
Minutes of the seventh meeting of the CAFE Steering Group 
held in Brussels, the 17th February 2003 

 

FINAL 2 October 2003 

1. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION  

The meeting was chaired by the European Commission’s Directorate-General for the 
Environment, Unit C1 (“Air and Noise”). The Chair for the first sessions, Peter Wicks, 
bid the members of the Steering Group for CAFE welcome to the Seventh meeting. 

Roel van Aalst introduced to the SG members Rob Swart (Email: rob.swart@rivm.nl)- 
the new leader of the European Topic Centre on Air and Climate Change.  

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND MEETING NOTES FROM LAST MEETING  

The meeting notes from the latest meeting held in Brussels the 11 and 12 of September 
had been circulated to the members of the Steering Group. 

Comments and remarks had been given notably by WHO and EMEP and considered in 
the redrafting and will also be put on the CAFE programme web page1. The Steering 
group had no further comments and the meeting notes from the sixth meeting were 
adopted. 

3. INFORMATION UPDATES  - CAFE WORKING GROUPS AND EXTERNAL PROJECTS 

3.1. PM Working Group  

The CAFE Secretariat shortly introduced the WG on Particulate Matter. Martin 
Meadows (UK) as one of the co-chairs presented the current state the group.  

The “key questions” for the update of the PM position paper identified by the WG were 
repeated: (1) Current concentration levels of particulate matter (2) Historic trend of 
emissions and concentrations and reasons for trends (3) Emissions and concentration 
projections (business as usual and with additional measures) (4) Attainability of targets 
(in 2005 and 2010) (5) Health effects, metrics and targets. 

The co-ordination with the TSPA WG is ensured through the participation of Stefan 
Jacobi from the CAFE secretariat participating in the two groups and through exchange 
of documents including the minutes for the WG meetings. Also, later in the process the 
WG on PM is expected to play an important role in the selection of indicators and targets 
for PM.  

Following the questionnaire that was send out by the WG, so far15 countries (MS and 
AC) have provided additional data on PM10. The situation for the other metrics such as 
PM 2.5, PM 1 and particle number concentration is less satisfactory: only 9 countries 

                                                 
1 See http://europa.eu.int/comm/environment/air/cafe.htm 
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have reported and the data is not always comparable. Some conclusions would 
nevertheless be possible. The SG was asked to provide further information on national 
projections on PM as such information is available only for a few countries. 

The current state of the draft table of content for a revised PM-position paper was 
presented. The next actions of the WG were presented including: 

(1) Finalisation of the draft chapters of the position paper into a consolidated version: 
end March  

(2) 3 and 4 of April: WG meeting   

(3) 11 and 12 of June: PM-workshop. Sweden was thanked to have proposed to host 
this meeting in Stockholm. The participation is presently limited to about 100 
persons, which means roughly two representatives per stakeholder (such as MS, 
ACC, industry and NGOs). An invitation will also be sent to the SG Members. 

3.2. Target setting and policy assessment working group 

The CAFE Secretariat, chairing the WG on Target Setting and Policy Assessment, 
presented the work progress so far.  Since the last SG meeting two meetings have been 
held in the WG on TS and PA. The minutes as well as the notes and the presentations 
done in the WG meeting are available on the CAFE web site.  

The current work of the WG concerns:  

• Selection of indicators for integrated assessment modelling and ex-post evaluation: a 
provisional “wishlist” based on the DPSIR approach has been established with the 
assistance of WG members and experts from IIASA and EEA. This list could be 
changed depending on data availability and suitability to satisfy the needs of CAFE.  

• Discussions on the contents of the contracts to be launched on costs and benefits 
assessment as well as a contract for the RAINS review: the WG members have 
suggested useful modifications.  

• Definition of Scenarios for Integrated Modelling: 3 classes of scenarios (Environment 
targets, technology scenario and sectoral approach) were discussed, knowing that this 
discussion will be pursued and finalised on the basis of the baseline results. 

• Ex-post evaluation: three main domains (EC legislation, Use of instruments and 
cost/benefits analysis and short-term/local measures) were identified and the working 
methodology was discussed. 

3.3. CLRTAP activities  

Keith Bull (CLRTAP Secretariat), Richard Ballaman (chairman of the WG on Strategies 
and Review), Heinz Gregor (chairman of the WG on Effects) and Jurgen Schneider 
(chairing the EMEP SB) gave an update of the work plan for the Convention. All the 
recent documents (such as new reports on health risks from POP:s from LRTAP and  on 
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dynamic modelling) as well as the meeting reports, all are available on the web site of the 
Convention2. 

Until February 2003, four Parties to the Convention have ratified the Gothenburg 
protocol and fourteen the POP:s and heavy metals protocols. Sixteen ratifications are 
needed before the protocols enter into force.  Azerbaijan has recently joined the 
Convention, which means that very few European countries are not yet Parties.  

Germany has proposed to lead an expert group on heavy metals notably in order to 
prepare for the review of the heavy metals protocol and its possible extensions. During a 
workshop on heavy metals in December 2002, a first definition of critical loads for 
cadmium and lead was proposed. A call for data was launched on this issue and an expert 
meeting will be organised in the coming months in order to gather relevant information. 
For these pollutants, it would be possible to achieve a map of critical loads.  Progress has 
also been achieved on atmospheric modelling of heavy metals.   

Concerning the effects of ozone on vegetation, the use of AOT40 approach for integrated 
assessment modelling was confirmed for crops although the flux’s approach will be 
further developed over the next years. A new map of the effects of ozone on vegetation is 
expected by mid-2003. 

Some progress has been achieved on dynamic modelling (acidification), a call for data 
has been launched, and first results are expected by May 2003. 

The Convention representatives, the CAFE Secretariat and France as lead country, raised 
the attention of the SG members concerning the necessity to improve the involvement of 
stakeholders in the work of the Convention’s Expert Group on Techno-economic Issues 
(EGTEI)3. The aim of this work is to collect all relevant information in each country on 
abatement techniques and associated costs. A database framework comprising default 
value will be presented in Paris on the 3rd of April and the Parties will have to check and 
improve the proposed data before July 2003. The collaboration of industry as well of the 
Member States is essential, as these data will directly feed the RAINS model.  The 
credibility of both the CAFE program and the Gothenburg protocol review process, 
which may be start in 2004, will depend on the quality of these data.  

It was noted that a meeting was planned for the following day between the CLRTAP 
Executive Body bureau, EEA and the CAFE Secretariat in order to identify work lines of 
common interest, to co-ordinate actions and to avoid duplication of efforts- including the 
verification of the emissions data and the projections provided by the parties.  

New emphasis is being put by the Convention on the links between climate change and 
air quality and on the hemispheric scale of air pollution.  

3.4. City Delta  

After an introduction by the CAFE Secretariat, Philippe Thunis gave a presentation on 
the City Delta 4 project organised by JRC IES in collaboration with EMEP, IIASA and 
                                                 
2 http://www.unece.org/env/lrtap/welcome.html 

3 http://www.citepa.org/forums/egtei/egtei_index.htm 

4 : http://rea.ei.jrc.it/netshare/thunis/citydelta/ 
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EUROTRAC. The main objectives (variability of modelled results for 10 emission 
reduction scenarios), the scope (8 cities, long term effects of ozone and PM and 5/10/50-
km resolution) as well as the working methodology (model inter-comparison by 20 
modelling groups) were repeated.   

Input data have now been prepared for 7 participating cities (of 8). Model results are 
currently received for the 1999 base case and 2010 projections.  

4 graphical interpretation tools are under development: (1) Monitoring: measured data 
comparison between the participating cities (2) Validation: comparison between 
measured and modelled data using different models (3) Delta: relation between regional 
and urban concentrations and (4) Spatial approach: geographical presentation of selected 
indicators. 

A meeting is foreseen from 7 to 9 April in Valencia, which means that most of the result 
should be delivered by the end of this month.     

In order to respect the deadlines, the need for additional funding from participating 
countries as well as from the Commission and JRC for the modelling groups was raised, 
in particular to enhance the results related to PM emission reduction strategies as well as 
to increase the number of model results per city.   

4. WHO SYSTEMATIC REVIEW 

André Zuber introduced this item. Jurgen Schneider and Michal Krzyzanowski from 
WHO Europe in Bonn gave a presentation on the main results of the systematic review of 
health aspects of air quality in Europe. The WHO review was based on the questions 
formulated by the CAFE program and agreed upon in the SG meeting held 10 and 11 
December 2001. The objectives as well as the process and the methodology were 
repeated. For the three pollutants (ozone, NO2 and PM) background toxicological and 
epidemiological papers have been prepared by centres of excellence appointed by a 
Scientific Advisory Committee. These papers were used to give answers on a number of 
charge questions. The draft answers and a justification for the answers were submitted 
for review by an international panel of experts. All comments received by reviewers 
were discussed during a workshop held in January in Bonn and the answers to the CAFE 
questions were finalised. 

Some main conclusions are summarised: 

(1) There is sufficient new evidence to reconsider current WHO guidelines for PM 
and ozone, but not for NO2. The evidence for effects of PM has strengthened It 
was also recommended to use PM 2.5 as an indicator for PM related health effects 
such as mortality, at the same time, other indicators such as PM10, coarse fraction 
and number concentrations may also be relevant. Combustion sources are more 
critical and Black Smoke might be a good indicator for some of those sources, 
even if there is some uncertainty on the measurement methods applied during the 
studies using Black Smoke. Some studies indicate direct relation between health 
indicators and the vicinity to traffic related sources. Both primary and secondary 
PM seem to be relevant for certain health outcomes.  

(2) Concerning ozone, the evidence of short-term effects on mortality and morbidity 
has increased and there are indications for long-term effects also. Very few 
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mechanistic studies have been conducted recently on NO2 as such, but NO2 
remains important indicator of air quality, in particular as a precursor for the 
formation of ozone and secondary particulate matter and as an indicator for traffic 
related pollution. 

(3) There are no thresholds under which it is possible to consider that there are no 
effects. This is due to significant individual variations of susceptibility. WHO will 
therefore propose new concentration-response curves allowing decision-makers to 
decide on an acceptable level of risk for the population. It will be possible to use 
(some) of these curves in the CAFE integrated assessment modelling.  

(4) Ozone and PM are considered to have health effect per se. There is no final 
answer to this question for NO2. 

(5) Both short-term and long-term guidelines are relevant for all three pollutants but 
there is not enough information to derive quantitative risk estimates concerning 
effects from long-term exposure to ozone.  

(6) It is not possible to establish a ranking of the uncertainties of the results of this 
review. However, the rationales will contain some information on the certainty of 
the conclusions.  

The CAFE SG was invited to put questions to the WHO on the content of the draft report 
and to propose issues for a follow-up round of CAFE questions. A number of issues were 
brought up in the discussion. Some major points were that: 

– According to the first general comments of the SG, it appears that the questions 
addressed by the SG and the answers provided by WHO has captured the essence of 
the health concerns of the CAFE program.  

– The answers and the rationales of the answers have to be studied in detail. 

– The significance of the short-term exposure in episodes or close to hotspots has to be 
clarified. 

– Some concerns still prevail on the most suitable metric to assess and regulate PM; this 
question will also be discussed at the WG on PM.  

– Information on the degree of certainty plays in important role in the CAFE program 
when it comes to select the strategies to reduce health impacts. 

UNICE considered this review to be crucial in the CAFE context. Concerns about the 
quality of the review exercise were raised: certainty level of WHO statements, limited 
experts involved, few in depth comments from the reviewers. 

WHO reminded that about 50 experts chosen on the basis of suggestions from the SG 
were involved in the process. A lot of comments (about 80 pages) considered by WHO as 
very relevant were collected and discussed by 25 reviewers in depth during a 3-day 
workshop where also representatives from stakeholders and the Commission were invited 
as observers. All participants agreed upon the presented answers. Concerning 
uncertainties, although it is impossible to establish a “rating for certainty” for the 
different findings; however, there are additional indications on the degree of certainty in 
the rationales.  
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UNICE recommended an additional review step and suggested a workshop which would 
allow the SG members to debate the WHO answers. UNICE indicated that they will 
follow-up their intervention with a letter to the Commission.  

The final report with the answers on the charge questions, including the rationales, will 
be finalised and circulated by the beginning of March. In parallel, WHO will launch a 
process to update its air quality guidelines for PM and ozone.   

Results from an additional meta-analysis of the effects on health (cause-specific 
mortality, cause-specific hospital admissions) of ozone and PM for different age groups 
will be available in June 2003 in the form of concentration-response curves. This work 
will be the basis for impact assessment and cost/benefit studies. A second round of 
questions is under preparation by the CAFE Secretariat and contributions from Steering 
Group members on this second round as well as on the first WHO document are 
welcomed. A reminder will be sent by the Secretariat, as the questions should be 
finalised by mid-March. 

5. CAFE WORKPLAN AND CONTRACTS 

CAFE Secretariat summarised the main actions to be taken on the short term as well as 
main elements of the workplan up to 2005. The deadline for the thematic strategy given 
by the 6th EAP is the 22 of July 2005 (3 years after the adoption of the 6th EAP). The 
detailed legislative propositions will be developed after the adoption of the thematic 
strategy in 2005/2006. 

The main constraints on the proposed deadlines and on the quality of the future thematic 
strategy are: 

(1) NEC reporting from the member States: only a few have reported in the foreseen 
deadline (see item 6 below). The contribution of Denmark (“Danish efforts for 
clean air”) was mentioned and is available through the Danish representative 

(2) Agreed projections on energy and agriculture: the stakeholder consultation will 
start as soon as the data are finalised. For energy projections, an additional 
scenario integrating Kyoto compliance measures will be proposed. Then after, it 
will be essential to have a rapid and appropriate reaction from the stakeholders 

(3) EGTEI process (see item 3.3 above)  

(4) Local scale modelling: the success of City Delta and of the work to be developed 
commonly with EEA on very local scale is considered as essential in the CAFE 
context. 

UNICE will encourage Industry participation in items 2 and 3 above at the national level 
by recommending to their national organisations that they get in touch with both the 
national CAFE co-ordinators (list available on the web site) and the national EGTEI 
correspondents (list to be forwarded by Keith Bull).   

The last developments of the preparation of the 4th daughter directive were summarised 
by CAFE Secretariat. Apart from BAP, no target values will be proposed. But the 
monitoring of arsenic, cadmium and nickel would be imposed in potentially polluted 
areas where some values are exceeded. This would allow following the impact of the 
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implementation of the IPPC directive (application of BAT). In order to cover the full 
route of heavy metals in the environment, the Commission will also address this issue in 
the soil and water strategies as well as through the health and environment strategy.  

6. IMPLEMENTATION-RELATED ISSUES 

6.1. Inter-comparison of VOC monitoring methods  

Directive 2002/3/EC relating to ozone in ambient air foresees that the Commission 
would carry out an inter-comparison exercise on methods to sample and measure VOCs. 
Mr Emile de Saeger, JRC/IES, presented the initiatives foreseen to this purpose. The JRC 
will organise an Expert Meeting on 6/7 March to establish an overview of current VOC 
levels and monitoring methods. Steps towards potential reference methods and 
monitoring strategies will be discussed. A workplan for field and laboratory experiments 
will be developed in close co-operation with Member States. 

Furthermore Mr. de Saeger informed on the PEOPLE project aiming to raise the 
awareness of citizens on the health risks from air pollution and on the importance of 
personal behaviour on personal exposure. The study will assess outdoor, indoor and 
exposure levels of/to air pollutants through the organisation of campaigns with the 
participation of citizens and the media in a number of selected capitals in the EU and 
Candidate Countries. The study will focus on carcinogenic pollutants presenting long 
term effects on human health. Benzene has been selected as a first indicator to be 
measured with priority, also in support to the EC directive 2000/69/EC on air pollution 
by Benzene. 

In each city a number of maximum 125 volunteers will be selected, according to very 
well defined selection criteria. These criteria will allow an interpretation of the personal 
exposure in function of the specific activities of the volunteers: non-smoking citizens not 
exposed to automotive sources (control group), smokers, commuting citizens using a 
personal car as transport means, citizens using public transport, citizens using a bike or 
walking.  

A first pilot study has been conducted in the cities of Brussels and Lisboa on October 
22nd 2002. Further campaigns will be conducted in Bucharest, Budapest, Ljubljana, and 
Madrid during 2003. The study will be extended to other cities 2004. So far the following 
cities have expressed their interest to be associated in the project: Belgrade, Dublin, 
Paris, and Roma. This list is however not definitive. The project will be extended to other 
toxic pollutants in the longer perspective. 

6.2. WG on Equivalence/ AQUILA  

On behalf of the chairman of the WG on Equivalence (Theo Hafkenscheid), Don Munns 
presented the results of the second meeting of the group on 14/15 January 2003. Progress 
has been made in preparing the main guidance document as well as the individual test 
procedures (basically four for: automated methods for gases, manual methods for gases, 
particulate matter and speciation of pollutants in particulates) to check equivalency. The 
assessment of the uncertainty will be based on the principles of the guide to the 
expression of uncertainty in measurements (GUM). The procedures will in general 
comprise a series of laboratory and field tests. The guidance will include a document on 
reporting requirements to show equivalence. In the discussion of the SG it was raised that 
the level of formal requirements should not be too high in order to encourage practical 
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use of the guidance. It was also mentioned that the use of a method that fulfils the 
required uncertainty criteria to be equivalent (regarding the concentration measured) still 
can lead to a disproportionate number (higher or lower) of exceedance e.g. of the PM10 
daily limit value. The next meeting of the group will be 29/30 April, the guidance 
documents should be finalised in September 2003. 

The last meeting of AQUILA was on 16/17 January 2003. Stefan Jacobi gave a short 
presentation on the state of the group and the results of that meeting. Following a request 
from the last CAFE SG meeting acceding countries (AC) were invited as observer this 
time. Six participants from five AC followed the invitation. The response to a proposal 
for a Memorandum of Understanding showed one member to disagree because of legal 
concerns but these might be possible to overcome. Six members did not reply so far. The 
majority of the group would accept the MoU, with some proposed modifications. A 
major part of this meeting was dedicated to information exchange, in particular 
concerning the state of play of the different CEN/TC264 working groups but also on the 
CAFE WG on PM and the WG on Equivalency. Participants were made aware of the 
international conference on QA/QC in the field of emission and air quality 
measurements, organised by JRC in co-operation with the Czech Hydrological Institute 
in May this year. Activities for the next meeting (planned in October 2003) are foreseen 
as: a workshop on PM measurements, an update on WG’s of EC and CEN and a 
discussion on the role of national reference laboratories. For transparency JRC will set up 
a web page for AQUILA 

6.3. Review of DD1 and EoI  

Article 10 of Directive 1999/30/EC foresees a Commission report on the implementation 
and latest scientific findings related to the pollutants covered. Whereas the CAFE 
thematic strategy is going to address the latter, a review of the experience with 
implementation so far is planned to be finalised by December 2003. To include the view 
of Member States and other stakeholders an informal questionnaire has been prepared 
which covers key items such as the concept of zones, monitoring requirements and 
information of the public. The questionnaire is going to be circulated in the next weeks. 
In the course of the preparation of the review report the WGs on PM and on TSPA as 
well as the EEA will also be asked for contributions. 

Regarding the review of Decision 97/101/EC on Exchange of Information a consultancy 
study is going to be finalised by March 2003. This study is based on informal stakeholder 
consultations and will build the background of the upcoming Commission report. 
Bearing in mind that the Annexes of the Decision have been amended only a year ago not 
much need for amendments is to be expected. 

6.4. WG on Implementation   

As Mr Jürgen Schneider left UBA Austria and took a position with WHO, Bonn, he 
stepped down from chairing the WG on Implementation. The CAFE Secretariat 
expressed its thanks to Mr Schneider for the excellent support the WG has provided to 
the Commission under his chairmanship. The CAFE Secretariat is grateful to Netherlands 
to take over this task and welcomes Mr Hans Herremans as the new chairman. 

Mr Herremans informed the SG on the latest documents drafted by the WG. The WG had 
prepared three guidance notes to support Member States’ authorities in implementing the 
AQ framework and daughter directives. The members of the SG welcomed the notes 
however felt that the one on “Air quality assessment around point sources” needed some 
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redrafting. The notes on preparing action plans and on zones relating to ecosystems and 
vegetation will be placed on the CAFE webpage in a few days. 

The main focus of the WG has been to prepare a structured reporting by Member States 
on the plans and programmes required by Article 8 of the FWD. To this purpose it 
proposed the use of predefined forms to define each exceedance situation and the 
abatement measures foreseen. It also prepared an accompanying guidance report giving 
additional information and the purpose and concept of the reporting. The SG welcomed 
the approach and the draft documents. It is foreseen by the CAFE Secretariat to make 
these reporting formats binding by adopting them via Comitology as a Commission 
Decision. 

6.5. Reporting of National emission-inventories 

The CAFE secretariat reminded MS’s again on their obligation to submit reports on 
emissions inventories and prognosis for 2010 as well as the national programs to 
demonstrate measures to be taken in order to reach the national emission ceilings by 
2010 (deadline for emission reports and national programs was 31.12.02). By the end of 
January 2003 the Commission sent out letters of reminder to those MS’s who did send 
reports so far. By mid February we were still missing one third of the emission 
inventories and even two third of the national programs. MS’s were made aware that the 
Commission will have to follow formal legal procedures in cases of non-compliance with 
reporting obligations. Once again the CAFE secretariat pointed out that these reports are 
crucial for the development of the CAFE baseline and therefore for the whole time 
schedule of the CAFE program. 

There is a need to improve the quality assurance of emission data reported both under the 
CLRTAP and the NEC Directive. In a presentation on NEC and CLRTAP emission 
inventory reporting Andre Jol (EEA) outlined possible measures to check the data and 
improve the data quality. The initiative in general was supported by the SG. Keith Bull 
(CLRTAP) however, pointed out that such a data quality improvement program under 
the Convention would need to be formally adopted be the Executive Body first.  

 

7. USE OF ECONOMIC INSTRUMENTS TO IMPROVE AIR QUALITY 

Chris Dekkers of the Dutch Ministry of Environment presented an outline of the system 
of NOx emissions trading the Netherlands plans to implement in 2004. The intention is a 
national scheme for emissions trading aimed at achieving the NOX targets for industrial 
sources for 2010 and beyond. He also gave the highlights of the EU-wide project 
“Exploring New Approaches for regulating industrial installations” (ENAP), with the 
aim to start a European dialogue on new instruments. He briefly touched upon the first 
ENAP workshop, which dealt specifically with emissions trading on NEC substances5.  

                                                 

5Additional information including preliminary studies can be found on the following 
web-site: http://www.noxemissiehandel.nl/pub/bscw.cgi/0/2470 

 



10 

CAFE Secretariat presented initial thoughts of to increase knowledge of applying 
economic instruments as part of the CAFE programme. Both presentations are available 
on the CAFE web-site. 

In the discussion, industry participants highlighted the importance of increasing the 
knowledge of the use of economic instruments in practice and suggested that e.g. 
workshops would be held to this effect. Several Member States said that in some cases 
the knowledge could be improved, but that even more important is to see how the 
instruments can be used in practice. Some Member States were of the opinion that 
economic instruments are suitable at national level, but could cause problems if e.g. EU-
wide applications would be considered (because of environmental effectiveness could be 
watered down). Some pointed that it is difficult to have an EU-wide trading system in 
connection with a critical load strategy.  

A number of Member States reported that economic instruments, notably differentiating 
taxes, have been helpful to reduce emissions. The importance of using economic 
instruments in transport sector was highlighted, and shipping was mentioned specifically. 
It was considered important to include the choice of economic instruments to the study of 
ex-post evaluation that will be carried out in the CAFE programme. In addition, Sweden 
proposed that the ASTA project would be used to study the use of economic instruments 
further. CAFE Secretariat concluded that it was clearly important to take into account the 
effectiveness of economic instruments in real life, and that learning from what works in 
practice is helpful when the Thematic Strategy is written. CAFE Secretariat will follow 
up the initial suggestions made during the discussion and return to the issue in the next 
Steering Group meeting. 

8. OTHER BUSINESS  

The CAFE secretariat has prepared an information note the research activities of the 
European Union of relevance for the CAFE programme. The information will be put on 
the CAFE web site. Links will be provided for the individual projects. Members States 
were invited to give information on CAFE related research activities and to provide links 
to national sites.  

Michal Krzyzanowski announced that WHO is organising the sixth meeting of the Joint 
Convention/WHO Task Force on Health Aspects of Long-range Transboundary Air 
Pollution: modelling and assessment of health impacts of particulate matter and ozone 
from LRTAP. The meeting is to be held in Bonn 22-23 May.  

Michal Krzyzanowski also announced the AIRNET project which has been set up to 
support the CAFE program, will hold its next annual meeting in Rome 5 to 7 November. 
Details are given on the AIRNET web site.6 

Member States were invited to forward to the CAFE Secretariat the internet addresses of 
their “on line” air quality web sites. 

                                                 
6 http://airnet.iras.uu.nl/ 
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9. CLOSING OF THE MEETING 

The Chairman indicated that the next regular Steering Group meeting may need to be 
postponed due to financial restrictions on meetings7. The chair closed the meeting. 

 

                                                 

7 The meeting has indeed been postponed and is now scheduled for 29 and 30 September 
2003 in Brussels.  


