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1.
AGENDA

Workshop started at 1400 hrs on Monday 17 September 2001

1
Welcome and purpose of the workshop
Anita Künitzer

2
The EEA's reporting strategy 2001-2004, its overall approach to indicators development and assessment, and links to data gathering and streamlining of the system 


Anita Künitzer

3
The EEA’s need for data and information on transitional, coastal and marine waters – proposed indicators


Steve Nixon

4
Data flow from Marine Conventions and current data holdings in MARINEBASE


Kari Nygaard

5
The EUROWATERNET process – concept, history and examples using rivers as an example


Steve Nixon

6
Introduction to EUROWATERNET-transitional waters, and EUROWATERNET-coastal waters


Steve Nixon

7
The relationship between EUROWATERNET and the Water Framework Directive


Steve Nixon

8
What is required/requested of NRCs


Michel Joanny

9
Plenary discussion


Anita Künitzer

10
Overall workshop conclusions and agreement on how to proceed.
Tim Lack

Workshop ended 1300 hrs on Tuesday 18 September

Please note that the presentations given at the workshop can be found on the EEA’s CIRCLE system at the URL given below.

http://eea.eionet.eu.int:8980/Members/irc/eionet-circle/water/library?l=/eionet_workshops/workshop_september&vm=detailed&sb=Title
2.
Plenary discussion

It is helpful to remember that EUROWATERNET is an evolving process. At the Madrid EIONET workshop (1996) the NFPs gave virtually unanimous endorsement for implementation of EUROWATERNET to proceed. At the Budapest EIONET/AC10 workshop (1998) the Accession Countries gave their full support. In 1999 the concept of EIONET priority data flows was endorsed by the EEA Management Board and progress on dataflows through EUROWATERNET is reported regularly to the Board. In 2000, there was a joint workshop of EIONET NFPs and NRCs and the Member State Expert Committee on the Water Framework Directive (WFD). It was the first time these two interest groups had come together and they reached some important agreements and gave a strong steer to the EEA for future activities of the new ETC Water. Three major recommendations are relevant to the Oslo workshop:

· The ETC should focus on its main issues – EUROWATERNET, Indicators and the WFD.

· There should be co-operation between the ETC Water and the WFD Article 21 Committee ( and, by inference, the Working Groups set up under the aegis of the Water Directors and the Commission).

· The ETC Water should develop EUROWATERNET and Waterbase for the purposes of providing data for indicators.

For convenience, this section deals with questions and comments that were made at the end of each technical presentation and covers the more general and wider ranging discussion held in plenary at Item 9 on the agenda. The points and discussions have been grouped under a number of themes to provide consistency. 

Questions and comments on the EEA reporting strategy

The indicator reports produced by the former ETC/MCE are still under review by NFPs but they should be published by the EEA by the end of 2001.

The letter from the EEA to the Management Board requesting permission to use national monitoring data still has not been responded to by several countries. This is partly due to not yet finalised discussions within Member countries and the overlap with data reporting to the Marine Conventions. Thus the table presented at the workshop summarising responses to the EEA's letter might not reflect the real situation. Reminders should, therefore, be sent out once more. OSPAR and HELCOM still have decisions to make on this issue.

HELCOM has agreed to develop indicators, and this topic will be on the agenda of the next MONAS meeting. But the situation for OSPAR is different, as no formal agreement on developing indicators has been made.

Documentation associated with the development of indicators at EEA should be made available to NRCs. It is already possible for the NRCs to download existing fact sheets from the EEA website.

NRCs expressed some concerns about the use of CIRCLE including access to indicator fact sheets and to the list of NRCs. The meeting was informed that CIRCLE was currently under reorganisation in order to facilitate its use (access for members only), and that all fact sheets are made public on the EEA website after their review by the EIONET. The list of NRCs will be provided by the EEA as soon as possible.

Questions and comments on dataflow from Marine Conventions and MARINEBASE

Some NRCs were surprised by the low number of stations present in MARINEBASE compared to what actually exists in the countries. The lack of data in the central Baltic area was because permission for use of data was given only for aggregated data, and maps present only 20 km from coasts. In addition to that, the 1999 questionnaires were never updated. For instance, the UK expressed concerns about the stations and datasets presently in MARINEBASE (separate file data not included) and on the representative stations.

It was suggested that disaggregated data from stations was preferred to aggregated data. This would allow a thorough checking of data by countries. Countries should choose the level of aggregation, not ICES. For HELCOM, the MONAS group will decide and indicate to ICES what aggregation should be made. The co-operation with Conventions for the development and testing of marine indicators, as stated at the ISPRA meeting, is important.

The situation in the Mediterranean is different. Few data are available at the UNEP secretariat. Thus the EEA should try to find new ways of collecting data. For example, long term data sets are available on ecological problems in the North Adriatic. 

Concerns about the future of datasets submitted to the EEA and its Topic Centre were expressed, particularly in the case where another institute might take the leadership of the ETC in the future. The EEA confirmed that data are sent and archived by the EEA, and are not kept by previous ETCs.

The present MARINEBASE working database was considered to have inconsistencies, and needs more information on comparability and more transparency. Circle will be used for internal validation by countries before transferring of the data into the reference database. 

Questions and comments on the EUROWATERNET process and on resource availability

In marine waters, comparable statistics are more difficult to achieve because of the 3 dimensional nature of marine waters (but actually similar challenges occur with lakes). Links between the different components of DPSIR require proper indicators. This will be taken into account in the study on integrated assessment models. 

Linkages with other ETCs is essential, for example the ETC/TE could use Corine land cover maps to provide data on pressure on EUROWATERNET stations. 

Concerns were expressed about the time table for data collection. The end of the year appeared to be very short for several NRCs. Countries have only limited resources and these are committed to reporting to the Marine Conventions and the Commission as well as to the EEA: their priorities for reporting may be conflicting or unclear.

Countries are also committed to work associated with implementation of the Water Framework Directive (WFD).

Questions and comments on the EUROWATERNET for transitional and coastal waters (technical paper)

There must be clarification on the relationship between WFD reference conditions and EUROWATERNET reference stations. Basic physical information on monitoring stations is required for EUROWATERNET: this information is not always reported to the Conventions.

The table of determinands needs to be checked (e.g. salinity unit). This table is based on MARINEBASE and has not been reviewed by Conventions. It includes aggregated and raw data depending on different countries. A field on analytical method should be added.

It was suggested that the elaboration of EUROWATERNET be discussed at the right level with ICES. However this will require a Memorandum of Understanding with ICES, and this has not yet been established. 

The added value of MARINEBASE over ICES database was discussed. EEA intend not to duplicate, but use the ICES data to produce the indicators, although there is not much of it relevant to EEA needs. If the countries have more data then the EEA will ask for the additional stations definitions and the data from these stations included in MARINEBASE. Examples were given of when ICES rejected data because all mandatory fields were not completed: for one country this meant that no data had been accepted since 1996. Other countries acknowledged that more data was held nationally than submitted to ICES. 

The need for an EEA policy on the public dissemination of data and information was discussed. This is important because for some countries there might be issues of confidentiality for some data sets, and there maybe a risk of misrepresentation (by others) of information.

Information was needed about the data model of MARINEBASE and where is WATERBASE held. There is a need for communication on this matter and to give an opportunity for collaboration for people who want to help. Perhaps the IRF WG on Dataflows should be re-established.

Some NRCs stated that due to heavy workload and the need to avoid duplication of work, separate data deliveries to EEA would hardly be possible; It was therefore recommended that the existing databases of the Marine Conventions be used by the EEA.

Questions and comments on the relationship between EUROWATERNET and WFD

The definition of the limits for coastal waters will be preferably be established under WFD.

It was suggested that EUROWATERNET should just concentrate on transitional and coastal waters, rather than also include marine waters. The former (2) are more relevant to EU policy, the latter is in the realm of Marine Conventions.

3.
Overall workshop conclusions and agreement on how to proceed

1. Although the Oslo workshop participants expressed some concern about the availability of resources (see below), it was agreed that Eurowaternet should be extended to cover transitional and coastal waters. This was seen to be consistent with and supportive of the implementation of the Water Framework Directive. 

2. The workshop participants had identified some technical issues which need to be resolved by the ETC Water in the near future:

· The exact data requirements need to be specified, particularly in terms of the levels of spatial and temporal aggregation that is required.

· The ETC water should take account of activities in the Marine Conventions, e.g. the OSPAR Common Procedure and the HARP for nutrients

· However, participants did recognise the problem of the timeliness of reporting in the Marine Conventions was slower than the schedule for the EEA reports.

3. The workshop participants also identified some issues related to resources and priorities.

· Countries have only limited resources and these are committed to reporting to the Marine Conventions and the Commission as well as the EEA and the priorities for reporting may be conflicting or unclear.

· Countries are also committed to work associated with implementation of the WFD.

In response to these Tim Lack noted that resource allocation and priorities for NRCs was a matter for member states but recommended that priority should be given to implementation of EUROWATERNET in transitional and coastal waters (this is consistent with WFD needs) and that marine waters be considered on a separate track. It was also noted that attention given to implementation of EUROWATERNET now supports WFD activity as it had been recommended at Silkeborg that EUROWATERNET should be the common reporting mechanism for EEA and the WFD (and possibly, for other water directives too).

4. We therefore look for agreement in principle from the participants of the Oslo workshop to proceed with the implementation of EUROWATERNET in transitional, coastal and marine waters.

We therefore propose the following step by step procedure:

· Countries to indicate their agreement in principle to participate in the extension of EUROWATERNET to transitional, coastal and marine waters by email to Steve Nixon by 28 September

· NFPs are requested to support their NRCs in this task

· Comments on the technical paper: Developing EEA priority data flows for transitional, coastal and marine waters to Steve Nixon by 30 September

· ETC water to issue a revised paper by 31 October

· Countries to initiate the data flows according to the EUROWATERNET criteria from November 2001 to January 2002

· Email and telephone support will be provided by the Core Team - Steve Nixon (nixon@wrcplc.co.uk), and Michel Joanny (joanny_m@wrcplc.co.uk) to answer any queries or solve problems.

· Requests to visit countries to help resolve problems in the NRCs will be considered sympathetically subject to availability of travel budget although additional resources had been made available by the EEA to cover support to the Phare countries.
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