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General instructions 

 
1. Overview 
 
The Interim Quarterly Report/Final Report for the project comprises the following parts: 
 
Section 1 Basic data on the project  
Section 2 Content: progress achieved in the implementation of the Twinning project during the reporting period and 

schedule for the remaining period 
Section 3 Expenditure: actual expenditure in relation to budgeted expenditure 
 
2. General guidance 
 
• Throughout the entire Twinning project, at three-monthly intervals starting with the date of notification of endorsement / 

signature, the Project leaders may prepare Interim Quarterly Reports/Final Reports.   
• Interim Quarterly Reports/Final Reports cover both substance and Finances.   
• The deadline for submission of the Interim Quarterly Reports/Final Reports cannot be altered – The first interim quarterly 

report will most often refer to less than three months’ actual project implementation, since the arrival of the RTA in the BC 
and the beginning of the work schedule rarely coincide with the date of notification. 

• The MS Project Leader in co-operation with the BC Project Leader will submit, within the month following each quarter, the 
interim quarterly reports to the concerned authority (see 6.4 of the Twinning manual).    

• One copy of the Report must be sent at the same moment to the relevant Twinning Team in the Commission Headquarters 
• The Report must be submitted in one of the following three languages: English, French and/or German. 
  
 
3. Notice 
 
• The approval of the Report by the relevant authorities is without prejudice to the Commission's right to suspend the 

activities of a project, terminate an agreement or take any other appropriate step should subsequent verifications reveal 
problems or significant divergences from the work plan, the budget or the conditions of the Twinning Contract as approved. 

• The views expressed in this report do not necessarily reflect the views of the European Commission  
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Section 2: Content 

 
 
 
 
This section describes the activities of the project. It is divided in eight sections.  
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2A - BACKGROUND 
 
As was the case of the previous three quarters, the activities and progresses of the project have 
been very positive, thanks to the extremely good collaboration of the REPA counterparts, 
continuing cooperation with the University of Bacau (see act. 4.2.b) and with the NEPA 
Twinning Project RO/06/IB/EN/09. The implementation of the programmes of seminars for all 
the areas covered continues following the schedule previewed in the inception phase. 
Participation and meetings with other stakeholders involved in domestic waste management 
(municipalities, county councils, NGOs, schools, waste operators, see act. 4.2.b) have proven to 
be very beneficial to promote exchange of ideas, discussions, and start collaborations among 
them. 
 
Policy Developments 
 
With respect to environmental legislation there has been no key development in the last quarter. 
 
Project Assumptions 
 
All the assumptions of the project according to Article 3 of the Twinning Work plan have been 
fulfilled until now.  
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2B - ACHIEVEMENT OF MANDATORY RESULTS 
 
According to the Twinning Contract the following mandatory results are expected to be achieved 
through the meetings and workshops contemplated (and stated specifically for each of the 
mandatory results, see Article 3 of the Twining Contract): 
 
1. Strengthened institutional capacities at regional and local levels in terms of good institutional 
management and technical performances of staff. 
 
2. All Regional and Local EPAs (REPA and LEPAs) involved in permitting, monitoring and 
inspection trained. 
 
3. Regional component of the relevant strategic and planning documents on environmental 
protection reviewed and improved/updated. 
 
4. Data collection/storage systems improved. 
 
5. Programmes for remediation actions/measures of contaminated sites in the region 
developed. 
 
6. Improved capacities and capabilities of IB to perform the delegated tasks regarding the 
implementation of SOP Environment. 
 
7. REPA Bacau acting as Focal Point for the other REPAs/LEPAs/NEG/NEPA regarding the 
technically focussed activities in domestic waste management sector. 
 
8. National guidelines/standards, procedure manuals provided by the Focal Point on its 
technically focussed activities disseminated. 
 
9. Trained staff with well developed skills for the specific areas of the Focal Point. 
 
 
During the period of reference the remaining benchmarks of activity 3.7.2, namely the ones 
related to the elaboration of guidelines, have been fulfilled, being currently under revision by the 
Ministry of Environment. The first workshop of activity 3.6.2.a took place, contributing to the 
beginning of the fulfillment of the benchmarks of that activity. Further seminars on some of the 
rest of activities were as well performed, namely seminars 2.2.b , 3.2.2.d , 3.3.2.b, 3.4.2.b, 
3.5.2.b, 3.9.2.c and 4.2.b , contributing as well to the fulfillment of the benchmarks of those 
activities. 
 
They covered the following areas: Improvement of the Institutional Capacity (2.2.b) IPPC 
(3.2.2.d), Waste Management (3.3.2.b, 4.2.a), Air Quality (3.4.2.b), Nature Protection (3.5.2.b), 
Soil & Subsoil protection and ecological reconstruction (3.6.2.a) and Structural Instruments 
(3.9.2.c).  
 
Mission 2.2.b contributed mainly to mandatory results 1 and 4, mission 3.2.2.d to mandatory 
results 1, 2 and 4, missions 3.3.2.b, 4.2.b, to mandatory results 1, 7, 8 and 9, mission 3.4.2.b to 
mandatory results 1, 3 and 4, mission 3.5.2.b to mandatory results 1, and 3, mission 3.6.2.a to 
mandatory results 1 and 5, mission 3.9.2.c to mandatory results 1 and 6. 
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The following benchmarks have been fulfilled during the reporting period: 
 
Component 2: 
 
 
Second seminar of act. 2.2 (seminar 2.2.b): Environmental Information Systems: 

- Improved cooperation of REPA staff with other environmental protection public 
authorities, as well as with other authorities and public institutions and civil society by 
month 5. 

- Presentation and discussion about working schemes of other regions in the EU, and 
corresponding guidelines for improved institutional capacity of environmental institutions 
of North-East Region, performed by month 5. 

- This is the second seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows: “For the 
completion of the previous two benchmarks, two 4-day workshops attended by 9 trainees 
will have taken place by month 5.” 

 
 
 
Component 3: 
 
 
Fourth seminar of act. 3.2.2 (seminar 3.2.2.d): IPPC permits in the organic chemistry sector: 

- Training on the job and training and advice in selected specific IPPC issues provided by 
month 13.  

- Selected IPPC applications, representative of different sectors, reviewed by month 16. 

- This is the fourth seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows: “For the 
completion of the previous benchmarks, two out of the five mentioned workshops will 
have taken place by month 9,  three by month 11, four by month 14 and all of them (5) by 
month 16, attended each one by the 12 BC experts mentioned in “Method””. 

 
 
Second seminar of act. 3.3.2 (seminar 3.3.2.b): Benchmarking of waste management in the 
counties of Region NE, role & cooperation between municipalities, littering, public awareness 
and surveys: 

- Regional Waste Management Plan reviewed/updated by month 16, with special 
emphasis on the following topics: 

o Updated landfill database on existing landfills 

o Solutions to the problems currently found in the implementation of the Landfill 
Directive 1999/31/EC  and the Council Decision 2003/33/EC, namely location and 
timely construction of complying landfills to substitute illegal landfills and dumping 
sites, and financial mechanisms to support the process. 

o Monitoring and inspection of waste shipments, specially transfrontier ones, 
according to the Waste Shipment Regulation 2006/1013 

This benchmark was addressed in the following manners:  
i) 4 Waste Management County Master Plans from 4 of the counties of Region 1 – North-

East (the Master Plans available at the moment) as well as the Regional Waste 
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Management Plan were used by the dutch experts in charge of delivering the seminar 
to extract the data related to waste management in the 6 counties of the Region, in 
order to perform a comparative study (“benchmarking”) of the characteristics and 
performance of the waste management systems present nowadays. The results were 
discussed with the participants of the seminar, and showed large differences between 
the different counties, plus some indications of inconsistencies in the data input, 
which are quite probably due to the frequent lack of on-the-spot analysis, which are 
substituted by estimates. There is a need for more field studies, to get a better 
knowledge of the waste composition and amounts generated. 

ii) A document is being elaborated on compensation schemes for municipalities and land 
owners affected by the location and construction of a new landfill. 

iii) It has been planned for the next study visit, to The Netherlands, which will take place in 
the next quarter, to visit and have discussions with representatives from the National 
Waste Shipment notification desk (LMA), institution which monitors all the waste flows 
between The Netherlands and other countries. 

- This is the second and final seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows: 
“For the completion of the previous benchmarks, one workshop in Bacau will have taken 
place by month 11, and a final total of two by month 16, attended each one by the 9 BC 
experts mentioned in “Method””. 

 
 
Second seminar of act. 3.4.2 (seminar 3.4.2.b):  Control & authorisation procedures for 
industrial emissions. Air Quality plans & programmes in industrial areas: 

- Two thirds of the following benchmark: “Training sessions implemented and advice 
provided on general aspects of air quality (e.g. monitoring, optimisation of the reporting 
system, management projects for large emission sources, noise maps, odour emissions, 
financing of projects) by month 13.” 

- Two thirds of the following benchmark: “Reports on the training sessions and guidelines 
for improvements in the subjects analyzed delivered by month 16”. 

- This is the second seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows: “For the 
completion of the previous benchmarks, one workshop will have taken place by month 9, 
two by month 13 and a final total of three by month 16, attended each one by at least 11 
BC experts as mentioned in “Method””. 

 
Second seminar of act. 3.5.2 (seminar 3.5.2.b):  Conservation status, monitoring & recovery of 
protected species and habitats. Economical development in Natura 2000. Use of different EU 
Funds: 

- Training sessions implemented and advice provided on general aspects of biodiversity 
and nature protection/Natura 2000 (e.g. on inventories of species and habitats, financing 
mechanisms) by month 14. 

- This is the second seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows:” For the 
completion of the previous benchmarks, one workshop will have taken place by month 9, 
two by month 13 and a final total of three by month 16, attended each one by at least 13 
BC experts and other stakeholders as mentioned in “Method””. 

 

First seminar of act. 3.6.2 (seminar 3.6.2.a):  Policies and practical exercises on contaminated 
sites, current regional cases: 
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- 50% of the following benchmark: “Training sessions implemented and advice provided on 
permitting procedures and analysis of application forms for remediation works/projects by 
month 13.”  

- This is the second seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows:” For the 
completion of the previous benchmarks, one workshop will have taken place by month 9, 
two by month 13 and a final total of three by month 16, attended each one by at least 12 
BC experts as mentioned in “Method”.” 

 

Act. 3.7.2: 

- Guidelines for the optimization of the laboratory network and its data sharing system 
given by month 16. 

This benchmark has been achieved, by delivering the following document: “Guidelines for the 
optimization of the information network on dangerous substances including the chemical 
composition on mixtures placed on the market, especially to share poison information”. 

- Code of best practice on monitoring and control actions elaborated by month 16.  

This benchmark has been achieved, by delivering the following document: ”Checklist to 
optimize the monitoring and control actions regarding REACH legislation”. 

 

Third seminar of act. 3.9.2 (seminar 3.9.2.c): Certified expenditures control. Irregularities and 
corrections. Documentation and good audit tracking: 

- 75% of the following benchmark: “Training sessions implemented and advice provided on 
the different European Funds and their use in the North-East Region by month 13.” 

- 75% of the following benchmark: “Analysis of several practical cases and experiences in 
Spain at different levels, with application to the North-East Region case, performed by 
month 15”. 

- 75% of the following benchmark: “Guidelines and training material on the use and 
management of European Funds provided by month 16”. 

- This is the third seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows: “For the 
completion of the previous benchmarks, one workshop will have taken place by month 9, 
two by month 13 and a final total of three by month 16, attended each one by at least 15 
BC experts as mentioned in “Method”.  

It should be noted that there will be a fourth seminar, taking place in the next quarter, planned in 
the inception phase in seminar 3.9.1 together with the romanian beneficiaries from the 
Intermediate Body of the Sectoral Operational Programme Environment of Region 1 – North-
east, dealing with risk management and common problems during the implementation of 
environmental projects co-financed by EU Funds. 

 

Component 4: 

 

Second seminar of act. 4.2 (seminar 4.2.b): Implementation of composting techniques in the 
Region 1 – North-East. Examples from Galicia. Awareness campaigns. Awareness in schools:     
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- Main guidelines and structure of the programme on waste avoidance elaborated by 
month 14. 

This benchmark is being addressed as follows:  

i) Presentation and discussion about the dutch example of policies to prevent waste 
generation in households took place in the first seminar of act. 4.2 (seminar 4.2.a). 

ii) A document is being elaborated, in which the current focus of waste policy in countries 
like The Netherlands, namely policies to minimize the environmental impact of 
products during their whole life-cycle (from extraction of the raw materials to the 
recycling or disposal after the use of the product), is explained, as a step beyond 
waste avoidance approaches. 

- 70% of the following benchmark: “Common work performed and advice provided on 
several alternatives for the use of biodegradable household waste by month 13”. 

- 30% of the following benchmark: “Assessment and elaboration of guidelines for the 
implementation of a home composting programme done by month 16.” 

- 30% of the following benchmark: “Guidelines established and assessment on public 
awareness and involvement raising means performed by month 16.” 

- This is the second seminar of the ones mentioned in the work plan as follows: “For the 
completion of the previous benchmarks, one workshop will have taken place by month 9, 
two by month 13 and a final total of three by month 16, attended each one by at least 12 
BC experts and other stakeholders, as mentioned in “Method””. 

 

Component 5: 

Act. 5.1.1: To advise the other RTAs / STEs from the other twinning projects with specific 
activities related to urban and rural waste management issues whenever the case: 

- Information exchange established by month 6. This exchange has continued (it was 
already established in the first quarter of the project) through:  

o The assistance of the RTA to the Coordination Meeting of Twinnings producing 
deliverables in the field of waste management held in Bucharest the 5th of march. 
Apart from a presentation of the project activities and deliverables in the field of 
domestic waste management, a DVD was prepared, which included the materials 
presented until now in all the seminars of the Twinning. 

o A continuous information exchange about the deliverables being produced by the 
different Twinnings in several areas.  

o Provision of specific information related to domestic waste management issues 
provided to RTAs of the Twinning supporting REPA Sibiu and REPA Bucharest, 
on request.  

- Communication to other RTAs / STEs of the activities to be performed in the fields of 
urban and rural waste, inviting them to participate. 

 

Act. 5.1.2: To assist in developing the communication and exchange of information network / 
progress related to the urban and rural waste management, REPA Bacau getting the position of 
“Focal Point” among other REPAs and LEPAs: 

- Communication network on waste management developed by month 15. 
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This benchmark, closely related to the following one, is being addressed through: 

i) The points i) and ii) discussed in next benchmark 

ii) The provision of information and contact data of other stakeholders on request. Such 
requests for information have come from other REPAs through the associated 
Twinnings supporting them, from the TA Project EuropeAid/122693/D/SER/RO 
located in Bacau and from representatives from the Project Implementation Units from 
the County Councils of Arad and Vaslui. 

- REPA Bacau established as focal point by month 15. 

This benchmark is being addressed through:  

i) The continuous training and organization of workshops on domestic waste management 
at REPA headquarters, 

ii) The organization together with REPA representatives of meetings and discussions with 
other stakeholders involved in the waste management chain, like county councils, 
municipalities, schools or NGOs.   

- Webpage ready by month 11, including a section about IMPEL network activities and 
deliverables concerning transfrontier shipment of waste. Also in this section, promote the 
dissemination of the IMPEL Review Initiative (IRI) of NEG on Environmental Inspection 
Procedures, on conformity with the Minimum Criteria for Environmental Inspections 
2001/331/EC, scheduled to be ready for december 2008. The benchmark is fulfilled, see 
http://www.twinning-waste-bacau.ro . 

 

Some benchmarks with special circumstances deserve to be discussed:  
 
From act. 3.4.2 (Air quality and climate change): 

- Action plans and programmes for air quality management and emissions’ reduction 
prepared/updated by month 15. 

This benchmark has been addressed as follows:  
i) In seminar 3.4.2.a presentations and discussions about methodologies and 

implementation of air quality action plans and programmes in urban areas were 
discussed, based on examples from cities from Spain. Also an analysis of the air 
quality data of the city of Iasi was performed, presented and discussed with the 
participants, 

ii) In seminar 3.4.2.b methodologies and implementation of air quality plans & programmes 
in industrial areas were presented and discussed, based again on examples, this time 
of industrial areas located in the spanish region of Andalucía. 

iii) In the Region 1 – North-east only the city of Iasi is obliged to develop such a plan for air 
quality management and emissions’ reduction. This plan was elaborated about 1 year 
ago. The Twinning team has offered to the responsibles from the municipality of Iasi 
in charge of the elaboration, implementation and monitoring of this plan the possibility 
to review it and make suggestions, but until now there has been no demand for that 
support. 

 
Therefore, given the circumstances, this benchmark is achieved. 
 
From act. 3.5.2 (Nature protection and biodiversity): 

- Inventories of species and natural habitats updated by month 13. 

http://www.twinning-waste-bacau.ro/
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In agreement with the romanian beneficiaries, the way this benchmark will be addressed is as 
follows: 

i) Elaborating a document on programming of inventories of endangered species, 
describing afterwards a couple of examples of elaboration of inventories of 
endangered species of the region of Castilla y León which are also endangered 
species in Region 1 – North-east.  

ii) In the third seminar of this activity it is planned to have a site visit to a national park, 
where there is the possibility to discuss about some endangered species present in 
the park and ways to perform its inventory. 

- Procedures for validation of on-line up-dating of information by month 14. 

To address this benchmark, examples will be provided in the next quarter of the validation 
procedures established in Spain for the elaboration of some atlas of species. 

- Data collection / storage system up-dated and reinforced 16. 

Due to the current situation of the environmental structures involved in the monitoring and 
management of protected areas in Romania, where there is still uncertainty about what will be 
done to establish the new data collection and storage system, and which of the currently 
existing databasis will be used as sources for the creation of the new one, the way chosen to 
address this benchmark has been to provide information about the way the catalogues of 
species are done and monitored in Spain, at national level, and at regional level in the case of 
the region of Castilla y León. This information will be elaborated in the following two quarters. 
   
 
From act. 3.6.2 (Soil/subsoil protection and ecological reconstruction): 

- Guidelines to develop analysis programmes for contaminated sites elaborated by month 
16. 

Guidelines have already been produced in the context of the Technical Assistance Project 
leaded by Royal Haskoning (Nr. Proiect: 9S2318, Referinta: 9S2318.01/R000010/501626/Rott), 
namely the protocols on "Historic investigation" and "Preliminary and detailed investigation" 
belonging to the set of documents “Strategia Naţională pentru Managementul Ariilor 
Contaminate, România”. They were discussed with the participants of seminar 3.6.2.a, which 
had already received them months ago from the National Environmental Protection Agency, and 
all agreed that they address in a comprehensive and practical way the elaboration of analysis 
programmes for contaminated sites. Therefore, this benchmark has been achieved already 
otherwise. 

 
From act. 3.8.2 (Horizontal legislation): 

- Procedural guidelines on EIA and SEA studies’ reports delivered by month 14. 

Procedural guidelines on EIA and SEA have been produced within other PHARE Projects, 
namely EuropeAid/121491/D/SER/RO and EuropeAid/112525D/SV/RO, and can be found in 
the website of the National Environmental Protection Agency: i) In 
http://www.anpm.ro/content.aspx?id=55 several guidelines on SEA for plans and programmes 
can be found, and ii) in http://www.anpm.ro/content.aspx?id=54#proceduri a manual on EIA for 
projects, plus a guideline on public participation during the EIA process. The existance of these 
guidelines has been notified to the environmental agencies of the Region, to assure its 
spreading. Therefore, this benchmark has been achieved already otherwise. 
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In seminar 3.8.2.a within this activity the spanish experts discussed as well with the romanian 
experts the EIA and SEA procedures, based on practical cases. 

 
 
From act. 4.1 (Focus activity on domestic waste management: Support to assess 
feasibility of new technological approaches to be applied for household waste sorting/ 
treatment in the context of the Regional Plan for Municipal Waste Management, including 
associated investment costs): 

- Analysis on the feasibility and adequacy of the different technologies for waste 
sorting/treatment in the North-East Region performed through the common work by 
month 16, doing a case by case study of the 6 counties. 

Such an analysis has been performed already in 4 out of the 6 counties by two PHARE 
Technical Assistance Projects, namely EuropeAid/123052/D/SER/RO and 
EuropeAid/123067/D/SER/RO, through the elaboration of the Solid Waste Management County 
Master Plans, while in the remaining 2 counties such analysis is under development, one with 
the aid of the PHARE Technical Assistance Project EuropeAid/122693/D/SER/RO. In this 
context, the contribution of this Twinning Project has been to make a comparative analysis of 
the results for different waste management indicators for the 6 counties, done and discussed in 
seminar 3.3.2.b, as explained in pages 7 and 8. Therefore, this benchmark has been achieved. 
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2C. ACTIVITIES IN THE REPORTING PERIOD 
 
 
During the reporting period, the following activities have taken place in the different 
components: 
 

Component 2 
 
Activity 2.2 (second seminar, 2.2.b) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 2.2 - Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks related to Institutional Capacity. 
The title of this second seminar is “Environmental Information Systems”  
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: Julio Arca (STE, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 9 (2 experts 
from REPA and 7 from LEPAs). 
 
Duration of the activity: 4 – 5 december 2009. 
 
Main outputs:  

-      Training delivered and discussions held with the participants on several issues, based on 
case studies of Spaini) Introduction to Environmental Information Systems: service given 
to the decision makers and to the citizens, EU and national legislation regarding 
environmental information, ii) Models for Environmental Information Systems, iii) 
Indicators and Systems of Indicators, iv) Basic criteria for project management, v) Study 
case: Creation and evolution of the Environmental Information System of Galicia, vi)  
Analysis of the management of environmental information in the North-East Region. 
Current status and previewed evolution. 

-      A document with recommendations, based on the discussions held. (see annexes; can 
be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 

 
 

Component 3 
 
Activity 3.2.2 (fourth seminar, 3.2.2.d) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.2.2 - Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks in the IPPC sector. 
The title of this fourth seminar is “IPPC permits in the organic chemistry sector”  
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: M. Gibert and N. Chico (STEs, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 17 (1 expert 
from REPA, 11 from LEPAs, 2 from Apele Romane (Directia Apelor Siret), and 3 from S.C. 
Amurco SRL Bacau (producer of fertilizers)). 
 
Duration of the activity: 24 – 26 february 2009. 
 
Main outputs:  
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-      Training delivered and discussions held with the participants on several issues, based on 
case studies of Spain: i) Introduction to the processing and elaboration of IPPC permits 
in the sector of organic chemistry, ii) Guide for the elaboration  of an IPPC permit, iii) 
IPPC permit for pharmaceutical industry, iv) IPPC permit for polimer / resin industry, v) 
IPPC permit for fertilizer and phitosanitary products industry, vi) IPPC permit for paint 
industry, vii) IPPC permit for industry fabricating simple organic compounds, viii) 
Inclusion of the REACH conditions required in IPPC permits. 

-      A document with recommendations, based on the discussions held. (see annexes; can 
be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 

 
Activity 3.3.2 (second seminar, 3.3.2.b) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.3.2 - Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks in the waste management sector. 
The title of this second seminar is “Benchmarking of waste management in the counties of 
Region NE, role & cooperation between municipalities, littering, public awareness and surveys” . 
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: H. Huisman and B. Peeters (STEs, The Netherlands). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 18 (1 expert 
from REPA, 7 from LEPAs, 4 from NEG, , 1 from the municipality of Bacau, 2 from the County 
Council of Bacau and 1 from the County Council of Suceava). 
 
Duration of the activity: 26  – 29 january 2009. 
 
Main outputs:  

-     Training delivered to the participants on the following subjects: i) Benchmark: discussion 
and learning points from the questionnaires and data of the counties of Region North-
East prepared by romanian and dutch experts, ii) Cooperation between municipalities, 
counties and region., iii) Solutions to the littering problem, iv) Public awareness and 
public surveys: experiences with the questionnaires prepared in workshop 1, v) Role of 
the municipalities in the waste management in The Netherlands. 

-      Discussions were held to planify the second study visit, to The Netherlands, and to start 
the preparation of some written deliverables related to some of the topics discussed. 

 
 
Activity 3.4.2 (second seminar, 3.4.2.b) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.4.2 - Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks related to Air Quality and Climate Change. 
The title of this second seminar is “Control & authorisation procedures for industrial emissions. 
Air Quality plans & programmes in industrial areas”  
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: A. Lozano (STE, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 21 (6 experts 
from REPA, 13 from LEPAs and 2 from NEG). 
 
Duration of the activity: 10 – 12 december 2008. 
 
Main outputs:  

-     Training delivered and discussions held with the participants on several subjects: i) 
General vision of the alert and monitoring infrastructures of the Regional Government of 
Andalucía. Management strategies, ii) Procedures for the control and continuous 
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measurement in large emission sources. Information gathering and processing in real 
time. Other procedures for control and measurement in emission sources, iii) Emission 
inventories. Particular aspects of a local/regional inventory with respect to the national 
inventory in Spain, iv) Making the best use of the inventory: Directive 2001/81/CE about 
national emission ceilings of certain atmospheric pollutants, PRTR. Practical case for 
different installations. Emission factors used. Environmental taxes for emission sources, 
v) Improvement of the Environment quality through Action Plans. Example and study of 
the improvement of the air quality in a real case of an industrial area. Reduction 
measures for the different pollutants.  

-      A document with recommendations, based on the discussions held. (see annexes; can 
be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 

-     A short document explaining the example of the air quality action plan for the industrial 
area of Gibraltar (can be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 
 

 
Activity 3.5.2 (second seminar, 3.5.2.b) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.5.2 - Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks related to nature protection and biodiversity. 
The title of this second seminar is “Conservation status, monitoring & recovery of protected 
species and habitats. Economical development in Natura 2000. Use of different EU Funds” . 
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: J. Díez and F. Jiménez (STEs, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 17 (2 expert 
from REPA, 5 from the IB SOP Environment, 5 from LEPAs, 3 from NEG, 1 from Parcul Natural 
Vanatori Neamt, and 1 from the NGO "Centrul Regional de Ecologie Bacau").  
 
Duration of the activity: 16 – 19 february 2009 
 
Main outputs:  

-      Training delivered to the participants through the discussion of several issues: i) Ways to 
improve the socioeconomical status of population living inside Natura 2000 sites, and 
increase their participation in sustainable development initiatives, ii) Financing of different 
kinds of projects and programmes in Natura 2000 sites, making use of a wide range of 
EU Funds, not only the ones corresponding to the Operational Programme Environment, 
iii) Examples of LIFE projects devoted to the conservation of species, iv) Monitoring and 
programming of inventories of several endangered species, v) Conservation status of 
habitats and species. 

-      A document with recommendations, based on the discussions held. (see annexes; can 
be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 

 
 
Activity 3.6.2 (first seminar, 3.6.2.a) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.6.2 - Support of the REPA/LEPA/NEG staff  in the 
implementation of the specific requirements in the daily tasks of soil/subsoil protection and 
ecological reconstruction. 
The title of this first seminar is “Policies and practical exercises on contaminated sites, current 
regional cases” . 
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: T. Honders and A. Roeloffzen (STEs, The Netherlands). 
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Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 13 (2 from 
REPA, 6 from LEPAs and 5 from NEG). 
 
Duration of the activity: 15 – 16 january 2009. 
 
Main outputs:  

-      Training delivered to the participants on the following subjects: i) EU, Romanian and 
Dutch legislation, ii) Dutch policies on site remediation and sustainable land 
management, iii) Soil investigation and remediation procedures (financial and legal 
instruments, role of authorities and stakeholders), practical examples, iv) Soil quality 
standards and risk assessment, v) Examples of contaminated sites from the county of 
Suceava, vi)  Site investigation: a) theory (problem analysis, sampling plan, evaluation of 
results) and b) case studies from Romania and The Netherlands. 

-      A document with recommendations, based on the discussions held. (see annexes; can 
be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 

 
 
Activity 3.9.2 (third seminar, 3.9.2.c) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.9.2 - Support in the obtention and management of 
Structural Instruments. 
The title of this first seminar is “Certified expenditures control. Irregularities and corrections. 
Documentation and good audit tracking” . 
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: A. García-Saavedra (STEs, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 14 (11 experts 
from IB SOP Environment, 2 from County Councils and 1 from a municipality).  
 
Duration of the activity: 2 – 4 february 2009 
 
Main outputs:  

-      Training delivered to the participants through the discussion of several topics:  i) the 
control activity in relation with the actions cofinanced by the EU, ii) the goal of control, the 
definition of intermediate body and beneficiary, as well as the articles referring to control 
in the General regulation and the Development regulation , iii) Organisms responsible for 
the control and kind of controls they perform, iv) Public procurement & contracting, 
practical examples, v) The concept of eligibility, vi)  Measures with an environmental 
character in the Operative Programme, vii) Documentation and audit tracking. 

-      A document with recommendations, based on the discussions held. (see annexes; can 
be downloaded from the Twinning’s webpage) 

 
 

Component 4 
 
Activity 4.1 (third seminar, 4.1.c) 
 
The third seminar of Act. 4.1.c had to be postponed until the 9-11 march due to the impossibility 
of one of the experts initially previewed to deliver the seminar to travel. 
 
 
Activity 4.2 (second seminar, 4.2.b) 
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Reference number and title of Activity: 4.2.- Support to elaborate modern approaches related to 
the implementation of the future EU legislation requirements in the field of biodegradable 
household waste. 
The title of this second seminar is “Implementation of composting techniques in the Region 1 – 
North-East. Examples from Galicia. Awareness campaigns. Awareness in schools”.  
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: A. Veeken (STE, The Netherlands) and D. Pérez (STE, 
Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participated and their departments of origin: 74 (1 expert 
from REPA, 6 from LEPAs, 7 from NEG, 6 from County Councils, 17 from municipalities, 5 from 
the University of Bacau, 10 from NGOs, 22 school teachers). 
 
Duration of the activity: 10 – 13 january 2009. 
 
Main outputs:  

-      A 1-day conference was held where several subjects were discussed: i) Introduction to 
composting: EU policy, part of integrated waste management, examples in other EU 
countries, principles of composting, composting technologies, ii) Implementation of home 
composting in rural areas: experiences and lessons from Spain, iii) Composting in rural 
areas: closing the nutrient and organic matter cycles by home composting and farm-scale 
composting, iv) Current situation regarding composting approaches in the North-East 
Region: Piatra Neamt case, v)  Discussion in groups: problems and solutions to optimise 
the management of biodegradable waste in the North-East Region. 

-      Training course delivered to school teachers who are or will be involved in environmental 
awareness activities in their schools based on the theory and practice of composting. 

-     Two meetings were held, one with representatives from NGOs of Bacau County, and 
another with representatives from the Project Implementation Unit of the municipality of 
Bacau. They served as a basis for the preparation of next seminar, whose final goal will 
be to be the first step towards the establishment of a formal collaboration of REPA, 
LEPAs, NGOs and municipalities in the awareness campaigns on home composting, 
REPA and LEPAs acting as knowledge centers for the topic. 

-     Preparation of several documents related to the benchmarks established for this activity 
was discussed and started, namely 2 DVDs with educational materials on home and 
school composting, a report on compost quality and marketing, and a document on the 
life-cycle approach to waste policy (going beyond waste avoidance schemes). 

-     A meeting with the rector of the University of Bacau, where the basis for the collaboration 
of this University with the University of Vigo (to which the spanish STE belongs) in 
several areas was established. 

 
Component 5 

 
Activities 5.1.1 and 5.1.2: The progresses performed in these activities which concern the RTA 
office have been described already in section 2.B, pages 10 and 11. 
 
 
 

 
 

The Recommendations documents and Mission Reports of all components are annexed to this 
report presenting all activities in more detail, as well as the Minutes of the Third Steering 
Committee, which took place the 15th of december of 2008, within the reporting period. 
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2D. ACTIVITIES PLANNED FOR THE NEXT QUARTER 
 
The Activities/Missions scheduled for the next 3 months (27th february –  26th may 2009)  are 
the following: 

 
Component 2 

 
Activity 2.2 (third seminar, 2.2.c) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 2.2 – Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks. 
The title of this second seminar is “Used oils, construction & demolition waste, voluntary 
agreements, noise problems” . 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: J. Ruiz and A. Fanlo (Spain)  
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 9 (2 experts 
from REPA, 6 from LEPAs and 1 from NEG) 
 
Duration of the activity: 31 march – 1 april 2009 
 
Content:  
1.- Management of used oils (organic, mineral). 
2.- Management of construction and demolition waste: legislation, problems, different 
management systems, unification of them, financial instruments to promote such unification 
3.- Establishment of voluntary agreements of timber and furniture industry to manage their 
waste. 
4.- Exceedance of noise limits and role of the Administration 
 
 

Component 3 
 
Activity 3.1.2 (third seminar, 3.1.2.c) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.1.2 – Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks in environmental planning and policies. 
The title of this third seminar seminar is “Study of the case of the Operational Programme EFRD 
for the region of Galicia 2007 – 2013 and the procedure implemented to carry out SEA”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: A. García (Spain) 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 11 (4 from 
REPA, 6 from LEPAs and 1 from IB SOP Environment) 
 
Duration of the activity: 21 – 22 may 2009 
 
Content 
1.- Information about the elaboration, implementing and monitoring of the ERDF Operative 
Programme in the Region of Galicia. 
2.- environmental actions, mentioned in the special axe called “Environment, Hydrologic 
Resources and Risk Prevention”. 
3.- Measures of environmental integration, needed in the  different axes of development. 
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4.- Monitoring system of the Operative Programme: foreseen environmental indicators. 
5.- Phases of the procedures of the SEA of the ERDF Operative Programme, of Galicia. 
Methodology for the elaboration of  SEA. 
 
 
Activity 3.4.2 (third seminar, 3.4.2.c) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.4.2 – Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks in air quality and climate change. 
The title of this third seminar seminar is “Climate change. Industrial emissions, mitigation and 
adaptation strategies, environmental awareness and communication”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: L. Martín (Spain) 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 11 (3 from 
REPA, 6 from LEPAs and 2 from NEG) 
 
Duration of the activity: 6 – 8 may 2009 
 
Content 
1.- Climate changes, industrial emissions mentioned in the Protocol of Kyoto. 
2.- Climate changes,  mitigation strategies.  
3.- Climate changes, strategies of adaptation.  
4.- Communication and environmental education regarding climate change. 
 
 
Activity 3.6.2 (second seminar, 3.6.2.b) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.6.2 – Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks of soil/subsoil protection and ecological reconstruction. 
The title of this second seminar is “Risk assessment and practical exercises”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: A. Roeloffzen and T. Honders (The Netherlands) 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 11 (3 experts 
from REPA, 6 from LEPAs, 2 from NEG) 
 
Duration of the activity: 6 – 8 april 2009 
 
Content:  
Day 1:  
Introduction 
• Recommendations from previous course 
• Objectives of this course 
Romanian institutional structure – who is responsible for what 
Rotterdam soil quality map 
• Policy objectives 
• Practical application 
• Exercise 
Iasi soil quality map 
• How was it made ? 
• How is it used ? 
General introduction on soil quality standards and risk-assessment instruments 
Ecological risks – general aspects 
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Groundwater and agricultural risks – general aspects 
Day 2:  
Human risks 
• General aspects 
• Modelling (C-SOIL software tool) 
Case studies for human risks (3, discussed and worked in small groups) 
Modelling of risks to groundwater 
Day 3:  
Introduction Sanscrit model for site remediation 
Demonstration Sanscrit model on Dutch example 
Working with the Sanscrit model 
• Prepared Dutch example 
• Preferably a Romanian example 
• (discussion / working in small groups) 
Aspects of Dutch soils 
Aspects of Romanian soils 
Evaluation of the seminar / recommendations 
 
Activity 3.8.2 (second seminar, 3.8.2.b) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.8.2 - Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily activities related to horizontal legislation. 
The title of this first seminar is “EMAS and public access to environmental information” . 
 
Names of MS experts who delivered it: P. Bascones and D. Díez (STEs, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 7 (1 from REPA, 
6 from LEPAs).  
 
Duration of the activity: 12 – 13 march 2009 
 
Content:  
Day 1: 
Introduction, objectives and advantages of the implementation of environmental management 
systems for the companies 
Structure of EMAS. Phases to be taken and basic documentation 
Administrative procedure for EMAS registration 
Situation in other European countries of the application of EMAS 
Case studies of implementation of EMAS: Industrial companies  
Day 2: 
Case studies of implementation of EMAS: service companies and Public Administrations 
Analysis of the procedures for the access to environmental information 
Review on training course, discussion 
 
Activity 3.9.2 (fourth seminar, 3.9.2.d) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 3.9.2 – Support in the implementation of the specific 
requirements in the daily tasks in structural instruments. 
The title of this third seminar is “Problems found in the implementation of environmental projects 
cofinanced by the EU. Risk management. Monitoring and risk control”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: A. García (Spain) 
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Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 13 (3 experts 
from REPA, 2 from RDA Northeast, 6 from the IB responsible for European Funds and 2 from 
MESD) 
 
Duration of the activity: 19 – 20 may 2009 
 
Content:  
Day 1: 
Institutional framework of Funds Management: the principle of shared management in the 
Treaty of Lissabon. The opinion of the European Accounts Court.  
Identified risks.  
Definition of admisible risks in the operations.  
Kinds of risks and characteristics  
Day 2: 
Risk management in environmental projects.  
Risk evaluation as a phase of internal control.  
Risks map: financial, from the system, environmental and from nature. Correcting Actions Plan. 
The confidence contract. 
 
 

Component 4 
 
Activity 4.1 (third seminar, 4.1.c) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 4.1 – Support to assess feasibility of new technological 
approaches to be applied for household waste sorting/ treatment in the context of the Regional 
Plan for Municipal Waste Management, including associated investment costs. 
The title of this third seminar is “Closure of landfills, degasification and energy recovery, sanitary 
control of landfills. Admisibility procedures for waste and information management”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: M. A. Magaña and G. Puigcerver (STEs, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 12 (3 experts 
from REPA, 1 from IB responsible for European Funds, 6 from LEPAs, 1 from MESD), and 
representatives from County Councils as well as municipalities and waste management 
operators will be invited. 
 
Duration of the activity: 9 – 11 march 2009 
 
Content:  
Day 1:  
Introduction: Solid waste management in the city of Madrid 
Legal framework for landfills 
Example from the landfill of ALCALA DE HENARES – Exploitation 
Day 2:  
Visit to the landfill of Bacau 
Description of the project for the closure of the old and opening of the new landfill of Bacau city 
Exploitation plan 
Closure works 
Day 3:  
Post-maintainance 
Admisibility procedure 
Opening of a new landfill 
IPPC permit for a landfill 
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Evaluation of the workshop 
 
Activity 4.1 (fourth seminar, 4.1.d) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 4.1 – Support to assess feasibility of new technological 
approaches to be applied for household waste sorting/ treatment in the context of the Regional 
Plan for Municipal Waste Management, including associated investment costs. 
The title of this fourth seminar is “Financing systems for waste management. Fees, tariffs, taxes, 
responsibility schemes…”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: J. Alfaro and M. Gómez (STEs, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 12 (3 experts 
from REPA, 1 from IB responsible for European Funds, 6 from LEPAs, 1 from MESD), and 
representatives from County Councils as well as municipalities and waste management 
operators will be invited. 
 
Duration of the activity: 17 – 18 march 2009 
 
Content:  
Day 1:  
Contractual framework in waste management: public, mixed (PPPs...) and private 
(subcontracting) formulae 
Establishment of fees (exploitation and amortization fees) 
Establishment of taxes (estimated costs and calculation of the tax) 
Day 2:  
Integrated Management Systems for packaging waste: example of ECOEMBES 
The covenants with Public Entities and the payment formula for the collection 
Payment formula for selective collection and recycling of materials 
Summary and conclusions 
 
Activity 4.1 (fifth seminar, 4.1.e) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 4.1 – Support to assess feasibility of new technological 
approaches to be applied for household waste sorting/ treatment in the context of the Regional 
Plan for Municipal Waste Management, including associated investment costs. 
The title of this fifth seminar is “Waste management projects financed by EU Funds”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: E. López (STE, Spain). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 12 (3 experts 
from REPA, 1 from IB responsible for European Funds, 6 from LEPAs, 1 from MESD), and 
representatives from County Councils as well as municipalities and waste management 
operators will be invited. 
 
Duration of the activity: 21 – 22 may 2009 
 
Content:  
Day 1:  
Practical explanation on how is an application to ask for cohesion funds filled, based on 
practical examples from Spain 
Presentation by a representative of Intermediate Body SOP Environment: Role of the IB SOP 
Environment. Situation in Romania, and specially in the North-East Region, of the application 
and financing for projects financed by the cohesion or structural funds 
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Day 2:  
Identification of the stakeholders involved in the cofinanced projects. Example of Madrid 
municipality. 
Presentation by a representative of Intermediate Body SOP Environment: Steps to take to 
successfully obtain co-financing for a waste management project from Priority Axe 2 of SOP 
Environment (based on an example) 
Summary and conclusions 
 
 
Activity 4.2 (third seminar, 4.2.c) 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 4.2 – Support to elaborate modern approaches related to 
the implementation of the future EU legislation requirements in the field of biodegradable 
household waste. 
The title of this third seminar is “Home and community composting awareness campaigns. 
Awareness in schools. Compost quality and marketing”. 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: A. Veeken (STE, Holland). 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 10 (3 experts 
from REPA, 6 from LEPAs, 1 from MESD), plus representatives from environmental ONGs and 
local stakeholders involved in the awareness of society. 
 
Duration of the activity: 12 – 18 may 2009 
 
Content:  
1.- Establishment of coordinated awareness campaigns: training for trainers on home and 
community composting.  
2.- Compost quality and marketing. 
3.- Training on educational programmes based on composting in schools. 
 
 

Component 5 
 
 
Activity 5.1.1 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 5.1.1 – To advise the other RTAs / STEs from the other 
twinning projects with specific activities related to urban and rural waste management issues 
whenever the case 
 
This is an activity with a continuous character throught the project and thus will be continued in 
the next quarter by the Twinning office.  
 
 
Activity 5.1.2 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 5.1.2 – To assist in developing the communication and 
exchange of information network / progress related to the urban and rural waste management, 
REPA Bacau getting the position of “Focal Point” among other REPAs and LEPAs 
 
This is an activity with a continuous character throught the project and thus will be continued in 
the next quarter by the Twinning office. Special emphasis will be put on the upload of contents 
to the webpage of the project. 
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Activity 5.2.2 
 
Reference number and title of Activity: 5.2.2 – Second Study Visit to The Netherlands 
 
Names of MS experts who deliver it: H. Huisman (Junior Partner Coordinator, The Netherlands), 
and several other dutch and belgian experts belonging to different institutions in The 
Netherlands and Belgium 
 
Number of experts from the BC who participate and their departments of origin: 10 (PL and RTA 
counterpart, 8 experts from LEPAs, NEPA and MESD) 
 
Duration of the activity: 23 – 27 march 2009 
 
Content: 
- Study visit to relevant Dutch and Belgian administrative bodies at national, regional and 
local level: SenterNovem (dutch agency promoting sustainable development and innovation), 
DCMR (Regional Environmental Protection Agency of Rotterdam), National Waste Shipment 
notification desk, GAD (Regional Waste Management Department), OVAM (Public Waste 
Agency of Flanders) 
- Study visit to waste management facilities of those regions, including: hospital waste 
treatment facilities, composting facilities, landfill, CDW recycling facility, incinerator. 
- Visits to 3 contaminated sites, discussions on remediation schemes. 
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2E. TIMING AND DELAYS 
 
Adherence to time schedule 
 

Project Month 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
Month   Mar April May Jun July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Sept 
Activity 1.1  X                  

Activity 1.2                   

Component 2 INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY BUILDING 
Activity 2.1  X                 

Activity 2.2     X     X         

Activity 2.3                   
Component 3 SUPPORTING DAILY ACTIVITIES 
Sub-Component 3.1 Environmental Planning 
Activity 3.1.1  X                 

Activity 3.1.2    X X               

Activity 3.1.3                   
Sub-Component 3.2 IPPC 
Activity 3.2.1  X                 

Activity 3.2.2     X   X X   X       

Activity 3.2.3                   
Sub-Component 3.3 Waste Management 
Activity 3.3.1  X                 

Activity 3.3.2     X      X        

Activity 3.3.3                   
Sub-Component 3.4 Air Quality 
Activity 3.4.1  X                 

Activity 3.4.2       X   X         

Activity 3.4.3                   
Sub-Component 3.5 Biodiversity and Nature Protection 
Activity 3.5.1   X                

Activity 3.5.2         X   X       

Activity 3.5.3                   
Sub-Component 3.6 Soil/subsoil protection and ecological reconstruction 
Activity 3.6.1     X              

Activity 3.6.2           X        

Activity 3.6.3                   
Sub-Component 3.7 Chemicals 
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Project Month 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
Activity 3.7.1   X                

Activity 3.7.2    X     X          

Activity 3.7.3                   
Sub-Component 3.8 Horizontal Legislation 
Activity 3.8.1    X               

Activity 3.8.2        X           

Activity 3.8.3                   
Sub-Component 3.9 Structural Instruments 
Activity 3.9.1    X               

Activity 3.9.2        X X    X       

Activity 3.9.3                   
Component 4 Specific Activities Focussed on Domestic Waste 
Activity 4.1.        X X          

Activity 4.2        X    X       

Activity 4.3                   
Component 5 Information Exchange 
Activity 5.1.1 X X X X X X X X X X X X       

Activity 5.1.2   X X X X X X X X X X       

Activity 5.2.1       X            

Activity 5.2.2                   
 
 
 
  Activity/action planned acc. To Contract 
 
  X  Activity/action performed 
 

Activity/action Delayed by more than 3 months 
 
 
 
Recuperation of delays 
 
The only activity with seminars delayed more than 3 months is activity 2.2, where the advise from the representatives of the Ministry of 
Environment, explaining that it was better to have activities related to Institutional Capacity after the romanian legislative elections, has been 
followed. The last seminar of this activity will take place next quarter, in april 2009. 
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2F. COOPERATION WITH OTHER TWINNING PROJECTS 
 
The following initiatives have been performed in the reporting period to establish cooperation 
with other Twinnings:  

- Assistance of the RTA to the Coordination Meeting organised by Twinning 
RO/06/IB/EN/07 with Twinnings delivering materials in the field of waste management 
held in Bucharest the 5th of march 2009. Apart from presenting the activities on the focal 
point with a PowerPoint presentation, a DVD with the materials produced by this 
Twinning was given to representatives from the other Twinnings, the Ministry and the 
NEPA. 

- Delivery to the rest of RTAs of the third quarterly report of the project, to inform them 
about the activities of the Twinning. Several other Twinning projects forwarded as well 
their quarterly report.  

- Provision of specific information related to domestic waste management issues provided 
to RTAs of Twinning RO/06/IB/EN/01 and RO/06/IB/EN/02 on request.  

- Forwarded the information about activities of other Twinnings, when requested by them, 
to the interested departments of REPA Bacau. 

- Conversations held with the RTAs of Twinnings RO/06/IB/EN/09 and RO/06/IB/EN/05 on 
procedural aspects of some aspects of the implementation of our projects. 

- Abundant exchange of information with the other Twinning Projects concerning the 
existing written deliverables, and the ones previewed to be elaborated, in several of the 
areas covered by the Twinning projects, for example EIA & SEA, inventories of species 
and habitats, and air quality plans and programmes. The exchange leaded to the 
proposal of the RTA of the NEPA Coordination Twinning RO/06/IB/EN/09, that each RTA 
should write down the written deliverables previewed to be elaborated by the 
corresponding Twinning, send this document to the RTA of the NEPA Coordination 
Twinning, and he would compile the information in a single document, so that we all have 
a clear picture of the global panorama of materials produced or scheduled. 

- Information forwarded about the existence of the project’s webpage, http://www.twinning-
waste-bacau.ro/ , where all the information about the activities performed and scheduled 
can be found. 

 
2G. ASSESSMENT  
 
Overall Assessment of progress 
 
During the reporting period, the project proceeded smoothly and successfully with a high level 
of performance. The collaboration between the Partners has been excellent, and the activities 
scheduled for this period have been performed, often before the time scheduled, smoothly. Only 
one seminar, 4.1.c,  had to be postponed until march. 
 
The overall evaluation is very positive.  
 
Issues  
 
No relevant issues have appeared in the reporting period.  
 

http://www.twinning-waste-bacau.ro/
http://www.twinning-waste-bacau.ro/
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Recommendations 
 
The recommendations produced within the different activities can be found next, in the first set 
of attachments. 
 
 
2H. ATTACHMENTS 
 

 Recommendations from the seminars: 2.2.b, 3.2.2.d, 3.4.2.b, 3.5.2.b, 3.6.2.a, 3.9.2.c, 
4.2.b. 
 

 Mission Reports - Seminars: 2.2.b, 3.2.2.d, 3.3.2.b, 3.4.2.b, 3.5.2.b, 3.6.2.a, 3.9.2.c, 
4.2.a. 
 

 Minutes of the Third Steering Committee of the 19th september. 
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Section 3: Expenditures 
 

 
 
 
The financial part of the report is still under development by the organisations in charge of it (FIIAPP on 
the spanish side and SenterNovem financial department on the dutch side), and will be shortly delivered. 
 



 

RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 2.2.B ‐ Environmental Information Systems 
 

 

1‐ To  create  a  team  to  develop  an  single  Environmental  Information  System  for  the 
Region North‐East, which should be coordinated by a “Project Manager”. 

2‐ Design  administrative  procedures  to  attend  the  citizens  requests    in what  concerns 
environmental information, which guarantee this right apart from being a support for 
the  technical staff of  the environmental agencies  in what concerns  the responsibility 
assumed when providing answers and information. 

3‐ Carry out seminars and meetings with the mass media to establish closer relationships 
and to coordinate the information channels. 

4‐ Train, through practical cases, the technical staff of the environmental agencies in the 
answering, selection and channeling of  the  requests  for  information. Apart  from  this 
special attention must be given to the juridical implications of certain requests. 

5‐ Create a data base of requests of information received, to study the characteristics of 
the requester and the most demanded aspects, in order to elaborate FAQ’s which will 
ease substantially the work of the technical staff of the environmental agencies. 

 
 

 

 



RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 3.2.2.D - IPPC permits in the organic 
chemistry sector 

 

‐ We consider that the technician carrying out the IPPC permit should not have the legal 

responsibility  for  the  technical conditions  imposed. A post of senior  responsibility or 

even a political post should assume this responsibility.  

‐ The  legislation  of  the  country  should  specify  the  maximum  deadline  that  the 

environmental  authority  has  to  review  the  environmental permits  in  the  four  cases 

contemplated in art. 25 of the “Ordonanță de Urgență nr.152 din 10 noiembrie 2005”.  

‐ There are no detailed  registers  for waste producers,  there are only  registers  for  the 

companies  in  charge  of  the  transport  of  dangerous  waste.  Perhaps  it  would  be 

convenient to establish procedures to guarantee a  higher degree of control. 

‐ The  emission  sources  are  not  identified  in  an  accessible  database.  It  would  be 

necessary to create such database to have them controlled for each activity. It should 

have,  for  each  emission  source,  its  characteristics  (diameter,  effective height of  the 

chimney,  speed and  temperature of  the exiting gases,  to what process and  fuel  it  is 

linked),  and  to  what  category  of  the  ones  mentioned  in  the  IPPC  Directive  the 

corresponding firm belongs. Each emission source should be distinguishable from the 

rest of emission sources by assigning to it a unique code number.  

‐ In general, a computer system should be implemented allowing to have knowledge of 

the  activities  in  the  region  as  well  as  of  their  environmental  authorizations  and 

modifications. 

Some web links to consult: 

IPPC permits in Catalonia:  

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/esp//empreses/iiaa/autoritzacions.jsp 

BAT guides: 

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/mtd/documents_referencia.jsp 

Atmosphere legislation 

http://mediambient.gencat.net/esp//el_departament/actuacions_i_serveis/legislacio/atmo

sfera/inici.jsp?Legislacio=123 



Catalan Water Agency 

http://aca‐

web.gencat.cat/aca/appmanager/aca/aca?_nfpb=true&_pageLabel=portals_ACA_portal_pa

ge_1&profileLocale=ca 

Catalan Waste Agency 

http://www.arc.cat/ca/home.asp 

REACH 

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/reach/inici.jsp?ComponentID=141775&Sourc

ePageID=593#1 

 

 

 

 



RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 3.4.2.B - Control & authorisation 
procedures for industrial emissions. Air Quality plans & programmes in 

industrial areas 
‐ It would be convenient to elaborate studies of optimisation and representativity 

of  the monitoring  networks  present  in  Romania.  As  repeatedly  shown  in  the 
meetings held, the monitoring and control of the air quality does not depend on 
the  number  of  stations  at  our  disposal,  but  on  the  location  of  them  and  the 
representativity of those stations. In this sense, experiences like the ones carried 
out in Andalucía some years ago, which modified substantially the distribution of 
stations in the big cities, can be extrapolated to the romanian case. 

‐ The  values  obtained  from  the  different  sources  of  information  have  to  be 
presented to the population, so that the citizens have a knowledge about the air 
quality  and  the environmental  situation  in  general.  In  this  sense,  it was noted 
that there  is a  lack of  implementation of protocols  for  information and alert to 
the population  in case of episodes with surpassing of pollutants, or, action and 
coordination  protocoles  with  firms  when  they  present  emissions  above  the 
maximum levels allowed.  

‐ The  monitoring  system  for  the  firms  can  be  improved  through  the 
implementation  of  procedures  of  periodical  inspections,  financed  by  the  firms 
themselves,  and  whose  results  are  analysed  and  processed  by  the 
Administration. 

‐ It  is  considered  as  necessary  a  revision  of  the  procedures  of  elaboration  of 
inventories,  in  order  to  increase  the  number  of  activities  contemplated,  to 
include all the possible emission sectors. Those procedures have to contemplate 
the allocation of uncertainties to the calculations performed. 

‐ The  information  gathered  has  to  be  structured  through  alphanumerical  and 
geographical  information systems,  in order  to  really make use of  the  results of 
the  inventory.  The  added  value  of  the  information  organized  in  such  a  way 
makes  the  inventory  a  powerful  tool  to  take  decisions  to  make  preliminary 
studies of elaboration of air quality plans. 

‐ The  romanian  staff  needs  to  acquire  enough  experience  to  validate  the  PRTR 
declarations received, establishing acceptance criteria of such declarations. The 
staff is familiar with the elaboration of inventories, so that the establishment of 
this validation criteria should not be complicated for them. The enlargement of 
the  knowledge  in  the  field  can  be  done  through  the  organization  of  joint 
seminars with european experts in this field.  

‐ It can be interesting to elaborate diverse scenarios of tax collection linked to the 
existing ecological  laws, through the use of the emissions  inventory. In this way 
one can establish the sensitivity of the total amount of taxes collected to certain 
changes  in the  fiscal  legislation, analyzing the  impact over the different sectors 
studied.  

‐ The  evaluations  of  the  air  quality  performed  by  the  romanian  administration 
have  to  be  extensively  communicated  to  the  general  public,  increasing  in  this 
way  the  environmental  awareness  of  the  citizens,  as  a  previous  step  to  the 



elaboration of air quality plans. It is recommended to organize seminars focussed 
to different audiences: scientific and technical staff on the one hand, and on the 
other  ecologist  associations,  trade  unions,  housewives  and 
consumers´representatives. These initiatives have to be supported by awareness 
campaigns in the mass media. 

‐ An  integral  study  of  the  environmental  situation  of  the  country  regarding  air 
quality should be performed, making an analysis of the main risks. From this risk 
analysis a general plan of mitigation and contingencies should be elaborated.  

‐ There should be an elaboration of a series of goals  to achieve  in a determined 
temporal  horizon,  related  with  the  environmental  improvement  of  Romania, 
specifying  the  econmical  and  technical  effort  implied  by  them.  The  objectives 
stated  should  be  contrasted with  international  experts, who would  determine 
the degree of realism and possibilities to fulfill the goals. 

‐ Gathering  of measures  to  improve  air  quality  already  used  in  other  places  in 
Europe,  through meetings with  other  administrations.  Cost‐benefit  analysis  of 
such measures should be done for the romanian case. 

 
 

 
 
 



RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 3.5.2.B - Conservation status, monitoring 
& recovery of protected species and habitats. Economical development in 

Natura 2000. Use of different EU Funds 
 

• The  conservation of  Sites  in  the  EU must  imply  the maintainance of  the human 
populations and the uses which have allowed to keep the natural values which are 
intended  to  be  protected.  This means  economic  development  of  Natura  2000 
areas must be a key target. 

• To  obtain  the  adequate  conservation  of  the  Sites,  it  is  necessary  to  obtain  the 
effective  compromise  of  all  the  administrations,  in  order  to  become models  of 
what has been denominated sustainable development. 

• This  compromise must  be  effective  trough  the  extensive  use  of  the  Funds  (all 
Operational Programs and all priorities)  in order  to  finance all  kind of measures 
related to the  implementation of Natura 2000 and the economic development of 
this areas. 

• Environmental  staff and  stakeholders  in Natura 2000 areas at  regional and  local 
level need appropriate information of the possibilities of all Operational Programs, 
also Rural Development Program. 

• Easy access to funding opportunities must be provided to all stakeholders including 
those outside the Environmental Operational Program. 

• It is necessary a closer cooperation and exchange of information between different 
departments  of  the  administration  and  different  intermediate  bodies  of  the 
Operational Programs. 

• The  use  of  the  concept  of Network,  avoiding  the  conception  of  each  site  in  an 
isolated way, has to be promoted, and the procedures of social participation in its 
planning and management have to be promoted as well, also in the assessment of 
funding needs and in exchange of best practices in all the European Funds. 

• It  is  necessary  the  elaboration  of Director  Plans  for  the Natura Network  at  the 
regional or national  level, where not only  the  global  conservation  goals but  the 
budgetary needs are fixed. 

• The  integration  approach  of  the  diverse  funds  coming  from  the  EU  and  the 
complementarities  between  them must  be  reinforced  to  be  able  to maintain  a 
favorable conservation status of the Sites included in the Network and increase the 
efficiency of the Funds.  

• Private sector must also contribute to the funding of Natura 2000 implementation 
measures  through  a  voluntary  approach  (social  responsibility)  or  through  an 
appropriate use of  compensatory measures derived  from  the  implementation of 
art 6.3. 

• It  is  necessary  to  develop  a  conservation  and  monitoring  strategies  of  the 
protected species of  the country, at  least of  those mentioned  in  the Habitat and 
Birds Directives, to fulfil the demands of both of them. 



• The studies of populations of species, and their monitoring, is being performed in 
certain Natura 2000 sites, but they do not form part of a previous programming, 
which would be very convenient to be done and followed. 

• The extension of the territory and the lack of resources characterizes the romanian 
situation. A very practical approach would be to make samplings which may allow 
to estimate the abundance of the target species in the country and the population 
tendencies. 

• One of the current priorities of the romanian Ministry of Environment  is to make 
the complete list of sites Natura 2000, a list which has been started but is still far 
from  being  considered  as  complete  by  the  European  Commission.  To  make  a 
correct assignment of sites for the SPA’s Network it will be necessary to make new 
census studies and studies of the distribution of certain species, which will have to 
be carried out in the next years to improve the fulfilment of the Birds Directive. 

• The LIFE programmes constitute a very useful  financial  instrument  to  implement 
actions  linked  to  the conservation of habitats and species. To  these programmes 
can apply both  romanian public administrations as well as  those entities such as 
NGOs,  ecologist  associations,  etc,  which  are  in  charge  of  the  management  of 
certain protected areas or sites Natura 2000. 

• There are species as the brown bear or the capercaillie which live both in Castilla y 
León  and  in  Romania. With  several  of  these  species  there  has  been work  done 
many for many years in Castilla y León and there is an extensive knowledge both of 
their  ecological  demands  as  well  as  about  their  conservation  strategies.  This 
experience can be used in future projects which may be implemented in Romania, 
and serve as a support for both the planning phase and the execution of the works. 

 

 

  



RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 3.6.2 ‐ Policies and practical exercises on 
contaminated sites, current regional cases 

 
1. It is advised to take notice of the protocol on "Historic investigation" belonging to 

the  set  of  documents  “Strategia  Națională  pentru  Managementul  Ariilor 
Contaminate, România” developed by  the TA Project  leaded by Royal Haskoning 
(Nr.  Proiect:  9S2318,  Referinta:  9S2318.01/R000010/501626/Rott).  This  has  also 
been  highlighted  in  the  2  examples  presented  during  the  last  session  of  the 
seminar.  

2. In addition the protocols on "Preliminary and detailed  investigation" belonging to 
the set of documents mentioned above are  likely to be useful to the participants 
from LEPAs and NEG.  

3. Royal  Haskoning  Romania  (Mr.  Sjakko  de  Vos)  agrees with  the  diffusion  of  the 
guideline documents, completed within a World Bank project in the spring of 2008. 
However consultation of the Ministry of Environment is needed for their consent. 

4. The Romanian participants are very  interested  in  the methodology of soil quality 
mapping  in  the Netherlands. A  presentation  of  the  recently  revised  soil map  of 
Rotterdam will give the desired insight. 

5. The presented Dutch example (lead paint site in Rotterdam‐Kralingen) led to a vivid 
discussion  about  soil  investigation  strategies,  risk  assessment  and  remediation 
methods.  It  became  clear  that  for  the  Romanian  participants  the  need  for 
knowledge of  risk assessments methods  is urgent.  In  the next seminar  the Dutch 
computer assessment models “Sanscrit” and “Risk Toolbox” will be presented and 
exercises are  to be done with  several examples  (lead paint  case,  industrial  site). 
English versions of these models can be accessed by internet. 

6. During  the discussion  about  (human)  risk  assessment  the Romanian participants 
unanimously agreed, that in the Romanian arid/hot summer climate also inhalation 
and  spreading  of  soil  particles,  suspended  in  the  air,  are  important  exposure 
pathways,  even  in  urban  areas.  Due  to  the  humid  and  cool  climate  in  the 
Netherlands,  suspension  in  the air  is considered marginal,  so not  included  in  the 
Dutch  exposure  models.  Thus  for  the  Romanian  situation  the  Dutch  exposure 
models have to be modified. A specialist of the Dutch Institute of Public Health and 
Environment (RIVM) will be  invited to  join the Dutch experts  in the next seminar, 
to explain  the Dutch exposure models and  to  facilitate  the demonstration/use of 
the computer model software (Sanscrit, Risk Toolbox). 

 



RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 3.9.2.C ‐ Certified expenditures control. Irregularities 
and corrections. Documentation and good audit tracking 

 
   

CONTROL 

• For  all  those  aspects  related  to  control  it  is  recommended  to  study  the 

document  “Guidance  document  on management  verifications  to  be  carried  out  by 

Member States on operations co‐financed by  the Structural Funds and  the Cohesion 

Fund  for  the 2007 – 2013 programming period” Final version of 05/06/2008 COCOF 

08/0020/04‐EN. The goal of this document is to provide guidance over some practical 

aspects of the application of the article 13 of the Regulation (EC) nr. 1828/2006.  It  is 

intended to be the reference for the Member States in the application of that article. It 

is recommended to follow this guidelines, taking into consideration the organizational 

structures and control mechanisms established there. 

• It  is  recommended  to  establish  procedures  which  ensure  a  continuous 

information flux between beneficiaries and Intermediate Bodies (IB). It is fundamental 

that the beneficiary regards the IB as the reference to solve any kind of doubt in what 

refers to the management, execution and control of the cofinanced projects. 

• After  reading  the  attributions  of  the  IB  in what  concerns  the  controls  and 

specially the controls in situ, in the aspects related to the execution of the projects and 

the verification of their real implementation according to the corresponding contracts, 

it is considered as highly advisable that the beneficiaries contract technical assistances 

for the control and monitoring of the works. In this way the staff of the IB would have 

the reports from these technical assistances as a basis to perform their work and at the 

same time the beneficiary will ensure a better own control over the development of 

the works,  following  the  technical  characteristics  of  the  projects  approved  and  the 

emitted permits. 

PUBLIC PROCUREMENT & CONTRACTING 

• Both  the  romanian  contracting  law  as well  as  the  legislation  developing  it 

show  as  elements  broad  enough  for  the  control  of  the  contracting  activities  of  the 

beneficiaries.  Other  elements,  as  the  monitoring  organisms  established  by  the 

romanian legislations provide a higher trust in the system.   



• In any case, making use of the continuous information flux recommended in a 

previous  point,  it  is  recommended  to  the  people  in  charge  of  the  control  of  the 

contracting procedures, to evaluate them  from the point of view of the  fulfilment of 

the principles of publicity, concurrency and competence, and  to demand  the correct 

documentation  corresponding  to  the  reasons  which  may  justify  the  breaking  or 

restriction of the fulfilment of these principles. 

• It  is convenient  to establish protocoles which ensure  that  the  IB knows  the 

next stages  to be executed by  the beneficiary  in what concerns  the contracting.  It  is 

necessary as well that the IB knows the contracting strategy of the beneficiary so that 

it may provide recommendations. 

ENVIRONMENT 

• As was previously stated in the section “control”, it is considered convenient 

to  recommend  that  the  teams  for  the  control  in  situ pay  a  special  attention  to  the 

fulfilment of the execution conditions of the project established by the environmental 

authority in the corresponding authorisation. For that sake they will have to gather the 

documentary proofs proving that (technical reports, copies proving the sending of the 

informations  demanded  by  the  environmental  authority,  reports  on  incidents  of 

environmental character and the solutions to them, etc).  

DOCUMENTATION AND AUDIT TRACKING 

• It  is precise  to  insist on  the need  to ensure  the  fulfilment of  the  regulatory 

rules established regarding the registry of the organisms which keeps the information. 

• It  is  considered necessary  to discuss what procedures will be developed  to 

ensure the validity of the electronic documentation. 

 
 
 



RECOMMENDATIONS SEMINAR 4.2.B ‐ Implementation of composting techniques in 
the Region 1 – North‐East. Examples from Galicia. Awareness campaigns. Awareness 

in schools 
 

• A good opportunity to coordinate home composting can be via an agreement between 
REPA.  LEPA’s,  NGO’s,  universities  and  municipalities.  This  agreement  should  be 
formalized  with  a  letter  of  intent  where  partners  agree  to  cooperate  together  to 
implement home composting in rural areas.  

• School composting has various positive effects to make pupils and students aware of 
environmental  issues  and waste management. Moreover  school  composting  can  be 
deployed to raise awareness of the population (via families of students) and the school 
composting  projects  can  be  used  as  visiting  centre  for  people  interested  in  home 
composting. 

• A  good broadcasting  campaign  should be designed  and developed, with  the  aim  of 
rising the awareness among the citizens and promote a “self‐esteem” feeling, making 
the waste recycling issue part of the citizenship. Messages should be clear, honest and 
accurate. The  intensity of  this campaign should be higher at  the beginning, but even 
when  the expected  results are achieved a base‐campaign, with  low  intensity, should 
be maintained. 

• Rewards to those who do things right usually works better than penalties to those who 
do  things wrong. Once  the home‐composting program  is established, a  reduction on 
waste  taxes could be studied  for  those citizens who achieve a better compost and a 
better waste reduction. 

• Pilot‐scale  projects  are  good  demonstrations  about  how  a  home‐composting  based 
waste  program  can  be  applied.  Participants  should  receive  a  close  following  and 
guidance by the NGO’s and University experts, and Master Composters. 
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Date of arrival 03/12/2008 Departure 06/12/2008 Working days 2 

Surname Arca Name Julio 

Institution University of Santiago de Compostela, Master in Environmental Projects 
Management and CSR 

Telephone +34981674158  E-mail  arca@genesal.es 

 

 

Summary of the Activity  

 

The activity took place on Thursday 4th and Friday 5th of december of 2008. 

Thursday 4th: 

The  first day  the  strategic,  technical  and managerial basis of  an  Environmental  Information 
System  was  presented.  The  legislative  framework  of  the  environmental  information  was 
discussed as well. 

Friday 5th: 

The case study of SIAM, the Environmental  Information System of Galicia was presented and 
discussed. The participants asked questions and debated about this example, as well as about 
how this experience can help them  in the execution of their duties related to environmental 
information. 

 

People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Maria Ionos  LEPA Bacau 



2  Monica Isopescu  LEPA Neamt 
3  Diana Brumaru  LEPA Neamt 
4  Gianina Rarinca  REPA Bacau 
5  Marius Huiban  REPA Bacau 
6  Mihaela Holobica  LEPA Suceava 
7  Doinca Ungureanu  LEPA Vaslui 
8  Narcisa Dumitriu  LEPA Botosani 
9  Dumitrita Boghinciuc  LEPA Iasi 

 

Activities performed 

‐ Thursday 4: 

o 10:30  

 The Information and Communication Technologies at the service of the 
decision‐taker and the citizen. 

 Legislation regarding environmental information. 

o 13:00 Coffee break 

o 13:30 – 15:30 

 Models of environmental information systems. 

 Indicators and systems of indicators. 

‐ Friday 5: 

o 8:30  

 Indicators and systems of indicators (continuation). 

 Basic criteria for Project Management 

o 10:30 Coffee break 

o 11:00  

 Study  case: Creation and evolution of  the Environmental  Information 
System of Galicia. 

 Analysis  of  the  management  of  environmental  information  in  the 
North‐East Region. Current status and previewed evolution. 

o 13:00 – 16:30  Elaboration of visit report by the spanish expert. 

 

Activities to be performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

None. 



 

Visit’s report 

 

The degree of involvement of the participants during the different sessions has been very high, 
expressing both  technical questions as well as  their opinions about  the  job of  “Specialist  in 
Environmental Information”. 

In what concerns the current status of the Environmental Information System giving support to 
the  romanian  specialists,  it  is  in  a  first  development  phase,  and  there  is  a  long way  to  go. 
Means  and  political  support  is  needed,  apart  from  a  “Project Manager”  coordinating  and 
supervising the implementation and establishment of the system. 

Another aspect which was commented was the dispersion of the existing environmental data 
and  institutions,  entailing  bureaucratic  complications,  which  could  be  eliminated  and 
optimized with the establishment of an Environmental Information System. 

It may be emphasized that the romanian specialists make a huge effort to comply with all the 
demands derived from the application of the romanian legislation referring to access to public 
information. During  the  second day of  the  seminar  the  techniques and  tools  to  systematize 
and optimize the existing resources were presented and discussed. 

Special interest was shown in how is the relationship with the mass media, in how to manage 
too  general  or  abusive  information  demands,  and  in  how  to  answer  to  the  environmental 
claims of the citizens. 

With  respect  to  the  Information  and  Communication  Technologies  (ICTs),  the  existing 
technology and  future perspectives were  commented. The  romanian  specialists  commented 
the problems associated to the lack of ICTs coverage in certain parts of Romania, for example, 
the lack of access to the internet in many rural areas. 

The subject of  the elaboration of  indicators and systems of  indicators was also discussed, as 
well as their diffusion techniques and their use as a function of the applicants, from the normal 
citizen to the expert. 

Last,  it  is worth noting that this kind of project and seminars are a very enriching experience 
both  to  the  speaker  and  to  the  participants,  as  there  is  a  real  feedback  and  continuous 
exchange of experiences. 

 

 



 

REPORT ON THE VISIT TO ROMANIA   
COMPO 
NENT 3. Support in the daily activities LANGUAGE ENGLISH 

TASK 3.2 IPPC – SEMINAR 3.2.2.D 

Expert 1 

Date of arrival 23/02/2009 Departure 27/02/2009  Working days 3 
Surname Gibert Name Mariona 
Institution Regional Government of Cataluña, Department of Environment 

Telephone 0034 93 444 50 00 
ext. 2363 

E‐mail  0034 93 444 50 00 ext. 2363 

Expert 2 

Date of arrival 23/02/2009 Departure 27/02/2009  Working days 3 

Surname Chico Nombre Neus 
Institution Regional Government of Cataluña, Department of Environment 

Telephone 0034  93  444  50  00 
ext. 2366 

E‐mail  0034 93 444 50 00 ext. 2366 

 

 

Summary of the Activity  

 

The activity took place between Tuesday 24th and Thursday 26th of february 2009. 

We have discussed how to evaluate and construct  integrated environmental permits for IPPC 
activities  in  organic  chemistry  sector  and  fertilizers  industry.  We  began  discussing  the 
procedure for this permit in Catalonia and afterwards we focussed on different case studies of 
environmental authorizations delivered in Catalonia. Finally a small introduction was made on 
how the integration of REACH is being implemented.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



People with whom meetings have been held 

 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Mariana Burlacu  LEPA Suceava 

2  Monica Zaharia  LEPA Bacau 

3  Cornelia Gioseanu  LEPA Bacau 

4  Luminita Farcas  LEPA Bacau 

5  Elena Tatu  LEPA Vaslui 

6  Liliana Popovici  LEPA Botosani 

7  Despina Covaci  REPA Bacau 

8  Henreta Ciucanu  Directia Apelor Siret 

9  Ramona Marian  Directia Apelor Siret 

10  Irina Apetri  LEPA Neamt 

11  Vasile Cosescu  LEPA Iasi 

12  Elena Frigura  S.C. Amurco SRL Bacau 

13  Gabriela Fetitoiu  S.C. Amurco SRL Bacau 

14  Doina Mimordescu  LEPA Bacau 

15  Adina Botez  LEPA Bacau 

16  Cristea Amca  LEPA Bacau 

17  Carme Niculescu  S.C. Amurco SRL Bacau 

 

Activities performed 

‐ Tuesday 24: 

o 10:30  Introduction  to  the processing  and elaboration of  IPPC permits  in  the 
sector of organic chemistry 

o 11:45 – 12:00 Coffee break 

o 12:00  Part I: Guide for the elaboration  of an IPPC permit 

o 13:15 – 14:00 Lunch break 

o 14:00  Part II: Guide for the elaboration  of an IPPC permit 

o 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 1 

 

‐ Wednesday 25: 

o 10:00  Practical  case  1:  IPPC  permit  for  pharmaceutical  industry  (fine 
chemistry) 



o 11:30 – 11:45 Coffee break 

o 11:45 Practical case 2: IPPC permit for polimer / resin industry 

o 13:00 – 13:45 Lunch break 

o 13:45  Practical  case  3:  IPPC  permit  for  fertilizer  and  phitosanitary  products 
industry 

o 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 2 

 

‐ Thursday 26: 

o 9:00 Practical case 4: IPPC permit for paint industry 

o 10:30 – 10:45 Coffee break 

o 10:45 Practical case 5: IPPC permit for large escale organic industry  

o 12:00 – 12:30 Lunch break 

o 12:30 – 13:30 Inclusion of the REACH conditions required in IPPC permits 

o 13:30 – 14:30 Review on training course, discussion 

o 15:30 – 17:30 Elaboration of visit report by the spanish experts. 

 

 

Activities to be performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

None. 

 

Visit’s report 

 

Through the explanation of the procedure of the IPPC permit in Catalonia, we showed a basic 
guide for  its elaboration. We discussed diverse particularities that we can find, related to the 
different  environmental  aspects  (water,  air, waste management, BAT,  Seveso..).  In  this  first 
part of our presentation,  the participation of  the assistants  in  the  seminar was quite  scarce 
since it was the most theoretical part.  

As we continued with the presentation of different examples of environmental authorizations 
of the sector of the organic chemistry delivered  in Catalonia, the participants showed a great 
interest and kept on asking questions about how to  fix  limits of emission to the atmosphere 
and  in  the water,  as well  as  their  relation with  the  quality  of  the  environment. A  point  of 
discussion  that  arose  repeatedly during  the practical  cases, was  the  application of  the Best 
Available  Techniques  (BAT)  in  the  technical  prescriptions  for  the  correct  operation  of  the 



activity  and  of  the  valid  legislation  in  Romania,  which  as  we  learned  from  the  romanian 
participants is more restrictive than BAT.  

This  fact  surprised  us  and  we  explained  them  that  IPPC  industry  in  Catalonia  is  not  in 
accordance  with  the  established  limit  values  for  emission  according  to  BAT. 
During  the workshops we kept on comparing  the differences between  the Catalan / Spanish 
legislation  and  the  valid  legislation  in  Romania.  We  talked  about  the  procedure  for  IPPC 
permits  in  Romania  establishing  similarities,  differences  and  lacks  with  respect  to  the 
procedure in the region of Catalonia. We found some points of connection, but they still have 
to define more many environmental aspects. 

A  fact  to be emphasized  is  the  interest which  the participants  showed  for knowing how we 
worked  in Catalonia through the collaborator entities of the administration that perform the 
controls associated  to  the environmental authorization.  It surprised  them  that  this control  is 
done  by  private  companies.  They  explained  us  that  in  Romania  they make  it  through  the 
National Environmental Guard. 

We  conclude  that  the workshop of  IPPC permits  for  the organic  chemistry  sector has been 
interesting  for  the  two parts. The  romanian beneficiaries were  very participative with most 
parts of the examples that we showed. We also have learned their system to control activities 
in the Region 1 North East. 

 

The recommendations linked to the meetings held are the following: 

‐ We consider that the technician carrying out the IPPC permit should not have the legal 
responsibility  for  the  technical conditions  imposed. A post of senior  responsibility or 
even a political post should assume this responsibility.  

‐ We  have  not  understood  if  the  proposal  of  resolution  of  the  environmental 
authorization is formulated by a technical commission where there are represented all 
the  environmental  vectors  (air,  water,  waste  management,  natural  environment, 
fires...) where  an  agreement  about  the  contents  of  the  permit  is  reached,  avoiding 
incoherences. 

‐ The  legislation  of  the  country  should  specify  the maximum  deadline  to  review  the 
environmental permits. At present, it seems not to be fixed.  

‐ There  should  be more  coordination  among  the  National  Environmental  Guard  that 
makes  inspections  to  the  industrial activities and  the Environmental Agency  that has 
granted  the  IPPC  permit.  The  romanian  counterparts  explained  that  both 
administrations  form part of  the  regional environmental structure. But  it  is not clear 
which  degree of  relation  they have or which  authority has  to decide  about how  to 
control  and  to  sanction  the  activities  in  the  event  of  noncompliance.  It  seems  that 
there is a very restrictive legislation, but the control of its fulfillment does not seem to 
be guaranteed. 



‐ There are no detailed  registers  for waste producers,  there are only  registers  for  the 
companies  in  charge  of  the  transport  of  dangerous  waste.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
convenient to establish procedures to guarantee a  higher degree of control. 

‐ The  emission  sources  are  not  identified  in  an  accessible  database.  It  would  be 
necessary to create such database to have them controlled for each activity. 

‐ In general, a computer system should be implemented allowing to have knowledge of 
the  activities  in  the  region  as  well  as  their  environmental  authorizations  and 
modifications. 

Some web links to consult: 

IPPC permits in Catalonia:  

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/esp//empreses/iiaa/autoritzacions.jsp 

BAT guides: 

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/mtd/documents_referencia.jsp 

Atmosphere legislation 

http://mediambient.gencat.net/esp//el_departament/actuacions_i_serveis/legislacio/atmo
sfera/inici.jsp?Legislacio=123 

Catalan Water Agency 

http://aca‐
web.gencat.cat/aca/appmanager/aca/aca?_nfpb=true&_pageLabel=portals_ACA_portal_pa
ge_1&profileLocale=ca 

Catalan Waste Agency 

http://www.arc.cat/ca/home.asp 

REACH 

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/reach/inici.jsp?ComponentID=141775&Sourc
ePageID=593#1 

 

 

 

 

http://mediambient.gencat.cat/esp//empreses/iiaa/autoritzacions.jsp
http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/mtd/documents_referencia.jsp
http://mediambient.gencat.net/esp//el_departament/actuacions_i_serveis/legislacio/atmosfera/inici.jsp?Legislacio=123
http://mediambient.gencat.net/esp//el_departament/actuacions_i_serveis/legislacio/atmosfera/inici.jsp?Legislacio=123
http://aca-web.gencat.cat/aca/appmanager/aca/aca?_nfpb=true&_pageLabel=portals_ACA_portal_page_1&profileLocale=ca
http://aca-web.gencat.cat/aca/appmanager/aca/aca?_nfpb=true&_pageLabel=portals_ACA_portal_page_1&profileLocale=ca
http://aca-web.gencat.cat/aca/appmanager/aca/aca?_nfpb=true&_pageLabel=portals_ACA_portal_page_1&profileLocale=ca
http://www.arc.cat/ca/home.asp
http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/reach/inici.jsp?ComponentID=141775&SourcePageID=593#1
http://mediambient.gencat.cat/cat/empreses/reach/inici.jsp?ComponentID=141775&SourcePageID=593#1


 

REPORT ON THE VISIT TO ROMANIA   

COMPONENT  3. SUPPORT IN THE DAILY ACTIVITIES  Language  ENGLISH 

TASK 
3.3.2. Support in the implementation of the specific requirements in the daily tasks in the waste 
management sector – SEMINAR 3.3.2.B 

Expert 1 

Date of arrival  25/01/2009  Departure  30/01/2009  Working days  4 

Surname  Huisman  Name  Herman 

Institution  SenterNovem, Waste Management Department 

Telephone  +31302147907  E‐mail  h.huisman@senternovem.nl 

Expert 2 

Date of arrival  25/01/2009  Departure  30/01/2009  Working days  4 

Surname  Peeters  Name  Bas 

Institution  SenterNovem, Waste Management Department 

Telephone  +31 302147914  E‐mail  b.peeters@senternovem.nl  

 

 

Summary of the Activity  

 

In  this  second  course,  we  started  with  the  EU‐packaging  directive  and  producers 
responsibility; how this  is  implemented  in the Netherlands. To refresh their memory, 
the theory and practice Benchmark was explained, and the results of the Benchmark 
for  the 6  counties was  shown  and discussed. The data have  to be  improved before 
conclusions  can  be  drawn.  A  third  subject  which  was  presented  was  littering: 
monitoring and instruments to beat the littering. A fourth subject which was dealt with 
is Inter‐municipal cooperation. Explained  is why this cooperation  is needed, on which 
area’s cooperation can be focussed and which organisation types are in use in different 
member  states.  A  brief  refreshment  of  measuring  public  awareness  with 
questionnaires was dealt with.   During  this  course many other  subjects were  raised 
and discussed,  such as  regulations  for  (treatment of)  sewage  sludge,  the market  for 
recyclables, eco‐tax on packaging etc. 

                                  

mailto:h.huisman@senternovem.nl
mailto:b.peeters@senternovem.nl


 

People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Iacob Irimia  NEG Neamt 

2  Constantin Onofrei  LEPA Botosani 

3  Florin Rades  LEPA Botosani 

4  Ionut Prisicariu  NEG Bacau 

5  Anca Verbuta  LEPA Bacau 

6  Ionut Noistasa  NEG Bacau 

7  Camelia Cojocaru  NEG Iasi 

8  Cornelia Goldring  REPA Bacau 

9  Ioana Mateescu  LEPA Suceava 

10  Irina Mihaila  County Council Bacau 

11  Vasile Daniel Zaharia  County Council Bacau 

12  Elena Moldovianu  LEPA Neamt 

13  Iulian Petru  LEPA Iasi 

14  Mihaela Grigore  Bacau Municipality 

15  Paul Ciudin  LEPA Vaslui 

 



 

Activities performed 

 

‐ Monday 26th January: 

o 10:30 – 12:30   

Opening session 

Introduction of programme, experts and participants 

Benchmark refreshment . In the second  part of the morning in a lecture the principles and the 
theory of benchmarking was explained, focussed at public services and local authorities. After 
the  theory    the  benchmark  on municipal  solid waste management  in  the Netherlands was 
presented. The focus is not on results but more on the process of benchmarking. 

o 12:30 – 13:00 Coffee break 

o 13:00 – 15:30 

Development of the benchmark of the North‐east region.  

Benchmark of North‐east  region:    comparing, analyzing and  improving  the  indicators of  the 
counties of the region. 

Evaluation of the discussions held on the graphics shown. 

‐ Tuesday 27th January: 

o 10:00 – 12:00   

Packaging  and  Litter:  EU‐packaging  regulation  and  producers  responsibility.  The  Dutch 
implementation of this directive, the targets, responsibilities and financing was presented and 
discussed and compared with the Romanian approach. 
A second presentation this morning was dealing with Litter. Litter a growing problem?  

The seminar on litter started with a photo‐presentation of the situation of the Netherlands and 
Romania.  The conclusion was: both countries suffer from littering 

o 12:00 – 12:30 Coffee break. 

o 12:30 – 15:00 

Cooperation between municipalities, counties and region. History of waste management in the 
Netherlands: for all the different phases it was shown how municipal cooperation contributed 
to  the  establishment of  the waste  infrastructure,    and  cost‐effective  solutions.  Examples of 
Romanian inter‐municipal cooperation: Sibiu, Succeava and Bacau.  

‐ Wednesday 28th January:  



o 10:00 – 12:00   

Litter: a growing problem.  Litter has adverse effects on  tourism and  countryside  recreation, 
promotes anti‐environmental behaviour and reflects badly the local community (and power of 
authorities). The Netherlands and Ireland haven adopted a National approach to support local 
actions.  In the second part the Dutch anti‐litter programme  (Impulse programme on  littering 
2007‐2009) was presented.  

In  the  third  part  the  strategy  of  an  integrated  approach with  the  parallel  use  of  different 
instruments was explained: Impulse programme on littering in the Netherlands. 

o 12:00 – 12:30 Coffee break. 

o 12:30 – 15:00 

Case study of the city of Nijmegen on how to tackle the litter problem in an shopping area. 

Group  assignment:  beating  the  litter  problem.  Assessing  the magnitude  of  the  problem  by 
measuring/monitoring the tidiness/cleanliness of streets and public space. Practical exercise. 

How to tackle the problem of dumping in rural areas.   

 

‐ Thursday 29th January: 

o 10:00 – 12:00   

Inter Municipal Cooperation.  In  this  second  activity on  intermunicipal  cooperation different 
examples  of  inter  municipal  cooperation  were  introduced  and  discussed.  Inter  municipal 
associations  sometimes  are  just  dealing  with  contract  management  on  behalf  of  the 
municipalities  and  thereby  combine  forces  in  negotiations    with  private  companies  for 
contracting out  services or  selling  separate  collected  recyclables. At  low  costs  (small office) 
important cost reductions can be reached. On the other side of the spectrum  inter municipal 
associations  established  and  operate  landfills,  incinerators,  collection  services  and 
transfer/transport. In between are  a large variety of forms of cooperation. Websites of these  
existing associations were shown.    

o 12:00 – 12:30 Coffee break. 

o 12:30 – 14:30 

Public awareness and public surveys. In the 1st training in June a questionnaire was developed 
to  measure  the  public  awareness,  attitude  and  knowledge  of  waste  problems  and  their 
willingness to take action. The benefits of these questionnaires were highlighted.   

Final conclusions of training 



Evaluation of the Workshop. Evaluation forms were filled  in and the participants reflected on 
the seminar 

o 14:30  –  16:30  Discussion  of  written  deliverables  to  be  produced  in  the 
following months 

Activities to be performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

The Romanian counterparts should prepare the following: 

 

Visit’s report  

 

The seminar was very interactive, with a high number of interventions and questions from the 
romanian participants. The  topics of discussion were adapted during  the seminar  to address 
those  issues which presented most  interest  to  the  romanian beneficiaries.  The presence of 
some representatives of municipalities and County Councils was as well very positive, as they 
could  provide  some  updated  information  on  the  implementation  of  the  county  waste 
management plans, provide a different point of view  in the discussions, and benefit from the 
training.  

In July last year the participants developed a specific benchmark for the North‐East region. The 
topics, goals and performance indicators were defined. A questionnaire was produced for the 
collection of data from the participants.  

The  Dutch  experts  collected  the  data  and  produced  a  benchmark  report  (a  power  point 
presentation  of  more  than  75  graphics).  Unfortunately  only  3  participants  returned  the 
questionnaire  for  the benchmark  .  Therefore   data  from  the Regional   Waste Management 
Plan of 2007  were used. Each graphic on the different performance indicators  was presented 
and  discusses.  The  discussion  was  done  in  three  phases:  are  the  presented  data 
correct/realistic?,  the performances were  compared and  the  causes of  the differences were 
analysed. At the end the best‐practices were chosen. 

Evaluation: although  the data weren’t always accurate and up‐to‐date  the participants were 
very  satisfied with  the  process  of  comparing  and  discussing  their  performances  and  like  to 
continue this process. Appointments were made. The Dutch experts delivered the benchmark 
tool (spreadsheets) to make it possible to update the data and perform the benchmark again. 
The idea came up to  perform the benchmark in relation with the questionnaire of the bureau 
of statistics which is held every year. 

The  EU‐packaging  regulation  and  producers  responsibility  was  explained.  The  Dutch 
implementation of this directive, the targets, responsibilities and financing was presented and 
discussed.  Similarities  and  differences  with  the  Romanian  approach  were  identified  and 
discussed.  The problem of the difficult market for recyclables  in Romania was raised. 



 
Cooperation between municipalities, counties and region: The history of waste management in 
the Netherlands  was presented  and for all the different phases it was shown how municipal 
cooperation contributed to the establishment of the waste  infrastructure,   and cost‐effective 
solutions. Examples of Romanian  inter‐municipal cooperation were presented and discussed: 
Sibiu,  Succeava  and  Bacau.  In  a  separate  session  different  examples  of  inter  municipal 
cooperation  in  The Netherlands were  introduced  and  discussed,  as  described  in  a  previous 
section. 

The Dutch anti‐litter programme (Impulse programme on littering 2007‐2009) was presented. 
In  the  presentation  the  Dutch  experts  focused  on  the  activities  in  the  programme  for 
stimulation  and  capacity‐building  of  local  authorities.  Special  attention  was  also  on  the 
cooperation  in  the  programme  between  local  governments,  national  government  and 
industries  and  businesses. Without  this  cooperation  the  problem  can’t  be  solved,  also  in 
Romania. 

The Impulse programme on littering in the Netherlands modular toolbox was presented. In the 
presentation  the Dutch  instruments  for policymaking, diagnose of  the present organisation, 
communication,  participation,  monitoring,  equipment,  optimizing  cleansing  regime  and 
enforcement were discussed. 

A case  study of  the city of Nijmegen on how  they  tackled  the  litter problem  in an  shopping 
area was presented. The case study was a pilot of the Impulse programme on Litter and gives a 
good example of an  integrated approach  in which an combination of  instrument was used to 
tackle the problem. This very simple approach could be copied to every shopping area  in the 
world, so also to Romania was the conclusion. 

Practical training on monitoring littering: A good insight of the present situation is the basis for 
an anti‐litter approach.  In  this parts  the participants were  informed  in how  to monitor  litter 
and how to develop a monitor scheme. The theory was exercised in an indoor and an outdoor 
assignment in which the participants had to monitor the situation outside the Repa‐office with 
use of the knowledge and instrument they gained from the presentation. 

During the seminar and especially as a result of the monitoring exercise  it became clear that 
the main littering problem in Romania is different from the situation in the Netherlands. In the 
Netherlands the rural area has no or less litter problems when the litter problems comes very 
manifest in the urban area the cities. In Romania the urban areas are, compared to the Dutch 
cities very clean, but the peripheral/rural areas have an extreme litter/dumpsite problem. As a 
result of that conclusion the Dutch experts prepared a discussion seminar on the problem of 
damping  in  the  rural  area.  The discussion was  structured with  the  triad model on how  the 
influence  behaviour.  A  change  of  behaviour  needs  a  combination  measurements  on 
motivation, capacity and opportunity. With the triad model a strategy to tackle this problem 
was developed. The participants were very  satisfied by approaching  these kind of problems 
with the triad model  and are planning to use this model more often on these issues.  

Apart  from  the  seminar with  the  romanian  participants,  discussions  took  place  among  the 
dutch experts and the RTA to start the preparation of some supporting documents which may 
be helpful for a successful implementation of the counties’ waste management plans: 



‐ Document about benefit schemes to facilitate the process of closure of illegal dumping 
sites and  landfills, and opening of new ones, factors to take  into account to ease the 
process. 

‐ Document on  intermunicipal  cooperation  schemes  and  statutes, which may  address 
different  aspects  from  the waste management  cycle.  Based  on  good  practices  and 
examples from The Netherlands and Romania. 

‐ Brief guideline on how to implement and improve monitoring of waste flows. 
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Summary of the Activity  

 

The  activity  took  place  between  the  10th  and  12th  of  December,  consisting  of  a  series  of 
meetings between the expert and the representatives from the romanian administration. 

In  those meetings,  and  based  on  the  presentations made  by  the  expert,  different  aspects 
related to the subjects of the activity were discussed: monitoring of air quality, inspections of 
emissions, elaboration of emissions inventories and air quality plans to be applied in the areas 
presenting certain environmental problems. 

Special emphasis was put in the solutions adopted in Andalucía to the kind of problems posed 
by  the  representatives  from  the  romanian  administration.  First  and most  importantly,  the 
mistakes made were  explained,  and  also  the  agreements  reached  and  the  results  expected 
when dealing with the problems proposed.  

Some measures which were new for the romanian participants were explained, like the way to 
anticipate solutions to certain environmental problems of this country. 

 

People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Georgeta Sandulache  REPA Bacau 

mailto:alozano@egmasa.es


2  Dorina Lungu  REPA Bacau 
3  Laura Murariu  REPA Bacau 
4  Teodora Sirbu  LEPA Neamt 
5  Mariana Dapcalescu  LEPA Neamt 
6  Daniela Ilas  LEPA Iasi 
7  Geanina Singhel  LEPA Iasi 
8  Irina Toniescu  REPA Bacau 
9  Rodica Neacsu  LEPA Bacau 
10  Neli Goga  LEPA Bacau 
11  Titi Secara  NEG Bacau 
12  Liliana Oniu  LEPA Suceava 
13  Adrian Rimbu  NEG Iasi 
14  Mariana Burlacu  LEPA Suceava 
15  Maria Onofrei  LEPA Botosani 
16  Camelia Musteata  LEPA Botosani 
17  Mirela Tiplea  LEPA Vaslui 
18  Doina Nechita  REPA Bacau 
19  Rodica Dascalita  REPA Bacau 
20  Iosif Calugaru  LEPA Bacau 
21  Liliana Senchea  LEPA Bacau
 

 

Activities performed 

‐ Wednesday 10: 

Meeting  with  the  representatives  from  REPA,  LEPAs  and  NEG.  The  following 
subjects were discussed: 

‐ General  vision  of  the  alert  and  monitoring  infrastructures  of  the  Regional 
Government  of  Andalucía.  Management  strategies.  Comparison  with  the 
existing structures of Romania. 

‐ Systems used  to optimize  the monitoring networks. Practical examples  from 
Andalucía which can be applicable in Romania. Specific examples with diffusive 
collectors and dispersion models. 

‐ Way of working of the 24 hour Service for the monitoring of air quality  levels 
and emissions. Activation protocoles for the case of alerts due to overcoming 
of pollutant limits or due to emissions above the maximum limits allowed. 



‐ Systems  to  present  the  information  to  the  public  relative  to  th  air  quality: 
indicators,  information  panels,  web  and  environmental  quality  summary 
reports.  

‐ Procedures  for  the  control  and  continuous measurement  in  large  emission 
sources. Information gathering and processing in real time. 

‐ Other procedures  for  control  and measurement  in  emission  sources. Use of 
emission inspections. 

‐ Thursday 11: 

‐ Particular  aspects  of  a  local/regional  inventory with  respect  to  the  national 
inventory in Spain. 

‐ Methodology  to  elaborate  emission  inventories:  priorisation  of  the  sources 
used,  typical  mistakes  made  in  the  elaboration,  strategies  to  optimize 
resources, georeferencing of the emission sources… 

‐ Example of elaboration of inventories for biogenic sources. 

‐ Organization  of  information  to  make  the  maximum  use  of  the  results: 
alfanumeric  and  geographic  information  systems  applied  to  the  use  of  the 
inventory.  

‐ Making  use  of  the  inventory: Directive  2001/81/CE  about  national  emission 
ceilings  of  certain  atmospheric  pollutants,  PRTR.  Practical  case  for  different 
installations. Emission factors used. 

‐ Environmental taxes for emission sources based on the emissions inventory. 

‐ Friday 12: 

‐ Air quality plans: conditions under which plans and programmes to improve air 
quality must be adopted. EU  legislation. Further  legislative measures taken by 
the region of Andalucía as an example of regional action for the  improvement 
of environmental protection. 

‐ Different action plans: at short and  long term. Example of elaboration of both 
kinds of plan. Examples of measures to adopt in each case. 

‐ Flux  diagram  of  an  air  quality  plan.  Definition  of  objectives,  measures  and 
actions  to  perform.  Execution  and  monitoring  of  the  measures  to  be 
implemented.  Redefinition  of  objectives  or  measures  as  a  function  of  the 
results. 

‐ Tools  to  support  the  air  quality  plan:  voluntary  agreements with  industries. 
Examples  of  application  clauses.  Benefits  obtained  on  the  one  hand  by  the 
Administration  and  on  the  other  hand  by  the  industry  thanks  to  such  an 
agreement. 

‐ Concrete examples of air quality plans currently under execution  in Andalucía: 
industrial areas of Huelva, Bahía de Algeciras y Bailén. Precedents which give 



rise  to  the elaboration of an  air quality plan. Objectives proposed. Measures 
adopted.  Examples  of  regional  legislation  which  introduces  new  interesting 
aspects in the execution of the air quality plans. 

 

Activities performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

None. 

Visit’s report  

 

The  interaction degree during  the different sessions has been high, expressing  the romanian 
experts numerous technical doubts which were successfuly solved. The romanian experts have 
demonstrated a high  technical knowledge of  the  subjects discussed, and have  shown a high 
degree of interest for previous experiences like the spanish one. 

The main conclusions after  the discussions of  the seminar and what has been observed  in 
the city of Bacau are the following: 

‐ It would be convenient to elaborate studies of optimisation and representativity of 
the monitoring networks present in Romania. As repeatedly shown in the meetings 
held, the monitoring and control of the air quality does not depend on the number 
of stations at our disposal, but on the location of them and the representativity of 
those  stations.  In  this  sense,  experiences  like  the  ones  carried  out  in  Andalucía 
some years ago, which modified substantially the distribution of stations in the big 
cities, can be extrapolated to the romanian case. 

‐ The values obtained from the different sources of information have to be presented 
to the population, so that the citizens have a knowledge about the air quality and 
the environmental  situation  in general.  In  this  sense,  it was noted  that  there  is a 
lack of  implementation of protocols for  information and alert to the population  in 
case  of  episodes  with  surpassing  of  pollutants,  or,  action  and  coordination 
protocoles  with  firms  when  they  present  emissions  above  the maximum  levels 
allowed.  

‐ The monitoring system for the firms can be improved through the implementation 
of  procedures  of  periodical  inspections,  financed  by  the  firms  themselves,  and 
whose results are analysed and processed by the Administration. 

‐ It  is  considered  as  necessary  a  revision  of  the  procedures  of  elaboration  of 
inventories,  in order to  increase the number of activities contemplated, to  include 
all  the  possible  emission  sectors.  Those  procedures  have  to  contemplate  the 
allocation of uncertainties to the calculations performed. 



‐ The  information  gathered  has  to  be  structured  through  alphanumerical  and 
geographical  information systems, in order to really make use of the results of the 
inventory. The added value of the  information organized  in such a way makes the 
inventory  a  powerful  tool  to  take  decisions  to  make  preliminary  studies  of 
elaboration of air quality plans. 

‐ The  romanian  staff  needs  to  acquire  enough  experience  to  validate  the  PRTR 
declarations  received,  establishing  acceptance  criteria  of  such  declarations.  The 
staff is familiar with the elaboration of inventories, so that the establishment of this 
validation  criteria  should  not  be  complicated  for  them.  The  enlargement  of  the 
knowledge in the field can be done through the organization of joint seminars with 
european experts in this field.  

‐ It can be  interesting  to elaborate diverse  scenarios of  tax collection  linked  to  the 
existing ecological laws, through the use of the emissions inventory. In this way one 
can  establish  the  sensitivity  of  the  total  amount  of  taxes  collected  to  certain 
changes  in  the  fiscal  legislation,  analyzing  the  impact  over  the  different  sectors 
studied.  

‐ The evaluations of the air quality performed by the romanian administration have 
to be extensively  communicated  to  the general public,  increasing  in  this way  the 
environmental awareness of the citizens, as a previous step to the elaboration of air 
quality  plans.  It  is  recommended  to  organize  seminars  focussed  to  different 
audiences: scientific and technical staff on the one hand, and on the other ecologist 
associations,  trade  unions,  housewives  and  consumers´representatives.  These 
initiatives have to be supported by awareness campaigns in the mass media. 

‐ An integral study of the environmental situation of the country regarding air quality 
should be performed, making an analysis of the main risks. From this risk analysis a 
general plan of mitigation and contingencies should be elaborated.  

‐ There  should  be  an  elaboration  of  a  series  of  goals  to  achieve  in  a  determined 
temporal  horizon,  related  with  the  environmental  improvement  of  Romania, 
specifying  the  econmical  and  technical  effort  implied  by  them.  The  objectives 
stated should be contrasted with  international experts, who would determine the 
degree of realism and possibilities to fulfill the goals. 

‐ Gathering  of  measures  to  improve  air  quality  already  used  in  other  places  in 
Europe, through meetings with other administrations. Cost‐benefit analysis of such 
measures should be done for the romanian case. 
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Summary of the Activity  

 

The activity took place between the 16th and 17th of February. 

Monday 16th of February: 

The  seminar  starts with  an  overview  of  financing  provisions  in  Natura  2000  Directive  and 
conclusions of the European experts working group and the related communication from the 
European Commission. 

After  this  overview,  the  seminar  had  a  presentation  of  the  use  of  the  structural  funds  in 
financing  implementation of Natura   2000 measures. Some case studies were analyzed  in the 
use  of  European Regional Development  Fund,  but  not  only  in  environment  priority,  also  in 
other priorities of the Operational Programs. 

For  instance  how  the  information  society  priority  can  contribute  to  Natura  2000 
implementation (monitoring of habitat and species, participation of stakeholders, …); and also 
the possibilities of competitiveness of small and medium enterprises priority (implementation 
of  the  European  Charter  for  Sustainable  Tourism  in  –Natural  Parks  for  smes,  aids  to  the 
creation of new smes  in Natura 2000  in environmental services).   Also territorial cooperation 
(INTERREG) programs were analyzed.  

  

Tuesday 17th of February: 

The  seminar  follows  with  the  presentation  of  new  case  studies  and  the  analysis  of  the 
financing possibilities of Natura 2000  implementation measures  in other Funds as  the Social 
European Fund, the European Agriculture and Rural Development Fund, the European Fund for 
Fisheries.   



The  conditionality  approach  were  analyzed  as  well  as  other measures  (agri‐environmental 
measures, high natural value lands, restoration of forestry habitat, compensatory measures in 
land with environmental handicaps, and improving the value of natural and cultural heritage). 

Some  case  studies  analyzed  the  contribution of  SEF  to  the  creation of  jobs  in Natura  2000 
areas,  the  study  of  the  environmental  employment  sector  in  Natura  2000  and  training  of 
administrative staff and smes in Natura 2000 areas. 

Finally  other  possibilities  of  funding  implementation measures were  analyzed  including  the 
contribution of the private sector and also the need to increase economic development of the 
inhabitants  and  land managers  in  Natura  2000  and  the  specific  economic  opportunities  in 
these areas. 

Wednesday 18th: 

The  first of  the presentations  consisted  in an overview of  the process of declaration of  the 
Network  of  SPAs  for  birds  in  Castilla  y  León.  There were  analysed  the  different  degrees  of 
fulfilment  of  the  successive  proposals  of  SPA  areas  which  were  sent  to  the  European 
Commission, until a sufficient degree of fulfilment of the Directive was reached, and so it was 
stated by the Commission. 

It was considered that this experience could be quite didactic and could be used as reference 
for the case of Romania, which shares with Castilla y León a large ornithological richness, and 
whose last proposal of SPAs is considered still insufficient by the Commission. 

The criteria applied to select the areas were presented. The need to make new inventories and 
monitoring of some species  to have a more precise knowledge about  its area of distribution 
was  commented.  Last, quantitative  analysis of  the degree of  coverage  for  all  the  reference 
species were shown. 

The  second  presentation  dealed with  the  Strategy  for  the  Conservation  and Monitoring  of 
Species performed  in Castilla y León.  In  it  the criteria applied  for  the  implementation of  the 
monitoring works of species were presented,  for example  the  focussing of  the efforts  in  the 
areas of highest ecological value, an adequate programming for the  inventories of fauna and 
monitoring of flora, etc. 

As an example, the way of working with the data base of vascular flora used in Castilla y León 
was  discussed,  and  several  examples  of monitoring  of  species  of  fauna were  analysed,  like 
brown bear, capercaille, birds of prey, etc. 

To  end  the  day  we  presented  an  overview  of  the  different  programmes  or  projects  LIFE 
executed  by  the  regional  government  of  Castilla  y  León,  since  the  establishment  of  this 
financial instrument in 1992. 

We tried to provide a clear vision about the kind of activities which can be funded with these 
programmes, based on the experience of the regional government of Castilla y León, which has 
been one of the bigger beneficiaries of the LIFE instrument since its creation. 

The  day  ended with  a  long  turn  for  questions  and  answers  related  to  the  different  topics 
discussed in the previous hours. 

Thursday 19th: 



The day started with a detailed presentation of the actions taken since 1990 until now within 
the framework of the Recovery Plan for the Brown Bear (Ursus arctos) in Castilla y León. 

The goal of the talk was to show an example of recovery plan of an endangered species, which 
has  shown  its  efficacy with  positive  results  in  the  conservation  status  of  the  species.  The 
presentation reviewed the different aspects composing the recovery plan, shown as goals to 
reach, measures taken to achieve those goals, and their level of execution and results. 

Given  the  fact  that monitoring of  species was a  subject of  special  interest  for  the  romanian 
participants, the methodology applied to the monitoring of the population of brown bear and 
its populations’ characteristics was explained. We analised the causes for the slow growth of 
the population and new techniques to evaluate and know better this species were shown, for 
example  the collection and analysis of genetic material  from  individuals, or  the study of  the 
fruit  production  of  the  areas  of  importance  for  the  feeding  of  the  brown  bear  in  spring, 
summer and autumn. 

Also, the  investments performed  in the framework of the recovery plan were discussed, and 
numerical tables of the results obtained  in the works to  improve the habitat, and to  improve 
the education and awareness of the  local population towards the preservation of the brown 
bear in the region. 

After  the  end  of  the  presentation most  of  the  participants  took  the  opportunity  to make 
questions  related  to  the  presentation,  and  a  dialogue  was  established  on  other  similar 
experiences performed in Romania and in Spain. 

The next presentation  analysed  the problems of one  species which,  as  is  the  case with  the 
brown  bear,  also  lives  in  Romania,  the  capercaille  (Tetrao  urogallus).  The  case  is  relevant 
because  its  evolution  has  been  very  negative  in  the  last  years  although  it was  until  quite 
recently abundant  in all the northern mountains of the region  (as  it may be the case now  in 
Romania). 

The management measures  taken  in Castilla y León  to  try  to  recover  the populations of  this 
species were explained, and some experiences performed in other EU countries and regions as 
Sweden, Finland and Scotland were reviewed. 

Last, a brief overview was provided of  the experiences carried out  in Castilla y León  for  the 
monitoring  and  conservation  of  the  population  of  european mink  (Mustela  lutreola) which 
lives  in  the  northeast  of  Spain,  and  some  slides were  shown  about  the  experience  in  the 
conservation ex‐situ which has begun recently to reinforce this population. 

To end the seminar, a time for dialogue was reserved, were questions related to the subjects 
discussed  in the  last two days were posed, and an exchange of experiences took place which 
allowed to have a better mutual knowledge about the way of working in these subjects in both 
regions. 

 

 

   



People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Daniel Ciorcila  NEG Bacau 

2  Sebastian Catanoiu  Parcul Natural Vanatori Neamt 

3  Corneliu Bursuc  NEG Neamt 

4  Roxana Mirou  LEPA Neamt 

5  Loredana Cantemir  LEPA Iasi 

6  Rocsana Gafencu  LEPA Botosani 

7  Cezar Asurdului  LEPA Suceava 

8  Gabriel Gritcu  Centrul Regional de Ecologie Bacau 

9  Gabriel Podoleanu  NEG Suceava 

10  Miruna Postaru  IB SOP Environment Bacau 

11  Liliana Cioinac  IB SOP Environment 

12  Laura Suru  IB SOP Environment 

13  Theodora Cuculescu  IB SOP Environment 

14  Ana‐Maria Turbatu  IB SOP Environment 

15  Nona Ardeleanu  REPA Bacau 

16  Gianina Rarinca  REPA Bacau 

17  Manuela Cozma  LEPA Neamt 

 

 

Activities performed 

‐ Monday 16: 

o 10:30   General presentation 

 The financing problems of Natura 2000 Network 

o 11:45 – 12:00 Coffee break 

o 12:00  Natura 2000 and the Structural Funds from EU: ERDF 

o 13:15 – 14:00 Lunch break 

o 14:00   Natura 2000 and the Structural Funds from EU: ESF 

o 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 1 

 

‐ Tuesday 17: 

o 10:00  The agricultural policy and Natura 2000 



o 11:30 – 11:45 Coffee break 

o 11:45  Socioeconomical development and local participation 

o 13:00 – 13:45 Lunch break 

o 13:45  Natura 2000 and job creation 

o 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 2 

 

‐ Wednesday 18: 

o 10:00   Monitoring of protected species  (practical cases,  imperial eagle, black 
stork, brown bear, wolf, linx, etc) 

o 11:30 – 11:45 Coffee break 

o 11:45  Programming of inventories of endangered species  

o 13:00 – 13:45 Lunch break 

o 13:45   LIFE projects dedicated to the conservation of species 

o 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 3 

 

‐ Thursday 19: 

o 9:00  Recovery/conservation/management  plans  for  endangered  species  in 
Castilla y León: stages of the process, public participation, awareness, etc 

o 10:30 – 10:45 Coffee break 

o 10:45  Future perspectives (genetical studies, radiomonitoring of species, etc)  

o 12:00 – 12:30 Lunch break 

 12:30  Conservation status of habitats and species 

o 13:30 – 14:30 Review on training course, discussion 

o 15:30 – 17:30 Elaboration of visit’s report. 

 

Activities to be performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

None. 

 

Visit’s report 

 

The conclusions extracted from the meetings and seminars held are the following: 



 

• The implementation process for Natura 2000 in Romania is still in an early stage of 
development and the need of funds is not evaluated as a global issue.  

• The  conservation of  Sites  in  the  EU must  imply  the maintainance of  the human 
populations and the uses which have allowed to keep the natural values which are 
intended  to  be  protected.  This means  economic  development  of  Natura  2000 
areas must be a key target. 

• To  obtain  the  adequate  conservation  of  the  Sites,  it  is  necessary  to  obtain  the 
effective  compromise  of  all  the  administrations,  in  order  to  become models  of 
what has been denominated sustainable development. 

• This  compromise must  be  effective  through  the  extensive  use  of  the  Funds  (all 
Operational Programs and all priorities)  in order  to  finance all  kind of measures 
related to the  implementation of Natura 2000 and the economic development of 
this areas. 

• Environmental  staff and  stakeholders  in Natura 2000 areas at  regional and  local 
level need appropriate information of the possibilities of all Operational Programs, 
also Rural Development Program. 

• Easy access to funding opportunities must be provided to all stakeholders including 
those outside the Environmental Operational Program. 

• It is necessary a closer cooperation and exchange of information between different 
departments  of  the  administration  and  different  intermediate  bodies  of  the 
Operational Programs. 

• The  use  of  the  concept  of Network,  avoiding  the  conception  of  each  site  in  an 
isolated way, has to be promoted, and the procedures of social participation in its 
planning and management have to be promoted as well, also in the assessment of 
funding needs and in exchange of best practices in all the European Funds. 

• It  is  necessary  the  elaboration  of Director  Plans  for  the Natura Network  at  the 
regional or national  level, where not only  the  global  conservation  goals but  the 
budgetary needs are fixed 

• The  integration  approach  of  the  diverse  funds  coming  from  the  EU  and  the 
complementarities  between  them must  be  reinforced  to  be  able  to maintain  a 
favorable conservation status of the Sites included in the Network and increase the 
efficiency of the Funds.  

• Private sector must also contribute to the funding of Natura 2000 implementation 
measures  through  a  voluntary  approach  (social  responsibility)  or  through  an 
appropriate use of  compensatory measures derived  from  the  implementation of 
art 6.3. 

• It  is  necessary  to  develop  a  conservation  and  monitoring  strategies  of  the 
protected species of  the country, at  least of  those mentioned  in  the Habitat and 
Birds Directives, to fulfil the demands of both of them. 



• The studies of populations of species, and their monitoring, is being performed in 
certain Natura 2000 sites, but they do not form part of a previous programming, 
which would be very convenient to be performed and followed. 

• The extension of the territory and the lack of resources characterizes the romanian 
situation. A very practical approach would be to make samplings which may allow 
to estimate the abundance in the country and the population tendencies. 

• One of the current priorities of the romanian Ministry of Environment  is to make 
the complete list of sites Natura 2000, a list which has been started but is still far 
from  being  considered  as  complete  by  the  European  Commission.  To  make  a 
correct assignment of sites for the SPA’s Network it will be necessary to make new 
census studies and studies of the distribution of certain species, which will have to 
be carried out  in  the next years  to  improve  the degree of  fulfilment of  the Birds 
Directive. 

• The LIFE programmes constitute a very useful  financial  instrument  to  implement 
actions  linked  to  the conservation of habitats and species. To  these programmes 
can apply both  romanian public administrations as well as  those entities such as 
NGOs,  ecologist  associations,  etc,  which  are  in  charge  of  the  management  of 
certain protected areas or sites Natura 2000. 

• There are species as the brown bear or the capercaillie which live both in Castilla y 
León  and  in  Romania. With  several  of  these  species  there  has  been work  done 
many for many years in Castilla y León and there is an extensive knowledge both of 
their  ecological  demands  as  well  as  about  their  conservation  strategies.  This 
experience can be used in future projects which may be implemented in Romania, 
and serve as a support for both the planning phase and the execution of the works. 

 



 

REPORT ON THE VISIT TO ROMANIA   

COMPONENT  3. SUPPORT IN THE DAILY ACTIVITIES  Language  ENGLISH 

TASK 
3.6.2.  Support  in  the  daily  activities  regarding  Soil  &  subsoil  protection  and  ecological 
reconstruction – SEMINAR 3.6.2.A 

Expert 1 

Date of arrival  14/01/2009  Departure  17/01/2009  Working days  2 

Surname  Roeloffzen  Name  Anton 

Institution  DCMR Environmental Protection Agency Rijnmond 

Telephone  0031 10 2468185  E‐mail  anton.roeloffzen@dcmr.nl 

Expert 2 

Date of arrival  14/01/2009  Departure  17/01/2009  Working days  2 

Surname  Honders  Name  Ton 

Institution  SenterNovem 

Telephone  +31 646 166 169  E‐mail  a.honders@senternovem.nl 

 

 

Summary of the Activity  

 

The activity took place the 15th and 16th january 2009. 

The  first course session was aimed at familiarising the participants with the basic concepts of 
soil  quality  aspects  and  approaches  towards  site  remedition.    The  “theories”  and  concepts 
were applied  in practical examples. This generated much  interest and a  lively debate.  It was 
futhermore  identified that (officially endorsed) practical  instruments for site remediation are 
lacking. Especially  for  soil and  site  risk assessement. The next course  session  in april will be 
fully devoted to this subject.    

                                  



 

People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Aurelia Damidescu  NEG Bacau 

2  Marilena Boghitoiu  NEG Bacau 

3  Liviu Luca  NEG Iasi 

4  Simona Grigoras  LEPA Bacau 

5  Lacramioara Arinton  REPA Bacau 

6  Dan Stoica  LEPA Iasi 

7  Marius Huiban  REPA Bacau 

8  Radu Gheorghies  NEG Neamt 

9  Carmen Roman  NEG Vaslui 

10  Dana Boariu  LEPA Botosani 

11  Alina Puscasu  LEPA Botosani 

12  Elena‐Doinita Carlig  LEPA Neamt 

13  Anca Ionu  LEPA Suceava 

 



 

Activities performed 

 

DAY 1 – January 15 

#  Time  Subject  Presenter 

1  10.30  Start  ‐ 

2  10.30‐11.00  Introduction 

• Objectives of the course 
• Outline of EU, Romanian and Dutch legislation 
• Today and tomorrow 

Ton Honders 

3  11.00‐11.30  Dutch policies on site remediation and sustainable 
landmanagement 

• Policy objectives 
• Policy deliverables 
• Site inventory and prioritisation 

Ton Honders 

4  11.30‐12.15  Procedures 1 

• Financial and legal instruments 
• Practical examples 

Anton Roeloffzen 

5  12.15‐12.30  Coffee break  all 

6  12.30‐13.3 0  Procedures 2 

• Role of the authorities and stakeholders 
• Practical examples 

Anton Roeloffzen 

7  13.30‐14.00  Lunch  all 

8  14.00‐15.00  Romanian situation 

• Position of the 2 governmental decrees (2007) 
• Practicability and use of the “Soil Technical Guidelines” 

(concept 2008) 
• Plenary discussion 

Romanian delegate(s) 

Anton Roeloffzen 

Ton Honders 

9  15.00‐15.45  (Dutch) soil quality standards and risk assessment  Ton Honders 

10  15.45‐16.00  Bonus  Ton Honders 

11  16.00  End of today’s programme   

 



DAY 2 – January 16 

#  Time  Subject  Presenter 

1  09.30  Start  ‐ 

2  09.30‐10.00  Evaluation of day 1 / feedback from delegates 

• Lessons learned 
• Remaining questions 

Ton Honders 

3  10.00‐11.00  Site investigation (theory) 

• Problem analysis 
• Sampling plan 
• Evaluation of results 

Anton Roeloffzen 

4  11.00‐11.15  Coffee break   

5  11.15‐11.45  Case study / studies 

• Description of 1 or 2 cases 
• Tasks for delegates 

Anton Roeloffzen 

6  11.45‐12.30  Working on the tasks in small groups  Romanian delegates 

  12.30‐12.45  Coffee break   

7   12.45‐13.15  Presentation of the results  Romanian delegates 

8  13.15‐13.45  How the case study / studies were dealt with in practice 

• Technical approach 
• Role of the authorities 

Anton Roeloffzen 

9  13.45‐14.15  Evaluation of day 1 and 2 

Homework for next course session 

Ton Honders 

Anton Roeloffzen 

10  14.30 – 17:30  Elaboration of report. Planning of the next seminar.  Ton Honders 

Anton Roeloffzen 

César Seoánez (RTA) 

 

 

Activities to be performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

For  the next course session    (6‐8 april 2009)  the Romanian counterparts should prepare  the 
following: 



• A  presentation explaining the distribution of responsabilities / stakeholders regarding 
soil protection and site remedition legislation. 

• A presentation covering the pedological aspects of the various soils in Romania. 

• City  (IasI)  soil  quality map  and  possibly  the  soil  quality map  of  Romania  (on  heavy 
metals). 

• Qualitative  and  quantitative  (chemical  analysis)  description  of  several  cases  of  soil 
contamination. For example (abandoned) industrial sites, fuel stations, etc. 

• Gather  comments on  the  Soil  Technical Guidelines  as published by MESD  in  august 
2008. Send comments – via the EU twinning project channel – to MESD. 

• Obtain  the  document  (IB  SOP  Environment)  with  the  budget  allocated  for  site 
rehabilitation projects in the region (or Romania) and send it to Anton and Ton. 

• At  least  6  PC’s  (and  internet  connections)  should  be  available  for  the  next  course 
session to be able to interactively test Dutch instruments for soil and site analysis. 

 

Visit’s report  

 

The activities result in the following findings and recommendations:  

With respect to the training 

The main goals of the training were: 

1. To familiarise participants with some  basic concepts towards: 

• Soil protection, soil quality standards and site remediation. 

• Site investigation: technical aspects. 

• Site remediaton: financial, legal, stakeholder and technical aspects. 

• Site risk assessment. 

• European, Romanian and Dutch legislation. 

2. To practically apply the presented “theories” in 2 case studies. 

3. To obtain information on: 

• The practicablity of Romanian legislation and soil technical guidelines. 

• The roles of various stakeholders in site remediation processes. 

• Contaminated sites in the Moldava region. 

 



These  goals were  evaluated with  the  participants  on  the  last  day.  The  participants  of  the 
workshop were very interested in the presented issues and came up with many questions and 
examples of the problems they are  facing. 

More specific observations: 

1. On the MESD Soil Technical Guidelines: 

• Not all participants (REPA, NEG, LEPA’s) received the “guidelines”. 

• Time to comment was too short (2 weeks). 

• The  “guidelines”  are  not  targeted  at  local  authorities.  Only  persons  who  are 
accredited by  the “mineral  resources agency”  (?) are permitted  to carry out  site 
investigations and make geological reports. 

• The  “guidelines”  fall  short  on  practicability  /  instruments.  Especially  site  risk 
assessment is lacking. 

• For the moment no official guidelines are approved. They use the ones (i.e. Royal 
Haskoning national strategy and guidelines) sent by the NEPA last year. 

2. Some  examples  from  Suceava were presented.  They  include huge  (10‐15 Mton)  
residues from mining operations (some already closed). Leaching (by rainwater) of 
heavy metals  from  these  residues present  an  immediate danger  to  ground‐  and 
surfacewater quality. 

3. Ton  Honders  will  ask  Haskoning  to  make  available  the  finalised  documents 
regarding  the  National  Strategy  for  Contaminated  Sites  and  the  corresponding 
guidelines. Upon approval, the documents will be send to the participants. 

For the next course session in april, the participants expressed the wish to learn more on soil 
and site risk assessment. Since they start at a basic level, the material provided should include 
scientific theory, basic concepts and especially application in practical examples.  The following 
programme is envisaged: 

Day  1:  Basic  concepts  on  risk  assessment  (ecological,  humane‐toxicological,  leaching  / 
spreading).  Plus  examples  regarding  soil  qualty.  Application  of  the Dutch  software  tool 
“Risk Toolbox”. 

Day  2:  Basic  concepts  of  the  CSOIL  model  for  humane‐toxicological  aspects.  Site  risk 
assessment  of  Dutch  and  Romanian  examples.  Application  of  the  Dutch  software  tool 
“Sanscrit”. 

Day 3: Ecological aspects of soil. 

 

 



 

REPORT ON THE VISIT TO ROMANIA   

COMPONENT  3. SUPPORT IN THE DAILY ACTIVITIES  Language  ENGLISH 

TASK  3.9.2. Support in the daily activities related to Structural Instruments – SEMINAR 3.9.2.C 

Expert 1 

Date of arrival  01/02/2009  Departure  05/02/2009  Working days  3 

Surname  García‐Saavedra  Name  Antonio 
Institution  Ministry of Economy and Finances 

Telephone  + 34 915 835 231  E‐mail  AGarcia‐Saavedra@sgpg.meh.es   

 

 

Summary of the Activity  

 

For a period of 3 days different aspects of the control in the operative programmes have been 
discussed, taking as points of view: the regulations of EU Funds and their development, public 
procurement  and  contracting,  eligibility,  particular  conditionsof  the  environmental  projects 
and the audit track. 

 

People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Mihaela Tomita  IB SOP Environment, Monitoring / Reporting 

2  Noela Nechifor  IB SOP Environment, Monitoring / Reporting 

3  Emilia Teodoru  Directia Apelor Siret – Serviciul PMB‐PRI 

4  Juliana Zugravu  IB SOP Environment 

5  Daniela Pocovnicu  IB SOP Environment 

6  Carmen Galita  IB SOP Environment 

7  Evelina Miroseanu  IB SOP Environment 

8  Iulian Constandache  IB SOP Environment 

9  Camelia Ardeleanu  IB SOP Environment 

10  Mariana Agapin  IB SOP Environment, Monitoring / Reporting 

11  Irina Mihaila  County Council Bacau 

12  Gabriela Scarlatescu  IB SOP Environment 

13  Vasile Daniel Zaharia  County Council Bacau 

14  Ciprian Mocasanu  IB SOP Environment 

mailto:AGarcia-Saavedra@sgpg.meh.es


15  Costica Chilianu  Regia Autonoma de Gospodarie Comunala 
Bacau 

16  Gheorghe Andronic  Local Development Agency Bacau 

 

Activities performed 

 

‐ Monday 2: 

‐ 10:30 Part I “The Control in the context of the Structural Funds and Cohesion 
Fund”  

‐ 11:45 – 12:00 Coffee break 

‐ 12:00 Part II “The Control in the EU legislation” 

‐ 13:15 – 14:00 Lunch break 

‐ 14:00 PartIII “Organisms responsible for the control and kind of controls they 
perform” 

‐ 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 1 

 

‐ Tuesday 3: 

‐ 10:00 Part IV “Public procurement & contracting” 

‐ 11:30 – 11:45 Coffee break 

‐ 11:45 Part IV “Public procurement & contracting” (continuation) 

‐ 13:00 – 13:45 Lunch break 

‐ 13:45 Part V “Practical examples” 

‐ 15:30 – 15:45 Evaluation of day 2 

 

‐ Wednesday 4: 

‐ 9:30 Part VI “The concept of elegibility”  

‐ 10:30 – 10:45 Coffee break 

‐ 10:45 Part VII “Measures with an environmental character  in  the Operative 
Programme”  



‐ 12:00 – 12:30 Lunch break 

‐ 12:30 Part VIII “Documentation and audit tracking” 

‐ 13:30 – 14:30 Review on training course, discussion 

‐ 15:30 – 17:30 Elaboration of visit report by the spanish expert. 

More detailed description of the subjects of the seminar: 

‐  Part  I:  “The  Control  in  the  context  of  the  Structural  Funds  and  Cohesion  Fund”  a 
general vision about the control activity in relation with the actions cofinanced by the 
EU. 
 

‐  Part II:  “The Control in the EU legislation”: there it was discussed: the goal of control, 
teh definition of intermediate body and beneficiary, as well as the articles referring to 
control in the General regulation and the Development regulation. 
 

‐ Part  III  “Organisms  responsible  for  the  control  and  kind  of  controls  they  perform”: 
discussions were held on  the characteristics of control  from  the point of view of  the 
organism performing it and the characteristics from the point of view of the organism 
subject of the control. Examples.   
 

‐ Part IV “Public procurement & contracting”: were presented: the criteria and ways to 
make  procurement  and  awarding,  as  well  as  the  publicity,  concurrency,  technical 
demands and absence of discrimination. The environmental legislation. 
 

‐ Part V “Practical examples” several practical cases related to the different aspects of 
public procurement.  
 

‐ Part  VI  “The  concept  of  elegibility”:  this  concept  was  analysed,  both  in  the  EU 
legislation and in the national one, giving examples.   
 

‐ Part VII  “Measures with an environmental  character  in  the Operative Programme”  : 
the different measures were studied from the point of view of the control. 
 

‐ Part  VIII  “Documentation  and  audit  tracking”:  there  it  was  justified  what 
documentation has to remain well indexed in order to have a good audit track, as well 
as the documentation needed to justify the expenses. 

 

Activities performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

None. 

Visit’s report  

 



The main conclusions after the discussions of the seminar are the following: 

Control (parts I, II y III) 

In what refers to these contents they have manifested interest about the financial corrections 

and their possible causes. 

Some concern has been noted  regarding  the execution of  in  situ controls,  the  reality of  the 

implementation and the fulfilment of the environmental legislation and other technical norms 

of national character. 

Examples of corrective actions were requested, together with the procedure to carry out them 

and the consequences of not accepting them. 

Public procurement and contracting (parts IV and V) 

Questions were posed on the use of public procurement procedures developed by professional 

associations of european  scope. The  answers have  insisted on  the  fact  that  the procedures 

that  have  to  be  in  any  case  followed  are  the  ones  established  by  the  legal  framework 

applicable:  the  EU Directives  17/2004  and  18/2004,  the  romanian  contracting  law  together 

with the legislation developing it, and the interpretative communication from the Commission 

(2006/C179/02) regarding the contracts which fall out of the scope of the Directives. 

The  restrictions  to  the principles of publicity,  concurrency  and  competence  in  the different 

stages of the public procurement and contracting procedure have been commented, providing 

different examples. 

Different  questions  related  to  the  selection  criteria  and  the  procedure  to  follow  in  case  a 

public procurement is declared as void have been posed. A special interest was shown in what 

concerns the evaluation of the human means and materials offered by the firms. 

Elegibility (part VI)  

The concepts of “eligibility” and “subventionality” have been discussed. After a proposal by the 

speaker  debate  took  place  about  the  elegibility,  following  the  national  legislation,  of  the 

technical assistances  for  the control and monitoring of  the works;  the participants  indicated 

that the elegibility of those payments is contemplated explicitly in an agreement between the 

Ministry of Economy and Finances and the Management Authority. 



Measures of environmental character in the SOP (Part VII) 

Special  emphasis  has  been  laid  in  the  need  to  check  the  fulfilment  of  the  conditions  of 

execution of the project, and in keeping the documentation which proves that. 

Documentation and Audit Tracking (Part VIII)  

With  the goal  to  indicate  the  importance  in  the conservation of  the documentation,  several 

examples  were  presented  about  the  spanish  experience  in  the  closure  of  the  operative 

programmes of  the period 94‐99 and  the difficulty  to  find  the documentation more  than 10 

years after the end of an operation. 

Mention was made to the different kinds of documents which are valid as a proof for controls, 

and which were mentioned throughout the previous days, and the need to have them in order 

to consider an audit track as sufficient was emphasized. 

As a general CONCLUSION  it must be noted  that  from  the questions posed and  the answers 

provided by the romanian participants, their knowledge on the subjects discussed is high. 

 

 

 



 

REPORT ON THE VISIT TO ROMANIA   

COMPONENT  3. SUPPORT IN THE DAILY ACTIVITIES  Language  ENGLISH 

TASK 
4.2 Support  to elaborate modern approaches  related  to  the  implementation of  the  future EU 
legislation requirements in the field of biodegradable household waste, seminar 2. 

Expert 1 

Date of arrival  09/02/2009  Departure  14/01/2009  Working days  4 

Surname  Veeken  Name  Adrie 

Institution  SenterNovem 

Telephone  +31302147715  E‐mail  A.Veeken@senternovem.nl 

Expert 2 

Date of arrival  09/02/2009  Departure  12/02/2009  Working days  2 

Surname  Pérez  Name  Domingo 

Institution  University of Vigo ‐ SOGAMA 

Telephone  0034 986‐812583  E‐mail  dom@uvigo.es 

 

 

Summary of the Activity  

 

The activity took place from the 10th to the 13th february 2009. 

The  first  day  a  conference was  held  with  representatives  from  REPA,  LEPAs,  NEG,  county 
councils, municipalities  and  the University of Bacau, where  the possibilities of  the different 
composting  techniques and  their application  to  the Region 1 – Northeast were discussed. 2 
examples  of  home  composting  projects  developed  in  Galicia  were  as  well  presented, 
highlighting the key points for success. 

Apart  from  this conference, several meetings were held, with  representatives  from NGOs of 
Bacau County, and another with  representatives  from  the PIU of  the municipality of Bacau, 
plus  a  training  course  delivered  to  school  teachers  who  are  or  will  be  involved  in 
environmental  awareness  activities  in  their  schools  based  on  the  theory  and  practice  of 
composting. 

Start of preparation of several supporting materials for the environmental agencies, NGOs and 
municipalities  took place. Delivery of 2 DVDs on  the  topics of home  composting and  school 
composting, plus guidelines on compost quality and marketing of compost are envisaged. 



 

People with whom meetings have been held 

 

  Name and Surname  Place of duty 

1  Nicolae Danculea  Primaria Sarata 

2  Rodica Mirela Bobisteanu  Major of Municipality Buhoci 

3  Cemalia Musteata  LEPA Botosani 

4  Irina Grigoras  Vicemajor Municipality Saucesti 

5  Liliana Popovici  LEPA Botosani 

6  Simona Maftei  Municipality Buhusi 

7  Matei Puiu  NEG Neamt 

8  Radu Gheorghies  NEG Neamt 

9  Cristian Flutur  County Council Suceava 

10  Anca Verbuta  LEPA Bacau 

11  Vasile Daniel Zahara  County Council Bacau 

12  Alina‐Valentina Benchea  Municipality Cleja 

13  Claudia Toma  Municipality Roman 

14  Cornelia Goldring  REPA Bacau 

15 Vlad Toader  Municipality of Racova 

16 Iulian Petru  LEPA Iasi 

17 Aurica Comuz  County Council Iasi 

18 Ovidiu Rotaru  NEG Botosani 

19 Lucia Ureche  NEG Botosani 

20 Ioan Galocteanu  Municipality Hemeius 

21 Ioana Mateescu  LEPA Suceava 

22 Emilian Mosnegutu  University of Bacau – Eng. Faculty 

23 Ionut Nastasa  NEG Bacau 

24 Ionut Prisacariu  NEG Bacau 

25 Claudia Tomozei  University of Bacau – Eng. Faculty 

26 Dana Chitimus  University of Bacau – Eng. Faculty 

27 Irina Oana Tartoaca  University of Bacau – Eng. Faculty 



28 Narcis Barsan  University of Bacau – Eng. Faculty 

29 Silvia Circu  County Council Botosani – UJM 

30 Elena Moldovianu  LEPA Neamt – IPM 

31 Iacob Irinia  NEG Neamt 

32 Alexandru Palade  Municipality Magura 

33 Anton Jitaru  Municipality Gioseni 

34 Gabriel Grigoras  Municipality Tamasi 

35 Francisc Imbrea  Vicemajor – Municipality Garleni 

36 Catalin Necula  County Council Vaslui – PIU 

37 Robert Iulian Cretu  County Council Vaslui – PIU 

38 Cristina Ciuraru‐Pal  Municipality Faradani 

39 Constantin Patras Can  Municipality Horgesti 

40 Petrica Burcean  Vicemajor – Municipality Itesti 

41 Dorin Tomescu  Major – Municipality Filipesti 

42 Adriana Antohi 
 

NGO Centrul Regional de Ecologie, 
colegiul tehnic “Dimitru Mangeron” 

43 Tudor Sava  NGO Veniti cu Noi 
44 Luana Aconstantinesei  University of Bacau 
45  Mihaela Elena Dascalu  NGO Veniti cu Noi 

University of Bacau 
46  Iulian Ionita  PIU Municipality of Bacau 

NGO Centrul Regional de Ecologie 
47  Remus Lupu  NGO Veniti cu Noi 
48  Gheorghe Istrate  NGO Sandru – Onesti 
49  Florin Suciu  NGO Iubim Natura 
50  Andreia Suciu  NGO Iubim Natura 
51  Domingo Pérez  Univ. Vigo, SOGAMA 
52  Adina Albu  School Inspectorate Bacau – Invatatori 
53  Maria Sin  School Al. I. Cuza 
54  Pavel Lina  School Al. I. Cuza 
55  Georgeta Ilcos  School Al. I. Cuza 
56  Crina Muraru  School Ferdinand I 
57  Stelian Ojog  School M. Dragan 
58  Rodica Dorina Sorea  School V. Alecsandri 
59  Emanuela Oiegar  School V. Alecsandri 
60  Lavinia Busca  School D. Mangeron 
61  Berta Munteanu  School D. Mangeron 



62  Radu Funaru  Univ. of Bacau – Enginnering faculty, env. 
Protection 

63  Dragos Florescu  School Ferdinand I 
64  Mihaela Chiribau  School Ferdinand I 
65  Maria Ojog  School Ferdinand I 
66  Gigliola Ceijnas  School Ferdinand I 
67  Dan Mitrut  School Al. I. Cuza 
68  Mihaela Chiribau‐Albu  School Ferdinand I 
69  Constantin Vatamanercu  School with classes I-VII, nr 9 
70  Margareta Vatamarescu  School Ferdinand I 
71  Elena Taralunga  School Ferdinand I 
72  Anisoara Tintaru  School Ferdinand I 
73  Adina Gosescu  School D. Mangeron 
74  Alina Petrovici  University of Bacau 
75  Gabriela Dospinescu  PIU Municipality of Bacau 
 



 

Activities performed 

 

DAY 1 – Tuesday February 10 Seminar Potentials and feasibility of composting in rural 
Romania ‐ Closing the cycles of nutrients and organic matter 

9:00‐10:30 Introduction to composting (Adrie Veeken, SenterNovem, The Netherlands) 

10:30‐10:50   Coffee break 

10:50‐12:20        Implementation of home  composting  in  rural areas: experiences and  lessons 
from Spain (Domingo Pérez, SOGAMA – University of Vigo, Spain) 

12:20‐13:00   Lunch break 

13:00‐14:00      Composting  in  rural  areas:  closing  the  nutrient  and  organic matter  cycles  by 
home composting and farm‐scale composting (Adrie Veeken, SenterNovem, The Netherlands) 

14:00‐14:30   Organisation and implementation of composting in Romania 

14:30‐14:45   Tea break 

14:45‐15:45   Discussion in groups 

15:45‐16:30   Plenary session: feasible options for composting in rural Romania 

 

DAY 2 – Wednesday February 11 

10:00‐12:00   Meeting with NGO’s 

14:30‐17:00  Training of school teachers on school composting at Ferdinand I 

 

DAY 3 – Thursday February 12 

10:00‐12:00   Meeting with NGO’s 

14:30‐17:00  Training of school teachers on school composting at Ferdinand I  

In between: writing report on compost quality 

 

DAY 4 – Friday February 13 

10:00‐12:00   Meeting with PIU Bacau 



12:00‐17:00  Writing report on compost quality 

 

Activities to be performed by the Romanian counterparts 

 

For the next course session (11‐15 May, 2009) the Romanian counterparts should prepare the 
following: 

• Coordination  and  agreement  on  home  composting  activities  between REPA,  LEPA’s, 
NGO’s and municipalities. 

• Coordination  of  school  composting  activities  to  strengthen  the  impact  of  school 
composting in society. 

 

Visit’s report  

 

The balance of the activity is very positive, having held meeting with all relevant stakeholders 
involved  in  the process of  implementing home composting and environmental awareness  to 
the population. The different stakeholders expressed their willingness to contribute in such an 
implementation, but agreed as well on the difficulty of such process, specially if there is not a 
good  collaboration  and  coordination  between  all  the  actors  involved  in  the  awareness  and 
monitoring of the population involvement and practice of home composting. 

The activities result in the following findings and recommendations: 

• A good opportunity to coordinate home composting can be via an agreement between 
REPA.  LEPA’s,  NGO’s,  universities  and  municipalities.  This  agreement  should  be 
formalized  with  a  letter  of  intent  where  partners  agree  to  cooperate  together  to 
implement home composting in rural areas.  

• School composting has various positive effects to make pupils and students aware of 
environmental  issues  and waste management. Moreover  school  composting  can  be 
deployed to raise awareness of the population (via families of students) and the school 
composting  projects  can  be  used  as  visiting  centre  for  people  interested  in  home 
composting. 

• Both  for  home  composting  and  school  composting,  two  separate  DVD’s  will  be 
established with all  types of multimedia  information  (reports, presentations, videos, 
samples of posters and flyers for campaigns, etc.). 

• A  good broadcasting  campaign  should be designed  and developed, with  the  aim  of 
rising the awareness among the citizens and promote a “self‐esteem” feeling, making 
the waste recycling issue part of the citizenship. Messages should be clear, honest and 
accurate. The  intensity of  this campaign should be higher at  the beginning, but even 



when  the expected  results are achieved a base‐campaign, with  low  intensity, should 
be maintained. 

• Rewards to those who do things right usually works better than penalties to those who 
do  things wrong. Once  the home‐composting program  is established, a  reduction on 
waste  taxes could be studied  for  those citizens who achieve a better compost and a 
better waste reduction. 

• Pilot‐scale  projects  are  good  demonstrations  about  how  a  home‐composting  based 
waste  program  can  be  applied.  Participants  should  receive  a  close  following  and 
guidance by the NGO’s and University experts, and Master Composters. 
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STEERING COMMITTEE – Bacau, 16.12.2008 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
 

Members in attendance: 
1. Mr. IULIAN MOVILA – Regional Environmental Protection Agency in Bacau  

        BC Project Leader 
2. Mr. CÉSAR SEOÁNEZ – Resident Twinning Adviser (RTA) 
3. Mrs. MIHAELA AMBARUS - Regional Environmental Protection Agency in Bacau, RTA Counterpart  
4. Mr. Radu Rotaru – RTA Assistant 

 
Topic Discussion Action to be taken Person 

responsible 
1. First part of the 
meeting and 
presentation of 
Twinning Project 
activities 
 

Mr. Iulian Movila welcomed all members attending and Mr. Seoánez, who presented  
excuses on behalf of the spanish Project Leader and the dutch Coordinator, was 
invited to start the presentation of the 3rd quarter of the project (27.08.2008-26.11.2008).    
 
(Details on Twinning Project progress and implementing rate can be found in the 3rd QR 
and also in the presentation of Mr. Seoánez). 
 
At the end of the presentation the RTA made the proposal that the next Steering 
Committee should take place on April 6, 2009. 
 

 
To send the Quarterly 
Report to responsible 
authorities in the same 
day 
 

 
Mr. César 
Seoánez 
 
 
 

2. Discussions and 
comments  
 
 
 
 
 

Project outcomes  
 
Mr. Movila asked if it would be necessary for the Twinning Project to produce a 
manual or guideline for landfilling municipal waste.  
Mrs. Ambarus replied that this document could have the form of a compendium 
comprising legal specifications from the Romanian and EU legislation, more like 
a set of procedures for operating a landfill. 

 
 
To read and assess the  
Guideline of best 
available techniques in 
landfilling produced 
by the Twinning in 

 
 
Mrs. 
Ambarus 
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Mr. Seoánez has presented a Guideline of best available techniques in landfilling 
produced by the Twinning in REPA Craiova. The RTA Counterpart suggested 
that this guideline should be read first and then REPA would determine if and 
what topics need further details. 
Mr. Movila explained that the guidelines produced by the twinning  should have 
a strong practical feature and should be designed to help landfill operators in their 
activities. 
Mr. Seoánez mentioned the fact that Mr. Huisman, the Dutch coordinator of the 
waste management activities, will also ask during his next mission from January 
26-29, 2009 the Romanian beneficiaries about what guidelines they need on this 
topic. 
Mr. Movila also suggested the need of producing a practical guideline for 
municipalities on how to introduce separate collection in an urban area. The 
guideline should consist on action proposals and a presentation of the financial, 
logistical and educational tools that are available to municipalities in this respect. 
Mrs. Ambarus replied that she will evaluate what steps have already been done in 
Phase I in designing guidelines for separate collection of waste and also 
underlined the fact that, in order for the project guidelines to be effective and put 
in practice by local authorities, it is needed political support. Also she added that 
during this phase of the project, the documents that contained case studies were 
very appreciated by the Romanian participant, so maybe the guidelines should 
also include case studies from the partner countries. 
Mr. Seoánez insisted that in the process of preparing guidelines the project team 
should take into account what is stipulated in the Twinning Contract and he 
mentioned that Mr. Adrie Veeken, according to the benchmarks in the Contract, 
will prepare some guidelines related to management of biodegradable waste 
within activity 4.2 and his Spanish counterparts will prepare 2 other guidelines in 
the framework of activity 4.1 on domestic waste management infrastructures. 
Mr. Movila suggested that the guidelines on waste management prepared by the 

REPA Craiova 
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Spanish and Dutch experts should contain examples of successful actions/ 
practices from the respective countries. 
Mr. Seoánez asked the Romanian Project Leader on what target group should 
these guidelines in his opinion focus on: mainly municipalities and landfill 
operators? 
Mr. Movila replied that REPA/LEPAs should and will also benefit from these 
guidelines because environmental permits have a part related to waste 
management and the information provided in these future guidelines should be 
useful for the staff in charge of permitting. 
 

 
 
 
Conclusions  
 
 
 
 

Mr. Seoánez concluded that the Twinning team should define its goals regarding 
the Twinning Project deliverables of the focal point soon because the foreign 
experts should start working on them in the beginning of 2009, to avoid 
accumulation of deliverables in the end of the project. 

To define the list of 
optimum guidelines on 
domestic waste 
management 

Mr. Movila 
Mrs. Ambarus 
Mr. Seoánez 
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