
 

The Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties decides: 

XXII/1: Status of ratification of the Vienna Convention, the 
Montreal Protocol and the London, Copenhagen, Montreal and 
Beijing amendments to the Montreal Protocol  

1.  To note with satisfaction the large number of countries which have ratified the Vienna 
Convention for the Protection of the Ozone Layer and the Montreal Protocol on Substances that 
Deplete the Ozone Layer;  

2. To note that, as at 1 November 2010, 195 parties had ratified the London Amendment 
to the Montreal Protocol, 192 parties had ratified the Copenhagen Amendment to the Montreal 
Protocol, 181 parties had ratified the Montreal Amendment to the Montreal Protocol and 165 parties 
had ratified the Beijing Amendment to the Montreal Protocol;  

3. To urge all States that have not yet done so to ratify, approve or accede to the Vienna 
Convention and the Montreal Protocol and its amendments, taking into account that universal 
participation is necessary to ensure the protection of the ozone layer; 

XXII/2: Terms of reference for an evaluation of the financial 
mechanism of the Montreal Protocol 

1. To approve the terms of reference for an evaluation of the financial mechanism of the 
Montreal Protocol contained in the annex to the present decision;  

2. To set up a steering panel of eight members to supervise the evaluation process, to 
select an evaluator to carry out the evaluation, to act as a point of contact for the evaluator during the 
evaluation and to ensure that the terms of reference are implemented in the most appropriate manner 
possible; 

 3. To select from among the parties to the Montreal Protocol the following eight parties 
to serve as the members of the steering panel: Austria, Canada, Colombia, India, Japan, Nigeria, the 
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and the United States of America, thereby ensuring that the 
appointed panel has equal representation of individuals selected by parties operating under paragraph 
1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol and parties not so operating; 

 4. To request the Ozone Secretariat to finalize the procedure for the selection of the 
qualified external and independent evaluator: on the basis of submitted proposals, the Secretariat shall 
prepare a shortlist of qualified applicants and facilitate the review of relevant proposals by the steering 
panel; 

 5. To instruct the steering panel to organize its meetings with the assistance of the Ozone 
Secretariat with dates and venues selected, as far as possible, to coincide with other Montreal Protocol 
meetings, thereby reducing related costs; 

 6. To approve a total budget for the evaluation of up to 200,000 United States dollars, 
with the amount of $70,000 to start the application bidding process to come from the 2011 budget of 
the Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol on the understanding that the parties will decide in 2011 on 
the funding source for the balance of the budget; 

 7. To ensure that the final report and recommendations of the evaluator are made 
available to parties for consideration at the Twenty-Fourth Meeting of the Parties; 

Annex to decision XXII/2 
Terms of reference for an evaluation of the financial mechanism of the Montreal 
Protocol 

 A. Preamble 
1. The achievements of the financial mechanism of the Montreal Protocol have often been 
recognized by the international community, and there is no doubt that the mechanism is both a 
cornerstone of the Protocol and an outstanding example of multilateral cooperation. Indeed, by the end 
of 2009 the Multilateral Fund had approved projects to phase out the consumption and production of 
about 458,000 ozone-depleting-potential (ODP) tonnes of ozone-depleting substances in developing 
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countries, and over 85 per cent of this amount had already been phased out. As a result of those 
activities, nearly all parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol are in compliance 
with their obligations under the Protocol, while most of their consumption and production of 
ozone-depleting substances, except for hydrochlorofluorocarbons (HCFCs), has been eliminated.    

2. The financial mechanism was established by Article 10 of the Montreal Protocol to provide 
financial and technical cooperation to parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 to enable their 
compliance with the Protocol’s control measures. The Fourth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal 
Protocol recognized the need to review periodically the operation of the financial mechanism to ensure 
maximum effectiveness in pursuing the goals of the Montreal Protocol. Since its inception in 1991, the 
mechanism, which includes the Multilateral Fund, an Executive Committee, a Secretariat and 
implementing and bilateral agencies, has been evaluated twice by the parties, in 1994–1995 and  
2003–2004.   

3. The year 2010 is a landmark year in the history of both the Montreal Protocol and the financial 
mechanism, as virtually all remaining production and consumption of chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), 
halons and carbon tetrachloride was to be phased out by 1 January 2010. In the light of this major 
milestone, it is particularly timely for the parties to the Protocol to take a retrospective look at the 
achievements of the financial mechanism, the challenges that it has faced, the manner in which they 
have been addressed and the lessons that have been learned, with a view to ensuring that the 
mechanism is well placed to address the challenges of the future effectively. Those challenges include 
phasing out HCFCs and the remaining consumption of methyl bromide and implementing 
ozone-depleting substance destruction pilot projects.   

 B. Purpose 
4. In the light of the above, and considering that it has been more than five years since the last 
evaluation was conducted, the Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties decided that it was appropriate 
to evaluate and review the financial mechanism with a view to ensuring its effective functioning in 
meeting the needs of parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 and parties not so operating in 
accordance with Article 10 of the Protocol. The study should be based on the present terms of 
reference, defined by the scope described below and carried out by an independent evaluator and 
completed by May 2012, in time for consideration by the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to 
the Montreal Protocol at its thirty-second meeting.     

 C. Scope 
5. In carrying out the study, the evaluator should consider the results, policy framework, 
organizational structure and lessons learned associated with the financial mechanism as follows: 

(a) Results of the financial mechanism: 

(i) Extent to which both investment and non-investment projects approved under 
the Multilateral Fund have contributed to phasing out ozone-depleting 
substances in parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 in accordance 
with Montreal Protocol compliance targets;  

(ii) Total reductions of ozone-depleting substances in ODP-tonnes and metric 
tonnes resulting from Multilateral Fund activities; 

(iii) Analysis of other environmental and health co-benefits, including climate 
benefits, as well as adverse effects resulting from activities funded by the 
Multilateral Fund to phase out ozone-depleting substances; 

(iv) Comparison of ozone-depleting substance phase-out planned in approved 
projects and ozone-depleting substance phase-out achieved; 

(v) Comparison of planned cost-effectiveness of approved projects and actual 
cost-effectiveness;  

(vi) Comparison of planned project implementation time and implementation time 
achieved;  

(vii) Effectiveness of capacity-building provided, including institutional 
strengthening and compliance assistance;  

(b) Policies and procedures: 

(i) Effectiveness of timing between meetings, submission deadlines and reporting 
deadlines; 
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(ii) Effectiveness, consistency and efficiency of procedures and practices to 
develop, review and approve project proposals under the Multilateral Fund; 

(iii) Ability of the project and activity planning and implementation process to 
ensure compliance;  

(iv) Effectiveness and efficiency of monitoring, reporting procedures and 
practices;  

(v) Ability and efficiency of internal evaluation and verification mechanisms to 
monitor and confirm results, including an analysis of existing databases;   

(vi) Extent to which policies and procedures are adapted or improved based on 
experiences and relevant circumstances; 

(c)  Other issues: 

(i) Review of the distribution of funding among regions where parties operating 
under paragraph 1 of Article 5 are located, as well as between low-volume 
consuming countries and non-low-volume consuming countries; 

(ii)  Extent to which programmes and projects approved under the financial 
mechanism have facilitated the implementation of the technology transfer 
provisions under Articles 10 and 10A of the Montreal Protocol and related 
decisions of the Parties, taking into account the geographical origin by region 
of technology provided in a representative sample of projects; 

(d) Lessons learned: 

(i) Lessons learned in view of the future challenges of the Montreal Protocol and 
the Multilateral Fund; 

(ii) Lessons learned for other international environmental institutions and 
agreements.    

 D. Form and presentation of the study 
6. The study shall be presented using a practical, easy-to-use and easy-to-read layout, and should 
include a comprehensive summary for policymakers of some 30 pages and a detailed index followed 
by the body of the study and its annexes. 

 E. Conclusions and recommendations 
7. In carrying out the study, the evaluator will identify the strengths, weaknesses, opportunities 
and threats associated with the financial mechanism and, where relevant, make recommendations 
suggesting possible improvements with regard to: results achieved; organizational effectiveness and 
decision-making processes; effectiveness of technology transfer; information dissemination and 
capacity-building activities; cooperation with other organizations; and any other area of particular 
relevance.  

 F. Sources of information 
8. The Multilateral Fund Secretariat, the Ozone Secretariat, the Executive Committee, the 
implementing and bilateral agencies, the Treasurer, ozone offices, recipient countries and companies 
are invited to cooperate with the evaluator and to provide all necessary information including 
information on cost-effectiveness. The Multilateral Fund Secretariat is invited to provide all necessary 
data related to the items listed above in paragraphs 5 (a) (i), (ii), (iv), (v) and (vi). The evaluation 
should take into account the relevant decisions of the Meeting of the Parties and the Executive 
Committee.  

9. The evaluator should widely consult relevant persons and institutions and other relevant 
sources of information deemed useful. 
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 G. Time frame and milestones 
10. The following table presents a tentative time frame and milestones for the study. 

November 2010 Approval of the terms of reference by the Meeting of the Parties  
 Selection of a steering panel by the Meeting of the Parties 
January 2011 Finalization of the criteria and procedure for the selection of the qualified external 

and independent evaluator 
March 2011 Analysis of bids by the Ozone Secretariat and, on the basis of the criteria, 

recommendations to steering panel 
 Independent evaluator selected by the panel 
April 2011 Contract awarded 
 Evaluator provides an inception report and meets the steering panel to discuss 

study modalities and details 
December 2011 Mid-term review: preliminary draft report submitted to and reviewed by the 

steering panel 
February 2012 Final draft report submitted to and reviewed by the steering panel  
May 2012 Final draft report submitted to the Open-ended Working Group at its thirty-second 

meeting   
September 2012 Final report submitted to the Twenty-Fourth Meeting of the Parties 

XXII/3: Terms of reference for the study on the 2012–2014 
replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of 
the Montreal Protocol 

Recalling the parties’ decisions on previous terms of reference for studies on the replenishment 
of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol, 

Recalling also the parties’ decisions on previous replenishments of the Multilateral Fund, 

1. To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel to prepare a report for 
submission to the Twenty-Third Meeting of the Parties, and to present it through the Open-ended 
Working Group at its thirty-first meeting, to enable the Twenty-Third Meeting of the Parties to take a 
decision on the appropriate level of the 2012–2014 replenishment of the Multilateral Fund; 

2. That, in preparing the report referred to in the preceding paragraph, the Panel should 
take into account, among other things:  

(a) All control measures and relevant decisions agreed upon by the parties to the Montreal 
Protocol and the Executive Committee, in particular those related to the special needs of low-volume- 
and very-low-volume-consuming countries, and decisions agreed upon by the Twenty-Second Meeting 
of the Parties and the Executive Committee at its sixty-first and sixty-second meetings insofar as those 
decisions will necessitate expenditure by the Multilateral Fund during the period 2012–2014;  

(b) The need to allocate resources to enable all parties operating under paragraph 1 of 
Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol to maintain compliance with Articles 2A–2E, 2G and 2I of the 
Protocol;  

(c) The need to allocate resources to enable all parties operating under paragraph 1 of 
Article 5 to meet 2013 and 2015 compliance obligations in respect of Articles 2F and 2H of the 
Protocol;  

(d) Rules and guidelines agreed upon by the Executive Committee at all meetings, up to 
and including its sixty-second meeting, for determining eligibility for the funding of investment 
projects, non-investment projects, including institutional strengthening, measures to combat illegal 
trade and sectoral or national phase-out plans, including hydrochlorofluorocarbon phase-out 
management plans, measures to manage banks of ozone-depleting substances and ozone-depleting 
substance destruction projects;  

(e) The impact that the international market, ozone-depleting substance control measures 
and country phase-out activities are likely to have on the supply of and demand for ozone-depleting 
substances, the corresponding effects on the price of ozone-depleting substances and the resulting 
incremental costs of investment projects during the period under review; 

3. That, in preparing the report referred to above, the Panel should consult widely all 
relevant persons and institutions and other relevant sources of information deemed useful; 
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4. That the Panel shall strive to complete the report referred to above in time to enable it 
to be distributed to all parties two months before the thirty-first meeting of the Open-ended Working 
Group; 

5. That the Panel should provide indicative figures for the periods 2015–2017 and  
2018–2020 to support a stable and sufficient level of funding, on the understanding that those figures 
will be updated in subsequent replenishment studies; 

XXII/4: Essential-use nominations for controlled substances for 2011  
Noting with appreciation the work done by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel 

and its Medical Technical Options Committee, 

Mindful that, according to decision IV/25, the use of chlorofluorocarbons for metered-dose 
inhalers does not qualify as an essential use if technically and economically feasible alternatives or 
substitutes are available that are acceptable from the standpoint of environment and health, 

Noting the Panel’s conclusion that technically satisfactory alternatives to chlorofluorocarbon-
based metered-dose inhalers are available for some therapeutic formulations for treating asthma and 
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, 

Taking into account the Panel’s analysis and recommendations for essential-use exemptions 
for controlled substances for the manufacture of metered-dose inhalers used for asthma and chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease, 

Noting that the Medical Technical Options Committee continued to have difficulty assessing 
some nominations submitted by parties in accordance with the criteria of decision IV/25 and 
subsequent relevant decisions owing to a lack of certain information, 

Noting also that, notwithstanding the insufficient information referred to in the preceding 
paragraph, the Medical Technical Options Committee gave due consideration to the health and safety 
of patients with regard to the amounts recommended, 

Welcoming the continued progress in several parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 
in reducing their reliance on chlorofluorocarbon-based metered-dose inhalers as alternatives are 
developed, receive regulatory approval and are marketed for sale, 

Welcoming the announcements by India and the Islamic Republic of Iran that they will not 
require pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons under essential-use nominations for 2011 or beyond 
for the manufacture of metered-dose inhalers, and acknowledging their efforts in their phase-out of 
chlorofluorocarbons in metered-dose inhalers,  

Acknowledging Bangladesh’s efforts in its phase-out of chlorofluorocarbons in metered-dose 
inhalers, and taking into account the economic difficulties faced by that party, 

Welcoming the announcement by Bangladesh that it will not, in the future, submit essential-use 
nominations for the use of chlorofluorocarbons in salbutamol, beclomethasone or levosalbutamol 
metered-dose inhalers, 

1. To authorize the levels of production and consumption for 2011 necessary to satisfy 
essential uses of chlorofluorocarbons for metered-dose inhalers for asthma and chronic obstructive 
pulmonary disease as specified in the annex to the present decision;  

2. To request nominating parties to supply to the Medical Technical Options Committee 
information to enable assessment of essential-use nominations in accordance with the criteria set out in 
decision IV/25 and subsequent relevant decisions as set out in the handbook on essential-use 
nominations; 

3. To encourage parties with essential-use exemptions in 2011 to consider sourcing 
required pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons initially from stockpiles where they are available 
and accessible; 

4. To encourage parties with stockpiles of pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons 
potentially available for export to parties with essential-use exemptions in 2011 to notify the Ozone 
Secretariat of such quantities and of a contact point by 31 December 2010; 

5. To request the Secretariat to post on its website details of the potentially available 
stocks referred to in the preceding paragraph; 
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6. That the parties listed in the annex to the present decision shall have full flexibility in 
sourcing the quantity of pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons to the extent required for 
manufacturing metered-dose inhalers, as authorized in paragraph 1 above, from imports, from 
domestic producers or from existing stockpiles; 

7. To approve the authorization given to the Dominican Republic by the Secretariat, in 
consultation with the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, of the emergency essential use of 
1.832 metric tonnes of CFC-113 as a diluter for silicon grease during the manufacture of medical 
devices, to cover the period 2010–2011; 

Annex to decision XXII/4 
Essential-use authorizations for 2011 of chlorofluorocarbons for metered-dose inhalers (in 
metric tonnes) 

Party 2011 
Argentina 107.2 
Bangladesh 57.0 
China 741.15 
Pakistan 39.6 
Russian Federation 212.0 

XXII/5: Essential-use exemption for chlorofluorocarbon 113 for 
aerospace applications in the Russian Federation 

Noting the evaluation and recommendation of the Technology and Economic Assessment 
Panel and its Chemicals Technical Options Committee in respect of the essential-use nomination for 
chlorofluorocarbon 113 (CFC-113) for aerospace applications in the Russian Federation, 

Noting also that the Russian Federation has continued to explore the possibility of importing 
CFC-113 to meet its aerospace industry needs from available global stocks, 

Noting further that the Russian Federation has been successful in reducing its use and 
emissions of CFC-113 in line with a timetable of technical transformation developed in collaboration 
with the Chemicals Technical Options Committee, 

Noting, however, that the Chemicals Technical Options Committee has recommended greater 
efforts to introduce appropriate alternatives, 

1.  To authorize an essential-use exemption for the production and consumption in 2011 
of 100 metric tonnes of CFC-113 in the Russian Federation for chlorofluorocarbons in its aerospace 
industry; 

2.  To request the Russian Federation to continue to explore further the possibility of 
importing CFC-113 for its aerospace industry needs from available global stocks; 

3. To urge the Russian Federation to continue its efforts on the introduction of alternative 
solvents and the adoption of newly designed equipment to complete the phase-out of CFC-113 
according to an accelerated time schedule; 

XXII/6: Critical-use exemptions for methyl bromide for 2011 
and 2012 

Noting with appreciation the work by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its 
Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee, 

Recognizing the significant reductions made in critical-use nominations for methyl bromide in 
many parties, 

Recalling paragraph 10 of decision XVII/9, 

Recalling also that all parties that have nominated critical-use exemptions are to report data on 
stocks using the accounting framework agreed on by the Sixteenth Meeting of the Parties, 

Recognizing that the production and consumption of methyl bromide for critical uses should be 
permitted only if methyl bromide is not available in sufficient quantity and quality from existing 
stocks of banked or recycled methyl bromide, 
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Recognizing also that parties operating under a critical-use exemption should take into account 
the extent to which methyl bromide is available in sufficient quantity and quality from existing stocks 
of banked or recycled methyl bromide in licensing, permitting or authorizing the production and 
consumption of methyl bromide for critical uses, 

Stressing that parties should reduce their stocks of methyl bromide retained for employment in 
critical-use exemptions to a minimum in as short a time period as possible, 

1.  To permit, for the agreed critical-use categories for 2011 set forth in table A of the 
annex to the present decision for each party, subject to the conditions set forth in the present decision 
and decision Ex.I/4 to the extent that those conditions are applicable, the levels of production and 
consumption for 2011 set forth in table B of the annex to the present decision which are necessary to 
satisfy critical uses, in addition to the amounts permitted in decision XX1/11; 

2.  To permit, for the agreed critical-use categories for 2012 set forth in table C of the 
annex to the present decision for each party, subject to the conditions set forth in the present decision 
and in decision Ex.I/4 to the extent that those conditions are applicable, the levels of production and 
consumption for 2012 set forth in table D of the annex to the present decision which are necessary to 
satisfy critical uses, with the understanding that additional levels of production and consumption and 
categories of uses may be approved by the Meeting of the Parties in accordance with decision IX/6; 

3. That parties shall endeavour to license, permit, authorize or allocate quantities of 
methyl bromide for critical uses as listed in tables A and C of the annex to the present decision; 

4. To recognize the continued contribution of the Methyl Bromide Technical Options 
Committee’s expertise and to agree that, in accordance with section 4.1 of the terms of reference of the 
Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, the Committee should ensure that it develops its 
recommendations in a consensus process that includes full discussion among all available Committee 
members and should ensure that members with relevant expertise are involved in developing its 
recommendations; 

5.  That each party that has an agreed critical-use exemption shall renew its commitment 
to ensuring that the criteria in paragraph 1 of decision IX/6, in particular the criterion laid down in 
paragraph 1 (b) (ii) of decision IX/6, are applied in licensing, permitting or authorizing critical uses of 
methyl bromide, with each party requested to report on the implementation of the present provision to 
the Ozone Secretariat by 1 February for the years to which the present decision applies; 

6.  To urge parties operating under a critical-use exemption to put in place an effective 
system to discourage the accumulation of methyl bromide produced under the exemption; 

Annex to decision XXII/6 
Table A 
Agreed critical-use categories for 2011 (metric tonnes) 

Australia Strawberry runners (5.950) 
Canada Pasta (2.084) 

Israel 

Broomrape – protected (12.500), cucumbers (12.500), cut flowers 
and bulbs – protected (52.330), cut flowers – open field (23.292), 
melons – protected and open field (35.000), strawberry fruit – 
Sharon and Gaza (41.875), strawberry runners – Sharon and Gaza 
(27.000), sweet potatoes (20.000) 

 
Table B 
Permitted levels of production and consumption for 2011 (metric tonnes) 

Australia 5.950 
Canada 2.084 
Israel 224.497 
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Table C 
Agreed critical-use categories for 2012 (metric tonnes) 

Australia Strawberry runners (29.760), rice (3.653) 
Canada Mills (11.020), strawberry runners (Prince Edward Island) (5.261) 
Japan Chestnuts (3.489), cucumbers (26.162), ginger – field (42.235), 

ginger – protected (6.558), melons (67.936), peppers – green and hot 
(61.154), watermelons (12.075) 

United States of America  Commodities (2.419), National Pest Management Association 
food-processing structures (0.200), mills and processors (74.510), 
dried cured pork (3.730), cucurbits (59.500), eggplant – field 
(6.904), forest nursery seedlings (34.230), nursery stock – fruit, nuts, 
flowers (1.591), orchard replants (18.324), ornamentals (48.164), 
peppers – field (28.366), strawberry – field (678.004), strawberry 
runners (3.752), tomatoes – field (54.423), sweet potato slips (8.709) 

 
Table D 
Permitted levels of production and consumption for 2012 (metric tonnes) 

Australia 33.413 
Canada 16.281 
Japan 219.609 
United States of America 922.826* 

[* Minus available stocks.] 

XXII/7: Global laboratory and analytical use exemption 
 Recalling paragraph 7 of decision XXI/6, which allows parties operating under paragraph 1 of 

Article 5 until 31 December 2010 to deviate from the existing laboratory and analytical use bans in 
individual cases, where a party considers that this is justified, and asks parties to revisit the issue at the 
Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties, 

Considering that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel did not 
provide all information requested by decision XXI/6 in time for the Twenty-Second Meeting of the 
Parties and that the parties were therefore unable to evaluate the situation in respect of laboratory and 
analytical uses by parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol, 

 Noting that some parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 continue to have difficulty 
adopting alternatives for those laboratory and analytical uses already banned under the global 
exemption and need more time for information collection and related policy framework development, 

1. To allow parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 until 31 December 2011 to 
deviate from the existing laboratory and analytical use bans in individual cases, where a party 
considers that this is justified, and to ask parties to revisit the issue at the Twenty-Third Meeting of the 
Parties; 

2. To request parties to continue to investigate domestically the possibility of replacing 
ozone-depleting substances in those laboratory and analytical uses listed in the reports of the 
Technology and Economic Assessment Panel prepared in accordance with decisions XVII/10 and 
XIX/18 and to report progress to the Ozone Secretariat by 30 April 2011; 

XXII/8: Uses of controlled substances as process agents 
The Meeting of the Parties, 

Noting with appreciation the 2009 and 2010 progress reports of the Technology and Economic 
Assessment Panel on process agents, 

Noting that table A in decision X/14 on process-agent uses has been updated by 
decisions XV/6, XVII/7 and XIX/15, 
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Noting also that the Panel’s 2010 progress report indicates that several parties not operating 
under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol included in table B of decision X/14 have 
reported that they no longer use any controlled substances as process agents, and that three 
process-agent uses have been discontinued in the European Union,  

Recalling that the Panel’s 2009 progress report on process agents indicated that Israel had 
reported the use of controlled substances for a process-agent application included in table A of 
decision X/14, 

Recalling also that, according to decision X/14, quantities of controlled substances produced 
or imported by parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for use as process agents in plants and 
installations in operation before 1 January 1999 should not be taken into account in the calculation of 
production and consumption from 1 January 2002 onwards, provided that emissions of those 
substances have been reduced to levels agreed by the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund 
for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol to be reasonably achievable in a cost-effective 
manner without undue abandonment of infrastructure, 

Recognizing that, in the light of the phase-out dates of 1 January 2010 applicable to 
chlorofluorocarbons and carbon tetrachloride under the Montreal Protocol, the Executive Committee is 
unlikely to agree on any further emission levels for the use of such substances as process agents in 
parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 beyond 2010,  

Recognizing also the substantial progress undertaken by parties operating under paragraph 1 of 
Article 5 in reducing the use and emissions of controlled substances used as process agents, 

Aware that the use and emissions of controlled substances used as process agents will continue 
beyond 2010 in only two parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5,  

Agreeing that both parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 and those not so operating 
that report process agent uses should now be listed in table B of decision X/14 and that those of the 
latter parties not using controlled substances as process agents should be removed from that table,        

Noting that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and the Executive Committee of 
the Multilateral Fund will provide a joint report to the Open-ended Working Group at its thirty-first 
meeting, in 2011, on further efforts to reduce uses of process agents, 

1. That quantities of controlled substances produced or imported by parties operating 
under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for use as process agents in plants and installations in operation before 
1 January 1999 should not be taken into account in the calculation of production and consumption 
from 1 January 2011 onwards, provided that emissions of those substances are within the levels 
defined in the updated table B of decision X/14 included in the annex to the present decision; 

2. To update tables A and B of decision X/14 as set out in the annex to the present 
decision; 

3. To request each party to report to the Ozone Secretariat, by 15 March 2011, if possible, 
or 1 July 2011 at the latest, the specific applications for which it uses controlled substances as process 
agents and to continue to report such information in the context of the annual reports required by 
decision X/14; 

4. To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel to include, in its 2011 
progress report, a table listing process agent uses by individual parties; 

5. To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, beyond the reporting and 
assessment in respect of process agent uses requested for 2011, to review in 2013, and every second 
year thereafter, progress made in reducing process agent uses and to make any additional 
recommendations to parties on further actions to reduce uses and emissions of process agents; 

6. That, once all process agent projects approved by the Executive Committee are 
completed, reporting by the Executive Committee to the parties as requested in decision XVII/6 will 
no longer be required; 
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Annex to decision XXII/8 
Table A: List of uses of controlled substances as process agents 

  
No. Process agent application Substance 
1 Elimination of NCl3 in chlor-alkali production CTC 
2 Chlorine recovery by tail gas absorption in chlor-alkali production CTC 
3 Production of chlorinated rubber  CTC 
4 Production of endosulfan  CTC 
5 Production of chlorosulfonated polyolefin (CSM) CTC 
6 Production of aramid polymer (PPTA) CTC 
7 Production of synthetic fibre sheet CFC-11 
8 Production of chlorinated paraffin CTC 
9 Photochemical synthesis of perfluoropolyetherpolyperoxide precursors of 

Z-perfluoropolyethers and difunctional derivatives 
CFC-12 

10 Preparation of perfluoropolyether diols with high functionality CFC-113 
11 Production of cyclodime CTC 
12 Production of chlorinated polypropene CTC 
13 Production of chlorinated ethylene vinyl acetate (CEVA) CTC 
14 Production of methyl isocyanate derivatives CTC 
15 Production of 3-phenoxybenzaldehyde CTC 
16 Production of 2-chloro-5-methylpyridine CTC 
17 Production of imidacloprid CTC 
18 Production of buprofenzin CTC 
19 Production of oxadiazon CTC 
20 Production of chloradized N-methylaniline CTC 
21 Production of 1,3-dichlorobenzothiazole CTC 
22 Bromination of a styrenic polymer BCM  
23 Synthesis of 2,4-D (2,4- dichlorophenoxyacetic acid) CTC 
24 Synthesis of di-(2-ethylhexyl) peroxydicarbonate (DEHPC) CTC 
25 Production of high modulus polyethylene fibre CFC-113 
26 Production of vinyl chloride monomer CTC 
27 Production of sultamicillin BCM 
28 Production of prallethrin (pesticide) CTC 
29 Production of o-nitrobenzaldehyde (for dyes) CTC 
30 Production of 3-methyl-2-thiophenecarboxaldehyde CTC 
31 Production of 2-thiophenecarboxaldehyde CTC 
32 Production of 2-thiophene ethanol CTC 
33 Production of 3,5-dinitrobenzoyl chloride (3,5-DNBC) CTC 
34 Production of 1,2-benzisothiazol-3-ketone CTC 
35 Production of m-nitrobenzaldehyde CTC 
36 Production of tichlopidine CTC 
37 Production of p-nitro benzyl alcohol CTC 
38 Production of tolclofos methyl CTC 
39 Production of polyvinylidene fluoride (PVdF) CTC 
40 Production of tetrafluorobenzoylethyl acetate CTC 
41 Production of 4-bromophenol CTC 

 
Table B: Limits for process-agent uses (all figures are in metric tonnes per year)  

 
Party Make-up or consumption Maximum emissions 
European Union 1 083 17 
United States of America 2 300 181 
Russian Federation  800 17 
Switzerland 5 0.4 
Israel 3.5 0 
Brazil 2.21 2.21 

China 1 103 1 103 
Total 5 296.71 1 320.61 

 
In accordance with decision 54/36 of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund, the 

annual make-up or consumption and maximum emissions for Brazil will be 2.2 metric tonnes up to 
and including 2013 and zero thereafter. 
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XXII/9: Hydrochlorofluorocarbons preblended in polyols 
Taking into account the importance of the phase-out of hydrochlorofluorocarbons in the 

polyurethane foams sector for compliance with the adjusted phase-out schedule for 
hydrochlorofluorocarbons in accordance with decision XIX/6, 

Acknowledging with appreciation the efforts by India to bring the issue of 
hydrochlorofluorocarbons in preblended polyols to the attention of the parties, 

Recognizing the fruitful discussions by the parties on the issue at the thirtieth meeting of the 
Open-ended Working Group, 

1.  To note with appreciation the cooperative manner in which the members of the 
Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund addressed this issue at the Committee’s sixty-first 
meeting through decision 61/47, by agreeing on a framework on eligible incremental costs for parties 
operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol in their transition from the use of 
hydrochlorofluorocarbons in preblended polyols; 

2. To affirm that the issue of the use of hydrochlorofluorocarbons in preblended polyols 
has been addressed to the satisfaction of the parties; 

XXII/10: Destruction technologies with regard to ozone-depleting 
substances 

 Recalling the work of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its associated task 
forces in assessing existing and emerging destruction technologies and in making recommendations 
for technologies to be added to the list of approved destruction technologies, as last requested in 
decision XVI/15, 

 Noting with appreciation the organization and content of the seminar on the environmentally 
sound management of banks of ozone-depleting substances held pursuant to decision XXI/2, 

 Acknowledging that one of the significant themes of the seminar was the need to ensure the 
appropriate destruction of ozone-depleting substances recovered from products and equipment at the 
end of their lives and that criteria for the verification of destruction of ozone-depleting substances 
would contribute to increased confidence in destruction capabilities in a number of regions of the 
world, including in parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol, 

 Noting that paragraph 6 of decision XV/9 already includes in Annex II of the report of the 
Fifteenth Meeting of the Parties a useful code of good housekeeping on the appropriate handling, 
transportation, monitoring, measurement and control of ozone-depleting substances in destruction 
facilities that acts as a basis for local management but does not provide a framework that can be used 
for comprehensive verification, 

 Recalling decision XV/9 on the approval of destruction technologies and annex II to the report 
of the Fifteenth Meeting of the Parties,1 which lists approved destruction processes by source and 
destruction method, 

 Recalling also that, by paragraph (c) of decision VII/5 and paragraph 7 of decision XI/13, 
parties are urged to adopt recovery and recycling technologies for quarantine and pre-shipment uses of 
methyl bromide, to the extent technically and economically feasible, until alternatives are available, 

 Recalling further that, by paragraph 6 of decision XX/6, the Technology and Economic 
Assessment Panel is requested, in its report on opportunities for reductions in methyl bromide use or 
emissions for quarantine and pre-shipment purposes, to provide to the Meeting of the Parties a list of 
available methyl bromide recapture technologies for consideration by the parties, 

 Noting that the Panel was able to provide a list of examples of commercial recapture units in 
operation in several countries in its report to the Twenty-First Meeting of the Parties, 

 Noting also that the Panel has reported on a number of emerging technologies for the 
destruction of ozone-depleting substances that complement those reported on previously, 

 1. To request the Panel and the relevant technical options committees, in consultation 
with other relevant experts, for consideration at the thirty-first meeting of the Open-ended Working 
Group and with a view to possible inclusion in the Montreal Protocol handbook: 

                                                            
1  UNEP/OzL.Pro.15/9.  
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(a) To evaluate and recommend the appropriate destruction and removal efficiency for 
methyl bromide and to update the destruction and removal efficiency for any other substance already 
listed in annex II to the report of the Fifteenth Meeting of the Parties; 

(b) To review the list of destruction technologies adopted by parties, taking into account 
emerging technologies identified in its 2010 progress report and any other developments in this sector, 
and to provide an evaluation of their performance and commercial and technical availability;  

(c) To develop criteria that should be used to verify the destruction of ozone-depleting 
substances at facilities that use approved ozone-depleting-substance destruction technologies, taking 
into account the recommended destruction and removal efficiencies for the relevant substance; 

 2. To invite submissions to the Ozone Secretariat by 1 February 2011 of data relevant to 
the tasks set out in paragraph 1 above; 

XXII/11: Progress by the International Civil Aviation Organization 
in the transition from the use of halon 

Recognizing with appreciation that the International Civil Aviation Organization General 
Assembly adopted resolution A37-9, on halon replacement, at its thirty-seventh session;  

Acknowledging that resolution A37-9 states that there is an urgent need to continue developing 
and implementing halon alternatives for civil aviation; to intensify development of acceptable halon 
alternatives for fire-extinguishing systems in cargo compartments and engine/auxiliary power units; 
and to continue work to improve halon alternatives for hand-held fire extinguishers and directs the 
International Civil Aviation Organization Council to establish a mandate for the replacement of halon: 

(a) In lavatory fire-extinguishing systems used in aircraft produced after a specified date in 
the 2011 time frame; 

(b) In hand-held fire extinguishers used in aircraft produced after a specified date in the 
2016 time frame;  

(c) In engine and auxiliary power unit fire-extinguishing systems used in aircraft for which 
applications for type certification will be submitted after a specified date in the 2014 time frame, 

Recalling that decision XXI/7 expresses the parties’ continued support for the implementation 
of mandatory dates by which halon alternatives will be used in agreed applications for newly designed 
aircraft and requests that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and the Halons Technical 
Options Committee to continue to engage the International Civil Aviation Organization on this issue 
and report on progress at the Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol, 

1. To request the Secretariat to convey to the International Civil Aviation Organization 
secretariat the parties’ appreciation for the continued work of its General Assembly and the adoption 
of resolution A37/9;  

2. To express the parties’ continued support for the implementation of mandatory dates 
by which halon alternatives will be used in previously agreed-on applications in newly designed or 
newly produced aircraft consistent with resolution A37/9; 

3. To request that the Secretariat ask the International Civil Aviation Organization 
secretariat to send halon reserves data reported to International Civil Aviation Organization to the 
Secretariat annually; 

4. To request that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and the Halons 
Technical Options Committee continue to engage with the International Civil Aviation Organization 
on further uses of halon on aircraft and report on progress at the Twenty-Third Meeting of the Parties; 

XXII/12: Situation of Haiti 
Noting with appreciation the efforts and commitment made by the Government of Haiti to 

sustain compliance with the Montreal Protocol, 

Recognizing the extraordinary difficulties now faced by Haiti as a result of the devastating 
7.2 magnitude earthquake that occurred on 12 January 2010, which has had adverse effects on the 
economic and social welfare of the people of Haiti, 

Understanding Haiti’s commitment to meeting its obligations in respect of phasing out 
ozone-depleting substances under the Montreal Protocol and its amendments,  
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1. To encourage all parties to assist Haiti by controlling the export of ozone-depleting 
substances and technologies dependent on ozone-depleting substances to Haiti through the control of 
trade in accordance with decision X/9 and other relevant decisions; 

2. To request the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation 
of the Montreal Protocol, when considering project proposals for Haiti, to take into account the special 
situation of Haiti and the special difficulties that it may pose in respect of the phase-out of 
ozone-depleting substances, including in particular the accelerated phase-out of 
hydrochlorofluorocarbons, in accordance with the requirements of the Montreal Protocol; 

3. To  request the implementing agencies to consider providing appropriate assistance to 
Haiti in the areas of institutional strengthening, capacity-building, data collection and monitoring and 
control of trade in ozone-depleting substances; 

4. Also to request the implementing agencies to consider providing appropriate assistance 
for the development of a strategy to achieve the reorganization of Haiti’s national ozone unit and in the 
continuation of its efforts to report to the Ozone Secretariat data on consumption of ozone-depleting 
substances in accordance with the requirements of the Montreal Protocol; 

5. That recommendations made by the Implementation Committee under the 
Non-Compliance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol are to be considered in the light of the 
difficulties faced by Haiti as a result of the earthquake; 

XXII/13: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by Singapore  
1. To note that Singapore reported the export of 32 metric tonnes of methyl bromide in 

2008 to a State classified as operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol that is also a State 
not party to the Copenhagen Amendment to the Montreal Protocol, which places the party in 
non-compliance with the restriction on trade with non-parties to the Protocol; 

2. To urge Singapore to refrain from engaging in trade in methyl bromide with States not 
party to the Copenhagen Amendment; 

3. To monitor closely the party’s progress with regard to the implementation of its 
obligations under the Montreal Protocol; 

XXII/14: Data and information provided by the parties in 
accordance with Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol 

Noting with appreciation that 196 parties of the 196 that should have reported data for 2009 
have done so and that 68 of those parties reported their data by 30 June 2010 in accordance with 
decision XV/15, 

Noting further that reporting by 30 June each year greatly facilitates the work of the Executive 
Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol in assisting 
parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol to comply with the Protocol’s control 
measures, 

 To encourage parties to continue to report consumption and production data as soon as 
figures are available, and preferably by 30 June each year, as agreed in decision XV/15; 

XXII/15: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by Saudi 
Arabia 

Noting that Saudi Arabia ratified the Montreal Protocol and the London and Copenhagen 
Amendments on 1 March 1993 and is classified as a party operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of 
the Protocol, 

Noting also that the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of 
the Montreal Protocol has approved 2,749,975 United States dollars from the Multilateral Fund to 
enable Saudi Arabia’s compliance in accordance with Article 10 of the Protocol, and that Saudi Arabia 
had its country programme approved by the Executive Committee in November 2007,   

Noting further that Saudi Arabia reported annual consumption for the controlled substances 
listed in Annex A, group I (chlorofluorocarbons), of 657.8 ODP-tonnes for 2007 and of 
365 ODP-tonnes for 2008, which exceeds the party’s maximum allowable consumption of 
269.8 ODP-tonnes for those controlled substances for those two years, and that the party was therefore 
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in non-compliance with the control measures for chlorofluorocarbons under the Protocol for 2007 and 
2008, 

Noting, however, that Saudi Arabia reported consumption of Annex A, group I, substances 
(chlorofluorocarbons) of 190 ODP-tonnes for 2009, which places the party in compliance with the 
chlorofluorocarbon control measures for that year, 

1. To note with appreciation Saudi Arabia’s submission of a plan of action to ensure its 
prompt return to compliance with the Protocol’s chlorofluorocarbon control measures, under which, 
without prejudice to the operation of the financial mechanism of the Protocol, Saudi Arabia 
specifically commits itself: 

(a) To reducing chlorofluorocarbon consumption to no greater than zero ODP-tonnes in 
2010, save for essential uses that may be authorized by the parties; 

(b) To monitoring its system for licensing the import and export of ozone-depleting 
substances; 

2. To urge Saudi Arabia to work with the relevant implementing agencies to implement its 
plan of action to phase out the consumption of chlorofluorocarbons;  

3. To monitor closely the progress of Saudi Arabia with regard to the implementation of its 
plan of action and the phase-out of chlorofluorocarbons. To the degree that the party is working 
towards and meeting the specific Protocol control measures, it should continue to be treated in the 
same manner as a party in good standing. In that regard, Saudi Arabia should continue to receive 
international assistance to enable it to meet those commitments in accordance with item A of the 
indicative list of measures that may be taken by the Meeting of the Parties in respect of 
non-compliance;  

4. To caution Saudi Arabia, in accordance with item B of the indicative list of measures 
that may be taken by the Meeting of the Parties in respect of non-compliance, that, in the event that it 
fails to return to compliance, the parties will consider measures consistent with item C of the 
indicative list of measures. Those measures may include the possibility of actions available under 
Article 4, such as ensuring that the supply of chlorofluorocarbons that are the subject of 
non-compliance is ceased so that exporting parties are not contributing to a continuing situation of 
non-compliance; 

XXII/16: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by the 
Republic of Korea  

1. To note that the Republic of Korea reported the export of 37 metric tonnes of 
hydrochlorofluorocarbons in 2008 and 18.2 metric tonnes of hydrochlorofluorocarbons in 2009 to a 
State classified as not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol that is also a 
State not party to the Copenhagen Amendment to the Protocol, which places the party in 
non-compliance with the trade restriction against non-parties to the Protocol; 

2. To note, however, that the party has taken measures not to export 
hydrochlorofluorocarbons to any State not party to the Copenhagen and Beijing Amendments to the 
Montreal Protocol in 2010 and in subsequent years except to parties operating under paragraph 1 of 
Article 5 of the Protocol; 

3. That no further action is necessary in view of the undertaking by the Republic of Korea 
not to authorize any further exports of hydrochlorofluorocarbons to any non-party to the relevant 
amendments to the Montreal Protocol except to parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the 
Protocol; 

4. To monitor closely the party’s progress with regard to the implementation of its 
obligations under the Montreal Protocol; 

XXII/17: Ratification of the Copenhagen, Montreal and Beijing 
amendments to the Montreal Protocol by Kazakhstan 

1. To note with concern that Kazakhstan is the only party not operating under paragraph 1 
of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol that has not ratified the Copenhagen Amendment to the Protocol; 

2. Mindful that this situation prevents Kazakhstan from trading in ozone-depleting 
substances, and particularly in hydrochlorofluorocarbons, with parties to the Protocol; 
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3. To urge Kazakhstan to ratify, approve or accede to all amendments to the Montreal 
Protocol so that it can trade in all ozone-depleting substances with parties to those amendments; 

XXII/18: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by Vanuatu 
Noting that Vanuatu ratified the Montreal Protocol and the London and Copenhagen 

Amendments on 21 November 1994 and is classified as a party operating under paragraph 1 of Article 
5 of the Protocol, 

Noting also that the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of 
the Montreal Protocol has approved 120,520 United States dollars from the Multilateral Fund and 
additional assistance through projects approved for the Pacific Island countries, of which Vanuatu is 
an integral part, to enable Vanuatu’s compliance in accordance with Article 10 of the Protocol, and 
that Vanuatu had its country programme approved by the Executive Committee in March 2002,  

Noting further that Vanuatu reported annual consumption of the controlled substances listed in 
Annex A, group I (chlorofluorocarbons), of 0.3 ODP-tonnes for 2007 and 0.7 ODP-tonnes for 2008, 
which exceeded the party’s maximum allowable consumption of zero ODP-tonnes for those controlled 
substances for those years, and that the party is therefore in non-compliance with the control measures 
for those substances under the Protocol for those years, 

1. To note with appreciation Vanuatu’s submission of a plan of action to ensure its prompt 
return to compliance with the Protocol’s chlorofluorocarbon control measures under which, without 
prejudice to the operation of the financial mechanism of the Protocol, Vanuatu specifically commits 
itself: 

(a) To reducing its consumption of chlorofluorocarbons to no greater than zero ODP-tonnes 
in 2010, save for essential uses that may be authorized by the parties; 

(b) To monitoring its import licensing system for ozone-depleting substances; 

2. To urge Vanuatu to work with the relevant implementing agencies to implement its plan 
of action to phase out consumption of chlorofluorocarbons;  

3. To monitor closely the progress of Vanuatu with regard to the implementation of its plan 
of action and the phase-out of chlorofluorocarbons. To the degree that the party is working towards 
and meeting the specific Protocol control measures, it should continue to be treated in the same 
manner as a party in good standing. In that regard, Vanuatu should continue to receive international 
assistance to enable it to meet those commitments in accordance with item A of the indicative list of 
measures that may be taken by the Meeting of the Parties in respect of non-compliance;  

4. To caution Vanuatu, in accordance with item B of the indicative list of measures that 
may be taken by the Meeting of the Parties in respect of non-compliance, that, in the event that 
Vanuatu fails to return to compliance, the parties will consider measures consistent with item C of the 
indicative list of measures. Those measures may include the possibility of actions available under 
Article 4, such as ensuring that the supply of chlorofluorocarbons that are the subject of 
non-compliance is ceased so that exporting parties are not contributing to a continuing situation of 
non-compliance; 

XXII/19: Status of establishment of licensing systems under Article 
4B of the Montreal Protocol 

 Noting that paragraph 3 of Article 4B of the Montreal Protocol requires each party, within 
three months of the date of introducing its system for licensing the import and export of new, used, 
recycled and reclaimed controlled substances in Annexes A, B, C and E of the Protocol, to report to 
the Secretariat on the establishment and operation of that system, 

 Noting with appreciation that 176 of the 181 parties to the Montreal Amendment to the 
Protocol have established import and export licensing systems for ozone-depleting substances as 
required under the terms of the amendment,  

 Noting also with appreciation that 12 parties to the Protocol that have not yet ratified the 
Montreal Amendment have also established import and export licensing systems for ozone-depleting 
substances,  

 Recognizing that licensing systems provide for the monitoring of imports and exports of 
ozone-depleting substances, prevent illegal trade and enable data collection,  
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1. To urge Brunei Darussalam, Ethiopia, Lesotho, San Marino and Timor-Leste, which 
are the remaining parties to the Montreal Amendment to the Protocol that have not yet established 
import and export licensing systems for ozone-depleting substances, to do so and to report to the 
Secretariat by 31 May 2011 in time for the Implementation Committee and the Twenty-Third Meeting 
of the Parties, in 2011, to review their compliance situation;  

2. To encourage Angola, Botswana and Vanuatu, which are the remaining parties to the 
Protocol that have neither ratified the Montreal Amendment nor established import and export 
licensing systems for ozone-depleting substances, to do so;  

3. To urge all parties that already operate licensing systems for ozone-depleting 
substances to ensure that they are structured in accordance with Article 4B of the Protocol and that 
they are implemented and enforced effectively;  

4. To review periodically the status of the establishment of import and export licensing 
systems for ozone-depleting substances by all parties to the Protocol, as called for in Article 4B of the 
Protocol; 

XXII/20: Treatment of stockpiled ozone-depleting substances  
Recalling that in decision XVIII/17 the Secretariat was requested to maintain a consolidated 

record of the cases in which parties had explained that their excess production and consumption of 
ozone-depleting substances in a given year were a consequence of the production or import of 
ozone-depleting substances in that year that were stockpiled for some specified purposes in a future 
year, 

Recalling also that the Secretariat was also requested to incorporate that record in the 
documentation prepared for each meeting of the Implementation Committee, for information purposes 
only, as well as in the Secretariat’s report on data submitted by the Parties in accordance with Article 7 
of the Protocol, 

Noting that the Secretariat has reported 29 cases since 1999 involving 12 parties that have 
exceeded the allowed level of production or consumption of a particular ozone-depleting substance in 
a given year and explained that their excess production or consumption resulted from one of the 
scenarios mentioned above,  

1. To remind all parties to report all production of ozone-depleting substances, whether 
intended or unintended, to enable the calculation of their production and consumption according to 
Article 3 of the Protocol; 

2. To request parties, when reporting data under Article 7 of the Protocol, to identify any 
excess production and consumption that is a consequence of ozone-depleting substance production in 
the reporting year:  

(a) For domestic destruction or export for destruction in a future year; 

(b) For domestic feedstock use or export for that use in a future year; 

(c) For export to meet basic domestic needs of developing countries in a future year; 

3. That in any case mentioned in paragraph 2 no follow-up action from the 
Implementation Committee is deemed necessary if the party reports that it has the necessary measures 
in place to prohibit the use of the ozone-depleting substances for any other purpose than those 
designated in items (a)–(c) of paragraph 2 at the time of production; 

4. To request the Secretariat to continue to maintain a consolidated record of the cases 
covered by paragraph 2, to incorporate that record in the documentation prepared for each meeting of 
the Implementation Committee, and to include it in the Secretariat’s report on data submitted by the 
parties in accordance with Article 7 of the Protocol; 
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XXII/21:  Administrative and financial matters: Financial reports 
and budgets 

Recalling decision XX1/32 on financial matters, 

Taking note of the financial report on the Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol on Substances 
that Deplete the Ozone Layer for the biennium 2008-2009, ended 31 December 2009, 

Recognizing that voluntary contributions are an essential complement for the effective 
implementation of the Montreal Protocol, 

Welcoming the continued efficient management by the Secretariat of the finances of the 
Montreal Protocol Trust Fund, 

1. To approve the revised 2010 budget in the amount of 4,955,743 United States dollars 
and the 2011 budget in the amount of $4,835,740 and to take note of the proposed budget of 
$4,943,796 for 2012, as set out in annex I to the report of the Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties to 
the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer;2 

2. To authorize the Secretariat to draw down $558,807 in 2011 and to note the proposed 
drawdown of $666,863 in 2012; 

3. To approve, as a consequence of the drawdowns referred to in paragraph 2 above, total 
contributions to be paid by the parties of $4,276,933 for 2011 and to note the contributions of 
$4,276,933 for 2012, as set out in annex II to the report of the Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties; 

4. That the contributions of individual parties for 2011 shall be listed in annex II to the 
report of the Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties; 

5. To authorize the Secretariat to maintain the operating cash reserve at 15 per cent of the 
2011 budget to be used to meet the final expenditures under the Trust Fund;  

6. To urge all parties to pay both their outstanding contributions and their future 
contributions promptly and in full; 

XXII/22: Membership changes on the assessment panels 
1. To thank Mr. Jan C. van der Leun, who has served as Co-Chair of the Environmental 

Effects Assessment Panel since its inception, for his long and outstanding service on behalf of the 
Montreal Protocol; 

2. To endorse Mr. Nigel D. Paul as Co-Chair of the Environmental Effects Assessment 
Panel; 

3. To thank Mr. José Pons Pons for his long and outstanding service as Co-Chair of the 
Technology and Economic Assessment Panel;  

4. To endorse the selection of Ms. Marta Pizano as Co-Chair of the Technology and 
Economic Assessment Panel for a term of four years, subject to re-endorsement by the parties in 
accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Technology and Economic Assessment 
Panel; 

5. To thank Mr. Thomas Moorehouse for his long and outstanding service as a Senior 
Expert of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and as a member and Co-Chair of the 
Halon Technical Options Committee;  

6. To endorse the selection of Ms. Bella Maranion as a Senior Expert of the Technology 
and Economic Assessment Panel for a term of four years, subject to re-endorsement by the parties in 
accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Technology and Economic Assessment 
Panel; 

7. To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its technical option 
committees to draw up guidelines for the nomination of experts by the parties, in accordance with 
section 2.9 of the terms of reference of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, for 
presentation to the parties prior to the thirty-first meeting of the Open-Ended Working Group; 

8. To request that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel consider the need for 
balance and appropriate expertise when appointing members of the technical options committees, task 

                                                            
2  UNEP/OzL.Pro.22/9. 
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forces and other subsidiary groups in accordance with sections 2.1, 2.5 and 2.8 of the terms of 
reference of the Panel; 

XXII/23: Membership of the Implementation Committee  
1.  To note with appreciation the work done by the Implementation Committee under the 

Non-Compliance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol in 2010;  

2.  To confirm the positions of Egypt, Jordan, the Russian Federation, Saint Lucia and the 
United States of America  as members of the Committee for one further year and to select Algeria, 
Armenia, Germany, Nicaragua and Sri Lanka as members of the Committee for a two-year period 
beginning 1 January 2011; 

3.  To note the selection of Ms. Elisabeth Munzert (Germany) to serve as President and of 
Mr. Ghazi Al Odat (Jordan) to serve as Vice-President and Rapporteur of the Committee for one year 
beginning 1 January 2011; 

XXII/24: Membership of the Executive Committee of the 
Multilateral Fund  

1.  To note with appreciation the work done by the Executive Committee of the 
Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol with the assistance of the Fund 
secretariat in 2010;  

2.  To endorse the selection of Australia, Belgium, the Czech Republic, France, Japan, 
Switzerland and the United States of America as members of the Executive Committee representing 
parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol and the selection of Argentina, 
China, Cuba, Grenada, Kenya, Kuwait and Morocco as members representing parties operating under 
that paragraph, for one year beginning 1 January 2011;  

3.  To note the selection of Mr. Patrick John McInerney (Australia) to serve as Chair and 
Mr. Wuruz Wen (China) to serve as Vice-Chair of the Executive Committee for one year beginning 
1 January 2011; 

XXII/25: Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group of the 
Parties to the Montreal Protocol  

To endorse the selection of Mr. Ndiaye Cheikh Sylla (Senegal) and Ms. Gudi Alkemade 
(Netherlands) as Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol 
in 2011. 

XXII/26: Twenty-Third Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal 
Protocol 

To convene the Twenty-Third Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol in Bali, 
Indonesia, and to announce a firm date for the meeting as soon as possible.  
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Annex I 

Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer 

Approved 2010 and 2011 and proposed 2012 budgets (in United States dollars) 

    w/m 2010 w/m 2011 w/m 2012 

    
 Approved 

revision     

10 Project personnel component       
 1100 Project personnel       

  
1101 Executive Secretary (D-2) (shared 

with the Vienna Convention, 
(VC))1 

6  161 900 6  166 757 6  171 760 

  1102 Deputy Executive Secretary (D-1) 12  252 000 12  259 560 12  267 347 
  1103 Senior Legal Officer (P-5) 12  196 730 12  202 632 12  208 711 

  1104 Senior Scientific Affairs Officer 
(P-5) (shared with VC) 6  128 159 6  130 000 6  133 900 

  1105 Administrative Officer (P-5) (paid 
by UNEP) 12  —   —   —  

  1106 Database Manager (Information 
Systems and Technology (P-4)) 12  145 743 12  150 115 12  154 618 

  1107 
Programme Officer 
(Communication and Information 
(P-3)) (paid from VC) 

12   12   12   

  1108 Programme Officer (Monitoring 
and Compliance (P4)) 12  185 400 12  188 000 12  193 640 

 1199 Subtotal  1,069,932  1 097 064  1 129 976 
             
 1200 Consultants       

  
1201 Assistance in data-reporting, 

analysis and promotion of the 
implementation of the Protocol 

 40 000  40 000  40 000 

 1299 Subtotal  40,000  40 000  40 000 
 1300 Administrative support       

  1301 Administrative Assistant (G-7) 
(shared with VC) 6  21 250 6  21 250 6  21 888 

  1302 Administrative Assistant (G-6) 12  26 625 12  27 000 12  27 810 
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    w/m 2010 w/m 2011 w/m 2012 

    
 Approved 

revision     

  1303 Programme Assistant (G-6) (paid 
from VC) 12  —  12  —  12  —  

  1304 Programme Assistant (Data) (G-6) 
(shared with VC) 6  17 573 6  17 573 6  17,573 

  1305 Information Assistant (Research) 
(G-6) (shared with VC) 6  16 295 6  16 295 6  16,295 

  1306 
Information management 
(Assistant/Documentation Clerk) 
(G-6) 

12  27 560 12  27 560 12  27,560 

  1307 
Data Assistant (Computer 
Information Systems Assistant) 
(G-7) 

12  42 174 12  42 174 12  43,439 

  1308 Administrative Assistant - Fund 
(G-7) (paid by UNEP) 12  —  12  —  12  —  

  1309 Team Assistant/Logistics 
Assistant (G-4) (paid by UNEP) 12  —  12  —  12  —  

  1310 
Meetings services 
(Assistant/Bilingual Senior 
Secretary) (G-6) (paid from VC) 

12  —  12  —  12  —  

  1320 Temporary assistance 12  21 300  21 300  21,300 

  1321 Open-ended Working Group 
Meetings2  523 704  490 000  490,000 

  

1322 Preparatory and parties meetings 
(shared with VC every three 
years, applies to the Twenty-Third 
Meeting of the Parties to the 
Montreal Protocol and Ninth 
meeting of the Conference of the 
Parties to the Vienna Convention 
in 2011) 

 500 000  350 000  500,000 

  1323 Assessment panel meetings  100 000  75 000  75,000 
  1324 Bureau meeting  20 000  20 000  20,000 

  1325 Implementation Committee 
meetings  111 200  111 200  111,200 

  1326 MP informal consultation meetings  10 000  10 000  10,000 
 1399 Subtotal  1 437 681  1 229 352  1 382 065 
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    w/m 2010 w/m 2011 w/m 2012 

    
 Approved 

revision     

          
 1600 Travel on official business       
  1601 Staff travel on official business  210 000  210 000  210 000 

  1602 Conference services staff travel 
on official business  15 000  15 000  15 000 

 1699 Subtotal  225,000  225 000  225 000 
1999 Component total  2,772,613  2 591 416  2 777 041 
          
2000 Contracts3      70 000   
          
30 Meeting/participation component       
 3300 Support for participation       
  3301 Assessment panel meetings 4  500 000  500 000  500 000 

  3302 

Preparatory and party meetings 
(Montreal Protocol bears the cost 
of the participation of MP & VC 
representatives from article 5 
parties at the joint 23rd MOP and 
9th COP in 2011) 

 350 000 

 

350 000  350 000 

  3303 Open-ended Working Group 
meetings  300 000 

 
300 000  300 000 

  3304 Bureau meeting  20 000  20 000  20 000 

  3305 Implementation Committee 
meetings  125 000 

 
125 000  125 000 

  3306 Consultations in an informal 
meeting   10 000 

 
10 000  10 000 

 3399 Subtotal  1 305 000  1 305 000  1 305 000 
3999 Component total  1 305 000  1 305 000  1 305 000 
          
40 Equipment and premises component       
 4100 Expendable equipment (items under $1,500)      

  4101 Miscellaneous expendables 
(shared with VC)   22 000 

 
22 000   22 000 

 4199 Subtotal  22,000  22 000  22 000 
 4200 Non-expendable equipment       
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    w/m 2010 w/m 2011 w/m 2012 

    
 Approved 

revision     

  4201 Personal computers and 
accessories  10 000 

 
20 000  5 000 

  4202 Portable computers  5 000  5 000  15 000 

  4203 Other office equipment (server, 
fax, scanner, furniture, etc.)  20 000 

 
20 000  10 000 

  4204 Photocopiers   5 000  5 000  5 000 
 4299 Subtotal  40 000  50 000  35 000 
 4300 Premises        

  4301 Rental of office premises (shared 
with VC)   48 000 

 
48 000   48 000 

 4399 Subtotal  48 000  48 000  48 000 
4999 Component total  110 000  120 000  105 000 
50 Miscellaneous component       
 5100 Operation and maintenance of equipment       

  5101 Maintenance of equipment and 
others (shared with VC)   25 000  25 000  25 000 

 5199 Subtotal  25 000  25 000  25 000 
 5200 Reporting costs       

  5201 Reporting  45 000 
 

35 000  35 000 

  5202 Reporting (assessment panels)  10 000  10 000  10 000 
  5203 Reporting (Protocol awareness)  5 000  5 000  5 000 
 5299 Subtotal  60 000  50 000  50 000 
 5300 Sundry       
  5301 Communications  36 000  36 000  36 000 
  5302 Freight charges    35 000  35 000  35 000 
  5303 Training   12 000  12 000  12 000 

  5304 Others (International Ozone Day)  10 000 
 

10 000  10 000 

 5399 Subtotal  93 000  93 000  93 000 
 5400 Hospitality       
  5401 Hospitality  20 000  25 000  20 000 
 5499 Subtotal  20 000  25 000  20 000 
5999 Component total  198,000  193 000  188 000 
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    w/m 2010 w/m 2011 w/m 2012 

    
 Approved 

revision     

99 Total direct project cost  4 385 613  4 279 416  4 375 041 
 Programme support costs (13 per cent)  570 130  556 324  568 755 
 Grand total (inclusive of programme support costs) 4 955 743  4 835 740  4 943 796 

 Operating cash reserve exclusive of 
programme support costs     —   —   —  

 Total budget  4 955 743  4 835 740  4 943 796 
        
 Drawdown5  678 810  558 807  666 863 
 Contribution from the parties  4 276 933  4 276 933  4 276 933 

 
1 In the light of the unparalleled effectiveness of the Montreal Protocol, the parties express their strong desire to ensure continued      
leadership and consistency in the Ozone Secretariat during the period leading up to 2015, which is a critical period for the implementation  
of the most recent adjustment to that treaty. There is a pressing need to retain the current Executive Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat  
through 2015 to provide this leadership and consistency during this critical period.        
             
The parties therefore request the President of the Bureau of the Twenty-First Meeting of the Parties to work with the Executive Director of the United Nations  
Environment Programme  
 to explore any means to retain the current Executive Secretary through 2015 and to convey to the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
the parties’ request to find means to extend the tenure of the current Executive Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat through 2015. 
The parties authorize the use of budget line transfers of funds without increasing the size of the budget if such transfers are necessary 
to facilitate the extension. Regardless of any change in the post of Executive Secretary that may be used to achieve the extension through 
2015, the position will revert to that of a non-extended D-2 position at the end of 2015 or, if the incumbent leaves earlier, at that earlier date.   
             
2 An amount up to $400,000 had been added to the 2010 budget line to accommodate the cost of additional activities 
discussed       
by the Twenty-First Meeting of the Parties. Expenditure against this activity was $50,000; hence budget line 1321 in 2010   
is being reduced by $350,000. The savings revert to the Trust Fund.         
             
The parties request the Ozone Secretariat, in cases where Open-ended Working Group and Multilateral Fund Executive Committee  
meetings are held back to back, to consult with the Multilateral Fund Secretariat with a view to selecting meeting locations which  
are the most cost-effective, taking into account the budgets of both secretariats.        
             
3 The Twenty-Second Meeting of the Parties approved a total budget for an evaluation of the Financial Mechanism of 
up to $200,000 with the understanding that $70,000 would be available to the Secretariat in 2011 to start the 
application and bidding process needed to hire an appropriate entity to undertake the evaluation and that the Twenty-
Third Meeting of the Parties would decide on the funding source for the balance of the budget for the evaluation.      
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4 The budget line covers the participation of Technology and Economic Assessment Panel experts to enable the timely 
completion of the work requested by the parties.      
             
5 Drawdown levels were set with a view to maintaining the level of contributions constant through 2013. A drawdown for 
2012       
has been included by the Secretariat only for information. The amount may be changed by the parties  
when the budget proposals for 2012 and 2013 are presented for consideration in 2011.  
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Annex II 

Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete 
the Ozone Layer  

Scale of contributions by the parties for 2011 and 2012 based on the 
United Nations scale of assessments 
(General Assembly resolution A/64/482/Add.1 of 28 December 2009 with a maximum assessment 
rate of 22 per cent) 

(in United States dollars) 

 Name of party UN scale of 
assessment for 

2010–2012 

Adjusted UN scale 
to exclude 

non-contributors 

Adjusted UN 
scale with 22% 

maximum 
assessment rate 

considered  

2011 contributions 
by parties 

Indicative 2012 
contributions by 

parties 

1. Afghanistan  0.004  0.000  0.000  —  — 
2. Albania  0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
3. Algeria  0.128  0.128  0.128  5 465  5 465 
4. Andorra  0.007  0.000  0.000  —  — 
5. Angola  0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
6. Antigua and Barbuda  0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
7. Argentina  0.287  0.287  0.287  12 255  12 255 
8. Armenia  0.005  0.000  0.000  —  — 
9. Australia 1.933  1.933  1.930  82 537  82 537 
10. Austria  0.851  0.851  0.850  36 337  36 337 
11. Azerbaijan  0.015  0.000  0.000  —  — 
12. Bahamas  0.018  0.000  0.000  —  — 
13. Bahrain  0.039  0.000  0.000  —  — 
14. Bangladesh  0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
15. Barbados  0.008  0.000  0.000  —  — 
16. Belarus  0.042  0.000  0.000  —  — 
17. Belgium 1.075  1.075  1.073  45 901  45 901 
18. Belize 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
19. Benin  0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
20. Bhutan  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
21. Bolivia (Plurinational 

State of) 
 0.007  0.000  0.000  —  — 

22. Bosnia and Herzegovina  0.014  0.000  0.000  —  — 
23. Botswana  0.018  0.000  0.000  —  — 
24. Brazil 1.611  1.611  1.608  68 788  68 788 
25. Brunei Darussalam  0.028  0.000  0.000  —  — 
26. Bulgaria  0.038  0.000  0.000  —  — 
27. Burkina Faso  0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
28. Burundi  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
29. Cambodia  0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
30. Cameroon  0.011  0.000  0.000  —  — 
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 Name of party UN scale of 
assessment for 

2010–2012 

Adjusted UN scale 
to exclude 

non-contributors 

Adjusted UN 
scale with 22% 

maximum 
assessment rate 

considered  

2011 contributions 
by parties 

Indicative 2012 
contributions by 

parties 

31. Canada 3.207  3.207  3.202  136 935  136 935 
32. Cape Verde  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
33. Central African Republic  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
34. Chad  0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
35. Chile  0.236  0.236  0.236  10 077  10 077 
36. China  3.189  3.189  3.184  136 167  136 167 
37. Colombia  0.144  0.144  0.144  6 149  6 149 
38. Comoros  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
39. Congo  0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
40. Cook Islands -  0.000  0.000  —  — 
41. Costa Rica  0.034  0.000  0.000  —  — 
42. Côte d'Ivoire  0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
43. Croatia  0.097  0.000  0.000  —  — 
44. Cuba  0.071  0.000  0.000  —  — 
45. Cyprus  0.046  0.000  0.000  —  — 
46. Czech Republic  0.349  0.349  0.348  14 902  14 902 
47. Democratic People's 

Republic of Korea 
 0.007  0.000  0.000  —  — 

48. Democratic Republic of 
the Congo 

 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 

49. Denmark  0.736  0.736  0.735  31 426  31 426 
50. Djibouti  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
51. Dominica  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
52. Dominican Republic  0.042  0.000  0.000  —  — 
53. Ecuador  0.040  0.000  0.000  —  — 
54. Egypt  0.094  0.000  0.000  —  — 
55. El Salvador  0.019  0.000  0.000  —  — 
56. Equatorial Guinea  0.008  0.000  0.000  —  — 
57. Eritrea  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
58. Estonia  0.040  0.000  0.000  —  — 
59. Ethiopia  0.008  0.000  0.000  —  — 
60. European Union 2.500  2.500  2.496  106 747  106 747 
61. Fiji  0.004  0.000  0.000  —  — 
62. Finland  0.566  0.566  0.565  24 168  24 168 
63. France  6.123  6.123  6.113  261 445  261 445 
64. Gabon 0.014  0.000  0.000  —  — 
65. Gambia  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
66. Georgia  0.006  0.000  0.000  —  — 
67. Germany  8.018  8.018  8.005  342 360  342 360 
68. Ghana  0.006  0.000  0.000  —  — 
69. Greece  0.691  0.691  0.690  29 505  29 505 
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 Name of party UN scale of 
assessment for 

2010–2012 

Adjusted UN scale 
to exclude 

non-contributors 

Adjusted UN 
scale with 22% 

maximum 
assessment rate 

considered  

2011 contributions 
by parties 

Indicative 2012 
contributions by 

parties 

70. Grenada  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
71. Guatemala  0.028  0.000  0.000  —  — 
72. Guinea  0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
73. Guinea-Bissau  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
74. Guyana  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
75. Haiti  0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
76. Holy See  0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
77. Honduras  0.008  0.000  0.000  —  — 
78. Hungary  0.291  0.291  0.291  12 425  12 425 
79. Iceland 0.042  0.000  0.000  —  — 
80. India 0.534  0.534  0.533  22 801  22 801 
81. Indonesia  0.238  0.238  0.238  10 162  10 162 
82. Iran (Islamic Republic of) 0.233  0.233  0.233  9 949  9 949 
83. Iraq 0.020  0.000  0.000  —  — 
84. Ireland 0.498  0.498  0.497  21 264  21 264 
85. Israel 0.384  0.384  0.383  16 396  16 396 
86. Italy 4.999  4.999  4.991  213 452  213 452 
87. Jamaica 0.014  0.000  0.000  —  — 
88. Japan 12.530  12.530  12.509  535 017  535 017 
89. Jordan 0.014  0.000  0.000  —  — 
90. Kazakhstan 0.076  0.000  0.000  —  — 
91. Kenya 0.012  0.000  0.000  —  — 
92. Kiribati 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
93. Kuwait 0.263  0.263  0.263  11 230  11 230 
94. Kyrgyzstan 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
95. Lao People's Democratic 

Republic 
0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 

96. Latvia 0.038  0.000  0.000  —  — 
97. Lebanon 0.033  0.000  0.000  —  — 
98. Lesotho 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
99. Liberia 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
100. Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 0.129  0.129  0.129  5 508  5 508 
101. Liechtenstein 0.009  0.000  0.000  —  — 
102. Lithuania 0.065  0.000  0.000  —  — 
103. Luxembourg 0.090  0.000  0.000  —  — 
104. Madagascar 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
105. Malawi 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
106. Malaysia 0.253  0.253  0.253  10 803  10 803 
107. Maldives 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
108. Mali 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
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 Name of party UN scale of 
assessment for 

2010–2012 

Adjusted UN scale 
to exclude 

non-contributors 

Adjusted UN 
scale with 22% 

maximum 
assessment rate 

considered  

2011 contributions 
by parties 

Indicative 2012 
contributions by 

parties 

109. Malta 0.017  0.000  0.000  —  — 
110. Marshall Islands 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
111. Mauritania 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
112. Mauritius 0.011  0.000  0.000  —  — 
113. Mexico 2.356  2.356  2.352  100 599  100 599 
114. Micronesia (Federated 

States of) 
0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 

115. Monaco 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
116. Mongolia 0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
117. Montenegro 0.004  0.000  0.000  —  — 
118. Morocco 0.058  0.000  0.000  —  — 
119. Mozambique 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
120. Myanmar 0.006  0.000  0.000  —  — 
121. Namibia 0.008  0.000  0.000  —  — 
122. Nauru 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
123. Nepal 0.006  0.000  0.000  —  — 
124. Netherlands 1.855  1.855  1.852  79 206  79 206 
125. New Zealand 0.273  0.273  0.273  11 657  11 657 
126. Nicaragua 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
127. Niger 0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
128. Nigeria 0.078  0.000  0.000  —  — 
129. Niue -  0.000  0.000  —  — 
130. Norway 0.871  0.871  0.870  37 191  37 191 
131. Oman 0.086  0.000  0.000  —  — 
132. Pakistan  

0.082 
 0.000  0.000  —  — 

133. Palau 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
134. Panama 0.022  0.000  0.000  —  — 
135. Papua New Guinea 0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
136. Paraguay 0.007  0.000  0.000  —  — 
137. Peru 0.090  0.000  0.000  —  — 
138. Philippines 0.090  0.000  0.000  —  — 
139. Poland 0.828  0.828  0.827  35 355  35 355 
140. Portugal 0.511  0.511  0.510  21 819  21 819 
141. Qatar 0.135  0.135  0.135  5 764  5 764 
142. Republic of Korea 2.260  2.260  2.256  96 499  96 499 
143. Republic of Moldova 0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
144. Romania 0.177  0.177  0.177  7 558  7 558 
145. Russian Federation 1.602  1.602  1.599  68 404  68 404 
146. Rwanda 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
147. Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
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 Name of party UN scale of 
assessment for 

2010–2012 

Adjusted UN scale 
to exclude 

non-contributors 

Adjusted UN 
scale with 22% 

maximum 
assessment rate 

considered  

2011 contributions 
by parties 

Indicative 2012 
contributions by 

parties 

148. Saint Lucia 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
149. Saint Vincent and the 

Grenadines  
0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 

150. Samoa 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
151. San Marino 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
152. Sao Tome and Principe 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
153. Saudi Arabia 0.830  0.830  0.829  35 440  35 440 
154. Senegal 0.006  0.000  0.000  —  — 
155. Serbia 0.037  0.000  0.000  —  — 
156. Seychelles 0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
157. Sierra Leone 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
158. Singapore 0.335  0.335  0.334  14 304  14 304 
159. Slovakia  0.142  0.142  0.142  6 063  6 063 
160. Slovenia 0.103  0.103  0.103  4 398  4 398 
161. Solomon Islands 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
162. Somalia 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
163. South Africa 0.385  0.385  0.384  16 439  16 439 
164. Spain 3.177  3.177  3.172  135 654  135 654 
165. Sri Lanka 0.019  0.000  0.000  —  — 
166. Sudan 0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
167. Suriname 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
168. Swaziland 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
169. Sweden 1.064  1.064  1.062  45 432  45 432 
170. Switzerland 1.130  1.130  1.128  48 250  48 250 
171. Syrian Arab Republic 0.025  0.000  0.000  —  — 
172. Tajikistan  0.002  0.000  0.000  —  — 
173. Thailand  0.209  0.209  0.209  8 924  8 924 
174. The former Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedonia 
0.007  0.000  0.000  —  — 

175. Timor-Leste 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
176. Togo 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
177. Tonga 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
178. Trinidad and Tobago 0.044  0.000  0.000  —  — 
179. Tunisia 0.030  0.000  0.000  —  — 
180. Turkey 0.617  0.617  0.616  26 345  26 345 
181. Turkmenistan 0.026  0.000  0.000  —  — 
182. Tuvalu 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
183. Uganda 0.006  0.000  0.000  —  — 
184. Ukraine 0.087  0.000  0.000  —  — 
185. United Arab Emirates 0.391  0.391  0.390  16 695  16 695 
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 Name of party UN scale of 
assessment for 

2010–2012 

Adjusted UN scale 
to exclude 

non-contributors 

Adjusted UN 
scale with 22% 

maximum 
assessment rate 

considered  

2011 contributions 
by parties 

Indicative 2012 
contributions by 

parties 

186. United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern 
Ireland 

6.604  6.604  6.593  281 983  281 983 

187. United Republic of 
Tanzania 

0.008  0.000  0.000  —  — 

188. United States of America 22.000  22.000  21.964  939 375  939 375 
189. Uruguay 0.027  0.000  0.000  —  — 
190. Uzbekistan 0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
191. Vanuatu 0.001  0.000  0.000  —  — 
192. Venezuela (Bolivarian 

Republic of) 
0.314  0.314  0.313  13 407  13 407 

193. Vietnam 0.033  0.000  0.000  —  — 
194. Yemen 0.010  0.000  0.000  —  — 
195. Zambia 0.004  0.000  0.000  —  — 
196. Zimbabwe 0.003  0.000  0.000  —  — 
 Total 

102.501 
100.165 100.000 4 276 933  4 276 933 

 
 
 

__________________ 


