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annex on dust), VIII, XI (new annex on VOC contampproducts)

The EU has duly noted the desire expressed by ti@&SRV Chairman in his letter to
delegations to make significant progress during 488 sessioninter alia with respect to
choosing one ELV option for each stationary sowvitkin stationary source categories which
should be in line with the corresponding BAT.

Albeit the EU cannot at this stage take a finalitpms on the ultimate content and nature of

the ELV's in the amended GP, the EU wishes to stigpe Chairman's efforts to reduce the

complexity of the negotiating text presently avialéato Parties, by sharing our analysis on

what could constitute meaningful ELV options in tledevant annexes. It should be noted

that the EU proposes to maintain provisions on G@taining products as a separate annex
(XI) and to amend the main text of the protocolagpropriate to refer to the annex (e.g.

through amending Article 3.4).

We trust that the attached document responds toCteirman's request and will help
stimulate a constructive debate amongst Partidiseatorthcoming WGSR meetings. A final
EU position on the ELVs can only be taken afterihgvheard views from Parties to the
Convention with respect to the ambition levels las aeflected in the ceilings (Annex 1), as
well as other amendments of the protocol, suclhasltimate flexibility granted to Parties in
applying the new provisions of the amended Protocol

The EU is interested to learn the views of otheti®ato the Convention on the content of the

document, for example in relation to the followimgestions:

* Are there detailed ELV provisions included in th&ehed documents that would prevent
countries from ratifying the amended GP?

» If so, what alternatives would be considered meesssible or practical?

* Should the GP only focus on ELV's for only few (orajemission source categories?

» If so, should other provisions be kept under exgstor newly developed guidance
provisions or should they be deleted?

» If not, should the GP mandatory provisions contaiy detail at all with respect to ELV's
or simply leaving it to Parties to determinate 'thest" policy mix to reach the ceilings?

The EU acknowledges that Parties may only be ablxpress preliminary views at the"48
session of the WGSR and we therefore remain avaitaldiscuss the matters later.



