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Agenda

e Post Submission checks: news and overview
* New timeline for working together
* How to improve together

e Production Volume
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Post Submission Checks: what is new?
e

e Revised Manual of Procedure e Revised Manual of Procedure
e Clean up of deprecated checks e New set of checks
e Improvement in permit action e Clear split on EPRTR and LCP

checks

£U Registry Post-Subrmssion Checks - Manual of Procedure

EU Registry on Industrial Sites -
Post-Submission Review

E-PRTR and LCP integrated reporting -
Post-Submission Review

lanual of Procedure




EU-Registry and E-PRTR/LCP current working timeline

15th December 30t June 15t December
Public Product Publication Public Product Update Public Product Publication

15t Apr
FindingLogs to MS

June
30th September 30t November Jan - Mar 15t — Feedback on FindingLogs 30th September 30t November

Reporting Deadline Reporting Deadline | Post Submissions Checks 20th — Cut-off date for resubmission for new public Reporting Deadline Reporting Deadline

product

Apr —Sep
Resubmissions of corrected data

SEP OoCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OoCT NOV DEC
YEARX YEAR X+1




EU-Registry and E-PRTR/LCP NEW working timeline

15t December 30t June 15t December
Public Product Publication Public Product Update Public Product Publication

15t December

15t December FindingLogs to MS
FindingLogs to MS

June

30th September 30* November 15t — Feedback on FindingLogs 30th September 30t November
Reporting Deadline Reporting Deadline ] 20t — Cut-off date for resubmissions for new public Reporting Deadline Reporting Deadline
product

Jan —Sep
Resubmissions of corrected data
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Post Submission Checks: EU Registry

ca.3 C3.10b C3.11a

C2.1a c2.1b c2.1d C3.11b C2.6b €3.11d C3.11e C3.2a c2.2b C3.12 C3.10a C2.5b
Austria

Belgium
Bulgaria
Croatia
Cyprus
Denmark
Finland
France
Germany
Greece

Hungary

Iceland
Ireland

Italy

Latvia
Luxembourg -

Netherlands- -
Poland
Portugal
Romania
Slovenia

Sweden
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Post Submission Checks: EU Registry

23 Spain Germany France Sweden Romania Poland Netherlands Italy Belgium sa1
. 97 58 57 16 1 40 5 41 5
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o I N * Less than 500 findings in 80% of checks
e N Il I Nl R ; e ok
< TEEEEE R - ew "hot spots™ on permit related checks
) e | e | e [ e [ | e [ * Findings are high in number due to a

—— systemic approach.
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Post Submission Checks: Logic for Permit Reporting

Reporting year Date of Date of Last Permit Permit Permit Installation
(RY) Granting Update Granted Updated Reconsidered status

2017 @ Functional
2018 e Q ° Functional
2019 @ Functional
2020 e ° Functional
2021 @ Q 6 Functional
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Post Submission Checks: E-PRTR/LCP

C.EPRTR.1 C.EPRTR.2 C.EPRTR.3 C.EPRTR.4 C.EPRTR.5

*|DENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL ¢|DENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL *|DENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL *FACILITY POLLUTANT RELEASES ¢|DENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL
POLLUTANT RELEASES/TRANSFER POLLUTANT RELEASES/TRANSFER POLLUTANT RELEASES AND OFF- AND LCP EMISSIONS TO AIR OUTLIERS FROM NEW REPORTED
AND OFF-SITE WASTE TRANSFER AND OFF-SITE WASTE TRANSFER SITE WASTE TRANSFER AT FEASIBILITY PRODUCTIONFACILITIES
AT FACILITY LEVEL IN AT FACILITY LEVEL IN FACILITY LEVEL CONTINUITY
COMPARISON WITH THE COMPARISON WITH THE ISSUES
PREVIOUS REPORTING YEAR HISTORICAL DATA REPORTED
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Post Submission Checks: E-PRTR/LCP

C.LCP.1 C.LCP.2 C.LCP.3 C.LCP.4 C.LCP.5
«IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL «IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL «IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL «IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL «IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL
EMISSIONTOAIR OUTLIER AT ENERGYINPUT OUTLIER AT OUTLIER AND COHERENCE AT OUTLIER AND COHERENCE AT OUTLIERS FROM NEW
INSTALLATION PART LEVEL IN INSTALLATION PART LEVEL IN INSTALLATION PART LEVEL OF INSTALLATION PART LEVEL OF REPORTED LCP
COMPARISON WITH THE COMPARISON WITH THE REPORTED OPERATINGHOURS REPORTED ENERGYINPUT
PREVIOUS REPORTING YEAR PREVIOUS REPORTING YEAR
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Post Submission Checks: E-PRTR/LCP

C.EPRTR.12

Austria

Belgium

Bulgaria

Croatia

Cyprus

Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Italy

Latvia

Luxembourg

Netherlands|

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Slovenia

Spain

Sweden

C.EPRTR.1b

C.EPRTR.1c C.EPRTR.1d C.EPRTR.1e

C.EPRTR.1f

C.EPRTR.2a

C.EPRTR.2b

C.EPRTR.2¢

C.EPRTR.3a

C.EPRTR.3b

C.EPRTR.3¢

C.EPRTR.3d C.EPRTR.4a

C.EPRTR.4b

CheckNumber
C.EPRTR.4¢

C.EPRTR.4d

C.EPRTR.4e

C.EPRTR.4f

C.EPRTR.52

C.LCP.1a

C.LCP.1b

C.LCP.2a C.LCP.2b C.LCP.3a C.LCP.3b C.LCP.3¢c C.LCP.4a C.LCP.4b C.LCP.Sa C.LCP.5¢c
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Post Submission Checks: E-PRTR/LCP

C.EPRTR.2a Roma Bulgaria, 56 Luxembourg, 5 Croatia, 14 Ireland, 30 Hungary, 46 Austria, 17 Greece, 42 gal, 106  Denmarl Poland, 2,589
C.EPRTR.2c Hungary,61  Luxembourg, 7 Cyprus, 1 Latvia, 9 Slovenia, 15 Sweden, 49 Estonia, 16 Austria, 25 Portugal, 32 Greece, Denmark,43  Romania, 39  Bulgaria, 16 Ireland, 221 Germany, 476  Belgium, 151 Netherlands, 130 Poland, 142 italy, 274 [EREFS
C.EPRTR.3c | i France, 757 Italy, 799 1 ‘ Ireland, 58 : Hungary, 86 : Rustria, 70 Greece, 64 Nethe 5,92 Bulgaria, 54 Luxamhnurg,ll] Cyprus, 2 ‘ Latvia, 5 Slovenia, 11 Croatia, 19 Estonia, 34 Denmark,23 | Finland, 136 Germany, pmmgal,nz : Belgium, 144 Poland,300  Romania, 109 =4,47o
C.EPRTR.5a [l Croatia 6 Sweden,8  elnd3  Estonia,d  Fiond,9  Hungary,]  Gewmany,13  Austrie3  Portugal15  Greece  Denmork33  Belgm16 Nethelonds,1d  Spam25  Polnd,15  Fronce,?)  Romonia?  Bugas1l b3 [I
C.EPRTR.1a Poland, 79 France,90  Luxembourg, 3 Cyprus, 1 Slovenia, 5 Croatia, 7 Sweden, 31 Ireland, 13 Estonia, 3 Finland, 23 Hungary, 23 Austria, 2 Portugal, 31 Greece, 12 Denmark, 47 Belgium, 39 Netherlands, 29  Romania,31  Bulgaria, 23 1 aly, 14 829
C.EPRTR.Af = luxgmhnurg,z Latvia, 1 Slovenia, 1 Croatia, 6 Sweden, 4 Ireland, 3 Estonia, 2 Finland, 10 Hungary, 13 Austria, 1 Portugal, 5 Greece, 1 Denmark, 13 Netherlands, 18 Spain, 23 : Poland, 10 : France, 28 Romania, 5 : Bulgaria, 2 314

[l le: M| Finland,85  MNetherlands, 62  Spain, 78 Poland, 87 France, 63 Italy, 57 Cyprus, 1 Latvia, 10 Slovenia, 3 Croatia, 5 Ireland, 38 Estonia, 11 Hungary, 19 Rustria, 18 Portugal, 7 Greece, 28 Denmark, 42 Belgium,31  Romania, 17 Bulgaria, 6 Sweden, 159

c.LCP.3a Neﬂlerlamls.GZ France, 52 Cyprus, 2 ’ Latvia, 8 : Slovenia, 12 Croatia, 4 Sweden, 45 Ireland, 26 Estonia, 4 Hungary, 11 Austria, 36 Portugal, 13 Greece, 20 Denmark, 20 l Belgium, 8 Spain, 100 Poland, 44 Romania, 24 Bulgaria, 41 | Germany, 135

c.Lcp.ab Finland, 66 Neﬂlcrlnnds,54 Spain, 97 Cyprus, 2 Latvia, 6 Slovenia, 10 Croatia, 5 Ireland, 27 Estonia, 4 Hungary, 15 Austria, 33 Portugal, 17 Greece, 26 Denmark, 22 Belgium, 22 Poland, 49 France, 41 Romania,29  Bulgaria, 15 | Germany, 156 895
C.EPRTR.1le Luxemhmlrg,l Cyprus, 1 Slovenia, 2 Croatia, 3 : Sweden, 8 Ireland, 3 Estonia, 1 Finland, 17 Hungary, 8 Germany, 48 Portugal, 7 Greece, 5 Denmark, 4 Belgium, 20 Neﬂmr\ands,ls Spain, 34 Poland, 15 France, 25 Romania, 7 Bulgaria,2  [PLH]
CEPRTR3b I Sweden,3  belond,2  Estowia,7  Finland,®  Hungary,23  Austria2]  Portugal,3  Greee,31  Deamark,?  Belgum 25  Netherlands,21 Romania1s  Bulgoria,15 ity 185 [N
C.EPRTR.3d France, 57 Latvia, 4 Slovenia, 1 Croatia, 2 Sweden, 11 Ireland, 1 Estonia, 5 Finland, 26 Hungary, 26 Austria, 25 Portugal, 7 Greece, 3 Denmark, 3 Belgium, 46 Romania, 17 Bulgaria, 4 | Germany,182 Netherlands, Poland, 111 Italy, 144

c.Lcp.ib Spain, 72 | Latvia, 2 : Slovenia, 2 Croatia, 2 Sweden, 6 Estonia, 3 Finland, 20 Hungary, 8 Rustria, 9 Portugal, 16 Greece, 16 Denmark, 10 Belgium, 21 Neﬂmr\ands,]ﬁ Poland, 12 France, 34 : Romania, 23 Bulgaria, 3 : Italy, 43

c.LCP.2a Cyprus, 1 Latvia, 6 Croatia, 1 Sweden, 45 Ireland, 14 Estonia, 3 Finland, 41 Hungary, 10 Austria, 8 Portugal, 2 Greece, 5 Denmark, 10 Belgium, 8  Metherlands,29  Spain, 18 Poland, 28 France, 11 Romania, 3 Bulgaria, 2 Italy, 38 358
C.EPRTR.2b Poland, 79 France, 63 Slovenia, 6 Croatia, 4 Sweden, 8 Ireland, 17 Estonia, 4 Finland, 15 Hungary, 16 Austria, 20 Greece, 14 Belgium, 14 Netherlands, 42 Romanis, 7 Bulgaria, 15 | Germany,217  Denmark, 295

c.L.cp.2b ¢ Finland, 5 Hungary, 1 Germany, 16 Austria, 4 Portugal, 5 Greece, 4 Denmark, 3 Belgium, 4 Netherlands, 9 Spain, 13 Poland, 3 France, 8 Romania, 7 Italy, 11
C.EPRTR.1b Estonia, 3 Finland, 2 Germany, 2 Portugal, 1 Greece, 2 Belgium, 1 Netherlands, 1 Spain, 5. Poland, 6 France, 3 Romania, 1 Bulgaria, 4 Italy, 5 Denmark, 101
ceprre. 1< [ T e e e T T R T T
C.EPRTR.3a = . - I R — Austria, 1 Portugal, 1 Greece, 4 Belalum,3 " Spain,10  Poland,7 France, 12 Bulgaria, 2 Italy, 9 60

C_ch_3b. = ..|d uam c,,...ys e ,1 e - p,..., - E|z zq.. S s
C.EPRTR.4a = - Denmark, 1 Poland, 4 France, 4 Romania, 1 Bulgaria, 12
C.EPRTR.4c . Denmark, 1 Poland, 4 : France, 4 Romania, 1 Bulgaria, 12

C.LCP.4a . crati, - Pnrluq\,z Belgium. - ee\as.ll o Rmanil
C.EPRTR.1d = Portugal, 1 Denmark, 13 Belgium, 1 Italy, 5
C.EPRTR.4b = Poland, 1 Romania, 2 Bulgaria, 8 Italy, 3 15
C.EPRTR.Af - Poland, 1 Romania, 1 Bulgaria, 2

AT D] Ecoums  Netheriands2  Spaml  Franced |
C.EPRTR.4d ' Bulgaria, 3 Italy, 3 7
C.EPRTR.4e = ! Bulgaria, 2 Italy, 2 i H

C.LCP.5a . anh, 1| 1

C.lCP.Scmi

0 1 2 3 4 S5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
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Post Submission Checks: E-PRTR/LCP — Waste Transfer

 Found a bug in the code that generated all the OffSite Waste Transfer checks

* C.EPRTR.1e
 C.EPRTR.1f
* C.EPRTR.2c
 C.EPRTR.3d

* Anew findingLog concerning these checks only is going to be re-issued
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Post Submission Check: E-PRTR Overview

Few checks with many findings

C.EPRTR.3c has many findings but it has a low priority.

On the Y2Y changes potential post-Covid impact

C.EPRTR.4:
e Thisis a current check on Automatic QA.
 The aim for RY 2022 is to elevate this as a blocker when SO2 and NOx are reported above
the threshold at LCP level and the parent facility has O reported.
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Post Submission Check: LCP overview
e

 C.LCP.1a: Many findings potentially due to post-Covid changes in the operation
e C.LCP.3a: Significant amount of findings

 C.LCP.3b and C.LCP.3c: Should this be a blocker in the future?
e C.LCP.3c (Energy Input O, OpH > 30% year): Only 11 findings. All > 4000 hours with NO
energylnput

2016 2017 2018 2019 (D 2021
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Questionnaire and Webinar
[

* Running a program, under ETC HE, to support reporters in industrial reporting

* Two support options:
* Provide one-to-one support sessions
* Provide more in-depth support to a few reporters

* In order to understand reporters’ needs we will be developing and sending out a
guestionnaire
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Production Volume

June 2022

e Updated documentation (Data model, Manual for Reporters and QA/QC manual)
e Updated .xml schema and updated MS Access Template
e Link to updated converter

Ongoing

e Collecting question from MS
e Finalising Automatic QA on CDRTest
e Update of harvester from CDR and SQL DB

Autumn 2023

e Testing from MS on CDRTest with harvestning in a Test SQL DB
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