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INTRODUCTION 
 
1. The thirty-ninth session of the Working Group on Strategies and Review was held in 
Geneva from 18 to 20 April 2007. 
 
2. The session was attended by representatives of the following Parties to the Convention: 
Armenia, Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, 
Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Kazakhstan, the 
Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Moldova, the Russian Federation, Serbia, Slovenia, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine, the United Kingdom, the United States, and the European 
Community. 
 
3. The International Council of Chemical Associations (ICCA), the European 
Environmental Bureau (EEB), EMEP2 Centre for Integrated Assessment Modelling (CIAM), 
EURELECTRIC, and the European Association of Internal Combustion Engine Manufacturers 
(EUROMOT) were represented. 
 
4. The meeting was chaired by Mr. R. Ballaman (Switzerland). 
 

I. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 
 
5. The Working Group adopted the agenda of the meeting as set out in 
ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/85. 
 

II. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE THIRTY-EIGHTH SESSION 
 
6. The Working Group adopted the report of the thirty-eighth session as set out in 
ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/84. 
 

III. REVIEW OF THE 1999 GOTHENBURG PROTOCOL 
 
7. The secretariat introduced the draft report on the review of the 1999 Gothenburg Protocol 
(ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/1), drawing attention to the deadline of 2 June 2007 for submitting 
the final contributions to the report. The Chair invited comments and suggestions on the 
individual chapters in the document. 
 

 
2 Cooperative Programme for Monitoring and Evaluation of the Long-range Transmission of Air Pollutants. 
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8. With regard to chapter 1, a suggestion was made to specify the long-term objectives of 
the Protocol, as set out in article 2, and to emphasize that the achievement of the national 
emission ceilings is only a step towards achieving these objectives, and not a goal in itself. 
 
9. Concerning chapter 2, delegations agreed that the overall emission reductions of the 
Protocol should be more clearly referred to. The document should further elaborate the 
environmental goals of the Protocol in terms of protection of ecosystems and human health, for 
example in paragraph17. The 2010 target should be specified, referring to annex II to the 
Protocol. Regarding paragraph 15 of chapter 2, information on monitored deposition data should 
be analysed to verify consistency with the reported emission reductions. The secretariat invited 
contributions for an amended text.  
 
10. Mr. T. Johannessen, the Chair of the Working Group on Effects, noted the Extended 
Bureau of the Working Group had discussed chapter 3 of the document and had agreed that the 
text adequately reflected the contributions of its review bodies. The International Cooperative 
Programmes (ICPs) and Task Forces were invited to take another critical look at the document at 
their meetings taking place before June. Further minor changes would be communicated to the 
secretariat by the deadline of 2 June 2007. 
 
11. Regarding chapter 4, the Working Group suggested that it reflect that emission ceilings 
for European Union (EU) Member States are stricter under the EU National Emissions Ceilings 
(NEC) directive than under the Protocol, and mention should be made that there is an ongoing 
review of the NEC directive. The same comment applied to chapter 8 on particulate matter (PM).  
 
12. Mr. M. Amann (CIAM) presented progress in integrated assessment modelling for the 
review of Gothenburg Protocol, providing an overview of the status of emissions from EU 
countries and non-EU Member States, and of ship emissions. He stressed that emission ceilings 
and associated control costs were sensitive to underlying assumptions on energy development 
(climate strategy) and agricultural policy. The Working Group noted that it would be useful to 
explore non-binding “aspirational” goals for emission reductions for the year 2050. It also noted 
that due to lack of new requested official information the GAINS modelling had been performed 
with existing energy and emission data, and for Belarus, Russian Federation and Ukraine the 
case B for current legislation with largely uncontrolled emissions had been assumed. The 
delegation of the Netherlands suggested that more explanation of the GAINS model be included 
in chapter 4, as well as more reference made to non-technical measures. Tables showing the 
greenhouse gases might also be included to stress the linkage between these two areas. In 
addition, it might be worthwhile to combine chapters 4 and 7. The delegation of Netherlands was 
invited to submit some text to the secretariat. The delegation of the United States suggested 
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adding the phrase ”for Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP” at the end of the first 
sentence in paragraph 30. 
 
13. Mr. T. Pignatelli (Italy), Co-Chair of the Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues, 
presented the work carried out by the Expert Group in preparing a technical document 
concerning the emission limit values (ELVs) as described in chapter 4, paragraphs 36–41 of the 
document. He stressed that in some cases, national ELVs were lower than those in the Protocol. 
He also expressed the view that there was room for improving the annexes to the Protocol.  
 
14. A number of delegations suggested further elaborating paragraph 43 to clarify the term 
“two-tier” and better reflect the viewpoint of the Eastern European, the Caucasus and Central 
Asian (EECCA) countries as well as those who had expressed concern about the very detailed 
technical annexes which had been an obstacle to ratifying the Protocol. The representative of 
EUROMOT suggested clarifying the difference between stationary engines and heavy-duty 
vehicles in paragraph 39. The delegation of Finland proposed a specific amendment to  
paragraph 42 with regard to stationary engines, which would be transmitted to the secretariat.  
 
15. The delegation of Germany suggested that paragraph 43 of the draft report should be 
clarified with regard to interpreting the possibility of taking an alternative approach. Such an 
approach should be limited only to the specific source category, and not for all source categories 
together. 
 
16. The delegation of the United States suggested that a statement on the importance of 
shipping emissions be included in chapter 7, and agreed to submit a proposed text to the 
secretariat. 
 
17. Mr. R. Maas (Netherlands), Chair of the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling, 
presented the results of a review on the GAINS model held in January 2007. He drew attention 
to the methodological changes introduced in the model, including new assumptions concerning 
activities and policies, new emission factors, the increased background ozone, new ecosystem 
dependent deposition rates, the use of more meteorological years and the refinement of the 
optimization method. He stressed that, in general, protection of ecosystems and health was less 
than when the Protocol was negotiated. Therefore, additional measures were needed to achieve 
the same ambition level. He also presented the recommendations for the second phase of the 
GAINS model review.  
 
18. In the discussion that followed, delegations stressed the importance of disseminating the 
results of the work on the synergies and tradeoffs under the Convention and of establishing a 
stronger interaction with the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
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(UNFCCC). One delegation drew attention to the importance of the quality of the input data to 
the GAINS model. 
 
19. The delegation of the Netherlands proposed inclusion of a paragraph on the issues of 
nitrogen, either in chapter 7 or elsewhere in the document. 
 
20. Ms. M. Wichmann-Fiebig (Germany), Co-Chair of the Expert Group on PM, presented 
some of the key findings of the Expert Group of relevance to the review of the Gothenburg 
Protocol. She drew attention to the shortcomings in the emission estimates and measurements 
and the need for better data on PM. She stressed that the World Health Organization air quality 
guideline for PM was widely exceeded in urban areas. Ms. Wichmann-Fiebig highlighted the 
importance of the transboundary contribution to local PM concentrations, as well as that of 
secondary PM. As many relevant sources were already subject to regulation in the Protocol on 
Heavy Metals and the Gothenburg Protocol, further ratification of these protocols should be 
encouraged. She drew attention to the conclusion that PM2.5 could be reduced cost-effectively 
under the Convention on the basis of a common harmonized reduction strategy, and that any 
revision of the Gothenburg Protocol should consider the reduction of PM in urban areas as an 
additional measure. An update of chapter 8 would be provided to the secretariat by the deadline 
of 2 June 2007.  
 
21. The delegations of Canada and the United States presented an overview of transboundary 
issues in North America of relevance to the review of the Gothenburg Protocol and submitted a 
proposed text for chapter 9 as an informal document. They stressed that the Ozone Annex of the 
Canada-United States Air Quality Agreement had been effective in addressing ground-level 
ozone, and that the two countries would continue to use this vehicle to achieve further 
reductions. They also indicated that further reductions might be necessary with regard to 
acidification. Their bilateral work on PM was in concert with the Convention’s work and this 
was an opportunity for the two countries to cooperate and contribute to the Convention’s work 
on PM. The issue of shipping emissions, which was a concern both in Europe and North 
America, was suggested as an area for further closer cooperation. 
 
22. Ms. A. Engleryd (Sweden) presented the conclusions of the “Saltsjöbaden III” workshop, 
held in Gothenburg, Sweden, from 12 to 14 March 2007, which are of relevance to the 
Convention. She noted in particular: the importance of linking work on air pollution and climate 
change issues, both on the scientific and the policy sides; the importance of taking climate 
change into account in the revision of the Gothenburg Protocol; the need for integrated nitrogen 
approaches and policy options; the need for an improved scientific basis for quantifying health 
effects; and a closer involvement of EECCA countries. She drew attention to the need for a 
revised action plan for the EECCA and South-Eastern European (SEE) countries, and for a 
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recommendation to create a cooperation platform with other regions, rather than opening up the 
Convention. 
 
23. Germany, on behalf of the European Community, proposed a new text for chapter 11 
(Conclusions). The delegations of Canada and the United States proposed some amendments. 
The delegation of Switzerland stressed that the conclusions should clearly indicate progress with 
regard to achieving the interim and the long-term goals of the Protocol. A small drafting group 
was formed to agree on text to submit to the secretariat. 
 
24. Mr. J.-G. Bartaire (France), Co-Chair of the Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues, 
presented the results of the tenth meeting of the Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues held 
in November 2006 (ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/2), as well as preliminary results of its eleventh 
meeting, held in March 2007 in Rome. 
 
25. The delegation of the United Kingdom stressed the importance of the good coordination 
between bodies under the Convention, and in particular with CIAM and the Task Force on 
Integrated Assessment Modelling, in defining the work priorities for the Expert Group. It was 
noted that such coordination already existed and there was an agreement that the Expert Group 
would focus on the energy sector, the linkages with climate change and emerging technologies. 
The importance of local emissions, e.g. from small combustion plants and residential appliances, 
was also emphasized. The Expert Group was invited to continue its work on these issues. 
 
26. The Working Group agreed to propose to the Bureau of the Executive Body to include 
the second meeting of the Expert Group, scheduled for October, in the Convention’s workplan 
for 2007. 
 
27. The delegation of the United Kingdom presented the results of the Workshop on 
Atmospheric Ammonia, held in Edinburgh, United Kingdom, from 4 to 6 December 2006 
(ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/3). The Working Group was also informed that the Expert Group on 
Ammonia Abatement was preparing a final version of the updated Guidance Document on 
Control Techniques for Prevention and Abating Emissions of Ammonia for submission to the 
Working Group at its fortieth session. 
 
28. The Netherlands announced an offer to co-lead the Expert Group on Ammonia 
Abatement and appoint a co-chair. Following the recommendation of the “Saltsjöbaden III” 
workshop, the delegation of the United Kingdom announced that it would draw up proposals to 
establish a group on integrated nitrogen, including an outline of its objectives and scope of its 
work. It noted one option was to expand the remit of the current Expert Group on Ammonia 
Abatement and transform the Expert Group into a task force on integrated nitrogen.  
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29. Mr. Maas drew attention to a workshop on integrated modelling of nitrogen, which would 
be organized by the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Modelling and be held in November in 
Laxenburg, Austria.  
 
30. The Working Group: 
 

(a) Welcomed the draft review report on the 1999 Gothenburg Protocol 
(ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/1) and commended those who had already made contributions to the 
work; 

 
(b) Acknowledged the efforts being made by subsidiary bodies, and by Parties in 

North America, to make further contributions to the review, and urged them to make their 
specific contributions for the draft review report to the secretariat by the specified deadline of     
2 June 2007, and to provide supporting documents, either through the regular reporting channels 
to the Working Group or, for informal documents, directly to the secretariat, well before the date 
of the next Working Group session; 
 

(c) Requested the secretariat to finalize the draft review report and to submit it to the 
Working Group at its fortieth session; 

 
(d) Noted the preliminary report on the results of the Workshop on Air Pollution and 

its Relation to Climate Change and Sustainable Development (“Saltsjöbaden III”), held from 12 
to 14 March 2007 in Gothenburg, Sweden, and agreed that its conclusions should be taken into 
account in the review of the Protocol, where appropriate; 
 

(e) Noted the report of the Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues 
(ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/2) and invited it to continue its work, while closely coordinating with 
the other bodies under the Convention, in particular the Task Force on Integrated Assessment 
Modelling; 
 

(f) Took note of the proposals made by the United Kingdom and the Netherlands to 
set up a task force on integrated nitrogen, and invited them to further explore the options and 
propose terms of reference at its fortieth session in September 2007, after consultation with the 
Working Group on Effects and the EMEP Steering Body; 
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(g) Noted the conclusions and recommendations of the Workshop on Atmospheric 
Ammonia held in December 2006 in Edinburgh and invited the EMEP Steering Body and the 
Working Group on Effects to consider these at their sessions in August and September 2007;  

 
(h) Requested the Expert Group on Ammonia Abatement, as part of the review and 

possible revision exercise, to finalize the Guidance Document on Control Techniques for 
Prevention and Abating Emissions of Ammonia, and to submit it to the Working Group at its 
fortieth session; 
 

(i) Called upon the Parties to provide official data for integrated assessment 
modelling by 30 May 2007, in order for it to be taken into account in the review process. In the 
absence of such data, the Working Group recommended that CIAM make use of the best 
available data, i.e. expert estimates. 
 

IV.  POLICY IMPLICATIONS OF THE REVISION OF THE EMISSION 
REPORTING GUIDELINES 

 
31. Ms. K. Rypdal (Norway), Chair of the Task Force on Emission Inventories and 
Projections, presented the note outlining several policy issues that had arisen in discussions 
during revision of the Emission Reporting Guidelines (ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4). She briefly 
presented the objectives of the revision of the Guidelines related to harmonization, data quality, 
projection reporting, reporting of PM, persistent organic pollutants (POPs), shipping, aviation 
and natural sources, as well as emissions from transport fuels. 
 
32. The delegation of Germany, speaking on behalf of the European Community, expressed 
the view that the legal standing of the Guidelines was linked to the Executive Body decision 
implementing provisions of the Convention and Protocols. An Executive Body decision adopted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Protocols and the Convention would render mandatory those 
parts of the Guidelines to which it refers. The European Community identified the paragraphs 
mentioned in proposals 2, 3, 5, 6 and 8 as those where the text of the Guidelines should be 
strengthened to make them more effective in facilitating submission of high quality emission 
data. It was of the view that the paragraphs in proposals 7, 8, 12 and 13 should be referred back 
to the EMEP Steering Body. The European Community had no coordinated position on 
proposals 9, 10 and 11. Furthermore, it considered it necessary to clarify that future emission 
data reported under the revised Guidelines should not be used for compliance checking with any 
existing obligations, e.g. emission ceilings in the current Gothenburg Protocol, but that such new 
data shall only apply to new obligations. Where a reference to the “Guidebook” was made, the 
European Community was of the opinion that a decision on these items could only be taken after 
the finalisation of the revision of the EMEP/CORINAIR Atmospheric Emissions Inventory 
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Guidebook. Where a reference to “geographic scope of EMEP” was made, the European 
Community proposed consideration of deletion of this text, with a view to the potential extension 
of the EMEP modelling area. 
 
33. The delegation of Canada felt it would be inappropriate to attempt to transform the 
Guidelines into a legally binding obligation. Before a decision could be made to make the 
submission of a report or of any information a legally binding obligation, there had to be a clear 
authority for the Parties to do so under the Convention or under one of its protocols. Therefore, 
in the absence of any specific authority, the conversion of any particular part of a non-binding 
guideline into a binding one could not be done by simply replacing the word  “should” by 
“shall”.   Some authorities may exist but such conversion would have to be done in a decision 
(and not by amending the Guidelines) under a specific authority of the Convention or the 
protocols. 
 
34. Some delegations proposed that an ad hoc group of legal experts be established to review 
the legal standing of the Guidelines and to provide a written report. The Netherlands offered to 
lead such a group. Several delegations expressed interest in participating. The secretariat drew 
attention to the deadline of 1 July 2007 for the submission of documents for the fortieth session 
of the Working Group. A number of delegations proposed terms of reference for the ad hoc legal 
expert group. 
 
35. The Working Group agreed that the ad hoc group of legal experts should, in particular, 
consider the use of the EMEP/CORINAIR Atmospheric Emissions Inventory Guidebook, the 
submission of informative inventory reports (IIRs), the use of the templates, and the use of fuel 
sold versus fuel used for calculations. The Netherlands suggested that, for compliance checking 
of future obligations, all Parties should report emissions on the basis of fuel sold. The delegation 
of Germany expressed the opinion that the ad hoc group of legal experts should give a view on 
proposals 1 to 6. It was agreed that additional questions could be referred by the EMEP Steering 
Body Bureau. 
 
36. The Working Group:  
 

(a) Agreed on the need to strengthen the Emission Reporting Guidelines; 
 

(b) Decided to set up an ad hoc group of legal experts to review the legal standing of 
the Guidelines, in accordance with the terms of reference set out in the annex, and report to it at 
its fortieth session, and invited delegations to nominate experts to participate in the ad hoc group. 
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V. 2006 REVIEW OF STRATEGIES AND POLICIES FOR AIR POLLUTION 
ABATEMENT 

 
37. The secretariat presented the Executive Summary of the 2006 Review of Strategies and 
Policies for Air Pollution Abatement (ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/6), as requested by the 
Executive Body at its twenty-fourth session. It noted plans for publication of the review in time 
for the sixth Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe”, to be held in October 2007 in 
Belgrade.  
 
38. The delegation of the Netherlands proposed adding two new paragraphs addressing the 
monitoring networks and science-policy links and the integration of climate change and the 
nitrogen cycle, as follows: 
 

(a) Insert a new paragraph 4 bis: The Convention’s work continues to be underpinned 
by strong science. Monitoring gives basic information on pollutant levels and environmental 
damage and recovery as well as providing data that are essential to derive response mechanisms 
and for developing predictive models. Linking these scientific activities and policy development, 
for example using integrated assessment modelling, remains an important feature of the 
Convention’s approach to develop protocols and abate air pollution. 

 
(b) Insert in paragraph 8, after the second sentence: In addition, many Parties are keen 

to consider synergies and tradeoffs with climate change and take account of the nitrogen cycle in 
protocol development. 
 
39. It was proposed to replace, in paragraph 21, the word “measures” by “action”. 
 
40. The delegation of the United States proposed inclusion of a few sentences on the situation 
in North America. Some text would be submitted to the secretariat. 
 
41. The delegation of the Netherlands reported on the outcome of the meeting of the ad hoc 
group on the strategies and policies questionnaire, which took place on 4-5 April 2007 in 
Geneva. 
 
42. The Working Group approved the text of the Executive Summary, amended as above, 
and requested the secretariat to proceed with the finalization and publication of the Review of 
Strategies and Policies in time for the Belgrade Conference. 
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VI. FOLLOW-UP ACTIVITIES TO IMPLEMENT THE ACTION PLAN FOR 
EASTERN EUROPE, CAUCASUS AND CENTRAL ASIA 

 

43. Mr. B. Libert, UNECE Regional Adviser, informed the Working Group on progress with 
the project on capacity-building for air quality management and the application of clean-coal 
combustion technologies in Central Asia (CAPACT), including its expansion to allow 
participation of other EECCA countries at project workshops, and on possibilities for a     
follow-up to the project. 
 
44. Delegates from countries in transition commented on their countries’ particular needs for 
capacity building for implementation of the Convention and its protocols, and on how these were 
being addressed. 
 
45. The delegation of Kazakhstan provided information on the CAPACT project and on its 
plans to implement the Convention and its protocols. It noted the country’s plans to accede to the 
EMEP Protocol and its readiness to submit monitoring data. 
 
46. The delegation of Armenia expressed its thanks to the Government of Norway for the 
assistance it provided in setting up a monitoring station, and informed the meeting about 
progress in preparing for ratification of the EMEP Protocol. 
 
47. The delegation of the Russian Federation raised issues related to the funding of 
Meteorological Synthesizing Centre-East (MSC-East). The delegation of Slovenia suggested that 
the EMEP budget allocate more funding for capacity-building and technical assistance to the 
countries in the EECCA region. 
 
48. Mr. Pignatelli provided information on a workshop on emerging technologies to be 
organized by the Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues in consultation with EECCA experts 
at the CAPACT workshop in Almaty, July 2007. 
 
49. Attention was drawn to the recommendation of the “Saltsjöbaden III” workshop to revise 
the Action Plan for EECCA. The Working Group discussed whether such a revised action plan 
should include the SEE countries, or if a separate action plan should be elaborated for them 
under the project funded by the Netherlands. 

 
50. The Working Group: 
 

(a) Welcomed the results of the implementation of the CAPACT project and the plans 
of some EECCA countries for accession to the EMEP Protocol;  
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(b) Agreed that the Action Plan for EECCA should be revised in line with the 
recommendations of the “Saltsjöbaden III” workshop, and invited the secretariat, in collaboration 
with the Bureau of the Working Group, to present a revised version at the Working Group’s 
fortieth session; 
 

(c) Agreed that a separate action plan for assisting the SEE countries to implement 
the Convention and its protocols is needed and should be drafted. 
 

VII. OPTIONS FOR AMENDMENT PROCEDURES FOR THE 1998 PROTOCOL ON 
PERSISTENT ORGANIC POLLUTANTS 

 
51. Mr. M. Goote (Netherlands), chair of the former ad hoc group of legal experts 
considering revision of the Protocol on POPs, presented the note laying out the possibility for 
introducing an expedited amendment procedure into the Protocol on POPs 
(ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/5). 
 
52. The Working Group discussed the two options for introducing the expedited amendment 
procedure outlined in the document. Delegations were in favour of introducing an expedited 
amendment procedure in the existing Protocol by adding an opt-out procedure. 
 
53. The delegation of Canada noted that the document had been prepared without 
consultation with the ad hoc group of legal experts, as requested by the Executive Body. The 
delegation of the United States expressed the view that there was no need to amend the existing 
Protocol or to negotiate a new one. 
 
54. Mr. Sliggers (Netherlands) introduced an informal document aimed at contributing to the 
discussion on the implementation of the workplan item related to the sufficiency and 
effectiveness review of the Protocol on POPs. He requested that the secretariat place the 
document on the Working Group’s website, and invited delegations to provide their comments 
and feedback prior to the fortieth session of the Working Group. 
 
55. The Working Group: 

 
(a) Took note of the two options for introducing an expedited amendment procedure 

to the Protocol on POPs, as presented in document (ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/5); 
 
(b) Agreed to forward the two options to the Executive Body for consideration, after 

written consultation with the ad hoc group of legal experts and further discussion at its fortieth 
session. 
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VIII. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
56. The delegation of the Netherlands drew attention to a data request from United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP) on emissions of heavy metals and pointed out that this data 
was already available in the MSC-East database.  
 

IX. ADOPTION OF THE DECISIONS OF THE WORKING GROUP 
 
57. In accordance with the revised practice adopted by the Executive Body at its twenty-third 
session, the Working Group adopted the decisions taken during the session. 
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Annex
 

Terms of Reference of an ad hoc group of legal experts under the Working Group on 
Strategies and Review 

 
1. An ad hoc group of legal experts to be nominated from amongst the delegations to the 
Working Group on Strategies and Review is hereby tasked with the following functions: 
 

(a) To explain whether and how a document could be made legally binding through a 
decision of the Executive Body. 
 

(b) To explain the practical implications of making any document legally binding. 
 

(c) To consider the legal ways in which use of the draft Emission Reporting 
Guidelines could be strengthened without making the Guidance itself legally binding. 
 

(d) To consider the way in which the following provisions of the draft Emission 
Reporting Guidelines could potentially be strengthened, and perhaps made legally binding: 
 

(i) Whether Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP could be required to 
use the methodologies in the latest version of the EMEP / CORINAIR 
Atmospheric Emission Inventory Guidebook to estimate emissions and 
projections for each source category (paras. 6 and 7 of document 
ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 
 
(ii) Whether Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP could be required to 
submit an Informative Inventory Report (IIR) prepared in accordance with the 
outline provided in annex VI to the Guidebook (paras. 8 and 9 of document 
ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 

 
(iii) Whether Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP could be required to 
identify in their IIR national key categories for the base year and the latest 
inventory year (paras. 10 and 11 of document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 

 
(iv) Whether Parties could be required to implement and document in the IIR 
procedures for quality assurance and quality control (paras. 12 and 13 of 
document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 

 
(v) Whether Parties could be required to indicate the justification for any 
recalculation and to describe in the IIR the methods used to ensure time-series 
consistency, changes in data and calculation methods, and the inclusion of any 
new sources not previously accounted for, indicating any changes in source 
category (paras. 14 and 15 of document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 
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(vi) Whether Parties could be required to use the reporting templates in annex 
IV of the Guidebook, or other harmonised reporting options (paras. 16 and 17 of 
document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 
 
(vii) Whether, for emissions from transport, Parties could be required to calculate 
and report estimates based on national fuel consumption (paras. 24 and 25 of 
document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 

 
(viii) Whether Parties to the 1999 Gothenburg Protocol, within the geographic 
scope of EMEP, could be required to report projected activity data and projected 
national total emissions for SO2 NOX and NMVOC for the years 2010, 2015 and 
2020 (paras. 18 and 19 of document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); 

 
(ix) Whether persitent organic pollutants (POPs) covered by annex I to the POPs 
Protocol, unless emitted as by-products from energy combustion or industrial 
processes, could be omitted from the scope of the Guidelines (paras. 28 of document 
ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4); and 

 
(x) Whether it is possible to encourage or require reporting of primary 
particulate matter (para. 29 of document ECE/EB.AIR/WG.5/2007/4). 

 
(e) To consider the relationship between new and existing obligations on the one 

hand, and new and existing reporting provisions on the other hand, in particular for compliance 
purposes; and 

 
(f) Report back to the Working Group on Strategies and Review at its fortieth 

session, having presented an oral report to the EMEP Steering Body at its thirty-first session. To 
this end, the ad hoc group of legal experts must ensure that any documents for presentation to the 
Working Group are submitted to the secretariat for translation by 1 July 2007 at the latest. 
 
2. The ad hoc legal group is strongly encouraged to seek technical input in the conduct of its 
work. 
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