
GE.08-23616 

UNITED 
NATIONS 

 

E 
 

 

Economic and Social 
Council 
 

Distr. 
GENERAL 

ECE/EB.AIR/GE.1/2008/8 
27 June 2008  

Original: ENGLISH 

 

ECONOMIC COMMISSION FOR EUROPE 
 
EXECUTIVE BODY FOR THE CONVENTION ON LONG-RANGE 
TRANSBOUNDARY AIR POLLUTION 
 
Steering Body to the Cooperative Programme for Monitoring and 
Evaluation of the Long-range Transmission of Air Pollutants in Europe (EMEP) 
 
Thirty-second session 
Geneva, 8–10 September 2008 
Item 4 of the provisional agenda 
 
MATTERS ARISING FROM RECENT MEETINGS OF THE EXECUTIVE BODY AND ITS 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES AND ACTIVITIES OF THE EMEP BUREAU 
 

ACTIVITIES OF THE EMEP BUREAU  
 

Note by the secretariat 
 
1. This note summarizes the work of the EMEP Bureau, including the results of the meeting 
of the Bureau held in Vienna on 3 December 2007 and of the meeting of the extended Bureau 
held in Vienna from 10 to 12 March 2008. The Bureau’s proposals related to the financing of 
EMEP are presented in the document on financial and budgetary matters 
(ECE/EB.AIR/GE.1/2008/10). 
 
2. The following Bureau members attended one or both of the Bureau meetings:               
Mr. J. Schneider (Austria), Chair of the Steering Body, who chaired of the first meeting,         
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Ms. S. Vidic (Croatia) who chaired the second meeting, Mr. P. Grennfelt (Sweden), Mr. J. Rea 
(United Kingdom), Ms. L. Rouil (France) and Ms. M. Wichmann-Fiebig (Germany). 
 
3. The meeting of the extended Bureau was attended by representatives from the four EMEP 
Centres: Centre for Integrated Assessment Modelling (CIAM), the Meteorological Synthesizing 
Centre East (MSC- E), the Meteorological Synthesizing Centre West (MSC-W), the Chemical 
Coordinating Centre (CCC) and the Centre on Emission Inventories and Projections (CEIP). The 
UNECE secretariat also attended. Ms. K. Rypdal (Norway), Chair of the Task Force on Emission 
Inventories and Projections, Mr. A. Zuber (European Commission), Co-Chair of the Task Force 
on Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution, and Ms. A. Morealtou (European Environment 
Agency) also participated in the second meeting. Mr. Zuber also participated in the meeting of 
the Bureau in December 2007 as an observer. 
 

I. PROGRESS IN EMEP ACTIVITIES AND PLANNING OF FUTURE WORK 
 
4. In discussing the specific issues, the Bureau took into account oral reports from the Task 
Force Chairs and the EMEP Centres on the progress in implementing the workplan for 2008 and 
on the plans for 2009 and 2010. Information was provided on: atmospheric modelling and 
monitoring of persistent organic pollutants (POPs) and heavy metals; atmospheric modelling and 
monitoring of acidifying and eutrophying pollutants, photo-oxidants and fine particles; 
hemispheric transport of air pollution; and integrated assessment modelling.  
 

A. Review and revision of the EMEP strategy 
 
5. Following the request by the Steering Body at its thirty-first session, the Bureau reviewed 
the 2000-2009 Strategy for EMEP (ECE/EB.AIR/73) and identified the need for revising it for 
the next strategic period of 2010-2019.  
 
6. The Bureau assessed achievements and failures of the current strategy and agreed to 
present the outcomes of the assessment to the Steering Body at its thirty-second session in an 
informal document. Furthermore, on the basis of a draft document prepared by Mr. Ø. Hov 
(MSC-W), the Bureau considered the main policy issues and driving forces for the EMEP 
activities as well as progress in scientific issues since the adoption of the current strategy in 
2000. In addition, it addressed challenges related to partnerships and sharing of information with 
relevant regional and global organizations and initiatives. Finally, the Bureau considered the 
structure for the new strategy. The proposals from the Bureau on the review and revision of the 
EMEP Strategy for the period 2010-2019 are presented for consideration by the Steering Body in 
document ECE/EB.AIR/GE.1/2008/13. 
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B. Emissions 

 
7. The Bureau expressed its satisfaction with the successful transition of the emission 
related work (i.e. the hosting and managing of the EMEP emissions database and the review of 
reported emission inventories) from MSC-W to CEIP; this was accomplished with timely 
deliverables in line with the workplan and CEIP had already implemented some improvements to 
the system. The Bureau agreed that improving the gap-filling and gridding systems would be a 
particularly important task in 2009 and that options for supporting Eastern Europe, the Caucasus 
and Central Asia (EECCA) countries in preparing and submitting their inventories should be 
further explored. 
 
8. The Bureau acknowledged the merits of receiving data (xml files) from the United 
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) secretariat to improve the stage 
2 emission inventory review results and to fill current data gaps and insufficiencies within the 
UNECE region .It agreed that the UNECE secretariat should request those data from the UNFCC 
secretariat 

C. Monitoring  
 
9. The Bureau discussed the review and revision of the EMEP monitoring strategy. It 
stressed the importance of a strong involvement of national experts as well as CIAM and CCC in 
this work. A first draft of the revised monitoring strategy would be made available to the EMEP 
Steering Body for its consideration at its thirty-second session as an informal document. 
 
10. The Bureau considered information provided on an EMEP Near Real Time (NRT) 
initiative that aimed at providing data faster; it used new technological developments and 
methods without placing an additional burden on the data provider. The Bureau concluded that 
the initiative was worth pursuing and invited CCC to proceed with it at the technical level and 
report back to it at its next meeting. The work would possibly require a pilot phase of supplying 
NRT data. 
 

II. CONTRIBUTIONS TO EMEP 
 

A. Status of mandatory and voluntary cash contributions 
 

11. The secretariat reported on the status of cash contributions to EMEP stressing the positive 
financial situation. All Parties to the EMEP Protocol, except for Malta and Romania, had paid at 
least part of their contributions for 2007. The Bureau welcomed the positive financial situation. 
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B. Status of mandatory contributions in kind: Belarus and Ukraine 
 
12. Concerning the contribution by Belarus, the Bureau was informed by Ms. Rypdal about 
the work carried out in 2007 in relation to further research for emission inventory improvements. 
The Bureau decided to recommend that the EMEP Steering Body approves the voluntary in-kind 
contribution by Belarus for 2007.  
 
13. Concerning the contribution in kind from Ukraine, the secretariat presented the 
information received from Ukraine on 5 March 2008 on the project for the development of a 
national model for environmental impact assessment of heavy metal emissions. The project had 
been approved in 2001 to cover Ukraine’s arrears for 1992-1994 (equivalent to  
US$ 140,989). Ukraine had also proposed a project for establishing an international EMEP site, 
which was approved by the Steering Body at its twenty-eighth session, to cover Ukraine’s arrears 
for 1996-2001 (equivalent to US$ 175,205).  
 
14. MSC-E did not have any substantive information on Ukraine’s project for the 
development of a national model for environmental impact assessment of heavy metals. The 
Bureau agreed that the project was no longer of the same relevance and merited a change of 
focus if it were to be completed. It requested the secretariat, in consultation with CIAM, to 
propose a new focus for the project to Ukraine and to request Ukraine to inform the Steering 
Body in September 2008 whether it could implement the project in a reasonable time frame. If 
there was no agreement on modifying the project, Ukraine should be requested to pay its arrears 
in cash. 
 
15. With regard to the project for the establishment of an international EMEP monitoring 
station in the territory of Ukraine, the Bureau was informed that the Kosa site proposed by 
Ukraine did not meet the EMEP criteria for representativeness; it fell in the same grid cell as the 
town of Ismail. The Bureau encouraged CCC to continue its active dialogue with Ukraine to find 
a suitable solution for the location of the site and to proceed with implementation of the project. 
 

C. Use of resources in 2007 and the detailed budget for 2009 
 
16. The Bureau, without the participation of the EMEP Centres, discussed the distribution of 
the budget for 2009. The Bureau suggested some changes from the 2008 budget, taking into 
account priorities of the work in 2009. It transferred US$ 20,000 earmarked for the emissions 
work from CCC to MSC-W to enable funding of CEIP through a single subcontract. 
 
17. The Bureau considered the yearly financial statements of MSC-E, MSC-W and CCC for 
2007. The Bureau was satisfied that the resources for 2007 were used as budgeted. 
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III. FORMAT OF THE THIRTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE STEERING BODY 

 
18. The Bureau agreed to continue the same agenda format as used for the thirty-first session 
of the Steering Body (EB.AIR/GE.1/2007/1), i.e. without including questions for discussion. 
 
19. It agreed that workplan discussions should be brought up earlier into the meeting. While 
the agenda item for adopting the agenda could not be moved, as it should be discussed after due 
consideration of progress achieved in all substantive issues except finances, discussions on the 
workplan could take place earlier with reference to progress in current activities. 
 
20. Although the Bureau acknowledged that presentations at recent EMEP Steering Body 
meetings had improved, it considered there was still room for improvement, in particular to 
involve delegations in discussions. Oral reports and presentations should aim to stimulate 
discussion on a future work by referring to specific items of the 2009 workplan.  
 
21. The Bureau discussed the format of the workplan and agreed that there was a need for 
improvement and change. It invited the Centres to attempt a more consolidated and less detailed 
workplan on all items. It suggested that the focus be more on substance and aims of work and 
less on technicalities which should be discussed at task force meetings and workshops. 
 

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

 
22. The Bureau agreed to continue its close cooperation with the Working Group on Effects 
and other national and international organizations. It agreed that common elements of workplan 
items should be discussed between the Chairs of the EMEP Steering Body and the Working 
Group on Effects.  
 

----- 


