
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE CAFE STEERING GROUP 

HELD ON 19TH NOVEMBER 2001 

-DRAFT- 

 

1. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION 

The meeting was chaired by the European Commission’s Directorate-General for the 
Environment, Unit C1 (“Air and Noise”).  

As announced by the invitation the only item to be discussed was the draft Proposal for a 
4th Daughter Directive relating to arsenic, cadmium, mercury, nickel and PAH in ambient 
air.  

2. DISCUSSION OF THE DRAFT PROPOSAL FOR A 4TH
 DAUGHTER DIRECTIVE 

RELATING TO ARSENIC, CADMIUM, MERCURY, NICKEL AND PAH IN AMBIENT AIR 

It was agreed that the discussion would in a first round address general comments on the 
recitals and articles whereas a second round would focus on the major controversial 
issues. 

2.1. General discussion  

It was mentioned by the SG that the definition of the term "long term 
objective" in Article 2(a) should be reviewed. In particular the words 
"acceptable risk" were considered not to be sufficiently clear. The wording 
should be in line with the upcoming directive on ozone as much as possible.  

It was proposed to introduce additional reporting obligations on deposition. 
Public information should also cover possible derogations granted under 
Article 8. 

Several details on data quality objectives and other assessment details would 
need to be clarified. 

Moreover several drafting comments on recitals and articles were given. 

2.2. Discussion of major controversial issues 

2.2.1. Long term objectives 

There was now common view on whether long term objectives (LTO) should 
be set and if so, on which pollutants. Some members of the SG would prefer to 
review the limit values to aim at more ambitious levels in some years time 
instead of fixing LTO already today. It was mentioned that LTO were not 
foreseen in the AQ Framework Directive. Other members expressed the view 
that, with regard to the precautionary principle, LTO should be fixed to keep 
up pressure towards aiming at a unit risk of one in a million.  
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It was emphasised that LTO should in general meet the unit risk of one in a 
million but should not be set lower than current background concentrations. 

A proposal to replace the concept of limit values and LTO by target values 
found not much support.  

It was recommended that, if LTO were set, this should apply in any case to 
BaP. As for arsenic, cadmium and nickel, LTO should be either set for all or 
none of them.  

Some members of the SG would like to see as well limit values on mercury and 
on deposition. 

2.2.2. Derogation and IPPC1 

The SG welcomed the rewording of Article 8 laying down details of a possible 
derogation as a clarification, in particular as the latest text was considered to 
be in line with IPPC.  

However concern was expressed with regard to a derogation in particular for 
the following reasons: 
- the limit time and the conditional character would not allow industry a 
reliable planning; 
- cost effective measures are already be required by IPPC and no additional 
improvements would be expected;  
- it would be difficult to explain to the residents in the areas affected, why they 
would experience less health protection than others. 

2.2.3. Mandatory monitoring 

There was general support to make monitoring compulsory also for those 
pollutants for which no limit value would be set. However the proposed 
monitoring network for PAH other than BaP was considered to be too dense. 
As for mercury it was proposed to exempt smaller MS from the requirement to 
set up at least one monitoring station. Instead a more evenly distributed 
monitoring network should be designed. Some members recommended to 
introduce as well a monitoring obligation for the deposition of cadmium. 

3. CLOSE OF MEETING 

The members of the SG were asked to send any further written comments on the 4th DD 
on short notice as a revised draft proposal was going to be presented to the Commissioner 
in early December.  

The next Steering Group meeting was announced for 10 and 11 December. 

 
                                                

1  In December 2001 it was decided that the Commission would launch a study to analyse the 
implication of the proposed concept of LV+derogation. The study will give particular regard to 
implications beyond IPPC. 


