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A. UNDP's 1998 BUSINESS PLAN RELATED TO THE
1997 UNDP PROGRAMME

UNDP's 1998 BUSINESS PLAN IN A HISTORICAL CONTEXT

1 A review of UNDP's 1991-1997 ODS phaseout invcsimem projects as of 31 D_mbcr
1997, and tlm scctoral relationship to tbe UNDP 1998 Business Plan shows thc following
trends by sector:

SECTOR 1991-1997INV. PROJECTS 199_BUSINESSPLAN
APPROVALS i PROPOSEDBUDGET

$ millions P_ $ millions Percent
Aerosols 4.52 2.8 0.61 1.6

Foams 83.12 50.7 16.74 I 45.1

Halons 0.$1 03 1.00 2.7

Methyl Bromide 6.90 18.6
Refrigeration 68.04 41.5 [1.21 30.2
Solvcats 7.66 4.7 0.69 1.8

TOTAL 163.85 100.0 37.15 100.0

2. During 1991-97, the foams (50.7%) and refrigeration (41.5%) secwrs in UNDP's
portfolio together accounted for 92% of UNDP's cumulative approval total for
investment projects, with much smaller shares for solvents (4.7%), aerosols (2.8%) and
halons (0.3%). While UNDP had conducted methyl bromide usage surveys in four
regions during 1995-97; since these were counted as technical assistance rather than
demonstration projects, thcy do not appear in thc 1991-97 approvals.

3. The Executive Committec at its 23rd Meeting in November 1997 allocated $29 million
of the total MLF 1998 Bnsincss Plan budget to methyl bromide alternative activities in
1998 and instructed implementing agencies to redesign their 1998 business phm takin_
this factor into account and also helping countries meet the 1999 CFC freeze, while
simnlt,ancously selecting projects with high ODP phaseout and short implcmcntation
durations. UNDP's 1998 Bnsiness Plan has bccn amended accordingly to follow these
directives. In the 1998 UNDP Business Plan, thc share of to-mn will fall from .50.7%
to 45.1%, that of refrigeration will fall from 41.5% to 30.2%, and thc shares of both
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aerosols and solvents will also fall. There will be a significant increase in the share of
halous (from 0.3% to 2.7%) and a very large increase in thc share of methyl bromide -
from zero in 1991-97 to 18.6% of the total in 1998 as UNDP will formulate 18 MeBr

alternative demonstration pwjects totalling $6.9 million.

4 Overall UNDP investment project cost-effectiveness (in S/kg.) by year of approval is:

Year Cost-Effe_iveness (S/kg.)

1992 $9.5/kg.

1993 $7.8/kg.

1994 $7.5/kg.

1995 $5.5/kg.

1996 $7.1/kg.

1997(est.) $6.7/kg.

1998 (cst.) $9.9/kg.

5. Overall investment programme cost-effectiveness decrea._ during 1992-95, from
$9.5/kg. in 1992 to $5.5/kg. in 1995. By end-x995, however, most large cost-effective
projects had already been approwd, and UNDP was increasingly being requested to start
invesunent project preparation in mid-sized enterprises and in enterprises in low-volume
ODS consuming countries (LVCCs) where cost-effectiveness criteria do not apply. As
a result, overall UNDP investment programme cost-effectiveness which was $5.5/kg. in
1995 increased to $7.1/kg. in 1996, declining slightly to $6.7/kg. in 1997.

6. In 1998, UNDP's investment project portfolio cost-effectiveness would be $9.9/kg.
including methyl bromide alternative demonstration projects and $8.1/kg. excluding such
projects.

7. Thus, ODS phn_out invcsunent projects in UNDP's 1998 Business Plan would not be
as cost-effective as in previous years. The reasons include the following:
o the completion of most large projects and many of the bigger mid-sized projects
o the _ceater number of mid-to-smaller sized enterprises left whose cost-

effectiveness should be close to (or exceed) the existing aeetoral/subsectoral cost-
effectiveness thxeshold levels

o increased coverage of LVCCs, especially in Africa and Latin America/Caribbean,
which often have smaller-size enterprises and where cost effectiveness threshold
limits do not apply

o the mandated allocation in 1998 for methyl bromide alternative demonstration
projects which may not directly result in ODS phaseout

o an increasing number of sectoral/subsectoral ODS phaseout projects that, in
general, cover a large number of SMEs.

SPECIA_ AREA RESOURCE Al.I OCATIONS

8. a) /.,ow-ODS Cons-mlno Countries (LVCCs) In 1997, UNDP had programmes in 27 Iow-
ODS cov.._lming ¢ounffies (Bahamas, ]_nhraiI1, Bangladesh, Bolivia, Botswana, Central
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African Republic, Congo (Braz.), Cuba. El-Salvador, Gabon, Oambia, Georgia, Ghana,
Jamaica, Lasotho, Malawi, Maurititts, MoT_mbique, Niger. Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Tanzania, Trinidad & Tohago, Uganda, Uruguay, Zambia). During 1998, within this
group, Congo (Braz.), Gabon and Niger would have invesunent projects submitted for
the first time. In 1998, three more LVCCs, Congo (Kinshasa), Moldova and Mongolia
will be added. By end-1998, UNDP should have progrnmmes in a total of 57 countries
comprising 30 LVCCs and 27 medium-to-high level ODS consuming countries.

b) It should be noted that six former LVCCs in UNDP's 1997 Business Plan (Costa Pica,
Dominican Republic, Guatemala. Kenya, Sri Lanka and Vietnam) have been reclassified
as non-LVCCs since their reported ODS consumption, including methyl bromide, now
exceeds 360 l[onll_s//Lrlnnm as l_r ¢xistill_ lqx6cutiYe Commlt't_ classification. Using
older data, UNDP would have programmes in 36 rather than 30 LVCCs.

c) Refrigerant Re_very/Recyrllno Jn LVCCs as Part of RMPs Ill 1996, UNDP received
approval for 10 _!!onal refrigerant recovery/recycling programmes. In its 1997 Business
Plan, UNDP was to submit for approval 12 additional programmes for the B.h.mas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Botswana, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Gabon, I.e_tho,
Mozambique, Niger, Tanzania and Trinidad & Tobago. However, at its 22nd Meeting
in May 1997, the Executive Committee under Decision 22/25 (Development of
Refrigeration Management P]aus - RMPs) made development of national RMPs a
precondition for other projectactivtties in LVCCs so as to ensure sustainability. Further,
such projects could only be submitted if fully justified by an RMP.

d) Due to delays in agreement on RMP guidelines and the conseqnent delay in RMP
preparation, potential recovery/recycling programmes for Bangladesh, Botswana, Congo
(Braz.), Dominican Republic, Gabon and Niger could not be submitted in 1997; five of
these projects have been re.scheduled to 1998 with the Botswana project canceled due to
a negligible level of CFC refrigerant to be recycled. Since other RMPs arc being
prepared by UNEP and through bilateral assistance, and due to thc extended period that
now seems necessary for r.heir fiouli_u_ion, no new LVCC national recovery/recycling
project is being proposed by UNDP in 1998. In addition, even when LVCC national
recovery/recycling projects are approved, the Nxecutive Committee's condition that
national measures be in place before project implementation can start has seriously
delayed ongoing project implementation as LVCCs struggle w put in place the required
legislation.

e) Methyl Bromide (MeBr) Following thc decision of the 9th Meeting of the Pal_ies to
the Montreal Protocol in Sept. 1997 and guidance received at the 23rd Executive
Committee Meeting in November 1997, UNDP has been coordinating with UNEP,
UNIDO, the World Bnnle and the Fund Secretariat to harmonize activities in this area.
UNDP received requests for MeBr alternative demonstration proposals Dom 20 countries
(Argentina, Brazil, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Egypt, !_iouesia, Iran, Lebanon, Malawi,
Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Peru, Philippines, Syria, Tanzania, Tunisia, Zambia and
Zimbabwe). FoUowing the 5-6 Feb. 1998 Secretariat/Agencies coordination meeting in
Montreal, UNDP was requested w withdraw proposals for five countries (Indonesia,
Iran, Morocco, Syria, Tunisia) due to the prior involvement of UNIDO in those countries
in the Me.Bt sub,sectors to be covered.

0 UNDP's 1998 Business Plan would thus have 18 MeBr alternative demonstration projects
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in 15 countries (Argentina, B_il, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Egypt, Lebanon, Malawi,
Malaysia, Mexico, Peru, Philippines, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe) with budgets of
$6.9 million. The 18 demonstration projects would cover soil fi_mlgation in flowers (3),
tobacco (2), tomatoes (3), _i. awberries (2), cucurbits (1), and others (3) as well as five
demonstration projects covering storage and structural use. Having conducted thc MeBr
surveys for South America, English~speakln_ Africa, South-East Asia, and North Africa
and the Middle East, having contracted and worked with key experts from MBTOC over
the last two years, and based on UNDP's own large portfolio of funded IPM (Integrated
Pest Management) projects all over the world, UNDP is uniquely placed to develop and
successfully implement such projects. Maximum use will be made of both national
consultants and qualified NGOs to ensure project sustainability. Existing information on
ongoing activities and plans in these countries is also being gathered.

SPECIAL INITIATIVES

9. a) Assisting Countries Meet their 1999 CFC Freeze Targets In its 1998 Business Plan,
UNDP has programmed ODS phaseout activities in several countries to the extent
possible to help them meet their 1999 CFC freeze targets, Specifically:
o For LVCCs where the refrigeration sector is dominant and RMPs are a pre-

requisite, UNDP is timing its invesunent project preparation activities to
contribute to formulation of national refrigerant management plans. Where the
potential for national refrigerant recovery/recycling projects exist, UNDP is
strongly advising the respective Governments to urgently adopt the measures
required by the Executive Committee to ensure programme sustainability. This
will facilitate quick project implementation when their respective projects are
approved by the Executive Committee.

o For mid-to-larger size countries, UNDP's strategy is to both help them meet their
1999 CFC freeze targets, while at the same time maintain programme continuity
so that longer-term ODS phaseout strategies as detailed in their approved country
progranunea are not jeopardized, Most UNDP investment projects approved at
tim 23rd (Nov. 1997) and 24th (March 1998) Executive Committ_ Meetings will
be completed in time to help countries meet the 1999 CFC freeze targets. Only
some of the investment projects approved at the 25th Executive Committee
Meeting in luly 1998 will he completed in time to help countries meet their freeze
targets.

b) Strategies for ODS Phaseout in Small-and-Medium Sized Enterprises (SMEs) In
1996, the Executive Committee approved 3 UIqDP initiatives: an aerosols ODS phaseout
programme for Malaysia, a commercial refrigeration ODS phaseout programme in Egypt,
and phase one of a solvents sector ODS phaseout programme in the Philippines. In May
1997, the Executive Committee approved 7 UNDP initiatives: umbrella projects in rigid
foam and commercial refrigeration in Guatemala, an umbrella project for rigid spray
thermoware in India, umbrella projects in rigid spray foam and integral skin foam in
Mexico, an umbrella foam project for Paraguay, and an umbrella rigid foam project for
the Philippines. These umbrella projects primarily cover SMEs. Except for the
Malaysia aerosols project, the rest had to meet existing cost-effectiveness thresholds.

c) In 1998, UNDP will continue w target SMEs which often comprise critical sectors in
many developing countries, accounting proportionately and in total for more employees
than in larger companies. A key objective is to prevent growth in SME consumption of
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ODS while the Fund is approving projects to elirct_t_. ODS consumption in larger
enterprises in thc s_me cotmtry. It is expected that, due to their _ST_.IIs_alc, SME
investment projects in 1998 and future years may have great difficulty meeting existing
cost-effectivcncss secwral thresholds. UNDP hu_ pionecred and will continue to develop
new and innovative approaches to facilitate effective ODS phaseout in SlvlBs.

d) Increased Coverage in Africa. In 1997, UNDP has work progrsmme.4g ill 18 Africau
countries (4 mid-sized, 14 LVCCs)- This vnmber will increase to 20 in 1998 with the
addition of Congo (Kinuh_sa) which is an LVCC and Zimbabwe. The five mid-size
countries are Egypt, Kenya, Morocco, Nigeria sna Zimbabwe who have reported ODS
cor_mption of over 360 tonnes/annum. The 15 LVCCs are Botswana, Central African
Republic, Congo (Braz.), Congo (Kinshasa), Gabon, Gambia, Ghuns, Lesotho, Malawi,
Mauritius, Mo?umbique, Niger, Tanzania, Uganda and Zambia.

e) Sectoral Approaches. In May 1997 UNDP received approval for a foam _tor ODS
phaseout project for Egypt as well as funding for development of a solvents sector
strategy and finu_ing plan for China. In its 1998 Busi_aess plan_ as mandated by the
Executive Comrnlttee, UNDP will concentrate more on projects that can help countries
meet their 1999 CFC freeze targets, and will pursue sectoral approaches only if they fit
within this strategy.

B. PLANNED BUSINESS ACTIVITIES: UNI)P

ONGOING ACTMTIRS

10. Table 1 on Funded Investment Projects by Sector shows that, as of 31 December
1997, UNDP had 458 approved investment projects in 43 counuies with cumulative
budgets of $163.85 million. The sector shares for ongoing projects are aerosols (2.8%),
foams (50.?%), halons (0.3%), refrigeration (41.$%), and solvents (4.7%). These 458
projects will eliminate 24,209 ODP tonnes/annum. Invcsmaent project disbursements by
UNDP during 1991-1997 (excluding obligations) amc_mt to $68.68 million or 42% of
total approvals. A total of 6,623 ODP tonnes have already been eliminated. It should
be noted that since UNDP accounts fully close only end-March 1998, that there will be
additional disbursements (excluding obligations) recorded in 1997. These will be known
when UNDP completes its 1997 progress and financial reports by 1 May 1998 (following
final closure of UNDP accounts in end-March 1998) for submission to thc 25th Executive
Committcc Meeting in luly 1998.

11. During 1998, investment project disbursements are targeted at $30 million with 3,000
ODP tonnes to be eliminated. In the following years, project disbursements would total
$65.17 million with 14,584 ODP tonnes to be phased out. The level of expected
disburscmcnts by UN'DP in 1998 is conditioned on the expected completion of several
projects approved in late-1995 and in 1996, and a few approved in early 1997, based on
the 24-28 month duration that UNDP has now fo_d to be typical of its investment
projects, and also based on implcmcntation experience during 1997.

12. Table 4, based on Table 1, shows Funded Inv_huent Projects by Country. UNDP
has invesUnem projects in 43 counu'ies, 14 in Africa, 10 in Asia/Pacific, 1 in Central
Asia (CIS), and 18 in l_tiu America/Caribbean. Tablc 4 shows that project approval
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disbursements by UNDP In 1998 is conditioned on the expected completion of several 
projects approved in late-1995 and in 1996, and a few approved in early 1997, based on 
the 24-28 monrh duration that UNDP has now found to be typical of its investment 
projects, and also based on implementation e:x:perience during 1997. 

12. Table 4, based on Table 1, shows Funded Investment Projects by Cowitry. UNDP 
has investmem projects in 43 countries, 14 in Africa, 10 in Asia/Pacific, 1 in Central 
Asia (CIS), and 18 ln Latin America/Caribbean. Table 4 shows that project approval 



shares by region are 12.6% for Africa, 51.5% for Asia/Pacific, 0.1% for CIS countries
and 35,8% for Latin America/Caribbean, The shares of ODP phaseout by region are
13.4 % for Africa, 55.3 % for Asia/Pacific, 0.1% for CIS counwies, and 31.2 % for Latin
America/Caribbean, reflecting both the larger-size ODS-consuming enterprises in the
Asia/Pacific and Latin America regions and also the signific-nnt number of smaller
countries currently being assisted in Africa and Latin America/Caribbean. In a few
countries, UNDP's 1998 plan includes *umbrella* projects to close out the remaining
enterprises and/or activities in sectors/subsectors where UNDP has been active,

13. Table 3 on Ongoing and Newly Requested Non-Investment Projects covers 49 ongoing
non-investment projects: 22 technical assistance activities, three demonstration projects,
one training programme, one country programme update and 22 institutional
strengthening projects (of which 13 are requesting extensions in 1998). The budgets for
these ongoing projects is $13.55 million. Of this amount, $7.53 million (or 56%) has
already been disbursed, $4.18 million would be disbursed in 1998, with the rellll_inin_

$4.33 million to he disbursed in future years. Half of these projects arc institutional
slrengthening projects and renewals thereof which last 2-3 years, which helps explain the
2-3 year disburs_aent pattern.

14. On total, the UNDP portfolio comprises 148 non-investment projects of which 86 have
been completed, 49 are: ongoing and 13 am new requests. Total non-investment project
approvals since 1991 amount to $17.91 million, of which $11.878 million (66%) had
been disbursed as of end-December 1997. As with investment projects, since UNDP
accounts fully close end-March 1998, there will be additional disbursements (excluding
obligations) recorded in 1997 which will he known when UNDP completes its 1997
progress and financial reports by 1 May 1998 for submission to the 25th Executive
Committee Meeting in July 1998.

15. The following 13 projects, with budgets amounting to $2,295,600, will be submitted to
the Executive Committee for approval in 1998:
a) Bangladesh: institutional Strengthening: Phase H $100,000
b) Brazil: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 270 000
c) Colombia: Institutional Strengthening: Phase H 212 000
d) Costa Rica: Institutional Strengthening: Phase Ill 108 000
e) Cuba: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 115 000
0 India: Institutional Strengthening: Phase HI 287 000
g) Global: Global MAC Project: Phase HI 250 000
la) Kenya: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 117 000
i) Mexico: Institutional Strengthening: Phase HI 190 000
j) Thailand: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 267 000
lc) Trinidad & Tobago: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 44.000
I) Uruguay: Institutional Strengthcoin_: Phase III 116,000
m) Venezuela: Institutional Strengthening: Phase IH 219,600

16. Twelve of the above 13 projects are renewals of ongoing Institutional Strengthening
projects. Following on the success of the second phase of the Global MAC project
which had supported activities in Argentina, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Dominican
Republic, Guatemala, Jamaica, the Philippines, Thailand, Trinidad & Tobago, Turkey
and Vietnain, the third phase is heing proposed to expand these efforts to Bolivia. Egypt,
Morocco and Pakistan, contimm work in Turkey, and potentially start a regional
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15. 

16. 

shares by region arc 12.6% for Africa, 51.5% for Asia/Pacific, 0.1 % for CIS countries 
and 35.8% for Latin America/Caribbean. The shares of ODP phaseout by region are 
13.4% for Africa, 55.3% for Asia/Pacific, 0.1 % for CIS countries, and 31.2% for Latin 
America/Caribbean, reflecting both the larger-size ODS-consuming enterprises in the 
Asia/Pacific and Latin America regions and also the significant lllllllber of smaller 
countries currently being assisted in Africa and Latin America/Caribbean. In a few 
countries, UNDP's 1998 plan includes "umbrella" projects to close out the remaining 
enterprises and/or activities in sectors/subsectors where UNDP has been active. 

Table 3 on Ongoing and Newly Requested Non-Investment Projects covers 49 ongoing 
non-investment projects: 22 technical assistance activities, three demonstration projects, 
one training programme, one country programme update and 22 institutional 
strengthening projects (of which 13 are requesting extensions in 1998). The budgets for 
these ongoing projects is $13.55 million. Of this amount, $7.53 million (or 56%) has 
already been disbursed, $4.18 million would be disbursed in 1998, with the remaining 
$4.33 million to be disbursed in future years. Half of these projects arc institutional 
strengthening projects and renewals thereof which last 2-3 years, which helps explain the 
2-3 year disbursement pattern. 

On total, the UNDP portfolio comprises 148 non-investment projects of which 86 have 
been completed, 49 are ongoing and 13 arc new requests. Total non-investment project 
approvals since 1991 amount to $17.91 million, of which $11.878 million (66%) had 
been disbursed as of end-December 1997. As with investment projects, since UNDP 
accounts fully close end-March 1998, there will be additional disbursements (excluding 
obligations) recorded in 1997 which will be known when UNDP completes its 1997 
progress and financial reports by 1 May 1998 for submission to the 25th Executive 
Committee Meeting in July 1998. 

The following 13 projects, with budgets amounting to $2,295,600, will be submitted to 
the Executive Committee for approval in 1998: 
a) Bangladesh: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
b) Brazil: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
c) Colombia: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
d) Costa Rica: Institutional Strengthening: Phase m 
e) Cuba: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
f) India: Institutional Strengthening: Phase m 
g) Global: Global MAC Project: Phase m 
h) Kenya: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
i) Mexico: Institutional Strengthening: Phase m 
j) Thailand: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
k) Trinidad & Tobago: Institutional Strengthening: Phase II 
I) Uruguay: Institutional Strengthening: Phase III 
m) Venezuela: Institutional Strengthening: Phase Ill 

$100,000 
270,000 
212,000 
108,000 
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Twelve of the above 13 projects arc renewals of ongoing Institutional Strengthening 
projects. Following on the success of the second phase of the Global MAC project 
which had supported activities in Argentina, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Dominican 
Republic, Guatemala, Jamaica, the Philippines, Thailand, Trinidad & Tobago, Turkey 
and Vietnam, the third phase is being proposed to expand these efforts to Bolivia. Egypt, 
Morocco and Pakistan, continue work in Turkey, and potentially start a regional 



programme in Africa. UNDP will continue working closely with USEPA and other
interested parties in this area.

PROGRAMME EXPANSION

17. Table 2 shows UNDP's request for investment project preparation by sector
(including methyl bromide). UNDP, by end-1997, would have exhausted its previously
approved project preparation funds. An advance of $256,000 against UNDP's 1998
progrnmme, approved at the 23rd Executive Committ_ Meeting, would bc fully
available. UNDP in 1998 will prepare 118 investment projects and 18 MeBr alternative
demonstration in 34 coun/rics amounting to $37.15 million. An additional $1.139 million
is bcing requested in project preparation fu _ridingto forrmdute this 1998 programme.
0 The total $1.395 million project preparation request in 1998 would mount to

3.75% of expected project budgets and would eliminate 3,743 ODP tonnes (3,053
ODP tonnes of CFCs and 690 ODP tonnes of halous).

o Expected project submissions by sector would be: aerosols (1.6%), foams
(45.1%), halons (2.7%), mcthyl bromide (18.6%), mfriger',Uion (30.2%) and
solvents (1.8%).

o Expected ODP phaseout by sector would be: aerosols (4.0%), foams (53.0%),
halons (18.4 %), methyl bromide (nil), refrigeration (22.7 %) and solvents (1.9 %).

18. Table 5, based on Table 2, shows UNDP's request for investment project
preparation by country (including methyl bromide). A total of 34 countries are
covered: 10 in Africa, 11 in Asia/Pacific, 1 CIS counwj and 12 in Latin
America/Caribbean. Of total project preparation oimds of $1.395 million (the $256,000
advance plus the requested $1,139,000):
o _ has 21% which includes project formulation in Congo (Kinshasa), Egypt,

Gabon, Mnlawi, Morocco, Niger, Nigeria, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
o Asia/Pacific will have 41% covering project formulation in Bangladesh, China,

India, lndouesia, Lebanon, Malaysia, Mongolia, Philippines, Sri Lanka, Thailand
*nd Victnanl.

0 latin Amcr/ca/Car/bbean will have 38% covering project formulation in
Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica; Dominican Republic,
FASalvador, Mexico, Peru, Trinidad & Tobago and Uruguay.

o Countries that would receive their first investment project would include Congo
(gin_haza), Crabon, Mongolia and Niger.

o No project preparation fimds arc being requested for Moldova since these projects
have already been formulated by UNDP under the GF._ prior to Moldova being
reclassifmd az an Article 5, para 1 country.

19. Table Sa elaborates on Table 5 by showing in detail requests for project preparation by
both country and sector. It provides a detailed look on exactly which specific sectoral
projects UNDP will be formulating in 1998, country by country.

C. PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

20. Project Disbursements. Estimated project disbursements by UNDP in 1998, excludin_
obliaafions, should total $35.2 million comprising $30.0 million on investment projects,
$4.2 million on non-investment projects and $1.0 million of project preparation funds.
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21. Thc disburscment targets are possible only if no critical delays arc encountered, such as
disagreements with Governments on implementation modalities, delays in signing projcct

documcms, inability of equipment suppliers to meet deadlincs, inability of joint venture
companies or companies that have accepted partial funding to provide their qhmc in
foreign cxchange, and the tendency of some Govcrnments to levy mxes/dufics on

equipment purchased through MLF projects, with cn_rprises relying to completc their
projects until the policies change.

22. It is also presumed that the prevailing disarray in certain markets and economies,
particularly in South-East Asia, would be resolved fairly quickly with no adverse impact

on the ability of enterprises to complcte their approved projects, including pmvidi-_ thc
nccded counterpart contr_utiom where mandated.

23. Total UNDP disbursements by year (excluding obligations) since 1991 are:

Year Disbursenmuts Cumulative Disbursements

($ millions) ($ millions)

1991 0.251 0.251

1992 0.518 0.769

1993 3.862 4.631

1994 6.467 11.098

1995 11.532 22.630

1996 29.501 52.131

1997 (prelim.) 32.603 84.734

1998 Target 35.200 119.934

24. For the period 1991-1997, prcllmlnary reports show cumulative UNDP project

disburscmcnts of $84.734 million as compared to torsi approvals of $187.54 million
giving a delivery rate of 45.2%. In 1998, net additional disbursements of $35.2 million

are anticipated which would raise total disbursea-nents during 1991-98 to $119.934
million. A comparison of actual and expected disbursements on investment, non-
investment, and project preparation activities during 1991-1997, in calendar year 1998
and cumulatively during 1991-1998 is as follows:

Period Inv. Project Non-Inv. Project Project Prep. Total
Disbur_menta Disbursemears Disbar,_uen_ Disbursements

($ millions) ($ millions) ($ millions) ($ millions)

i 1991 - Dec 97 68.676 11.878 4.180 84.734
(prelim.) I

1998 Target 30.000 4.200 1.000 35.200

1991-98 Target 98.676 15.078 5.180 119.934

25. UNDP Meets 99% of its 1997 Target in Investment Project Disbursements: In its
1997 Business Plan, UNDP had targeted its total 1991-97 disbursement on investment
projects m be $69.388 million. According to preliminary estimates, which are likely to

w

21. The disbursement target~ arc possible only if no critical delays are encountered, such as 
disagreements with Governments on implementation modalities, delays in signing project 
documents, inability of equipment suppliers to meet deadlines, inability of joint venrure 
companies or companies that have accepted partial funding to provide their share in 
foreign exchange, and the tendency of some Governments to levy wees/duties on 
equipment purchased through MLF projects, with emerprises refusing to complete their 
projects until the policies change. 

22. It is also presumed that the prevailing disarray in certain markets and economies, 
particularly in South-East Asia, would be resolved fairly quickly with no adverse impact 
on the ability of encerprises to complete their approved projects, including providing the 
needed counterpart contributions where mandated. 

23. Total UNDP disbursements by year (excluding obligations) since 1991 are: 

Year Disbursements Cumulative Disbursements 
($ millions) ($ millions) 

1991 0.251 0.251 

1992 0.518 0.769 
1993 3.862 4.631 
1994 6.467 11.098 
1995 11.532 22.630 
1996 29.501 52.131 
1997 (prelim.) 32.603 84.734 
1998 Target 35.200 119.934 

24. For the period 1991-1997, preliminary reports show cumulative UNDP project 
disbursements of $84.734 million as compared to total approvals of $187.54 million 
giving a delivery rate of 45.2%. In 1998, net additional disbursements of $35.2 million 
are anticipated which would raise total disbursements during 1991-98 to $119.934 
million. A comparison of actual and expected disbursements on investment, non­
investment, and project preparation activities during 1991-1997, in calendar year 1998 
and cumulatively during 1991-1998 is as follows: 

Period Inv. Project Non-Inv. Project Projecc Prep. Total 
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1991 - Dec 97 68.676 11.878 4.180 84.734 
(prelim.) 

1998 Target 30.000 4.200 J.000 35.200 

1991-98 Targc1 98.676 15.078 S.180 119.934 

25. UNDP Meets 99% of its 1997 Target in Investment Project Disbursements: In its 
1997 Business Plan, UNDP had targeted its total 1991-97 disbursement on investment 
projects m be $69.388 million. According to preliminary estimates, which are likely to 



be revised upwards, UNDP's actual 1991-97 disbursements on investment projects were
$68.676 million. Thus UNDP achieved 99% of its specified target for 1991-97
cumulative investment project disbursements. This demonstrates the extent to which
UNDP was able to meet the targets it set for itsclf in its 1997 Business Plan.

26. Project Approvals in 1997
Total approvals expected in 1997 Business plan : $54.91 million
Lessapprovalsasof Novemher1997 : 51.11 "
Balance to be approved in March 1998 : 3.80

UNDP submitted $4.8 million in projects (including overprogramming) to the
Secretariat in Jarm0ry 1998 for consideration and approval at the 24th Executive
Committee Me, ting in March 1998 so as to complete its 1997 Business Plan. Thus
UNDP will meet its target submissions.

27. ODP to be Phased out from 1997 Bo_iness Plan Approvals
Total ODP phaseout expex;ted from 1997 approvals : 6,620 ODP tonnes
I._ss approvals as of November 1997 : 6,732 " "
Additional ODP phaseout to be approved in March 1998 : 1,000 " '

In the 1997 UNDP Busin-,ss Plan the cxp_ed 1997 ODP phaseout approval of
7,614 ODP tonnes included 15% ovetprogrnmmin_. _xcluding ovelprogt'ah_i_ing gives
a total of 6,620 ODP tonnes. UNDP projects approved as of November 1997 would
eliminate 6,732 ODP tonn_. Thus UNDP has already exceeded its 1997 Business Plan
Iarg.et for ODP to be o_ out from 1997 aovrovals. With approximately another
1,000 ODP tonnes expected to be approved at the March 1998 Executive Committen:
Meeting as the completion of UNDP's 1997 Business Plan, UNDP would have exceeded
its 1997 Business Plan target by over 1,000 ODP tonnes.

28. ODP Phased out in 1997
1997 ODP phaseou_ expected in 1997 Busings Plan : 4,271 ODP tonnes
1997 actual ODP phaseout : 3,065 " "
Difference : 1,206 " "

The 1997 Business Plan has anticipated that 4,271 ODP tonnes would be phased
out in 1997. The actual ODP phaseout in 1997 was 3,065 tonnes which is 72% of thc
anticipated total. The reasons for not m_ting the target include a mix of technical
problems, the delay in project completion in some countries until issues concerning taxes
and duties were resolved, longer supply times for several exitdpmcnt suppliers, and longer
periods required to complete local works and safety measures for hydrocarbon projects.

29. Speed of Investment Project Delivery Analysis of UNDP's speed of delivery and
completion for investment projects shows the following:

Year Months from Approval Months from Approval Cost-Effectiveness I
to First Disbursement to Complexioa

1992 18 29 9.5

1993 14 26 7.8

1994 14 32 7.5
· .m

i 5 t5 s.s
1996 9 22 7.1

be revised upwards, UNDP's actual 1991-97 disbUISements on investment projects were 
$68.676 million. Thus UNDP achieved 99% of its specified target for 1991-97 
cumulative investment project disbursements. This demonstrates the eittent to which 
UNDP was able to meet the targets it set for itself in its 1997 Business Plan. 

26. Project Approvals in 1997 
Total approvals expected in 1997 Business Plan : $54.91 million 
Less approvals as of November 1997 : 51.11 " 
Balance to be approved in March 1998 ; 3.80 

UNDP submitted $4.8 million in projects (Including overprogramming) to the 
Secretariat in January 1998 for consideration and approval at the 24th Executive 
Committee Meeting in March 1998 so as to complete its 1997 Business Plan. Thus 
UNDP will meet its target submissions. 

27. ODP to be Phased out from 1997 Business Plan Approvals 
Total ODP phaseout expected from 1997 approvals : 6,620 ODP tonnes 
Less approvals as of November 1997 : 6,732 11 

" 

Additional ODP phaseout to be approved in March 1998 : 1,000 11 
• 

In the 1997 UNDP Business Plan the expected 1997 ODP phaseout approval of 
7,614 ODP tonnes included 15% overproyaroroing. Excluding overprogramming gives 
a total of 6,620 ODP tonnes. UNDP projects approved as of November 1997 would 
eliminate 6,732 ODP tonnes. Thus UNDP bas l\lready eXW"ded its 1997 Business Plan 
target for ODP to be phased out from 1997 approvals. With approximately another 
1,000 ODP tonnes expected to be approved at the March 1998 Executive Committee 
Meeting as the completion of UNDP's 1997 Business Plan, UNDP would have exceeded 
its 1997 Business Plan target by over 1,000 ODP tonnes. 

28. ODP Phased out in 1997 
1997 ODP phaseout expected in 1997 Business Plan : 4,271 ODP tonnes 
1997 actual ODP phaseout : 3,065 " • 
Difference : 1,206 " • 

1be 1997 Business Plan has anticipated that 4,271 ODP tonnes would be phased 
out in 1997. The acrual ODP phaseout in 1997 was 3,065 tonnes which is 72% of the 
anticipated total. The reasons for not meeting the target include a mix of technical 
problems, the delay in project completion in some countries until issues concerning w:es 
and duties were resolved, longer supply times for several equipment suppliers, and longer 
periods required to complete local works and safety measures for hydrocarbon projects. 

29. Speed of Inveiitment Project Delivery Analysis of UNDP's speed of delivery and 
completion for investment projects shows the following: 

Year Monlhs from Approval Months from Approval Cosl-Effcctivcncss 
10 First Disbursement 10 Completion 

1992 18 29 9.S 

1993 14 26 7.8 

1994 14 32 7.5 

1995 15 24 5.5 

1996 9 22 7.1 



1998 (target) 12 . 27 9,9

30.' Based on evaluation of UNDP's May 1997 Progress Report for the period ending
December 1996, and since these detailed tables are only prepared once a ),car, UNDP
will stay with its previously proposed ¢stlmRtcs as follows:

a) The average length of time between investment project approval and fwst
disbursemant for investment projects averaged between 9-18 months for projects
approved during 1992-96. For 1997, UNDP targeted a maximum of 12 months
between investment project approval and first disbursement and will strive to
shorten this period. The same target will hold for 1998.

b) UNDP's investment projects, approved during 1992-96, have taken between 22-
32 months to complete their ODS phaseout. UNDP targeted a completion period
of 27 months for investment projects approved in 1997; this would take into
account a ntunbcr of umbrella projects, often covering SIVI_s, since such projects
would have a duration of three years or longer. The same duration is being
targeted for 1998, on the assumption that MeBr alternative demonstration projects
approved in 1998 will be completed in 24-36 months.

31. Speed of Non-lnveahuent Project Delivery Analysis of UHDP's speed of delivery and
completion for non-investment projects done on the basis of UNDP's Progress Report
to the 22nd Executive Committee Meeting in May 1997 showed the following:

Year Monthsfrom Approvalto Mongasfrom Approval ro
First Disburaemen_ Completion

1991 11 24

1992 16 33

1993 10 33

1994 6 24

1995 4 15

1996 6 24.

1997 (prelim.) 6 24

1998 (target) 6 24

32. The above table shows thc following:

a) The average length of time between non-invesmmnt project approval and first
disburscanent avcraglxt 10-16 months during 1991-93 and has tumn falling since
th_n. It averaged 6 months in 1996-97 and UNDP is targeting the same in 1998.

b) UNDP's non-investment projects, approved during 1991-96, have taken between
15-33 months to complete. UNDP is targeting an average compleuon period of
24 months for non-investment projects approved in 1997 and in 1998. Ove_ half
these ongoing projects comprise 2-year renewals of institutional strengthening

30. • Based on evaluation of UNDP's May 1997 Progress Report for the period ending 
December 1996, and since these detailed tables are only prepared once a year, UNDP 
will stay with its previously proposed estimates as follows: 

a) The average length of time between investment project approval and first 
disbursement for investment projects averaged between 9-18 months for projects 
approved during 1992-96. For 1997, UNDP targeted a maximum of 12 months 
between investment project approval and first disbursement and will strive to 
shoncn this period. The same target will hold for 1998. 

b) UNDP's investment projects, approved during 1992-96, have taken between 22-
32 months to complete their ODS phaseout. UNDP targeted a completion period 
of 27 months for investment projects approved in 1997; this would take into 
account a number of umbrella projects, often covering SMEs, since such projects 
would have a duration of three years or longer. The same duration is being 
targeted for 1998, on the assumption that MeBr alternative demonstration projects 
approved in 1998 will be completed in 24-36 months. 

31. Speed ofNon-lnTestment Project Delivery Analysis ofUNDP's speed of delivery and 
completion for non-investment projects done on the basis of UNDP's Progress Report 
to the 22nd Executive Committee Meeting in May 1997 showed the following: 

Year Months from Approval 10 Months from Approval to 
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32. The above table shows the following: 

a) The average length of time between non-invesanent project approval and first 
disbursement averaged 10-16 months during 1991-93 and has been falling since 
then. It averaged 6 months in 1996-97 and UNDP is targeting the same in 1998. 

b) UNDP's non-investment projects, approved during 1991-96, have taken between 
15-33 months to complete. UNDP is targeting an average completion period of 
24 months for non-investment projects approved in 1997 and in 1998. Over half 
these ongoing projects comprise 2-year renewals of institutional strengthening 



projects.

33. eDP Phaseout With 6,625 eDP tonnes already eliminated as of end-December 1997.

UNDP proposes to eliminate an additional 3,000 ODP tonnes in 1998 so that by end-
1998 UNDP would have eliminated a total of 9.625 eDP Wnnes/amp,!m This would

amount to 40% of the existing UNDP programme of 24,209 ODP tormes. The actual
and projected ODS phaseout expressed in ODP tonnes is as follows:

Year eDP Tonaes/Yr Cnm-!ative eDP Tonnes/Yr
Phase_ Out Phased Out

1992 0 0

1993 178 178

i 1994 :227 405

1995 1,497 1,902

1996 1,658 3,560

1997 3,065 6,625

1998 (target) _,,000 9,625

Furoreyear_ 14,584 24,209

_4. 1998 ODS Phaseout as a Percentage of UNDP Programme. Thc total eDP to be
eliminated in 1998 under UNDP investment projects would be 3,000 eDP tonnes. This
amounts to 12.4% of tl_ total UNDP pr0gt_mme of 24,209 eDP tonnes.

35. Project Costing and Use of Conth_ency Costs, For several projects approved during
1995-1997, contingency costs will have to be utirtzed fully and in many cases additional

funding from the recipient enterprises will be essential since equipment costs, freight,
insurance nm_ handling fees have in _veral instances been going up rather than down,
With the smnller siT._ of ent_riscs being covered, project cost-effectiveness is also not

as favorable. Revised baseline equipment calculations would increase thc counterpart
funding required from recipient emcrprises.

36, Cost of Investment Project Preparation

a) During 1991-97, $4.18 miltion in project preparation fiends disbursed resulted ia
the approval of $163.85 million in investment projects. The cost of preparation
was 2.6% of the tots1 value of the projects approved. However, obligated costs
would only bc recorded in 1998 and it is Likely that the overall cost of project
preparation will be between 3.0%-3.5%.

b) Nor 1998, aro-_ $1.0 million in project preparation funds would be disbursed
with the expected formulation of $37.15 milliOU ia investment and MeBr

alternative demonsu'ation projects, of which $32.3 million would be approved
(deducting the 15% ovelprogrnmqfing). This gives a ratio of 3.1%. However,
obligated costs would only be recorded in 1999 and it is likely that the overall
cost of project preparation will be closer w 4%. This reflects the growing cost

projects. 

33. ODP Phaseout With 6,625 ODP touncs already eliminated as of end-December 1997, 

UNDP proposes to eliminate an additional 3,000 ODP tonnes in 1998 so that by end-

1998 UNDP would have "liminated a total of 9,625 ODP tonnes/annum. This would 

amount to 40% of the existing UNDP programme of 24,209 ODP tonnes. The actual 

and projected ODS phaseout expressed in ODP tonnes is as follows: 

Year ODP Tonnes/Yr Cllllllllatlve ODP Tonnes/Yr 

Phased Out Phased Out 

1992 0 0 

1993 178 178 

1994 227 405 

1995 1,497 1,902 

1996 1,658 3,560 

\997 3,065 6,62:! 

1998 (target) 3,000 9,625 

Furun,yean 14,584 24,209 

:34. 1998 ODS Phaseout as a Percentage of UNDP Programme. The total ODP to be 

eliminated in 1998 under UNDP investment projects would be 3,000 ODP tonnes. This 

amounts to 12.4% of the total UNDP programme of 24,209 ODP toDilCS. 

35. Project Costing and Use of Contingency Costs. For several projects approved during 

1995-1997, contingency costs will have to be utilized fully and in many cases additional 

funding from the recipient enterprises will be essential since equipment costs, freight, 

insurance and handling fees have in several instances been going up rather than down. 

With the smaller size of enterprises being covered, project cost-effectiveness is also not 

as favorable. Revised baseline equipment calculations would increase the counterpart 

funding required from recipient emerprises. 

36. Cost of Investment Project Preparation 

a) During 1991-97, $4.18 million in project preparation funds disbursed resulted in 

the approval of $163.85 million in investment projects. The cost of preparation 

was 2.6% of the total value of the projects approved. However, obligated costs 

would only be recorded in 1998 and it is likely that the overall cost of project 

preparation will be between 3.0%-3.5%. 

b) For 1998, around $1.0 million in project preparation funds would be disbursed 

with the expected formulation of $37 .15 million in investment and McBr 

alternative demonstration projects, of which $32.3 million would be approved 

(deducting the 15% overprogramming). This gives a ratio of 3.1 %. However, 

obligated costs would only be recorded in 1999 and it is likely that the overall 

cost of project preparation will be closer IO 4 % . This reflects the growing cost 



of investment project preparation as thc projects get smaller and more numerous.
together with the increasing use of umbrella projects and the proportionately
higher cost of preparation of MeBr alternative demonstration projects which will
involve more substantive participation by national experts and additional
Government ministries (e.g. Agricullum) as well as NC.K)s.

37. Cost-Effectiveness of UNDP Investment Projects

a) The average cost-effectiveness of approved UNDP ODS phascont invesuncnt
projects decreased during 1992-95, it being $9.5/kg. in 1992, $7,8/kg. in 1993,
$7.5/kg. in 1994 and $$.5/kg. in 1995. However, in 1996 the cost-effectiveness

figure was $7.1/kg. reflecting both a smallcr number of large cost-effective
projects and a larger number of small projects, especially in LVCCs. During
1997, a few large highly cost-effective projects were developed counterbalancing
many smaller ones; as a result thc cost-effectiveness of UNDP's 1997 investment

programine will be around $6.7/kg.

b) For 1998, 136 projects would be prepared amouming to $37.15 million that

would eliminate 3,743 ODP wnnes. Overall programme cost-effectiveness would
be $9.9/kg. including methyl bromide and $8.1/kg. excluding methyl bromide.

c) During 1998, UNDP's should have project submissions from 15 LVCCs
amounting to $4.64 million and which would ellmlnnt_ 255 ODP tonnes. This

would give a cost-effectiveness of $18.2/kg. for LVCC projects.

d) During 1998, UNDP's should have project submissions from 19 non-LVCCs
amounting to $32.51 million ami which would eliminate 3,_,88 ODP tonnes. This

would give a cost-effectiveness of $9.3/kg. for non-LVCC countries.

Category Value of 1998 Submissions oDp Tonn_ Cnst-Effectiv_tes$
($ millions)

I LVCC (15) 4.64 253 18.2, , .,,

[! Other (I 9) 32.51 3,488 9.3

D. POLICY ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED IN 1998

38. Issues regarding ODS-n-ring equipment destruction or rendering it unusable Cases
have arisen where recipient enterprises are finding it difficult zo adhere to such
conditions. The following specific cases have arisen:
a) When thc enterprise is only partially nationslly-owned and the MLF grant

comprises only part of the equipmem project cost, reclpicnt enterprises state that
UNDP can insist on the disposition only of thc MLF-funded components and
cannot legally insist on destruction of old equipment, since thc MLF has not paid
thc full cost of rcplecemem and docs not possess ownership rights thereof.

b) Certain rccipicnt enterprises have argucd from a technical point of view that they
need m keep the old machine as standby in case the new cquipmcnt malfunctions
or in cases wbere thc new machine cannot perform m standard immed/ately (c.g.
a refrigerant charging machine cannot achieve the needed charging accuracy).

of investment project preparation as the projects get smaller and more numerous. 
cogether wirh the increasing use of umbrella projects and the proportionately 
higher cost of preparation of MeBr alternative demonstration projects which will 
involve more substantive participation by national expertS and additional 
Government ministries (e.g. Agriculture) as well as NGOs. 

37. Cost-Effectiveness of UNDP Investment Projects 

a) The average cost-effectiveness of approved UNDP ODS phaseout investment 
projects decreased during 1992-95, it being $9.5/lcg. in 1992, $7.8/kg. in 1993, 
57.S/ka. in 1994 and $5.5/kg. in 1995. However, in 1996 the cost-effectiveness 
figure was $7.1/kg. reflecting both a smaller uumber of large cost-effective 
projects and a larger number of small projects, especially in L VCCs. During 
1997, a few large highly cost-effective projects were developed counterbalancing 
many smaller ones; as a result the cost-effectiveness of UNDP's 1997 investment 
programme will be around $6.7/kg. 

b) For 1998, 136 projects would be prepared amounting to $37.15 million that 
would eliminate 3,743 ODP toMes. Overall programme cost-effectiveness would 
be $9.9/kg. including methyl bromide and $8.1/kg. excluding methyl bromide. 

c) During 1998, UNDP's should have project submissions from 15 LVCCs 
amounting ro $4.64 million and which would eliminate 255 ODP tonnes. This 
would give a cost-effectiveness of $18.2/kg. for LVCC projects. 

d) During 1998, UNDP's should have project submissions from 19 non-LVCCs 
amounting to $32.51 million and which would eliminate 3,488 ODP tonnes. Titls 
would give a cost-effectiveness of $9.3/kg. for non-LVCC countries. 

Ca!cgo,y Value of I 998 Submissions ODPTollJleS Cost-Effectiveness 
($ millions) 

LVCC (IS) 4.64 2SS 18.2 

Other (19) 32.51 3,488 9.3 

D. POLICY ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED IN 1998 

38. Isi;ues regarding ODS-using equipment destruction or rendering it unusable Cases 
have arisen where recipient enterprises are finding it difficult to adhere to such 
conditions. The following specific cases have arisen: 
a) When the emerprise is only partially nationally-owned and the MLF grant 

comprises only part of the equipment project cost, recipient enterprises state that 
UNDP can insist on the disposition only of the MLF-funded components and 
cannot legally insist on destruction of old equipment, since the MLF has not paid 
the full cost of replacement and does not possess ownership rights thereof. 

b) Certain recipient enterprises have argued from a technical point of view that they 
need to keep the old machine as standby in case the new equipment malfunctions 
or in cases where the new machine cannot perform to standard immediately (e.g. 
a refrigerant charging machine cannot achieve the needed charging accuracy). 

. . 



c) In certain projects recipient enterprises have to pay so much of the capital
conversion costs themselves that they clRim an entitlement to the old machine.

39. Significant decrease in production capacity after equipment procurement There are
one or two cases where, following project approval and procurement and delivery of the
specified equipment to the recipient enterprise, that the enterprise - due to market or
economic reasons - has significantly reduced its production volume ,nd may even have
had to stop production altogether. If this is a _emnorary situation there would be no
problem. What should be done where this situation continues for a longer period?

40. Custom_/ImpOrt duties UNDP was able to resolve previous problems in Colombia.
We now face a somewhat different issue. Some UNDP projects in Argentin_ have a
signlficam counterpart contribution, covering equipment and other items. The Argentine
Foreign Ministry has agreed to waive customs duties/taxes only on that portion of the
equipment cost funded by the Multilateral F, nd, with the enterprises expected to pay
customs duties/taxes on the balance. The enterprises arc most reluctant to do so. We
arc investigating how to proceed in such a case. Since many developing cntmtry
Governments have adopted measures to exempt all non-ODS equipment imports from
customs duties and taxes. UNDP is strongly encouraging Argentina to do likewise and
would recommend an Executive Cormuittcc message to all countries facing this problem.

E. ADMINISTRATIVE AND FINANCIAL MATTERS

41. a) UNDP can accept promissory notes provided its legal agrc_acnt with the Executive
Co-uihiitreeis suitably amended. A draft amendment is being agreed upOn betweea the
Fund Tressurer. tile Fund Secretariatand UNDP.

b) The level of suppOr_co_tsis also of serious conesrn to UNDP which feels that any
reduction from the current 13% level may not be justified, especially glve_ the additional
agency work effort involved in contributing the needed technical, f'mancial and policy
information _o facilitate implemcnuuion of thc Executive Committee's monitoring and
evalu_rlon system.

(BPLAN98E)

c) In certain projects recipient enterprises have to pay so much of the capital 
conversion costs themselves that they claim an entitlement to the old machine. 

39. Significant decrease in production capacity after equipment procurement There are 
one or two cases where, following project approval and procurement and delivery of the 
specified equipment to the recipient enterprise, that the enterprise - due to market a.­
economic reasons - has significantly reduced its production volume aud may even have 
had to stop production altogether. If this is a temporary situation there would be no 
problem. What should be done where this siruation continues for a longer period? 

40. Customs/Import duties UNDP was able to resolve previous problems in Colombia. 
We now face a somewhat different issue. Some UNDP projects in Argentina have a 
significant counterpart contribution, covering equipment and other items. The Argentine 
Foreign Ministry has agreed to waive customs duties/taxes only on that portion of the 
equipment cost funded by the Multilateral Fund, with the enterprises expecred to pay 
customs duties/taxes on the balance. The enterprises arc most reluctant to do so. We 
arc investigating how to proceed in such a case. Since many developing country 
Govenunents have adopted measures to exempt all non-ODS equipment imports from 
customs duties and taxes. UNDP is strongly encouraging Argentina to do likewise and 
would recommend an Executive Committee message to all countries facing this problem. 

E. ADMINISTRATIVE AND FINANCIAL MATIERS 

41. a) 

b) 

(BPLAN98E) 

UNDP can accept promissory nores provided its legal agrccmcnt with the Executive 
Committee is suitably amended. A draft amendment is being agreed upon between the 
Fund Treasurer. the Fund Secretariat and UNDP. 
The level of support costs is also of serious concern to UNDP which feels that any 
reduction from the current 13 % level may not be justified, especially given the additional 
agency work effort involved in contributing the needed technical, fmancial and policy 
infonnation ro facilitate Implementation of the Executive Committee's monitoring and 
evaluation system. 



Yable 1: FUNDED INVE_I_ENT PROJECT8 BY SEOTQ?-- UNDP - (1) (2) (3) t 124FIS-g3

Na. al ApprOvl_ By the _'ee_ 0ye Di_rm,nm_ by _ Agar. lei i5eclat $ub-Seatar Co_b aDP phase Out (tonlIyr)
flea CommiUm O_ao)

PI_n_ Plannoa

Amount :0 Io Nm Co;t 10Ol Y&ttof Falla_ng 1991 YoorofPlar,-: Foffm_ing
la_KI tire- Yoars (1998) YUm

($'000) Pm- Doc 07 (10081 DeC07

Out(4) iec. n_s
I

Kemr_ Aamml 2e 4,521 1.230 2{ 3,_ 1,70 067 1,920 1gq 272 77_

Poam Foam Flexible PUF 62 10,37_ 4, t71 _ 4.d g,7r_4 2.717 3_0_1 1.254 ST'_ 2,34_

;r,_m FammGol_lllf 10 0,00E 820 1C 6. I 1,417 1.131 2,45E 23C 79 541

;_m . _o_mInmgr_ Sldn sa 12.031 1.240 s_ 0.i 4,012 2_403 5,3_1 42_ M 70:

Foam Fame..P_yslV/ene/Palyelh_larm I 38 14,D2; 3,242 2! 4._ 6,401 2,374 0.151_ 804 1,034 1.4_

Foam FoamRigid PUF, I 12_ 33.3K 4,?gg 12_ t?'(t 12,_40 8,474 14,_ _,32'_ 331 3,12!

Nalon Halan Natt-R.o(rJinl_ _ ;1_ 6_6 _ 04 232 39 8_ 57_ 41 41

H_lon HB?. Recy_ 1 '"S_' 0 11n/a 120 11 24 I: 0 (

Reh'ig_afiorl _l_oralk_ C_mm_r_Jlll 44 12T7_ 842 44 13J _1,140 _.06'7 4,4_1 10; 100 _(

F:_a_'igeratian Rafrigaralk=nD_meauo 3; 20,4,,3E 3,000 32 9.! 13.319 3,820 0,30C ,1_,_91 244 1.37,

Refri._, _Ot_ _fitgemtlan Darnesdc Hyclm E 21,24; 2,gao g , ,?,'! 4,410 5,303 11.52_ 0_ O 2,82'

I;Lefdgeradorl _efilgemlianMAC&CampmHm_ _ 1,g0_ I 4 rl_l , 11044 2.60 0_4 C I I

;Letriget_? _hlgetiUoo _eofallng 3C 3,711_ Ila$ 30 ?._ 31_.5 11027 2.231 101 136 SS'

SolV_ _;_rlt5 C_113 2C 0,13C 355 20 17,; 1,0_0 1.31_ 2,0_ _ 23 27l

$01'*'_t_ _VetttS TCA a 1,53_ 34 0 45.( 1,170 111 24£ 2_ 0
I II

Suh-TO4AI 43 1G3,il_ 24,209 dl_ 6.1 03,373 3O._gQO 66.t74 6,62_ 3.000 14.S&
I

Supf_r_ Cc_ts (13%) I 21,_TO_I I 185,15_

Footrmt'_:

(1) Implementing aflencies will only provide data for those sectordcategades for which there are fiJaded or plennecl acltvltles,

(2) Funded acUviUes Include all Investment projects approved by the Executive Committee,

(3) In same cases, project Implementation (e.g. ODS pi'_se.,out or workshop completion) may have occurred 10utthe financial

trans$_Jans may not have been completed.

(4) The amount of aDP In the propo3;I that lad to the approval.

(_) Recovlrecycl. projects in the Bus. Plan are INV. projects but in the Prog. Rep. am TAS projects ns per Secretariat format.

The two tables ere not dinectiy comparable.

Tabla 1· FUNDED I-SlMENT PROJECTS IY SECTOR UNOP • M) (2) (3) -
Na.0 

App- by Ille Exew!ve Dl&burumant by Ille AQeoc:111 ·-· Sub-Sactar c...,, 
Commitlao ($'000) OPP Pha'" Dul (IOnl/y~ ... 

Planned Planned 

ODP IO 
Num-

Cool 
l>o< 1001 Year of 1001 

Amouol ba 

"' 
Etree- lhtOugh Plafl. 

Fallawlog 
thn,ugh 

Year of Plan-
($-000) Pllased Uve- Years (1908) 

°"' (4) 
PIO- Decl7 (1008) Dec97 
jeCla 

.... 
Aara&OI lAara1101 20 .. ,621 1.238 20 3; 1,708 887 1,928 193 272 

Foam Foam Flexible PUF 82 18375 4,171 82 ... 1,7154 2,717 511>1 1,254 67' 

•aam Foam Gana,-! 10 S,006 820 10 8.1 1,417 1,131 2,"'51!1 200 79 

•oom Foam Integral Skin •• 12,331 1,241!1 s• 0.' 4,512 2,◄0!i ..... 420 58 

Foam Foam poiysiy,_,oJPolua""'laoa 38 1◄ ,D2:S 3,243 •• 4- 8,491 2,37-4 5,1!1:.l 004 1,034 

Foam Foam Rigid l'UF 12!1 ,u .. 4,798 128 7.C 12,848 e.474 14.00• 1,322 351 

H11lo1t H■lon Nan-A.,_.Jlna • •56 656 4 o.• 232 39 15 S74 ., 
Hslort li•lon Racyolirlg 1 155 0 1 n/a 120 11 24 Q 0 

Rt!lfriQWatlon RolltoeracJon Commen:lal •• 12707 842 .. 15, 1 e,14" 2,067 .,,01 102 190 

••[ri..,.Uao Rafrigl!lnuiart DameaHc 32 25,438 3,009 32 ... 13,311 1,120 ..... 1,sa1 244 

'"'•-oo :;i.trw,erallon Dame&dc Hydracartxln 9 21,242 2,9DII D T.• 4,41D 5,303 11.520 07 0 

~genridori RefrlgtQ\ion MAC & Camprauan • 1,IG7 1 • "'" 1044 260 s•• 0 1 

~gerador, Rafl1goraUon Racyollng 30 8,713 H& ,0 7,7 S-525 1027 2,231 188 ,,. 
L\alvenls SOIVerlta CfC.11:, 2n 1!1,130 355 20 17,, 1,8$9 1,31S 2,8.c.t 54 23 

:::0Iven11 SOIVents TCA • 1,530 .. 0 45_r1 1,17!il 111 2• 27 0 

Sub-Total .. 163,150 24,209 "58 s.e 61,171 Ja,aaa ... m S,625 3,000 

SuppartCo&t& (13%) 21,:101 

TOIIII 186,161 

Footnotes· 
(1 J Implementing agencies WIii only proVlde data fer lhoae ■eclo.-.lcetegories fer which there are runded or planned acllvltles. 
(2) Funded activities lndude au Investment projects approved by the Executive Committee. 
(3) en some cases, project Implementation (e.g. ODS pt,ase-out or wool<&h<>p completion) may have occurred but ttoe financial 

transectlons may not have been completed. 
(4) The amount of ODP In lhe proposal lhat led to lhe approval. 
(5) Recov/recyci. projects In lhe Bus. Plan are INV. projects but In the Prag. Rep. are TAS projects as per Secretarial fennat 

The two tables are not directly comparable. 
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Tibia 2: PRn__"__C_TPRMPARA_QH BY SEGTOR -- UNDP (1__21 . . 134Fi_N
/_.Od PMeet _

Sector 8Uf_SL'Gt4r CounlDrlmi FUIt_l SO00 proJllds b] _i a U1Mtdtb)d

YearM PMnItWJ) FolloMngYeer(1m9)

Odwr I _ to Other
to

Numlxlr .,..----'_-.d ODF' to Numbor Value be ODP to,PriM' PRP Value h,, of PMand be

Ylmr_ _FMe(M4 ProJ*_. (_(wl Om phm_d /'T_Je_b, (Ir00o) out(ooP phiw_(ODP
tonrayr) OUt mn_#) out

k._.t 0 B! 9 I1; 1411 n
....... 4 I

:olin GenMlil tt 0 3SI 12 I_10! 1;100 0

;Dim Flmdbl. I_lyurdtmne ;I O 31 3 IM U 0

_om Intogml &kin I O 44 _ 2,30( 200 e

:_lm POlystyrene/Polylmtylene 0 0 I 0 0 a

sl_Im Rigid PolyMmthane 3 ? 10Q 14 4,043 S?? O

:Ur.M__lh(, _,_1FUJ_JP_ - Ffml_m 3 O 60 3 ,. 1_ 0

_um!--rlo_ _11 FHmlwWan - Tobll_o 2 0 60 ;_ BOO ,0

Fru_ EIo.Fumkjidon - TOfMtO " a els o 1,1o0 Q

;UF__'Knq Sdl FUmll;l_O_ - litrawlMwrl41 Z 0 45 2 7_ a

Ifumlgltlon Soil Fumlplllop - _ ! o -_n I _ o,

_umlo,m°n ,s(mfumlgHton· Other 0 O Im, , 3 1,z_ C
P,__",_fi _.rap Ifid JStru_urdl Uie Ii O 13C S 1,?GQ C

i4aion hGydtng . t o ;BC 4 gQQ _ SI

i Hadon Non-Ker.ydlng 2 e sc i 700 _ MJ I

ReMeenWon commerclll I 0 11_ li 3_, 23; ·

ReMger_on _o_,,_-_ t 0 zc I 30C 2( 0

_oMg&*_O_ _ (hydrocagl_x_) 2 (I 6( 3 6r'(2C 489 0

R_fi_ MACs and Comlxl_om 0 O ( I 0 O i

_hlg4mt]o_ ReGyGIInll 6 0 _ S 1,M_ t41 O
II

_oivlnt CF_-_t3 3 O 4_ 3 Ill 71 O

toNe/K TGA t · 0 ! t O O
IIII

_ eft o o I 0 ( 0 a

Jnformmm R.qum_s 0 0 I O O 0 0
Ill

lU_-TQtol J _13 0 : t,311 tM 3T_t46 _ _K
m

b...M,_t Colts (13'/.) 1lt! _..il_l
,p _llq

r., I I '"' '"'" == '"1
ITl/mWtS*,G_: 3&4_

Footnotee:

(1) Implementing agencise will only provide data fQr those sec_ors/=ategQries for which there ,,re
funded or Manned activities.

(2) Inclu(ie$ projeGt preparation advances.
(3) Without the Fumigation SeGtor, the Values in 'OM)U55 would ehow· "eublotal" Df 30,245. with

13% support eoet 34,177 end minus 1S% overprogrammlng 29,T19.

Tabla Z; PRO.IECT Pft EPARATION BY SECTOR UNDP 11' -• 
,_ 

s_, lub-Sll!Ctor 
No.Ill PIQjool~ Prol""'" a> .. Sllllmlbd 

Cou- FUIICIS S'VOO 

YHr of Pl.In 111981 followtng Yeor (11191 

CFC'• U> -.. 
p- PRP -- V•l110 Pt,uod OOPID Nu..-

DI be Of 
v ..... Need..i Projactll ($'IIOOI Oul ph- PraJ■cbl 

IODP _,, out 

, .. _, 
' 0 15 9 112 'Ml 0 

r.:....,, ....... , 11 0 ••• IZ •-o 1100 ' 

"oom l'lalble Polyunllu, .. z 0 ~ • - 12 0 

looom lmogrolSldri 1 0 ~ 2 2,300 2GO 

IFaom PO~l'Nlt/ POl~HI 0 0 ' - 0 D 0 

IF .. m R'91d Polyurelllano • D 1'" 14 ..... 590 0 

IFumlgatlon SOI FumlgaClon • FIOWers 3 0 
., 3 1-' 0 

liumlgodon SoNFMmlaotlon.Tabloco 2 0 11 2 IOO 0 a 
IFum1ga11an eon Fumlgodon. TomolO • • -· 2 1- 0 I 

bumlgallon Sall Fumlplion • Sta IWINl'1G■ z 0 .. 2 7IIO • 0 

IFumltllllon Soll F•mlglllon • .,.,.._ 1 0 • 1 >00 0 I 

Fumlglllon son f'umlgallOn ■ Other 3 0 .. • 1•-· 0 0 

Fumigation sturap llftd !ltruetur.ll UH • 0 1~ 5 1,700 0 • 
!Halon fleoydlng 1 • • 1 300 0 .. 
HIIIOII Non--ydlng 2 0 ~ • 700 0 MO 

R•M8•tat1on Cornrnel'Clal I 0 11, 11 3.335 Z32 I 

Relttgondton Domnllc 1 0 ., 1 300 20 0 

RaMgOtllfon Dom•- (hydl'Oeertlonl z • ., 3 &.12D "59 0 

R~on MAC■ •nd Compnno,. 0 • ' . 0 0 0 

Rafl'igtffllOR Rlcycllnfl • • • • 1-1 1'1 • 
Salvant CFC-113 3 • . • UI 71 0 

50Nlnt TCA • 0 ' . 0 • • 
p- Cl'C 0 0 I 0 • 0 I 

1n......,..,, ....... • • ' • • 0 ' 
u lntft-een A■qu■-ts 0 0 I 0 0 • 0 

SU.Total I 33 0 1,311 131 37,1.a 3,Cll3 .. 
Support cam (13%) 111 4,121 

TOIII 1,m 41,174 3,Gl3 -mlnu 15% O"rJ11011...-min11: ··--Footnotes; 
(1) Implementing ■ganclee will only provide dat. for those sectorstcategorles for which there are 

funded or planned activities. 
(2) Includes projeet preparation advances. 

(31 Without the Fumigation Sector, the Values In ·ooo USS would show a "subtotal" of 30,245, with 

13% support cost 34, 177 and minus 15% ovarprogrammlng 29,719. 
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I rable3: _ION-INVE$'fiI_ENTPROJECT8- Ui_DP(1) (2) i3) I I I I tS-Feb-Ge

Ab'mdy To be Yea&'ef
Re-. 1¥ .Appro- Reques-. To-_ Ran ,Future!

_enl_ LAC NS _ s_m_ _ 35 121 203 _

Cea 3_esh ASP NS n,stltu*lonalr_ 15( 100 4S _ 124 _-DS R_fc_em_(l_)
B_ LAC 'NS _1_ _ _ 270 309 1_ 19D,_ _fm _m_ [1_}

Brazil. LAC FAS ,_MES_ 1_ 2 75 23 Jim-ge _23_m(_9_
_ _p =__P_e_ _ _ 1_! 111 F_gE U_21_E_om
Ch_'w Asp rAs Oe_gnmndard_c_dsfomge 20C 11 I00 8! Oeo,97

c_ iks_, rAs F_Sectors'bJdy:.BHE.,lRI 4K 334 100 4! Jun-g7
_ _EM _ _ reft. demoproject _ 50 26 £ JUh-g7j

Chlrd _P r_ _ _ _ 26{: 202 56 _ JM-gTj
_lrm _P r'AB HI[an*plm_mM:a_. _s _C ! 195 75 · _-_
Chl'M. Ik.Rp I_ ImltlhJooalSimng_ 75C _ 100 14' Oct*ga

aur_a7

Chhl RSp FAS NaLl_qcyCFC_ecov/f_ 10C 5E 44 { Sep-97
_P CAS O_6N_,.e;,_eSlmldarde-SlOF:M 363 31_ 44 { Sep.97

China I,,Sp r'AS ReMg_altQuralr_conl_Mtesrmg 70 4_ 21 .f. Jun..97
Chi-_ _SP CAS 8MEStm_/:m'MIICFC_,,;._mverL _ _ 5L ( ,hr,.o7

_P rA.q _olv_.l&f;aa_ 2_ I _ 100 _ F_ _M_el_ortt(F_97)
_P fAS _:_e_C_re 4891 37_ 68 4! sepa7

Colarn_a lAC NS Iml'.du_nal_nglhenlng 318 21.' 23E 11g 17" Dec-gO RequmtrerExlen_,n(1998)
_ _ NS _tstree_G_nk_ 321 1_ 246 110 7[ _Q _rE_n(l_

fee Cube LAC IfS ;,.,_,,.;;...lslm_er_klg 172 11! 1_ 72' B._ Dec-gO _ec_tfor/atension(19S(I)

(es Cuba LAC CAS Rddsma_nPhaseo_trate_ 30 2_ 10 ( .-_p-g7
Do_i_mRap_olb LAC 'AS __ 76 2_ 41 13 _7

feb _a _ _ Ird_t,._.a.=lStreatgthe_ing 260 154 79 52 _g8,

GIo_,I GLO _ _ HalonePmJ._ 345 234 gl 2C Dee-_
Global GLO T'_ GlabadMACTA 59 25 2'5 [
_1_1 GLO '_ GIM_s_ 819 2.5C 481 225 36_ _ _l_e_

(_abal GIJD,_ _St_!y1_ (2)0ovtanduslfYmP 5D 37 13 ¢ Jun-97
India _ DEM_,er_,olFfil_al5cof_s 176 G lis 61 Apr_
India ASF TAS R:_m_,g)Yacknpmgramme 200 3 75 1_ Dec-g7

India A.SF _M H_or_E_ 309 212 771 2( Dec.,g7
Ind'ra ASF INS Insblt,CenalSlws_rdng 716 282 357 285' 33.., Dec-OD a,equestforExtemion(19e6)
I_ne$_ _ INS r__g 525 257 118 12C Jun-g7 '_e_dal2_ExCom
I_ AS&=I1_ L_I__ 400 117 183 1DC _ _e_l_dal2_Com

Kenya RFP IN8 haatilutionalstmngthenlnll 1751 12C 91 94 I1[ DIO-99 ,_equest_rExtmlskm(1998)
M_leysPa ASP TAS Remeds.safa4y&TA_rograrmm 148J 87 58 C Dee-g5
Mata.'ys_ ABP INS ImtikConalStrer_t_ 536! 305 9_ 14C Ocf.gB
M_ _CI_6 I_ff_datrenp_N_ 285i Iai: 194 101 lec o_0o _equestforF.._enslon(1698)

Me _CiTAS 91_ES_rveyolOD_u_a 6(3/ 45 15 C M_I %_royed_t_2_Ex_m(Jung_
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Table 3: IIDN-INVESThlEITT PROJECTS - UHDP (1) (2) [3) I 13.feb.SB 
Prqect Furdng lllsbummen!s Dale C<>m0le4ed Status 

tmaa, Tobe v .. ,., ·, 
R&- Ty- Appro- Roques- To-Date Plan Future 

LVC a[on pe TIiie ved led (Dec97) (1998) Ye1n1 

Arg0'1lfna LAC INS I nat,w,unal stn,ng!llenln(I JBII 36 121 2u Dec-911 

•• Bangfa4esh ASP I natllullonal sit e,vlllering 150 100 46 80 124 Dec-99 ,equest for Eltl•nslon (1 B9B) 
Brazil LAC NS lnslllutlonal strengthening 4D3 -,,; 308 177 19D Dec,,gg Raquest f.,- Elden■lon (1996) 
B- LAC AS SMESUMy 100 2 75 23 Jun-99 at 23rd ExCom (Nov 97) 
China ASP .. PG Counky Pro11111nrne P,eparafion 425 209 100 11, Fob-9B Update approved at 21st E.Com 
China ASP AS Clnlgnslandanla: cold &!oraae 200 11· 100 s, llec-97 
Chha ASP AS Foam Sector study: BHEARI 460 334 1DD 4 .,,.,.97 
China ASP uEM Food .- rolrqi. demo project 75 50 2G I Jlft-97j 
Chlna ASP 'AS Helon phueout pla"1codesllrm. 260 202 58 ,, Jut-87i 
China ASP AS Hllont phaoeo<II: 1l1er. qslema 300 195 75 "' Dec-97• 
China ,.,.p ... lnltltional Sim lg1he1 • 1g 750 5119 100 141 Ocl•SB 
Chino ASP 'AS NBR-SIIT\loy ~ 116 21 ~ Ju>.117 
China ASP AS Nat policy CFC ll!COVln,cycllng 100 56 44 S,p-97 
China ASP 'AS ODS _ ,.athe Slandardt - SIOFM 383 319 44 { Sep-97 
China p 'AS Refll!lenllan Qllllily conlnll testing 7D 40 21 I Jui-97 
China ASP AS SNE SUrvey. lfflll CFCaarl!conven. 90, B4 s, D Jun-417 
Chha ASP AS 

-·· finat10lng plan 
2001 36 100 .. Fl!b-96 dlllthe21ol EllCom (Feb 97) 

China ASP AS Solvlnls: Cleaning Applicallons Cerilro 489 373 6tl 49 Sen..w7 
Colombia LAC INS lnsfl1ullona1 ll!rensllhenh.il 318 213 239 119 173 Dec-99 )lequest lor Eldensfon (1998) 
Colla Rica LAC ltfS lnslllulionel afrenafhenkig 321 1<> 249 110 7D Dec-OD Requoot ro,E_n (1998) 

VOi CUbo LAC NS lnslllullona11lre,all,en~ 172 115 125 77 6: Dac,-99 Recum lor Eldension (1996) .. CUl>a LAC AS Rllriae-n Pliasaoulsllllll!IIII 30 20 10 0 Sep-97 
Domlnlcan Rapul,lic LAC AS Demonstration pn,ject 78 20 41 17 llec>97 

•• Ghana AFR NS 1--..1 Slren;lhenina .2IJO 154 79 57 Oct-98, 
Global lll.O AS Gfol>alH■lon•ProJod 345 234 91 2[ Deo-97 
Globel GLO AS GlalialMACTA 50 25 25 I Jur>ll7 
Glol>al GLO AS Global MACs project B19 2!i( 481 225 363 Jun.DO Re-' far Eldenslon 
Global GLD rRA 1Study knn (2) pt,tndus~ ll!P 50 37 13 ( Jun-97 
India ASP DEM ""'oool F1lllng II 5 oomponles 176 0 115 61 Apr-SB 
India ASP AS Foam ~ytacllan ~me 2DD 3 75 122 Dec-97 
India ASP DEM H-Sector Demo/Eva! 309 212 77 20 Dec-97 
lnd"11 ASP INS lnstllulonal rin~ 718 2B, 3B7 285· 333 Dec-OD Request ror Extension (1996) 
lndonesfa ASP INS I nstlltiional sln!f1glhenln~ 525 2B7 118 120 Joo-97 Extensm Appn,ved al 23rd ExCom 
Im, ASP INS lnstllilonal sfn!nglhenlng 4DD 117 11!3 100 Dac,-99 ■E>lenslon Appraw,d al 23rd ExCom 
Kenya AFR INS lnllliilonal strenglhenlno 175 12D 91 94 110 lll<>-99 Req,,esl far Extension (1998) 
Malaysia ASP AS i,e,IIIOI,; safely & TA 148 87 58 D De<>SS 
Malaysia ASP INS lnafflltional Stn,nglherlng 538, 3D5 93 140 Oct-9B 
Mel<ioo LAC INS lnalNulonal Strenglllering 285! 190 194 101 181 Oct-DD Raquast filr EJlonslon ( 1998) 
Mllllico LAC AS SME Survey of ODS use 6D 45 15 D May-9!! I •ooro,ed al the 22nd ExCom {Jun sn 
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Table 3: NON-INVESTMENT PROJECTS· UNDP (11 rn (3) I I U-Feb-411 

Pn,jec!Fundilg Dislnnernents Dale Cmnploled Slalus 
Already 10 .. YearOI 

Re- Ty- Appn,- Reqves- To-Dale Plan Fllture 

LVC glon pe TIiie ved led (Dlo97) (1998) Year& 

·--J■ AFR ~s lndllllmalllr 300 51 127 
~ 

lloc>97 

Pakillan ASP NS .lndtullonalllt•.gUw.Mu 259·. « 130 ~ 

Roglon: Afrlca I\Ffl 1,8 MBR Survey: Atlca-ES 180 83 97 I -Sri Lonlca "-•P NS lnstllullanal 1lrenglher■19 258 129 46 ~ ~ Exlonalan Approved al 23nl ExCom 

Thailand MP 1,8 Aerotol ealely piagiallKne 127 41 66 Ooc-117 
Thlllllnd ASP N6 lnslMlono,I oll&11ylhenl11g <4QO ~ 238 167 282 Dec-69 rorExten■lon 11998) .. Trinidad anl Tobll!ID LAC N6 

- streng1llenlng 
88 .. 0 4B 112 Ccl-00 R-- ror Extens1on (199B) .. Uruguay LAC AS MtOOOIHClorCFC 54 37 17 ·-.. u,- LAC N6 lnstltAfana SltengllMlillO 319 11, 236 81 I• Dllc-911 _. ror 1:x1ons1on 119981 

Venuuola LAC NS lnstaUIOMI Sfrengll,enlng 659 220 489 103 28 Od-llll equnC far ~ltl'tlbn t1m:iB1 

SUBTOTAL 13,548 2~ 7,534 4,180 4,134 
; 13!1. OVerhead 1,761 299 

TOTAL 15,310 
2~ I 

I I 
. ormm,gan:t New R--1& 13.gi 

~

- 7}!,34 4.1IO 4,1~ 
Non-lnvmtmenl Pn>Jeoto 4,358 ,. 4,344 0 

•ullTOTAL Ongoing, New, 17~ ,. 11,1178 4.1&0 4,1 

3" Ovemllad 2,328 .,,_ 
TOTAL Ongoing, NIW, Complelod 20,234 2,-

1-"nntnglait• i 
1 lmplementlnn a11encles will onlv provide data for those sectorsl.,_ories for which there me nlanned activities. 

Include fUnded ac:tlvilies I I 
3 In some cases DIO"'ct Im ementalion '"" ODS nhaseout or workshop completion) may have occ:uned but fln11nclal transactions mav 

not have been """"'lalad I 
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1'111,10 4' fUNDED INVESTMENT PROJECTS BY COUNTRY - UNDP (1) (2) (S) 

13-Fab-98 

Coum,y R•gton Appronl5 by Ex. Oomnllt&e• (l"IIGD) Olllbu,.■mant 111 UNDP (l'OOD) 0DP PhaSOII ""'(lonllfflllH~ 

00PIO con 1111 Yciaror 1991 v •• ,...,, 
Amount be fl,lu,nbllrot l!ttKII- through Plan-

FOIIOWlng 
lhraugh Plan• 

Foaowlng 
ussooo PhU•4 PraJ•cta Ya■l"II 

OUI(◄) 
"■DNli D•c:tT 11181) D■c:1'1' (19911 

I! AFRICAN REPUBLIC AFR 12'1 • 2 21 I S8 '.! 0 • 
0 fflnu:\ AFR 201 19 1 10. • 12 13 0 • 

"" AFR t),"2 1,710 21 T. 1,029 1,42:t .... ... 2TI 

GAMBIA AFR M 11 1 I 2 11 42 0 0 

HANA AFR 1173 ... 2 ,.. ... 1N 2211 0 113 

IE
THO AFR .. • 1 18.7 2 17 3'I 0 • 

c&WI AFR 101 7 1 11 1D0 2 • a • 
URITIUII AFR 149 •• ' 17.1 421 72 1~ 30 ' IIOROCOO APR 2,,11 IH • ,. H ... 1.- 13 0 

IIOZAMIIIQUii AFR 111 • 1 19. ' .. • • 
IGliFIIA APR 2,301 520 ,. .. 270 MO 1,:1111 • • 
AN2ANIA AFR 112 10 1 1,, ◄ .. 1~ • • 

UGANDA AFR .. • 1 14.0 17 0 -1 • 0 
~MBIA AFR 106 T 1 1G.2 .. • • • 
SUBTOTAL AFR 20,578 "-245 66 8.3 10.428 3Ji 6,9~ 867 488 
BAHRAIN ASP 2A2 "' 1 12.1 I .,. 0 • 
BANGLADBlitl ASP :w 12' 1 2.e • 102 221 • 12 

CHINA AIP "·* 1.3:11 18 .. 1,842 t,111 21.lil ... ... 
INDIA ASP 9-429 1 +Ill •1 I.! 3.0S1 2,017 ·••1 ... 11T 

NDONESIA ASP 1714 237 1& 7' ... 411 - 42 • 
MALAYSIA ASP 15,617' 2-502. .. • tG,124 1,731 3,76 1,711 1N 

F"HILIPPIN&& ASP 5.714 705 11 • 2,980 19◄ 1,12 911 101 

RI LANKA ASP 1,111 H I zo.e ... ,00 .. T 9 

HAILAND A&P 1,010 1,713 21 4.7 4,3H 1173 2- 120 242 

ll!TNAJI p I02 220 • ... ••2 ,. 171 0 .. 
8UIITOTAL ASP 114,472 13,352 241 u 31,841 18.1153 36.178 3 4111 1,750 
!•orgta I.UR • 1 .. ,. • • 
SUBTOTAL EUR 107 4 1 26.8 0 34 73 0 0 

RGENTINA LAC 7,341 11002 21 7.3 :1.110 1 ... .... 11 ◄Z 

BAHAMAS LAC 111 1• 1 11 • .. 10, • 0 
BOUVLA LAC 141 .. I 1DA 12& • 1◄ • • 
BRAZIL LAC 14,403 2,254 40 •• 2,111 3,119& 7,11 ••• 2•• 

COI.OMIIIA LAC l,SIIO 711 ,. 10,8 1.n1 904 2,D21 281 153 
COSTA.RICA LAC 710 " 2 11,1 ••• •• 21 • 1, 

CUBA LAC 219 •2 2 .. ,. . •• ~ 
.. • 

aAJMINICAN REPUBLIC LAC 420 •1 1 U.l' 7 131 0 a 
!LSALVADOR LAC ••• 22 1 13. ' .. 0 • 

UATIMALA LAC 147 ., 5 11. '71 141 121 Z◄ 11 

AMAICA LAC ... ■I 2 7j ... II 20I 17 0 

1111EXICO LAC 1 • .... 24 7. 1,125 1.,1• ,,2911 HM 67 

F"ANAIIA LAC ■1:r •• • 7 227 119 .. 1 0 22 

PARABUAY LAC ◄OB .. 1 • • 121 m • • 
P!RU LAC •.>n ... 12 1•-. t.142 319 - • .. 

RINIDAD AND 'rOIEIAQO LAC 214 11 1 11, • 17 14 0 • 
UMUGUAV LAC 1,102 111 I • ... •• 71 1 .. • 
-'ENEZUELA LAC ◄.14& ... 13 7,1 1,424 • 1,•"' 2' 149 

SUBTOTAL LAC 68,192 7,101 150 7.7 21,607 10,114 21,172 2,387 784 

f<LLREGIONS 163,850 24,209 458 &,a 61,676 30,000 65,174 8,825 3,000 

~ORT COSTS (13%1 21,:aa1 

GIRAND TOTAL 10,111 

fpptpgtgg; 
(1) Implementing agoncl9• wlll only prov(de data for thoae •ectoratcatagorfN for which there al'a fundad or plannod actlvltlos. 
C2) Funded actlvttl•• Include only tha&a proJIICbi and acU~IUu apptov1d by th• Exocudvo CommfflN but for whle:h flnane:l•I 

tranuac::tlon5 hava nut been complidad. 
C3} In aon'lle caN, ptoJect lmplomantatlon (e.g. ODS ph■H-Oult or work11hop complatlon) may hava occurtad but tho flnanelal 

transaction• may not have been completed. 
(4) the amount of ODP In th• propm.aJ ttlat led to the approval. 
{S) di&bUT'lillllltHdlii do NOT lncludo obllgatlons 

v .... 

• 
1 . ., 
11 

113 

• 
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1,922 
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~ .. ... -11 
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Tabla&; PROJECT PREPARATION BY COUNTRY -UNDP (1!._lli 13.feb-88 

Country Region Project Projects to be Subm-d P-aratlon 

Year of Plan (1998) Following Year (1899) 

Num• 
CFC'sto Other 

Num-
CFC'sto Other 

Prior PRP bar Value be Phased ODPto ba 
ber Value be Phased ODPID be 

Nae• of of 
Y■ara 

dad pn,. ($'000) Out(ODP Phased Pro-
(S'000) Out(ODP Phaeed 

lects 
tona/yr) Out ........ tons/yr) 

""""0 n•h•n) AFR 0 25 1 75 10 a 
AFR a 70 :s 1.30D a 500 

~ AFR 0 5 1 150 16 0 
Ma-i AFR a 26 1 400 a a 
IUlomcco Al'R a 20 2 300 JO a 

I r AFR 0 5 1 150 15 0 
rla AFR 0 11D 8 1,000 100 0 

anzanla AFR 0 45 2 100 27 0 
bla AFR 0 25 1 400 0 0 
au- AFR 0 ~ 300 0 0 
,._,_ 

Ar" u !ft: •• -··· ,., -Ba-lad .. h ...... 0 ' 
11! 

36 0 
China ASP 0 170 13 1,145 0 
lndla ASP 0 II& 23 2,800 288 ,.0 
ndoneala ASP 0 40 9 1-0 133 0 

Enon ASP 0 25 1 400 0 0 
■vsla ASP 0 80 5 943 70 0 
golla ASP 0 25 1 76 10 0 

Phlllnnlnas ASP 0 55 2 725 50 0 

I Lanka ASP 0 20 1 300 16 0 
afland ASP 0 55 7 808 

~ 
0 

etNa111 ·-·~ 0 ;a, 

, .• 0 
A~~ 0 ., n 

~ = u u 
0 •= £• 0 

LAC 50 3 800 80 a 
a 

• 
LAC 40 3 470 32 0 

Brazfl LAC 140 21 &,800 538 0 
Chlle LAC 26 1 400 0 0 
~lombla LAC 25 2 400 &O 0 
Cos111Rlc■ LAC 80 4 7IIO 10 0 
Dominican Republic LAC 25 2 715 61 0 
E!I Salvador LAC 25 3 850 &6 0 

exlco LAC 100 a 1,800 100 so 
Peru LAC 26 1 300 0 0 
Trinidad and Tobann LAC 16 1 42 10 0 
.. ruguay LAC 0 • ;;; G 0 

11,~:;;..s ~ u •~u nu =• DU 

0 1,396 13& 37.146 3,063 ••• 
seen n:l!!lllluests 0 0 

, ... , .... u ,,~- ·- ~-.•- l!! DDU u u u 
~unnnrt Costa 0 181 4,829 0 
I GrandTot■I 0 1.5~ 41.974 a 

llllnus 1a.,. OVarprogrammlng 36.498 

fggtpgtg:,-
(1) Implementing agencies wlll only pn,vlde data for those sectora/categories for which there are 

funded or planned acUvltles. 
(2) Includes project preparation advances. 
(3) Without the Fumigation Sector, the Values In '000 USS would show a "subtotal~ of 30,245, with 

13% supportc:ost34,177 and minus 15% overprogramming 29,719. 

Out 

u 



Tabia Ca: PROJECT PREPARATION BY COUNTRY AND BY SECTOR -- UNDP (1) (2) 13-Feb-98

Country pre,?tiC-ts to be Submitted

CFC's to be

Country Re- LVC Sub-sector Prior PRPNee Nr°f_ PhasedOut OtherODPfa
gion years ded pro- Value

jects ($'000) (ODP be Pha_ecl,out i
t tonsh/r)

I

ARGENT/NA LAC Foam Genera( 0 26 2 40C 80 b
ARGENTINA LAC PumigaUon: Soil Fumigation - Tobacco 0 25 I 40C 0
BANQLAOESH ASP I ReRrigeration Recycling 0 16 I 36C 35 _ I

BOLIVIA LAC I Refrigeration Commercial 0 20 2 17¢ 12 u

P_'_nfiA LAC I Refrigemton Domestic 0 20 I 30C 20 u
BRAZIL LAG Foam General 0 70 16 4,20( 480 u

BRAZIL LAC Fumiga_Qn: Soil Fumigation - Flowers O 2G I 40( G u

BRAZ/L LAC :umigation: Soft Fumigation -Tomato O 2G 0 40C 0 u

' BRAZIL LAC _etrigerefion Commercial 0 3C 4 80( SE u
.:HILE LAC :urn_a_on: Soi! Fumigat;on - O_her 0 2_ I 40( (] u

_HINA ASP :oam PhBxiblePUF 0 1C 2 40( 65 u

_HINA ASP :oam Integral Skin 0 4; 2 2,30( 20C 0

_.HINA ASP :oam Rigid PUF 0 4; E 3,00( 45C li

_HINA ASp :umiga_on: Storage I Structural Use 0 3C I 40( C 0

_HINA ASp _efTigeration Domeatic Hydrocarbon 0 6( ; 5.60( 43C 0

_DLOMBIA LAC :oam General 0 2E ; 4001 5( 0

3ONQO (K/n) !AFR I :oam Genera! O 2_ I 75 1( 0

·_OSTA RIGA .AG :umigation: Soil Fumigation - Cucurbits O 2( I 300 C 0

_OSTA RIGA .AC :umiga_on: Soft Fumign_on - Flowers O 2C I 300 ¢ O
_TA RK_A -AC :_efrigefat_o,nCommercial 0 2( ; 160 10 C

)OMINICAN REPUBLIC _AC RetrigeraCon Commercial 0 2( 1 316; 21 C

· DMINICAN REPUBLIC LAC _effigerafon Recycling li ! 1 400 40 C
'OYPT M:R ;umigation: Soil Fumigation - SerawberrJes 0 2( 1 400 O C

.=QYPT RFR Fumigation: SOil Fumigation - Tomato 0 2( I 400 0 ;

EGYPT N=R Halon Non-Recycling 0 3( 1 600 0 ou_
F.LSALVADOR LAC I Foam Oeneral li 2( : 260 30 (

EL SALVADOR LAC I Refrigeration Recycling 5 1 400 36 (
3ABON AFR I Retriger_don Recycling 6 1 150 15 (

_IDIA _ASP Aerosol 20 _ 200 48 (

INDIA ASP Foam General i 30 10 1.600 160 (
iNDIA ASp Halon Non-Recycling 20 6 200 O 14(

INDIA ASP Retrigeration Commercial 15 S 1,000 70 (

b%_DONESIA ASp Foam Rigid PUF 3(} 4 60(] 70 (
INDONESIA ASp Refrigeration Commercial 0; 10 6 900 63 0'

LEBANON ASP I Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Tomato O 25 I 40_ 0

MALAWI AFR I Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Tobacco 0 26 I 40C 0 U.
MALAYSIA ASp ! Foam Rigid PUF O 30 4 64_ 70 U.

MALAYSIA ASP : Fumigation: Storage I Structural Use O 30 I 40C O O

MEXICO LAC ' Foam General 0 40 6 1,00c I el0 u

MEXICO LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Flowers O 20 I 30C 0 u
MEXICO LAG Fumigation: Storage I Sbuctural Use 0 20 I 30( li u

MEXICO LAC Halon Recycling 0 20 I 30( 0 _du

MOLDOVA EUR I _Retrigeration Domestic Hydrocarbon ti 0 I 62( 2g u
MONGOLIA ASP I :oam General O 20 t 7! 10 u

I MOROCCO AFR :oam General O 20 2 30( 30 u
: NIGER AFR I _afrigeration Recycling 0 _ I 16( 10 u
NIGERIA AFR :oam General 0 50 _ 1,00( 10_ u

PERU LAC I :umigation: Soil Fumigation - Strawberries 0 2_ 1 30( C 0

_pHHILJPP_JES ASP :um_ation: Soil Fumigation. Other 0 30 1 40( C 0

IUPPINES ASP _olvents CFC-I 13 0 2_ 1 32_ 5C 0

Table 6a· PROJECT PREPARATION BY COUNTRY AND BY SECTOR - UNDP (1 )(2) 13..feb-98 

Country p~~ to be Submitted 

Nrof 
CFC's tobe OtherODPtc 

Re- Prior PRPN .. Value Phased Out 
Country 

gion 
LVC Sub-sector Years ded 

pro-
($'000) (ODP 

be Phased 
jects tons/yr) 

out 

11.1«,.ENTINA LAC Foam General 0 25 2 400 80 0 

AlffiENTINA LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation -Tobacco 0 25 1 400 0 0 

UNGLADESH ASP 1 -'efrigeration Recycling 0 16 1 350 35 0 

LAC 1 ~efrigeration Commercial 0 20 2 170 12 0 

LAC 1 Refrigeration Domestic 0 20 1 300 20 0 

mRAZIL LAC Foam General 0 70 16 4,200 480 0 

ll!l<ALIL LAC r=umigation: Soil Fumigation - Flowers 0 20 1 400 0 0 

IRRAZIL LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation• Tomato 0 20 0 400 0 0 

ml<IWL LAC Refrigera~on Commercial 0 30 4 800 56 0 

IC.HILE LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation • other 0 25 1 400 0 0 

""'11NA ASP Foam Flexible PUF 0 10 2 400 65 0 

CHINA ASP Foam Integral Skin 0 40 2 2,300 200 0 

,HINA ASP Foam Rigid PUF 0 40 6 3,000 450 0 

CHINA ASP Fumigation: Storage I Structural Use 0 30 1 400 0 0 

,HINA ASP Refrigeration Domestic Hydrocarbon 0 50 2 5,500 430 0 

BIA LAC oamGeneral 0 25 2 400 50 0 

:::a:HwuO (Kin) AFR 1 Foam General 0 25 1 7' 10 0 

c:osTARICA LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation • Cucurbits 0 20 1 300 0 0 

o=TARICA LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation • Flowers 0 20 1 300 0 0 

::osTARICA LAC Refrigeration Commercial 0 20 2 150 10 0 

•--tNICAN REPUBLIC LAC Refrigeration Commercial 0 20 1 315 21 0 

XJMINICAN REPUBLIC LAC ~efrigeration Recycling 0 5 1 400 40 0 

•OYPT AFR Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Strawberries 0 20 1 400 0 0 

I~ AFR Fumigation: Soil Fumigation• Tomato 0 20 1 400 0 0 

AFR .., .. Ion Non~ecycling 0 30 1 500 0 500 

"'-SALVADOR LAC 1 Foam General 0 20 2 250 30 0 

LSALVADOR LAC 1 Refrigeration Recycling 0 5 1 400 36 0 -- AFR 1 Refrigeration Recycling 0 5 1 150 15 0 

DIA ASP 1.•rosol 0 20 3 200 48 0 

MDIA ASP Foam General 0 30 10 1,600 150 0 

NOIA ASP Halon Non~ycling 0 20 5 200 0 140 

~ ASP Refrigeration Commercial 0 15 5 1,000 70 0 

IINDONESIA ASP Foam Rigid PUF 0 30 ' 600 70 0 

IINDONESIA ASP Refrigeration Commercial 0 10 5 900 53 0 
~ ASP 1 Fumigation: Soll Fumigation -Tomato 0 2' 1 400 0 0 

IIIIALAWI AFR 1 i:umigation: Soil Fumigation -Tobacco 0 25 1 400 0 0 

IIAL.AYSIA ASP Foam Rigid PUF 0 30 ' 543 70 0 

IIAL.AYSIA ASP Fumigation: Storage I Structural Use 0 30 1 400 0 0 

MEXICO LAC Foam General 0 40 6 1,000 100 0 

MEXICO LAC Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Flowers 0 20 1 300 0 0 

MEXICO LAC Fumigation: Storage I Structural Use 0 20 1 300 0 0 

1111EXICO LAC Malon Recycling 0 20 1 300 0 50 

MOLDOVA EUR 1 11•frigeration Domestic Hydrocarbon 0 0 1 620 29 0 

IIONOOLIA ASP 1 oamGeneral 0 25 1 75 10 0 

MOROCCO AFR Foam General 0 20 2 300 30 0 

NIGER AFR 1 Refrigeration Recycling 0 5 1 150 15 0 

NIGERIA AFR Foam General 0 50 8 1,000 100 0 

PERU LAC 1 Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Strawberries 0 25 1 300 0 0 

•HIUPPINES ASP Fumigation: Soil Fumigation - Other 0 30 1 400 0 0 

PHILIPPINES ASP Solvents CFC-113 0 25 1 325 50 0 



Table 6a: PROJECT PREPARATION BY COUNTRY AND BY SECTOR -- UNDP (1) (2) 13-Feb-88

Country p_a_'ts to be Subrnitted

CFC's to be
Nrol Otber OOP t_

Re- Prior PRP Nee Value Phased Out
pro- be Phased

Country gion LVC Sub-sector Years decl jeers ($'000) (ODP
tons/yr) Out

_RILANKA ASP _olvents CFC.113 20; 1 300 15
tANZANIA AFR I :oam Flexible PUF 20 I 1 200 27

tANZANIA AFR I :umigation: Storage I Structural Use 25 1 300 O

rHAILAND ASP _erosol 30 _ 200 50

tHAILAND ASP :oam General 25 3; 600 60
I'RINIDAD AND TOBAGO LAC I t_eroso[ 15 I 42 10

JRUQUAY LAC I _olvents CFC-113 0 I 60 ti

/lET NAM ASP _resol 20 I 170 40

UUMBIA AFR I :umigation: Soil Fumigation. Other 25 I 400 0

[IMBAB1NE AFR :umigafion: Storage I Structural Use 25 I 300 O

GRAND TOTAL 1,396 186 87,14E 3T053 69C
Suppart Costs 181 4,829

TOTAL Im:L sup_x_'t cosl 1 Itl'76 411974
Minus 16,%Over_r_lrammin_ , 36Tagg

Footnotes:

(1) Implementing agencies will only provide data for those sectorslcalegories for which there are

funded or planned activities.

(2) Includes project preparation advances.
(3) _Nlthout the Fumigation Sector, the Values in '000 USSwould show a "subtotal" of 30,246, with

13'/. support cost 34,177 and minus 16% overprogramming 29,719.

Table &a· PROJECT PREPARATION BY COUNTRY AND BY SECTOR - UNDP (1) (2) 

Country ~~ to be Submitted 

Re- Prior 
Country gion 

LVC Sub-sector 
Years 

RI LANKA ASP Milvents CFC-113 

ANZANIA AFR 1 oam Flexible PUF 

ANZANIA AFR 1 Fumigation: Storage/ Structural Use 

!HAil.AND ASP i..erosol 
n<All.AND ASP Foam General 

111<1NIDAD AND TOBAGO LAC 1 '80SOI 

IURUGUAY LAC 1 Solvents CFC-113 
■vu,1 NAM ASP ...-OSOi 

~BIA AFR 1 Fumigation: Soil Fumigation • Other 

■<1MBABWE AFR Fumigation: Storage/ Structural Use 

GRAND TOTAL 
Support Costs 

TOTALlnct.SunnnrlCosl 

Minus16% ;;;::rammi..,. 

footnotes: 

(1) Implementing agencies will only provide data for those sectors/categories for which there are 

funded or planned activities. 

(2) Includes project preparation advances. 
(3) Without the Fumigation Sector, the Values in '000 US$ would show a "subtotal" of 30,246, with 

13% support cost 34,177 and minus 16% overprogramming 29,719. 

Nrof 
PRPNe< Value 

ded 
pro-

($'000) 
jec1s 

0 20 1 300 
0 20 1 200 
0 2• 1 300 
0 30 200 
0 25 3 500 
0 1' 1 42 
0 0 1 60 
0 20 1 170 
0 25 1 400 

0 25 1 300 
0 1•- 136 37,146 
0 181 4,829 
0 1.676 41.974 

36••9 

13-Feb-88 

CFC's lobe 
otherOOPk 

Phased Out 
(ODP 

be Phased 

tons/yr) Out 

15 0 
27 0 
0 0 

50 0 
60 0 
10 0 
6 0 

40 0 
0 0 
0 0 

3.053 690 






