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Piet Daas (Review board, NL) √ Janusz Dygaszewicz (PL) √ 

Albrecht Wirthmann (Eurostat) √ Bogdan Oancea (RO) √ 

  Ingegerd Jansson (SE) √ 

 

 
 
 

1. Opening and agenda 

Peter welcomed everybody to the third co-ordination meeting of the ESSnet Big Data project 
and thanked the Bulgarian National Statistical Institute (BNSI) for hosting the meeting and 
taking notes. Unfortunately the secretary of the ESSnet, Martin van Sebille, had to cancel his 
participation to this meeting at the last moment for compelling reasons.  

Peter announced that we would not discuss each WP in detail in order to save time and 
added that WP1, WP2 and WP 5 would have their own meeting in the afternoon. 

 

2. Dissemination workshop 

Peter informed that all presentations had been received. Speakers were urged to 
concentrate on the content and respect the timing. Then he briefly went through the 
programme, the timing and the order of presentations.  

Peter presented his suggestions for questions to panellists at the closing panel discussion. 
There would also be an opportunity for the audience to ask questions. Françoise suggested 
adding a question about legal actions and initiatives. Albrecht added that there was broad 
consensus within the steering group that we should think about legal actions at EU level. 

Marc informed that about 70 people in total were expected to attend the workshop (55 
participants + 15 from the BNSI). Several reminders had been sent out, but the participation 
would be slightly less than anticipated mostly because the topic of the conference is very 
specific. Participants will be mainly from participating NSIs, non-participating NSIs (especially 
those NSIs from the Western Balkans that have received funding), and other organisations 
such as the OECD. 
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3. State of affairs of SGA-1 

3.1 Planning and realisation 

Peter informed that things had gone very well for the WPs in terms of deliverables and 
milestones, with one exception for WP5 (see below). Time requirements have been met. 
There were no major delays or changes. Nothing was scrapped; in fact, there have been 1-2 
extra meetings in WP4.  

There is one exception, for very good reasons – WP5. It had originally planned a meeting 
with telecom providers for June 2016, but it was postponed for autumn in order to have 
more time for preparation and for sending out invitations. Accordingly, the related 
deliverables shifted. For this reason WP5, which had to complete its work by last December, 
is currently finalizing its last deliverable, which is already available in a draft version.  

3.2. Resources used: state of affairs 

Since last year information is regularly collected on the resources spent by the WPs so that 
we keep track of the inputs needed and whether this is proportional to what we are 
supposed to produce. The 6th round of data collection took place in January, and the 7th 
round was held just before the co-ordination meeting. The deadline for sending the 
information was Friday, 17 February. Peter sent a consolidated overview, prepared by Martin 
van Sebille, to everyone on Monday, 20 February. Data for Norway and Slovenia is not 
included because it was sent after the deadline. 

Data is normally collected for the current SGA-1 and it is then consolidated in one overview. 
We collect the data in a way that we are already well positioned to produce the final report 
of the SGA when the time comes. We have the same template for that. The consolidated 
information is in one document. Several other documents on the operational budget have 
been sent out as well. 

As there is an overlap between SGA-1 and SGA-2, some countries spend resources on both, 
but most countries still spend resources only on SGA-1. We try to keep track of expenditures 
separately from the outset, for this reason we had separate requests for SGA-2. 

Peter has sent two documents on SGA-2, one with the resources spent and another one with 
the budget. So far only WP5 is in the second phase. Another document looks at the 
proportions spent throughout the duration of the project and compares them to see 
whether the distribution is even over time. It only looks at days spent, not at material costs, 
because the latter are punctuated.  

Generally, many countries have spent somewhat more than foreseen, while a few have spent 
a little bit less. This is normal. These additional expenses will not be reimbursed because they 
are not in the contract. 

There is a distinction between spending more days and spending more money than 
envisaged. Sometimes countries let the work be done by other grades than originally 
envisaged, so some have higher or lower costs. This has to be taken into account when 
interpreting the expenditure. 

There is an important overspending for Spain, Slovenia, Italy, Finland, Germany, the 
Netherlands, Bulgaria (the latter due to the workshop). Some countries, such as Poland, have 
spent more days, but less money, while others (Denmark, Austria) have spent less days and 
more financial resources. 

Concerning material costs and other direct costs, they are somewhat lower than foreseen. 
Travel costs are on average less than envisaged, and the same is true for some direct costs, 
notably for WP9.  
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3.3. Resources used: discussion 

In conclusion, we are fully in control concerning the resources we need to produce the 
agreed output. 

Nigel asked if it was OK to report additional work beyond what had been budgeted. 
According to Peter this is perfectly OK. We need to write down everything that has been 
spent on the project. Afterwards it can be claimed up to the amount that was foreseen in the 
contract. This needs to be done also in the context of the auditing exercise carried out by the 
Commission at the end in order to prove that the amount given to countries is justified in 
terms of what has been spent.  

Albrecht mentioned that there are two ceilings, one is the maximum co-financing rate and 
the other one is the maximum absolute amount. If the overall amount of eligible costs is 
lower than estimated, then the eligible costs are reimbursed according to the co-financing 
rate. If they are higher, the reimbursement is limited according to the maximum amount in 
the grant agreement. However, it is necessary to record the incurred costs and time spent on 
the project. In case of similar projects at national and at European level, it is required to 
distinguish expenditure of resources spent for the two projects because EU financing will 
only cover the costs generated by the EU project.  

3.4. Budget reallocations 

The budget as specified in the contract is leading. However, in some cases some minor 
aspects of the contract have to be changed. Peter gave a summary where this was the case. 

Adjustments in form of transfers within the estimated budget are possible without an 
amendment of the agreement, if the transfers do not affect the completion of the action, the 
transfers are between items of eligible direct costs and the transfer does not concern a lump 
sum. Exceptions apply to sub-contracting. The transfers are subject to approval by Eurostat. 
They should be requested no later than 4 weeks before the closing date of the action. 

Albrecht said that there is a difference between contractual and grant activities, e.g. the 
results of the grants remain the property of the beneficiary. We assume that the project is to 
the benefit of all involved parties,  the national NSIs as well as Eurostat. 

3.5. Communication 

Marc said that everything was on track. There are three different websites:  

 the ESSnet Big Data public website: 
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/mwikis/essnetbigdata 

 a mirror website (CROS portal) with no real content, but with the same navigation 
structure as the former: 
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/pages/viewpage.action?spaceKey=EstatBigD
ata&title=ESSnet+Big+Data 

 a restricted website for personal and financial information: 
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/cros/content/essnetbigdata_en 

There is also a specific generic email address for communication, which is: 
essnetbigdata@economie.fgov.be. Marc should be contacted for any questions or 
suggestions. 

Peter added that some countries have used the restricted website already for providing their 
information on resources spent, instead of sending the document by email. This solves 
confidentiality issues. 

The WexEx facilities work quite well. We keep track of all meetings. Both Martin and Peter 
should be contacted for requests for WebEx meetings.  

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/mwikis/essnetbigdata
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/pages/viewpage.action?spaceKey=EstatBigData&title=ESSnet+Big+Data
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/pages/viewpage.action?spaceKey=EstatBigData&title=ESSnet+Big+Data
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/cros/content/essnetbigdata_en
mailto:essnetbigdata@economie.fgov.be
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Olav asked whether report writing on Github had been considered. Albrecht said that Github 
had been discussed for common code development and documentation. Eurostat very much 
supports the use of Github for this purpose. However, an additional website would have to 
be maintained by the consortium. Marc will look into the possibilities. (Action: Marc) 
Software can also be made available through the Sandbox. 

 

4. Evaluation of SGA-1 

Peter invited all participants to share their experiences in order to learn from what has been 
done for the future: SGA-2 and beyond. He is particularly interested in the contributions of 
those who do not participate in the coordination group that meets every month. This is an 
opportunity for all partners to give feedback. The question is what could be done better in 
the future and what are our expectations. What has not been mentioned today is the role of 
the Sandbox and Review Board and if you have something about those aspects, it will be 
useful. Let’s start the round with Galya. 

Galya Stateva: BNSI works actively in WP2 Web scraping Enterprises characteristics. We have 
developed several use cases. The first one is URL retrieving which is has already been done, 
The second is e-commerce, the third is social media. ISTAT software implementation in 
Bulgarian reality conditions gives very good results. ISTAT software works well in Cyrillic 
alphabet. We finished practical implementation about first use case, about URL retrieving, 
now we start to search about e-commerce and social media. For me personally and my 
colleagues the most important result is the implementing of ISTAT software in Bulgarian 
reality.  
Giulio Barcaroli: The important issue is the portability of solutions which we tried to develop 
in each package. When we develop solutions we keep in mind which are the conditions for 
applicability. Concerning sharing platform for development, a suitable platform is Github. 
Monica Scannapieco: We are sharing solutions between the countries but there are legal 
constraints for the specific adoption of the solution. A general comment on WP2 is that we 
have different starting states on choosing methods. The most important thing for working as 
a group is to share the methodology and methods and identify good practices. The different 
steps to follow and different methods to use were successfully identified from the logical 
point of view. The main lessons learnt concern the different implementation of methods, and 
the need for standardization of processes and of methods for web scraping of data from 
enterprise sites. How should we go on? The solution to the problem Giulio mentioned when 
going on with different use cases is working on different methods using logical architecture.  
Piet Daas: Big data should have developed new economic indicators on new phenomena, this 
was not in the current project. Piet is a member of the review board and leader of WP8 of 
SGA-2. He would like to see a reduction in length and frequency of the monthly WebEx 
meetings of the Co-ordination Group. 
Maiki Ilves: Expecting more cooperation between the pilots. WP3 has only 4 members, which 
makes communicating easy. We had theoretical concepts and didn’t have experience. We 
had successful face-to-face meetings, but more would be desirable. With this project we look 
for how we can replace existing surveys with this project. As Piet said we are looking for new 
indicators. 
Nigel Swier: A big challenge is how to get access to data. Web scraping data in particular 
domains is difficult because of the legal problem. In UK it is also a problem. Quality issues are 
also ahead. We are making progress but not so much as in the first year. We are also 
engaged in the production of new outputs. 
Monica Scannapieco: (In reaction to Nigel) SGA-2 plans to investigate sustainability and 
accessibility. 
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David Salgado: In WP5 we have concentrated exclusively on access to mobile phone data. 
We cannot say anything about methodology.  These new data completely change our 
framework – they are completely different from traditional data. A great difficulty is that the 
data do not exist for statistical purposes, so providers would incur costs if they want to make 
the data available for statistics. This raises the question put by Nigel about the institutional 
arrangements to have access to these data. There will be 7 countries to have access to these 
data in SGA-2. The correct authority to solve all these issues is the ESS (EU level). As single 
NSIs we do not have the capacity to push it further. We are frustrated not to have access to 
data. 
Boro Nikić: I am involved in coordination of WP6. At the beginning I did not know how to 
proceed with this. When I started working with WP6 what I knew was this: I knew 2 kinds of 
people - those with ideas and those who know how to implement these ideas. I try to 
collaborate with these people. The excellent network gives good results to integrate. Our 
hopes are to start casting new economic indicators related to GDP. 
Valentin Chavdarov: We work with data owned by private parties and cooperation with the 
private sector and networks should go beyond statistical domain. Partnerships are needed 
for the future. 
Maxime Bergeat: The biggest question is what to do with these big data in statistics. 
Bogdan Oancea: WP5 lessons learnt from the first part of the project are that something has 
to be done with the legal framework. We cannot do some projects in Romania due to legal 
constraints. In the long run we have to change legislation. The European Commission has to 
have a Regulation for access to data and until then we cannot share data because there is no 
law. For the second part we could share data in the Sandbox. 
Ingegerd Jansson: It takes time to prepare for data access, preparations should begin even 
before a project starts. When we report about the project how should we do this and when? 
Reports get obsolete fast. How do we summarize the main points?  
Christina Pierrakou: We have had some difficulties but also good experience. For WP4 we 
need to have some access. We made contact with our Ministry to have free access to  
national data in order to compare them with the data from Dirkzwager.   
Anke Consten: The data obtained for WP4 can only be used for this WP. However, we need a 
structural solution for data access. Concerning the reuse of tools, this depends on national 
circumstances. Greece has reused code developed by Statistics Netherlands.  
Olav Grøndal: We would have done more if we had a structure, a platform to coordinate. 
Countries are different concerning IT. One country should have been chosen as the case and 
all should have worked on it, for instance using the Sandbox. A sprint approach to working 
together may be considered.  
Alexander Kowarik: We do not have smart meter data. We gained experience on working 
with big data. Our work is to look to data and gain experience on smart meter data. We 
learnt from problems by other countries. 
Françoise Dupont: In WP5 the legal situation is different. It would be nice to have more 
explanation on European and international level what is going on and what is being discussed 
so that everyone has the same information and is aware of the risk. We are keen on legal 
support. There were difficulties with the questionnaire, interviewing would be more proper.  
Janusz Dygaszewicz: WP7 represents combination of methods of WP2, WP4 and WP6. Very 
interesting package, its aim is how to combine big data, administrative data, statistical data 
for statistical output. We described methodology, linkage, how to combine these data in 
statistical domains. For population social networks are used as source. For agriculture we try 
to use satellite mapping, to govern in situ sources, to determine the type of vegetation and 
crops size. For tourism we focus on border movement – we use traffic sensors but we need 
to have access. We try to find additional value – correlation between satisfaction of farmers 
and size of crops. My colleagues try to establish legal framework to guarantee use of big 
data. 
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Marc Debusschere: For WP9 we are in general satisfied about communication. In WP5 we 
are unofficially involved. Just before that I received the reply of the request sent to Proximus 
– that is the telecom company for concrete use cases. I got contacted by Bureau of Statistics 
of Australia – they are doing the same thing. 
Albrecht Wirthmann: I consider SGA-1 and SGA-2 in the context of the Framework 
Partnership agreement contributing to fulfilling the objectives of the Big Data project. The 
project has been experimental on the one hand. On the other hand, it should demonstrate 
the feasibility of using big data for Official Statistics. We need to find ways of 
institutionalizing the results of the project to make them sustainable for the future. We could 
publish first results as experimental data to create a community for improving them. In 
addition, we should look outside the statistical domain, e.g. to what is happening at 
universities, to better profit from new ideas developed outside the statistical domain. We 
need to produce new ideas, test these ideas and implement them. We put the issue of access 
to data on the agenda of the steering group that met last week. Working on pilot projects, 
working with experimental data, developing solutions for multiple use of data is necessary to 
be done in collaboration by many countries and actors.  

Peter summarizes the main points: 

 Portability of solutions and logical blocks and the need to identify those blocks 
 WP8 has a role to play when pilots are to be integrated 
 Better positions of NSIs in SGA-2 
 Need for new economic indicators 
 Need of meetings 
 Need for working together between WPs to have more integration, for which WP8 is 

meant  
 Need for partners in WPs 
 More dedicated time for face-to-face meetings, WP1 already made sprint sessions, 

encourage WPs to have such meetings 
 Data access – we need more facilitation by Eurostat, stay in close contact with 

Albrecht on this matter for improvement of legal matter 
 Private partnerships mentioned twice 
 Need continuation of the network – WP8 may be the start of a network 
 Difficulty on access, to have structural solution, not ad hoc solutions, Eurostat’s role 
 Sandbox - role 
 Legal support by ESSnet 

After the round, there was some discussion. We should think what we could do nationally 
and as a network for the further development of the ESS, based on our comments and 
conclusions. 

Albrecht Wirthmann: We should also look at and possibly integrate the results of other 
ESSnets, e.g. the Digicom or the Admin project. Other means of funding for IT infrastructures 
could be considered, too, e.g. via the ISA initiative. There might be investments in the near 
future. 
Monica Scannapieco: I think the structure, the national one is not only for big data.  
Piet Daas: I like the idea of best practice developing in the methodology work package. It can 
also be an example of cooperation, possibly in the form of a virtual group. We already have 
big data idea. Not starting from scratch.  
Françoise Dupont: It would be good to share information between countries what has 
already been allowed, done, disseminated. 
Albrecht Wirthmann: Eurostat is currently doing legal review related to big data. The 
purpose of the project is to identify legal obstacles for using these data. It is limited to certain 
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big data sources and web scraping. The current project website should be the source for 
sharing information. 
Anke Consten: I’d like the idea of having a template for the final report.  
Marc Debusschere: I’ll look at the reports as they are now and see for a template, if you have 
suggestions, send them to me and I can implement them quite easily. (Action: Marc) 
Nigel Swier: When work packages are assigned next time NSIs have to make estimation 
before signing up on the sharing device and in advance to have idea about the necessary 
skills and have selection who to work with packages. Manual for final report is necessary. 
Marc Debusschere: It is easily produced as a tutorial on wiki with a step-by-step approach, 
also a kind of an empty template. (Action: Marc) 

 

5. WP8: Methodology 

Piet went through his presentation on methodology, to be held at the dissemination 
workshop. He suggested combining all findings on methodology, quality, and IT in the 
context of big data and discussing them with subject-matter experts during a workshop at 
the CBS in the Netherlands. The workshop would be held over two days starting in the 
afternoon, and it would ideally include representatives from all WPs, Eurostat, participating 
NSIs and NSIs not yet involved, but no more than 50 participants. Participants would vote on 
statements, with the aim being to get a general feeling of what people think. No objections 
were voiced concerning the proposed venue. The date is not yet specified, but the workshop 
will probably take place in April. 

Marc suggested using the documentation sections on the wiki for storing the literature 
overview and asked Piet to send any literature that is missing from the wiki and that might 
be interesting. 

Peter and Martin will check how many participants can have their expenses reimbursed for 
taking part in the workshop. (Action: Peter and Martin) 

 

6. SGA-2 

Peter asked whether the WPs would use the Sandbox during the second half of the ESSnet. 
WP4 and WP6 will use it, and possibly WP3. 

Concerning the review board, Piet would like to be replaced as secretary. Peter will think 
about it and in the meantime he remains open to suggestions for a replacement. (Action: 
Peter) If a replacement is found, Piet might keep observer status in the review board.  

 

7. Any other business 

Concerning the intermediate report, a template was agreed on in the coordination group. All 
the contents were put in the annex, but then it was decided they would be placed more 
centrally, while less emphasis would be put on the administrative part. Peter will change this 
himself. He reassured participants that there was no need for NSIs to edit their reports. 

 


