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Text proposed by the Commission Amendments by Parliament

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Satu Hassi, Carl Schlyter, Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 8
ARTICLE 1

This Regulation establishes an integrated 
pollutant release and transfer register at 
Community level (European PRTR) in the 
form of a publicly accessible electronic 
database and lays down rules for its 
functioning, in order to implement the UN-
ECE Protocol on Pollutant Release and 
Transfer Registers (hereinafter “the 
Protocol”).

This Regulation establishes an integrated 
pollutant release and transfer register at 
Community level (European PRTR) in the 
form of a publicly accessible electronic 
database and lays down rules for its 
functioning, in order to implement the UN-
ECE Protocol on Pollutant Release and 
Transfer Registers (hereinafter “the 
Protocol”) and facilitate public 
participation in environmental decision-
making, as well as contributing to the 
prevention and reduction of pollution of the 
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environment.

Or. en

Justification

This explicitly states and emphasises the contribution to public participation and prevention 
of pollution that PRTR will make. The added text is from the objective (article 1) of the PRTR 
Protocol itself.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 9
ARTICLE 2, POINT 16

(16) “Waste water” means urban, domestic 
and industrial waste water, as defined in 
Article 2 of Directive 91/271/EEC of 21 
May 1991 concerning urban waste water 
treatment , and any other used water 
containing substances or objects subject to 
regulation by Community law;

(16) “Waste water” means urban, domestic 
and industrial waste water, as defined in 
Article 2 of Directive 91/271/EEC of 21 
May 1991 concerning urban waste water 
treatment , and any other used water which 
is subject, because of the substances or 
objects it contains, to regulation by 
Community law.

Or. de

Justification

The proposed wording goes too far, since Article 2, paragraph 14, of the Protocol defines 
‘waste water’ as ‘used water containing substances or objects that is subject to regulation by 
national law’ (in this case Community law). However, the rules are intended to apply to the 
waste water, not to the substances or objects contained in it. This would include, for example, 
prior authorisation of waste water discharge into water or drains under Directive 
76/464/EEC, Directive 80/68/EEC or Directive 91/271/EEC. The inclusion of all water for 
which substance-related rules exist at Community level would make the notification 
requirement unnecessarily far-reaching. 
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Amendment by Satu Hassi, Carl Schlyter

Amendment 10
ARTICLE 4, PARAGRAPH 1, POINT (A)

(a) facility and its geographical location; (a) facility, including when applicable its 
parent company, and its geographical 
location, including river basin;

Or. en

Justification

Parent company is added to be in accordance with article 14 f. River basin is useful 
knowledge for knowing the flow of pollutants.

Amendment by Satu Hassi, Carl Schlyter

Amendment 11
ARTICLE 5, PARAGRAPH 1, POINT (B)

(b) off-site transfers of hazardous waste 
exceeding 2 tonnes per year or of non 
hazardous waste exceeding 2,000 tonnes per 
year, for any operations of recovery and 
disposal, indicating respectively with “R” or 
“D” whether the waste is destined for 
recovery or disposal and, for transboundary 
movements of hazardous waste, the name 
and address of the recoverer or the disposer 
of the waste and the actual recovery or 
disposal site;

(b) off-site transfers of hazardous waste 
exceeding 1 tonne per year or of non 
hazardous waste exceeding 1,000 tonnes per 
year, for any operations of recovery and 
disposal, indicating respectively with “R” or 
“D” whether the waste is destined for 
recovery or disposal and, for transboundary 
movements of hazardous waste, the name 
and address of the recoverer or the disposer 
of the waste and the actual recovery or 
disposal site;

Or. en

Justification

In REACH 97% of hazardous substances are covered by the regulation. To make sure the 
information contained in the register covers a significant portion of the waste in its registers 
it is necessary to reduce the limit volumes. No estimates have been given justifying the 
original figures.
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Amendment by Satu Hassi, Carl Schlyter

Amendment 12
ARTICLE 5, PARAGRAPH 2

2. The information referred to in paragraph 1 
shall include information on releases and 
transfers resulting as totals of all deliberate, 
accidental, routine and non-routine 
activities.

2. The information referred to in paragraph 1 
shall include information on releases and 
transfers, distinguishing between routine 
and accidental activities.

Or. en

Justification

Unplanned, accidental releases of pollutants should be reported separately from the planned, 
routine releases. Distinguishing between regulated and uncontrolled releases provides 
important information to the public about the causes of pollution.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 13
ARTICLE 5, PARAGRAPH 4

4. When preparing the report the operator 
concerned shall use the best available 
information, which may include monitoring 
data, emission factors, mass balance 
equations, indirect monitoring or other 
calculations, engineering judgements and 
other methods in line with the provision of 
Article 9(1) and in accordance with 
internationally approved methodologies, 
whenever these are available.

4. When preparing the report the operator 
concerned shall use the best available 
information, which may include monitoring 
data, emission factors, mass balance 
equations, indirect monitoring or other 
calculations, engineering judgements and 
other methods in line with the provision of 
Article 9(1) and in accordance with 
internationally approved methodologies, 
whenever these are appropriate.

Or. en

Justification

Many chemical operators have developed detailed emission determination methodologies and 
even proprietary analytical methods best fit for their particular purpose. There is no evidence 
(and probably even the opposite) that an international method is better.
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Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 14
ARTICLE 5, PARAGRAPH 5

5. The operator of each facility concerned 
shall keep available for the competent 
authorities of the Member State the records 
of the data from which the reported 
information was derived for a period of ten
years, starting from the end of the reporting 
year concerned. These records shall also 
describe the methodology used for data 
gathering.

5. The operator of each facility concerned 
shall keep available for the competent 
authorities of the Member State the records 
of the data from which the reported 
information was derived for a period of 
seven years, starting from the end of the 
reporting year concerned. These records 
shall also describe the methodology used for 
data gathering. 

Or. de

Justification

Article 9, paragraph 1, of the Protocol requires the records of the data from which the 
reported information was derived to be kept available for the competent authorities for a 
period of only five years. A ten-year requirement therefore seems to be excessive.

Amendment by Holger Krahmer, Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 15
ARTICLE 5, PARAGRAPH 5 A (new)

5a. Where a number of operators share a 
common waste water treatment plant on a 
single site, reporting by these operators on 
the transfer of waste water to the treatment 
plant shall not be required; instead, only 
the operator of the plant which includes the 
waste water treatment plant shall be 
required to report total releases to water.

Or. de
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Justification

The Commission recognises in the explanatory memorandum to its proposal for a regulation 
that individual companies with similar infrastructure needs establish themselves in very close 
proximity on modern industrial sites. The aim is for certain services (particularly waste water 
disposal) to be shared or performed by a single service provider. However, the Commission’s 
proposal is not in line with this: industrial waste water processing plants are listed explicitly 
and separately in the list of relevant ‘Activities’ in Annex I, 5(g) and, if a daily capacity of 
10,000 m3 is exceeded, there is a notification requirement. As a result, plants which are 
shared precisely in order to reduce costs and husband resources are burdened with higher 
running costs for each individual operator because of the notification requirement. This 
arrangement should be done away with so that the integrated approach to environmental 
protection is not penalised by additional analysis costs.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 16
ARTICLE 6, PARAGRAPH 2

2. Waste transferred off-site, which is 
subject to subsequent disposal operations 
‘land treatment’ or ‘deep injection’, as 
specified in Annex II, A of Directive 
75/442/EEC, shall be reported as a release 
to land by the operator of the facility 
originating the off-site transfer of that 
waste.

deleted

Or. de

Justification

Article 6 gives practical form to the notification requirement for pollutant releases to land 
newly introduced by the EPER in accordance with Article 5(1)(a). The Protocol adopts an 
approach to waste transfer which is oriented either to the type of waste or the pollutants (cf. 
Article 7 of the Protocol). However, the proposal for a regulation provides in Article 5, 
paragraph 1, letter b, on the one hand for a notification requirement where certain 
quantitative thresholds are exceeded in waste transfers and, under Article 6, paragraph 2, 
notification of the pollutants in transferred waste where these are disposed of via ‘deep 
injection’ or ‘land treatment’. This introduces a double notification requirement not required 
by the Protocol, based on both the pollutant and the waste-type approaches, which could 
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cause serious problems in practice. Many companies, for example, have no idea where the 
waste transferred from their site is disposed of, or by what process.

Amendment by Satu Hassi, Carl Schlyter

Amendment 17
ARTICLE 7, PARAGRAPH 2, POINT (B)

(b) for all reporting years thereafter, within 
12 months after the end of the reporting 
year.

(b) for all reporting years thereafter, within 
seven months after the end of the reporting 
year.

Or. en

Justification

Normal economic data are generally reported in April, and there would appear to be nothing 
that would prevent companies doing the same for environmental data.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 18
ARTICLE 9, TITLE

Quality Assurance Quality Assessment

Or. en

Justification

The Protocol demands a plausibility control and not a full Quality Assurance Assessment 
which is a huge requirement (consider the difficulties with the EU Emissions Trading System). 
Moreover, specific requirements concerning quality assurance are already laid down by way 
of conditions imposed in operating permits.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 19
ARTICLE 9, PARAGRAPH 2
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2. The competent authorities shall assess the 
quality of data provided by the operators of 
the facilities, in particular as to their 
timeliness, completeness, uncertainty, 
comparability, consistency and credibility 
transparency.

2. The competent authorities shall assess the 
quality of data provided by the operators of 
the facilities, in particular as to their 
completeness, consistency and credibility. 

Or. en

Justification

The following text " …that the data contained in its register are subject to quality assessment 
by the competent authority, in particular as to their completeness, consistency and 
credibility” is an extract from the Protocol. It should be kept as such, because the newly 
added parameters are already covered through the prescribed reporting period (timeliness) 
or might cause erroneous interpretations and excessive double checking (uncertainty?).

Amendment by Satu Hassi, Carl Schlyter

Amendment 20
ARTICLE 11

Whenever information is kept confidential 
by a Member State in accordance with 
Article 4 of Directive 2003/4/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council, the
Member State shall indicate in its report
according to Article 7(2) of this Regulation 
for every reporting year separately for each 
facility claiming confidentiality what type of 
information has been withheld and for what 
reason it has been withheld.

Access to information may only be limited 
on the grounds mentioned in Article 4(1) 
and (2)(b), (c) and (e) of Directive 
2003/4/EC of the European Parliament and 
of the Council, and any exemptions 
therefrom shall, in accordance with the 
principles laid down in that Directive, be 
applied restrictively and be limited to the 
minimum necessary. Member States shall 
indicate in their reports according to Article 
7(2) of this Regulation for every reporting 
year separately for each facility claiming 
confidentiality what type of information has 
been withheld and for what reason it has 
been withheld.

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2003/4 explicitly seeks to limit any restrictions on public access to information 
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regarding releases of substances into the environment to the absolute minimum. As the 
Directive enumerates those exemptions, which might justify confidentiality in the contexts of 
release of pollutants, only the relevant sections of Art 4 should be mentioned. The limitations 
and strict application of Art 4 foreseen in Directive 2003/4 should be mentioned in the 
present Regulation in order to give the MS guidance in how to apply the Regulation. 

Amendment by Antonios Trakatellis

Amendment 21
ARTICLE 13 A (new)

Article 13α 
Stakeholder participation
The Commission shall provide scientists, 
non-governmental organisations, local 
authorities, industry and other stakeholders 
with the opportunity to access the system so 
that they participate in the further 
development of the European PRTR.

Or. el

Justification

It is essential and useful for other stakeholders to participate in shaping Community policy on 
the PRTR.

Amendment by Antonios Trakatellis

Amendment 22
ARTICLE 19 A (new)

Article 19α
Monitoring implementation

The Commission shall submit a report 
every three years to the European 
Parliament and the Council on the 
implementation of this Directive in the 
Member States together with an assessment 
of the operation of the European PRTR.
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Or. el

Justification

It is essential to lay down provisions for monitoring the implementation of the Directive and 
assessing the operation of the PRTR. 

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 23
ANNEX I, POINT 2, LETTER (E) (II), COLUMN 2

With a melting capacity of 4 tons per day for 
lead and cadmium or 20 tonnes per day for 
all other metals

With a melting capacity of 200 kg per day 
for lead and cadmium or 20 tonnes per day 
for all other metals

Or. en

Justification

Heavy metals are extremely destructive of marine ecosystems and this change would include 
all industrial installations but still exempt hobby or purely artistic use or laboratory-scale 
facilities.

Amendment by Frédérique Ries

Amendment 24
ANNEX I, POINT 3, LETTER (B), COLUMN 1

Opencast mining Opencast mining and quarrying

Or. en

Justification

Mining refers not only to mines but also to quarries. This must be clarified by adding 
‘quarrying’.
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Amendment by Frédérique Ries

Amendment 25
ANNEX I, POINT 3, LETTER (B), COLUMN 2

Where the surface of the area being mined 
equals 25 hectares

Where the surface of the area effectively 
under extractive operation equals 25 
hectares

Or. en

Justification

Mines and quarries have land reserves, restored land after extraction and effective extractive 
operations. The existing definition is inaccurate and will lead to endless interpretations and 
irrelevant reporting. The 25 hectares should clearly apply to the surface under effective 
extraction.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi, Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 26
ANNEX I, POINT 4, LETTER (F) A, NEW ROW

(fa) Installations for the storage of 
petroleum, petrochemical, or chemical 
products

With a capacity of 200,000 tonnes or more

Or. en

Justification

Emissions from such storage facilities may be significant, indeed catastrophic in cases of 
accidents, and the public should have a right to know about releases from such events. These 
facilities are in Annex I of the parent Aarhus Convention and thus are already subject to 
public participation rules during their permitting.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 27
ANNEX I, POINT 5, LETTER (A), COLUMN 2
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Receiving 10 tonnes per day Receiving 1 tonne per day

Or. en

Justification

Hazardous waste is a threat and the regulation should cover the great majority of 
installations. Sufficient proof that this would be the case with the proposed figure is not 
provided.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 28
ANNEX I, POINT 5, LETTER (G), COLUMN 2

With a capacity of 10,000 m3 per day deleted

Or. en

Justification

The very nature of these facilities is large-scale and they should all be reporting; simply 
because some of them might be below 10.000 m3/day capacity does not constitute grounds for 
excluding them. Such large quantities of waste water must be monitored.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 29
ANNEX I, POINT 7, LETTER (B), COLUMN 2

With a production capacity of 1,000 tonnes 
of fish or shellfish per year

With a production capacity of 200 tonnes of 
fish or shellfish per year

Or. en

Justification

The original proposal covers only the very largest aquaculture farms existing today. 
Considering the risk of the spread of diseases, antibiotics and other problems a larger share 
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of the market should be covered.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi 

Amendment 30
ANNEX I, POINT 8, LETTER (A), COLUMN 2

With a carcass production capacity of 50
tonnes per day

With a carcass production capacity of 10
tonnes per day

Or. en

Justification

This would bring other animal parts in line with the conditions for carcasses in paragraph 
5(e).

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 31
ANNEX I, POINT 8, LETTER (B) (I), COLUMN 2

With a finished product production capacity 
of 75 tonnes per day

With a finished product production capacity 
of 10 tonnes per day

Or. en

Justification

A limit of 75 tonnes per day is about the daily catch limit for cod in the North Sea, which is an 
unreasonably high volume.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 32
ANNEX I, POINT 9, LETTER (E), COLUMN 2

With a capacity for ships 100 m long With a capacity for ships 30 m long



PE 357.734v01-00 14/18 AM\565075EN.doc

EN

Or. en

Justification

It is difficult to find an easy measure of environmental impact of shipyards and it has not been 
possible to examine alternatives to the Commission proposal. However, since only a tiny 
fraction of fishing vessels are above 100m too many shipyards would be able to avoid 
informing about their pollution. 30 m would cover most industrial shipyards while avoiding 
small-scale yards used for marinas.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 33
ANNEX II, ROW 47

Text proposed by the Commission

47 PCDD +PCDF (dioxins +furans) 
(as Teq) 0.001 0.001 0.001

Amendment by Parliament

47 PCDD +PCDF (dioxins +furans) 
(as Teq) 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001

Or. en

Justification

A threshold level of 0.001 kg (1 g) will not give much information on the emission of these 
carcinogenic pollutants in the EU. Under EPER obligations, companies already have a 
requirement to report emissions if they exceed the 1 g level. This has resulted in only 86 
reports from 10 countries. 
As the emission of dioxins causes health and food safety problems around many waste 
incineration facilities, it would be better to lower the threshold level to 0.1 g. This would 
cover most of the waste incineration facilities that do not yet have effective flue gas clean 
systems. It would also cover about 70 percent of the large metal processing industries.
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Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 34
ANNEX III

Release data to air for the facility for each pollutant exceeding threshold value (according to 
Annex II)

Text proposed by the Commission

Pollutant 1
Pollutant 2
Pollutant N

M: measured; Analytical Method used
C: calculated; Calculation Method used
E: estimated

in kg/year

Amendment by Parliament

Pollutant 1
Pollutant 2
Pollutant N

M: measured; Analytical Method used
C: calculated; Calculation Method used
E: estimated

R: routine
in kg/year
A: accidental
in kg/year

Or. en

Justification

This should also be applied to the sections on “Release data to water…” and “Release data 
to land…”. As discussed in Amendment 12, this would distinguish between planned, routine
releases and those caused by accidental events.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 35
ANNEX III

Release data to water for the facility for each pollutant exceeding threshold value (according 
to Annex II)

Text proposed by the Commission

Pollutant 1
Pollutant 2
Pollutant N

M: measured; Analytical Method used
C: calculated; Calculation Method used
E: estimated

in kg/year

Amendment by Parliament

Pollutant 1 M: measured; Analytical Method used R: routine
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Pollutant 2
Pollutant N

C: calculated; Calculation Method used
E: estimated

in kg/year
A: accidental
in kg/year

Or. en

Justification

This should also be applied to the sections on “Release data to water…” and “Release data 
to land…”. As discussed in Amendment 12, this would distinguish between planned, routine 
releases and those caused by accidental events.

Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 36
ANNEX III

Release data to land for the facility for each pollutant exceeding threshold value (according to 
Annex II)

Text proposed by the Commission

Pollutant 1
Pollutant 2
Pollutant N

M: measured; Analytical Method used
C: calculated; Calculation Method used
E: estimated

in kg/year

Amendment by Parliament

Pollutant 1
Pollutant 2
Pollutant N

M: measured; Analytical Method used
C: calculated; Calculation Method used
E: estimated

R: routine
in kg/year
A: accidental
in kg/year

Or. en

Justification

This should also be applied to the sections on “Release data to water…” and “Release data 
to land…”. As discussed in Amendment 12, this would distinguish between planned, routine 
releases and those caused by accidental events.
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Amendment by Carl Schlyter, Satu Hassi

Amendment 37

ANNEX III
Off-site transfers of hazardous waste for the facility exceeding threshold value (according to 

Article 5)

Text proposed by the Commission

Within the country :
For Recovery (R)
For Disposal (D)

in tonnes/year

in tonnes/year
To other countries: 
For Recovery (R)
Name of the recoverer
Address of the recoverer
Address of actual recovery site receiving 
the transfer

in tonnes/year

To other countries:
For Disposal (D) 
Name of the disposer 
Address of the disposer
Address of actual disposal site receiving 
the transfer

in tonnes/year

Amendment by Parliament

For Recovery (R)
Name of the recoverer
Address of the recoverer
Address of actual recovery site receiving 
the transfer

For Disposal (D)
Name of the disposer
Address of the disposer
Address of actual disposal site receiving 
the transfer

in tonnes/year

in tonnes/year

Or. en
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Justification

This amendment ensures that the name and address of recoverers and disposers is available 
whether they are situated within the same country or in another country. This equalises the 
information requirements for disposal or recovery of hazardous waste irrespective of any 
trans-boundary movement. The public should have access to this information in either case.
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