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. I NTRODUCTI ON

1. The second neeting of the Bureau of the Third Meeting of the Parties
to the Montreal Protocol was held at the Bella Center, Copenhagen, on

21 Novenber 1992, to review the terns of reference for the assessnent
panel s and to consider various reports by working groups and conmittees
est abl i shed under the Montreal Protocol, as well as the docunents for the
Fourth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol.

1. ORGAN ZATI ONAL MATTERS
A, Opening of the neeting
2. In the absence of the President of the Third Meeting,
M. O wang K QOrbudo (Kenya), the neeting of the Bureau was opened by the

Vi ce-President of the Third Meeting, M. Eduardo Lopez (Venezuel a), who
al so acted as Chairnman of the neeting.

B. Attendance
3. The neeting was attended by:

(a) The foll owi ng nenbers of the Bureau of the Third Meeting of the
Parties to the Montreal Protocol:

Vice-Presidents: M. Peter Chin Fah Kui (Ml aysia)

M. Ryszard Purski (Pol and)
M. Eduardo Lopez (Venezuel a)

Rapport eur: M. John A Witelaw (Australi a)

(b) The followi ng officer of an organ established by the
Contracting Parties:

M. Qmar El-Arini, Chief Oficer, Fund Secretariat, Interim
Mul tilateral Fund for the Inplenentation of the Muntreal Protocol

(c) Ms. Laura Canpbell (Deputy Coordi nator, Qzone Secretariat), who
al so acted as Secretary of the Meeting.
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I1. ADOPTI ON OF THE AGENDA
4. The fol |l owi ng agenda, as contained in docunent UNEP/ CQzL. Pro. 3/Bur/2/1,
was adopt ed:
1. Openi ng of the neeting.
2. Adoption of the agenda.
3. Substantive matters:

(a) Terns of reference of the assessnent panels;

(b) Reports of the seventh and eighth neetings of the
Open-ended Wrking Goup of the Parties;

(c) Report of the fourth neeting of the Inplenentation
Commi tt ee;

(d) Report of the eighth neeting of the Executive Comittee
of the InterimMiltilateral Fund,;

(e) Docunments for the Fourth Meeting of the Parties to the
Mont real Protocol

4, O her matters.
5. Adoption of the report.
6. Cl osure of the neeting.

[11. SUBSTANTI VE MATTERS

A, Terms of reference of the assessnent panels

5. The Secretariat said that the terns of reference of the assessnent
panel s were discussed in its note prepared for the Bureau neeting

(UNEP/ OzL. Pro. 3/Bur/ 2/ 2, paras. 2-13) and were al so the subject of a nunber
of draft decisions to be subnitted to the Fourth Meeting of the Parties to
the Montreal Protocol (UNEP/ QzL.Pro.4/L.1 and Add.1, draft decisions |IV/12
and 1V/22 to 25).

6. The Chairnman pointed out that, because of its mandate, the Technol ogy
and Econoni c Assessnent Panel had had a great deal of work to acconplish
and expressed the hope that it would continue to discharge its task in the
way that it had been doi ng.

7. The Chief Oficer of the InterimMiltilateral Fund for the

| npl enentation of the Montreal Protocol said that the Fund Secretariat had
not been called upon to take part in the peer reviews of the assessnent
panel s' reports. Pointing to the errors concerning the Fund contai ned in
t hose texts, he expressed the hope that the Fund Secretariat would be
included in future peer reviews.

8. Agreeing with the Chief Oficer that the Fund Secretariat shoul d be
included in the peer-review process for the assessnent panel reports, the
Chairman said that the Fund report on neeting the needs of Article 5
Parties for controlled substances during the grace and phase-out peri ods
(UNEP/ QzL. Pr o/ ExConi 8/ 25 and Add. 1) shoul d be given due consideration

9. One Vi ce-President sought clarification regarding the source of
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authority for the panels' work and the reason why, according to the note by
the Secretariat (UNEP/ QzL.Pro/Bur/2/2, para. 3), the panels were to update
their 1991 reports for the Seventh Meeting of the Parties, even before they
had been considered by the Fourth Meeting. He also asked whether, in the
three years between the Fourth and Seventh Meetings, there would be any
other reports produced that night have a bearing on the Parties' decisions.

He suggested that it would be useful for the Parties to know i n advance
what reports were expected and over what tinmefrane.

10. Anot her Vice-President said that, in view of the deteriorating state
of the ozone layer, it was essential that interimreports be nmade
avai |l abl e. He proposed that such reports prepared under the auspices of
the Montreal Protocol would be particularly useful in explaining the
situation to an anxious public that might be sceptical of assurances given
by its national Governnent.

11. The Rapporteur said that it would be helpful if the Secretariat nade
avai | abl e the schedul e of work of the Technol ogy and Econom ¢ Assessnent
Panel on a year-by-year basis. He also sought clarification on howthe
dates in the assessnment panels' terns of reference had been arrived at:
the first two najor review neetings had been held at two-year intervals,
while the next was to be in three years' tine.

12. The Chief Oficer of the InterimMiltilateral Fund noted that if the
Fund Secretariat had to wait three or four years for the report of the
Technol ogy and Econoni c Assessnent Panel, it would have only outdated
infornmation available to it and would find it inpossible to prepare
credi bl e project proposals for subnmission to the Executive Commttee of the
Fund.

13. Replying to the points raised by one Vice-President, the Chairman
said that the assessnment panels' mandate derived fromtwo sources. First,
under Article 6 of the Protocol, the assessnment panels were to provide

i nfornmati on and advice to the Parties, at |east every four years, for
possi bl e adj ustnents and anmendnents to the Protocol. The previous two
reports had shown a need to shorten the intervals, but it was up to the
Parties to deci de when they wanted them The second source of the
assessnent panels' mandate lay in decisions adopted by the Parties calling
for additional information and requesting the panels to prepare new studies
or update existing ones. Sone of these studies could be prepared for the
next Meeting, while others requiring a long period of time had to be
requested well in advance.

14. The Secretariat agreed that the publication of a schedule would be a
good idea to show the panels' workload and help clarify matters. Wth
regard to the three-year | apse between assessnent reports, the overal

Chai rman of the Assessnent Panels had indicated that he did not currently
antici pate that the pace of devel opnent of new scientific data would
necessitate the issuance of a new report in less than three years. |If,
however, additional data energed, the Scientific Assessnent Panel could

i ssue an earlier report.

15. On the proposal of the Chairman, the Bureau deci ded:

(a) To take note of the ternms of reference of the assessnent
panel s;
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(b) To request the Secretariat to issue for Meetings of the Parties
peri odi ¢ schedul es of the work of the assessnent panels;

(c) That consideration should be given to the possibility of
preparing interimreports for all assessnent panels, which could serve as a
basi s for decisions of the Executive Conmittee of the InterimMiltilatera
Fund.

B. Reports of the seventh and eighth neetings of the Open-ended
Working Group of the Parties

16. The Chairnman said that the report of the seventh neeting of the Qpen-
ended Wrking Goup of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol was before the
Bureau as docunment UNEP/ OzL.Pro/Wa I/7/4. The report of the eighth neeting
was not yet available but would be subnmitted to the G oup upon conpletion
of its substantive work.

17. On the proposal of the Chairman, the Bureau decided to take note of
the report of the seventh neeting of the Qpen-ended Wrking Goup of the
Parties to the Montreal Protocol and to request the Secretariat to submit
the report of the eighth neeting to the Bureau when it next net.

Enphasi zing that it had not had the opportunity to consider the conpleted
report of the eighth neeting, the Bureau al so decided to approve its
transmittal to the Fourth Meeting of the Parties.

C. Report of the fourth neeting of the Inplenentation Committee

18. The Secretariat drew the attention of the Bureau to the report of the
fourth neeting of the Inplenentation Commttee (UNEP/ QzL. Pro/ | nmpCom 4/ 2),
whi ch had been held in Geneva on 10 Septenber 1992 to consider, inter alia,
the report of the Secretariat on the reporting of data by the Parties to
the Montreal Protocol (UNEP/ QzL.Pro.4/6 and Corr.1). One concern expressed
by the Committee was the nunber of Parties not reporting conplete data:
only 27 had done so for all three years (1986, 1989 and 1990). It was al so
evi dent that a nunber of countries operating under Article 5 of the
Protocol were encountering difficulties in gathering and reporting data.

I ndeed, one of the purposes of the neeting had been to bring together
representatives of the Fund Secretariat and the inplenmenting agenci es of
the InterimMiltilateral Fund to seek ways of helping to i nprove the data-
reporting capabilities of Parties to the Protocol. Turning to the data
reported, the Secretariat pointed out that, for Parties not operating under
Article 5, there had been a decline of nore than 33 per cent in consunption
of the controlled substances in Goup | of Annex A while there had been an
overall increase in consunption of controlled substances by Parties
operating under that Article. That increase was, however, allowed under

t he Protocol

19. On the proposal of the Chairman, the Bureau took note of the report
of the fourth neeting of the Inplenentation Conmittee.

D. Report of the eighth neeting of the Executive Conmittee
of the InterimMiltilateral Fund

20. On the proposal of the Chairman, the Bureau took note of the report
of the eighth neeting of the Executive Conmittee of the Interim

Mul tilateral Fund for the Inplenentation of the Montreal Protoco

(UNEP/ OzL. Pr o/ ExConi 8/ 29) .



UNEP/ QzL. Pro. 3/ Bur/ 2/ 3
Page 5

21. The Rapporteur, supported by all other menbers of the Bureau, said
that the clarity and value of the reports of the Secretariat of the Interim
Multilateral Fund should be recogni zed, along with the conmendabl e and

wort hwhil e efforts deployed by its Chief Oficer

E. Docunents for the Fourth Meeting of the Parties
to the Montreal Protoco

22. The Chairman stressed the useful ness of the docunentation in the
preparation of the Fourth Meeting of the Parties and expressed his
appreciation to the Secretariat for the early distribution of nmany
docunent s, which was a nost positive devel oprent.

23. On the proposal of the Chairman, the Bureau decided to take note of

t he docunents for the Fourth Meeting of the Parties to the Mntrea
Pr ot ocol

V. OTHER MATTERS

24, There were no other matters.

V. ADOPTI ON OF THE REPORT
25. The Secretariat said that, as in the past, it would send the draft
report to the nmenbers of the Bureau for their comments and would finalize
it inthe light of the comrents nade.

VI. CLOSURE OF THE MEETI NG
26. The Chairnan decl ared the second neeting of the Bureau of the Third

Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol closed at 3.10 p.m on
Sat urday, 21 Novenber 1992



