



Decisions adopted by the Twenty-Fifth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol
The Twenty-Fifth Meeting of the Parties decides:


Decision XXV1: Status of ratification of the Montreal and Beijing amendments to the Montreal Protocol 

1. 
To note with satisfaction the large number of countries that have ratified the Vienna Convention for the Protection of the Ozone Layer and the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer; 

2.
To note that, as at 25 October 2013, 194 parties had ratified the Montreal Amendment to the Montreal Protocol and 192 parties had ratified the Beijing Amendment to the Montreal Protocol;

3.
To urge all States that have not yet done so to ratify, approve or accede to the amendments, taking into account the fact that universal participation is necessary to ensure the protection of the ozone layer;
Decision XXV/2: Essential-use nominations for controlled substances for 2014

Noting with appreciation the work done by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its Medical Technical Options Committee,

Mindful that, according to decision IV/25, the use of chlorofluorocarbons for metered‑dose inhalers does not qualify as an essential use if technically and economically feasible alternatives or substitutes are available that are acceptable from the standpoint of environment and health,

Noting the Panel’s conclusion that technically satisfactory alternatives to chlorofluorocarbon‑based metered‑dose inhalers are available for some therapeutic formulations for treating asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease,

Taking into account the Panel’s analysis and recommendations for essential-use exemptions for controlled substances for the manufacture of metered-dose inhalers used for asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease,

Noting with concern the delay in the implementation of the conversion project in the Russian Federation,

Welcoming the fact that the Russian Federation does not intend to submit nominations beyond 2014,

Welcoming also the continued progress of several parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 in reducing their reliance on chlorofluorocarbon-based metered-dose inhalers as alternatives are developed, receive regulatory approval and are marketed for sale,

1. 
To authorize the levels of production and consumption for 2014 necessary to satisfy essential uses of chlorofluorocarbons for metered-dose inhalers for asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, as specified in the annex to the present decision;

2. 
To request nominating parties to provide the Medical Technical Options Committee with information to enable the assessment of essential-use nominations, in accordance with the criteria contained in decision IV/25 and subsequent relevant decisions, as set out in the handbook on essential‑use nominations;

3. 
To encourage parties with essential-use exemptions in 2014 to consider initially sourcing required pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons from stockpiles where they are available and accessible, provided that such stockpiles are used subject to the conditions established by the Meeting of the Parties in paragraph 2 of its decision VII/28;

4. 
To encourage parties with stockpiles of pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons potentially available for export to parties with essential-use exemptions in 2014 to notify the Ozone Secretariat of those quantities and to provide it with the details of a contact point by 31 December 2013;

5. 
To request the Secretariat to post on its website details of the potentially available stocks referred to in paragraph 4 of the present decision;

6. 
To urge the Russian Federation to expedite its conversion project with a view to phasing out chlorofluorocarbons;
7. 
That parties listed in the annex to the present decision shall have full flexibility in sourcing the quantity of pharmaceutical-grade chlorofluorocarbons to the extent required for manufacturing metered‑dose inhalers, as authorized in paragraph 1 of the present decision, from imports, from domestic producers or from existing stockpiles; 

8. 
To request that parties consider domestic regulations to ban the launch or sale of new chlorofluorocarbon-based metered-dose inhaler products, even if such products have been approved;

9. 
To encourage parties to fast-track their administration processes for the registration of metered-dose inhaler products in order to speed up the transition to chlorofluorocarbon-free alternatives;


Annex to decision XXV/2


Essential-use authorizations for 2014 of chlorofluorocarbons for metered-dose inhalers 

(Metric tonnes)
	Parties 
	2014

	China
	235.05

	Russian Federation
	212


 Decision XXV/3:  Essential-use exemption for chlorofluorocarbon-113 for aerospace applications in the Russian Federation

Noting the evaluation and recommendation of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its Chemicals Technical Options Committee on the essential use nomination for chlorofluorocarbon‑113 for aerospace applications,
Noting also that the Russian Federation continues to explore the possibility of importing chlorofluorocarbon‑113 for its aerospace industry needs from available global stocks,

Noting further that the Russian Federation has been successful in reducing use and emissions in line with the technical adaptation timetable developed in collaboration with the Chemicals Technical Options Committee,
1. 
To authorize the levels of production and consumption of chlorofluorocarbon‑113 in the Russian Federation for essential-use exemptions for chlorofluorocarbons in its aerospace industry in the amount of 85 metric tonnes in 2014;

2. 
To request the Russian Federation to explore further the possibility of importing chlorofluorocarbon‑113 for its aerospace industry needs from available global stocks;


3.
To encourage the Russian Federation to continue its efforts to introduce alternative solvents and adopt newly designed equipment, with a view to completing the phase-out of chlorofluorocarbon‑113 by 2016;

Decision XXV/4: Critical-use exemptions for methyl bromide for 2015

Noting with appreciation the work of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee, 
Recognizing the significant reductions made in critical-use nominations for methyl bromide in many parties,

Recalling paragraph 10 of decision XVII/9,

Recalling also that all parties that have nominated critical-use exemptions are to report data on stocks using the accounting framework agreed to by the Sixteenth Meeting of the Parties,

Recognizing that the production and consumption of methyl bromide for critical uses should be permitted only if methyl bromide is not available in sufficient quantity and quality from existing stocks of banked or recycled methyl bromide,

Recognizing also that parties operating under critical-use exemptions should take into account the extent to which methyl bromide is available in sufficient quantity and quality from existing stocks of banked or recycled methyl bromide in licensing, permitting or authorizing the production and consumption of methyl bromide for critical uses,

Recognizing that soilless systems for strawberry runners are economically and technically feasible and in use in many countries, but are not yet economically and technically feasible throughout Australia, 

Recognizing that Australia has a research programme to identify technically and economically feasible alternatives to methyl bromide for strawberry runners,
Recognizing that technically and economically feasible alternatives, including soilless culture systems, are currently not available for the production of strawberry runners in Prince Edward Island, Canada,
Also recognizing that Canada will proceed with its assessment of the impact of chloropicrin on ground water in Prince Edward Island, Canada,

Acknowledging that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, and specifically its Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee, produce reports that are science based, independent and robust and that all parties should strive to respect the results of this work,
1. To request that Australia submit, by the thirty-sixth Open-ended Working Group meeting, available results of its research programme to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel for its consideration.

2. 
To request that Canada submit, by the thirty-sixth Open-ended Working Group meeting, the available results of its assessment of the impact of chloropicrin on groundwater to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel for its consideration.


3. 
To consider approving a critical use nomination for the U.S. California strawberry sector in 2014 and approve sufficient methyl bromide for use in 2016 to enable this sector to complete its intended transition out of critical uses for methyl bromide by the end of  2016. 

4.
To permit, for the agreed critical-use categories for 2015 set forth in table A of the annex to the present decision for each party, subject to the conditions set forth in the present decision and in decision Ex.I/4 to the extent that those conditions are applicable, the levels of production and consumption for 2015 set forth in table B of the annex to the present decision, which are necessary to satisfy critical uses, with the understanding that additional levels of production and consumption and categories of use may be approved by the Meeting of the Parties in accordance with decision IX/6;

5. 
That parties shall endeavour to license, permit, authorize or allocate quantities of methyl bromide for critical uses as listed in table A of the annex to the present decision;
6.
That each party that has an agreed critical-use exemption shall renew its commitment to ensuring that the criteria in paragraph 1 of decision IX/6, in particular the criterion laid down in paragraph 1 (b) (ii) of decision IX/6, are applied in licensing, permitting or authorizing critical uses of methyl bromide, with each party requested to report on the implementation of the present provision to the Ozone Secretariat by 1 February for the years to which the present decision applies;


7.
 To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel to ensure that its consideration of nominations analyse the impact of national, subnational and local regulations and law on the potential use of methyl bromide alternatives and to include a description of the analysis in the critical-use nomination report;

Annex

Table A

Agreed critical-use categories for 2015

(Metric tonnes)

	Australia
	Strawberry runners 29.760

	Canada 
	Strawberry runners (Prince Edward Island) 5.261

	United States of America
	Strawberry field 373.66, cured pork 3.24


Table B 

Permitted levels of production and consumption for 2015 
(Metric tonnes) 

	Australia
	29.760

	Canada 
	5.261

	United States of America
	376.90a


a Minus available stocks.
Decision XXV/5: Response to the report by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel on information on alternatives to ozone-depleting substances (decision XXIV/7, paragraph 1)
Noting with appreciation volume 2 of the 2012 task force progress report which responded to decision XXIII/9 and  volume 2 of the 2013 progress report of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, which responded to decision XXIV/7,

Noting the release of the contribution of Working Group I to the fifth assessment report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, entitled “Climate change 2013: the physical science basis”,

1.
To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel, if necessary, in consultation with external experts, to prepare a report for consideration by the Open-ended Working Group at its thirty-fourth meeting and an updated report to be submitted to the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the Parties that would:
(a)
Update information on alternatives to ozone-depleting substances in various sectors and subsectors and differentiating between Article 5 and non-Article 5 parties, considering regional differences, and assessing whether they are;
· commercially available,

· technically proven,

· environmentally sound,
· energy efficiency,
· economically viable and cost effective,

· suitable for regions with high ambient temperature, in particular considering the refrigeration and air-conditioning sector and their use in high urban density cities,
· suitable for safe uses, in particular considering their potential flammability or toxicity, and their suitability for use in densely populated urban areas, and describing potential limitations of their use,

· easily used

(b)
Estimate current and future demand for ODS alternatives, taking into account increased demand, particularly in the refrigeration and air conditioning sectors, and in Parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5;

(c)
Assess, differentiating between Article 5 and non- Article 5 parties , the economic costs and implications, and environmental benefits, of various scenarios of avoiding high GWP alternatives to ozone depleting substances where such avoidance is possible considering the list in paragraph (a);

(d) 
Request the SAP, in liaison with the IPCC, to provide information from the contribution of WG1 to the 5th assessment report on the main climate metrics, considering the updated information under paragraph 1(a);
2.
To convene a workshop back to back with the 34th OEWG to continue discussions on HFC management taking into account the information requested in this decision and previous reports provided in response to Decision XX111/9 and Decision XXIV/7;

3.
To encourage parties on a voluntary basis to provide to the Ozone Secretariat information on their implementation of paragraph 9 of Decision XIX/6 and to include information on available data, policies and initiatives related to promoting transition from ODS that minimise environmental impacts wherever the technologies are available and to request the Ozone Secretariat to compile submissions received for consideration by Parties at the thirty-fourth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group;

4.
To request the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund to consider the information provided in the report on additional information on alternatives to ozone-depleting substances prepared by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel pursuant to decision XXIV/7 and other related reports, with a view to considering whether additional demonstration projects to validate low global‑warming‑potential alternatives and technologies, and additional activities to maximize the climate benefits in the HCFC production sector, would be useful in assisting parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 in further minimizing the environmental impacts of the hydrochlorofluorocarbon phase-out;
Decision XXV/6: Operation and organization of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel

Taking note of decision XXIV/8, which updated the terms of reference for the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel,
Taking note also of the information provided by the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel in volume 3 of its 2013 progress report,
Recognizing that the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel has commenced implementation of its revised terms of reference as approved by the parties in decision XXIV/8,
Recognizing also the need to consider adjustments to the technical options committees so as to reflect evolving workloads, the need for relevant expertise, and the requirements of the parties,
1.
To encourage the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel to continue its implementation of the revised terms of reference as approved by the parties in decision XXIV/8;

2.
To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel to provide the following information in its 2014 progress report:

(a)
An update on its processes for the nomination of members to its technical options committees, taking into account section 2.2.2 of its terms of reference;

(b)
Its proposed configuration of the technical options committees from 1 January 2015 (for example, the combination or division of the existing technical options committees, or maintaining the status quo thereof);

(c)
Options, if considered appropriate, to streamline the Panel’s annual technology updates to the parties;
Decision XXV/7: Changes in the membership of the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel

To endorse the reappointment of: 
(a)
Ms. Helen Tope (Australia) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co‑chair of the Medical Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(b)
Mr. Ian Porter (Australia) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co‑chair of the Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(c)
Mr. Roberto Peixoto ( Brazil) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co‑chair of the Refrigeration, Air Conditioning and Heat Pumps Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(d)
Ms. Marta Pizano (Colombia) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co‑chair of the Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(e)
Mr. Miguel Wenceslao Quintero (Colombia) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co-chair of the Flexible and Rigid Foams Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;
(f)
Mr. Mohamed Besri  (Morocco) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co-chair of the Methyl Bromide Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(g)
Mr. Sergey Kopylov (Russian Federation) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co-chair of the Halons Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(h)
Mr. Jose Pons Pons (Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co‑chair of the Medical Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of reference of the Panel;

(i)
Mr. Jianjun Zhang (China) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as co‑chair of the Chemicals Technical Options Committee for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of  reference of the Panel;

(j)
Ms. Shiqiu Zhang (China) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as a senior expert member for a term of four years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of  reference of the Panel;

(k)
Mr. Marco González (Costa Rica) to the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel as a senior expert member for a term of two years in accordance with section 2.3 of the terms of  reference of the Panel;

Decision XXV/8: Terms of reference for the study on the 2015–2017 replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol

Recalling the parties’ decisions on previous terms of reference for studies on the replenishment of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol,

Recalling also the parties’ decisions on previous replenishments of the Multilateral Fund,

1.
To request the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel to prepare a report for submission to the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the Parties, and to present it through the Open-ended Working Group at its thirty-fourth meeting, to enable the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the Parties to take a decision on the appropriate level of the 2015–2017 replenishment of the Multilateral Fund;

2.
That, in preparing the report referred to in the preceding paragraph, the Panel should take into account, among other things: 

(a)
All control measures and relevant decisions agreed upon by the parties to the Montreal Protocol and the Executive Committee, in particular those related to the special needs of low‑volume and very-low-volume-consuming countries as well as small- and medium-size enterprises, and decisions agreed upon by the Twenty‑Fifth Meeting of the Parties and the Executive Committee at its seventieth and seventy-first meetings insofar as those decisions will necessitate expenditure by the Multilateral Fund during the period 2015–2017; 

(b)
The need to allocate resources to enable all parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol to maintain compliance with Articles 2A–2E, 2G and 2I of the Protocol;


(c)
The need to allocate resources to enable all parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 to maintain or meet 2013, 2015 and 2020 compliance obligations in respect of Articles 2F and 2H of the Protocol, taking into account the extended commitment provided by parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 under approved hydrochlorofluorocarbon phase-out management plans; 




(d)
Dividing the funding related to the 2020 target applicable to hydrochlorofluorocarbon consumption and production in an appropriate manner including but not limited to one scenario that divides the funding related to the 2020 target applicable to HCFC consumption equally between the 2015-2017 and 2018-2020 replenishments; 




(e)
Rules and guidelines agreed upon by the Executive Committee at all meetings, up to and including its seventy-first meeting, for determining eligibility for the funding of investment projects and non‑investment projects, including but not limited to institutional strengthening;


(f)
The need to allocate sufficient resources to the activities in the servicing sector in stage II of hydrochlorofluorocarbons phase out management plans (HPMPs) through technical assistance such as recovery, training and other necessary activities;

3.
As a separate element to the funding requirement estimated in paragraph 2 of the present decision, the Panel should provide indicative figures for additional resources that would be needed to enable parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 to gradually avoid high-GWP alternatives to ODS taking into account the availability of safe, environmentally friendly, technically proven and economically viable technologies;

4.
That, in preparing the report referred to above, the Panel should consult widely all relevant persons and institutions and other relevant sources of information deemed useful;

5.
That the Panel shall strive to complete the report referred to above in time to enable it to be distributed to all parties two months before the thirty-fourth meeting of the Open‑ended Working Group;

6.
That the Panel should provide indicative figures for the periods 2018–2020 and 2021‑2023 to support a stable and sufficient level of funding, on the understanding that those figures will be updated in subsequent replenishment studies.
Decision XXV/9: Implementation of the Montreal Protocol with regard to small island developing States

Recalling that, of the 197 parties to the Montreal Protocol, 39 are recognized by the United Nations as small island developing States,

Noting that the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development, held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, from 20 to 22 June 2012, recognized in its outcome document, “The future we want”, that the phase-out of ozone-depleting substances was resulting in a rapid increase in the use and release of high‑global‑warming-potential hydrofluorocarbons to the environment,

Recognizing decision XIX/6, in which the parties agreed to accelerate the phase-out of hydrochlorofluorocarbons and encouraged parties to promote the selection of alternatives thereto that minimized environmental impacts, in particular impacts on climate, as well as meeting other health, safety and economic considerations,

Noting that the outcome document of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development reaffirmed that small island developing States remained a special case for sustainable development in view of their unique and particular vulnerabilities, including their small size, remoteness, narrow resource and export base, and exposure to global environmental challenges and external economic shocks,

To request the Ozone Secretariat to liaise with the organizers of the Third International Conference on Small Island Developing States, to be held in Apia from 1 to 4 September 2014, with a view to promoting discussions on the challenges associated with the implementation of the Montreal Protocol, and to report to the parties on the outcome of that liaison at the thirty-fourth meeting of the Open-ended Working Group;

Decision XXV/10: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by Azerbaijan

Noting that Azerbaijan ratified the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer, the London Amendment and the Copenhagen Amendment on 12 June 1996, the Montreal Amendment on 28 September 2000 and the Beijing Amendment on 31 August 2012, and is classified as a party not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol,

Noting also that the Global Environment Facility approved $9,706,515 to enable Azerbaijan to achieve compliance with the Protocol,

Noting further that Azerbaijan had reported annual consumption for the controlled substances in Annex C, group I (hydrochlorofluorocarbons), for 2011 of 7.63 ODP-tonnes, which exceeds the party’s maximum allowable consumption of 3.7 ODP-tonnes for those controlled substances for that year, and was therefore in non‑compliance with the consumption control measures under the Protocol for hydrochlorofluorocarbons,

Noting Azerbaijan’s submission of a plan of action for returning to compliance with the Protocol’s control measures for hydrochlorofluorocarbons,

Noting also that the party’s submission of ozone-depleting-substance data for 2012 showed that Azerbaijan was in compliance with its hydrochlorofluorocarbon consumption obligations under the control measures of the Protocol,

1.
That no further action is necessary in view of the party’s return to compliance with the hydrochlorofluorocarbon phase‑out in 2012 and its implementation of regulatory, administrative and technical measures to ensure compliance with the Protocol’s control measures for hydrochlorofluorocarbons;

2.
To urge Azerbaijan to work with the relevant implementing agencies to implement its plan of action for the consumption of hydrochlorofluorocarbons;

3.
To monitor closely the party’s progress with regard to the implementation of its obligations under the Protocol;
Decision XXV/11: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by France

Noting that France ratified the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer on 28 December 1988, the London Amendment on 12 February 1992, the Copenhagen Amendment on 3 January 1996 and the Montreal and Beijing amendments on 25 July 2003, and is classified as a party not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol,

Noting also that France has reported annual production for the controlled substances in Annex C, group I (hydrochlorofluorocarbons), for 2011 of 598.9 ODP-tonnes, which exceeds the party’s maximum allowable production of 584.4 ODP-tonnes for those controlled substances for that year, and was therefore in non‑compliance with the production control measures under the Protocol for hydrochlorofluorocarbons,

Noting further the submission by France of an action plan that confirms compliance with the Protocol’s hydrochlorofluorocarbon production control measures for 2012 and subsequent years,

1.
That no further action is necessary in view of the party’s implementation of regulatory and administrative measures to ensure its compliance with the provisions of the Protocol governing production of hydrochlorofluorocarbons for subsequent years;

2.
To monitor closely France’s progress with regard to the phase-out of hydrochlorofluorocarbons. To the degree that the party is working towards and meeting the specific Protocol control measures, it should continue to be treated in the same manner as a party in good standing;

3.
To caution France, in accordance with item B of the indicative list of measures, that, in the event that it fails to return to compliance in a timely manner, the Meeting of the Parties will consider measures consistent with item C of the indicative list of measures, which may include the possibility of actions available under Article 4;

Decision XXV/12: Non-compliance with the Montreal Protocol by Kazakhstan 

Noting that Kazakhstan ratified the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer on 26 August 1998, the London Amendment on 26 July 2001 and the Copenhagen and Montreal amendments on 28 June 2011, and is classified as a party not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol,

Noting also that the Global Environment Facility approved [$xxx] to enable Kazakhstan to achieve compliance with the Protocol,

Noting further that Kazakhstan has reported annual consumption for the controlled substances in Annex C, group I (hydrochlorofluorocarbons), for 2011 of 90.75 ODP-tonnes, which exceeds the party’s maximum allowable consumption of 9.9 ODP-tonnes for those controlled substances for that year, and was therefore in non‑compliance with the consumption control measures under the Protocol for hydrochlorofluorocarbons,

Noting that Kazakhstan has reported annual consumption for the controlled substance in Annex E (methyl bromide), for 2011 of 6.0 ODP-tonnes, which exceeds the party’s maximum allowable consumption of zero ODP-tonnes for that controlled substance for that year, and was therefore in non‑compliance with the consumption control measures under the Protocol for methyl bromide,

1.
To request Kazakhstan to submit to the Secretariat, as a matter of urgency and no later than 31 March 2014, for consideration by the Implementation Committee at its fifty-second meeting, an explanation for its excess consumption and details of the management systems in place that had failed to prevent that excess consumption, together with a plan of action with time‑specific benchmarks to ensure the party’s prompt return to compliance with its hydrochlorofluorocarbon and methyl bromide obligations under the Protocol;

2.
To monitor closely Kazakhstan’s progress with regard to the phase-out of hydrochlorofluorocarbons and methyl bromide. To the degree that the party is working towards and meeting the specific Protocol control measures, it should continue to be treated in the same manner as a party in good standing and, in that regard, should continue to receive international assistance to enable it to meet its commitments in accordance with item A of the indicative list of measures that may be taken by the Meeting of the Parties in respect of non‑compliance;

3.
To caution Kazakhstan, in accordance with item B of the indicative list of measures, that, in the event that it fails to return to compliance in a timely manner, the Meeting of the Parties will consider measures consistent with item C of the indicative list of measures, which may include the possibility of actions available under Article 4, such as ensuring that the supply of hydrochlorofluorocarbons and methyl bromide that are the subject of non‑compliance is ceased so that exporting parties are not contributing to a continuing situation of non‑compliance;

Decision XXV/13: Requests for the revision of baseline data by the Congo, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Guinea-Bissau and Saint Lucia

Noting that, in accordance with decision XIII/15, by which the Thirteenth Meeting of the Parties decided that parties requesting the revision of reported baseline data should present such requests to the Implementation Committee, which in turn would work with the Secretariat and the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol to confirm the justification for the changes and present them to the Meeting of the Parties for approval,

Noting also that decision XV/19 sets out the methodology for the submission of such requests,

1.
That the Congo, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Guinea-Bissau and Saint Lucia have presented sufficient information, in accordance with decision XV/19, to justify their requests for the revision of their consumption data for hydrochlorofluorocarbons for 2009, 2010 or both, which are part of the baseline for parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5;

2.
To approve the requests of the parties listed in the preceding paragraph and to revise their baseline hydrochlorofluorocarbon consumption data for the respective years as indicated in the following table:

	Party
	Previous hydrochlorofluorocarbon data (ODP-tonnes)
	New hydrochlorofluorocarbon data (ODP-tonnes)

	
	2009
	2010
	2009
	2010

	1. Congo
	7.1
	–
	9.68
	–

	2. Democratic Republic    of the Congo
	85.7
	–
	55.82
	–

	3. Guinea-Bissau
	0
	–
	2.75
	–

	4. Saint Lucia
	0.4
	0
	1.37
	0.81



Draft decision XXV/14: Data and information provided by the parties in accordance with Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol

Noting with appreciation that [193] parties of the 197 that should have reported data for 2012 have done so and that 114 of those parties reported their data by 30 June 2013 in accordance with decision XV/15,

Noting that 164 of those parties reported their data by 30 September 2013 as required under Article 7 of the Montreal Protocol,

Noting with concern, however, that the following parties have not reported their data for 2012: Eritrea, Jordan, South Sudan and Yemen, 

Noting that failure to report their data for 2012 in accordance with Article 7 places those parties in non-compliance with their data‑reporting obligations under the Montreal Protocol until such time as the Secretariat receives their outstanding data,

Noting also that a lack of timely data reporting by parties impedes effective monitoring and assessment of parties’ compliance with their obligations under the Montreal Protocol,

Noting further that reporting by 30 June each year greatly facilitates the work of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol in assisting parties operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol to comply with the Protocol’s control measures,

1.
To urge the parties listed in the present decision, where appropriate, to work closely with the implementing agencies to report the required data to the Secretariat as a matter of urgency;

2.
To request the Implementation Committee to review the situation of those parties at its fifty-second meeting;

3.
To encourage parties to continue to report consumption and production data as soon as figures are available, and preferably by 30 June each year, as agreed in decision XV/15;

Decision XXV/15: Status of the establishment of licensing systems under Article 4B of the Montreal Protocol

Noting that paragraph 3 of Article 4B of the Montreal Protocol requires each party, within three months of the date of introducing its system for licensing the import and export of new, used, recycled and reclaimed controlled substances in Annexes A, B, C and E to the Protocol, to report to the Secretariat on the establishment and operation of that system,

Noting with appreciation that 192of the 194 parties to the Montreal Amendment to the Protocol have established import and export licensing systems for ozone-depleting substances as required by the Amendment and that they have provided disaggregated information on their licensing systems detailing which annexes and groups of substances under the Montreal Protocol are subject to those systems, 

Noting, however, that Botswana and South Sudan, which became parties to the Montreal Amendment in 2013, have not yet established such systems,

Recognizing that licensing systems provide for the monitoring of imports and exports of ozone‑depleting substances, prevent illegal trade and enable data collection,

Recognizing also that the successful phase-out of most ozone-depleting substances by parties is largely attributable to the establishment and implementation of licensing systems to control the import and export of ozone-depleting substances,

1.
To request Botswana and South Sudan to establish an import and export licensing system for ozone-depleting substances consistent with Article 4B of the Protocol and to report to the Secretariat by 31 March 2014 on the establishment of that system;

2.
To review periodically the status of the establishment of import and export licensing systems for ozone-depleting substances by all parties to the Protocol as called for in Article 4B of the Protocol;


Decision XXV/16: Request by Croatia to be removed from the list of developing countries under the Montreal Protocol

1. To note the request by Croatia to be removed from the list of developing countries operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol;

2. To approve the request by Croatia, and to note that Croatia shall assume the obligation of a party not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Montreal Protocol for the year 2014 and thereafter.

Decision XXV/17: Membership of the Implementation Committee

1. 
To note with appreciation the work carried out by the Implementation Committee under the Non-Compliance Procedure for the Montreal Protocol in 2012; 

2. 
To confirm the positions of Bangladesh, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Cuba, Italy and Morocco as members of the Committee for one further year and to select Canada, the Dominican Republic, Ghana, Lebanon and Poland as members of the Committee for a two-year period beginning on 1 January 2014;

3. 
To note the selection of Azra Rogović-Grubić (Bosnia and Herzegovina) to serve as President and Elisabetta Scialanca (Italy) to serve as Vice‑President and Rapporteur of the Committee for one year beginning on 1 January 2014;
Decision XXV/18: Membership of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund 

1. 
To note with appreciation the work carried out by the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol, with the assistance of the Fund secretariat, in 2013; 

2. 
To endorse the selection of Australia, Belgium, Italy, Japan, the Russian Federation, Sweden and the United States of America as members of the Executive Committee, representing parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Protocol, and the selection of China, the Comoros, Grenada, Mauritius, Nicaragua, Saudi Arabia and Uruguay as members of the Executive Committee, representing parties operating thereunder, for one year beginning on 1 January 2014; 

3. 
To note the selection of Mr. Premhans Jhugroo (Mauritius) to serve as Chair and Mr. John Thompson (United States of America) to serve as Vice-Chair of the Executive Committee for one year beginning on 1 January 2014;
Decision XXV/19: Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol 

To endorse the selection of Richard Mwendandu (Kenya) and Patrick McInerney (Australia) as Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol in 2014;
Decision XXV/20: Financial reports of the trust funds and budgets for the Montreal Protocol


Recalling decision XXIV/24 on financial matters,


Taking note of the financial report on the Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer for the first year of the biennium 2012-2013, ended 31 December 2012,

Recognizing that voluntary contributions are an essential complement for the effective implementation of the Montreal Protocol,


Welcoming the continued efficient management by the Secretariat of the finances of the Montreal Protocol Trust Fund,

1.
To approve the revision of the 2013 budget in the amount of 4,744,796 United States dollars and the budget of $5,065,460 for 2014, as set out in annex I to the report of the Twenty-Fifth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol;

2.
To authorize the Secretariat to draw down $467,863 in 2013 and $788,527 in 2014, and to note the proposed drawdown of $703,302 in 2015;

3.
To approve, as a consequence of the drawdowns referred to in paragraph 2 of the present decision, total contributions to be paid by the parties of $4,276,933 for 2013 and 2014, and to note the contributions of $4,276,933 for 2015, as set out in annex II to the report of the Twenty-Fifth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol;1
4.
That the contributions of individual parties for 2014 and indicative contributions for 2015 shall be listed in annex II to the report of the Twenty-Fifth Meeting of the Parties;1
5.
To reaffirm an operating cash reserve at a level of 15 per cent of the annual budget to be used to meet the final expenditures under the Trust Fund; 

6.
To request the Secretariat to indicate, in future financial reports of the trust funds for the Vienna Convention on the Protection of the Ozone Layer and the Montreal Protocol, the amounts of cash in hand in the “Total reserves and fund balances” section, in addition to contributions that have not yet been received; 

7.
To encourage parties, non-parties and other stakeholders to contribute financially and with other means to assist members of the three assessment panels and their subsidiary bodies with their continued participation in the assessment activities under the Protocol;
8.
To note with concern that a number of parties have not paid their contribution for 2013 and prior years, and to urge those parties to pay both their outstanding contributions and their future contributions promptly and in full;

9.
To authorize the Executive Secretary to enter into discussions with any party whose contributions are outstanding for two or more years with a view to finding  a way forward, and to request that the Executive Secretary report to the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the Parties on the outcome of the discussions;
10.
To reaffirm the importance of the full participation of parties not operating under paragraph 1 of Article 5 and of parties so operating in the activities of the Meeting of the Parties;

11.
To encourage parties that are continuing to receive hard copies of meeting documents to inform the Ozone Secretariat if they are accessing such documentation through its website;
Decision XXV/21: Dates and Venue of the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol

To convene the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol at the seat of the Secretariat in Nairobi, Kenya, or at any other United Nations venue, in November 2014 .

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Annex I

	

	TRUST FUND FOR THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL ON SUBSTANCES THAT DEPLETE THE OZONE LAYER

	Proposed revision of the approved 2013 and proposed 2014 and 2015 budgets 

	of the Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol


	
	
	
	
	w/m
	2013 (US$)
	w/m
	 2014 (US$)  
	Proposed 2015 (US$)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	PROJECT PERSONNEL COMPONENT
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1100
	Project personnel
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	1101
	Executive Secretary (D-2) (shared with the Vienna Convention, VC)
	6 
	170,980
	6 
	185,980 
	185,980

	
	
	1102
	Deputy Executive Secretary (D-1)
	12 
	150,000
	12 
	311,614 
	311,614

	
	
	1103
	Senior Legal Officer (P-5)
	12 
	214,972 
	12 
	214,972 
	221,421 

	
	
	1104
	Senior Scientific Affairs Officer (P-5) (shared with VC)
	6 
	113,300 
	6 
	116,699 
	116,699 

	
	
	1105
	Senior Administrative Officer (P-5) (paid by UNEP)
	
	0 
	
	       -   
	0 

	
	
	1106
	Programme Officer (Data & Information Systems - P-4)
	12 
	159,257 
	12 
	164,035 
	168,956 

	
	
	1107
	Programme Officer (Communication & Information - P-3) (paid from VC)
	12 
	0 
	12 
	       -   
	0 

	
	
	1108
	Programme Officer (Monitoring and Compliance - P-4)
	12 
	199,449 
	12 
	205,432 
	211,595 

	
	
	1109
	Webmaster (P-2)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1199
	Sub-total
	
	1,007,958 
	
	1,198,733 
	1,216,265 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1200
	Consultants
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	1201
	Assistance in data-reporting, analysis and promotion of the implementation of the Protocol
	
	75,000 
	
	75,000 
	75,000 

	
	1299
	Sub-total
	
	75,000 
	
	75,000 
	75,000 

	
	1300
	Administrative Support
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	1301
	Administrative Assistant (G-7) (shared with VC)
	6 
	22,545 
	6 
	23,672 
	24,998 

	
	
	1302
	Administrative Assistant (G-6)
	12 
	29,768 
	12 
	36,435 
	38,475 

	
	
	1303
	Programme Assistant (G-6) (paid from VC)
	12 
	0 
	12 
	       -   
	0 

	
	
	1304
	Programme Assistant (Data)(G-6) (shared with VC)
	6 
	19,375 
	6 
	19,375 
	20,460 

	
	
	1305
	Research Assistant (G-6) (shared with VC)
	6 
	16,295 
	6 
	20,208 
	21,340 

	
	
	1306
	Information Management Assistant (G-6)
	12 
	29,239 
	12 
	30,876 
	32,605 

	
	
	1307
	Data Assistant (Computer Information Systems Assistant) (G-7)
	12 
	47,386 
	12 
	50,040 
	52,842 

	
	
	1308
	Administrative Assistant - Fund (G-7) - paid by UNEP-(approved for upgrade to P-2 - Associate Administrative Officer)
	12 
	0 
	12 
	       -   
	0 

	
	
	1309
	Team Assistant/Logistics Assistant (G-4) (paid by UNEP)
	12 
	0 
	12 
	       -   
	0 

	
	
	1310
	Meetings Services Assistant/Bilingual Senior Secretary (G-6) (paid from VC)
	12 
	0 
	12 
	       -   
	0 

	
	
	1320
	Temporary Assistance
	
	21,300 
	
	21,300 
	22492.8

	
	
	1321
	Open-ended Working Group Meetings 
	
	490,000 
	
	490,000 
	502,740 

	
	
	1322
	Preparatory and Parties Meetings (shared with VC every three years, applies to the twenty-third and twenty-sixth Meetings of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol and Ninth and Tenth meetings of the Conference of the Parties to the Vienna Convention in 2011 and 2014)
	
	500,000 
	
	350,000 
	500,000 

	
	
	1323
	Assessment Panel Meetings
	
	75,000 
	
	85,000 
	85,000 

	
	
	1324
	Bureau Meeting
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	
	1325
	Implementation Committee Meetings
	
	111,200 
	
	111,200 
	111,200 

	
	
	1326
	MP informal consultation meetings
	
	10,000 
	
	10,000 
	10,000 

	
	
	1327
	Back-to-back workshop with Open Ended Working Group Meeting
	
	
	
	152,000 
	

	
	1399
	Sub-total
	
	1,392,107 
	
	1,420,105 
	1,442,153 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1600
	Travel on Official Business
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	1601
	Staff travel on official business
	
	210,000 
	
	210,000 
	210,000 

	
	
	1602
	Conference Services staff travel on official business
	
	15,000 
	
	15,000 
	15,000 

	
	1699
	Sub-total
	
	225,000 
	
	225,000 
	225,000 

	1999
	COMPONENT TOTAL
	
	2,700,065 
	
	2,918,838 
	2,958,418 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	CONTRACTS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2300
	
	Subcontracts
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	2301
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2399
	Sub-total
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	30
	MEETING/PARTICIPATION COMPONENT
	
	
	
	
	

	
	3300
	Support for Participation
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	3301
	Assessment Panel Meetings 1
	
	450,000 
	
	450,000 
	420,000 

	
	
	3302
	Preparatory and Parties Meetings (Montreal Protocol bears the cost of the participation of MP & VC delegates from A5 countries at the joint 26th MOP and 10th COP in 2014)
	
	350,000 
	
	350,000 
	350,000 

	
	
	3303
	Open-ended Working Group Meetings
	
	300,000 
	
	300,000 
	300,000 

	
	
	3304
	Bureau Meeting
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	
	3305
	Implementation Committee Meetings
	
	125,000 
	
	125,000 
	125,000 

	
	
	3306
	Consultations in an informal meeting 
	
	10,000 
	
	10,000 
	10,000 

	
	
	3307
	Back-to-back workshop with Open Ended Working Group Meeting
	
	
	
	85,000 
	

	
	3399
	Sub-total
	
	1,255,000 
	
	1,340,000 
	1,225,000 

	3999
	COMPONENT TOTAL
	
	1,255,000 
	
	1,340,000 
	1,225,000 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	40
	EQUIPMENT AND PREMISES COMPONENT
	
	
	
	
	

	
	4100
	Expendable Equipment (items under $1,500)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	4101
	Miscellaneous expendables (shared with VC)
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	4199
	Sub-total
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	4200
	Non-Expendable Equipment
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	4201
	Personal computers and accessories
	
	5,000 
	
	  5,000 
	5,000 

	
	
	4202
	Portable computers
	
	5,000 
	
	  5,000 
	5,000 

	
	
	4203
	Other office equipment (server, fax, scanner, furniture etc.)
	
	5,000 
	
	  5,000 
	5,000 

	
	
	4204
	Photocopiers (for external use)
	
	5,000 
	
	  5,000 
	5,000 

	
	
	4205
	Equipment and peripherals for paperless conferences
	
	5,000 
	
	  5,000 
	5,000 

	
	4299
	Sub-total
	
	25,000 
	
	25,000 
	25,000 

	
	4300
	Premises 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	4301
	Rental of office premises (shared with VC)
	
	51,870 
	
	51,870 
	51,870 

	
	4399
	Sub-total
	
	51,870 
	
	51,870 
	51,870 

	4999
	COMPONENT TOTAL
	
	96,870 
	
	96,870 
	96,870 

	50
	MISCELLANEOUS COMPONENT
	
	
	
	
	

	
	5100
	Operation and Maintenance of Equipment
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	5101
	Maintenance of equipment and others (shared with VC)
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	5199
	Sub-total
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	5200
	Reporting Costs
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	5201
	Reporting
	
	25,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	
	5202
	Reporting (Assessment Panels)
	
	10,000 
	
	10,000 
	10,000 

	
	
	5203
	Reporting (Protocol Awareness)
	
	5,000 
	
	  5,000 
	5,000 

	
	5299
	Sub-total
	
	40,000 
	
	35,000 
	35,000 

	
	5300
	Sundry
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	5301
	Communications
	
	20,000 
	
	10,000 
	10,000 

	
	
	5302
	Freight charges 
	
	25,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	
	5303
	Training
	
	12,000 
	
	12,000 
	12,000 

	
	
	5304
	Others (International Ozone Day)
	
	10,000 
	
	10,000 
	10,000 

	
	5399
	Sub-total
	
	67,000 
	
	52,000 
	52,000 

	
	5400
	Hospitality
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	5401
	Hospitality
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	
	5499
	Sub-total
	
	20,000 
	
	20,000 
	20,000 

	5999
	COMPONENT TOTAL
	
	147,000 
	
	127,000 
	127,000 

	99
	TOTAL DIRECT PROJECT COST
	
	4,198,935
	
	4,482,708 
	4,407,288

	
	Programme support costs (13%)
	
	545,862 
	
	582,752 
	572,947 

	
	GRAND TOTAL (inclusive of programme support costs)
	4,744,796 
	
	5,065,460 
	4,980,235 

	
	Operating cash reserve exclusive of PSC
	
	0 
	
	       -   
	0 

	
	TOTAL BUDGET
	
	4,744,796 
	
	5,065,460 
	4,980,235 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Draw down 2
	
	
	467,863 
	
	788,527 
	703,302 

	
	Contribution from the Parties
	
	4,276,933 
	
	4,276,933 
	4,276,933 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1 The budget line covers participation of TEAP experts to enable the timely completion of the work requested by the Parties.  

	
	2 Draw down levels were set with a view to maintaining the level of contributions constant through 2014, after which 

	
	the Parties may wish to review the status of the Trust Fund to ascertain whether further drawdowns are warranted.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Annex II
Trust Fund for the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer


Scale of contributions by the parties for 2014 based on the United Nations scale of assessments
(General Assembly resolution 67/238, with a maximum assessment rate of 22 per cent)


(United States dollars)
	 
	Party
	United Nations scale of assessment for 2013‑2015
	 
	Adjusted United Nations scale to exclude non-contributors
	 
	Adjusted United Nations scale with 22 per cent maximum assessment rate considered 
	 
	2014 contributions by parties
	 
	Indicative 2015 contributions by parties

	1
	Afghanistan
	0.005 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	—

	2
	Albania
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	—

	3
	Algeria
	0.137 
	 
	0.137 
	 
	0.137 
	 
	5 840 
	 
	5 840 

	4
	Andorra
	0.008 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	5
	Angola
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	6
	Antigua and Barbuda
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	7
	Argentina
	0.432 
	 
	0.432 
	 
	0.431 
	 
	18 416 
	 
	18 416 

	8
	Armenia
	0.007 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0 
	 
	0 

	9
	Australia
	2.074 
	 
	2.074 
	 
	2.067 
	 
	88 412 
	 
	88 412 

	10
	Austria
	0.798 
	 
	0.798 
	 
	0.795 
	 
	34 018 
	 
	34 018 

	11
	Azerbaijan
	0.040 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	12
	Bahamas
	0.017 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	13
	Bahrain
	0.039 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	14
	Bangladesh
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	15
	Barbados
	0.008 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	16
	Belarus
	0.056 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	17
	Belgium
	0.998 
	 
	0.998 
	 
	0.995 
	 
	42 543 
	 
	42 543 

	18
	Belize
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	19
	Benin
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	20
	Bhutan
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	21
	Bolivia (Plurinational State of)
	0.009 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	22
	Bosnia and Herzegovina
	0.017 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	23
	Botswana
	0.017 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	24
	Brazil
	2.934 
	 
	2.934 
	 
	2.924 
	 
	125 072 
	 
	125 072 

	25
	Brunei Darussalam
	0.026 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	26
	Bulgaria
	0.047 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	27
	Burkina Faso
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	28
	Burundi
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	29
	Cambodia
	0.004 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	30
	Cameroon
	0.012 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	31
	Canada
	2.984 
	 
	2.984 
	 
	2.974 
	 
	127 204 
	 
	127 204 

	32
	Cape Verde
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	33
	Central African Republic
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	34
	Chad
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	35
	Chile
	0.334 
	 
	0.334 
	 
	0.333 
	 
	14 238 
	 
	14 238 

	36
	China
	5.148 
	 
	5.148 
	 
	5.131 
	 
	219 452 
	 
	219 452 

	37
	Colombia
	0.259 
	 
	0.259 
	 
	0.258 
	 
	11 041 
	 
	11 041 

	38
	Comoros
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	39
	Congo
	0.005 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	40
	Cook Islands
	- 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	41
	Costa Rica
	0.038 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	42
	Cote d’Ivoire
	0.011 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	43
	Croatia
	0.126 
	 
	0.126 
	 
	0.126 
	 
	5 371 
	 
	5 371 

	44
	Cuba
	0.069 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	45
	Cyprus
	0.047 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	46
	Czech Republic
	0.386 
	 
	0.386 
	 
	0.385 
	 
	16 455 
	 
	16 455 

	47
	Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
	0.006 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	48
	Democratic Republic of the Congo
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	—
	 
	—

	49
	Denmark
	0.675 
	 
	0.675 
	 
	0.673 
	 
	28 774 
	 
	28 774 

	50
	Djibouti
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	51
	Dominica
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	52
	Dominican Republic
	0.045 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	53
	Ecuador
	0.044 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	54
	Egypt
	0.134 
	 
	0.134 
	 
	0.134 
	 
	5 712 
	 
	5 712 

	55
	El Salvador
	0.016 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	56
	Equatorial Guinea
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	57
	Eritrea
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	58
	Estonia
	0.040 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	59
	Ethiopia
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	60
	European Union
	2.500 
	 
	2.500 
	 
	2.492 
	 
	106 572 
	 
	106 572 

	61
	Fiji
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	62
	Finland
	0.519 
	 
	0.519 
	 
	0.517 
	 
	22 124 
	 
	22 124 

	63
	France
	5.593 
	 
	5.593 
	 
	5.575 
	 
	238 422 
	 
	238 422 

	64
	Gabon
	0.020 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	65
	Gambia
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	66
	Georgia
	0.007 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	67
	Germany
	7.141 
	 
	7.141 
	 
	7.118 
	 
	304 411 
	 
	304 411 

	68
	Ghana
	0.014 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	69
	Greece
	0.638 
	 
	0.638 
	 
	0.636 
	 
	27 197 
	 
	27 197 

	70
	Grenada
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	71
	Guatemala
	0.027 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	72
	Guinea
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	73
	Guinea-Bissau
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	74
	Guyana
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	75
	Haiti
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	76
	Holy See
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	77
	Honduras
	0.008 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	78
	Hungary
	0.266 
	 
	0.266 
	 
	0.265 
	 
	11 339 
	 
	11 339 

	79
	Iceland
	0.027 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	80
	India
	0.666 
	 
	0.666 
	 
	0.664 
	 
	28 391 
	 
	28 391 

	81
	Indonesia
	0.346 
	 
	0.346 
	 
	0.345 
	 
	14 750 
	 
	14 750 

	82
	Iran (Islamic Republic of)
	0.356 
	 
	0.356 
	 
	0.355 
	 
	15 176 
	 
	15 176 

	83
	Iraq
	0.068 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	84
	Ireland
	0.418 
	 
	0.418 
	 
	0.417 
	 
	17 819 
	 
	17 819 

	85
	Israel
	0.396 
	 
	0.396 
	 
	0.395 
	 
	16 881 
	 
	16 881 

	86
	Italy
	4.448 
	 
	4.448 
	 
	4.433 
	 
	189 612 
	 
	189 612 

	87
	Jamaica
	0.011 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	88
	Japan
	10.833 
	 
	10.833 
	 
	10.797 
	 
	461 796 
	 
	461 796 

	89
	Jordan
	0.022 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	90
	Kazakhstan
	0.121 
	 
	0.121 
	 
	0.121 
	 
	5 158 
	 
	5 158 

	91
	Kenya
	0.013 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	92
	Kiribati
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	93
	Kuwait
	0.273 
	 
	0.273 
	 
	0.272 
	 
	11 638 
	 
	11 638 

	94
	Kyrgyzstan
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	95
	Lao People’s Democratic Republic
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	96
	Latvia
	0.047 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	97
	Lebanon
	0.042 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	98
	Lesotho
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	99
	Liberia
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	100
	Libya
	0.142 
	 
	0.142 
	 
	0.142 
	 
	6 053 
	 
	6 053 

	101
	Liechtenstein
	0.009 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	102
	Lithuania
	0.073 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	103
	Luxembourg
	0.081 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	104
	Madagascar
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	105
	Malawi
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	106
	Malaysia
	0.281 
	 
	0.281 
	 
	0.280 
	 
	11 979 
	 
	11 979 

	107
	Maldives
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	108
	Mali
	0.004 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	109
	Malta
	0.016 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	110
	Marshall Islands
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	111
	Mauritania
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	112
	Mauritius
	0.013 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	113
	Mexico
	1.842 
	 
	1.842 
	 
	1.836 
	 
	78 522 
	 
	78 522 

	114
	Micronesia (Federated States of)
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	115
	Monaco
	0.012 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	116
	Mongolia
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	117
	Montenegro
	0.005 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	118
	Morocco
	0.062 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	119
	Mozambique
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	120
	Myanmar
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	121
	Namibia
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	122
	Nauru
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	123
	Nepal
	0.006 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	124
	Netherlands
	1.654 
	 
	1.654 
	 
	1.649 
	 
	70 508 
	 
	70 508 

	125
	New Zealand
	0.253 
	 
	0.253 
	 
	0.252 
	 
	10 785 
	 
	10 785 

	126
	Nicaragua
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	127
	Niger
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	128
	Nigeria
	0.090 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	129
	Niue
	- 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	130
	Norway
	0.851 
	 
	0.851 
	 
	0.848 
	 
	36 277 
	 
	36 277 

	131
	Oman
	0.102 
	 
	0.102 
	 
	0.102 
	 
	4 348 
	 
	4 348 

	132
	Pakistan
	0.085 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	133
	Palau
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	134
	Panama
	0.026 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	135
	Papua New Guinea
	0.004 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	136
	Paraguay
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	137
	Peru
	0.117 
	 
	0.117 
	 
	0.117 
	 
	4 988 
	 
	4 988 

	138
	Philippines
	0.154 
	 
	0.154 
	 
	0.153 
	 
	6 565 
	 
	6 565 

	139
	Poland
	0.921 
	 
	0.921 
	 
	0.918 
	 
	39 261 
	 
	39 261 

	140
	Portugal
	0.474 
	 
	0.474 
	 
	0.472 
	 
	20 206 
	 
	20 206 

	141
	Qatar
	0.209 
	 
	0.209 
	 
	0.208 
	 
	8 909 
	 
	8 909 

	142
	Republic of Korea
	1.994 
	 
	1.994 
	 
	1.987 
	 
	85 002 
	 
	85 002 

	143
	Republic of Moldova
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	144
	Romania
	0.226 
	 
	0.226 
	 
	0.225 
	 
	9 634 
	 
	9 634 

	145
	Russian Federation
	2.438 
	 
	2.438 
	 
	2.430 
	 
	103 929 
	 
	103 929 

	146
	Rwanda
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	147
	Saint Kitts and Nevis
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	148
	Saint Lucia
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	149
	Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	150
	Samoa
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	151
	San Marino
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	152
	Sao Tome and Principe
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	153
	Saudi Arabia
	0.864 
	 
	0.864 
	 
	0.861 
	 
	36 831 
	 
	36 831 

	154
	Senegal
	0.006 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	155
	Serbia
	0.040 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	156
	Seychelles
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	157
	Sierra Leone
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	158
	Singapore
	0.384 
	 
	0.384 
	 
	0.383 
	 
	16 369 
	 
	16 369 

	159
	Slovakia
	0.171 
	 
	0.171 
	 
	0.170 
	 
	7 290 
	 
	7 290 

	160
	Slovenia
	0.100 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	161
	Solomon Islands
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	162
	Somalia
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	163
	South Africa
	0.372 
	 
	0.372 
	 
	0.371 
	 
	15 858 
	 
	15 858 

	164
	South Sudan
	0.004 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	165
	Spain
	2.973 
	 
	2.973 
	 
	2.963 
	 
	126 735 
	 
	126 735 

	166
	Sri Lanka
	0.025 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	167
	Sudan
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	168
	Suriname
	0.004 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	169
	Swaziland
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	170
	Sweden
	0.960 
	 
	0.960 
	 
	0.957 
	 
	40 924 
	 
	40 924 

	171
	Switzerland
	1.047 
	 
	1.047 
	 
	1.044 
	 
	44 632 
	 
	44 632 

	172
	Syrian Arab Republic
	0.036 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	173
	Tajikistan
	0.003 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	174
	Thailand
	0.239 
	 
	0.239 
	 
	0.238 
	 
	10 188 
	 
	10 188 

	175
	The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia
	0.008 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	176
	Timor-Leste
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	177
	Togo
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	178
	Tonga
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	179
	Trinidad and Tobago
	0.044 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	180
	Tunisia
	0.036 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	181
	Turkey
	1.328 
	 
	1.328 
	 
	1.324 
	 
	56 611 
	 
	56 611 

	182
	Turkmenistan
	0.019 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	183
	Tuvalu
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	184
	Uganda
	0.006 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	185
	Ukraine
	0.099 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	186
	United Arab Emirates
	0.595 
	 
	0.595 
	 
	0.593 
	 
	25 364 
	 
	25 364 

	187
	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
	5.179 
	 
	5.179 
	 
	5.162 
	 
	220 774 
	 
	220 774 

	188
	United Republic of Tanzania
	0.009 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	189
	United States of America
	22.000 
	 
	22.000 
	 
	21.928 
	 
	937 830 
	 
	937 830 

	190
	Uruguay
	0.052 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	191
	Uzbekistan
	0.015 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	192
	Vanuatu
	0.001 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	193
	Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
	0.627 
	 
	0.627 
	 
	0.625 
	 
	26 728 
	 
	26 728 

	194
	Viet Nam
	0.042 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	195
	Yemen
	0.010 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	196
	Zambia
	0.006 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	197
	Zimbabwe
	0.002 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	0.000 
	 
	— 
	 
	— 

	 
	
Total
	102.501 
	 
	100.330 
	 
	100.000 
	 
	4 276 933 
	 
	4 276 933 


	
	
	


� General Assembly resolution 66/288, annex, para. 222.


� Ibid., para. 178.


� UNEP/OzL.Pro.25/9.
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