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REVIEW FORM CSI1 – Comments on specific indicators
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Code of specific indicator: 

This form is for providing detailed comments on individual indicator proposals.  Completed form to be returned to your Comments Coordinator: (e.g. for Slovenia for Agriculture Irena Rejec Brancelj (irena.rejec-brancelj@gov.si), for Air Melanija Lešnjak (melanija.lesnjak@gov.si)

Comments supplied by

Name:

Organisation:

Country: 

E-mail:

1.
Should the indicator be considered to be included in the EEA core set:

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 



No  FORMCHECKBOX 

(Please mark the applicable box.)

Please provide further clarification on the choice made above, focused on the criteria described below:

Relevance?1)
Comments:

Analytical 

soundness?2)
Comments:

Data availability?3)
Comments:

     If yes where?3a)


Other
Comments:

2.
Proposals for alternative/additional indicators:

Name of indicator:
Reasons for proposal:

(Proposals for alternative or additional indicators will be considered only if strong arguments are provided.)
3.
Suitability of proposed indicator as a priority4 for the core set of indicators:

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 



No  FORMCHECKBOX 

4.       If no comments please mark the reason - indicator is :

good  FORMCHECKBOX 



incomplete5  FORMCHECKBOX 

1) Policy relevance – please consider the following questions

· Is the link between the indicator and policy objectives and/or targets clear?

· Does the indicator provide a representative picture on one or more elements of the DPSIR chain?

· Is the indicator simple, easy to interpret and able to show trends over time?

2) Analytical soundness – please consider the following questions

· Is the indicator theoretically well founded in technical and scientific terms?

· Where available in factsheets or description sheets, does the proposed methodology offer a basis for producing the indicator?

· Where not available in factsheets, what are the methodologies currently available?

3) Data availability – please consider the following questions

· Are the data required to support the indicator readily available at the appropriate level within your territory?

· If not available, within what time frame would you estimate data will become available?

3a)     Specify: Organisation/Office/Department/Contact person

4) Priority is a matter of judgment and several factors.  An indicator is generally considered a priority if it has a combination of strong policy relevance at the European level, has accepted methodologies, either available or being developed, and has data either currently available, in the pipeline or that should be initiated as a priority action at the EU level.

5) Expert does not have enough information about methodology or information for evaluation.
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