparency, but raised concerns
about political resistance, limited infrastructure, and lack of donor support for implementing such

systems.

Importantly, traceability language must be directly linked to Articles 11-13, ensuring that countries
are not burdened with obligations without the tools and resources to fulfill them. Participants agreed
that NGOs and governments must jointly advocate for preserving and strengthening this language in
the final treaty text.

Digital Product Information Systems — A Global Opportunity

The meeting also reviewed ongoing global initiatives that provide practical foundations for

implementing traceability in plastics. These include:

¢ A UNEP-led Global Framework for Digital Product Information, which is piloting a digital

product passport for construction, electronics, and textiles—soon to include plastics.

e The UN Transparency Protocol (UNTP) under UNECE and EU’s Ecodesign for Sustainable
Products Regulation (ESPR), both of which require digital traceability of chemicals in

products.

o Existing national-level examples, such as Germany’s early mobile app pilots, that allow

consumers to scan products and access chemical content information.

Georgia acknowledged that it had not yet been informed of these initiatives but expressed keen
interest in participating, especially given its halted efforts to develop a national chemical registry
under EU harmonization.



These global movements show that traceability systems are already in progress, and with proper
support, are implementable at the national level—making a strong case for maintaining relevant
language in the treaty.

Conclusion: Realism, Responsibility, and Readiness

As the treaty negotiations continue, the Georgian representative called for a realistic and balanced
approach: one that maintains ambition but also secures the financial and technical means for

implementation.

The discussion closed with a strong appeal for regional inclusion, NGO-government collaboration,
and strategic advocacy to ensure the treaty is not only adopted—but truly operational and impactful.




