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1. The foll owi ng nenbers, elected by the Executive Body at its fifteenth
session (ECE/ EB. AIR/ 53, para. 50 (f)), participated in the work of the

I mpl ementation Committee: Ms. Kirsten H LLMAN (Canada); M. Bohuslav BRI X
(Czech Republic); M. Dieter JOST (Germany); M. Haral d DOVLAND ( Norway);
M. Stanislaw WAJDA (Pol and); Ms. Natalia KARPOVA (Russian Federation);

M. Ramdn GUARDANS (Spain); M. Patrick SZELL (United Ki ngdon); and

Ms. Marina GONATAS (United States).

2. The Committee net twice in 1998. The first neeting was held in Geneva on
27-29 April 1998 and the second in Ceneva on 14-15 Septenber 1998. M.
Bohusl av Brix did not participate in the first neeting and M. Haral d Dovl and,
M. Stanislaw Wajda, and Ms. Natalia Karpova did not participate in the

second.

3. The Committee was chaired by Ms. Kirsten Hill man.

Document s prepared under the auspices or at the request of the Executive
Body for the Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution for
CGENERAL circul ati on should be consi dered provisional unless APPROVED by the
Executive Body.

GE. 98- 32377



EB. Al R/ 1998/ 4
page 2

l. ORGANI ZATI ON OF WORK OF THE | MPLEMENTATI ON COWM TTEE

4, Based on Executive Body decision 1997/2 concerning the |Inplenentation
Conmittee, its structure and functions and procedures for review of conpliance
(ECE/ EB. AIR/ 53, annex II11) and on the item on conpliance in the 1998 work-pl an
for the inplenentation of the Convention (ECE EB. AIR/ 53, annex V, item1.2)
the Conmittee identified as its main tasks for 1998: the review of conpliance
with the reporting requirenents of the protocols (para. 3 (a) in the annex to
Executive Body decision 1997/2); the devel opnent of a draft work-plan for the
Conmittee; and the review of the draft 1998 mmjor review on strategies and
policies before its subm ssion to the Executive Body.

5. The Conmittee noted that there were three protocols in force in early
1998 that contained reporting obligations that could be subject to its review
the 1985 Hel si nki Protocol on the Reduction of Sul phur Em ssions or their
Transboundary Fluxes by at |east 30 per cent; the 1988 Sofia Protocol on the
Control of Em ssions of Nitrogen Oxides or their Transboundary Fluxes; and the
1991 Ceneva Protocol on the Control of Enissions of Volatile Organic Conpounds
or their Transboundary Fl uxes.

6. The I npl enentati on Committee decided that it would take all its decisions
by consensus. In addition, it agreed that any recomrendati on or report
regarding a specific Party would be shown to that Party, and, if necessary,

di scussed with it, before being presented to the Executive Body. The
Committee saw no need for adopting any further rules of procedure at this

st age.

. REVI EW OF COVPLI ANCE W TH REPORTI NG REQUI REMENTS

| nt roduction

7. Ceneral ly speaking, Parties are required to report two types of
i nformation; nanely information on em ssions and information on nationa
strategies, policies and programmes. |In review ng past conpliance with

em ssion reporting obligations, the Commttee considered the docunment entitled
"Present state of emi ssion data and em ssion database" (EB. AlR/ GE.1/1997/3 and
Add. 1 and EB. AIR/ GE. 1/1998/4). In its review of past conpliance with
reporting obligations on policies, strategies and programmes, the Comittee
considered the 1994 Mjor Review (ECE/ EB. AIR/ 44) and its updates for 1995
(ECE/ EB. AIR/ 47 and EB. AIR/'R 92/ Add. 1 and 2), 1996 (EB. AIR' R 98) and 1997
(EB.AIR/1997/1). It also received information on the subm ssions nmade by
Parties prior to 14 Septenber for the 1998 major review. |In order to put the
i nformati on reported on strategies and policies into context, the Commttee

al so considered the annotated draft outline of a major review on strategies
and policies for air pollution abatenent in 1994 (EB.AIR/R 77) and the
qguestionnaire for the 1998 Maj or Review.

8. G ven that this was the first tinme that there had been a systematic
review of the information reported under the Convention, the review reveal ed
many ways in which reporting could be inproved or streamined. It would be

unrealistic to expect past reporting to have been flawess. Wth this in
mnd, the Cormittee agreed that the aimof its first review was twofold: (i)
to informthe Executive Body about the manner in which information had been
reported in past years - timeliness, conpleteness etc.; and (ii) to advise on
ways of inmproving future reporting.
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9. The Committee recognized that it had the mandate under paragraph 3 (a) of
t he annex to Executive Body decision 1997/2 to draw concl usi ons regarding
whether a Party is in conpliance with its reporting obligations. It

considered that it would not be appropriate to draw conclusions with respect
to past non-conpliance but it would do so in the future, starting with the
1998 Maj or Revi ew.

10. In addition to its specific observations on the reports submtted by
Parties, the Conmittee has two general observations regarding conpliance with
reporting requirenents:

(a) Very few Parties have been respecting the reporting deadlines set

by the Executive Body. This is illustrated in table 1 below, which identifies
|ate reports. This lack of tineliness in reporting has made it difficult for
the secretariat to plan the allocation of its resources. In addition, this

| at eness underm nes the secretariat’s ability to provide a conplete report to
the Executive Body at its annual sessions and precludes the |Inplenmentation
Committee fromundertaking a detailed review of the report prior to its

subm ssion to the Executive Body;

(b) The information on the nethodol ogi es used by Parties to cal cul ate
their em ssions does not appear to have been systematically reported or
recorded. In sonme of the tables showing the present state of enission data in
docunent EB. Al R/ GE. 1/1998/4, there are footnotes which seemto indicate when a
Party has departed fromthe em ssions guidelines devel oped by EMEP. However,
it is not clear whether such departures are always indicated. Parties may
have provided nore information on nethodologies in their national reports than
that which appears in the state of emi ssion report. To performits tasks the
Committee will need to be satisfied with the quality of the em ssion data and
will need to ascertain whether the data reported by Parties can be
meani ngful |y conpared. The Committee will seek further information and
gui dance from EMEP in this respect.

11. I n exam ning conpliance by the Parties with the protocols, the Conmttee
consi der ed:

(a) Whet her each Party provided reports. Table 1 bel ow shows an
overview of the reporting on strategi es and policies between 1994 and 1998 by
all Parties to the Convention. It shows whether reports were received and
whet her they were received on tinme. The percentage of Parties to the
Convention submtting reports on strategi es and policies was approxi mately
70% with a peak in 1998 (81% and a low in 1997 (61% . The percentage of
Parties reporting on tinme was very low. 11%in 1994, 15%in 1995 and 1997, 5%
in 1996, and 19%in 1998;

(b) Whether a Party's report contained the required information. The
| mpl ement ati on Committee exam ned the reporting obligations of each of the
three protocols individually as described below Tables 2-4 cover specific
protocol obligations.

A. 1985 Sul phur Pr ot ocol

12. The reporting obligations of the 1985 Sul phur Protocol are found in
articles 4 and 6. They require information to be provided on sul phur em ssion
data, on the basis upon which these data have been cal cul ated, on nationa
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programes, policies and strategies and on progress in achieving the goal of
the Protocol. Enission data have to be reported annually, but no periodicity
is set for strategy and policy reporting.

13. The Committee was of the view that reported informati on on em ssion data
was sufficient to denmonstrate progress in achieving the Protocol’s objective.
Al so, given the lack of precision for the strategy and policy reporting

requi renment and since the em ssion reduction objective had been nmet, it agreed
that for this Protocol it would concentrate only on review ng em Ssion
reporting. The Commttee noted, however, that all Parties to the 1985 Sul phur
Protocol had submitted at | east one report on strategies and policies since
the 1994 Maj or Review.

14. Tabl e 2 bel ow gi ves an overview of em ssion data reporting by the Parties
to the 1985 Sul phur Protocol. It shows the date of entry into force of the
Protocol for each Party, and it indicates whether, by 31 May 1998, data were
reported for the base year and the years starting with the year of entry into
force for that Party. 92% of the required annual total emni ssion data have
been reported, and 86% of the data were reported as final and covering al

em ssi on source categories.

B. 1988 NOx Pr ot oco

15. The reporting obligations of the 1988 NOx Protocol, a nunber of which are
quite detailed, are set out in article 8  They include reporting on
em ssions and on general programes, policies and strategies.

16. Reporting on levels of national annual em ssions is required under
article 8 (1)(a). Table 3 below gives an overvi ew of emi ssion data reporting
by the Parties to the 1988 NOx Protocol. It shows the date of entry into

force of the Protocol for each Party, and it indicates whether, by 31 My
1998, data were reported for the base year and the years starting with the
year of entry into force for that Party. 84%of the required annual tota
em ssi on data have been reported, and 82% of the data were reported as fina
and covering all em ssion source categories.

17. The detailed reporting requirements are set out in article 8 (1)(b)-(f).
In conparing these detailed requirements with the questionnaire for the 1998
Maj or Review, the Inplenentation Commttee noted that some of the requirenents
were either not covered by the questionnaire or were not clearly spelled out
by it. This may have resulted in sone Parties not fully reporting the
informati on required by the Protocol. The Committee concluded that to
facilitate future reporting by the Parties and review by the Comrttee, the
questionnaire should be linked nore closely to the reporting obligations.

18. A sunmary of reporting on the detailed reporting requirenments is set out
in table 4. The list below indicates the sections in the reports on
strategi es and policies where the Cormittee sought information relevant to the
detail ed reporting obligations when compiling the information for table 4:

- 8 (1)(b): Nat i onal em ssion standards required under article 2
paragraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b), and the national em ssion
standards applied or to be applied, and the sources
and/ or source categories concerned: chapter |11,
sections A4 and C. 1-3, and table 13.2;
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- 8 (1)(c): I nformati on about progress in introducing pollution
control neasures: relevant information could be found
t hroughout chapter 111, especially in sections A and C;
- 8 (1)(d): Avail ability of unleaded fuel: chapter 11, section C. 4;
-8 (1)(e): Measures to facilitate the exchange of technol ogy:
chapter 1V, section B; and
- 8 (1)(f): I nformati on about progress in establishing critica
| oads: chapter 111, section D.2; and table 16, which
shows which Parties participated in the mapping

progr amme.

The Committee recogni zed that some Parties may not have fully reported the
required informati on because the outline of the mgjor review did not
sufficiently elicit the information required under article 8 (1)(b)-(f).

19. Table 4 has to be considered in the |light of the points raised above.
Its main purpose is to illustrate the need for inprovenents to the
qguestionnaire when it is used in the future. In nost cases, it was not

possi ble to draw any final conclusions on whether reporting obligations had
been net, for the follow ng reasons:

(a) At this stage, the Conmittee did not attenpt to evaluate reporting
under article 8 (1)(c); as it recognized that further work was necessary to
define the information required to fulfil this obligation

(b) Wth respect to em ssion standards (8 (1)(b)), it noted that it
requi red expert advice on the kind of information Parties should report in
order for it to be able to assess conpliance. Table 4 indicates which Parties
provi ded at | east sonme information with relevance to NOx em ssion standards in
the reviews. Further work is necessary to nore clearly define the reporting
requi renents on emni ssion standards;

(c) Concerning the availability of unleaded fuel, the |Inplenentation
Committee had to request the secretariat to consult the original Party
subm ssions, as the information presented in the reports was not sufficient to
draw concl usi ons about individual Parties. Nevertheless, the Comrttee noted
that some Parties that were known to have introduced unl eaded fuel a nunber of
years ago, had not reported under this item

(d) Regardi ng the reporting on measures to facilitate the exchange of
technol ogy, the Conmittee noted that often only one party in a bilateral or
mul til ateral project had reported on that project. |In such a case the table
does not show the cooperating partners. For future reporting, all partners to
a project dealing with the exchange of technol ogy should report on their
efforts, and this should be clearly requested in the questionnaire;

(e) Wth respect to reporting on the progress of establishing critica
| oads, the Conmittee noted that sone Parties that had submitted critical |oad
data under the auspices of the Task Force on Mapping or were participating in
other relevant effect-oriented activities had not reported under the
appropriate section in the questionnaire. For future reporting, such
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activities should be presented in the reports subnmitted by Parties, so that
they can be considered by the Committee.

C. The 1991 VOC Protocol

20. The reporting obligations of the 1991 VOC Protocol, a nunber of which are
quite detailed, are set out in article 8. As in the 1988 NOx Protocol, these
i nclude reporting on em ssions and on general programes, policies and
strategi es.

21. The VOC Protocol entered into force on 29 September 1997. Therefore, the
first obligatory reporting was in 1998 for the mgjor review The

I mpl ementation Committee agreed that it did not have the nmandate to eval uate
any information on VOCs that was provided prior to the entry into force of the
VOC Protocol. However, to assist Parties in their reporting efforts in the
future, the Conmttee agreed to present to the Executive Body its views on

whi ch questions in the 1998 major review it considered relevant for the

pur pose of the VOC Protocol

22. Reporting of information on national em ssions is required by article 8,
par agraphs 1 (second sentence), 2 (a) and 3. 1In addition, article 8 sets out
detailed reporting requirenents with respect to strategies and policies. The
requi renents of article 8 and the sections in the questionnaire for the 1998
Maj or Revi ew under which this information may be provided are set out bel ow
The Committee will seek information on

- 8 (1) (first sentence) and 8 (2)(a):
General information on strategies and policies in the
responses to questions QL-Q4, Ql1-15 and Q4;

- 8 (2)(b): The application of national or international em ssion
standards and the control techniques required under article
2, paragraph 3, in responses to QLO and table 9, as well as
QR0-22;

- 8 (2)(c): Measures taken to facilitate the exchange of technology in
responses to Q7.

1. REVIEWOF THE 1998 MAJOR REVI EW

A. Revi ew of the questionnaire for the 1998 Mjor Revi ew

23. The I npl enentati on Committee noted that the questionnaire for the 1998
Maj or Revi ew had been sent out prior to its first meeting, and that the
Committee had not had an opportunity to comment on it before it was finalized.
Therefore, the Conmttee decided to conduct a review of the questionnaire with
a viewto offering suggestions for its inmprovenment when it is used in the
future. The Committee may al so need to review the outline of the Mjor

Revi ew.

24, The Committee held that the questionnaire needed to be revised to refer
more clearly to the reporting obligations under the protocols. Many questions
in the current version were not designed to target specific reporting
obligations but rather to foster an exchange of information pursuant to
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article 8 of the Convention. The result of this is that, at times, the
guestionnaire does not elicit the information required by the reporting
obligations. The Inmplementation Commttee was of the view that detailed
recommendations for a revision of the structure and content of the
questionnaire would be an inportant itemfor the work progranmmre.

25. The Committee al so recogni zed that there were obligations in the
protocol s that were not specifically covered by reporting requirenents. These
i ncl ude provisions such as those dealing with research and nonitoring
(article 6 of the NOx Protocol and article 5 of the VOC Protocol) and
obligations which do not require Parties to achieve particular ends or to
report thereon to the Executive Body but sinply require themto “facilitate”
or “encourage” actions that are designed to achieve certain ends. The
Committee concluded that it would be useful to exam ne possible nmeans of

gat hering nore conprehensive information with respect to the inplenentation of
these obligations, including the possibility of making recommendati ons for
revisions to the questionnaire.

26. Suggestions were also made to facilitate information gathering for
reporting purposes. The Commttee held that, rather than sending a bl ank
guestionnaire, the secretariat should send out the questionnaire pre-filled
using the information submtted by a Party in the previous year, where

avail abl e, and asking the Party to report on any changes. The report should be
returned confirmng the currency of the information and highlighting any
changes or additions. This could facilitate the preparation of the report by
the secretariat. It would also have the advantage of enabling the secretariat
to compile a full report every year so that the Inplenmentation Comrittee and
the Parties would not have to go through several reports to get the ful

pi cture. The use of a database for the nmajor review and provisions for

el ectronic reporting by Parties, though costly at first, would rationalize the
reporting systemsignificantly. It would facilitate the efficient and tinmely
subm ssion of the major review report to the Inplenentation Conmittee and the
Executive Body.

27. Finally, it was noted that under the NOx and VOC Protocols there was a
requi renent for Parties to report annually. At its fifteenth session, the
Executive Body had adopted a biennial review schedule for strategies and
policies, which the Commttee considered to be fully conpatible with the
annual reporting requirenents. Taking into account the wish of Parties to
reduce the resources needed for the reporting of strategies and policies, a
stream i ned approach towards reporting in the alternate years under these
protocol s could be followed.

B. Review of the draft 1998 nmjor review
28. The secretariat informed the Inmplementati on Commttee about the progress
in finalizing the 1998 Major Review on Strategies and Policies. It presented

a first draft of its chapter V, on the assessnment of inplenmentation

29. Conmi ttee menbers conplinented the secretariat on the excellent analysis
carried out. The Committee recognized that the material provided a good basis
for reviewing conpliance. It noted that a clear division of tasks between the

secretariat and the Inplementation Conmttee woul d be necessary. The
Committee recogni zed that it was neither its role nor did it have the
resources to conduct an analysis simlar to the one presented by the
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secretariat, but rather the function of the Commttee was to reach its

concl usions on the basis of analyses carried out by the secretariat or
experts. It therefore requested the secretariat to continue to make any

i nformati on of relevance to its work available to it. The Comm ttee woul d use
any information presented to it by the secretariat to fulfil its functions.

30. The Inmpl ementation Committee agreed that it would undertake a full review
of the information contained in the 1998 Mjor Review in 1999-2000.

V. DEVELOPMENT OF A WORK PROGRAMVE

31. In ECE/ EB. AIR/ 53, the Executive Body instructed the |Inplenentation
Committee to develop a work-plan for its activities for the consideration and
approval of the Executive Body.

32. The items listed in the draft work progranme annexed to this report are
organi zed according to the functions of the Conmttee set out in paragraph 3
of the annex to Executive Body decision 1997/2 .

33. No specific deadlines have been stipulated for these work-itens. Rather
they have been identified as either nmedium or |ong-term objectives.

34. The I nmpl ementation Comrittee al so discussed work-plan item 1.2 relating
to the Inplenentation Commttee as part of the draft work-plan for the
Executive Body prepared by the secretariat (EB.AIR/1998/7). This work-plan
item1.2 was prepared on the basis of the work programre annexed to this
report.

V. | MPLEMENTATI ON COW TTEE MEMBERS COWMPETENCE | N | NDI VI DUAL CASES

35. The Chai rperson drew the attention of the Commttee to the provision in
Executive Body decision 1997/2 dealing with the conmpetence of Committee
menbers and quorum (para. 10 of the annex) and the provision on the functions
of the Commttee (para. 3 of the annex). As not all nmenbers of the Conmittee
represented States Parties to all three protocols, the rel ationship between
these two provisions required consideration

36. Par agraph 10 of the annex provides that "only those Conmittee nenbers
that are Parties to the protocol in respect of which conpliance procedures
[...] are being undertaken may participate in those proceedi ngs". The

Committee was of the view that in the case of a subnission or a referral under
paragraph 3 (b) and rel ated proceedi ngs, where the conpliance of a particular
Party with its obligations under a protocol was specifically targeted, there
m ght be sensitivities that warranted limting participation in the
proceedings to Parties to that protocol. However the Commttee did not
believe that the tasks it would undertake in 1998, including, in particular
the functions contenplated in paragraph 3 (a) of the annex to Executive Body
deci sion 1997/2, raised such sensitivities and thus warranted such excl usion

37. In addition, the Comrittee noted that paragraph 10 was anended in plenary
by the Executive Body at its fifteenth session to add a requirenment for a
gquorum - the effect of which, though appropriate for cases under paragraph 3
(b), and rel ated proceedings was to place a serious inpedinment on the
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Committee with respect to its main tasks for 1998, and in particular its
review of reporting requirements under paragraph 3 (a). The Conmittee doubted
that the Executive Body had intended to create such an inpedi nent.

38. The Committee therefore agreed to work provisionally under
paragraph 3 (a) of its mandate, while seeking gui dance fromthe Executive Body
at its sixteenth session. The Conmittee requests the Executive Body to:

Confirmthat its intention was that paragraph 10 of the annex to
Executive Body decision 1997/2 would not apply with respect to the
function set out in paragraph 3 (a) or to the work foreseen under part
I1l1 of the work programre annexed to this report.

The Committee will continue to seek gui dance fromthe Executive Body in cases
with the potential to raise sensitivities and warranting application of
par agr aph 10.

VI . TABLES

A Table 1. Reporting on strategies and policies by Parties to the
Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pol |l ution

39. Tabl e 1 shows an overview of the reporting on strategi es and policies
bet ween 1994 and 1998 by all Parties to the Convention. It shows whether
reports were received and whether they were received on tinme.

B. Tabl e 2. National total annual em ssions reported by Parties to the
1985 Sul phur Protoco

40. Tabl e 2 gives an overview of em ssion data reporting by the Parties to
the 1985 Sul phur Protocol. It shows the date of entry into force of the
Protocol for each Party and it indicates whether, by 31 May 1998, data were
reported for the base year and the years starting with the year of entry into
force for that Party.

C. Tabl e 3. National total annual em ssions reported by Parties to the
1988 NOx Protoco

41. Tabl e 3 gives an overview of em ssion data reporting by the Parties to
the 1988 NOx Protocol. It shows the date of entry into force of the Protoco
for each Party and it indicates whether, by 31 May 1998, data were reported
for the base year and the years starting with the year of entry into force for
that Party.

D. Tabl e 4. Reporting on neasures by Parties to the 1988 NOx Protoco

42. A summary of reporting on the detailed reporting requirements in the 1988
NOx protocol is set out in table 4. Sonme Parties may not have fully reported
the required informati on because the outline of the major review did not
sufficiently elicit the information required under article 8 (1)(b) to (f).

The main purpose of this table is to illustrate the need for inprovenents to

t he questionnaire when it is used in the future. The follow ng points should
be born in mnd
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(a) Wth respect to em ssion standards (8 (1)(b)), expert advice on the
kind of information Parties should report in order to assess conpliance is
required. Table 4 indicates which Parties provided at |east sonme information
with relevance to NOx emi ssion standards in the reviews;

(b) Concerning the availability of unleaded fuel, the secretariat
consulted the original Party subm ssions, as the information presented in the
reports was not sufficient to draw conclusions about individual Parties. Sone
Parties that are known to have introduced unl eaded fuel a nunber of years ago,
have not reported under this item

(c) Regardi ng the reporting on measures to facilitate the exchange of
technol ogy, often only one party in a bilateral or multilateral project had
reported on that project. 1In such a case the table does not show the
cooperating partners;

(d) Wth respect to reporting on the progress of establishing critica
| oads, sonme Parties that had submitted critical |oad data under the auspices
of the Task Force on Mapping or were participating in other relevant effect-
oriented activities had not reported under the appropriate section in the
guestionnaire.
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Annex
PROPOSED WORK PROGRAMME OF THE | MPLEMENTATI ON COMM TTEE
l. REVI EW OF COMPLI ANCE BY PARTI ES W TH REPORTI NG OBLI GATI ONS
Medi um ter m
A Revi si on of the questionnaire

bj ective: To revise the questionnaire used for reporting for future reviews
of strategies and policies, with a view to devel opi ng and hi ghlighting
guestions that focus on the reporting obligations under the protocols.

Met hod of work: In conducting its initial review of compliance by Parties with
their reporting obligations under the protocols, the Cormittee identified a
nunber of areas where the questions in the questionnaire did not elicit the

i nformati on required by the rel evant reporting obligations or addressed
matters not covered by the protocols’ obligations. Drawing fromthis
experience the Commttee will consider the structure and content of the
guestionnaire that was prepared for the 1998 Mjor Review and, where needed,
devel op questions that highlight the reporting obligations under the
protocol s.

B. Det ai | ed consideration of the 1998 Major Revi ew

Qojective: To review the information contained in the 1998 Mjor Revi ew

Met hod of work: During 1998, the Inplenentation Committee had the opportunity
to review briefly chapter V of the 1998 Major Review. However, a nore
detail ed consideration of the major review and of its inplications for
conpliance with the Protocols will be necessary.

C. Transition fromthe 1985 Sul phur Protocol to the 1994 Sul phur Protoco

Qoj ective: To consider how to undertake an effective conpliance review of the
obl i gations under the 1985 and 1994 Sul phur Protocols.

Met hod of work: Now that the 1994 Sul phur Protocol has entered into force, the
I mpl ementation Comrittee will assess whether conpliance with the obligations
in that Protocol constitute conpliance with the 1985 Sul phur Protocol. The
Committee will exam ne how to undertake a conpliance review with respect to
Parties that are Party to one or both of the Sul phur Protocols.

Long-term
D. Consi deration of obligations not covered specifically by the reporting

requi renents.

Qoj ective: To consider conpliance issues related to obligations not subject to
specific reporting requirements in the protocols.

Met hod of work: Under the protocols, Parties have certain obligations which do
not require themto achieve particular ends or to report thereon to the
Executive Body but sinply require themto “facilitate” or “encourage” actions
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that are designed to achieve certain ends. Parties also have to give high
priority to certain obligations, such as research obligations, that are not
explicitly included in the reporting obligations. The |Inplenmentation
Committee will exam ne possible neans of checking the information that has
been received fromParties with respect to the inplementation of these

obl i gati ons and possi bl e means of obtai ning nmore conprehensive i nformation on
these matters. It will consider the role of this type of obligation in

achi eving the objective of the protocol in which it is contained.

. CONS| DERATI ON OF SUBM SSI ONS, REFERRALS OR EXECUTI VE BODY REQUESTS

NOTE: If a submission, referral or request for a report is made under
paragraph 3 (b) or (d) of the Commttee s functions, this would becone a
priority and the Conmittee may have to adjust its work progranme and neeting
schedul e accordingly.

I11. QUALITY OF THE REPORTED DATA
Medi umterm
A Enm ssions data and the basis for their cal cul ation

bj ective: To receive guidance as to whether the em ssion data submtted with
respect to sul phur, NOx and VOCs, and the basis for the calculation of those
data, are satisfactory for the purposes of assessing conpliance.

Met hod of work: Refer the issue to EMEP (|l ook to the work-plan of the

techni cal groups to see what work is being done on the evaluation of quality
of data). Have EMEP consider the inpact of the nodification of the
EMEP/ CORI NAI R et hodol ogy (i ncrease in nunmber of pollutants and potentially
emtting activities) on conpliance by Parties with the NOx Protocol

B. Informati on on em ssion standards and ot her technol ogy-rel ated
obl i gations

Qoj ective: To receive guidance as to what information is required to assess
conpliance with technol ogy-rel ated obligations in the NOx and VOC Protocol s,
and whet her the information reported provides a satisfactory basis for the
pur poses of assessing conpliance.

Met hod of work: Refer the issue to the rel evant expert groups, including the
Task Force on Emi ssion Inventories and the Wbrki ng G oup on Abat enent
Techni ques and its rel evant subsidiary bodies.




