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1. 
Background
Streamlining assessment and reporting across pan-Europe, including the gradual development of a shared environmental information system (SEIS) is on the agenda of the next environment ministers’ conference in 2011. The development of a sustainable Regular Assessment Process (RAP) of Europe’s environment is driven by: (a) the need to tackle efficiency in terms of inputs/outputs to the assessment exercise through the use of the information available for multiple purposes; and (b) the acknowledgment that evolving policy contexts require flexible and targeted assessment outputs based on regularly updated and easily accessible information. 
The development of a RAP of Europe’s environment goes together with the reform of the UNECE Environment for Europe (EfE) process agreed at the Belgrade environment ministers’ conference in 2007. A draft of the EfE Reform Plan developed by the Committee on Environmental Policy (CEP) was endorsed by the 63rd session of the Economic Commission for Europe (Geneva, 30 March - 1 April 2009). The draft Reform Plan
 envisages that the decision on the themes to be prioritized at the Ministerial Conferences shall take into account ‘preliminary findings of available assessments and statistical reports on environment’ and that the ‘official substantive documentation’ produced for the Ministerial Conferences shall be limited to ‘the pan-European assessment and theme-specific reports’.

The first Assessment of Assessments (AoA) of the state of the marine environment (marine AoA), launched in 2005 by the UN General Assembly resolution 60/30, was a pioneer in determining the foundations for the development of a Regular Process for global reporting and assessment, though limited to the state of the marine environment. Next, in early 2010, an AoA module based on Part B of the State of the Environment Report 2010 (SOER 2010 - AoA) was developed and conceived as a preliminary step towards a more comprehensive reporting. 

This Guide presents the Europe’s Environment assessment of assessments module for reporting to the next environment ministers’ conference in 2011 (EE-AoA 2011). The EE-AoA 2011 module builds on the experience of the marine AoA and on the lessons learnt while developing the AoA – SOER 2010 module.
2. 
The conceptual framework of the Europe’s Environment AoA module
Three main principles guide the definition of the conceptual framework of the EE-AoA module: 1. coherence with similar experiences and contribution to ongoing processes; 2. efficiency in the handling of information; and 3. Easy adaptability to diverse assessment exercises. See details in Figure 1 below.
Figure 1
Guiding principles of the conceptual framework of the EE-AoA module 
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Principle 1 determines the use of definitions that are as far as possible common with those used in similar exercises and/or in other relevant ongoing processes. These definitions are compiled into a ‘glossary’, considered as one of the necessary tools for the implementation of the module. Principle 1 also implies that a modular approach is used in structuring the various components of the framework. In the AoA reporting process, the three components of ‘Governance’, ‘Infrastructure & Services’ and ‘Content’ contribute to the production of the fourth component ‘Analysis, synthesis and conclusions’. These four components have been outlined according to principle 2; in particular, they are consistent with the components of the upcoming EU/EEA SEIS, expected to increase efficiency in the handling and use of information at EU level but also at ENP and other pan-European regional levels. 
What will be addressed within each component has been defined building on the experience of the marine AoA, namely on the ‘individual assessment template’ used for the review of individual assessments.
  The information related to components 1, 2 and 3 will be collected by means of ‘templates’, to be used for the review of the assessments/main literature; these questionnaires/check-lists and the related protocol (the protocol for the selection of assessments/main literature) are other necessary tools for the implementation of the module. Component 4 builds on the information gathered under components 1, 2 and 3; reporting on component 4 will be done according to a standard reporting format tool. Standardization is meant to increase the transparency and objectivity of the process and make it as independent as possible from the experts carrying it out. Finally, maximizing the use of common tools is in line with principle 3 that envisages the process to be flexible and able to adapt to the specific requirements the different reporting regions within the whole AoA process may have. 
The conceptual framework defined on the basis of the above principles is presented in figure 2 below. Shaded areas point to the tools devised within the framework.

Figure 2 – Conceptual framework of the module Europe’s environment AoA


3. 
Tools for the implementation of the Europe’s Environment AoA module 
Table 1 provides an overview of the tools needed to implement the Europe’s Environment assessment of assessments and the specification of the tools’ development path. 

Table 1

Tools for the implementation of the Europe’s Environment assessment of assessments 

	TOOLS
	Development path

	1. Glossary
	Compiled on the basis of the definitions agreed upon within the UN-led process of the marine AoA. The glossary also includes terms/concepts relevant to the SOER 2010 AoA. It is a dynamic tool meant to expand further as needs arise.

	2. Protocol for the assessments’ selection and prioritization
	It builds on the selection protocol developed within the SOER 2010 AoA exercise. 

	3. General template for assessments’ screening
	It builds on the lessons learnt while developing the ‘general template’ within the SOER 2010 AoA exercise; in turn, the SOER 2010 general template built on the template used for the review of individual assessments within the marine AoA.

	4. Topic (or cluster- or theme-)-specific templates
	To be developed by the Group of Experts of the EE-AoA. It may build on the theme-specific templates developed within the SOER 2010 AoA exercise and/or the individual assessments template used within the marine AoA.

	5. Reporting format for analysis, synthesis, conclusions. 
	It builds on the reporting format developed within the SOER 2010 AoA exercise.


3.1 
TOOL 1 – Glossary 
Conceptually, an ‘Assessment of Assessments’ does not make any new assessment but brings together and reviews existing assessments. In an exercise where a wide and diverse range of stakeholders are involved, a standardized terminology for key terms (such as ‘assessment’) is necessary to achieving comparability and a common understanding of the process. 
In this sense, a glossary to be considered as a common resource for all regional assessments will be made available for easy reference by all involved stakeholders. 
A preliminary version of the glossary is reported in Annex I. This version builds on the work of the marine AoA and complies with the definitions agreed upon within the UN-led process, though including also other relevant terms related, for example, to the SEIS. The glossary is intended as a dynamic tool, subject to progressive compilation and updating when needs arise.
3.2
TOOL 2 – Selection protocol 
A protocol for prioritizing and selecting assessments and/or main literature (‘selection protocol’) has been developed according to two main guiding principles: easily understandable and replicable in similar processes. The selection protocol is structured around four main steps: 
· Assessing the data requirement needs; 
· Sourcing the documents; 
· Mapping the assessments/literature; 
· Selecting the assessments/literature. 
The protocol for the selection of the assessments is detailed in Annex II.

‘Assessing the data requirement needs’ refers to the identification of environmental policy priorities on the basis of which the necessary assessments and/or literature are identified and ‘tagged’ as ‘potentially relevant’. For the Europe’s environment AoA, these policy priorities are set by the environment ministers’ conferences; in 2011, the Ministerial Conference will give special emphasis to two themes: (a) water and water-related ecosystems and (b) the green economy. 

At the first meeting of the Steering Group on Environmental Assessments, held in Geneva on 25-26 March 2010
, it was agreed to detail the two Conference’s themes into four main clusters; additionally, individual topics were identified for each of these four clusters. The specification of clusters and topics represents a clear guidance both for the identification of assessments/literature to be proposed for screening and for the selection of expertise needed to screen and assess the material provided.

‘Sourcing the document’s requires the identification of ‘sources’ which are determined by the expert’s knowledge and search capacities, or may be based on previously assembled lists of documents or sources’ outlining exercises/initiatives.

‘Mapping the assessments’ involves filling in the data with regards to the fields of a database. An example of database is reported in the protocol in Annex II.
Finally, ‘selecting the assessments’ involves determining if the assessment qualifies to be an ‘assessment’ according to the definition of assessment after Mitchell and others (2006), in particular whether each reference meets the three main conditions encompassed in the definition, namely: whether the piece of work is ‘formal’; whether it assembles ‘selected knowledge’; and whether it is ‘publicly available’. In general, ‘formal’ requires that the assessment should be sufficiently organized to identify components such as products, participants and issuing authority. Assembling ‘selected knowledge’ indicates that the content has a defined scope or purpose and that not all information compiled and contributed is necessarily included in the report, while being ‘publicly available’ or in the public domain is a necessary condition to influence public debate and different types of decision-makers. 
Additional selection criteria may be further considered to fine-tuning the selection of assessments/literature. 
3.3
TOOL 3 - Templates for the review of assessments 
Once relevant assessments/literature have been identified they need to be reviewed in order to evaluate how they come to be considered ‘relevant’, ‘legitimate’ and ‘credible’. 
To this end, there are two types of templates: a general template to gather information on ‘governance’, ‘infrastructure & services’ and ‘content’ in terms of data/information and outputs; and specific templates to gather detailed information on ‘content’ according to the themes prioritized by the Ministerial Conferences. Two types of templates aim to increase the efficiency of the exercise. For a composite report addressing more than one topic, it may be enough in some cases to fill only one general template and as many specific templates as needed according to the themes covered.  

The general template (enclosed as Annex III) contains questions of general interest on the assessment/piece of literature. Namely, these questions concern:
· General information;
· Governance (institutional arrangements, networking, scope, interaction, communication)
· Infrastructure & services (infrastructure, services);
· Content (information, data & quality control, indicators and assessment tools, outputs).
The specific templates shall encompass topic (or cluster- or theme-)-related ‘check-lists’. Building on the approach used in the marine AoA, questions in the specific templates are assessed against three levels: detailed coverage, general coverage, or not covered (not relevant). 

Specific templates need to be developed for each of the topic outlined under the themes prioritized by the upcoming Ministerial Conference or, at a more aggregated level, for each of the four clusters outlined under the two themes. 

Annex IV reports two examples of ‘specific template’. The first example, from the marine AoA, gives an idea of the thematic detail ideally needed in the ‘check-lists’ to investigate the coverage of the topic/cluster in each assessment/piece of literature reviewed. The second example, developed within the SOER 2010 module, provides a format of check-list investigating thematic aspects but also the policy and legal frameworks, the drivers, the trends, the presence/absence of hotspots, etc., thus drawing a more comprehensive picture. 
3.4
TOOL 4 - Reporting format for analysis, synthesis and conclusions 

The purpose of identifying, classifying and then screening the selected assessments is to evaluate how they come to be considered ‘relevant’, ‘legitimate’ and ‘credible’, but also to draw the necessary information/data, analysis and conclusions supportive, in the long run, of a sustainable Regular Assessment Process.
This evaluation/analysis stage can be carried out at different levels. If undertaken at the ‘topic’ level, afterwards the information can be collated at the levels of ‘cluster’ and of ‘theme’. Another criterion to aggregate the information for evaluation/analysis is the geographical scope (sub-regional, regional).
In particular, the evaluation/analysis includes:

· Appraisal of existing assessments and main information sources

· Analysis of gaps in information

· Level of relevance, legitimacy and credibility of the assessment

· Other findings on the nature of the organizations undertaking the assessments, assessments’ geographical scope, capacity strengthening and needs.
· Synthesis of content

· Conclusions 
A standard reporting format tool is enclosed as Annex V; instructions on the main sources to be used are built-in in the format.
4. 
Conclusions
All the tools outlined above will be available to relevant stakeholders via a dedicated portal. In particular, the portal will host the glossary (dynamic tool), a consolidated version of the database of assessments/literature reviewed, and the electronic versions of the templates and of the reporting format for analysis, synthesis and conclusions. The portal will also point to the data sources identified and the main data/indicators considered within the EE – AoA exercise. 
Overall, the EE – AoA portal is intended to contribute to the gradual development of a shared environmental information system (SEIS) within the EU, the ENP and other pan-European regions.
5.
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6. 
ANNEXES

ANNEX I

TOOL 1 - GLOSSARY

Last update: 15/04/2010 
	Term/concept
	Definition/description

	Assessments
	Formal efforts to assemble selected knowledge with a view toward making it publicly available in a form intended to be useful for decision-making (Mitchell and others 2006). By ‘formal’ the definition requires that the assessment should be sufficiently organised to identify components such as products, participants and issuing authority. ‘Selected knowledge’ indicates that the content has a defined scope or purpose and that not all information compiled and contributed is necessarily included in the report. The sources of knowledge may vary. While results from research and scientific knowledge predominate, assessments can supplement this with local, traditional or indigenous knowledge. Further, assessments can evaluate both existing information and research conducted expressly for the purpose. The definition also notes the importance of ensuring that assessments are in the public domain, as they may influence public debate and different types of decision-makers. 

Source: Marine AoA

	Credibility
	It is concerned with whether the knowledge assembled in the assessment is believed to be valid. An assessment gains credibility and authority by virtue of its information, methods and procedures.

Source: Marine AoA

	DPSIR framework 
	Driving forces – Pressures – State – Impacts – Responses (DPSIR) is a framework for organizing information about the state of the environment. It reflects the complex chain of cause-and-effect in the interactions between society and the environment. Driving forces refer to economic, technological and social factors that shape human activities exerting pressures on the environment. The pressures are the specific ways that human activities lead to changes in the state of the environment and impacts on valued parts of ecosystems or on society. Natural factors (e.g., variation or trend in temperature, salinity or ocean currents) can also be considered as drivers or pressures depending on the nature of the assessment and the nature of the natural factor. Impacts may trigger responses from regulating authorities or the private sector. An analysis along this cause-effect chain can help to identify priorities and find the most efficient response measures, which in principle can be directed towards any parts of the chain from modifying the drivers to adapting to impacts.

Source: Stanners, D.A., Bosch, P., Dom, A., Gabrielsen, P., Gee, D., Martin, J., Rickard, L. and Weber, J-L (2007). Frameworks for Environmental Assessment and Indicators at the EEA, in Hak, T., Moldan, B. and Dahl, A.L. (eds.), Sustainable Indicators: A scientifi c assessment, Scientifi c Committee on Problems of the Environment, SCOPE 67.

	Ecosystem
	Dynamic complex of plant, animal, and micro-organism communities and the non-living environment interacting as a functional unit.

Source: Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005 

	GMES
	Global Monitoring for Environment and Security. European Initiative for the establishment of a European capacity for Earth Observation.

Source: GMES portal http://www.gmes.info/

	Impact assessments
	They identify and characterize the impacts of human activities and/or natural pressures on ecosystems and society

Source: Marine AoA

	INSPIRE
	Infrastructure for Spatial Information in the European Community, established by Directive 2007/2/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 14 March 2007. INSPIRE aims at making available relevant, harmonised and quality geographic information to support formulation, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of policies and activities which have a direct or indirect impact on the environment. 

Source: EC INSPIRE Geoportal http://www.inspire-geoportal.eu/index.cfm

	Integrated Assessment
	Assessments that integrate across environmental, economic and social aspects, across industry sectors, and across ecosystem components (which may include land-based sources of inputs as well as land-based industries that depend on marine resources).

Source: Marine AoA

	Legitimacy
	A measure of the acceptability or perceived fairness of an assessment. A legitimate assessment is one that has been conducted in a manner that allows users to be satisfied that their interests have been taken into account appropriately and that the process has been fair.

Source: Marine AoA

	Process
	Institutional arrangements established to govern, guide and conduct the assessment and to ensure that the mandate and procedures are followed.

Source: Marine AoA

	Product
	It includes both the expert reports/summaries/scenarios and underlying data and information used in the analyses. 

Source: Marine AoA

	Relevance
	It denotes the ability of an assessment to address the particular concerns of those using it. It is also referred to as ‘salience’. An assessment is relevant if the user is aware of it and it informs his/her decisions or behaviour.

Source: Marine AoA

	Reportnet
	Eionet’s infrastructure for supporting and improving data and information flows. Reportnet is based on a set of inter-related tools and processes which all build on the active use of the World Wide Web. 

Source: Eionet portal http://www.eionet.europa.eu/reportnet

	Response assessments
	Assessments that identify and evaluate measures that reduce human contributions or vulnerabilities to environmental changes. 

Source: Marine AoA

	Sectoral assessments
	Assessments that address a particular sector of human activity.

Source: Marine AoA

	SEIS
	Shared Environmental Information System. A collaborative initiative of the European Commission and the European Environment Agency (EEA) to establish together with the Member States an integrated and shared EU-wide environmental information system.

Source: SEIS portal http://ec.europa.eu/environment/seis/

	Status and trend (or process) assessments
	Assessments that typically describe the present and changing status of ecosystems.

Source: Marine AoA

	Thematic assessments
	Assessments that focus on a theme or issue other than a single sector of human activity.

Source: Marine AoA

	Local knowledge (or indigenous knowledge)
	The knowledge that is unique to a given culture or society.
Source: Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005


ANNEX II

TOOL 2 - SELECTION PROTOCOL 

1. THE PROTOCOL

The selection protocol is structured around four main steps, as shown in the figure below: 


[image: image1]
Each step is detailed below.
STEP 1


‘Assessing the data requirement needs’ refers to the identification of environmental policy priorities on the basis of which the references required are identified and ‘tagged’ as potentially relevant. For the Europe’s environment AoA of 2011, environmental priorities relate to (a) water and water-related ecosystems and (b) the green economy. These are the two themes that will be emphasized at the Ministerial Conference in 2011. 
According to the proposal by the Steering Group on Environmental Assessments, these themes have been further distinguished into four clusters and a number of topics. Reference is to table 1 below.  
Table 1
 Themes, clusters and topics at the 2011 Ministerial Conference
	WATER AND WATER-RELATED ECOSYSTEMS

	Water resources
	Water resource management

	Water quality & vulnerability
	Water quantity (including glaciers & extreme events)

	Water quantity & vulnerability (including extreme natural events)
	Water management (including efficiency and adaptation measures)

	Desertification


	Infrastructure (including financial aspects, energy, wastewater, desalinisation, pipes/channels/reservoirs)

	Living resources (fishery)
	Water consumption

	Habitat characterization 
	Governance (including transboundary issues) 

	Ecosystem & biodiversity 
	Ecosystem services & restoration 

	Protected and migratory species & protected areas
	Water pollution control

	Invasive species
	Socio-economic aspects (access to drinking water)

	Water-borne diseases
	Vulnerability

	THE GREEN ECONOMY

	Green economy
	Resource efficiency

	Renewable energy (e.g. hydropower, biofuels and biomass)
	Use of natural capital (including forestry, agriculture, urbanization linked to the use and degradation of land, soil, water and biodiversity)

	Energy efficiency
	Water efficiency in industrial, rural and urban areas

	Mobility (air quality, emissions and noise)
	Life-cycle analysis

	Industry (emissions and waste)
	Environmental accounting

	Innovations
	Consumption and production patterns

	Environmental impact assessment (EIA) and strategic impact assessment (SIA)
	Tourism

	Governance (including institutional arrangements and multilateral environmental agreements) and environmental performance reviews)
	

	Corporate social responsibility & environmental reporting
	

	Futures and scenarios (including vulnerability, opportunities, competitiveness and migration)


	


STEP 2
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‘Sourcing the documents’ requires the identification of ‘sources’ which are determined by the expert’s knowledge and search capacities of those involved as individuals, institutions and/or organizations (European Environment Agency, UNECE, National Focal Points/National Contact Points, etc.). The sourcing may also benefit from lists of references assembled in previously undertaken initiatives/exercise (the marine AoA, etc.). It is anticipated that key documents in the Europe’s environment AoA will be the national and local state of the environment reports from various assessment exercises that are readily available at the national level.

STEP 3
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‘Mapping the assessments’ involves organizing the assessment into a database and filling in the details of each assessment with regards to the database fields. The following database structure is proposed: 
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Where:

1. Theme: refers to one of two the themes prioritized by the 2011 Ministerial Conference: (a) water and water-related ecosystems or (b) the green economy the thematic area.

2. Cluster: refers to one of the four clusters distinguished for the two above themes: 1. water resources; 2. water resource management; 3. green economy; and 4. resource efficiency.  

3. Topic: refers to the main topic addressed by the assessment/piece of literature, to be selected among the topics outlined under the four clusters.

4. Source: refers to where the document was located. If from pre-compiled lists of references, then the chapter title and version is given. If identified by an expert/organization/institution, then ‘expert’ or the name of the organization/institution is given. 

5. Name of assessment: the name under which the assessment/piece of literature is published. 

6. URL: the webpage address to the assessment/piece of literature. 

7. Organization: name of the body conducting the assessment.
8. Year: the year in which the assessment/piece of literature was published. 
9. Assembled selected knowledge: see below step 4 ‘selecting the assessments’.
10. Formal: see below step 4 ‘selecting the assessments’.
11. Publicly available: see below step 4 ‘selecting the assessments’.

12. Additional criterion: specify whether an additional selection criterion has been added.

13. Passed: refers to whether the assessment/piece of literature is deemed to be considered an assessment or not within the scope of the AoA exercise. 

14. Comments: preliminary experts’ notes on the quality of the assessment, likely relevance and any reasons for failing the screening. 

STEP 4
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Selecting the assessments involves determining if the assessment qualifies to be an ‘assessment’ according to the definition of assessment after Mitchell and others (2006). In particular, it is screened whether each reference meets the three main conditions encompassed in the definition of assessment, namely:  

· Whether the piece of work is ‘formal’. 

· Whether it assembles ‘selected knowledge’. 

· And whether it is ‘publicly available’. 

The definitions of ‘assessment’, ‘formal’, ‘selected knowledge’ and ‘publicly available’ are in the Glossary in Annex I. Assessments are formal efforts to assemble selected knowledge with a view toward making it publicly available in a form intended to be useful for decision-making. By ‘formal’ the definition requires that the assessment should be sufficiently organized to identify components such as products, participants and issuing authority. The product includes both the expert reports and underlying data and information used in the analyses. ‘Selected knowledge’ indicates that the content has a defined scope or purpose and that not all information compiled and contributed is necessarily included in the report. The sources of knowledge may vary. While results from research and scientific knowledge predominate, assessments can supplement this with local, traditional or indigenous knowledge. Further, assessments can evaluate both existing information and research conducted expressly for the purpose. The definition also notes the importance of ensuring that assessments are ‘publicly available’ or in the public domain, as they may influence public debate and different types of decision-makers. 
Finally, additional selection criteria may be considered to further refine the selection of assessments/literature. These additional criteria may for example establish that the material to be proposed shall be published after a specific year, in order to avoid considering outdated references.  

2. CONCRETE EXAMPLES

To facilitate the implementation of the protocol, some of the main reasons for rejection of references (i.e. non inclusion of the identified material in the database) are outlined below, along concrete examples. All examples are drawn from the development of an AoA module based on Part B of the State of the Environment Report 2010 (AoA – SOER 2010).
Examples of references not meeting the criterion of being ‘formal products’

In practice, formal products shall be considered those products meeting two basic criteria:

· Having a publication date;
· Containing information correctly referenced.

Examples of material that shall be omitted because not formal products include presentations or webpage such as the following: 

	GAEC (Cross Compliance Good Agricultural and Environmental Condition) 

http://www.sac.ac.uk/mainrep/pdfs/crosscompliance.pdf

	Lacking in reference details as there is no publication date. This is a presentation with no formal referencing



	ICPRD Dams & Structures http://www.icpdr.org/icpdr-pages/dams_structures.htm 


	webpage - not formal product, providing very short synthesis


Examples of references not meeting the criteria of being ‘assembly of selected knowledge’

The most common reason for exclusion of a reference is the lack of assembled selected knowledge. Published papers that do not provide information but refer to process or methodologies to collect information are not included such as: 

	Pauli, H.; Gottfried, M. and G. Grabherr (2008). Developing a methodology for using plant species for an indicator impact on biodiversity of climate change. Unpublished SEBI report, European Environment Agency, Copenhagen.
	Provides the methodology of an indicator but is not an indicator itself


Other certain to fail are legal documents such as Conventions, Directives and so on which do not contain any information. For example: 

	CBD,1992 Convention on Biological Diversity
	This is not an assembly of information but a legal treaty which does not contain information.


Pieces of work such as policy documents which use contextual information in order to provide the setting for a policy recommendation shall not pass the screening since the information is already included elsewhere and is only a very minor part of the work. An example is:

	ECNC, 2007, Climate change and biodiversity. The role of the European regions
	The purpose of this report is to examine the role of regions in biodiversity protection against climate change. While it does provide some contextual information about ecosystems and climate change, this is only as an introduction to the main discussion, and is material that is much better covered in others assessments.


A similar situation may arise for more methodological assessments, also to be rejected, such as: 

	Guidelines: adaptation, fragmentation. ENV.B.2/ETU/2006/0042R. Task 1.

	This is a theoretical examination of the interaction between climate change and fragmentation. While there is some selected information to illustrate the points being made, the information itself is not central to the work and is in effect only case studies. 


Individual scientific papers can be highly relevant in some cases. However, they shall be selected only if they are deemed to cover a topic not well covered by other assessments. 

Assessments can also be omitted if they contain information but it is unrelated to the environment. In cases where it is not clear whether there is enough information to warrant passing the screening, ‘Y/N’ (Yes/No) has been placed in the ‘Assemble selected knowledge’ field. However, the expert makes a decision whether to pass or to fail. This allows these ‘grey area decisions’ to be checked at a later stage. 

Expert opinion is used on whether to include a document for grey areas. If a strategy document is produced with some contextual information, it may be included if the information is deemed to be of sufficient quality and quantity. However, if it is superseded by a document that contains the relevant science on which to base the strategy, the strategy itself may be discharged. 

Examples of references not meeting the criteria of being ‘Publicly available’

All reports available to the public either through the internet, journals accessible through subscription, or as hard copy publications shall be deemed to be ‘publicly available’ for the purpose of the EE - AoA. The screening process will eliminate those publications that are used as background reports for assessments that are held by the responsible institutions and have not been publicly published. 

Any reports that cannot be accessed directly for some temporary reasons but are available to the public (e.g. at a cost, at a later stage because under re-printing, etc) are marked ‘Y/N’ in the ‘Publicly Available’ column and comments are written to illustrate the reasons that prevented the access (not available, not yet published, available only at expense, or cannot be located.).

 

3. RULES OF THUMB

Some general ‘rules of thumb’ for the screening of the references are given below.

· Reports for the purpose of establishing a methodology for an indicator or guidelines but not containing any information themselves are omitted. 

· Assessments are selected on the basis of containing information about the environment. Those that look at processes are excluded. 

· Where a book is broken into several chapters, the entire book shall be included as the reference, not the individual chapters.  

· Where an assessment is broken down into several chapters addressing clearly distinguished themes or topics (as the State of the Environment Reports), the individual chapters shall be included as the reference, not the entire assessments.

· Suite of assessments that produced similar products and followed consistent processes shall be considered as a single assessment. 

· Scientific papers, databases and indicators shall be judged on the basis of adding to the overall picture. Thus they shall be deemed to pass if they cover an emerging issue and/or an area poorly accounted for in the other assessments.

· In general, outdated assessments shall be omitted and the availability of more recent information checked. Among the additional criteria used to fine-tuning the selection of assessments, it may be decided by the Group of Experts to reject assessments older than a certain number of years, according to the topic and the relevance within the current political context.
· ‘Y/N’ (yes/no) shall be used to point to grey areas. Expert opinion is used on whether to include a document for grey areas. 

ANNEX III

TOOL 3 - GENERAL TEMPLATE 

	PART  0
	GENERAL INFORMATION

	Q.1
	Name of the assessment.

	Name:

	Q.2
	Name of the body conducting the assessment.

	Name:

	Q.3
	Publishing year of the assessment.

	Year: 




	Q.4
	Is the assessment part of a regular process? If yes, how often it is produced? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (specify the frequency in years)__________________________________________   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	GOVERNANCE

	PART  1
	INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS AND NETWORKING

	Q.5
	Was the assessment the result of an initiative by the body carrying it out? If not, was the assessment commissioned by another body or required by a piece of legislation? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available
If no, specify if commissioned by another body  FORMCHECKBOX 
 or required by a piece of legislation  FORMCHECKBOX 
 or others  FORMCHECKBOX 
_____

	Q.6
	Was more than one body involved in producing the assessment? If yes, specify which one(s) and whether these bodies are networked. 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (specify the name(s) of the body(ies) involved)________________________________________   


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available
If yes, specify whether these bodies are networked:  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes     FORMCHECKBOX 
 No      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available
If networked, provide details on the nature of the network ___________________________

	PART  2
	SCOPE

	Q.7
	Which is the geographical coverage of the assessment? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Global         FORMCHECKBOX 
 Regional (above national level): (specify the region)______________________     FORMCHECKBOX 
 National 

	Q.8
	Were there explicit objectives for the assessment? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (specify)__________________________________________ 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.9
	Specify the type of assessment (tick as many boxes as necessary).  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Status and trend assessment
. Specify the periods of time covered:_________________

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Thematic assessment

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Response assessment

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sectoral assessment


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Impact assessment  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Project-related assessment

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Integrated assessment. Specify if integration was across:   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Environmental, economic and social aspects
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 Thematic areas    FORMCHECKBOX 
 Ecosystem components     

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (specify)_______________________________

	PART  3
	INTERACTION

	Q.10
	Is it specified how scientific expertise was selected to carry out the assessment and brought into the process?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (provide details)__________________________________________ 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.11
	Was interaction/consultation with policy makers and/or civil society organisations organised during the assessment process? If yes, how?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (specify how)__________________________________________ 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.12
	Was there a peer review of the assessment during the assessment process, and/or before the final text was published?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (provide details)__________________________________________ 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.13
	Were any specific arrangements made to coordinate the assessment with other relevant and ongoing assessment processes?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 (provide details)__________________________________________ 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.14
	Were specific efforts made to strengthen institutional, scientific or technical capacity for the assessment? If yes, in which form?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available 

If yes, specify the type of efforts:   
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Technical assistance   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Capacity building  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Financial   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Technology  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (specify)__________ 

	PART  4
	COMMUNICATION

	Q.15
	How was the report presented and the findings communicated?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Press release(s)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Radio, TV or similar media


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Conference(s) or similar event(s)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Newsletter(s)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (specify):__________________________

	Q.16
	How was the assessment made available?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Downloadable electronic file or HTLM page

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Hard copy

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (specify):__________________________

	Q.17
	Was a summary of the assessment produced as a separate output?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.18
	In which languages is the assessment available?

	Language(s) of the summary (if available as a separate output): ________________________
Language(s) of the main report: __________________________________

	Q.19
	Does the assessment appear to be easy to understand and accessible to non-specialist readers?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
 

	INFRASTRUCTURE & SERVICES

	PART  5
	INFRASTRUCTURE

	Q.20
	Is there any support information systems for data management/ sharing/ exchange?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (provide details):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	PART  6
	SERVICES

	Q.21
	Are any INSPIRE/GMES/Reportnet compatible developments in place or under consideration? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (list and provide details):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.22
	Are the processes of data management/sharing/exchange facilitated? If yes, by whom and at which geographical level? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (provide details):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	CONTENT

	PART  7
	INFORMATION, DATA AND QUALITY CONTROL

	Q.23
	Were the type of information and the sources of data explicitly mentioned in the assessment?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Q.24
	On what information is the assessment based? (tick as many boxes as necessary)

	
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 data (wholly)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 expert opinion (wholly) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 local knowledge (wholly)


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 data (partly)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 expert opinion (partly) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 local knowledge (partly)

	Q.25
	Which were the main sources of data?

	
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Regular data flows  
     
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Statistical publications
     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Project-based exercises 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Ad-hoc collection exercises  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (specify)_________

	Q.26
	Were metadata available on the information used?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (provide details):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.27
	Were any legal /institutional agreements made for ensuring regular flows of data/information?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (provide details):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.28
	If regular access to the data was possible, on which platforms? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 support information system(s) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 hardcopy(ies) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (specify)_____________________

	Q.29
	Did the assessment control the quality of the data/expert opinion/local knowledge used in it?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (provide details on how quality was controlled):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	PART  8
	INDICATORS AND ASSESSMENT TOOLS

	Q.30
	Did the assessment use any form of indicators? If yes, list main one(s).

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (list):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.31
	Are any indicators produced based on major, regular data/information reporting flows? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.32
	Are there common methodologies for production of indicators to allow comparison/aggregation at some geographical level? If yes, specify which one(s).

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.33
	Were modelling and scenarios tools specifically developed for and/or used in the assessment? If yes, specify which one(s).

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.34
	Was any particular conceptual framework used to organise the assessment? If yes, specify which one(s).

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	PART  9
	OUTPUTS

	Q.35
	Did the assessment rank the severity of problems? If yes, specify major ranking(s).

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.36
	Did the assessment identify priority concerns? If yes, list the main ones. 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.37
	Did the assessment identify specific needs and/or emerging issues to be addressed? If yes, list the main ones. 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.38
	Did the assessment indicate gaps in the information needed for the analysis or in the scientific understanding of relevant processes? If yes, specify the main ones. 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (specify):__________________________
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

	Q.39
	Did the assessment provide options for the future? If yes, at which stage of the policy cycle? Provide details if available. 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information not available

If yes, specify at which stage and provide brief narrative comments:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Agenda setting FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy formulation FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy adoption  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy implementation  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy evaluation


ANNEX IV
EXAMPLES OF SPECIFIC TEMPLATES

This annex contains two examples of ‘specific template’, one from the marine AoA (Example 1) and one from the SOER 2010 – AoA (Example 2). 

The first example from the marine AoA relates to the marine environment; this type of specific template gives an idea of the thematic detail ideally needed in the ‘check-list’ to investigate the coverage of the topic/cluster in each assessment/piece of literature reviewed, but it contains no references to the geographical and/or policy/regulatory peculiarities of the assessment/piece of literature. 

The second example is an extract from one of the ten theme-specific templates developed for the SOER 2010 – AoA. Namely, the extract refers to PART 3 of the theme-specific template developed for water quantity. This extracts provides a format of ‘check-list’ investigating thematic aspects but also the policy and legal frameworks, the drivers, the trends, the presence/absence of hotspots, etc., thus drawing a more comprehensive picture of the information contained in the assessment/piece of literature reviewed.
EXAMPLE 1
	
	Detailed coverage 
	General coverage
	Not covered

	SECTION A
	ISSUES RELATED TO THE NON-HUMAN MARINE ENVIRONMENT

	A. Physical and chemical background of the marine environment
	
	
	

	A1.Hydrography (sea bed)
	
	
	

	A2.Hydrology (salinity, currents)
	
	
	

	A3.Influence of major freshwater inputs
	
	
	

	A4.Water quality – nutrient levels
	
	
	

	A5.Water quality – contamination and pollution
	
	
	

	A6.Water quality – turbidity
	
	
	

	A7.Other issues relevant to physical and chemical background covered by the assessment (please mention what these are)
	
	
	

	B. Marine fauna and flora
	
	
	

	B1.Primary production
	
	
	

	B2.Plankton abundance and diversity
	
	
	

	B3.Fish populations – wild commercial fish status
	
	
	

	B4.Fish populations – other populations of demersal and pelagic fish
	
	
	

	B5.Fish population – mariculture
	
	
	

	B6.Benthic fauna – wild commercial stocks of molluscs and crustacea
	
	
	

	B7.Benthic fauna – other populations of  molluscs and crustacea
	
	
	

	B8.Benthic fauna – mariculture of  molluscs and crustacea
	
	
	

	B9.Benthic flora – seaweed
	
	
	

	B10.Marine reptiles
	
	
	

	B11.Marine mammals
	
	
	

	B12.Seabirds
	
	
	

	B13.Marine fauna and flora – identification of threatened and/or endangered species
	
	
	

	B14.Other issues relevant to marine fauna and flora covered by the assessment (please mention what these are)
	
	
	


	C. Marine habitats
	
	
	

	C1.Coral reefs
	
	
	

	C2.Other spawning, breeding or nursery areas
	
	
	

	C3.Identification of threatened and endangered marine habitats
	
	
	

	C4.Other issues relevant to marine habitats covered by the assessment (please mention what these are)
	
	
	

	NOTE: Habitats issues that may be relevant to include under C4 include: coastal wetlands, mangroves, sea grass beds, sponge beds, seamounts, deep-sea trenches, mid-ocean ridges, hydrothermal vents, cold seep/gas hydrate communities and pelagic (open ocean) hotspots.

Please add any further comments that are necessary to give a good but brief impression of the thematic coverage of the assessment relating to the non-human marine environment.


	SECTION B
	ISSUES RELATED TO INTER-RELATIONS BETWEEN HUMAN ACTIVITIES AND THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT

	D. Food 
	
	
	

	D1.Scale of commercial capture fisheries (amounts taken of target species)
	
	
	

	D2.Pressures from commercial capture fisheries (amounts taken of non-target species and physical impact of fishing gear)
	
	
	

	D3.Scale of mariculture
	
	
	

	D4.Economic and social aspects of fisheries and mariculture (such as economic value of products and employment)
	
	
	

	D5.Proportion of fisheries and mariculture landed within the regions
	
	
	

	E. Human health
	
	
	

	E1.Impacts on human health from contaminated sea-water and/or contaminated fish and shell-fish
	
	
	

	E2.Impacts on human health and well-being from hydrological events (e.g.teh El Nino phenomenon, hurricanes, typhoons, tsunamis)
	
	
	

	F. Energy
	
	
	

	F1. Offshore wave and wind energy generation: environmental aspects (scale and impact on the marine environment)
	
	
	

	F2. Offshore wave and wind energy generation: social and economic aspects (such as economic value and employment)
	
	
	

	F3.Oil and gas extraction from the seabed: environmental aspects (scale and impact on the marine environment)
	
	
	

	F4. Oil and gas extraction from the seabed: social and economic aspects (such as economic value and employment)  
	
	
	

	G. Solid mineral extraction
	
	
	

	G1.Extraction of aggregates (sand and gravel) from the seabed: environmental aspects (scale and pressure on the marine environment) 
	
	
	

	G2. Extraction of aggregates (sand and gravel) from the seabed: social and economic aspects (such as economic value and employment)
	
	
	

	G3.Extraction of other solid minerals from the seabed: environmental aspects (scale and pressure on the marine environment)
	
	
	

	G4.Extraction of other solid minerals from the seabed: social and economic aspects (such as economic value and employment)
	
	
	

	H. Waste disposal
	
	
	

	H1. Discharge of liquid waste from land to sea – municipal waste water
	
	
	

	H2. Discharge of liquid waste from land to sea – industrial
	
	
	

	H3. Discharge of liquid radioactive waste from land to sea
	
	
	

	H4.Disposal of solid land-generated waste dumped at sea
	
	
	

	H5.Disposal of dredge material from navigational dredging
	
	
	

	J. Coastal change
	
	
	

	J1.Siltation
	
	
	

	J2.Creation of artificial coastline structures (sea defences, port and harbour construction, etc)
	
	
	

	J3.Land reclamation (including changes to Ramsar Convention wetlands)
	
	
	

	K. Maritime transport
	
	
	

	K1.Maritie freight movement (particularly tonnage)
	
	
	

	K2.Maritime traffic (particularly numbers of ship movements)
	
	
	

	K3.Discharges and emissions from normal operation of vessels (as covered by MARPOL)
	
	
	

	K4.Pressures on the marine environment from maritime catastrophes (shipwrecks, groundings and collisions)
	
	
	

	K5.Impacts on other human activities from maritime catastrophes (shipwrecks, groundings and collisions)
	
	
	

	L. Land-based development
	
	
	

	L1.Pressures from urban and industrial development
	
	
	

	L2.Pressures from agricultural development (including forestry and horticulture)
	
	
	

	L3.Coastal tourism activities: environmental aspects (scale and pressure on the marine environment)
	
	
	

	L4. Coastal tourism activities: social and economic aspects (such as economic value and employment)
	
	
	

	M. Other
	
	
	

	M1.Marine litter
	
	
	

	M2.Other pressures from human activities on the marine environment covered by the assessment (please mention the types of human activities covered)
	
	
	

	M3.Other impacts on humans from changes in the environment covered by the assessment (please  mention the types of human activities covered)

 
	
	
	

	NOTE: Where impacts on human are covered, please identify any cases where the most vulnerable groups or areas are identified.

Please add any further comments that are necessary to give a good but brief impression of the thematic coverage of the assessment relating to human activities that interact with the marine environment.


EXAMPLE 2

	WATER QUANTITY
	Detailed coverage 
	General coverage
	Not covered

	PART 3
	KEY ISSUES FOR THE PAN-EUROPEAN REGION

	Is the analysis of water quantity-related policy framework covered? If yes, specify whether it addresses: 
	
	
	

	- targets
	
	
	

	-  relevance to other sectoral policies
	
	
	

	- policy responses
	
	
	

	Is the analysis of water quantity-related legal framework covered? If yes, specify at which level:
	
	
	

	· global (for example, relevant Conventions as UNCCD  etc.)   
	
	
	

	- regional (supra-national) (for example,  relevant Conventions as the Water Convention, etc.)
	
	
	

	-  EU (for example,  relevant Directives etc.)
	
	
	

	-  national (for example, relevant laws, decrees, etc)
	
	
	


	Is discussion on water quantity trends covered in the assessment? If yes, specify with regard to which of the following:
	
	
	

	· water availability
	
	
	

	· water abstraction 
	
	
	

	- water use
	
	
	

	- access to drinking water and sanitation services, infrastructure
	
	
	

	- other (specify)_______________
	
	
	

	Is the analysis of water stress drivers covered in the assessment? If yes, specify  with regard to which of the following:
	
	
	

	- drought and water scarcity
	
	
	

	- floods
	
	
	

	- modification of water bodies
	
	
	

	- other (specify)_______________
	
	
	

	Is the analysis of the impact of water stress covered in the assessment? If yes, specify on which of the following: 
	
	
	

	- social aspects
	
	
	

	- economic activities
	
	
	

	- natural resources
	
	
	

	Is the identification of hot spots for water stress covered in the assessment?
	
	
	

	Is discussion on trans-boundary issues covered in the assessment?
	
	
	

	Is the outlining of relevant water quantity-related networks/initiatives covered in the assessment? If yes, specify these networks/initiatives:____________________
	
	
	

	Is reporting on water quantity-related best practices covered in the assessment? 
	
	
	


ANNEX V

TOOL 4 – REPORTING FORMAT FOR ANALYSIS, SYNTHESIS AND CONCLUSIONS
	TOPIC NAME

	ANALYSIS 

	Appraisal of existing assessments and main information material 
Assessment of the source material identified and screened at the beginning of the process, in quantitative and qualitative terms. It may point out the abundance/scarcity of the material available, the comprehensive/ scattered coverage of the topic by the material, whether the material is outdated/recent, etc. Additionally, the appraisal will inform whether important datasets available at the time of the review have not been considered by existing assessments and are thus unable to contribute to the AoA process. The assessment is based on the experts’ knowledge and analysis capacities. 

	

	Analysis of gaps in information 

Based on the critical  collation of the information provided in the general template under part 9 ‘outputs’, Q.38 

	

	Relevance – It explains how the assessment came to be considered ‘relevant’. ‘Relevance’ (ref: the Glossary) denotes the ability of an assessment to address the particular concerns of those using it. An assessment is relevant if the user is aware of it and it informs his/her decisions or behavior. Relevance is assessed by referring to replies contained in the general template on the policy relevance, the regularity of the information process, and the communication processes.

	Policy relevance – general template, part 9 - Q.39
	

	Regularity of the information process – general template, parts 0, 1, 2 -  Q.4, Q.5, Q.8
	

	Communication – general template, part 4
	

	Legitimacy – It explains how the assessment came to be considered ‘legitimate’. ‘Legitimacy’ (ref: the Glossary) is a measure of the acceptability or perceived fairness of an assessment. A legitimate assessment is one that has been conducted in a manner that allows users to be satisfied that their interests have been taken into account appropriately and that the process has been fair. Legitimacy is assessed by referring to replies contained in the general template on interaction (transparency in the selection of expertise, consultation processes, undertaking of peer reviews) and the presence/absence of networking.

	Interaction (selection of expertise, consultation, peer review) – general template, part 3
	

	Networking – general template, part 1
	

	Credibility - It explains how the assessment came to be considered ‘credible’.  ‘Credibility’ (ref: the Glossary) is concerned with whether the knowledge assembled in the assessment is believed to be valid. An assessment gains credibility and authority by virtue of its information, methods and procedures. Credibility is assessed by referring to replies contained in the general template on information, data, metadata and quality control of the assessment, use of infrastructure and services for data management and sharing, and use of indicators and assessment tools.

	Information, data, metadata and quality control – general template, part 7
	

	Infrastructure and services – general template, parts 5 and 6
	

	Indicators and assessment tools – general template, part 8
	

	Other findings 

	Nature of the organization(s) – general template, parts 0 and 1  - Q.2, Q.6
	

	Geographical scope of the assessments – general template, part 2 - Q.7
	

	Strengthening of institutional, scientific or technical capacity – general template, part 3 - Q.14
	

	Capacity and institutional needs - It is based on the experts’ analysis capacities. 
	

	SYNTHESIS ON CONTENT

Based on the information contained in the specific templates (topic-specific templates or cluster-specific templates). The level of detail of the synthesis depends largely on the level of detail of the check-lists of the specific templates, the synthesis simply tabulating the coverage of each item of the check-list in each assessment. Results are summarized in statistical terms as proportion (percentage) of assessments over the total number of assessments covering in detail (or in general terms) each of the items contained in the check-lists.  

	

	

	

	CONCLUSIONS
Derived from the general templates and the experts’ capacity of analysis, as detailed below.

	Identification of key indicators – general template, part 8 - Q 30
	

	Major concerns – general template, part 9 - Q.36 and experts’ analysis capacities.
	

	Major needs and emerging issues – general template, part 9 - Q.37 and experts’ analysis capacities.
	

	Main priorities - experts’ analysis capacities.
	

	General lessons, eventually supportive of the establishment of a Regular Assessment Process (RAP) of Europe’s environment - experts’ analysis capacities.
	


ANNEX VI
Minutes of the first meeting of the Steering Group on Environmental Assessment, held in Geneva on 25-26 March 2010
STEERING GROUP ON ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS

OUTCOMES OF THE FIRST MEETING
 25-26 March 2010, Geneva

The meeting was attended by members of the Steering Group on Environmental Assessments (SGEA) from Georgia, Italy, Kazakhstan, Norway, Poland, Russian Federation, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, USA, Uzbekistan, the European Environment Agency (EEA), the UNECE Working Group on Environmental Monitoring and Assessment (WGEMA), the Working Group on Monitoring and Assessment (WGMA) under the UNECE water convention, UNEP, OECD, UNDP, Central Asian Regional Environmental Centre (CAREC) and the European Eco-Forum.

The EEA Executive Director and a representative of Kazakhstan co-chaired the meeting. The SGEA:
· Considered various proposals for a scope and focus for the Assessment of Assessments (AoA);
· Stressed the need of coming up in the AoA process with recommendations for closing the gaps in current environmental assessments in the region and building country capacities for producing regular assessment reports at the national and international levels;

· Considered the ongoing development of the Shared Environmental Information System (SEIS) under the EEA, including key SEIS principles (e.g. data accessibility, relevance, quality control and sharing),  and ways and means of involving in this process of countries that are not covered by the EEA networks;

· Reviewed the availability of major global and regional environmental assessments that could be subject of AoA especially in the area of water and water-related ecosystems;

· Considered the opportunities for using the results of ongoing activities on environmental assessments and indicators that might be useful in providing time-series data for the pan-European assessment part of AoA such as the State of the Environment Report 2010 of the EEA (SOER-2010), the work of the UNECE Joint Task Force on Environmental Indicators and of the EAP Task Force; 

· Took note the EEA presentation on the Eye on Earth portal that might be expanded to cover the AoA activities; 

· Took note that CAREC offered its availability to carry out AoA module similar with the one developed by EEA on SOER2010 for Central Asia subject to money availability

· Took note that UNEP was very supportive to the process and mentioned possible linkages with running processes such as GEOS5 report

· Took note that OECD was preparing  indicators and green growth strategy to be published in 2011 making possible connections with the AoA process

· Prepared an outline (analytical sources) for the AoA report (see annex) taking particular account of the proposals put forward and the two main themes of the Astana “Environment for Europe” Ministerial Conference of 2011;

·  Agreed to focus on country situations with environmental assessments and to engage actively national focal points (NFP) at the earliest. Both national environmental assessment reports and country communications to multilateral environmental agreements (MEA) should be covered;

· Considered an EEA proposal for a template for the assessment of national and international assessment reports to be reviewed under the AoA process;

· Took note that the EEA would circulate the assessment template among NFP and invited UNECE to circulate the template among the relevant United Nations bodies;

· Took note that EEA would create a dedicated web site for uploading the replies to the template;

· Agreed with the EEA proposals on the criteria for the selection of assessments to be covered by the AoA report (e.g. “formal” reports produced by public authorities; expert reports supported by underlying data and information used in the analyses; scientific papers, databases and indicators covering an emerging issue and/or an area that is poorly accounted for in the broad assessments earlier than 10 years);

· Welcomed the EEA proposal to offer countries an opportunity to provide inputs of their country specifics for the AoA using the experience of the SOER-2010 preparation;

· Agreed that it would be for the thematic expert groups to come up with specific criteria for the assessment of individual reports to be reviewed;

· Highlighted the importance of selecting relevant representative(s) of the business community to be involved in the AoA process and invited the Co-Chairs to get in touch with relevant business associations actively involved in the topics selected for the AoA report;

· Welcomed the Co-Chairs proposal to write a letter to SGEA members soliciting their advice regarding the type of expertise needed for the topics on Green Economy and on Resource Efficiency as well as the international reference documents to be covered by the AoA report; 

· Agreed to use EIONET NFP and members of the Working Group on Environmental Monitoring and Assessment  (WGEMA) from Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia as NFP for AoA provided that other persons had not been designated for the purpose;

· Invited the Co-Chairs to write a letter to AoA NFPs and to relevant international bodies and institutions requesting them to provide details of recommended thematic experts for AoA;

· Took note with appreciation of the provision of CHF 70’000 by Switzerland and of the pledge of Euro 3’000 by the Republic of Moldova to the UNECE to support the participation of experts from Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia in thematic expert groups on AoA;

· Took note of the pledge by Italy to provide an expert to EEA for the AoA preparation;

· Expressed concern over the non-provision of the required donor funds for the UNECE secretariat to support servicing the SGEA and agreed, as a consequence, to proceed with the AoA report preparation in a step-by-step starting with the assessment of national assessment reports and communications under the MEAs, and using virtual communications as SGEA primary working means;

· Took note of the UNDP intention to facilitate the provision of funds to support Central Asian countries participation in the AoA process;

· Invited SGEA members to facilitate the provision of extrabudgetary resources for AoA;

· Took note of the proposal by the MGMA Chair to explore the opportunities to use the upcoming workshops on the 2nd transboundary water assessment as thematic expert meetings on water related topics of the AoA; 

·  Welcomed the EEA initiative to organize a NFP meeting at EEA in Copenhagen on 28 May 2010 back-to-back with the EIONET meeting to be held in Copenhagen on 26-27 May 2010. EEA will provide financial support to NFP from countries of Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia;

Decided to hold its second meeting on 1 November 2010 in Geneva on the eve of the annual session of the Committee on Environmental Policy (2-5 November 2010). An opportunity will be explored to organise an informal video- teleconference (with interpretation) in June-July 2010.

Annex

ANALYTICAL SOURCES FOR THE AoA REPORT

	WATER RESOURCES
· Water quality and vulnerability

· Water quantity and vulnerability (including extreme natural events)

· Desertification

· Living resources (fisheries)

· Habitat characterization

· Ecosystems and biodiversity

· Protected and migratory species and protected areas

· Invasive species

· Water-borne diseases


	WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
· Water quantity (including glaciers and extreme events)

· Water management (including efficiency and adaptation measures)

· Infrastructure (including financial aspects, energy, wastewater, desalinisation, pipes/channels/reservoirs)

· Water consumption

· Governance (including transboundary issues)

· Ecosystem services and restoration

· Water pollution control

· Socio-economic aspects (e.g. access to drinking water)

· Vulnerability



	GREEN ECONOMY
· Renewable energy (e.g. hydropower, biofuels and biomass)

· Energy efficiency

· Mobility (air quality, emissions and noise)

· Industry (emissions and waste)

· Environmental impact assessment (EIA) and strategic impact assessment (SIA)

· Governance (including institutional arrangements and multilateral environmental agreements) and environmental performance reviews)

· Corporate social responsibility and environmental reporting

· Futures and scenarios (including 
· vulnerability, opportunities, competitiveness and migration)


	RESOURCE EFFICIENCY
· Use of natural capital (including forestry, agriculture, urbanization linked to the use and degradation of land, soil, water and biodiversity)

· Water efficiency in industrial, rural and urban areas

· Life-cycle analysis

· Environmental accounting

· Consumption and production patterns
· Tourism


Determining those that qualify as ‘assessments’. Adding additional selection criteria to eventually refine the selection.





Filling in the details of assessments











3. Easy adaptability to diverse assessment exercises








2. Efficiency in the handling of the information 








1. Coherence with similar experiences and contribution to ongoing processes
































Attributing tags





� EMBED Word.Document.8 \s ���





Pre-compiled lists of references





Conceptual consistency of the EE-AoA with the marine AoA allows contributing to ongoing processes at the UN level, including the UNECE “Environment for Europe” process and the “Regular Assessment Process” of Europe’s environment. Consistency relates to the adoption of a modular approach but also to the compliance with UN definitions, a standardized terminology meaning comparability and common understanding. 





How data and information are used, updated and made accessible is fundamental to the development of a Regular Process. Along the establishment of the EU/EEA Shared Environmental Information System (SEIS) the EE-AoA seeks for coherence with the main SEIS components (governance, infrastructure and services, content) and adherence to SEIS guiding principles. Such principles establish that information should: be managed as close as possible to its source; be collected once, shared and used for many purposes; be readily available; enable easy fulfilment of legal reporting obligations; be readily accessible to end-users, serving evolving policy developments in a timely manner, allowing for comparison at the appropriate geographical level and facilitating participation of citizens to the development and implementation of environmental policies; be available in the relevant national language(s); and be shared and processed through common, free open source software tools.





The modular approach and the tools for implementation may be easily replicated with no or limited adaptation in similar assessment exercises and according to the specific priorities of the AoA.











Expert knowledge & search capacities








Environmental policy priorities





Selecting the assessments 





Mapping the assessments





Sourcing the documents





Assessing the data requirement needs

















� ECE/CEP/S/2009/1


� UNEP (2009), An Assessment of Assessments – Findings of the Group of Experts. Annex VII. 


� Minutes enclosed as Annex VI
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definitions  


COMPONENT 2   infrastructure & services   COMPONENT 1    governance     COMPONENT 3   content  


-   information & data   -   quality control    -   indicators   -   conceptual frameworks   -   modelling and  scenarios tools   -   themes & topics  outputs     -   processes (institutional   arrangements)   -   networking   -   scope/focus   -   interaction   -   communication      -   data management/data  sharing/ data exchange  (database, IT component)   -   sharing tools      


COMPONENT 4   A nalysis, synthesis, conclusions          


glossary  


Templates & protocols  


Reporting  format  


-    gaps in the analysis    -  concerns and problems  -   emerging issues  -   needs  -   lessons lea rnt  -   options for the future      





