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Montreal Protocol Meeting: EFCTC calls for common sense to prevail: stopping trade in HCFCs must not delay the elimination of CFCs

EFCTC
 (Brussels), 3 November 2003. The Montreal Protocol is widely recognised as a success in delivering the phase-out of CFCs and protecting the ozone layer. Developing Countries continue to use CFCs but are working to eliminate their use by converting to alternatives. Among them, HCFCs play a major role for the rapid phase-out of CFCs in these countries. 

Until July 2003, it had been widely assumed that all a Country needed to do was to ratify the Copenhagen Amendment of the Montreal Protocol by 1 January 2004 in order to be able to continue to import HCFCs. 

Now the position has been thrown into complete confusion by a range of differing legal interpretations of the Montreal Protocol. Suddenly, in order to continue to import HCFCs, countries might be required to ratify at short notice the Beijing Amendment.

‘Suddenly there is a scramble to encourage Countries to sign up to the Beijing Amendment to be certain they can continue to import HCFCs’ comments Nick Campbell, chair of EFCTC. ‘Because of late legal confusion, we could have a situation where, while a country can continue to import CFCs, the same country might not be able to import HCFCs which are much preferred environmentally. We must indeed not lose sight of the most important issue, which is to eliminate the use of CFCs as rapidly as possible.’

There are 140 countries that can continue to use CFCs. As of 8 October 2003, of these, 114 countries have ratified the Copenhagen Amendment in the expectation that they could continue to import HCFCs after 1 January 2004. In contrast only 32 of the countries that can continue to use CFCs have ratified the Beijing Amendment.

‘Common sense must prevail’ added Nick Campbell. ‘We have all been working very hard to eliminate the use of CFCs in developing countries, in part by using HCFCs. The Montreal Protocol Meeting in Nairobi in November must find a pragmatic solution for continuing this elimination of CFCs. I think the Nairobi meeting will have failed if a country that has signed the Copenhagen Amendment and just imports HCFCs cannot continue to do so after 1 January 2004.’ 

Notes to editor

There are at least 4 legal interpretations of the applicability of the Copenhagen and Beijing Amendments in relation to the import and export of HCFCs.

The Copenhagen Amendment imposes control measures on the consumption of HCFCs. In total 153 countries have ratified the Copenhagen Amendment, as of 8 October 2003.

The Beijing amendment imposes control measures on the production of HCFCs. In total 54 countries have ratified the Beijing Amendment, as of 8 October 2003.

The vast majority of developing countries (known as Article 5 paragraph 1 Parties under the Montreal Protocol) do not produce HCFCs but import them as substitutes to CFCs for domestic use in refrigeration, and foam blowing. In addition, HCFCs have been used for many years in developing countries for air-conditioning.

The 140 Parties that can continue to use CFCs until 2010 under the Montreal Protocol are operating under or temporarily categorised as operating under the Article 5 paragraph 1 of the Montreal Protocol.

For more information, contact:

	Nick Campbell
Chairman EFCTC

nick.campbell@atofina.com
	Véronique Garny

CEFIC

vga@cefic.be


You can also visit the website: www.fluorocarbons.org

� EFCTC, the European Fluorocarbons Technical Committee, represents European producers of fluorinated gases. For more information, go to the website: www.fluorocarbons.org 
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