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1. The Steering Body held its twenty-Sixth sesson in Geneva from 2 to 4 September 2002.

2. The session was attended by representatives from 29 Parties to the Convention: Audtria, Bulgaria,
Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Hungary, Itay,
Luxembourg, Monaco, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Russian Federation, Slovakia, Slovenia,

Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom, United States and the European Community.

3. Representatives of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the World
Meteorologica Organization (WMO), aswell asfrom the European Environment Agency (EEA) and the
four EMEP Centres (Centre for Integrated Assessment Modelling (CIAM), Chemica Coordinating
Centre (CCC), Meteorologica Synthesizing Centre-East (M SC-E), and Meteorological Synthesizing
Centre-West (MSC-W)) a so attended.

4. Mr. Martin WILLIAMS (United Kingdom) chaired the meeting for agenda items 1-4.
Mr. Juergen SCHNEIDER (Austria) chaired the meeting for agendaitems 5-10.

Documents prepared under the auspices or at the request of the Executive Body for the Convention on
Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution for GENERAL circulation should be considered provisiona unless
APPROVED by the Executive Body.
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l. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

5. The Steering Body adopted the provisond agenda as contained in document
EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1.

. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT ON THE TWENTY-FIFTH SESSION
6. The Steering Body adopted the report on its twenty-fifth sesson (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/2).

1. MATTERSARISING FROM THE NINETEENTH SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE
BODY FOR THE CONVENTION AND ACTIVITIESOF THE EMEP BUREAU,
INCLUDING COOPERATION WITH THE WORKING GROUP ON EFFECTS

7. The secretaria informed the Steering Body about matters arising from the nineteenth sesson of
the Executive Body for the Convention (ECE/EB.AIR/75) and developments since that meeting. It
highlighted that Azerbaijan had ratified the Convention to become the 49" Party. Estonia had ratified the
EMEP Protocol, bringing the number of Parties to 39. The Protocols on Heavy Metas and on Persistent
Organic Pollutants (POPs) were now approaching entry into force with 12 and 11 rtifications,

respectively.

8. The Chairman of the Steering Body presented the summary report on the work of the EMEP
Bureau between the Steering Body’ s twenty-fourth and twenty-fifth sessons, induding cooperation with
the Working Group on Effects (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/3). He drew the Steering Body' s attention to the
Bureau' s proposal, annexed to the document, for a new procedure for reporting by the centres and for
deredtricting reports by the Steering Bodly.

9. The Chairmen aso reported on the first joint meeting of the Bureaux of the EMEP Steering Body
and the Working Group on Effects, which had taken place in Geneva on 27 February 2002. The meeting
aso involved representatives from the internationa centres of the two bodies together with the
chairpersons of the programme task forces. The meeting had addressed the complete range of scientific
and technica issues related to the review of the three most recent protocols and had agreed conclusions
and recommendations as well as the deliverables and inputs necessary to meet expected deadlines. An
informa summary report, including the conclusons from the meeting, was made available.

10.  The Charman of the Working Group on Effects, Mr. H. GREGOR (Germany), informed the
Steering Body about discussions held at the recent twenty-first sesson of the Working Group on Effects
(EB.AIR/WG.1/2002/2). He highlighted that the Working Group had welcomed the outcome of the
joint Bureaux meeting and stressed the importance of some of the data that the Working Group was
expecting from EMEP. These included, in particular, data on ecosystem-specific depositions for sulphur
and nitrogen and higtoric deposition data for dynamic modeling. He adso mentioned the work on a
substantive report that was intended to be prepared by 2004, pointing out that the Working Group was
eager to conduct this work in close cooperation with the EMEP work on the assessment report.
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11.  Commenting on the new reporting procedure for EMEP centres, one delegation suggested that
such adelegation of authority to the task forces required a more formal arrangement, reserving the part of
the task force meetings dedling with such forma decisions to nominated experts. Also, another
delegation drew attention to the need for aforma approva procedure. Other delegations pointed out
that EMEP should be open to the participation of the best expertsthat it could attract to scrutinize
technica reports by its centres.

12.  Another delegation suggested to the EMEP Bureau that the contents of the status reports should
be defined in more detall asthey would gain in importance in the future,

13.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the report on the activities of the EMEP Bureau;

(b) Also took note of the results of the joint meeting between the Bureauix of the Steering
Body and the Working Group on Effects and agreed to take them into account in preparing its work-
plan;

(© Expressed its readiness to cooperate with the Working Group on Effectsin the
preparation of the assessment report (see agendaitem 5 (g));

(d)  Adopted the guidelines for reporting under EMEP as proposed by its Bureau
(EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/3, annex);

(e Recommended the Executive Body to reconsder the need for derestricting technical
reports and notes, as spelled out in the Steering Body' s mandate (ECE/EB.AIR/68, annex 111, appendix
11, para. 4 (f)) and to amend the mandate as appropriate;

® Agreed to address the need for nominating nationd foca points for monitoring raised by
the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4, para. 89) under agendaitem 5

(@)-
IV.  ELECTION OF OFFICERS

14.  The Steering Body dected Mr. J. SCHNEIDER (Austria) as Chairman. It re-elected

Mr. S. DOYTCHINQV (Itay), Mr. P. GRENNFELT (Sweden), Mr. R. VAN AALST (Netherlands),
Mr. J. SANTROCH (Czech Republic) and Ms. S. VIDIC (Croatia) as Vice-Chairpersons and elected
Ms. M. WICHMANN-HFEBIG (European Community) as anew Vice-Chairperson.

15.  The Steering Body expressed its great appreciation to Mr. M. WILLIAMS (United Kingdom),
who was giving up his chairmanship after a change of responsibilities, for the many yearsthat he had led
the work of EMEP.

V. PROGRESSIN 2002 AND FUTURE WORK

16.  The Charman invited the Steering Body to discuss separately each area of work, considering
progress made in 2002 with respect to the adopted work-plan (ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V1, chapter 2)
and taking into account the draft work-plan for 2003 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/9), which would be discussed
under agendaitem 6.
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A. Heavy metals

17.  Mr. S . DUTCHAK (MSC-E) presented an overview of activities on monitoring and modelling
heavy metals, including progress in work at CCC and MSC-E, and plans for work up to 2005. The
Steering Body had before it the technicd reports listed in its agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1, item 5 (a)).

18.  Mr. Dutchak referred to the progress in emission data reporting, stressing the need for further
review of the quaity of data that seemed to underestimate the pollution load in Europe. He noted the
laboratory intercomparison conducted by CCC and the progress in usng monitoring data to vaidate
model results. He highlighted the work conducted jointly by MSC-E with the Coordination Center for
Effects (CCE) to map criticd loads for cadmium and lead and their exceedances in Europe. Hemispheric
modelling was pursued by M SC-E as a matter of high priority. Work done for the Arctic Monitoring and
Assessment Programme (AMAP) had indicated that some 60% of anthropogenic mercury was
trangported outside the EMEP area. Mr. Dutchak stressed the good progress in the model
Intercomparison exercise and expressed his appreciation to Parties for their support to the participating
experts.

19.  The Charman of the Working Group on Effects informed the Steering Body about the plans for
further work on the mapping of critica limits for heavy metals. The Working Group had expressed
satisfaction about the good cooperation between MSC-E and CCE.

20.  Severd ddegations congratul ated the centres on their excellent progress and commended M SC-
E for the good cooperation that it had established with nationa experts and other programmes. One
delegation stressed the good quality of the reports and the user-friendly web site of MSC-E.

21.  Commenting on some lead deposition maps, the delegation of Itay indicated that Itay had
phased out leaded petrol a the beginning of 2002.

22.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the reports presented and decided to derestrict them,

(b) Expressed its appreciation to MSC-E and CCC for the excdllent progressin the work on
heavy metds,

(© Also expressed its satisfaction over the good progress in the reporting of emission data,
caling upon those Parties that had not yet done so to develop heavy metd's emisson inventories, and

(d) Requested M SC-E to give high priority to the vaidation of its modd and to report on
progress a the next sesson of the Steering Body.

B. Photo-oxidants

23.  Mr. A. ELIASSEN (MSC-W) provided an overview of recent work on the unified Eulerian
modd. He stressed the significant progress made since the third meeting of the Task Force on
Measurements and Modelling in March 2002. Among the recent model improvements, he
highlighted arevison of the parameterization of vertical diffuson. While the modd 4ill
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overestimated SO, and nitrate, the differences were much smaller than those presented to the Task
Force. Mr. Eliassen expected further improvements to be completed by December 2002. They
should make the modd sufficiently accurate so that its output can be used for gpplications, such as
integrated assessment modelling.

24.  Mr.D. SIMPSON of MSC-W presented an overview of activities on monitoring and modelling
of photo-oxidants, including progress in work at CCC and MSC-W and plans for work up to 2005.
The Steering Body had before it the technica reports listed in its agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1, item 5

(b)).

25.  Mr. Smpson stressed that measurement data showed that critical levels for ozone continued to
be exceeded both for crops and for forests. He aso gave an overview of the work of CCC on VOC
measurements and on analysis of trends. He reported on afirst comparison between measurements from
selected stations and results obtained with the Eulerian modd. At most stations, the agreement was
satisfactory. He also presented firgt results of caculating somatd fluxes to model ozone damage to
vegetation. These results suggested that there were larger differences in 0zone- uptake patterns over
Europe than in the caculations of the accumulated ozone exposure. Mr. Simpson explained that ozone
flux modelling required very specific biological data on somatal conductance for different species or
land- use classes as well aslocd meteorologicd data at afine tempord (e.g. hourly) resolution.

26.  Severa deegations congratulated the two centres on their work. Some del egations sought further
detalls on the timetable for findizing the Eulerian model and the work to vaidate it.

27.  Theddegation of Switzerland introduced the summary report of the workshop on NOXx versus
VOC limitationsin the control of ground-level ozone: a synthesis of research findings and implications for
emisson controls (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/10), which had been organized in cooperation with the EUREKA
Environmenta Project on the Trangport and Chemicd Transformation of Environmentaly Relevant Trace
Condtituents in the Troposphere over Europe; Second Phase (EUROTRAC-2). The delegate stressed it
had been very difficult to bridge the gap between EMEP scientists taking a broad European long-term
perspective and scientists focusing on time-limited local episodes, and the workshop had successfully met
this chdlenge.

28.  Theddegation of Germany informed the Steering Body about preparations for the EMEP
workshop on hemispheric air pollution: trends and intercontinenta trangport of photo-oxidants, particles
and their precursors across the northern hemisphere (observations, modes, policy implications) to be
held on 7-9 October in Bad Breisg (Germany, near Bonn) and organized jointly with the United States.
Some 100 participants had aready registered for the workshop and offered presentations. A
programme would be drawn up by mid- September. The workshop would be followed by aworkshop
on ar chemistry and policy problems jointly organized by Germany and the United States.

29.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the reports presented and decided to derestrict them;
(b) Expressed its appreciation to MSC-W and CCC for the good progressin the work on
photo-oxidants,
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(© Also noted the results of the workshop on ozone control (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/10),
expressng its gopreciation to Switzerland for organizing and hogting it;

(d) Welcomed the target of MSC-W to findlize the basic development work for the unified
Eulerian modd by December 2002, requesting MSC-W to keep Parties informed about progress,
including the work to vaidate the modd;

(e Underlined the importance of the planned workshop on hemispheric air pollution,
thanking Germany and the United States for organizing it.

C. Particulate matter

30.  Mr. K. TORSETH (CCC) presented an overview of activities on atmospheric monitoring and
modeling of particulate metter (PM), including progressin work at MSC-W and CCC and the results of
the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4) and plans for work up to
2005. The Steering Body had before it the technicd reports listed in its agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1,
item 5 (c)), except for MSC-W note 3/2002, which had not been issued on time.

31.  Mr. Torseth stressed that the number of PM monitoring sites was growing and that 18 Parties
had indicated that they would start or had started measurements in 2002, but till many parts of Europe
were not covered by adequate PM monitoring. CCC had initiated a measurement campaign for eementa
and organic carbon (EC/OC). Emission data reporting had progressed; 20 Parties had reported on PM
emissions for the year 2000. A first evaluation of the data by MSC-W had indicated that methodologies
for emisson inventories needed to be refined further with respect to both the emission factors used and
the sources covered. The unified Eulerian model had now been extended to describe the transport,
transformation and remova of aerosol. First comparisons with observations indicated that the model
produced reasonable results on PM mass concentrations and chemical composition. Further work was
needed to implement processes yet unaccounted for and to improve the preliminary schemesin the
model. The moddling work suffered from missing emission speciaion and alack of monitoring deta.

32.  Mr.M. AMANN of CIAM presented the CIAM report on a methodology to estimate changes
ingatidica life expectancy due to the control of particulate maiter ar pollution. The methodology
followed recommendeations by the World Hedth Organization (WHO) and by the workshop on the
measurement and vauation of health impacts under the Network of Experts on Benefits and Economic
Instruments (NEBEI). While the main purpose of the report was to present the methodology that
introduced life expectancy as an end-point in the evauation of abatement Strategies, it dso gave some
illugtrative results. The work dill required a further andyss of uncertainties. Work was aso needed to
address morbidity effects, and this should also cover those related to ozone exposure. Mr. Amann
informed the Steering Body that CIAM had continued to review nationa dataon PM emisson
projections and the costs of abatement. The results of the detailed analysis were being discussed
bilaterdly with nationa experts.

33.  TheEEA representative informed the Steering Body about work to analyse hourly and daily PM
measurements collected in the European Air Qudlity Information System database.

34.  Severd delegations expressed their appreciation for the centres’ work on PM.
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35.  The Steering Bodly:

@ Took note of the reports presented and decided to derestrict them,

(b) Expressed its gppreciation to MSC-W, CIAM and CCC for the work carried out and
the considerable progress achieved in the work on particulate matter;

(© Endorsed the revised Manua for Sampling and Chemical Andysis of Aerosol Particles
adopted by the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4, paras. 46-47);

(d) Noted with satisfaction the progressin PM emission data reporting, caling upon dl
Parties that had not yet done so to make every effort to develop emission inventories, including those for
the year 2000; ad

(e Expressed its satisfaction about the progressin monitoring work and work initiated to
measure EC/OC, calling upon Parties that had not yet done so to start monitoring PM as soon as

possible.

D. Acidifying and eutr ophying compounds

36. Ms. L. Tarrason (M SC-W) presented an overview of activities on monitoring and modelling
acidifying and eutrophying compounds, including progressin work at CCC and MSC-W, discussions by
the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4) and plans for work up to
2005. The Steering Body had before it the technical reportslisted in its agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1,
item 5 (d)).

37.  Ms Tarason highlighted progress in the work on the unified Eulerian modd. A recent study
conducted with the Norwegian Ingtitute for Air Research (NILU) had alowed arevison of the model so
that it could examine air pollution problems ranging from those on a hemispheric to those on an urban
scae, if input data were available. Work had started to examine the non-linearities in the source-receptor
relationships cd culated with the Eulerian modd. Firg results indicated that inaccuracies introduced by
using linear source-receptor relationships due to numerica gpproximations might be small (3-5%).
Significant work would be required to vaidate the modd once the devel opment phase was complete.

M SC-W was seeking to use severd ways to move thiswork forward: (i) by scientific peer review; (ii) by
continuing cooperation in modd intercomparison projects (e.g. the EUROTRAC2 GLOREAM project
and the City-Ddta project); (iii) by cooperating with research projects that would focus on specific
modd eements; and (iv) by inviting nationa expertsin the framework of the Task Force on
Measurements and Modelling to assst in model vaidation.

38.  Severd ddegations commended MSC-W for the large amount of work done. They agreed with
the need for rapid progress in the vaidation of the model so that EMEP would soon be able to publish
source-receptor matrices again showing the transboundary transport of air pollution. One delegation dso
stressed the importance of sound mode validation to ensure that policy makers gained confidence in the
modd and used its results for the next round of negotiations.

39.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the reports presented and decided to deredtrict them,
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(b) Expressed its gppreciation to MSC-W and CCC for the progress in the work on
acidifying and eutrophying compounds,

(© Requested MSC-W to prepare, by October 2003, for the vdidation of the Eulerian
model by drawing up, in consultation with interested Parties, alist of specific tasks that needed to be
performed, by making thislist avallable through the secretariat to Parties and by reporting progress in the
model vaidation work to the Task Force on Measurements and Moddlling at its fourth mesting;

(d) Cdled upon Parties to consider supporting the modd vaidation work a MSC-W by
taking up some of the specified tasks;

(e Requested the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling to review the vaidation
work of M SC-W and determine whether it would be possible to present source-receptor matrices
caculated with the Eulerian modd for the next sesson of the Steering Body; and

® Welcomed the progressin the work to prepare ecosystem-specific deposition data,
noting the importance of thiswork both for the Working Group on Effects and for CIAM.

E. Per sistent or ganic pollutants (POPS)

40.  Mr. V. SHATALQV of MSC-E presented an overview of activities on monitoring and modelling
POPs, including progress in work at CCC, M SC-E, the results of the Task Force on Measurements and
Moddling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4) and plans for work up to 2005. The Steering Body had before it the
technica reports listed in its agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1, item 5 (€)).

41.  Mr. Shadov noted the important progressin monitoring; 14 sites were reporting data, but there
were gill important gaps in the coverage of Europe. The modd intercomparison with CCC showed
satisfactory results. Emission data reporting was improving, but as there continued to be gaps and
concerns about data quality, it was gill necessary to complement the data by expert estimates. The POPs
model of MSC-E had been further refined for dioxins/furans and for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB)
with sgnificant impacts on some of the model estimates. Comparison with measurements had aso shown
aggnificant improvement. Work for AMAP had shown the importance of hemispheric trangport and this
was being pursued as a matter of high priority. Mr. Shataov stressed the importance of the model
intercomparison exercise and of broad participation in this work, noting that M SC-E would, for instance,
very much welcome participation from experienced model experts from the Netherlands.

42.  Severd delegations congratulated M SC-E and CCC on the work done and for the impressve
results. Some del egations expressed their dissatisfaction that there was till no clear perspective for using
these resullts for preparing future policies on POPs and suggested that this should be brought to the
attention of the Working Group on Strategies and Review.

43. A representative from UNEP Chemicads informed the Steering Body about progress in the work
for the Stockholm Convention on POPs. He highlighted preparatory work for the establishment, after the
Convention's entry into force, of a POPs review committee that would have tasks Smilar to the Expert
Group on POPs under the UNECE Convention. He aso explained that work had been initiated for the
evauation of the effectiveness of the Stockholm Convention, which was due four years after its entry into
force. Thisincluded work to set up a globa monitoring network. A workshop to draw up the scope of
such a network was planned for March 2003 and UNECE had been invited.
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44.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the reports presented and decided to derestrict them;
(b) Expressed its appreciation to MSC-E and CCC for the good progressin the work on
POPs,
(© Endorsed the conclusions of the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling on the
state of the POPs modelling work (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4, paras. 64-67);
(d) Wecomed the progress in the development of the superdtation network, calling upon
Parties that had not yet set up a superstation, in particular Parties in areas without any Sites, to consider
establishing one;
(e Also welcomed the progress in emission data reporting, while authorizing MSC-E to
continue to use expert estimates for its modelling work, as reported data were insufficient; and
® Invited Parties that had not yet done so, especidly those with sgnificant POPs modelling
activities, to congder participating in the MSC-E modd intercomparison exercise.

F. Emissions

45.  Mr. M. WOODFIELD (United Kingdom), Chairman of the Task Force on Emisson Inventories
and Projections, reported on the progress made (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/6), including the results of the
eleventh meeting of the Task Force in Cordoba (Spain) on 6-8 May 2002, the third to be organized
jointly with the European Environment Information and Observation Network (EIONET). In addition, he
introduced the draft guidelines for emission data reporting (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/7) and informed the
Steering Body about the status of emission data reporting (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/8) as well as the further
development of the emission database at MSC-W and emission data-related work at MSC-E. The
Steering Body aso had before it the technical reports listed in its agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1, item 5
(f)), except for MSC-W note 2/2002, which had not yet been issued.

46.  Mr. Woodfield underlined the continued cooperation with EEA/EIONET and other groupsin the
work of the Task Force. He noted that the level of reporting achieved last year had been maintained,
despite the more detailed reporting format set out in the revised guiddines, but stressed the need for
Parties to improve reporting on gridded data. There was now a heed to examine the data in greater
detail and to improve data qudity. Asreflected in the strategy paper developed by the co-chairs, the
Task Force would give increased priority to the scientific review and assessment of reported data, and
would consder a more flexible structuring of its work and the use of ad hoc task groups. He aso noted
the continued updates of the EMEP/ CORINAIR Emissions Inventory Guidebook, noting that the Task
Force had |ooked closely at the process of revising the Guidebook, including both resources and
management of the revison process. The Guidebook would be updated on the EEA web Ste, ensuring
references to the Nomenclature for Reporting (NFR) and interna indexing of materia. The Task Force
had recommended that the Steering Body should gpprove the new materid for the Guidebook and
requested EEA to publish arevised version, once gpproved. It had agreed that the revised Guiddines for
Edtimating and Reporting Emissions Data (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/7) currently provided the best solution for
efficient and effective reporting and recommended the Steering Body to adopt them.

47.  The delegation of Sweden reported on the preparations for the workshop on validation and
evaudion of ar emisson inventories to be held in Gothenburg (Sweden), 14-16 October 2002.
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48.  Thedeegation of Poland informed the Steering Body that Poland intended to assume the role of
lead country for the Task Force. Poland envisaged co-chairing it with the United Kingdom in 2003, and
would envisage assuming the chairmanship together with another co-chair. Poland would host the next
Task Force meeting, together with an EIONET meeting, from 22 to 24 September 2003 in Warsaw.

49.  Thedeegation of the United Kingdom informed the Steering Body about its readiness to continue
to support the Task Force for another year and to ensure that Mr. Woodfield continued to co-chair the
Task Force up to and including its next meeting. The delegation of Norway informed the Steering Body
that it was consdering taking over the co-chair from the United Kingdom.

50. A number of ddegationsindicated that they might not be in a position to report data according to
the new format in the revised guidelines in 2003, but would make every effort to do so after that.

51.  The secretariat proposed amendments to paragraph 6 of the Guiddines to clarify the relationship
between the guideines and the legal obligations of Parties: The amendment would replace in:
subparagraph (d) “defined by the present guiddines’, subparagraph (e) “ as specified by the present
guidelines’, subparagraph (f) “listed in the present guiddines’ and in subparagraphs (f), (g) and (h) (i) “set
out in the present guidelines’ by “specified in accordance with the Protocol” .

52.  The secretariat introduced a note (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/13) on the lega status of the Guidelines
for Esimating and Reporting Emissons Data. The note was prepared following discussons by the
Implementation Committee at its ninth meeting. It contained a draft decision for consideration by the
Steering Bodly if it wished to make use of the authority that the 1994 Protocol on Further Reduction of
Sulphur Emissonsrendered to it in article 5. The note aso explained that the Executive Body could take
decisons concerning the legd status of the Guidelines based on the provisons of protocols to the
Convention.

53.  The Steering Bodly:

@ Took note of the report of the Task Force, expressing its great gppreciation to the
Co-Chairmen and the lead country for the vauable support and leadership that they had provided to the
Task Force and thanking nationa experts and EEA for supporting the work of the Task Force;

(b) Also took note of the status of emission data, expressing its gratitude to MSC-W for the
work on the Internet-accessible emission database;

(© Also took note of the MSC-W and M SC-E notes and decided to derestrict them,

(d  Wecomed the work on the restructuring of the EMEP/CORINAIR Emissions Inventory
Guidebook and approved the updates,

(e Expressed its gratitude to the United Kingdom for continuing to co-chair the Task Force
another year and to EEA for its readiness to continue to support the Task Force;

® Thanked Poland for offering to host the next meeting of the Task Force and the EIONET
meeting, and to condider supporting the Task Force as lead country, beginning with the next meeting in
2003;



EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/2
page 11

(o)) Adopted the Guiddines for EStimating and Reporting Emissons Data
(EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/7) with the amendment presented by the secretariat and recommended the
Executive Body to approve them;

(h) Took note that some Parties might not yet be in a position to report adl emissions data
according to the new Guidedinesin 2003 and might need to continue to use the old reporting format for
one more reporting round, and urged dl Parties to make every effort to report according to the new
Guidelines as soon as possible and a so to report emissions data for 2000 according to this format, if they
had not done so in the last reporting round; and

() Adopted the decision on the legd status of the Guidelines for EStimating and Reporting
Emissons Data set out in the annex, taking note of the information in the secretariat note
(EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/13).

G. M easur ements and modelling

54.  Mr. J SCHNEIDER (Austria), Co-Chairman of the Task Force on Measurements and
Modéelling, reported on progress, including the results of the third meeting of the Task Force, held a
WMO in Genevaon 19-22 March 2002 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4). He aso presented the work of CCC
to related monitoring qudity. The Steering Body dso had before it the technica reports listed inits
agenda (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/1, item 5 (Q)).

55.  Mr. Schneider highlighted the proposa to harmonize the reporting schedule with that of EC so
that Parties would report monitoring data only once ayear by 1 October. He dso referred to the
continued cooperation with the Expert Group on Ammonia and the need to include the measurement of
reduced nitrogen in the monitoring strategy. The next meeting of the Task Force was scheduled for
March/April 2003 in Vdencia (Spain). Mr. Schneider explained that after his election as EMEP
Chairman, he would step down as Co-chair of the Task Force. He expressed his gppreciation to the
other Co-chair, Ms. L. Jalkanen of WMO, and to WMO for the support given to the Task Force.

56.  Mr. M. Williams (United Kingdom) paid tribute to the excellent work done by

Mr. Schneider in building up the Task Force. He announced the readiness of the United Kingdom to take
over therole of lead country for the Task Force and proposed that Mr. R. DERWENT should become
Co-Chair of the Task Force.

57.  Thedeegation of Germany welcomed the idea raised within the Task Force to have nominated
experts under EMEP for monitoring. It reserved, however, its right to come back at a future session of
the Steering Bodly to its proposd to limit the participation at meetings of the Task Force to nominated
experts. Another delegation noted that the relationship between nominated experts for monitoring and the
data quaity managers needed to be determined. The EEA representative suggested that the nomination
of foca points for monitoring should follow the procedure used for the nomination of nationa foca points
for integrated assessment modeling and be done in cooperation with EC and EEA.

58.  Mr. K. Torseth (CCC) presented, based on considerations by the Task Force on Measurements
and Moddlling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4, paras. 33-38), an outline for a new EMEP monitoring strategy,
highlighting the main criteria that such a strategy should fulfil and the basic gpproach that CCC proposed.
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59.  Many delegations welcomed the presentation by CCC and encouraged it to pursue the ideasin
drafting a monitoring strategy. One delegation stressed that such a draft should be distributed well in
advance of discussions to alow for good preparation at the nationd level. Other delegations highlighted
the importance of such an Strategy when budget congtraints made it necessary to set priorities. A strategy
drawn up by internationd experts could help judtify the continuation of some monitoring activities. Severd
delegations commented on the possibility of usng EMEP dtations to monitor greenhouse gas
concentrations. One delegation appeded to CCC to develop a proposa for a specific network structure,
asthis could help to gain support a the nationd level. Another delegation appealed to CCC to strengthen
cooperation with the European Committee for Standardization (CEN).

60. The secretariat informed the Steering Body about plans for a possible workshop on air pollution
monitoring and emission inventories in Kazakhstan. The plan was developed under the Working Group
on Environmental Monitoring of the Committee on Environmenta Policy. It would target Partiesto the
Convention in that subregion and am a asssting the development of nationd monitoring strategies and
emission inventories. The workshop would rely on support from the EMEP centres and nationd experts
from Parties.

61.  Mr. A. Eliassen informed the Steering Body about progress in the preparation of the assessment
report. He explained the new structure that the Bureau had adopted (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/4, paras. 10-
12). Twenty-seven Parties had announced their participation in the work and 13 of these had completed
the checking of monitoring data held by CCC. CCC had introduced a new flagging system and discussed
the modifications with the Parties concerned. As the process was behind schedule, but was proving to be
very vauable for the work of EMEP, Mr. Eliassen suggested extending the time frame o that the report
would be findized in 2004 ingtead of 2003 as originally planned.

62.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the report of the Task Force, expressing its gppreciation to the two
Co-Chairpersons, the lead country, Austria, and WMO for the support that they had given to the Task
Force;

(b) Thanked the United Kingdom for its offer to lead the Task Force, welcomed the
proposal that Mr. R. Derwent should co-chair of the Task Force and recommended to the Executive
Body to accept the offer by the United Kingdom;

(© Took note of the two CCC reports and decided to derestrict them;

(d) Endorsed the outline for the new monitoring strategy presented by CCC, encouraged it to
prepare as amatter of high priority afirs draft for such astrategy, and to circulate it widely well in
advance of the fourth meeting of the Task Force on Measurements and Moddling;

(e Reguested the Task Force to draw up a draft strategy based on the input by CCC for
condderation by the Steering Bodly at its twenty-seventh sesson;

® Reguested the Bureau in consultation with the Task Force to prepare a proposal
concerning the establishing of nationd foca points for monitoring;

()} Took note of the plansfor a possible workshop on air pollution monitoring and emission
inventories in Kazakhstan, requested the centres to support such aworkshop as far as possible and
invited Parties to consider contributing to the workshop; and
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(h) Approved the revised timetable for the preparation of the assessment report.

H. I ntegr ated assessment modelling

63. Mr. R MAAS (Netherlands), Chairman of the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Moddlling,
reported on progress, including the results of the twenty-seventh meeting of the Task Force held in Odo
on 13-15 May 2002 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/5) and of the workshop on uncertainty trestment in integrated
assessment modelling held at [1ASA on 24-25 January 2002 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/5, annex). He aso
introduced the report of CIAM on projections of emissions of ar pollutants in the northern hemisphere.

64. Mr.Maas proposed budget and called upon Parties to make every effort to ensure that CIAM
recaved sufficient funding to fulfil its work- plan. He stressed the need for support from all other
subsidiary bodies under the Convention contributing data to integrated assessment modelling to make a
systemdtic anadyss of uncertainties possible. The next Task Force meeting would be held in the
Netherlands in May 2003.

65. Thelnternationd Ingtitute for Applied Systems Andysis (IIASA) had been granted an important
contract by EC for developing the basdline scenario and integrated assessment for the Clean Air for
Europe (CAFE) programme. The work on the CAFE basdline scenario was to be completed in
September 2003. National submissions were expected by the end of 2002 and it was intended to use the
new EMEP Guiddines for Estimating and Reporting Emissions Data. Stakeholder consultations were
scheduled for April - August 2003. In this connection, it was aso planned to peer review the RAINS
modd and this should include new source-receptor relationships prepared with the unified Eulerian

modd. A workshop on the mode review, organized in the framework of the Task Force in cooperation
with EC, would be held in autumn 2003.

66.  Other work at CIAM, financed by a grant from the Netherlands, focused on developing cost
curves for the greenhouse gases under the Kyoto Protocol and on introducing them into the RAINS
modd. Thiswork was expected to be completed by the end of 2004. The workshop of the Task Force
on Integrated Assessment Modelling, origindly planned for November, would be devoted to the links
between regiona air pollution and climate change. It was scheduled to be held at [1ASA at the end of
January 2003.

67.  Severd ddegationswelcomed the excellent progress in the work of the Task Force and at
CIAM. They raised a number of questions concerning plans for further work, including hedth effects,
urban exposure of ozone and episodes of naturd PM (e.g. due to Saharan dust). Severd delegations
welcomed the work related to climate change aspects of air pollution and suggested that all centres
should be involved asfar asrelevant.

68. MSC-E indicated thet it had started to consider the impacts of climate change on the volatility of
POPs. M SC-W noted that afull assessment of the impacts of climate change on air pollution and its
transboundary transport would require work that would exceed the present capacities of EMEP. If such
an assessment were considered useful, more precise objectives for the work would be needed.
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69.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the report of the Task Force, expressing its appreciation to the Chairman,
the lead country and to IIASA, which had hosted the workshop, for the support that they had given to
the Task Force;

(b) Also took note of the CIAM report presented and decided to derestrict it;

(© Endorsed the conclusions of the workshop on uncertainty trestment in integrated
assessment modelling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/5, annex) and requested the Task Force to pursue thiswork;

(d)  Agreedto revert to the proposed budget for CIAM under agendaitem 7;

(e Welcomed the proposa for peer review of the RAINS moded and requested the Task
Force and CIAM to cooperate with the EC CAFE programme on this;

® Also welcomed the work initiated by CIAM to extend the modelling horizon to 2020 and
to devel op a basdline scenario, requested the Task Force to cooperate in this work with the EC CAFE
programme and invited other Partiesto actively participate in this work;

()} Recognized the important links between regiond air pollution and climate change,
welcomed the work initiated to explore such links and requested the Task Force to am at addressing al
agpects of these linksin its future work.

VI.  WORK-PLAN FOR 2003

70.  The Charman introduced the draft work-plan for 2003 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/9) prepared on the
badis of the long-term priorities up to 2004 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/9), which the Steering Body had
adopted at its twenty-fifth sesson, and on input by the Task Force and centres. He drew attention to
tables 1 and 2 in the work- plan, presenting the emission reporting and monitoring programme.

71.  Severa deegationswelcomed the inclusion of tables 1 and 2. Some raised questions on specific
entriesin table 2. A number of delegations a0 referred to the plan of CCC to examine whether
monitoring stations reporting to EEA could aso be included under EMEP. EEA indicated thet it would
support CCC inthiswork. CCC explained that it was looking for rura sites and would discuss any
change both with the nationd expert responsgble for reporting to EEA and with the EMEP representative.

72.  Theddegation of the United States announced continued North American support for the work
of EMEP. It highlighted its intention to continue, possibly on an annua badis, the series of workshops on
hemispheric air pollution. It intended to organize a follow-up workshop to the workshop in Bad Breisig
(Germany) on 7-9 October 2002 and would welcome doing this together with other Parties. It dso
announced that the workshop on particulate matter measurements and model ling origindly scheduled for
autumn 2003 would be held in March 2004 in the southeast of the United States.

73.  Theddegation of Germany referred to its offer made at the twenty-fifth sesson to conduct afield
intercomparison exercise for mercury in 2002. This had been rescheduled for 2003, but due to budget
cuts following the floods in Germany, the delegation could not ensure that funding would gill be avallable
for thisto go ahead.
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74.  One delegation suggested amending the work- plan to ensure that MSC-E and MSC-W
cooperated with CCC in the preparation of the draft monitoring strategy. Another delegation suggested
including reference to the work on the links to climate change in the work-plan, not only as concerned the
work of CIAM, but also with respect to the work of the other centres.

75.  The Steering Body:

@ Decided to amend table 2 in the work- plan for particle monitoring, replacing in the lines
on Na Mg, Ca, K (Cl) and on ementd and organic carbonthe“X” by “Y”;

(b) Reguested the secretariat to amend the work-plan to reflect the decisons taken by it
during the present session and the suggestions made by delegations under this agenda item concerning the
work on the monitoring strategy and on the links to climate change;

(© Thanked the delegation of the United States for its willingness to organize the workshop
on PM measurements and modelling and to continue to support the series of workshops on hemispheric
ar pollution;

(d)  Alsoexpressed its thanks to the delegation of Germany for its continued interest in
organizing an intercomparison sudy on mercury;

(e Agreed on the work-plan presented in document EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/9 with these
changes and recommended the Executive Body to adopt it.

VII.  FINANCIAL AND BUDGETARY MATTERS

76.  The secretariat introduced the note on financia and budgetary matters (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/12)
informing the Steering Body that, since the preparation of the document, it had received the mandatory
contributions to EMEP for 2002 from Cyprus, Denmark, Liechtenstein, Netherlands, Portugd and
Yugodavia Yugodaviahad dso pad its outstanding arrears for the period 1992 to 2000. Italy had
made a further partid payment for 2002. The secretariat expressed its satisfaction that thisleft just seven
Parties that had not yet fully paid their mandatory contributions for 2002.

77.  Thenote dso presented the budget proposa for 2003 prepared on the basis of the decisions of
the Bureau and a proposd for the overal budget levels for the period 2004 to 2006. It aso presented a
proposed revised scae for caculating the mandatory contributions for the period 2004 to 2006. The
scale was based on the United Nations scale of assessments for 2003 and the note suggested the
adoption of an amendment to the annex to the EMEP Protocol to introduce this revised scde.

78.  Thesecretariat also drew attention to the status of the contributionsin kind. Concerning the
2001 contribution by Belarus, the Bureau had suggested that the Task Force on Emission Inventories and
Projections or one of its panels should review the contribution from Belarus and it had recommended the
Steering Body to gpprove the contribution in kind from Belarus for 2001, unless the Task Force
objected. The Task Force had no objections. Concerning the contribution from Ukraine, the Bureau had
in 2001 approved the work-plan for acontribution in kind to cover Ukraine' s arrears from 1992-1994
by a project to be carried out in 2002-2003 and this work had started. The Bureau had urged Ukraine
to make a proposd for work to cover the remaining outstanding contributions in kind and to initiate
payment of its outstanding cash contributions (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/3, paras. 10-11).
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79.  Theddegation of Germany announced that it had to reserve its position with respect to the
proposed changes concerning the budget and the scale of contributions for 2004 and the period
thereefter.

80.  The Steering Body:

@ Took note of the status of contributions to the financing of EMEP provided in document
EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/12 and the additiond information provided by the secretariat during the session;

(b) Approved the use of resources by the EMEP centresin 2001 as presented in table 2 of
EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/12, congratulating them on the sound financia operation of the budget;

(© Reminded Parties of the importance of paying the mandatory contributions as early as
possiblein thefiscd year;

(d) Agreed on the detailed budget for 2003 set out in table 3 of EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/12 and
the schedule of mandatory contributions from Parties for 2003 as set out in the last column of table 4 of
that document;

(e Recommended to the Executive Body to adopt the 2003 budget and the revised schedule
of contributions;

® Approved the 2001 contribution in kind from Belarus to MSC-E;

(o)) Approved the proposed budget of CIAM for 2003 and 2004 as set out in the report of
the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Moddl ling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/5, para. 55) and agreed to
keep the 2005 budget at the same levd;

(h) Called upon the Parties to the EMEP Protocol to consider making voluntary contributions
(inkind, or in cash through the trust fund) to ensure that the work, especialy the difficult tasks required in
2003 for the preparation of the protocol reviews, including the work on integrated assessment modelling,
could be accomplished as foreseen in the work-plan;

()] Took note of the reservation by Germany concerning budgetary changes for 2004-2006,
expressing its hope that this could be resolved by the time of the twentieth sesson of the Executive Body;

()] Agreed to increase the EMEP budget for 2004 to 2006 to US$ 2,142,520 and to use
the 2003 United Nations assessment scale as abasis for cd culating the EMEP scae of mandatory
contributions from 2004 onwards, and

(K) Recommended the Executive Body to approve the budget increase for 2004 to 2006 and
to amend the EMEP Protocol by adopting, in accordance with article 4, paragraph 3, of the Protocol,
the revised annex set out in the annex to document EB.AIR/GE.1/2002/12.

VIIl. COOPERATION WITH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMMES,
INCLUDING THE EUROPEAN COMMISSION AND ITSCLEAN AIR FOR
EUROPE (CAFE) PROGRAMME, THE EUROPEAN ENVIRONMENT AGENCY
(EEA), THE WORLD METEOROLOGICAL ORGANIZATION (WMO), AND THE
MARINE COMMISSIONS

8l. Thesecretariat informed the Steering Body that, in addition to the organi zations present at the
meeting and as requested by the Steering Body at its twenty-fifth sesson (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/2, para.
110), it had invited representatives of AMAP and the OSPAR Commission for the Protection of the
Marine Environment of the North- East Atlantic to present
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information under this agendaitem. It had aso invited representatives of the East ASa Acid Deposition
Network (EANET) and the Mediterranean Action Plan.

82. Ms. M. WICHMANN-HEBIG of the European Commission informed the Steering Body about
recent activities under the EC CAFE programme. A service contract was awarded to I1ASA to develop
the basdine and policy scenarios and integrated assessment modelling framework for CAFE. Results
from the baseline scenario were expected by September 2003. The City Delta Study organized by the
European Community Joint Research Centre (JRC) will assess urbanscale effects. CAFE will focuson
ozone and particulate matter with aview to areview of hedth effects performed by the WHO Regiond
Office for Europe and to recent findings from the Working Group on Effects. Further attention will be
given to heavy metasin the environment to follow cosely the Convention’s gpproach to determining
critical loads.

83.  Mr. F. RAES of JRC informed the Steering Body about activities of JRC relevant to EMEP and
recent and planned collaboration with the EMEP centres.

84. Mr.R. VAN AALST, representative of EEA, informed the Steering Body about recent
developments at EEA, which now had 31 member States. Currently, Mr. G. MCINNES, a former
Chairman of the Task Force on Emission Inventories and Projections, was the Acting Director of EEA.
A recent reorganization enhanced the interaction between sectord and environmenta experts, especidly
concerning environmenta reporting on energy and transport. EEA had published the Environmenta
Signd 2002 report and was working on areport for the Kiev Minigteria Conference in 2003. The
European Topic Centre was actively contributing both to EMEP and to CAFE, but aso to the European
Climate Change Programme. EEA would continue to hold workshops with the EMEP Task Forces on
Emission Inventories and Projections and on Measurements and Modelling and actively participate in the
Task Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling.

85. Ms L. JALKANEN, representative of WMO and co-chair to the Task Force on Measurements
and Modédlling, informed the Steering Body about recent changes a the WMO secretariat and relevant
activities of the WMO Globa Atmosphere Watch (GAW) programme.

86.  Mr. K. Torseth of CCC reported on the progressin work under EUROTRAC2, in particular the
preparation of the synthesis report completing the work of EUROTRAC2. A fina event of
EUROTRAC2, scheduled for 18-19 March 2003 in Berlin, was amed to focus on policy-related issues.

87.  Mr.N. HEIDAM (Denmark), Vice-Chairman of the Working Group on Monitoring and
Assessment (MONAYS) of the Helsinki Commission (HELCOM), provided an update of the cooperation
with EMEP.

88.  The Steering Body took note of the information with gppreciation, welcoming the useful
cooperation and expressing its gratitude to the organizations for their contributionsto EMEP.
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IX. OTHER BUSINESS

89.  Thedeegation of the United States reported on recent work of relevance to EMEP. A note was
digtributed and will be made available on the Internet at: www.unece.org/env/emep.

90. Inresponseto asuggestion by a delegation, the Steering Body requested the secretariat to make
the presentations made during the sesson that it recelved eectronicaly available on the Internet. It will
use www.unece.org/env/emep.

91. Thesecretariat informed the Steering Body of redtrictions on the Size of documents introduced by
the United Nations Generd Assembly. This regtriction would limit the secretariat’ s ability in the future to
prepare subgtantive reports for official trandation. The Steering Body expressed its deep regret about this
information, especidly as thiswould restrict the ability to convey technica and substantive informetion to
new Parties to the Convention and to those not able to work in English.

X. CLOSING OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH SESSION

92.  Based on aninforma outline of the report, presented by the secretariat, the Steering Body agreed
on the main decisions taken during the sesson.

93.  Thetwenty-seventh sesson of the EMEP Steering Body is scheduled to take place on
8-10 September 2003.
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Annex

DECISION ON THE LEGAL STATUSOF THE
GUIDELINES FOR ESTIMATING AND REPORTING EMISSIONS DATA

The EMEP Steering Body,

Referring to the Guiddines for Edtimating and Reporting Emissions Data which it adopted &t its
twenty-sixth sesson and recommended to the Executive Body for approvd,

Acting under article 5, paragraph 2, of the 1994 Odo Protocol on Further Reduction of Sulphur
Emissons

1 Determines the periodic basisreferred to in article 5, paragraph 2, of the 1994 Odo
Protocol for the reporting by Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP.

@ To be annua and that submissions should reach the secretariat before 15 February, for
data other than gridded data, on inventories for the calendar year that ended 13 months prior to that date
and, if necessary, for updates to data for earlier years and to the emission projections; and

(b) To be every fifth year (2000, 2005, etc.) and that gridded data should reach the
Secretariat no later than 1 March;

2. Invites the Parties to the 1994 Odo Protocol at a session of the Executive Body to
approve the above decision on the periodic bas's, in accordance with article 5, paragraph 2, of the 1994
Odo Protocal;

3. Specifies the tempora resolution referred to in article 5, paragraph 2, of the 1994 Odo
Protocol for the reporting by Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP to be annual from the year
2000 onwards and encourages Parties to report data back to 1990;

4, Also specifies the spatia resolution referred to in article 5, paragraph 2, of the 1994 Odo
Protocol for the reporting by Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP to be the 50 km by 50 km
grid specified in annex V to the Guiddines, noting that no revison to the Guiddineswill affect this
specification unless and until it has been expresdy so decided by the EMEP Steering Body;

5. Requests the secretariat, in consultation with the Implementation Committee, to prepare
elements of adraft decision, for consideration by the Executive Body, that would enable the Executive
Body to make use of its delegated authorities under article 8 of the Convention, article 8 of the 1991
Geneva Protocol on the Control of Emissions of VOCs and article 5 of the 1994 Odo Protocol on the
Further Reduction of Sulphur Emissions,

6. Recommends the Executive Body to consider adopting the draft decison referred to in
paragraph 5 above when acting to gpprove the Guidelines.



