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1.-General comments on Issue Report

The overall presentation of results and their discussion appears clear and the message very effective.
The balance of indicators included in the selected set represents a clear example of the state of the art of main issues to assess water resources status in the present transition from “old” directives and the WFD. This seems particularly effective where the critical gap between existing data and WFD requirements are highlighted. 

In general it could be useful, when data sources are quoted, to make and effort to clarify if the absence of certain data from a given national territory, is due either to a true lack of monitoring data or to no compliance with the expected format and standard.

Example: Italy can provide more data but at the moment trends cannot be represented in a meaningful way.

In the future, it could be useful to discuss and share criteria to distinguish when a given indicator should be represented as a representative indicator or as a single example (box and not chapter). This is the case when the data to represent an indicator were provided by a very minority of States (in some case only two o three States). When this happens, reporting on this indicator at European level seems meaningless.

2.- Specific comments on individual chapters

Chap 4 Ecological quality

Following WFD implementation, it is expected than the ecological quality of water bodies and the Impacts (DPSIR) will be more comprehensively represented.

Comparison of classification schemes based on biological, physico-chemical and combined quality elements open a large discussion, as it is clearly explained in the presentation of results. The key message should be reported as controversial.

Transitional and coastal waters: no key message: only two countries.

Loss of habitat in transitional and coastal waters: figure 3.14 does not provide any significant information. Prediction follows very local conditions, models and measures.

Chap 5 hazardous substances

The reporting on industrial pollution discharges and diffuse pollution is still scarce as these items need a further and more intense effort from national authorities. Due to the difficulty in reporting on this issue it seem advisable to pay attention only to a selected group of substances (Priority substances?)

Definition of ECS for these substances should improve the reporting on these indicators.

Hazardous substances in lakes: due to the lack of data (only Scandinavian Countries) the indicator should be represented as an example not providing information for the all European space.

Hazardous substances in drinking water

The representation in map 5.4 is misleading: the coverage of the whole national territory could be integrated with % of resources impacted.

