
Review of UNECE Informative Inventory 
Reports (IIRs) in 2011

Justin Goodwin: 
ETC-ACC Supported by EEA

TFEIP Meeting Stockholm 2 – 3th May 2011



Outline

• Stage 3 Review and IIRs
• Review findings
• Implementation

• IIR Quick Analysis

• Awards??



IIRs & Stage 3 Review

Why IIR?
• Policy Makers the Public & Users of the data.

o Supports the data (NFR)
o Explain Emission Trends
o Understand areas needed for improvement

• Build Trust in the data
o National System, QA/QC, KCA
o Highlight Limitations (IE, NE, Uncertainties)
o Understand Changes

• IIRs Make Stage 3 Review Possible



TCCCA

• Transparency: including whether the data provided shows 
clearly the methods, assumptions and data sources used for 
the estimates.

• Completeness: ensuring that all anthropogenic sources of 
emission are included for which there are methods provided in 
The Guidebook

• Comparability: ensuring that emission estimates are compiled 
using similar and compatible methods across Parties and 
provided at a similar level of detail.

• Consistency: ensuring that data provided by a party has 
consistent data and assumptions across years and pollutants 
reported.

• Accuracy: assessment to ensure that uncertainties in 
emission estimates are minimized and that uncertainty analysis 
forms the basis of prioritizing future improvements by the Party. 
QA/QC to ensure errors are minimized.

http://www.eea.europa.eu/themes/air/emep-eea-air-pollutant-emission-inventory-guidebook


Stage 3 review findings

• 2009 and 2010 Stage 3 review.

– 19 Parties

– TCCCA reviewed

– 1350 findings

• 2011 IIRs

– Have recommendations been taken into 

account?



2009 and 2010 Stage 3 Review findings: 
By Party



2009 and 2010 Stage 3 Review findings: 
By Sector



2011 IIRs Review implementation:  By 
Party



2011 IIRs Review implementation:  By 
Sector



2011 Quick IIR Review

• Big improvement in methods for all sectors and projections:  

Slovenia

• New uncertainty analysis. Switzerland

• More on projections.  Portugal, Germany

• Combined GHG and AQP report.  Was it easy or difficult to 

do? Norway

• Still quite good looking..  But not in on time...  Some 

improvements seen. Netherlands

• What did you remove from your IIR? Sweden

• Comprehensive methodology but no KCA, projections or 

recalculations summary. Denmark

• Specifically addressed all Review recommendations in IIR. 

Austria





IIR Performance 2011: 1 of 5

11 Categories scored:
• 4 for Good
• 2 for Moderate 
• 1 for limited 
• 0 for No Information

2011 = 5897 IIR pages!!

2010 = 4646 IIR pages!



IIR Performance 2011 : 2 of 5
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IIR Performance 2011: 4 of 5



IIR Performance 2011 : 5 of 5



IIR Improvement

• Estonia: 
– Completeness, IEs, Accuracy, 

Improvements, recalculations

• Cyprus:

– IIR template, National System, 

methods, improvements, 

recalculations

• Slovenia:

– IIR, IEs, Methods, 

improvements, projections

• Switzerland:

– Accuracy, Improvement



Awards

• Most comprehensive

• Most Innovative -> Most Improved

• Most Innovation -> Best Country score

• Best small Party



Feedback

“I must admit that the award means a lot to me, because I have never received 
something like that. “ Croatia

“It was a big surprise for us. We are very proud for that award… we have made 

a copy of our award and we keep it in a display on the directors’ floor. It's 

something we are proud of!!! ” Cyprus

“The impact of winning "the most comprehensive IIR" award has been quite 
positive”. France

“We were feeling mighty proud. Of course the prospect of winning more and 
other awards put a lot of pressure on our team ;-) “ Netherlands

“Well, our wiki thing was kind of a testing balloon. Winning a prize for it is much 
better than having it rejected by the community.” Germany



Nominations: Most Comprehensive

• Austria
• France
• Denmark
• Finland

Winner 2010: France

Winner



Nominations: Most Innovative -> Most 
improved

Estonia: 
Completeness, IEs, Accuracy, Improvements, 

recalculations

Cyprus:
IIR template, National System, methods, 

improvements, recalculations

Slovenia:
IIR, IEs, Methods, improvements, projections

Switzerland:
Accuracy, Improvement

Winner 2010: Germany

Winner



Nominations: Best Looking -> Best Country

• Austria
• Netherlands
• Finland

• Croatia
• UK

Winner 2010: Netherlands

Winner



Nominations: Best Country (Population < 
10m): Best with limited resources

• Switzerland
• Cyprus
• Croatia
• Latvia
• Slovenia

Winner 2010: Croatia, Cyprus

Winner

Winner



Keep the Awards going..

• Another quick review next year?

• Bring back prizes to pass on to the next 
winners..

• Improve IIRs...


