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What were the conclusions and planned short-term actions at the previous 
EIONET Workshop Soil? 

What has JRC done in collaboration with EIONET countries? 

Questions for discussion



History
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•Up-to-2007: 

EEA responsible for the contaminated sites data flow: EIONET 

 

EEA; last one in 
2006/2007; 

also EEA initiated the work Soil Country Analyses (reports) 
(soil related data + social-economic data) 

2007: Eionet Workshop on Soil - Brussels, September 2007 

In context of the establishment of the European Soil Data Centre (ESDAC) 
established by the Go4 (EEA, DG ENV, JRC, ESTAT) as one of 10 thematic data 
centres and as single point of reference in Europe for soil related data, it was 
jointly decided by EIONET Countries + EEA + DG ENV + JRC that the JRC would 
take over responsibility for management of the contaminated sites data flow, and 
other data flows (to define). 

2008: JRC: Recruiting of 1 staff for managing the contaminated sites data flow 

2009: first EIONET Workshop on Soil at JRC Ispra, 4-5 March 2009 

22 of 39 EIONET countries participating



History
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2009-2012: JRC and EIONET countries worked together on: finishing soil country 
analyses; data collections for soil erosion/soil organic carbon/contaminated sites 

Today, second EIONET Soil Workshop at JRC : 

Present: 25 of 39 countries + JRC + EEA + DG ENV 

9 countries that nominated a person but finally did not register: 
Albania, Bulgaria, Macedonia, Lithuania, 
Montenegro, Romania, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden 

5 countries could not attend: 
Cyprus, Ireland, Liechtenstein, Malta, Turkey



Conclusions EIONET Workshop Soil 2007
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- Clear soil data requirements and reporting obligations have been identified 
through the presentations from DG ENV and EEA. 

- The current status of the European Soil Data Centre was presented and on-going 
developments were sketched against its 2007-2009 implementation plan, 
especially in relation to INSPIRE and (since ESDAC will contain more than just 
spatial data) SEIS. 

- The ESDAC continues to define its data flows in order to respond to the 
requirements by its main customers DG ENV and EEA. 

- The status and future requirements of the Infrastructure for Spatial Information 
in the European Community (INSPIRE) were presented and the EIONET countries 
were invited to participate in its implementation in relation to soil through taking 
an active role in the data-specification process. 

- The EIONET members were given the opportunity to present and discuss topics 
in relation to soil data reporting and INSPIRE through a series of country 
presentations.



Conclusions EIONET Workshop Soil 2007 (cont.)
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- The JRC received new ideas from the EIONET members on how to conduct ESDAC 
data management operations beyond 2009. 

- The respective roles of the NRCs, PCPs, NFPs of EIONET in support of the ESDAC 
were clarified and the need for a single point of contact concerning soil data in the 
EIONET countries was identified. 

- First steps in the establishment a framework for future collaboration between 
EIONET and ESDAC were taken. 

- A number of actions to achieve in the short term were outlined.



Action-1
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… there is the need to clearly identify a lead institution within each country that 
will act as Primary Contact Point (PCP) and that will network within the country 
with the relevant NRCs or other organizations competent in the various topics to 
be covered by ESDAC. A letter from the JRC IES to the NFPs will be drafted in order 
to get this nomination by NFPs. 

JRC Letter to NFP’s April 2009: 
… May we therefore ask you, as the National Focal Point, to communicate to us by 
May 15th the selected lead institution for your country in relation to soil data and 
information which then will become the PCP for future contacts from our side? 

Response: 
31 of 39 countries nominated a PCP 

No PCP for 8 countries: Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, 
Liechtenstein, Malta, Romania 

Note: EEA/EIONET does not make a difference between PCP and NRC
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Action-1 - PCP



Action-2
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A joint publication between EEA and JRC has been agreed with NRCs of the Soil 
Country Analyses reports compiled so far (32 country reports). Reports will 
probably be published in the “JRC Scientific and Technical Reports” series. They 
will also be made available online at the European Soil Portal. In parallel, the JRC 
will identify which parts are dynamic and would need regular updating. 

Work was underway (Austria, Belgium, Germany, Greece, Italy and Spain reports 
were ready to be published) but then JRC + EEA suggested that the country 
reports would be proposed for inclusion within part C of EEA’s SoER 2010, however 
realizing that the quality of the information collected varied a lot. 

JRC uploaded all SCA material to EEA SOER2010 Part-C website, for subsequent 
use by the countries for their Part-C contribution. 



Action-3
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The Commission emphasized the need for a robust soil chapter in Part B of the 
SoER 2010. The EIONET representatives supported this position. Regarding 
reporting needs, it was considered that possible demands for Parts C and B will 
possibly be met with the information already available (i.e. in the SCAs and the 
ESDAC). However, if there was need of more data, the countries would be 
approached with a formal request with sufficient prior notice. 

JRC has written this SoER chapter; 

and also turned it into 
JRC Reference Report 

Note: More soil erosion and SOC were 
needed; so JRC launched data collection on 
erosion and SOC in 2009



Action-4&5
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-Action-4: The ESDAC will draft reporting guidelines for countries (Manual of 
Procedures) that will provide the EIONET member countries with detailed 
specifications for reporting some of the required data; this will happen in a 
participatory approach: the JRC will send out the draft and go through rounds of 
iteration until a final version of the guidelines is obtained. The contaminated sites 
dataflow will be resumed as soon as these guidelines are developed for it. 

-Action-5: The drafting of the full guidelines could take some time; in the context 
of preparation of the SoER, some rapid action for input data from countries may be 
needed, which is difficult to program at this stage. 

JRC provided: 

2009:  Guidelines for reporting on soil erosion and SOC 
and launched a data collection 

2011:  Guidelines for reporting on contaminated sites 
and launched a data collection



Action-4&5

12

For soil erosion and SOC: 

In July 2009, JRC sent out request for feedback on a proposal for a technical 
guideline for the collection of soil OC and erosion data (deadline of 30 September 
2009) 

Many countries replied positively and from the various detailed comments 
received, the JRC concluded that the proposed guidelines were suitable for 
carrying out the data collection. 

Send out request for data 7 July 2010, deadline 31 October 2010 (but also later, 
data were welcome …) 

“If it was impossible to deliver the data in the format specified: welcome any soil 
erosion and organic carbon data that could allow the JRC to improve the data and 
maps it currently holds.”



Action-4&5

13

Outcome for SOC: data from 13 countries received 

8 countries provided datasets: 
Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Denmark, Italy, Netherlands, Poland, Slovakia 

5 countries limited coverage or point data: 
Estonia, Norway, Ireland, Serbia, Switzerland 

9 countries expressed will to participate but they were not in position to present 
something valuable: 
France, Finland, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Turkey, Lithuania, 
Luxembourg,   Sweden. 

17 Countries didn’t reply at all. 

Outcome for soil erosion:  data from 14 countries received.  

8 EIONET countries provided complete or almost complete data according to the 
specifications set in the data request: Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Germany, Italy, 
Netherlands, Poland, Slovakia 

6 countries provided data that could not serve in a inter-nation comparison: 
France (classes); Macedonia provided a complete dataset in non-comparable 
measuring units; Ireland (PESERA data itself),Denmark (impossibly high values); 
Norway and Estonia (limited coverage)



11 countries included in map (14 countries delivered data)



13 countries included in map (13 countries delivered data)



Action-4&5
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For contaminated sites: 

Explicit wish by EEA and DG ENV to maintain the CSI015 

JRC maintained the 2006 specs to guarantee continuity 

Added a few questions that allowed responding DG ENV needs 
Deleted a few other questions (for which there was almost no turnout in previous 
exercises (on “problem areas” and “brownfield management”) 

JRC pre-announced a request for data with NFP and PCP in July 2011; 
JRC launched the request for data 17 October 2011; deadline 31 January 2012 

Operational work:  support by Environment Agency Austria  (questions, submission 
of data,  clarifications, perform analysis, create a report, request for final 
comments, proposal CSI015 “progress in the management of contaminated sites”, 
which in turn will serve as input to the next State of the Environment report. 

Finished August 2012 
Draft report created by JRC, September 2012. 

Intention for 2013: turn into a JRC Reference Report; comments are welcome from 
EIONET.



Action-4&5

17

For contaminated sites: 

questionnaire sent to 39 countries 

27 countries returned the questionnaire 

6 countries (Bulgaria, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Romania, Slovenia, Turkey) replied 
that they were not able to complete the questionnaire due to various reasons, as 
for example lack of personnel or no available data in the requested format 

3 countries (Czech Republic, Luxembourg, Portugal) did not reply at all 

3 countries (Greece, Latvia, Sweden) promised to complete the questionnaire but 
did not do it 
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Outcome contaminated sites 2011 
(and previous years): 2011:  27 countries contributed 
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Outcome contaminated sites 2011 
(and previous years): 2011:  27 countries contributed 



Action 6, 7, 8
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All material from EIONET Soil 2009 to be placed on the European Soil Portal 

Done 

The JRC will make corrections to the details of the NFP and NRCs for Soil lists. 

Done but not systematically. 

Proposal: 
- for NFP refer to EEA/EIONET website (but there are ambiguities!) 
- for NRCs: refer to EEA/EIONET 

On request by the EIONET countries, the JRC is available for integrating in the 
monthly newsletter relative items that are provided by the countries. 

JRC was available, but no input was received





Questions
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1. What went well or not in the communication with JRC in general? And for 
the individual data requests? 

2. What went well or not inside the country, when data request was made? 

3. In relation to questions 1 and 2, what are the areas for improvement? 

4. Can JRC continue to use its own email based communication for data 
requests? Or should it try to exploit more the ReportNet? 

5. Does JRC need to adapt to the EEA tools? 

6. Can JRC publish on European Soil Portal website the received data for 
erosion and OC? Do we need to involve the delivering countries for approval? 

7. JRC intends to create a JRC Reference Report on CSI015 indicator, based 
on the data received (see preliminary report). EIONET countries to be involved? 

8. What is our legal basis to ask for data (needed by EEA and/or ENV)? How 
to prioritize? Voluntary basis?
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