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I ntr oduction

1 The nineteenth session of the Executive Body for the Convention on Long-range
Transboundary Air Pollution was convened in Genevafrom 11 to 14 December 2001.

2. The meeting was attended by representatives of the following Parties to the Convention:
Audtrig; Belgium; Canada; Cyprus, Czech Republic; Denmark; Finland; France; Georgia, Germany;
Hungary; Itdy; Kazakhgtan; Lithuania; Monaco; Netherlands, Norway; Poland; Portugdl; Russian
Federation; Sovakia; Sovenia; Spain; Swveden; Switzerland; Turkey; Ukraine; United Kingdom;
United States of America; and the European Community (EC).

3. Representatives from the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), the World
Hesalth Organization (WHO) and the World Meteorologica Organization (WMO) attended. The
European Environment Agency (EEA) was aso represented.

4, Representatives of the following non governmenta organizations were present: |nternationa
Indtitute for Applied Systems Andysis (IIASA); International Union of Producers and Distributors of
Electricd Energy (UNIPEDE); and World Conservation Union (IUCN).

5. The Centrefor Integrated Assessment Moddling (CIAM), the Meteorological Synthesizing
Centre East (MSC-E) and the Meteorological Synthesizing Centre-West (M SC-W) of EMEP were
also represented..

6. Mr. H. Dovland (Norway) chaired the meeting.
. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
7. The agenda (ECE/EB.AIR/74) was adopted.

8. Mr. K. Bull, of the secretariat, provided information on the distribution of documents, noting
that the Conference Services Divison had again experienced problems, which had delayed the
digribution of documents. He gpologized for any inconvenience that thismight have caused to
delegates.

Il. MATTERSARISING FROM THE FIFTY-SXTH SESSION OF THE
ECONOMIC COMMISSION FOR EUROPE AND THE EIGHTH SESSION OF
THE COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY OF CONCERN TO THE
EXECUTIVE BODY

9. The Director of the Environment and Human Settlements Divison, Mr. K. Bérlund, drew
attention to the preparations for the World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg,
South Africa, in 2002 and, a the ECE levd, the fifth Ministerid Conference “ Environment for
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Europe’ in Kiev in May 2003. Delegates were invited to consder relevant inputs to the latter. He
pointed out that the Aarhus Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in Decision
meaking and Access to Justice in Environmenta Matters had recently entered into force. He drew
atention to the plans of the Committee on Environmenta Policy to prepare a report on the phasing-
out of leaded fuel, and the work of its Task Force on Compliance and Enforcement. He welcomed
the input from the Convention on theseissues. He noted the continuing success of the Convention
but stressed the need for ratifying the protocols that were not yet in force as well the need for
countries with economiesin trangtion in particular to accede to the protocols that were dready in
force. He urged support for the scientific underpinning of the Convention aswell asfor the
participation of countries with economiesin trangition, issues to be discussed by the Executive Body
later in its sesson.

10. The secretariat drew attention to Kazakhstan's accession to the Convention, and to

Y ugodavia's succession to the Convention and the EMEP Protocol. 1t informed the Executive Body
of the gatus of ratification of the protocols, noting that Denmark, the United States and the European
Community had ratified the Protocol on Heavy Metds (giving atotd of 10 ratifications), Bulgariaand
Denmark had ratified the Protocol on Persstent Organic Pollutants (POPs) (giving atotd of eight
ratifications), and Luxembourg was the first Signatory to ratify the Gothenburg Protocol.

(1. ADJUSTMENT TO ANNEX Il TO THE 1994 OSLO PROTOCOL ON FURTHER
REDUCTION OF SULPHUR EMISSIONS

11.  The secretariat drew attention to aletter that it had received from Monaco indicating its wish
to accede to the 1994 Odo Protocol on Further Reductions of Sulphur Emissons. In accordance
with article 11 of the Protocol, Heads of Delegation had been informed, by fax in September 2001,
of Monaco's proposal for the necessary adjustment to annex 11 to the Protocol to enable Monaco's
accession.

12.  Thedeegate for Monaco noted Monaco’s endeavours to become party to relevant
environmental agreements and its accession to the Protocol on Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)
in June 2001. Heindicated that Monaco was keen to become Party to the 1994 Odo Protocol and
submitted the adjustment for the Executive Body's approval.

13.  The Executive Body adopted by consensus the proposed adjustment to annex II. As
required under article 11, the Executive Secretary will inform al Parties of the adoption of the
adjustment, which shall become effective 90 days theresfter.
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IV. ACTIVITIESOF THE WORKING GROUP ON STRATEGIESAND REVIEW,
INCLUDING FINANCING OF CORE ACTIVITIES

14.  Mr. R.BALLAMAN (Switzerland), Chairman of the Working Group on Strategies and
Review, introduced the report of itsthirty-third sesson (EB.AIR'WG.5/70). He highlighted the
Working Group's progress on alegd instrument to secure the long-term financing of core activities
other than those covered by the EMEP Protocol and expressed his thanks to Mr. P.
SZELL (United Kingdom), Vice-Chairman of the Executive Body, for having led the drafting group
that had prepared the revised text. The preiminary draft protocol text set out in annex | to the
Working Group's report reflected the best compromise feasible to bring together the different
positions of the Parties to the Convention. At the Working Group’s session, severd delegations had
not been in aposition to formally agree to such adraft protocol and stated that they would need to
conault their Governments.

15.  Severd ddegationsindicated that they could not promise that their countries would be able to
sign and ratify anew protocol requiring mandatory financing. They stressed that they supported the
core activities and recognized the need for funding of the internationa coordination costs. They
announced that they would continue to contribute on a voluntary basis and expressed their willingness
to pursue the discussons in their capitals with the hope of securing agreement aso for a mandatory
funding mechaniam.

16.  Some delegations expressed their doubts about the usefulness of a protocol unless dl the
mgjor contributors were party to it. If the position of these Parties did not change, avoluntary
scheme might be preferable. The delegation of the United Kingdom drew attention to its proposa for
amore trangparent way of recording contributions in kind (EB.AIR/WG.5/70, para. 15), suggesting
that this should be part of avoluntary funding scheme.

17.  Many ddegations supported the draft protocol, pointing out thet only a mandatory funding
ingrument would secure long-term financing of the core ectivities. Severa delegations believed that
further negotiations would not be useful asit was not possible to improve the text, besides darifying a
few minor points.

18.  Inthelight of the discussion, the Executive Body:

@ Took note of the report of the thirty-third session of the Working Group on
Strategies and Review (EB.AIR/WG.5/70) and the report on the meeting of Heads of Delegation
(EB.AIR'WG.5/68);

(b) Took note, in particular, of the preliminary draft protocal in the report of the
Working Group (EB.AIR/WG.5/70, annex |) and the preliminary draft text to beincluded in an
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Executive Body decision to be adopted at the time of adoption of the protocol
(EB.AIRMWG.5/70, annex 11);

(@] Decided to findize itswork on the long-term financing of core activities a its
twentieth session and to prepare input on it to the Minigteria Conference “Environment for Europe”
scheduled for May 2003 in Kiev;

(d) Requested the Working Group on Strategies and Review to findize the draft protocol
by resolving the few issues il outstanding and to prepare, as an dterndtive, a decison and
recommendation that would facilitate voluntary financing, including a proposd for reporting and
recording contributions;

(e Further requested the Working Group to hold a meeting of Heads of Delegation on
these issues in pring 2002 and requested the secretariat to prepare, in consultation with the Working
Group's Chairman and the delegation of the United Kingdom, draft text asinput for this meeting.

19.  Mr. Balaman presented the Working Group’ s recommendations regarding the review of the
Gothenburg Protocal to Abate Acidification, Eutrophication and Ground-level Ozone
(EB.AIR/WG.5/70, para. 31). Based on information from EMEP and the Working Group on
Effects, the Working Group had taken stock of progressin preparing for the review. Much progress
had been made in the work on particulate matter, but many tasks were till to be completed. While
these were partly the responsbility of EMEP and the Working Group on Effects, many datawere il
needed from Parties. A second workshop under the Network of Experts on Benefits and Economic
Instruments (NEBEI), to be held on 2-4 October 2002 in the Netherlands, would cover the
economic vauation of benefits from reducing ecosystem damage through air pollution abatement.

Mr. Balaman aso noted that it would be useful to have some indication of possible target years for
the review of the Gothenburg Protocol so that databases for these years could be developed. He
suggested that one could consider 2015 and 2020.

20. Some delegations drew attention to the need for close cooperation with the European
Commission’'s Clean Air for Europe (CAFE) programme in the work leading up to the review of the
Gothenburg Protocol. Thiswas crucid in view of the important resource requirements especidly for
the work on particulate matter. Also the timing of the work should be well coordinated.

21.  Some delegations suggested that proposas for revison in the review should look only at
target years after 2010 and not encompass the agreed emission ceilings for 2010. One delegation
suggested adding emission cellings for particulate matter emissions for 2010.

22.  TheExecutive Body:
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€) Took note of the progressin preparing for the review of the Gothenburg Protocol
and decided to revert to the recommendation by the Working Group on Strategies and Review
(EB.AIR/WG.5/70, para. 31) under agendaitem 7;

(b) Agreed that the work should use 2015 and 2020 as target years, while noting that
this choice should be re-evauaed in the light of the data qudity and uncertainty.

23.  TheCharman of the Working Group on Strategies and Review informed the Executive Body
about progress in preparing for the review of the Protocols on Heavy Metas and Persistent Organic
Pollutants (POPs). He noted that the process of ratification had been disappointingly dow, but the
Working Group had envisaged scheduling the reviews for 2005.

24.  Mr. Bdlaman dso informed the Executive Body that the Expert Group on POPs Assessment
had held its second meeting on 24- 26 October 2001 in Torun (Poland). The Expert Group intended
to support the review of the Protocol on POPs. It had reviewed assessments of those substances
that were subject to specific review requirementsin the Protocol (DDT, heptachlor, HCH/lindane,
polychlorinated terphenyls and Ugilec) and started work to assist Parties prepare preliminary risk
profiles and summary reports for possible new substances to be added to the Protocol, induding
pentabromodiphenyl ether, Dicofol, hexachlorobutadiene, pentachlorobenzene, polychlorinated
naphthalenes and short- chain chlorinated paraffins. In order to baseits results on abroad overview
of information covering the whole UNECE region, the Expert Group had drawn up a questionnaire
on these substances. Mr. Balaman invited the Executive Body to lend its support to this exercise and
encourage dl Parties, in particular those that were not participating in the work of the Expert Group,
to respond to the questionnaire.

25.  TheExecutive Body:

@ Urged dl Signatoriesto the Protocols that had not yet ratified them to speed up their
ratification procedures with the am of having the number of rtifications necessary for entry into force
by thetime of the Johannesburg Summit in September 2002;

(b) Decided that, in the review of the Protocol on Heavy Metds, priority would be given
to cadmium and mercury, while this did not exclude the need for action on other heavy metds,
including those not yet in the Protocol;

(© Agreed on the need to review the technica annexes to the Protocols on Heavy
Metals and POPs and to continue work on the development of an effect- based approach;
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(d)  Agreed that the reviews of the Protocols on Heavy Metals and POPs could be
scheduled to start in 2005;

(e Noted the work of the Expert Group on POPswas well under way, and caled upon
Parties to support thiswork by responding to the questionnaire drawn up by the Expert Group.

26.  Mr. Bdlaman introduced the draft framework advisory code of good agricultura practice for
reducing ammonia emissions (EB.AIR/WG.5/2001/7), the work of the Expert Group on Ammonia
Abatement. The code was intended to ass st Parties to the Gothenburg Protocol fulfil their obligation
under annex 1X.

27. Hedsodrew attention to the proposal by France to lead a new expert group on

techno- economic issues (EB.AIR/WG.5/2001/8), whose main tasks would be updating existing
techno- economic databases on emission reduction technologies and drawing up draft revisions of
texts on techno-economic issues to be included in, or annexed to, existing protocols.

28.  TheExecutive Body:

€) Adopted the draft framework advisory code of good agricultura practice for
reducing anmonia emissions (EB.AIR/WG.5/2001/7) to asss future Parties to the Gothenburg
Protocol in developing codes at the nationd leve, as required by annex 1X to the Gothenburg
Protocol;

(b) Agreed to establish a new Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues
(EB.AIR/WG.5/2001/8), to be led by France, noting that its first meeting was expected to be held in
the first quarter of 2002.

29.  Mr. Bdlaman findly introduced the work on the communication strategy, highlighting the
results of the open-ended group of experts (EB.AIR/WG.5/2001/3). He outlined the seven
recommendations of the group, including making better use of the Internet especidly improving the
Convention's own web pages, increasing the participation of NGOs in mestings of the Convention,
improving the questionnaire on strategies and policiesfor air pollution abatement, and updating the
brochure on the Gothenburg Protocol, possibly in other languages.

30. Oneddegation fdt that the highest priority should be to update and improve the Convention's
web Ste, noting that this was currently one of the most useful environmenta web sites. The
secretariat confirmed that it planned to update the content and modify the structure of the web Stein
the early part of 2002.

31.  Thedeegation of Canadaindicated that it would be willing to support the work of updating
the Gothenburg brochure, provided that there was assistance from other Parties.
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32.  Severd deegations expressed their interest in a workshop on communications and agreed to
take the necessary steps to organize this provided that adequate resources could be found. The
delegation of the Netherlands emphasized in this context the importance of improving the
questionnaire on gtrategies and policies for air pollution abatement. The Netherlands had provided
resources for work on improving the questionnaire and was interested in continuing this support.

33.  TheExecutive Body:

@ Endorsed the god's and recommendations of the open-ended group of expertson
elements for acommunication strategy for the Convention (EB.AIR/WG.5/2001/3, paras. 4-12);

(b) Requested the secretariat, with the help of Parties, to improve the presentation and
user-friendliness of the Convention's web page and urged Parties to tranamit to the secretariat any
additiond ideas for improving the structure or content of the pages;

(@] Welcomed the possibility of aworkshop on enhanced communicaions for the
Convention, noting a preparatory meeting would be held in due time to report to the Working Group
on Strategies and Review a its thirty-fourth sesson. The workshop might examine ways of improving
the questionnaire on strategies and policies and the associated 2004 review. Participants could
include experts on communications and public relations, NGOs, and journdigts,

(d) We comed the offer of Canada to reproduce the brochure on the Gothenburg
Protocol in English, noting that Canada would assess the printing costs and contribute at least part of
the finandng.

V. COMPLIANCE WITH PROTOCOL OBLIGATIONS

34.  TheCharmaninvited hisVice-Chairman, Mr. R. Balaman, to chair thisagendaitem. The
Executive Body agreed to this change.

35.  Mr. P. Szdl (United Kingdom), Chairman of the Implementation Committee, introduced its
fourth report (EB.AIR/2001/3). Asamatter of priority, the Committee had considered the
submissions by Norway, Finland and Italy concerning their compliance with the 1991 Protocol on the
Control of Emissions of Volatile Organic Compounds or their Transboundary Huxes. The
Committee had concluded that the three Parties were in non compliance with their emission reduction
obligations under the VOC Protocol and had prepared arecommendation for each case.

36.  Mr. Széll dso presented the Committee’ s recommendation concerning Parties compliance
with their reporting obligations. The Committee had examined progress by Parties that had been
subject to Executive Body decision 2000/2. It noted that Liechtenstein, Luxembourg and the
European Community had still not complied with the reporting requirementsin question
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(EB.AIR/2001/3, para. 30 (c)-(e)). Mr. Szdll highlighted the problem that Parties had with the
timeliness of submitting reports, in particular emission data

37.  Mr. Szdl drew atention to the in-depth review of the compliance by the Parties with their
emission reduction obligations under the VOC Protocol conducted at the request of the Executive
Body. He dso highlighted the proposed amendments (EB.AIR/2001/3, para. 59) to the
Committee sterms of reference (Executive Body decision 1997/2), which would bring the text into
line with established practice. Mr. Szdll findly expressed his specid gratitude to the long-standing
Committee members that were stepping down and to the secretariat.

38.  Theddegations of Norway, Finland and Italy explained the circumstances leading to their
non-compliance with their emission reduction obligations under the VOC Protocol. They expressed
their gppreciatio n to the Implementation Committee for the attention given to their cases. They
outlined the measures they had taken to remedy the Situation and bring them back into compliance as
quickly as possible.

39.  Theddegation of Sweden informed the Executive Body thet it wasin asmilar Stuation as
Norway, Finland and Italy and had dso failed to comply with its emission reduction obligation under
the VOC Protocoal. It had submitted its case to the Implementation Committee, but thiswastoo late
for consderation in its fourth report. The delegation considered that the recommendations formul ated
for Norway, Finland and Italy also applied to it and it would act accordingly by preparing the
requested information for the Committee.

40.  One delegation questioned to whom the decision, once adopted by the Executive Body,
would be addressed. 1t dso wondered whether there were any plans to publicise the decisions.

41.  Inthediscussion, some delegations referred to the uncertainties linked to VOC emission data.

Other ddegations drew attention to the need for emission reduction measuresin dl VOC-emitting
sectors, including the solvents sector. The Chairman of the Implementation Committee confirmed
that the Committee had considered these issues when preparing its report.

42.  Therepresentative of EEA noted that the work of the Implementation Committee could
provide useful insight into the experiences gained and possible difficulties encountered in implementing
emission reduction measures. He asked if the Committee intended to evauate this experience. The
Chairman of the Committee pointed out thet this was not within the Committee s mandate.

43.  Severd delegations expressed serious concern regarding the state of implementation of the
VOC Protocol as reflected in chapter 111 of the fourth report of the Implementation Committee
(EB.AIR/2001/3, paras. 46-51). They were particularly concerned that three of the Parties
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identified in that report had not made a submission to the Committee and were, hence, not subject
to adraft Executive Body decison.

44.  Theddegation of Soveniainformed the Executive Body about progressin work following on
from Executive Body decision 2000/1 concerning Slovenia s compliance with the 1994 Odo
Protocol. A draft environmentd action plan for the Trbovlje power plant had been drawn up and
presented to the Government. This had been rgjected and improvements requested. A new draft
was expected for early 2002. Sloveniawould keep the Implementation Committee informed.

45.  Concerning the reporting of emission data, the secretariat informed the Executive Body that it
had recently received a submission by Spain that included emission data up to 1998. Spain had
indicated that it would submit the missing datafor 1999 and data for 2000 by 31 January 2002. No
submisson by Luxembourg, contrary to what that Party had announced (EB.AIR/2001/3, para. 30
(d)), had been received.

46.  Theddegation of the Russian Federation informed the Executive Body that it had now
completed its revised emisson inventory and would submit its find and complete emission dataon
sulphur and nitrogen oxides (covering dl relevant emission sources), as required by the Helsinki
Protocol and the Sofia Protocol, by 31 January 2002.

47.  Therepresentative of the European Community (EC) expressed his regret about itsinability
to submit emission data as required under the protocols. He indicated that it would submit all
available datain early 2002, but noted that this would not cover al its member States. It recognized
that it needed to increase pressure on the Member State that had not provided the required emission
data to prepare thisinformation without undue delay.

48.  Inthelight of the discussion, the Executive Body:

€) Took note of the fourth report of the Implementation Committee (EB.AIR/2001/3),
expressing its greet gppreciation to the members of the Committee and its Chairman for their
excdlent work;

(b) Adopted decision 2001/1 on the compliance by Norway with the 1991 VOC
Protocol (annex I);

(© Also adopted decision 2001/2 on the compliance by Finland with the 1991 VOC
Protocol (annex I1);

(d) Furthermore adopted decision 2001/3 on the compliance by Italy with the 1991
VOC Protocol (annex I11);
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(e Requested the secretariat to communicate these decisions to the Ministers of Foreign
Affars of the Parties in question;

® Requested the Implementation Committee to consider the difference between its
approach to Parties in non-compliance making a submisson on this matter and those Partiesin non-
compliance not making such a submission and to report back to it at its twentieth session;

(9 Adopted decision 2001/4 on compliance by the Parties with their reporting
obligations (annex IV);

(h Adopted the amendments, proposed by the Committee (EB.AIR/2001/3, para. 59),
to its decison 1997/2 (annex V);

(0 Decided to delegate to its Bureau the authority to select a replacement member for
the Implementation Committee from the same Party in a case where, due to exceptiona
circumstances, amember had become permanently unavailable;

0) Requested the Committee to conduct in 2002 an in-depth review on compliance by
Parties with their obligations under the 1994 Od o Protocol on Further Reduction of Sulphur
Emissons

(9] Noted that the following two members remained on the Committee for another year:
Mr. Crigtiano PIACENTE (Italy) and Ms. Tine KJAERUL FF (Denmark);

()] Re- dected as members, for another term of two years:
- Mr. Tuomas KUOKKANEN (Finland);
- Mr. lvan MOJIK (Slovakia); and
- Mr. Patrick SZEL L (United Kingdom) as Chairman,

(m)  Electedfor afirst term of two years:
- Ms. Sue BINIAZ (United States);
- Mr. Volkert KEIZER (Netherlands);
- Mr. Lars LINDAU (Sweden); and
- Mr. Stephan MICHEL (Switzerland); and

(n Expressed its gratitude to the outgoing members of the Committee for the years of
dedicated work in establishing the working procedures of the Committee:

- Mr. Harad DOVLAND (Norway);
- Mr. Ramén GUARDANS (Spain);

- Mr. Masud HUSAIN (Canada); and
- Mr. Dieter JOST (Germany).
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VI. PROGRESSIN CORE ACTIVITIES

A. Cooper ative Programme for Monitoring and Evaluation of the L ong-range
Transmission of Air Pallutantsin Europe (EMEP)

49.  Mr. M. Williams (United Kingdom), Chairman of the EMEP Steering Body, introduced the
report of itstwenty-fifth sesson (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/2). He emphasized that the new structure had
now started to show the intended results. Because of the support on technical issues from its task
forces, in particular the new Task Force on Measurements and Modelling, the Steering Body had
now been able to give more attention to Strategic issues. He aso informed the Executive Body that
the long-term strategy for EM EP 2000- 2009 had now been published (ECE/EB.AIR/73).

50.  The Chairman of the EMEP Steering Body drew the attention of the Executive Body to the
work on particulate matter. He emphasized the need for monitoring on the basis of the programme
adopted by the Steering Body. He dso highlighted the importance of efforts by Parties to develop
emission inventories for particulate matter and hoped that the Coordinated European Programme on
Particulate Matter Emission Inventories, Projections and Guidance (CEPMEIP), coordinated by
EEA and EMEP, would provide some assistance to Partiesin completing thistask. Parties were dso
urged to review the data on abatement options and their costs to be used for integrated assessment
modedlling of particulate matter; the Centre for Integrated Assessment Modelling (CIAM) had made
these avalable via the Internet. While much progress had been made for POPs and heavy metds,
sgnificant further efforts were also needed with respect to emission and monitoring data

51.  Mr. Williams pointed out that one of the mgor challenges for EMEP was the devel opment of
the unified Eulerian model. Good documentation of the modd and a thorough comparison of its
modelling results with those of the previoudy used Lagrangian mode were necessary to get experts
to accept the model and to build the confidence of Parties in this new tool to that they would use it for
future negotiations on abatement policies.

52.  Mr. Williams dso drew the attention of delegeations to the upcoming workshop of the Task
Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling on uncertainty management in integrated assessment
moddling to be held a& CIAM at the Internationd Indtitute for Applied Systems Andysis (IIASA) in
Laxenburg (Audtria) on 24-25 January 2002. A workshop under the Task Force on Emission
Inventories and Projections on the vaidation and evauation of air emisson inventories would be held
on 14-16 October 2002 in Gothenburg (Sweden).

53.  Thedeegation of the United States informed the Executive Body thet it intended to
organize in autumn 2002 a follow- up workshop to the EMEP workshop held in June in Palisades
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(United States). The workshop would address the hemispheric trangport of air pollutants. The
delegation of Germany expressed its interest in the topic and offered to co-sponsor this
workshop.

54.  Thedeegation of Canada noted that it had reviewed the new emission reporting guidelines
adopted in principle by the EMEP Steering Body. 1t had identified some points of concernto it,
regarding both the technica content and the legal status of the draft. 1t was committed to supporting
the work to findlize the guideines and would coordinate with experts from the United States and
present its comments to the editoria group.

55.  Thedeegation of Germany expressed concern about the workload generated by different
emission data reporting schemes and urged the Executive Body to enhance harmonization with the
guidelines (new reporting format) of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.

56.  The ddegation of Kazakhstan expressed its satisfaction at having become Party to the
Convention. It intended to participate in the work of the subsidiary bodies under the Convention and
was looking forward to joining the task forces and cooperating in the technical work under way in the
framework of the Convention. Kazakhstan was interested in the Convention’s priority areas and had
designated bodies and nominated heads of delegation for each of the Convention’s main subsidiary
bodies.

57.  TheExecutive Body:

€) Took note of the report of the twenty-fifth sesson of the EMEP Steering Body
(EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/2);

(b Approved the priorities for its work up to 2004 and the medium:term work
programme (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/9);

(© Noted the progress made on heavy metas and POPs modelling, monitoring and
emissoninventories, and caled upon Parties to support this work, especidly by reporting more and
better data on measurements and emissons,

(d) Noted the progress in the development of the Eulerian modd for acidifying and
eutrophying pollutants and for ozone, and recommended that work should continue to clarify the
differences between this and the old modd!;

(e Welcomed the progress achieved in the work on particulate matter (PM) and
approved the adopted monitoring programme;

® Cadled upon Parties to initiate PM monitoring work as quickly as possible, to
review the data related to primary PM emission generating activities and their cogts that the
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Centre for Integrated Assessment Moddling (CIAM) had made available on the Internet, and
make every effort to report this year for thefirg time their emissons of PM;

(9 Approved the terms of reference for the Task Force on Measurements and
Moddling as well asitswork programme;

(h Expressed its support for the preparation of the assessment report and called upon
Parties to contribute to the work planned;

0] We comed the cooperation with the EEA European Environment Information and
Observation Network (EIONET) and expressed its support for harmonizing the reporting of air
quality dataand air emissions,

0) Noted the shift of emphasisin the work of the Task Force on Emission Inventories
and Projections in the coming years to focus on data qudity;

(K) Endorsed the procedure adopted by the Steering Body to move towards new
emission reporting guiddines by adopting a pilot phase to dlow Partiesto goply the new guiddinesin
the 2001 reporting round, while requesting the Task Force on Emission Inventories and Projections
to review them, in particular with aview to harmonizing the reporting format with thet of the United
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, and called upon Parties to support this work;

()] Took note with gppreciation of the further development of integrated assessment
models, especialy concerning the assessment of uncertainties, and called upon Parties to support the
work of the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling on urban air quality moddling;

(m  Approved the proposed budget of CIAM for 2002 and 2003 as set out in the report
of the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Moddlling (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/3, paras. 57-58) and
cdled upon Parties to make every effort to provide the necessary funding for the work on integrated
assessment modelling to be conducted as foreseen in the work plan; and

(n) Endorsed the conclusions and recommendations of the workshop on photo-oxidants,
particles, and haze across the Arctic and the North Atlantic: Transport observations and moddls, and
agreed that thiswork should be pursued with high priority taking a hemispheric perspective in
collaboration dso with Asan scientists.

B. Effects of major air pollutants on human health and the environment

58.  Mr. B. Achermann (Switzerland), Vice Chairman of the Working Group on Effects,
introduced the report on its twentieth sesson (EB.AIR'WG.1/2001/2). He summarized the most
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important results of the Working Group on Effects, the Internationa Cooperative Programmes and
the Task Force on the Health Aspects of Air Pollution (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/3), stressed the
importance of the active participation of al Parties to the Convention in the ongoing activities,
emphasized the further development of cooperation with other subsidiary bodies, in particular with

the EMEP Steering Body, and noted the strengthened links with relevant ingtitutions and organizations
outside the Convention. He dso underlined the need for close coordination of work-plans and
collaboration in their implementation with the Clean Air for Europe (CAFE) programme of the
European Commisson.

59.  Hedrew specid attention to the preparation of the draft long-term Strategy of the effect
oriented activitiestill 2010 (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/4), and to the draft medium-term work-plan for the
further development of the effect-oriented activities for 2002-2004 (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/5), aimed
a updating scientific knowledge and data on the current state and trends in the qudity of the
environment and on the effects of sdlected air pollutants.

60.  Mr. Achermann further noted, in particular:

€) Thedrawing-up of the draft outline of the report on the assessment of present air
pollution effects and their recorded trends (EB.AIRMWG.1/2001/3, annex VI11), which might be
presented by the Working Group to the Executive Body in 2004 as its contribution to, and technica
support for, the expected review/revision of the exigting protocols to the Convention;

(b) Progress achieved in updating the European critical |oads dataand maps, in
developing the effect-based approaches for heavy metds, and in studying the effects of ozone on
vegetation and determining its critica fluxes

(© The recommendation of the Working Group on Effects to change the name of ICP on
Mapping Critica Levelsand Loadsto ICP on Modelling and Mapping of Critical Levels and Loads
and Air Pollution Effects, Risksand Trends;

(d) The preparation of the summary report on the occurrence, movement and effects of
sdected heavy metds (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/10) and technical reports on this topic to be published

by individud programmes;

(e The important results of the Task Force on the Health Aspects of Air Pollution on the
assessment of the hedlth risks of heavy metals and persistent organic pollutants and the substantial
contribution and continuing coordination provided to these activities by the Bonn Office of the WHO
European Centre for Environment and Hedth (ECEH);

® Noted with appreciation the excellent support provided by the secretary to the
Working Group, Mr. R. Chragt, over many years.
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61.  Mr. M. Krzyzanowski , Chairman of the Task Force on the Health Aspects of Air Pollution
and representative of WHO/ECEH noted that the Air Qudity and Health programme of the WHO
Regiond Office for Europe, had moved from Bilthoven (Netherlands) to Bonn (Germany), where
WHO/ECEH continued to provide the secretariat to the Task Force.

62.  Atitsfourth meeting held in December 2001 in Bonn, the Task Force had reviewed the first
draft of the assessment of the“Hedth risks of persstent organic pollutants from long-range
transboundary air pollution” and agreed on itsfindization. Further work of the Task Force would
include the evaluation of the effects of particulate matter and, later, ozone and NO,. Thiswork
would benefit from the WHO project “ Systemdtic review of hedth aspects of ar quaity in Europe’,
implemented in support of CAFE and with financia support from the European Commission, which
would provide scientific background on the hedth effects of exposure. The Task Force would focus
on linking exposure with long- range transboundary air pollution.

63.  The Task Force discussed a need for establishing a permanent core group, complemented
and supplemented by specific experts for specific tasks. This should enable the Task Forceto be
more proactive in advising the Working Group on Effects, the Executive Body and policy makers
about hedth problems arising from the long-range transport of air pollution, in addition to addressing
specific tasks assgned to it. The need for consstent support from Parties (both financial and expert)
was emphasized, especidly for such aproactiverole.

64. Sofar, the necessary internaiona coordination activities of the Task Force had been funded
by WHO/ECEH (about US$ 60,000 per year, including staff costs for 2000-2001). However,
these resources were not assured for future years. Despite the voluntary contribution from
Switzerland (85,000 Sw F) to support activities of the Task Force in 2001-2003, additiona
resources were urgently required. Fulfilling dl hedth-reated tasks envisaged in the medium-term
work-plan would require a substantia increase in funds (to some US$ 100,000 per year).

65.  TheExecutive Body:

@ Took note of the report of the twentieth sesson of the Working Group on Effects
(EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/2);

(b) Noted the important results achieved by the Internationa Cooperative Programmes
and the Task Force on the Hedth Aspects of Air Pallution in developing further the effect oriented
activities under the Convention (EB.AIR/'WG.1/2001/3);

(@] Stressed again the importance of the active participation of al Partiesto the
Convention, the effective cooperation among the programmes, task forces and coordinating
centres under the Working Group on Effects, and their close collaboration with EMEP, aswell as
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the development of close links with rlevant ingtitutions and organizations outsde the
Convention;

(d) Agreed to change the name of ICP on Mapping Critical Levels and Loadsto ICP on
Moddling and Mgpping of Critica Levels and Loads and Air Pollution Effects, Risks and Trends;

(e Took note of the long-term strategy and approved the aims of the effect- oriented
activitiestill 2010 (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/4);

® Approved the medium-term work- plan for the further development of the effect-
oriented activities for 2002-2004 (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/5) and invited the Working Group on Effects
and the Steering Body of EMEP to continue their close cooperation in implementing its priority tasks;

(9 Wecomed the draft outline for the 2004 substantive report on the assessment of
present air pollution effects and their recorded trends (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/3, annex V111), while
recognizing that this demanding task would require additiona resources,

(h Noted with appreciation the further development of the Mapping Manua and the
continued updating of the European critical loads data set and maps,

0] Welcomed progress in studying the effects of ozone on vegetation, in determining the
critica flux for the effects of ozone, andin ng economic losses due to ozone;

0) Recognized the need to develop further effect-based approaches for heavy metdls, to
test the methodology for deriving nationd critical loads data for Pb and Cd, and to assessthe
compatibility/comparability of nationd datain view of their possible futur e use for preparing European
maps of critica loads of heavy metds,

(K) Noted the summary report on the occurrence, movement and effects of selected
heavy metds (EB.AIR/WG.1/2001/10) and invited ICPs and the Task Force on the Health Aspects
of Air Pollution to continue summarizing, assessing and publishing recent data and new knowledge
and information on heavy metads and their effects;

()] Stressed again the important role of dynamic modelling in producing comprehensive
information on time scales of damage and recovery, as an input to integrated assessment modelling
and a contribution to risk assessment activities on anationa aswell asaregiond scde and invited the
Joint Expert Group on Dynamic Moddling to continue its activities; and
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(m  Wecomed the plans to publish reports on the preliminary assessment of the hedlth
risks of heavy metals and persistent organic pollutants, and stressed again the importance of
continuing the assessment of the hedlth risks of particulate matter, especidly in view of developing
indicatorg/criteriafor the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling.

VIl. MEDIUM -TERM WORK-PLAN

66. Mr. K. Bull presented the overview of the work-plan for the Convention (EB.AIR/2001/9)
on behdf of the Bureau of the Executive Body. He noted the Bureau’ s intention to draw aitention to
the main issues to be considered when planning the reviews of the three protocols not yet in force.
The Bureau was aware that much preparatory work had been done by its subsidiary bodies but
wished to highlight some of the scientific and technical dements that might be included in the future
reviews. While noting the subsidiary bodies' comments on possible bottlenecks and the ambitious
and demanding nature of the work, the Bureau wished to give the Executive Body the gpportunity to
identify its priorities while taking into account such issues as economic importance, complexity of the
work and likelihood of achieving success, and the adequacy of resources for completing work in
time

67.  Mr. P.WICKS (European Community) drew attention to the recent meeting of the
European Commission’s CAFE programme and the development of its detailed work-plan. Because
of possible difficulties with meeting deadlines for technica and scientific outputs, a findization date of
2005 had now been proposed instead of 2004. A CAFE web Ste was available at:
http://Awww.europa.eu.int/comm/environment/air/cafe.htm.

68.  Inthefollowing discussion, one delegetion drew attention to the importance of nationa
contributions, both of dataand dso of financia support for coordination activities and workshops.
Other delegations stressed the importance of the pardld activities taking place under the CAFE
programme and proposed that a similar “project plan” approach be adopted making use of the work
done under CAFE. They pointed out the interdependency of the work under the Convention and
under CAFE, and noted the overlap of issues, data and many of the participating countries. The
Vice-Chairman of the Working Group on Effects indicated that delays in outputs from the dynamic
modelling work were due to problems of addressing nitrogen and eutrophication. It was pointed out
thet the planned meeting of the Bureaux of the EMEP Steering Body and the Working Group on
Effects would be an excellent time for experts from the programme centres to draw up a coordinated
medium:-term work-plan.

69. Inview of the discusson, and noting the need for taking decisions outstanding from item5,
the Executive Body decided:
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€) To schedule the review of the Gothenburg Protocol, in view of its expected entry into
force in 2003, to commence in 2004,

(b That this review should encompass particulate matter and its health impacts, and take
account of available knowledge on the hemispheric transport of ar pollutants;

(© To support the coordination of work by EMEP and the Working Group on Effects
and authorize the technical bodies and centres to share information and datainformally as soon as
they become available to speed up the process;

(d) To take note of the plans for the next workshop scheduled by NEBEI, which would
be devoted to the economic valuation of ecosystem damage; and

(e To request the Bureau of the EMEP Steering Body and the Extended Bureau of the
Working Group on Effects at their meeting, scheduled for February 2002, to develop a coordinated
mediumt:term work-plan, taking note of the planning activities dready carried out by the CAFE
programme, and report this to the Bureau of the Executive Body and the Working Group on
Strategies and Review at their next meetings.

VIIl. STRATEGIESAND POLICIES OF PARTIESAND SIGNATORIESTO THE
CONVENTION FOR THE ABATEMENT OF AIR POLLUTION

70.  The secretariatintroduced the remaining section of the draft 2000 Review of Strategies and
Policies (EB.AIR/2000/2/Add.2) and the corrigenda to documents submitted &t the nineteenth
session (EB.AIR/2000/1/Corr.1; EB.AIR/2000/1/Add.1/Corr.1; EB.AIR/2000/1/Add.3/Corr.1)
based on corrections submitted by Parties.

71.  The ddegaion from Germany noted its corrections were not included in the corrigenda. The
secretariat regretted the omission but would keep these changes on file to use in the 2002 review
exercise. Severd other Parties suggested minor editoriad changesto the documents. They were
asked to submit these to the secretariat to be kept on file.

72.  Theddegation of the United States of Americaintroduced the draft Executive Summary of
Strategies and Policies of Air Pollution Abatement (EB.AIR/2001/1), which included background
information on the Convention and its protocols, based on replies to the 2000 questionnaire, as well
as 1998 emissonsdata It indicated this aimed to present a user-friendly summary of the Strategies
and policies of Partiesthat could be presented to governments and the public. The United States
offered to print atotal of 1000 copies, which would include coloured charts and graphs, in the three
ECE languages. Parties should submit corrections by 31 January 2002.
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73.  Onedeegate noted that the document avoided naming countries not meeting their emisson
targets, he felt that this obscured the results. Another suggested naming countries meetings targets as
amore positive approach. A third delegate pointed out that, since the document was based on 1998
data, nore recent information could not be reflected. 1t was stressed that the document should
clearly indicate that it was the review for 2000.

74.  The Executive Body took note of:

@ The corrigenda to the 2000 Review of Strategies and policies, and requested the
secretariat to record further corrections submitted by Parties and make use of these in the 2002
review exercise,

(b) The Executive Summary of the 2000 Review, expressed its gppreciation for the work
of the consultant provided by the United States, accepted the generous offer of that country to
publish it in three languages, suggested that the names of Parties effectively implementing protocols
should be highlighted in the fina verson, invited Parties to submit corrections to the secretariat by
31 January 2002, and requested its Bureau to take respongibility for approving the fina version.

75.  Thesecretariatintroduced the draft questionnaire on strategies and policies for 2002
(EB.AIR/2001/2), noting it contained two new sections. Section 7 (questions 50-58) was for the
1999 Gothenburg Protocol. In Section 8, the genera questions (59-71) had been revised as
proposed by a consultant from the Netherlands. This was intended to provide more focus for the
replies from Parties and to aid comparisons.  Furthermore, in response to suggestions made at the
elghteenth session, the secretariat had devel oped an Internet accessible questionnaire to facilitate
Parties replies. Thiswas planned to be on-line from 31 January and each Party would have a user
name and password to provide security. Replies would be due by 31 March 2002. The database of
replies would be made accessible on the Internet and a draft executive summary was planned for
submission to the Executive Bodly at its twentieth sesson for gpprova and fina publication.

76.  Thesecretariat demonstrated the Internet gpplication of the 2002 questionnaire on strategies
and policies for air pollution abatement. It indicated that, as usud, a covering letter would be sent to
ddegations by the end of January; thistime it would include technicd ingtructions on using the
electronic questionnaire, user names and passwords, as well as ECE contact information.

77.  Severd Parties noted the benefits of streamlining the questionnaire in future, as well as
coordinating it with other bodies requiring smilar information, such as the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), the United Nations Framework Convention
on Climate Change and EC. One organization suggested including a question in either the
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questionnaire or its covering letter on the effectiveness of measures taken by Parties. One Party
suggested strengthening the obligations for providing informeation on research and monitoring for
the Nitrogen Oxide and VOC Protocols. Theseissues were dl thought useful for congideration for
the 2004 review.

78.  TheExecutive Body:

@ Thanked the consultant from the Netherlands for his contribution to the revised
questionnaire and adopted the questionnaire with its new sections 7 and 8;

(b) Thanked the secretariat for developing the Internet gpplication and requested it be
used for the 2002 reporting on strategies and policies,

(© Agreed to consider questions on the effectiveness of measures undertaken, efforts at
sreamlining and coordination with other organizations, and strengthening the obligations on reporting
of research and monitoring when preparing for the 2004 review.

79.  Furthermore, the Executive Body decided to:

@ Make replies from Parties available on the Internet in the language in which they were
submitted and in English, in particular for consideration by the Implementation Committee, but dso
for access by Parties and the public;

(b) Produce a dr&ft report providing asummary of the most important information from
Parties, to be submitted to the Executive Body ét its twentieth session;

(© Compile information on emissons, critical loads, etc. provided by the EMEP Steering
Body and the Working Group on Effects, and

(d) Publish areport (major review for 2002), based on (b) and (c) above, to be made
available to the Executive Body & its twenty-first sesson.

IX. ACTIVITIESOF ECE BODIESAND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
RELEVANT TO THE CONVENTION

80.  The representative from UNEP reported on progress with the implementation of the
Stockholm Convention on POPs. So far 110 countries and one regiond organization had signed
and two countries had retified. The Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee would continue to
meet in the interim period and its next meeting was scheduled for June 2002. UNEP was
conducting a series of subregiond worksho ps to support implementation. It would conduct a
globa assessment of mercury and its compounds at the request of its Governing Council and
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would report at its next Council sesson in 2003. At present UNEP was developing a draft for
circulation to membe's of an openended working group that would meet in mid -2002 and
address this issue.

8l. Thesecretariat informed the Executive Body that it had sent aletter, as requested at its
elghteenth session, to the UNEP Governing Council inviting consderation of agoba assessment of
mercury and its compounds. Since the decison by the Governing Council, the secretariat had
responded to a request for information for the globa assessment from UNEP indicating the activities
and data of relevance to the Convention.

82.  Therepresentative from WMO noted that it was collaborating closaly with EMEP through its
Globd Atmosphere Watch (GAW) programme, for instance by co-chairing the Task Force on
Measurements and Moddling. Recent GAW activities had included the preparation of the “ Strategy
for the Implementation of the GAW Programme’, development of urban air quality issues through the
GAW Urban Research Meteorology and Environmental Project (GURME), and active coordination
of sadlite and ground-based measurements through the Integrated Globa Observing Strategy
(1GOS). The WMO Commission for Atmospheric Sciences would meet in Odo in February and the
European GAW activities would be reviewed at the workshop in RIGA in May.

83.  Therepresentative of EEA drew attention to the extenson of its membership to 33 in early
2002. He mentioned severa indicator-based EEA reports, as wdll as the recent report “ Reporting
on environmental measures: are we being effective?’ The new European Topic Centre on Air and
Climate Change aimed to support the Convention as well as the United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change, the CAFE Programme and the European Climate Change
Programme (ECCP). The representative was pleased to note the enhanced cooperation between
EEA and the bodies of the Convention.

84.  Theddegatefor EC drew attention to his earlier intervention relating to the medium-term
work-plan. He noted the importance of collaborative efforts between the CAFE programme and the
Convention, welcomed the efforts that were being made by the Convention’s subsidiary bodies, and
hoped that the collaboration would continue in this effective way.

85.  Thesecretariat stated thet it had received an invitation from the Acid Deposition Monitoring
Network in East Asa(EANET) to attend the first meeting of its Scientific Advisory Committee and
itsthird intergovernmenta meeting. Mr. K. Bull had attended the meetings and representatives of
|CP Forests and the Chemica Coordinating Centre of EMEP had attended the scientific meeting.
The Bureau of the Executive Body was keen for further collaboration between the two bodies and
the secretariat proposed to ensure that the EANET secretariat was informed of activities, documents
and mestings.
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86.  Indiscusson it was agreed that the Convention should continue its outresch activities to other
regions where air pollution initiatives were taking place.

X. WORK-PLAN

87.  The secretariat introduced the draft work-plan for the implementation of the Convention
(EB.AIR/2001/6) and the provisiond list of meetings for 2002, amended to reflect the discussion and
the decisons that the Executive Body had taken earlier in the sesson.

88.  While congdering its demanding work-plan for 2002, the Executive Body stressed the
importance of closer coopertion between the Convention and the CAFE programme, in particular in
harmonizing as much as possible their detailed work-plans and in their effective implementation. The
Executive Body aso requested its subsidiary bodies and invited the CAFE programme to make their
relevant provisond data available to one another without any delay.

89.  TheExecutive Body adopted its work-plan for 2002 as annexed below (annex VI).

90.  TheExecutive Body tentatively scheduled its twentieth sesson from 10 to
13 December 2002. A provisond list of meetings for 2002 is annexed below (annex VI11).

XI. FINANCIAL ISSUES

91. Thesecreariat introduced document EB.AIR/2001/7 on the financid requirements for the
implementation of EMEP. It drew attention to the status of the mandatory contributions and
explained that due to non payment by some Parties it had so far been impossible for the secretariat to
pay the EMEP centres the budgeted contributions for 2001 in full. The Situation had improved since
the document had been drafted, with full payments received from Croatia, Greece, Ireland and Spain.
Thisleft only six Partiesthat had not yet paid their 2001 mandatory contributions. A partid
payment for the outstanding arrears dating back to 1999 had been received from Italy. In addition,
the secretariat had received a voluntary contribution from Switzerland of Sw F 35,000 to support the
work of CEPMEIP to develop the particulate matter emission inventory.

92.  The secretariat dso informed the Executive Body about the payments by Ukraine. 1n 1999,
Ukraine had declared its intention to cover its arrearsin kind for 1992-1994 and 1996- 1998 and to
pay its contributions from 1999 onwardsin cash to the Trust Fund. A project to be undertaken in
2002-03 had now been set up between Ukraine and MSC-E as well asthe Indtitute for
Environmenta Protection in Poland, to cover the outstanding contributions in kind of Ukraine for the
years 1992-1994. The delegation of Ukraine reported on progress in preparing the project, which
was ready to gart in January.
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93. Thesecretariat dso explained that, at the request of the EMEP Bureau, it had contacted the
ten Parties to the Convention (Armenia, EStonia, Georgia, |cdland, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Lithuania, Republic of Moldova, Romania, and the former Y ugodav Republic of Macedonia) thet
were not yet Party to the EMEP Protocol and asked them to consider accession to the EMEP
Protocol. It had drawn attention to the fact that al Parties to the Convention benefited from the work
of EMEP and would be expected to contribute their fair share toitsfinancing.

94.  Thedeegdion of Italy informed the Executive Body thet it had now effected payment of all
its outstanding arrears, including its EMEP contribution for 2001.

95.  Thedeegeation of Lithuaniainformed the Executive Body that it was in the process of
completing its ratification of the EMEP Protocol. It expected this process to be completed in the first
haf of 2002.

96. Theddegation of Kazakhstan informed the Executive Body that it was studying possibilities
for contributing its share to the work under the Convention. There were difficulties persuading its
Government to contribute financialy to EMEP when the country was working hard to establish
policies necessary to fulfil its obligations under the Convention.

97.  TheExecutive Body:

@ Adopted the detailed use of resources in 2002 as set out in table 2 of
EB.AIR/2001/7 and on the scale of mandatory contributions as set out in table 3 (last two columns)
of EB.AIR/2001/7;

(b) Confirmed its decison of the seventeenth session to keep the budget for 2003 at the
same level asin 2000, 2001 and 2002 (US$ 2,040,495) and to calculate the mandatory
contributions for these years in United States dollars according to the 2000 United Nations scde of
asEesIMents,

(© Requested the Steering Body, with the assistance of its Bureaw, to consider further
the details of the 2003 budget together with the work- plan for gpprova by the Executive Body &t its
twentieth session;

(d) Furthermore requested the Steering Body, with the assistance of its Bureau, to
consder the budget requirements for the years after 2003 and prepare a proposal for approva by
the Executive Body t its twentieth session;

(e Urged Parties to pay their 2001 contributions in cash to the Trugt Fund (Annex X1) if
they had not yet done so and, in 2002, to pay their contributionsin February/March according to the
procedure that would be explained in acircular letter by the secretariat;
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M Requested the secretariat to study the possibility of adopting the annua budget of
EMEPin euro instead of United States dollars in the future, and

(9 Expressed its thanks to Switzerland for its voluntary contribution to EMEP.

98.  Thesecretariat introduced a note on the financing of core activities, including the relevant
decision and recommendation (EB.AIR/2001/8), and provided updated informetion on the voluntary
contributions received in 2001.

99.  Noting the earlier discussons and decision of the Executive Body concerning the importance
of further work on assessing the hedlth aspects of long-range transboundary air pollution, and in view
of the demanding tasks that the Task Force on the Health Aspects of Air Pollution was requested to
undertake in 2002- 2004, it was agreed that the necessary funding for essentia internationa
coordination of its activities should be addressed by the decison and recommendation.

100. After in-depth discussion, the Executive Body decided to increase the budget for the 2002
essentid coordination costs for core activities not funded through the EMEP Protocol by

USS$ 100,000, to dlocate this sum to the Task Force on the Hedth Aspects of Air Pollution, and to
amend the tables in document EB.AIR/2001/8 (annex | and annex 11, appendix) accordingly.

101. TheExecutive Body:

@ Approved the total budget for 2002, which included 3% programme support costs,
of US$ 1,920,950 for essentid internationd coordination of the core activities not funded through the
EMEP Protocol (annex VIII);

(b Adopted decision 2001/5 and the recommendation on the financing of core activities
in 2002- 2004 (annex I1X);

(© Welcomed the voluntary contributions made to the Trust fund in 2001 and urged
Parties to continue to provide their important financia support to the activities under the Convention
on avoluntary bassto the Trust Fund (Annex XI).

XIl. FACILITATION OF PARTICIPATION BY COUNTRIESWITH ECONOMIES
IN TRANSITION

102.  On behdf of the Bureau of the Executive Body Mr. K. Bull introduced the proposals of the
Bureau to revise decison 1997/4 on the facilitation of participation by countries with economiesin
trangtion (EB.AIR/2001/5). He noted there had been a need to update the previous list of
countries eigible for support, taking into account, for example, new Parties to the Convention.
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The Bureau had intended to provide the maximum flexibility for use of the funds but il giving
priority to negotiating goups and related meetings. It was aso aware that the funds available were
very limited so care was needed to ensure areasonable level of support to dl digible Parties.

103. The deegate of Kazakhstan indicated the willingness of his country, as anew Party, to
participate fully in the work of the Convention and its intention to accede to the Convention’s
protocols. It was, therefore, important that Kazakhstan should attend al meetings of the main
subsidiary bodies as well as of the Executive Body so that it could get afuller picture of what was
happening under the Convention, understand possible future obligations and explore mechanisms for
implementation through, for example, help with the development of nationd Srategies. The trust fund
support was important to ensure that Kazakhstan was an active Party to the Convention.

104. The Director of the Environment and Human Settlements Divison noted the positive position
adopted by Kazakhstan and welcomed the support that the Convention was proposing. He regretted
the lack of funds available from the regular United Nations budget and drew attention to the
continued need for extrabudgetary funds to support the participation of delegates from countriesin
trangtion. He urged Partiesto investigate if their national devel opment assistance agencies had funds
that might be made available for this purpose.

105. The deegate of Poland, as aformer country with an economy in trangtion, offered to provide
advice to those countries still needing support.

106. TheExecutive Body:

€) Adopted Decision 2001/6 on the facilitation of participation of countrieswith
economies in trangtion (annex X);

(b) Urged Parties to make voluntary contributions to the Trust Fund for supporting the
participation of countries with economiesin trangtion in the coming year. (Details of methods of
payment are provided in annex XI1.)

XI11. ELECTION OF OFFICERS

107. Mr. H. Dovland (Norway) was re-dected Chairman. Messs. D. Hreek (Slovenia),

W. Harnett (United States), and L. Lindau (Sweden) were re-dected Vice-Chairmen. The
Chairmen of the EMEP Steering Body (Mr. M. Williams, United Kingdom), the Implementation
Committee (Mr. P. Széll, United Kingdom), the Working Group on Strategies and Review

(Mr. R. Bdlaman, Switzerland) and the Working Group on Effects (Chairman Mr. H.-D. Gregor,
Germany) were also eected as Vice Charmen. Mr. R. Balaman was re-elected as Chairman of the
Working Group on Strategies and Review.
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XIV. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

108. The Executive Body adopted for genera distribution the report of its nineteenth sesson on 14
December 2001.



