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Note by the secretariat 

 
INTRODUCTION 

 
1. This note summarizes the work of the Bureau, including the results of the two meetings 
of the extended EMEP Bureau held in London on 9 November 2005 and in Geneva from 1 to 3 
March 2006. The Bureau’s proposals related to the financing of EMEP are presented in the 
document on financial and budgetary matters (ECE/EB.AIR/GE.1/2006/11). 
 
2. The following Bureau members attended one or both of the Bureau meetings: 
Mr. J. Schneider (Austria) as Chair, Mr. P. Grennfelt (Sweden), Mr. J. Rea (United Kingdom), 
Ms. L. Rouil (France), Mr. J. Santroch (Czech Republic), Ms. S. Vidic (Croatia) and Ms. M. 
Wichmann-Fiebig (Germany). Mr. K. Wieringa (Netherlands) did not participate in either 
meeting. 
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3. Representatives from the four EMEP Centres, the Centre for Integrated Assessment 
Modelling (CIAM), the Chemical Coordinating Centre (CCC), the Meteorological Synthesizing 
Centre –  East (MSC-E) and the Meteorological Synthesizing Centre – West (MSC-W), as well as 
the UNECE secretariat participated in one or both meetings. Mr. R. Derwent (United Kingdom), 
Co-Chair of the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling; Mr. R. Maas (Netherlands), Chair 
of the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling; Ms. K. Rypdal (Norway), Chair of the 
Task Force on Emission Inventories and Projections; and Mr. A. Zuber (European Commission), 
Co-Chair of the Task Force on Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution, also participated in one 
or both meetings. Mr. T. Keating (United States), Co-Chair of the Task Force on Hemispheric 
Transport of Air Pollution, participated in the second meeting. Mr. R. Ballaman (Switzerland), 
Chair of the Working Group on Strategies and Review, attended the second meeting.  
 

I. PROGRESS IN EMEP ACTIVITIES 
AND PLANNING OF FUTURE WORK 

 
4. The Bureau discussed progress in EMEP activities and future work following the order of 
the Executive Body’s 2006 workplan, item 2. It received oral progress reports from the task 
forces and the Centres. Summaries of the discussions on this item appear in the minutes of the 
Bureau’s meetings, which can be accessed as informal documents in English on the Internet at 
www.unece.org/env/emep/welcome.html. 
 
5. The Bureau noted with satisfaction the focus on emission inventory improvement and 
acknowledged the importance of this work line, both for compliance checking and for use of 
emission data in modelling. While it was essential for an EMEP Centre to play a leading role in 
this process, but detailed expertise on emissions in  the Centres was rather limited at that stage. 
The Bureau discussed the options and possibilities for reducing this institutional shortcoming 
that were presented in an informal document prepared by the Chair. Several participants 
favoured an option which would assign certain tasks to the European Environment Agency 
(EEA). A recommendation was made to explore some options for cooperating with EEA on 
emissions. 
 
6. The Bureau discussed the revision of the Emission Reporting Guidelines, noting the need 
to strengthen the reporting requirements for particulate matter (PM), issues of transparency, and 
the need for source lists for persistent organic pollutants (POPs) and heavy metals. The Bureau 
agreed with the importance of harmonization with reporting under EU Directive 2001/81/EC 
onnational emission ceilings and the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCCC) (on projections), although it felt that harmonization of reporting deadlines was 
premature at this stage. It stressed that certain pollutants deserved particular attention, such as 
PM, heavy metals and POPs. The Guidelines played an essential role in facilitating compliance 
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checking, and the Bureau recommended that the Implementation Committee be made aware of 
this. 
 
7. The Bureau noted that for heavy metals the modelled data were, on average, half the 
value of the observations. There was still scientific uncertainty regarding the cause of these 
discrepancies, and further work on this issue was needed, in close collaboration with the Task 
Force on Measurements and Modelling and the Task Force on Emission Inventories and 
Projections. In the discussion that followed, it was agreed that any data on heavy metal 
concentrations and depositions provided to other groups (e.g. for calculating exceedances of 
critical loads) would have to be designated as preliminary. The Bureau also noted that there was 
sometimes a lack of transparency concerning the assumptions in expert estimates for emission 
data. It advised the Centres to be cautious in assessing the correctness of officially submitted 
data and to make very transparent which data were used in the preparation of assessments. 
 
8. The Bureau agreed that a joint workshop involving the Task Force on Measurements and 
Modelling and the Task Force on Emission Inventories and Projections would be an excellent 
opportunity to discuss the uncertainties and the quality of the emission data. There was a need 
for a clear division of responsibility between MSC-E and MSC-W with regard to the heavy 
metals and POPs data that the Centres received. 
 
9. The Bureau urged MSC-W to give high priority to work to improve PM modelling, in 
particular for elemental and organic carbon, and to report on the results of this work to the 
seventh meeting of the Task Force on Measurements and Modelling. 
 
10. The Bureau discussed progress in the implementation of the EMEP Monitoring Strategy 
and noted the priority given to the extension of the monitoring domain to the EECCA countries. 
In particular, it noted the establishment of a level 1 site in Kazakhstan through the CAPACT 
project and the envisaged support of the Norwegian authorities for setting up monitoring sites in 
Armenia, Georgia and the Republic of Moldova. The Bureau welcomed these activities and also 
the translation of the EMEP Manual for Sampling and Chemical Analysis into Russian. 
 
11. The importance of work on uncertainties was stressed, and an in -depth ana lysis of 
scenarios on a sectoral basis was identified as an important issue. The Bureau noted that the 
RAINS review team had come up with a classification of uncertainties and suggested that each 
group providing input to the modelling (including emissions, atmospheric dispersion and effects 
on different receptors) critically review and describe the main uncertainties. This input will be 
used for the analysis of uncertainties and biases. 
 
12. The Bureau agreed to hold its next meeting in autumn 2006. 
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II. KEY QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION BY THE STEERING BODY 
 
13. To facilitate discussion at the thirtieth session of the Steering Body, the Bureau agreed on 
a number of specific questions of importance to item 4 of its agenda, presented in the Annex. 
 

III. CONTRIBUTIONS TO EMEP 
 

A. Status of mandatory and voluntary cash contributions 
 
14. The secretariat reported on the status of cash contributions, stressing the positive financial 
situation. All Parties to the EMEP Protocol, except for Poland, Slovakia and Serbia and 
Montenegro, had paid at least part of their contributions for 2005.  
 

B. Status of mandatory contributions in kind: Belarus and Ukraine 
 
15. Concerning the contribution by Belarus, the Bureau was informed about the work carried 
out in 2005 (on PM emission inventory improvement in the newly independent states (NIS)). 
 
16. The Bureau also considered the proposed contribution from Belarus for 2007 (on further 
research on emission inventory improvement in the NIS).  
 
17. The Bureau recommended that the EMEP Steering Body approve the contribution from 
Belarus for 2005. It approved the proposed contribution for 2007 with the understanding that the 
project would be conducted in close consultation with the Task Force on Emission Inventories 
and Projections. 
 
18. With regard to Ukraine’s contribution in kind, the Bureau had no current information 
about the progress of the project for developing a national model to assess the environmental 
impact of heavy metals emissions (equivalent to US$ 140,989), which had been approved in 
2001 (EB.AIR/GE.1/2001/10, para. 23) to cover Ukraine’s arrears for 1992–1994.  
 
19. With regard to the project for establishing an international EMEP site on the Black Sea 
island of Zmejiny, approved by the Steering Body at its twenty-eighth session to cover Ukraine’s 
arrears for 1996–2001 (equivalent to US$ 175,205), the Bureau noted that the Ukrainian 
authorities had proceeded with a change of location, in consultation with CCC, as recommended 
by the EMEP Steering Body at its twenty-ninth session. 
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C. Use of resources in 2005 and the detailed budget for 2007 
 
20. The Bureau considered the reports on the use of resources in 2005 by MSC-E, MSC-W 
and CCC. It was satisfied that the resources for 2005 had been used as budgeted.  
 
21. The Bureau, without the participation of the Centres, discussed the distribution of the 
budget for 2007. The Bureau suggested some amendments compared to the 2006 budget, taking 
into account the priorities for 2007. 
 

IV. COOPERATION WITH THE WORKING GROUP ON EFFECTS AND OTHER 
NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMMES 

 
22. The Bureau held a joint meeting with the Bureau of the Working Group on Effects on     
2 March 2006. The note on the joint meeting can be accessed as an informal document at 
www.unece.org/env/emep/welcome.html. 
 
23. The Bureau also discussed existing and potential cooperation with other national and 
international organizations and programmes, including the European Commission’s Clean Air 
for Europe (CAFE) programme and the projects NATAIR, NitroEurope and City-Delta, as well 
as with EEA, the Acid Deposition Monitoring Network in East Asia (EANET), the United 
Kingdom, the United Nations Environment Programme and the World Meteorological 
Organization. 
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Annex 
 

Key questions for discussion by the EMEP Steering Body in relation to agenda item 4 
“Progress in activities in 2006 and future work” 

 
(a)  Acidification, eutrophication and photo-oxidants 
 
What are the perspectives for extending the scale of the EMEP model, in particular in relation to 
the review of the Gothenburg Protocol? 
 
(b)  Heavy metals 
 
Should MCS-E give more or less emphasis to work on second-priority heavy metals?  
 
Are Parties willing to contribute actively to exploring the main reasons for the discrepancies 
between modelled heavy metals data and observations (e.g. by checking national heavy metals 
emission inventories)? 
 
(c)  Particulate matter 
 
Does the Steering Body agree to give highest priority to work to improve modelling of elemental 
and organic carbon?  
 
(d)  Persistent organic pollutants  
 
Are there particular POPs which, from EMEP’s perspective, need special or less attention?  
 
(e)  Measurements and modelling  
 
Are there major gaps in implementing the EMEP monitoring strategy? If yes, are there national 
plans to bridge the gaps?  
 
Does the Steering Body approve and support the arrangements agreed by the Task Force on 
Measurements and Modelling at its seventh meeting for: 
 

(i) the preparation of the PM assessment report; are Parties willing to provide 
contributions to the assessment report?  

(ii) the evaluation of the urban ozone decrements and PM increments? 
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Does the Steering Body accept the conclusions of the Workshop on the Review of the EMEP 
MSC-E Models on Heavy Metals and POPs (Moscow, October 2005)? 
 
(f)  Integrated assessment modelling 
 
Does the Steering Body approve the methodological changes in RAINS?  
 
What are the views of the Steering Body regarding the options for optimization?  
 
How could the greenhouse gas options in GAINS be effectively reviewed by Parties? 
 
(g)  Emissions 
 
Does the Steering Body mandate the outlined work on the update and restructuring of the 
EMEP/CORINAIR Emission Inventory Guidebook? 

Does the Steering Body mandate the development of the Stage III review process? 

How should background data for projections (including data for integra ted assessment 
modelling) be reported under EMEP? What is the role of the Guidelines in relation to national 
consultations? 

Does the Steering Body agree from a technical point of view that:  

 (i)  there should be less emphasis on the voluntary aspects of t he Guidelines;  

 (ii)  reporting requirements (for example, for using the Guidebook, for providing Informative 
Inventory Reports and for national QA/QC systems) should be strengthened beyond the Protocol 
requirements; and   

 (iii)  requirements for reporting emissions of PM2.5 and PM10 should be strengthened?  

 
(h)  Hemispheric air pollution 
 
Does the Steering Body approve the suggested outline of the interim assessment report? Are 
there any additional items of relevance, in particular for the review of the Gothenburg Protocol?   
 
What kinds of results does the Steering Body expect from the global models intercomparison?  
 
(i)  Inputs to the review of the Gothenburg Protocol 
 
Are there any additional items which should be discussed in the review? 


