B & EP

Distr.
2 AL GENERAL
E?é H UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21
" . 4 June 2009
N E A X & CHINESE

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

PAT F R R B0E 15

2R ESPITERS

% e WA/ '
20007 He6 HE 10 H, ZEFIR

FEITRE 2009 FEITTIEAZE

PAT SRR BGE 210G IATER RS ISR SCAF AN SO FEVA S5 AT 2% S v e th AR AT kg




UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21

E WP LEHIFIRFIZEN

1. TR RIS PAT 2R a2 H 2009 R3] T AE J 4% 4 1,145,100 25 G, 4Mn 85,882
FTTIIHUASZ B 28 H

2. TR RIZZ G T A5 SEAUBLR s S in b 30K 1 fos:
R 1 PR RIB T T %

EZR EB/IB Fr s #0%n B ILEER
(E) (E)
AT Bil—FiERES
Al. ASKRAREIRITRINGE: BRIFREEKES
! L7t H B0 H 2 il 50,000 50,000
K W YA SRR B2 100 H )50 H 2 il 30,000 30,000
Syt VAR T U RI B I0 H 4l 150,000 150,000
2= ] VA TS AT A0 H gl X
BRI 110,000 110,000
Al Pif: 340,000 340,000
B F5: IR INAYES)
Bi. IEHKIRFIEEIE:
S Y FERAREIERIH CGEERBD 275,600 *
LR PG Y FERARGIER R IH  CGE )\ B 279,500 *
Bl /it 555,100 *
B2. ¥ AIEEN
e ﬁﬁﬁ%u%&ﬁ%%ﬁ%¢%% 250,000 *
[ A 2
B2 /Mt 250,000
A TR B 3t 1,145,100 340,000
BLR 78 Bh 2 F - (7.5% H1 -1 300 H 4 ol F0 A4 1) 82 152 DL % Ik 85,882 25,500
250,000 FE e HABIT H , B 9% 4 T HoAh 250,000 356 LL R I
WiH) -
It 1,230,982 365,500

* AN A R

AT B TFRERTED

Al. FERRRAEERITRIRARE . BRIFRFEOARETS

B TR EURTE IR BRI B E A I G il . 50,000 6T

PG

SRSV IR PR R PSS M 4 . 150,000 37T

iR T SRV IR BRI SR R B (R i il 30,000 FETT

[ IR PRI B A M il : 10,000 FE70




UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21

=L
3.0 TERIRIEER A A LGB0 R B S, 0 PR BT i S
BRI G B LA . (3R, R B T % AR 3 e s
B PR AT, BB T 5 5 IR0 L VA B IR, 5 R A
1AL S AT

FbH LRI

4. AL PEAN o A T i IR 20, FFUCH AT R AL B A SR I AE 57 A 28
56/16(d)"5 ¥R 5E

5. FT BRI E, BRiXLe i 2 b, TRASHEIE L H A f &R G AT g %
FRPEX PN E K 2007 50 SUETH PeE DL, PN B IR0 98 MBI TE 2 56/16(d) 5 e T ik
BRZN . BT abibtg i, TRMALFNIFRIRIE Z W CEAAT THERT, I T B RAHL
PR AN B KN I 5K 2

SN sFESd

6.  APAAEUGE AR 1 st B K — 8 A% T ik DY [ 9 SO R s BE v
RIBETEIE B G 3 1) 375 5

BTi: B EHINAIER

Bl. MEAKFIZIRINE:

(a) EHMELLIE CE-EFB : 275,600 3ETT
(b) RV G \BrBO = 279,500 3T
151 H 15 BA

7. TR 28 0 A EE VAT B oK 98 ML PR A AT et e 0 I B8 17 R, 0 IR 1) F
VS WA A

R Ak ryiTiE

8. JEERLARALE A T AZM U AR P FE PR A LLSCRF AR YR SR (R AT et i 2 31 5 A4 T 3
TR IR R A AT A IR SRIH 25K . RSS20 T 2007 4 (S AIZRIX
SEAD) I HAR, ££ 2008 4 8HE UL [H 5007 G647 o BHe B SR A I SRR A A AT
[FIRER) BRI o BRI BES I, S5l b0 i R $E AT 2008 4 [ 5005 Sl il o XKLL
PEFE I3 SR T I8 [ 542 MBI DRE AT 0 H S TP 4R (K K. RS ALIEVE R 2, AR



UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21

5 52/5(6) 5 P, MR RPN ANE S A\ IR BUIT R AT M 5007 AT T DL, e P
AT MR Bl KA T REAF AN B AT

9. EHEAH RS, PATERSAES 57360 RET, “UHHITERSE LTI\
IR VO PE AR S5 J5 e s8 2 A1, 4R SR DUIRIRE AP S Al e 0 B ZE 3 21 2010 4F 12 A1
skt . ALEISH, KRR H 10 TS T HEN AR K 2010 4F 5 7R it %
A (UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/48) o A 4TI, 15 Ak 5 3 46 4 175 SR 2 15 42 HE 5491 LA
H AL B KR 2 AR R ) S-SR R S RS, AP R I B B 5E e H Bl L& e
2010 % 12 AZ A .

AN

10. VR HATE R SRIEE 57/36(b) 5 Yeg i SIX K. — BRI, $ATERR
22 ANy [v) 5 ) BSURF B T8 A SC B — P ) 7

B2. #ARIEEN

AER: RN BRI LU P R SR P R S R U R B 250,000 0T

It B it

11 IR A ) 5 Bk s BER AT T AN EORER B H (133K, B 250,000 3¢
TR BEBE K- IR 3 BE U LR G SRl H IR P (1 U B a d KA e T AT R 2B R 01 SR HOB 2
ACHEARR VT Lo PR BAE— MR, U] T I0H M H i S8 UL R .
I H YIRS A A R UK T A RIE T AR5 %

12, AT E A5 A HIAS R R AR S0 n] e e 2L R 3 (1 HAT 38 R U e 135 8, H A IR
FETE R R TSR U i 008, PR RDE 7508 . e Rk DA A
S 5 S S AT TR A AN 2 0 AR AN 55 DA, e v A0 S5 IR B Rl AT IX
SEE SIHORE 2 EORAE 2 e U S AE T 58k

13, PUREIFAHRIZEERT 250,000 520K W45 -

— 2 BAA T CEE R n) ) 45,000 37
Lk 169,000 3£ G
ZENR 36,000 3T
It 250,000 3G

14, ZIRERIEEH, W2 FR AT, JFRUERIEE N A SRR R
FIAF R RS BT, ORISR B A e



UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21

R Ak ryiTE

15, W HIURERATT R XIX/6 SYGER 11(b)BHE T IATZ i AE % SRR
T H I EA SRy RSB AR TR IR S M B 2 e/ AU AN AU,
I e LAl et REURA I ALAAR OGN 27 o PUATZR s DR SBEUE T
75 G ) SR T RS BT R R ) — R, OFAE S T TR SR TNk il B 115 A4
] S SR e P PR BT R P L T B <R

16.  TEE 54/39 5y v U AR VR T BT RIHDE ME B FE 5 5 4B R EUR
TR BRI P 2 R BOBUR A AL R A B LSy, IR B T O R SR TR IR S IR IR
XIX/6 55 11(0)B A 2.

17. FARALIRH, JTAHRIE B SRR 45 T A Bl 1% R A8 i S STk g BT
RIZ WL R B K. IR, $ATZe i e AR i S UV IR IR U R 2 (4 7
iy DASGK LB AR 15 nT i b 2 10 6 < rh IR 08 Bl 1Y el LB 4 3

18.  HATEASES LTRSS L8 73k 708 3O LA >k I8 1% 4 A e\ HL I
(UNEP/Oz.L.Pro/ExCom/57/64 “5 3CF), FFAEER 57/37 5 e i RAk 15 b iz WL E AT
b, DMERRASHE T URS TR B M5 bFe i, R3S E B A & i I 21|
RS VCR ORI — N B Poe, o SRR B TR 30 AL 8 22

AN

19.  ACEBPITR A SR BB E R, ETHE BRI H 11——5EF A AR IR A A
PL——I B %






UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21

Annex I
M —
KFIZ IR ERE
EHMELEIE: FEACIREI I
ISk e EER
PATHLH : TR 2
DLHTAZAE A I i B I o J (3600) -
F—rB: 1994 4E3 H 317,790
BB 1998 4E 3 A 212,000
E=Fr B 2000 4E 3 A 212,000
EUUMYE:: 2002 4 11 A 275,600
AL B 2005 4E 4 A 275,600
FNBT B 2007 457 A 275,600
it 1,568,590
JPIEK T HE SR CGR-ETBD  (EJ0) - 275,600
AU LP Bz e a8 (£I0) -
MU ZEBh R (350D -
AR - C BB 2 (Eo0) -
P Al A T B B B ) A B S ST R I Al 12,1 360/ )T (ODP ) - B i
SESEIAASE R 1992 4
07 Z T s AR R U2 o o & (1992 42)  (ODP ) - 1,156.5
YR EAEN P i (ODP ) -
(@) BPF AR GREMIR)  (1995—1997 S 13540 2,208.2
(b) B A SR (BB (1995—1997 4 >F3%0) 187.7
(c) P B ZE = (UG (1998 —2000 P340 6.1
(d) P B = (A TR (1998—2000 V3440 0.6
(e) BIFE (FHZEEED  (1995—1998 4E %) 110.1
WIER 7 2 OB s (T FE SL A2 W0 B0 2 (2007 4F) (ODP i)
(a) PHAF AP R 263.1
(b) B A SR (D 0
(c) P B A R (PUSALDR) 0.6
(d) P B =K (AR 0
(e) P E CFHILED 0
() B C EE—FP . GRS 206.2
L3t 469.9
5 1 K 5 AT B A 2008 4
I H R HESR (2T0) - 20,000,255
CURIRAH (BRA 2009 4F 5 ) (£70) - 14,724,824
P LRI P AESR A2 it (ODP ) 1,868.7
OV THAE S E Y (B 2009 4F 5 H)  (ODP i) 1,437.0




UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21
Annex I

Lo Gl 2 AT & D A Y L B SR

ETRE RAERERERE (£

(@) | BHEIH: 15,193,502
(b) | IR 1,568,590
(c) | BiHYmH HARZE . H5UIF LA IEEZ T H 3,238,163
gt 20,000,255

BEJE R T

2. TEBHME LAl gt e 00 H IR ZBSBY B, KA LA QR SRR 4 U SIS (52
FRBUE T5) IR E R . 1 ZE B Tk T2, SR EARAE 2007 498> 85%, IF
Ak 251t [ YR vE R, DAFE 2010 SESEBLA TN o [ S ) [F 5K AN, — BB (5
FERURBUE Y KT H R 9l SRR 5 138 it . WK AN IE S 5 IS T X
AW, PITRASESWMGL T KRSt . X B, RS HC BURF 4R 42 i D AT
S AL E IR R R I & TS 3. ZERTA IR SGEt . BAR BOSME A —$2: 3,500 4 EEAR
BANAGE, GISZEUINGE T 53 MEE —HEEAINHS, T 275 GIRHLEE R 57 G0
W BN B 2%, IFAE 156 DML T3 mr ARG Sh . HoAth b [ 5 S A M LA P 1 1 95 30
FE W R PR AR SR T H S Vi) T 57 A28 A7), HlE I T — A% i — 11
TR HIE AT SOE MBI E, ER T AL, AU T D S
PsEs = &, JFSCi T — s LI H, LB IR, w2z T BO ks, H
FELENGE L AL /7 A A JEOR A DAL E Br S AR H AR BRI 3T A L B A

frahit&

3. PRI B H 25 -G BOR B AR R B 2L, DA i BEDRE 1 2009 4 R 4 IV K %28
AT . AEZBT B AHE LIV BOR IR H SRS, AT 0 G TR — R 7)
73 VRS TS AE EAEA T M St (1425 JE 3 - DR IX L sh (1l Rt (O QI AN S
RAJZP ARG SE Tk Y SRR I H 58 T AETH R AR T 43 53 15
H, 3 AR 550 XIX/6 5 e MPAT 22 D1 Z A I HE JR 3 T i Uik s B vH-Jal 1
e, IFnes 70y EIR S IUE S FEAESR . 2wk B B SRR s i X
Sk Bl O ARBERA T, DAB ORAE T A DX )50




UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21

Annex I
ORI TG IZ
1 H 7% R0 A
PATHLAY : TR )2
DL AZAE A il it e i 3 20 (300) -
BB 1993 453 H 306,817
BB 1996 4E 10 A 209,477
=B 1998 4E 11 H 178,116
SVURY B 2000 4F 12 H 215,000
AR E: 2002 45 11 H 279,500
EANEBL: 2004 4512 A 279,500
LB 2007 411 B 279,500
et 1,747,910
NREK T A G\ B (£J0) - 279,500
ABUN )\ B HE &4 (3ET0) -
MU Bh B (320D -
2RI\ BB B R (320D -
FH TR A T 5 )\ B B ) S S S AR I AR Ol 12,1 SEJ0/8 )T (ODP i) - W7
EEEXAGAREIR 1990 4F
B 57 S Pl s IRV FE LW i 2 & (1990 4F)  (ODP i) : 1,904
TP IEAEN P& (ODP ) -
(a) B A ZB—2Wi GREAAD)  (1995—1997 4EF34)%0D 3,271.1
(b) B A S =2 (WGJE)  (1995—1997 G350 8
(c) FH/F BB =KW (DU ) (1998 —2000 “F-~F-3440 4.5
(d) FHEB 2B =W (& H R (1998—2000 413440 49.5
(e) MHFE (FFIEI)  (1995—1998 %0 14.6
MRS 7 25O i T AESL A=W 50l 2 i (2007 4F)  (ODP ) -
(a) BEE A ZE—2R9 0 CRREAER) 234.2
(b) i A Y () 0
(c) FHPF B 25 =2 (DS LE 0
(d) FHE B ZE =2k (AT ED 5.8
(e) B E (FFEEED 10.5
() Bk CH—3 GRERD 413.7
3Lt 664.2
4 1B K7 Z AT E AR A 2007 4
I HAZ SR (£T0) - 45,821,440
CURTRAA (BRZ 2009 4E 5 ) (£70) 42,397,160
W ZLRIK I AESL A2l (ODP 1) - 6,446.3
ORI RE RS2 (B4 2009 425 H)  (ODP i) 6,149.1




UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21
Annex I

4. SN B AT & DA I B ORI

ETRE RAERERERE (£

(@) | BHEIH: 39,702,958
(b) | IR 1,747,910
(c) | WHYwH. FeAfEE . B HA AR H - 4,370,572
gt 45,821,440

BEJE R T

5. LR VU AR 5 -G B AR e H 2R 2 DT e, SEBROREF 70 (SERFAIZRIL
FEASY IJEAT. 2007 ST 2008 S5SNI 92 A5 mriA s s . B9 5 M ITE B %
T RN AAEAT A AR U ) e B SRR S A BR [P AT T R %
LR PENE SRR e TRIIVE PR, 5l 18k OIS A R 2 W gt AT g i, B
IEARES 5, AEBERAEG s A A 7RI e 3 T 52 it 2 i SR DI T i 17 2Rk 19U
KPR IEE, PIMEAE AT SR FiA ] IEH G T — DT TE I HE LR 230 S v ik s B
TR %

frahit&
6. LR P AR B H BB B 322 H bR
. ey AR B AR USR] R o P L 402 B AR REAT P M 5

. PRI B B AN A SR A2 Yol 35 X T BVERTRSD) + JiFE
SAJZ YT HS G iR I AE RS2 R ARVE B 5 5

. ISR B ACHAAAT FIHLH],  FFALRE 0 i [ VU FE R =P T
KIRNE B A e T 2%

. TR SR 22 G0 A A% n] (R A SR AR YD TR I IR A E
B NI AR R BT S IO H

. Jinsi H Al FE 25K RSB B R AT RE D R 2 H PRI IR A T DD S U Al 1 17
%o




UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/58/21
Annex II

g
PITERRMERFA /U S WA ERAETZ IR BER
are bl

1. PATE R SHE T EHE L S ARG B 0 H K — RIRAS I & RS, Rt
(103 5 30 B b B S RN UIAE S /S B BEI AT TR TS L e St BT 28 il
Fg L BHME L VAR 2007 A S2 B SR EAL RS> 85% 1 H bs _ERTEUAIIHERE, JEAE 2008 SEIEAE
TITE 2R ER . TR S B B Bl e S EE R L A2 M AT ——4n DY
FALTRANTT RIS —— TR IR I H AT O, BABH b 37 (1) X 3 O gk 4 T e A 1
F AT R CEAALEM SIS . HATZE S B EBHe LUV BUM 7E 4RI BT
B HERE, 57 e A 5 PR G B 4k 2 DL R A (R 33k 1 it 1 2835 3, OF
PRI AL = AT D SRR R A R KT

SRFET

2. PATE R T DR PGS LK ARSI B I H K — R A RS, HERRE T
=B SR P E 2007 4 [a) S AR T AL TR B IR T 1995-1997 -1 34 5 s A i & £ 344,
FESLIL T (FEFRIRBGETY 85%MIHI H Ar. FUATZ 032 K 3 B ok v 0 k2D i FE L
AZWHRNE 1. PATR RS HIA R LG WS, ki g T L E K T %
FEFEIRTES), FRAFL T O -




58" Meeting of the Executive Committee

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE MULTILATERAL
FUND
FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE

MONTREAL PROTOCOL
(58" M eeting, 06 — 10 July 2009, M ontr eal)

2009 WORK PROGRAMME AMENDMENT

UNITED NATIONSDEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME

Requestsfor funding for Project Preparation, Investment and Non-
I nvestment Projectsat the 58" Executive Committee M eeting

May 2009

1



58" Meeting of the Executive Committee

2009 UNDP WORK PROGRAMME

58" Executive Committee M eeting (06-10 July 2009, M ontr eal)

This Work Programme document contains all UNDP non-investment and project preparation
programmes that are being requested at the 58" Meeting of the Executive Committee, These
requests amount to US$ 3,324,091 plus US$ 251,557 of support cost.

1.

I nstitutional Strengthening Renewal Reguests.

The following Institutional Strengthening Renewal Requests are being submitted at the
58" meeting of the Executive Committee. They are being submitted individually and are
therefore not annexed to this report:

SUPPORT
No | COUNTRY TITLE BUDGET COST TOTAL
(7.5%)
1 | Colombia* Institutional Strengthening Phase V11 275,600 20,670 296,270
2 | Mdaysa Ingtitutional Strengthening 279,500 20,963 300,463
Sub-total: I nstitutional Strengthening 555,100 41,633 596,733

Submitted separately

Regquests for Activitiesrelated to HCFCs

2.1. New Preparatory Funds for HCF C Phase-out Management Plans (HPMPs)

Nr | COUNTRY TITLE BUDGET SUCPOP;)TRT TOTAL REMARKS
In line with the Committee’ s approval
at its 57" meeting for UNDP to
include this entry in UNDP 2009
Business Plan. UNDP coordinated
with UNIDO and World Bank on the
. . th .
PRP for HPMP _sdelln_e_s of the 57_ ExCom meetlng,
in refrigeration in addition to continuing consultations
. with Thailand. The proposed
and Air . )
Conditioning preparation funding request from
1 | Thailand 110,000 8,250 118,250 | UNDP reflects the understanding
sector (except : :
airtoar reached during these consultations.
conditionin Thailand government (through |etters
subsecton) g already submitted at the 57" ExCom
meeting) has already confirmed the
division of work among agencies. The
inputs from the sectors allocated to
UNDP so far, will feed into the
overarching HPMP strategy for
Thailand.
Sub-total: New HPMP 110,000 8250 | 118250
Preparation
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The breakdown for sector-level HCFC consumption in Thailand is only an estimate because:

(&) The HCFC consuming sectors defined in Decision 56/16 are different than those
traditionally reported through CP Progress Data (the CP progress data has only two
columns for Refrigeration and Air Conditioning — Manufacturing and Servicing), XPS
foam sector is not segregated and Aerosols/Firefighting are not defined as HCFC sectors
as per 56/16.

(b) Thailand was not one of the UNDP HCFC survey countries, so at present there is no
reliable information through that source.

The estimate is therefore based on whatever we can from the previous data reporting.

As per 2007 A7(f) Data Reporting, the breakdown of consumption of various HCFCs in Thailand
was as below:

Substance ODP
HCFC-123 1.95
HCFC-141b 176.96
HCFC-142b 0.42
HCFC-22 693.63
Total 872.96

Of the above, the consumption of HCFC-123 and HCFC-22 can be assumed to be in the
Refrigeration and Air Conditioning (total 695.58 ODP tonnes). Going by experience in other
similar-sized countries, the expected consumption in Servicing could be about 50% (@ 348 ODP
tonnes), which leaves @348 ODP tonnes in manufacturing (needs to be confirmed). We can
expect about 40% of the RAC manufacturing to originate from air-to-air air conditioning systems
(~139 ODP tonnes).

Thus the remaining consumption of 209 ODP tonnes can be ascribed to the two sectors, namely,
Refrigeration and Air Conditioning (except air-to-air air conditioning) and including servicing,
which are assigned to UNDP. As a percentage of the total consumption, sectors assigned to
UNDP account for about 24% (209 ODP tonnes out of a total of 873 ODP tonnes).

2.2. Preparatory Funds for HCFC | nvestment Activities

SUPPORT
NO | COUNTRY TITLE BUDGET | COST | TOTAL REMARKS
(7.5%)

Additional PRP fundsfor the
preparation of investment projectsin
Manufacturing Sector. Presently we
have identified one company that
produces Domestic Refrigerators

P:?P;rc;ion of (INPUD) and one company that
1| Cuba prep 50,000 3,750 | 53,750 | produceswindow and split air
investment L
. conditioning system (AIRCUB).
projects.

UNDP on behalf of the government of
Cubawould like to request PRP for the
preparation of the investment projects
in Cuba. Cubareported in 2008 in its
art 7 data atotal consumption of 47,75
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metric tons of R-22 for manufacturing.
UNDP isthe only agency assisting
Cubato develop the HPMP.

2 | Mexico

PRP for
preparation of
Foam Sector
Plan

150,000

11,250 | 161,250

Preparation of Sector Plan for Foam in
Mexico. UNDP is requesting 150.000
US$ on behalf of the Government of
Mexico for the preparation of
investment projects for a sector plan
on Foam in Mexico. The consumption
of HCFC 141b for Foamsin Mexicoin
2007 was 6.303 tons. The funds will
be utilized to prepare the investment
projects for the Foam Sector in
Mexico. The HPMP preparation will
determine the actual number of
projectsin this sector that will be a
part of Phase | of the HPMP. Mexico
has much more that 15 enterprisesin
the Foam Sector.

3 | Kyrgyzstan

PRP for
investment
activitiesin
foams

30,000

2,250 32,250

The country reported consumption of
141binits Art 7 reporting in 2007.
Presently, one company has been
found to be operational in Kyrgyzstan
in polyurethane foam sector. It uses
HCFC-141b to manufacture sandwich
panels. The enterprise consumed 209
metric tons of HCFC-141b in 2008.
UNDP isthe only agency that assists
the Government to develop HPMP.

Sub-total: Additional HPM P
Preparation

230,000

17,250 | 247,250

2.3. Funding request for Pilot Projects for validation of HCFC alternatives

NO COUNTRY TITLE BUDGET SU(I::’CF)’STRT TOTAL REMARKS
1 Brazil* Elcl)grtn l;’rolect for Validation of Methylal on 464,200 34815 499,015
2 Egypt* Validation of Low-Cost HCsin Foams. 473,000 35,475 508,475
Sub-total: Pilotsfor HCFCs and related PRP-requests 937,200 70,290 1,007,490

e Submitted separately

3. Resour ce Mobilization to Address Climate Co-Benefitsin HCFC phaseout
PROJECT SUPPORT TOTAL
Nr | COUNTRY TITLE ODS VAL UE COST FUNDING US$
Resource Mobilization to address climate
Global co-benefits in HCFC Phaseout GLO 250,000 18,750 268,750
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Sub-total:

Resour ce mobilization

250,000

18,750

268,750

UNDP has included US $250,000 in its 2009 MLF business plan for the purpose of
resource mobilization to address climate co-benefits. UNDP has significant experiencein
the carbon financing sector which it can leverage to assist in the development of a sound
approach to the co-financing of incremental climate benefits (whether from the market or
on a cost-coverage basis).

Further to discussions that took place at the 57" meeting, this request is being re-
submitted for the Executive Committee ‘s re-consideration. The details can be found in
annex 1 of this document.

4. Other Activities
NO COUNTRY TITLE BUDGET SU(I;CF)’STRT TOTAL REMARKS
1 Costa Rica Terminal Phase-out Management Plan 165,000 12,375 177,375
| Dominican CFC Phase out Plan 200,000 15,000 215,000
Republic
3 Haiti Terminal Phase-out Management Plan 150,000 13,500 163,500
4 L ebanon* National CFC Phase out Management Plan 0 0 0
(report)
Sub-total: Other activities 515,000 40,875 555,875

Submitted separately




ANNEX 1 - Resource Mobilization to Address Climate Co-
Benefits in HCFC phaseout

UNDP and the Carbon Finance agenda

UNDP has been an active participant in the carbon finance arena over the last five years and has
more recently established the MDG Carbon Facility which offers project development and
management services to the growing number of Clean Development Mechanism (CDM) and other
projects in the compliance market. As far as CDM access is concerned, generaly only large
countries have had the benefit of it and therefore UNDP has been focusing on the technological and
geographical expansion of the scope of projects covered under the CDM. In this context, the MDG
Carbon Facility sees itself as an innovative force in the field of carbon finance with development
goals as core principle.

One of the areas in which the UNDP MDG Carbon Facility is seeking to enlarge its activitiesisin
the burgeoning voluntary carbon market. Consistent with UNDP’s pioneering spirit, an expansion
of scope is aready foreseen in respect of non-Kyoto gases. In particular, the opportunity exists to
extend activities into the funding of appropriate projects covering ozone depleting substances
(ODS), an area where UNDP has long-standing expertise having acted as an Implementing Agency
for the Multilateral Fund since its inception in the early 1990s. UNDP's current role as Lead
Agency for a very significant number of countries seeking to phase-out HCFCs under Decision
X1X/6 putsthe agency in a unique position to identify and develop appropriate projects.

ODS Project Opportunities

UNDP sees clear opportunities for projectsin at least two areas:

1. Bank management and ODS disposal projects — particularly related to the end-of-life
management of appliances.

2. Co-funding opportunities in HCFC phase-out where additional climate benefit can be
gained by additional investment in technology selection.

For example, there are clear possibilities to use linkages with other programmes such as energy
efficiency actions under the GEF to identify projects and leverage access to old appliances in order
to ensure appropriate end-of-life management, and tap into country specific initiatives towards
energy savings gains in appliance replacement national programmes.

Coordination with the Multilateral Fund and its Secr etariat

It is recognised that both project areas are of significant interest to the Executive Committee of the
Multilateral Fund, since the Committee is required to give priority to cost-effective projects that
optimise climate benefit under Decision XI1X/6. The mechanisms by which such benefits are
assessed are dtill under development, but UNDP is actively coordinating with the MLF Secretariat
to ensure that approaches to the subject are consistent.

Apart from the evaluation of climate benefit itself, UNDP is keen to work with the Secretariat on
mechanisms for accessing co-funding and, in particular, in enhancing the reputation (and value) of
credits generated and placed on the carbon market in the face of some concern among some
stakeholders that projects involving high-GWP gases are likely to result in a glut of poorly defined
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Benefits in HCFC phaseout

credits.

UNDP believes that a dedicated registry could provide a significant contribution to this process and
wishes to work with the MLF Secretariat to optimise the interaction between the market framework
and the projects themsel ves.

There are a number of potential models that may ultimately be applicable. To illustrate, the
following diagram indicates just one option:

Grant
) MLF Grant
Credit ODS Compliance ODS \l/
Retirement Complian
ce
; A5 parties
MLF Carbon Registry ODS Banks
HPMP
' MLF Carbon Fac111Ey:1 Credit HCFC-HEC
Compliance Credit ‘One Stop Shop’
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e.g. ETS
Large/$mall

e E .~ Potential areas of (e.g. UNDP)
‘cooperation between
- UNDP and MLF Bodies

Carbon Broke
i Voluntary:
! Market ! 3*® Party or In-house
| e.g. VCS | Progect Developer
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Proposed Activitiesin 2009

UNDP has significant experience in the carbon financing sector which it can leverage to assist in
the development of a sound approach to the co-financing of incremental climate benefits (whether
from the market or on a cost-coverage basis). The Montreal Protocol Unit of UNDP has vast
experience in the area of ODS projects but has no dedicated budget to seek to apply the carbon
financing ‘best practice’ possessed within UNDP viaMDG Carbon.

Such a combined and synchronised resource could provide substantial added value to the
deliberations of the Executive Committee of the Multilateral Fund and its Secretariat on the co-
financing of climate benefits and could offer a proving ground for key ideas. The Montreal
Protocol Unit therefore proposes the following steps in 2009:

1) Identification and documentation of potential exemplar projects requiring co-financing of
incremental climate benefitsin the following areas:

a.  An MLF funded project where incremental climate benefits will come at a cost
of >$25 per tonne of CO, saved

b. AnArticle 5 project where the HCFC phase-out is not funded under the MLF
but could be funded from the proceeds of the incremental climate benefit.

c. An Energy Efficiency project (e.g. GEF) in which E-o-L management of ODS
would bring incremental ozone and climate benefits.
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d. A stand-aone bank management./ODS destruction project which could be
based on an existing methodol ogy

2) On-going review of emerging methodologies in support of any of the four project types
identified above.

3) Commissioning of new methodol ogies, where appropriate, to address specific project typesin
an environmentally sound fashion

4) Assessing risk and financial liabilities and cost effectiveness of different trading options
5) Marketing Business Plan and identification of potential buyers

6) Coordination and reporting to MLF Bodies on findings and potential pitfalls

Resour ce Requir ements

UNDP estimates that it will need to commit resources of around $250,000 plus support costsin
2009 to cover UNDP MPU staff and external expert consulting services. In addition, UNDP would
reguire in house expertise from the MDG carbon facility.

If the above seed funding is available from the MLF, UNDP is prepared to match that in co-
finance, to cover for the time of its Carbon Finance team and related operational costs (US$
250,000) that would be used to fully backstop MPU team and provide legal support aswell as share
with the Secretariat the UNDFP' s experience in setting many Facilities, among them the MDG
Carbon and UN REDD Facilities.

Additional | nformation on Outputs and | nputsfor this proposal further to Comments
received from the MLFS

Four different scenarios have been identified that could benefit from co-funding (a to d).Some of
the valuable outputs from assessing these four exemplar projects would be an assessment of the
extent to which:

Existing methodologies are available

There are precedents of such projects already available

There are would-be partners who would work with the MLF on co-funding
There is acknowledgement that these could fit into a wider funding framework
with linkage between Executive Committee of the MLF and the Executive
Board of the CDM

YV VY

This could be documented in a Report which uses the ‘particular’ to drive thinking on the ‘funding
framework’ required. We could envisage a four-by-four matrix of the projects assessed against the
items listed above (this may not be exhaustive)

Items (2) and (3) on the deliverables list are really only examples of what might need to be done to
facilitate the accessibility of carbon finance for these four project types.

Therefore, we do not see this yet as progressing immediately to four concrete project proposals.
We are looking for the best ultimate solution to encapsulate all four project types rather than to take
what is already ‘on-the-shelf’ and applying it with the risk that this will potentially not fit the project in
mind.
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We therefore envisage the following steps in the process, which would probably constitute the
major headings of the report UNDP plans to produce:

A full analysis of the four project types and their potential climate benefits

A review of existing carbon financing options and the pros and cons of each of them
Some ideas on how these project types could be incorporated within one mechanism
Existing barriers to such a mechanism and the actions required to remove those
barriers

PonPE

The added value that the UNDP involvement brings is in ‘concrete examples’ of the type of project
that is ‘out there’ as well as a broad overview (via MDG Carbon) of the wider fit within the carbon
agenda.

Regarding the team to deliver (re “inputs”), UNDP would suggest the following (subcontracts with
consultancy-firms with teams of experts may be selected in lieu of individual consultants if found to
be more suitable):
1. One team-leader (international consultant) overlooking the whole study (US$ 45,000)
2. 4 international consultants characterizing in detail the four project types outlined (US$
104,000)
3. 4 international consultants providing the assessment of the barriers and taking agreed
steps to assist in removing them (e.g. methodology development) (US$ 65,000).
4. Travel costs to organize meetings with various donor funds and other interested
parties that may be involved in this study (US$ 36,000).

Total & US$ 250,000



	开发计划署2009 年增订工作方案 
	基金秘书处的评论和建议 
	A 节：建议一揽子核准的活动 
	B 节：建议个别审议的活动 
	附件一 
	件二 

	2009 WORK PROGRAMME AMENDMENTUNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME
	1. Institutional Strengthening Renewal Requests.
	2. Requests for Activities related to HCFCs
	3. Resource Mobilization to Address Climate Co-Benefits in HCFC phaseout
	4. Other Activities
	ANNEX 1 – Resource Mobilization to Address Climate Co-Benefits in HCFC phaseout




