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F A —
[English only]
EMBERITNMEEN+ BN LHITHZ AT EMEERE

1.The Conference of the Parties, by decision 1/CP.16, decided that developed country Parties
should enhance the reporting in their national communications and submit biennial reports on
their progress in achieving emission reductions. It also established a new process under the
Subsidiary Body for Implementation (SBI) — international assessment and review (IAR) —
that aims to promote the comparability of efforts among all developed country Parties. The
first round of the AR process is to be conducted during the period 2014-2015.

2.According to the modalities and procedures for IAR specified in annex Il to decision
2/CP.17, the multilateral assessment (MA), being part of the IAR process, is to be conducted
for each developed country Party at a working group session of the SBI, with the
participation of all Parties. The aim of the MA is to assess each Party’s progress in
implementation towards the achievement of emission reductions and removals related to its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction target.

3.The second MA working group session was convened during SBI 42 under the
chairmanship of Mr. Amena Yauvoli (Fiji), the SBI Chair, and was preceded by a
three-month period of questions and answers; in the first month, any Party may submit
written questions to the Party being assessed, which may respond to the questions within the
remaining two months. A summary report for each of the 24 Parties that were assessed at SBI
42 is presented below. The reports are also available on the UNFCCC website on the
individual Party pages.l

4.1n closing the MA for each Party, the SBI Chair reminded the Party that it can submit any
other observations on its MA process within two months of the working group session, and
that they will form part of its Party record for the MA. The SBI Chair thanked all Parties and
the secretariat for the successful MA working group session.

1 See <www.unfccc.int/8451>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Australia

1.The first MA of Australia took place on 4 June 2015. Australia was represented by Mr.
Peter Woolcott, Ambassador for the Environment.

2.Questions for Australia had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Brazil, China, the European Union (EU), New Zealand, Saudi Arabia,
Switzerland and the United States of America. A list of the questions received and the
answers provided by Australia can be found on the AR web page for Australia.*

3.Mr. Woolcott made an opening presentation, summarizing Australia’s progress in
implementation towards the achievement of emission reductions and removals related to its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets. He also provided an update on
Australia’s recent policy changes concerning emission reductions. According to Mr.
Woolcott, Australia is on track to meet its 2020 target, which is 5 per cent below 2000
emission levels by 2020. Based on its 2015 national greenhouse gas (GHG) inventory report,
Australia overachieved its target for the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol by
129 million tonnes (Mt) of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO, eq). In addition, Australia has
advanced towards its 2020 target through policy interventions, such as the improvement in
energy efficiency and the facilitation of changes of the economy. A comparison of gross
domestic product (GDP) and population growth with emission intensity of GDP and
emissions per capita shows that Australia has decoupled its emissions from GDP and
population growth.

4.In his presentation, Mr. Woolcott elaborated on the implementation of the Emissions
Reduction Fund (ERF), the central piece of the 2014 Direct Action Plan, which replaced the
former carbon tax. The ERF is the main mechanism for achieving the 2020 target and it aims
to tackle economy-wide mitigation potential. The first auction under the ERF was held in
April 2015, with over 47 Mt CO, eq abatement contracted. A safeguard mechanism is
planned to be put in place to ensure that emission reductions purchased by the Government
under the ERF are not offset by significant rises in emissions elsewhere in the economy.
Apart from the ERF, policies and measures (PaMs) in place to meet Australia’s 2020 target
include the amended Renewable Energy Target, energy efficiency measures and the National
Energy Productivity Plan.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
Fiji, Japan, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, Switzerland, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland (United Kingdom), and the United States.
These questions were on: the mitigation potential of the ERF; lessons learned from the first
auction under the ERF and companies’ reaction to the ERF; the mechanism to monitor the
effectiveness of the ERF; the rigour of the safeguard mechanism and key issues raised during
the public consultation stage of the mechanism; the conditionality and ambition of
Australia’s 2020 target; the role of updated GHG emission projections in policymaking;
difficulties in estimating policy effects by gas; the Renewable Energy Target; and the vehicle
emission standard as part of the policy package towards 2020. Questions were also raised in
relation to Australia’s assessment of the social and economic consequences of response
measures. In response, Australia provided further explanations. Details can be found in the
webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Australia.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8814.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Belgium

1.The first MA of Belgium took place on 3 June 2015. Belgium was represented by Mr. Peter
Wittoeck, Head of Climate Change Section, Federal Directorate-General for the
Environment.

2.Questions for Belgium had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, Canada, China, New Zealand and the United States. A list of the questions
received lalnd the answers provided by Belgium can be found on the IAR web page for
Belgium.

3.Mr. Wittoeck made an opening presentation, summarizing Belgium’s progress towards the
achievement of its quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets. Emissions,
excluding those from the land use, land-use change and forestry (LULUCF) sector, decreased
by 18.5 per cent between 1990 and 2012 despite growth in GDP and population over the
same period. The emission intensity of the economy has thus decreased over this period,
indicating a certain decoupling of emissions from economic growth. According to Mr.
Wittoeck, Belgium is expected to achieve its target for the first commitment period of the
Kyoto Protocol.

4.Mr. Wittoeck presented Belgium’s target for 2020 for sectors outside the EU Emissions
Trading System (EU ETS) as well as the common EU target for EU ETS as contained in the
EU 2020 climate and energy package. Belgium has put in place a range of policies and
measures in order to achieve its 2020 target, including for the renewable energy, building and
transport sectors. Its National Climate Policy is formulated using a bottom-up approach — it is
based on regional and federal climate policies.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Algeria,
Brazil, China, India and the United States. The questions were on: shares of transport and
commercial sectors in Belgium’s GHG emissions; the inclusion of emissions from
international aviation in the 2020 targets; the key policies and measures for the energy sector,
in particular as related to the transport and commercial sectors; policies and measures for the
agriculture and waste sectors, including those planned to increase mitigation in the
agriculture sector; and the quantification of impacts of mitigation policies and measures with
the greatest contribution to the achievement of Belgium’s 2020 targets and their main focus
in the future. Clarification was also requested on how Belgian domestic energy policy fits
into the EU energy policy, division of mitigation effort between federal and regional levels,
and how the Belgian National Climate Policy takes into account federal and regional policies.
Belgium was furthermore asked to clarify how it plans to create incentives for other EU
member States to undertake greater mitigation efforts in view of the downward trend in its
own emissions since 2005. In response, Belgium provided further explanations. Details can
be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Belgium.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8815.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Bulgaria

1.The first MA of Bulgaria took place on 4 June 2015. Bulgaria was represented by Ms.
Veneta Borikova from the Ministry of Environment and Water.

2.Questions for Bulgaria had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided by
Bulgaria can be found on the IAR web page for Bulgaria.l

3.Ms. Borikova made an opening presentation, summarizing Bulgaria’s progress towards the
achievement of its quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets. Emissions,
excluding those from the LULUCEF sector, decreased by nearly 41 per cent between 1988 and
2012 mainly owing to structural changes stemming from the transition from a
centrally-planned economy to a market economy.

4.Ms. Borikova presented Bulgaria’s individual targets for 2020 for sectors outside the EU
ETS and renewable energy set under the EU climate and energy package. Bulgaria has put in
place a range of policies and measures in order to achieve its 2020 targets as part of its Third
National Action Plan on Climate Change, including for the energy, household and services,
waste and transport sectors. According to preliminary estimates, Bulgaria is expected to
over-achieve its 2013 targets for sectors not covered by the EU ETS (non-ETS sectors), as
well as its targets for renewable energy and biofuels under the EU climate and energy
package.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from China and the
Marshall Islands. Bulgaria was requested to clarify whether it would consider the possibility
of raising its target under the EU climate and energy package in order to allow the EU to raise
its target for 2020 in view of the significant projected reductions in national emissions
compared with the 1990 levels. Information was also sought regarding the relationship of
Bulgaria’s Climate Change Mitigation Act with its Energy Act, Renewable Energy Act,
Energy Efficiency Act and National Climate Action Plan. Another question related to the
time frame of Bulgaria’s plans for increased use of cleaner energy sources in place of coal for
power generation in relation to the time frame for its planned move towards a more
electrified public transport system. In response, Bulgaria provided further explanations.
Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Bulgaria.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8816.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Canada

1.The first MA of Canada took place on 4 June 2015. Canada was represented by Ms. Louise
Méivier, Environment Canada.

2.Questions for Canada had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, China, the EU, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia, Sweden, Switzerland and the
United States. Canada submitted written answers after the deadline. A list of the questions
receivedl and the answers provided by Canada can be found on the IAR web page for
Canada.

3.Ms. Meétivier made an opening presentation, summarizing Canada’s national
circumstances, the impacts of climate change felt in Canada, the institutional arrangements it
has made with regard to its climate change policy, and its GHG emission trends and
projections. She also summarized the steps Canada has taken towards the achievement of its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction target. According to Ms. Méivier, the
implementation of current PaMs will contribute a reduction of 130 Mt of CO, eq towards
Canada’s 2020 target, which is 17 per cent below 2005 emission levels by 2020, and the
Party will require an additional reduction of 116 Mt CO, eq to reach the target. A comparison
of GHG emission growth with the emission intensity of GDP shows that Canada has
achieved some level of decoupling of its emissions from GDP growth.

4.Ms. Métivier emphasized that Canada’s sector by sector regulatory approach focuses on
the two most polluting sectors, transportation and coal-fired electricity production.
Transportation emits about 25 per cent of Canada’s total emissions; therefore, Canada
intends to develop more stringent GHG emission standards for road transportation.
Emissions from coal-fired electricity production are addressed by federal and provincial
measures phasing out coal-fired electricity generation over the long term. In addition, Ms.
Méivier noted that Canada puts great effort into research, development and demonstration
for CO, storage and sequestration and that the mitigation efforts of provinces and territories
are making a significant contribution to meeting the national target.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Australia,
Brazil, China, the EU, Japan, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Sweden and the
United States. These questions were on: the use of units from LULUCF and the use of
international market-based mechanisms to achieve the target; ways to deliver the required
116 Mt CO, eq reductions to achieve the 2020 target; the effects of current and additional
PaMs; uncertainties in the estimation of emissions/removals in the LULUCF sector; new
regulations in the electricity and transportation sectors; regulations addressing fluorinated
gases; mapping the differences in the classification of economic sections versus the sectoral
classification used by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; scale of investments
in clean technologies; and the roles of provinces and territories in the implementation of the
climate change policy. Questions were also raised in relation to the Party’s assessment of the
social and economic consequences of response measures. In response, Canada provided
further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page
for Canada.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8817.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of the Czech Republic

1.The first MA of the Czech Republic took place on 4 June 2015. The Czech Republic was
represented by Mr. Pavel Zamyslicky from the Ministry of the Environment.

2.Questions for Czech Republic had been submitted in writing two months before the
working group session by Brazil, Canada and China. A list of the questions received and the
answers plrovided by the Czech Republic can be found on the IAR web page for the Czech
Republic.

3.Mr. Zamyslicky made an opening presentation, summarizing the Czech Republic’s
progress in the implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to
its quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets. Under the Convention, the Czech
Republic participates in the EU joint economy-wide emission reduction target to achieve a 20
per cent reduction in emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 (base year) level. The target
for the EU and its member States is formalized in the EU climate and energy package, which
includes the EU ETS and the effort-sharing decision (ESD). Under the ESD, the Czech
Republic has a target to limit emission growth to 9 per cent above the 2005 level by 2020 (+9
per cent) from sectors covered by the ESD. In line with the EU approach to its target, the
Czech Republic does not include emissions or removals from the LULUCF sector in defining
its quantified economy-wide target. The ESD also includes binding renewable energy goals
and non-binding energy efficiency goals for each member State. The Czech Republic has a
binding renewable energy goal to achieve a 13 per cent share of renewable energy in its gross
total final energy consumption. Its non-binding energy efficiency goal is to achieve
additional energy savings of 13.27 TWh by 2020.

4.The Czech Republic’s total GHG emissions excluding emissions and removals from
LULUCEF decreased by 31.5 per cent between 1990 and 2011, with projections showing a
continuous decrease in emissions up to 2020. In order to meet its 2020 targets, the Czech
Republic is currently drafting the Climate Protection Policy, which will include the
implementation of the EU climate and energy package, as well as its emission reduction
targets for 2020 under the Convention. In addition, the Czech Republic is preparing the State
Energy Policy, which includes a 30-year outlook for identifying energy management
objectives. Across the EU, it is expected that the market mechanism of the EU ETS will
guarantee that emissions from sectors under this scheme will achieve the 2020 target of 21
per cent below the 2005 level. Under the ESD, the Czech Republic is expected to meet its
emission reduction target as well as its renewable energy and energy efficiency goals.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China
and the United States. The questions received focused on: whether the Czech Republic is
considering increasing its emission reduction target for 2020 since the current target has
already been met; what, if any, market-based mechanisms will be used to achieve its targets;
whether the Czech Republic is considering adopting additional PaMs to address its emissions
not covered by the EU ETS; what PaMs addressing the implementation of new nuclear
energy and other renewable energy sources (RES) are in place, and whether or not there are
interim targets prior to 2020 for the implementation of such sources. In response, the Czech
Republic provided further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session
on the AR web page for Czech Republic.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8818.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Estonia

1.The first MA of Estonia took place on 4 June 2015. Estonia was represented by Mr. Meelis
Mint from the Ministry of the Environment.

2.Questions for Estonia had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided by
Estonia can be found on the IAR web page for Estonia.®

3.Mr. Mint made an opening presentation, summarizing Estonia’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. He elaborated on the national circumstances of
Estonia as a small economy and member State of the EU. Estonia is committed to contribute
to the emission reduction target of the EU under the Convention and its Kyoto Protocol.
Under the ESD, Estonia has a target of limiting the growth of its emissions in the non-ETS
sectors to 11 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level (+11 per cent). He explained that
the target of the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol had been overachieved, with
an emission reduction of 52.8 per cent in 2012 compared with the 1990 level. This was partly
due to a decoupling of economic growth and GHG emissions from 1990 to 2012, when GDP,
after an initial decline in the 1990s, almost doubled, while emissions halved. Although
emissions decreased in all sectors, the most significant reductions could be observed in the
energy and agriculture sectors. However, in 2012, energy remained the most significant
sector in terms of GHG emissions, with a share of 87.9 per cent of the total.

4.Successful implementation of national PaMs has led to a transformation of the energy
supply structure towards an increase in the share of renewables to 25 per cent in gross final
energy consumption in 2014; limitations on oil shale extraction to 20 million t/year; an
efficiency improvement in the use of oil shale; investments in climate change mitigation and
energy efficiency measures of more than EUR 700 million; and environmental taxation
reaching 2.8 per cent of GDP. In addition, several strategies and plans are under preparation
to achieve the Party’s long-term targets, including the Estonian Low Carbon Road Map up to
2050, the Estonian National Development Plan of the Energy Sector up to 2030, the National
Development Plan for the Use of Oil Shale 2016—2020 and the national Climate Change
Adaptation Strategy up to 2030. Thus, Estonia projects further significant emission
reductions and expects to fulfil its commitments for 2020.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from China and the
Republic of Korea. The questions were on emission levels and trends in the energy and
LULUCEF sectors, and the specific measures to reduce GHG emissions in the industrial
processes and agriculture sectors. In response, Estonia provided further explanations. Details
can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Estonia.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8819.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Germany

1.The first MA of Germany took place on 4 June 2015. Germany was represented by Mr.
Martin Weil3 from the Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation, Building and
Nuclear Safety.

2.Questions for Germany had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Australia, Brazil, China, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia and the United States.
A list of the questions received and the answers provided by Germany can be found on the
IAR web page for Germany.1

3.Mr. Weil3 made an opening presentation, summarizing Germany’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. He explained that Germany, as a member State of
the EU, has a target under the ESD to reduce its emissions in the non-ETS sectors by 14 per
cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level. In addition, Germany has a national target of
reducing its GHG emissions by 40 per cent by 2020 compared with the 1990 level. He also
described the targets for Germany’s energy transition plan for the period up to 2050, which
aims to reduce GHG emissions, increase the share of renewable energy and improve energy
efficiency. GHG emissions are estimated to be 27 per cent lower in 2014 compared with
1990, a reduction that was achieved despite the economic growth of 39 per cent in the same
period. All sectors contributed to these emission reductions, with highest absolute reductions
in the energy sector and highest relative reductions in the waste sector as a result of the
banning of landfilled waste.

4.The main PaMs that contributed to the reduction are the Renewable Energy Act, energy
taxes, transport efficiency measures, building efficiency measures and corresponding support
programmes and all EU-wide mitigation PaMs. In addition to emission reductions, the
successful implementation of these PaMs led to a significant creation of jobs in the areas of
renewable energy and energy efficiency technologies. According to the latest projections,
Germany can achieve an emission reduction of 33-34 per cent by 2020 with existing PaMs.
To close the gap to its national target of a 40 per cent reduction, the Federal Cabinet adopted
the Climate Action Programme 2020 in December 2014. The programme is also considered
an important milestone towards reaching its 2050 target of an emission reduction of 80-95
per cent, as it outlines the process for the elaboration of the Climate Policy Plan 2050, to be
developed by 2016. The development of the Climate Policy Plan will be underpinned by a
broad dialogue and participation process during 2015-2016 and will focus on long-term
climate targets.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
Fiji, Japan, Maldives, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia and the United
States. The questions were on: clarification regarding Germany’s national target and the
target under the ESD, including their comparability and the potential effects of a more
ambitious national target on other EU member States; progress made in the optimization of
the introduction of RES, including feed-in tariffs and the types of incentives for private
households for installing solar energy generation devices; the PaMs to incentivize and protect
investments for energy transformation; specifics of the PaMs affecting the waste sector;
PaMs affecting shipping emissions; the status of implementation of PaMs in the Climate
Action Programme; drivers of emission trends in recent years; the projected share of
renewables and other energy sources in the energy mix by 2020 and the Party’s experiences
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in comparing the national GHG emission inventory with external data. Questions were also
raised in relation to Germany’s assessment of the social and economic consequences of
response measures. In response, Germany provided further explanations. Details can be
found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Germany.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Greece

1.The first MA of Greece took place on 4 June 2015. Greece was represented by Mr. loannis
Ziomas, Advisor to the Minister of Environment, Energy and Climate Change.

2.Questions for Greece had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, China and the United States. A list of the questions received and the
answers provided by Greece can be found on the IAR web page for Greece.*

3.Mr. Ziomas made an opening presentation, summarizing Greece’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. Under the Convention, Greece is committed to the
EU joint economy-wide emission reduction target to achieve a 20 per cent reduction in
emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 (base year) level. The target for the EU and its
member States is formalized in the 2020 EU climate and energy package, which includes the
EU ETS and the ESD. Under the ESD, Greece has an emission reduction target of 4 per cent
below the 2005 level by 2020 for the sectors covered by the ESD. In line with the EU
approach to its target, Greece does not include emissions or removals from LULUCF sector
in defining its quantified economy-wide emission reduction target. The ESD also includes
binding renewable energy goals and non-binding energy efficiency goals for each EU
member State. Greece has a binding renewable energy goal of achieving an 18 per cent share
of renewable energy in its gross total final energy consumption, which it voluntarily
increased to 20 per cent. Regarding energy efficiency, Greece has a non-binding goal to limit
its final energy consumption to 18.4 Mtoe by 2020.

4.To meet its 2020 targets, Greece has various PaMs in place, including the PaMs for the
promotion of RES and the promotion of natural gas. The PaM for the promotion of RES
includes Greece’s national renewable energy action plan and a feed-in tariff for incentivizing
the installation of renewable energy. Under the PaM for the promotion of natural gas, Greece
undertook a number of actions from 1996 to 2013, such as maintaining no excise duty,
developing natural gas infrastructure and encouraging fuel switching. Greece’s emissions
and removals for 2012 were estimated to be 5.8 per cent above the 1990 level excluding
LULUCEF, with the projections showing a slight decrease in emissions by 2020 compared
with the 1990 level. Across the EU, it is expected that the market mechanism of the EU ETS
will guarantee that emissions from the sectors covered by the EU ETS will be in line with the
2020 target of 21 per cent below the 2005 level. Under the ESD, Greece is expected to meet
its emission reduction target as well as its renewable energy and energy efficiency goals.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
India and the United States. The questions focused on: what domestic PaMs are in place to
fulfil Greece’s 2020 target for the non-ETS sectors; whether the economic situation in
Greece has the potential to affect its climate change actions; whether Greece will continue to
modify its feed-in tariff rates to encourage renewable energy deployment and use; how
Greece plans to address the rising emissions from the transport sector; and Greece’s use of
biodiesel and whether it will consider the use of bioethanol. In response, Greece provided
further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page
for Greece.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Hungary

1.The first MA of Hungary took place on 4 June 2015. Hungary was represented by Mr.
Akos Lukacs, Head of Climate Policy Department, Ministry of National Development.

2.Questions for Hungary had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided
by Hungary can be found on the IAR web page for Hungary."

3.Mr. Lukacs made an opening presentation, addressing the questions received prior to the
working group session and the answers provided. He described the historical and projected
impacts of climate change in Hungary for the period 1901-2100. In addition, he explained
the emission trends in Hungary for the period 1990-2012. He then elaborated on the national
circumstances of Hungary, which experienced a significant reduction (by 36 per cent during
1990-2012) in GHG emissions owing to the collapse of the central planning economic
system. In the period after 1992, Hungary demonstrated a significant economic restructuring,
reduction in energy intensity and decoupling of economic development from the emission
trajectory.

4.Mr. Lukacs explained that, as a EU member State, since 2004 Hungary has been committed
to achieving a joint unconditional quantified economy-wide emission reduction target of 20
per cent below the 1990 level by 2020. This target is formalized in the EU climate and energy
package, which includes the EU ETS and the ESD. Under the ESD, Hungary has committed
to a target of limiting its emissions growth to 10 per cent compared with the 2005 level by
2020. In 2012, emissions from sectors covered by the ESD were already 18 per cent below
the 2005 level. Hungary appears to be on track to meet its target and is likely to overachieve
it.

5.Regarding the progress made towards achieving the 2020 targets, it was acknowledged that
a number of PaMs have been put in place by Hungary to address its joint EU commitments
under the Convention and its Kyoto Protocol. Hungary’s major PaMs include its National
Climate Change Strategies, the Decarbonisation Roadmap, the Green Investment Scheme
and the measures to promote the use of RES, energy efficiency improvements and an
increase in the use of biofuels.

6.The opening presentation was followed by questions from Algeria and China on the
following: the projected GHG emissions by 2020; PaMs included in the emission projection
scenario for the period ending in 2020; and institutional arrangements and financial
provisions made for the implementation of those PaMs. In response, Hungary provided
further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page
for Hungary.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Iceland

1.The first MA of Iceland took place on 4 June 2015. Iceland was represented by Mr. Hugi
Olafsson, Department of Oceans, Water and Climate, Ministry for the Environment and
Natural Resources.

2.Questions for Iceland had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, Canada, China, the EU, New Zealand and the United States. A list of the
questions received and the answers provided by Iceland can be found on the IAR web page
for Iceland.!

3.Mr. Olafsson made an opening presentation, summarizing Iceland’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. Mr. Olafsson highlighted Iceland’s unique GHG
emission profile, where emissions from industrial processes are the major contributor to the
total national GHG emissions without emissions from LULUCF. The total GHG emissions
increased by 26 per cent from 1990 to 2012.

4.Mr. Olafsson noted that Iceland, jointly with the EU, participates in efforts to reach the
economy-wide emission reduction target for the second commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol of reducing GHG emissions by 20 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level.
Iceland intends to contribute to the achievement of this target by participating in the EU ETS
and by implementing mitigation actions in the non-ETS sectors. The mitigation action plan
that Iceland has put in place aims to reduce national GHG emissions, and in particular GHG
emissions from non-ETS sectors, by 20 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level.
Iceland has identified significant mitigation potential in afforestation and revegetation as
well as in the transport and fisheries sectors.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from China and
India. These questions were on the PaMs targeted at the reduction of GHG emissions from
heavy industry and research on hydrogen vehicles. In response, Iceland provided further
explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for
Iceland.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Ireland

1.The first MA of Ireland took place on 4 June 2015. Ireland was represented by Ms. Petra
Woods, Assistant Principal Officer, Climate Policy Section, Department of the Environment,
Community and Local Government.

2.Questions for Ireland had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, China and New Zealand. A list of the questions received and the answers
provided by Ireland can be found on the IAR web page for Ireland.

3.Ms. Woods made an opening presentation, summarizing Ireland’s progress in
implementation towards the achievement of emission reductions and removals related to its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets.

4.Ms. Woods presented Ireland’s target under the Convention as a contribution to the
quantified economy-wide emission reduction target of the EU and its member States to
reduce GHG emissions by 20 per cent by 2020 compared with the 1990 level. In this context,
some 27 per cent of Ireland’s GHG emissions are covered and regulated by the EU ETS, with
no specific target for Ireland but with an overall and decreasing cap set at the EU level to
achieve an absolute emission reduction in the covered sectors of 21 per cent relative to the
2005 level by 2020. In addition, Ireland has a target for the non-ETS sectors to reduce GHG
emissions by 20 per cent relative to the 2005 level.

5.In her presentation, Ms. Woods highlighted that Ireland is making progress in its
contribution to the joint EU emission reduction target, including through the possible use of
units from market-based mechanisms under the Convention. Key PaMs put in place to
achieve Ireland’s targets include: a carbon tax, in place since 2009; private car taxation based
on CO, emissions, in place since 2008; feed-in tariffs for renewable energy; improved
building standards; and afforestation and improved land management. In addition, Ireland is
focusing on agricultural research since the agriculture sector is responsible for about 45 per
cent of Ireland’s GHG emissions from the non-ETS sectors.

6.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, India
and New Zealand. The questions were on: the quantification of the effects of Ireland’s PaMs;
Ireland’s plans to use clean development mechanism (CDM) credits to comply with its
targets and whether it restricts the purchase of CDM credits to specific developing countries;
and Ireland’s smarter travel policy in the context of reducing GHG emissions from the
transport sector. In response, Ireland provided further explanations. Details can be found in
the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Ireland.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Japan

1.The first MA of Japan took place on 4 June 2015. Japan was represented by Mr. Hideaki
Mizukoshi, Deputy Director-General, International Cooperation Bureau, Ministry of Foreign
Affairs.

2.Questions for Japan had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Australia, Belgium, Brazil, China, the EU, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia,
Switzerland, the United Kingdom and the United States. A list of the questions received and
the answers provided by Japan can be found on the IAR web page for Japan.*

3.Mr. Mizukoshi made an opening presentation, summarizing Japan’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets.

4.Mr. Mizukoshi presented Japan’s GHG emission trends by sector and by gas and explained
how they are linked to changes in national circumstances, more specifically the Great East
Japan Earthquake, which led to the shutdown of Japan’s 48 nuclear power stations. He also
explained how changes in national circumstances modified the trend in electricity supply
sources, the energy consumption pattern and the GHG emission intensity of the economy.

5.Furthermore, Mr. Mizukoshi reported that Japan achieved its emission reduction target for
the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol using removals by forests and other
carbon sinks, as well as units from mechanisms under the Kyoto Protocol. He then presented
Japan’s quantified economy-wide GHG emission reduction target for 2020 and its
underlying assumptions, followed by emission projections by sector and by gas for up to
2020. He explained the main PaMs on which Japan relies to reduce emissions (the Basic
Environment Law and Basic Environment Plan, and the Act on Promotion of Global
Warming Countermeasures) and presented the joint crediting mechanism that Japan plans to
use to achieve its 2020 target.

6.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Australia,
Belgium, Brazil, Canada, China, Fiji, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, the
United Kingdom and the United States. The questions were on: Japan’s revision of its 2020
target (3.8 per cent below the 2005 emission level) and how Japan will ensure that the target
will not be weakened; Japan’s participation in the second commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol; civil-society actions, a low-carbon society and regional development; Japan’s plans
for the future use of its nuclear energy production capacity; Japan’s strategy for reducing
emissions from shipping; the estimated quantitative mitigation effects of Japan’s PaMs and
the PaMs that are expected to contribute the most to reducing emissions; and the joint
crediting mechanism (the rationale behind it, how credits would be shared among Parties,
and the independent nature of the verification of, and accounting rules for, the mechanism).
Questions were also raised in relation to the Party’s assessment of the social and economic
consequences of its response measures. In response, Japan provided further explanations.
Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the AR web page for Japan.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Liechtenstein

1.The first MA of Liechtenstein took place on 5 June 2015. Liechtenstein was represented by
Ms. Heike Summer, Office of Environment.

2.Questions for Liechtenstein had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Brazil, China, the EU and the Netherlands. A list of the questions received
and the answers provided by Liechtenstein can be found on the IAR web page for
Liechtenstein.’

3.Ms. Summer made an opening presentation, summarizing Liechtenstein’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. She outlined the national circumstances of
Liechtenstein, which is a very small country with small and medium-sized enterprises and an
export-oriented economy. She explained that, although its impact on global emissions is
insignificant, Liechtenstein takes its commitments regarding climate change seriously.
Liechtenstein’s economy-wide emission reduction target corresponds to a 20 per cent
emission reduction by 2020 compared with the 1990 level. Although Liechtenstein
experienced significant economic and population growth, by 230 and 25 per cent,
respectively, between 1990 and 2012, the emission level in 2012 was slightly below the level
in 1990.

4.Given that Lichtenstein’s energy sector contributed 84 per cent of its total GHG emissions
in 2012, Liechtenstein’s PaMs are targeted mainly at that sector. The most important
supporting legislation includes: the Emissions Trading Act, which stipulates Liechtenstein’s
participation in the EU ETS; the Energy Efficiency Act, which regulates financial support for
energy efficiency measures and measures to increase the share of RES; and the Carbon
Dioxide Act. A new version of the National Climate Strategy is expected by the end of 2015.
In addition, Liechtenstein has been investing in photovoltaic installations since 2008,
resulting in an installed capacity increase from 1,170 MWh in 2009 to 15,550 MWh in 2014.
Other measures that are specific to the national circumstances of Liechtenstein include the
commissioning of a wood-fired power station and a steam pipeline from a waste incineration
plant in neighbouring Switzerland. Regarding forests, Ms. Summer explained that wooded
area comprises 41 per cent of Liechtenstein’s total area and that most of the forest is
protected forest with provisions that prohibit deforestation.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
the Netherlands and New Zealand. The questions related to: Liechtenstein’s plans to use units
from market-based mechanisms to achieve its emission reduction targets; additional
measures planned to achieve its targets; the relationship between its target under the
Convention and that under the Kyoto Protocol; the implementation status and expected effect
of its infrastructure measures relating to railways; and the contribution of Liechtenstein’s
mitigation actions to the observed trend in the emission intensity of its economy. In response,
Liechtenstein provided further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this
session on the IAR web page for Liechtenstein.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Lithuania

1.The first MA of Lithuania took place on 5 June 2015. Lithuania was represented by Ms.
Stasile Znutiene, Ministry of Environment.

2.Questions for Lithuania had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided by
Lithuania can be found on the IAR web page for Lithuania.*

3.Ms. Znutiene made an opening presentation, summarizing Lithuania’s progress in
implementation towards the achievement of emission reductions and removals related to its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets. GHG emissions excluding the
LULUCEF sector in Lithuania in 2012 showed a decrease of 55.6 per cent compared with the
1990 level, while GDP increased by 25 per cent over the same period, indicating a
decoupling of GHG emissions from economic growth. According to Ms. Znutiene, Lithuania
overachieved its emission reduction target for the first commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol.

4.Ms. Znutiene presented Lithuania’s 2020 targets at a disaggregated level, covering its
targets under the EU ETS and for sectors outside the EU ETS, as well as targets for
renewable energy, biofuels in transport and improvements in energy efficiency. According to

historical data and current GHG emission projections, Lithuania is on track to meet its targets.

By 2012 energy consumption in Lithuania had reduced by almost 5 per cent compared with
the 2009 level, while nearly 21.7 per cent of the total energy consumed came from RES,
against the target of 23 per cent by 2020. For the non-ETS sectors, Lithuania is on track to
meet its 2020 target with the use of additional measures. Key PaMs are in place to ensure the
achievement of Lithuania’s 2020 targets, including the overarching National Strategy for
Climate Change Management Policy for the period 2013-2050, the Action Plan to
operationalize the Strategy for the period 2013-2020, and sector-specific PaMs, as well as
related economic instruments and financial support mechanisms.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
India and the Republic of Korea. The questions were on: Lithuania’s further plans and
policies to reduce emissions from the transport and agriculture sectors; the key drivers for the
56 per cent decrease in GHG emissions by 2012 compared with the 1990 level; the main
reasons for the sharp decrease in GHG emissions during the period 1990-1992; the coverage
of tariff subsidies as an economic instrument; and the development of RES, including the
institutional mechanism in place and specific policies on biofuel. In response, Lithuania
provided further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the AR
web page for Lithuania.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Malta

1.The first MA of Malta took place on 5 June 2015. Malta was represented by Ms. Simone
Borg, Ambassador of the Ministry for Sustainable Development, the Environment and
Climate Change, and Ms. Claire Qoul from the same ministry.

2.Questions for Malta had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided by
Malta can be found on the IAR web page for Malta."

3.Ms. Borg made an opening presentation, summarizing Malta’s progress in implementation
towards the achievement of emission reductions and removals related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. She elaborated on the national circumstances of
Malta, which are key to explaining the emission profile of Malta and the country’s limited
potential in the development of RES. The GHG emission intensity decreased by 56 per cent
in 2012 compared with the 1990 level, while national GDP per capita increased by 260 per
cent, indicating a decoupling of GHG emissions from economic growth in Malta.

4.Ms. Qoul presented Malta’s target for 2020 in the context of the EU climate and energy
package, with an emphasis on Malta’s emission reduction target for sectors outside the EU
ETS. Asamember State of the EU, Malta has a target under the ESD to limit the growth of its
emissions in the non-ETS sectors by 5 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level.
Despite the limited mitigation potential in Malta, the existing PaMs in the transport,
agriculture and waste sectors are projected to produce mitigation effects that will keep Malta
on track to meet its 2020 target for sectors outside the EU ETS. In addition, Ms. Qoul
elaborated on the Party’s PaMs in electricity generation, which will make a major
contribution to the overall GHG emission reduction in Malta in the lead-up to 2030.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Algeria,
Botswana and China. These questions were on the limited potential for the development of
large-scale and centralized RES and of distributed RES, and the drivers of the decrease in
GHG emissions during 2015-2016. A point was also raised on Malta’s financial support for
the efforts of developing countries to tackle climate change. In response, Malta provided
further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page
for Malta.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Monaco

1.The first MA of Monaco took place on 5 June 2015. Monaco was represented by Mr.
Patrick Rolland, Department of the Environment.

2.Questions for Monaco had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, China, the EU and the Netherlands. A list of the questions received and the
answers provided by Monaco can be found on the IAR web page for Monaco.”

3.Mr. Rolland made an opening presentation, summarizing Monaco’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. He explained the national circumstances of
Monaco, which is a very small country and a net importer of energy. Energy is the main
source of GHG emissions in Monaco, contributing more than 90 per cent of its total
emissions and originating in equal shares from waste incineration, buildings and transport.
Since 2000 a gradual decrease in emissions has been observed, which led to emissions in
2012 being 13 per cent lower than the base year level, compared with its target of an 8 per
cent emission reduction for the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol. The main
PaMs contributing to the emission decrease include: a cap on the annual waste capacity of the
waste incineration plant; urban renewal; the banning of domestic fuel boilers in new
buildings; and the clean mobility policy.

4.Regarding its mitigation targets under the Convention, Monaco is committed to reducing
its emissions by 30 per cent by 2020 and by 80 per cent by 2050 compared with the 1990
level, and to achieving carbon neutrality by 2050. LULUCF is not accounted for as it
comprises only 0.04 per cent of Monaco’s total annual emissions. In addition to its climate
commitments, Monaco is also committed to increasing energy efficiency in buildings by 20
per cent, to achieving a 20 per cent share of RES in its final energy production and to keeping
electricity consumption stable by 2020. To achieve those targets, Monaco implemented its
Energy and Climate Action Plan. According to its GHG emission projections, meeting its
targets by 2020 will not be ensured by domestic emission reductions alone. Hence, Monaco
is currently defining and implementing additional PaMs to achieve its 2020 and longer-term
targets, including: the prevention of waste production and the renewal of the waste treatment
facility; the promotion of clean vehicles, soft mobility and infrastructure for intra-urban
logistics; and, in buildings, the gradual substitution of fossil fuels for renewable energy along
with energy efficiency measures.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
India, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea and the United Republic of Tanzania. The
questions related to: PaMs to reduce emissions from transport; PaMs to increase the share of
biofuels; subsidies for domestic households; measures to reduce electricity consumption,
also targeting the import of electricity; emission trends in the most recent years; Monaco’s
participation in activities related to reducing emissions from international aviation; and how
emission reduction efforts in Monaco are influenced by its dependency on international and
cross-border cooperation. In response, Monaco provided further explanations. Details can be
found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Monaco.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Norway

1.The first MA of Norway took place on 5 June 2015. Norway was represented by Mr. Peer
Stiansen, Senior Adviser, Ministry of Climate and Environment.

2.Questions for Norway had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, Canada, China, the EU, New Zealand, Switzerland and the United States.
A list of the questions received and the answers provided by Norway can be found on the IAR
web page for Norway.

3.Mr. Stiansen made an opening presentation, summarizing Norway’s progress in
implementation towards the achievement of emission reductions and removals related to its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets.

4.Under the Convention, Norway made a commitment to reduce its GHG emissions by 30
per cent by 2020 compared with the 1990 level. This target will be reached by Norway
through its commitment for the second commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol, with
average annual emissions over the period 2013-2020 projected to be at 84 per cent of the
1990 level. Mr. Stiansen highlighted Norway’s long-term objective to become a
low-emission society and reach carbon neutrality by 2050 (2030 if part of an ambitious hew
global climate agreement).

5.In his presentation Mr. Stiansen outlined that Norway is on track to achieve its emission
reduction target under the Convention. Achieving it will require enhanced domestic efforts as
well as the use of units from market-based mechanisms under the Convention, both by
purchasing assigned amount units and certified emission reductions/emission reduction units
through the EU ETS and by purchasing CDM credits through the Norwegian purchase
programme.

6. With regard to Norway’s key domestic PaMs, Mr. Stiansen stated that Norway is building
its climate change policy based on a comprehensive set of PaMs, with some 80 per cent of its
emissions being already subject to fiscal and economic instruments (carbon taxes and/or
emissions trading). Most notable in the Norwegian policy mix are CO, taxes in the transport
sector  and the offshore petroleum sector, equivalent  taxes  on
hydrofluorocarbons/perfluorocarbons, and the EU ETS, which covers more than 50 per cent
of Norway’s domestic emissions. In addition, Mr. Stiansen emphasized the importance of
advancing CO, capture and storage technologies for achieving Norway’s long-term goal of
reaching carbon neutrality.

7.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China,
the EU, Fiji, India, Japan, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, Samoa, South Africa,
Switzerland and the United States. These questions were related to: success factors and the
quantification of the effects of PaMs in Norway, in particular relating to fiscal and economic
instruments; the application of renewable energies in the energy mix in the energy and
transport sectors; the Norwegian purchase programme for CDM credits, its volume and its
purchase criteria; and emissions and removals from the land sector. In response, Norway
provided further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR
web page for Norway.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Poland

1.The first MA of Poland took place on 5 June 2015. Poland was represented by Ms. Sylwia
Wasniewska, Institute of Environmental Protection.

2.Questions for Poland had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, China, Saudi Arabia, Switzerland and the United States. A list of the
questions received and the answers provided by Poland can be found on the IAR web page
for Poland.*

3.Ms. Wasniewska made an opening presentation, summarizing Poland’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. GHG emissions in Poland had decreased by 29
per cent by 2012 compared with the base year level. Thus, Poland’s emissions are well below
its target for the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol, which corresponds to an
emission reduction of 6 per cent compared with the base year level. While emissions
decreased, GDP increased significantly over the same period, signalling a decoupling of
GDP from emission growth, owing to economic and technological changes and a significant
drop in the emission intensity of Poland’s energy use. Poland is committed to contributing to
the target of the EU under the Convention and its Kyoto Protocol of a 20 per cent reduction in
emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 level. In accordance with the ESD, Poland has a
target to limit the growth in its emissions from the non-ETS sectors to 14 per cent by 2020
compared with the 2005 level (+14 per cent). In addition, Ms. Wasniewska explained
Poland’s targets regarding the share of renewables in its final energy consumption, the share
of biofuels in transport fuel, and energy efficiency.

4.According to its GHG emission projections, Poland expects emission levels that are 32 per
cent lower in 2020 and 36 per cent lower in 2030 than the base year level, with emissions
from energy and agriculture expected to decrease the most. Also, emissions from the
non-ETS sectors are expected to stay well below the target trajectory, reflecting the target
under the ESD for 2020. Thus, Poland expects to meet its emission reduction targets with
domestic measures only. Ms. Wasniewska presented the key elements of the Polish climate
policy, including its main strategies, the Energy Policy of Poland until 2030, the Renewable
Energy Sources Act and the National Energy Efficiency Action Plan. In addition, she
explained that the energy policy is currently being updated. It will be extended to 2050 and
will be published in 2016. She further explained that the National Programme for the
Development of a Low-Emission Economy, which aims to identify key areas for emission
reductions, will be published in 2015.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Australia,
Brazil, China, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia and the United States. Questions were
raised regarding: the envisaged shares of different energy sources including nuclear energy in
Poland’s final energy consumption by 2020 and 2030 according to the new energy policy;
whether some of the PaMs included in the new energy policy are expected to show a mitigation
effect before 2020; the effect of Poland’s PaMs; specific PaMs targeting emissions from coal use;
the economic feasibility of CO, capture and storage in Poland; PaMs in the non-ETS sectors;
and Poland’s use of units from market-based mechanisms to achieve its targets. Questions
were also raised in relation to Poland’s assessment of the social and economic consequences
of its response measures. In response, Poland provided further explanations. Details can be
found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Poland.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8830.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Romania

1.The first MA of Romania took place on 5 June 2015.Romania was represented by Ms.
Alina Boldea from the Directorate General for European Affairs and International Relations.

2.Questions for Romania had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided
by Romania can be found on the IAR web page for Romania.*

3.Ms. Boldea made an opening presentation, summarizing Romania’s progress in the
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. Under the Convention, Romania participates in
the EU joint economy-wide emission reduction target to achieve a 20 per cent reduction in
emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 (base year) level. The target for the EU and its
member States is formalized in the EU climate and energy package, which includes the EU
ETS and the ESD. Under the ESD, Romania has a target of limiting emission growth to 19
per cent above the 2005 level by 2020 (+19 per cent) from sectors covered by the ESD. In
line with the EU approach to its target, Romania does not include emissions or removals from
the LULUCEF sector in defining its quantified economy-wide target. The ESD also includes
binding renewable energy goals and non-binding energy efficiency goals for each member
State. For Romania, it specifies a binding renewable energy goal of a 24 per cent renewable
energy share in its gross total final energy consumption. Regarding energy efficiency,
Romania has a non-binding goal to achieve 30.32 Mtoe of primary energy consumption by
2020.

4.The key policy framework related to climate change in Romania is the National Strategy
for Climate Change 2013-2020, which addresses the achievement of Romania’s national
objectives and greenhouse gas emission targets for 2020, as well as the adaptation measures
needed to allow society and ecosystems to adapt to climate change. Specifically, the National
Strategy takes into account relevant EU policies, such as the EU climate and energy package
referred to in paragraph 5 above. Romania’s total GHG emissions excluding emissions and
removals from LULUCF decreased by 49.5 per cent between 1990 and 2011, with
projections showing an emission increase up to 2020. Across the EU, it is expected that the
market mechanism of the EU ETS will guarantee that emissions from sectors under this
scheme (mainly large point sources such as power plants and industrial facilities) will
achieve the 2020 target of 21 per cent below the 2005 level. Under the ESD, Romania is
expected to meet its emission reduction target as well as its renewable energy and energy
efficiency goals.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from China and the
Republic of Korea. The questions were related to the drivers of Romania’s projected increase
in GHG emissions and the impact of the EU ETS, energy efficiency and renewable energy
deployment on emission reductions. In response, Romania provided further explanations.
Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Romania.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8831.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of the Russian Federation

1.The first MA of the Russian Federation took place on 5 June 2015. The Russian Federation
was represented by Ms. Dinara Gershinkova, Deputy Head of Special and Scientific
Programmes, Federal Service for Hydrometeorology and Environmental Monitoring

2.Questions for the Russian Federation had been submitted in writing two months before the
working group session by Brazil, China, the EU, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia, Sweden,
Switzerland and the United States. A list of the questions received and the answers provided
by the Russian Federation can be found on the IAR web page for the Russian Federation."

3.Ms. Gershinkova made an opening presentation, summarizing the Russian Federation’s
progress towards the achievement of its emission limitation and reduction commitment
related to its quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets. Ms. Gershinkova initially
referred to the questions received prior to the working group session and the answers
provided. She then described how the target for the first commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol has been overachieved by a large margin, in particular owing to the adoption of
legislation for energy efficiency improvement and renewable energy development and the
results delivered by these policies. Ms. Gershinkova emphasized the observed decoupling of
emission growth from economic growth in the country since 2000, which is also a result of
increased energy efficiency and the structural economic changes that occurred in the Russian
Federation.

4.Ms. Gershinkova also provided details of the Russian Federation’s target under the
Convention, which corresponds to the limitation of emissions to a level of no more than
75.0 per cent of the 1990 level by 2020. She described the action plan for 2014-2017 adopted
by the Government containing economy-wide measures that support the achievement of this
target, such as State regulations on GHG emissions in various economic sectors, including
carbon market mechanisms, and indicated that the LULUCF sector is not included in the
target. She further elaborated on PaMs in the LULUCF sector, highlighting the importance of
this sector and its contribution to addressing climate change in the Russian Federation, and
the implementation of a wide range of measures for the sector for the period 2013-2020.

5.Ms. Gershinkova indicated that the Russian Federation is on track to achieve its target
under the Convention, which is supported by different emission projection scenarios
developed by independent groups. In the “with additional measures” scenario, which
involves measures such as CO, capture and storage, the Russian Federation would achieve a
level of GHG emissions corresponding to 66.9 per cent of the 1990 level, which is below the
75.0 per cent specified in the target. She also mentioned that in different emissions scenarios
for the period 2010-2050, the net CO, removals by forests in the Russian Federation
decrease gradually. Finally, Ms. Gershinkova referred to the Russian Federation’s
submission on 31 March 2015 of its intended nationally determined contribution, which aims
to allow the country to move forward on the path of low-carbon development compatible
with the long-term objective of the Convention to stay below the 2 <T increase in the global
average temperature.

6.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Australia,
Brazil, China, the EU, Germany, India, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia
and South Africa. These questions were on: the actions taken to reverse the trend of growing
emissions in recent years; the list of quantitative details of the measures with the greatest

1 <http://unfccc.int/8832.php>.
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mitigation potential; quantitative estimates of mitigation effects of domestic PaMs and the
intended use of Kyoto Protocol units in achieving the 2020 target; the drivers for the increase
in net removals in the LULUCF sector since 1994 and relevant actions; the information on
the action plan 2014-2017 and its key measures to meet the 2020 target. Further questions
were on: the PaM put in place to achieve the target of reducing the energy intensity of the
economy by 12 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2007; the programmes implemented and
the specific consideration of new technologies in the Russian Federation to increase the share
of renewable energy in road transportation by up to 35 per cent by 2030 and the share of
renewable energy in electricity production by up to 4.5 per cent by 2020; the differences in
the role of local governments and the central government in the reduction of GHG emissions;
the contribution of energy efficiency improvements as the major driver to the total emission
reductions in the country; and the road map or time schedule for applying additional carbon
pricing policies or measures, such as carbon markets and carbon taxation, and whether these
will be implemented before or after 2020.

7.There were specific questions on reporting, such as the limited reporting on the assessment
of the mitigation impact of the key PaMs and their aggregated effect in the biennial report.
Questions were also raised in relation to the Party’s assessment of the social and economic
consequences of response measures. In response, the Russian Federation provided further
explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for the
Russian Federation.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Slovakia

1.The first MA of Slovakia took on 5 June 2015. Slovakia was represented by Ms. Helena
Princova from the Ministry of the Environment.

2.Questions for Slovakia had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided
by Slovakia can be found on the IAR web page for Slovakia.

3.Ms. Princova made an opening presentation, summarizing Slovakia’s progress in
implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. She elaborated on the national circumstances of
Slovakia, which is a small landlocked country and a member State of the EU. She explained
that Slovakia’s target for the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol was
overachieved, with emissions 41.7 per cent lower in 2012 than in 1990. This was achieved
mainly through stricter legislation, by introducing best available technologies and by
fuel-switching from coal and oil to natural gas. Altogether, this led to a decoupling of
economic growth from the level of GHG emissions in the period 1990-2012, during which
the emission intensity of Slovakia’s gross domestic product decreased by 68 per cent. This
trend continued during the economic crisis in the late 2000s, with emission intensity
decreasing by 36 per cent between 2005 and 2012. In 2012, energy remained the most
significant sector in terms of GHG emissions, with a share of 69.6 per cent of Slovakia’s total
emissions, and within that sector emissions from transport showed the largest increase.

4.Slovakia is committed to contributing to the target of the EU under the Convention and its
Kyoto Protocol of a 20 per cent reduction in emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990
levels. In accordance with the ESD, Slovakia has a target to limit the growth in its emissions

from the non-ETS sectors to 13 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level (+13 per cent).

The PaMs in place to achieve that target focus on improvements in energy efficiency and the
increase of the share of renewables. The PaMs include: the National Reform Programme and
its Action Plan, with targeted sectoral policies, including climate and energy policies; the
National Environmental Strategy; the Energy Security Strategy; taxation of energy products
and electricity; the Action Plan for Energy Efficiency; the National Action Plan for Biomass
Use; the National Renewable Energy Action Plan; the Concept of Energy Efficiency in
Buildings; the Waste Act; and the implementation of several EU-wide measures. According
to Slovakia’s GHG emission projections, total emissions, taking into account implemented
and adopted PaMs, are expected to decrease by 12.1 per cent by 2020 compared with the
2005 level. Thus, Slovakia considers that it is on its way to achieving its 2020 target for
emissions from the non-ETS sectors. In addition, Ms. Princova explained that the EU and its
member States are committed to a binding target of a reduction in domestic GHG emissions
of at least 40 per cent by 2030 compared with the 1990 level.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from China and the
Republic of Korea. The questions were related to Slovakia’s renewable energy target, PaMs
in place to reduce emissions from international aviation and shipping, and the target for the
sectors covered by the EU ETS. In response, Slovakia provided further explanations. Details
can be found in the webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Slovakia.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8833.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Slovenia

1.The first MA of Slovenia took place on 5 June 2015. Slovenia was represented by Mr. Uros
Vajgl from the Ministry of Agriculture and the Environment.

2.Questions for Slovenia had been submitted in writing two months before the working
group session by Brazil and China. A list of the questions received and the answers provided
by Slovenia can be found on the IAR web page for Slovenia.

3.Mr. Vajgl made an opening presentation, summarizing Slovenia’s progress in the
implementation of emission reduction and removal commitments related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. He elaborated on the national circumstances of
Slovenia, which is a small country and a member State of the EU. Slovenia already
experienced warming of 1.7 <C between 1961 and 2011 and, according to climate scenarios,
expects significant climate change impacts by 2050, including a further increase in
temperature and an increased occurrence of extreme weather events like floods. Mr. Vajgl
explained that Slovenia achieved its target for the first commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol, an emission reduction of 8 per cent compared with the 1986 (base year) level,
owing partly to a decoupling of economic growth from the level of GHG emissions in the
period 1990-2012, during which the emission intensity of Slovenia’s gross domestic product
fell by 40 per cent. He further explained that the biggest emission reductions were achieved
in industry and transport and that the economic crisis also contributed to those reductions.

4.Slovenia is committed to contributing to the target of the EU under the Convention and its
Kyoto Protocol of a reduction in emissions of 20 per cent by 2020 compared with the 1990
level. In accordance with the ESD, Slovenia has a target to limit the growth in its emissions
from the non-ETS sectors to 5 per cent by 2020 compared with the 2005 level (+5 per cent).
According to its GHG emission projections, emissions from the non-ETS sectors, including
the effect of implemented and adopted PaMs, are expected to be close to the trajectory of
Slovenia’s target under the ESD. Mr. Vajgl explained that one of the main challenges
regarding future emission reductions is the transport sector, which contributes 30 per cent of
Slovenia’s total emissions and is the sector where half of the emission reductions required for
the non-ETS sectors needs to happen. Such challenges relate to Slovenia being a transit
country with dispersed settlements and daily migration flows. Mr. Vajgl also explained that
additional PaMs will be needed for Slovenia to meet its target under the ESD; to this end, in
2014 Slovenia adopted the Operational Programme for Reducing GHG Emissions until 2020
with a View to 2030. The programme covers the non-ETS sectors, sets indicative sectoral
targets and includes a list of measures to be implemented. Mr. Vajgl emphasized that the
programme includes a target trajectory that ‘overshoots’ the target for 2020, which is
necessary because of uncertainties in the transport sector and the need to facilitate the
achievement of the 2030 target.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Brazil, China
and India. The questions related to PaMs encouraging the use of RES and any related support
schemes, and specific PaMs to deal with emissions from transit in the transport sector. In
response, Slovenia provided further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of this
session on the IAR web page for Slovenia.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8834.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of Ukraine

1.The first MA of Ukraine took place on 5 June 2015. Ukraine was represented by Ms. Elena
Balbekova, Deputy Director of the Climate Policy Department, Ministry of Ecology and
Natural Resources.

2.Questions for Ukraine had been submitted in writing two months before the working group
session by Brazil, China, the EU and Sweden. A list of the questions received and the
answers provided by Ukraine can be found on the IAR web page for Ukraine.

3.Ms. Balbekova made an opening presentation, summarizing Ukraine’s progress towards
the achievement of its emission limitation and reduction commitment related to its quantified
economy-wide emission reduction targets. Ms. Balbekova initially described the new
institutional arrangements related to climate change in the country, including the national
inventory system of Ukraine. She explained the GHG emission trends since 1990 and
highlighted the importance of the energy sector’s contribution to the national emissions,
which has driven the observed trend of reduction in these emissions.

4.Referring to Ukraine’s target under the Convention, Ms. Balbekova provided information
on Ukraine’s emission limitation commitment for participating in the second commitment
period of the Kyoto Protocol to an emission level 24 per cent below the 1990 level by 2020.
She described the policy framework and cross-sectoral measures for climate change
inscribed in Ukraine’s new strategy for sustainable development and the national action plan
on the implementation of the association agreement with the European Union, highlighting
measures in the energy, industry and forestry sectors, and provided information on the
impacts of the key mitigation actions. Ms. Balbekova provided information on the key
assumptions on GDP and fuel consumption used in the three GHG emission projection
scenarios presented in Ukraine’s sixth national communication and first biennial report and
the results of these scenarios in terms of GHG emissions by sector. Finally, Ms. Balbekova
provided a summary of the questions received prior to the working group session and the
answers provided.

5.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Australia,
Brazil, China and the Republic of Korea. These questions were on: the tax code policy with
regard to reductions in land tax and income tax for renewable energy businesses and the
renewable energy action plan and whether they were related or separate policies; the plans to
assess the economic feasibility of potentially increasing the level of ambition vis-a&vis
development needs; the reasons for the many changes in the removal trends in the LULUCF
sector; the economic and ecological appropriateness of the development of renewable energy;
the possible additional measures to address climate change issues; and the assessment of how
much of the economic growth will be sacrificed in the “with measures” and “with additional
measures” emission scenarios compared with the baseline scenario or the “without measures”
scenario. In response, Ukraine provided further explanations. Details can be found in the
webcast of this session on the IAR web page for Ukraine.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8835.php>.
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Summary report on multilateral assessment of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

1.The first MA of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland took place on 5
June 2015. The United Kingdom was represented by Mr. Ben Lyon, Department of Energy &
Climate Change.

2.Questions for the United Kingdom had been submitted in writing two months before the
working group session by Australia, Brazil, China, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia and the
United States. A list of the questions received and the answers provided by the United
Kingdom can be found on the IAR web page for the United Kingdom.1

3.Mr. Lyon made an opening presentation, summarizing the United Kingdom’s progress in
the implementation of its emission reduction and removal commitments related to its
quantified economy-wide emission reduction targets.

4.He presented the United Kingdom’s target under the Convention (20 per cent reduction in
emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 level) and targets for the first and second
commitment periods of the Kyoto Protocol (12.5 per cent reduction in emissions by 2012
compared with the base year level and a contribution to the joint commitment of the member
States of EU of a 20 per cent reduction in emissions by 2020 compared with the base year
level, respectively), as well as the United Kingdom’s contribution to the binding (20 per cent
reduction in emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 level) and conditional (30 per cent
reduction in emissions by 2020 compared with the 1990 level) EU targets. He also presented
the United Kingdom’s binding emission reduction target of 80 per cent below the 1990 level
by 2050, enshrined in the Climate Change Act (2008).

5.Mr. Lyon further presented information on the United Kingdom’s national circumstances
(population, energy demand and production, and GDP), followed by information on progress
made towards achieving the United Kingdom’s targets. More specifically, he reported on
GHG emission trends as well as GHG emissions by sector and by gas for 2012. The
presentation also detailed total and sectoral GHG emission projections for 2030, including all
implemented and adopted policies and measures. Furthermore, total and sectoral GHG
emissions avoided as a result of the implementation of PaMs were reported by year (2009—
2030). Finally, brief information on domestic adaptation and on the United Kingdom’s
International Climate Fund financing activities was presented.

6.The opening presentation was followed by interventions and questions from Australia,
Brazil, China, Fiji, Japan, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia and the United
States. The questions were on: the impact of GHG emission reduction efforts on GDP; GHG
emission trends in the waste and transport sectors; PaMs related to future technological
development, the production of renewable energy, the built environment, transportation and
domestic and international shipping; and the comparability of the United Kingdom’s GHG
emission reduction targets (domestic, EU, Kyoto Protocol and Convention) and the progress
made so far in meeting them. Questions were also raised in relation to the United Kingdom’s
assessment of the social and economic consequences of its response measures. In response,
the United Kingdom provided further explanations. Details can be found in the webcast of
this session on the IAR web page for the United Kingdom.

1 <http://unfccc.int/8836.php>.
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