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Italian Installations 

 72% A category  

 22% B category  

 6% C category 

Emissions 2017:  

155 Millions of tCO2: 

 

 8% A category 

 25% B category 

 67% C category 

 

 

1023 stationary plant (2017)  

Combustion 39% 

Thermoelectric 16% 

Paper production 12% 

Ceramic prodution 11% 

Glasses production 5% 

Steel production 8% 

Clinker production 3% 

Dolime production 2% 

Rafinery 1% 

Others 3% 

 



 

 Art. 14(3) of the EU ETS Directive: Member States shall 
ensure that Operators monitor and report emissions in 
accordance with the MRR and AVR.  

 

 Inspections are an important tool in ensuring Operator 
compliance to EU ETS Directive and EU ETS Regulations 
n.600/2012 (AVR) and n.601/2012 (MRR) 

 

 Main Principles: 

 
 Not to duplicate the Verifiers’ role 

 Limit the administrative burden 

 Cooperation between Operators and CA  

 Desk based review of all notifications where possible 

 On-site visit based on Risk Profile assessment 

 

 

 

 

Inspection Process 
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 Monitoring Plan check; 

 Annual emission report check; 

 Annual verification report check; 

 General informations. 

 

The Italian Risk profile Assessment: 

Installation selection process  

Starting from the risk profiling tool of European Commission to check 

the annual emission report, Italian CA developed  a Risk profile 

Assessment tool based on: 

        Project Steps: 

 
 Define Risk Events 

 Data mining Risk events 

 Risk value classification 

 Risk Profile assessment 

 Define Inspection plan approach  
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Define Inspection plan approach  

March 2019 



 

 

 

 

 Installation category 

 Years in EU ETS 

 Emission differences in the last 3 years 
(AERs) 

 Number of MP updates submitted to CA 

 Number of source streams (MP) 

 Number of emission sources (MP) 

 Sampling and analysis major source 
streams (MP) 

 Sampling and analysis minor source 
streams (MP) 

 Sampling and analysis waste or biomass 
(MP) 

 Requested tier for activity data not 
reached (MP) 

 
 

 Requested tier for emission factors not 
reached (MP) 

 Number of allocation changes submitted 
(NEC/Splits&Mergers) 

 CEMS apllied (MP) 

 Non-accredited labs used (MP) 

 Verifiers’ Recommendations (AVR) 

 Verifiers’ stated  non-conformities 
(AVR) 

 Not verified Opinion (AVR) 

 Changes identified by the verifier but 
NOT reported to CA (AVR) 

 Number of Ispections already carried 
out 

 Number of Enforcement issued out 

 Others 

I Step: Define Risk Events 
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II Step: Data mining  of Risk events by a specific tool 

 
 Monitoring Plan data mining; 

 Annual emission report data mining; 

 Annual verification report data mining. 
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III Step: Risk value classification 
 
 The Risk value classification is based on the Italian CA experience in MP approval, 

Annual Emission report check and Annual Verification report check; 

 

 CA is actually involved in this step.  

References Risk event 
Risk Class Risk Level Risk Value 

AER Installation category 

Cat. C High (H) 6 

Cat. B Medium (M) 4 

Cat. A Low (L) 1 

AER 
Emission differences in the last 3 

years  

> 20% High (H) 3 

10% x 20% Medium (M) 2 

<10% Low (L) 1 

AER Years in EU ETS 
1 High (H) 3 

2 Medium (M) 2 

 3 Low (L) 1 

MP Number of emission sources  
> 6 High (H) 8 

3 x 6 Medium (M) 5 

< 3 Low (L) 1 

MP Numbers of Source streams  
 3 High (H) 10 

1 x 2 Medium (M) 5 

0 Low (L) 1 

MP 
……………………………………………………

... 

Xx High (H) xx 

Xx Medium (M) xx 

xx Low (L) Xx 

General 
Number of Enforcement issued 

out 

True High (H) 2 

False Medium (M) 0 

False Low (L) 0 

MP 
Requested tier for activity data 

not reached  

 2 High (H) 10 

1 Medium (M) 5 

0 Low (L) 1 

MP 
Requested tier for emission 

factors not reached  

 2 High (H) 10 

1 Medium (M) 5 

0 Low (L) 1 

AVR Not verified Opinion 
True High (H) 1 

False Medium (M) 0 

False Low (L) 0 

AVR Verifier Recommendations  
True High (H) 1 

False Medium (M) 0 

False Low (L) 0 

MP/AER/AVR/General ……………………………. 
Xx High (H) xx 

Xx Medium (M) xx 

xx Low (L) Xx 



IV Step: Risk Profile assessment 

 
 Based on first simulation of Risk profile assessment the value 

of the final risk is between 7.5 to 840. 

 Next simulation planned (New Risk value classification) 
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Ranking n. Aut Operator Risk Profile  

1 920 Xxxxx Spa 750/840 

2 923 Xxxxx Srl 728/840 

3 860 xx 700/840 

4 1478 xx 698/840 

5 Xx xx Xx /840 

6 Xx xx Xx /840 

7 Xx xx Xx /840 

8 Xx xx Xx /840 

9 Xx xx Xx /840 

10 Xx xx Xx /840 

11 Xx xx Xx /840 

……… Xx xx Xx /840 

1023 Xx xx Xx /840 



 

Questions: 

 

 Inspection plan and approach? 

 How many inspections are carried out per year by the CA?  

 What kind of competences should have the inspectors? 

 How many inspectors do you have? 

 Relationship and information exchange between inspector 

and CA?  

 Enforcement actions? 
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Next Step: Define Inspection plan approach  



THANK YOU FOR YOUR 

ATTENTION ! 

 

Vincenzo Miceli 

Technical assistance 

 

miceli.vincenzo@minambiente.it 

 

mailto:miceli.vincenzo@minambiente.it

