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Disclaimer

The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), the Technology and
Economic Assessment Panel (TEAP) co-chairs and members, the Technical
and Economic Options Committee, chairs, co-chairs and members, the TEAP
Task Forces co-chairs 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 use in
selecting among the options discussed in this document.

UNEDP, the TEAP co-chairs and members, the Technical and Economic
Options Committee, chairs, co-chairs and members, and the Technology
and Economic Assessment Panel Task Forces co-chairs and members, in
furnishing or distributing this information, 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 what-
soever resulting from the use or reliance upon any information, material, or
procedure contained herein, including but not limited to any claims regard-
ing 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,
the Technology and Economic Assessment Panel co-chairs or members, the
Technical and Economic Options Committee chairs, co-chairs or members,
the TEAP Task Forces co-chairs or members or the companies or organisa-
tions that employ them.
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