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Background 
The attached document contains comments from the PLUS team in relation to the German proposal for 

amending the approach to compile industrial discharges (cf. document 5-2). 

 

Action required 
The Meeting is invited to take note of the attached feedback and take it into account when discussing the 

German proposal presented in document 5-2. 
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Feedback from PLUS team to German proposal for amending the approach 

to compile industrial discharges 

Comments from the database expert 
I believe the sector_code mentioned is actually based already on the PRTR categories, while the 

branch_code has been used to better identify certain types of industry which are not otherwise properly 

defined (in my understanding) from these EU-provided categories (e.g. I remember Pekka mentioning that 

using only the sector_code, as defined according to the PRTR categories, pulp and paper industry would 

then fall in the same category as food industry, i.e. “other activities”). 

The table provided at the end of the document is the same threshold data that I have also mentioned 

earlier this year from the IED directive, when we discussed about point source sizes and industries. The idea 

was (and still is, in my understanding) to categorize where applicable the industries in big or small, not 

based on the production, which is difficult to obtain and not relevant for the purpose of the PLC, but on the 

pollution discharges. What I mean is that if e.g. an industry is releasing more than 50 t/a of N in waters, 

then it should be categorized as a “big pollutant” in regard to Nitrogen. But this might be not so 

straightforward in terms of a generalization into “big” or “small”, so I leave to the experts on this field to 

find a proper solution, and I think Dietmar’s work on this is very valuable. What comes to my mind is, for 

instance, where it is clear that in general the plant is responsible for releasing a big amount of hazardous 

substances (from the data provided), then it should be listed as “big”, and “small” otherwise. The 

thresholds provided can serve as good indicators for this purpose.  

Finally a small note about the table: I know in the IED the values are specified as kg/a, but for consistency I 

would change the values into t/a, since it seems to be used as main unit for this purpose throughout the 

PLC Guidelines. 

Comments from the PLC-Water data manager 
In the guidelines the size of a plant (industry) defines only if the industries which can be reported as 

aggregated (periodically) giving the possibility to the reporters to sum up the loads. Not only the sectors 

but other information to be collected when aggregated the data (, number of industries, treated or 

untreated, calc./ estim. methods) it should be understood that the reporters need to split the data to each 

category and by river basin when aggregating the data, i.e. by each industrial sector if treated or not and 

listing the calculation methods, estimation and their accuracy by each river subcatchment. 

As regards the sectors / branches, earlier we used to have branches to define the type of industries, in 

order to define the types of polluters. For the PLC-5, the sectors based on IPPC were added. The defined 

sectors were listed as in the proposal.   

Related to that, I took a quick look at the data base. For your information, below there is a table (in %) 

indicating in the 3 columns the unknown (not reported) type, the branch of ‘other industry and the sector 

of ‘other industry’.  As the definition of other industry differs between the branch and sector, by using the 

‘sectors’ most of the industries will be the type of ‘other industry’. This could be something between ‘food 

processing’ and ‘pulp and paper’.   

Naturally  it is up to the CPs, but if the category ‘other industry’ covers the major proportion of the total, 

the relevancy of such information could be reconsidered. 
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UNKNOWN (not 
reported)  

BRANCH 
OTHER 

IND 

SECTOR 
OTHER 

IND COUNTRY_CODE 

15.4 13.8 50.8 DE 

19.6 44.1 64.3 DK 

26.7 15.8 39.6 EE 

2.2 67.5 82.4 FI 

8.0 28.0 53.3 LT 

46.6 11.2 31.1 LV 

8.6 19.0 47.9 PL 

1.0 37.5 75.0 RU 

32.0 8.1 33.7 SE 

 
 
What comes to the coding, maybe(?) relevant EU codes could be applied separately or as ‘national code’ or 
by establishing an ‘EU-code’. The idea is to link the data to EU and / or national data bases. 
 
 


