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. 1 NTRODUCTI ON
1. The tenth neeting of the Inplenentation Conmittee under the Non-
Conpl i ance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol was held at the Geneva
I nternational Conference Centre on 25 August 1995.

I1. ORGAN ZATI ONAL MATTERS

A.  Opening of the neeting

2. The neeting was opened at 10 a.m on Friday, 25 August 1995, by
M. Hugo Schally (Austria), President of the Conmittee for 1994.

B. Attendance

3. The neeting was attended by Conmittee nmenbers from Austria, Bulgaria,

Bur ki na Faso, Chile, Jordan, Netherlands, Peru, the Russian Federation and

the United Republic of Tanzania. The neeting was also attended by a
representative of Slovenia. Representatives of the Inplenmenting Agencies for
t he Financial Mechani smunder the Montreal Protocol and of the Secretariat of
the Multilateral Fund were al so present. The neeting was al so attended by the
Chair and Co-Chair of the Ad Hoc Wrking Goup of the Technol ogy and Economi c
Assessnment Panel on CEIT Issues. The full list of participants is annexed to
the present report.

C. Adoption of the agenda and organi zati on of work

4, The Conmittee adopted the foll owi ng agenda, which had been circul ated as
document UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | npConi 10/ 2:

1. Openi ng of the neeting.

2. El ection of the President and the Vice-President, the latter to
serve al so as Rapporteur

3. Adoption of the agenda and organi zati on of work.
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4, Consi deration of the report of the Secretariat:
(a) Data reporting under Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol

(b) Application of trade neasures under Article 4 to non-Parties
to the London Amendment to the Protocol (decision VI/4);

(c) Corrected data on ozone-depl eti ng substances (ODS) submitted
by Kuwait and Sl oveni a;

(d) Statenent by the Russian Federation on behalf of certain
Parties regarding non-fulfilnent of their obligations under
the Montreal Protocol

(e) Non-conpliance by Parti es;

(f) Parties operating under Article 5 of the Montreal Protoco
whose country programes have been finalized but which have
not yet reported data to the Secretariat;

(g) Romania's request for transfer of production rights of
subst ances contained in Annex | of the Protocol to G eece.

5. Statenment by Bulgaria on its programre for the phase-out of CDS
under the Montreal Protocol

6. O her matters.
7. Adoption of the report.
8. Cl osure of the neeting.

D. Election of the President and the Vice-President,
the Tatter to serve al so as Rapporteur

5. Pursuant to paragraph 5 of the non-conpliance procedure, M. Hugo
Schally (Austria) was elected by the Conmittee to continue to serve as its
President until the Seventh Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol
and M. Antonio Garcia-Revilla (Peru) was el ected Vice-President.

[11. CONSI DERATI ON OF THE REPORT OF THE SECRETARI AT

A. Data reporting under Article 7 of the Montreal Protoco

6. The representative of the Secretariat introduced the report of the
Secretariat on the reporting of data by the Parties to the Mntreal Protoco

on Substances that Deplete the OQzone Layer (UNEP/ QzL.Pro/lnmpConi10/3). He
said that, although additional data subm ssions had been received since the
report had been prepared, the overall picture was still disappointing. It was
gratifying that many countries had reported data, follow ng the discussion of
the matter at the eighth and ninth nmeetings of the Conmittee, but it was al so
worrying that sone countries still had failed to do so.

7. Continuing his presentation, the representative of the Secretari at

said that the data reported showed that the inplenmentation of the Protoco

was on course for 1993, with large reductions in the production of

chl or of  uorocar bons (CFCs) and halons. There had been an increase in the
producti on of hydrochl orofl uorocarbons (HCFCs) in 1993, but those substances
had not been controlled under the Protocol at that tinme. The data received by
the Secretariat thus indicated that all non-Article 5 Parties had conplied
with the control neasures, with two exceptions (Japan and Liechtenstein).

Sl ovaki a, which had earlier been deenmed to have not conplied with the
reduction schedul e of other fully hal ogenated CFCs in 1993, had not yet
ratified the London Amendnent at that time and therefore was in ful
conpliance with its obligations. At the sane tinme, there had been a conbi ned
i ncrease in the production of CFCs, halons and HCFCs in the eight Article 5
countries that had reported production data for 1993 (see paragraph 13 of the
report of the Secretariat).
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8. Wth regard to the status of devel opi ng countries as operating under
Article 5 of the Protocol (paragraph 28 of the report of the Secretariat), the
representative of the Secretariat said that, according to the data it had
subm tted, Lebanon had exceeded the per capita consunption ceiling prescribed
in Article 5in order for it to operate under that Article. Lebanon had,
however, disputed the population figures used in naking that cal culation. The
Secretariat had raised the matter with the United Nations Statistica

Di vi sion, which had replied that the popul ation figures used were indeed the
official ones. That reply had been forwarded to the CGovernnent of Lebanon
and, for the nonent, Lebanon coul d not be considered as a Party operating
under Article 5. Qher devel oping countries currently classified as not
operating under Article 5 were Cyprus, Kuwait, Slovenia and the United Arab
Emirat es.

9. Finally, the Secretariat informed the Conmittee that, since the report
had been prepared, Ganbia had reported its data for 1992, Canada and Peru had
reported their data for 1993, and the follow ng countries had reported data
for 1994: Al geria, Austria, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Caneroon, Croatia,
Cyprus, Dennmark, Egypt, France, Ganbia, Jordan, Kuwait, Malaysia, Netherlands,
Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia and Wkraine. |In addition, the Russian
Federati on should be added to the list of non-Article 5 Parties that had not
reported data for 1993 (paragraph 9 of the report of the Secretariat).

10. The President pointed out that Parties still had until 30 Septenber 1995
to report their data for 1994. The nain concern was the non-reporting of
basel i ne and 1992 and 1993 dat a.

11. The Secretariat recalled that, at the eighth neeting of the Comm ttee,

in July 1994, it had been pointed out that a nunber of countries were not
reporting data, and the |nplenenting Agenci es had been requested to provide
assistance in obtaining data fromthose countries where they were inpl enenting
country programes. Specifically, the United Nations Devel opment Progranmme
(UNDP) had been requested to provide assistance on data-reporting in respect
of Bangl adesh, Costa Ri ca, Ghana, Indonesia, the Islanmic Republic of Iran

Ni geria, the Philippines, Trinidad and Tobago, and Venezuela; the United
Nat i ons Envi ronnent Progranme (UNEP) had been requested in respect of Al geria,
Burki na Faso, Fiji, Guatemala, Mauritius, Panana, Senegal, the Syrian Arab
Republic and Zanbia; and the United Nations |Industrial Devel opnent

Organi zation (UNIDO) had been requested in respect of Antigua and Barbuda,
Bahamas, Barbados, Botswana, Quinea, N ger, Pakistan, Peru, Seychelles, Togo,
Uganda, the United Republic of Tanzania, and Zinbabwe. O those countries,
Bahamas, Bangl adesh, Botswana, Cuba, Ghana, |Indonesia, N ger, the

Phi | i ppi nes, Senegal, the Syrian Arab Republic and Venezuel a had since
reported data for 1992; Barbados, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Chana, Mauritius,

Ni ger, the Philippines, the Syrian Arab Republic, Venezuela and Zi nbabwe had
reported for 1993; and Algeria, Burkina Faso and the Syrian Arab Republic had
reported for 1994,

12. The Secretariat said that, in nost cases where no data had been
reported, it had heard nothing fromthe countries concerned. However, the

| npl enenti ng Agencies were in closer contact with the countries and m ght be
able to provide sonme clarification

13. In response to the statenent by the Secretariat, the representative of
UNDP said that UNDP had received replies fromabout one half of the

19 Governments it had contacted on the question of data-reporting. Sone
countries had subnmtted data in the past, and UNDP woul d endeavour to find out
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why they were no longer doing so. In other cases, the data should be
forthcom ng once the country progranme had been conpleted or the nationa
ozone unit had been put in place.

14. The representative of UNEP said that, of the 45 Article 5 Parties that
had not reported data for 1993, UNEP as an I npl enenting Agency was assisting
29 countries in their country programes and institutional-strengthening
activities. Oher Inplenmenting Agencies were al so inplenenting various

i nvestment projects and assisting many of those countries. O the

29 countries, 16 still had their country programres and ODS survey activities
ongoi ng, and their reporting under Article 7 was expected to be done

i mediately afterwards. Additionally, four of those countries had their
country programe approved a nonth previously, and they had their data

avail able for reporting. O the remaining nine countries, the reasons for not
reporting data could be placed into three categories: change of Governnent
(CQuateral a); administrative delays although the data was avail abl e (Senegal
Seychel I es, Sudan, Swaziland and Uganda); and non-response fromthe
Covernment to various rem nders, although the country progranmre had been
approved and institutional-strengthening projects were under way (Fiji, Panama
and Zanbi a) .

15. Continuing his statenment, the representative of UNEP said that UNEP

pl anned to intensify the followup with the countries through its

i nstitutional-strengthening and networking activities for baseline and annua
data-reporting. Networking activities provided a good forumfor ODS officers
to discuss the problens related to data collection. He also said that the
situation with reporting was inproving rapidly as nore institutional-
strengt heni ng projects went on stream and networking activities becane nore
effective. As an exanple, he said that of the 28 Parties that had al ready
reported data for 1994, 18 were Article 5 Parties, and the najority were
nmenbers of UNEP' s networks.

16. The representative of UNIDO said that his organization was not invol ved
ininstitutional strengthening in any of the countries delinquent in their
reporting of data. UN DO woul d, however, collaborate with UNEP to urge
countries to report data.

17. One nmenber of the Committee suggested that nmeasures were required to

i nvol ve the non-reporting Parties to a greater extent in the work of the
organs established under the Montreal Protocol, so that they would gain a
better understanding of the need for data-reporting. Noting that the data
used for the preparation of the country programe was often insufficient to
continue reporting once the programme was conpl eted, he suggested that there
was a need to support the efforts of the national ozone officers through, for
exanpl e, manual s and guides, since the initial collection of data was done by
consul tants.

18. Anot her nenber of the Conmittee suggested that the Secretariat should
address different letters to different nministries in the countries concerned
in order to make those countries take the subject nore seriously.

19. The Committee:

(a) Expressed concern at the problens encountered in receiving data
froma nunber of countries on an ongoing basis, while recognizing that the
rate of reporting in relation to the overall |evel of consunption was, in
fact, very good;

(b) Decided that the Parties should be nade aware of the problem and
reconmended t hat sone action should be taken to inprove the reporting
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di scipline of the Parties concerned. Such action mght take the formof a
decision on the eligibility for funding of Parties that had reported their
basel i ne data but fromwhom no further data reports had been received,;

(c) Agreed that there was a need to support the efforts of nationa
ozone officers since the initial data collection was done by consultants;

(d) Suggested that, in view of the difficulties involved in directly
approachi ng governnment authorities other than the designated focal point,
correspondence fromthe Secretariat urging Governnents to subnmit data should
be copied to the appropriate |Inplenenting Agencies, who could then support the
appeal s through their contacts in the countries concerned;

(e) Expressed the view that the w dest possible participation in the
Montreal Protocol processes would be hel pful in increasing awareness of the
need to report data.

20. One nenber of the Committee suggested that, rather than focusing on the
formalities of data-reporting, the Conmittee should concern itself nore with
reports of dunping of obsol ete technol ogies, the conclusion of joint venture
agreenments to construct CFC production facilities in Article 5 countries and
t he increased production of ozone-depleting substances in certain Article 5

countries. It should request additional information fromthe countries
concer ned.
21. In response, the President said that some of the points raised were

outside the renmt of the Conmittee but that others could be addressed if
specific informati on was provided in accordance with paragraph 1 of the non-
conpl i ance procedure.

22. The representative of UNDP said that, on the question of joint ventures,
many such agreenents had been signed a nunber of years previously, and the

pl ants concerned were just coming on stream The Executive Conmttee had,
however, decided at its seventeenth neeting that it would not consider any
project to convert any ODS-capacity installed after 28 July 1995

B. Application of trade neasures under Article 4 to non-Parties to
the London Amendnent to the Protocol (decision VI74)

23. The Secretariat stated that, follow ng decision VI/4 of the Sixth

Meeting of the Parties, Poland, a non-Party to the London Amendnent, had
provided the Secretariat with data which, upon analysis, showed that it was in
conpliance with Articles 2A-2E of the Montreal Protocol. At the sane tine,
Turkey, a non-Party at the tinme of the adoption of the decision, had since
ratified the London Arendnent. The Committee took note of the information
provided by the Secretariat and decided that, in the light of that

i nformati on, no action under this itemwas required on its part.

C. Corrected data on ozone-depl eti ng substances subnitted
by Kuwait and Sl ovenia

24. The Secretariat indicated that Kuwait and Slovenia had subnmitted to the
Secretariat corrected data for 1993 showi ng, contrary to their origina

subm ssions, that their per capita |evels of consunption of Annex A substances
were below the ceiling established in Article 5 of the Protocol. In the Iight
of decision VI/5, by which the Sixth Meeting of the Parties decided that,

in such cases, no change of classification would be pernitted for the year

to which the corrected data pertai ned and that any such corrections shoul d
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be acconpani ed by an explanatory note to facilitate the work of the

I mpl enentation Commttee, the Secretariat had advised the Parties concerned
that they would not be classified under Article 5 until the matter had been
consi dered by the Inplenentation Conrittee. The supporting docunentation on
the corrected data for both Parties had been circulated to the nenbers of the
Conmittee. The CGovernnent of Kuwait had expl ained that there had been a
typographical error in its original submssion for consunpti on of hal ons and
that error had been corrected in its resubmtted data.

25. The Chief Oficer of the Secretariat of the Multilateral Fund for the

I npl enentation of the Montreal Protocol said that the data submtted by Kuwait
showed a high level of exports of CFC 11 and CFC-12. There was, however, no
nmention of the countries of destination nor was it stated whether or not those
exports were in accordance with Article 4 of the Protocol

26. The Conmittee decided to instruct the Secretariat to raise the matter of
the destination and form of exports of controlled substances fromKuwait with
the Governnent and to seek a response before the Seventh Meeting of the
Parties so that the request for reclassification could be considered at that
Meet i ng.

27. The representative of Slovenia said that her country had submitted the
corrected data purely for the record and was not seeking reclassification as a
Party operating under Article 5 of the Protocol. She further inforned the
Conmttee that Slovenia was submitting its project to the d obal Environnent
Facility (CEF).

28. The Secretariat noted that, in the case of Slovenia, there was a

di screpancy between the data submitted to it and the data contained in the
country programe submitted to the Executive Committee of the Multilatera
Fund in 1994. The Chief Oficer of the Secretariat of the Multilateral Fund
said that, according to the data contained in the country programe for

Sl ovenia, the per capita |evel of consunption for Slovenia was 0.43 kg, if the
amounts of controll ed substances exported in finished products were included
in the calculation of consunption. He also recalled that, at its seventeenth
neeting, in July 1995, the Executive Committee had to hold up approval of the
country programe of another Party until new data were submitted to the Ozone
Secretariat. He believed that it was essential to insist that the different
sets of data were consistent.

29. The Comm ttee:

(a) Noted the statenment by the representative of Slovenia that her
country was not seeking reclassification

(b) Decided to instruct the Secretariat to raise the matter of the
destination and formof exports of controlled substances from Slovenia with
the Governnent and to seek a response before the Seventh Meeting of the
Parties.

30. The Conmittee al so reconmended that the Secretariat should be entitled
to question data reported under Article 7 if there was a constant di screpancy
with the data in the country programe of the country concerned.

D. Statement by the Russian Federation on behalf of certain Parties
regarding non-fulfilnent of their obligations under
the Montreal Protocol

31. Introducing agenda item4 (d), the President drew attention to
paragraphs 9 and 10 of the note by the Secretariat on issues before the
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| npl enentation Conmittee, which referred to the statement nmade by the
representative of the Russian Federation, speaking also on behalf of Bel arus,
Bul garia, Poland and WUkraine, at the eleventh neeting of the Qpen-ended
Wrking Goup. That statement, together with a subsequent letter from

M. V. Chernonyrdin, Chairman of the Governnent of the Russian Federation
addressed to the Executive Director of UNEP, constituted a subm ssion under
paragraph 4 of the non-conpliance procedure. It was therefore considered that
t he non-conpliance procedure as adopted by the Fourth Meeting of the Parties
shoul d be applied in regard of the Parties which supported the subm ssion by
t he Russian Federation. The task of the Inplenmentation Conmittee was to
facilitate conpliance and to nake reconmendati ons for consideration and

deci sion by the Meeting of the Parties.

32. The President said that the case of the Russian Federation presented a
particular problemin that the country was a najor producer of controlled
substances, while the other Parties were primarily consunmers. |n addition

t he whol e i ssue al so concerned other countries, both Parties and non-Parties,
internms of their access to controlled substances, which could be inportant
for their economies. It should also be noted that the Russian Federati on was
the only one of the five Parties that had not reported data. It was therefore
also not in conpliance with its reporting obligations under Article 7. He
suggested, and the Committee agreed, that the discussion of the joint

subm ssi on should first concentrate on the Russian Federation, with the cases
of other four countries being considered at a | ater stage.

33. Before the Conmittee took up the substance of the submi ssion

M. L. Kuijpers, Chair of the Technol ogy and Economi c Assessnent Panel Ad Hoc
Working Group on CEIT Aspects, introduced the draft report of the Wrking
Group on assessnent of basic problens confronting the countries with econom es

in transition in conplying with the Montreal Protocol. M. Kuijpers stressed
that the report concerned all the countries with econonmies in transition, not
just the Russian Federation. The report was still in draft form and had been

submitted for review and comment. After outlining the nethodol ogy used, the
ti me-schedul e for conpleting the work and the findings to date, M. Kuijpers
presented possible options for dealing with CEIT issues for the consideration
of the Inplenentation Cormmittee. M. Kuijpers said that the progress toward
phase-out in the Central European countries was a |esser problem they were
not so dependent on the Russian Federation as were the CI'S and Baltic States.

Overall, expected delays in conplying with the Protocol ranged from about
four years, in the case of Belarus, the Russian Federation and Ukraine, to
about two years, in the case of Bulgaria and Poland, to a matter of nonths in
the case of other Central European countries.

34. The representative of UNEP said that the UNEP Industry and Environnent
Programme Activity Centre had been involved in the Regional Meeting on the
Montreal Protocol: Inplenentation in the Countries of the Commonweal t h of

I ndependent States, the Baltic States and Mongolia, held in Mnsk in

August 1994, and had al so conpleted the formulation of country studies in the
three Baltic States with financial assistance fromthe Governnent of Finland.
A country programme workshop had been held in Riga in Novenber 1994 to
finalize the country studies and assess the problens in the Baltic region
Since then, Latvia and Lithuania had becone party to the Protocol. Thus,
those activities had shown that any support activities in the CEIT could
cat al yse responses for early phase-out.

35. At the invitation of the President, the representative of the Russian
Federati on gave an account of the main problens facing his country regarding
conpliance with the phase-out schedul e and the reporting requirenents under
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the Protocol. He drew attention to the nmessage dated 26 May 1995 fromthe
Chai rman of the CGovernnent of the Russian Federation addressed to the Parties
to the Vienna Convention and the Montreal Protocol, as well to Decree No. 566
adopted by the Governnment of the Russian Federation on 24 May 1995 concerning
first-priority nmeasures for the inplenentation of the Vienna Convention and
the Montreal Protocol. Both those texts had been circulated to the nenbers of
the Conmittee. Recounting the difficulties involved in collecting the
necessary data in the format approved by the Parties, he said that the

i nformati on concerned was spread anong various agencies and that, in any
event, information on inports and exports could only be estinmated since

until 1995 there had been no strict controls on the borders within the area
covered by the former Soviet Union. It was only as a result of the adoption
of Decree No. 566 that such controls would be put in place.

36. It was the feeling of the nenbers of the Inplenentation Conmittee that
they required additional information for the elaboration of a reconmendation
concerning the case of the Russian Federation. |In the absence of additiona

i nformation, no conclusion could be reached as to whether the Russian
Federati on had presented a conprehensive strategy for bringi ng about ful
conpliance with its obligations under the Montreal Protocol

37. Following a discussion of the issue, the representative of the Russian
Federation said that his country would submit to the Secretariat by

10 QOctober 1995 additional information on the first-priority measures,
statistical data, and extracts fromthe State programme. He reiterated that
the export and inport data for years before 1994 would relate to the
boundari es of the former Soviet Union and that his country woul d appreciate
assistance in collating data fromvarious sources. Mst of the data were,
however, avail able and woul d be put together in the format required under the
Montreal Protocol. It should also be nmade clear that the Russian Federation
could not take responsibility for collecting data for other countries.

38. The Conmittee decided:

(a) That the Decree adopted by the CGovernnent of the Russian Federation
was a first step but did not provide a sufficient basis for a reconmendati on
to the Meeting of the Parties;

(b) That the Russian Federation should supply further information
i ncl udi ng data on producti on and consunpti on of controlled substances and a
schedul e for achieving conpliance with the control neasures under the
Protocol. |In that connection, it was recalled that the Russian Federation
shoul d al so submit a list of recycling facilities, in accordance with the
deci si on adopted by the Sixth Meeting of the Parties. The Conmittee al so drew
attention to the provision of Article 7 of the Protocol whereby Parties shoul d
submit best avail able estinates where actual data were not avail abl e;

(c) That it would consider the information to be provided by the
Russi an Federation at a neeting i mediately prior to the Seventh Meeting of
the Parties with a view to naking recomendations to the Parties. Such
recomendati ons could include, as part of the whol e package of neasures to
respond to the probl em of non-conpliance, the adoption of restrictions on
trade in new or recycl ed substances between the Russian Federation and the
other non-Article 5 countri es;

(d) That every possible assistance should be provided to the Russian
Federation in the collection of data and that close coordination and contacts
bet ween the Russi an Federation and the Ad Hoc Wirking Group of the Technol ogy
and Econom ¢ Assessnent Panel on CEIT Aspects shoul d be encouraged;
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(e) That, in accordance with paragraph 7 (c) of the non-conpliance
procedure, the Secretariat should address a conmuni cation to the appropriate
authority in the Russian Federation sumarizing the decisions of the
| npl enentati on Conmittee.

39. On the question of countries with econonies in transition not party to
the Protocol, the Conmittee decided:

(a) That such countries are subject to the trade restrictions in
Article 4 of the Protocol. It also noted that any trade with those countries
constitutes non-conpliance by the Party concerned,;

(b) That they should be nade aware of that fact and be encouraged to
ratify the Protocol as soon as possible or, at a mninmum subnmit data pursuant
to Article 4, paragraph 8, of the Protocol to show that they were in
conpl i ance and hence have the possibility of inporting controlled substances
fromParties;

(c) That the Secretariat should contact those countries, through the
appropriate channels, in order to nmake the situation clear

40. The Committee also decided, in the light of the reclassification of
certain countries for the purposes of UNDP devel opnent assistance, that the
Secretariat, in collaboration with UNDP, should follow devel opnents regarding
the classification of Parties within the United Nations context and informthe
Conmittee and the Meeting of the Parties of any changes that canme to |ight.

In the meantine, however, the Parties concerned would continue to be
considered as Article 2 countries.

41. The Conmittee further decided that it would be useful to neet with the
countries that received their supplies of ODS fromthe Russian Federation in
order to exchange views on their nain problens. That neeting could be
arranged in conjunction with the neeting of the Cormttee with the
representatives of Belarus, Bulgaria, Poland and Ukraine, the other countries
concerned by the statenent of the Russian Federation

E. Parties operating under Article 5 of the Mntreal Protocol whose country
programmes have been finalized but which have not yet
reported data on ODS to the Secretari at

42. The Secretariat said that, of the two countries nmentioned in
paragraphs 13 of it note on issues before the Cormittee at its tenth neeting
(UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | npCom 10/ 2), Al geria had since reported its baseline data.

43. The Conmittee decided to instruct the Secretariat to wite to the
Governnent of Mauritania to informit of decision VI/5 of the Sixth Meeting of
the Parties, in accordance with which a country tenporarily classified as
operating under Article would lose its Article 5 status if it did not report
its base-year data within one year of the approval of its country progranme
and its institutional strengthening by the Executive Conmittee, unless

ot herwi se decided by a Meeting of the Parties. The Secretariat should state
inits letter that Mauritania still had until the Seventh Meeting of the
Parties to subnmit its data and should, if necessary, seek the assistance of
the relevant | nplenenting Agencies or other organizations to do so.



UNEP/ QzL. Pro/ | npConi 10/ 4
Page 10

G Romania's request for transfer of production rights of substances
contained in Annex A of the Protocol to Geece

44, The Secretariat summari zed the discussion at the ninth neeting of the

| mpl enentation Committee on the request subnmitted by Ronania, an Article 5
Party, for it to transfer a portion of its production rights for Annex A
substances to Greece, a Party not operating under Article 5. At the

concl usion of that discussion, it had been agreed that the nmatter woul d be
taken up again at the current neeting. The Secretariat said that it had not
been approached by Greece or Ronania since the ninth nmeeting of the

| npl enentation Conmittee. Formally, however, the matter was still before the
Conmittee. The Secretariat further clarified that no formal perm ssion was
required for eligible countries to proceed with industrial rationalization and
of fered to contact the Ronanian authorities to see if the proposal had been

i mpl emented. The Conmittee agreed that the Secretariat should contact the
Rormani an authorities on the matter and that it should draw attention in its
conmuni cation to the provisions of Article 2, paragraph 5, of the Protocol

V. STATEMENT BY BULGARI A ON I TS PROGRAMVE FCR THE PHASE- QUT
OF ODS UNDER THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL

45. In considering agenda item5, the Conmittee had before it a statenent by
t he Governnent of Bulgaria, which it had requested should be circul ated anong
nmenbers of the GEF Council in March 1995. Since the statenent related to the
i mpl erent ati on of the Montreal Protocol, it had been brought to the attention

of the Inplenentati on Committee (see UNEP/ QzL. Pro/ | npComi 10/ 2, para. 20). The
President said that, according to the Governnent of Bulgaria, the matter
raised in the statenent had been resolved. The Committee therefore decided
that the statenent called for no action on its part.

VI. OTHER MATTERS

Data on recycling subnmitted in accordance with Article 7 of the Protocol and
i nformati on submtted under Article 9 of the Protoco

46. The representative of UNEP noted that, according to paragraphs 24 and

26 of the report of the Secretariat on the reporting of data by Parties

(UNEP/ QzL. Pro/ | npComf 10/ 3), the Secretariat had received no data under

Article 7 of the Protocol on annual inports and exports of recycled hal ons and
HCFCs and no infornmation under Article 9 of the Protocol on research

devel opnent, public awareness, and exchange of information. He said that such
i nformati on was inmportant for the clearing-house operated by the UNEP I ndustry
and Environnent Programme Activity Centre. The non-Article 5 countries should
therefore be urged to subnmit such information in order to share their
experience with the countries operating under Article 5. The Conmittee agreed
that was an issue that could be taken up by the Open-ended Wrking G oup of
the Parties.

El eventh and twel fth neetings of the Inplenentation Conmittee

47. The Conm ttee deci ded:

(a) That its eleventh neeting would be held on Thursday,
31 August 1995. The purpose of the neeting would be to consult with the
representatives of the other countries concerned by the statenment of the
Russi an Federation, nanely, Belarus, Bulgaria, Poland and Ukraine, as well
with the representatives of the non-Parties to the Montreal Protocol from
countries with economies in transition attending the twelfth neeting of the
Open- Ended Worki ng Group. The neeting would be held at the CGeneva
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International Conference Centre in conjunction with the neeting of the Open-
ended Wirki ng G oup;

(b) That its twelfth neeting would be held on Monday, 27 Novenber 1995,
i medi ately preceding and at the sane venue as the Seventh Meeting of the
Parties to the Protocol.

VI. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

48. I n accordance with past practice, the Committee entrusted the President
and Rapporteur with the finalization and approval of its report.
VII. CLOSURE OF THE MEETI NG

49. After the custonmary exchange of courtesies, the neeting was cl osed at
5 p.m on 25 August 1995.
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