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Compilation of questions from the parties during the contact group discussions held on 14 and 16 July 2026.

1. Rationale behind the paper presented including in the context of UN80.
2. How were the scenarios derived? Were additional scenarios considered, and if so, why were they not included in the document UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4?
3. Analyse the impact of the scenarios on KA implementation and compliance.
4. Additional information, especially cost estimates on use of AI and online meetings to further substantiate para 39 and 41 of the document UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4  
5. Implications/consequences of change from the current way of working/pros and cons of adopting any of the scenarios – costs, quality, assessment work, compliance.
6. Present each sscenario and its associated costs, as well as the consequences of adopting the scenario (pros and cons)
7. Cost savings if the ImpCom meetings were held for 1 day only, if held online, if held without interpretation.
8. Cost savings if OEWG is held for 3 days.
9. Suggestions to organise meetings that can save on interpretation costs.
10. Tables 3 and 4 of the document UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4/Add.1 to be combined. [PS: There was no RTF meeting in 2025.]
11. Summary of the final report of UN80 work package 27.
12. Present cost saving options under business-as-usual scenario.
13. Impact of the frequency of assessment panel work and meetings on assessments (quality). To be reviewed with TEAP.
