Fon

{"f/ Sp)) OPTAHM3ALWS 5

\;,» OBBEJIVMHEHHBIX HALIWI

——

Distr.

INFCCE ) PAMOYHASI KOHBEHIIM S GENERAL

i o5 U3BMEHEHUU KJIMMATA FCCC/K PICMP/2008/5
31 October 2008
RUSSIAN

Original: ENGLISH

KOH®EPEHIIMUS CTOPOH, IEMCTBYIOILASI B KAYUECTBE
COBEHIAHMUMA CTOPOH KHOTCKOI'O ITPOTOKOJIA
YerBepras ceccust
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IIyHKT 7 npeaBapuTeJIbHON MOBECTKH JIHSI
Jloxkaan KomuTera no co0/1101eHII0

Exeroanbiii noxaaa Komurera no codmoaennto s Kondepenuun Ctopow,
aeiicTByIei B kayecTBe coBemianusi Cropon Knmorckoro nporokosia

Pesrome

Tpertnii exxeronnpiii qoximan Komurera mo cobmonenuto as Kondepenmnun cTopoH,
neicTBylomel B kadecTBe coBemanust CTopoH KHOTCKOro mpoTokosia, 0XBaThIBaeT
NeATEILHOCT, ocyiecTBIsIBINYOCsS ¢ 8 ceHTs0ps 2007 roxa mo 9 oktsa6ps 2008 roxa.

B noxnane npuBoaUTCS KPaTKOE OMMCAHKE MPOIECca pACCMOTPEHUS MOAPA3ACIICHHEM 10
00ecIeueHnI0 COOMIOICHHUS 3a OTYETHBIN MEPUO/ IBYX BOIIPOCOB OCYIIECTBICHUS, a TAKKe
YPOKOB, U3BJICUCHHBIX U3 3TOU paboThl. B HeM Takke cofiepKaTcs BBIBOJIBI, CACITIAaHHBIC B
X0J1€ paboThI MO MOABEACHUIO UTOTOB, KOTOPYIO MPOBOAMIIO TOIpa3ielieHre o0 00eCedeHuIo
COOJrOICHHUSI, U B XO7I¢ pabovero COBEIIAHUS MOAPA3IEICHUS 110 CTUMYIUPOBAHUIO 110
BOITPOCAM OTYETHOCTH U 0030pa, a TAKXKE 3aMEYaHUsl U PEKOMEHIAIUH TUIEHYMa,

BBITEKAIOIIHUE U3 3TOU JICITEIHLHOCTH.

Hacrosiuii JOKyMEHT OBbLT MPEICTABIICH MOCIIE YCTAHOBIEHHOTO CPOKA, C TEM YTOOBI B
HEM MOTJIH OBITh OTPa)KeHBI UTOTH IISITOTO COBEIIaHus mieHyMa KomureTa o co0ItoieHuIo,
KOTOpBIi coctosuicst 8-9 oxtsiOpst 2008 roxa.
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|. BBenenue

A. Mannpar

1.  Cornacuo myHkTy 2 a) pazzaena |11 "IIponenyp 1 MeXaHH3MOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C COOJIIOAEHUEM
Kuorckoro nporokona” (npunoxenue k pemienuto 27/CMP.1; nanee ynoMuHaeTcs Kak
"mporeaypsl ¥ MEXaHU3MbI"), B QyHKIMH TuieHyMa KomuTera 1o coOm0IeHHI0 BXOTUT
IpeJCTaBICHUE J0KIAI0B O JesiTenbHOCTH KoMuTera kaxoii ouepeanoit ceccun Kondepenuu
CropoH, aelicTByroliei B kadectse cosetnanus Ctopon Kuorckoro nporokosa (KC/CC).

B. Cdepa oxBara nokiaana

2. Tperuii exxeronusiid Jokia mieHyMma KoMurera mo coOmoIeHHIO 0XBATHIBAET MEPHO]] C
8 centsa6ps 2007 rona mo 9 okta6ps 2008 rona. B HeM conmepkuTCs pestome MpojieaHHOH
paboThl U BOIPOCOB, PACCMOTPEHHBIX KOMUTETOM B 3TOT IEpHOA.

C. Bo3mo:xknoe pemenne Kondepenunu CtopoH, aeiicTByromei
B KayecTBe coBemanusi Cropon Kuorckoro nporoxoJia

3. B cootBerctBuu ¢ pazaenom Xl nporeayp u mexanusmo KC/CC, BO3MOXKHO, MOKEIAET
pacCMOTPETh HACTOSIIIUN €XKEeroHbIN nokian KoMmurera mo co0moaeHuto.

4, KC/CC, BO3MOXKHO, TaKXKe MOKEJIAET:

a)  MPHHATH MOMPABKH K MPaBHUIIAM POLIEAYPHI, COEPKALIUECS B MPUIIOKEHHH | K
HACTOSIIEMY JAOKJIay, KOTOpbIe OBIIHM IMOATOTOBIIEHBI IIIeHyMoM Komurera o
COOJTIO/ICHUIO B COOTBETCTBUU ¢ yHKTOM 2 d) pa3zmena |l npouenyp u MexaHH3MOB,;

b)  mpemnoxurs [Ipencenarento KC/CC nmpoBecTy KOHCYIbTAIUU IO BOTIPOCY O
BBIJIBIDKEHUW KaHIUAATYP, TPEOYIOMIUXCS IS 3aTIOJTHEHUST BAKAHTHOU JTOJDKHOCTH B

noapa3aAcICHUHU Mo CTUMYJIMPOBAHHUIO Komurera no CO6JIIO,Z[GHI/IIO;

c)  npemtoxuth CTOpoHaM BHECTH B3HOCHI B LleneBoii hOHT IyIst BCTOMOTaTeIbHOM
JesITebHOCTH Ha nByxXroanuHbiil mepros 2008-2009 ronoB /i noaaep:Kku padoTh
Komurera no cobnronenuto;

d) npuHATH penieHue o npuMeHeHuu B pabore KomureTra mo coOI0ICHIIO MPAKTHKH
I10 BOIIPOCY O WICHCKOM COCTaBe, IPUMEHSAEMON B HACTOSIIEE BPEMS APYTUMU
opraHamu, o0pa30BaHHBIMU B COOTBETCTBUU ¢ KHOTCKMM ITPOTOKOJIOM, C TEM YTOOBI:
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1) CPOK JICHCTBHS MaHJIaTa Kax10To wieHa KoMurera pacripoCTpaHsics M Ha €ro

HJIN €€ 3aMECTUTEIIA,

1) 3amecturenu wieHoB KomuTeTa o cOONIOICHUIO HE MOTJIH 3aMOJIHSATH Ty
TOJDKHOCTB OoJiee IByX CPOKOB MO,

iii)  cpok HaXOKICHHS Ha JTOJKHOCTH 3aMecTHTeNs wieHa Komurera He
YUYUTHIBAJICS TIPU ONPEAETIEHUH NPEAEIBHOM IPOIODKUTEIBHOCTH JBYX
[OCJIEA0BATENBHBIX CPOKOB, B TEUEHHE KOTOPBIX 3aMECTUTEND YIICHA
Komurera, BocaeacTBuu M30MpaeMblii B kKauecTBe wieHa Komurera, MoKeT
HAXOJUTHCS Ha 3TOU JOIKHOCTH, @ CPOK HAXOXKICHUS Ha JOJKHOCTH YICHA
KoMuTeTa He YUUTBIBAJICS IIPH ONPEIEIIEHUH TIPEACITLHOMN
IPOJIOKUTENBHOCTH JIBYX MOCIENOBATENBHBIX CPOKOB, B TEYEHUE KOTOPBIX
MoxeT wieH Komurera, BIOCIEACTBIMH H30MPAEMBIi B KAUECTBE 3aMECTUTEIIS
yiiena Komurera, HaXOAUTHCS HA STON JOKHOCTH;

IMPHUHATL BO BHUMAHUC IIpU ,I[aJ'IBHefII.HeM pPaCcCMOTPECHUU BOIIPpOCA O IIPUBUIICTUAX U
HMMYHHUTCTAX IMOJIOKCHHUEC DKCIICPTOB, Y KOTOPLIX MOAPA3ACICHUC I10
CTUMYJIHUPOBAHUIO UJIH ITOAPA3ACIICHUC 110 obecneyeHnIo CO6J'IIOI[6HI/I$I
3anpalMBaOT KOHCYJIBTaTUBHBIC YCIIYIH,

obecreunTb, 4TOOBI B BONpocax (MHAHCUPOBAHUS ITYTEBBIX PACXOJIOB U yUaCTHs K
Komurery mo co0IroieHIIO MPUMEHSITMCH TaKHE JKe TTPaBuja, 4To U K JPYTUM
opraHaMm, oOpa30BaHHBIM B COOTBETCTBUH ¢ KMOTCKUM mIpoTOKOI0M. B CBSI3M € 3THM
Komurer mo cobmoaennto HactosTeasHo mpusbiBaeT KC/CC npeaiokuTh
BcnoMoratensHoMy oprafy 1o ocymiectieHuio (BOO) npuHSTE BO BHUMaHKE, TIPU
paccmoTpennu npeiaraemoro 6romkera PKUKOOH Ha ABYyXTOIWYHBIX MTEPUOT
2010-2011 roxa, npemioxenne Komurera mo cobmoaenuio o ToMm, utodosr KC/CC:

pacnpocTpaHuiIa MPaKkTUKy PUHAHCUPOBAHUS IMYTEBBIX PACX0JIOB M PAaCXO0B,
CBSI3aHHBIX C y4acTHeM B coBemanusax Komutera o cobio1eHuIo, Ha Bcex
YJIEHOB U 3amecTuTeseil wienoB Komurera;

YIOJTHOMOYHIIA CEKpeTapuaT paccMaTpuBaTh MPOCKOBI 0 PUHAHCUPOBAHUH
MYTEBBIX PACXOOB U PACXOJIOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C YYaCTHEM B COBEIIAHUAX
KomuTteTa no co6moieHnto 4wieHoB U 3amecTureneil uwienoB Komurera,
KOTOpBIE B HACTOSIIIIEE BPeMsI HE UMEIOT IIpaBa Ha Takoe (PMHAHCHUPOBAHHE,

B KaueCTBE BPEMEHHOI MephI 10 TeX MOp, oKa He Oy/IeT NPUHATO pelicHue

0 pacrlpoCTpaHEHUH Ha HUX TAKOro MpaBa (UHAHCUPOBAHMUS, IPH YCIOBUU
HAJIMYHUS PECYPCOB U C YUETOM OOCTOATEIHCTB KaXk/I0T0 KOHKPETHOTO CIIy4as;
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i) COOJII0IaTh B OTHOIIEHHH MYTEBBIX PACXO0/I0B MMEIOIINX HA 3TO MPABO WICHOB
U 3aMecTuTelnei wieHoB Komurera Te e npasuiia u npoueaypsl Opranusanuu
O0benuHeHHbIX Harmii, kacarommecst opUIralbHBIX TI0e310K, KOTOPbIC
NpUMEHSIOTCS K coTpynHukam Opranuzaimu O0beaunHeHHbIX Haruid.

1. OpranmzanuoHHbIe BONPOCHI

5. Ilaroe coBemanue mieHyma Komurera mo cobmonennto cocrosuiock B bonne, ['epmanus,
8-9 oxTsa6pst 2008 rona.

6. Illecroe coBemnanue moapa3eNeHHs IO CTUMYJIUPOBAHUIO COCTOSIIOCH B BoHHE 7 OKTAOps
2008 roma. Tlompazaenenue mo 00eCIEYeHHUIO COOIIOIEHUST COOMPATIOCH B TOM Toy B boHHe
YeThIPE paza — Ha CBOE TPEThE, YETBEPTOE, MATOE U IIECTOE COBEIaHus (COOTBETCTBEHHO 4-6
mapta 2008 roaa, 16-17 anpens 2008 rona, 14-15 uronst 2008 roga u 6-7 oktss6pst 2008 rona).
[ToMHMO 3THX COBEIIAHUH, 32 OTYETHBINA [IEPUOJ IIPU IPUHATUU PEIICHUN O paCIIpEIeICHUN
BOIIPOCOB, KACAIOIIMXCS OCYIIECTBICHHUS, BBIOOPOB, KCIIEPTHBIX KOHCYIbTAIIMNA U
npeaBapuTeNsHOTO U3yueHus, 0ropo Komutera mo coOI0AeHNIO U TOAPA3IeIECHHS 110
CTHUMYJIMPOBAHHIO U MO0 00ECTIEYSCHHIO COOTIOIEHUS HCITOB30BANIN DJIEKTPOHHBIE CPEJCTBA, UTO
MIO3BOJIMIIO COKPATHTh PACXO/Ibl, CBSI3aHHBIE C TIPOBEICHUEM COBEUIaHUH.

7.  IloBecTku IHS U aHHOTAIMH, TOKYMEHTALMS B OJJIEP/KKY IIYHKTOB IOBECTKH JHS U
JOKJIaJIbl IIpesicenaresneil o paboTe KakJJoro COBEIIaHMs IJIEHyMa U MOApa3ieIeHuil 1o
CTUMYJTUPOBAHUIO U TI0 00ECIIEYCHHIO COOJIIOICHUST UMEIOTCS Ha BeOcaiTe PKUKOOH™.
Cnucok nokymentoB Komurera no coOar0€HHIO 32 OTYETHBIN MIEPUOJT COJIEPIKUTCS B
npuiokeHuu || k HacTodIeMy JOKIaLy.

A. BbIOopbI mpecenaresieil U 3aMmecTuTeIei mpeaceaaTesisi moapasieeHus 1Mo
o0ecrevYeHUI0 COOTI0IeHNs U MOApa3/ae/eHis 0 CTUMYJIHPOBAHUIO
KoMurtera nmo co0/1101eHUIO

8.  Bo ucnonHenue pemeHust, IpUHATOrO INIEHYMOM Ha €T0 YETBEPTOM COBEILAHUH, U
nyHkrta 2 npasuia 11 "IIpaBun npouenypst Komurera no codmonennto Kunorckoro mpotokona”
(mpunoxxenwue k pemenuto 4/CMP.2; nanee UMEHYIOTCS Kak MpaBuiia MPOLEITyPhI)
nojipa3jesienue o obecreuenuro codmoenus 11 ¢pespans 2008 roga Ha OCHOBE KOHCEHCYCa
U30pajio ¢ UCIOIB30BAHNEM JJIEKTPOHHBIX cpecTB I-Ha Cebactbsina ObepTyspa cCBOUM
Ipencenarernem, a r-xy Moxany Ieprpyny Cannea-ne-Ber —3amectutenem Ipencenares,

! <http://unfccc.int/kyoto_protocol/compliance/items/2875.php>.



FCCC/KP/CMP/2008/5
page 7

a mojpazaenenue mno crumymupoanuio 11 mapra 2008 roga Ha OCHOBE KOHCEHCYCa H30paio ¢
UCIIOJIb30BaHUEM 3JIEKTPOHHBIX cpelicTB I-Ha Mcmanna Dnb-I'uzynu ceoum Ilpencenarenem,

a r-Ha Mapka Ilanemasprca — 3amecturenem [Ipencenarens. BelmieynoMsHyThIE MpeCeIaTENN
¥ 3aMECTHUTEIM TIpeJiceaTesneii o0pa3yroT HOBBIH cocTaB Oropo KomuTrera.

9. IInenym BbIpa3ui MpU3HATEIHHOCTD 3a MPOJIEIAHHYIO pabOTy UJIeHaM MPEKHETO COCTaBa
61opo, a umenHo [Ipeacenarento moapasaeneHus Mo odecneueHuto codmoaeHus r-uy Payiio
Octpana Onyana, [Ipencenarento noapazieaeHus 0 CTUMYJIMPOBAHUIO T-HY XUPAHOPU
Xamanaky, 3amecturento [Ipencenarens noapazaeneHus 1o 00ecredeHnIo coO0IeHUs

r-uy O6epTyapy u 3amectutento [Ipencenarens noapasaeneHus Mo CTUMYIUPOBAHUIO

r-Hy 3Jb-1 u3ynu.

B. UYjaenckmnii cocraB Komurera nmo co0101eHuI0

10. 9 wmasx 2008 roma r-u Xamanaka, wieH Komurera mo coOmroeHII0, N30paHHBIN B COCTaB
MoIpa3ieNIeHUs 10 CTUMYJIMPOBaHUIO Ha cpok 10 31 nekabps 2009 rona, mojan 3asBlICHHUE

o BbIxoJe u3 coctaBa Komutera. I'-H Xamanaka oinonssn pynkuuu [Ipencenarens
nojpasiesieHus 1mo ctumyaupoBanuto ¢ 1 mapra 2006 roga mo 10 mapra 2008 roga. ITocie
yxoja r-Ha Xamanaku (GpyHknuu wieHa Komurera BoITONHUT I-H Mapk bepman, n30paHHbIi

B KauecTBe 3amectutens wiena Komurera. ITnenym Komurera npocut KC/CC 3amonHuTh
BaKaHTHBII MOCT B MOJpa3ieJIeHUH 10 CTUMYJIMPOBAHUIO TyTeM n30panus wieHa Komurera us
ymcna npeactasuteneit CTOpoH, BKIIOUEHHBIX B MPUIIOKEHKE |, Ha OCTaBIIYIOCS YacTh CPOKa
IEUCTBUS MaHJaTa I-Ha XaMaHaKH.

11. TIImenym oTMeuaert, 4TO, XOTs B MPOIEAypax ¥ MEXaHU3Max yKa3zaHa MPOI0JKUTEIIbHOCTh
CpOKa JICMCTBUS MaHIaTOB WieHOB KoMuTeTa 1o coOII0IeHUI0 B MAaKCUMAaJIbHOE YHCIIO
MOCJIEIOBATEIBLHBIX CPOKOB, B TEUCHHE KOTOPHIX WIeHbl KOMHUTETa MOTYT HaXOIUTHCSI HA CBOEM
nocty, KC/CC He yrouHuIa Npog0JDKUTEILHOCTH CPOKA JIEHCTBHUS MaHAaTa 3aMECTUTEIIEH
yieHoB KomuTeTa 1 MakCMMalIbHOE YHCIIO TIOCIICIOBATEIHHBIX CPOKOB, B TEUCHHE KOTOPBIX
3aMecTuTeNb YieHa KoMuTera MOKET 3aHUMATh 3TOT MOCT. B mporenypax 1 MexaHu3Max TakkKe
HUYETO HE TOBOPHUTCS O TOM, JIOJDKEH JIU CPOK, B TEYCHHE KOTOPOTO 3aMECTUTEIb WICHA
KomMurera 3aHUMAa 3TOT TIOCT, YYUTHIBATHCS MIPU ONPEICIICHUN MTPEACITbHON
MIPOJIOJDKUTEIILHOCTH ABYX TIOCIICIOBATEIBHBIX CPOKOB, B TEUCHHE KOTOPBIX WieHb KoMuTtera
MOTYT 3aHHMaTh CBOIO HOJUKHOCTE. ITnenym mpemtaraer KC/CC npuHSTh pemicHue o
pacnpocTtpaneHnr Ha KoMHTeT 110 COOI0OIEHUIO MPAKTUKHU TTO BOTIPOCAaM WICHCKOTO COCTaBa,
MIPUMEHSEMON B HACTOSIIIEE BPeMs APYTUMHU opraHaMHu, 0Opa30BaHHBIMU B COOTBETCTBHH

¢ Knorckum mpoToKoioM, ¢ TeM 4TOOBI.

a) CPOK I[eﬁCTBHH MaHJaTa KaXa0Tro 4JICHa Komurera PaCIpoOCTpaHAJICA TaKXKE Ha €TI0

WJIN €€ 3aMEeCTUTEII,
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b) 3amecrturenu wienoB Komurera mo coOMIOICHAIO HE BBIMOTHSIN ()YHKIIUH
3amecTuTelneil 6osee AByX CPOKOB MOIPS;

C)  CpOK, B TEUECHHE KOTOPOTO 3aMEeCTUTEIb WicHa KomMuTeTa BHIOIHSIT CBOU (DYHKIINH,
HE YUUTBIBAJICS NIPH ONPEACIICHUH NPEIEIbHON NPOAOIKUTENBHOCTH JIBYX MOCIEA0BATEIbHBIX
CPOKOB, B TEUEHHE KOTOPBIX MOKET HAXOAUTHCS HA CBOEM MOCTY 3aMecTUTelb wieHa Komurera,
BITOCJIEZICTBUM M30HpaeMblil wieHoM Komurera, a cpok, B T€4eHHE KOTOPOTO BBIMTOJIHSI CBOU
¢byukun uien Komurera, He yYuThIBANICS IPU ONPEIEICHUN TTPeIeIbHON TPOAOIKUTEILHOCTH
JIBYX IIOCJIE0OBATEIbHBIX CPOKOB, B TEUEHUE KOTOPBIX MOKET HAXOANUTHCS HA IOCTY YICH
KomuTeTa, BriocieacTBuM H30MpaeMblii B KauecTBe 3aMmecTuTeNs wieHa Komurera.

C. TpaHcnapeHTHOCTh, KOMMYHUKAIMsS U uHGopManus

12. Bo ucnonnenue nyHkTa 1 mpaBuia 9 npaBuil nporeaypsl Oblia Mpou3BeieHa BUIEO3aMKCh
MSITOTO COBEIIAHUS MJICHYMA, IIECTOTO COBEIIAHMSI MOAPA3/ICICHUS [0 CTUMYJIUPOBAHUIO U
OTKPBITBIX 3aCEIaHUN TPETHEr0, YeTBEPTOrO, MSATOTO U IIECTOr0 COBEIIAaHUH MOApa3AeTIeHHs 110
o0ecrneveHnIo coOI0IeHus, KOTopasi 3aTeM TpaHcIupoBajiach B ceTu MlHTepHeT uepe3 BeOcaiT
PKMKOOH.

13. Bo BTOpom exeroanom aokiaae Komurera mo cobmroaenuto, paccmorpenaom KC/CC na
€e TPEThEH CeCCHM, MPUBEJICHO PEIICHHE IJIEHyMa TI0 MEXaHu3MaM paboThl, CBSI3aHHBIM C
y4acTHeM OOIIECTBEHHOCTH B coBelIaHusAX KoMuTeTa mo coOIroAeHII0
(FCCC/KP/ICMP/2007/6, myuktsl 15-17). B COOTBETCTBHH C STHUM PEIICHHEM ObLIa CO3/1aHa
MPOCTasi CHCTEMA YBEJIOMJICHUS U PETUCTPAIIUU TS T€X, KTO XOTel Obl HabJIr01aTh 3a
COBENIAHUSAMH TIJIEHyMa U TI0JIpa3/IeJICHUH.

D. TlpuBWjIeruv ¥ HUMMYHHTETHI YJIEHOB M 3aMeCTHTeJIell YeHOB
KoMurtera mo coo0J1101eHUuIO

14. B cooTtBercTBHM C BbIBOJAaMH, TpUHATEIMEH BOO Ha ero aBaanarth MIECTOW CECCHH B
OTHOIIICHUU MPUBUJIETHI 1 HMMYHHUTETOB JIUII, pa0OTAIOMINX B OPHUITHATBHBIX OpraHax,
YUPEKICHHBIX B COOTBETCTBUH ¢ KnoTckum HpOTOKOJ’IOMZ, MJIEHYM OTMEYAeT, 4To JI0
HACTOSIIETO BPEMEHN HUKAKHUX CIIOPOB, )KaJIO0 WIIM MPETEH3WH B oTHOIIEHNH KoMuTeTa mo
COOJTIOICHHUIO WITH pabOTAFOIIMX B HEM JIMIL B CBSI3U € UX O(PHUIIMAIBHBIMUA (PYHKIIUSIMHU HE OBLIO.
BwMmecTe ¢ TeM muieHyM BHUMATEIBHO HabmomaeT 3a oocykaennem Ha ceccussx KC/CC u BOO
BOIIPOCA O MPHUBUJICTUSIX U UMMYHUTETAX JIJIS JTUI], pa0OTarONIMX B O(PUIIMAIBHBIX OpraHax,
YTBEP)KJICHHBIX B COOTBETCTBUHU ¢ KMOTCKMM MPOTOKOJIOM, 0COOEHHO 3a 00CYKICHHEM BTOPOTO

2 FCCCISBI/2007/15, nyukTs 163-168.
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paccmoTrpenust Knotckoro mpoTokosia BO HCIIOIHEHHE ero ctatbu 9. OH oTMeYaer, 4To
OKCHIEPTHI, Y KOTOPBIX MOApa3/eeHHE M0 CTUMYIMPOBAHUIO HITH MOApa3eIeHIE TI0
00eCTIeYeHHIO COOITIOICHUS 3alPAIIBAOT KOHCYIbTAIIUU B COOTBETCTBHH C TYHKTOM 5
pasznena VIl mpouenyp 1 MEXaHU3MOB, HE TIOJIb3YIOTCSI UMMYHUTETOM B CBS3U C DKCIIEPTHBIMHU
KOHCYJIbTAIMSIMH, KOTOPBIC OHU MPEOCTABIISIOT 3TUM IOIPa3/ICIICHUSIM.

[11. PabGora, npoaejiaHHas 32 OTYETHBIH NEPUO

A. Jlokaaabl rpynn 3KCNEPTOB MO0 PACCMOTPEHHUIO COIJIACHO CTaThe 8
Kuorckoro nporokosa u apyrasi ungopmauus, noxydeHHas
nienymom Komurera no cod.1o1eHuI0

15. B cootBetcTBHU C MyHKTOM 3 pasaena VI nporenyp 1 MEXaHU3MOB CEKpeTapuar
npernpoBoaut Komurery o coOmoIeHHIO TOKJIA B! TPYIIT SKCIIEPTOB 110 PACCMOTPEHHIO 00
UTOTaX IICHTPAIN30BaHHBIX YIIIyOIeHHBIX paccMoTpeHui (Y P) ueTBepThIX HAlMOHATBHBIX
cooOuienuit bensruu, bonrapuu, 'epmanuu, cnanuu, Jlnxtenmreiina, Monako,
Hunepnannos, [lopryranuu, ®pannuu u Yenickoit Pecniyonuku. Ilnenym ormedaer, 4To K
HACTOSIIEMY BpeMeHH MoxydeHo 26 YP u 4to yriayOiieHHOe pacCMOTPEHHUE YETBEPTHIX
HALMOHANBHEIX COO0IIeH i 11 CtopoH, BKJIFOUeHHBIX B ipuiokeHue | (CTopoHsl,
BKJIFOUCHHBIC B MPHIIOXKEHHUE |), HAMEUEHO Ha CIIeTyFOLIHIA rox’.

16. Taxke B COOTBETCTBUU C MMYHKTOM 3 pazzaena V| mporeayp u MexaHU3MOB CeKpeTapuar
npenpoBo i1 KoMuTeTy 1o coOIi0IeHUI0 JOKIIAIbl O PACCMOTPEHHUH MTePBOHAYATBHBIX
noknanoB (PTIT) benbruu, bonrapuu, ['epmannu, J{anuu, EBponetickoro Coo0riiecTtsa,
Wpnanaun, Ucnannuu, Ucnanun, Utanuu, Jlareun, JIutesl, JIuxrenmreiina, JlrokcemOypra,
Momnako, Hopseruu, [Tonsimm, [Toptyranuu, Poccuiickoit @enepanuu, Pymbinun, CnoBakuu,
Crnosenun, Coenunennoro Koponescrsa BenmnkoOputanuu u CesepHoit Upnanauu, YKpauHsl,

3 .
Hcrnonb3yeMblil B 3TOM JJOKJIai€ TEPMHUH "d4eTBEPTOE HAIIMOHAIBHOE coobmeHue"

OXBaTBIBACT MEPBbHIC, BTOPHIC U TPEThH HAIIMOHAILHBIE COOOIICHUS, KOTOPhIE ObLIH
MPEACTABJICHBI B TOT MEPUOJT, KOT/1a 00JbIUHCTBO CTOPOH, BKIIIOYEHHBIX B MIPHIIOKEHHUE |,
MIPEACTABIISUIA CBOE YETBEPTOE HAIMOHAIBLHOE COOOIIEHUE B COOTBETCTBHUH C

pemcanem 4/CP.87.

4 Nmerotcs B Buny YP B otHomennn Actpu, benapycu, EBponetickoro CooOriecTsa,
Upnanauu, Utanuu, Kanazge, [Tonemm, Poccuiickoit @eaepanuu, Pymbianu, YkpanHsl u
XopBatuu. ABCTpanus MpeCTaBUiia CBOE YeTBEPTOE HAIlMOHAIBHOE coobmenue 12 nekadps
2005 rona, T.€. 10 TOr0O MOMEHTAa, Koraa oHa craina CropoHnoit Knorckoro nporokona. Ee
YETBEPTOE HALIMOHAILHOE COOOIICHUE PACCMAaTPUBAETCSI B COOTBETCTBUU C PYKOBOASIIIMMHU
npuaimnamMu Kousentuu. U3 39 CTopoH, BKIIIOYSHHBIX B MPWIIOKEHHE |, KOTOpBIE Takxke
sBisitoTcst CTopoHamMu KHOTCKOTO MPOTOKOJIa, CBOE YETBEPTOE HAITMOHAIIBHOE COOOIIEHNE HE
npeacTaBuII Julb JIrokcemOypr.
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Ounnsuauu, Opannun, Yeuickoi Pecyonuku, [lIBeruu u cronuu. Ilnenym ormeuaer, 4To
CBOM MEepBOHAYATBHBIC JOKIAAbI ipeacTaBmim Bce 39 CTOpOH, BKIFOYCHHBIX B MIPHIIOKEHHUE |,
KOTOpbIe Takke sBIsA0TCs CtopoHamu Kuotckoro nmporokosna. OH Takke OTMEUAET, u4To K
HACTOSIIEMY BpeMEHH BM ObLTO rmory4deHo 36 noknanos o PIIJ] u uro moxman o PII/] B
OTHOIIIEHUU ABCTpPAJIUU HAXOJIUTCS HA CTAJUU TIOJITOTOBKH, UJIET MOJATOTOBKA K PACCMOTPEHUIO
NEPBOHAYAJIBHOIO JJOKJIaAa XOpBaTHUH, & PACCMOTPEHUE NIEPBOHAYAIIBHOTO JJoKIaAa benapycu
0TJIO)KEHO 110 paccMoTpeHust BOO nopsiaka u yciaoBuid paCCMOTpeHI/I}IS.

17. B coorBercTBuM ¢ myHKTOM 1 pazzaena VI nporieyp 1 MeXaHU3MOB CEKpeTaprar
npenpoBo i Komutety 1o cobmoaenuto noknasas o PIT/] B otHomenuu ['peninn u Kanazawr, B
KaKJIOM U3 KOTOPBIX OBLIM TOIHSATH BOIIPOCHI OCYIIECTBICHHUS. B COOTBETCTBUU C ITyHKTOM 2
pasnena VI nmporeayp ¥ MEXaHU3MOB ATH JOKJIAIbI OBUIM TaKXKe MPeI0CTaBIeHBI [ peruu u
Kanane. udopmanus o paboTe moapasaeiacHus Mo 00eCneYeHUI0 COOTIOICHHS, KaCaomascs
ATUX BOTPOCOB OCYIIECTBJICHUS, N3NI0keHa Hroke B rnaBax |1l B u Il C.

18. B cootBercTBHM ¢ MyHKTOM 3 pazzaena VI nporeayp 1 MexaHu3MOB M ITyHKTOM 49
npusioxenus K pemiennto 22/CMP.1 cexperapuat npenpoBoaa KoMuTeTy mo coooaeHnto
€KErOHbIE JOKJIAIBI O COCTOSHUU KaaacTpoB nmapHukoBbix ra3oB (EJIC) Ascrpun, benapycu,
benbruu, bonrapuu, Bearpuu, ['epmanuu, I'penun, lanuu, EBponetickoro Coo0riecTsa,
WNpnannuu, Ucnanauu, Ucnianuu, Utanuu, Kananel, JlatBun, JIutesel, JIuxteHireiina,
JlrokcemOypra, Monako, Hunepmannos, Hooit 3enanauu, Hopseruu, [Tonbmm, [Topryranuu,
Poccuiickoit ®eneparuu, Pymbinun, CinoBakuu, CioBenuu, CoenuHennoro KoposneBcTpa
Ykpannsl, Gunnsgaanu, @pannuu, Yenickort Pecyomnmku, Bewnapuw, [Berun, Dctonnu n
Snonuu. Ilnenym ormedaer, uyto um 6110 osrydero 37 EJIC u uto EJIC ABcTpanuu u
XopBaTuu OyIyT MPenpoBOXAaThcsi KoMUTETY HaUMHAS CO CIIEYIONIEro ro/a.

19. [lgeHyM HAaIOMHHAET, YTO B COOTBETCTBUU C MyHKTOM 1 perenus 26/CMP.1 kaxaoe
MIEPBOHAYAILHOE PACCMOTPEHHE JIOJKHO OBITH 3aBEPIIICHO HE MO3THEE YeM Yepe3 ToJ1 IOocIIe
IpeJICTaBICHHS TIEPBOHAYAIBHOTO J0KIaaa. [11eHyM BeIpakaeT OECIIOKOHCTBO IO TIOBOIY
3aJIepIKeK ¢ 3aBepIICHHUEM HEKOTOPBIX JOKJIAI0B O pACCMOTPEHUH, 0coOeHHO qokmaaa o PIT]]
EBpomneiickoro coo0recTBa, KOTopbiii 0611 ormyosmkoBan 15 despans 2008 roga, uinu moutu
4yepes OJIMH I'oJT ¥ JIBa Mecslla Mocje MpeACTaBlIeHUs IEpPBOHAYAILHOTO JToKIa1a EBpornerickoro
coobmiectBa 18 nexadps 2006 roxa, n qoknama o PITJ] Kanambr, KoTopsiil ObUT ONTyOIMKOBaH

11 anpens 2008 rozga, T.e. TOYTH Yepe3 OJMH I'OJT U OJMH MECSI] TIOCIIE TIPEICTABICHHS
nepBoHavabHOTO Mokiaaaa Kanamaer 15 mapra 2007 roza.

> FCCC/KP/CMP/2007/9, myrxkt 160.
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20. Ha cBoeM mSTOM COBEIAHUH IJICHYM PAaCCMOTPEI MPEICTABICHHYIO CEKpeTapuaToM
UH(POPMALIUIO O MOJIOKEHHUH JeJ B 00J1aCTH NPEACTABICHUS M pACCMOTPEHHS TOKJIAZ0B B
cootBeTcTBUM ¢ Knorckum nporokonom (mokyment CC/5/2008/5) u ¢ pactymum
OECIIOKOHCTBOM OTMETHII, UTO K HACTOSIIEMY BPEMEHH, T.€. CITyCTs TIOYTH TPH TOJa IMOCIIe
UCTEUEHHsI KpaiiHero CpoKa, ycTaHOBIeHHOTO B pemieHnn 4/CP.8 B cBsi3u ¢ penieHneM
22/CMP.1, JTrokceMOypr He TpeACTaBUII CBOE YETBEPTOE HAIIMOHAIBHOE COOOIIECHHE C
JOTIOTHUTEBHOU HH(pOopManuelt, Tpedyemoii myHkToM 2 cratbu /7 Knorckoro npoTtokorna,
HECMOTps Ha OecrokoiicTBo, BeipakenHoe KC/CC B a1oif cBs3u’.

21. Ha cBoeM 4eTBEpPTOM COBELIAHUHM TOAPA3/IeIEHHE 10 00ECIICUCHUIO COOITIOICHIUS
OTMETHJIO B&XKHOCTH 00€CIIEYEHHsI TOTO, YTOOBI BCE TPYIIITBI 3KCIIEPTOB MO PACCMOTPEHHIO
COTJTACOBaHHBIM 00Pa30M MPOBOIMIA PACCMOTPEHHE B OTHOIIEHHH BceX CTOPOH B
COOTBETCTBHUH CO cTarheit 8 KHOTCKOro mpoToKoIIa, U MOCTAHOBUIIO MIPUBIIEYD K TOMY BOIPOCY
BHMMaHHE rieHyMa. I1o mpock0e moapasiesneHus 1Mo 00eCceyeHNIO COOIIOICHNS CEKpETapruar
HOATOTOBHJI JIOKYMEHT C OIMCAHUEM TIPOIECca PACCMOTPEHHS coriiacHo crarbe 8 Knorckoro
IPOTOKOJIa U 0000IIeH e coeprkanieiics B oknanax o PITJ] uHpopMammu o HalMOHATBHBIX
cucremax (moxyment CC/5/2008/2), KOTOpBIi JOKEH MOCITYKUTh BKJIAJOM B O0CYXKICHHE
IUIEHYMOM 9TOr0 Bompoca. 11ocie paccMOTPEHHMS 9TOT0 JOKYMEHTA U JJOTIOTHUTEILHOM
MH(OPMAIIMH, IPEICTABICHHON CEKPETAPHATOM BO BPEMSI €TO TISATOrO COBEINAHMS, INIEHYM
pPaccMOTpeIT BOIPOCHI, CBA3AHHBIE C MPOIIECCOM PACCMOTPEHHUS COTJIACHO CTaThe 8.

22. Ilnenym BeIpakaeT MPHU3HATENBHOCTH IPYIIIaM 3KCIEPTOB IO PACCMOTPEHUIO 3a
MPOJeNIaHHYI0 UMH paboTy MO MOATOTOBKE, MPH MOAIEPIKKE CeKpeTapuara U ¢ UCIOIb30BaHHEM
OTpaHUUYEHHBIX PECYPCOB, BBICOKOKAYECTBEHHBIX JJOKJIA0B O paccMoTpeHuu. [lnenym
npuBeTCTBYET BhickazaHHble BOO Ha ero nBaanaTh BOCbMOW CECCHM 3aMeudaHus 00
UCKJTIOYUTENbHOM BaXKHOCTH COBEPILICHCTBOBAHMSI MPOIIECCOB MIPECTABICHUS U PACCMOTPEHUS
urdopMamn’ . BMecTe ¢ TeM IIIeHyM 06eCoKOeH TPOoGIeMaMi COrIaCOBAHHOCTH TPOLIECcca
PacCMOTPEHHUSI U OTPAaHUUEHHOCTH PECYPCOB, B TOM YHCIIe HEXBATKOM FOTOBBIX K paboTe
9KCIIEPTOB. DTHU MPOOIEMBI MOTYT CEPHE3HBIM 00Pa30M HAPYIIUTH BHIOJHEHUE (PYHKIIHIMA
paccMOTpPEHHUsI, KOTOPBIE SBISIOTCS 0043aTeNIbHBIMU COTJIacCHO KHOTCKOMY IPOTOKONY U UMEIOT
UCKJTIOYMTENbHO BayKHOE 3HaUeHue A padoTsl Komurera, mosToMy mieHyMm OyneT IpoaosKaTh
JepKaTh 3TU BOMPOCHI MOJT KOHTPOJIEM Ha CBOMX OYAYIINX COBEIIAHUSX.

Pemenne 5/CMP.3, "Cobmtoenne o0s3atenbeTB o Knorckomy mpoTokoy”.

" FCCC/SBI/2008/8, mynxT 93.
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B. PaCCMOTpeHI/Ie moapasacJI€eHuEM 1o o0ecrneYeHHu10 COOII0AeHHS BOIIpoca,
Kacarnumerocs oCymecTBJI€CHUS B OTHOIICHU M Fpelmn

23. 31 nexabps 2007 roga B KomuteT 1o coOII0CHHUIO TTOCTYITHI 3aITPOC OTHOCUTEIHHO
OCYIIECTBIICHHS, TOHATHIH B Hokmane o PITJ] Ipern®. 8 susaps 2008 roxa Gropo Komurera
10 COOJTFOJICHHUIO HAITPABUJIIO ATOT BOMPOC IMOJIPA3/ICIICHUIO TI0 00ECTICYCHHIO COOTFOICHUS.

22 suBaps 2008 roga nmopasieneHue mo 00eCeUeHHI0 COOITI0ICHUSI IPUHSIIO PelIeHre

(cm. moxyment CC-2007-1-2/Greece/EB) npuctynuth K paboTe HaJl 3TUM BOIIPOCOM,
KacaroIIUMCs OCYIIECTBICHHSI B CBS3H C COOMIOACHNEM ""PyKOBOASIINX MPUHIUITOB JIJIs
HAIMOHAILHBIX CHCTEM COrflacHO MyHKTY 1 crathu 5 Knorckoro nmporokona” (pemierue
19/CMP.1) u "PyKkoBOASIINX IPHUHIKIIOB /IS IIOATOTOBKU HH(OPMAIUK, TpeOyeMOii COrlIaCHO
cratbe 7 Knorckoro nmporokona” (pemenune 15/CMP.1).

24. Tloppa3zaeneHue 0 00ECIICUYCHUIO COOTFOICHUS TTOIYUHIIO OT [ pelinu muchkMeHHOE
npeacrasnenne u 4-5 mapra 2008 roma nmpoBeso ciaymaHue 1Mo Tpock0e ATo CTOpoHBI. B cBOMX
npeaBapuTeIbHBIX BeIBogax oT 6 Mmapta 2008 roga (cm. nokyment CC-2007-1-6/Greece/EB)
TIOJIpa3 IeIeHUE TPHIIUIO K 3aKITFOUEHUI0, YTO ['pernst He coOIro1aeT pyKOBOISIINE IPUHITHUITHI,
ynomuHaBIuecs B myHkte 23 Beime. 17 anpens 2008 roa mociie moydeHus JOMOTHUTETHFHOTO
MUCHMEHHOTO TIPEJICTaBICHUs OT [ pernu, moapa3aeieHue MoATBEPAUIIO CBOU TIPEABApUTEIBLHBIC
BBIBOIBI B OKOHUATEIbHOM perienuu (cM. mokyment CC-2007-1-8/Greece/EB).

25. 16 urons 2008 roma ['penust mpencTaBuiia COOTBETCTBYOIIHMI TUTAH BO UCIIOTHEHUE
OKOHYATEJIBHOTO PELICHUS MO Pa3IeICHUS 110 00SCIICUSHUIO COOTIOICHHUS B COOTBETCTBHHU B
nyHKTOM 2 pazaena XV npoleaypsl 1 MeXaHu3MOB. Ha cBoeM I11ecTOM COBEIIaHHH,
coctosiBiiemcst 6—7 okTs0pst 2008 roa, moapasneneHue Mo 00eCIeYSHUIO COOITI0ICHHS
obparuinock k I'pertuu ¢ mpoch00ii PeACTaBUTh MIEPECMOTPEHHBIH M1aH (CM. JOKYMEHT
CC-2007-1-10/Greece/EB).

26. B coorBeTcTBHHE ¢ MyHKTOM 2 a) paszena || mpoueayp u MeXaHH3MOB pPeNICHHS, IPUHATHIC
TIOJIPa3ICIICHUEM 10 00ECTICUCHUIO COOJIOICHNS B OTHOIIICHUH [ pelinu, BKIIIOYCHBI B
npuinoxenue || k HacTosmEeMy noknay.

C. PaCCMOTpeHI/Ie moapasacJJ€eHueEM 1o o0ecneYeHHu10 CO0II0AeHHs BOIIpoca,
Kacaruerocsd oCymecTBJICHUSA, B OTHOLICHUN Kanaapl

27. 14 anpens 2008 roga B KoMuTeT M0 COOMIOACHUIO MTOCTYITHI BOITPOC OTHOCUTEIIEHO
OCYIIECTBIICHHS, TOAHATHI B nokaze o PITJ] Kanaxe®. 16 anperst 2008 roxa Gropo Komurera
0 COOJTIOJICHHUIO HAIIPABUIIO ATOT BOMPOC MOJIPA3/IEICHUIO IO 00ECTIEYCHHUIO COOTIOICHUS.

8 FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.
®  FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN.
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2 mast 2008 rosa mogpaseneHue o 00ecrneueHnIo COOM0ICHNS PUHSIIO pEllIeHUe TPUCTYIUTh
K pabore (cMm. mokymenT CC-2008-1-2/Canada/EB) Ha 3THM BOITPOCOM, CBSI3aHHBIM C
coOmoieHreM "'PyKoBOISIIMX IPHUHIMIIOB [T OATOTOBKHA HH(POPMALINH, TPEOYyEeMOid COTJIACHO
cratbe 7 Knorckoro nporokona” (pemenune 15/CMP.1) u TpeOoBaHMiT TEXHHYECKUX CTAHIAPTOB
JUTs OOMEHa JaHHBIMH MEXIY CUCTEMaMHU PEeCTPOB.

28. TloppazaeneHue 1o 00ECIICUCHUIO COOTIOIEHUS MOydriio oT KaHapl micbMeHHbIE
npeacrasienns U 14 urons 2008 roga nposerno cirymmadus mo npockoe 3toii Ctoponsl. 15 uioHs
2008 roma moapasaeseHue 1mo 00ecrneuyeHno COOMIOCHUS TPUHSIIO PEIICHUE HE
npeanpuHUMATh JajdbHelmx aeicteuii (cM. tokyment CC-2008-1-6/Canada/EB).

29. B cooTrBeTcTBHHM C yHKTOM 2 a) paszena || mpoueayp u MeXaHH3MOB pPeLICHHS, IPUHATHIC
MOJIPa3JICIICHUEM 10 00ECTICUECHHUIO COOTIOICHNUS B OTHOIIICHNN KaHa lbl, BKIFOUYCHBI B
npuioxenue 1V x HacTosmemMy J0KIamny.

30. 11 uronsa 2008 roga ot Kananpr 66110 moyueHo " JlanpHelee mucbMeHHOE
npezacrasienne” (cogepxamnuecs B nokymente CC-2008-1-7/Canada/lEB). Tlo mpockbe
npejcenarens moapasaelieHus 1mo odecrneueHnro coomoaenus Kanaae Obuto HampaBieHO
COO0IIIeHHE, B KOTOPOM YKa3bIBAJIOCh, YTO, TIOCKOJIBKY PEIIEHUEM O HETIPUHITHHU JATbHEUIIINX
Mep MpoIeaypa, KacarIiascs COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO BOIIPOCA OCYIIECTBIICHHUS, ObliIa 3aBEPIIICHA,
Kanama, BO3MOKHO, TIOKEIaeT 00paTUThCS ¢ TPOCHOOH 0 TOM, YTOOBI €€ COoOIIeHNE,
conepaxaiieecs B fokymerre CC-2008-1-7/Canada/EB, 65110 BKIIFOUEHO B IPUIIOKEHUE K
exxerogaomy aokiaany Komurera o ocymecrsienuto st KC/CC B cOOTBETCTBUU C TyHKTOM 2
npaBuia 22 IpaBuI npouez[ypbllo. ITo cooTBeTcTBYIOMIEH MMpockOe Kanasel, koTopas Oblia
MoJTydeHa ceKkpeTapraroM B nmucbMeHHO# dopme 31 nrons 2008 rona, STOT JOKYMEHT,
o3aryaBieHHBIN " J[ampHEeHIIIee MMCbMEHHOE MpeCTaBIeHUE ", ObLT BKIIFOYSH B HACTOSIIIHI
JOKJIa/] B KAYECTBE MPHIIOKEHUS V.

D. Pa6ora nogpa3aejieHusi o odecrne4eHN 0 COOI0IeHH,
CBSI3aHHAA C NOJABEJICHUEM UTOIOB

31. Ha cBoem mecToM COBEIaHUH MTOAPA3ACIICHUE 110 00SCIICUEHUIO0 COOMIOACHUS 00CYINIIO0
BoIpoc o cBoeit padote B 2008 romy u MpeIIoKuiIo yaydieHus, KOTOPbIe MOKHO OBbLIO OBl
BHECTH B pabOTY IO paCCMOTPEHHUIO BOITPOCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C OCYIICCTBICHHEM. B kadecTBe

10 . .
B mynkTte 2 nmpaBuia 22 roBOpHUTCS ClIeayoliee. 3aMedaHus B MUCbMEHHOM (opMe B

OTHOILIEHUU OKOHYATEJIbHOTO PEIIEHUs, IPEICTaBIICHHbIE B TeUeHHUE 45 THEH nmocie moIy4eHHs
ATOTO pelIeHus 3aTparuBaeMoii CTOPOHOM, pacIIpOCTPaHSAIOTCS CEKPETAPHATOM CPEIH YICHOB U
3aMECTHUTENIeH YJIEHOB COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO MOIpa3 /IeJICHUsI U BKIIFOYAIOTCS B €KErOJIHBIN JT0KJIa]T
Komurera ms Kondepennuu CTopoH, nelicTByromel B kauecTBe coertanuss CTOpoH
Kuotckoro nmporokomna”.
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OCHOBBI JIJTst TON pabOTHI MO TOABEICHUIO HTOTOB MCITOJIB30BaIaCh CIIPaBOYHasK 3aIMCKa,
NOJroTOBJICHHAs cekpeTapuaTtoM (nokyment CC/EB/6/2008/2).

32. Tlonmpa3zneneHue onpeaenuio chepbl padoThl, TPEOYIOIINE BHECEHHUS TIONPABOK B TIPAaBHIIA
nmpoucaypsl, 1 IPpUHAJIO PCHICHUC O TOM, UYTO HNPCIJIOKCHHBIC UM MCXaHHU3MBbI pa6OTI)I u
MOMPAaBKHU K MpaBUiIaM Mmporeaypbl Komurera mo co00AeHUIO TOKHBI OBITH MTPEPOBOXKICHBI
wieHymy. Iloapasienenue Takke perinio, 4To YWICHbI KOMUTETA H 3aMECTUTEIH WICHOB
KOMHUTETa, ICHCTBYIOIINE B KAYECTBE YWICHOB KOMUTETA, MOTJIH OBl 1aBaTh Pa3bsCHEHHS B
OTHOIICHUH HECOTIACHOTO TOJI0COBAHHMS TI0 TIOBOTY JIFOOOTO PELICHHUS MMOIpa3Ae/ieHHs, KOTOPbIC
BKJTFOUAITUCH OBl B MIPUIIOXKEHHE K JIOKJIAAY O paboTe COBEIIaHusl, Ha KOTOPOM OBLIO PUHSITO 3TO
pelieHune, Wik B JJOKJIa]] 0 paboTe COBEIIaHuUs, TPOBOAUMOTO TTOCIIE MIPUHATHS PEIICHUS C
UCIIOJIb30BAHUEM DJICKTPOHHBIX CPEJICTB.

33. Ha nsiToM coBeliaHuy TUIEHYMa TpeiceAaTeNb MoIpa3IeieHUs 10 00ECTICYCHHIO
COOJIFOJICHHSI YCTHO MPENCTaBHII HH(POPMAIUIo 00 ypoKax, H3BJICYCHHBIX TIPH PACCMOTPEHHUH
BOIIPOCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C OCYIIECTBICHUEM, U O TIPUOOPETEHHOM IPH X PACCMOTPEHHH OTIBITE.
B ocHOBY /0K1a/1a OBLTH MTOJIOKEHBI PE3YIIBTAThl PA0OTHI IO TTOIBEACHUIO UTOTOB, O KOTOPBIX
YIOMHHAJIOCH B ITyHKTE 31 BHIIIIE.

34. Ilnenym paccMOTpen MEXaHU3MBI pabOThI U MOMPABKH, MIPEATIOKEHHBIE MOJIpa3iesieHueM
1o obecrnieueHuto codmroaeHus, u penrni npeacrasuth KC/CC npeaiokeHHbIe MOMPaBKU K
IpaBHUJIaM IPOLEAYPbI, KOTOPbIE COAepkKATCs B MPUIIOKEHHUH | K HAaCTOAIEMY JOKIAy, AJs
YTBEPKACHUS Ha €€ YeTBEPTON CECCHH.

35. [lnenym moa4epkHyI, YTO OH HAMEPEH HaIpaBisITh Ha yTBepxkaeHrne KC molbie monpaBku
K [IpaBUJIaM MIPOLEAYPHI MOCIE X TIIATEIHLHOTO PACCMOTPEHUS, TPUHUMAs BO BHUMaHHE JTF000i
MPUOOPETEHHBIN OMBIT B 3TOM OTHOIIIECHHUHU.

E. Pa0Gouee coBemanue nmoapasjaejeHusi N0 CTUMYJIMPOBAHUIO 10 BONIPOCAM
npeacTaBJIeHUs U paccCMOTpeHusi UH(poOpMaIuu

36. B cooTBeTcTBHHM ¢ IPOCKOOH, BBICKa3aHHOM MOIpa3/IelIEHUEM 10 CTUMYIUPOBAHUIO HA €ro
yeTBepTOM coBemanuu, / okTs0pst 2008 rona B boHHe 01O IpOBEIeHO pabodee COBEIIaHUE 110
BOIPOCAM MPEACTABICHUS U PACCMOTPEHUS HH(POPMAIUH B IEJIAX aHATU3a POJIH PEKUMA
coOrofieHus B cucteMe KHOTCKoro nmporokosa, ooMeHa 3HaHUSIMHU ¥ HH(pOpMaIue o
B3aMMOJICHCTBUM MEXIY CHCTEMaMH U OpPraHaMH B 00JIACTAX MPEACTABICHUS U PACCMOTPCHUS
UHGOPMAIIUU U COOJTIOICHUS U M3YUEHUSI OCHOBHBIX MIPOOJIEM, OTHOCSIIUXCS K 3THM TEMaM.
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37. B pe3ynbrate 00CYKACHHS, COCTOSBIIETOCS Ha 3TOM pabovyeM COBEIIaHUH, ITO
NIOJpa3/IeIeHNE Ha CBOEM IIECTOM COBEIIAHUH PEIINIIO MPOJOIDKUTE Ha CBOEM CIIAYIOIIEM
COBEIIaHNHU 00CYXJIEHHE BOTIPOCa O BO3MOXKHBIX ITYTSAX BBHITIOJHEHUSI CBOUX 00S3aHHOCTEH 110
OKa3aHHIO0 KOHCYJbTaTUBHOM ITOMOIIY M CTUMYJMPOBAHHUIO "'C LIEIIBIO MMOOUIPEHUS COOTIOICHUS
¥ 00eCIIeYeHUS PAaHHETO MPEAYIPEKACHUS O BOZMOKHOM HECOOIIOICHUH' COTTIACHO MYHKTY 6 a)
paznena |V mponenyp n mexanusmoB. [lonmpasnenenne Takke paCCMOTPHT BOIIPOC O
BO3MOJXKHBIX CIIOCO0AX MCIOJIb30BaHMs OoraTeiieil nHpopMaIyu, coiepKamencs B JOKIaaax
TPy SKCIEPTOB 110 PACCMOTPEHHIO, KOTOPBIE MPEMPOBOKIAIOTCS WIEHAM U 3aMECTHTEIISIM
yieHoB KomureTa mo cobiroieHIIo B COOTBETCTBUH ¢ IyHKTOM 3 pazaena VI mpouenyp u
MEXaHHU3MOB, B TOH Mepe, B KOTOPOH 3Ta HHPOPMAIHI UMEET OTHOIIICHNE K MaHIaTy
HOApa3/IeIeHUs.

V. Y4yacTHe 4JIeHOB M 3aMecTUTe el YJICHOB

38. Ilnenym BHOBB oOpaiiaet BuuManue KC/CC Ha npeaokeHust, KOTOPbIE COEpKaTcs B
nmyHKTe 27 BTOPOTO XKErogHOro gokiana Komurera o cobmronenns mist KC/CCM i kotopsie
KacaroTCsl MyTeBBIX pacxoaoB u ydactusi, ¥ nmpocut KC/CC obecneunTh ydeT 3TUX NpeoKeHUH
Y PaCCMOTPEHUU TIpearaeMoro Ot pkera Ha AByxroauunbiid nepuoa 20102011 roymos.

39. Kak 0Obu10 OTMEYEHO Ha TUIeHYMe, B pemeHnr 5/CMP.3 comeprkanack mpocbba K
cekperapuaTy npeactaBuTbh CTOpoHaM B XO€ MOJrOTOBKH UM O0/KeTa Ha ABYXTOUYHBIN
nepuos 2010-2011 romoB nHpopMaIHIO O MOCIEACTBUAX Mpeioxkenns Komurera mo
COOJIIOJICHHUIO PACTIPOCTPAHUTH MPAKTHKY (PMHAHCUPOBAHUS IMTYTEBBIX PACXOJ0B M PACX0JIOB,
CBSI3aHHBIX C y4acTHEM B coBemaHmsx Komurera, Ha BceX YWICHOB U 3aMECTUTEINEH YJICHOB
Komurera. ITnenym BeipakaeT Hajaexay Ha To, uro KC/CC Ha ocHOBe 3TOM HHDOpMAIUH
MIPUMET Ha CBOEH ISTON CECCUU COOTBETCTBYIOILIEE PEIICHUE.

V. Haau4ne pecypcoB

40. Jlnsa duHAHCUPOBAHMS NESITEIBHOCTH, CBA3aHHOM ¢ paboToii Komurera 1o co0moeHuno, B
ocHoBHOM Oropkere PKMKOOH na asyxroamunsrit neproa 2008—2009 rogos Obuta
yrBepkaeHa cymma B 1 022 500 nomt. CIIIA. Kpome toro, u3 IleneBoro ¢ponma mis
BCIIOMOTaTEJIbHOM JIEATEILHOCTH JIOJDKHA OBITh BhIZIeIeHa cyMma B 1 034 685 nonn. CIIA, uto
Ha 339 035 nomt. CIIA Gombliie o CpaBHEHHIO C OLIEHKOH, MPUBEICHHON B JOKYMEHTE O
O10JKETE TI0 MporpaMMaM Ha AByxroandnbiii neproa 2008—2009 FO,Z[OBlZ. Panee B HeM He

1 FCCCIKP/ICMP/2007/6.
12 FCCC/SBI/2007/8/Add.2.
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OBLIIM YYTEHBI UM YBEJTUYWINCH IO CPAaBHEHUIO C IIEPBOHAYAIBHBIMU IPOIHO3aMU HEKOTOPHBIE
CTaThbU PacXo0B, BKJIIOUYAs ¢ BEOTPAHCIAINIO, MEXaHU3MbI 00ecTrieueHus 0€301MacHOCTH,
TpeOYIOIMMHUCS B pE3YJIbTaTe MPUHATHS IPOLEAYP paObOThl, HO3BOJIIOIINX PEACTABUTENSIM
0011eCTBEHHOCTH Ha0II0AaTh 3a coBelanusaMu Komurera, a Takxke IMyTeBbIe pacXo/ibl U
pacxo/ibl, CBSI3aHHBIE C yYaCTUEM JKCIIEPTOB, Y KOTOPBIX MOAPA3ACIICHUE 110 CTUMYJINPOBAHUIO
WM 110 00eCTIeYeHUI0 COOMIOACHHUS 3apaliiBaeT KOHCYIbTAMOHHYIO TTOMOIIIb.

41. Tlo cocrosuuro Ha koHer 2007 rona, ocTaTok B3HOCOB i1 Komurera mo coOII0IEHUIO B
I{eneBom doHAE s BCIIOMOTaTeNIbHON JAesTeIbHOCTH cocTaBiisi 385 197 nomn. CIIIA,
KOTOpbIE OBLITN TIepeHeceHbl Ha AByxroandnbii nepuoa 2008—2009 rogos. B xoHIle 0TYETHOTO
nepuoaa B 2008 roay ObuH MoydeHbl B3HOCH Ha cymMmy 168 872 momn. CIIIA. Komuter
BBIpaKaeT 01aroAapHOCTh 3a meapbie B3HOCH benbrun, Coequnennomy KoponeBcTBy u
Snonun. Komurer npocut KC/CC npusBars CTOPOHBI BHOCHTH B3HOCHI B LleneBoii pou mist
BCIIOMOTATEJIbHON JesATeIbHOCTH Ha NBYXroauuHbii epuoa 2008—2009 rogoB auist moaaep:KKu
pabotel KomuTera mo coOmoaeHuto.
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[Ipunoxenue |

Hpell.naraeMble MONPaBKU K NMPpaBWJIaM Mpoueaypbl

B cootBerctBuu ¢ mynkrom 2 d) pazaena |l npunoxenus k pemenuto 27/COP.1 Ha
yrBepikaeHre KC/CC npeamaraeTcst HUKeCIEAYIOIMUN TEKCT, COAEPKAIIHIA TOMPABKH K
npaBuiam npoueaypbl Komurera mo coomoaeHnto Knorckoro mpotrokosia, coaepKanumcs B
npuIoKeHuu K pernennio 4/CMP.2.

1.  Tlocne mynkTa 13 crieyeT BKIFOYUTH CIETYIONIHA TEKCT:
"9-6uc. PACUET IIEPMO/I0B BPEMEHU
[TpaBuno 13-6uc
Jnist 1ieneit pacuera nepruoIoB BpEMEHH:

a)  JIeHb JEHCTBHS WM COOBITHS, C KOTOPOIO HAYMHAETCS OTCUET MIEPHOIa BPEMEHH, HE
BKJIFOYaeTcs. Biirouaercs MocieHUI IeHb pacCYUTBIBAEMOTO TaKUM 00pa3oM
MepHo/Ia, €CIIM OH HE MPHUXOIAUTCS Ha CyOOOTY, BOCKPECEHBE MIH Ha O(PUITHATBHBIN
npa3aguuk PKMKOOH, ninu Ha oduimansHbI HAIMOHATIBHBIN MPA3IHAUK B CITydae
npejenia BpeMeH!, TPUMEHUMOTO K 3aTparuBaemMoil CTOpOHE, M TOT/1a MEPUO.T
paccMaTpUBAETCs KaK MPOJIOJDKAFOIIMICS 10 KOHIIA CIIeIYIOMEro pabouero JIHS;

b) ¢ yderom moamyHKTa a) BEIIIE, €CIIH IIEPUOJI BPEMEHH BBIPAXKAETCS B HEACIIAX,
MecsIax Wik rojiax, To JJHEM UCTEUEHHUS TAKOTO IMEePHO/Ia BPEMEHH SABJISETCS TOT JKe
JICHb HEJIeIM, MeCsIla WK ToJia, YTO U JICHb, C KOTOPOT'0 HAYaJICs OTCYET MePHoIa
BPEMEHH, WJIH XK€, €CJTU B MECSIIe He UMECTCS TAKOU JaThl, OCJICIHUHN IEHb 3TOTO
mecsma”.

2. B memsx pacnpocTpaHeHuUs cepbl 0XBaTa Ha MpeiaracMoe HIKe HOBOE TIPaBUIIO 25-0uC
npaBuiIo 18 creayer u3MEHUTD CIAEAYIOINUM 00pa3oM:

"1. JIroOble mpemioKeHUsT WIIM KOMMEHTApHH cortacHo npasuiiam 14, 15, # 17 u 25-6uc
nonuckIBaeTcsi areHToM CTOPOHBI U MPEJICTABIISICTCS B CEKPETAPHAT B paclieuaTaHHOM
BHJIC U B DJICKTPOHHOU (hopme".
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3. B mpaBuio 25 B kauecTBE HOBOTO MyHKTa 3 CIIEAYET BKIIOYUTH CIETYIOIINH TEKCT:

"3. IIpaBo 3arparuBaemoii CTOpOHBI HA3HAYATH OJTHOTO MJIM HECKOJIBKHX JIHII, KOTOPBIC
OyAyT MPEeNCTaBIATE €€ MPHU PACCMOTPEHUH BOIIPOCA, KACAIOIIETOCs OCYIIECTBICHHS,

BO HCMoTHeHHE yHKTa 2 pazaena VI, pacipocrpansiercs Ha mo0bIe 3aceqaHus,
CO3BIBACMBIE B CIICTYIOIUX TEIISX

a)  pacCMOTpPEHHE BOIIPOCA O BOCCTAHOBIICHUH MPaBa HA Y4aCTHE COTIACHO
paszneny X;

b)  mepecMoTp u OIrleHKa JIFOOOTO MTaHa, MPEACTABICHHOTO TOAPa3AEICHHIO M0
o0ecrieueHnI0 COOTIOICHUS COTIIACHO MYHKTY 2 WUIH MMyHKTY 6 pazmena XV

C)  paccMOTpeHHe JIFo0O0ro M0KIaaa 0 X0/1e paboThI MO OCYIIECTBICHUIO 3TOIO
TUTaHa, MPEJICTABICHHOTO B MOApa3/ielieHHe M0 00ECTICUCHHIO COOTI0ICHUS
COTJIaCHO IMYHKTY 3 WJIM MMyHKTY 7 pazaena XV".

4.  Tlocne npaBuia 25 cieayeT BKIOYATD CICAYIONINNA TEKCT:
"TIpaBwmiio 25-6uc

1. [1naH, noyexanuii npeacTaBIeHUIo 3aTparuBaeMoil CTOpoHOH B MOpa3iesiecHue
10 00ECTIEYSHHUI0 COOJTFOICHHS COTIIaCHO MYHKTY 2 WM MYHKTY 6 pasnena XV, 10KeH:

a)  KOHKPETHO pacCMaTpHBAaTh B OTJCIBHBIX pa3jeax KaXKIblid U3 3JIEMEHTOB,
yKa3aHHBIX B MMyHKTE 2 WK MyHKTe 6 pasznena XV,

b) COACPIKAThb TOYHBIC OTBCTHI HA JIIOOBIE KOHKPETHBIC BOIIPOCHI, 3aTPOHYTLIC B
TOH Y4aCTH OKOHYATEIHLHOTO peICHUA MMOoAPa3aACICHUA 110 o0ecIeyeHnro
CO6J'IIOI[6HI/I$I, B KOTOPOM IIPUMCHAKOTCS IMOCJICACTBUS.

2. Honpamenem&e 10 00€eCIeYEHHIO CO6J'IIOI[6HI/I$I npujiaracT BCC YCHIINA JIA
IMPOBCACHUA PaCCMOTPCHUS U OLCHKHU IJIaHA, IIPCACTABIICHHOI'O COTJIACHO ITYHKTY 2 unu
ITYHKTY 6 pasaciia XV, B TCUCHHUC YCTBIPECX HCACIb C JAaThl ITOJYYCHU I1JIaHaA.

3. HpI/I MMPOBCACHUU PACCMOTPCHUA U OLUCHKU ITOAPA3ACIICHUC I10 o0ecneyeHnIo
CO6J'IIO,Z[CHI/I5[ OLICHUBACT CJICAYIOIIME aCIICKThI IIPEACTABJICHHOIO IIJIaHa.

a)  OBUIM JIU B HEM H3JI0)KEHBI M 4JIEKBATHO PACCMOTPEHBI 3JIEMEHTHI U BOIIPOCHI,
YIOMSIHYTbIE B TyHKTe 1 BHIIIIE;
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b)  npenamonaraercs au, 4TO B CIy4ae €ro OCYIICCTBICHHS ATOT TUIaH YCTPAHUT
HECOOJTIO/ICHHE WM TIO3BOJIUT BBIITOJHUTH KOJIMYECTBEHHOE 0053aTEIbCTBO
3arparuBaeMoii CTOpOHBI B 00JIACTH OTPAHUYEHUS WIIH COKPAIIEHUSI BELIOPOCOB
B TEUEHHE MOCIIEIYIONIETO MepHoa JeHCTBUS 0053aTENBCTB, KaK 3TO
MPEAYCMOTPEHO COOTBETCTBEHHO B MyHKTE 2 M MyHKTe 6 paszmena XV".

[Tocne mpeiaraemoro npasuiia 25-0Kc ClIeAYeT BKIIOUYUTH CIICTYFONIUI TEKCT:
"IIpaBmiio 25-Tep

[Tonpaznenenue no obecrneyeHnIo coOoIeHus 0 MpockOe 3aTparuBaeMoil CTOPOHBI
cornacHo myHKTY 1 ¢) paszaena X MOKET, COBMECTHO C 3acelaHHeM ISt IPUHSITHS
IpeIBApUTENbHBIX BHIBOJIOB HIIM PEIICHUS O HEMPUHATUU MEP, IPOBECTH CIyIIAHUE.
Takoe coueranue CIylIaHus U 3aceaHusl INIAHUPYETCS CIAeAYIOIIIM 00pa3oM:

a) B TCUCHHE JIBYX HEJENb C YCTAHOBJICHHOTO CPOKA JIJIsl TUCHBMEHHOTO
npejCTaBieHUs coriacHo myHKTy 1 b) pasnmena X; wiu

b) B Tedenue ABYX HemeNb C YCTAHOBJIEHHOTO CPOKA IS TIPEICTABICHUS MPOCHOBI
O TIPOBEJICHUH CITyIIaHUs coriacHo MyHKTY 1 ¢) pasaena X, eciu
3arparuBaeMas CTOpOHa, 10 YCTAaHOBIEHHOTO CPOKa JJIsl IPOCHOBI O
MIPOBEJICHUH CITyIIAHUs, COOOIIAET, YTO OHA HE HaMepeHa HalpaBIsiTh
MUCbMEHHOE MpeICTaBlIeHHE coracHo myHKTy 1 b) pasmena X".
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Annex 11
[ENGLISH ONLY]
Documents of the Compliance Committee
PLENARY
Title Document No. Date
5" meeting
Provisional agenda and annotations CC/5/2008/1 8 September
2008
Description of the elements of the review process  CC/5/2008/2 1 October 2008

under Article 8 and synthesis of the information
regarding the review of national systems

Annual report of the Compliance Committee to CC/5/2008/3 30 September
the Conference of the Parties serving as the 2008
meeting of the Partiesto the Kyoto Protocol.

Note by the secretariat

Terms of office of aternate members of the CC/5/2008/4 26 September
Compliance Committee. Note by the secretariat 2008
Status of submission and review of reportsunder ~ CC/5/2008/5 30 September
the Kyoto Protocol. Note by the secretariat 2008
Report on the meeting CC/5/2008/6 30 October
2008

ENFORCEMENT BRANCH

Title Document No. Date
Report on the election of chairperson and vice- CC/EB/2008/1 11 February 2008
chairperson of the enforcement branch 2008
3 meeting
Provisional agenda and annotations CC/EB/3/2008/1 27 February 2008
Report on the meeting CCI/EB/3/2008/2 18 March 2008
4" meetin

! These documents are available on the UNFCCC website at
<http://unfccc.int/kyoto_protocol/compliance/items/2875.php>.



Title
Provisional agenda and annotations

Report on the meeting
5" meetin
Provisional agenda and annotations

Report on the meeting
6" meetin
Provisional agenda and annotations

Provisional agenda and annotations

List of issuesfor enforcement branch stocktaking
exercise

Report on the meeting

FACILITATIVE BRANCH
Title
Report on the election of chairperson and vice-
chairperson of the facilitative branch 2008
6" meeting
Provisional agenda and annotations

Report on the meeting

FCCC/KP/CMP/2008/5

page 21

Document No.
CC/EB/4/2008/1

CC/EB/4/2008/2

CC/EB/5/2008/1

CC/EB/5/2008/2

CC/EB/6/2008/1

CC/EB/6/2008/1/Rev.1

CC/EB/6/2008/2

CC/EB/6/2008/3

Document No.
CC/FB/2008/1

CC/FB/6/2008/1

CC/FB/6/2008/2

Date
9 April 2008

19 May 2008

6 June 2008

23 June 2008

8 September 2008

11 September
2008

24 September
2008

30 October 2008

Date
11 March 2008

8 September 2008

30 October 2008

EXPERT REVIEW TEAM REPORTSOF THE CENTRALIZED IN-DEPTH REVIEW OF
FOURTH NATIONAL COMMUNICATIONSFORWARDED TO THE COMPLIANCE
COMMITTEE UNDER SECTION VI, PARAGRAPH 3, OF THE ANNEX TO

DECISION 27/CMP.1
Title

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the
fourth national communication of Monaco. Note
by the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the
fourth national communication of the Czech
Republic. Note by the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the
fourth national communication of France. Note
by the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the
fourth national communication of Liechtenstein.
Note by the secretariat

Document No.
CC/ERT/2008/1

CC/ERT/2008/2

CC/ERT/2008/3

CC/ERT/2008/4

Date

17 September
2008

22 September
2008

22 September
2008

26 September
2008
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Title Document No. Date
Report of the centralized in-depth review of the CC/ERT/2008/5 26 September
fourth national communication of Germany. 2008
Note by the secretariat
Report of the centralized in-depth review of the CC/ERT/2008/6 7 October 2008

fourth national communication of Belgium. Note
by the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the CC/ERT/2008/7 7 October 2008
fourth national communication of Portugal. Note
by the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the CC/ERT/2008/8 7 October 2008
fourth national communication of Bulgaria. Note
by the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the CC/ERT/2008/9 7 October 2008
fourth national communication of Spain. Note by

the secretariat

Report of the centralized in-depth review of the CC/ERT/2008/10 8 October 2008

fourth national communication of the
Netherlands. Note by the secretariat

EXPERT REVIEW TEAM INITIAL REVIEW REPORTS FORWARDED TO THE
COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE UNDER SECTION VI, PARAGRAPH 3, OF THE ANNEX TO
DECISION 27/CMP.1

Title Document No. Date
Report of the review of theinitial report of CC/ERT/IRR/2007/6 2 October 2007
Slovakia. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of the CC/ERT/IRR/2007/7 2 October 2007
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of CC/ERT/IRR/2007/8 9 October 2007
Ireland. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of the CC/ERT/IRR/2007/9 16 October 2007
Czech Republic. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of the CC/ERT/IRR/2007/10 16 October 2007
Kingdom of Norway. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of CC/ERT/IRR/2007/11 31 October 2007
Lithuania. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of the CC/ERT/IRR/2007/12 2 November 2007
Netherlands. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of CC/ERT/IRR/2007/13 2 November 2007



Title
Denmark. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of Spain.

Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Estonia. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Slovenia. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Portugal. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Sweden. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Finland. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
France. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of Italy.
Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Belgium. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Ukraine. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Germany. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Liechtenstein. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Luxembourg. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Latvia. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initial report of
Poland. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Iceland. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of the
European Community. Note by the secretariat
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Document No. Date
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/14 8 November 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/15 15 November
2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/16 15 November
2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/17 15 November
2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/18 19 November
2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/19 29 November
2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/20 29 November
2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/21 10 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/22 12 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/23 13 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/24 13 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/25 14 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/26 14 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/27 14 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2007/28 14 December 2007
CC/ERT/IRR/2008/1 11 January 2008
CC/ERT/IRR/2008/2 15 February 2008
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Title
Report of the review of the initial report of the
Russian Federation. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Monaco. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitia report of
Bulgaria. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of theinitial report of
Romania. Note by the secretariat

Document No.
CC/ERT/IRR/2008/3

CC/ERT/IRR/2008/5

CC/ERT/IRR/2008/6

CC/ERT/IRR/2008/7

Date

18 February 2008

24 April 2008

9 May 2008

16 May 2008

EXPERT REVIEW TEAM ANNUAL STATUSREPORTS OF GREENHOUSE GAS
INVENTORIESFORWARDED TO THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE UNDER SECTION
VI, PARAGRAPH 3, OF THE ANNEX TO DECISION 27/CMP.1 AND PARAGRAPH 49 OF

THE ANNEX TO DECISION 22/CMP.1
Title

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Romania. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Greece. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Hungary. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Liechtenstein. Note by the
secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Lithuania. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Austria. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Belgium. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of the Czech Republic. Note by the
secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of the Netherlands. Note by the
secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Sweden. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Portugal. Note by the secretariat

Document No.
CC/ERT/ASR/2008/1

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/2

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/3

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/4

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/5

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/6

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/7

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/8

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/9

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/10

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/11

Date
29 May 2008

30 May 2008

30 May 2008

30 May 2008

30 May 2008

4 June 2008

4 June 2008

4 June 2008

4 June 2008

4 June 2008

5 June 2008



Title

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Slovenia. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Switzerland. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Estonia. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Bulgaria. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of New Zealand. Note by the
Ssecretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of France. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Ireland. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Italy. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Latvia. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Denmark. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Ukraine. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Germany. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of the European Community. Note by
the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Iceland. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
inventory of Japan. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas
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Document No.

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/12

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/13

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/14

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/15

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/16

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/17

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/18

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/19

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/20

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/21

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/22

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/23

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/24

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/25

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/26

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/27

CC/ERT/ASR/2008/28

Date

6 June 2008

6 June 2008

6 June 2008

6 June 2008

6 June 2008

20 June 2008

20 June 2008

20 June 2008

20 June 2008

20 June 2008

20 June 2008

23 June 2008

23 June 2008

23 June 2008

23 June 2008

23 June 2008

23 June 2008
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Title Document No. Date

inventory of Norway. Note by the secretariat
Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/29 23 June 2008
inventory of Poland. Note by the secretariat
Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/30 23 June 2008
inventory of Canada. Note by the secretariat
Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/31 25 June 2008
inventory of the Russian Federation. Note by the
secretariat
Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/32 25 June 2008
inventory of Spain. Note by the secretariat
Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/33 25 June 2008
inventory of Luxembourg. Note by the
secretariat
Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/34 25 June 2008

inventory of Monaco. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/35 25 June 2008
inventory of Belarus. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/36 25 June 2008
inventory of Finland. Note by the secretariat

Annual status report of the greenhouse gas CC/ERT/ASR/2008/37 25 June 2008
inventory of Slovakia. Note by the secretariat

LIST OF ENFORCEMENT BRANCH DELIBERATION DOCUMENTSWITH RESPECT
TO GREECE

Title Document No. Date

Report of the review of the initia report of CC/ERT/IRR/2007/29 31 December

Greece. Note by the secretariat 2007

Report of the review of the initia report of CC-2007-1- 8 January 2008

Greece. Note by the secretariat 1/Greece/EB

Decision on preliminary examination CC-2007-1- 22 January 2008
2/Greece/EB

Expert advice: Greece CC-2007-1- 8 February 2008
3/Greece/EB

Acknowledgment from Greece and request CC-2007-1- 11 February

for hearing 4/Greece/EB 2008



Title

Written submission of Greece

Preliminary finding

Further written submission of Greece

Final decision

Plan pursuant to final decision
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Document No.

CC-2007-1-
5/Greece/EB

CC-2007-1-
6/Greece/EB

CC-2007-1-
7/Greece/EB

CC-2007-1-
8/Greece/EB

CC-2007-1-
9/Greece/EB

Decision on the review and assessment of the CC-2007-1-

plan submitted under paragraph 2 of section

XV

10/Greece/EB

Date

26 February

2008

6 March 2008

9 April 2008

17 April 2008

17 July 2008

7 October 2008

LIST OF ENFORCEMENT BRANCH DELIBERATION DOCUMENTSWITH RESPECT

TO CANADA
Title

Report of the review of the initia report of
Canada. Note by the secretariat

Report of the review of the initia report of
Canada. Note by the secretariat

Decision on preliminary examination
Expert advice: Canada

Acknowledgment from Canada and request
for hearing

Written submission of Canada
Decision not to proceed further

Document entitled “ Further Written

Document No.
CC/ERT/IRR/2008/4

CC-2008-1-1/Canada/EB

CC-2008-1-2/Canada/EB

CC-2008-1-3/Canada/EB

CC-2008-1-4/Canada/EB

CC-2008-1-5/Canada/EB

CC-2008-1-6/Canada/EB

CC-2008-1-7/Canada/EB

Date
14 April 2008

17 April 2008

2 May 2008
21 May 2008

22 May 2008

6 June 2008
15 June 2008

14 July 2008
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Title Document No. Date
Submission of Canada”

Information note Ref: CC-2008- 1 August 2008
1/Canada/EB
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Annex Il
[ENGLISH ONLY]

Decisions taken by the enfor cement branch of the
Compliance Committee with respect to Greece

DECISION ON PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION®

Party concerned: Greece

1 On 28 December 2007, the secretariat received a question of implementation indicated in the
report of the expert review team regarding the review of theinitial report of Greece and contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC. In accordance with section V1, paragraph 1' and rule 10, paragraph
2, of the Rules of procedure of the Compliance Committee,® the guestion of implementation was
deemed received by the Compliance Committee on 31 December 2007.

2. The bureau of the Compliance Committee allocated the question of implementation to the
enforcement branch on 7 January 2008 under section VI, paragraph 1, in accordance with section V,
paragraph 4(b) and (c) and rule 19, paragraph 1, of the Rules of procedure.

3. On 8 January 2008, the secretariat notified the members and aternate members of the
enforcement branch of the question of implementation, in accordance with rule 19, paragraph 2 of the
Rules of procedure, and of its allocation to the enforcement branch.

4, The question of implementation relates to compliance with the guidelines for national systems
under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 19/CMP.1) and the guidelines for the
preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1).

In particular, the expert review team concluded that the maintenance of the institutional and
procedural arrangements; the arrangements for the technical competence of the staff; and the capacity
for timely performance of the national system is an unresolved probl em.’

5. The question is related to the eligibility requirement referred to in paragraph 31(c), annex to
decision 3/CMP.1, paragraph 21(c), annex to decision 9/CMP.1 and paragraph 2(c), annex to decision
11/CMP.1. Consequently, the expedited procedures as contained in section X apply.

6. Having conducted the preliminary examination in accordance with section VI, paragraph 2,
and section X, paragraph 1(a), the enforcement branch decidesto proceed. The enforcement branch
in particular notes that the question of implementation raised in the report by the expert review team
of the review of theinitial report of the Party concerned as indicated in paragraph 4 above is
supported by sufficient evidence, is not de minimis or ill-founded, and is based on the requirements of
the Kyoto Protocol.

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2007-1-2/Greece/EB, 22 January
2008.

1 All section references in this document refer to the Procedures and mechanisms relating to
compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.

2 Contained in the annex to decision 4/CMP.2.

3 See paragraph 244 and section I1.A of the report of the expert review team contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.
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7. In accordance with section V111, paragraph 5, and rule 21 of the Rules of procedure, the
enforcement branch agreesto seek expert advice on the content and basis of the report of the expert
review team contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC and on issues related to any decision of
the enforcement branch with regard to the indicated question of implementation.

Members present: René JM. LEFEBER, Wei SU, Amjad ABDULLA, Rail ESTRADA-
OYUELA, Oleg SHAMANOV, Sebastian OBERTHUR, Stephan MICHEL, Bernard
NAMANYA, IlThomjon RAJABOV

Members voting for: René J.M. LEFEBER, Wei SU, Amjad ABDULLA, Rail ESTRADA-
OYUELA, Oleg SHAMANOV, Sebastian OBERTHUR, Stephan MICHEL, Bernard
NAMANYA, IThomjon RAJABOV

Members voting against: none
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EXPERT ADVICE: GREECE"

1 The enforcement branch agreed to seek expert advice on the content and basis of the report of
the expert review team contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC and on issues related to any
decision of the enforcement branch with regard to the indicated question of implementation
(CC-2007-1-2/Greece/EB, paragraph 7). The branch intends to receive the expert advice during its
meeting to conduct a possible hearing (if so requested by the Party concerned) as well as deliberate,
elaborate and adopt a preliminary finding. This meeting is scheduled to take place 19-21 February or
4-6 March 2008 (to be determined).

2. Experts from whom adviceis sought are invited to be available on al three days. The
enforcement branch will receive expert advice in accordance with the procedures and mechanisms
relating to compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and the Rules of procedure of the
Compliance Committee contained in the annex to decision 4/CMP.2.

3. Expertsto beinvited:

Mr. William Kojo Agyemang-Bonsu (Ghana)
Mr. Paul Filliger (Switzerland)

Mr. Teemu Santeri Oinonen (Finland)

Ms. Tatiana Tugui (Moldova)

Indicative list of questions:

4. The overall question of implementation to be addressed relates to compliance with the
guidelines for national systems under Article 5, paragraph 1 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision
19/CMP.1) and the guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the
Kyoto Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1). In particular, the expert review team concluded that the
maintenance of the institutional and procedural arrangements; the arrangements for the technical
competence of the staff; and the capacity for timely performance of the national systemisan

unresolved problem.’

5. In the context of this question of implementation, the enforcement branch will in particular
seek the opinion of and ask questions to the invited experts on the following questions:

a.  What are the elements of a national system referred to in Article 5, paragraph 1,
of the Kyoto Protocol and the relevant requirements under the Kyoto Protocol ?

b.  What are the nature and scope of the problemsidentified in the report of the
review of theinitial report of Greece with respect to compliance with the
guidelines for national systems under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto
Protocol (decision 19/CMP.1) and the guidelines for the preparation of the
information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision
15/CMP.1)?

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2007-1-3/Greece/EB, 8 February
2008.

! See paragraph 244 and section I1.A of the report of the expert review team contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.
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c. Inaddition to the three points explicitly mentioned in the last sentence of
paragraph 244 of the report, are there other problematic aspects of the Greek
national system with respect to compliance with the guidelines for national
systems under Article 5,
paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 19/CMP.1) and the guidelines for
the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto
Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1)?

d. What are the methodologies that the ERT has applied in assessing the national
system of Greece and the preparation of related information by Greece and are
these methodol ogies uniformly applied by various ERTS, including the
following more specific questions:

e What exactly isthe nature of the problems identified with respect to the
maintenance of the institutional and procedural arrangements? Are these
problems related to the existing Greek domestic administrative laws and
regulations?

e Which are the required standards for the technical competence of the staff
and how are they observed in other Annex | Parties that you are familiar
with?

e What isthe meaning of “capacity for timely performance”, which are the
standards to measure that capacity and how is this capacity ensured in other
Annex | Partiesthat you are familiar with?

e.  What action should be taken and which information should be submitted by
Greece to resolve the guestion of implementation?

f.  What would be required to review the implementation of any action Greece may
have taken since the ERT conducted the review or may take in the future with
respect to the question of implementation?

6. The enforcement branch may put further more detailed follow-up questions related to
the indicated areas to the invited experts during the meeting at which expert adviceis
received or considered. The branch may also request experts to provide advice on the
assessment of any new information Greece may submit on action taken with respect to the
guestion of implementation since the ERT conducted the review.
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PRELIMINARY FINDING®

Party concerned: Greece

In accordance with the Procedures and mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the
annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and adopted under Article 18 of the Kyoto Protocol and the
Rules of procedure of the Compliance Committee,* the enforcement branch adopts the
following preliminary finding:

BACKGROUND

1 On 28 December 2007, the secretariat received a question of implementation
indicated in the report of the expert review team regarding the review of theinitial report of
Greece and contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC. In accordance with paragraph 1
of section V1% and paragraph 2 of rule 10 of the Rules of procedure, the question of
implementation was deemed received by the Compliance Committee on 31 December 2007.

2. The bureau of the Compliance Committee allocated the question of implementation to
the enforcement branch on 7 January 2008 under paragraph 1 of section VI, in accordance
with paragraph 4(b) and (c) of section V and paragraph 1 of rule 19 of the Rules of
procedure.

3. On 8 January 2008, the secretariat notified the members and aternate members of the
enforcement branch of the question of implementation, in accordance with paragraph 2 of
rule 19 of the Rules of procedure, and of its allocation to the enforcement branch.

4. The enforcement branch decided in accordance with paragraph 2 of section VI to
proceed with the question of implementation (CC-2007-1-2/Greece/EB). The question of
implementation was identified as contained in paragraph 244 of document
FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.

5. The question of implementation relates to compliance with the guidelines for national
systems under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 19/CMP.1) and the
guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto
Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1) (hereinafter referred to as “the guidelines’). In particular, it
relates to the unresolved problem of the maintenance of the institutional and procedural
arrangements, the arrangements for the technical competence of the staff, and the capacity for
timely performance of the national system.’

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2007-1-6/Greece/EB, 6 March
2008.

1 All references to the Rules of procedure refer to the rules contained in the annex to decision
4/CMP.2.

2 All section references in this document refer to the Procedures and mechanisms relating to
compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.

3 See paragraph 244 and section |1.A of the report of the expert review team contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.
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6. The question furthermore relates to the eligibility requirement under Articles 6, 12
and 17 of the Kyoto Protocol to have in place a national system in accordance with Article 5,
paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol and the requirementsin the guidelines decided
thereunder.* Consequently, the expedited procedures as contained in section X apply.

7. On 8 February 2008, the enforcement branch agreed to invite four experts on national
systems drawn from the UNFCCC roster of experts to provide advice to the branch. Two of
these experts belonged to the expert review team that reviewed Greece' s initial report
(CC-2007-1-3/Greece/EB).

8. On 11 February 2008, the enforcement branch received arequest for a hearing from
Greece (CC-2007-1-4/Greece/EB), which also indicated that Greece intended to make a
written submission under paragraph 1(b) of section X. On 26 February 2008, the
enforcement branch received a written submission from Greece in accordance with

paragraph 1 of section IX, paragraph 1(b) of section X, and rule 17 of the Rules of procedure
(CC-2007-1-5/Greece/EB).

Q. Asrequested by Greece on 11 February 2008, a hearing was held from 4 to 5 March
2008 in accordance with paragraph 2 of section I X and paragraph 1(c) of section X. The
hearing formed part of the meeting of the enforcement branch that was held from 4 to 6
March 2008 to consider the adoption of a preliminary finding or a decision not to proceed.
During the meeting, the enforcement branch received advice from the invited experts.

10. In its deliberations the enforcement branch considered the report of the expert review
team related to Greece contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC, the comments of
Greece on the report of the expert review team contained in document CC-2007-1-
1/Greece/EB, the written submission of Greece contained in document CC-2007-1-
5/Greece/EB, information presented by Greece during the hearing, advice from experts
invited by the branch and other information and documentation presented during the hearing.
No competent intergovernmental or non-governmental organization provided any information
under paragraph 4 of section VIII.

CONCLUSIONS AND REASONS

11. According to the information submitted and presented by Greece, the review of the
initial report of Greece coincided with atransitional period of the national system of Greece.
During the first half of 2007, the technical responsibility for the inventory preparation moved
from a sub-contracted entity to the Ministry for the Environment, Physical Planning and
Public Works (MINENV). By the beginning of 2008, part of thistechnical responsibility had
been assigned, on a contract basis, to another entity. Throughout this timeframe, the Ministry
retained overall responsibility for Greece' s national system.

12. In relation to the first transition, advice received from the invited experts from the
expert review team that reviewed Greece' sinitial report pointed to three issues of particular

* See paragraph 31(c) of the annex to decision 3/CMP.1, Modalities and procedures for a
clean development mechanism as defined in Article 12 of the Kyoto Protocol; paragraph
21(c) of the annex to decision 9/CMP.1, Guidelines for the implementation of Article 6 of the
Kyoto Protocol; and paragraph 2(c) of the annex to decision 11/CMP.1, Modalities, rules and
guidelines for emissions trading under Article 17 of the Kyoto Protocol.
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concern that arose from the review that coincided with the transition in the national system of
Greece:

(@ A lack of clarity about the nature of the institutional and procedural
arrangements for ensuring the continuity of the inventory preparation process
(including the division of responsibilities between actors involved in the
implementation of the national system);

(b) A lack of information about the transfer of knowledge from the sub-contracted
entity with technical responsibility for the inventory preparation to the new
team; and

(c) Thelack of apossibility for the expert review team to meet with the staff
assuming technical responsibility for inventory preparation to assess the
arrangements for technical competence of this staff.

These same concerns that relate to the ability of Greece to maintain the necessary institutional
and technical capacity arise in connection with the second transition.

13. During the hearing, Greece presented information on its new national system that
contributed to the better understanding by the enforcement branch of the situation with
respect to the question of implementation. Greece reported that it has made significant
progressin the transition to its new national system, in particular with respect to clarifying
institutional and procedural arrangements, dividing responsibilities between the actors
involved in the implementation of its new national system, enhancing capacity and
implementing other improvements. While the enforcement branch acknowledged the
progress reported, questions remained regarding, in particular, the arrangements for the
technical competence of the staff, the capacity for timely performance of the national system
and the maintenance of the national system through transitions.

14. During the hearing, the enforcement branch took note of the fact that the 2005
national inventory for Greece, due on 15 April 2007, was submitted on 23 November 2007.
It also received expert advice that identified the need for an in-country review on the basis of
an annual inventory report generated by the new national system in order for the enforcement
branch to assess compliance with the guidelines.

15. Based on the information submitted and presented, the enforcement branch concludes
that the unresolved problem referred to in paragraph 5 above resulted in non-compliance with
the guidelines at the time of finalisation of the report of the review of the initial report of
Greece.

16. The information submitted and presented has not been sufficient for the enforcement
branch to conclude that the question of implementation has now been fully resolved.
Additional information is required that specifically addresses whether and how the national
system is maintained through transitions. The enforcement branch agrees with the expert
advice provided that afurther in-country review of Greece’'s new national system, in
conjunction with areview of an annual inventory report generated by this national system, is
required for the enforcement branch to assess present compliance with the guidelines.
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FINDING AND CONSEQUENCES

17. The enforcement branch determines that Greece is not in compliance with the
guidelines for national systems under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision
19/CMP.1) and the guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7
of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1). Hence, Greece does not yet meet the eligibility
requirement under Articles 6, 12 and 17 of the Kyoto Protocol to have in place a national
system in accordance with Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol and the requirements
in the guidelines decided thereunder.

18. In accordance with section XV, the enforcement branch applies the following
consequences:

@ Greeceis declared to be in non-compliance.

(b)  Greeceshal develop aplan referred to in paragraph 1 of section XV and
submit it within three months to the enforcement branch in accordance with
paragraph 2 of section XV. The plan should demonstrate measures to ensure
the maintenance of the national system through transitions and include
appropriate administrative arrangements to support an in-country review by
the expert review team of the new national system of Greece, coordinated by
the secretariat in conjunction with areview of an annual inventory report
generated by this national system.

(© Greeceis not eigible to participate in the mechanisms under Articles 6, 12 and
17 of the Protocol pending the resolution of the question of implementation.

19.  Thesefindings and consequences take effect upon confirmation by afinal decision of
the enforcement branch.

Members participating in the consideration of the preliminary finding:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Rall ESTRADA OYUELA, René LEFEBER, Mary Jane
MACE (alternate member serving as member), Stephan MICHEL, Bernard NAMANYA,
Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOV

Members participating in the consideration, elaboration and the adoption of the preliminary
finding:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, PatriciaITURREGUI BY RNE (aternate member serving as
member), René LEFEBER, Mary Jane MACE (alternate member serving as member),
Stephan MICHEL, Bernard NAMANY A, Sebastian OBERTHUR, llhomjon RAJABOV,
Oleg SHAMANOV

This decision was adopted by consensus in Bonn on 6 March 2008.
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FINAL DECISION®

Party concerned: Greece

In accordance with the Procedures and mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the
annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and adopted under Article 18 of the Kyoto Protocol and
pursuant to the Rules of procedure of the Compliance Committee,* the enforcement branch
adopts the following final decision:

BACKGROUND

1. On 6 March 2008, the enforcement branch adopted a preliminary finding of non-
compliance with respect to Greece (CC-2007-1-6/Greece/EB). On 8 April 2008, the
enforcement branch received a further written submission from Greece in accordance with
paragraph 7 of section X, paragraph 1(e) of section X and rule 17 of the Rules of procedure
(CC-2007-1-7/Greece/lEB). The enforcement branch considered this further written
submission in elaborating and adopting afinal decision at its meeting held from 16 to 17
April 2008.

2. In accordance with paragraph 1(d) of rule 22 of the Rules of procedure, the
enforcement branch confirms that the Party concerned had an opportunity to comment in
writing on al information considered.

CONCLUSIONS AND REASONS

3. After full consideration of the information contained in the further written submission
of Greece, the enforcement branch concludes that the information submitted isinsufficient to
alter the preliminary finding of this branch. In this respect, the branch notes that the timely
provision of the annual inventory submission for Greece, due on 15 April 2008, by itself does
not demonstrate compliance with the guidelines for national systems under Article 5,
paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol, in particular paragraph 10 of the annex to decision
19/CMP.1, and the guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7
of the Kyoto Protocol contained in the annex to decision 15/CMP.1. The branch further
observes that theinitial report of Greece has been reviewed under the guidelines for review
under Article 8 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 22/CMP.1) that provide for athorough and
comprehensive technical assessment of all aspects of the implementation by a Party of the
Kyoto Protocol.

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2007-1-8/Greece/EB, 17 April
2008.

1 All references to the Rules of procedure refer to the rules contained in the annex to decision
4/CMP.2.

2 All section references in this document refer to the Procedures and mechanisms relating to
compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.
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DECISION

4. The branch confirms, in accordance with paragraph 8 of section 1X, paragraph 1(f) of
section X, and rule 22 of the Rules of procedure, the preliminary finding annexed hereto,
which shall be deemed to form an integral part of thisfinal decision.

5. The consequences set out in paragraph 18 of the preliminary finding shall take effect
forthwith, and the consequences set out in paragraph 18(c) of the preliminary finding shall be
applied taking into account the guidelines adopted under Articles 6, 12 and 17 of the
Protocol.

Member s participating in the consideration of the final decision:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Rall ESTRADA OYUELA, René LEFEBER, Mary Jane
MACE (aternate member serving as member), Stephan MICHEL, Gladys K enabetsho
RAMOTHWA (alternate member serving as member), Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon
RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOQV

Member s participating in the consideration, elaboration and the adoption of the final
decision:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Rall ESTRADA OYUELA, René LEFEBER, Mary Jane
MACE (aternate member serving as member), Stephan MICHEL, Gladys K enabetsho
RAMOTHWA (alternate member serving as member), Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon
RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOV

Members voting for:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Rall ESTRADA OYUELA, Mary Jane MACE (alternate
member serving as member), Stephan MICHEL, Gladys Kenabetsho RAMOTHWA
(alternate member serving as member), Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg
SHAMANOV

Member s voting against:

René LEFEBER

This decision was adopted in Bonn on 17 April 2008.
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Annex

PRELIMINARY FINDING®

Party concerned: Greece

In accordance with the Procedures and mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the
annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and adopted under Article 18 of the Kyoto Protocol and the Rules
of procedure of the Compliance Committee,* the enforcement branch adopts the following
preliminary finding:

BACKGROUND

1 On 28 December 2007, the secretariat received a question of implementation indicated in
the report of the expert review team regarding the review of the initia report of Greece and
contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC. In accordance with paragraph 1 of section V12
and paragraph 2 of rule 10 of the Rules of procedure, the question of implementation was
deemed received by the Compliance Committee on 31 December 2007.

2. The bureau of the Compliance Committee allocated the question of implementation to
the enforcement branch on 7 January 2008 under paragraph 1 of section VI, in accordance with
paragraph 4(b) and (c) of section V and paragraph 1 of rule 19 of the Rules of procedure.

3. On 8 January 2008, the secretariat notified the members and alternate members of the
enforcement branch of the question of implementation, in accordance with paragraph 2 of rule
19 of the Rules of procedure, and of its allocation to the enforcement branch.

4. The enforcement branch decided in accordance with paragraph 2 of section VI to
proceed with the question of implementation (CC-2007-1-2/Greece/EB). The question of
implementation was identified as contained in paragraph 244 of document
FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.

5. The question of implementation relates to compliance with the guidelines for national
systems under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 19/CMP.1) and the
guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol
(decision 15/CMP.1) (hereinafter referred to as “the guidelines’). In particular, it relates to the
unresolved problem of the maintenance of the institutional and procedural arrangements, the
arrangements for the technical competence of the staff, and the capacity for timely performance
of the national system.®

6. The question furthermore relates to the eligibility requirement under Articles 6, 12 and
17 of the Kyoto Protocol to have in place anational system in accordance with Article 5,

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2007-1-6/Greece/EB, 6 March 2008.
1 All references to the Rules of procedure refer to the rules contained in the annex to decision
4/CMP.2.

2 All section references in this document refer to the Procedures and mechanisms relating to
compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.

% See paragraph 244 and section |1.A of the report of the expert review team contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC.
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paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol and the requirements in the guidelines decided thereunder.”
Consequently, the expedited procedures as contained in section X apply.

7. On 8 February 2008, the enforcement branch agreed to invite four experts on national
systems drawn from the UNFCCC roster of experts to provide advice to the branch. Two of
these experts belonged to the expert review team that reviewed Greece' s initial report (CC-
2007-1-3/Greece/EB).

8. On 11 February 2008, the enforcement branch received arequest for a hearing from
Greece (CC-2007-1-4/Greece/EB), which also indicated that Greece intended to make awritten
submission under paragraph 1(b) of section X. On 26 February 2008, the enforcement branch
received awritten submission from Greece in accordance with paragraph 1 of section IX,
paragraph 1(b) of section X, and rule 17 of the Rules of procedure (CC-2007-1-5/Greece/EB).

9. As requested by Greece on 11 February 2008, a hearing was held from 4 to 5 March
2008 in accordance with paragraph 2 of section 1X and paragraph 1(c) of section X. The
hearing formed part of the meeting of the enforcement branch that was held from 4 to 6 March
2008 to consider the adoption of a preliminary finding or a decision not to proceed. During the
meeting, the enforcement branch received advice from the invited experts.

10. In its deliberations the enforcement branch considered the report of the expert review
team related to Greece contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/GRC, the comments of Greece
on the report of the expert review team contained in document CC-2007-1-1/Greece/EB, the
written submission of Greece contained in document CC-2007-1-5/Greece/EB, information
presented by Greece during the hearing, advice from experts invited by the branch and other
information and documentation presented during the hearing. No competent intergovernmental
or non-governmental organization provided any information under paragraph 4 of section VI1I.

CONCLUSIONS AND REASONS

11. According to the information submitted and presented by Greece, the review of the
initial report of Greece coincided with atransitional period of the national system of Greece.
During the first half of 2007, the technical responsibility for the inventory preparation moved
from a sub-contracted entity to the Ministry for the Environment, Physical Planning and Public
Works (MINENV). By the beginning of 2008, part of this technical responsibility had been
assigned, on a contract basis, to another entity. Throughout this timeframe, the Ministry
retained overall responsibility for Greece' s national system.

12. In relation to the first transition, advice received from the invited experts from the expert
review team that reviewed Greece’ sinitial report pointed to three issues of particular concern
that arose from the review that coincided with the transition in the national system of Greece:

@ A lack of clarity about the nature of the institutional and procedural arrangements
for ensuring the continuity of the inventory preparation process (including the

* See paragraph 31(c) of the annex to decision 3/)CMP.1, Modalities and procedures for a clean
devel opment mechanism as defined in Article 12 of the Kyoto Protocol; paragraph 21(c) of the
annex to decision 9/CMP.1, Guidelines for the implementation of Article 6 of the Kyoto
Protocol; and paragraph 2(c) of the annex to decision 11/CMP.1, Modalities, rules and
guidelines for emissions trading under Article 17 of the Kyoto Protocol.
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division of responsibilities between actors involved in the implementation of the
national system);

(b) A lack of information about the transfer of knowledge from the sub-contracted
entity with technical responsibility for the inventory preparation to the new team;
and

() The lack of apossibility for the expert review team to meet with the staff
assuming technical responsibility for inventory preparation to assess the
arrangements for technical competence of this staff.

These same concerns that relate to the ability of Greece to maintain the necessary institutional
and technical capacity arise in connection with the second transition.

13. During the hearing, Greece presented information on its new national system that
contributed to the better understanding by the enforcement branch of the situation with respect
to the question of implementation. Greece reported that it has made significant progressin the
transition to its new national system, in particular with respect to clarifying institutional and
procedural arrangements, dividing responsibilities between the actors involved in the
implementation of its new national system, enhancing capacity and implementing other
improvements. While the enforcement branch acknowledged the progress reported, questions
remained regarding, in particular, the arrangements for the technical competence of the staff, the
capacity for timely performance of the national system and the maintenance of the national
system through transitions.

14. During the hearing, the enforcement branch took note of the fact that the 2005 national
inventory for Greece, due on 15 April 2007, was submitted on 23 November 2007. It also
received expert advice that identified the need for an in-country review on the basis of an annual
inventory report generated by the new national system in order for the enforcement branch to
assess compliance with the guidelines.

15. Based on the information submitted and presented, the enforcement branch concludes
that the unresolved problem referred to in paragraph 5 above resulted in non-compliance with
the guidelines at the time of finalisation of the report of the review of the initia report of
Greece.

16. The information submitted and presented has not been sufficient for the enforcement
branch to conclude that the question of implementation has now been fully resolved. Additional
information is required that specifically addresses whether and how the national systemis
maintained through transitions. The enforcement branch agrees with the expert advice provided
that afurther in-country review of Greece's new national system, in conjunction with areview
of an annual inventory report generated by this national system, isrequired for the enforcement
branch to assess present compliance with the guidelines.

FINDING AND CONSEQUENCES

17. The enforcement branch determines that Greece is not in compliance with the guidelines
for national systems under Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 19/CMP.1)
and the guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto
Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1). Hence, Greece does not yet meet the eligibility requirement
under Articles 6, 12 and 17 of the Kyoto Protocol to have in place a national system in
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accordance with Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Kyoto Protocol and the requirementsin the
guidelines decided thereunder.

18. In accordance with section XV, the enforcement branch applies the following
conseguences:

) Greeceis declared to be in non-compliance.

(b) Greece shall develop a plan referred to in paragraph 1 of section XV and submit
it within three months to the enforcement branch in accordance with paragraph 2
of section XV. The plan should demonstrate measures to ensure the maintenance
of the national system through transitions and include appropriate administrative
arrangements to support an in-country review by the expert review team of the
new national system of Greece, coordinated by the secretariat in conjunction with
areview of an annual inventory report generated by this national system.

() Greeceis not digible to participate in the mechanisms under Articles 6, 12 and
17 of the Protocol pending the resolution of the question of implementation.

19. These findings and consequences take effect upon confirmation by afinal decision of the
enforcement branch.

Members participating in the consideration of the preliminary finding:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Rall ESTRADA OYUELA, René LEFEBER, Mary Jane MACE
(alternate member serving as member), Stephan MICHEL, Bernard NAMANY A, Sebastian
OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOQV

Members participating in the consideration, elaboration and the adoption of the preliminary
finding:

Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, PatriciaITURREGUI BY RNE (alternate member serving as
member), René LEFEBER, Mary Jane MACE (aternate member serving as member), Stephan
MICHEL, Bernard NAMANY A, Sebastian OBERTHUR, 1lhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg
SHAMANOV

This decision was adopted by consensus in Bonn on 6 March 2008.
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DECISION ON THE REVIEW AND ASSESSMENT OF THE PLAN SUBMITTED
UNDER PARAGRAPH 2 OF SECTION XV~

Party concerned: Greece

1 The final decision of the enforcement branch taken on 17 April 2008 (document CC-
2007-1-8/Greece/EB) gave effect to the con-sequences contained in paragraph 18 of the
preliminary finding of the branch as confirmed by and annexed to the final decision. According
to subparagraph 18(b), Greece was to develop a plan referred to in paragraph 1 of section XV*
and submit it within three months to the enforcement branch in accordance with paragraph 2 of
section XV. In particular, the plan was to demonstrate measures to ensure the maintenance of
the national system through transitions and include appropriate administrative arrangements to
support an in-country review by the expert review team of the national system of Greece,
coordinated by the secretariat in conjunction with areview of an annual inventory report
generated by this national system.

2. Greece submitted a document entitled “Plan under section XV of annex to decision
27/CMP.1" to the enforcement branch on 16 July 2008 (document CC-2007-1-9/Greece/EB). In
accordance with paragraph 2 of section XV, the branch reviewed and assessed the document
submitted by Greece during its sixth meeting that was held from 6 to 7 October 2008.

3. The branch concludes that the document does not meet the requirements set out in
paragraph 2 of section XV. The information provided on the elements specified in that
paragraph, aswell as on the particular issues set out in paragraph 18(b) of the annex to the final
decision of the enforcement branch, is insufficient to enable the branch to complete the required
assessment in accordance with paragraph 2 of section XV.

4. The branch requests Greece to submit, as early as possible, arevised plan which
addresses the stipulated elements and issues explicitly, in order to facilitate future decision-
making by the branch.

Members and alternate members participating in the consideration and elaboration of the
decision:

Mohammad Sa dat ALAM, Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Patricial TURREGUI BY RNE,
Kirsten JACOBSEN, Tuomas KUOKKANEN, René LEFEBER, Mary Jane MACE, Stephan
MICHEL, Bernard NAMANY A, Ainun NISHAT, Sebastian OBERTHUR, Gladys K.
RAMOTHWA, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOQV, Vladimir TARASENKO

Members participating in the adoption of the decision:

Mohammad Sa' dat ALAM (alternate member serving as member), Johanna G. Susanna DE
WET, PatricialTURREGUI BY RNE (aternate member serving as member), René LEFEBER,

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2007-1-10/Greece/EB, 7 October
2008.

1 All section references in this document refer to the Procedures and mechanisms relating to
compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.
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Mary Jane MACE (aternate member serving as member), Stephan MICHEL, Bernard
NAMANYA, Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOV

This decision was adopted by consensus in Bonn on 7 October 2008.
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Annex IV

[ENGLISH ONLY]

Decisionstaken by the enfor cement branch of the
Compliance Committee with respect to Canada

DECISION ON PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION"

Party concerned: Canada

1 On 11 April 2008, the secretariat received a question of implementation indicated in the
report of the expert review team regarding the review of theinitial report of Canada and
contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN. In accordance with paragraph 1of section VI*
and paragraph 2 of rule 10 of the Rules of procedure of the Compliance Committee, the
question of implementation was deemed received by the Compliance Committee on 14 April
2008.

2. The bureau of the Compliance Committee allocated the question of implementation to
the enforcement branch on 16 April 2008 under paragraph 1 of section VI, in accordance with
paragraphs 4(b) and (c) of section V and paragraph 1 of rule 19 of the Rules of procedure.

3. On 17 April 2008, the secretariat notified the members and alternate members of the
enforcement branch of the question of implementation, in accordance with paragraph 2 of rule
19 of the Rules of procedure, and of its allocation to the enforcement branch.

4. The question of implementation relates to compliance with the guidelines for the
preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision
15/CMP.1) and the modalities for the accounting of assigned amounts under Article 7,
paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1). In particular, the expert review team
concluded, after consideration of the provisions of the guidelines for review under Article 8 of
the Kyoto Protocol (decision 22/CMP.1), that the status of Canada s national registry on the
publication date of the review report was not in accordance with the guidelines and modalities
referred to above.®

5. The question isrelated to the eligibility requirement referred to in paragraph 31(d) of the
annex to decision 3/CMP.1, paragraph 21(d) of the annex to decision 9/CMP.1 and paragraph
2(d) of the annex to decision 11/CMP.1. Consequently, the expedited procedures as contained
in section X apply.

6. Having conducted the preliminary examination in accordance with paragraph 2 of
section VI and paragraph 1(a) of section X, the enforcement branch decides to proceed. The
enforcement branch in particular notes that the question of implementation raised in the report

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2008-1-2/Canada/EB, 2 May 2008.
1 All section references in this document refer to the Procedures and mechanisms relating to
compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.

2 Contained in the annex to decision 4/CMP.2.

% See paragraph 140 and section I1.A of the report of the expert review team contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN.
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by the expert review team of the review of theinitia report of the Party concerned as indicated
in paragraph 4 above is supported by sufficient evidence, is not de minimis or ill-founded, and is
based on the requirements of the Kyoto Protocol.

7. In accordance with paragraph 5 of section VIII and rule 21 of the Rules of procedure, the
enforcement branch agrees to seek expert advice on the content and basis of the report of the
expert review team contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN and on issues related to any
decision of the enforcement branch with regard to the indicated question of implementation.

Member s participating in the consideration, elaboration and adoption of the decision on
preliminary examination:

Amjad ABDULLA, Mohammad ALAM (aternate member serving as member), Radl
ESTRADA OYUELA, René JM. LEFEBER, Stephan MICHEL, Bernard NAMANYA,
Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOV

This decision was adopted by consensus on 2 May 2008.
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EXPERT ADVICE: CANADA"

1 The enforcement branch agreed to seek expert advice on the content and basis of the
report of the expert review team contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN and on issues
related to any decision of the enforcement branch with regard to the indicated question of
implementation

(CC-2008-1-2/Canada/EB, paragraph 7). The branch intends to receive the expert advice during
its meeting to conduct a possible hearing (if so requested by the Party concerned) as well as
deliberate, elaborate and adopt a preliminary finding or a decision not to proceed. This meeting
is scheduled to take place 14-16 June 2008 (or 28-30 May 2008 if the Party concerned notifies
the secretariat, at the same time as any request for a hearing due by 22 May 2008, that it will not
make a written submission).

2. Experts from whom advice is sought are invited to be available on all three days. The
enforcement branch will receive expert advice in accordance with the procedures and
mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and the Rules
of procedure of the Compliance Committee contained in the annex to decision 4/CMP.2.

3. The following experts are to be invited:
e Ms. Branca Americano (Brazil)
e Mr. Audun Rosland (Norway)
e Mr. Marco Sereno (Belgium)
e Ms. Tatiana Tugui (Moldova)

Indicativelist of questions:

4. The overall question of implementation to be addressed relates to compliance with the
guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol
(decision 15/CMP.1) and the modalities for the accounting of assigned amounts under Article 7,
paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1). In particular, the expert review team
concluded, after consideration of the provisions of the guidelines for review under Article 8 of
the Kyoto Protocol (decision 22/CMP.1), that the status of Canada s national registry on the
publication date of the review report was not in accordance with the guidelines and modalities
referred to above.!

5. In the context of this question of implementation, the enforcement branch will in
particular seek the opinion of and ask questions to the invited experts on the following
guestions:

a.  How does an expert review team assess the implementation by a Party of the
requirements under the Kyoto Protocol relating to national registries?

b. From the perspective of atechnical expert, what are the nature and scope of the
problems identified in the report of the review of theinitia report of Canada with
respect to conformity with the modalities for the accounting of assigned amounts

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2008-1-3/Canada/EB, 21 May 2008.
! See paragraph 140 and section 11.A of the report of the expert review team contained in
document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN.



FCCC/KP/CMP/2008/5
page 48

under Article 7, paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1) and the
guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the
Kyoto Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1)?

c. What action should be taken and which information should be submitted by Canada
to resolve the question of implementation, including the following more specific
guestions:

e What information should be made available to demonstrate that Canada fulfils
the national registry requirements defined in the annex to decision 13/CMP.1
and the annex to decision 15/CMP.1, including the requirements of the
technical standards for data exchange between registry systemsreferred to in
paragraph 32 of the annex to decision 15/CMP.1?

e What istherole of an independent assessment report, pursuant to decision
16/CP.10, on the results of the technical assessment of the national registry,
including the results of standardized testing? In particular, to what extent
might the question of implementation be resolved on the basis of an
independent assessment report?

d. What would be required to review the implementation of any action Canada may
have taken since the ERT conducted the review or may take in the future with
respect to the question of implementation?

6. The enforcement branch may put further more detailed follow-up questions related to the
indicated areas to the invited experts during the meeting at which expert adviceis received or
considered. The branch may also request experts to provide advice on the assessment of any
new information received with respect to the question of implementation since the ERT
conducted the review.
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DECISION NOT TO PROCEED FURTHER®

Party concerned: Canada

In accordance with the Procedures and mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the
annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and adopted under Article 18 of the Kyoto Protocol and the Rules
of procedure of the Compliance Committee,* the enforcement branch adopts the following
decision not to proceed further:

BACKGROUND

1 On 11 April 2008, the secretariat received a question of implementation indicated in the
report of the expert review team regarding the review of theinitial report of Canada and
contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN (hereinafter referred to as “the review report™).
In accordance with paragraph 1 of section VI? and paragraph 2 of rule 10 of the Rules of
procedure, the question of implementation was deemed received by the Compliance Committee
on 14 April 2008.

2. The bureau of the Compliance Committee allocated the question of implementation to
the enforcement branch on 16 April 2008 under paragraph 1 of section VI, in accordance with
paragraph 4(b) and (c) of section V and paragraph 1 of rule 19 of the Rules of procedure.

3. On 17 April 2008, the secretariat notified the members and alternate members of the
enforcement branch of the question of implementation, in accordance with paragraph 2 of rule
19 of the Rules of procedure, and of its allocation to the enforcement branch.

4. On 2 May 2008, the enforcement branch decided in accordance with paragraph 2 of
section VII and paragraph 1(a) of section X to proceed with the question of implementation
(CC-2008-1-2/Canada/EB). The question of implementation was identified as contained in
section 111.C of the review report.

5. The question of implementation relates to compliance with the guidelines for the
preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision
15/CMP.1; hereinafter referred to as “the guidelines’) and the modalities for the accounting of
assigned amounts under Article 7, paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1;
hereinafter referred to as “the modalities’). Accordingly, the question also relates to the annex to
decision 5/CMP.1 and the requirements of the technical standards for data exchange between
registry systems (hereinafter referred to as “the data exchange standards’). The expert review
team concluded, after consideration of the provisions of the guidelines for review under Article
8 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 22/CMP.1), that the status of Canada’ s national registry on the
publication date of the review report was not in accordance with the guidelines and modalities.

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2008-1-6/Canada/EB, 15 June 2008.
! All references to the Rules of procedure in this document refer to the rules contained in the
annex to decision 4/CMP.2.

2 Unless otherwise indicated, all section referencesin this document refer to the Procedures and
mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1.
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6. Asthe question furthermore relates to the eligibility requirement referred to in paragraph
31(d) of the annex to decision 3/CMP.1, paragraph 21(d) of the annex to decision 9/CMP.1 and
paragraph 2(d) of the annex to decision 11/CMP.1 to have in place anational registry in
accordance with Article 7, paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol and the requirementsin the
guidelines decided thereunder, the expedited procedures as contained in section X were found to

apply.

7. On 21 May 2008, the enforcement branch agreed to invite four experts on national
registries drawn from the UNFCCC roster of experts to provide advice to the branch (CC-2008-
1-3/Canada/EB). Two of these experts belonged to the expert review team that reviewed
Canada’ s initial report.

8. On 22 May 2008, the enforcement branch received arequest for a hearing from Canada
(CC-2008-1-4/Canada/EB), which aso indicated that Canada intended to make a written
submission under paragraph 1(b) of section X. On 5 June 2008, the enforcement branch
received awritten submission from Canada (CC-2008-1-5/Canada/EB) in accordance with
paragraph 1 of section IX, paragraph 1(b) of section X, and rule 17 of the Rules of procedure.

9. As requested by Canada on 22 May 2008, a hearing was held on 14 June 2008 in
accordance with paragraph 2 of section 1X and paragraph 1(c) of section X. The hearing formed
part of the meeting of the enforcement branch that was held from 14 to 15 June 2008 to consider
the adoption of a preliminary finding or a decision not to proceed further. During the meeting,
the enforcement branch received advice from the invited experts.

10. In its deliberations the enforcement branch considered the review report, the written
submission of Canada contained in document CC-2008-1-5/Canada/EB, information presented
by Canada during the hearing, the independent assessment report of the national registry of
Canada (Reference: Reg IAR_CA_2008_1)* and advice from experts invited by the branch.
No competent intergovernmental or non-governmental organization provided any information
under paragraph 4 of section VIII.

CONCLUSIONS AND REASONS

11. According to the review report, Canada had not established a national registry, as
required under section |1 of the modalities, by the time of the in-country visit, nor aregistry
system that had initialised with the international transaction log by the publication date of the
review report. Canada had also not provided sufficient information on its national registry as
required in paragraph 32 of the guidelines. Asaresult, no independent assessment report was
forwarded to the expert review team, pursuant to decision 16/CP.10, on the results of the
technical assessment of the national registry, including the results of standardized testing.

12. In its written submission and at the hearing, Canada acknowledged that the establishment
of its national registry had been delayed and attributed this delay to domestic procurement
procedures, which were only initiated on 5 July 2007, subsequent to the announcement of
Canada' s Turning the Corner plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and air pollution.

13. Canada provided in its written submission a description, as required by paragraph 32 of
the annex to decision 15/CMP.1, of how its national registry performs the functions defined in
the annex to decision 13/CMP.1 and the annex to decision 5/CMP.1, and complies with the
requirements of the data exchange standards. It supplemented thisinformation at the hearing.

3 http://unfccc.int/essential_background/library/items/3599.php?rec=j& priref=6427#beg
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14. At the hearing, Canada confirmed that it had established its national registry, and
represented that the national registry meets the rel evant requirements under Article 7 of the
Kyoto Protocol. Canadaindicated that it expected its registry to commence live operations at the
end of 2008 or the beginning of 2009.

15. Canada noted that the independent assessment report of its national registry was
published by the secretariat on 12 June 2008. The independent assessment report indicates that
the national registry of Canada:

“has fulfilled sufficient obligations regarding conformity with the Data Exchange
Standards. These obligations include having adequate transaction procedures; adequate
security measures to prevent and resolve unauthorized manipulations; and adequate
measures for data storage and registry recovery. While the Documentation Evaluation,
as reported in Addendum 1 [of this report], identified some minor limitations in the state
of registry readiness, these limitations are to be rectified prior to the registry
commencing live operations. The registry is therefore deemed sufficiently compliant
with the registry requirements defined in decisions 13/CMP.1 and 5/CMP.1, noting that
registries do not have obligations regarding Operational Performance or Public
Availability of Information prior to the operational phase.”

16. The branch received expert advice that, in respect of paragraph 32 of the guidelines, the
information provided by Canadain its written submission, together with the independent
assessment report would have enabled atechnical assessment that Canada had established a
national registry that can perform the functions defined in the annex to decision 13/CMP.1 and
the annex to decision 5/CMP.1 and complies with the requirements of the data exchange
standards.

17. Based on the information submitted and presented, the enforcement branch concludes
that:

@ The status of Canada’s national registry resulted in non-compliance with the
guidelines and the modalities on the publication date of the review report; and

(b) There is a sufficient factual basisto avert afinding of non-compliance on the date
of this decision.

DECISION

18. The enforcement branch determines, in accordance with paragraph 4 of section X,
paragraph 1 (d) of section X and rule 22 of the Rules of procedure, not to proceed further with
the question of implementation relating to compliance with the guidelines for the preparation of
the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol and the modalities for the
accounting of assigned amounts under Article 7, paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol.

Members and alternate members participating in the consideration and elaboration of the
decision:

Amjad ABDULLA, Mohammad Sa dat ALAM, Joseph A. AMOUGOU, Johanna G. Susanna
DE WET, Radl ESTRADA OYUELA, Kirsten JACOBSEN, René LEFEBER, Mary Jane
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MACE, Stephan MICHEL, Bernard NAMANY A, Sebastian OBERTHUR, Gladys K.
RAMOTHWA, Ilhomjon RAJABOV, Oleg SHAMANOV, SU Wei, Vladimir TARASENKO

Members participating in the adoption of the decision:

Amjad ABDULLA, Johanna G. Susanna DE WET, Rall ESTRADA OYUELA, René
LEFEBER, Stephan MICHEL, Bernard NAMANY A, Sebastian OBERTHUR, Ilhomjon
RAJABQOV, Oleg SHAMANOQV, SU Wei

This decision was adopted by consensus in Bonn on 15 June 2008.
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Annex V

[ENGLISH ONLY]

DOCUMENT ENTITLED
“FURTHER WRITTEN SUBMISSION OF CANADA"*

Foreign Affairs and Afalres dtrangéroc el
Int=rnational Trade Canada Commerce intermational Canada

SEm| et Souz.mirkstre
Doputy Minietor aajoint

July 11, 2008
Mr. Feng Gao
Secretary to the Compliance Committee
UNFCCC Secretariat

Martin-Luther-King-Strasse 8
53175, Bonn, Germany

Dear Mr. Gao,

Please find attached a further written submission to the Enforcement Branch of
the Compliance Committee made pursuant to section X, subparagraph 1(c) of the
Procedures and mechanisms relating to compliance under the Kyoto Protocel.

Yours sincerely,

Agent for Canada

ny.

{
o "
(e
—_—  —

___Keith T Caristic
s Assistant Deputy Minister
Clobal Issues Branch

Enclosure

* Enforcement branch of the Compliance Committee, CC-2008-1-7/Canada/EB, 14 July 2008.
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FURTHER WRITTEN SUBMISSION OF CANADA
Under Section X, paragraph 1(e) of the Annex to Decision 27/CMP.1

In Response to the “Decision Not to Proceed Further” of the Enforcement Branch of the
Compliance Committee under the Kyoto Protocol
(CC-2007-1-6/Canada/EB)

Ottawa, 11 July 2008
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FURTHER WRITTEN SUBMISSION of CANADA
Under Section X, paragraph 1(e) of the Annex to Decision 27/CMP.1

In Response to the “Decision Not to Proceed Further” of the Enforcement Branch of
the Compliance Committee under the Kyoto Protocol
(CC-2007-1-6/Canada/EB)

11 July 2008

SUMMARY

1. Canada welcomes the Enforcement Branch of the Compliance Committee
decision on 15 June 2008 not to proceed further with the question of implementation
with respect to Canada’s National Registry. In this submission, Canada addresses one
aspect of the reasoning contained in that decision and proposes textual changes to
ensure that all of the decision is within the mandate of the Enforcement Branch as set
out in the Procedures and Mechanisms Relating to Compliance under the Kyoto
Protocol in decision 27/CMP.1.

l. BACKGROUND

2. The Enforcement Branch of the Compliance Committee established under the
Kyoto Protocol held its fifth meeting in Bonn, Germany on 14-15 June 2008 to consider,
inter alia, a question of implementation with respect to Canada’s National Registry. On
14 June 2008, Canada made oral representations, in support of its written submission
communicated on 5 June 2008, to confirm the establishment of its national registry and
full compliance with Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1) and the
modalities for accounting of assigned amounts under Article 7, paragraph 4, of the
Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1).

3. On 15 June 2008, the Enforcement Branch made a determination not to proceed
further as follows:

“The enforcement branch determines, in accordance with paragraph 4 of section
IX, paragraph 1(d) of section X and rule 22 of the Rules of procedure, not to
proceed further with the question of implementation relating to compliance with
the guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of
the Kyoto Protocol and the modalities for the accounting of assigned amounts
under Article 7, paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol.” (paragraph 18, CC-2007-1-
6/Canada/EB)

4. Inthe course of its decision, the Enforcement Branch made the following
conclusions at paragraph 17:
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“Based on the information submitted and presented, the enforcement branch
concludes that:

(a) the status of Canada’s national registry resulted in non-compliance with the
guidelines and the modalities on the publication date of the review report;
and

(b) there is a sufficient factual basis to avert a finding of non-compliance at the
date of this decision.”

5.  While Canada welcomes the decision of the Enforcement Branch not to proceed
further in this matter, Canada notes that paragraph 17 lies outside of the Enforcement
Body’s mandate and should, therefore, be removed from the text.

II.  ANALYSIS

6. The mandate of the Enforcement Body is set out in the Annex to decision
27/CMP.1. Section V(4) of the Annex states that:

“The enforcement branch shall be responsible for determining whether a Party
included in Annex | is not in compliance with:

(a) Its quantified emission limitation or reduction commitment under
Article 3, paragraph 1, of the Protocol;

(b) The methodological and reporting requirements under Article 5,
paragraphs 1 and 2, and Article 7, paragraphs 1 and 4, of the Protocol,
and

(c) The eligibility requirements under Articles 6, 12 and 17 of the
Protocol.”

7.  Section XV, paragraph 1, then stipulates the two possible consequences that shall
be applied by the Enforcement Branch when it has determined first that a Party is not in
compliance with Article 5, paragraph 1 or paragraph 2, or Article 7, paragraph 1 or
paragraph 4 of the Kyoto Protocol:

"(@) Declaration of non-compliance; and

(b) Development of a plan[...].”
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8.  Pursuant to these provisions, the Enforcement Branch is mandated to apply
consequences to present, not past situations where compliance might be at issue.
Section V, paragraph 4 states that “The Enforcement branch shall be responsible for
determining whether a Party included in Annex | is not in compliance [...] [our
emphasis]”. Moreover, section XV, paragraph 1 states that the Enforcement Branch
shall apply consequences when it “has determined that a Party is not in compliance
[...] [our emphasis]’. Neither provision uses the word “was”.

9. Consistent with its mandate, the Enforcement Branch determined not to proceed
further. Therefore, the Enforcement Branch was not mandated to make a declaration
of non-compliance, nor to develop a plan.

10. The Enforcement Branch opined, however, in paragraph 17(a) that “the status of
Canada’s national registry resulted in non-compliance with the guidelines and the
modalities on the publication date of the review report.” In Canada’s respectful view,
this conclusion fell outside the mandate given by the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol in
decision 27/CMP.1. The sole issue before the Enforcement Branch was the current
status of Canada'’s registry, and the Enforcement Branch decided not to proceed
further with the question of implementation in relation thereof. The status of Canada’s
registry at some earlier point in time was not among the issues that the Enforcement
Branch was mandated to consider, nor was it necessary to engage in such a line of
inquiry in order to determine whether Canada’s current situation required further action.
Entirely in keeping with its important role, the Enforcement Branch analysed the
material concerning the current status of Canada’s registry and reached the conclusion
that no further action on its part was necessary. In Canada’s submission, however,
the Enforcement Branch need not, and should not, have stepped outside of its mandate
to make its observations concerning the past status of Canada’s registry.

11. In addition, the conclusion in paragraph 17(b) of the decision states that “there is
a sufficient factual basis to avert a finding of non-compliance at the date of this
decision [our emphasis]”, rather than simply concluding that the question of
implementation has been resolved after consideration of the evidence before it
(including the Independent Assessment Report, Canada’s written and oral
submissions, and the advice and testimony of the UNFCCC experts). Given that the
entire compliance process established under decision 27/CMP.1, including the written
submission and oral hearing, is aimed at determining compliance in the first place, the
use of the word “non-compliance” in 17(b) is inconsistent with a “Decision Not To
Proceed Further.”
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[ll.  PROPOSED RELIEF

12. Inview of the above analysis, Canada invites the Enforcement Branch simply to
delete paragraph 17(a) from its “Decision Not To Proceed Further” to ensure that the
Enforcement Branch is entirely consistent with the authority conferred upon it by the
COP/MORP in decision 27/CMP.1. As stated in paragraph 16 of the “Decision Not To
Proceed Further”, the Enforcement Branch received expert advice that “information
provided by Canada in its written submission, together with the independent
assessment report” confirms that “Canada had established a national registry that can
perform the functions defined in the annex to decision 13/CMP.1 and the annex to
decision 5/CMP.1 and complies with the requirements of the data exchange
standards.” Therefore, the question of implementation has been resolved.

13. In addition, Canada invites the Enforcement Branch to alter the text of paragraph
17 (b) from its “Decision Not To Proceed Further” as follows:

“Based on the information submitted and presented, the enforcement branch
concludes that, although the status of Canada’s national registry raised a
question of implementation with the guidelines and the modalities on the
publication date of the expert review team report, this question of
implementation has now been resolved.”

IV. CONCLUSION

14. In Canada’s view, the Enforcement Branch stepped beyond the limits of its
mandate in offering its opinion on the past status of Canada’s registry. Canada
welcomes the Enforcement Branch'’s decision that no further action on its part was
necessary, but respectfully requests that the Enforcement Branch delete paragraph 17
(a) of its decision as this passage relates to a matter outside of the Enforcement
Branch’s mandate, and substitute paragraph 17 (b) of its decision with the text
suggested in paragraph 13 above as this is more consistent with a “Decision Not To
Proceed Further.”



