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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 session, Peter Wicks 
bid the participants welcome to the eighth meeting. A list of attendees is attached. 

 

2. Adoption of the Agenda and minutes of the last meeting 

The Agenda was adopted. The minutes of the previous meeting were adopted with the 
following clarification: Point 6.4 of the minutes: the formats of the plans and 
programmes will not be adopted before December. The new format will be compulsory 
only for next year.  

 

3. Information updates Working Groups and external projects 

3.1. Working Group on Particulate Matter 

Stefan Jacobi and Martin Meadows summarised the latest developments in the PM 
Working Group1 and presented the content of the draft PM position paper. 

The draft position paper was finalised and sent to S.G. members in August. A 
stakeholder consultation workshop is foreseen in October 20-21 in Stockholm in order to 
discuss this position paper. Two experts per country will be invited to the workshop. 
Parts of the draft do not yet represent the views of all the W.G. members. These concern 
particularly chapters 5, 9 and 11. Before the end of the year the position paper will be 
reviewed in the light of the comments received. The final version will be presented to the 
Steering Group. This procedure and the proposed timing were accepted by the Steering 
Group.  

In the discussion Marion Wichmann-Fiebig clarified that it is foreseen in the framework 
of existing Daughter Directive to organise transnational consultation in case of 
transboundary pollution. UNICE emphasised the role of the integrated assessment 
modelling for fixing targets and limit values. 

                                                 
1 all the presentations are available on the CAFE web site  
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3.2. Working Group on Target Setting and Policy Assessment 

André Zuber, the Chairman of the working group, summarised the latest developments, 
notably: 

• The ”ex-post’’ and ”ex-ante’’ indicators:  the EEA indicators will be compared 
with the ”ex-ante’’ list as agreed in working group. 

• Target setting: A first set of targets will be produced at the beginning of 2004. A 
discussion has been held on the meaning of ‘’significant negative impact’’. The 
conclusions of the Chair were presented: in summary, although risk assessment 
will be based on scientific knowledge, a value judgement will be necessary when 
passing from risk assessment to risk management. 

3.3. WHO systematic review 

Jürgen Schneider presented the latest developments of the WHO project as well as an 
overview of the main reports to be delivered: 

• The results of the meta–analysis of concentration-response relations for PM and 
ozone, and the effects of mortality and morbidity will be published soon. The 
work achieved in the joint WHO - UNECE Task Torce on Health was also 
summarised. Reduction of life expectancy will be used as the health outcome 
related to PM exposure in integrated assessment modelling. For ozone, the 
AOT60 should be replaced by attributable mortality even if methodological work 
still needs to be developed. 

• The additional CAFE questions were finalised in April 2003, and WHO is 
currently working on the answers. A first draft will be reviewed before end 2003, 
suggestions for reviewers from the Member States are welcome (names to be 
sent to WHO before 7/11/2003). 

• WHO is also working on the effects of air pollution on children’s health (also in 
the framework of the preparation the Budapest Ministerial Conference). A report 
will be finalised in spring 2004. 

Possible additional tasks were presented, as well as dissemination possibilities. At least 
one participant considered it would be a good idea to organise a workshop to disseminate 
the main results of the WHO work It was pointed out that since the last Steering Group 
meeting, no comments had been made on the first WHO report. A last chance was given 
to the Member States with a deadline of end November.  

3.4. Convention on Long-Range Transboundary Air Pollution. 

Richard Ballaman, chairman of the CLRTAP Working Group on Strategies and Review, 
summarised the recent work achieved in the context of the Convention: 

• Revision of the POP protocol: A meeting will be held mid December; the status 
of ratification will be clarified at this occasion.  

• Protocol on heavy metals (Pb, Cd, Hg): The protocol will enter into force before 
the end of the year (16th ratification expected in the coming months). The 
hemispheric scale will be envisaged. 
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• Gothenburg Protocol: Only 6 ratifications so far (16 are required), in principle 
the other required ratifications may come before the end of 2004. The protocol 
revision could start in 2005, and the preparation work will begin next year. 
Interactions and synergies with climate change and energy policies will be 
analysed as well as interactions with agricultural policies (ammonia emissions). 

The Convention will celebrate its 25th anniversary in 2004. At this occasion two reports 
will be published in September 2004 (Evolution and perspective of air pollution in 
Europe). 

3.5. Working Group on Effects of the Convention 

Heinz Gregor, chairman of the Working Group on Effects, made a presentation on the 
latest findings and the work programme. 

3.6. EMEP 

Jürgen Schneider, chairman of the EMEP Steering Body, presented recent progress under 
EMEP: 

• Emission inventories: a considerable amount of work is still needed on data 
validation as well as on the consistency between the NEC Directive and the 
Convention (Gothenburg protocol) in reporting. NOx emissions from heavy duty 
vehicles are still an issue to be clarified. 

• Monitoring: the importance of regional monitoring is highlighted as a 
complement to local monitoring.  

• EMEP unified model: important progress has been made for acidifying and 
eutrophying pollutants, PM and ozone even if some difficulties still remain for 
PM. A review workshop is foreseen between the 3-5 November in Oslo (details 
available on the Convention web site).  

• A series of workshops on hemispheric transport of air pollution (Hg, ozone and 
PM) is foreseen. 

3.7. The AIRNET project 

Callum Searle, DG Research, briefly introduced the project and its context. He 
emphasised that it is clearly the intention to make the results of his project available for 
policy developments in CAFE. Leendert van Bree, AIRNET project leader at RIVM, 
then made a presentation on the AIRNET project (Air pollution and Health). The 
structure, organisation and work of AIRNET as well as the potential links with the CAFE 
programme were presented1. A second AIRNET conference is foreseen in November 5-7 
2003 in Rome. This conference is co-organised with NERAM (strategies for Clean Air 
and Health). 

3.8. City Delta 
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Kees Cuvelier (JRC) presented the state of play of the City Delta project. 266 scenarios 
for O3 and NO2 and 91 scenarios for PM have been received and analysed. Preliminary 
conclusions were presented. 

Phase 2 of the City Delta project aims to better investigate PM and try to solve 
inconsistency of emission inventories in Berlin, Milan, Paris and Prague. The next 
meeting is planned to be held in Matera (27-29 October 2003) and the project will be 
finalised next summer. 

Markus Amann explained how the City Delta information will be used in RAINS. He 
mentioned a recent study in Vienna on PM2,5 and coarse particles (inside and outside the 
city). Traffic emissions appear to dominate the urban increment of PM composition. A 
good correlation between emission densities and air quality (PM concentration) exists. 

3.9. Street Canyon Modelling 

Roel van Aalst presented the EEA/ETC project on Street Canyon modelling. Review 
studies have been finalised and a pilot application will be operational before the end of 
2003. First elements of typology of the streets and cities were presented as well as first 
results, coming from the EEA database on air quality. The importance of local traffic 
contribution was highlighted as well as the importance of PM re-suspension. 

UNICE asked for greater transparency in the project similarly to the transparency of the 
City Delta project. Mr van Aalst responded that this project had been discussed and 
presented in the TSPA working group. In addition several scientists were contacted to 
contribute with data and models. 

3.10. PARTICULATES project 

Fernando Ferreira (DG TREN) presented the ”PARTICULATES project” 
(characterisation of the exhaust particulates, influence of various parameters such as 
speed, vehicle type, fuel used, etc on size, distribution, number, composition). This 
project was due to end in October 2003. A database summarising most of the results has 
been constructed. 

4.  Issues related to Implementation 

Review of the first Air Quality Daughter Directive (1999/30/EC) 

Marion Wichmann-Fiebig presented apologies from Hans Herremanns, chairman of the 
CAFE Working Group on Implementation, who was not able to participate in the 
meeting. She presented the state of play regarding the review of Directive 1999/30/EC as 
required by Article 10.  

The WG IMPL is going to compile an extensive report (max. 50 pages) on the experience 
of the implementation of the directive. The report would be based on background 
documents such as the replies to the enquiry on experience in implementing the directive, 
the Position Paper on PM, a summary of the annual reporting on air quality. Where 
appropriate the WG should formulate amendments to the directive. The next meeting of 
the WG is going to take place on 30/31 October 2003 in Lisbon hosted by the 
Environment Institute of the University. 
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Further input for the review will be provided by the results from a contract where the use 
of modelling for the assessment of air quality will be investigated. The contractor AEA 
Technologies is to propose amendments of the current directive as for data quality 
objectives of models, methods to determine uncertainties etc. 

A Commission Services Report will then be drafted summarising the experience and 
proposing amendments to be adopted via Comitology as well as by Co-decision. It would 
cover neither attainability nor the review of the limit values as these will be an integral 
part of CAFE programme. The latter type of amendments would only be taken forward in 
the context of the CAFE thematic strategy.  

Implementation of the National Emissions Ceilings Directive (2000/81/EC) 

Stefan Jacobi presented the state of play regarding reporting under the NEC Directive. 
Many Member States’ submissions of emission inventories (due 31 December 2002) 
were delayed, with the majority of reports arriving within the first quarter of 2003. 
However, a few of the emission inventories were not reported even before May/June 
2003. The ‘National Programmes’, to be reported by Member States with the same 
deadline were submitted even later. By the end of September 2003 five of those National 
Programmes were still missing.  

Andreas Barkmann (EEA) presented an initial assessment of Member States National 
Plans and emission projections under the NEC Directive. The assessment should give an 
overview of the quality and transparency of MSs’ reporting, a summary of the content of 
those programmes and a gap analysis of projections with the emission ceilings including 
overview graphs for each MS and each pollutant. Initial recommendations on a common 
template for reporting of projections and National Programmes should also be included. 
Initial results showed that there was little information on the key socioeconomic 
assumptions for the emission projections and virtually no quantitative data on the effect 
of policies and measures to achieve the ceilings in 2010. The submitted programmes 
were very different in structure and content which makes it very difficult to compare 
them. This could certainly be improved by a common structure for those reports. A draft 
summary report of this assessment should be finalised by the end of 2003. 

Stefan Jacobi gave a presentation to clarify what kind of emissions are covered under the 
NEC Directive. The question had been raised because of some discrepancies between the 
requirements of the NEC Directive and the methodologies to be followed for reporting 
under the Directive (according to Annex III of the NEC Directive: the methodologies 
agreed upon by CLRTAP and the joint EMEP/CORINAIR emission inventory 
guidebook).   

Stefan Jacobi made clear that the only exemptions from the national totals are those 
specified in Article 2 of the Directive. Following this, besides some specific geographical 
exemptions, only aircraft emissions beyond the LTO-cycle and emissions from 
international maritime traffic are excluded. This means that emissions from 
international inland shipping and from national and international air transport 
(LTO-cycle but not cruise) should be included in the national totals.  

Further ambiguity arises from the use of different methods for the emission calculations, 
especially for the transport sector. The calculation of emissions based on the concept of 
“fuel consumed” bears the risk that emissions from “mobile sources” travelling abroad 
are not being picked up by the neighbouring Member States and might remain not being 
addressed at all.  
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An amendment of the Emission Guidelines of the Convention to address these 
ambiguities seems unlikely before 2007. Therefore the Commission will look into the 
possibility to clarify the relation between requirements of the Directive and the 
methodologies to be used for reporting via Comitology.  

WG on Equivalence 

Peter Woods gave a presentation on behalf of the chairman of the WG on Equivalence 
(Theo Hafkenscheid) on current progress of the working group. The group had prepared 
a draft of the “Guidance report for demonstrating equivalence of ambient air monitoring 
methods” shortly before the SG meeting. The structure of the report and the general 
procedures proposed to demonstrate equivalence were presented. The guidance report 
starts from the basic requirement that a measurement method other than the reference 
method may be used, provided it fulfils the minimum data quality objectives specified in 
the relevant directive. Four specific test programmes have been developed: automated 
measurement systems for gases and vapours; manual methods for gases and vapours; 
methods for particulate matter; and methods for constituents of particulate matter. The 
uncertainty assessment of ‘candidate methods’ uses an approach based on the ‘Guide to 
the expression of uncertainty in measurement’. The practical approach includes 
laboratory tests followed by field test for confirmation. The guidance document lays 
down the detailed arrangements and procedures (such as the experimental set up and the 
statistical procedure) that should be followed to demonstrate equivalence. The current 
situation was that the draft report was under internal discussion in the Working Group. 
The aim was to finalise the report as soon as possible. The SG agreed with the general 
line to demonstrate equivalence as outlined in the presentation on the report. The paper 
should be submitted to Member States for discussion. It was repeated that the character 
of the document is guidance to Member States. 

State of play on other issues  

After unexpectedly long and intense negotiations the Commission has adopted a Proposal 
for a Directive relating to arsenic, cadmium, mercury, nickel and PAH in ambient air, the 
so-called 4th Daughter Directive. Negotiations with the Council and the Parliament are 
expected not to start before 2004. 

A Commission Services Report on the experience with exchange of information, i.e. 
Decision 97/101/EC has been introduced in Interservice Consultation. Currently the 
report does not foresee any amendments. However, this is going to be reconsidered in the 
context of amending Directive 1999/30/EC. It is foreseen to establish an expert group on 
exchange of information with members from Member States and Accession Countries as 
well as from EEA and ETC/ACC. The group will be chaired by the Commission, i.e. DG 
ENV.C.1 and should meet each November. It would give its views on the experience 
with the last reporting cycle and propose improvements for the coming year. 
Nominations of members should be sent to the CAFE Secretariat before 15 October 
2003. No reimbursement is foreseen for participants in the meetings, which would take 
place at the Commission’s premises at Brussels. 

The Interservice Consultation on a draft Decision relating to plans and programmes 
under Art 8 of the Air Quality Framework directive (96/62/EC) will be closed on 6 
October. Following that, the Art 12-Committee is going to vote on the Decision. A 
Committee meeting is foreseen to take place in December. Invitations and documents 
will be sent as soon as a date has been fixed. Though the formats given in the Decision 
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would not be mandatory for this year’s reporting the Commission would appreciate if 
Member States would already now use the formats when reporting on the plans and 
programmes due by 31 December 2003. On behalf of EMEP Leonor Tarrason offered to 
provide Member States with projections of contributions from transboundary transport. 
The calculations would be based on average meteorological years. However, agreement 
would be necessary on which emission projections should be used for the calculations 
(data provided under the Convention or the NEC directive). The members of the Steering 
Group are invited to give their views on this possibility. 

The annual questionnaire on assessment under 1999/30/EC relating to the year 2001 has 
been sent by all Member States but Italy. The questionnaire relating to data from 2002 is 
due by 30 September 2003. The questionnaire is going to be updated with a view to 
include the annual reporting requirements from the second and the third Air Quality 
Daughter Directives (2000/69/EC and 2002/3/EC respectively). The latter directive came 
into force by 9 September 2003 meaning that following the preliminary assessment 
Member States should have set up their monitoring network and should have established 
procedures required by the information and alert thresholds. 

5. CAFE work plan and main contracts 

CAFE work plan 

The CAFE programme has now reached its mid term. Peter Wicks gave an update of the 
work progress of the CAFE programme, the work ahead and some critical issues for the 
progress and success of CAFE. He reminded SG members that the CAFE programme 
leads up to the Thematic Strategy on Air Pollution which is due to be presented by the 
European Commission not later than 22 July 2005 according to the sixth Environmental 
Action Programme of the Community. The CAFE secretariat is presently drafting a 
document with more details on the work plan.  

The phase of setting up the project is coming to a close in 2003. A number of 
Commission service contracts has been set up to support the CAFE programme, the 
major ones being the RAINS integrated assessment modelling contract with IIASA, 
including the integration of CITY DELTA findings into the RAINS framework, the cost 
benefit contract with AEA Technologies and the TREMOVE II contract with the 
University of Leuven. A grant has also been given to the WHO to perform a “Systematic 
review of air pollution health aspects in Europe”. In addition, contracts have been 
concluded, or are close to be concluded, on a review of the RAINS model, ex-post 
evaluations of policies, evaluations of emerging technologies in small scale combustions 
and in industry. The CAFE programme draws also on the work programme of EEA with 
the State of Environment and Outlook report 2005, the development of headline and core 
indicators as well as the basic work of the CLRTAP on air pollution impacts on 
ecosystems and material. In addition a number of pilot projects may have great 
importance for the CAFE programme, such as that of the EEA on an assessment of the 
air quality in street canyons.  

The next phase, the analysis phase, has already started with consultations on the basis for 
the CAFE baseline scenarios. However, the results to be analysed from different 
contracts and lines of work are coming on stream by the end of 2003 and throughout 
2004. Some of the results, such as those coming from the cost-benefit analysis and 
TREMOVE II are expected to be produced also in 2005. Nevertheless, the main body of 
information and the analysis will be made up to the end of 2004. 
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The synthesis of results will be concluded by the end of 2004 or beginning of 2005 and 
be the basis for the CAFE integrated policy advice. After that time the Commission will 
produce the Thematic Strategy on Air Pollution, which is expected to be accompanied or 
followed by legislative proposals and revisions as appropriate.  

Martin Williams (UK), Ulrik Torp (DK) and other SG members welcomed the 
information provided on the update and looked forward to have more details in written 
form. In the discussion a number of issues were raised on the ongoing work: 

Martin Williams (UK) asked how the information from TREMOVE II is expected to 
influence the CAFE programme since part of the results on policy options in the 
transport sector will be available in 2005 after the synthesis phase for CAFE has finished. 
Matti Vainio explained that the RAINS model will also provide information on the cost-
effective measures and policies in the transport sector, although mainly as technical 
measures. The TREMOVE II model complements the RAINS analysis by giving further 
disaggregation of the results to e.g. different vehicle types.  

Julio Lumbreras (ES) asked how the RAINS review could influence the outcome of 
CAFE in view of that the review of RAINS will be ready at a stage when the first results 
of the policy options are to be analysed. Matti Vainio responded that the review will be 
used to correct possible short-comings of the model either immediately or in the medium 
term, and to give information about the robustness the results.  

The chairs of the working groups under the CLRTAP, Richard Ballaman and Heinz 
Gregor, reminded the meeting that the data on technical measures (the EGTEI database) 
being produced under the auspices of the Convention are not yet validated. Also the 
EMEP model is currently under review, some major improvements have been seen in 
model performance for some pollutants such as ozone but for some pollutant differences 
exist between model results and monitoring data, and particularly so for the secondary 
organic aerosols. The Executive Body of the Convention may agree on the basis for the 
revision of the Gothenburg protocol in December 2004 at the earliest. Lars Lindau (S) 
and others felt that another consequence is that the revision of the Gothenburg protocol 
will be one to two years later than the proposal of a Thematic strategy for air pollution 
although the political negotiations in European institutions and the CLRTAP EB may 
coincide later.  

Some SG members (including SF, UK, NL and D) raised their concerns on the revision 
of the basic data for the RAINS baseline since new national energy baseline scenarios 
and other new relevant information are presently being developed in these States and that 
these will be available in 2004. Matti Vainio responded that a balance must be struck 
between, having most up to date data from MS and concluding the consultations of the 
RAINS baseline scenarios. He also urged that the MS and other stakeholders to come 
forward with updated information in the bilateral consultations. He added that new data 
that might have a substantial impact on the baseline scenarios may be assessed by 
sensitivity analysis. Alternatively such information could be taken into account 
qualitatively in the write up of the Thematic Strategy. 

Jan Urbanus (UNICE) felt that the work of WHO should be reviewed by peers in a 
similar way as the RAINS model. Michal Krzyzanowski (WHO) informed that the 
assessment of air pollution health aspects has been drafted by centres of excellence 
appointed by a Scientific Advisory Group and that drafts have been peer reviewed by a 
large number of experts appointed by WHO, including those nominated by the members 
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of the CAFE SG. The WHO results have also been presented and discussed with 
stakeholders in the AIRNET project. André Zuber give the information that any proposal 
of the European Commission regarding the setting of environmental and health 
objectives are expected to pass the Scientific Committee on Toxicology and Eco-
toxicology, which is an independent  expert committee appointed by the European 
Commission. Also, it is planned to have a workshop by the middle of 2004 which 
summarises the WHO project and would allow for consultations with the European 
stakeholders. 

Information strategy 

André Zuber gave an overview on the information strategy of the CAFE programme. So 
far the work has been focused on updating the CAFE web page for the use of members of 
the participants of the CAFE programme as soon as the information is available.  
However, the information strategy also includes other key target groups, such as the 
European institutions and the general public.  

Satu Nurmi (SF) and many other members of the CAFE SG suggested that timely 
information should also be given to the Environment Council. It was also pointed out that 
children are an important target group for information. For 2004 the CAFE secretariat 
has concrete plans to publish the first major results, such as the CAFE baseline scenarios 
and the revised position paper on PM. In addition the EEA, WHO and the CLRTAP are 
producing information of direct relevance for the CAFE programme.  

Matti Vainio invited the members of the SG to reflect on their information needs 
concerning the CAFE programme might be, and specifically if there is a need to produce 
a short information brochure on the CAFE baseline scenarios in different languages.  

The CAFE Baseline and integrated assessment modelling 

Markus Amann from IIASA gave an overview of the CAFE baseline scenarios and the 
integrated assessment modelling. The general consultation on energy scenarios had 
already taken place in May 2003 and the consultation on agriculture scenarios was taking 
place in October 2003. Later, from October 2003 to March 2004 bilateral consultations 
with CAFE stakeholders will taking place on the data introduced into the RAINS model, 
national projections and the options for measures with associated costs. A possibility is 
to introduce multiple baseline scenarios, following from variants of implementation of 
policies on climate change. At present important environment and health objectives are 
integrated into the RAINS model framework. The environmental effects of acidification, 
eutrophication and ground level ozone are based on the concepts of Critical Loads and 
Levels, whereas health effects are based on changes of life expectancy due to PM and 
attributable number of deaths due to ozone. These health effects are the “critical effects” 
of air pollution and accounts for the major damage. The objective is to have the CAFE 
baseline scenarios ready as a basis for policy options scenarios in March 2004 and to 
start policy option runs thereafter in April/May 2004. 

It became apparent that about a third of the stakeholders had booked meetings or were in 
the process of booking bilateral consultations with IIASA. Matti Vainio urged the 
members of the CAFE programme to come forward and book meetings as soon as 
possible. He also invited the MS and stakeholder to submit their concerns to IIASA 
before the consultation in order to use the time allocated more efficiently.  
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A specific point was raised on the use of non-validated data from the EGTEI database 
where some members of the SG (such as the UK) favoured the use of national data 
instead of default non-validated values from EGTEI. Others (including F, D and BE) felt 
that the EGTEI data should be used to its full extent so that the effectiveness of actions 
and their costs would be comparable between the MS in the RAINS IAM. Matti Vainio 
concluded that in the bilateral consultations data presently in the RAINS data base will 
be a point of consultation. It will be more difficult or impossible to take account of 
EGTEI data coming in later. Bénédicte Oudart (F) said that the EGTEI data for the 
combustion sector would be available in October 2003, when some States have already 
started bilateral consultations. Matti Vainio responded that every effort should be made 
to include this information, but he reminded also that time is tight.  

Some participants (including S and D)said that emerging technologies may be important 
influencing the emissions  particularly after 2010. Matti Vainio responded that the new 
information coming up from the new studies will be used in the context of the integrated 
policy advice, and, to the extent possible, will be integrated into the RAINS sensitivity 
study of the CAFE baseline scenarios. 

Ton Blom (NL) and other members of the CAFE SG raised their concerns on the fact that 
peak levels of nitrogen dioxide where not integrated into the RAINS model despite the 
fact that the EU AQ limit values is one of the major drivers for actions and at very high 
costs. Matti Vainio reminded that the impacts of the air pollutants other than those 
included into RAINS are to be assessed in the new contract on Multi-Criteria Analysis 
and Cost-Benefit Analysis. Also supplementary to RAINS is the EEA study on the urban 
street canyons, which, if successful, may be further developed and linked to the results 
from RAINS to get better assessment of the implication for nitrogen dioxide in street hot 
spots. 

Modelling of transport related emissions, TREMOVE II 

Stef Proost from the University of Leuven gave an overview of the further development 
of the TREMOVE model. The model is presently under development and expanded to 
include the EU 15 plus four Acceeding Countries as well as Switzerland and Norway. It 
also includes the maritime emissions and the contribution from aviation over Europe. 
The model will get the forecast of transport demand from the SCENES model. The first 
provisional baseline will be produced in February 2004. TREMOVE II will allow more 
detailed analysis of the policy options for emission reductions, such as transport 
management, economic instruments as well as purely technical measures. The 
TREMOVE II contract will continue to deliver results on policy options at a detailed 
level also in 2005 and will give a basis for the CAFE secretariat when drafting details of 
the Thematic Strategy on Air Pollution and further legislation. The RAINS and 
TREMOVE models as well as the contract on cost and benefits are linked with each 
other and an extended CAFE Technical Assessment Group meeting will take place on 13 
October 2003.  

 

 

Cost benefit analysis and multi-criteria analysis 

Recently a service contract has been concluded with AEA Technologies to develop and 
perform a multi-criteria and cost benefit analysis for the CAFE programme. Mike 
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Holland presented an outline of the project. The objective is to assess the costs and 
benefits of policy options which is also a Treaty obligation. The costs will mainly be 
quantified by the RAINS model whereas the benefits are only partly covered by RAINS. 
Some of the effects will be quantified in monetary terms. A multi-criteria assessment is 
to be carried out for effects where only qualitative or semi-quantitative information 
exists. Also, this contract will aim at assessing ancillary benefits of policy actions (e.g. 
climate change) as well as effects on social issues (eg distribution of benefits to different 
Member States, regions or socioeconomic groups).  Consultations with the stakeholders 
are an integrated part of the work to be done by the contractor. The contract will provide 
results on the benefits of the different policy option from about November 2004 onwards, 
and also in 2005.  

Ulrik Torp (DK) suggested that the draft reports, such as the report on methodology, 
would be sent to the CAFE national focal points for comments and also to be discussed 
in the CAFE WG’s and SG. Lars Lindau (S) suggested to have a separate workshop on 
the methodology applied in the cost-benefit analysis. The CAFE secretariat will consider 
in the work plan for the service contract.  

6. CAFE and the thematic strategy on air pollution 

Peter Wicks presented the preliminary ideas (contents, form) for the future thematic 
strategy to be produced in July 2005 as a result of the CAFE programme. A first 
presentation was already made in the Target Setting Working Group, some comments 
were integrated. Participants are encouraged to sent written comments, remarks, 
suggestions, feedback before the end of October 2003.  

Jürgen Schneider proposed an alternative way of structuring the discussion (1.assessment 
of the current situation 2. analysis of the baseline and comparison with the 6 EAP 
objectives 3. analysis of the different instruments for which the discussions seems 
premature). 

Roel Van Aalst emphasised the necessity of a good integration with the other thematic 
strategies that are required by the 6th EAP. 

7. Other Business 

7.1. Meetings 

Caroline Hager announced the conference on environmental performance of EU Industry 
organised by DG ENTR (24 and25 November 2003). A special session is foreseen on air 
quality. 

Lars Lindau mentioned that a workshop on the review and assessment of air pollution 
policy is under preparation by the Swedish ASTA programme and with participation of 
the CLRTAP and the Commission. The aim is to have the workshop in October or 
November 2004 so that conclusions and recommendations from this workshop could be 
taken into account by CAFE in drafting the integrated policy advice. A first draft 
programme will be finalised in 2003.  

Roel Van Aalst mentioned that the next EIONET conference will take place on 6-7 
November 2003 in Oslo. The data quality problems will be discussed at this occasion. 
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Emile de Saeger (JRC) pointed out that a conference on the new vehicle emission 
standards (EURO V, EURO VI) would take place on the 10 and 11 December 2003 in 
Milan co-organised by JRC, DG ENV and DG ENTR. 

7.2. Next Steering Group 

Two steering group meetings are foreseen for 2005. CAFE Secretariat will announce the 
dates later. 


