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REPORT OF THE SECRETARIAT ON INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE PARTIES IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARTICLE 7 OF THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL

ON SUBSTANCES THAT DEPLETE THE OZONE LAYER

A.  Introduction
1. The present report contains information received by the Secretariat (as of at 20 August 2001) pursuant to Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer.

2. (a)
Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol specifies that:



(i)
Base-year data**:   Each Party shall provide to the Secretariat, within three months of 



becoming a Party, statistical data on its production, imports and exports of each of the 


controlled substances in Annex A for the year 1986, Annexes B and C for the year 



1989 and Annex E for 1991 or the best possible estimates of such data where actual 



data are not available;



(ii)
Annual data:  Each Party shall provide to the Secretariat statistical data on its annual 



production (as defined in paragraph 5 of Article 1) of each of the controlled substances 


listed in Annexes A, B, C and E and, separately for each substance, amounts used for 


feedstocks, amounts destroyed by technologies approved by the Parties, and imports 



from and exports to Parties and non-Parties respectively, for the year during which 



provisions concerning the substances in Annexes A, B, C, and E respectively entered 


into force for that Party and for each year thereafter.  Data shall be forwarded not later 


than nine months after the end of the year to which the data relate;



(iii)
Annual data on recycling:  Each Party shall provide to the Secretariat separate statistical 


data on its annual imports and exports of each of the controlled substances listed in 



Group II of Annex A and Group I of Annex C that have been recycled.

(b) Throughout the report and the annexes, negative values for calculated production imply that quantities destroyed or export for feedstock uses exceeded the production for that year.  Similarly, negative values for calculated consumption indicate that exports for the year exceeded production and imports.

B.  Status of ratification of the Montreal Protocol and the London,

Copenhagen, Montreal and Beijing Amendments

3. As of 20 August 2001, 179 Parties had ratified the Montreal Protocol, 152 had ratified the London Amendment, 127 had ratified the Copenhagen Amendment, 62 had ratified the Montreal Amendment and the Beijing Amendment had been ratified by only 9 Parties:  Canada, Chile, Czech Republic, Gabon, Jordan, Luxembourg, New Zealand, Palau and Somalia.

C.  Status of reporting of the base-year and baseline data

4. The Secretariat has analysed the submissions of base-year and baseline data from the Parties.  The following Parties have not reported such data:

(c) Base-year (1986) data for Annex A substances:



(i)
Article 5 Parties



Overdue by 1-2 years:  Albania, Angola, Haiti and Kyrgyzstan




Overdue by over 2 years:  Democratic Republic of Congo, Djibouti, Liberia, Libyan 



Arab Jamahiriya, Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Nigeria, Oman, 



Suriname, Tajikistan, Tonga and Vanuatu.



(ii)
Non-Article 5 Parties




Overdue by over 2 years:  Tajikistan 

(d) Base-year (1989) data for Annex B substances (for Parties that have ratified the London 


Amendment)



(i)
Article 5 Parties




Overdue by 1-2 years:  Haiti




Overdue by over 2 years:  Democratic Republic of Congo, Djibouti, Liberia, Marshall 


Islands, Oman, Paraguay, Togo and Vanuatu.



(ii)
Non-Article 5 Parties




Overdue by over 2 years:  Tajikistan.

(e) Base-year (1989) data for Annex C, Group I – HCFCs (for Parties that have ratified the London 

Amendment)



(i)
Article 5 Parties




Overdue by 1-2 years:  Haiti




Overdue by over 2 years:  Democratic Republic of Congo, Djibouti, Liberia, Marshall 


Islands, Oman, Paraguay, Togo and Vanuatu.



(ii)
Non-Article 5 Parties




Overdue by over 2 years:  Tajikistan.

(f) Base-year (1991) data for Annex E substances (for Parties that have ratified the Copenhagen 

Amendment)



(i)
Article 5 Parties




Overdue by  1-2 years:  Haiti





Overdue by over 2 years:  Djibouti, Liberia, Marshall Islands and Vanuatu.

(ii) Non-Article 5 Parties




None.

(g) Baseline data for Annex A substances for Article 5 Parties - average for


1995-1997


The following Article 5 Parties have not reported data for 1995, 1996 or 1997 and the 


Secretariat is therefore unable to determine their baselines for the phase-out of Annex A 


substances:  Albania, Angola, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Djibouti, Haiti, Kyrgyzstan, Lao 


People's Democratic Republic, Liberia, Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, 


Suriname and Vanuatu.

(h) Baseline data for Annex E substances for Article 5 Parties - average for
1995-1998:



The following Article 5 Parties which have ratified the Copenhagen Amendment have not 


reported some or all data for 1995, 1996, 1997 or 1998 and the Secretariat is therefore unable to 

determine their baselines for the phase-out of Annex E substances:  Congo, Djibouti, Fiji, 


Gabon, Haiti, Liberia, Marshall Islands, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Singapore and Vanuatu.

5. The following Parties are temporarily classified as operating under Article 5 of the Protocol:  Albania, Angola, Cape Verde, Djibouti, Haiti, Liberia, Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Palau, Somalia, Suriname and Vanuatu.

6. Subparagraphs (ii) and (iii) of paragraph (a) of decision VI/5 of the Sixth Meeting of the Parties, held on 6-7 October 1994, stipulates as follows:

(ii)
A country may only be classified temporarily as operating under Article 5 for a period of two years applicable from the time of adoption of the present decision.  After this period, Article 5 status can no longer be extended without data reporting as required by the Protocol, unless the country has sought the assistance of the Executive Committee and the Implementation Committee.  In this case, the extension period shall not exceed two years;

(iii)
A developing country temporarily classified as operating under Article 5 would lose the status if it does not report base-year data as required by the Protocol within one year of the approval of its country programme and its institutional strengthening by the Executive Committee, unless otherwise decided by the Meeting of the Parties.

7. Albania, Angola, Djibouti, Haiti, Liberia, the Marshall Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia, Suriname and Vanuatu, temporarily classified as operating under Article 5 of the Protocol, have all sought assistance from the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund to establish their country programmes, and in all these Parties, preparation of such programmes by the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) as implementing agency is under way.  Cape Verde, Palau and Somalia have recently ratified the Montreal Protocol and are in the process of seeking technical and financial assistance from the Multilateral Fund in order to implement the Protocol.

8. The Thirteenth Meeting of the Parties may wish to note the situation of the Parties temporarily classified as operating under Article 5 whose country programmes have yet to be approved by the Executive Committee.

9. The Secretariat has checked the status of ozone-depleting substances (ODS) data reporting for the period 1986-1999 and sent reminders regarding missing data to the Parties concerned.  Forty-one             non-Article 5 Parties and 95 Article 5 Parties have complied fully with the ODS reporting requirements under Article 7 of the Protocol.  A list of these Parties is presented in annex XII to the present report.  However, the following nine Parties have not reported any ODS data for the period 1986-1999:  Albania, Angola, Djibouti, Haiti, Liberia, Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Suriname and Vanuatu.

D.  Reporting of data for 1999

10. Under Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol, all Parties are required to report the data for each year to the Secretariat.  In accordance with Article 7, paragraph 4, States members of the European Community are required to report to the Secretariat only the data on production of controlled substances:  Community-wide consumption data are reported by the European Community.

11. An analysis of the data for 1999 reported by the Parties in accordance with Article 7 of the Protocol is attached as annex I to the present report.  Of the 175 Parties required to report, 152 Parties (111 Article 5 and 41 non‑Article 5) have reported data.  The symbol "N.R." has been used throughout the annexes to indicate non-reporting by a Party. 

12. By 30 September 2000, only 86 Parties had reported data for 1999 in accordance with Article 7 of the Protocol.  Since then, a further 66 Parties have reported data for 1999.  The Secretariat has provided the respective reporting dates of each Party in annexes Ib and Ic to the present report.

13. The following 19 Article 5 Parties did not report data for 1999:  Albania, Angola, Bahamas, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Cyprus, Djibouti, Grenada, Haiti, Kiribati, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Papua New Guinea, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, Tonga, Vanuatu and Yemen.

14. The following four non-Article 5 Parties did not report data for 1999: Belgium, Ireland, Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan.  Belgium and Ireland are States members of the European Community and are therefore required to report only their production of controlled substances.  The Secretariat requested all States members of the European Community that had reported no production of controlled substances or had ceased production since 1992 (Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, Ireland, Luxembourg, Portugal and Sweden) to confirm to it that there was no production in their territories.  The Secretariat will continue to treat such Parties as maintaining zero production unless they report otherwise to the Secretariat.

E.  Remarks on the data submitted for 1999

15. In the present report, both production and consumption figures are weighted with the ozone-depleting potential (ODP) of the substances.  The figures analysed in the present section are for the calendar year January‑December 1999.  For Article 5 Parties, the production and consumption base for Annex A substances is the baseline value (the average for 1995, 1996 and 1997) whereas for non-Article 5 Parties the production and consumption base is the base year (1986).  For Article 5 Parties, the production and consumption of Annex E substances is the baseline value (the average for 1995, 1996, 1997 and 1998) whereas for non-Article 5 Parties the production and consumption base is the base year (1991).

16. Changes in production and consumption of ODS in 1999 are shown in Table 1.  Fourteen non-Article 5 Parties (Canada, the Czech Republic, France, Germany, Greece, Israel, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, Poland, the Russian Federation, Spain, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the United States of America) and nine Article 5 Parties (Argentina, Brazil, the People’s Republic of China, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, India, the Republic of Korea, Mexico, Romania and Venezuela) have reported data on production for 1999.  For CFCs, production in the non-Article 5 Parties decreased by 95 per cent and in the Article 5 Parties by 10 per cent.  For halons, production in non-Article 5 Parties decreased by 99.9 per cent and in Article 5 Parties by 45 per cent.  Also noteworthy are the data for 1999 showing that 76 Article 5 Parties reported zero consumption of halons.  Similarly, 62 Article 5 Parties reported zero consumption of carbon tetrachloride and 67 Article 5 Parties reported zero consumption of methyl chloroform.

Table 1


Percentage change in production and consumption of ODS in 1999 in comparison with the base year (negative figures indicate reduction and positive figures an increase)*

Annex Group
Non-Article 5
Article 5
All Parties


Production
Consumption
Production
Consumption
Production
Consumption

A/I (1)
-95.1%
-97.4%
-10.3%
-24.0%
-86.9%
-86.5%

A/II (1)
-99.9%
-99.8%
-44.6%
-40.9%
-89.1%
-87.4%

B/I
-99.5%
-99.4%
**
-92.8%
-98.7%
-97.8%

B/II
-99.6%
-104.4%
-75.8%
-77.2%
-92.8%
-96.9%

B/III
-97.8%
-99.5%
-80.5%
-64.3%
-97.5%
-96.8%

C/I (2)
134.1%
132.2%
330.6%
341.7%
151.1%
164.2%

E/I (3)
-29.4%
-36.8%
11.9%
-11.8%
-28.6%
-31.4%

* This information applies only to Parties that have reported both the 1999 and the base-year data.

** The base year production for Annex B/II for Article 5 Parties was zero, hence the 1999 production of 27 ODP tons cannot be expressed as a percentage change from the base-year value.



(1)
For Article 5 Parties, the production and consumption base for Annex A substances is the 

baseline value (the average for 1995, 1996 and 1997) whereas for non-Article 5 Parties the production 
and consumption base is the base year (1986).


(2)
The production/consumption of HCFCs in 1999 is compared to the production/consumption of 
HCFCs in 1989 (see annex XI to the present report) and not to the baseline of Annex C, Group I 
substances (defined in paragraphs 1 and 8 of Article 2F of the Protocol as 1989 HCFC 
production/consumption plus 2.8 per cent of the 1989 CFC production/consumption).


(3)
For Article 5 Parties, the production and consumption base for Annex E substances is the 
baseline value (the average for 1995, 1996, 1997 and 1998) whereas for non-Article 5 Parties the 
production and consumption base is the base year 1991.

17. Figures 1 and 2 show the changes in the production of CFCs and halons between 1986, 1998 and 1999 but only for those Parties that reported data for all three years.  Article 5 Parties increased production of CFCs in 1999 in comparison with 1986 (by 119 per cent) but decreased production in comparison with 1998 (by 3.5 per cent).  Halon production by the same Parties increased in 1999 by 123 per cent compared to 1986 but decreased by 17 per cent in comparison with 1998.  Non-Article 5 Parties reduced production of CFCs in 1999 in comparison with 1986 by 95 per cent.  However, their production in 1999 was 8.3 per cent higher than in 1998.  For halons, non-Article 5 Parties reduced production by 99.7 per cent in 1999 in comparison with 1986.  However, their 1999 production was 15.8 per cent higher than their 1998 production.  Figures 3 and 4 show changes in the consumption of both CFCs and halons between 1986, 1998 and 1999.  Article 5 parties reduced consumption of CFCs and halons in 1999 in comparison with 1986 and 1998.  Non-Article 5 parties reduced consumption of CFCs and halons drastically in 1999 in comparison with 1986, but consumption changed only marginally in 1999 in comparison with 1998.  Figures 5 and 6 show production patterns of CFCs and halons by region in 1986, 1998 and 1999 while Figures 7 and 8 show consumption patterns of CFCs and halons by region for the same years.

18. The Secretariat analysed the production and consumption data for 1999 for all Parties with reference to the applicable control measures.  Where the data appear to indicate non-compliance with the control measures, the Parties concerned have been contacted for clarification.  In most cases, the deviations are accounted for by approved essential uses, laboratory use or increased production for meeting the basic domestic needs of Article 5 Parties.

19. Table 2 shows all cases of deviation from the consumption reduction schedules, hereinafter referred to as “deviations” revealed by the data submitted for 1999.  Belarus, Latvia, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan (countries with economies in transition) have reported reductions in consumption in accordance with their negotiated phase-out benchmarks or plans, as noted by the Parties in their relevant decisions adopted in 1998.  Azerbaijan, Lithuania and Ukraine have their first benchmarks set for 2000.  Estonia explained that it was unable to meet the negotiated benchmarks because of a delay in the adoption of the GEF Country Programme for Estonia.  Instead, Estonia submitted benchmarks that it could accept on the way to a total phase-out by 2002.  Kazakhstan provided benchmarks which the Secretariat will be presenting to the Parties for consideration by the Implementation Committee at its next meeting in October 2001. The Secretariat has requested Tajikistan to provide benchmarks and data for the base years for consideration by the Parties.

20. The consumption of Annex A, Group I substances (14,824 ODP tons) reported by the Russian Federation for 1999 exceeded the negotiated production benchmark for the combined 1999 and 2000 period (10,120 ODP tons).  The reported production for 1999 (18,417 ODP tons) also exceeded the negotiated production benchmark.  However, in a letter from the Chairman of the Government of the Russian Federation dated 9 December 2000, the Secretariat was informed that all production of Annex A and Annex B substances in the Russian Federation had ceased as of 20 December 2000.  Confirmation to this effect was subsequently received, from the World Bank as implementing agency, by the Implementation Committee at its twenty-sixth meeting.

Table 2

Deviation from consumption reduction schedules by non-Article 5 Parties in 1999

Party
Annex/Group of substances and control measures
Comments


AI
AII
BI
BII
BIII
CI
EI



-100%
-100%
-100%
-100%
-100%
Freeze
-25%


Armenia**
-99.62%




1 ODPB

AI & CI:  Cases of deviation

Australia
-98.08%


-99.86%
-99.999%


AI:  Approved essential uses1
BII & BIII:  Laboratory and analytical Use3

Azerbaijan
-79.22%






Negotiated phase-out plan starts in 20004

Belarus*
-92.29%
-96.52%
-96.63%
-95.03%



Within phase-out plan negotiated with the Parties4

Bulgaria






36 ODPZ
EI:  Case of deviation

Canada



-99.99%
-99.999%


BII & BIII:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Czech Republic
-99.79%






AI:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Estonia
-70.17%


-33.33%



Within benchmarks provided by the Party4

European Community
-98.43%



-99.35%


AI:  Case of deviation – 78 per cent  was for approved essential uses1

BIII:  Case of deviation

Hungary
-99.99%





-24.5%
AI:  Approved essential uses1

EI:  Case of deviation

Japan
-99.98%


-99.95%


-14.1%
AI:  Approved essential uses1

BII:  Case of deviation.  Essential uses2

EI:  Case of deviation

Latvia
-99.65%


-99.11%



Within benchmarks negotiated with the Parties4

Lithuania
-98.44%






Negotiated phase-out plan starts in 20004

New Zealand
-99.9998%


-99.88%



AI & BII:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Norway



-86.00%
-99.985%


BII & BIII:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Poland
-96.25%


-99.71%
-99.97%


AI:  Approved essential uses1

BII & BIII:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Russian Federation*
-85.23%
-98.71%
-94.67%
-98.03%



AI:  Not according to negotiated phase-out plan (see paragraph 20 of the present report)4 

AII:  Approved essential uses1

BI & BII:  Cases of deviation

Slovakia
-99.92%


-99.91%



AI & BII:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Switzerland




-99.986%


BIII:  Laboratory and analytical use3

Tajikistan*
50.7 ODPB


0.1 ODPB

2 ODPB

No decision yet on a phase-out plan

Turkmenistan*
-89.21%






Within benchmarks negotiated with the Parties4

Ukraine*
-79.87%

-69.00%
0.7 ODPZ
0.2 ODPZ

245 ODPZ
Negotiated phase-out plan starts in 20004

United States of America
-99.05%



-99.06%


AI:  Approved essential uses1 and Production for Article 5 Parties5
BIII:  Production for Article 5 Parties5

Uzbekistan
97.03%






Within benchmarks negotiated with the Parties4

* Parties which have not ratified the Copenhagen Amendment.

** Parties which have not ratified the London and Copenhagen Amendments.
Z – Consumption baseline of zero – hence increase given in ODP tons.

B – Baseline not reported – hence ODP tonnage given instead of percentage.

1 – Essential Uses Exemption approved by the Meeting of Parties.

2 – Party reported the substances were imported or produced for exempted essential uses but no approval was granted by the Parties and no indication was given that it was for laboratory and analytical uses.
3 – Party reported that the substances were imported for laboratory and analytical uses (see annex V to the present report)

4 – Countries with economies in transition and with GEF-funded programmes. Benchmarks were negotiated between the Implementation Committee and the Party (except where indicated that benchmarks were provided by the Party) and presented to the Tenth Meeting of the Parties, in 1998.

5 – Party reported that the substances were produced for supply to Article 5 countries but substance was not exported within the same year.

21. Table 3 shows all cases of deviation from production reduction schedules revealed by the data submitted for 1999.

Table 3

Deviation from production reduction schedules by non-Article 5 Parties in 1999

Party
Annex/Group of substances and control measures
Comments


AI
AII
BI
BII
BIII
EI



-100%
-100%
-100%
-100%
-100%
-25%


Czech Republic
-99.43%


-99.77%


AI:  Laboratory and analytical use3
BII:  Production for Article 5 Parties 4

France




-95.79%
-24.39%
BIII:  Case of deviation – 67 per cent of production was for approved essential uses and Article 5 Parties

EI:  Production for Article 5 Parties4

Germany
-99.58%





AI:  Case of deviation

Greece
-91.38%





AI:  Production for Article 5 Parties4

Italy
-88.66%


-90.55%


AI:  Case of deviation – 98 per cent of production was for approved essential uses and Article 5 Parties

BII:  Case of deviation

Japan



-99.80%
-93.30%

BII:  Case of deviation.  Essential uses2
BIII:  Production for Article 5 Parties4

Netherlands
-62.86%


150.7 ODPZ


AI:  Case of deviation – 68 per cent of production was for Article 5 Parties

BII:  Case of deviation – 70 per cent of production was for essential uses2

Russian Federation*
-82.51%
-98.01%
-94.50%
-99.66%


AI:  Not according to negotiated benchmarks (see paragraph 20 of the present report)

AII:  Approved essential uses1 and production for Article 5 Parties4
BI:  Case of deviation 

BII:  Production for Article 5 Parties4

Spain
-82.69%





AI:  Approved essential uses1  and production for Article 5 Parties 4

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
-98.61%





AI:  Case of deviation – 92 per cent of production was for approved essential uses and Article 5 Parties

United States of America
-99.86%


-99.97%
-99.22%

AI:  Approved essential uses1 and production for Article 5 Parties4
BII:  Laboratory and analytical uses3
BIII:  Production for Article 5 Parties4

* Parties which have not ratified the Copenhagen Amendment.

Z – Production baseline of zero – hence increase given in ODP tons.

1 – Essential Uses Exemption approved by the Meetings of the Parties.

2 – Party reported the substances were produced for essential uses within the country but no approval was granted by the Parties and no indication was given that it was for laboratory and analytical uses.

3 – Party reported that the substances were imported for laboratory and analytical uses (see annex V to the present report).

4 – Party reported that the substances were produced for supply to Article 5 Parties.

22. Table 3 shows that Germany, Italy, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland deviated from the production reduction schedule for non-Article 5 Parties in 1999 for Annex A, Group I substances; Italy and the Netherlands deviated from the production reduction schedule for non-Article 5 Parties in 1999 for Annex B, Group II substances; and France deviated from the production reduction schedule for non-Article 5 Parties in 1999 for Annex B, Group III substances.

23. Italy reported production for Article 5 Parties and approved essential uses that accounts for only       98 per cent of the retained production and the Netherlands reported production for Article 5 Parties that accounts for only 68 per cent of the retained production in 1999 of Annex A, Group I substances.  It also reported having a zero baseline for Annex B, Group II substances yet reported production in 1999 of     150.7 ODP tons of these substances.  The United Kingdom of great Britain and Northern Ireland reported production for Article 5 Parties and approved essential uses that accounted for only 92 per cent of the retained production in 1999.  France reported production for Article 5 Parties and approved essential uses that accounted for only 67 per cent of the retained production in 1999.

24. A comparison of production, imports and exports of ODS by the Parties that reported data for both the base years and 1999 is attached to the present report as annex II.  Total exports of ODS from Article 5 Parties decreased from 91,532 tons to 72,953 tons while total exports of non-Article 5 Parties decreased from 406,747 tons to 167,685 tons between the base years and 1999.  Total imports of ODS to Article 5 Parties increased from 138,777 tons to 194,540 tons while the imports of non-Article 5 Parties decreased from 270,381 tons to 37,337 tons between the base year and 1999.

25. The data on consumption of Annex A, Group I substances for 1999 contained in annexes Ia and Ic to the present report do not include quantities of CFC-11 imported by India as pre-blended polyols (pre‑polymer).  Pre-blended polyols are treated as products under decision I/12A and Annex D to the Montreal Protocol and CFCs in polyols therefore are not treated as consumption by the importing Party.

26. The changes in total quantities of ODS exported from non-Article 5 Parties and from Article 5 Parties in 1999 in comparison with the base years are shown in Table 4.  The Table shows that exports of HCFCs (Annex C, Group I substances) increased significantly in 1999 from both Article 5 and non-Article 5 Parties in comparison with the base year.

Table 4

Percentage change in exports of ODS in 1999 in comparison with the base years 
(negative figures indicate reduction and positive figures an increase)*

Annex group
Non-Article 5
Article 5
All Parties

A/I (1)
-75.0%
8.0%
-62.0%

A/II (1)
-100.0%
-38.0%
-92.0%

B/I
-100.0%
-99.1%
-100.0%

B/II
-28.0%
-41.0%
-31.0%

B/III
-86.0%
-94.0%
-87.0%

C/I
318.2%
652.5%
339.2%

E/I (2)
11.0%
204.3%
13.0%


*
This information applies only to Parties that have reported both for 1999 and the base 


year.


(1)
For Article 5 Parties, the export base for Annex A substances is the baseline value (the 
average for 1995, 1996 and 1997) whereas for non-Article 5 Parties the export base is the 


base year (1986). 


(2)
For Article 5 Parties, the export base for Annex E substances is the baseline value (the 

average for 1995, 1996, 1997 and 1998) whereas for non- Article 5 Parties the export 


base is the base year (1991).

27. Exports of methyl bromide in 1999 were reported by four Article 5 Parties and eight non-Article 5 Parties.  Overall exports increased in 1999 by 13 per cent in comparison with the base year.  The difference between the total quantity of imports and exports of methyl bromide reported in 1999 was less than              1 per cent.

28. Imports of CFCs to Article 5 Parties amounted to 90 per cent of the total imports of CFCs, but CFC exports from these Parties amounted to only 43 per cent of total CFC exports (see annex II to the present report).  This indicates that the needs of Article 5 Parties were satisfied in 1999 also by exports from non-Article 5 Parties.  It is worth noting that the total quantity of CFCs exported in 1999 was 30 per cent greater than the total quantity imported whereas total exports of halons reported in 1999 were 22 per cent less than the total amounts imported.

29. The following Parties reported on the types and quantities of Annex A and Annex B substances which they exported in 1999 and their destinations, as required in decision VII/9, paragraph 4:  Argentina, Belarus, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, European Community, France, Hungary, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and United States of America.  The following Parties reported on the types and quantities of exports of Annex A and B substances but not on the destinations of the exports:  Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Botswana, People’s Republic of China,           El Salvador, Germany, India, Israel, Latvia, Lebanon, Lithuania, Mauritius, Mexico, Poland, Romania, South Africa, Sweden and Venezuela.

30. The following Parties reported data on annual imports and/or exports of recovered and reclaimed ODS for 1999 (see annex IV to the present report):  Australia, Canada, Croatia, Denmark, Fiji, Honduras, Iceland, Israel, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Romania, Russian Federation, Singapore, Slovakia, Switzerland and United States of America.  All Parties that reported exports of recovered and reclaimed ODS reported also on their recycling facilities.

31. Parties that submitted data regarding the global essential-use exemption for laboratory and analytical uses in 1999 are listed in annex V to the present report:  Australia, Canada, Czech Republic, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Slovakia, Switzerland and United States of America.

32. According to the information submitted to the Secretariat and considered by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel in its April 2000 report, all Parties which were required to report have submitted their reporting accounts for 1999 in accordance with decision VIII/9:  Australia, Canada, European Community, Hungary, Japan, Poland, Russian Federation and United States of America.

33. The following Parties have submitted their reporting accounts for 2000:  Australia, Canada, European Community, Hungary, Japan, Poland, Russian Federation and United States of America.

34. Annex VI to the present report provides an analysis of data on 1999 ODS production and consumption, compared to the base years in five regions (Africa, Asia, Eastern Europe, Latin America and the Caribbean, Western Europe and Others) for groups of substances.  Table 5 shows the regional distribution of production and consumption of CFCs and halons in 1999.

Table 5

Regional distribution of the production and consumption of ODSs in 1999*
Annex Group
Regional distribution of ODSs as percentage of global total



Africa
Asia
Eastern Europe
Latin America and the Caribbean
Western Europe and Others

A/I
Production
0.0%
50.7%
12.5%
15.5%
21.3%


Consumption
7.7%
56.7%
12.2%
17.9%
5.5%

A/II
Production
0.0%
99.0%
2.2%
0.0%
-1.2%


Consumption
6.2%
91.1%
1.5%
0.7%
0.5%

B/I
Production
0.0%
62.1%
37.9%
0.0%
0.0%


Consumption
1.1%
63.2%
21.8%
13.9%
0.0%

B/II
Production
0.0%
59.5%
-1.1%
38.5%
3.1%


Consumption
1.2%
170.5%
10.2%
37.0%
-118.8%

B/III
Production
0.0%
66.2%
0.0%
5.5%
28.4%


Consumption
1.9%
71.8%
0.0%
10.6%
15.7%

C/I
Production
0.0%
26.7%
0.4%
1.0%
71.9%


Consumption
1.3%
30.4%
1.0%
5.3%
62.0%

E/I
Production
0.0%
50.7%
0.0%
0.0%
49.3%


Consumption
7.4%
24.4%
1.5%
11.5%
55.2%

* This information applies only to Parties that have reported both for 1999 and the base year.

F.  Compliance of Article 5 Parties with the freeze in consumption of substances in Annex A, Group I

35. Of the 111 Article 5 Parties that reported data for 1999, the following 23 Parties exceeded their  consumption baselines (average consumption for 1995, 1996 and 1997) of Annex A, Group I substances: Bangladesh, Belize, Brazil, Burundi, Cameroon, Chad, Dominican Republic, Ethiopia, Ghana, Honduras, Jamaica, Kenya, Malta, Mongolia, Morocco, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Paraguay, Peru, Samoa, Solomon Islands and Togo.  In accordance with decision X/29, paragraph 2, the Secretariat has requested these Parties to report their consumption of Annex A, Group I substances for the control period 1 July 1999 to                30 June 2000. Of these Parties, Brazil and Jamaica have reported consumption of Annex A, Group I substances for the control period that is lower than their baselines.  They have therefore complied with the control measure of freezing consumption of substances in Annex A, Group I from 1 July 1999 in accordance with the Montreal Protocol. Cameroon reported consumption of Annex A, Group I substances for the control period that exceeded its baseline and therefore deviated from the control measure. The Secretariat is awaiting replies from the other Parties.

36. Of the 51 Article 5 Parties that have reported data for 2000, the following 10 Parties exceeded their consumption baselines of Annex A, Group I substances: Chad, Comoros, Ethiopia, Ghana, Malta, Mongolia, Namibia, Oman, Papua New Guinea and Paraguay. Of these Parties, the following 7 exceeded their consumption baselines for 1999:  Chad, Ethiopia, Ghana, Malta, Mongolia, Oman and Paraguay.  Of the remaining 3 Parties, the Comoros and Namibia reported consumption below their baselines for 1999 while Papua New Guinea has not yet reported data for 1999.  In accordance with decision X/29, paragraph 2, the Secretariat has requested these Parties to report their consumption of Annex A, Group I substances for the approved 1 July 1999 to 30 June 2000 control period. 

37. Of the 50 Article 5 Parties that have reported data for both 1999 and 2000, the following 33 Parties reported consumption of Annex A, Group I substances for both 1999 and 2000 below their baselines: Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Benin, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Democratic Republic of Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Gambia, Guyana, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Myanmar, Panama, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Uruguay and Zimbabwe.  As discussed at the twenty-first meeting of the Implementation Committee, the Secretariat recommends that these Parties should be assumed to have complied with the control measure of freezing both production and consumption of substances in Annex A, Group I effective 1 July 1999 in accordance with the Montreal Protocol, without insisting on data for the control period.

Table 6

Article 5 Parties that have reported Annex A/I consumption
above the baseline in 1999 or 2000 (in ODP tons)

No.
Country Name
Baseline Consumption
1999 Consumption
2000 Consumption
Control Period Consumption

1. 
 Bangladesh
580.4
800.6



2. 
 Belize
16.0
25.1
8.8


3. 
 Brazil
10,525.8
11,612.0

7066.0

4. 
 Burundi
59.0
59.6
53.8


5. 
 Cameroon
256.9
361.5

368.7

6. 
 Chad
34.6
37.5
36.5


7. 
 Comoros
2.5
2.5
2.7


8. 
 Dominican Republic
539.8
752.1
398.8


9. 
 Ethiopia
33.8
39.2
39.2


10. 
 Ghana
35.6
46.8
47.0


11. 
 Honduras
331.6
334.8
172.3


12. 
 Jamaica
93.2
210.4
59.8
68.3

13. 
 Kenya
239.5
241.1



14. 
 Malta
64.3
97.2
67.6


15. 
 Mongolia
10.6
20.6
13.9


16. 
 Morocco
802.3
870.6
564.0


17. 
 Namibia
21.9
21.0
22.1


18. 
 Niger
32.0
58.3



19. 
 Nigeria
3,650.0
4,286.2



20. 
 Oman
248.4
259.6
282.1


21. 
 Papua New Guinea
36.3
n.r.
47.9


22. 
 Paraguay
146.9
345.3
153.5


23. 
 Peru
289.5
295.6



24. 
 Samoa
4.5
4.8



25. 
 Solomon Islands
2.1
6.2



26. 
 Togo
39.8
41.7
37.5


38. The following seven Parties have reported data for Annex A, Group I substances for 1999 showing production levels below their baselines:  People’s Republic of China, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, India, Republic of Korea, Romania, South Africa and Venezuela.  The Secretariat was therefore unable to analyse whether they had complied with the freeze in production of the substances in Annex A, Group I.

39. 
Argentina and Brazil have reported data showing production of Annex A, Group I substances for 1999 above their baselines (see Table 7).  Brazil has reported production of Annex A, Group I substances for the control period below its baseline.  Argentina has not yet reported data for the control period.  The Secretariat will therefore request Argentina to report its production of Annex A, Group I substances for the 1 July 1999 to 30 June 2000 control period.

Table 7

Article 5 Parties that have reported Annex A/I production
above the baseline in 1999 or 2000 (in ODP tons)

No.
Country name
Baseline production
1999 Production
2000 Production
Control period production

1. 
Argentina
2,745.3
3,101.0



2. 
Brazil
10,182.2
11,286.0

3481.0

G.  Data for 1998

40. The 1998 data were analysed and placed before the Twelfth Meeting of the Parties, in 2000.  More data have since been received from the Parties.  Out of the 175 Parties required to report, 158 Parties        (117 Article 5 and 41 non-Article 5) have reported.  Annex VII to the present report contains an analysis of the updated 1998 data.

41. The changes in production and consumption of ODS in 1998 are shown in Table 8.  Fourteen non-Article 5 Parties (Canada, Czech Republic, France, Germany, Greece, Israel, Italy, Japan, Netherlands, Poland, Russian Federation, Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America) and nine Article 5 Parties (Argentina, Brazil, People’s Republic of China, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Republic of Korea, India, Mexico, Romania and Venezuela) reported production of ODS in 1998.  For CFCs, production in the non-Article 5 Parties decreased by 95 per cent whereas production in the Article 5 Parties decreased by 7 per cent.  For halons, production in the non-Article 5 Parties decreased by 99.8 per cent whereas production in the Article 5 Parties decreased by 33 per cent.

Table 8

Percentage changes in production and consumption of ODS in 1998 in comparison with the base years
(negative figures indicate a reduction and positive figures an increase)*

Non-Article 5
Article 5
All Parties

Annex Group
Production
Consumption
Production
Consumption
Production
Consumption

A/I (1)
-95.5%
-97.6%
-7.0%
-13.6%
-86.9%
-85.2%

A/II (1)
-99.8%
-99.2%
-32.9%
-29.5%
-86.8%
-84.7%

B/I
-99.6%
-99.2%
-
-88.8%
-98.9%
-96.6%

B/II
-98.8%
-110.2%
-47.6%
0.4%
-85.1%
-79.7%

B/III
-98.1%
-100.1%
-88.2%
-68.4%
-97.9%
-97.6%

C/I (2)
133.1%
131.4%
56.7%
151.5%
126.5%
134.5%

E/I
-9.9%
-23.7%
-88.3%
73.6%
-10.5%
-11.0%

* This information applies only to Parties that have reported both for 1998 and the base year.

(1) For Article 5 Parties, the export base for Annex A substances is the baseline value (the average for 1995, 1996 and 1997) whereas for non-Article 5 Parties, the export base is the base year (1986).

(2) The production/consumption of HCFCs in 1998 is compared to the production/consumption of HCFCs in 1989 and not to the baseline for the Annex C, Group I substances, which is defined in paragraphs 1 and 8 of Article 2F of the Protocol as the 1989 HCFC production/consumption plus 2.8 per cent of the 1989 CFC production/consumption (see annex XI to this report)

H.  Data for 2000

42. Under Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol, all Parties are required to report the data for 2000 to the Secretariat before the end of September 2001.  Only 61 Parties had done so as of 20 August 2001.  These are 51 Article 5 Parties (Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Belize, Benin, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Chad, Comoros, Democratic Republic of Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Gambia, Ghana, Guyana, Honduras, Jamaica, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Madagascar, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia, Oman, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Togo, Uruguay and Zimbabwe) and 10 non-Article 5 Parties (Austria, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bulgaria, Denmark, Finland, Hungary, Iceland, Latvia and Portugal).  Annex VIII to the present report contains a preliminary analysis of the 2000 data.  For Article 5 Parties, the consumption bases for Annex A and Annex E substances are the new baselines (the average for 1995, 1996 and 1997 and the average for 1995, 1996, 1997 and 1998 respectively).  For non-Article 5 Parties, the consumption base for Annex A substances is the base year 1986 while for Annex E substances it is the base year 1991.

43. Table 9 shows a summary of all cases of deviations from the control schedules for consumption by non-Article 5 Parties which have reported data for 2000.

Table 9

Deviation from consumption reduction schedules by non-Article 5 Parties in 2000

Party
Annex/Group of substances and control measures
Comments (where information has been provided)


AI
AII
BI
BII
BIII
CI
EI



-100%
-100%
-100%
-100%
-100%
Freeze
-25%


Azerbaijan
-81.74%





1874.47%
AI:  Within the benchmarks approved by the Parties
EI:  Case of deviation – not within the benchmarks approved by the Parties

Belarus



-92.22%



BII:  Case of deviation - not within the benchmarks provided by the Party

Bulgaria






13.20 ODP
EI:  Case of deviation as baseline was zero.

Hungary
-99.99%





-24.53%
AI:  Approved essential uses

EI:  Case of deviation

Latvia
-99.42%






BII:  Case of deviation – not within the benchmarks approved by the Parties

44. An analysis of the compliance status for production for non-Article 5 Parties could not be carried out for 2000 since none of the producers has yet reported data.  In view of the small number of Parties that had reported data for 2000 by 20 August 2001, the Secretariat did not conduct a full review of the 2000 data as requested by the Implementation Committee at its meetings in December 2000 and July 2001.  This will be done prior to the twenty-eighth meeting of the Implementation Committee, in 2002.

-----




*		UNEP/OzL.Pro.13/1


**		In the present report, the "base year" means the first year for which Parties are required to report data for a particular substance. The term "baseline" means the level of production /  consumption used as the basis for the phase-out schedules.  For example, for Article 5 Parties, the year 1986 is the “base year” for Annex A substances, while the average of the 1995-1997 production/consumption levels constitutes the “baseline” for the control measures.  Similarly, 1989 is the base year for non-Article 5 Parties for HCFCs, whereas the baseline is equal to the 1989 HCFC consumption plus 2.8 per cent of the 1989 CFC consumption.
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