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Item 3.2 Ozone and vegetation: level II vs. modified level I

� Should we wait for level II approach as indicator for ozone effects on vegetation?
If so, will this cause further delays?  If not, how to ensure rapid development of
modified level I approach?  If CAFE does decide to wait for level II should there
be a contingency plan, since the results are at present uncertain?

Item 3.3 Dynamic modelling of acidity and nutrient nitrogen

� Does the Steering Group agree NOT to wait for dynamic modelling approach as
indicator for acidification/eutrophication, as this could cause unacceptable delays?
(The Steering Group should note however that results should be available at the
end of 2004.)

Item 3.4 Deposition

� Does the Steering Group agree with the proposed review of
Community/international work on deposition, as a precursor to any additional
CAFE initiative(s)?

Item 3.5 Emission inventoires

� Development of agreed emissions inventories and projections is a potential
bottleneck.  Final inventories will not be available until late 2003.  The project
plan includes a proposal for developing interim inventories, which could be used
for baseline development and model development in parallel with verification and
improvement.  Final inventories would have to be available for scenario analysis.
Does the Steering Group agree to this proposal?

Item 3.6 Requirements for additional local level modelling

� What are the main requirements for additional local level modelling to be initiated
within CAFE?

Item 3.9 Principles for target-setting

� According to the Common Position on the 6EAP, the general aim of air quality
policy is to achieve “levels of air quality that do not give rise to
significant negative impacts on and risks to human health and the environment”,
while the specific requirement in relation to the thematic strategy refers to “the
long term objective of no-exceedance of critical loads and levels”. How should
these principles be applied when setting targets within CAFE?

� In particular, should the first set of targets to be used in scenario analysis be based
on effects only, with a subsequent assessment of benefits, costs and practicality,
and reiteration with a revised set of targets or interim targets if necessary?  Or



should costs and practicality be considered before choosing initial targets for
scenario analysis?

Item 3.10 Establishment of Working Groups

� Does the Steering Group agree that two further Working Groups should be
foreseen at this stage: one on Particulate Matter (to be established immediately)
and one on Target Setting and Policy Assessment (to be established in April)?
What should be included in their work programmes?  Where should responsibility
lie for developing proposals for targets for particulate matter?

Item 3.11 Timing of interim report and final policy advice

� In the light of the detailed work plan and discussions on the above questions, does
the Steering Group agree that the timing for the output of CAFE should be as
follows: interim report covering Directive 1999/30 pollutants in 2003, integrated
policy advice in 2005?


