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Disclaimer

The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), the Technology and
Economic Assessment Panel (TEAP) cochairs and members, and the Methyl
Bromide Technical Options Committee (MBTOC) cochairs and members, and the
companies and organisations that employ them do not endorse the performance,
worker safety, or environmental acceptability of any of the technical options
discussed. Every industrial operation requires consideration of worker safety and
proper disposal of contaminants and waste products. Moreover, as work continues -
including additional toxicity evaluation - more information on health, environmental
and safety effects of alternatives and replacements will become available for usein
selecting among the options discussed in this document.

UNEP, TEAP cochairs and members, and the MBTOC cochairs and members, in
furnishing or distributing thisinformation, do not make any warranty or
representation, either express or implied, with respect to the accuracy, completeness,
or utility; nor do they assume any liability of any kind whatsoever resulting from the
use or reliance upon any information, material, or procedure contained herein,
including but not limited to any claims regarding health, safety, environmental effect
or fate, efficacy, or performance, made by the source of information.

Mention of any company, association, or product in this document is for information
purposes only and does not constitute a recommendation of any such company,
association, or product, either express or implied by UNEP, TEAP cochairs and
members, and the MBTOC cochairs and members or the companies or organisations
that employ them.

Acknowledgement

The Technology and Economic Assessment Panel and its Methyl Bromide Technical
Options Committee acknowledges with thanks the outstanding contributions from all
of the individuals and organisations who provided support to Panel and Committee
cochairs and members. The opinions expressed are those of the Panel and the
Committee and do not necessarily reflect the reviews of any sponsoring or
supporting organisation.

iv October 2004 TEAP Report on 2004 CUNs



UNEP

OcCTOBER 2004 REPORT OF THE
TECHNOLOGY AND ECONOMIC
ASSESSMENT PANEL

CRITICAL USE NOMINATIONSFOR METHYL BROMIDE —
FINAL REPORT

October 2004 TEAP Report on 2004 CUNs






TABLE OF CONTENTS

11
111
112

12
121
122
123
124
125
126
127

13

14
141
14.2
143

15

CRITICAL USE NOMINATIONSFOR METHYL BROMIDE —FINAL

EVALUATION OF 2004 NOMINATIONS ..ot s 1
MBTOC EVALUATION OF CRITICAL USE EXEMPTIONS......ccceeiiiiinieenienie sttt siee e 1
BasiS Of MANUALE.........ccueieeiiecie et et e et e s e be e e e s beesteeneeneesreereans 1
MBTOC and TEAP process for consideration of CUNS............cccvvvirininnin v ieesesse e 3
CRITICAL USE NOMINATIONS REVIEW. .....c.uvteiteeeieestessteesee e eteeseeesseeesanssseesnseessessnseesssssnsesensens 4
Consideration Of AltErNALIVES .........ccvcieiecii et rte e s reeaesreeresnee s 4
Aggregation and disaggregation of NOMINALIONS..........cccuviriiiieiieie s 5
Period of NOMINALIONS .......ccouiiiiie et s te e be e e sreeneesreereans 6
EMOP CUEs and increased USE Of MBi...........oiiiiiieieieeie ettt et st ae e sre e 6
Plans to develop, register and deploy alterNatiVES..........ccovveiiieineeiesie e 6
Registration and regulatory reStriCioNS........c.civeiiiiereniee e sre s e 7
Suggested adjustments to nominated QUANLITIES. .........ccoeeeerieineireree s 8
FINAL EVALUATIONS OF CUNS — 2004 ROUND .....ccutiutrtertiriesiesteseestessessessessessessesseseessesseseesseses 11
ISSUES ARISING IN THE REVIEW OF CUNS.....oiiiiiiiiiieent ettt 14
Need for additional data............cccueieeieiieiecic e eneas 14
Dependence on single measures for PeSt CONIOl ..o 15
Technical need for MUItIYEAr CUES..........cccoii i 15
L T =TS 16

October 2004 TEAP Report on 2004 CUNs Vii



TR EER, Fe RS HHEA 4RI T :

https://www.yunbaogao.cn/report/index/report?reportld=5 11767




