UNITED
NATIONS

EP
Distr.
GENERAL

United Nations
Environment
Programme

UNEP/OzL.Pro/ImpCom/23/3
10 December 1999
ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE UNDER THE
NON-COMPLIANCE PROCEDURE FOR
THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL
Twenty-third meeting
Beijing, 27 November 1999
REPORT OF THE IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE UNDER THE NON-COMPLIANCE
PROCEDURE FOR THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL ON THE WORK
OF ITS TWENTY-THIRD MEETING
I. INTRODUCTION
1.
The twenty-third meeting of the Implementation Committee under the Non-Compliance
Procedure for the Montreal Protocol was held at the International Conference Centre, Beijing, on 27
November 1999.
II. ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS
A. Opening of the meeting
2.
The meeting was opened by Mr. Tom Land (United States of America), President of the
Implementation Committee, at 10.40 a.m. on Saturday, 27 November 1999.
B. Attendance
3.
The meeting was attended by Committee members from Antigua and Barbuda, Bolivia, Latvia,
Pakistan, Poland, United Kingdom and the United States of America. Committee members from
Kenya, Mali and Saudi Arabia did not attend.
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4.
The meeting was also attended by representatives of the implementing agencies of the
Multilateral Fund for the implementation of the Montreal Protocol (the United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP), the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), the United Nations
Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO) and the World Bank) and the secretariats of the
Multilateral Fund and the Global Environment Facility (GEF).
5.
At the invitation of the Committee, representatives of Azerbaijan, Bulgaria and the Russian
Federation attended in order to participate in discussions regarding their country's progress towards
compliance with the Montreal Protocol.
6.

The full list of participants is contained in the annex to the present report.
III. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ORGANIZATION OF WORK

7.
The Committee adopted the following amended agenda on the basis of the provisional agenda
that had been circulated as document UNEP/OzL.Pro/ImpCom/23/1:
1.

Opening of the meeting.

2.

Adoption of the agenda and organization of work.

3.

Consideration of information relating to any situations of non-compliance by some
Parties as well as their statements and adoption of any recommendations to the Parties
at their Eleventh Meeting.

4.

Statements by representatives of the Multilateral Fund secretariat, the GEF secretariat
and the implementing agencies (UNDP, UNEP, UNIDO and the World Bank) on
activities by their organizations in the countries receiving their technical and financial
assistance.

5.

Consideration of updated data report under Articles 7 and 9 of the Protocol.

6.

Any other matters.

7.

Closure of the meeting.

IV. CONSIDERATION OF INFORMATION RELATING TO ANY SITUATIONS
OF NON-COMPLIANCE BY SOME PARTIES AS WELL AS THEIR
STATEMENTS AND ADOPTION OF ANY RECOMMENDATIONS
TO THE PARTIES AT THEIR ELEVENTH MEETING
A. Presentations by countries
8.
The Secretariat drew the attention of the Committee to paragraph 1 of document
UNEP/Ozl.Pro/ImpCom/23/2, which summarized information requested from Parties that were subject
to decisions adopted by the Tenth Meeting of the Parties (UNEP/OzlPro.10/9, para. 93, decisions
X/20-X/27) or had been requested to provide similar information by the Implementation Committee
during its twenty-second meeting (UNEP/Ozl.Pro/ImpCom/22/4, paras. 11 and 12). Updating the
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information contained in that document, the Secretariat noted that Belarus had submitted the required
information, so that subparagraph 1(c) should be deleted. In addition, all the Parties listed in
paragraph 2, except Azerbaijan, had submitted data for 1997 and 1998. The Committee asked
Azerbaijan to submit information to the Secretariat during the eleventh meeting of the Parties.
9.
The Secretariat invited representatives from Parties listed in document
UNEP/OzL.Pro/ImpCom/23/2 as well as the Russian Federation to make presentations to the
Committee regarding their country's progress toward compliance with the Montreal Protocol.
1. Azerbaijan
10.
The representatives of Azerbaijan reported that their Government had established
ozone-depleting substance phase-out activities, including time-schedules, as required in decision X/20.
Specific steps taken in this regard included initiating a public awareness campaign, facilitating
cooperation among the relevant ministries, and drafting regulations to prohibit the import and export of
ozone-depleting substances and to control the production and consumption of ozone-depleting
substances.
11.
The representative of GEF introduced a new report on GEF activities to assist ozone-depleting
substance phase-out in countries with economies in transition. He said that the report which had been
developed in consultation with the Government of Azerbaijan provided greater detail on
ozone-depleting substance phase-out in Azerbaijan, including specific benchmarks. The representative
of UNDP said that the four large ozone-depleting substance phase-out projects referred to by the
representative of Azerbaijan were well under way and demonstrated the seriousness of the effort by
Azerbaijan to phase out ozone-depleting substances.
2. Bulgaria
12.
The representative of Bulgaria noted that her country was not in compliance with the Montreal
Protocol in 1996 and 1997. She noted, however, that steps were being taken to bring Bulgaria into
compliance and to phase-out ozone-depleting substances as soon as possible. In this regard she drew
attention to conversion and recycling projects supported by the GEF as well as the recent development
of a licensing system, increased training activity, expanded efforts to stop illegal traffic, and new
public awareness activities.
13.
Representatives of GEF and the World Bank noted that the new report on GEF activities to
assist ozone-depleting substance phase-out provided greater detail regarding ozone-depleting substance
phase-out in Bulgaria including specific benchmarks as requested by the Implementation Committee at
its last meeting.
3. Latvia
14.
The representative of Latvia reported that his Government continued to follow the phase-out
plan submitted previously to the Implementation Committee and expected to achieve the benchmarks
contained therein. A number of projects were under way with the assistance of GEF and UNDP.
With this assistance, ozone-depleting substance phase-out should be completed in all sectors by 2002.
15.
The representative of UNDP reported that projects in the foams, refrigeration and aerosol
sectors were now well under way in Latvia and that obstacles within the aerosol sector appear to have
been removed.
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4. Russian Federation
16.
The representative of the Russian Federation noted that despite severe financial difficulties, the
Russian Federation continued to make significant progress toward phasing out production and
consumption of ozone-depleting substances. Ozone-depleting substance production had already been
eliminated at three of the seven main production facilities, thanks to support provided by GEF and
World Bank, and efforts continued to phase out production at the remaining four. Ozone-depleting
substance banking was considered critical to the long-term success of phase-out efforts in the
consumption sector. The Russian Federation continued to report the required data and other phase-out
information to the Secretariat on a regular basis and would submit updated statistical figures during the
meeting. The financial crisis in 1998 had had a significant negative impact on phase-out efforts with
regard to Annex A substances, as had the continued demand for such substances by members of the
Commonwealth of Independent States. The Russian Federation hoped that its efforts to phase out
ozone-depleting substances would receive the attention and continued support of the international
community.
17.
The representative of the World Bank drew the attention of the Committee to a report by the
World Bank and GEF on the third tranche of funding for ozone-depleting substance phase-out in the
Russian Federation. This document provided greater detail concerning the points made by the
representative of the Russian Federation as well as valuable background material and additional
analysis and information on ozone-depleting substance phase-out activities in the Russian Federation.
5. Turkmenistan
18.

No representative from Turkmenistan was present.

19.
The Secretariat noted that Turkmenistan had reported data for 1997 and 1998. The President
of the Committee noted that the Parties had never taken a decision regarding non-compliance by
Turkmenistan.
6. Ukraine
20.

No representative from Ukraine was present.

21.
The Secretariat noted that Ukraine had committed to phase out ozone-depleting substances in
2000 but had not supplied interim benchmarks as required by decision X/27. The representative of
GEF noted that such benchmarks had been developed by Ukraine, as indicated in the new GEF report,
and that those benchmarks appeared realistic.
B. Action by the Committee
22.

Following further discussion, the Committee:

(a)
Noted that a new report by GEF contained detailed benchmarks and additional
information on ozone-depleting substance phase-out activities for all the Parties for which such
information had been requested by the Parties during their Tenth Meeting or by the Implementation
Committee at its twenty-second meeting;
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(b)
Requested that the Parties should supply benchmark and phase-out commitment
information directly to the Secretariat as requested by the Parties during their Tenth Meeting and/or by
the Implementation Committee at its twenty-third meeting.
23.
With regard to Bulgaria, the Committee decided to recommend to the Eleventh Meeting of the
Parties:
1.

To note that Bulgaria acceded to the Vienna Convention and the Montreal Protocol on
20 November 1990 and acceded to the London and Copenhagen Amendments on 28
April 1999. The country is classified as a non-Article 5 Party under the Protocol and,
for 1997, reported positive consumption of 1.6 ODP tonnes of Annex A Group II
substances, none of which was for essential uses exempted by the Parties. As a
consequence, in 1997 Bulgaria was in non-compliance with its control obligations
under Articles 2A through 2E of the Montreal Protocol;

2.

To note with appreciation the work done by Bulgaria in cooperation with the Global
Environment Facility to develop a country programme and establish a phase-out plan to
bring Bulgaria into compliance with the Montreal Protocol by 1 January 2000;

3.

To monitor closely the progress of Bulgaria with regard to the phase-out of
ozone-depleting substances, particularly towards meeting the specific commitments
noted above and in this regard, to request that Bulgaria submit a complete copy of its
country programme when approved, including the specific benchmarks, to the
Implementation Committee, through the Ozone Secretariat, for its consideration at its
next meeting. To the degree that Bulgaria is working towards and meeting the specific
time-based commitments noted above and continues to report data annually
demonstrating a decrease in imports and consumption, Bulgaria should continue to be
treated in the same manner as a Party in good standing. In this regard, Bulgaria should
continue to receive international assistance to enable it to meet these commitments in
accordance with item A of the indicative list of measures that might be taken by a
Meeting of the Parties in respect of non-compliance. Through this decision, however,
the Parties caution Bulgaria, in accordance with item B of the indicative list of
measures, that in the event that the country fails to meet the commitments noted above
in the times specified, the Parties shall consider measures, consistent with item C of the
indicative list of measures. These measures could include the possibility of actions that
may be available under Article 4, designed to ensure that the supply of CFCs and
halons that is the subject of non-compliance is ceased and that exporting Parties are not
contributing to a continuing situation of non-compliance.

24.
With regard to Turkmenistan, the Committee decided to recommend to the Eleventh Meeting
of the Parties:
1.

To note that Turkmenistan acceded to the Vienna Convention and the Montreal
Protocol on 18 November 1993 and acceded to the London Amendment on 15 March
1994. The country is classified as a non-Article 5 Party under the Protocol and, for
1996, reported positive consumption of 29.6 ODP tonnes of Annex A and B
substances, none of which was for essential uses exempted by the Parties. As a
consequence, in 1996 Turkmenistan was in non-compliance with its control obligations
under Articles 2A through 2E of the Montreal Protocol;
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2.

To note with appreciation the work done by Turkmenistan in cooperation with the
Global Environment Facility to develop a country programme and establish a phase-out
plan to bring Turkmenistan into compliance with the Montreal Protocol in 2003;

3.

To note that Turkmenistan, in cooperation with the Global Environment Facility, had
delineated the following draft benchmarks that could serve to measure progress in the
phase-out process until 2003:

4.

(a)

1999: Import of CFCs should not exceed 22 ODP tonnes;

(b)

1 January 2000: Import/export licensing system in place; bans on import of
equipment using and containing ozone-depleting substances; import quota for
CFCs in 2000 not exceeding 15 ODP tonnes (roughly - 50 per cent compared
to 1996)

(c)

1 January 2000: Ban on the import of all Annex A and B substances except
CFCs listed in Annex A (1);

(d)

1 January 2000: Import quota for CFCs in 2001 not exceeding 10 ODP tonnes
(-66 per cent compared to 1996); effective system for monitoring and
controlling ozone-depleting substance trade in place and working;

(e)

1 July 2001: recovery and recycling and training projects completed;

(f)

1 January 2002: Import quota for CFCs in 2002 not to exceed 6 ODP tonnes
(-80 per cent compared to 1996);

(g)

1 January 2003: Total prohibition of imports of Annex A and B
substances/zero quota; completion of Global Environment Facility project.

To monitor closely the progress of Turkmenistan with regard to the phase-out of ozonedepleting substances, particularly towards meeting the specific commitments noted
above and, in this regard, to request that Turkmenistan submit a complete copy of its
country programme when approved, including the specific benchmarks, to the
Implementation Committee, through the Ozone Secretariat, for its consideration at its
next meeting. To the degree that Turkmenistan is working towards and meeting the
specific time-based commitments noted above and continues to report data annually
demonstrating a decrease in imports and consumption, Turkmenistan should continue
to be treated in the same manner as a Party in good standing. In this regard,
Turkmenistan should continue to receive international assistance to enable it to meet
these commitments in accordance with item A of the indicative list of measures that
might be taken by a Meeting of the Parties in respect of non-compliance. Through this
decision, however, the Parties caution Turkmenistan, in accordance with item B of the
indicative list of measures, that in the event that the country fails to meet the
commitments noted above in the times specified, the Parties shall consider measures,
consistent with item C of the indicative list of measures. These measures could include
the possibility of actions that may be available under Article 4, designed to ensure that
the supply of CFCs and halons that is the subject of non-compliance is ceased and that
exporting Parties are not contributing to a continuing situation of non-compliance.
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IV. CONSIDERATION OF UPDATED DATA REPORT UNDER
ARTICLES 7 AND 9 OF THE PROTOCOL
A. Discussion
25.
The Secretariat drew the attention of the meeting to documents UNEP/OzL.Pro.11/6 and
Add.1 and Corr.1, the report of the Secretariat on information provided by the Parties in accordance
with Articles 7 and 9 of the Montreal Protocol, and noted, in particular, the data reported by the
Russian Federation and the Czech Republic for 1998. The Czech Republic had reported methyl
bromide data for 1998 and had submitted a letter explaining that an additional quantity had been seized
as an illegal import. The Secretariat sought clarification by the Implementation Committee of how to
address such situations as they had not arisen before.
26.
The President noted that the increase in the number of Parties reporting their data on time and
the increasing speed with which the Secretariat was able to tabulate and analyse those data presented
the Implementation Committee with an opportunity to begin evaluating issues of non-compliance that
had arisen from the data reported for the previous calender year. Several members of the Committee
expressed the view that such evaluations would be useful.
27.
The Committee considered the question of data reporting and the burden which it placed on the
countries' ozone units. It was noted that, even over the previous twelve months, the standard of
reporting had improved greatly. While some members of the Committee felt that the reporting
requirements were still too onerous, others thought that, with the new and simplified forms, the amount
of work involved was reasonable.
28.
The Committee further discussed the role played by national ozone units in data collection and
reporting and other matters relating to compliance with the Montreal Protocol. It was agreed that the
national ozone units faced many challenges. The Committee urged the Parties to raise the profile of
their national ozone unit with the pertinent ministry and among government agencies to ensure high
level support for activities that would ensure compliance with obligations under the Montreal Protocol.
29.
Regarding the Russian Federation, the Committee noted that a review of the submitted data for
1998 revealed that the Russian Federation had not met the benchmark in the phase-out plan submitted.
The Committee also noted that the lengthy presentation by the representative of the Russian Federation
offered specific explanations for the discrepancy between the data reported to the Secretariat and the
benchmark for 1998. The Implementation Committee urged the Russian Federation to take all practical
steps to achieve the target for 1999 to avoid measures under the indicated list of non-compliance
actions.
30.
Regarding the Czech Republic, the Committee noted the importance of encouraging all Parties
actively to combat illegal trade in ozone-depleting substances. Consequently, a Party should not suffer
the appearance of a penalty as a consequence of reporting the seizure of illegal imports of
ozone-depleting substances. In the case under consideration, the Committee noted that the Czech
Republic had acted commendably both in detecting the illegal import and in bringing the matter to the
attention of the Secretariat.
31.
The Committee considered options to persuade Parties that were not reporting adequately or on
time to do so. The Committee concluded that one of the best ways of achieving that objective was to
present a list of such countries in its report to the technical segment at the Meeting of the Parties.
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B. Action by the Committee
32.
Following further discussion, the Committee decided to recommend to the Eleventh Meeting of
the Conference of the Parties:
1.

To note the improvement in the timely submission of data in accordance with Article 7
of the Protocol;

2.

To note that Parties not reporting data by 30 September of the following year are
considered in non-compliance with obligations under Article 7 of the Protocol;

3.

To urge all Parties to introduce licensing systems in accordance with the provisions of
Decision IX/8 and Article 4B of the Protocol to facilitate accuracy in data submission
under Article 7;

4.

To note that data collection on ODS sectors is important in assisting a Party to meet its
obligations under the Protocol and that the Parties might wish to consider the burden of
collecting sector data and other data required in the context of the Montreal Protocol at
a future meeting;

5.

To note that, because of the significant improvement in the timely submission of data,
the Implementation Committee had been able in 1999 to review the control status of
Parties for the previous year, 1998. In earlier years, the Implementation Committee
had reviewed only the control status for two years prior. Accordingly, the
Implementation Committee should begin a full review of data for the year immediately
prior to the Meeting of the Parties beginning in 2000;

5.

To note that many Parties with economies in transition have established a phase-out
plan with specific interim benchmarks in cooperation with the Global Environment
Facility;

6.

To urge Parties with economies in transition to submit to the Secretariat the phase-out
plans with specific interim benchmarks developed with the Global Environment Facility
in accordance with requests made at the Tenth Meeting of the Parties.

V. STATEMENTS BY REPRESENTATIVES OF THE FUND SECRETARIAT, GEF
SECRETARIAT, IMPLEMENTING AGENCIES (UNDP, UNEP, UNIDO,
WORLD BANK) ON ACTIVITIES BY THEIR ORGANIZATIONS
IN THE COUNTRIES RECEIVING THEIR TECHNICAL AND
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
33.
The representative of the Secretariat of the Multilateral Fund reported that, by the end of the
twenty-ninth meeting of the Executive Committee, the Fund had disbursed over 1 billion dollars to
Article 5 countries, bringing about the phase-out of 120,000 ODP tonnes of ozone-depleting
substances. Recalling that funding for methyl bromide projects had started only in 1997, he noted that
the Executive Committee had now approved funding for nearly 50 methyl bromide demonstration
projects in some 30 Article 5 countries, to a value of about $18 million. The Executive Committee had
already approved the production sector phase-out plan for China and, in its meeting of the previous
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week, had reached agreement on a proposal for the production sector in India. Since those two
countries accounted for 50 per cent of the production of CFCs worldwide, this represented a significant
achievement that should have the added benefit of assisting the battle against illegal trafficking in
CFCs.
34.
The representative of GEF reported that, with a relatively modest investment of $140 million,
it had made possible the phase-out of 60,000 ODP tonnes. That success would soon allow it to
withdraw from funding ozone-depleting substance phase-out activities. With Tajikistan having
submitted its country programme, the only two countries left under the GEF ozone funding mandate
were Kazakhstan and Estonia, which were expected to begin action in the year 2000. There were some
minor activities to be completed which had not been foreseen when the country programmes were
developed, such as trade control regimes and methyl bromide phase-out activities, but the work of GEF
in the ozone area had been completed. In response to a question, he clarified that the assistance to
phase-out activities in the countries with economies in transition had been provided on the basis of a
temporary mandate given by the GEF Council and that, as the economies of those countries
strengthened, it was hoped that they would be able to undertake, on their won, the phase-out of
ozone-depleting substances in other annexes to the Protocol.
35.
The representative of UNDP informed the Committee that UNDP was active in 66 countries:
55 in the context of the Multilateral Fund, 11 under GEF. It was working on some 900 projects, for
which $254 million had been approved and approximately $120 million disbursed. The projects had
already phased out over 11,000 ODP tonnes. UNDP was also currently running 22 institutional
strengthening projects, in nearly all the larger countries and some smaller ones. While commending
the active role played by the national ozone units, he noted that they often faced difficulties in
gathering their data, and wondered what the Parties might do to raise their status and thus facilitate
their task.
36.
The representative of UNEP reported that UNEP was assisting 83 Article 5 countries and
various countries with economies in transition. In addition to the improvement in countries' reporting
of current data, he said that there had also been a marked improvement in the reporting of past data.
There had also been an improvement in the reporting of data by regions. The improvements were due
in part to the publication of the new data-reporting handbook that had been sent to all ozone units and
was also available on the UNEP website. For the future, UNEP intended to concentrate on activities
concerning import and export licences; the ban on trade in equipment which used ozone-depleting
substances; and the ban on trade in ozone-depleting substances themselves. In the context of the
improved scale of data reporting, he noted that considerable amounts of time were expended simply
filling out reports, leaving less time for assessing the accuracy of the data. There was also a need for
harmonization and synchronization of the data-reporting requirements.
37.
The representative of UNIDO reported that, of the 54 countries being assisted by UNIDO,
only seven had not met the mandated freeze. Some of those had been involved in armed conflict, such
as Bosnia and Herzegovina. On the other hand, 28 countries had gone far beyond their strict
requirements under the Montreal Protocol.
38.
The representative of the World Bank noted that the Bank had been working on three
significant initiatives in the present year: phase-out of the production sector in China, India and the
Russian Federation. Together, those three activities would phase out 72 percent of the remaining CFC
production over the coming five years.
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VI. OTHER MATTERS
39.

There were no other matters.
VII. CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

40.
Following the customary exchange of courtesies, the President declared the twenty-third
meeting of the Implementation Committee closed at 3:30 p.m. on Saturday, 27 November 1999.
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Annex
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
A. Implementation Committee members
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA
Dunstan Sorhaindo
Industrialization Commissioner/ODS Officer
Ministry of Commerce, Industry and
Business Development
Redcliffe Street
St. Johns, Antigua
Tel: (1 268) 562-1609
Fax: (1 268) 462-1625
Email: dsorhaindo@hotmail.com
odsunit@candw.ag
BOLIVIA
Mr. Alex Suarez Irusta
Coordinador
Comision Gubernamental del Ozono
Viceministerio de Medio Ambiente, Recursos
Naturales y Desarrolo Forestal
Ministerio de Desarrolo Sostenible y Planificacion
Av. arce 2147, La Paz, Bolivia
Tel: (591 2) 376944/377968/414265
Fax: (591 2) 376234/414265
Email: vdsma@coord.rds.org.bo
LATVIA
Mr. Armands Plate
Head of the Technology Division
Environment Protection Department
Ministry of Environmental Protection and
Regional Development
Peldu iela 25, Riga LV-1494, Latvia
Tel: (371) 7026470/7026509
Fax: (371) 7820442
Email: plate@varam.gov.lv
PAKISTAN
Mr. Muhammad Ajmal
Director (Ozone Cell)
Ministry of Environment, Local Government
and Rural Development
Room No. 608, Shaheed-e Millat Secretariat
Jinnah Avenue, Blue Area
44000 Islamabad, Pakistan
Tel: (92 51) 920 5884

Fax: (92 51) 920 5883
Email: aymal@iso.comsats.net.pk
POLAND
Mr. Ryszard Purski
Ministry of Environment
Department of Environmental Protection
52/54 Wawelska Street, 00-922 Warsaw, Poland
Tel: (48 22) 825 4560
Fax: (48 22) 825 3972
Email: RPURSKI@MOS.GOV.PL
Dr. Janusz Kozakiewicz
Ozone Layer Protection Unit
Industrial Chemical Research Institute
8, Rydygiera Street, 01-793 Warsaw, Poland
Tel: (4822) 6339291
Fax: (4822) 6339291
Email: kosak@ichp.waw.pl
UNITED KINGDOM
Ms. Maria Nolan
Global Atmosphere Division
Department of the Environment
Transport and the Regions
3/A3 Ashdown House, 123 Victoria Street
London SW 1E 6DE, UK
Tel: (44 0207) 890 5215
Fax: (44 0207) 89 5219
Email: Maria_Nolan@detr.gsi.gov.uk
Mr. Phil Callaghan
Global Atmosphere Division
Department of the Environment
Transport and the Regions
3/A3 Ashdown House
123 Victoria Street
London SW 1E 6DE, UK
Tel: (44 171) 890 5235
Fax: (44 171) 890 5219
Email: philip_callaghan@detr.gsi.gov.uk
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Mr. Tom Land
Office of Atmospheric Programs
Stratospheric Protection Division
US Environmental Protection Agency
401 M Street, SW (6205J)
Washington, DC 20460, USA
Tel: (1 202) 564 9185
Fax: (1 202) 565 2093
Email: land.tom@epamail.epa.gov

Mr. James Traweek
International Relations Officer
OES/ENV
US Department of State
2201 C Street, NW
Washington DC 20520-7818, USA
Tel: (1 202) 647 4284
Fax: (1 202) 647 5947
Email: jtraweek@state.gov

B. Parties participating at the invitation of the Committee
AZERBAIJAN
Mr. Astan Shahverdiyev
Coordinator of Ozone Center
State Committee on Ecology
370001 Baku, Azerbaijan
31, Istiglaliyyatstr.
Tel./Fax: (+99412)926525
Tel: (+99412) 925981
Email: aslan@azeri.com
BULGARIA
Ms. Lidia Assenova
National Coordinator on Montreal Protocol
Ministry of Environment and Water
22 Maria Luiza St.
Sofia 1000, Bulgaria
Tel: (+359 2) 980 9989
Fax: (+359 2) 980 3926
E-Mail: ozon@mb.bia-bg.com
RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Mr. Vadim O. Backoumov
Leading Specialist
Technical Assistance Component
ODS Phase-out Division
Centre for Preparation and Implementation
of International Projects on
Technical Assistance
Pereyaslavskaya St. 13-2
Moscow 129041, Russian Federation
Tel: (7 095) 971 0423/280 5788
Fax: (7 095) 971 0423
Email: vassily@odsgef.msk.ru
Mr. Valery G. Barabanov
Director
Scientific Research Centre
Russian Scientific Centre of
Applied Chemistry
14, Dobrolyubov Ave.
St. Petersburg 197198, Russian Federation
Tel: (7 812) 238 9053
Fax: (7 812) 325 6687
Telex: GIPH AT 321250

Mr. Vassily Tselikov
Executive Director
Projects on ODS Production and
Consumption Phase-out
Centre for Preparation and Implementation
of International Projects on
Technical Assistance
Pereyaslavskaya St. 13-2
Moscow 129041, Russian Federation
Tel: (7 095) 971 0423
Fax: (7 095) 971 0423/280 5788
Email: vassily@odsgef.dol.ru
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C. Secretariats of the Multilateral Fund, implementing agencies
and the Global Environment Facility
MULTILATERAL FUND

UNDP

Mr. Sheng Shuo Lang
Deputy Chief Officer
Multilateral Fund for the Implementation the
of the Montreal Protocol
1800 McGill College Avenue
27th Floor, Montreal Trust Building
Montreal, Quebec, Canada H3A 3J6
Tel: (1 514) 282 1122
Fax: (1 5140 282 0068
Email: slang@unmfs.org

Mr. Frank Pinto
Chief, Montreal Protocol Unit
United Nations Development Programme
Room FF-9116
304 East 45th Street
New York, NY 10017, USA
Tel: (1 212) 906 50 42
Fax: (1 212) 906 69 47
E-Mail: frank.pinto@undp.org

Mr. Ansgar Eussner
Senior Monitoring and Evaluation Officer
Email: aeussner@unmfs.org
GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY
Mr. Frank Rittner
Environment Specialist
1818 H St. NW
Washington, DC 20433, USA
Email:frittner@worldbank.org
Tel: (1 202) 458 5044
Fax: (1 202) 522 3240/3245
Email: frittner@worldbank.org
WORLD BANK
Mr. Steve Gorman
Unit Chief
Montreal Protocol Operations Unit
Environment Department, World Bank
1818 H St. NW, Room S2-111
Washington, DC 20433, USA
Tel: (1 202) 473 5865
Fax: (1 202) 522 3258
Email: sgorman@worldbank.org
Viraj Vithoontien
Environmental Specialist
Montreal Protocol Operations
Environment Department
World Bank
1818 H Street N.W., Room MC4-113
Washington, DC 20433, USA
Tel: (1 202) 473-6303
Fax: 1 202) 522-3258
Email: vvithoontien@worldbank.org
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Mr. Jacques van Engel
Regional Programme Coordinator
Montreal Protocol Unit
United Nations Development Programme
Room FF-9118
304 East 45th Street
New York, NY 10017, USA
Tel: (1 212) 906 5782
Fax: (1 212) 906 6947
Email: jacques.van.engel@undp.org
UNIDO
Ms. H. Seniz Yalcindag
Director
Montreal Protocol Branch
Industrial Sectors and
Environment Division
Vienna International Centre
P.O. Box 300, A-1400,
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