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l. ADOPTI ON OF THE AGENDA

5. The Working Group adopted the provisional agenda as contained in docunent
EB. Al R WG. 5/ 55.

. PREPARATI ON OF A DRAFT PROTOCOL ON THE REDUCTI ON OF NI TROGEN OXI DES AND
RELATED SUBSTANCES

6. The Chairman drew the attention of the Working Group to the Mnisteria
Decl aration on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution adopted by mnisters and
senior officials for the environnent at the special session of the Executive
Body in Aarhus (Denmark) on 24 June 1998 (ECE/ EB. AIR/ 57, annex |). In it they
inter alia called for an acceleration of the negotiations on a

mul ti-pollutant/multi-effects protocol with a viewto finalizing it by

m d- 1999.

7. M. R MAAS (Netherlands), Chairman of the Task Force on Integrated
Assessment Model ling, introduced the report on integrated assessnment nodelling
(EB. Al RF WG, 5/ 1998/ 1), including the results of the Task Force's twenty-first
nmeeting held in Hel sinki on 25-27 May 1998. He stressed that the results
presented were prelimnary, as the input data were still being finalized. In
particular, the critical |oad data had been updated since the preparation of
the report, and extensive discussions had been held between national and
nodel | i ng experts on the data underlying the cost function used in the nodels.
Al'l issues of principal nature had now been resolved. Wile this work had

i nproved the basis for nodelling, some uncertainties that were inherent in any
projections over a ten-year period would remain. M. Maas enphasi zed the need
for guidance for the Task Force on a number of issues, including: the
reference scenario to be used for the nodelling; the ways in which targets
shoul d be set for optinized scenarios; and, if possible, the anbition |evel
that should be examined in the nodelling for the three effect areas. He

poi nted out that a clear presentation of the nodelling work to negotiators, on
the one hand, and to policy nakers, on the other, would be crucial. The

Net herl ands offered to sponsor work to support this process.

8. M. M AMANN, the representative of |IASA, provided further explanations
on the modelling work carried out under the gui dance of the Task Force on

I ntegrated Assessnent Modelling. He pointed out that during the last two
nont hs experts at |1 ASA had received visits from national experts from nine
countries and had been in contact with experts from an additional nine
countries to inprove the data used in the Regional Acidification Information
and Sinmulation (RAINS) nmodel. Modst of what could be done from a nodelling
perspective to inprove the formulation of the environmental targets for nodel
optim zation had been acconplished. What remai ned were the politica

deci sions on the overall ambition |evel and the distribution of costs and
benefits in the region. The options for setting environnental targets had
been devel oped so that nodelling results did not rely on the nobst uncertain
nodel elenents, and did not, for instance, focus on extreme events. A

combi nati on of gap closure targets and absolute linmts made it possible to
fairly well spread the costs and benefits of abatenment strategies in Europe.
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M . Amann al so highlighted the advantages of optimizing for the three effect
areas jointly.

9. M. K. BULL (United Kingdom, Chairman of the Working G oup on Effects,
reported on sonme of the decisions taken by the Working Group on Effects at its
seventeenth session. As noted in the report on integrated assessnment

nodel ling (EB. AlR/ WG 5/1998/1, para. 47), five Parties had announced that they
were revising their critical |load data. They had subnitted new data to the
Coordination Centre for Effects (CCE) and explained to the Wrking G oup on

Ef fects the notivation for the changes. The Wrking Goup had approved the
new critical |oad data, including the revised data which had been comuni cat ed
to Parties beforehand. CCE would nmake expl anations about the nost recent

nodi fications avail abl e upon request. The Wirking Group had decided not to
update critical |oad data during the forthconm ng year, though scientific work
woul d continue to inprove the mappi ng net hodol ogy. The Wirking Goup had al so
consi dered the report on integrated assessnment nodelling (EB. AlR/ WG 5/1998/1)
and taken note of the target-setting nethods used. It had requested CCE to
continue to advise the Task Force on Integrated Assessnent Modelling and
support Parties in further nodelling work. Discussion of the accunul ated
exceedance measure used in the report had shown that, while the neasure seened
useful for nodelling, maps of the accumul at ed exceedance coul d be m sl eadi ng
and it would be preferable to continue presenting nodelling results in terms
of the percentage of area exceeded. Concerning ozone nodelling, experts had
noted a short-fall in the data used, but were not in a position to present a
better alternative, as level-I1 nmodelling was not sufficiently advanced.

M. Bull also pointed out that the exposure to particulate matter would be a
focus of the work of the newWy established Joint Task Force of the World
Heal t h Organi zati on/ European Centre for Environment and Heal th (WHO ECEH) and
t he Executive Body on Health Aspects of Long-range Transboundary Air

Pollution. The group would, as its first task early next year, evaluate the

i npact of the existing protocols to the Convention and the new nulti -
pollutant/nmulti-effects protocol on particulate matter concentrations.

10. Wth reference to Executive Body decision 1998/ 4 (ECE/ EB. Al R 55, annex)
on Cuidelines and procedures for data rel ease, CCE inforned the Wirking G oup
that it had received through the secretariat one request for critical |oad
data and one request by a Party for basic data submtted by national foca
centres. Both requests had been dealt with electronically. The
representative of |1 ASA stated that it put great inportance to the
transparency of the process and was aimng at meking all data available via
the Internet. The plan was to present the final abatenent cost data for NOx
and ammoni a by the end of Septenber and to present the revised set of sul phur
and VOC data in Novenber.

11. The Met eorol ogi cal Synthesizing Centre-Wst (MSC-W of EMEP informed the
Working Group that it had prepared a note on secondary particles with
projections up to the year 2010, based on the inplenentation of the existing
protocols. It had also prepared a note on the nitrogen deposition to the
Baltic together with MSC-E. Both notes would be presented to the Steering
Body of EMEP at its forthcom ng session.
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12. Many del egati ons conmended t he Task Force on |Integrated Assessnent

Model l'ing and |1 ASA for their excellent work. Several del egations also
expressed their gratitude to experts at |1 ASA for their cooperation in the
review of the abatenment cost data that had hel ped to inprove both the cost
data in the RAINS npdel and the data used for nodelling at the national |evel.

13. The del egation of Hungary informed the Working Group that it was still
working on a review of the critical |oad data that it had submtted
previously. The result of that review m ght require an update of the critical
| oad data and woul d be comuni cated to nodellers in collaboration with CCE

14. The del egation of Slovenia stated that it was revising its current
reduction plan (CRP) data. The data submitted previously needed updating
especi ally because of the expected growmh in heavy-duty transit traffic.

15. The del egation of the United Kingdom explained that it had revi ewed the
ammni a abatenent cost data and accepted the data now used by Il ASA as the
best according to present knowl edge. However, it was still unsatisfied with
the structure of the anmonia cost cal cul ati ons enployed by |1ASA, but it
recogni zed that, as the nodelling could not be further inproved at this stage,
this concern could be acconmodated only in the negotiations.

16. The del egation of the Russian Federation informed the Wrking G oup that
it was in the process of revising its NOx em ssion data and al so wanted to
review the current legislation (CLE) and CRP data presented in the report by
the Task Force (EB. AIR/WG 5/1998/1). The enission data that it had subnitted
previously included only stationary sources, and enission estimtes would
therefore have to be increased. It expected the reviewto be finalized in
September. The representative of |1ASA stated that there were errors in the
RAINS CRP data for NOx for the Russian Federation which had been presented in
the Task Force's report. These would be corrected for future nodelling.

17. The del egations of Hungary, Norway and Pol and stated that they did not
agree with the CLE data presented and would require further discussions at the
expert level. The del egations of the Czech Republic, Finland, France,

Germany, lreland, Italy, and the Netherlands al so pointed out that they had
presented |1 ASA with conments on the CLE data, but had not yet seen how those
comment s had been incorporated into the nodel and reserved their positions
until they had seen the outcone.

18. The Working G oup:

(a) Took note of the progress report of the Task Force on |ntegrated
Assessment Model ling (EB. AlR/ WG 5/1998/1), expressing its appreciation to the
nodel l ers, especially to Il ASA, to the Task Force and its Chairman, and to the
EC, the Nordic Council of Mnisters and Switzerland for the financial support
provided to the work that went into the progress report;

(b) Agreed that, while final acceptance of the data could be achieved
only once the data sets were made available, the finalization of input data
was wel |l under way and it was confident that all remaining issues could be
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rapidly resolved at the expert |evel, and decided that no new i ssues woul d be
rai sed at this stage;

(c) Agreed to use the current legislation (CLE) scenario as a reference
for nodelling, except for those Parties that had expressed di sagreenent with
the estimates presented in tables 1 to 4 of EB. AIR/W 5/1998/1 and that had
not been able to resolve the discrepancies at the expert level. Current
reduction plans (CRPs) that were |ower than the CLE emi ssions would be used,
if a Party expressed this preference;

(d) Cal | ed upon Parties that had not yet studied the data used in
i ntegrated assessnent nodelling to contact the experts at |1 ASA as quickly as
possi bl e;

(e) Agreed, as a basis for final negotiations, to use an optinized
scenario covering all the effect areas jointly, while the Task Force woul d
continue to explore single-effect scenarios in the neanti ne;

(f) Agreed to use those concepts explored by the Task Force and
reported in EB. AIR/WG 5/1998/1, for setting the environmental targets in the
jointly optim zed scenari os.

19. The European Conmi ssion stated that, for the EC nmenber States, the
reference for the modelling would be the | ower enission of the CLE and the CRP
scenari os.

20. The del egation of France briefly presented a discussion note that showed,
inits view, certain weaknesses of the nodelling work, in particular with
respect to the optimization and the treatment of uncertainties. The

consi derati ons were based on a study covering the EC nmenmber States but could
be extended to cover all Parties. The del egations of Germany and the United
Ki ngdom wel comed the presentation by France and expressed their hope that the
note coul d be discussed on an appropriate occasion. The Chairman encouraged
the del egation of France to distribute the note widely and invited other

del egations to provide comments to it. The Task Force on Integrated
Assessment Model 1'i ng, which had al ready comented on a prelininary version of
the note (EB. AlR/ WG 5/1998/1, para. 70), could revert to the discussion note
at its next neeting.

21. Wth reference to the conclusion reached by the Working Group at its
twenty-sixth session (EB. AIR/WG. 5/54, para. 26 (1)), calling for efforts to be
made to i nprove and sinplify the presentation of the nodelling work for
negotiators and policy makers, the Chairman informed the Wrking G oup that he
had asked a small group of experts, led by M. C. Agren (1UCN) and incl uding
M. Amann (11 ASA), the Chairman of the Task Force on |Integrated Assessnent
Model I'ing and the secretariat, to prepare a note to be nmade avail able at the
next session of the Executive Body.

22. The representative of the European Comm ssion inforned the Working G oup
that 11 ASA had prepared for it some further nodel analysis on ozone after the
nmeeting of the Task Force on Integrated Assessnent Modelling. The note
(addendum 2 to part B of the fifth I1ASA report) could be obtained via the
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Internet at: http://ww.iiasa.ac.at/~amann/interimreports.htnm. The analysis
i ncluded a scenario with a higher anbition level with respect to human health
than scenario E7/1, nanely a 65% gap cl osure and an absol ute exposure |limt of
2.6 ppmh. The note also presented cal culations for the whole EMEP area
(scenario E13). The European Comm ssion intended to pursue this target inits
further work and would welconme it if the Task Force could al so exam ne such a
scenari o.

23. The del egations of Belgium Italy and the Russian Federation expressed
their doubts about the feasibility of such an anbitious set of targets. They
consi dered especially the absolute exposure linmt of 2.6 ppmh to be too
costly to achieve. Belgiumhad estimated the requirements of an exposure
l[imt of 2.6 ppmh to exceed its maxi num feasi bl e reducti ons.

24. The del egation of Spain pointed out that the last row of cells in the
EMEP grid covering the southern tip of the Iberian peninsula was not covered
by integrated assessment nodel ling work and asked whether this om ssion could
be corrected. The representative of the MSC-W poi nted out that EMEP now

i ncluded all of the Iberian peninsula in its calculations, but that data for
previous years, which were necessary for integrated assessnent nodelling, were
mssing. It was possible to include the mssing grid cells only after the
optim zation in the presentation of the environnental effects.

25. The del egation of the Russian Federation suggested that the ecosystens
that were determ ning the optim zed solution in the cal cul ati ons should be

t horoughly studied in order to obtain a good understandi ng of what woul d be
protected at sonetines a very high cost.

26. In the discussion of further nmodelling work, del egations also pointed out
that it was inportant to continue considering the inpacts of abatenent
strategi es on human exposure to particulate matter and on the nitrogen
deposition to the seas. They also noted that it would be useful to continue
efforts on dynamic nodelling to get a better understanding of the effects of
conti nued danage to ecosystens by depositions above their critical |oads and
the potential recovery of ecosystens once deposition had been reduced.

27. The Working Group agreed on the following scenarios to be explored
further by integrated assessnent nodels:

(a) Three anbition | evels should be considered for the four
envi ronment al probl ens under consideration: ozone effects on human heal th,
ozone effects on vegetation, acidification effects and eutrophication effects.
A nmedium ambition level (M would be given as an indicator for the nodelling
wor k. For ozone, this could be a 65% gap closure and an absol ute exposure
limt of 2.6 ppmh for AOT60 (human health) and a 35% gap cl osure and an
absol ute exposure limt of 10 ppmh for AOT40 (vegetation). For
acidification, the anbition |evel could be equivalent to a 50% area gap
cl osure. Around these mediumtargets, nodellers would define, in the |ight of
the new i nput data, an adequate range by selecting one high (H and one | ow
(L) ambition |evel;
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(b) Three scenarios for each of the four effect areas would be
cal cul ated and presented to the Wirking Group;

(c) Si x additional joint scenarios would be exanm ned and presented to
the Working Group at its next session

Scenari o no. Ozone health | Ozone vegetation | Acidification |[Eutrophication
1 L L L L
2 M M M M
3 H H H H
4 M L M L
5 H M H M
6 M L L L
(d) I nstead of excluding certain receptor areas altogether fromthe

anal ysis, nodellers should try to ease targets in sone linmted areas, where
full achievement of targets would be excessively costly;

(e) In addition, three non-optimzed scenarios would be presented: the
situation in 1990, the reference scenario, and the nmaxi mum feasi bl e eni ssion
reducti ons (MFRs).

28. In view of the |arge ampbunt of work that it requested from nodellers and
the need to give as nuch tinme as possible to the process of finalizing the
abat ement cost data, the Working Group agreed that the next neeting of the
Task Force on Integrated Assessnment Mdelling should be noved to the end of
Novenmber. It would be held from 30 Novenber to 2 Decenber in the United

Ki ngdom The Working Group recogni zed that this would not | eave sufficient
time for the report of the Task Force to be translated and distributed to
capitals in due tine for its twenty-eighth session, but it requested the
secretariat to do its utnost to ensure a tinely translation of docunents.

29. The del egation of France reserved its position on this procedure, as it
did not expect that its Government would agree to a discussion of a docunent
that was not prepared in accordance with United Nations rul es and procedures.

30. The secretariat introduced the progress report on econom c aspects of
abatement strategies (EB. AR/ WG 5/1998/2), including the results of the
thirteenth neeting of the Task Force held on 28 May in Helsinki. Wth respect
to the preparation of a guidance docunment on economic instrunents that could
acconmpany the nulti-pollutant/multi-effects protocol, the secretariat informed
the Working Group that the Netherlands had initiated a project to finalize the
background document, taking into account the comments nade by experts, and to
prepare together with the Task Force's Chairman a first draft of the guidance
document for the next neeting of the Task Force. The secretariat had al so
received some indication fromthe European Commi ssion that funding for further
work on the econonic evaluation of benefits could be forthcoming. This would
enabl e the Task Force to present to the Working Group at its next session a
new estimte of the econonic benefits of air pollution abatement on the basis
of a scenario analysed by integrated assessnent nodels. This would, however,
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imply that the meeting of the Task Force on Econom ¢ Aspects of Abatenent
Strategi es should al so be moved so that it could take place in conjunction
with the neeting of the Task Force on Integrated Assessnent Model ling.

31. The Chairman of the Working Group on Abatement Techniques, referring to
the plan of the Task Force on Economi c Aspects of Abatenent Strategies to
exam ne the possibility of introducing structural change into integrated
assessnment nodels (EB. AlR/ WG 5/1998/2, para. 13), noted that there were

al ready several studies that showed that the cost of abatenent din nished
significantly, when structural change was taken into account.

32. The del egation of France briefly presented the results of a study
prepared in 1992 on SO2 enission reduction strategies based on the concept of
critical loads, giving an analysis and proposals for inproving the RAINS

i ntegrated assessnent nodel as applied to France. The study exam ned the

i nfluence of the cost curve on the allocation of national em ssion reductions
and their costs. It enployed the energy flow optinization nodel (EFOM

devel oped by the French-German Institute for Environmental Research (| FARE)
and showed that structural change, if included in the cost cal culations, could
reduce costs significantly (in this case by a factor of 10, or ECU 3 billion
annual ly). The delegation stated that it had proposed in the Wrking G oup on
Abat ement Techni ques that a separate working structure, for instance a task
force, should be established to focus on the nethodol ogi es for cost
calculations to mirror the structure that now existed for the critical |oad
wor K.

33. The Working G oup:

(a) Took note of the report on econom c aspects of abatenment strategies
(EB. Al RF WG, 5/ 1998/ 2) ;

(b) Encouraged the Task Force to continue its work on the devel opnent
of a gui dance docunent on econonmic instrunents for the multi-pollutant/mlti-
ef fects protocol;

(c) Al so encouraged the Task Force to continue its work on the
eval uation of the econonmic benefits of abatement strategies and requested it
to present to it at its next session an evaluation of a mediumrange scenario
anal ysed by integrated assessnent nodellers.

34. The del egations of Canada and the United States inforned the Working
Group about their joint efforts in preparing commtnments for Parties outside
t he geographi cal scope of EMEP that were equivalent to those for European
Parties, for inclusion in the protocol on nitrogen oxides and rel ated
substances. The bilateral discussions under way focused on ground-|evel ozone
and the em ssions of NOx and VOCs. The joint analysis to be undertaken to
support the bilateral negotiations included: air quality data anal ysis for
1991-1996 to demponstrate the transboundary transport of ozone and its
precursors; trajectory analysis to identify nmjor source areas; ozone
nodel 1 i ng; nmodelling of the inpact of emi ssion trading; and a | egal analysis
of em ssion trading. The del egations would bring proposals to the next
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session of the Working Group on Strategies on the focus of comitnents in the
protocol by the two Parties.

35. The del egation of Canada briefly described its NOx and VOC contro
progranme and reported that the programre was intended to provide the basis
for negotiated comrtnments on enission reductions for these substances. The
range of commtments for NOx reduction, based on 1990 eni ssion, was expected
to be between 20 and 45% varying for different parts of Canada

36. The del egation of the United States informed the Working Group that it
woul d issue a rule later in September 1998 that woul d achi eve substantia
reductions in em ssions of NOx. The rule would apply to 22 States and the

di strict of Colunbia (Washington, D.C.) located in the eastern part of the
country. The rule would reduce NOx enissions in these States by about 35% by
the year 2007 based on 1996 emissions. The rule included a mandatory limt on
em ssions in the affected States and a voluntary em ssion tradi ng programre.

37. Several del egations expressed their interest in further analysing the
transport of pollutants between the continents that may becone significant for
ozone formation in Europe in the nediumterm The representative of MSC-W

i nformed the Working Group that EMEP was preparing a nodel covering the

nort hern hem sphere. The work was schedul ed to continue over the com ng year.
The Chairman of the Steering Body of EMEP suggested that Canada and the United
States could support the work of MSC-Wby helping it to devel op an eni ssion
scenari o.

38. M. L. LINDAU (Sweden), Chairman of the Working Group on Abatenent
Techni ques, introduced the draft documents on control techniques

(EB. Al RFf WG, 6/ 1998/5, 8 and 10) and draft annexes on emission limt val ues
(EB. Al RF WG. 6/ 1998/ 6 and 9) prepared by the Task Forces on the Assessment of
Control Options/Techniques for NOx and for VOCs, and the expert group on
ammni a, as presented to the Wrking G oup on Abatenent Techniques at its
sixth session. He pointed out that the Working Group on Abatement Techni ques
had conmended the groups for their work. As the docunents had been received
at very short notice, delegations could submt their comments in witing to
the secretariat until 1 October 1998. At that stage the Chairnen of the Task
Forces and the expert group woul d deci de whet her an additi onal neeting was
necessary to finalize the docunment for presentation to the Wrking G oup on
Strategies at its twenty-eighth session. Such a neeting of the Task Forces
could possibly be held on 21-23 Cctober. M. Lindau also introduced the
document s concerni ng nobil e sources of NOx and VOC eni ssi ons

(EB. Al RF¥ WG. 6/ 1998/ 11/ Rev. 1, 12/Rev.1 and 13/ Rev. 1) prepared by the secretariat
wi th support from experts from Canada, Sweden and EC. For these documents a
simlar procedure as for the others was foreseen. M. Lindau had contacted

t he del egati ons of Canada and the United Sates to see whether the linit val ues
applied there could al so be introduced into docunent

EB. Al R/ WG. 6/ 1998/ 13/ Rev. 1. The Chairman of the Working Group on Abatenent
Techni ques pointed out that the experts mght be able to resolve sonme of the
out st andi ng i ssues, but the work would benefit from some policy guidance by
the Working Group on Strategies.
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39. The secretariat informed the Working Group that in drafting the docunents
related to NOx and VOC eni ssions from nobile sources, it had taken into

account docunents prepared under the auspices of the UN ECE Inland Transport
Committee, including the results of the Regional Conference on Transport and
the Environnent held in Vienna in Novermber 1997. It presented the Working
Group with sonme information on the followup work to the Vienna Conference and
announced that it would present to the Executive Body a note show ng the
potential |inks between its work plan and the Programre of Joint Action
adopted in Vienna

40. The del egation of Canada pointed out that it would include the issue of
l[imt values in its bilateral discussion with the United States and report
back to the Working Group at its next session

41. The ensui ng di scussion focused on the binding or guiding nature of the
di fferent annexes and the role of technol ogy-related requirenents in the
protocol, using the draft conposite negotiating text (EB.AIR/ WG 5/R 80) as a
basis for discussion. The Wrking G oup

(a) Took note of the docunents presented by the Working G oup on
Abat ement Techni ques, noting that they provided a very good basis for the
techni cal documents that were needed to acconpany the protocol

(b) Deci ded t hat documents that were limted to descriptions of the
best avail abl e abatement techni ques, such as EB. Al R/ WG 6/1998/5, 8, 10,
11/ Rev.1 and 12/Rev.1, would be of a guiding nature;

(c) Not ed t hat some del egations favoured not including non-mandatory
annexes in the protocol, but publishing them separately after adoption by the
Executive Body, with a clear reference to these docunents in the protocol
obl i gations, and asked the Executive Body for some guidance on this issue;

(d) Noted that it was not in a position at this stage to reach
agreement on whet her technol ogy-rel ated requirenments should be binding,
whet her specific requirements should be set and, if so, which enission sources
shoul d be covered by binding emssion limtations and whether these should
al so include existing sources;

(e) Agreed that further drafting efforts should be made to nodify the
techni cal documents to reflect the agreements on the definition of limt
val ues reached in the negotiations of the Protocols on Persistent Organic
Pol | utants and on Heavy Metals; and

(f) Agreed to invite the ammpni a expert group to identify in the
document it had prepared el ements that nmight be appropriate for inclusion in a
bi ndi ng annex and el aborate the docunment to cover in nmore depth good
environmental practices in agriculture, follow ng the exanples of the codes of
good environnental practice in force in several countries.
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I11. FUTURE WORK

42. Based on the di scussion under agenda item 2, the Working G oup agreed
that no maj or changes to relevant elements (1.3 and 1.6) of the 1998 work pl an
of the Executive Body (ECE EB. AlR/ 53, annex V) had to be nmade except for the
ti me schedul e.

43. The Working Group decided to seek guidance fromthe Executive Body at its
next session on how sul phur emni ssion reductions should be dealt with in the
negotiations. Modelling had shown that reductions beyond those foreseen by
the OGslo Protocol on Further Reduction of Sul phur Enissions to reduce
acidification seenmed to be cost-effective for many Parties. The Osl o Protocol
had now entered into force and, in line with the decision of the Executive
Body (ECE/EB. AIR/ 49, para. 74), Parties (18 Signatories had so far ratified
the Protocol) would conclude a review of the Protocol no |ater than six nonths
after the sixteenth session of the Executive Body, i.e. June 1999. Severa

i ssues of a legal character had to be resol ved.

44. The next sessions of the Working Group were tentatively schedul ed for:
25-29 January, 22-26 March, 31 May - 4 June, and 30 August - 3 Septenber 1999.

45. The Task Force on Integrated Assessment Mddelling had provisionally
scheduled its twenty-third nmeeting for 8 - 10 March 1999 to be held in
Switzerl and.

V. OTHER BUSI NESS

46. The secretariat informed the Working Group that security neasures at
United Nations prem ses in Geneva were being reinforced. This might lead to
increased difficulties for delegations trying to enter the building on the
first day of neetings. To enable the secretariat to informthe security
section about the expected participation at nmeetings, Parties were invited to
notify the secretariat about the conposition of their del egations in advance.

V. ADOPTI ON OF THE REPORT

47. The Working Group adopted the report of its twenty-seventh session on
3 Septenmber 1998.



