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contained in the Online Guidelines for the Application of Environmental Indicators 
(Indicator Guidelines).3 The countries have the common ambition to produce and share all 
the indicators and their underpinning datasets in the near future, which is an important step 
towards establishing SEIS. With this, the target countries aim at having a solid set of 
indicators ready for use for a possible pan-European assessment cycle. 

3. The availability of data flows and the calculation of meaningful environmental 
indicators are important to help policy makers at national and international levels to better 
understand the undergoing changes to the environment, to compare the results with 
neighbouring countries, and to take informed policy actions for safeguarding the 
environment. They also enable citizens to access comprehensive information about the 
ambient environment in an effective manner. 

4. The process focused on the production and sharing of the environmental indicators 
has accelerated since 2013 under the Joint Task Force. The countries, in this process, have 
started working with eight indicators and fourteen of their underpinning data flows referred 
to as ‘core indicators’. Those cover five thematic areas: air, climate change, water, 
biodiversity and waste. At its Ninth Session in November 2014 the Joint Task Force 
decided to expand their focus by taking up additional six indicators into the agreed core set. 
The new core set of 14 indicators and 44 data flows (the core set) contains further 
indicators on water and biodiversity and opens up to the thematic areas of agriculture and 
transport. 

 II. Abstract – Availability of online data flows for the core set of 
indicators and progress between May 2014 and March 2015  

5. The analysis as of March 2015 shows that the majority of the 14 core indicators and 
underpinning data flows are produced and shared by the twelve target countries that 
submitted links (see figure 1). All of these countries produce and share data for each of the 
eight indicators that have been in the focus since 2013, with only two exceptions (Bosnia 
and Herzegovina for the air indicators as well as Georgia for the indicator on waste). With 
regard to the additional six core indicators that were selected only in November 2014, the 
analysis also finds a good performance: five of those are already produced and shared by 
the vast majority of the countries, while only the indicator Renewable freshwater resources 
(C1) is not yet produced and shared by a number of countries.  

6. Besides these encouraging results, however, the analysis also points out a number of 
cases in which further improvements are necessary by the countries. On the one hand, those 
gaps include cases in which not all data flows under certain indicators are shared or are not 
produced according to the agreed methodology of the Indicator Guidelines (see chapter III 
of the full version of the analysis). On the other hand, the analysis suggests tailored 
improvements in terms of providing background information and a brief interpretation with 
the shared data as well as making it available to the national public and international 
community.  
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 III. Conclusion 

7. This analysis reveals that the target countries are striving to share all indicators they 
produce while improving the content and user-friendliness of the websites where 
information on the indicators is shared. Almost all of the indicators produced by the twelve 
target countries that provided links for this analysis are available to the local public as well 
as to the international community. While many countries already publish background 
information on the applied methodology with their indicators, further efforts have to be 
invested into the publication of brief interpretations of the shared data flows and trends. 

8. Moreover, the vast majority of the target countries produce indicators that are 
compliant with the international standards and formats that they agreed upon in the UNECE 
Joint Task Force on Environmental indicators. This assessment as of March 2015 finds 
progress in meeting the recommendations of the Joint Task Force in comparison with 
previous analyses in May 2014 and November 2014, which is highlighted in a case study of 
five target countries.  

9. At the same time, in a number of cases it is noted that additional data flows have to 
be produced and shared and production methodology has to be further adjusted to fully 
implement all requirements of the Indicator Guidelines. This is in particular true with 
regard to the ambitious goal of the target countries to produce and share a total of 13 data 
flows on different parameters under the air indicators.  

10. It seems evident that given the progress of the countries in production and sharing 
highlighted in this report, there is optimism that the majority of target countries can ensure 
the establishment of national SEIS with a solid set of environmental indicators and data 
flows. 

    
 


