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Introduction

1. The present report is prepared pursuant to paragraph (c) of Article 12 of the Montreal Protocol and contains information received by the Secretariat, as at 3 September 2010, pursuant to Article 7 of the Protocol.

2. Article 7 of the Protocol provides:

(a) That, for 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 … in Annexes B and … Annex C for the year 1989 [and] in Annex E, for the year 1991, or the best possible estimates of such data where actual data are not available …”;

(b) That, for 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 feedstock, 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”;

(c) That, for annual data on recovered substances, “each Party shall provide to the Secretariat separate statistical data of 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”.

3. Throughout the present report and its annexes, negative values for calculated production for a given year imply that quantities destroyed or exported for feedstock uses exceeded production for that year. Similarly, negative values for calculated consumption indicate that quantities destroyed or exported for the year exceeded production and imports, implying that the destroyed or exported quantities came from stockpiles. Figures in the present report and its annexes relating to quantities of controlled substances have been rounded to one decimal point in accordance with the guidance provided at the Eighteenth Meeting of the Parties (UNEP/OzL.Pro.18/10, paragraphs 145–147). 

4. Table 1 lists the annexes to the present report and outlines their content. 

Table 1
Annexes to the present report
	Annex
	Description

	I (a), I (b) and I (c)
	2009 data on calculated production and consumption by parties

	II
	2009 comparison of production, import and export of substances

	III
	2009 import and export of new and recovered substances

	IV
	2009 recovered ozone-depleting substances imported and exported by parties

	V
	2009 data reported for laboratory and analytical uses

	VI
	Summary by region: 2009 data on production and consumption

	VII (a), VII (b) and VII (c)
	2008 data on calculated production and consumption by parties

	VIII
	Consolidated record of cases of stockpiling in accordance with decision XVIII/17 



A.
Status of ratification of the Montreal Protocol and its London, Copenhagen, Montreal and Beijing Amendments

5. The obligations of a party under the Montreal Protocol are determined by the amendments to the Protocol that a party has ratified, in addition to obligations under the non-amended Protocol. Table 2 summarizes the number of ratifications of the amendments to the Protocol as at 3 September 2010.

Table 2
Summary of the status of ratification as at 3 September 2010
	Instrument
	Number of parties that have ratified the instrument

	Vienna Convention
	196

	Montreal Protocol
	196

	London Amendment
	195

	Copenhagen Amendment
	192

	Montreal Amendment
	181

	Beijing Amendment
	164


6. The following figure depicts the status of ratification of the amendments in terms of the percentage of parties to the Protocol that have ratified the various amendments. As may be noted, over 83 per cent of the parties have ratified all the amendments; thus the majority of parties are bound by all the provisions of the Protocol and its amendments.

Status of ratification of the amendments to the Montreal Protocol
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7. Table 3 summarizes the key data-reporting obligations and control measures under the Protocol and its amendments. 

Table 3
Key obligations associated with the Protocol and its amendments

	Instrument
	Key obligations

	Montreal Protocol
	· Report and control production and consumption of Annex A, Groups I and II, substances (chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) and halons)

	London Amendment 
	· Report and control production and consumption of Annex B, Groups I, II and III (other CFCs, carbon tetrachloride and methyl chloroform)
· Reporting only of Annex C, Group I (hydrochlorofluorocarbons (HCFCs))

	Copenhagen Amendment 
	· Report and control consumption of Annex C, Group I (HCFCs)

· Report and control production and consumption of Annex C, Group II, and Annex E, Group I (hyrdrobromofluorocarbons (HBFCs) and methyl bromide)

	Montreal Amendment
	· Establish, implement and report on a system for licensing the import and export of controlled substances

	Beijing Amendment
	· Control production of Annex C, Group I (HCFCs)

· Report and control production and consumption of Annex C, Group III (bromochloromethane)



B.
Status of reporting of base‑year data (Article 7, paragraphs 1 and 2)

8. Table 4 summarizes the reporting obligations under paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 7, which parties assume upon ratification of the various instruments under the Protocol, and the length of time after ratification that a party has to fulfil those obligations.

Table 4
Base-year reporting obligations under paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 7
	Ratification
	Annexes for which reporting is required
	Base year to be reported
	Period within which report is required

	Montreal Protocol
	A
	1986
	6 months

	London Amendment
	B and C
	1989
	6 months

	Copenhagen Amendment
	E
	1991
	6 months


9. Article 7 provides that parties should submit best possible estimates of the data referred to above where actual data are not available.

10. Based on the treaties that parties have ratified and the dates of ratification thereof, all parties except San Marino have submitted their base‑year data as required. San Marino, whose details are listed in table 5, only recently ratified the instruments whose base-years’ reporting obligations it is yet to meet.

Table 5

Parties that have not yet reported base-year data
	Party
	Annexes for which base-year data have not been reported
	Remarks

	San Marino
	A (1986), B (1989), C/I (1989), E (1991)
	Party ratified the Montreal Protocol and the London and Copenhagen Amendments on 23 April 2009 and was required to report base-year data by 22 October 2009.



C.
Status of reporting of baseline data (Article 2F, paragraphs 1 and 7, and Article 5, paragraphs 3 and 8 ter)

11. Compliance with the control measures for parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 is not determined using the base‑year levels of production and consumption specified in paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 7. Instead, production and consumption for the multi-year periods specified in paragraphs 3 and 8 ter of Article 5 are used. Data on production and consumption during these periods are used to determine compliance by those parties with the control measures under Articles 2A–2I of the Protocol, as amended and adjusted by Article 5. Similarly, compliance with the control measures for HCFCs for parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 is determined using production and consumption levels specified in paragraphs 1 and 7 of Article 2F, which are different from the base-year levels specified in paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 7. The years for which these data, referred to as “baseline data”, are required are indicated in table 6.

Table 6
Baseline data required for checking compliance with control measures that do not use base‑year levels
	Group of parties
	Annex
	Baseline production and consumption data 
	Ratification required to bind the party to control measures

	Operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5
	A
	1995–1997 Annex A data
	Montreal Protocol

	Operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5
	B
	1998–2000 Annex B data
	London Amendment

	Operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5
	E
	1995–1998 Annex E data
	Copenhagen Amendment

	Not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5
	C/I
	1989 CFC and HCFC data (i.e., Annex A/I and C/I)
	Copenhagen Amendment for consumption and Beijing Amendment for production


12. All parties except two have reported all required baseline data in accordance with the treaties that they have ratified and the dates of ratification thereof.

13. Table 7 shows the details of the two parties that have not submitted baseline data for one or more of the required years for the specified group of substances.

Table 7
Parties that have not yet reported some baseline data
	Party
	Substances and years for which baseline data have not been reported
	Remarks

	Romania
	1989 CFC data: for establishing Annex C/I production* baseline 
	Romania’s production* of HCFCs has always been zero. Baseline data are therefore not required for compliance checking.

	San Marino (non-Article 5 party)
	1989 CFC data: for establishing Annex C/I baselines
	San Marino has yet to report any non-zero consumption or production. It therefore currently has no obligation to report baseline data.

	*
The European Union reports the consumption data for all its member States that are parties to the Protocol and its amendments. As Romania is a member of the European Union it reports only production data, which are assessed for compliance.


14. As noted in the table above, neither Romania nor San Marino has reported any non-zero consumption. Until such time as they do so they are not obliged to report baseline data.


D.
Status of compliance with annual data-reporting requirements (Article 7, paragraphs 3 and 3 bis) for the period 1986–2009

15. Paragraph 3 of Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol provides that all parties are required to report data for a given year to the Secretariat not later than nine months after the end of that year. For the period 1986–2008, all parties are in full compliance with their data-reporting obligations under paragraph 3 of Article 7.

16. For 2009, as at 3 September 2010, of the 196 parties required to report data, 100 parties (26 not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 and 74 so operating) had reported their data for 2009. The calculated production and consumption data reported so far for 2009 are presented in annexes I (a)–(c) to the present report.

17. Decision XX/12 encouraged parties to continue to report consumption and production data as soon as figures were available and preferably by 30 June each year, as agreed in decision XV/15. By 30 June 2010, 68 parties (50 operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 and 18 not so operating) had reported data for 2009. 

18. Since the present report has been prepared prior to 30 September 2010, the date by which parties are required to have reported data for 2009 according to Article 7, the remaining parties that have not reported for 2009 will be reviewed in an addendum to the present report, which will include a list of any parties that are in non‑compliance with their obligation to report data for 2009.


E.
Accounting for exemptions granted for 2009 for essential uses and critical uses 

19. Table 8 summarizes information regarding exemptions for essential uses of CFCs for 2009 granted to parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol under decisions XIX/13, XIX/14 and XX/2. The table includes information on the status of submission of the parties’ accounting reports for 2009 in accordance with decision VIII/9. According to paragraph 9 of decision VIII/9, parties that have been granted essential-use exemptions for previous years are requested to submit such reports by 31 January each year.

Table 8
Essential-use exemptions granted to parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol for CFCs for 2009 
	Party
	Exempted amount (in metric tonnes)
	Status of submission of accounting report for 2009

	European Union
	22
	Not yet submitted its accounting report 

	Russian Federation
	378
	Submitted its accounting report

	United States of America
	282
	Submitted its accounting report


20. Similarly, table 9 summarizes information regarding exemptions for critical uses of methyl bromide for 2009 granted to parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 under decisions XIX/9 and XX/5. The table includes information on the status of submission of the parties’ accounting reports for 2009 in accordance with decision XVI/6. 

Table 9
Critical-use exemptions granted to parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol for methyl bromide use for 2009 
	Party
	Exempted amount (in metric tonnes)
	Status of submission of accounting report for 2009

	Australia
	37.61
	Submitted its accounting report

	Canada
	39.115
	Submitted its accounting report

	Israel
	610.554
	Not yet submitted its accounting report but the party has submitted a nomination for 2011

	Japan
	305.38
	Submitted its accounting report

	United States 
	3 961.974
	Submitted its accounting report


21. The Implementation Committee will consider the issue of parties that have not submitted their accounting reports and submit its recommendations, if any, to the Meeting of the Parties. 


F.
Other details of data reported for 2009
22. The following seven parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 reported production of controlled ozone-depleting substances for 2009: Canada, Czech Republic, Germany, Japan, Netherlands, Spain and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. Of these, only Japan reported production of methyl bromide in 2009. Other producing parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 have yet to report data for 2009.

23. The following three parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 have reported production of controlled ozone‑depleting substances for 2009: Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Mexico and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Other producing parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 have yet to report data for 2009. 

24. The following 17 parties reported exports of ozone-depleting substances for 2009, together with information on export destinations (as required for Annex A and B substances under paragraph 4 of decision VII/9 and for all other substances under decision XVII/16): Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, European Union, Honduras, Japan, Mauritius, Mexico, New Zealand, South Africa, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, and Turkey. Four of these parties – Canada, European Union, Mauritius and Mexico – also reported some exports of ozone-depleting substances for 2009 whose destinations were not specified.

25. The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela reported exports of ozone‑depleting substances for 2009 but did not specify destinations for any of its exports. 

26. Exports of methyl bromide in 2009 were reported by the following seven parties: Australia, Brazil, Costa Rica, European Union, Honduras, Mexico and New Zealand. 

27. There was no reported production of bromochloromethane in 2009 although imports were reported by Canada, European Union, New Zealand and South Africa. Exports of the substance were reported only by the European Union.

28. Annex II to the present report summarizes production, imports and exports of substances reported by the parties for 2009.

29. Annex III to the present report summarizes imports and exports of new and recovered substances reported by the parties for 2009.

30. Annex IV to the present report summarizes imports and exports of  recovered ozone-depleting substances reported by the parties for 2009.

31. Parties that have submitted production or consumption data for laboratory and analytical uses for 2009 are listed in annex V to the present report.

32. Annex VI to the present report provides a summary by region of calculated production and consumption data reported by the parties for 2009.

33. The calculated production and consumption data reported for 2008 are presented in annexes VII (a), VII (b) and VII (c) to the present report.


G.
Status of compliance with the control measures for 2009 by parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5

34. The control measures applicable to parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for 2009 are summarized in table 10.

Table 10
Control measures applicable to parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for 2009
	Annex and group(s)
	Control measures* applicable in 2009 to production and consumption

	A, B, C/II, C/III and E
	Phase-out of production and consumption

	C/I (HCFCs)
	Production: Freeze at baseline levels

Consumption: No greater than 65 per cent of the baseline

	* except for quantities allowed, approved or exempted by the Protocol or the Meeting of the Parties


35. For parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5, permitted deviations are limited to approved essential‑use or critical-use exemptions, laboratory and analytical uses and increased production for satisfying the basic domestic needs of parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5. In reviewing compliance, the Secretariat also takes into account the transfer of production rights between parties.

36. Excess production and consumption attributable to stockpiling under the scenarios described in decision XVIII/17 are recorded for information purposes only and are not subject to the non‑compliance procedure, as directed by the Meeting of the Parties in that decision.

37. Twenty-six parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 have reported data so far for 2009.  Table 11 shows all cases of deviation from the consumption-reduction schedules suggested by the data submitted by those parties for the year 2009.

Table 11
Deviation from consumption-reduction schedules by parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 in 2009
	Party
	Annex and group
	ODP-tonnes
	Explanation or comment

	
	
	Baseline
	2009 Consumption
	

	1. Australia
	E/I
	422.4
	20
	Critical uses = 20.0 ODP-t.  Exempted amount = 22.6 ODP-t in decision XIX/9(2). 

	2. Canada
	B/II
	6 167.7
	0.2
	Laboratory and analytical uses = 0.2 ODP-t. 

	3. 
	E/I
	120.1
	17
	Critical uses = 17.0 ODP-t. Exempted amount = 23.5 ODP‑t in decisions XX/5(1) and XIX/9(2). 

	4. Japan
	B/II
	74 879.2
	14.2
	Laboratory and analytical uses = 14.2 ODP-t. 

	5. 
	B/III
	17 278.6
	0.1
	Laboratory and analytical uses = 0.1 ODP-t. 

	6. 
	E/I
	3 664.1
	167.2
	Critical uses = 167.2 ODP-t.  Exempted amount = 183.2 ODP-t in decision XIX/9(2). 


38. Similarly, table 12 lists all cases of deviation from the production-reduction schedules suggested by the data submitted by parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for 2009. Where the explanation or comment column indicates that clarification is pending, the Secretariat is following up with the parties concerned.

Table 12
Deviations from production-reduction schedules by parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 in 2009
	Party
	Annex and group
	ODP-tonnes
	Explanation or comment

	
	
	Baseline
	2009 Production
	

	1. Japan
	B/II
	19 602
	14.2
	Laboratory and analytical uses = 14.2 ODP-t. 

	2. 
	B/III
	15 636.4
	193.8
	Laboratory and analytical uses = 0.1 ODP-t. Production for BDN* of A5 parties = 193.7 ODP-t. BDN allowance of 2,345.5 ODP-t. 

	3. 
	E/I
	3 376.1
	161.2
	Critical uses = 161.2 ODP-t.  Exempted amount = 183.2 ODP-t in decision XIX/9(2). 

	4. Spain
	A/I
	33 728
	1 426
	Production for BDN of A5 parties = 1,426.0 ODP-t. Received production rights of 1,044.5 ODP-t. BDN allowance of 407.7 ODP-t. 

	5. United Kingdom 
	C/II
	0
	3.9
	Clarification pending: Excess production = 3.9 ODP-t. Reported production for BDN of A5 parties = 1.2 ODP-t. The control measures for Annex C/II do not provide a production allowance for BDN. 


* BDN = basic domestic needs

H.
Status of compliance with the control measures for 2009 by parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5

39. The control measures applicable to parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for 2009 are summarized in table 13 below.

Table 13
Control measures applicable to parties operating under Article 5 for 2009
	Annex and group(s)
	Control measures applicable in 2009 to production and consumption*

	A/I (CFCs)
	No greater than 15 per cent of the baseline

	A/II (halons)
	No greater than 50 per cent of the baseline

	B/I (other CFCs)
	No greater than 15 per cent of the baseline

	B/II (carbon tetrachloride)
	No greater than 15 per cent of the baseline

	B/III (methyl chloroform)
	No greater than 70 per cent of the baseline

	C/II and C/III (HBFCs and bromochloromethane (BCM))
	100 per cent phase-out

	E/I (methyl bromide)
	No greater than 80 per cent of the baseline

	* except for quantities allowed, approved or exempted by the Protocol or the Meeting of the Parties


40. For parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5, permitted deviations are currently limited to laboratory and analytical uses specified under decision XXI/6, subject to the conditions specified in that decision, and increased production for meeting the basic domestic needs of parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5. 

41. Table 14 lists all cases of deviation from the consumption-reduction schedules suggested by the data submitted by parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for 2009, together with information on parties with agreed benchmarks under plans of action for returning to compliance. 

42. For parties that may previously have been in non-compliance and that have decisions outlining plans of actions with time-specific benchmarks for returning to compliance, the limits specified in those decisions are used as the primary determinant of those parties’ adherence to their obligations to reduce their production and consumption levels. Since the decisions for such parties call for close monitoring of the progress of those parties with regard to their implementation of their plans of action, they are all included in the table of deviations below whether or not they have met their commitments for 2009.

43. Excess production or consumption attributable to stockpiling under the scenarios described in decision XVIII/17 is recorded for information purposes only and parties reporting any such deviations are not subject to the non‑compliance procedure, as directed in that decision.

Table 14
Deviation from consumption-reduction schedules and information on parties with agreed benchmarks under plans of action for parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for 2009

	Party
	Annex and group
	ODP-tonnes
	Explanation or comment

	
	
	Baseline
	2009 consumption
	

	1. Albania
	A/I
	40.8
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XV/26. 

	2. Armenia
	E/I
	0
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVIII/20. 

	3. Belize
	A/I
	24.4
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XIV/33. 

	4. Bosnia and Herzegovina
	A/I
	24.2
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XV/30. 

	5. 
	A/I
	24.2
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XXI/18. 

	6. 
	B/III
	1.6
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVII/28. 

	7. 
	E/I
	3.5
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XV/30. 

	8. Dominica
	A/I
	1.5
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVIII/22. 

	9. Ecuador
	E/I
	66.2
	51
	Within benchmark commitment of 52.8 ODP-t in decision XX/16. 

	10. Iran (Islamic Republic of)
	B/II
	77
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XIX/27. 

	11. Kyrgyzstan
	A/II
	0
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVII/36. 

	12. Lesotho
	A/II
	0.2
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVI/25. 

	13. Mexico
	B/II
	62.5
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVIII/30. 

	14. 
	B/II
	62.5
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XXI/20. 

	15. Namibia
	A/I
	21.9
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 1.0 ODP-t in decision XV/38. 

	16. Nepal
	A/I
	27
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.0 ODP-t in decision XVI/27. 

	17. Nigeria
	A/I
	3 650
	15.1
	Within benchmark commitment of 100.0 ODP-t in decision XIV/30. 

	18. Paraguay
	A/I
	210.6
	10.8
	Within benchmark commitment of 31.6 ODP-t in decision XIX/22. 

	19. 
	B/II
	0.6
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.1 ODP-t in decision XIX/22. 

	20. Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
	A/I
	1.8
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 0.1 ODP-t in decision XVI/30. 

	21. Somalia
	A/II
	17.7
	0
	Within benchmark commitment of 9.4 ODP-t in decision XX/19. 

	22. Uruguay
	E/I
	11.2
	8.4
	Within benchmark commitment of 8.9 ODP-t in decision XVII/39. 


44. As is evident from the table above, there are no cases of non-compliance arising from the data reported to date for 2009 by parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5.


I.
Production in 2009 of CFCs in parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 to meet the basic domestic needs of parties operating under the same paragraph (decision XVII/12, paragraph 2)

45. By paragraph 2 of decision XVII/12 the Secretariat was requested to report at each meeting of the parties on the level of production of CFCs in parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 to meet the basic domestic needs of parties operating under that paragraph and to compare it to the production allowed under Article 2A of the Protocol, taking into account available data on any transfers between parties of the right to engage in such production. Table 15 presents the information required by decision XVII/12 for 2009. 

Table 15
Production in 2009 of CFCs in parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 to meet the basic domestic needs (BDN) of parties so operating (in ODP-tonnes)

	Country 
	2009 allowance for BDN production
	2009 reported BDN production  
	2009 receipt (or transfer) of production rights for BDN (in metric tonnes)
	Source or destination country

	1. France
	519.5
	Not reported
	(519.49)
	destination – Spain

	2. Greece
	219
	Not reported
	-
	-

	3. Italy
	961.7
	Not reported
	-
	-

	4. Japan
	318
	0
	-
	-

	5. Netherlands
	25.3
	0
	-
	-

	6. Russian Federation
	194.6
	Not reported
	-
	-

	7. Spain
	407.7
	1 426
	519.5
	source – France

	8. 
	
	
	525
	source – United Kingdom

	9. United Kingdom 
	1 154.6
	0
	(525)
	destination – Spain

	10. 
	
	
	(412)
	destination – United States of America

	11. United States 
	821.9
	Not reported
	412
	source – United Kingdom


46. All the parties involved in two of the transfers of production rights (525 metric tonnes from the United Kingdom to Spain and 412 metric tonnes from the United Kingdom to the United States) notified the Secretariat of the transfers as required under paragraph 5 of Article 2 of the Montreal Protocol. Only France notified the secretariat of the other transfer of production rights (519.5 metric tonnes from France to Spain). In correspondence with the Secretariat, Spain reported that it had not yet received the necessary information from France and was therefore not yet in a position to notify the Secretariat of its acceptance of the transfer. 
47. Paragraph 2 of decision XVII/12 also requested the Secretariat to include copies of the affirmations from importing parties submitted to the Secretariat by exporting parties in accordance with paragraph 1 of the decision. Spain, which submitted affirmations for both 2008 and 2009 last year, is the only party to submit affirmations as required by decision XVII/12. Information from those submissions was included in last year’s data report (UNEP/OzL.Pro.21/5-UNEP/OzL.Pro.ImpCom/43/2, para. 46) and there has been no additional submission to the Secretariat since then.

J.
Consolidated record of cases of stockpiling prepared in accordance with decision XVIII/17

48. By decision XVIII/17, the parties requested the Secretariat to maintain a consolidated record of the cases in which parties had explained that their situations of possible non‑compliance were the consequence of scenarios outlined in that decision and to incorporate that record in the Secretariat’s report on data submitted by the parties in accordance with Article 7 of the Protocol.

49. In fulfilment of that request, the Secretariat has included the requested information as annex VIII to the present report, based on information received by the Secretariat prior to 3 September 2010.

50. Decision XVIII/17 provided for the Twenty-First Meeting of the Parties to revisit this issue with a view to considering the need for further action. The Twenty-First Meeting of the Parties did not reach a conclusion on the issue, however, and the issue is currently on the agenda of the Twenty‑Second Meeting of the Parties for its consideration.


K.
Reporting of exports and trade with non-parties (decision XVII/16 and Article 4) 

51. By decision XVII/16, the parties requested the Secretariat to revise the reporting formats to cover exports and re-exports of all controlled ozone-depleting substances and urged the parties to implement the revised reporting format expeditiously.

52. For the year 2008, parties reporting exports of such substances specified the destinations for about 87 per cent of them (by weight). Thirty-five parties reported such exports, out of which 27 specified the destination countries for all their exports. Three parties reported exports without specifying any destinations, while the remaining five parties reported destinations for only some of their exports.

53. In reviewing the reported exports for 2008 and the destination countries, and taking into account the trade restrictions imposed by Article 4 of the Montreal Protocol, the Secretariat noted that two parties in 2008 had reported exports of controlled substances to “States not party to the Protocol” in the year of those exports. As defined in paragraph 9 of Article 4 of the Protocol, the term “State not party to this Protocol” includes, with respect to a particular controlled substance, a State or regional economic integration organization that has not agreed to be bound by the control measures in effect for that substance.

54. Table 16 below summarizes the information on exports to non-parties reported to date for the years 2008.

Table 16
Exports in 2008 of ozone-depleting substances to States not party to the Protocol
	Exporting party
	Annex group
	Export amount (in metric tonnes)
	Destination country of exports
	Amendment not ratified by destination country at the time of export

	1. Republic of Korea
	C/I
	37
	Kazakhstan
	Copenhagen

	2. Singapore
	E/I
	32
	Myanmar
	Copenhagen


55. The Secretariat has contacted the exporting parties to clarify the situation and the Implementation Committee will consider the issue and submit its recommendations, if any, to the Meeting of the Parties.


L.
Reporting of process-agent uses (decision XXI/3) 

56. Decision XXI/3 requests all parties that use ozone-depleting substances as process agents to submit by 30 September each year the information on such uses required by decision X/14. Decision XXI/3 also requests all parties that do not use ozone-depleting substances as process agents to report that fact, once only, to the Secretariat. Paragraph 4 of the decision requests the Secretariat to bring cases of non-reporting to the attention of the Implementation Committee for its consideration.

57. A number of the parties listed in table 17 have informed the Secretariat that they do not use ozone‑depleting substances as process agents, thereby complying fully with the reporting requirements on process-agent uses of ozone‑depleting substances. Other parties have reported importing or producing ozone‑depleting substances for process-agent uses but have not provided other details, thereby complying only partially with those reporting requirements. Others have reported both their use of ozone-depleting substances as process agents and the other information required by decision X/14, and are therefore in compliance with their reporting obligations.

Table 17
Parties reporting on process-agent uses of ozone-depleting substances 
	Party
	Latest report date
	Remark

	1. Argentina
	30 May 2008
	Reported imports for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	2. Armenia
	23 April 2010
	No uses

	3. Australia
	21 April 2010
	No uses

	4. Austria
	23 April 2010
	No uses

	5. Barbados
	21 May 2010
	No uses

	6. Botswana
	30 June 2010
	No uses

	7. Brazil
	25 August 2010
	Reported imports for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	8. Bulgaria
	23 August 2010
	No uses

	9. Canada
	4 May 2010
	No uses

	10. China
	23 November 2002
	Reported production for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	11. Colombia
	7 July 2004
	Reported imports for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	12. Cyprus
	19 April 2010
	No uses

	13. Egypt
	18 June 2010
	No uses

	14. Estonia
	15 December 2006
	No uses

	15. European Union
	24 August 2010
	Reported on types of uses, emissions and make-up quantities.

	16. Ghana
	17 August 2010
	No uses

	17. Hungary
	19 April 2010
	No uses

	18. Iran (Islamic Republic of)
	19 June 2010
	No uses

	19. Israel
	27 December 2006
	Reported on types of uses, emissions, make-up quantities and containment technologies.

	20. Italy
	25 September 2001
	Reported production for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	21. Jamaica
	22 April 2010
	No uses

	22. Japan
	4 June 2010
	No uses

	23. Kenya
	18 May 2010
	No uses

	24. Kyrgyzstan
	9 January 2007
	No uses

	25. Lesotho
	2 July 2010
	No uses

	26. Lithuania
	7 January 2009
	No uses

	27. Mexico
	13 May 2010
	No uses - starting from 2009

	28. Mongolia
	14 December 2007
	No uses

	29. Morocco
	27 April 2010
	No uses

	30. Netherlands
	9 July 2009
	Reported on types of uses, emissions and make-up quantities.

	31. New Zealand
	12 August 2010
	No uses

	32. Oman
	31 May 2010
	No uses

	33. Panama
	22 April 2010
	No uses

	34. Poland
	20 April 2010
	Party stated that process-agent uses were reported by the European Union on its behalf.

	35. Republic of Korea
	22 January 2007
	No uses

	36. Saint Lucia
	4 May 2010
	No uses

	37. Senegal
	10 May 2010
	No uses

	38. Spain
	26 September 2008
	Reported production for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	39. Sweden
	22 April 2010
	No uses

	40. The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia
	4 May 2010
	No uses

	41. Turkey
	30 May 2008
	Reported imports for process-agent uses but not the other information required by decision X/14.

	42. Turkmenistan
	10 January 2007
	No uses

	43. United Republic of Tanzania
	3 June 2010
	No uses

	44. United States 
	25 August 2010
	Reported on types of uses, emissions, make-up quantities and containment technologies.


58. The Implementation Committee may wish to consider the fact that the parties not listed in the table above have not reported any information on process-agent uses of ozone‑depleting substances, that some of the parties listed in the table above have previously reported using controlled substances as process agents but have not submitted information on process-agent uses for subsequent years, including 2009, and that some of the parties listed in the table above have reported using ozone‑depleting substances as process agents but have not provided the other information specified in decision X/14. 

ANNEXES
[image: image4.emf]
[image: image5.emf]
[image: image6.emf]
[image: image7.emf]
[image: image8.emf]
[image: image9.emf]
[image: image10.emf]
[image: image11.emf]
[image: image12.emf]
[image: image13.emf]
[image: image14.emf]
[image: image15.emf]
[image: image16.emf]
[image: image17.emf]
[image: image18.emf]
[image: image19.emf]
[image: image20.emf]
[image: image21.emf]
[image: image22.emf]
[image: image23.emf]
[image: image24.emf]
[image: image25.emf]
[image: image26.emf]
[image: image27.emf]
[image: image28.emf]
[image: image29.emf]
[image: image30.emf]
[image: image31.emf]
[image: image32.emf]
[image: image33.emf]
[image: image34.emf]
[image: image35.emf]
[image: image36.emf]
[image: image37.emf]
[image: image38.emf]
[image: image39.emf]
[image: image40.emf]
[image: image41.emf]
[image: image42.emf]
[image: image43.emf]
[image: image44.emf]
[image: image45.emf]
[image: image46.emf]
[image: image47.emf]
[image: image48.emf]
[image: image49.emf]
[image: image50.emf]
[image: image51.emf]
[image: image52.emf]
[image: image53.emf]
[image: image54.emf]
[image: image55.emf]
[image: image56.emf]
[image: image57.emf]
[image: image58.emf]
[image: image59.emf]
[image: image60.emf]
[image: image61.emf]
[image: image62.emf]
[image: image63.emf]
________________
*	UNEP/OzL.Pro.22/1.


**	UNEP/OzL.Pro/ImpCom/45/1.


� 	In the present report, “base year” means the first year for which parties are required to report data for a particular substance. “Baseline” means the level of production or consumption used as the basis for phase-out schedules. For example, for parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5, 1986 is the base year for Annex A substances, while the average of 1995–1997 production or consumption levels constitutes the baseline for control measures. Similarly, 1989 is the base year for parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 for hydrochlorofluorocarbons (HCFCs), whereas the baseline is equal to 1989 HCFC consumption plus 2.8 per cent of 1989 chlorofluorocarbon (CFC) consumption.
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