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“Global Project on the Implementation of Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers (PRTR) as a tool for Persistent Organic Pollutants (POP) reporting, dissemination and awareness raising”
26 November 2015

Steering Committee Meeting 
Madrid, Spain

Agenda Item 1: Opening of the meeting

1. The meeting was opened by Mr Jorge Ocaña from the United Nations Institute for Training and Research (UNITAR). He welcomed the participants to the meeting and set out the objective of the meeting to present the Global Project on PRTR and to get a clear idea on how it is designed, funded and organized, what is the role of every actor involved, and to understand every one of its components. The meeting also aims to identify the strengths, synergies and the possible difficulties that every country part of the project may face. 
2. He mentioned the importance of PRTRs in assessing the state of POPs and other chemicals, which may help to develop programs that may approach several Sustainable Development Goals such as food security, industry development or responsible consumption and production.
3. He noted that the representative of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), Mr Kevin Munn, was unable to attend the meeting in the morning.  However, the UNEP representative was present in the afternoon.
Agenda Item 2: Election of the Chairman
4. The participants to the meeting introduced themselves to the Steering Committee Group.

5. Mr Daniel Omar Nuñez Ato, from the Ministry of Environment of Peru, was invited to Chair the meeting. There was general agreement.

6. The Agenda (available in UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1/1) was adopted.
7.  The objectives and the method of work of the meeting were also adopted.
Agenda Item 3: Project overview
8. Mr Jorge Ocaña, from UNITAR, presented basic information on PRTRs and its functions, and invited the participants to think about the objectives, benefits and challenges that this registers present for the government, the industry and the citizens. 
9. The overview of the project was introduced by Mr Jorge Ocaña, with the presentation UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1/2. He went through the objectives of the project, which are to improve access and accuracy of environmental data on POPS and other priority chemicals and to enhance awareness and public participation on environmental matters through the implementation of fully operation national PRTRs.

10. He also detailed the structure of the project, explaining the five components that form the project: 
1) Strengthening baseline and identification of national needs.

2) Capacity building activities towards the development of a PRTR for POPs reporting.

3) Standardization and comparison of PRTR data.

4) Access to PRTR data and public information

5) Lessons learned and replication. 

11. These components entail the activities that will be implemented by the countries. The components are divided into:

A) Country components of the project, implemented by the national governments.

B) “Umbrella” components, activities implemented by the executing agency, UNITAR.
12. He introduced the project work plan and timetable for every component of the project. It is important to understand that some of the components would be developed simultaneously. The project timeframe is 4 years, but, if it is necessary and well justified, at time, countries can ask for an extension. 

13. The structure of the project was presented, and the role and responsibilities of the donor (the Global Environment Facility (GEF)), the implementing agency (UNEP), the executing agency (UNITAR), the countries local agencies and its National Coordinating Team, and other actors involved was established. 
Agenda Item 4: Budget and financial matters
14. Mr Ocaña informed the meeting about the budget and financial matters of the project, which can be consulted at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1/3.
15. The total budget is 10,232,258 USD. 2,000,000 USD are provided by GEF in cash and 8,232,258 have been provided by the participant countries, Chile, UNITAR, UNEP and UNECE as in-kind co-finance.    

16. Each country will receive a total amount of 190,000 USD to implement the project locally. This amount will be received in different stages, according to the LoA of every country.
17. Mr Ocaña indicated that the budget lines can be reviewed, with a certain degree of flexibility. The total amount the countries will receive is, however, unchangeable. 

18. To optimize the use of resources, Mr Ocaña suggested holding the mid-term meeting of the project by electronic means and the annual Steering Committee meeting by phone or internet. Also, he recommended the countries to use virtual training as much as possible because the costs are lower than face-to-face trainings. There was general agreement. 

19. To optimize the available resources, the creation of a network between the participant countries to share the results of expert reports, experiences, difficulties and any other issues related to the Project, was suggested. This network can use the Platform that UNITAR will make available by the end of March 2016. The Platform will also include a list of best experiences of other countries.
20. The main outcomes and the National Executive Proposal must be translated into English. If the documents are too long, only the key outputs and a summary of the materials will be translated.
21. Moldova requested UNITAR to prepare a roster of international experts according to related PRTR topics.  UNITAR will prepare the list of related PRTR topics and roster of experts by March 2016.
Agenda Item 5: Project Monitoring and reporting 

22. Mr Jorge Ocaña informed the meeting about the monitoring and reporting process of the Project, which can be consulted at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1/4. The presentation he made is available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 10.
23. He mentioned that the goal of the reports is to ensure efficiency, effectiveness and transparency among countries and organizations involved in the Project.

24. He noted that the day-to-day management and monitoring of the overall project activities will be the responsibility of the Executing Agency (UNITAR) who will prepare biennial progress reports (financial and technical) and for the preparation of forward plans and budgetary estimation.
25. He explained that country teams will report to UNITAR on a biennial basis, to be submitted within the 5 days of each reporting period (e.g 5 July for the period January-June 2016; 5 January 2017 for the period July-December 2016, etc). The report should be signed by the project coordinator, the supervisor of the project coordinator and the finance office. The report should include a progress report, a local expenditure report, an inventory, a planned expenditure and a Cash Advance request.
26. UNITAR will compile those reports and prepare a consolidated version to be submitted every six months to UNEP within 30 days of each reporting period.

27. He established that the progress of the project will be evaluated against the outcomes and indicators of the Project Results Framework.

28. He informed that co-financing reports should be submitted to UNITAR annually. The mid-term evaluation (see the report template at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Inf 9) at mid-point of the project to assess the corrective actions to be taken, and a terminal report and terminal evaluation at the end of the project. 
Agenda Item 6: Progress made in the project to date and expenditures to date
29. Mr Ocaña showed to the participants a preliminary report on the expenditures to date, comprising the breakdown of costs of the present meeting.
30. It was agreed that the project duration will be revised and sent to UNEP in the first quarter of 2016.
Agenda Item 7: Overview of UNEP GEF Portfolio and activities in country projects
31. Mr Ocaña presented an overview of the PRTR Project Phase I in which Cambodia, Ecuador, Kazakhstan and Peru, participated, along with Ukraine and Chile.
32. Mr Munn presented the role of UNEP in the project as the implementing agency (IA). The IA is the responsible to the GEF for submission of the project document as well as for the accountability of the project progress and completion. As such, the IA supervises the project (as opposed to the executing agency, which is responsible of the project management) and reports directly to the GEF. For this purpose, it coordinates with the GEF Secretariat Chemicals Team, reviews (half-yearly) technical and financial reports from the executing agency, plays an active role in the project steering committee, provides technical guidance when needed, review and approve budget revisions, and organises the terminal evaluation of the project, among other tasks. 
33. Most of the countries mentioned the GEF funded mercury-related projects in which they are participating.  Moldova, Peru, Ecuador and Cambodia are working on Minamata Initial Assessments (MIAs) for mercury.  Additionally, Cambodia is working on a NIP updating project.
Agenda Item 8: Tour de table “Synergy in PRTR capacity-building activities”.
34. Country project representatives were invited to make a presentation on PRTR related activities currently taking place and to identify possible synergies.

35. Ms Tatiana Tugui, from the Ministry of Environment of the Republic of Moldova mentioned that a possible synergy is the national program on the sound management of chemicals, and the platform on waste. She explained that they are already trying to combine the efforts of the different projects.
36. Ms Jenny Marcela Arias Pastrano, from the Ministry of Environment of Ecuador considered the progress made during phase I, the hazard waste generation register and a register of the chemicals that can be potentially used to produce drugs, to be possible synergies.

37. Mr Phet Pichhara, from the Ministry of Environment of Cambodia identified the following projects to be useful and used as inputs in the comparison of data in PRTR: the GEF Global Monitoring Plan (GMP) on Persistent Organic Pollutants in Asian Countries, the Information and reporting of ambient emissions on POPs in East Asian countries, the Enabling Activity Project for the Implementation of the Stockholm Convention on POPs, the Country information of the estimation of unintentionally produced POPs (dioxins and furans) released from different sources, the Capacity Strengthening and Information Exchange on PCBs Management in Selected Asia Countries.
38. Mr Daniel Omar Nuñez Ato, from the Ministry of Environment of Peru listed the possible synergies to be the Solid Waste Management System, Infocarbón (which is a project gathering data on the greenhouse effect) and the Environmental quality project that puts together database on environmental issues.
39. Belarus did not report as the person representing the delegation was not present at the Steering Committee Meeting.
	
	
	
	
	
	


“Global Project on the Implementation of Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers (PRTR) as a tool for Persistent Organic Pollutants (POP) reporting, dissemination and awareness raising”
27-28 November 2015

Inception Workshop Report 
Madrid, Spain

Agenda Item 1: Welcome and election of Chairman

1. The meeting was opened by Mr Jorge Ocaña from UNITAR. He welcomed the participants to the meeting and set out the objectives of the meeting as to improve access and accuracy of environmental data on POPs and other priority chemicals, to enhance awareness and public participation on environmental matters, and to implement an operational national PRTR.

2. Ms. Tatiana Tugui, from the Ministry of Environment of Moldova, volunteered to Chair the meeting. There was general agreement.
Agenda Item 2: Summary of results of PRTR Project Phase I
3. Mr Ocaña presented the PRTR Project Phase I in which Cambodia, Ecuador, Kazakhstan and Peru, participated, along with Ukraine and Chile. He explained the progress made by the countries participating in the Phase I, which is described in the document UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Inf 6.
4. The lessons learned in the project were the importance of adapting the guidance materials and estimation techniques into the real context of the country, to develop an appropriate legislation, and to include all stakeholders in the program. He emphasised the importance of including the industrial sector in the process of building a PRTR and of explaining to them and the society as a whole the importance of this registers.

Agenda Item 3: Summary of Project Components, Outputs and budget

5. Mr Jorge Ocaña reviewed in detail the Project Components presented in the Steering Committee, as well as the expected results of the project and the contribution and distribution of the budget.
Agenda Item 4: Obligations under the MEAs addressed by PRTRs

6. Mr Jorge Ocaña established the obligations under the different MEAs concerning PRTRs, taking into account that not all countries have signed or ratified all the MEAS. He described reference or direct linkages to PRTRS by different MEAs, such as the Stockholm Convention,  the Minamata Convention, the Kiev Protocol on PRTRs and the Aarhus Convention.
7. He explained that countries party in the Project can choose which chemicals and which approach will like to use in designing and implementing their PRTR. They can be guided by the obligations established in any MEAs, even if they have not ratified or signed them. 

Agenda Item 5: Sharing the experience of ZOÏ Environment Network
8. Ms Lesya Nikolayeva from ZOÏ Environment Network presented the different methods for visualizing and communicating environmental data and information used by Zoï Environment Network.  Zoi funded its participation to the Inception Workshop.
9. She described the importance of guaranteeing access to information to the general public and to make comparisons between companies. In order to do so, the data should be presented in a visual, understandable and creative way. In Zoï Environment Network they work with designers to present information in a more effective way. One of the techniques they use is to have little text and put people in the centre of the message. 

10. Several examples on the visualisation and communication of environmental data on Zoï projects were presented.

Agenda Item 6: Sharing the experience of OECD

11. Mr Takahiro Hasegawa from the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) provided an overview of the historical work done on PRTRs, which provide guidance from setting PRTRs, improving it, using PRTR data and harmonising it.
12. It also explained the importance of the IOMC Toolbox module on PRTRs and described the materials and guidance available, such as how to use PRTRs and how to best present the data, based on the experience of OECD countries.

Agenda Item 7: Sharing the experience of UNECE

13. Mr Kristof Douçot from the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) provided an overview of the Kiev Protocol on PRTRs and Aarhus Convention and the benefit of joining a legally binding international agreement.  The Protocol on PRTRs is open to any interested country, even if they are not part of the Aarhus Convention on Access to Information of UNECE.
14. To end November 2015, 32 countries and the European Union have ratified the Protocol.  The UNECE Secretariat has produced and made available, e.g. a guidance to design PRTRs as per the agreed procedures of the Protocol.
Agenda Item 8: Sharing the experience of Spain
15. Mr Íñigo de Vicente-Mingarro, administrator of the Spanish Register of Emissions and Pollutant Sources, PRTR-España and on behalf of the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Environment of Spain, showed the participants the Spanish PRTR website. He noted that one of the reasons this webpage receives so many visits is because the information is available in English.
16. He talked about the difficulties they faced such as convince the companies to submit the data and the fact that the platform needs to be changed every year because of legal, technical and other modifications.
17. He mentioned that the Spanish PRTR team comprises him, working full time, three more people working when the amount of work requires it and a team of computer specialists.
Agenda Item 9: Environment Canada

18. Mr Ocaña presented the Canadian experience, on behalf of Environment Canada.  The presentation can be consulted at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre1.
19. He provided information on the history, objectives and uses of the Canadian PRTR (NPRI), created in 1993, as a multi-stakeholder consultative process.  
20. The Canadian PRTR is based on the PRTR legislation, providing clear guidance on reporting of releases disposals –on and off-site–, transfers off-site, information about the facility, the type of use of the chemical and pollutant prevention.

21. He explained the reporting cycle, which starts with a call for reporting published at the Canada Gazette.  Environment Canada also provides a help-desk support reachable by email and phone.

22. To ensure the understanding of the data, Environment Canada published a Guide for Using and Interpreting National Pollutant Release Inventory.
23. Mr Ocaña shared the Environment Canada lessons learned, which are: to consult with stakeholders, share technology and experiences with other countries, adapt international materials to the national reality and consider both technical and non-technical audiences when disseminating the information.

24. He also recommended starting the PRTR with a simple but accurate reporting but, for instance, to start with point sources; to focus on the quality of data and to verify the information received. In order to do so, it is not practical to send inspectors to the facilities, but to compare industries and consult those who report different levels than their pairs. He mentioned that the quality of data is also related to the training and support given to the industrial sector. 

Agenda Item 10: Status of PRTRs in Ecuador and Peru

Ecuador

25. Ms Jenny Marcela Arias Pastrano, from the Ministry of Environment of Ecuador presented the status of PRTRs in her country (presentation available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 5). She talked about the objective of their PRTR, which is to comply with international report obligations, to disseminate public information and to raise awareness of society on environmental issues.

26. She went through the legislation on PRTRs in Ecuador. POPs are mentioned in the constitution and other domestic laws and the country has ratified several international conventions and agreements.

27. She mentioned that their reporting system is based on a Single Window system. They have already elaborated a pilot, workshops, build capacities and developed the system software in a draft version that was not made public.
28. She established that for this Phase II, they plan on channelling the communications by the Department of Communication of the Ministry, on signing a Ministerial Agreement for the PRTR implementation and on counting on the support of the industry, as in Phase I.
Peru

29. Mr. Daniel Omar Nuñez Ato, from Peru, presented the status of PRTRs in his country (presentation available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 8). 

30. He put into context the reality of Peru, its priority economic sectors, and explained the last efforts of the country towards implementing a PRTR system, such as the signature of the Stockholm Convention, the implementation of a National Plan for the implementation of the above mentioned Convention, the implementation of national inventories on different chemicals, the creation of the Ministry of Environment. 

31. He mentioned that a pilot on PRTR has already been launched in 2015 in order to start the implementation process on PRTR in which companies report voluntarily for the time being, but in the future reporting is going to be mandatory.

32. He noted that Peru has a plan until 2016 and they want to increase the reporting industries from 300 to 1000, to create a georeferenced database,  

33. They have designed the PRTR as a Single Window system, with annual and simplify reports. Every Ministry will collect information on the topics they are responsible for, and send them to a single organization.
34. He mentioned that one of the difficulties they have faced is to transform the data they had in Excel spreadsheets into the database. They future challenges are to generate a climate of trust with companies, design a dissemination strategy for civil society and coordinate the PRTR with other information systems, to keep companies from having to fill out more than one form.
35. Peru is working on training and informing society, companies and government on PRTR. Mr Daniel Omar Nuñez Ato showed some awareness activities Peru has developed such as distribute leaflets, information stands, a video to inform the population about PRTR and promotional material.  

36. He determined the estimated cost of implementing the register around 350,000 USD.
37.  UNECE outlined that the benefits received from operating a PRTR system increase with its scope and encouraged every country to make the most of their human, institutional, infrastructural, and technological resources. This can be achieved, e.g. through taking into account the cost benefits of a well-designed PRTR system that is adapted to the national needs.
Agenda Item 11: Status of PRTRs in Cambodia and Kazakhstan

Cambodia 

38. Mr Phet Pichhara from the Ministry of Environment of Cambodia presented the status of PRTRs in his country (presentation available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 4). He mentioned that Cambodia is committed to implement the Agenda 21 and to achieve the Millennium Development goals, and that has signed several international conventions and agreements related to chemicals: the Basel Convention, Stockholm Convention, Rotterdam Convention, Montreal Protocol and Minamata Convention, which has not been ratified. 

39. Cambodia took part in the Phase I of the Project in which they developed a Strategic Plan on PRTR Dissemination and Awareness Raising, a National Infrastructure Assessment, designed the key features for the PRTR system, conducted a pilot trial and drafted a National Executive Proposal. They also organized activities with NGOs and civil society, and capacity building for officers.

40. The challenges that Cambodia is facing at the moment are the change of government and minister bodies, which affect the development of the Environmental Code and the budgeting programme. 
41. He indicated that Cambodia will work towards the implementation of a national PRTR system in the near future, and to do so, they will need to update the legislation, which is not specifically address to PRTRS. Also, all stakeholders and population will need training and capacity building, and the development of a national technical guide for estimation of emissions and a reporting scheme. Support from international experts will be needed.
Kazakhstan
42. Ms Zulfira Zikrina, from the Centre for Sustainable Production and Consumption (CSPC) of Kazakhstan presented the status of PRTRs in her country (presentation available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 6). 

43. The legal framework in Kazakhstan is about to be updated in the upcoming National Public Environmental Council, including amendments to the domestic Environmental Code. CSPC will be part of the National Public Environmental Council. Mrs Zikrina will inform meeting participants on the evolution of the legislation. The Code amendments will regulate the national PRTR reporting structure and establish which data needs to be collected. Concerning international law, the Kiev Protocol will be ratified in 2016. Kazakhstan will use the approach of the Kiev Protocol to design their PRTR system. 
44. She explained the different activities related to PRTR that CSPC has carried out. For instance, a triannual Project to create a list of industrial enterprises, in which voluntarily, 300 enterprises filled out a questionnaire. Another activity is the visit of a special rapporteur of the UN on human rights and hazardous substances and wastes to Kazakhstan, who interviewed companies and NGO on these issues.

45. The difficulties Kazakhstan faces in Phase II are the political changes of the country and the lack of a Ministry of Environment, whose tasks are responsibility of the Ministry of Energy. The lack of trust by the industries was also stressed.
Agenda Item 12: Status of PRTRs in Belarus and Moldova

Belarus
46. Mr Ivan Narkevitch from RUE "Bel SRC "Ecology" under the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of Belarus presented the status of PRTRs in his country (presentation available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 3). He mentioned the main goal is to inform citizens and presented a pilot PRTR project in Grodno oblast which is under development.. 

47. One of the difficulties they face is the lack of national financial and human resources dedicated to PRTR. The tasks related to this registry are the responsibility of the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection. Lack of coordination with some Ministries and environmental national agencies as well as willingness to participate in the development of national PRTR due to absence of national PRTR legislation was also mentioned. Belarus has a company catalogue with information of 34 companies in Grodno oblast, but the developed list of national companies consists of 224.
48. The pilot project in Grotno oblast is under completion and experience gained as well as lessons learned will be used for the development of PRTR in the other regions and for the country as a whole. 
49. At present the main task for Belarus is the development and implementation of the National PRTR legislation.
Moldova:

50. Ms Tatiana Echim, from the Environmental Pollution Prevention Office within the Ministry of Environment of Moldova presented the status of PRTRs in her country (presentation available at UNITAR/GEF/PRTR2/SCM1 Pre 7). 

51. She explained that the first workshop related to PRTR took place in 2012 with presentation of the general concept, followed in 2013 by a presentation of the draft of the feasibility study developed in the OSCE Aarhus project. She highlighted  that the country is undertaking measures to improve  institutional and legal framework in order to create an operational PRTR to comply with the obligations of the ratified PRTR protocol of the Aarhus Convention.
52. Besides the fact that Moldova must develop the legal act and the national executive PRTR proposal, one of the challenge is the fact that some of the big companies with significant emissions (in such sectors as metallurgy, heating plans, light textile industry, lime production, etc) are located at autonomous territorial unit of the left bank of Dniester river (ATULBD), that is de facto not controlled by MD authorities. The report in their case will be done on a voluntary basis.
Agenda Item 13: Group discussion- Is a PRTR feasible in my country what are the main drivers and how to overcome possible barriers.
53. Mr Jorge Ocaña invited the participants to consider why countries wanted to implement a PRTR system and highlighted the importance of keeping these goals in mind when designing the PRTR.

54. Kazakhstan, mentioned that they wanted to enter the OECD, and to belong to the 10 more competitive countries in the world. They also aim to comply the obligations established by the MEAs and to do so, they need to unify the company reporting and the data, that is spread in different ministries. 

55. The goal of Cambodia is to create a system to protect their population from chemicals adverse effects on human health, and they plan to inform the population with the PRTR.
56. Ecuador explained that the PRTR objective is to create a register useful for the ministry to establish the pollution points and to control the adverse effects to health and environment they can cause.
57. To Peru, the most important thing is be able to observe the state of chemicals in the country, its concentrations, location, etc. The observation of this items can make management of chemicals improve and be more competitive as a country. Another goal is to be part of the OECD.
58. Belarus wants to track chemicals and create environmental programs and think that PRTR may help them achieve this goal.
59. The goal of Moldova is to achieve an association agreement with the European Union based on DCFTA agreement, thus there is the obligation to harmonize the legislation including in the field of environment and promotion of PRTR as an improvement for the country. There is a good understanding of the need to offer to the population the information on the quality of the environment.
60. The participants were encouraged to share their ideas on the possible barriers they would face during the implementation of a PRTR in their country, and to offer solutions. The difficulties identified were:
· Lack of legislation

· Lack of expertise 

· Lack of estimation techniques

· Need of putting data into context

· Communication with the industrial sector to make them report without discouraging industrial investment.
61. Mr Ocaña proposed a roleplay to the participants. The objective of this exercise was to stimulate sound arguments for PRTR development and implementation and to encourage a more active participation from the audience. He played the role of a representative of a company releasing chemicals/ pollutants and the participants had to convince him of the importance of participate in the PRTR project. 
62. The main outcomes of this roleplaying was that forcing companies to report is not the solution, but that they need to be convinced of the importance of doing it. The suggested strategies were:

· To make reporting easier than it was before, and to offer training and assistance for filling in the forms. 
· To train companies on how to reduce chemical emissions in their industrial processes, to make the processes more effective and profitable.

· To create incentives, such as a ranking of green companies or give proper recognition to those companies that comply with the reports or to make public the list of companies reporting.

· To reassure companies that no legal or administrative measures will be taken against them because of their level of emissions.  To ensure that any external accusation of environmental dumping will not be prosecuted because the applicable law is domestic law.
· To try to convince one or few enterprises that are most likely to accept and let them be the “ambassadors” for PRTR reporting among other pair companies. 

· To involve the industrial sector in the design process of PRTRs.

· To remind companies that PRTR are important tool to identify the weaknesses in the production system of a company.

Agenda Item 14: Summary of Lessons learned from PRTR Project I

63. The lessons learned in the project were:

· The importance of adapting the guidance materials and estimation techniques into the real context of the country

· The importance of developing an appropriate domestic legislation.

· The importance of including all stakeholders in the program, convincing companies to report and help civil society, population and also journalists to contextualise the information.
Agenda Item 15: Characteristics of reporting
64. Mr Jorge Ocaña, from UNITAR, described the elements of the project reports and its timeframe, and went through the details of the financial report, explaining what is comprised in every budget line and how does every expense need to be classified.
65. He also reminded the participating countries which expenses are included and which cannot be included in the project budget.
Agenda Item 16: PRTR Clinic–ask the experts

66. The representatives of every participating country met individually UNITAR to talk about next steps, challenges and technical and administrative concerns.  Most of the consultations were requests for UNITAR advice on specific topics, from organizational matters to more technical matters such as emission factors development, threshold of reporting, etc.  Each participating country had from 30 to 60 minutes.  
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