Remarks by The Netherlands on CRF Data, as used in the EEA Report Annual EC GHG Inventory 1990-2001 and Inventory Report 2003

General

After the initial CRF file submission from The Netherlands of December 2002 (which have been checked by the UNFCCC technical system) some flaws were detected in the CRF files. These have been removed in the EU submission of 28 February 2003. During the process of completing the NIR of The Netherlands for the national review round and, also based on your comments, some minor adjustments have been made in the CRF files compared to the February CRF files. 

These revised CRF files will be submitted to the IPCC in April. A copy of this updated version of the CRF will be sent in March to the EEA (ETC ACC).
Please find attached in the file Diff_to_previous_subm.xls the differences in emission levels between the Dutch submissions. In this document the largest changes, that we have made in the period December 2002 - February 2003, are described; all were error corrections. The last changes were removals of double counting which were identified during the compilation of the NIR.

Status report draft .PDF

The Netherlands provided all CRF tables for all years (including 2001) except:

· Table 8a (recalculation data) because 2001 is for the first time submitted; 

· Correctly it was observed that for 2001 we did not submit table 9 (completeness), we will introduce this table in the 2001 CRF (copy of the 2000 table 9).

Furthermore the status report identifies information gaps. The Netherlands gave special attention to fill all the notation keys on the sectoral level. Furthermore the notation keys were used in the sectoral background tables. We did not change formulas in the CRF file so it is still possible that in sectoral background tables the summation of notation keys gives as result 0 (a “zero”). Please read, interpret and evaluate all cells were no value or notation keys were used in the context of the other figures in that particular line, column or table. Please note that the CRF can only be evaluated in detail in combination with the NIR. 

Consistency check file (.XLS)

Summary findings:  we agree with the analysis

Additional checks (see table):

Additional checks

Date
Individual
(first initial, last name)
Summary findings

29-3-03
B. Gugele
Large fluctuations of CO2 emissions from 2.A.7 (Other): 90/91 (-56%), 92/93 (+72%)
Large fluctuations of N2O emissions from 2.B.2 (Nitric acid production): 90/91 (+42%), 94/95 (-50%), 95/96 (+101%) (no acitivity data and implied emission factors available for further checks)

The large fluctuations 2.B.2 are removed (based on recalculations) in the submission from 14 February 2003. The absence of activity data is due to confidentiality.

The (different) status of the Dutch 91-94 data is explained in detail in the NIR.

Reply to Bernd Gugele on initial checks by ETC-ACC (email March 11, 2003)

The Netherlands

General: 
Additional information is provided in the category cells together with category naming. It is recommended to use the documentation boxes in order to avoid that many country specific categories have to be created. 

Comment of the Netherlands:

We used this additional information in category cells (only in the categories “other”) because of the remarks in the past that it was not clear what we meant by for instance “miscellaneous”. Doing so there is no need for country specific Dutch categories, because the additional information always refers to sources not attributable to specific sectors.

In the year 1995 inventory the reference ‘PFC, no specific allocation due to C’ and ‘SF6, no specific allocation due to C’ are given in several tables, e.g. Table 4s1, Table 4.D, Table 4.F (Documentation box) and Table 5. The reference seems to be always in the cells A28 and A29.

Thank you for identification of this error, we will restore the original content of the relevant cells. Please note that emissions do not change.
Roel Thomas, MNP-RIVM, March 28, 2003; also on behalf of Mr Peter Coenen, MEP-TNO

