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I ntroduction

1. The first session of the Meeting of the Part@eshe Protocol on Pollutant Release
and Transfer Registers (Protocol on PRTRS) to tbev€ntion on Access to Information,
Public Participation in Decision-making and Accésslustice in Environmental Matters
(Aarhus Convention) was held from 20 to 22 AprillR0at the Palais des Nations in
Geneva.

2. The session was attended by delegations fronfotlesving Parties to the Protocol:

Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denm&s$tonia, Finland, France, Germany,
Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Norway, Romania, Bp&weden, Switzerland, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ahd European Union (EU).

3. Representatives of 10 Signatories, Armenia, #ajsiCyprus, Georgia, Greece,
Ireland, Italy, Poland, the Republic of Moldova ad@raine, and another State from the
United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECregion, Belarus, also
participated.

4, One delegation from a United Nations MembereStattside of the UNECE region,
Mexico, also attended.

5. Representatives of the United Nations Environmieagramme (UNEP), the United
Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNID@)e United Nations Institute for
Training and Research (UNITAR) and the Organization Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD) also attended.

6. Representatives of regional environmental centfarhus Centres, and business
organizations also attended. In addition, repredeis of international, regional and non-
governmental environmental organizations parti@gain the session, many of which
coordinated their input within the framework of tBaropean ECO Forutn.

7. A considerable number of registered participaritecluding from business
organizations, had to cancel their participatiore dio the unprecedented air travel
restrictions affecting Europe at the time. Somesgates who had been unable to travel to
Geneva participated in the session by audio confere

Organizational matters

Constitution of the Meeting of the Parties and opening of the session

8. Mr. Jan Dusik (Czech Republic), Chair of the hfegof the Parties to the Aarhus
Convention, opened the session. The Meeting oPtmrties to the Protocol then approved
the report on credentialsprepared by the secretariat in accordance withrties of
procedure, which were formally adopted later in skssion. Credentials submitted by the
following Parties to the Protocol were deemed toirb@rder: Belgium, Croatia, Czech
Republic, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Latliaxembourg, Norway, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland and the United Kingdom.

All participants are included in the final list pérticipants which is available online at:
www.unece.org/env/pp/moppl.htm.

The major disruption of air traffic resulting fratme eruption of an Icelandic volcano had prevented
many delegates from reaching Geneva. Later on gltinia session, it was confirmed that there was a
guorum, as additional delegates managed to ami@eneva.
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B.

Election of the Chair

9. Mr. Michel Amand (Belgium), proposed by Spain behalf of the EU and its
member States, was elected to serve as Chair ofMeeting. Several delegations
congratulated Mr. Amand on his election, noting ¢destral role in the preparatory process
for the meeting as Chair of the Working Group ofitRant Release and Transfer Registers
(PRTRs) since 2007.

Adoption of the agenda

10. The Meeting adopted by consensus the agendheofession as set out in the
annotated provisional agenda (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/1).

Adoption of therules of procedure

11. The Meeting of the Parties to the Protocol #éelbby consenstighe rules of
procedure for its sessions and those of its sulrsidbodies (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.2,
Decision 1/1), which had been prepared by the Wayksroup on PRTRS.

Election of officersand other Bureau members

12. The Chair noted that the rules of procedureisaged a Bureau consisting of a
Chair, two Vice-Chairs and four other members drdmm among the representatives of
the Parties present at the meeting (ECE/MP.PRTRI2(M, rule 18, para. 1, and rule 22,
para. 1). He invited nominations for the remainpgitions on the Bureau.

13.  After consultations, the Meeting elected bysmsus the following candidates to
serve on the Bureau until the end of the secondiaesf the Meeting of the Parties:
Mr. Lars Petter Bingh (Norwa$)and Mr. Bob Boyce (United Kingdom) as Vice-Chairs,
and Mr. Jan Marsak (Czech Republic), Ms. Carmenatean(Spain), Ms. Ingrid Ededahl
(Sweden) and Ms. Marianne Wenning (EU) as furthemipers, in addition to the Chair.

14.  With regard to the possible involvement of mmvernmental organizations (NGOs)
in the work of the Bureau, referred to in paragr&plof Decision I/1 on the rules of
procedure, the European ECO Forum expressed iiagriess to assist the deliberations of
the Bureau and nominated Ms. Mary Taylor, Friendthe Earth Europe, as candidate to
provide such assistance. The Meeting took notaatfdffer.

Owing to the lack of a quorum at the start oftieeting, all decisions taken were first adopted
provisionally and were then formally adopted atéhd of the meeting, by which time the necessary
quorum for decision-making had been achieved. &kedf the decisions adopted can be found in an
addendum to the report (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/2/Add.1).

Due to the aforementioned air travel restrictidvis Bingh participated in the session through an
audiolink. This was considered to be sufficientrteet the requirement in rule 18, paragraph 1,®f th
provisionally adopted rules of procedure that cdattis for Vice-Chair be “present” at the meeting.
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Status of ratification of the Protocol on Pollutant Release and
Transfer Registers

15. The secretariat informed the Meeting about dtaus of ratification, acceptance,
approval and accession with respect to the ProtmedRTRs (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/3). It
also provided information about declarations magiesbme Parties upon the deposit of
their instruments of ratification, acceptance, appt or accession. Delegations from States
and regional economic integration organizationsyatparty to the Protocol were offered
an opportunity to briefly inform the Meeting of thelans to ratify, accept, approve or
accede to the Protocol. Cyprus informed the Meéetiag) by the end of 2010 its ratification
procedures would be completed.

General statements

16. Mr. Karel Blaha, Deputy Minister of the Enviroent of the Czech Republic,
emphasized the importance of support from inteonati organizations and of technical
assistance in the process of implementing the Pogtavhile also noting the relevance of
the decisions that the Meeting of the Parties waliktuss, as well as of the global
activities that were being carried out.

17.  Spain, on behalf of the EU and its member Statepressed to the Meeting its great
satisfaction with the entry into force of the Pagibon 8 October 2009, only six years after
its adoption in Kiev in 2003. Recognizing the cdesable challenges that lay ahead in
achieving implementation of the Protocol, compleryy the Parties was crucial to the
Protocol's success. The EU and its member Statesmitbed themselves to work
effectively and collaboratively with internationaiganizations, individual countries, NGOs
and civil society towards having well-establishealli®ant Release and Transfer Registers
in all countries that were committed to providingcess to environmental information.
They were willing to share the experience they gaithed through implementation of the
European Pollutant Release and Transfer Registeput—in place by Regulation (EC)
166/2006 of 18 January 2006 — which had alreadyltes$ in the submission of emissions
data from Member states for 2007 and 2008. Thelgdddorward to the ratification of the
Protocol on PRTRs by the highest possible numbeGtates, with the hope that the
instrument would become one of the principal enwinental information tools at the global
level.

18. The Regional Environmental Center (REC) condgétd the Meeting and the Chair
on the entry into force of the Protocol and reitedaits support for countries in Eastern
Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia and in Seaskern Europe to assist them in
implementing the Protocol.

19. The European ECO Forum also congratulated tbetilwg upon the entry into force
of the Protocol and hoped that it would considendidates for membership on the
Compliance Committee proposed by NGOs.
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V.

Procedures and mechanisms facilitating the implementation
of the Protocol

Review of compliance, including composition of the proposed
Compliance Committee

20. The Meeting considered and adopted by consetimisdecision on review of
compliance (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.3, Decision 1/2),iethhad been prepared by the
Working Group on PRTRs.

21. The Meeting then turned to the question of éhection of the Compliance
Committee. The secretariat provided information maminations of candidates that had
been put forward by Parties to the Protocol, takig account proposals for candidates
made by a Signatory and various NGOs in accordatittea procedure broadly in line with
paragraph 4 of the annex to the decision on reakgompliance. Ten candidates had been
nominated, all of whom were nationals of counttlest were Parties or Signatories. Taking
into account that there were nine seats on the Gtie@n consultations facilitated by a
Vice-Chair of the Meeting of the Parties were heith a view to reaching consensus on
the composition of the Committee.

22.  Keeping in mind the importance of transpareamty effective implementation of the
nomination procedure set out in the decision oferewf compliance, the Meeting invited
Signatories and NGOs qualified or having an inteireshe fields related to the Protocol to
make their proposals for candidates available ¢ostcretariat in future for publication on
the Protocol’'s website and communication to thdi®arThat would, inter alia, enable the
Parties to take due account of any such proposhénwnaking nominations. In making
their proposals, Signatories and NGOs were invitedobserve the procedure and in
particular the timeline for nominations by Partias,set out in paragraph 5 of the annex to
decision 1/2 on review of compliance.

Financial arrangements

23. In accordance with article 17, paragraph 2 ¢fi)ihe Protocol, the Meeting was
invited to consider a draft decision on financialaagements prepared by the Working
Group on PRTRs (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.4).

24.  The Chair outlined a number of options avaéabl solve the only point in the draft
decision on which the Working Group had been unébleeach consensus, related to the
preamble and to paragraph 9, concerning the peadicproviding financial support to
facilitate the participation of environmental NGidghe meetings under the Protocol.

25. The Meeting discussed the draft text, revidednid adopted by consensus the
decision on financial arrangements (Decision 1/3).

26.  Furthermore, it was agreed that the practieeldped under the Aarhus Convention
of routinely providing financial support throughetttNECE Local Technical Cooperation

Trust Fund to facilitate the participation of emrimental NGOs in meetings held under the
auspices of the Convention should apply to meetingsl under the auspices of the
Protocol, subject to the availability of funds.

27.  Following the proposal made by Spain on bebfithe EU and its member States,
the Meeting mandated the Working Group of the Bartd the Protocol (see below) to
consider the need to formalize the practice of jgliag financial support to facilitate the
participation of environmental NGOs, on the basfs eaperience gained under the
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Convention and the Protocol, and to report badkéosecond session of the Meeting of the
Parties to the Protocol on that issue.

Establishment of the Working Group of the Parties to the Protocol

28.  The Meeting considered and adopted by consehswdecision on the establishment
of the Working Group of the Parties to the Proto@&CE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.5, Decision

I/4), a subsidiary body that would be entrustechvaverseeing the implementation of the
work programme of the Protocol between the sessfrike Meeting of the Parties. The
draft decision had been prepared by the Workingu@ian PRTRs.

Reporting on implementation of the Protocol

29. The Meeting considered the draft decision @oming on implementation of the
Protocol (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.6), annexing a fornfat the Parties to use in their
reporting, which had been prepared by the Workingu.

30. The secretariat drew the Meeting's attentiontlie resource implications of
paragraph 8 (a) of the draft decision, which waeduire the national reports to be made
available in the three official languages. A simitaquirement had been made at the first
session of the Meeting of the Parties to the Aa®osvention with respect to the national
implementation reports under the Convention. Howewéter two reporting cycles, the
Parties to the Aarhus Convention were consideffiregrnteed for additional funds to cover
the costs of producing the documents in the thféeial languages or the possibility of
abandoning the practice of producing the reporthénthree languages, and that discussion
was still ongoing. It was highlighted that nonetfeé secretariats of the other environmental
conventions administered by UNECE produced nationplementation reports in the three
languages, and that under the Convention on Enwiemtal Impact Assessment in a
Transboundary Context and the Convention on thenshreundary Effects of Industrial
Accidents only a small number of implementationorep were translated into English
informally by using those Conventions’ trust funds.

31. The Meeting decided not to revise the draft &mxd by consensus adopted the
decision on reporting on implementation of the Bcot (Decision 1/5). However, it took
note of the risk that in order to fulfil the reqainent of paragraph 8 (a), the Protocol’s trust
fund would need to be used to finance the tramsiatilt also agreed to review its position
at its second session, based on the experiencedydinough the activities under both the
Aarhus Convention and the Protocol.

Designation of focal points

32.  The Chair invited delegations to refer to decis/9 of the Meeting of the Parties to
the Aarhus Convention on the designation of focahis (ECE/MP.PP/2/Add.10). In order
to facilitate communication concerning matters teddato the Protocol, the Meeting of the
Parties invited Parties, Signatories, other inteceStates and other concerned stakeholders
to designate focal points for the Protocol if they not already done so.



ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/2

V.

Programme of work and oper ation of the Protocol

Proceduresfor the preparation, adoption and monitoring of wor k
programmes, including the work programme for 2011-2014

33. In accordance with article 17, paragraph 2 @f),the Protocol, the Meeting
considered and adopted by consensus a decisiorooedures for the preparation, adoption
and monitoring of work programmes under the Prdtoaanexing a work programme
covering the period up to and including the nextssen of the Meeting
(ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.7, Decision 1/6). The draft dean had been prepared by the
Bureau of the Working Group on PRTRs, on the bakian earlier draft prepared by the
Working Group (see ECE/MP.PP/AC.1/2008/2, paras:283 The Chair explained the
changes introduced by the Bureau in relation tcetiier draft.

34. The secretariat explained that both core ardativcost estimates would be covered
by the Protocol's trust fund, that core amountsevgttended to reflect the minimum
required to implement the activities and that thierall amounts reflected the desired level
of support by the Parties. The secretariat notatl ithwould report to each session of the
Meeting of the Parties on the way the funds woddpent.

Financing of the work programme for 2011-2014

35. To gather information on the means of financihg work programme, Parties,
Signatories, other interested States and regicz@amic integration organizations were
invited to inform the Meeting of their intention tmntribute to the financial resources of
the Protocol under the proposed voluntary schemeooftributions envisaged in the
decision on financial arrangements, including timant and, where possible, the timing of
the expected contribution.

36.  Norway indicated that it intended to contrihitet was not able to indicate the exact
amount yet. Sweden tentatively envisaged a coritoibbwof $5,000 for 2010. The Czech

Republic said it would contribute $10,000 per ykmrthe 2011-2014 period. Switzerland

anticipated a contribution of 20,000 CHF per yesiof2010. Latvia hoped to contribute

€1,000 for 2010. France envisaged contributing @3 per year.

37.  The Meeting took note of the information.

Other mattersrelated to the work programme for 2011-2014

38. The Meeting of the Parties discussed the neeévelop a strategic plan, in light of
the reference to such a plan in paragraph 9 of dbéeision on procedures for the
preparation, adoption and monitoring of work prognaes.

39. Some delegations stressed that such a platdsbetuong-term goals, and priorities
relating to those goals. The Chair noted that thhodecision 1/6, the Meeting mandated the
Working Group of the Parties to the Protocol tosidar the need for such a plan and, if
deemed necessary, to take steps to prepare afaraftentual adoption by the Meeting of
the Parties.
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VI.

Capacity-building, technical assistance and awareness-raising

Capacity-building and technical assistance needsand priorities

40. The secretariat presented an overview of omgaeind planned capacity-building
activities concerning pollutant release and transfgisters, as reflected in the matrix of
those activities that was initially prepared untlee auspices of the Working Group on
PRTRs, as well as of efforts made to coordinatsehactivitieS. Delegations were invited

to provide feedback on the matrix.

41. Representatives of Parties, Signatories, dtiterested States, in particular those
from countries with economies in transition, ankkvant stakeholders shared their views
on their needs and priorities for capacity-buildiegated to PRTRs. The theme was also
addressed during the high-level segment under agiézwth 14.

42.  The European ECO-Forum, on behalf of the NG@sent, presented software that
had been developed with the aim of making PRTRsleimand more accessible. The
software had been successfully tested in Kazakhstan

43. The Meeting noted that the Working Group of tharties to the Protocol had
recommended that the Meeting of the Parties, afirés session, should mandate the
secretariat to look into the possible need for chriecal assistance mechanism, using a
guestionnaire to gather information and opiniomg] thereafter analysing the results and
reporting back to the Working Group (ECE/MP.PP/AQOD8/2, paragraph 24 (a)). The
Meeting considered that recommendation and dedidadandate the Bureau to develop
the aforementioned questionnaire with the suppatie secretariat.

I nfor mation tools

44.  The secretariat presented several informatamistdesigned to foster capacity-
building and awareness-raising with regard to thetdeol, including PRTR.net and the
Aarhus clearinghouse mechanism.

45.  Spain, on behalf of the EU and its member Stamphasized the importance of the
development of electronic reporting tools, notihgttthe use of such tools significantly
benefited the collection of Parties’ reports on lienpentation and improved public access
to environmental information. The creation of a ooom format for collecting
implementation reports would be extremely valualllee EU and its member States
offered their experience in designing and develgginch a system.

46.  The Chair invited Parties and other stakehsltepromote the use of those tools.

Other measur es

47.  The secretariat informed the Meeting of progresmde with the UNECE project

concerning a cost model for the establishment ofTRR in accordance with the

requirements of the Protocol. Representatives ofid3a Signatories and other interested
States and other relevant stakeholders presentdefunformation on such activities. The

Meeting took note of and indicated its supporttf@ activities.

® The matrix is available at http://apps.unece.dngiépp/NIR/PRTRreports.asp.
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VII.

A.

VIII.

Relevant developments and interlinkages

Syner gies between the Protocol, the Aarhus Convention and other
relevant multilateral environmental agreements

48.  The secretariat informed the Meeting of ongaamg planned activities under the
Aarhus Convention and other multilateral environtakagreements having relevance to
those under the Protocol. Delegations presenteplesmgntary information.

49. The Meeting agreed to explore ways of furthempting synergies between the
Protocol, the Aarhus Convention and other multitenvironmental agreements.

Global and regional developments on issuesreated to pollutant release
and transfer registers

50. Representatives of bodies involved in globalregional activities related to the
development and implementation of PRTRs informedMieeting of those activities.

51. The UNEP representative congratulated the we@t the Parties to the Aarhus
Convention and the Parties to the Protocol for edhg an historic milestone. UNEP
hosted the secretariats of several legally bindirigrnational environmental agreements
which were specifically oriented towards chemicafgl a number of those instruments
specifically cited PRTRs as a tool which could hépachieve their goals. Publicly-
accessible pollutant registers are first and forgrsgstems providing information about the
release and transfers of substances which potgntmlid lead to harm in the environment
or to human health. The specific linkages betwdenRRTR Protocol and the Rotterdam
Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Proceflur€ertain hazardous Chemicals and
Pesticides in International Trade, the Basel Cotiweron the Control of Transboundary
Movements of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposdlthe Stockholm Convention on
Persistent Organic Pollutants were highlightedhlt connection, there was also a need to
avoid duplication.

52. The OECD representative introduced OECD awmwiton PRTRs, which were
included under the OECD Environment, Health andetyaprogramme that had started in
the early 1970s. The OECD Task Force on PRTR hazh lestablished under the
Environmental Policy Committee to oversee the r@iework on PRTRs. The outcomes of
the OECD 2009 survey on PRTR implementation weesgmted, as were the activities and
outcomes of the PRTR Task Force. At its next mgetime Task Force would address, inter
alia, a project on releases from products and éugitivities.

53. The Meeting also took note of the report of ¢$eeretariat on the activities of the
International Pollutant Release and Transfer Registoordinating GropThose matters
were discussed further during the high-level segmader agenda item 15.

Geneva Declar ation

54. The Meeting considered a draft Geneva Dectara(ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/L.1),
containing a statement of commitment and of priesipwith regard to the Protocol,

5 Currently, UNECE provides secretariat supportimInternational Pollutant Release and TransfeisRag
Coordinating Group.

10
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including through cooperation to implement priorégtivities. The draft was prepared by
the Bureau in coordination with the secretariata@cordance with a procedure agreed by
the Working Group on PRTRs at its sixth meeting FAGP.PP/AC.1/2008/2, para. 32),
taking into account comments received from Pagies other stakeholders.

55.  The delegations revised the draft and adopedeneva Declaration by consensus.

High-level segment®

56. The high-level segment of the session was apemel chaired by Mr. Philippe
Henry, the Walloon Minister for the Environment. Mindrey Vasilyev, UNECE Deputy
Executive Secretary, delivered a welcome addresbebralf of Mr. Jan Kubis, Under-
Secretary-General of the United Nations and thecktkee Secretary of UNECE. Noting
that the Protocol established a new internatiomsichmark in securing public access to
information on threats posed to the environmentoxjc emissions, he highlighted that the
Protocol enabled citizens to find out about theanapurces of polluting emissions in their
immediate neighbourhoods simply by using the Irgerfthe present session brought to an
end a seven-year preparatory journey and woulcclatime next phase of the work, focused
on the practical implementation and the expansfdhevgeographical scope of the Protocol
as more States would become Parties.

57.  Mr. Jan Dusik, Chair of the Meeting of the Rerto the Aarhus Convention, also in
an opening address, noted that it was vital forpihiglic to have easy access to information
in order to facilitate its participation in matteedating to the environment. The value of the
Protocol lay in its multi-stakeholder approach, ethimade it a useful and effective tool in
achieving goals in various areas of internationaVirenmental governance, including

chemicals management and climate change. Thereawseed to strive for the broadest
possible implementation of the Protocol in as maoyntries as possible. It was also
important to bear in mind that resources applietheoProtocol's implementation yielded

multiple benefits for Governments, the private seand the publi¢?

Achievements, opportunities and challengesin establishing pollutant
release and transfer registers

58.  Ministers and Heads of delegation of Partigg&ories and other States, as well as
leading representatives of international, regiaarad non-governmental organizations and
the private sector then highlighted past experigramed future challenges in relation to
PRTRs. The segment included selected presentatparegl discussions and a general
debate. Video and audio link facilities were pra@ddfor the participation of some
panellists.

The declaration is included in an addendum torégi®rt (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/2/Add.1).

See texts of the statements delivered at thelbigdl segment at:
http://www.unece.org/env/pp/moppl.htm

The full text of the statement is available at
http://www.unece.org/press/execsec/2010/jk_20 2RA3910.htm

The full text of the statement is available apfittvww.unece.org/env/documents/2010/pp/MoPP-1-
HLS/Dusik_HLS_MOP1_FIN.pdf.

11
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Panel discussion

59. Panellists were invited to present their vienghe achievements, opportunities and
challenges in establishing pollutant release aawusfer registers:

(@ A representative from the Directorate-General Environment of the
European Commission noted that the increasing @isheo European PRTR (E-PRTR)
ensured participation of citizens in environmemtatters and policymaking. Moreover, its
multimedia and integrated approach provided a \dduaoverview of the major
environmental pressures from industrial activiti€gographic information systems (GIS)
tools had been used to visualize collected datd, amweb tool had been launched in
November 2009 to gather environmental information emissions from some 25,000
facilities in the EU. The E-PRTR already represdnte significant achievement for
industry, NGOs and the competent authorities andildvdoe further improved by
integrating data on releases from diffuse sourced s transport, shipping, aviation and
domestic combustion;

(b)  Mr. Raimonds Vejonis, Minister of the Environnteof Latvia, in a video
presentation, observed that the Protocol allowerksx to information not only on the
situation of a particular country, but on those ather countries as well. The
Implementation of the Protocol required the gerienadbf adequate and easily accessible
information in order to guarantee the public’s iypilo obtain information on pollution and
its impact on human health. In that regard, thevieat PRTR included a resource that
provided clear and easily understandable informatitiothe public on the impacts on human
health of different pollutants, as well as inforioat on contaminated and potentially
contaminated areas. The Protocol had the potetatiBecome one of the most effective
tools for providing environmental information tocéety;

(c)  The Vice Director of the Swiss Federal Office the Environment explained
that, since 2009, Switzerland’s PRTR had been gdiogipublic information on releases of
specific pollutants to air, water or land, as vealon transfers of waste and of pollutants in
wastewater. He highlighted the importance of comigation in gaining stakeholders’
support and involving them in political, organizatal and technical developments. The
Federal Office’s goal was to make sure that alkett@lders were aware of the tool and
used it to its full potential;

(d)  The Director General of Air Quality and InduatrEnvironment at the
Ministry of the Environment and Rural and Marineféifs of Spain said that the Spanish
PRTR system was designed as an integrated onlahéaiothe gathering, management and
dissemination of data, providing the public withcess to facility inventories, general
information about the PRTR register and relevarudeents and links. The Ministry’s goal
was to help the public to better understand andtlisenformation provided through the
PRTR system and to improve the quality and compi#tsalof data, as well as the
procedures for supplying information. PRTR data MHmen particularly important for
setting the priorities and the main objectivesefesal environmental policies and had been
used, for example, to evaluate needs in the impiémtien of environmental liability
legislation. The Spanish Environment Ministry staea@dy to cooperate in this area with
other countries, especially those in Latin America;

(e) A representative of the Croatian Permanent iblist® the United Nations in
Geneva intervened on behalf of the Ministry of Eowmmental Protection, Physical
Planning and Construction of Croatia, setting dwe procedure followed by Croatia to
establish a national environmental pollution regisThe Croatian PRTR was currently part
of the Croatian Environment Agency’s website, whitie data was available to the public;
however a separate PRTR website would be createdevélven more collected information
would be made available to the public, which woeidible Croatia to produce appropriate
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Environmental Performance Review reports to theogean Commission when it joined
the EU;

) A representative of Friends of the Earth Europmde a number of
observations, including on the usefulness of mappim featured in the United Kingdom'’s
PRTR system; and the fact that the United KingdoErigironmental Agency went beyond
the requirements of the UNECE Protocol and alsaested data on commercial outputs
and the use of energy, water and raw materialstder to develop a tool for companies to
help improve efficiency. Combining PRTR data wither information could be a powerful
tool to help citizens challenge pollution permitglgplanning applications. PRTR systems
could start in a relatively simple form and therolee and benefit from synergies with
other data sets. Regulators, businesses, resegreimet citizens had much information to
share and all benefited from having a healthy,anbPRTR community;

(@) The Director General of Air Quality Managememid Pollutant Release and
Transfer Registers of the Secretariat of the Emvitent and Natural Resources of Mexico,
introducing the Mexican PRTR, noted that it covedd#l substances and was the first
publicly accessible instrument for information owilption in Mexico. Reducing industrial
emissions of hazardous substances contributed ftwifmy credibility and trust in
Government. Among the challenges ahead was thasiocl of more toxic and eco-toxic
substances, the development of a new online ptatfand the establishment of an
automatic information review to optimize informatioprocessing and increase the
reliability and consistency of information. Mexieeas willing to share its experience in
implementing and updating its PRTR;

(h)  The Chief Inspector of Environmental ProtectiohPoland reported that
although Poland was not yet a party to the Protdtalas undertaking preparatory work to
become a Party and to implement the Protocol. TRERPregulations had been approved
and regional inspectorates had been designatér asdponsible authority. Subsequently, a
website portal and an electronic system for dategssing and reporting had been created
and methodological guides had been prepared féerdift industrial sectors. The Polish
PRTR might also substantially improve the effeate®s of the national system of
environmental fees and penalties that was alreageice by cross-checking and validating
the relevant data. In addition, a mature PRTR magitourage companies to fully meet
their obligation to report to the responsible autlyp

0] A representative of the Federal Environment #ge of Germany reported
that Germany had been providing PRTR informationthe public since June 2009,
providing an opportunity for industrial actors toomnemunicate their efforts and
achievements for a healthier environment. PRTRatedemore transparency and improved
access to environmental information, thereby supmpithe dialogue between the public,
politicians and industry. The German electronic RRAad become part of Germany’s
e-government 2.0 initiative and had been acknovdddgy the European Commission as a
best practice example of e-government in Europe. flectronic PRTR was programmed
completely with open source software, involvinglivence fees, and all participants were
invited to use it or help improve it and share tsults. The software and interfaces would
be published on the Semantic Interoperability Gerifurope (SEMIC.EU) website at
http://www.semic.eu/semic/view/Asset/Asset.SingkVixhtml?id=59649;

0] A Senior Adviser at the Climate and Pollutiogéxcy of Norway delivered a
detailed presentation of the Norwegian PRTR, wtdokered emissions into the air and
water, as well as waste from industrial activitieke explained how the data flow from
industry and landfills to the PRTR was set up ao@ lemissions from transport were also
included in the system;
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(k) A Senior Expert from the Regional Environmen@enter for Central and
Eastern Europe (REC) intervened on behalf of thechtive Director of REC, sharing
experience with capacity-building in countries irough-Eastern Europe (SEE) and
presenting several recommendations on the effecteation of PRTR systems. The main
challenges and needs with respect to the develdpofid?RTRs in SEE countries included
the legislative burden and the institutional framekvnecessary for the integration of data
collection and the flow of information. Among plagthfuture activities, the REC would
provide assistance with preparations for ratifmatiof the Protocol; awareness-raising
workshops and trainings for authorities, indusing &GOs; and a pilot project on capacity
building funded by the Environment and Securityi&tive (ENVSEC);

0] The Director of the Information Centre “Volgr&ttopress” in the Russian
Federation explained the challenges and their isolsitto the creation of PRTRs. Among
other issues, she highlighted the importance ofectrdata collection; e-governance;
systemic and consistent reporting also by the pigactor; in-service trainings and other
educational opportunities; and language problenRRIFR systems. Specific reference was
made to the experience of NGOs in countries ofdtadEurope, the Caucasus and Central
Asia.

General debate

60. Inthe general debate on the same topic, disd@gacommented on their experiences
in establishing or working with PRTRs and on theapunities and challenges involved.

Some speakers expressed an interest in assessingltience of pollutants on biodiversity

and strengthening support for networking and exghmaninformation. The importance of

PRTRs in competitive analyses of companies waslatgdighted.

Global and regional initiativesto promote the development of pollutant
release and transfer registers

61. The Meeting next discussed global and regioniiatives to promote the
development of PRTRs, hearing selected presengatiod a panel discussion, followed by
a general debate.

Panel discussion

62. Panellists were invited to present their viewsglobal and regional initiatives to
promote the development of PRTRs:

(@  The Chair of the International PRTR Coordingti®roup and Associate
Director of UNITAR recalled the historical miles&s of the PRTR process since the Rio
Summit of 1992, explaining how the PRTR concept éarged. UNEP, the International
Labour Organization, the World Health Organizateomd OECD, among others, had all
been involved in the process and in the activitiedertaken over the years, such as the
organization of a major conference on PRTRs in 1998apan and the OECD with the
collaboration of UNEP and UNITAR. A global momentuwas developing with an
increasing number of success stories. The firdieeof the Meeting of the Parties to the
PRTR Protocol provided an excellent opportunity eiohance the dialogue with and
between countries;

(b)  Mr. Michel Amand, Chair of the Meeting of thearles to the PRTR
Protocol, intervened in his capacity as Chair &f @ECD Task Force on PRTRs. The
OECD Task Force, created in 1999, annually gatheegderts dealing with the
implementation of PRTRs in OECD countries, as vesllrepresentatives of institutions,
industry and NGOs, for the purpose of exchangirigrination and experience. Important
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progress had been made in the past years withmtpkementation of PRTRs, including the
entry into force of the UNECE Protocol and the tmraof the EU Regulation on PRTRs.
The OECD had also contributed to the expansion RTHRs through the publication of

guidance materials and technical documentationligytavailable through the Resource
Centre for PRTR Release Estimation Techniques. dlaxgivities had been enhanced
through the creation of an Internet portal on PRTiRaintained by Grid Arendal with the

financial support of the Aarhus Convention trushduand under supervision of the
UNECE. The OECD was also developing a GIS tool détidp visualize available data on
pollutant releases and transfers and to improvectimeparability of collected data, which

would contribute to a better assessment of theiegifun of the Protocol. The synergies
and cooperation between the OECD and the UNECE wamarkable and it was hoped
that cooperation between the two institutions, a$ as the involvement of stakeholders in
the work, would be further strengthened and sesv@hsolidate the “Right to Know”;

(c) A representative of UNITAR, intervening on bkhaf the Executive
Secretary of the Central American Commission forviemment and Development
(CCAD), reported that the strategic objectiveshef Central American Environmental Plan
2010-2014 included the promotion of citizen papiétion and public/private partnerships,
as well as a reduction of contamination througlpastsuch as implementing PRTRs in the
region and promoting a regional agreement on adoeisormation, public participation in
decision-making and access to justice in enviroritedlematters. The development of
national PRTR systems had already started in CB&ta, the Dominican Republic, El
Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua, hi¢hsupport of the United States
Agency for International Development, the Unitedat8¢ Environmental Protection
Agency, CCAD and UNITAR. The Spanish Government l@sb provided financial
support to continue the implementation of PRTR stegs and other related activities,
mainly in Central America;

(d) A Senior Programme Officer from the UNEP-Stgate Approach to
International Chemicals Management (SAICM) secratagxplained that SAICM was a
broad global policy framework focused on achieving goal of the Johannesburg Plan of
Implementation: that by 2020 chemicals would bedpoed and used in ways that
minimized significant adverse impacts on human theahd the environment. SAICM’s
broad and diverse constituency included over 170e@Gonents and more than 70 NGOs,
as well as various United Nations organizationse $acretariat of the Aarhus Convention
served as an official focal point. Effective gowanoe, knowledge and information were at
the centre of SAICM, as well as of the Aarhus Carivom and its PRTR Protocol. SAICM
supported capacity-building in developing countrleast developed countries, small island
developing States and countries with economiesainsttion, awarding $20 million in the
past four years. PRTR projects had been grant&@korgia and Panama and an increasing
number of countries were considering and addregsiagopic of PRTRs in the context of
broader SAICM implementation plans. There were apportunities for stakeholders to
consider nominating relevant PRTR-related issued thight be considered emerging
policy issues, by November 2010, ahead of the g@ssion of the International Conference
on Chemicals Management. SAICM recognized PRTRsa a®lid part of the global
chemicals management agenda and was ready to wgekher in building upon the
successes so far achieved and marked by thissésstion of the Meeting of the Parties to
the Protocol.

General debate

63. Inthe general debate that followed, severl@giions stressed the need to continue
working on the comparability of data, the furthetcleange of information, capacity-
building and communication strategies.
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XI.

XI1I.

64. The Chair closed the discussion by noting teengsing potential of the projects and
synergies mentioned during the interventions.

Election of the member s of the Compliance Committee

65.  On the basis of consultations (see para. 2tegbthe Meeting elected by consensus
the following candidates to the Compliance Comnaitie serve until the end of the second
session of the Meeting: Mr. Merab Barbakadze (Geapréyir. Akos Fehervary (Hungary);
Mr. Sveto Vasileski (the former Yugoslav Republit Macedonia); and Mr. Alistair
McGlone (United Kingdom). The following candidatssre elected by consensus to serve
on the Committee until the end of the third sesbthe Meeting: Mr. Gor Movsisyan
(Armenia); Mr. Fritz Kroiss (Austria); Ms. Martin8orsa (Croatia); Mr. Didier Guiffault
(France); and Ms. Barbara Rathmer (Germany).

Date and venue of the second ordinary session

66.  With regard to the requirement under articleflthe Protocol that ordinary sessions
of the Meeting be held sequentially with, or paatalb, ordinary sessions of the Meeting of
the Parties to the Aarhus Convention, unless otiserwecided by the Parties to the
Protocol, it was agreed that the second sessitimedfeeting of the Parties to the Protocol
would be held back to back with the fifth sessidnttee Meeting of the Parties to the
Aarhus Convention, at a date as yet to be detednine

Any other business

67. Inresponse to a number of enquiries, the ss@einformed the Meeting about the
internal problems with Document Management Servatethe United Nations in Geneva,
which had impeded the timely processing of the mgetlocuments, although they had
been submitted by the secretariat in a timely maforgorocessing. Only after an extensive
exchange of correspondence and various meetingslving also the UNECE Executive
Secretary and the Director-General of the Unitedidda Office at Geneva and their
cabinets, the documents had been processed justesiebefore the first session. That had
caused the significant delay in the availabilitytbé documents, in particular the French
and Russian versions.

68. France and Belgium, supported by Luxembourg Swmdtzerland, recalled that

multilingualism at the United Nations, includingethvailability of multilingual documents,

was the subject of General Assembly resolution @&3/8f 30 September 2009. They
expressed regret at the absence of French tramsdatif official documents by the time
foreseen by the rules of procedure of the govertindies of the Convention and the
Protocol, namely at least six weeks before the iogeof the session of the Meeting of the
Parties. They requested the Executive Secretattyeof/NECE to be particularly vigilant in

ensuring the application of the rules concerninterpretation and the translation of
documents in the framework of the Protocol, asimed in rules 10, 25 (b) and (c), 44 and
46 of the rules of procedure. They also requedtedsecretariat to inform them of the
progress made and measures taken in that regard.
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XI11. Adoption of thereport

69. The Meeting requested the secretariat to itewd draft of the meeting report to all
delegations providing a short commenting periodlofdng which the Chair and the
Bureau, together with the secretariat, would firelhe report.
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