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This paper has been developed by the EFRAG Secretariat to report on the GRI Pollution stakeholder workshops held in 
April 2026. The paper does not represent the official views of EFRAG or any individual member of the EFRAG SRB. This 
paper is made available to enable the public to follow EFRAG’s due process. Tentative decisions are reported in the 
EFRAG Update. EFRAG positions, as approved by the EFRAG SRB, are published as comment letters, discussion or 
position papers, or in any other form considered appropriate in the circumstances. 

 

Stakeholder Workshops on EFRAG’s Comment Letter to GRI: Air Pollution, 

Soil Pollution and Critical Incidents Topic Standards 

Summary Report  

prepared by the EFRAG Secretariat 

 

Objective 

1. The objective of this report is to summarise the highlights of the two workshops EFRAG organised 

on 21 and 23 April 2026 with stakeholders on the GRI Topic Standard Project for Pollution. 

Background information 

2. With the aim of submitting a comment letter to GRI, EFRAG opened a public outreach process to 

inform its position. This process includes a 30-day public consultation survey running from 21 

April to 21 May 2026. In addition, EFRAG held two hybrid workshops, with the same agenda, 

aimed at informing European stakeholders and, where appropriate, gathering feedback on three 

GRI Exposure Drafts: GRI Air Pollution (GRI AP), GRI Soil Pollution (GRI SP) and GRI Critical 

Incidents (GRI CI). 

3. Participants were invited to share their perspectives on the clarity and applicability of the 

proposed standards, as well as their interoperability with the European Sustainability Reporting 

Standards (ESRS) – particularly with the topical [draft] simplified ESRS E2 Pollution – through 

targeted polls and, where relevant, open-floor discussions.  

4. Regarding polls, the Slido platform was used throughout the presentation to collect structured 

feedback and stimulate participant engagement. It should be noted, however, that the Slido 

results may provide only limited insights as the responses collected are not representative of a 

full sample. 

Summary of attendee information 

5. This section provides an overview of the participants in the workshops. Please refer to Appendix 

I for further details on their profiles. 

6. In total, 188 stakeholders registered for the workshops, and 78 of them attended (referred to 

hereafter as ‘attendees’ or ‘participants’) over the two workshop days. The workshop on 21 April 

had 34 participants and the workshop on 23 April had 44. All participants attended the workshops 

online. 

7. The attendees reflected a wide geographical reach, spanning 18 EU Member States and 14 

countries outside the EU. Within the EU, the geographical distribution was led by Western Europe 

(48%), accounting for nearly half of participants, followed by Southern Europe (32%). 
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Contributions from Central and Eastern Europe (16%) were moderate, while Northern Europe 

(4%) was represented to a lesser extent. 

8. In terms of stakeholder representation, the attendees who responded to the Slido survey mainly 

represented preparers (including business associations), closely followed by consultants and 

auditors. Very few respondents were from financial institutions, non-governmental organisations 

or international organisations. 

9. Regarding the specific knowledge of standards, most participants claimed to have some 

knowledge of GRI Standards in general, with approximately a third of them actively reporting in 

accordance with GRI Standards, a few using specific GRI Topic Standards, and many being familiar 

with them through advisory or academic work. Concerning the specific GRI pollution-related 

standards, slightly more than half of the respondents who interacted during the workshop 

expressed moderate familiarity, with only a minority claiming high familiarity, and slightly less 

than half indicating very little familiarity or no familiarity at all.  

10. With respect to ESRS, slightly more attendees expressed moderate to full familiarity, with 

approximately half of participants being involved in the preparation of ESRS reports, many 

providing advisory services, and fewer being involved in standard-setting or policy-related 

activities. 

Key information presented to stakeholders 

11. The EFRAG Secretariat informed the attendees about the objectives of GRI’s Topic Standard 

Project for Pollution, as well as its scope and timeline. In this respect, it is important to note that 

the current scope of the Project focuses on the development of three Standards – namely GRI AP, 

GRI SP and GRI CI – for which a GRI consultation is underway from 30 March to 8 June 2026. 

Additional exposure drafts will be launched for consultation by GRI as of Q4 2026, such as the 

exposure drafts on noise pollution and odour pollution. 

12. Additionally, the EFRAG Secretariat illustrated EFRAG’s rationale for commenting on GRI’s 

Standards and provided an overview of EFRAG’s process to submit its feedback to GRI, which 

includes the public consultation of its [draft] comment letter until 21 May 2026, the incorporation 

of stakeholder feedback into the comment letter by the end of May, the review and approval by 

EFRAG SR TEG and the EFRAG SRB in the first half of June, and the submission of its final comment 

letter to GRI by mid-June. It should be noted that EFRAG was granted an extension by GRI for the 

submission of its comment letter to allow for the views of European stakeholders to be captured 

through a duly timed due process. 

13. The EFRAG Secretariat then revisited some key structural aspects of ESRS, as well as of GRI AP, 

GRI SP and GRI CI – including the newly introduced and revised disclosures – and indicated how 

the disclosures across the GRI Disclosure would be mapped to the ESRS Disclosure Requirements. 

14. Finally, the EFRAG Secretariat outlines its first preliminary feedback to GRI, focusing on basic 

concepts and terminology, the separation of pollution requirements across various standards, 

issues related to permitting requirements in soil pollution, and concerns regarding the granularity 

of specific requirements. 

Input provided by stakeholders 

15. Participants were invited to provide their input on each of the main preliminary comments to GRI 

that were outlined during the presentation. 

16. Concerning GRI’s descriptions of the concepts of ‘air pollution’ and ‘soil pollution’, the majority 

of respondents to the related poll agreed on the need for closer alignment with the definitions of 
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‘pollution’ and ‘pollutant’ in ESRS and other globally recognised sources. Only a few respondents 

suggested that GRI’s descriptions are simpler and should therefore be kept. During the second 

workshop on 23 April, a very limited number of respondents suggested that a different approach 

should be taken, without, however, providing any details as to what that approach should be. 

17. Regarding the EFRAG Secretariat’s feedback on the possible increase in reporting complexity 

stemming from the separation of pollution-related requirements across different standards, most 

respondents agreed and indicated in the related poll that the standards should be combined. 

Fewer respondents agreed but suggested that the separation into standards still fits well into 

GRI’s architecture of standards. During the second workshop on 23 April, a few respondents 

expressed disagreement with the EFRAG Secretariat’s view. 

18. One attendee enquired about any existing overlaps between the sub-topic of microplastics under 

ESRS and the GRI exposure drafts under consultation. The EFRAG Secretariat then brought the 

public’s attention to the guidance under GRI AP and GRI SP, which lists microplastics as examples 

of other pollutants that can be emitted into the air or soil respectively. It is currently unclear 

whether GRI will address the sub-topic of microplastics more extensively through a separate 

standard at a later stage. 

19. Another recommendation that the EFRAG Secretariat put forward was to replace the 

requirements on permitting limits for soil pollution with provisions on soil contamination, in order 

to account for the specificities of the European regulatory context. The majority of the poll 

respondents agreed, with some hinting at having ideas for specific soil contamination 

requirements during the first workshop on 21 April, without, however, providing any indication 

as to those suggestions. Some respondents were rather uncertain, and none of them expressed 

explicit disagreement. 

20. Finally, the EFRAG Secretariat also shared its recommendation to further clarify the links between 

the concepts of ‘critical incidents’ and materiality, to which only a very limited number of poll 

respondents disagreed, suggesting that the ‘critical incidents’ description is already sufficiently 

clear. Approximately half of the poll respondents noted that both the terms ‘critical’ and 

‘material’ should be clarified. Some poll respondents agreed with the EFRAG Secretariat on the 

lack of clarity as to how materiality fits within the existing ‘critical incidents’ description, while a 

few indicated that only ‘critical’ requires clarification. 

21. On this latter point, one attendee asked to explain whether the intention of the EFRAG 

Secretariat’s suggestion was to address impact materiality, financial materiality, or both. The 

EFRAG Secretariat clarified that the intended comparison was with the ESRS concept of double 

materiality but invited participants to provide their input on any of the three materiality 

perspectives, bearing in mind that the GRI Standards primarily address impact materiality. 

22. Another participant explicitly agreed that it is difficult to understand how ‘critical incidents’ are 

defined under the current GRI description. They advised exploring how the Standard ISO 

14001:2026 on environmental management systems addresses environmental incidents, namely 

as potential scenarios that can occur – for example, in terms of occupational health and safety or 

supply chain incidents – and could have a high impact. They, however, remarked that, in their 

view materiality would rather be associated with scale (e.g. low, medium, high materiality), while 

the identification of major hazards would effectively be interpreted as scenarios that are 

dependent on severity and likelihood. 

 

Word of thank you to all contributions 
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23. The EFRAG Secretariat would like to sincerely thank all registered stakeholders, and especially the 

attendees, for their valuable contributions to the workshop. Your perspectives and expertise have 

been instrumental in informing our work. 
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Appendix I – Information on workshop attendees 

1. This appendix provides a more specific overview of the attendees of the workshops.  

2. Regions and countries represented by attendees. Three respondents did not provide 

information on their country; therefore, they were excluded from the total count of 

respondents for the purpose of this specific table and the countries of 75 respondents (instead 

of the total 78) are presented below. 

EU countries  Non-EU countries 

Austria 2  Argentina 1 

Belgium 3  Bosnia and Herzegovina 1 

Bulgaria 1  Brazil 2 

Croatia 1  Canada 2 

Czech Republic 2  Gambia 1 

Denmark 1  India 1 

France 6  Japan 1 

Germany 10  Switzerland 2 

Greece 1  Tunisia 1 

Hungary 1  Turkey 1 

Italy 4  Ukraine 1 

Lithuania 1  United Kingdom 3 

Netherlands 3  United States 8 

Poland 2  Tot Non-EU respondents 25 

Portugal 2    

Romania 1    

Spain 8    

Sweden 1    

Tot EU respondents 50    

 

3. Familiarity with reporting under ESRS (noting that some participants selected multiple options): 

 21 April (34) 23 April (44) Total (78) 

Experience with CSRD/ESRS 44%  

(15) 

29.5% 

 (13) 

36% 

 (28) 

Preparing for ESRS reporting 50%  

(17) 

43%  

(19) 

46%  

(36) 

Advisory / consultancy 35%  48%  41%  
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(12) (21) (32) 

Standard-setting / policy 23.5%  

(8) 

27%  

(12) 

26% 

 (20) 

No experience 3%  

(1) 

9%  

(4) 

6%  

(5) 

Other 6%  

(2) 

4.5% 

(2) 

5%  

(4) 

 

4. Experience with GRI Standards (noting that some participants selected multiple options): 

 21 April (34)  23 April (44) Total (78) 

Reports in accordance with GRI Standards 47%  

(16) 

27%  

(12) 

36%  

(28) 

Uses specific GRI Topic Standards 9%  

(3) 

16%  

(7) 

13%  

(10) 

Previously reported under GRI 29%  

(10) 

20%  

(9) 

24%  

(19) 

Familiar through advisory/academic work 41%  

(14) 

45% 

 (20) 

44%  

(34) 

No experience 9%  

(3) 

13%  

(7) 

13%  

(10) 

Other  29%  

(1) 

23%  

(1) 

26% 

 (2) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


