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Annex |
DECISION 2002/1 ON THE FINANCING OF CORE ACTIVITIES

The Executive Body,

Noting that the 1979 Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution and, with one
exception, its Protocols do not contain any provision for the long-term financing of core activities,

Recdling that in 1984 the Parties adopted a Protocol to the 1979 Convention to provide for
long-term financing of the Cooperative Programme for Monitoring and Evauation of the Long-range
Tranamisson of Air Pollutantsin Europe (EMEP),

Conddering that in the 1999 Gothenburg Ministeria Declaration the Parties noted that the
efficient operation of the Convention and its Protocols required there to be stable, long-term funding
arrangements for their core activities,

Convinced thet it is necessary to make appropriate arrangements regarding this matter,
1 Decides that, for the purposes of this decision:

(@ “Fnancd year” meansthefinancid year of the United Nations, and “annua budget” shall
be construed accordingly;

(b) “Generd Trust Fund” meansthe Generd Trust Fund for the Financing of the
Implementation of the Convention, which has been established by the Secretary- Generd of the United
Nations;

GE-03.30068



ECE/EB.AIR/77/Add.1
Page 2

(c) “Dedgnated internaiond centres’ means the internationa centres for the coordination of
effect-related activities and integrated assessment modelling under the Convention that are specified in
appendix | below;

(d) “Costsof coreactivities’ means the costs of the internationa coordination of hedlth,
materids and ecosystem effect-related activities and integrated assessment modelling at the designated
internationa centres that are covered by the work-plan adopted by the Executive Body, but excluding
costs covered by the EMEP Protocol;

() “Contributionsin kind” means contributions mede by a Party or Signatory to the
Convention directly to a designated international centre in repect of its work on core activities, as
well as any other contributions recognized in decisons by the Executive Body as contributionsin
kind for the purpose of the present decision;

2. Also decides that an annua budget for the costs of core activities should be adopted by the
Executive Body by consensus in advance of the beginning of the financid year to which it gpplies and, at
the same time, provisona budget total's drawn up for each of the two succeeding financid years,

3. Furthermore decides that the costs of core activities specified in the annud budget should be met
from contributions made in cash and/or in kind by any Party or Signatory to the Convention, aswell as,
subject to approval by the Executive Body on the recommendation of the Working Group on Effects or
the EMEP Steering Body, by any other country, organization or individua wishing to contribute to the
cods of core activities,

4, Cdlsfor dl contributions in cash to be deposited in the Genera Trust Fund account;

5. Recommends that the contributions referred to in paragraph 3 should be made in accordance
with the scale of contributions set out in gppendix 11 below;

6. Reguests the secretariat to present for the consideration of the Executive Body at each annua
session alist of the contributions, whether in cash or in kind, made in the preceding financia year towards
the costs of core activities under the Convention and its Protocols. The secretariat should ligt
contributionsin kind to a designated internationa centre based on information provided to it by the
contributing Party and confirmed by the centre receiving the contribution;

7. Decidesto review, a its twenty-third session, the need for adopting a protocol on the financing of
core activitiesin the light of the effectiveness of the present decision in achieving long-term stable funding
for the core activities of the Convention and its Protocols.
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Appendix |

DESIGNATED INTERNATIONAL CENTRES

Programme Coordination Centre for the International Cooperative Programme on Effects of Air Pollution
on Natura Vegetation and Crops.
at the Centre for Ecology and Hydrology, Bangor, United Kingdom.

Programme Centre for the International Cooperative Programme on Integrated Monitoring of Air
Pollution Effects on Ecosystems:
at the Finnish Environment Institute, Helsinki, Finland.

Programme Main Coordinating Centre for the International Cooperative Programme on Assessment and
Monitoring of Air Pollution Effects on Forests:
at the Federal Research Centre for Forestry and Forest Products, Hamburg, Germany.

Programme Centre for the Internationa Coopertive Programme on Assessment and Monitoring of
Acidification of Riversand Lakes
at the Norwegian Institute for Water Research, Oslo, Norway.

Main Research Centre for the Internationa Cooperative Programme on Effects of Air Pollution on
Materids, including Historic and Cultura Monuments:
at the Swedish Corrosion Institute, Stockholm, Sweden.

Coordination Center for Effects for the Internationa Cooperative Programme on Moddling and
Mapping:
at the National Institute of Public Health and the Environment, Bilthoven, Netherlands.

Centre for Integrated Assessment Moddlling for the Task Force on Integrated Assessment Moddling:
at the International Institute for Applied Systems Analysis, Laxenburg, Austria.

Centre for Work on the Hedlth Effects of Air Pollution:
at the World Health Organization’s European Centre for Environmental Health, Bonn, Germany.
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Appendix I
SCALE OF RECOMMENDED CONTRIBUTIONS

The following is the scale of contributions referred to in paragraph 5:

Parties to the Convention &/ Per cent
Armenia 0.005
Azerbaijan 0.009
Belarus 0.044
Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.009
Bulgaria 0.030
Crodtia 0.091
Cyprus 0.088
Czech Republic 0.472
Estonia 0.023
Georgia 0.012
Hungary 0.279
Iceland 0.077
Kazakhstan 0.065
Kyrgyzstan 0.002
Latvia 0.023
Liechtenstein 0.014
Lithuania 0.039
Malta 0.035
Monaco 0.009
Norway 1.501
Poland 0.878
Republic of Moldova 0.005
Romania 0.135
Russian Federation 2.788
Sovakia 0.100
Sovenia 0.188
Switzerland 2.960
The FYR of Macedonia 0.014
Turkey 1.022
Ukraine 0.123
Yugodavia 0.046
Austria 2.200
Belgium 2.623
Denmark 1.740
Finland 1.213
France 15.021
Germany 22.694
Greece 1.252
Ireland 0.683
Ity 11.766
L uxembourg 0.186
Netherlands 4.037
Portugal 1.073
Spain 5.851
Sweden 2.385
United Kingdom 12.860
European Community 3.330

a  Canadaand United States: voluntary contributions.
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Annex |l

STATEMENT TO MINISTERS FROM THE EXECUTIVE BODY FOR THE CONVENTION ON
LONG-RANGE TRANSBOUNDARY AIR POLLUTION ON THE PREPARATION OF A LONG-
TERM FUNDING ARRANGEMENT FOR CORE ACTIVITIES

1 In the Gothenburg Ministeriad Declaration of 1 December 1999, Minigters requested the
Executive Body to prepare a stable, long-term funding arrangement, preserving the possibilities for
contributing in kind, for the internationa coordination of health and ecosystem effect-related activities and
integrated assessment modd ling.

2. These “core activities’, fundamenta to the effects based approaches used for developing the
recent protocols to the Convention, and providing vauable information and data to other forums, are not
covered by the Convention’s 1984 Protocol on Long-term Financing of the Cooperative Programme for
Monitoring and Evauation of the Long-range Transmisson of Air Pollutantsin Europe (EMEP), which
funds the internationa centres of EMEP specified in the Protocol. Despite the substantid efforts made by
the Parties over the years, the fair sharing of the financid burden of core activities, gpart from those under
EMEP, has not yet been achieved.

3. To addressthe Ministers request, the Executive Body considered the possibility of a protocol or
adecison asameans of achieving long-term financing of the core activities. Many Parties believed that a
protocol would be the best means to secure this objective. Others indicated that their governments could
not at present agree to such a mandatory funding arrangement. Some of the Parties that already supported
particular programmes and centres indicated that, in any event, they would continue to provide funding for
them.

4, There was no consensus for proceeding by way of aprotocol. Instead, the Executive Body
adopted decison 2002/1 to facilitate funding. The decision requires the Executive Body to adopt by
consensus each year abudget for core activities in the coming year and provisond budgets for the
following two years. The budget should be met by recommended contributions from Parties, in cash or in
kind, calculated on the basis of the United Nations scale of assessments. Such an gpproach has been
widdy and effectively used in the context of other multilatera environmenta agreements.

5. Past voluntary funding agreements under the Convention have, however, faled to secure
adequate funds. The new decision on funding is an improvement on the previous arrangements,
especialy because of the increased transparency that will result from the full recording of direct
contributions made to the centres. Nevertheless, the Executive Body decided at its twentieth
session in December 2002 to review, at its twenty-third session, the case for adopting afunding
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protocol in the light of the effectiveness of the new decison.

6. The new decison on funding will meet the needs of the Convention if each Party makesits
contribution in full. Without adequate funding for the core activities, the Convention would not be able to

fulfil itswork- plan. The Executive Body, therefore, urges Ministers to expedite the necessary action for
the purpose of ensuring that the necessary contributions are made annudly starting in 2003.

PROPOSED PARAGRAPH FOR THE 2003 KIEV MINISTERIAL DECLARATION
Minigters ...........

We come the decison taken by the Executive Body for the Convention on Long-range Transboundary
Air Pollution to facilitate funding from Parties for its core activities (Executive Body decision 2002/1), and
resolve to take action for the purpose of ensuring the necessary contributions, in cash or in kind, to this
important work.
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Annex |11

DECISION 2002/2 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY NORWAY
WITH ITS OBLIGATIONSUNDER THE 1991 VOC PROTOCOL (ref. 1/01)

The Executive Body,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decison 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1 Recdls its decison 2001/1, in which it inter dlia: welcomed the submission by Norway to
the Implementation Committee concerning its compliance with the 1991 Geneva Protocol on the Control
of Emissions of Volatile Organic Compounds or their Transboundary Fluxes, noted the Implementation
Committee’ s report and its conclusion regarding Norway’ s norn- compliance with the emission reduction
obligation of the Protocol (EB.AIR/2001/3, paras. 3-9); expressed its concern a Norway' s failure to fulfil
its obligation; noted that Norway expected that the measures adopted would bring it into compliance not
later than2005 or 2006; noted with concern that, on this basis, Norway would be in non-compliance for
seven years, urged Norway to fulfil its obligation under the VOC Protocol as soon as possible; invited it
to report to the Implementation Committee by 30 April 2002 on the progress made; and requested the

Implementation Committee to review the progress and report to it thereon at its twentieth session;

2. Notes the report provided by the Implementation Committee on Norway’ s progress,
based on the information it received from Norway on 2 July 2002 (EB.AIR/2002/2, paras. 5-7), and in
particular its conclusion that Norway remained in non-compliance with the emission reduction obligation
of the VOC Protocol;

3. Remains concerned about the continuing failure by Norway to fulfil its obligations to take
effective measures to reduce its annua emissions within the TOMA specified under annex | by & least
30% using 1989 asiits base year, and to ensure that its total nationa annual emissions do not exceed its
1988 levds, as required by paragraph 2 (b) of article 2 of the VOC Protocol;

4, Expresses disappointment that Norway has not demongtrated that it will be able to
shorten the period of saven yearsthat it previoudy anticipated it would remain in non-compliance;

5. Urges Norway to fulfil its obligations under the VOC Protocol as soon as possible;

6. Calls on Norway to provide to the Implementation Committee through the
secretariat by 31 March 2003 areport describing the progress it has made towards compliance and
Setting out atimetable that specifies the year by which Norway expects to be in compliance, lists
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the specific measures taken or scheduled to fulfil its emission reduction obligations under the VOC
Protocol and sets out the projected effects of each of these measures on its VOC emissons up to
and indluding the year of compliance;

7. Requests the Implementation Committee to review Norway’ s progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-first sesson.
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Annex IV

DECISION 2002/3 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY FINLAND
WITH ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER 1991 VOC PROTOCOL (ref. 2/01)

The Executive Bodly,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decision 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1 Recdls its decison 2001/2, in which it inter dia: welcomed the submission by Finland to
the Implementation Committee concerning its compliance with the 1991 Geneva Protocol on the Control

of Emissions of Vaolatile Organic Compounds or their Transboundary Fluxes, noted the Implementation
Committee' s report and its conclusion regarding Finland' s non-compliance with the emission reduction
obligation of the Protocol (EB.AIR/2001/3, paras.11-18); expressed its concern a Finland' sfailure to
fulfil its obligation; noted that Finland expected that the measures adopted would bring it into compliance
not later than 2004 or 2005; noted with concern that Finland might be in non-compliance for Sx years,
urged Finland to fulfil its obligation under the VOC Protocol as soon as possible; invited it to report to the
Implementation Committee by 30 April 2002 on the progress made; and requested the Implementation
Committee to review the progress and report to it thereon at its twentieth sesson;

2. Notes the report provided by the Implementation Committee on Finland's progress,
basad on the information that it received from Finland on 30 April and 30 August 2002 (EB.AIR/2002/2,
paras. 9-11), and in particular its concluson that Finland remained in non-compliance with the emisson
reduction obligation of the VOC Protocol;

3. Remains concerned about the continuing failure by Finland to fulfil its obligation to take
effective measures to reduce its national annud emissons by at least 30% using 1988 asits base year, as
required by paragraph 2 (a) of article 2 of the VOC Protocol;

4, We comes Finland's announcement that it expects to shorten the period of its
non-compliance previoudy anticipated and thus to achieve compliance by no later than 2002;

5. Urges Finland to fulfil its obligations under the VVOC Protocol as soon as possible;

6. Calls on Finland to provide to the Implementation Committee through the
secretariat by 31 March 2003 areport describing the progress made towards compliance and
setting out atimetable that specifies the year by which Finland expects to be in compliance, liststhe
gpecific measures taken or scheduled to fulfil its emission reduction obligations under the VOC
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Protocol and sets out the projected effects of each of these measures on its VOC emissions up to
and including the year of compliance;

7. Regueststhe Implementation Committee to review Finland' s progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-firgt sesson.
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Annex V

DECISION 2002/4 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY ITALY
WITH ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE 1991 VOC PROTOCOL (ref. 3/01)

The Executive Body,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decison 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1 Recdlls its decision 2001/3, in which it inter dia: welcomed the submission by Itay to the
Implementation Committee concerning its compliance with the 1991 Geneva Protocol on the Control of
Emissons of Volatile Organic Compounds or their Transboundary Fuxes; noted the Implementation
Committee s report and its conclusion regarding Italy’ s non- compliance with the emisson reduction
obligation of the Protocol (EB.AIR/2001/3, paras. 20-26); expressed its concern at Italy’ s failure to fulfil
its obligation; noted that Italy expected that the measures adopted would bring it into compliance not later
than 2001 or 2002; urged Itay to fulfil its obligation under the VOC Protocol as soon as possible; invited
Italy to report to the Implementation Committee by 30 April 2002 on the progress made; and requested
the Implementation Committee to review the progress and report to it thereon at its twentieth session;

2. Notes the report provided by the Implementation Committee on Italy’s progress, based
on theinformation that it received from Itdy on 6 May and on 10 September 2002 (EB.AIR/2002/2,
paras. 13-15), and in particular its conclusion that Italy remained in non-compliance with the emisson
reduction obligation of the VOC Protocol;

3 Remains concerned about the continuing falure by Italy to fulfil its obligation to take
effective measures to reduce its national annual emissons by at least 30% using 1988 asits base year, as
required by paragraph 2 (a) of article 2 of the VOC Protocol;

4, Urges Italy to fulfil its obligations under the VOC Protocol as soon as possible;

5. Calls on Itdy to provide to the Implementation Committee through the secretariat by 31
March 2003 a report describing the progress made towards compliance and setting out a timetable that
specifies the year by which Italy expects to be in compliance, lists the specific measures taken or
scheduled to fulfil its emission reduction obligations under the VOC Protocol and sets out the projected
effects of each of these measures on its VOC emissions up to and including the year of compliance;

6. Requeststhe Implementation Committee to review Itay’s progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-firgt sesson.
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Annex VI

DECISION 2002/5 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY SWEDEN
WITH ITSOBLIGATIONS UNDER THE 1991 VOC PROTOCOL (ref. 1/02)

The Executive Bodly,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decision 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1. Wecomesthe submisson by Sveden to the Implementation Committee concerning its
compliance with the requirements of paragraph 2 (a) of article 2 of the 1991 Geneva Protocol on the
Control of Emissons of Volatile Organic Compounds or their Transboundary Fuxes,

2. Notesthereport provided by the Implementation Committee on this matter
(EB.AIR/2002/2, paras. 17-20) and in particular its conclusion regarding Sweden’ s norrcompliance with
the emission reduction obligation of the VOC Protocol;

3. Expresses concern a the fallure by Sweden to fulfil its obligation to take effective measures
to reduce its nationa annua emissions by at least 30% using 1988 asiits base year, asrequired by
paragraph 2 (a) of article 2 of the VOC Protocol;

4.  Notesthat Sweden has not yet indicated when the measures that it has adopted to
implement the provisons of paragraph 2 (a) of article 2 would bring it into compliance;

5. UrgesSweden to fulfil its obligation under the VOC Protocol as soon as possible;

6.  Calson Sweden to provide to the Implementation Committee through the secretariat by 31
March 2003 areport describing the progress made towards compliance and setting out a timetable that
specifies the year by which Sweden expects to be in compliance, lists the specific measures taken or
scheduled (giving particular attention to the mobile source and wood combustion sectors) to fulfil its
emission reduction obligations under the VOC Protocol and sets out the projected effects of each of these
measures on its VOC emissons up to and including the year of compliance;

7. Reguests the Implementation Committee to review Sweden's progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-first sesson.
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Annex VII

DECISION 2002/6 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY GREECE
WITH ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE 1988 NOx PROTOCOL (ref. 2/02)

The Executive Body,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decison 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1. Notesthe report provided by the Implementation Committee (EB.AIR/2002/2, para. 22-
27) concerning Greece' s compliance with the requirements of paragraph 1 of article 2 of the 1988 Sofia
Protocol concerning the Control of Emissions of Nitrogen Oxides or their Transboundary Huxes following
thereferral by the secretariat pursuant to paragraph 5 of the ructure and functions of the Implementation
Committee, and in particular the Committeg' s conclusion regarding Greece s failure to comply with the
emission reduction obligation of the Protocal;

2.  Expressesits concernat the falure by Greece to fulfil its obligation to teke effective

measures to control and/or reduce its national annual emissons S0 that these do not exceed emissonsin
1987, asrequired by paragraph 1 of article 2 of the NOx Protocal;

3. Noteswith concernthat Greece does not expect to achieve compliance even by 2010 (by
which time it will have been in non-compliance for thirteen years), and that, moreover, Greece has not
indicated a year by which it expects to achieve compliance;

4. UrgesGreece to fulfil its obligation under the NOx Protocol as soon as possible;

5. Cdlson Greeceto provide to the Implementation Committee through the secretariat by 31
March 2003 a report describing the progress made towards compliance and setting out a timetable that
specifies the year by which Greece expectsto be in compliance, lists the specific measures taken or
scheduled to fulfil its emission reduction obligations under the NOx Protocol and sets out the projected
effects of each of these measures on its NOx emissions up to and including the year of compliance;

6.  Regueststhe Implementation Committee to review Greece s progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-firgt sesson.
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Annex VIII
DECISION 2002/7 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY IRELAND
WITH ITSOBLIGATIONS UNDER THE 1988 NOx PROTOCOL (ref. 3/02)
The Executive Body,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decison 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1. Notesthereport provided by the Implementation Committee (EB.AIR/2002/2, paras. 29-
36) concerning Ireland’ s compliance with the requirements of paragraph 1 of article 2 of the 1988 Sofia
Protocol concerning the Control of Emissions of Nitrogen Oxides or their Transboundary FHuxes following
thereferra by the secretariat pursuant to paragraph 5 of the structure and functions of the Implementation
Committee, and in particular the Committee’' s conclusion regarding Irdand’ s failure to comply with the
emission reduction obligation of the Protocal;

2.  Expressesits concerna the falure by Irdland to fulfil its obligation to take effective
measures to control and/or reduce its national annual emissions so that these do not exceed emissonsin
1987, as required by paragraph 1 of article 2 of the NOx Protocol;

3. Notesthat Irdland expects that the measures that it has adopted to implement the provisons
of paragraph 1 of article 2 will bring it into compliance by no later than 2004;

4.  Noteswith concernthat, if Ireland reaches the required emission reductions only by 2004, it
will have been in non-compliance for nine years,

5. Urgeslrdand to fulfil its obligation under the NOx Protocol as soon as possible;

6.  Cdlsonlrdand to provide to the Implementation Committee through the secretariat by 31
March 2003 a report describing the progress made towards compliance and setting out a timetable that
specifies the year by which Ireland expects to be in compliance, lists the specific measures taken or
scheduled (giving particular attention to the trangport sector) to fulfil its emission reduction obligetions
under the NOx Protocol and sets out the projected effects of each of these measures on its NOx
emissons up to and including the year of compliance;

7. Reguests the Implementation Committee to review Ireland’s progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-firgt sesson.
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Annex | X

DECISION 2002/8 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY SPAIN
WITH ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE 1988 NOx PROTOCOL (ref. 4/02)

The Executive Body,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decison 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1. Notesthe report provided by the Implementation Committee (EB.AIR/2002/2, paras. 38-
43) concerning Spain’s compliance with the requirements of paragraph 1 of article 2 of the 1988 Sofia
Protocol concerning the Control of Emissions of Nitrogen Oxides or their Transboundary Huxes following
thereferral by the secretariat pursuant to paragraph 5 of the structure and functions of the Implementation
Committee, and in particular the Committeg' s conclusion regarding Spain’ s failure to comply with the
emission reduction obligation of the Protocal;

2. Expressesits concernat the falure by Spain to fulfil its obligation to take effective measures
to control and/or reduce its national annual emissions so that these do not exceed emissonsin 1987, as
required by paragraph 1 of article 2 of the NOx Protocol;

3. Noteswith concernthat Spain has been moving further away from compliance in recent
years and has not indicated when it will achieve compliance;

4. UrgesSpain to fulfil its obligation under the NOx Protocol as soon as possible;

5. Cdlson Spain to provide to the Implementation Committee through the secretariat by 31
March 2003 areport describing the progress made towards compliance and setting out a timetable that
specifies the year by which Spain expects to bein compliance, lists the specific measures taken or
scheduled to fulfil its emission reduction obligations under the NOx Protocol and sets out the projected
effects of each of these measures on its NOx emissions up to and including the year of compliance;

6.  Regueststhe Implementation Committee to review Spain's progress and timetable, and
report to it thereon at its twenty-firgt sesson.
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Annex X
DECISION 2002/9 CONCERNING COMPLIANCE BY THE PARTIES
WITH THEIR REPORTING OBLIGATIONS
The Executive Body,

Acting under paragraph 11 of the structure and functions of the Implementation Committee
(Executive Body decison 1997/2, annex, as amended in 2001, ECE/EB.AIR/75, annex V),

1.  Takesnoteof thereport of the Implementation Committee with respect to follow-up to
Executive Body decision 2001/4 regarding compliance by Parties with their reporting obligations
(EB.AIR/2002/2/Add.1, paras. 1-4);

2. Alsotakes noteaof the report of the Implementation Committee with respect to compliance
by Parties with their emission data reporting obligations under the Protocols (EB.AIR/2002/2/Add. 1,
paras. 5-18);

3. Recdlsitsdecisons 2000/2, in which it expressed concernover Luxembourg's continued
non-compliance with its reporting obligations and urged it to provide the required data, and its decison
2001/4, in which it expressed serious concern that Luxembourg remained in non-compliance and strongly
urged it to comply with its reporting obligations and provide al missng information by 31 January 2002
and, if it could not comply fully within thet time frame, to draw up a precise timetable in agreement with
the secretariat before 31 January 2002 for provision of the missng information;

4.  Alsorecdls that the Implementation Committee in its third (EB.AIR/2000/2, para. 21) and
fourth reports (EB.AIR/2001/3, para. 41) identified Luxembourg as not having fulfilled its emisson data
reporting obligations under the 1985 Sulphur and the 1988 NOx Protocals;

5. Furthermore recalls that the Implementation Committee in its fourth report
(EB.AIR/2001/3, para. 41) identified Ukraine as being consstently in nortcompliance with itsemisson
data reporting obligations under the 1985 Sulphur and the 1988 NOx Protocols;

6.  Expresses concernthat Ukraine continues to be in non-compliance with these reporting
obligations;

7. UrgesUkraine to comply with its reporting obligations under the 1985 Sulphur Protocol
and the 1988 NOx Protocol and in these contexts to provide, as soon as possible, but no later than 31
January 2003, dl the missing information on its nationa emissons,
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8. Notes that on 10 December 2002 L uxembourg submitted emission datato comply with
its reporting obligation under the 1985 Sulphur and 1988 NOx Protocols,

9. Expresses dismay that L uxembourg has remained in non-compliance with its reporting
obligations, did not meet the requests of the Executive Body in its decison 2000/2, nor did it fully meet
the requests of the Executive Body in its decision 2001/4;

10. Requests the Implementation Committee to review the progress made by L uxembourg,
including its recent submisson, and by Ukraine with regard to their reporting obligations, and to report to
it thereon at its twenty-first session.
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Annex X
DECISION 2002/10 ON EMISSION DATA REPORTING
UNDER THE CONVENTION AND THE PROTOCOLS IN FORCE
The Executive Body,

Referring to the Guiddinesfor Estimating and Reporting Emissions Data adopted at the twenty-sxth
sesson of the EMEP Steering Body, and gpproved by the Executive Body at its twentieth session,

Noting the importance of reliable emission data both for the purpose of reviewing Parties
compliance with their obligations under the protocols and as a basis for scientific work to further develop
abatement strategies under the Convention,

A. Decision under the Convention

Acting under article 8 (a) of the 1979 Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution,
1 Agrees that:

@ The periods of time referred to in article 8 (a) of the 1979 Convention, for which available
information shal be exchanged, shdl be:

() The cdendar year for nationd totas;
(D) Every fifth year for gridded data;

(b Theair pollutants, referred to in article 8 (@) of the 1979 Convention, shdl be emissons
of: sllphur, nitrogen oxides, ammonia, non-methane volatile organic compounds, carbon monoxide,
particulate matter, heavy metds (in particular: cadmium, lead, mercury, and if a Party consdersiit
gppropriate: arsenic, chromium, copper, nicked, sdenium, zinc) and perdgstent organic pollutants (in
particular: aldrin, chlordane, chlordecone, DDT, didldrin, endrin, heptachlor, hexachlorobenzene (HCB),
mirex, toxaphene, hexachlorocyclohexane (HCH), hexabromobiphenyl, polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs), dioxingfurans, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHS), and if a Party considersit gppropriate;
short-chained chlorinated paraffins, pentachlorophenal); using as guidance the definition given in annex | to
the above-mentioned Guiddines for Estimating and Reporting Emissons Data, noting that no revison to
the Guiddines will affect this decison unless and until it has been expressy so decided by the Executive

Body;
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(© The grid units, referred to in article 8 (a) of the 1979 Convention, for the reporting by
Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP, shdl be the 50 km x 50 km grid specified in annex V to the
above- mentioned Guiddines for Estimating and Reporting Emissions Data, noting that no revison to the
Guiddineswill affect this decison unless and until it has been expresdy so decided by the Executive Body;

B. Decision under the 1991 VOC Protocol

Adting under article 8 of the 1991 Geneva Protocol on the Control of Emissions of Volatile
Organic Compounds or their Transboundary Fluxes,

2 Specifiesthat:

€) The guiddines, referred to in article 8, paragraph 1, of the 1991 VOC Protocol,
according to which each Party shdl report on the level of emissions of VOCsin itsterritory and any
TOMA initsterritory, by tota and, to the extent feasible, by sector of origin and by individud VOC, shdl
be annex | and annex |11, table 111. A, of the above-mentioned Guiddines for Estimating and Reporting
Emissons Data, noting that no revison to the Guiddines will affect this specification unless and until it has
been expresdy o0 decided by the Executive Body;

(b) Theintervals, referred to in article 8, paragraph 3, of the 1991 VOC Protocol, for which
Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP shall report information on VVOC emissions by sector of
origin, shal be annud;

(© The spatid resolution, referred to in article 8, paragraph 3, of the 1991 VOC Protocol,
with which Parties within the geographic scope of EMEP shall report information on VOC emissions, shdl
be the 50 km by 50 km grid specified in annex V to the above-mentioned Guiddines for Estimating and
Reporting Emissions Data, noting thet no revison to the Guiddines will affect this gpecification unless and
until it has been expresdy so decided by the Executive Body;

(d) The uniform reporting framework, referred to in article 8, paragraph 4, of thel991 VOC
Protocol, in accordance with which information shal, as far as possible, be submitted, shall be the
reporting formats given in annex |V of the above-mentioned Guiddines for Estimating and Reporting
Emissions Data, noting that no revision to the Guiddines will affect this specification unless and until it has
been expresdy so decided by the Executive Body;

C. Decision under the 1994 Sulphur Protocol

Acting under article 5 of the 1994 Odo Protocol on Further Reduction of Sulphur Emissions,
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3. Determines that the periodic basis, referred to in article 5, paragraph 1, of the 1994 Odo
Protocol, on which each Party shal report information on the levels of nationa annual sulphur emissons
referred to in subparagraph (b), shal be annua and that submissions shdl reach the secretariat before 15
February, for data other than gridded data, on inventories for the caendar year that ended 13 months
prior to that date and, if necessary, for updates to data for earlier years and to the emission projections,

4, Specifiesthat the guiddinesreferred to in article 5, paragraph 1 (b), of the 1994 Odo
Protocol, shall be annex | and annex 111, tablelll. A, of the Guiddines for Estimating and Reporting
Emissons Data, noting that no revison to the Guiddines will affect this specification unless and until it has
been expresdy so decided by the Executive Body;

5. Approves the decision by the EMEP Steering Body thét the periodic basis, determined in
accordance with article 5, paragraph 2, of the 1994 Odo Protocol for the reporting by Parties within the
geographic scope of EMEP.

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

(b) Shall be every fifth year (2000, 2005, etc.) and that gridded data should reach the
secretariat no later than 1 March.
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Annex XII

Annex referred to in article 4 of the Protocol to the 1979 Convention on Long-range Transboundary
Air Pallution on L ong-term Financing of the Cooper ative Programmefor the Monitoring and
Evaluation of the Long-range Transmission of Air Pollutantsin Europe (EMEP)

Mandatory contributions for sharing of costs for financing EMEP shall, from 2004 onwards, be caculated
according to the following scde*

Per cent
Belarus 0.0443
Bosniaand Herzegovina 0.0093
Bulgaria 0.0303
Canada voluntary
Croatia 0.0909
Cyprus 0.0886
Czech Republic 0.4733
Estonia 0.0233
Hungary 0.2798
Latvia 0.0233
Liechtenstein 0.0140
Malta 0.0350
Monaco 0.0093
Norway 1.5062
Poland 0.8813
Russian Federation 2.7978
Slovekia 0.1003
Slovenia 0.1889
Switzerland 2.9704
Turkey 1.0259
Ukraine 0.1236
United States voluntary
Yugoslavia 0.0466
Austria 2.2079
Belgium 2.6323
Denmark 1.7463
Finland 1.2171
France 15.0756
Germany 22.7766
Greece 1.2567
Ireland 0.6855
[taly 11.8085
L uxembourg 0.1865
Netherlands 4.0522
Portugal 1.0772
Spain 5.8725
Sweden 2.3939
United Kingdom 12.9073
European Community 3.3418
Total 100.0000

* The order in which the Contracting Parties are listed in this annex is specifically made in relation to the cost-sharing
system agreed upon by the Executive Body for the Convention. Accordingly, the listing is afeature which is specific to

the Protocol on the Financing of EMEP.



