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. 1 NTRODUCTI ON
1. The fourteenth nmeeting of the Inplenentation Comittee under the Non-
Conpl i ance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol was held at the Geneva
I nternational Conference Centre on 23 August 1996.

1. ORGANI ZATI ONAL MATTERS

A.  Opening of the neeting

2. The neeting was opened at 10 a.m on Friday, 23 August 1996, by
M. Antonio Garcia Revilla (Peru), President of the Cormittee.

B. Oficers

3. M. Antonio Gracia Revilla (Peru) served as President of the Conmittee
and M. Denis Langlois (Canada) as Vice-President and Rapporteur of the
Conmittee, in accordance with the decision of the Comrmittee at its thirteenth
nmeeti ng.

C. Attendance
4, The neeting was attended by Committee nmenbers from Austria, Bulgaria,

Canada, Philippines, Peru, Sri Lanka, Ukraine, United Republic of Tanzani a,
Uruguay and Zanmbia. At the invitation of the Commttee, representatives of

Latvia, Lithuania and the Russian Federation also attended. |In addition, the
nmeeting was attended by Chair and Co-Chair of the Ad Hoc Wbrking G oup on
N5 962ppe6t S19HobBe Technol ogy and Economi ¢ Assessnent Panel (TEAP). /..

Representatives of the Inplenenting Agencies for the Financial Mechanism
under the Montreal Protocol —the United Nations Devel opment Programme
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(UNDP), the United Nations Environnent Programre (UNEP), the United Nations
I ndustrial Devel opment Organization (UNIDO) and the Wirld Bank —and of the
secretariats of the Multilateral Fund and the d obal Environnent Facility
(CEF) were also present. The full list of participants is contained in
annex | to the present report.

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

5. The Conmittee adopted the foll owi ng agenda, based on the provisiona
agenda circul ated as docunent UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | nmpCom 14/ 1:

1. Openi ng of the neeting.
2. Adopti on of the agenda and organi zati on of work.
3. (a) Information from Latvia, Lithuania and the Russian

Federation on the issues raised by the Inplenentation
Committee at its thirteenth neeting and the comments by the
Ad Hoc Working Group of TEAP on CEIT aspects;

(b) Data report for 1994.

4, Comments on the data report by the Inplenenting Agencies, the
Fund Secretariat and the GEF Secretariat.

5. G her matters.

6. Cl osure of the neeting.

M. I NFORMATI ON FROM LATVI A, LI THUANI A AND THE RUSSI AN FEDERATI ON
ON THE | SSUES RAlI SED BY THE | MPLEMENTATI ON COW TTEE AT I TS
THI RTEENTH MEETI NG AND COMMVENTS BY THE AD HOC WORKI NG GROUP
OF TEAP ON CEI' T ASPECTS

6. In considering agenda item 3, the Comrittee had before it two notes hy
the Secretariat (UNEP/ QzL.Pro/lnmpConif14/2 and Add. 1), transmitting:

(a) A letter dated 30 May 1996 fromthe M nister of Environnenta
Protection of the Republic of Lithuania (UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ I npCom 14/2, annex 1)
forwarding to the Executive Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat additiona
i nformati on and expl anations to the letter dated 30 January 1996, as
requested by the Inplenmentation Conmittee at its thirteenth neeting (see
UNEP/ GzL. Pro/ I npConi 13/ 3, para. 27 (e));

(b) Aletter fromthe State Mnister of the Mnistry of Environnenta
Protecti on and Regi onal Devel opnent of the Republic of Latvia forwarding to
t he Executive Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat, in response to the
Secretariat's request of 27 December 1995 for information pursuant to
par agraph 4 of the non-conpliance procedure and the requests of the Conmittee
at its thirteenth nmeeting (UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | npCom 13/3, para. 26), a report on
nmeasures adopted by the Government of Latvia to phase out ozone-depleting
substances and the Latvia country progranme for phasi ng-out ozone-depleting
subst ances (UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | npConi 14/ 2, annex 11);
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(c) A letter dated 28 June 1996 fromthe State Mnister of the
M nistry of Environmental Protection and Regi onal Devel opnent of the Republic
of Latvia (UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ |l npCom 14/ 2/ Add. 1, annex 1) forwarding to the
Executive Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat a note regardi ng measures
adopted by Latvia to inplement the Montreal Protocol and its proposed phase-
out of ozone-depleting substances by the year 2000;

(d) A letter dated 31 May 1996 fromthe Mnister of Protection of the
Envi ronnent and Natural Resources of the Russian Federation
(UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | npComf 14/ 2/ Add. 1, annex 11) forwarding to the Executive
Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat the response of the Russian Federation to
the questions raised by the Inplementation Conmittee at its thirteenth
nmeeting (see UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | nmpConi 13/ 3, para. 17).

Latvi a

7. Suppl erenting the informati on al ready before the Conmittee, the
representative of Latvia said that, while his country had not yet ratified
t he London Amendnent, its commitnent to pronoting the goals of the Mntrea
Prot ocol was denonstrated by such inportant domestic measures as the recent
legislation restricting the volume of inports of ozone-depl eting substances
(ODS) and requiring inporters of such substances to obtain |licences on an
annual basis. In addition, a voluntary agreement on ODS phase-out had been
negoti ated between aerosol and refrigerator nmanufacturers and the Governnent.
He assured the Committee that the dates in that schedul e remained valid and
conveyed his country's firmbelief that, thanks to its donestic ODS-reduction
initiatives, it would be able to neet the phase-out targets indicated in its
submi ssions to the Comrittee. Turning to the |linkage between ratification of
t he London Amendnent and the provision of funding from GEF, he said that the
situation posed difficulties for Latvia in that, as one of the measures to
reduce the size of the State budget deficit, financial contributions to
i nternational organizations were to be frozen at the 1996 | evel for some tine
into the future

8. The representative of Latvia informed the Inplenmentation Conmittee that
Latvia would formulate the date of ratification of the London Arendnent after
the revised country programe and investnent projects were finalized and

di scussed within the Government.

9. At the request of the Secretariat, the representative of GEF clarified
that, while ratification of the London Anendment was a precondition for the
granting of GEF assistance, there was some procedural flexibility which
enabl ed GEF to prepare projects based on the willingness of countries to
ratify. Thus, if countries indicated the date on which they intended to
ratify the London Amendnent, the inclusion of that country's project into the
GEF wor k progranmme woul d be considered, thereby accel erating the process of
endor senent of the project and the subsequent di sbursenent of funding once
the instrument of ratification was deposited with the Secretary-General of
the United Nations.

10. In that connection, the representative of UNEP said that UNEP was
assisting Latvia with the updating of its country programe and hoped to
receive Latvia's report by the end of August so that it could be submtted
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for GEF funding by the end of Septenber.

11. The representative of the Secretariat stressed the need for the
earliest possible ratification of the London Anendnent and for the pronpt
reporting of data: the correctness of the format of such reports was a
secondary consi deration, which should not be allowed to delay reporting.

12. Fol | owi ng the discussion, the Inplenmentation Conmittee:

(a) Not ed that, according to the information provided to it by the
CGovernment of Latvia and the statements made by its representative at the
fourteenth neeting of the Inplenmentation Conmittee, Latvia would be in a
situation of non-conpliance with the Mntreal Protocol in 1996;

(b) Al so noted that there was a possibility of non-conpliance by
Latvia in 1997 so that the Inplementation Conmittee night have to revert to
that question that year

(c) Expressed satisfaction, however, at the mpjor efforts being nade
by Latvia to neet its obligations under the Protocol, even in the absence of
external financial assistance for investnent projects;

(d) Wil e recognizing that ratification of the London Amendrment was a
prerequisite for Latvia to receive assistance fromthe G obal Environnment
Facility, and the potential value of that assistance would far exceed the
level of its contributions to the Miultilateral Fund, which are estinmated at
$143,000 for 1996, took note of the statement by the representative of Latvia
that the econonic situation in his country neant that Latvia was not in a
position to assume the additional financial obligations that ratification of
t he London Amendnent woul d require;

(e) Recommended that international funding agencies shoul d consi der
favourably the provision of financial assistance to Latvia for projects to
phase out ozone-depleting substances in the country;

() Al so recomrended that Latvia should be urged to ratify the London
Amendnent and provide i mediately a timetable for the ratification process;

(9) Further recommended that the situation with regard to the CODS
phase-out in Latvia should be kept under review

Li t huani a

13. In her statement, the representative of Lithuania drew attention to the
report by her CGovernnent on ODS phase-out mneasures and the correspondi ng
action plan, which had been submitted to the Secretariat on 30 January 1996,
and also to additional information contained in a letter to the Secretari at,
dated 30 May 1996 and circul ated to nenbers of the Conmittee in annex | of
docunent UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ I npCom 14/ 2. She assured the Conmittee of Lithuania's
firmcommitnent to the purposes of the Montreal Protocol, as evidenced by the
i nformation contained in those docunents.

14. Li ke Latvia, Lithuania had been inpeded fromratifying the London
Amendnent by financial constraints, particularly regarding the need to
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contribute to the Multilateral Fund. Wile the Mnistry of the Environment
favoured ratification and had started preparing the rel evant docunments for
approval, the resulting financial inplications were likely to deter the
CGovernment from granting such approval.

15. Such obstacl es notwi t hstandi ng, Lithuania had undertaken a nunber of
significant donestic measures designed to reduce ODS trade and consunption
Those included conversion of the refrigeration and aerosol industries to
non- chl or of | uorocarbon (CFC) technol ogies, resulting in a total ODS
consunpti on decrease of 382 tonnes from 1993 to 1994, a trend that had been
further reflected in 1995 as a result of those nmeasures.

16. In response to a question fromone menber regarding the likely scenario
for controll ed substance phase-out in the event that Lithuania did not
recei ve any external assistance for its phase-out programe, she said that,
as the country's major ODS users had converted to ODS substitutes and taking
into account the drop in production, 80 per cent of total CFC consunption
conpared to the base year (1986) had been elimnated already. The main
probl ems would be in the area of institutional strengthening and the
devel opnent of regul ati ons, standards and | egislation, where progress would
be difficult wi thout external assistance. |In addition, schedul ed projects
rel ated to propane and butane purification, recovery and recycling and
conpressor plant conversion would have to be halted; other projects could be
fully inmplenented within two or three years of their target of the year 2000.
She warned, however, that the uncertain economc and political situation in
the country nmeant that firm predictions were hard to nake.

17. Finally, the representative of Lithuania drew attention to an error in
her country's base-year data for methyl bromi de: the consunption |eve
shoul d have read 55 tonnes. That correction would be submitted to the
Secretariat and reflected in future data reports.

18. The | npl enentati on Comittee:

(a) Not ed that, according to the information provided to it by the
Government of Lithuania and the statenments nade by its representative at the
fourteenth neeting of the Inplenmentation Conmittee, Lithuania would be in a
situation of non-conpliance with the Mintreal Protocol in 1996;

(b) Al so noted that there was a possibility of non-conpliance by
Li thuania in 1997 so that the Inplenmentation Conmttee night have to revert
to that question that year:

(c) Expressed satisfaction, however, at the mpjor efforts being nade
by Lithuania to nmeet its obligations under the Protocol, even in the absence
of external financial assistance for investnent projects;

(d) Wil e recognizing that ratification of the London Amendrment was a
prerequisite for Lithuania to receive assistance fromthe G obal Environnment
Facility, and the potential value of that assistance would far exceed the
level of its contributions to the Multilateral Fund, which are estimted at
$148, 000 for 1996, took note of the statement by the representative of
Lithuania that the economic situation in her country neant that Lithuania was
not in a position to assume the additional financial obligations that



UNEP/ OGzL. Pro/ | npConi 14/ 4
Page 6

ratification of the London Amendment woul d require;

(e) Recommended that international funding agencies shoul d consi der
favourably the provision of financial assistance to Lithuania for projects to
phase out ozone-depleting substances in the country;

() Al so recomrended that Lithuania should be urged to ratify the
London Amendrment and provide imediately a timetable for the ratification

process;

(9) Further recommended that the situation with regard to the CODS
phase-out in Lithuania should be kept under review.

Russi an Feder ati on

19. The representative of the Russian Federation provided further
information in response to the three questions raised at the thirteenth
nmeeting of the Inplenmentation Committee that, in the view of the Secretariat,
had not been satisfactorily answered in the conmuni cation dated 31 May 1996
fromthe Mnister of Protection of the Environnent and Natural Resources of
the Russian Federation addressed to the Executive Secretary of the Ozone
Secretariat (UNEP/ QzL. Pro/ | mpConi 14/ 2/ Add. 1, annex I1). The questions, as
contai ned in paragraph 17 of the report of the Inplementation Conmittee on
the work of its thirteenth neeting (UNEP/ QzL. Pro/ 1 mpConif 13/3), concerned:
the reporting of its baseline consunption and production data for 1986 and
1989; the clarification of the term"required production”, which had been
used in the Russian subm ssion to the Inplenmentation Conmittee at its March
neeting; and the provision of information on the export quantity and
destination of used, recovered, recycled or reclaimed substances.

20. On the first question - the reporting of base-year data for Annex A B
and C substances - the representative of the Russian Federation said that the
Russi an Federation had now provided the Secretariat with data for its 1986
producti on and consunption of Annex A substances and its 1989 production and
consunmpti on of Annex B and C substances. Since 1990 was the first year for
which firmdata were available for those substances, the figures submitted to
the Secretariat were best possible estimates, as provided for in Article 7 of
t he Protocol

21. Wth regard to the requested clarification of the term"required
production”, the representative of the Russian Federation drew attention to
letters fromthe Russian Federation to the Secretariat dated 9 Septenber

and 28 Novenber 1995, justifying its basic donestic needs for ODS. The
process of ODS phase-out in the Russian Federation was mainly inpeded by the

problem of illegal exports. To control such exports, the CGovernment had
adopted new | egi sl ative nmeasures on ODS inports and exports through a
i censing procedure (see UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ I npCom 14/ 2/ Add. 1, annex Il). In

addition, the cross-frontier nmovement of ODS was being tracked by the State
Custonms Conmittee of the Russian Federation, and quarterly reports on inmports
and exports of ODS and products containing such substances were to be
transmitted to the Secretariat from Septenber 1996 and woul d include such
informati on as the quantities of inported or exported ODS and products
cont ai ni ng such substances; data on the type of ODS (freshly produced,
recovered, recycled, reclainmed, reused, used in feedstock); and details of
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the supplier, recipient and conditions of delivery of the substances. At the
nonent, exports to Article 5 Parties amounted to only 15 per cent of the
production | evel allowable under the Protocol to neet the basic domestic
needs of those Parties.

22. On the subject of ODS recovery and recycling, he drew attention to the
conprehensive list of the nanes and | ocations of ODS recycling facilities in
t he Russi an Federation which had been submitted to the Secretariat and
informed the Conmittee that, since recovery of CFCs and hal ons was only
possible frommajor firns, those facilities were working well bel ow capacity.
Accordingly, the Russian Federation could nake its recycling facilities
avai |l abl e to devel opi ng and other countries |acking such facilities.

23. Wil e the Russian Federation renmi ned commtted under | ong-standing
contractual obligations to supply ODS to countries in the Cormonweal th of

I ndependent States and the Baltic countries, it was nmaking extensive efforts
to reduce exports. To that end, a licensing comi ssion had been established
under the Mnistry of Protection of the Environment and Natural Resources,

whi ch ensured conpliance with a prohibition on exports to non-Party countries
and al so considered all ODS inport and export applications. The inportance
attached to the problem by his Government was denonstrated by the fact that
all licenses had to be signed by the Mnister hinself.

24, Wth regard to additional initiatives undertaken by his country to

achi eve ODS phase-out in the production sector and to nobilize resources for
t hat purpose, he said that, with the assistance of the Wrld Bank, the
Russi an Federation was organi zing a round-table neeting of potential donor
countries and that some funding would al so be provided by the Russian
Federation itself, under a special governnent resolution to that effect to be
adopted later in 1996.

25. In response to a question fromone nmenber, he clarified that the

i nventory of ODS stocks under preparation in his country should be conpl eted
by the end of 1996 and that prelimnary information was al ready avail abl e.
He pointed out that, since such inventories were not a Protocol requiremnent,
the work under way in his country should be seen as a valuable initiative,
whi ch had been proposed by the Inter-Agency Comm ssion for Protection of the
Ozone Layer.

26. The representative of the Secretariat confirmed that it had received
the base-year data for Annex A, B and C substances referred to by the
representative of the Russian Federation (see para. 0 above) and had found
t hem accept abl e.

27. The representative of GEF recalled that, in accordance with a decision
of the GEF Council, endorsenment of the second tranche of the ODS phase- out
project to the Russian Federation would be contingent on a satisfactory
response to the questions put by the Inplenentation Committee at its
thirteenth neeting (UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ 1 mpConif 13/3, para. 17). He stressed the
need, therefore, for the Commttee to signal clearly whether or not it had
accepted the Russian Federation's subm ssion, so that GEF coul d decide how to
proceed.



UNEP/ OGzL. Pro/ | npConi 14/ 4
Page 8

28. The | npl enentati on Comittee:

(a) Not ed that, according to its witten submnm ssion and the
statenments of its representative, the Russian Federation was in a situation
of non-conpliance with the Protocol in 1996;

(b) Agreed that the witten and oral subm ssions of the Russian
Federation satisfactorily answered all the questions that had been raised by
the Conmittee at its thirteenth neeting and that the information provided
shoul d be consi dered adequate for the purposes of the present neeting;

(c) Expressed its satisfaction at the considerable progress that had
been made since the Comrittee had entered into its dialogue with the Russian
Federati on under the non-conpliance procedure;

(d) Deci ded that the situation regarding the phase-out of ozone-
depl eti ng substances shoul d be kept under review, specifically with regard to
the additional information requested of the Russian Federation in
paragraph 9 (c) of decision VII/18 of the Seventh Meeting of the Parties and,
in particular, the detailed information on trade in ozone-depleting
subst ances, which the Conmttee has been assured by the Russian Federation
woul d be forthcom ng;

(e) Recommended that the disbursenment of financial assistance for CODS
phase-out in the Russian Federation should be expedited;

() Further recommended, however, that the disbursenment of financia
assi stance for ODS-phase-out in the Russian Federation should continue to be
contingent on further devel opments with regard to non-conpliance and the
settlenent with the Inplenentation Committee of any problens related to the
reporting requirements and the actions of the Russian Federation

(9) Suggested that the Russian Federation should naxinm ze the use of
its recycling facilities to neet its internal needs and therefore dimnish
t he production of new CFCs accordingly.
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O her issues related to the inplenentation of the Mntrea
Protocol in the countries with econonmies in transition

Ad Hoc Working Group of the Technol ogy and Assessnent Panel (TEAP)
on CEIT Aspects

29. The Co-Chair of the Ad Hoc Working Group on CEIT Aspects of the
Technol ogy and Econom ¢ Assessnent Panel announced that the project funded by
t he European Community under which the Group had been operating woul d be
closing shortly. The Goup had prepared a draft final report, covering such
aspects as the background to its establishment, the results achieved and sone
prelimnary recomrendati ons. The Co-Chair then distributed the draft report
to the menbers of the Committee for conments so that it could be finalized
for submi ssion to the Eighth Meeting of the Parties. He also pointed out
that, as there were representatives of countries with economes in transition
on TEAP, the Panel would stand ready to assist the Conmittee in dealing with
problems related to such countries even after the denise of the Ad Hoc

Wor ki ng G oup.

30. The Conmittee expressed its gratitude to the Ad Hoc Wrking G oup for
its valuable efforts, w thout which the progress achieved in the countries
with economies in transition would not have been possi bl e.

Update on conpliance with the Montreal Protocol by Belarus, Bulgaria, Latvia,
Li t huani a, Pol and, the Russian Federation and Ukraine at the
next neeting of the Inplenentation Conmittee

31. The Conmittee agreed that, at its next nmeeting, it should be provided
with an update of the situation with regard to conpliance by Bel arus,

Bul garia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, the Russian Federation and Ukraine, the
Parties that had been the subject of individual decisions on conpliance since
the Seventh Meeting of the Parties.

Li nkage between ratification of the London Arendnent and the obligation to
contribute to the Multilateral Fund

32. The Comm tt ee:

(a) Took note of the fact that some countries experienced
difficulties with ratification of the London Anendnent and t he consequent
obligation to contribute to the Multilateral Fund under that instrument;

(b) Also noted that the ratification of the London Anendnent is a
prerequisite for the receipt of funding fromthe GEF for ODS-phase-out
projects in eligible countries;

(c) Further noted that this matter nay be considered by the Open-
ended Wrking Group and the Meeting of the Parties.

Clarification fromthe Legal Counsel of the United Nations on the status of
the countries of the former Soviet Union with regard to succession to the
Vi enna Convention and the Montreal Protoco

33. The I npl enentati on Committee took note of the response of the Lega
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Counsel of the United Nations, as reproduced in paragraph 4 of the note by
the Secretariat (UNEP/ OzL.Pro/lnpConf14/2), to its request for clarification
on the status of the countries of the fornmer Soviet Union with regard to
succession to the Vienna Convention and the Montreal Protocol (see

UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | npConi 13/ 3, para. 8 (b)).

V. DATA REPORT FOR 1994

34. I ntroducing the data report for 1994, the representative of the
Secretariat explained that the information it contained was valid as of

10 June 1996. Since that date, nore Parties had reported data and

i nformation, which would be incorporated in the updated report by the
Secretariat to the Eighth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol

He took the opportunity to inform nenbers of the Committee of mmjor changes.
Thus, with reference to paragraph 4 of the report, the nunmber of Parties
that had ratified the Montreal Protocol now stood at 157, the London

Amendnent at 110 and t he Copenhagen Anendrment at 57.

35. The following Parties had reported baseline data since the preparation
of the report: for 1986 (Annex A substances), Bolivia, Dom nican Republic,
Et hi opi a, CGuatenml a, Lesotho, Mnaco and Pakistan; for 1989 (Annex B

subst ances), Bolivia, Dom nican Republic, Ethiopia, Guatenala, Lesotho,
Monaco, Pakistan and Russian Federation; and for 1989 (Annex C substances),
Bol i via, Ethiopia, Dom nican Republic, Guatenala, Lesotho, Mpnaco, Pakistan,
Russi an Federation and Togo.

36. The follow ng Parties whose country programes had been approved by the
Executive Committee of the Miultilateral Fund had conplied with paragraph (a)
(iii) of decision VI/5 of the Sixth Meeting of the Parties: Bolivia,
Dom ni can Republic, Guatemala and Togo. Guinea had also reported data for
1993, 1994 and 1995 but no baseline data, while the reports of the Centra
African Republic and Nam bia had only been received shortly before the
nmeeting and were yet to be anal ysed by the Secretariat. In addition, Lesotho
and Paki stan had conplied with paragraph (a) (ii) of decision VI/5.

37. Since June 1996, nore Parties had reported data for 1994, bringing the
total to about 100 of the 141 Parties required to report. Those included

Al geria, Cyprus, Dom nican Republic, Guatenala, Guinea, |Israel, Jamaica,
Kuwai t, Lesotho, Nigeria, Pakistan and Sl oveni a.

38. He pointed out that the high negative totals for the reduction of
producti on and consunption of carbon tetrachloride for sone Parties had been
due to an accounting error which would be rectified so that the correct
figures were reflected in the next data report to the Parties.

39. Australia, Poland, Slovakia and Ukraine had provided clarifications
regardi ng potential non-conpliance with the carbon tetrachl oride reduction
schedul e for 1994. The Secretariat had been requested by the I nplenmentation
Conmittee to pursue the question of non-conpliance by the Czech Republic with
t he hal ons reduction schedule for 1994 and to report back to the Committee.

40. Wth regard to Parties that had conplied with paragraph 4 of decision
VI/19 of the Sixth Meeting of the Parties, he reported that several Parties
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had provided information on reclamation facilities and their capacities and
that information was attached to the data report before the Committee. O
those Parties, only Canada and the Russian Federation had reported ful

i nformati on on the type of reclaimed substances, and the capacity and
location of the facilities.

41. On that same question, sone countries had pointed out that they had
many small reclamation facilities, on which it would be difficult to report.
The Secretariat suggested, accordingly, that TEAP m ght wish to consider a
m ni mum si ze for reporting purposes.

42. The | npl enentati on Comittee:

(a) Took note with appreciation, the report of the Secretariat and
t he additional information provided;

(b) Noted that of the 141 Parties required to report data, sone 100
had al ready done so;

(c) Expressed its satisfaction with the considerable inprovenment in
the nunber of Parties that had fulfilled their reporting requirenents;

(d) Further noted that, according to the information provided by the
Secretariat:

(i) The following 32 Parties had not yet reported their
baseline data for Annex A substances: Antigua and Barbuda,
Central African Republic, Chad, Conoros, Denocratic People's
Republic of Korea, Domi nica, El Sal vador, Federated States of
M cronesi a, Genada, Quinea, Honduras, Kiribati, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Mali, Marshall |slands, Mongolia, Nam bia,
Nepal , Ni caragua, Paraguay, Sanpa, Sol onon |slands, The forner
Yugosl av Republic of Macedonia, Trinidad and Tobago,

Tur knmeni st an, Tuval u, United Republic of Tanzania, Uzbeki stan
Vanuat u, Yenen, and Zaire;

(ii) The following 35 Parties had not yet reported their
baseline data for Annex B substances: Antigua and Barbuda,
Central African Republic, Chad, Conoros, Denocratic People's
Republic of Korea, Dom nica, El Sal vador, Federated States of
M cronesi a, Gabon, Grenada, CGuinea, Honduras, Kiribati, Liberia
Li byan Arab Jamahiriya, Mli, Marshall |slands, Mongoli a,
Nam bi a, Nepal, N caragua, Paraguay, Sanpa, Sol onon |slands, The
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Trinidad and Tobago,

Tur knmeni st an, Tuval u, United Republic of Tanzania, United Arab
Emirates, Uzbeki stan, Vanuatu, Viet Nam Yenen, and Zaire;

(iii) The following 34 Parties had not yet reported their
baseline data for Annex C substances: Antigua and Barbuda,
Central African Republic, Chad, Conoros, Dom nica, El Sal vador,
Federated States of M cronesia, G enada, Cuinea, Honduras,

I ndonesia, Kiribati, Liberia, Libyan Arab Janmahiriya, Mali
Mar shal | |sl ands, Mngolia, Nam bia, Nepal, N caragua, Paraguay,
Sai nt Lucia, Sanmpa, Sol omon |slands, The former Yugoslav Republic
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of Macedoni a, Trinidad and Tobago, Turknenistan, Tuvalu, United
Republ i ¢ of Tanzani a, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Viet Nam Yenen, and
Zaire; and

(iv) The foll owi ng seven Parties had not yet reported their
baseline data for the substance in Annex E: Austria, Bel gium
Kuwai t, Lithuania, Luxenbourg, Poland, and United States of
Ameri ca;

(v) In accordance with decision VI/5 of the Sixth Meeting of

the Parties, the following 17 Parties tenporarily classified as
operating under Article 5 that had not reported their data for
nmore than two years will lose their Article 5 status in Cctober
1996 unl ess they either reported data or sought assistance from
the Executive Committee and the I nplenentation Commttee before
that date: Antigua and Barbuda, Chad, Doni nica, El Sal vador
Grenada, Honduras, Kiribati, Libyan Arab Janmahiriya, Marshal

I sl ands, Ni caragua, Paraguay, Sampa, Sol onon |slands, The forner
Yugosl av Republic of Macedonia, Trinidad and Tobago, Tuvalu, and
United Republic of Tanzani a;

(e) Not ed t hat:

(i) In general, the data submitted for 1994 showed a reduction
in the consunption of ODS by non-Article 5 Parties according to
t he control neasures;

(ii) There had been a reduction of nore than 80 per cent in ODS
consunption anmong the Parties as a whol e;

() Expressed concern that:

(i) Article 5 Parties had significantly increased their
producti on and consunption of ODS since 1986;

(ii) The production of HCFCs and met hyl brom de had at the sane
time increased significantly for the Parties as a whol e;

(9) Urged all Parties to report their data promptly;

(h) Took note of the explanation of the Secretariat that it would be
very difficult to show global trends in the data report, as recomrended by
the Conmittee at its thirteenth neeting (see UNEP/ OzL. Pro/ | mpCom 13/,
para. 32 (b)), until such tine as a sufficiently |arge nunber of Parties had
reported data over the same period of time: currently, the years for which
data was avail able varied fromParty to Party dependi ng on when they had
ratified the Protocol

(1) Wth regard to the potential non-conmpliance of the Czech Republic
with the control measures for halons (see para. 0 above), urged the Czech
Republic to reply pronptly to the Secretariat's request for clarification, so
that the matter could be considered at the next neeting of the Committee.

43. On the question of reporting information on reclamation facilities, in
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accordance with paragraph 4 of decision VI/19 of the Sixth Meeting of the
Parties, the Inplenentation Commttee:

(a) Not ed that, according to the information provided by the
Secretariat, a few countries reported but only Canada and the Russian
Federation had reported full information on the type of reclai ned substances
and the capacity and | ocation of those facilities;

(b) Recogni zed, however, that it mght be inpractical for Parties to
report on very small facilities;

(c) Suggested that, in the Iight of subparagraphs (a) and (b) above,
the Technol ogy and Econoni c Assessment Panel night consider the nmatter with a
view to a recommendation on limting this reporting requirement to plants
that are above a certain mninum capacity.

V. COMMENTS ON THE DATA REPORT BY THE | MPLEMENTI NG AGENCI ES, THE
FUND SECRETARI AT AND THE CGEF SECRETARI AT

44, The representative of UNEP said that UNEP had intensified its efforts
to assist Article 5 countries in data-reporting in close cooperation with the
Ozone Secretariat. O the 40 countries in non-conpliance at the previous
nmeeting of the Committee, 17 had since reported Article 7 data, representing
a 43 per cent inprovenment, and six countries that had been about to | ose
their Article 5 status because of non-conpliance with the data-reporting
requi renents had been assisted in retaining it through intensive efforts by
UNEP. O the 23 countries still in non-conpliance, Antigua and Barbuda

Chad, El Sal vador, Gabon, Guyana, Kiribati, Myanmar, Nepal, N caragua,
Paraguay, St. Kitts, Sol onmon |slands and Wstern Sanpa were receiving UNEP
assistance in fornulating their country progranmmes, in the form of

consul tancies and training nmeasures. 1In that context, UNEP was considering
instituting a system whereby the disbursal of funds for country progranmres
woul d be contingent on conpliance with data reporting requirements. Bahrain
Jamai ca, Lesotho, Pakistan and the United Republic of Tanzania, which were
submitting their country programmes to the twentieth neeting of the Executive
Conmittee, would receive assistance from UNEP in conpiling and reporting data
to the Secretariat.

45, UNEP was seeki ng donor assistance for recovery and recycling progranmres
i n Bahamas and Papua New Cui nea, so that they could inplenent their
institutional -strengthening projects. Lebanon, Cuinea, Viet Nam and

Zi mbabwe, which had just comrenced their institutional-strengthening
projects, were receiving guidance in fulfilling their reporting requirements
and di sbursenment of funds would be contingent on the satisfactory subm ssion
of those reports. Finally, the institutional-strengthening project in
Mal di ves, was currently under way. Article 7 data for 1995 had been
submitted to UNEP and the Ozone Secretariat, and UNEP woul d advi se and assi st
the country on its reporting requirenents.

46. The representative of UNDP said that only one country, Trinidad and
Tobago, was still in arrears with its data reporting for the period 1986-
1989. Efforts to assist it with its country programe had been inpeded by
political changes in the country, but the programe should now be ready for
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subm ssion to the Executive Conmittee of the Miultilateral Fund. Were the
1994 data were concerned, of the three countries with reports stil

out standi ng, one had subnitted and one was about to subnit; UNDP was
currently investigating the situation of the third. UNDP was simlarly

pl eased by the substantial inprovenent in data-reporting.

47. The representative of UNIDO said that, since the previous neeting of
the Inplenentation Cormmittee, his organization had contacted a nunmber of
countries and received the outstanding information fromthem He was
therefore surprised that the Islamc Republic of Iran was still |isted anmong
the countries which had failed to report data and he coul d make avail abl e
copies of their submissions to UNIDO. He understood that the | ast

out standi ng country, the Forner Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, had since
prepared its country programe and woul d shortly be subnmitting the requisite
dat a.

48. The representative of the Secretariat of the Miultilateral Fund said
that the Fund Secretariat was prepared to follow up with the Inplenenting
Agenci es to advise countries of the possible consequences of non-reporting of
data on their eligibility for assistance fromthe Miltilateral Fund.

49. The representative of the GEF secretariat said that, while GEF was not
directly involved in the gathering of data, it was not aware of any arrears
in data reporting by any of the countries with which it was dealing and al
eligible countries could receive assistance for data collection as soon as
they applied for it under the Facility.

50. The | npl enentati on Comittee:

(a) Took note with appreciation of the information provided by the
representatives of the Inplenenting Agencies on their efforts to inprove
data-reporting by Parties in which they were assisting in country progranme
formul ation, institutional strengthening, networking and project preparation
and i mpl ement ati on;

(b) Stressed the need for nore pronpt reporting by countries whose
programes had been approved;

(c) Took note of a suggestion by the representative of one
| mpl ementi ng Agency that the Secretariat should copy rem nders sent to
Parties to the ozone offices of the countries concerned and to the
| mpl ementi ng Agenci es.

VlI. OTHER MATTERS

51. It was agreed that the next nmeeting of the Inplementation Conmittee
woul d be held in San José, Costa Rica, on Mnday, 18 Novenber 1996
i mediately prior to the Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
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VI1. ADCPTI ON OF THE REPORT
52. In accordance with past practice, the Inplementation Conmittee

entrusted the Chairman and the Rapporteur with the finalization of the report
on the work of its fourteenth neeting.

VIIl. CLOSURE OF THE SESSI ON

53. After the customary exchange of courtesies, the President declared the
fourteenth neeting of the Inplementation Conmittee closed at 4.15 p.m on
Friday, 23 August 1996.
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