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Summary analysis of survey results 

 

At its first session, the Meeting of the Parties to the Protocol on Pollutant Release and 

Transfer Registers to the Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in 

Decision-making Procedures and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters: (a) entrusted 

the secretariat, in close cooperation with partner organizations, to assist countries in the 

effective implementation of the Protocol (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/2/Add.1, decision I/6, annex, 

item B)
2
  and (b) entrusted the Protocol’s Working Group of the Parties to monitor and 

facilitate the implementation of the Protocol (ibid., annex, item C).  

This document was prepared pursuant to the above decisions. It provides a summary analysis 

of the results of a survey that was circulated to countries and entities of South Eastern 

Europe, Israel and Turkey prior to the workshop (PRTR Protocol/SEE-2013/Inf.1). The 

survey focused on the current status of pollutant release and transfer register activities, on 

pollutant monitoring, diffuse releases and on bilateral cooperation. The representatives of the 

relevant authorities of the following countries provided updates to the status of 

implementation and possible problems and challenges for implementation of the Protocol on 

Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers (Protocol on PRTRs): Albania, Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, Croatia, Israel, Montenegro, Serbia and the former Yugoslav Republic of 

Macedonia.  

                                                 
1
 This document was not formally edited. 

2
 Available from http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/env/pp/prtr/docs/ece_mp.prtr_2010_2_Add.1_e.pdf  

http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/env/pp/prtr/docs/ece_mp.prtr_2010_2_Add.1_e.pdf
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The document will be used by participants in order to facilitate subsequent discussions by 

providing comparative information regarding the priorities of each country, identifying 

common capacity needs and barriers for the effective implementation of or accession to the 

Protocol on PRTRs and determining which specific activities should be undertaken to support 

the implementation and improvement of PRTRs systems. This summary will also be useful 

for countries with developed PRTR systems to examine the possibility and potential for 

sharing expertise and providing technical assistance. 

****** 
 

I. Current status of pollutant release and transfer register activities 
 

Responses to the survey on the current status of PRTR activities in South Eastern Europe and 

Israel were made available on the website
3
 prior to the PRTR subregional workshop. The 

secretariat received a total of seven responses.
4
  

In relation to the question on current status of the institutional structure in each country to support 

access to environmental information and its dissemination, all respondents described or listed the 

relevant ministries, ministry subdivision, centres, committees, or agencies in their country that 

carry out this function 

In relation to the question on the current status of the regulatory framework for data collection and 

dissemination and for public participation and access to information and justice in each country, 

all seven countries described or listed the relevant legal acts, codes, regulations, guidelines, index 

of legal instruments, or resolutions for data collection and dissemination and where applicable 

relevant publications and websites. 

 

II. Substances and Releases 

In relation to the question on the provision of a list of the major substances and types of releases 

and offsite transfers in each country: 

 One country (Albania) did not provide any information 

 One country (Montenegro) provided a set of definitions used for off-site transfers and 

types of releases 

 Four countries provided the lists of pollutants for which data is collected 

 One country
5
 listed the relevant informational website 

 One country (Montenegro) reported on the plan to collect data on 21 pollutants (air, 

water and soil)  

III. Data Management 

In relation to describing the approach to data management (i.e., the management of the data on 

major pollutant releases and transfers): 

 Six countries provided information on the relevant authorities responsible for collecting 

and processing the data.  

 One country
6
 reported that Industries are not yet required by low to bring the data into 

agency of environment and forestry 

                                                 
3
 Available at : http://www.unece.org/prtr_see2013.html  

4
 Responses were received from Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Israel, Montenegro, Serbia and the 

former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. 

5
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 One country
7
 sends the data to the EEA PRTR register on a voluntary basis from 2009 

data 

 Two countries
8 
provided information regarding the deadlines for submission of data  

 

IV. Presenting Environmental Data 

In relation to how environmental data are presented to the public in each country  

 Bosnia and Herzegovina provided a link to the relevant website where data is publicly 

available. Unclassified information can also be provided by the Ministry in written or 

electronic form upon request.  

 Croatia provided information about the Croatian National Portal of the Environment 

Pollutant Register and the Croatian Public Browser 

 Israel also informed that stack emissions sampling and information regarding emissions 

is being published in the website of the Ministry of Environmental Protection 

 Two countries
9
 listed the following means for data dissemination: Information on the 

State of the Environment reports, website, - Aarhus Centres, Informing the public 

through the media 

 Montenegro also listed roundtables as a means of disseminating data 

 Serbia informed that in cooperation with REC a special website is being developed only 

on Serbian PRTRs 

 

V. National and International Programmes 

In relation to listing relevant major national and international programmes to support access to 

data and its dissemination in each country, in response to the survey 

 Two countries did not report any international programmes
10 

 

 Bosnia and Herzegovina reported no international programmes 

 Three countries
11 

reported on a number of bilateral and international cooperation 

programmes 

 One country
12

 expects an IPA-funded project for the establishment of Environmental 

information system in 2013.  

 Serbia reported on the joint project with REC to develop a website for the Serbian PRTR 

register 

 

VI. Current capacity building activities in your country 
 

In relation to the current capacity building activities, most of the responding countries reported 

that they focused on organising national PRTR workshops (5 countries), on the design of the main 

PRTR characteristics (5 countries), on regional and international PRTR activities, pilot trials of 

PRTRs, setting up IT reporting tools (4 countries). Two countries focused on developing and 

designing a PRTR register that is accessible on-line. One country (Serbia) reported that it carried 
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out EEA Voluntary Reporting. One country
13

 did not provide any information on capacity 

building activities.  

 

 

 

 

VII. Barriers for Capacity Building Activities 

With respect to barriers for capacity-building activities answers were received from six 

countries. Although countries followed different ranking methods, they unanimously stressed 

the lack of financial resources as the most important barrier. Limited market availability of 

measurement equipment and lack of accredited laboratories were also identified among the 
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most important obstacles. Two countries
14

 gave higher importance to the difficulty in drafting 

legislation whereas one country
15

 highlighted the limited human resources. Two countries
16

 

had difficulties in terms of adapting their administrative structures and underlined the high 

cost of equipment as an important barrier.  
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VIII. Solutions for overcoming Obstacles 

In terms of proposing solutions for overcoming the above mentioned obstacles, the following 

suggestions were provided: 

 

 
 

 

IX. POLLUTANT MONITORING 

With regards to pollutant monitoring the respondents provided information on who pays and 

who carries out the pollutant monitoring 

 

With regards to who pays, six countries responded that it is the polluting operator or the 

facility that pays whereas one country
17

 distinguished between environmental quality 
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monitoring which is carried out and paid by the government and emission/discharge 

monitoring which is carried out and paid by the operators.  

 

In relation to monitoring, one country
18

 distinguished between environmental quality 

monitoring which is carried out and paid by the government and source point pollutant 

emission monitoring which is carried out by accredited laboratories or internally by the 

operators. One country only made reference to state (federal) inspections
19

 one country to 

internal monitoring
20

, two countries
21

 by accredited laboratories, one country
22

 by the 

facilities through laboratories and one country
23

 by accredited laboratories or operators.  

Croatia identified a number of problems namely lack of accredited laboratories, lack of 

equipment and lack of harmonisation of methodologies.  

 

 

 

X. DIFFUSE RELEASES 

 

With regards to diffuse releases a number of problems have been identified by the 

respondents. One country
24

 reported that there is no obligation yet for publicly reporting on 
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diffuse releases. One country
25

 stressed that there was no systematic collection of data and 

one country
26

 that there is no measurement of agricultural emissions. Finally one country
27

 

mentioned that in relation to transport and agriculture emissions there are no measures or 

calculations but mere estimates. 

 

XI. IDENTIFYING BILATERAL COOPERATIONS 

 

In relation to bilateral cooperation, five countries
28

 requested such cooperation. One country 

did not need bilateral cooperation (Albania) and one country
29

 did not provide any answer.  

In terms of offering assistance, five countries specifically offered to exchange experiences
30

 

and one country in all PRTR activities. One country
31

, offered assistance in the following 

areas: Building PRTR database regarding experience with establishing SEIS and PRTR 

which include business analyses needs, architecture and structure development and building 

the whole system (both database and application for PRTR from the beginning) and 

management. 

Two countries
 
Montenegro and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia reported that 

they were not able to offer bilateral assistance but the latter also mentioned that it would be 

willing to share experiences on the implementation of the Protocol. 

Assistance has been requested in the following areas: 

 Procurement of equipment for measuring federal inspection (Bosnia and Herzegovina). 

 Supporting software maintenance (Bosnia and Herzegovina) 

 Training to work with measuring equipment (Bosnia and Herzegovina) 

 Training for controlling the software (Bosnia and Herzegovina) 

 Development of a GIS system for BH PRTR (Bosnia and Herzegovina) 

 Data from PRTR in relevance with IED Directive (Croatia) 

 Monitoring of diffuse sources on the level of state (all sectors) which should be 

included in the Environmental Pollution Register (Croatia) 

 Recommendations for better harmonisation of data in area of emissions to air: 

emissions in PRTR vs. GHG (including both methodologies) (Croatia). 

 QA Methodologies (Israel) 

 PRTR based Environmental Indicator development (Israel)  

 Emission and transfers Inventories development (Israel) 

 Legislation analysis (Montenegro) 

 Recommendations for IT infrastructure (Montenegro) 
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