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Issues for discussion by and information for the attention of the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol
		Note by the Secretariat
	I.	Introduction
The present note sets out an overview of the issues on the provisional agenda for the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer (UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/1) and updates on the implementation of recent decisions of Meetings of the Parties. Section II provides an overview of items on the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment, section III an update on the implementation of recent decisions of Meetings of the Parties, and section IV an overview of items on the provisional agenda for the high-level segment. For most items, a brief summary of the background is given, in particular the relevant discussion that took place during the forty-eighth meeting of the Open‑ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol, held in Bangkok from 13 to 17 July 2026.
Further information on certain items on the provisional agenda will be provided in an addendum to the present note when relevant additional information becomes available, namely:
(a) The supplementary report of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel’s replenishment task force, which is based on the suggestions for additional analysis agreed to by the Open-ended Working Group at its forty-eighth meeting;
(b) In response to decision XXXVII/1, paragraph 4, a report of the Secretariat on progress and any outcomes of activities in connection with the evaluation of the suitability of potential sites for monitoring regional emissions of controlled substances and possible next steps towards establishing monitoring activities at those sites;
(c) In response to decision XXXVII/2, paragraph 1, reports from the Scientific Assessment Panel and the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel on emissions of hydrofluorocarbon-23 (HFC-23), taking into account information submitted by parties in response to decision XXXVI/3 and pursuant to paragraph 2 of decision XXXVII/2 on their current methodologies for estimating and reporting HFC-23 emissions from HCFC-22 production;
(d) In response to a request by the Open-ended Working Group at its forty-eighth meeting, information on actions that have been taken or are in progress in relation to the operative paragraphs of the draft decisions considered under the item on further strengthening Montreal Protocol institutions.
The addendum will provide summaries of the reports referred to in paragraph 2 above and other relevant information.
[bookmark: _Hlk113606343]Issues not on the provisional agenda or not directly related to the implementation of decisions and related follow-up but still of possible interest to the parties will be addressed in an information note on issues that the Ozone Secretariat would like to bring to the attention of the parties (UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/INF/3). 
	II.	Overview of items on the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment (2–4 November 2026)
	A.	Opening of the preparatory segment (item 1 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
The preparatory segment of the meeting will be opened at 10 a.m. on Monday, 2 November 2026 at the Kigali Convention Centre. 
The preparatory segment will be chaired jointly by Annie Gabriel (Australia) and Igobe Mbulawa (Botswana), the Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group.
As the meeting will be almost completely paperless, participants are urged to bring their own laptops and handheld devices for accessing meeting documents and information. 
A statement will be made by the Executive Secretary of the Ozone Secretariat, also representing the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP). 
	B.	Organizational matters (item 2 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
	1.	Adoption of the agenda of the preparatory segment (item 2 (a) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
The provisional agenda for the preparatory segment is set out in section I of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/1 and will be before the parties for adoption. The parties may wish to adopt the agenda, including any matters that they may wish to raise under item 15, “Other matters”.
	2.	Organization of work (item 2 (b) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
Under item 2 (b), the co-chairs of the preparatory segment are expected to present a proposal to the parties on how they intend to proceed with the work on the items on the agenda.
	C.	Administrative matters (item 3 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
[bookmark: _Hlk205616426]	1.	Budget of the Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol and financial reports (item 3 (a) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In accordance with decision XXXVII/23, on financial reports and budgets for the Montreal Protocol, proposed budgets for 2027 and 2028 of the Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol are presented in document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/4. In accordance with paragraph 9 of that decision, two budget scenarios each for 2027 and 2028 are presented, with the zero‑nominal-growth budgets pegged to the approved budget for 2026.
The recommended budgets for 2027 and 2028 are higher than the corresponding zero‑nominal‑growth scenarios by $244,758 and $198,248, respectively.
In accordance with paragraph 8 (c) of decision XXXVII/23, the Secretariat has produced activity fact sheets on its areas of work for 2027 using the format applied since 2019. The fact sheets are presented in document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/INF/1.
The budget performance report for 2026 as at 30 September 2026 will be provided as an information document (UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/INF/2) no later than two weeks before the start of the meeting.
The financial reports for the trust funds for the Vienna Convention for the Protection of the Ozone Layer and the Montreal Protocol are considered by the parties annually. The certified interim financial statements and an overview of the budget performance report for 2025 for the two trust funds are set out in document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/5. The document also includes the certified interim financial statements for 2025 for earmarked contributions that support the work of the Secretariat. 
The main information on the Vienna Convention and Montreal Protocol trust funds includes the following: 
(e) The budget utilization rates were 98 per cent and 83 per cent, respectively, in 2025;
(f) Together, the reserves and fund balance at the end of 2025 totalled $2,204,312 for the Vienna Convention trust fund and $5,373,638 for the Montreal Protocol trust fund, and the cash balances of the funds were $1,994,252 and $4,693,435, respectively;
(g) The cash balance of the Montreal Protocol trust fund at the end of 2026 is projected to be $3,360,493 based on a rate of receipt of contributions of 70 per cent, $3,631,124 based on a rate of 75 per cent, and $3,901,755 based on a rate of 80 per cent.
Under item 3 (a) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment, the parties are expected to establish a budget committee to deliberate on and recommend a draft decision on the budget for adoption, as appropriate, during the high-level segment. A placeholder draft decision on the matter is set out in section IV of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[AAA]. 
[bookmark: _Hlk204346571]	2.	Consideration of the membership of Montreal Protocol bodies for 2027 (item 3 (b) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
	(a)	Members of the Implementation Committee under the Non-Compliance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol (item 3 (b) (i) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
Each year, the Meeting of the Parties considers the membership of the Implementation Committee under the Non-Compliance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol. In accordance with the non-compliance procedure adopted by the Fourth Meeting of the Parties and amended by the Tenth Meeting of the Parties, the Committee consists of 10 parties, each of which selects an individual to represent it. Those parties are elected for two years on the basis of equitable geographical distribution – that is, two are elected to represent each of the regional groupings of African States, Asia-Pacific States, Eastern European States, Latin American and Caribbean States and Western European and other States. Committee members may serve two consecutive two‑year terms. A party that has completed a second consecutive two-year term as a Committee member is eligible for election again only after an absence of one year from the Committee.
From the current members of the Implementation Committee, Azerbaijan, Ecuador, Lebanon and Norway will complete the first year of their first two‑year terms in 2026 and Kenya will complete the first year of its second two-year term; those parties will therefore continue as members for 2027. Benin, the Dominican Republic, Montenegro and Saudi Arabia will conclude the second year of their first two-year terms in 2026 and will therefore have to be replaced or re‑elected. The Kingdom of the Netherlands will conclude the second year of its second two-year term in 2026 and will therefore have to be replaced.
In accordance with decision XII/13, the Implementation Committee elects its president and vice‑president from among its members, through consultations among the Committee members, during a Meeting of the Parties to ensure the continuity of the two offices.
During the preparatory segment, the parties may wish to consult among themselves with the aim of nominating new Implementation Committee members. A placeholder draft decision on the matter is set out in section IV of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[DDD]. The Secretariat will include the names of nominated parties in the draft decision for consideration and possible adoption, with any amendments that the parties may deem appropriate, during the high-level segment.
	(b)	Members of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol (item 3 (b) (ii) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
The Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties will consider the membership of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol. In accordance with its terms of reference, the Executive Committee consists of seven members from parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol (Article 5 parties) and seven members from parties not so operating (non-Article 5 parties). For 2027, the seven members from Article 5 parties are expected to be selected from the regional groups as follows: two members from African States, two members from Asia-Pacific States, two members from Latin American and Caribbean States and one member to fill the seat that rotates among the regions, including the region of Eastern Europe and Central Asia (decision XVI/38). For 2027, the member to fill the seat that rotates among the regions will be from the African States.
Each of the two groups of parties elects its Executive Committee members and reports their names to the Secretariat for endorsement by the Meeting of the Parties. In addition, the terms of reference of the Committee call for the election, from among the members of the Committee, of a chair and a vice-chair, who alternate each year between Article 5 parties and non‑Article 5 parties. As representatives of Lesotho and Australia have served as Chair and Vice‑Chair, respectively, during 2026, the non-Article 5 parties will be expected to nominate a chair for 2027 and the Article 5 parties will be expected to nominate a vice-chair.
The Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties is expected to adopt a decision endorsing the selection of the new Committee members and noting the selection of the Committee’s Chair and Vice‑Chair for 2027. A placeholder draft decision on the matter is set out in section IV of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[EEE].
During the preparatory segment, the parties may wish to consult among themselves and consider the new composition of the Executive Committee. The Secretariat will include the names of nominated parties in the draft decision for consideration and possible adoption, with any amendments that the parties may deem appropriate, during the high-level segment.
	(c)	Co-chairs of the Open-ended Working Group (item 3 (b) (iii) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
Each year, the Meeting of the Parties selects one representative from among Article 5 parties and one representative from among non-Article 5 parties to serve as co‑chairs of the Open-ended Working Group in the subsequent year. Through decision XXXVII/20, the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties endorsed the selection of Annie Gabriel (Australia) and Leila Akello Gonasa (Uganda) as Co-Chairs of the Working Group in 2026. As Ms. Akello was unable to attend the forty-eighth meeting of the Working Group owing to travel restrictions, the Working Group elected Igobe Mbulawa (Botswana) to the position of Co-Chair. The Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties is expected to adopt a decision endorsing the selection of the co‑chairs of the Working Group for 2027. A placeholder draft decision on the matter is set out in section IV of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[FFF].
The parties may wish to consult as necessary during the preparatory segment and nominate two individuals to serve as co-chairs of the Open-ended Working Group in 2027. The Secretariat will include the names of the nominated individuals in the draft decision for consideration and possible adoption during the high-level segment.
	D.	Replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol for the triennium 2027–2029 (item 4 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
	1.	Supplementary report of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel replenishment task force (item 4 (a) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In accordance with decision XXXVII/6, the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel carried out a study on the assessment of funding requirements for the replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the period 2027–2029 and presented the resulting report to the Open-ended Working Group at its forty-eighth meeting. The report of the Panel’s replenishment task force was issued as volume 2 of the Panel’s 2026 report, and an executive summary was included in an addendum to the note by the Secretariat on issues for discussion by and information for the attention of the Working Group at its forty-eighth meeting (UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/2/Add.1). Table 1 shows the range of total estimated funding requirements for the replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the triennium 2027-2029, as set out in the report of the task force.
Following the presentation by the Panel’s task force and the discussion that took place in the plenary, as summarized in the report of the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group (UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/5, paras. 45–60), the Working Group agreed to establish a contact group, which was co-chaired by Miruza Mohamed (Maldives) and Ralph Brieskorn (Kingdom of the Netherlands), to enable the parties to seek further clarifications from the Panel and develop additional guidance for the task force for its supplementary report on the funding requirements for the replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the period 2027–2029.
The co-chair of the contact group subsequently reported back on the work of the contact group, saying that the group had succeeded in reaching agreement on suggestions for additional analysis in a supplementary report on the replenishment. The Open-ended Working Group agreed that the text of the suggestions would be used by the Panel’s replenishment task force in producing its supplementary report for consideration by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties. The agreed list of suggestions is set out in annex I to the present note, without formal editing.
Once the supplementary report of the task force has been completed, the Secretariat will make it available on the meeting portal and include a summary of the report in an addendum to the present note. The initial report of the task force is available as a background document for the parties.[footnoteRef:2] In addition, the Secretariat has prepared a placeholder decision on the 2027–2029 replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the consideration of the parties (UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3, section IV, draft decision XXXVIII/[BBB]). [2:  Available at https://ozone.unep.org/system/files/documents/TEAP-DecisionXXXVII6-replenishment-TF-report-May2026-RTF-report.pdf. ] 

Table 1 
Estimated total funding requirements for the replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the triennium 2027–2029, low-end range and high-end range 
(Millions of United States dollars)
	Triennium 2027–2029
	Low-end rangea
	High-end rangeb

	HCFC activities
(including energy efficiency)
	451
	573

	HFC activities
(including energy efficiency, HFC-23 mitigation 
and regional atmospheric monitoring)
	702–781
	970–1 053

	Institutional strengthening and standard activities 
	129
	129

	Total
	1 282–1 361
	1 672–1 755


		Abbreviations: HCFC – hydrochlorofluorocarbon; HFC – hydrofluorocarbon.
		a The low-end range is calculated on the basis of the following scenarios:
(a) HCFC scenario 1 (historical cost-effectiveness thresholds in manufacturing sectors), with 90 per cent of funding allocated during the triennium 2027–2029 and 10 per cent during the triennium 
2030–2032; 
(b) For HFCs, the range of total costs is estimated using two scenarios: HFC scenario 1 (cost guidelines or expert-derived cost-effectiveness thresholds without consideration of small and medium‑sized enterprises) and HFC scenario 2 (cost guidelines or expert-derived cost-effectiveness thresholds with consideration of small and medium-sized enterprises), with resource allocation schedule B (gradual funding approach).
		b The high-end range is calculated on the basis of the following scenarios:
(a) HCFC scenario 2 (cost-effectiveness thresholds applied in accordance with cost guidelines in manufacturing sectors), with 90 per cent of funding allocated during the triennium 2027–2029 and 10 per cent during the triennium 2030–2032;
(b) For HFCs, the range of total costs is estimated using two scenarios: HFC scenario 1 and HFC scenario 2 with resource allocation schedule A (front-loaded funding approach).
	2.	Extension of the fixed-exchange-rate mechanism for the triennium 2027–2029 (item 4 (b) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
The fixed-exchange-rate mechanism, which was first introduced at the Eleventh Meeting of the Parties, has since been used by many parties contributing to the Multilateral Fund to ease administrative difficulties in making contributions in currencies other than their own and to promote timely payments. One of the mechanism’s stated objectives is to ensure that there is no adverse impact on the level of resources available to the Multilateral Fund. Since the third replenishment of the Multilateral Fund, in 2000, the mechanism has included a provision to determine the average exchange rate to be applied in using the mechanism in the following replenishment. The parties have also determined the time period for averaging exchange rates. 
The scale of assessments and rates of exchange for contributions to the forthcoming 2027-2029 replenishment of the Multilateral Fund are set out in the note by the Secretariat on the matter (UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/INF/3). The scale has been adjusted for the purpose of Multilateral Fund contributions on the basis of the United Nations scale of assessments for the period 2024–2026. The adjusted scale of assessments and the rates of exchange are presented as received from UNEP in its capacity as Treasurer of the Multilateral Fund. 
As in the past, the Secretariat has prepared a placeholder draft decision, based on the previous decision taken by the parties on the mechanism in 2023 (decision XXXV/2), for the consideration of the parties (UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3, section IV, draft decision XXXVIII/[CCC]). During the preparatory segment, the parties may wish to consider and make recommendations, as appropriate, on the application of the mechanism, taking into account the current situation with regard to its operation. 
	E.	Further strengthening Montreal Protocol institutions (UNEP/OzL.Pro.37/9, para. 166) (item 5 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
At the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group, two conference room papers were introduced under this agenda item.
The representative of Cameroon introduced a conference room paper setting out a draft decision on strengthening Montreal Protocol operations, submitted by his delegation on behalf of the Group of African States. He explained that, in the light of the information gathered on illegal trade since 2002, as compiled by the Secretariat, the Group of African States saw a need for more concrete action than what was presented in the relevant compilation document prepared by the Secretariat (UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/3). The draft decision included requests to the Secretariat to prepare a report on tools to tackle illegal trade and a checklist defining the core features of effective licensing systems, and to explore the feasibility and cost of developing open-source licensing software that could be integrated into customs and single-window systems. In addition, the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund would be requested to assess the additional training and capacity needs in Article 5 parties in relation to illegal trade, licensing systems and data reporting, in consultation with national ozone officers, the Compliance Assistance Programme and the World Customs Organization, as appropriate.
The representative of Canada, speaking also on behalf of Australia, the European Union, Norway and Switzerland, introduced a conference room paper setting out a draft decision on strengthening licensing systems and data reporting to prevent illegal trade. He noted that, much like the draft decision of the Group of African States, his group’s submission was aimed at addressing key issues identified in recent years, mainly by strengthening parties’ licensing systems for the import and export of controlled substances and strengthening data reporting, although it also reiterated decisions that might have been forgotten or were not implemented systematically by the parties. The draft decision included requests to the Ozone Secretariat to prepare a checklist on core features of licensing systems, intended for information purposes, and to inform parties about those parties that did not report data required under Article 7 by the 30 September deadline. It also included requests to parties for information on features of their licensing systems and encouragements relating to the coverage of those systems, verification systems for imports and exports, and data reporting. In addition, national ozone units and customs officers would be encouraged to share data to better track and monitor imports of controlled substances. The draft decision also included a reminder that the Compliance Assistance Programme was available to support Article 5 parties in designing and implementing their national licensing systems. Finally, it contained a request to the Ozone Secretariat to liaise with the Multilateral Fund secretariat on possible options for creating a coordinated approach to data reporting.
A summary of the discussions on the matter during the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group is set out in paragraphs 172–181 of the report of the meeting.
The Open-ended Working Group agreed to establish a contact group, which was co-chaired by Liana Ghahramanyan (Armenia) and Paul Krajnik (Austria), to discuss the matter further, including by considering the two draft decisions set out in the conference room papers. Progress was made in considering both proposals for draft decisions, and the contact group concluded that the proposals should be considered further by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties. 
The Open-ended Working Group requested the Secretariat to provide information on actions that had been taken or were in progress in relation to the operative paragraphs in both proposals, or, where relevant, to indicate that no such information existed, and agreed to forward both proposals for draft decisions for further consideration by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties. The draft decisions presented by Cameroon on behalf of the Group of African States and by Canada on behalf of itself and Australia, the European Union, Norway and Switzerland at the forty-eighth meeting of the Working Group are set out in section III of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decisions XXXVIII/[AA] and XXXVIII/[BB], respectively. The information requested by the Working Group will be included in the addendum to the present note.
During the preparatory segment, parties may wish to continue their consideration of the matter.
	F.	Ensuring the viability of Montreal Protocol operations (decision XXXVII/7) (item 6 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In paragraph 1 of decision XXXVII/7, the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties requested the Secretariat to prepare a report, for consideration by the Open-ended Working Group at its forty-eighth meeting, on the options for making effective and efficient changes, with associated cost estimates, to the timing of, Secretariat support for and length of the Meetings of the Parties and meetings of the Working Group, the Implementation Committee and the assessment panels, and the timing of replenishment decisions. The report was set out in documents UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4 and UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4/Add.1.
After an initial discussion on the matter, as summarized in paragraphs 154–164 of the report of its forty-eighth meeting, the Open-ended Working Group agreed to establish a contact group, which was co-chaired by Alessandro Peru (Italy) and Sergio Merino (Mexico), to discuss in more depth documents UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4 and UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/48/4/Add.1 and the proposals made during plenary discussions.
Subsequently, the co-chairs of the contact group reported that the group had concluded its discussions. The Secretariat had compiled a list of all the questions formulated by the participants during the discussion and had indicated its willingness to continue to receive questions by email[footnoteRef:3] up until 31 August 2026, to be used as a basis for supplementing the information presented in its report.  [3:  Addressed to mea-ozoneinfo@un.org.] 

The Open-ended Working Group therefore agreed to invite parties to submit their additional questions by 31 August 2026 and to resume its discussion on ensuring the viability of Montreal Protocol operations at the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties, taking into account the supplementary report to be prepared by the Secretariat. 
The parties will have before them a note by the Secretariat prepared in response to the additional questions received from parties by 31 August 2026 (UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/7).
	G.	Emissions of hydrofluorocarbon-23 (HFC-23) (decision XXXVII/2) (item 7 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In paragraph 1 of decision XXXVII/2, the Scientific Assessment Panel and the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel were requested to provide an update on emissions of HFC-23 to the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties, taking into account information submitted by parties in response to decision XXXVI/3 and pursuant to paragraph 2 of decision XXXVII/2.
Information received by the Secretariat from parties that have HCFC-22 production facilities on their current methodologies for estimating and reporting HFC-23 emissions from HCFC-22 production in response to decision XXXVI/3 and paragraph 2 of decision XXXVII/2 has been forwarded to the Scientific Assessment Panel and the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel for consideration in the preparation of their reports.
The panels’ reports are expected to be available in September 2026, and a summary of the reports will be included in the addendum to the present note.
	H.	Enhancing regional atmospheric monitoring of substances controlled by the Montreal Protocol (decision XXXVII/1) (item 8 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In paragraph 4 of decision XXXVII/1, the Secretariat was requested to report to the Open‑ended Working Group at its forty-eighth meeting and to the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties on progress in and any outcomes of activities relating to the evaluation of the suitability of potential sites for monitoring emissions of controlled substances situated within the regions and locations identified in the information provided by the Advisory Committee of the General Trust Fund for Financing Activities on Research and Systematic Observations Relevant to the Vienna Convention and to prepare possible next steps towards establishing monitoring activities at those sites.
In response to that request, at the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group, a representative of the Secretariat and a Co-Chair of the Advisory Committee, A. R. Ravishankara, reported on progress in the implementation of decision XXXVII/1, including the development of an interactive online costing tool to be used by interested parties to estimate costs for the establishment and operation of monitoring stations in their territories, taking into account their national circumstances; the 10 regions and locations identified by the Advisory Committee to fill gaps in regional atmospheric monitoring of controlled substances; the continuation of the evaluation of the suitability of five prioritized regions and locations, including the availability of relevant infrastructure; the establishment of a funding window under the Multilateral Fund; and emerging considerations. 
A summary of the discussions on the matter during the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group is set out in paragraphs 143–151 of the report of the meeting.
On the basis of the discussion, the Open-ended Working Group agreed that the parties would continue informal discussions in the margins of the forty-eighth meeting and during the intersessional period, including consultations on a draft decision, and would pursue their discussions further at the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties. 
The Secretariat, together with the Advisory Committee, will provide to the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties for its consideration a report on progress in the implementation of decision XXXVII/1. The report of the Secretariat and the Advisory Committee will be summarized in the addendum to the present note.
	I.	Technology and Economic Assessment Panel organizational issues (item 9 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
[bookmark: _Hlk204354375]	1.	Options for the organization of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its technical options committees (decision XXXV/20) (item 9 (a) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In the margins of the forty-seventh meeting of the Open-ended Working Group, an informal group of interested parties met with the co-chairs of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its technical options committees to discuss options for the organization of the Panel and the committees that had been presented by the Panel in chapter 8 of its 2025 progress report. At the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties, the informal group concluded that the time was not right to restructure the Panel and its technical options committees, and the parties agreed to include the item on the agenda of the forty-eighth meeting of the Working Group. In chapter 8 of its 2026 progress report, the Panel presented further analysis and highlighted preferred options for reorganization.
An initial exchange on the matter ensued in a question-and-answer session that followed the presentations given by the Panel on its 2026 progress report. A summary of the discussions on the matter during the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group is set out in paragraphs 126–129 of the report of the meeting.
The Open-ended Working Group agreed to establish an informal group, co-facilitated by Heidi Stockhaus (Germany) and Camilla Noel (Vanuatu), to discuss further options for the organization of the Panel and its technical options committees. 
[bookmark: _Hlk203124166]Subsequently, reporting on the group’s discussions, the co-facilitator of the informal group reported that, owing to time constraints, it had not been possible for the group to conclude its work. The Open-ended Working Group therefore agreed to resume discussions on options for the organization of the Panel and its technical options committees at the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties, noting that the Panel would respond, before that meeting, to a number of the questions raised by parties in the informal group.
During the preparatory segment, parties may wish to continue their consideration of the matter, taking into account the additional information to be provided by the Panel, and to make recommendations on the way forward.
2.		Changes in the membership of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel (item 9 (b) of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
In annex 2 to its 2026 progress report, the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel provided information on the status of its membership and that of its technical options committees as of May 2026. 
Table 2 lists the members of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel whose membership expires at the end of 2026 and whose reappointment requires a decision by the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties. The members of the technical options committees whose membership expires at the end of 2026 and whose reappointment does not require a decision by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties are listed in annex II to the present note.
Table 2 
Members of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel whose membership expires at the end of 2026 and whose reappointment requires a decision by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties
	Name
	Position
	Country

	Marta Pizano
	TEAP co-chair
	Colombia

	Ashley Woodcock
	TEAP co-chair
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

	Fabio Polonaraa
	RTOC co-chair
	Italy

	Suely Machado Carvalho 
	TEAP senior expert
	Brazil

	Sukumar Devotta
	TEAP senior expert
	India

	Bassam Elassaad
	TEAP senior expert
	Lebanon

	Ray Gluckman
	TEAP senior expert
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	Marco Gonzalez
	TEAP senior expert
	Costa Rica

	Shiqiu Zhang
	TEAP senior expert
	China


	Abbreviations: RTOC – Refrigeration, Air Conditioning and Heat Pumps Technical Options Committee; TEAP – Technology and Economic Assessment Panel.
	a The parties may wish to note that, in July 2026, the co-chairs of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel informed the Secretariat that Fabio Polonara, whose term as co-chair of the Refrigeration, Air Conditioning and Heat Pumps Technical Options Committee expires in 2026, had decided to step down and would therefore not be seeking renomination.
At the time of the preparation of the present note, the nomination of Asbjørn Leth Vonsild (Denmark) as co-chair of the Refrigeration, Air Conditioning and Heat Pumps Technical Options Committee had been received by the Secretariat and posted on the portal of the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties. The Secretariat will provide additional information on nominations received and other relevant information in the addendum to the present note.
[bookmark: _Hlk205688732]Parties may wish to submit further nominations, for consideration by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties, in accordance with decision XXXI/8 on the terms of reference of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its technical options committees and temporary subsidiary bodies – procedures relevant to nominations. In paragraph 3 of that decision, parties are requested, “when nominating experts to the Panel, its technical options committees or its temporary subsidiary bodies, to use the Panel’s nomination form and associated guidelines so as to facilitate the submission of appropriate nominations, taking into account the matrix of needed expertise, and geographical and gender balance, in addition to the expertise needed to address new issues related to the Kigali Amendment, such as energy efficiency, safety standards and climate benefits”. In paragraph 5 of the same decision, the parties are urged “to follow the terms of reference of the Panel, consult the Panel’s co-chairs and refer to the matrix of needed expertise prior to making nominations for appointments to the Panel”.
The matrix of needed expertise, as identified by the Panel as of May 2026, is included in annex 3 to its 2026 progress report, reproduced in annex III to the present note and posted on the Secretariat’s website.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  www.ozone.unep.org/science/assessment/teap/teap-expertise-required.] 

In accordance with paragraph 4 of the same decision, the Secretariat will make all other forms submitted by parties nominating members to the Panel available on the portal of the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties, making it easier for parties to review and discuss the proposed nominations. 
Nominations to the technical options committees for positions other than those of co-chair and nominations to temporary subsidiary bodies can be made at any time. Appointments are made by the co-chairs of the relevant committees in consultation with the Panel.
The terms of reference of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel are posted on the meeting portal for ease of reference to the procedures for nominating and appointing Panel members.[footnoteRef:5] In addition, the parties may wish to use the online primer on the operation of the Panel.[footnoteRef:6] The nomination forms can be found on the Panel’s web page on the Secretariat’s website.[footnoteRef:7]  [5:  www.ozone.unep.org/node/1953.]  [6:  www.ozone.unep.org/teap-primer.]  [7:  https://ozone.unep.org/science/assessment/teap.] 

	J.	Compliance and data reporting issues: work and recommendations of the Implementation Committee (item 10 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
The President of the Implementation Committee will report on party compliance issues considered during the Committee’s seventy-sixth meeting, held on 18 and 19 July 2026, and its seventy‑seventh meeting, to be convened on 30 and 31 October 2026, immediately prior to the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
Any draft decisions emanating from those meetings of the Committee will be presented by the President for consideration and possible adoption by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
	K.	Implementation of paragraphs 2 and 4 of Article 2J of the Montreal Protocol in respect of Azerbaijan (item 11 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
At the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group, the representative of Azerbaijan introduced a conference room paper containing the text of a draft decision relating to the application of paragraphs 2 and 4 of Article 2J of the Montreal Protocol to Azerbaijan.
A summary of the discussions on the matter during the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group is set out in paragraphs 230–232 of the report of the meeting.
In the light of the reactions to the proposal, the Co-Chair of the Open-ended Working Group requested Azerbaijan to provide more information to those representatives who had asked for it, with the aim of deepening their understanding of the situation. Subsequently, the representative of Azerbaijan reported that she had held consultations with the interested representatives, who had indicated that further clarifications and information would be required for a better understanding of her delegation’s submission. 
The Open-ended Working Group therefore agreed to resume discussions on the matter at the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties. The draft decision presented by Azerbaijan at the forty-eighth meeting of the Working Group is set out in section III of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[CC].
During the preparatory segment, parties may wish to continue their consideration of the matter.
	L.	Participation of the Central Asian States in the Group of Eastern European States (item 12 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
At the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group, the representative of Kazakhstan, speaking also on behalf of Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan, introduced a conference room paper containing a draft decision on the continued participation of those countries in the Group of Eastern European States. Under the draft decision, the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties would invite the parties to continue recognizing and engaging the Central Asian States within the group of Eastern European States and request the Secretariat to notify the parties of the decision.
After an initial exchange of views on the matter, as summarized in paragraphs 196–210 of the report of the meeting, the Open-ended Working Group agreed that members of the Group of Eastern European States and other interested parties would continue their discussions informally in the margins of the forty-eighth meeting. 
Subsequently the representative of Armenia, reporting back on the informal consultations that she had facilitated on the issue, said that, although several proposals had been put forward during those consultations and considered by the participating parties, no consensus had been reached on the draft decision set out in the conference room paper or on a resolution to the issue as a whole.
After a brief exchange of views, as summarized in paragraphs 213–220 of the report of the meeting, the Open-ended Working Group agreed to include the matter in the provisional agenda of the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
During the preparatory segment, parties may wish to continue their consideration of the matter.
	M.	Classification of the State of Palestine as a party operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol and access to support from the Multilateral Fund (item 13 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
At the forty-seventh meeting of the Open-ended Working Group, the representative of the State of Palestine introduced a conference room paper setting out a draft decision according to which his country would be recognized as an Article 5 party with a view to becoming eligible for assistance from the Multilateral Fund.
A summary of the discussions on the matter during the forty-seventh meeting of the Open‑ended Working Group is set out in paragraphs 186–193 of the report of the meeting (UNEP/OzL.Pro.WG.1/47/6).
As consensus had not been reached, despite much support for the draft decision, the Open‑ended Working Group agreed that informal discussions on the matter between interested parties should be held in the margins of the meeting, including to address the questions posed to the State of Palestine. 
Subsequently, the representative of the State of Palestine said that his delegation had engaged in fruitful informal consultations with interested parties on issues relating to his country’s ratification of amendments to the Montreal Protocol and the submission of data and information in line with the requirements outlined in Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Montreal Protocol. The exchange of information on those issues would continue during the intersessional period with a view to engagement in further discussion on the draft decision and the expectation of addressing all the issues raised and building consensus on the adoption of the decision at the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties. 
The Open-ended Working Group therefore agreed to resume discussions on the matter at the Thirty‑Seventh Meeting of the Parties. At the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties, at the request of the State of Palestine, parties agreed to defer consideration of this item to the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
The draft decision presented by the State of Palestine at the forty-seventh meeting of the Open‑ended Working Group is set out in section III of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[DD].
During the preparatory segment, parties may wish to continue their consideration of the matter.
	N.	Status of ratification of the Kigali Amendment (item 14 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
The Kigali Amendment was adopted on 15 October 2016 by decision XXVIII/1, on the further amendment of the Montreal Protocol, and entered into force on 1 January 2019. At the time of the preparation of the present note, 174 parties had accepted, ratified or approved the amendment. Document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/INF/5, to be issued closer to the start of the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties, will set out the status of ratification of the Kigali Amendment by the parties to the Protocol. Any further updates in this regard will be provided during the meeting.
During the preparatory segment, parties may wish to consider a draft decision, for possible adoption during the high-level segment, recording the status of ratification at the time of the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties and urging further ratification of the Kigali Amendment. A placeholder draft decision on the matter is set out in section IV of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[GGG].
	O.	Other matters (item 15 of the provisional agenda for the preparatory segment)
Under this agenda item, the parties will consider any other matters that they may agree to include on the agenda at the time of its adoption.
	III.	Updates on the implementation of recent decisions of Meetings of the Parties
	A.	Recycled, used and unwanted controlled substances (decisions XXXVII/3, para. 3, XXXVII/4, para. 3, and XXXVI/7, para. 5)
The Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties, through paragraph 3 of decision XXXVII/3, invited parties to submit to the Secretariat, on a voluntary basis, by 31 May 2026, information on existing reclamation and destruction facilities in their respective countries and, where available, the respective capacities of those facilities, including information on the identification of existing destruction and reclamation facilities that could accept used refrigerants from other countries and the conditions associated with exporting used refrigerants for disposal at such facilities, taking into account any legislative barriers to transboundary movements. In the same paragraph, the Secretariat was requested to make that information available to the parties. At the time of the preparation of the present note, 33 parties (Argentina, Australia, Canada, the European Union and its member States, Peru and the United States of America) had provided the requested information, which the Secretariat forwarded to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel. 
Information on existing reclamation and destruction facilities and, where available, the respective capacity of those facilities, based on submissions by parties and on other sources, will be made available to parties through the Secretariat’s website.
In paragraph 3 of decision XXXVII/4, parties were encouraged to reassess any national import and export restrictions other than licensing or quota requirements with a view to facilitating the import and export of recovered, recycled or reclaimed halons and other controlled substances used for fire suppression, with the aim of facilitating the meeting of remaining needs of the parties, taking into account the requirements of the Basel Convention on the Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and Their Disposal, where applicable.
In paragraph 5 of decision XXXVI/7, the Ozone Secretariat was requested to continue to liaise with relevant international bodies, including the secretariat of the Basel Convention, with regard to the importance of the sustainable management of halons and related elements of the decision and to report on the matter to the parties as needed.
A practical guide on transboundary movements of substances controlled under the Montreal Protocol and equipment using such substances was prepared by the Ozone Secretariat in collaboration with the secretariat of the Basel, Rotterdam and Stockholm conventions and the Multilateral Fund secretariat. A draft version of the guide was made available on the meeting portal for the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group for review and use by the parties. Comments received from parties by 31 August 2026 will be taken into account in the new version of the guide, which will be made available by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
	B.	National and regional initiatives to support the implementation of the Kigali Amendment to the Montreal Protocol (decision XXXVII/5)
The Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties, through paragraph 1 of decision XXXVII/5, invited parties to submit to the Secretariat, by 1 June 2026, information, including on policies, activities and key lessons learned, in relation to centres of excellence for sustainable cooling and testing centres for energy efficiency related to the implementation of the Kigali Amendment. In paragraph 2 of the decision, the Secretariat was requested to collate and summarize the information submitted and make it available by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties, taking into account the updated paper on centres of excellence for sustainable cooling and testing centres for energy efficiency requested in decision 95/87 of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund. 
At the time of the preparation of the present note, 23 parties, namely Armenia, Burkina Faso, China, Colombia, Ecuador, Georgia, Haiti, Jordan, Kenya, Liberia, Mali, Nigeria, Oman, Peru, Qatar, Slovakia, Somalia, South Africa, Türkiye, Tuvalu, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Vanuatu and Zimbabwe, had provided the information requested. The information provided by those parties has been made available on the Secretariat’s website. [footnoteRef:8] [8:  https://ozone.unep.org/decision-xxxvii5-ka-intiatives?q=countries/additional-reported-information/national-and-regional-initiatives-support-implementation-kigali-amendment-decision-xxxvii5.] 

A summarized compilation of information received from parties in response to decision XXXVII/5 will be made available to the parties on the website referred to in paragraph 96 above.
	IV.	Overview of items on the provisional agenda for the high-level segment (5 and 6 November 2026)
	A.	Opening of the high-level segment (item 1 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
The high-level segment is scheduled to be opened at 10 a.m. on Thursday, 5 November 2026.
Opening statements will be made by the President of the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties and by representatives of UNEP and the Government of Rwanda (item 1 (a), (b) and (c) of the provisional agenda for the high-level segment).
	B.	Organizational matters (item 2 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
	1.	Election of officers for the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol (item 2 (a) of the provisional agenda for the high-level segment)
In accordance with rule 21 of the rules of procedure for Meetings of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol, the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties must elect a president, three vice-presidents and a rapporteur. A representative of a party from the Group of Western European and other States (Austria) presided over the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties, while a representative of a party from the Group of Latin American and Caribbean States (Panama) served as rapporteur. On the basis of the regional rotation agreed on by the parties, the parties may wish to elect a party from the Group of African States to preside over the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties and to elect a party from the Group of Western European and other States as rapporteur. The parties may also wish to elect three vice‑presidents, one each from the groups of Asia-Pacific States, Eastern European States and Latin American and Caribbean States.
	2.	Adoption of the agenda of the high-level segment (item 2 (b) of the provisional agenda for the high-level segment)
The provisional agenda for the high-level segment is set out in section II of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/1 and will be before the parties for adoption. The parties may wish to adopt that agenda, including any items that they may agree to include under item 8, “Other matters”.
	3.	Organization of work (item 2 (c) of the provisional agenda for the high-level segment)
The President of the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties is expected to outline a plan of work for discussing the items on the agenda during the high-level segment.
	4.	Credentials of representatives (item 2 (d) of the provisional agenda for the high-level segment)
In accordance with rule 18 of the rules of procedure for Meetings of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol, the credentials of representatives of parties attending a meeting must be submitted to the Executive Secretary, if possible not later than 24 hours after the opening of the meeting. Representatives are urged to arrive at the meeting with duly signed credentials and to submit them to the Secretariat as soon as possible after the start of the meeting. In accordance with rule 19 of the rules of procedure, the elected officers of the meeting will examine the credentials and submit their report thereon to the parties. In accordance with rule 20, pending a decision of the meeting regarding their credentials, representatives will be entitled to participate provisionally in the meeting.
	C.	Presentations by the assessment panels on their progress reports, including any emerging issues (item 3 of the provisional agenda for the high-level segment)
Under this agenda item, the three assessment panels will present the progress made in their assessments, including any emerging issues. The parties may wish to take note of those reports and take action either at the current meeting, or later, as they deem appropriate.
	D.	Presentation by the Chair of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol on the work of the Executive Committee, the Multilateral Fund secretariat and the Fund’s implementing agencies (item 4 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
Under this agenda item, the Chair of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund will introduce a report by the Executive Committee to the parties, highlighting the key decisions made by the Committee and the work undertaken by the Multilateral Fund secretariat and the Fund’s implementing agencies since the Thirty-Seventh Meeting of the Parties. The report of the Executive Committee to the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties will be made available as document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/8.
[bookmark: _Hlk205475511]	E.	Statements by heads of delegation and discussion of key topics (item 5 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
Under this agenda item, heads of delegations will be invited to make statements. As of the first day of the preparatory segment of the meeting, the Secretariat will be accepting requests to speak and compiling a list of speakers on the basis of those requests. In the interest of fairness to all delegations and to ensure that all who wish to speak have an opportunity to do so, it will be important for heads of delegation to limit the duration of their statements to four or five minutes. Statements by heads of delegations of parties will be delivered in the order in which their requests to speak are received, subject to the understanding that ministers will be accorded priority.
	F.	Report by the co-chairs of the preparatory segment and consideration of decisions recommended for adoption by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties (item 6 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
Under this agenda item, the co-chairs of the preparatory segment will be invited to report to the parties on the progress made in reaching consensus on the substantive issues on the agenda of the forty-eighth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group and the preparatory segment of the Thirty‑Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
	G.	Dates and venue of the Thirty-Ninth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol (item 7 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
The parties will be provided with information regarding the potential venue for the Thirty‑Ninth Meeting of the Parties and may then wish to take a decision on the matter. At the time of the preparation of the present note, no offer had been made by any Government to host the Thirty‑Ninth Meeting of the Parties. If no such offer is received, the meeting will be convened at the headquarters of the Secretariat at the United Nations Office at Nairobi, where a tentative booking of the conference facilities has been made for the period 25–29 October 2027. A placeholder draft decision on the matter is set out in section IV of document UNEP/OzL.Pro.38/3 as draft decision XXXVIII/[HHH].
	H.	Other matters (item 8 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
Any additional substantive issues agreed for inclusion on the agenda under item 2 (b), “Adoption of the agenda of the high-level segment”, will be taken up under this item.
	I.	Adoption of decisions by the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties (item 9 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
Under this agenda item, the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties will adopt decisions on the basis of the draft decisions forwarded to it by the Open-ended Working Group and from the preparatory segment.
	J.	Adoption of the report of the meeting (item 10 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
Under this agenda item, the parties will adopt the report of the Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties.
	K.	Closure of the meeting (item 11 of the provisional agenda for the high‑level segment)
The Thirty-Eighth Meeting of the Parties is expected to be closed by 6 p.m. on Friday, 6 November 2026.


Annex I[footnoteRef:9]* [9: * The present annex has not been formally edited.] 

Suggestions for additional analysis in a supplementary report on the replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol for the period 2027–2029
		LVCs - VLVCs
Recalling the TOR in decision XXXVII/6, requests the RTF to provide a high-end scenario for a possible increase to the funding estimate in the resource allocation tables in chapter 3 for LVC and VLVC countries for Stage II of their KIPs, in consultation with the MLF secretariat, taking into account the capacity of those countries to absorb increased funding
		Scenarios and methodological issues
· When estimating the funding requirements for HPMPs and KIPs, apply CE factors according to three scenarios: one based on historical CEs; a second one based on CE factors for each A5 party over the past 6 years; and a third one based on average funding levels for each A5 party over the past 6 years
· To request the Panel to present revised funding ranges with alternative scenarios that assess the impact of the following:
(a) A low-end scenario based on the most recently reported consumption data for HCFCs and HFCs and a high-end scenario based on established HFC baselines and HCFC remaining eligible consumption
(b) Realistic project implementation timelines such as modifying resources allocation schedule A for stage II KIPs and to take into account rates of ratification for remaining non-parties to the Kigali Amendment
(c) HFC-23 mitigation scenarios that account for the ongoing operating costs, IOCs of approved MLF projects 
(d) A low-end scenario for EE (decision 94/60) based on projects included in the business plan of the MLF and a high-end scenario reflecting full utilization of remaining funds in the 94/60 funding window aimed at promoting EE improvements in the context of the HFC phase down in the next triennium
(e) The distribution of funding across different levels of country consumption to address the needs of A5 parties to enable compliance is adequately reflected
		ExCom 98 decision
Adjust all elements of the funding requirements based on relevant decisions taken at the 98th meeting of the Executive Committee and make any additional necessary updates to accurately reflect amounts in approved HPMPs and KIPs
		LRM
Include a cost estimate for a high-end scenario for the potential funding window to be considered at the 100th ExCom meeting for the period 2027–2029 to support the implementation of national plans developed pursuant to decision 91/66, taking into account that activities to recover, recycle and reclaim refrigerants are also financed under HPMPs and KIPs


Annex II[footnoteRef:10]* [10: * The present annex has not been formally edited.] 

Members of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel technical options committees whose membership expires at the end of 2026 and whose reappointment does not require a decision by the Meeting of the Parties
	Name
	Position
	Country

	Members of technical options committees
	
	

	Cecilia Girotti
	FTOC member
	Italy

	Sascha Rulhoff
	FTOC member
	Germany

	Enshan Sheng
	FTOC member
	Singapore

	
	
	

	Jamal Alfuzaie
	FSTOC member
	Kuwait

	Michelle M. Collins
	FSTOC member
	United States of America

	Emma Palumbo
	FSTOC member
	Italy

	Xiaomeng Zhou
	FSTOC member
	China

	
	
	

	Jonathan Banks
	MBTOC member
	Australia

	Aocheng Cao
	MBTOC member
	China

	Guillermo Castellá
	MBTOC member
	Uruguay

	Kang Fenfen
	MBTOC member
	China

	Ayze Ozdem
	MBTOC member
	Türkiye

	Ken Glassey
	MBTOC member
	New Zealand

	Eduardo Gonzalez
	MBTOC member
	Philippines

	Takashi Misumi
	MBTOC member
	Japan

	Christoph Reichmuth
	MBTOC member
	Germany

	Alejandro Valeiro
	MBTOC member
	Argentina

	
	
	

	Emmanuel Addo-Yobo
	MCTOC member
	Ghana

	Fatima Al-Shatti
	MCTOC member
	Kuwait

	Paul Atkins
	MCTOC member
	United States of America

	Nick Campbell
	MCTOC member
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	Nee Sun (Robert) Choong Kwet Yive
	MCTOC member
	Mauritius

	Jianxin Hu
	MCTOC member
	China

	Javaid Khan
	MCTOC member
	Pakistan

	Tim Noakes
	MCTOC member
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	John Pritchard
	MCTOC member
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	Rabbur Reza
	MCTOC member
	Bangladesh

	Kristine Whorlow
	MCTOC member
	Australia

	Lifei Zhang
	MCTOC member
	China

	
	
	

	Yosr Allouche
	RTOC member
	Tunisia

	Jitendra Bhambure
	RTOC member
	India

	Maria C. Britto Bacellar
	RTOC member
	Brazil

	Feng Cao
	RTOC member
	China

	Ana Maria Carreño
	RTOC member
	Colombia

	Radim Čermák
	RTOC member
	Czechia

	Yu Chen
	RTOC member
	United States of America

	Daniel Colbourne
	RTOC member
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	Sukumar Devotta
	RTOC member
	India

	Hilde Dhont
	RTOC member
	Belgium

	Gabrielle Dreyfus
	RTOC member
	United States of America

	Bassam Elassaad
	RTOC member
	Lebanon

	Kylie Farrelley
	RTOC member
	Australia

	Qiang Gao
	RTOC member
	China

	Ray Gluckman 
	RTOC member
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	Samir Hamed
	RTOC member
	Jordan

	Herlin Herlianika
	RTOC member
	Indonesia

	Yuki Kamioka
	RTOC member
	Japan

	Michael Kauffeld
	RTOC member
	Germany

	Mary Koban
	RTOC member
	United States of America

	Juergen Kohler
	RTOC member
	Germany

	Lambert Kuijpers
	RTOC member
	Netherlands (Kingdom of the)

	Steve Kujak 
	RTOC member
	United States of America

	Richard Lawton
	RTOC member
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

	Tingxun Li
	RTOC member
	China

	Carloandrea Malvicino
	RTOC member
	Italy

	Akio Miyara
	RTOC member
	Japan

	Petter Nekså
	RTOC member
	Norway

	Tetsuji Okada
	RTOC member
	Japan

	Pallav Purohit
	RTOC member
	India

	Tao Ren
	RTOC member
	China

	Giorgio Rusignuolo
	RTOC member
	United States of America

	Madi Sakande
	RTOC member
	Burkina Faso

	Leyla Sayin
	RTOC member
	Türkiye

	Andrea Voigt
	RTOC member
	Germany

	Asbjørn L. Vonsild
	RTOC member
	Denmark

	Christian M. Wisniewski 
	RTOC member
	United States of America

	Samuel Yana Motta
	RTOC member
	Peru


	Abbreviations: FSTOC – Fire Suppression Technical Options Committee; FTOC – Flexible and Rigid Foams Technical Options Committee; MBTOC – Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee; MCTOC – Medical and Chemicals Technical Options Committee; RTOC – Refrigeration, Air Conditioning and Heat Pumps Technical Options Committee. 
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Matrix of expertise needed by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as of May 2026
	Body
	Required Expertise
	Article 5/Non-Article 5

	Fire Suppression Technical Options Committee
	Use of HFCs and alternatives
	Central and/or South America, Middle East and Southern Africa (2)

	
	Use of halons and alternatives in merchant shipping and recovery from shipbreaking 
	Pakistan

	
	Nuclear power plants 
	A5 and non-A5

	
	Civil aviation, (especially maintenance, repair and overhaul (MRO) activities) 
	A5 and non-A5

	
	Halon and HFC recycling 
	A5

	
	Halon 1301 feedstock use and emissions 
	A5 and non-A5

	Foams Technical Options Committee
	Extruded Polystyrene (XPS) Production in India and China – to replace departing experts.
Polyurethane system house technical experts – 
particularly from Southern Africa, the Republic of Korea, the Middle East, Latin American parties, especially experts within small and medium enterprises (SMEs)
FBA chemistry and foam interactions 
	A5 or non-A5

	Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee
	Members with expertise in MB alternatives used to effectively treat quarantine pests affecting import and export of agricultural commodities globally
	A5 or non-A5

	Medical and Chemicals Technical Options Committee
	Aerosols and MDI propellant manufacturing
	A5 (Africa, China, South America), non-A5

	
	CTC and VSLS global manufacturing and use
	A5 or non-A5

	
	Semiconductor and other electronics manufacturing
	East Asia, non-A5

	
	End-of-life management and destruction technologies
	A5 and non-A5

	Refrigeration, Air Conditioning and Heat Pumps Technical Options Committee
	No additional expertise needed at this time
	

	Senior experts
	Current senior expert members provide expertise needed 
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