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ACTION TAKEN ON THE DECISIONS OF THE TWELFTH MEETING OF THE

PARTIES TO THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL 

Note by the Secretariat

1. The present note summarizes the actions taken on the decisions, which were adopted by the Twelfth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol, held in Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso from 11 to 14 December 2000 (see UNEP/OzL.Pro.12/9). 

Decision XII/1.  Methyl bromide production by non-Article 5 Parties  for basic domestic needs in 2001

2. The April 2001 report of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel contains a progress report of the Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee with the  developments in methyl bromide and alternatives that have been reported subsequent to those detailed in the April 2000 report of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel.

3. According to the Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee, non-Article 5(1) countries have significantly surpassed the reductions required in 1999 under the Protocol.  Reported non-Article 5(1) production of controlled methyl bromide (i.e., not including production for feedstock and quarantine and pre-shipment applications) was reduced from 65,596 metric tonnes in 1991 (baseline) to 48,039 metric tonnes in 1999, a reduction of 27 per cent.  Equivalent production in 1998 was reported as 60,375 metric tonnes.  Non-Article 5(1) consumption was reduced from 55,923 metric tonnes in 1991 to about 35,553 metric tonnes in 1999, representing a reduction of about 36 per cent.

4. Regulatory processes regarding methyl bromide registration remain major constraints to adoption of some methyl bromide alternatives, both in terms of time and cost.  This is particularly so where direct treatment of foodstuffs is involved.  Because of the small market for alternative chemicals there is often insufficient profit to be made in a methyl bromide replacement to justify the expense of developing the required registration data.  Despite this, there are some important chemically-based alternatives in process of registration at least for the larger markets. 

Decision XII/2.  Measures to facilitate the transition to chlorofluorocarbon-free metered-dose inhalers
5. As at 31 May 2001 no Party had notified the Secretariat with respect to any chlorofluorocarbon metered-dose inhaler active ingredient or category of products that a Party had determined to be non-essential and thereby not authorized for domestic use.

6. The following Parties submitted their national or regional transition strategies:  Australia, Canada, European Commission, Hungary, New Zealand, Poland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

7. The Secretariat will remind non-Article 5 Parties, that they should develop a national or regional transition strategy based on economically and technically feasible alternatives or substitutes that they deem acceptable from the standpoint of environment and health and that includes effective criteria and measures for determining when chlorofluorocarbon metered-dose inhaler product(s) is/are no longer essential and they should submit the text of any such strategy to the Secretariat by 31 January 2002.

8. The Secretariat notified the Multilateral Fund Secretariat of the request by the Parties to consider providing technical, financial and other assistance to Article 5(1) Parties to facilitate the development of metered-dose inhaler transition strategies and the implementation of approved activities contained therein, and informed the Global Environment Facility (GEF) Secretariat of the request by the Parties to consider providing the same assistance to those eligible countries with economies in transition.

9. The Technology and Economic Assessment Panel prepared a new Handbook for Essential Use Nominations which is being published.  This Handbook augments and updates the previous August 1997 edition.

10. The Technology and Economic Assessment Panel considered the issues related to the campaign production of chlorofluorocarbons for chlorofluorocarbon metered-dose inhalers.  The April 2001 Technology and Economic Assessment Panel report contains the review and analysis.  The Panel and its Aerosols Technical Options Committee concluded that the best approach would be to continue just-in-time supply for as long as possible.  Any final campaign production should be done preferably as late as possible into the transition. 

Decision XII/3.  Membership of the Implementation Committee
11. The Secretariat has notified Senegal, Slovakia, Sri Lanka and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland of their nomination as members of the Implementation Committee and has requested details of their representation.

Decision XII/4.  Membership of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund
12. This decision was conveyed to the Multilateral Fund Secretariat.

Decision XII/5.  Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol
13. The Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol for 200l, Mr. Milton Catelin, from Australia and Mr. P.V. Jayakrishnan, from India were informed of their selection.

Decision XII/6.  Data and information provided by the Parties in accordance with

Articles 7 and 9 of the Montreal Protocol
14. By 31 May 2001, 14 Parties out of the 170 that should have reported data for 1998 had not reported data.

15. In all, 30 Parties out of the 172 that should have reported data for 1999 by 30 September 2000 have not reported to date.

16. A total of 143 Parties out of the 172 that should have reported data for 2000 by 30 September 2001 had not yet reported by 31 May 2001. 

Decision XII/7.  Ratification of the Vienna Convention, the Montreal Protocol and the

London, Copenhagen, Montreal and Beijing Amendments
17. By 31 May 2001, 146 Parties had ratified the London Amendment to the Montreal Protocol, 122 Parties had ratified the Copenhagen Amendment to the Montreal Protocol and 
57 Parties had ratified the Montreal Amendment to the Montreal Protocol.

18. Only seven Parties, Canada, Chile, Czech Republic, Gabon, Jordan, Luxembourg and Palau have ratified the Beijing Amendment to the Montreal Protocol.

Decision XII/8.  Disposal of controlled substances
19. The Technology and Economic Assessment Panel is in the process of establishing a Task Force on Destruction Technologies and a Task Force on Technical and Economic Options for collecting, managing and disposing ozone-depleting substances (ODS).

20. The Secretariat in coordination with the Panel posted a letter to the Parties on the Web site of the Ozone Secretariat addressed to the Parties and requesting nominations of qualified and experienced experts in destruction technologies for the above mentioned Task Forces.

21. The following Parties submitted their nominations for these Task Forces:  Australia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Germany, India, Japan and United States of America.

22. The Secretariat cooperated with the Secretariat of the Basel Convention on the Control of     Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal. The Secretariat of the Basel Convention prepared a note:  Disposal of Controlled Substances under the Montreal Protocol and its Amendments.  The Technology and Economic Assessment Panel welcomed the cooperation with experts from the Basel Convention and recommended that cooperation be undertaken primarily by e-mail and supplemented with one or more coordinating meetings.

Decision XII/9.  Essential use nominations for non-Article 5 Parties for controlled

substances for 2001 and 2002

23. The reporting accounting framework for essential uses other than laboratory and analytical applications for 2000 were submitted by the following Parties:  Australia, Canada, European Community (for 1999 as well), Hungary, Japan (for 1999 as well), Poland, Russian Federation (only for halons and for 1999), United States of America (and revisions for 1997, 1999 and 1999).  

Decision XII/10.  Monitoring of international trade and prevention of illegal trade in ozone‑depleting substances, mixtures and products containing ozone-depleting substances
24. The Ozone Secretariat consulted relevant bodies on options to conduct the study.  The Secretariat is presenting the three proposed options from which the Parties may wish to consider and take a decision upon the document:  Summary of the issues on the Agenda for the twenty-first meeting of the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol (Doc.:UNEP/Ozl.Pro/WG.1/21/2., paragraphs 44‑46).

Decision XII/11.  Application by Kyrgyzstan for developing country status under the Montreal Protocol
25. The decision of the Parties to approve Article 5 status was communicated to the Government of Kyrgyzstan.
Decision XII/12.  Request by Slovenia to be removed from the list of developing counties

under the Montreal Protocol
26. The decision to be removed from the list of Article 5 Parties was communicated to the Government of Slovenia.

Decision XII/13.  Term of office of the Implementation Committee and its officers
27. The members of the Committee were informed of this decision. 

Decision XII/14.  Continued assistance from the Global Environment Facility

to countries with economies in transition
28.  The Secretariat informed the GEF Secretariat of the request to GEF to clarify its future commitment to providing continued assistance to countries with economies in transition with respect to all ozone-depleting substances.

29. The GEF Secretariat prepared the document:  Financing of Activities to Address Ozone Layer Depletion (Doc.:GEF/C.17/Inf.13) which was presented at the GEF Council meeting held on 9-11 May 2001 in Washington.

30. In this regard, the GEF Secretariat was requested by the Council to prepare a document on the potential costs and operational implications of a commitment to provide funding to countries with economies in transition for the replacement of HCFCs and methyl bromide and related substances in accordance with the stipulations of the Montreal Protocol, for consideration at the Council meeting in December as well as in the discussions on the third replenishment of the GEF Trust Fund.

Decision XII/15.  Financial matters:  Financial report and budgets
31. The approved revised budget for the year 2001 was $4,099,385.  As at 30 April 2001 contributions paid by the Parties amounted to $254,605.

32. The outstanding contributions for prior years amounted to $3,594,749 as at 30 April 2001.

33. The Secretariat has provided assistance for the participation of Article 5 experts in the assessment panels and their subsidiary bodies as follows:  For the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, nine experts have been financially supported; for the Technical Options Committees of the TEAP, 33 experts have been financially supported and one (1) scientist for the Scientific Assessment Panel, for a total of 43 participations amounting to $128,801.00.
Decision XII/16.  Organization of Ozone Secretariat and Multilateral Fund meetings
34. The Secretariat is coordinating with the Multilateral Fund Secretariat the arrangements for the twenty-first meeting of the Open-ended Working Group to be held in Montreal on 24-26 July 2001, back to back with the thirty-fourth Meeting of the Executive Committee.  The Secretariat is also coordinating with the Multilateral Fund Secretariat on the decision to hold the Fourteenth Meeting of the Parties in 2002 in Buenos Aires. 

Decision XII/17.  Ouagadougou Declaration at the Twelfth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol

35. The report of the Twelfth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol (Doc.:UNEP/Ozl.Pro.12/9), which contains the Ouagadougou Declaration was distributed to all Parties and relevant United Nations and intergovernmental organizations, international, regional and national organizations, as well as non-governmental organizations. 


Decision XII/18.  Thirteenth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol
36. The Thirteenth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol will be held in Colombo, Sri Lanka, from 16 to 19 October 2001.  Together with the second meeting of the Bureau of the Twelfth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol and the twenty-seventh Implementation Committee Meeting under the non-compliance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol.
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