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Disclaimer

Conformément au réglement (CEE, Euratom) n°® 354/83 du Conseil du 1er février 1983
concernant I'ouverture au public des archives historiques de la Communauté économique
européenne et de la Communauté européenne de I'énergie atomique (JO L 43 du 15.2.1983,
p. 1), tel que modifié par le réglement (CE, Euratom) n° 1700/2003 du 22 septembre 2003
(JO L 243 du 27.9.2003, p. 1), ce dossier est ouvert au public. Le cas échéant, les documents
classifies présents dans ce dossier ont été déclassifies conformément a I'article 5 dudit
reglement.

In accordance with Council Regulation (EEC, Euratom) No 354/83 of 1 February 1983
concerning the opening to the public of the historical archives of the European Economic
Community and the European Atomic Energy Community (OJ L 43, 15.2.1983, p. 1), as
amended by Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1700/2003 of 22 September 2003 (OJ L 243,
27.9.2003, p. 1), this file is open to the public. Where necessary, classified documents in this
file have been declassified in conformity with Article 5 of the aforementioned regulation.

In Ubereinstimmung mit der Verordnung (EWG, Euratom) Nr. 354/83 des Rates vom 1.
Februar 1983 uber die Freigabe der historischen Archive der Europdaischen
Wirtschaftsgemeinschaft und der Europaischen Atomgemeinschaft (ABI. L 43 vom 15.2.1983,
S. 1), geandert durch die Verordnung (EG, Euratom) Nr. 1700/2003 vom 22. September 2003
(ABI. L 243 vom 27.9.2003, S. 1), ist diese Datei der Offentlichkeit zugénglich. Soweit
erforderlich, wurden die Verschlusssachen in dieser Datei in Ubereinstimmung mit Artikel 5
der genannten Verordnung freigegeben.



COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

com(81) 361 final
i Brussels, 14 July 1981

Proposal for a
COUNCIL DECISION
establishing a reciprocal exchange of information

and data from networks and individual stations meaéuring

air pollution within the Member States

P ———p————

(subﬁitted to the Council by the Commission)

A

CoOM(81) 361 final



EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

1. ‘The object of this proposal is the establiéhment of a reciprocal
. , ‘
exchange of information and data from networks and individual stations

measuring air pollution within the member States;

2. This-préposal is presented within the context of the Environmen?al
action programmes of the European Communitieé which make provision for
an exchange of information and»data between air pollution monitofing
and surveillance stations (1973 f Part II, Title I, Chapter 3, Sectioﬁ
1; 1977 : Title II, Chapter 3,4Point. 56d. ).

3. Of the first-priofity‘pollutants in the Environmental action
programme (1973) the most exfensivély.and systematicglly measured are
sulphur dioxide and suspended partiéulaxes.l Because there are so

many stations a selection procedure was'instituted ag part of the

' . common procedure fof an exchange of information as established by
Council becision 75/445/EEC dated 24 June 1975. The selected stations,
with‘a provision for replacing those that cease to operate, are
transferred ihto the new reciprécal exchange in-or&er to maintain

continuity with the existing data.

f N . .
4. Interest in, and the importance of, other first-priority air

pollutanfs has increased and the present proposal contains provision
for the specific inclusion of the following additional pollutants :

- léad and other heavy-metal particulates,

- nitrogen oxides (dioxide = NO,, total oxides .- NO_, monoxide — NO)



= carbon monoxids,

- ozone.

Other additional pollutants may be included subject to technical

discussions.

- A
. / = ) )
5. It is not yet feasible to include two other first-priority

pollutants which, although important to human health, pose specific

-

problems of sampling and analysis.

There are many dero—carbons but they can conveniently be divided

into methane and non-methane, which latter inéludes some known or
suspected carcinogens.- 'The meagurement techriques for methane are
well-defined but as a pollutagt it has little or no importance to
human health. The non—me%hane hydro—-carbons often occur in very
minute quantities and in ratios tﬁat differ enormously with the
source and location. A general %echniqﬁe for measuring these
non—mgthane components is hardly practicai gsince it is difficult, if
not impossible, to examine ihe sensitivity to, and the interactions
between, many hundred possible compounds; . An effective measurement
 technique for one spécific non-methane hydro-carbon can be,‘and has
been, developed but the range of appllcablllty is often only valld
for that given source configuration or location for whlch it was

devised.
[

A}

Asbestos poses problems for human health and considerable
problems as far as messurements are concerned. The only satlsfactory
method of identifying the various types of asbestos, and the levels

of each one, is by means of scphisticated microscopy. Even when



highly automated this technique is very expenéive, time—éonsuming and slow.
At the present time, theréfore, measurements are'usually made onla
_discontinuous basis, at specific points and as part of a pérticular
research project rather than as a part of a re~iterative monitoring
proéramme in ambient air.

6. This proposal does not oblige fhe member States to create new
stationé; the choice of stations‘is tofbe'made_from thote that are
already in existence. Because the total number of stations measuring
the édditional poliutants‘is small the selection procedure used in the
previous,Dééision is unsuitable. For;the additional pollutants

member States a;e, therefore,vrequested to select those stations which,

in one way or énother, aré equipped to examine thevdifferences in tech-
niques ofvsampling and analysis,‘collectively known as measurement X
technidues. ﬁherever possible such selections should reflect the
differences in urbanisation, toﬁography and climatology that exist

“within each member State and, where there is a sufficient number of

stations, the different levels of pollution.

Te Oné of the importanf aspects of_this new proposal is the
commitment by the Commiésion to intercomparison programmes with the
coopefation of the inferested member States. ‘Such programmes are
expensive to design and runj therefore it is appropriate to include
existing stations which are already equipped for intercomparisons in ~»
order to reduce the costs. The exchange of reports, etc., from local

or national programmes, Qith the Commission acting as the central

disfribution point, will provide a general view of existing work and



will serve as the basis for the further development of cost-effective

programmes .

8.4' Thq Commission intends to examine the above-mentioned reports, etc.,
in conjunction with a group of experts sélected, and convened by the
Commission, from a list of those suggested by the member States.‘ This
Yad hoc! grdup of eiperts should examine these reports and give technical
guidance to the Commission on suitable intéfcompafison programmes and the

contents . thereof.

9. Apart froh the intercomparsion programmes which are the mbst
important step towards harmonisation and comparability, the data from.
such a reciprocal exchange may be used 1

- vfor the examination and selection of suitable areas/sitea for
" epidemiological surveys,

- in the_development of air quality standerds,

- to folloﬁ the evolution of pollution patterns and trends, and

~ as input to the Global Envirdhmenxal Monitoring System of
the United Nations Environmentzl Programme énd éther international
cooperative programmes,
10. . Although the data and information derived from this reciprocal
excﬁange will be of considerable assistance in examining and defining
proposals for air‘quality standards, the representativity of the
‘'statione selected wiil not allow monitoring for compliance with éuch
a standard. Monitoring for compliance with stendards requireé that

the stations are located at specific points where there is & likslihood



that the standard may be exceeded. Such points will have to be

determined on the basis, not only of existing data for ambient levels

but-also on a knowledge of the emission patterns.

11.  This Decision is based on Article 235 of the Treaty establishing
the Buropean Economic Community and thus consultation of the European

Parliament is mandatoryj‘ thé Commission recommends that the Economic

" and Social Committee be consulted.



PROFOSAL

Council Decision establishing a reciprocal exchange of information and
data from networks and individual stations measuring air pollution

A

“within the Member States
The Council of the Buropean Communities,

HAVING regard to the Treéty establishing the European Economic Community
and in particular Article 235 thereof; .
HAVING regard to the proposal from the Commission;

HAVING regard to the Opihibn of the European Parliament (1);

HAVING regard tc the Opinion of the Economic & Social Committee (2);

WHEREAS the Prégramme of action of the Eurcpean Communities on the
Environment_(}) makes provision for the establishment of a procedure for
the exchange of information betweenréurveillance and monitoring networks;
WHERBAS %his procedur? is necessary to ocombat pollution and nuisances,
this being one of the Coemmunity objectives concerning the improvement of
the queality of life aﬁd the harmenious developmant of economic activities
throughout the Community; whereas the specific powers necessary to this

end are nct provided by the Treaty;

1} to follow " 2) toc follow

3} od No € 112, 20.12.1973, p.3



WHEREAS a common procedure for the exchange of information between the
surveillance and monitoring networks based on data relating to atmos-—
~pheric pollution by sulphur compounds and suspended particulates has

1

been established by Council Decision 75/441/EEC (4) which, amongst other
th.ngs, has served as a pilot study for the elaborat1on of a system to

answer the specific needs of the cOmmun1ty,,‘

WHEREAS the accumulated experienoe of the pilot study is employed to
establish a more complete exchange of informatton and data incorporat-
ing additional air‘pollutants thus stimulating and enhancing progress
towards the harmonisation of the measurement methods; |

WHEREAS the Commission will- organise; in collaboration with interested
Member States, intercompar1son programmes to0 include, as appropriate,
dlfferent equlpment,/pethods of sampling and analysis as well .ag
reference materlals commonly used for the relevant pollutants go that
the comparablllty of the data obtained by different stations and methods
may\be improved;. \

WHEREAS the use of homogeneous time-scales for the data collection and
homogeneity in the presentatlon of results will fac111tate the compar—
ison of the levels recorded~for oach pollutant; .
WHEREAS the exchonge of the rosults of the pollution level measurements

provides one way of keeping abreast of long~term trends and improvements

resulting from existing and future national or Community legislatioh;

4) 0J No L 194, 25.7.1975, p.32



WHEREAS the results of such measurements constitute information relevant
to determining the locafions of epidemiological surveys destined to
provide a better understanding of the harmful effects of air pollution
on humen heaith; ‘ | \
 WHEREAS the transport of pollutants ovéénlong distanées necessitates
surveillance at regi&nal, natiohai, Community and global levels;
WHEREAS part of the inforﬁatiop and data‘éonstitute an input to the
Global Environmental Monitoring System which is part of the‘United

Nations Environmental Progremne,

HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION



ARTICLE 1.

\

A reciprocal exchange of information and}data from networks and individual
stations measurihg air pollﬁtion,'hereinafter referred to ;s .
"réciprocal exchaﬁge", is hefeby established and shall apply to éhe
individual measurements ogtained by fixed stations which have‘been

operating, or are planned to operate, continuously over a significant

‘ period, of time,

ARTICLE 2.
1. . 'This Decision relates to the following pollutants: L
a) sulphur compounds measured as 2

-~ sulphur dioxide or
- strong acidity in accordance with Annex I, paragraph 1,
b)' suspended particulates, in accordance with Annex I,
paragraph 1, measured as ¢ | ‘
- suSpehded pérticulate métter or
- black smoke,
c) suspended particulates of heavy metals, e.g., lead,
cadmium, etc., | |
d)  nitrogen oxides measured as ¢
- nitrogen dioxide (NOZ) and
— either total oxides of nitrogen (qu)
or nitrogen monoxide (NO))
e)  carbon monoxide,

£) ozone.



2.  The first data to be exchanged shall be:

- for the pollutants in faragraph 1, a) and B) ¢ those obtained
from 1 January 1979 in order to maintain continuity with.the data
collected previously, ‘ -

- éor the pollutants in paragraph;1, c) and d) ¢ those obtained
from 1 October 1980, ‘ | | |

- fo; the pollutants in paragr#ph 1, e) gnd f) s those obtained

from 1 October 1982.

3. Any Member State may include other pollutants after téchnical
b .

discussions with the Commission.
ARTICLE 3.

Each Member State shall designate a National Coordinator, and inform
the Commission thereof, who wiil be the person, or body, responsible
for the selection of stations, the cqllection and transmission of
information and dafa relating to the stations and pollutants as Qell
as for liaison with the Commission in all related aspects. Until the
Commission is advised othserwise, the person or body designated by each
Member State under the provisions of Articie 4 (1) of

Decision 75/441/EEC Bhal} be deesmed to Se the National Coordinator.



ARTICLE 4. ' |

1. The stations participating in the exchange of information procedure
laid down in' pecision 75/441/EEC shall be included in this .
reciprocal exchange. Member States shall select from the available stations

those which are to be added under the terms of this reciprocal exchange

and shall notify their -choice to the Commission. Each, SO

selected station shall be reéresentafive, as far as possible, of the.
conditions obtaining around that sampling point for the pollﬁtant

being considered.

2. In selecting stations,priority shall be given fo those'which

ﬁtilise more than one sampling or analytical technique to measure a
. v I . -

éiven pollutant so ss to assist in the assessment of appfopriate

techniqués and the comparability between .them. ’ i

3. The selected stations should reflect, as appropriate and where
possible, the different types of urbanisation, topography and
climatology, as well as the different pollution levela,_prevailing

upon the territory of the Member State concerned.

Sy

v

4. Where a station selected under the provisions of

A

Decision 75/441/EEC haéiceased, or ceases to operate, the Member
State concerned should endeavour.to select another suitable station

and, where available, provide the relevant data for at least the two

-

preceeding years.



5e All stations and pollutants which are added to this reciprocal
exchange, any changes in the measurement techniques utilised and any
other relevant changes shall be notified to the Commission by means of

the Site Description Form contained in Amunex II.

ARTICLE 5.

\

1. The measurement results for each pollutant shall be expressed
in accordance with Annex I, paragraph 2 and éhall be transmitted to -
the Commission in a fixed and previoﬁsly agreed format aé quickly as
possible and, at the lztest, within six months from the end of the

" relevant measurement period.

2. The Commission shall acknowledge receipt of all information
and data and,\aftér insertioﬁvinto its computer files, shall prepare
tabular presentations f§r the use of’the Member State concermed.
- 3. The daté should normally be transmitted on a hagnetic tape,
accompanied by an interprétativé print—out which contains tape density,
code, tape labels, headers, trailers and a few biocks of data. In
this case the data accepted into the computer files of the Commiasioh
will be considered as correct. |

Data which is transmitted on forms and then accepted into the |

computer files will be considered as provisional until the Member

. State concerned notifies the Commission that these data are oorreot.



ARTICLE 6.

1. With a view to improving the compa£ability of data the
Commission, in collaboratibn wiih interested Mambef States, shall
organise intercompariéon programmes to include, as appropriate,
diffe?ent equipment and methods of sgmpling and analysis as well as the
reference materials which are commonly uséd for the relevant poliutants

at stations participating in this reciprocai exchange.

2, In order to facilitate the preparation of such programmes, and

to avoid duplication of effort, the interested Member States should ¢

- inform the Commission of any known programmes or studies on
the intercomparison of équipment, measurement methods or reference

materials which are planned or conducted on their territory,

\ " = make available to the Commission sufficient numbers of any

‘ felevant reports relating to such programmes or studies;

- suggest laboratories with the iequisite experience or
facilities to participate in intercomparison programmes.

The Commission shall distribute such information to all Member

States.



ARTICLE 7.

The Commission shall prspare annual reports on the operakion of this
reciprocal exchange, in an appropriate format defined in consultation
with the National”Coordinators, on the basis of the data referred to
herein as well as any other relevant, information made available to

" the Commission. = These reports shall be‘distributed to the Mmember

States and then published by the Commission.

ARTICLE 8.

I‘ . -
At periodic intervals, and for the first time five years after the
adoption of this Decision, the Commission, in consultation with the

National Coordinators, shall review this Decision and the operation

thereof with a view to making appropriate adaptations.

ARTICLE 9.

Decision 75/441/EEC is hereby repeaied with effect from 1 January 1982.

ARTICLE 10.

[ |

This Decision shall apply with effect from 1 January 1982,
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ARTICLE 11,
N
s/

"This Decision is addressed to the Member States.

v

Done at

. The President.

) For the Council,
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ANNEX 1

Measurement results, units, decimal places and averaging times

1. Meagsurement results

The results of the measuremente shall be expressed as follows ¢

- strong acidity as sulphur dioxide équivalent,

- suspended pértieﬁlate matter éé measured by a direct
gravimetric technique, by beta~ray or by electron abéorption, or by
a nephelométric technique, in gravimetric units,

- black smokg as determined by reflectance or absorbance,

converted into gravimetric equivalent.

2. Units, - decimal placés and averaging timeé

The following units shall be used to record the measurement
results for each pollutant 3

Pollutant o Units

Sulphur compounds _ /u&/m3
Suspended particulates P /ug/ﬁ3 |
-Suspended pérticulétes of heavy metals, /ug/m
Fitrogen oxides (NO,, NO_, NO) ) | /ug/m3 |
.Cafbon monoxide ) e mg/m3

Ozone | . : /ug/m3



2.

The preferred decimal places and preferred averaging times should
be used when transmitting the.data.  The computer files will, however,
retain'thg decimal places and averaging times submitted with the
6rigina1 data but the‘tabuiar pfesentatfons will normally be printed

using the preferred decimal places in the interest of uniformity.

.
'

\ Preferred Preferred

Pollutant : o decimal averaging
.places times
- Sulphur compounds - . Integer 24 hrs
Suspended particulates -~ . Integer 24 hrs
Suspended particulates of heavy metals = 3 24 hrs
Nitrogen oxides (N02, NQ*,‘NO) . Integer "1 hr

Carbon monoxide ‘ ' RS 1 . 1 hr

© Ozone L : . Integer = 1 hr



ANNEX II

o]

Reciprocal Exchange of Information and Data
from networks and individual stations measuring air pollution .

within the member States.

SITE DESCRIPTION FORM

to be used in this reciprocal exchange.

The answers to questions marked * are optional.
In most questions the appropriate answer should be circled.

The figures'in parentheses are for Commission use only.

[l



it
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SITE DESCRIPTION FORM

1.

3.

General

1.1 Member,state ..l..l.;....OQ;".....l...l'..... (0001"2"'015"40)

1.2 Responsible Authority & Contact @ e (0.41-75)

. ...0.....'.....‘.'....'...‘.........I.........'.... :

.

.................‘...............Q...........'.."'

.
.........l.......................OQ...‘.........I'.

. Telephone : 'o.ocoo.ooa;o-..o- TeleX 2 seevsovscsce

Urban area/town

2.1 Class of town by number of inhsbitants ¢+ (0.03)

+ 2 million 1  1-2 million 2  0.5-1 million 3

0.1-0.5 million 4 =0.1 millien 5 = =1000("rural") 6

2.2 Na.me of town ooolo’oo.oolo.ocooo.:...;coo.a-;oootn I. (0004"5"'.15-40) .

Urban area l..,....'..OCO;YOOQ.OOQ.......0 (0.41"75) )

Station ;
{

301 Station name oooooocooooooo;o.c;ooooo;oo.;opc ‘ (0.08“‘10"’.15"40) .

Address oo;o-oo...o.ac.c..c‘...o.co.....r.'.t‘
.....‘/.‘.........................'...

" .'.....O...‘.“..‘..."..j........‘.l‘... i

t

3.2 Type of area 3 . o - : (0.76)
Undefiﬁed 0 Urban. 1 [Suburbaﬁ' 2 ("Rur@l” 3)

3.3 Tyﬁe of zome ¢ g S (0.77) )
Undefined O  Industrial 1 Commercial 2
Indus?rial & Commercial 3 hesidential 4 |
Industriel & Residentisl 5  Commercisl & Residential 6

Industrial & Commercial & Resdiential ("Mixed') 7



# 3,4 Traffic density around station @ (0.78)
Undefiﬁed 0 Very light 1 Light 2
Moderate 3 - Heavy 4
* 3,5 The overall level of pollution at this station, based on
either a knowledge of all the pollutants‘measured or on an arbitrary
" goale, oould be considered as 3 | } | (0.79) |
-ﬁhdefined 0 High 1 Average 2 Low 3
3.6 Geoéraphic coordinatés in degreeé, minutes & seconds or in
decimal de;reesvz | ‘
Longitude eeceecssessess E or W Greenwich (2.16-24)
Latitude  seceeeeneeses N | ' - (2.25-33)
3.7 The station is a part of which type of network? (3.16)
Single station  S Local . L 7 Regional R
National _ N  Community C International I
R 3.8 Date when the station first operated for\any pollutant'?
Year .... Month .... Date .ees (3.17-22)
3.9 Altitude above Mean Sea Level, metres eveens  (3.23-27)
* 3.10 Estimated #rea,of represéntativity, km2 ceeees * (3.28-30)

*3.1 Stafiony;eferenoe numbers, maximum 10 characters :

+L0CEL ' severnsennanens o (3.3140)
National seeeeesessseees o (3.41-50)
OLREr seveseeeennnees . (3.51-60)
* 3,12 Main/Principal sourc;s of pollution : (4,16-75)

S0 QOO B 0RO CEDDOESIOOCON OO NCBLINIIBPOIOSIESEOIOESOONPS®POSDOLSE
L]

....I.........‘p.l.....0...."0!......9........

S0 000000 0000C0RC0GRNI00T00Pe0C000C0RTO00CCCRRSIOREOTD

‘Approximate distance from station, KIS  eoeoses (4.76-80)

~ 4n



* 3,13 Cloaest/deal sources of pollution ‘ ' (5.16=75)

0 0 000N CONBRGPOIROOR00PORPNIONOOOIOOSRROEEOEEOROOSRTOPDROOEO
'...'..........."..l..........ll....')........'

...............O.........‘...‘.......O..'...l.

Approximate distance from statlon, kms

(5.76-80)

* 3,14 Comments on the slte or statlon H : (6.15—80)‘

B8 00 00000000800 0800 00200000008 00000000000000800EF
0006 8000000000800 000600000000006000000000OCCBBOESITSTS

G800 00080000000 00000000000¢0 000600000000 COCIDOBRCAOIIDY

Pollutants measured at stétion I : (0.11-12)
Sulphur dioxide 013~ Suspended particulates 02 |
Black smoke 03 Strong acidity 04 Particulate lead | 19
Nitrogen dioiide 08 Nitrogen ﬁonoxide ’07 " Qzoné 14 |
Mixed oxides of nitrogen 12 Carbon Aonoxide - 06
Parficglate cadmium '58 OLhers 1 eeesoscessece

000000 CEO0CENOBPCIPSTLBBC00000000080CNCECEOBOINSIOIBROGIOGIEITSIBIDYS

Meteorological parameters

5;1 'Measured a£ the statioﬁ ; e (0.11-12)‘
Wind velocity 81 -~ Wind direotion 82 Average
temperature od 83  Maximum temeperature ¢ 84«

. Minimum temperature °C 85  Relative humidity % 86
Barometric pressure mb 87 - Sunshine, hours 88
Rainfall, mms 89 Atmospheric stebility 90

Cloud coverage % 91
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5.2 Measured at some distance from station : (0.11-12=80)

Wind velocity? Wind direction? Average temperature? -
Maximum temperature? Minimum temperature?. Relative
humidity? Barometric pressure? Hours of sunshine?

Rainfall? Atmospheric sfability?, Cloud coverage?
& Co e o '
Other8 cecesceccsccccsscnssscessscsscscsccsce . (0.15—75)

Distance from sfation, K8 seceoccece , (0.76_79)
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SPECIFIC POLLUTANTS « complete one sheet per pollutant!

2.

4;

5,

6.
* 7.
8.

10.

1.

Urban area/town esessssvsecessese Station _®essscssceccass

L Pollutant : tecesecsssssssessennssesesesssssscsone (0011-12 Q.PL)
Methods t ’ - C (0.13-14 = TH)

2.1 Sampling method ¢ t.cooo.ooooh;onoooooo.qooo

o-o.Ooo00ooo;Qo.oooo000ooolooooo...oooo.ococ.ooo.l ’: (0015-75)
2.2 Anaiytical methéd H s0cs0cscsccsesnvsnsoenond’
TR R R R RN R R R R R R N P X X : (0.15—75)

The contribution of this pollutant to the overall pollution

e

level at this station could be described as $

Undefined O High 1 Averege 2 . Low 3 -~ (0.79) |

Calibration @

4.1 Calibration technique/method 2 sececocecsscss
....‘...l..Il...\.............‘.....‘...‘...0.'.... (1‘.16—75)

4.2 Calibration freqﬁency 2 ceeevs days/weéks/months-!(1.76-80) '

Normal duratign of sampling 2 eccsseee hra/mins (7.16-20)

(For confinuous, non—integrating equipment put 'C')
Time of day when first sample begins ¢ ..!..hrs..'._. (7.21—24)
Time of day when last sample‘ends 2 eeeeshrBesee (7.25-28)

Technique first used at this station :

Year eceee Month sseee Date cevee (7029—34)
Technique discontinued at this station 3 o .
Year sveve Monfh eesee Date XXX (7.35‘40)’

Distance from intake to road/street 1 ....... metres (7.41-43)

. Height of intake above ground/street level t «.....m (7.44-48)

¢
3



FINANCIAL STATZIENT

1. Budzetary lines concerned (Exercise 1932).

-

- = post ©001 : measurement of pollution, intercalibration and surveillance
networks (part of old line 3512); : :

— post 0640 : operation of juridical acts relating to pollution and
nuisances; report on the exchange of information relating to
atmospheric pollution in the member States (part of old line 3543).

The division of the costs between these posts is defined in the text.

2. Juridical base and descrintion of the action.

v2.a Juridical base ' /
Article 235 of the Treaty.

"Proposed Council decision establishing a reciprocal exchange of i
information and data between the networks and isolated stations measuring
air pollution within the member States.”

2.b Descrintion of the action

This foresees the continuation and the enlargement of the procedure
for the exchange of information established by Council Decision 75/441/EEC
of 24 June 1975; in particular, other pollutants to be included are :

lead and other heavy metals, as particulates,
nitrogen oxides, -

carbon monoxide and

ozone.

The Commission agrees to organise, in collaboration with interested
member States, intercomparsion programmes with the aim of improving the
comparability of air pollution data collected as well as the harmonisation
of the methods of measurement.

3. 'Nature of the expenditure.

Costs of studies and costs of interventibns.

4. Justification for the action.

Article 5 of Council Dabision 75/441/EEC,of 24 Jﬁne 1975 requires the
Commission to submit an appropriate proposal for & new procedure.

5. Pinancial implications of the action on intervention credits.

5.1 One part of the action (exchange of information - post 0640, point
4 hereunder) is of unlimited duration; the other pert, of limited duration
(harmonisation of measurement methods — post 6601, points 5 & 6 hereunder)
may last for more than the six years foreseen in the following tebles.

Unlimited duration : 90,000 Euas in 1932, 75,000 Euas in 1383 and
50,000 Buas per year thereafter.
. ‘ cost 1982 - 90,000 Euas
cgost 1982-36 ~ 315,000 Euas
1987 onwards = 50,000 Euas/year.



FINANCIAL STATEMENT (page 2)

-

Limited duration : cost 1932 110,000 Buag
cost 1982-86 - - 3,825,000 Buas

cost 1937 - 105,000 Euas

total cost = - 3,930,000 Euas.
Totals s cost 1982 - 200.000 Euas

cost 1982-86 -~ 4,140,000 BEuas

cost 1987 - 155,000 Euas

following - 50,000 Euas/year.

5.2 0.004 5 of 1980 budget (aesumption:vdivlded uniformly over 5 years).
5.3 Five-year costs 1982 - 1986 : '
- 5.3.1 Total credits - - 4,140,000 Euas

5.3. 2 Calculations made on the basis, for each pollutant, of ¢

-~ 2 measurement statlons per member State,

- for each station, 1 reference method apparatus supplled by
the Commission, i.e., 20 apparatus total (*), plus at least two other
apparatus supplied by the member State concerned, -

- all sampling, measurements and maintenance will be done. by
each member State at their own expense; only the costs of the reference
laboratory will be borne by the Commission.

After 1982 the costs are not def1n1t1ve, " the uncertainty is-
estlmated at t/— 15 % for the costs of the intercomparison programme; the
inflation rate must also be taken into consideration.

6. Financial implications onApersonnel and current operational credits.

6.1 1 agent, grade A plus 1 agent grade B. :
6.2 6 months in 1983, full time from 1984 (points 1 & 2 hereafter).

6.3 Convocation of experts (point 3 hereafter).
6.4 Always based on 1981 levels (for poinis 1 to 3 hereafter).

T. PFinancing intervention expenses.

7.1 For nitrogen oxides only, a total of 90, OOO Euas has been expended
durlng the years 1980 & 1981.

T.2 & T.3 Nothing.
T.4 Future credits are detailed in the following tables.

8. Effects on resources.

These credits must be allocated from our resources.

9. Controls foreseen.

As foreseen by Article 82 of the Financiai Regulations dated 21 December
1977, as for all study contracts, for studies by ocontractants and also by the
procedures of the Study Committee or the CCAM. - |

*  The actual prlce for each apparatus lies approximately between
17,500 and 30,000 Buas according to the pollutant.
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Explainations concerning the calculations.

POINT 1 ~ Need for supplementary personnel. (ChaE. 11)

Even allowing that all the intercomparison work will be done under
contract, one must nevertheless foresee one employee geade A plus one employee
of grade B to assure the scientific and administrative organisation of the
total of the contracts and also the running of the exchange of information.
The estimations are based on 1981 levels and give, therefore, 3

for 1983 — 6 months only - 20.011 + 14.677 = 34.688 eua,
from 1984 - full time - 40.022 + 29.354 @ 69.376 eua.

POINT 2 — Missions by personnel. (Chag. 11)

On the basis of 1 mission of 2 days duratlon per official to each member
State each year one. estimates 5,000 eua/off1c1al/year, only half in 1983.

POINT 3 - Convocation of experts. (Chap. 22)

On the basis of 2 experts per member State for a meeting of 2 days;
1 meeting in 1982, 3 meetings per year between 1983 and 1986, 2 per year
thereafter.

POINT 4 - Reports on exchange of information including management (post 6640).

1982 1983 1984 etc
~ management of data 25 000 27 000 25,000 25,000
- management of computer programs 5’, 7 - 2y !
-~ reports * , . 10,000 25,000 25,000
-~ adaption of computer programs 55,000 25,000 nil

90,000 75,000 50,000

* from 1983 thelexchange of information contains 6 pollutants in place
of only 2 previously.

POINT 5 -~ Harmonisation programme. {Post 6601)

The details of the estimated costs for each pollutant.are to be found
in Tables A & B following. They have been estimated under 6 headings 3

1. Examination of problems and definition of programme.

2. Intercalibration, evaluation of results and definition of the
intercomparison programme itself. '

3. Management of intercomparison programme, including secretarial '
costs, those of a technician and hls/her %ravel expenses.

4. Provisioning, costs of tne reference 1aboratory and transport °f
materials.

5e  Data treatment by computer.

6. Preparation of reporis.

~ POINT 6 = Purchase of equipment; (Post 6601)

| The details are to be found in Tsbles 4 & B following.



TABLE A

ox1des and these two intercomparison programmes will be operated simultaneously,

POST 6601 Details of estimated costs per pollutant
NO NO X0 Pb 0 co " Totals
2 x 3
Point 5 .~ e
1 - - , - 30,000 50,000 | 30,000 | 110,000 -
2 - 170,000 | (170,000) | 120,000{ 150,000 70,000 510,000
3 25,000 | 25,000 | (50,000)]| 50,000| 50,000 | 50,000 | 200,000
4 125,000 | 125,000 | (250,000) 80;000 350,000 | 150,000 830,000
5 30,000 | 30,000 | (60,000)| 50,000{ 70,000 | 50,000 | 230,000
6 25,000 25,000 | (50,000)| 40,000| 70,000 { 40,000 200,000
Total 5 |205,000 | 375,000 |(580,000) | 370,000| 740,000 | 390,000 | 2,080,000
Point 6" ) 600,000 | 400,000 500,000 | 350,000 | 1,850,000
Totals 1,45 000 000 | 600,000 | 770 1,240,000 | 740,000 0,000
- Post 6601 | 5 375, ' 770,000 |1,240,000 | 740, 3,930,
.
Notes

The same equlpment will serve for the measurement of both nltrogen

the expenses being shared between NO and NO2

The intercalibration programme
for NO is already finished but that for NO2 has still to be done.
The figures in brackets represent the to%al sums for NO and NO2

and have hot been taken into the totals except for the equipment.

For the division into expenses per year see Table B following.

* For 20 apparatus.

-

,




TABLE B

POST 6601 Division of expenses by budgetary year'
1982 1983 1984 1985 Totals 1987
: 19320
POINT 5
NO -3 13,000 12,000 25,000
4 50,000 75,000 : 125,000
5 . 15,000 15,000 30,000
6 25,000 25,000
Tot. NO 63,000 102,000 | 40,000 205,000
NO, - 2| 110,000 | 60,000 3 170,000
3 12,000 13,000 25,000
4 50,000( - 75,000 . 125,000
5 15,000 15,000 30,000
6 _ 25,000 . 25,000
Tot. NOJ 110,000 | 122,000[ 103,000 [ 40,000 375,000 i
(Tot. Nox)(11o,ooo) (185,000} (205,000) | (80,000) (580,000)
Po - 1 30,000 - 30,000
2 50,000 70,000 120,000
3¢~ ' 25,000 25,000 50,000
4 80,000 80,000
5 25,000 50,000
6 40,000
Tot. Pb 80,000 95,000 | 130,000 370,000
0y -1 50,000 50,000
2 100,000 50,000 150,000
3 ‘ 25,000 25,000 50,000
4 50,000 | 150,000 350,000
5 30,000 70,000
6 . 30,000 | 40,000
Tot. 0, 150,000 125,000 205,000 700,000 | 40,000
co -1 30,000 ] 30,000
2 30,000 | 40,000 70,000
3 : 25,000 50,000
4 50,000 150,000
5 25,000 25,000
6 - 40,000
Tot. CO 60,000 | 115,000 325,000 | 65,000
Total 5| 110,000 | 415,000 | 485,000 {530,000 1,975,000 {105,000
POINT 6
No_ 600,000 600, 000
Pb 400,000 400,000
0 500,000 : 500,000
3 ) 350,000 350,000
Total 6 600,000 | 900,000 {350,000 | 1,850,000
TOTALS |
Post 6601{ 110,000 1,015,000 {1,385,000 } 880,000 3,825,000 {105,000
Bty m-mmwfwmw.,ﬂw! i”*’?’ = P"Wé&*&»l et
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SiTMARY TABLE OF FINANCIAL ACTIONS

55,000 (Chap. 66) + 95
later 50,000 (point 4, post 6640) + 95,376 (

= 145,376 eua/year.

Chape. 11 + 22)

_?_._..'
1932 f 1983 1984 1985 1980 Totals Later
PERSONIEL & OFERATION
Chap. 11
Point 1 34,683 69,376| 69,376 | 69,376 | 242,816 | ©69,376/y
Point 2 5,000 10,000 10,000 | 10,000 35,000 | 10,000/y
B 39,0688| 79,376| 179,376 | 79,376 | 288,816 | 79,375/y
 cnan. 221 | |
“Point 3 8,000] 24,000| 24,000 24,000 | 24,000 104,000 | 16,000/y
TOTALS - '
Ch. 11 + 22 8,000| 63,683; 103,376 103,376 | 103,376 392,816 | 95,376/
J oo 2 2
INTERVENTION (Chap. 66)
Point 4*| 90,000 | 75,000 50,000| 50,000 50,000 315,000 | 50,000/y
Point 5** ' ’
NO 63,000 | ~102,000 [ 40,000 205,000
NO, {110,000 | 122,000{ 103,000| 40,000 375,000
(NOx) 110,000)} (185,000} (205,000} (80,000) (580,000)| -
Fb. 30,000} 95,000! 130,000 | 65,000 370,000
0, 150,000 125,000| 205,000 | 220,000 | 700,000 | 40,000
'CO ' 60,000 | 115,000 | 150,000 | - 325,000 | 65,000
Tots 5** |110,000! 415,000| 485,000! 530,000 | 435,000} 1,975,000 | 105,000
. Point 6
No_ 600,000 600, 000
Pb 400,000 400,000
o, 500, 000 500,000
Co 350,000 350,000
Tot 6** 600,000 | 900,000 | 350,000 1,850,000 ]
- == . @
ggtdég 200,000 11,090,000 {1,435,0 930,000 | 485,000 |4,140,000 | 155,000
ﬁg@ﬁg 208,000 f1,153,693 fi,533,376 /1,033,376 | 588,376 |4,521,816 250, 376>
% post 6610 ** post 6601 |
a Patnre interventions : 1937 = 50,000 (point 4, post GQAO) +
. 107,000 (point 5, post 6601); 1later 50,000 eus/year (point 4).
x To foresee : 1937 = 15 376 (Chaps. 11 4 22)3



