ADVANCE \Y 113.40

ADVANCE \X 338.20Distr.PRIVATE 

ADVANCE \X 338.20GENERAL

ADVANCE \X 338.20UNEP/OzL.Pro.9/9

ADVANCE \X 338.202 September 1997

ADVANCE \X 338.20
ADVANCE \X 338.20ORIGINAL:  ENGLISH

ADVANCE \Y 245.20Please do not change any of the codes between this and the following comment.[image: image1.png]


[image: image2.png]


Please do not change any of the codes between this any the comment above.NINTH MEETING OF THE PARTIES TO

PRIVATE 


PRIVATE 
For reasons of economy, this document is printed in a limited number.  Delegates are kindly requested to bring their copies to meetings and not to request additional copies. 

1
  THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL ON

  SUBSTANCES THAT DEPLETE 

  THE OZONE LAYER

Montreal, 15-17 September 1997


PROPOSAL BY SOUTH AFRICA TO BE CLASSIFIED AS A PARTY OPERATING


UNDER PARAGRAPH 1 OF ARTICLE 5 OF THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL


Note by the Secretariat
1.
The Government of South Africa, which acceded to the Vienna Convention for the Protection of the Ozone Layer and the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer on 15 January 1990, has requested that the Ninth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol consider the adoption of a decision on South Africa's proposal to be reclassified as a Party operating under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Montreal Protocol.  The full text of the proposal may be found in annex II of the report of the Executive Director to the Ninth Meeting of the Parties (UNEP/OzL.Pro.9/2).

2.
South Africa has based its proposal on the following:


(a)
South Africa is classified as a developing country by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and by the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD);


(b)
Its annual consumption of controlled substances in Annex A of the Montreal Protocol was less than 0.3 kilograms per capita at the time of accession to the Montreal Protocol in January 1990;


(c)
South Africa is treated as a developing country in all other international environmental conventions and protocols to which it is a party and where this distinction is made.

3.
The purpose of the present note is to outline the various decisions by the Parties to the Protocol concerning the classification of Parties as developing countries, with a view to assisting the Ninth Meeting of the Parties in arriving at a decision on the proposal of South Africa.

4.
The term "developing country" is not defined within the Protocol itself.  However, by its decision I/12E, on clarification of terms and definitions, the First Meeting of the Parties agreed on a list of countries to be considered as developing countries for the purpose of the Protocol.  The list does not include South Africa.

5.
By its decision III/5, the Third Meeting of the Parties accepted the request of Turkey, a country not included in the original list, for classification as a developing country for the purposes of the Montreal Protocol, noting that Turkey is classified as a developing country by the World Bank, OECD and UNDP.  In the same decision, the Parties decided to consider requests by States for classification as developing countries on an individual basis as and when they come and to request the Open‑ended Working Group of the Parties to study and fully define the criteria which would be applied in the future in case of applications for classification as a developing country for the purpose of the Montreal Protocol, and to submit a report for the consideration of the Fourth or Fifth Meeting of the Parties.

6.
By its decision IV/7, the Fourth Meeting of the Parties, having considered the report of the Open-ended Working Group on the subject, noted the Group's recommendation that no criteria for future classification as a developing country for the purpose of the Montreal Protocol should be adopted by the meeting of the Parties and that the Parties should consider individually applications by Parties for classification as developing countries as and when such applications are made.

7.
No further changes were made to the original list of developing countries until, by its decision VIII/29, the Eighth Meeting of the Parties reclassified Georgia as a developing country for the purpose of the Montreal Protocol, taking into account that Georgia was classified as a developing country by the World Bank and OECD and as a net recipient country by UNDP.

8.
In considering the proposal of South Africa, the Ninth Meeting of the Parties may also wish to take into account that the data reported by South Africa for the base year 1986 show its per capita consumption of controlled substances in Annex A, Group I, of the Protocol to be below 0.3 kilograms.  In addition, according to the World Bank World Development Report 1995, South Africa's income per capita was US$ 3,160 for 1995, while, in the 1996 edition of the Report South Africa was classified in the upper category of the middle‑income countries.  It may also be noted that OECD has listed South Africa amongst the upper‑middle‑income developing countries and territories eligible for official development assistance according to the 1997 list.
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