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revise air quality standards to align them more closely
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EU clean air policy




EU clean air policy

oo ‘0% Ambient Air Quality (AAQ) Directives

‘\' Maximum concentrations of
||||||III||||Eﬁ]H ) )
air polluting substances

(PMy,, PM, ¢, SO,, NO,, O; + 8 more)

SETTING OBJECTIVES
FOR GOOD AIR QUALITY

REDUCING EMISSIONS
OF POLLUTANTS

National Emission reduction Source-specific
\ Commitments Directive emission standards
mm‘% National emission totals - IED Directive
-0z '6.0 (SO,, NO,, NMVOC, PM, ¢, NH) - MCP Dlr_ect|v§ |
MAN-VADE AND NATURAL SOURCES - Eco-design Directive

- Energy efficiency
- Euro and fuel standards



EU clean air policy works

EU urban population exposed to air pollution
above EU standards from 2000 to 2018

— 03
e0% I:>M2.5
— PMy,
40%

— NO,

20%

0%
§ § 888888885 iddidiegssd
S A S S A 2 A S A A A . R

Source(s): EEA Air Quality in Europe (2020) & https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/daviz/percentage-of-urban-population-in-13



EU urban population exposed to air pollution
above EU standards from 2000 to 2018

_03

o0% PMZ.S

— PMj,

40% — NO;

20%

I.I
3
PMy,
. 10-15%
1‘

0%
§ § 888888885 iddidiegssd
S A S S A 2 A S A A A . R

EU clean air policy works ... but ...

EU urban population exposed to air pollution above
EU standards in 2018/ 2019
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Source(s): EEA Europe’s air quality status 2021 & https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/daviz/percentage-of-urban-population-in-13



EU urban population exposed to air pollution

above EU standards from 2000 to 2018

EU clean air policy works ... but ...
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EU urban population exposed to air pollution above

WHO (2005) guidelines in 2018 / 2019
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Source(s): EEA Europe’s air quality status 2021 & https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/daviz/percentage-of-urban-population-in-13




Fithess Check of the AAQ Directives

In 2019, an evidence-based, retrospective evaluation offered a number of lessons learnt:

« Air quality remains a major health and environmental concern;

« Air quality standards have been instrumental, and partially effective, to reduce pollution;

e Current EU standards are less ambitious than scientific advice;

 Limit values have been more effective than other types of air quality standards;

« Legal enforcement action by European Commission, and civil society, works (with some caveats);
« Scope to further harmonise monitoring, modelling, and air quality plans;

* Not all reported data equally useful, e-reporting allows for further efficiency.

A decade of air data Stakeholder feedback Seven case studies Literature & analysis
For period 2008 to 2018 Open public consultation BG,DE,ES,IE,IT,SE,SK 600 scientific sources
from all Member States and expert questionnaires | | each with specific focus & a cost-benefit model




Key shortcomings




Air quality health outcome shortcomings

Premature deaths due to air pollution
halved during last two decades, but ...

Health outcome shortcomings

EU Standards are not fully aligned
with scientific advice ...

<

&

Exceedances above
WHO Air Quality
Guidelines and
negative health
impacts persist

Lack of flexibility to
adapt to evolving
science and new
recommendations

Pollutants 2005 WHO EU Air EU

AQ Guidelines Standards Exceptions
PM,, (year) 20 pg/m? -

PM,, (day) 50 pg/m? 50 ug/m3
PM, . (year) 10 pg/m3 -
PM, . (day) 25 pg/m?3 -

NO, (year) 40 pg/m?3 40 pg/m?3

NO, (hour) 200 pg/m3 200 pg/m?
SO, (daily) 20 pg/m?3 3d a year

O, (8-hour) 100 pg/m?3 120 pg/m3

Source(s): Fitness Check of the Ambient Air Quality Directive SWD(2019) 427

NOTE: Revised WHO Air Quality Guidelines on 22 Sep 2021




Air quality implementation shortcomings

Frequency, extent and magnitude of
exceedances has declined, but ...

Implementation shortcomings

Exceedances are not always addressed
sufficiently and/or on time ...

& &

Air quality plans and Insufficient penalties
measures have often and compensation
proven ineffective linked to exceedances

As of September 2021, still 31 cases addressing 18
Member States (+ 1 vs UK) related to bad application:

@ particulate matter (PM,,and/or PM, c)

@
@ nitrogen dioxide (NO,)
G sulphur dioxide (SO,)
e monitoring problems

Of these, 15 cases (i.e. 9 Member States + 1 vs UK)
have been referred to the Court of Justice of the EU.

With 8 rulings so far: BG, PL, RO, IT, HU (for PM,,) and UK, DE, FR (for NO,) .

These cases address both exceedances of air quality
standards and not keeping these as short as possible.




Air quality governance shortcomings

To limit exceedances, competent
authorities develop plans, but ...

Governance shortcomings

Air quality plans do not always address all
sources effectively ...

& &

Local air quality is
Some measures may

impacted b : :
: P y. be ineffective, or
emissions outside . :
seem disproportionate
local control

Example: Air pollution (here: PM, c) in Frankfurt (DE) is a
combination of emissions in the city, its surroundings,
the rest of the country and from other parts of Europe:

_ | » o

Iranshoundary
Restof |
the country
Commuting _ I I
Zone & "
&
City ’ I 3 l\L
I T 1 r r T T ¥ ¥ T T T T “ T
0 20 40 60 80 100

Percentage of total mass

This combination requires air quality plans to address
all sectors & all scales — in a coherent manner (!)

Source(s): Urban PM2.5 Atlas: Air Quality in European Cities (JRC, 2017)




Air quality assessment shortcomings

More than 4.000 air quality monitoring — L
. . Establish air A oss NO, /M.,
stations deliver robust data, but ... quality zones s asp—

| Zone Code and Name

7] pezFxx0001A - Ballungsrasm | (Rhein-Maind

Assessment shortcomings

Flexibilities may sometimes impact
the comparability of data ...

S8 DEZFXX0001A Ballungsraum | (Rhein-Main)

<> <> Example: Frankfurt, DE

(Friedberger Landstr.)

Monitoring rules Modelling ability has
offering flexibility are improved, allows for .
sometimes ‘stretched’ much more detail Microscale

siting

el X
o SE N

.~ Macroscale
N siting

[ Llﬁl_- o

Source(s): https://ec.europa.eu/environment/air/quality/zones.htm



https://ec.europa.eu/environment/air/quality/zones.htm

Air quality information shortcomings

Reliable air quality information is widely
available, often even in real-time, but ...

549

@ MORE THAN HALF OF EUROPEANS

=20

SAY THAT THEY ARE NOT
WELL-INFORMED ABOUT
AIR QUALITY PROBLEMS

==0
@3@

Information shortcomings

European Air Quality Index

Public feels under-informed about
poor air quality and its impacts ...

< &

Concerns about Public information is
health impacts have not always clear, and
increased not harmonised

Source(s): Special Eurobarometer 497 (September 2019) & Air Quality Index


https://airindex.eea.europa.eu/

The consequences of these shortcomings

Environment & Health

Elevated concentration levels of air pollutants, both Cost to society, EUR 20 bn direct cost to health-care, lost
general exposure of population and at pollution hotspots work-days, crop losses, plus EUR 330-940 bn indirect costs
m
(@]
Health impacts, more than 400.000 premature deaths each Measures needed to meet EU air quality standards, with S
year across the EU, plus morbidity health impacts costs for industry, transport, energy, and agriculture sector 5
=.
Ecosystem impacts, eutrophication limits are being Impacts on the EU’s international competitiveness, with
exceeded in 62% of ecosystem areas across the EU territory innovation potential, especially for clean air technologies
Links with climate change, as higher temperature are Sensitive population groups (children, pregnant women,
associated with elevated ozone levels elderly citizens) are more susceptible to air pollution
Synergies with other EU policies, and in particular with the Inequalities and social sustainability, as groups of lower c(c?
goals of the EU Zero Pollution Action Plan economic status tend to be more negatively affected o
Administrative burden of air quality management, in Measures to address air pollution may have effects on
particular as relates to air quality assessment regimes employment

European
Commission



Impact assessment




Intervention Logic of the IA

Policy Context

Problems

Drivers

Consequences

Interventions

Current
AAQDs

Fitness
Check

European
Green Deal

Zero
Pollution /

Climate
Neutrality

Recovery
plan

Health outcome
shortcomings

EU Standards are not fully
aligned with scientific
advice ...

Exceedances above health
guidelines and negative
health impacts persist

Elevated concentration levels of air pollutants

Lack of flexibility to adapt to
evolving science’ and new
recommendations

Environment &
Health

7]
o)
o
L

Economic

AQ Implementation
shortcomings

Exceedances are not
always addressed
sufficiently and/or timely ...

Insufficient penalties and
compensation linked to
exceedances

Air quality plans and
measures have often proven
ineffective

AQ Governance
shortcomings

Air quality plans do not
always address all sources
effectively ...

Local air quality is impacted
by emission outside control

Some measures may seem
disproportionate, ineffective

AQ Monitoring
shortcomings
Flexibilities may sometimes

impact the comparability of
data ...

Monitoring rules offering
flexibility are ‘stretched’ in
instances

Modelling ability has
improved, allows for much
more details

AQ Information
shortcomings

Public feels under-informed
about poor air quality and
its impacts ...

Concerns about health
impacts have increased, not
addressed
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Policy Area 1
‘EU standards

Policy Area 2

‘legislative frame’

Public information is not
always available, and not
harmonised

Synergies with other EU policies, and in particular with the goals of the
(upcoming) EU Zero Pollution Action Plan

Administrative burden of air quality management, in particular as relates to air
quality assessment regimes

Policy Area 3
‘monitoring,
modelling
and plans’




Different levels of ambition (example: for PM, )

WHO — Air Quality guidelines and interim targets for PM (annual mean)

Annual mean level PM, ¢ Mortality
(Mg/m3)
AMBITION LEVEL

Interim target 1 + 24 % above guideline level

EU standards _ o
today / baseline Interim target 2 @ + 16 % above guideline level
Low ambition Interim target 3 15 + 8 % above guideline level

Mid ambition

Interim target 4 + 4 % above guideline level

High ambition

()

AQ guideline level mortality at guideline level

152




Ambition level versus WHO recommendations
ot i L s

PM,: (ug/m3)  Annual 25 7,'\\\7
! |:>24—hour 75 50 37.5 25 15
PM,, (Lg/m3) Annual 70 50 30 20 15
. 24-hour 150 100 75 50 Y 45
NO, (ug/m3) Annual 40 7,'\\\7 30 20 - 10
|:>24—hour 120 50 - - 25
1-hour - . - . [200] S
O; (Lg/m3) |:>Peak Season 100 70 - - 60
: 8-hour 160 120%% . . 100
SO, (ug/m3) 24-hour 125 50 - - 40
1-hour
10-min - - - - [500]
CO (mg/m?) 24-hour 7 - - - 4



PM, - concentrations in 2019 by country

Ambition level versus air quality today

European
Commission
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Source(s): EEA Europe’s air quality status 2021



Assessment of policy options per policy area

PM, ¢ at

QIZS pg/m3

Policy Area 1
‘EU Standards’

Baseline (Scenario 1)

no changes to
EU standards

Policy Area 2

‘legislative frame’

Baseline

no changes to
legislative framework

Policy Area 3

‘mon-mod-plans’

>

Baseline

no changes to
monitoring, modelling and
plans requirements

PM, ¢ at
15 pug/m3

Scenario 2: low ambition WHO
interim target by 2030

Scenario 3: low ambition WHO
interim target by 2050

Low ambition
policy options

limited changes to legislative
framework

Low ambition
policy options

limited changes to monitoring,
modelling and plans
requirements

PM, : at

&10 pg/m3

PM, 5 at
5 ug/m3

Scenario 4: mid ambition WHO
interim target by 2030

Scenario 6: (high ambition)
WHO guideline levels by 2030

Scenario 5: mid ambition WHO
interim target by 2050

Scenario 7: (high ambition)
WHO guideline levels by 2050

Mid ambition
policy options

some changes to legislative
framework

High ambition
policy options

comprehensive changes to
legislative framework

Mid ambition
policy options

some changes to monitoring,
modelling and plans
requirements

High ambition
policy options

comprehensive changes to
monitoring, modelling and
plans requirements

- based on assessment of consequences, combine different policy options to




Policy area 1 — possible policy interventions

Particulate Particulate Sulphur Nitrogen Carbon
Matter Matter Dioxide Dioxide (NO2) | Monoxide
(PM10) (PM2.5) (SO2) (e{0)

(and Nitrogen

Oxides, NOx)

Arsenic Benzo(a)Pyre | Benzene
ne




Preparatory analysis




*Do not include HM

Activity projections |

Impact Assessment Modelling

Current plans on emission
control legislation

Elevated concentration levels of air pollutants, both
ganarsl sxposuna of populetion and at poliubon hatspote

Cost to society, ELIR 20 bn drect coet bo health-cars, et
werk-tiays, orop loesae, plus ELUR 330-840 b indirect coate.

[

Health impacts, mare fhan 200000 gremabirs delhs s
year aross the FU, phis merbidity hesih impcts

Measures needed to meet EU air quality standards, win
Goets for INGUElTy, ranapart. enangy, and agnediiure secior

®

@

Ecosystem impachs, sl beng Impacts on the EU's ntermational competitiveness, with
saceeded in B2% of proey thee EL fesrribry Inrwation patantisl, espacisdy for clean &r ecmnuoges
Links with climate chan e Sengitive population groups (o L waren,

ammecialed with slevaled

elderly cifirens) ae mare suscesbhl

@

Synergies with other EU palicies, ard in paticular wiih he

gos of e (Lpeaming) FL Zera Pollulion Action Plan

Inequalities and social suslainability, ag groups of lower
acansmic stalis lend 1o e mare negalively alecied

©

@

Administrative burden of air quality management, i
raricuiar as relatos {o & quality sssessmant reagmas

Meaguree 1o addrees sir polition may rave effacts oo
empleyment

|

GAINS

|
| |
4 4

Emissions of SO,, NOx, PM, ¢, NH;, VOC, BC, OC;

Emission control costs \

© 4

Ambient PM, ; background
concentrations Q

EMEP model + uEMEP /

Fine scale ambient concentrations of
PM, s, NO,, O; SO,, CO, BaP, benzene*

o '

Compliance at hot spots /
contributions to non-compliance




Emission trends in the EU-27
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Norwegian
Meteorological
~~s Institute

PM, . concentrations from GAINS model
(incl. natural sources)

2020 Baseline - 2030

Population exposure Population exposure

> 5 pg/m3 = 399 million > 5 pg/m3 = 367 million
> 10 pg/m?3 = 136 million > 10 pg/m® = 39 million
> 25 ug/m3 = 5 million > 25 ug/m3 = 0 million

Map legend
[ug/m3]




PM, . concentrations from GAINS model
(incl. natural sources) MFR for EU-27 only

2020

Population exposure

> 5 pg/m3 = 399 million
> 10 ug/m3 = 136 million
> 25 ug/m3 = 5 million

Norwegian
Meteorological
~~s Institute

MFR (EU27) - 2030

Population exposure
> 5 ug/m3 = 289 million
> 10 pg/m3 = 13 million
> 25 ug/m3 = 0 million

Map legend
[ug/m3]



Norwegian
Meteorological
~~s Institute

PM, = Population exposure - Summary of preliminary scenario
calculations using the existing GAINS methodology

GAINS: Number of EU27 population exceedances for annual mean
PM, c concentration (416 million)

450 W > 5 GAINS
399 M > 10 GAINS
T 400 =
2 B > 15 GAINS
= 350 341
E_ > 25 GAINS
. 289
o 300 (ng/m?3)
[1+]
T 250 231
[«}]
g 200
-
E 150 135.7
o
5 100
§_ <0 40.9 38.5
. 5.15 2.9 13.2 16.1 5.0
. - - 0.00 0.9 0.00 0.9 0.00 0.0 0.00
2020 Base 2030 Base 2030 MFR 2050 Base 2050 MFR

28



Summary of preliminary analysis

29

Norwegian
Meteorological
Ay Institute

Significant reductions in exposure in Baseline and MFR scenarios, much larger than model
uncertainties

Wide-spread compliance with current AAQ limit values expected for NO, and PM, c in the baseline
Model slightly underestimates both PM, . and NO, — will be taken into account

Scale matters for exceedance calculations, particularly for NO,

Large reductions in traffic emissions for NO, will lead to other sources dominating NO, exposure

Residential combustion will remain a key source of PM, . exposure




Interventions and policy options




Exceedances above health . . .
erortoomae. | | gueines and negave _ Policy Area 1 - Closer alignment of the EU air
health impacts persist PO“Cy Area 1

EU Standards are notfuly | [Taororrenmmo medemo 1 | ‘EU Standards guality standards with scientific knowledge

aligned with scientific evolving science’ and new

e - recommendations including the latest recommendations of the
World Health Organization:

e to improve ambient air quality to the greatest
extent possible taking into account the latest
scientific advice, feasibility, costs, benefits.

European
Commission




Policy area 1 — possible policy interventions

Particulate Particulate Sulphur Nitrogen Carbon
Matter Matter Dioxide Dioxide (NO2) | Monoxide
(PM10) (PM2.5) (SO2) (e{0)

(and Nitrogen

Oxides, NOx)

Arsenic Benzo(a)Pyre | Benzene
ne




AQ Implementation
shortcomings

Exceedances are not
always addressed
sufficiently and/or timely ...

Insufficient penalties and
compensation linked to
exceedances

Air quality plans and
measures have often proven
ineffective

AQ Governance
shortcomings

Air quality plans do not
always address all sources
effectively ...

Local air quality is impacted
by emission outside control

Some measures may seem
disproportionate, ineffective

Policy Area 2

‘legislative frame’

Policy Area 2 - Improving the air quality
legislative framework, including provisions
on penalties and public information

« To improve the quality and timely implement-
ation of air quality plans to achieve air quality
objectives, and strengthen public participation
In the development of air quality plans.

* To include clearer provisions on access to
justice, penalties and compensation linked to
clean air in EU legislation.

European
Commission




Policy area 2 — possible policy interventions

A - Adding an explicit B - Further defining air | C - Expanding actions | D - Specifying E - Expanding the F - Expanding the
mechanism for qguality standards required to address provisions to guide provision on requirements on the
adjusting EU air (average exposure exceedances (air the development of air | sanctions and provision of

quality standards to indicators) and quality plans / short- guality plans, incl on penalties information
evolving knowledge exceedances actions term action plans) governance

@ BE )= e @) BH)




AQ Monitoring
shortcomings
Flexibilities may sometimes

impact the comparability of
data ...

Monitoring rules offering
flexibility are ‘stretched’ in
instances

Modelling ability has
improved, allows for much
more details

AQ Information
shortcomings

Public feels under-informed
about poor air quality and
its impacts ...

Concerns about health
impacts have increased, not
addressed

Public information is not
always available, and not
harmonised

Policy Area 3
‘monitoring,
modelling
and plans’

Policy Area 3 - Strengthening of air quality
monitoring and modelling, and air quality
plans

» To further improve the reliability and
comprehensiveness of air quality
assessments undertaken by national,
regional and local authorities.

e To ensure that the public in all Member States
receive the same high quality and timely
iInformation about their air quality.

European
Commission




Directive 2004/107

Policy area 3 — possible policy interventions

G - Augment H - #/type of | - Continuity / J - Micro and K - Data quality | L - Which M - Assessment | N - Requirements
assessment sampling points | discontinuation | macro-scale pollutants to of natural / around
regime rules / relocation of siting of measure and winter sanding / | developed AQ

sampling points | sampling points how transboundary plans




WHO Air Quality Guidelines




Slides by WHO to Stakeholder Meeting 23 September 2021

g’.ﬁ:‘g World Health
W% Organization

What are the WHO Air Quality Guidelines? e Eaep

* Based on extensive scientific evidence, the AQGs identify the levels of air quality necessary to
protect public health worldwide.

* They provide recommendations on air quality guidelines levels (and interim targets) for PM, 5
and PM,,, O;, NO,, SO, and CO, and qualitative good practice statements for certain types of

particulate matter.

* Guideline levels can be used as an evidence-informed reference to help decision-makers in
setting legally binding standards and goals for air quality management.

* They are an instrument to design effective measures to achieve reduction of air pollution, and
therefore, to protect human health.



Slides by WHO to Stakeholder Meeting 23 September 2021

The scope of the AQGs

Selection of pollutants

Scoping the guidelines involved the selection of air pollutants, and
the critical health outcomes for each air pollutant in relation to
durations of exposure.

The guideline development group (GDG) considered
different criteria

The GDG decided to develop AQGs levels (with interim targets) for
particulate matter PM,, and PM,, 5, O;, NO,, SO, and CO, and
good practice statements for black/elemental carbon, ultrafine

particles and sand & duststorms

’

72 World Health
;- Organization
RELISHAL BFRICE FOR Eurﬂpe

What the AQGs are not/do not include

The WHO AQGs are not legally binding. They are a set
of recommendations, which may serve a reference for
setting standards or policies

They do not apply to occupational settings, but all others
(including outdoor and indoor)

They do not include recommendations about joint effects
of multiple exposures.

They do not address specific recommendations on
policies and interventions because these are largely
context specific

They do not cover all air pollutants, but all previous
WHO guidelines not updated remain valid

16



Slides by WHO to Stakeholder Meeting 23 September 2021

7#%N World Health

%% Organization

What is new in these AQGs 2021? e Erop

WHO global
air quality
guidelines

aFTe Eeges Seride vl Srwse
=3 Cathen ST

Since the last 2005 global update, there has been a marked increase in
the quality and quantity of evidence that shows how air pollution affects
different aspects of health.

There are also now clearer insights about sources of emissions and the
contribution of air pollutants to the global burden of disease.

For that reason, and after a systematic review of the accumulated
evidence, several of the updated AQG levels are now lower than 15
years ago.

New features include new AQG levels for peak-season O and 24-h
NO, and CO, as well as new interim targets.



f% World Health
{9 Organization

What the AQGs provide... e Eroe

Summary of recommended AQG levels and intenim targets =

i IT1 IT2 IT3 IT4
W A"‘:.r aging ---- ‘Iﬁ‘QG; Air quality guideline levels for both long- and
— o short-term exposure in relation to critical health

Annual outcomes.

24-houra 75 50 37.5 25 15
PM,,, Hg/m? Annual 70 50 30 20 15
PM;o, pg/m? 24-hour= 150 100 75 50 45 Interim targets to guide reduction efforts for
0,, ug/m° Peak season® 100 70 _ _ 60 ;cgfe?:hievement of the air quality guideline
Og, Hg/m? 8-houra 160 120 - - 100

Annual 40 30 20 - 10

24-hour= 120 50 - - 25 Good practice statements in the

management of certain types of particulate

24-hourz 125 50 - - 40 matter for which evidence is insufficient to

CO, mg/m® 24-houra 7 _ _ _ 4 derive quantitative air quality guideline levels,

but points to their health relevance.

Slides by WHO to Stakeholder Meeting 23 September 2021



Slides by WHO to Stakeholder Meeting 23 September 2021

J

|

Maintain suitable air quality
management and dust forecasting
programmes.

Maintain air quality monitoring
programmes and reporting
procedures.

Conduct epidemiological studies
and research activities aimed at
better understanding toxicity.
Implement wind erosion control
through the carefully planned
expansion of green spaces.

Good practice statements

For the management of certain type of particle

BLACK/ELEMENTAL CARBON

Y o

IR

Make systematic measurements.
Undertake production of emission
inventories, exposure assessments
and source apportionment.

Take measures to reduce emissions
and develop standards (or targets).

73 World Health
é“ﬂﬁ Organization

wi et ion EUPOPR

ULTRAFINE PARTICLES

Quantify ambient UFP in terms of
PNC for a size range with a lower
limit of = 10 nm and no restriction
on the upper limit.

Expand the common air quality
monitoring strategy by integration
of UFP monitoring.

Distinguish between low and high
PNC to guide decisions on the
priorities of UFP source emission
control.

Utilize emerging science and
technology for the assessment of
exposure.



Stakeholder consultation




Have your say

On 23 September 2021, we have launched a twelve week online public consultation — we invite

you to reply to a four-part questionnaire until 16 December 2021

Part 1: About you — questions about yourself and why you are answering this questionnaire.

Part 2. General questions section — 19 questions on your views on air quality issues.

Part 3: Specialised guestions section — 8 questions on your views on air quality measures.

Part 4: Concluding questions & remarks — share your thoughts on key topics not covered.

m European
Commission




First Stakeholder Workshop

Stakeholder meeting

80
70
60
50
40

On 23 September 2021, we hosted a first stake- | :”zzzI:zzlilzizlaz::::i:iz: N

holder meeting to inform the revision process. 1
.. First Stakeholder Workshop

In total, 349 participants, from all MS - see charts. By Stakeholder Type

9?35
16

Stakeholders disagreed on the level and timing of ) >
(more closely) alignment with the WHO \

recommendations (i.e. NGOs vs authorities).

121

16

Several stakeholders also stressed the merits of

63

Introducing additional standards based on a relative

5 _ENV.C3 s Support to 1A ® Authofities - UN
Authorities - EU-level » Authorities - National ~ Authorities - Regional

reduction of the exposure of the population. SR

= Arademia ® NGO Other f Citizen / (?)




Timeline & next steps




Clean Air Milestones 2020 to 2023 (indicative)

Fitness Check
(published in Nov 2019)

Council Conclusions

NEC Implementation Report
(Commission Communication)

|

EEA Air Quality Report 2020

Inception Impact Assessment
(revising the Air Quality Directive)

Second Clean Air Outlook
(Commission Report)

Expert consultation
(on monitoring, modelling, plans)

WHO Guidelines publication
(postponed to 11/2021)

Zero Pollution Action Plan

|

EEA Air Quality Briefings 2021

WHO Guidelines publication
(22 September 2021)

Public consultation: air quality
(air quality - revision of EU rules)

3'd EU Clean Air Forum
(18 & 19 November in Madrid)

Finalisation of
Impact Assessment (air quality)

l

EEA Air Quality Briefings 2022

Adoption: legislative proposal
(air quality - revision of EU rules)

Review Gothenburg Protocol
(Air Convention)

Third Clean Air Outlook
(Commission Report)

Council discussions of
legislative proposal
(air quality - revision of EU rules)

Submission of Second
National Air Pollution Control
Programmes begins

EEA Air Quality Briefings 2023

4™ EU Clean Air Forum
(location to be determined)

European |
Commission



Contact us:

env-air@ec.europa.eu

Have your say:

https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12677-Revision-of-EU-Ambient-Air-Quality-legislation

Thank you / Moltes gracies!
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