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i4i.t  With regard to time-frames, it was agreed that those mentioned izi the lierlio 
eatIdete (such as 2005, 2010, 2020) were appropriate and relevant for 1setting objectives, 
gaitigularly some combinations of years. Some Parties emphasized shert and Medium 
tteirn goals (2005 and 2010) to promote early action, while recoguizingithat a 14nger term 
ikerspective could complement these. Other Parties, while noting the Ignite/ Of itharter ter. 

 Milestones, were more inclined to a longer be horizon to optimize investment deeicinnct .1. • 
l 	• 4:4 Concerns were raised about she risk of daLlying emission reductiens in iiiiew of 

nmental 'impacts, the time needed to implement technological changes are 
y high costs. 	 i : 	-. 
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There was a range of views on issues related to equity end cliffereettation' among 
I Parties. Some Parties strongly Supported these concepts as , a *iegag" vi ensure  

omically and environmentally effective nevi commitMents, !while #spectine national 
ciiiiiiumstances. They offered suggestions for differentiatiun miteria and rules, 4tr/Ming 
e'!e nom•c, geographical and demographic fsetors. Other Parties oppOsefri the•c4netpt of 

7erentiation among Annex I Parties, pertieularly in view of the difrienities. in elaborating 
I detall.s. Still others underlined that equity among all Parties was imins .:importaiat•
:i  
; Economic and cost issues were discussed in considerable detali Tbeicepoitance of 
•mizing costs in achieving objective was agreed. Some Parties Pointed to..available 

___ CC conelusicais about cost-effective scilutiens, such  as  those that nuke tise'of efficient 
rliiseeinent investm.ents in the context Of the normal  capital stock Inrni over-: Son e 
Pieties emphasized the possible role of flexibilety in terms of when in4 where re.dnetions 

. e*glii dbeb - °th  if it 	beyond the about this' 	of 	ex 1 E'agrtirs, is:ilic : 	ei t': e-tencePt  exiility in p  .iiii  
' ' . the Berlin Mandate: Some Parties argued such costs would be veiy high„. !especially 

fr# iclevelopin» g countries and called for socio-economic analysis of iiiipaeti on damn in  tho 
eipMekt of agreeing an QEL.R0s. 	 . 
e i 	 - . 	. 

211).1; Several Parties pointed  ta the need for monitoring mechanisnis m order,: , 
4odica11y, to review effectiveness and make adjustments. There was alsO a ttggestion 

dieftfit the development of performance iticlicators. 	 . . 	. 

2/.1:1 1 The ACM looked forward m a more focused diseusecei on Q*LitOS ISsuas at the 
f412 session and, to this end, welcomed the Chairman's offer to coitverte infonnal round 
tables during that session on specific points related to QELitOs. All elegizes. and 
obServers were encouraged strongly to attend and participate in these discussions. 
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The secretariat was requested to prepare a compilation of propoeals rekeng,to the 
treent of QELROs and policies and measuree in a protocol or another legal. ' 
1E0e to date or received by the secretariat no later than 15 April 1996, for consideration 

1  tie fourth session. . 
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