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Meeting of the ESSnet Big Data from 2017-10-26, 1:00 p.m. till 2017-10-27, 1:30 p.m. 

 

Participants: 
Peter Struijs (Chair) √ Anna Nowicka (PL WP 7)  

Martin van Sebille (Secretary) √ Piet Daas (PL WP 8, Review Board)) √ 

Nigel Swier (PL WP 1) √ Marc Debusschere (PL WP 9) √ 

Monica Scannapieco (PL WP 2) √ Lilli Japec (Chair of Review Board)  

Maiki Ilves (PL WP 3) √ Anders Holmberg (Review Board)   

Anke Consten (PL WP 4)  √ Faiz Alsuhail (Review Board)  

David Salgado (PL WP 5) √ Albrecht Wirthmann (Eurostat) √ 

Tomaž Špeh (PL WP 6) √   

 

Replacements/Guests: 
Toomas Kirt (incoming PL WP 3) √ Łukasz Błaszczyk (WP 7) √ 

 

 

Day 1: 2017-10-26 
 

1. Opening and agenda 

 

Opening 

Peter welcomes everybody to the 20th meeting of the Co-ordination Group of the ESSnet Big Data 
(CG) which is a face-to-face meeting held in Brussels at the NSI of Belgium, with thanks to Marc for 
organizing. Albrecht and Piet, with notification, will join the meeting later. 

Special welcome to: 

o Toomas Kirt who will replace Maiki from December because she will change job.  
o Tomaž Špeh who replaces Boro Nikić who changed job at the beginning of October. 
o Łukasz Błaszczyk who replaces Anna Nowicka who couldn’t attend this meeting. 

 
Lilli Japec, Anders Holmberg and Faiz Alsuhail could all not attend this meeting but Faiz will attend for 
half an hour by WebEx on Thursday. 

Within WP 8 some changes had to be made to get the deliverables on time. Therefore Anke Consten 
will lead the organisation of WP 8 while Piet Daas is responsible for the content. 

Agenda 

No new issues were brought to the agenda.  

 

2. Evaluation of SGA-1 
 

The final WP 0 report on administrative and financial matters was sent to Eurostat on the 29th of 
September. It is now being considered by Eurostat. (For further information: see point 14, 
administrative matters, below.) 

Faiz Alsuhail (member of the Review Board) joins by WebEx 
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Faiz is impressed by the good practice and efforts being done in this project. The commitment, 

motivation in the project is high. Very often larger projects lose speed after a while but not in this 

case. Even the project is very much on schedule. This is also very positive and big thanks go to the 

WP leaders and experts.  

However, Faiz has three challenges to increase the impact of the project: 

1. Consider another way of reporting of the findings, more aimed at users. The outputs of the 

work packages do include useful results and these results are easily understandable and clear 

for other NSIs but less for (end)users.  

2. Work (more) on prototypes or experimental statistics. The project benefits may not be clear 

enough for outsiders, such as data owners or taxpayers. Disseminate the prototype or  beta 

product to the outside world. Experimental statistics should be spread within the ESSnet and 

beyond. 

3. Ideas for research and challenges should be written down. These ideas could be there for 

others to pick up. Not only NSIs but also universities can use them for promotion of big data, 

traineeships for students, for hackathon themes or other researchers to collaborate with. 

They can also be used for EMOS. 

The work package leaders understand and underwrite the challenges Faiz has mentioned but 

challenges 2 and 3 are more aimed for the future and might not be suitable for every deliverable.  

The challenges mentioned have to do with big data dissemination issues. That’s what the wiki is for, 

not only for registration of minutes and deliverables but also to show (future) experimental results. 

The wiki is also a platform for asking comments and feedback.  At this stage there is very little or no 

feedback at all (apart from the feedback form the Review  Board of course). This can and should be 

more developed in the follow-up of this project. The wiki could also have a section for (references to) 

experimental results. 

Changing the report to better fit (end)users would be a separate task requiring extra work and 

guidance.  Now the deliverables are linked to the landscape in the countries where the work on the 

work packages is done. To make  a report more general  and so more accessible for a broader 

audience is maybe easier for some work packages such as the package on mobile phone data than 

for others. However, most of the final reports will contain lessons learned during this ESSnet. Faiz’ 

recommendations should be taken into account in those reports in particular. 

In the methodology workshop of WP 8 last April, 36 topics were mentioned as new  ideas concerning 

big data within one hour. So the idea of the third challenge is good but may be difficult to to execute 

in practice. 

Faiz agrees that the challenges are more relevant to certain work packages than to others and that 

they may imply more work to be done. However, small efforts can be taken to improve the reports. 

Mention wrong steps or errors you learned form, mention techniques or datasets you have used and 

share the knowledge. With this motivated group he is sure that this must be possible to achieve. 

From Eurostat’s (Albrecht’s) point of view the challenges and recommendations of Faiz are also 

useful to have.  After this SGA it is the intention to make the first steps towards implementation, and 
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to have a general overview, such as on methods that can be used more in general. The following 

project on big data in the ESS may also be aimed at generating handbooks, manuals and toolkits. 

Regarding the first challenge this will be taken into account for the final deliverables as far as feasible 

with the resources available. Work packages must present their deliverables as useful as possible for 

a broader audience. For the second challenge, the experimental statistics must at least be in focus for 

the NSIs involved in the projects. And concerning the third challenge on research topics the wiki can 

be used to accumulate the information. 

By email Anders Holmberg (member of the Review Board) has also provided suggestions. He stated 

that the reports could specify what lessons learned are general, what are specific, which ones are 

technical, which ones methodological, etc. That would make these outputs more valuable for others. 

The Review Board misses an outlook in some of the reports: “What shall or could happen next?”  

 
3. Setting the scene for the ESSnet, SGA-2 

 

Planning and realisation 

There has been some rescheduling within some work packages, notably WP 8, to be discussed later 
at this meeting. 

Resources used 

From three partners (D, PT, Dares) no updated information was received about the resources used. 

There is overlap between the end of SGA-1 and the start of SGA-2. Some work packages actually 
started in August with SGA-2. This explains why the average resources used are less than budgeted at 
this moment. 

Issues so far 

There are no real issues except the information that Denmark is not contributing to WP 4 at the 
moment because they have no resources (the main co-worker left the office). 

   
4. Communication and dissemination 

 

Meeting in Sofia 

Setting the date in May 2018 is difficult because of holidays, an ESSC meeting and the possibilities of 
the organising NSI (Bulgaria). It is not wise to have a date close to the end date of the project 
because work that has to be done for this project (final deliverables and milestones) will not be 
reimbursed after the closing date. 

On the second day of this meeting in Brussels the message was received that the proposed dates of 
the 14th and 15th of May are agreed upon. The Director-General of the Bulgarian NSI, Mr Tsvetarsky, 
will attend the dissemination meeting. Ms Kotzeva, Deputy General of Eurostat, already said she was 
available. On the 16th of May there will be a face-to-face meeting of the Co-ordination Group. 
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The content and structure of the dissemination meeting have to be decided. Differences with the 
meeting of February may be the attention to be paid to what comes after this project, output of beta 
products, ideas for follow up, etc. 

The work package leaders are asked to think about a key note speaker or speakers. The Sofia meeting 
will be on the agenda of the next CG meeting (15 November by WebEx). 

Wiki 

The structure is now stable and more coherent. Names of files have been and will be changed for 
better presentation of the wiki and for users.  

Marc also mentions that experimental output of statistics , beta products, try outs or anything else 
can be uploaded (or a link if countries don’t want information on a public site other than the one of 
their own organisation). 

Monica is planning to have a set of output indicators on the wiki, as discussed at the latest physical 
WP 2 meeting. David asked if Github has been arranged already. At this moment this is not the case 
but it should be possible. Marc will ask within his organisation for assistance and he can also ask 
Fernando Reis at Eurostat for assistance and information. Nigel will share the solution they use at 
ONS. (During the discussion Monica checked that Toni is still the contact point for matters concerning 
the Sandbox.)  

Maiki finds it a good idea to put information and output on the wiki based on the work done. Within 
NSIs it can be a long way to get it on their own website.  

Marc will draft a template for reports (action 34 of a previous meeting).  

WebEx 

The use of WebEx is completely integrated in the project. If work packages want a WebEx meeting 
please contact Martin and Peter at least a few days in advance and the meeting (link) will be 
arranged. 

A small issue occurred during some of the last meetings, as the video did not work at times for some 
participants. Martin will check at the provider’s help desk if there is an easy solution. Action 46: 
Martin 

 
5. WP 1: Webscraping / Job vacancies 

 
State of affairs 

Websites are a rich source of data at real time and almost every country has access to data although 
there are differences per country. However, survey information is still needed.  

Collaboration with Cedefop is sought for exchanging expertise and quality. Cedefop scrapes also the 
web for their purposes and for WP 1 it is important to avoid overlaps with Cedefop. In addition 
Albrecht mentions that for the future data from Cedefop, if possible, may also be available for others 
on national level. 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 
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It is difficult to have experimental outputs and  concrete results at the end of SGA-2 because a lot of 
work has to be done about quality and estimation, also methods developed will not be completely 
finished at the end of this SGA-2 but they are expected to be of benefit in the longer term. 

A second meeting (March 2018) with the technical team of Cedefop is planned, aimed at exchanging 
information and methods used on web scraping. 

Further a strategy will be developed for ongoing engagement on the use of web scraped job vacancy 
data for statistical purposes within the ESSnet. 

The final technical report including a roadmap for moving experimental research into production will 
be ready at the end of May. 

For the long term it might be possible to work together with Cedefop in the next ESSnet project. 

Expected outputs of SGA-2 are: 

- weigthed estimates; 
- job vacancy now cast estimates; 
- occupation codes classified to job titles; 
- estimates of available online job vacancies; 
- estimates of newly available online job vacancies; 
- portal specific vacancy count; 
- reliable matching methodology; 
- times series comparisons of online job vacancies and other job vacancies data; 
- disaggregations (geography, NACE, ISCO); 
- model for predicting NACE. 

 
Use of the Sandbox 

No.  

Issues encountered 

The work package consists of 10 partners. There are differences between countries in availability and 
web scraping of data and skills, but they are generally on an equal level. Also key people are leaving. 
Therefore focus is on managing the energy on the right issues and deliverables. The role of Portugal 
in WP 1 is still not defined. So far the issues have no consequences for the deliverables in SGA-2. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

In relation to WP 8 (methodology): There is a complete scheme of methodology, but one should 
realize that the environment is rapidly changing, and so are the data sources. There are also many 
differences between the partners. 

Possible need for budget reallocation 

Denmark may need to withdraw. It is not clear at this moment what the budgetary consequences will 
be.  
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6. WP 2: Webscraping / Enterprise Characteristics 
 

State of affairs 

Next to the deliverables in SGA-1 (see wiki), 16 pilots were implemented by participating countries. 
In SGA-2 the quality of results will be evaluated. The pilots refer to the IT architecture and they show 
the complexity within each country. Four different programming languages are used and methods 
and software are shared between countries not only in SGA-1 but also in SGA-2. 

Piet suggests to also compare the quality of the results within the work package. 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 

The use cases started in SGA-1 will be continued in SGA-2 with some small changes and two new use 
cases will be adopted. For future perspectives, testing information extraction techniques and 
applicability of findings, it is decided to evaluate extension of NLP techniques and word beddings, 
looking for key words which can be useful for extracting relevant information. 

A joint meeting with WP 1 is planned for March 2018, but it may not be necessary to have a joint 
meeting.  

The final report will include lessons learned.  

Expected outputs are: 

- indicator URL retrieval – rate(s) of retrieved URL’s from an entreprises list; 
- web sales – rate(s) of enterprises engaged in websales from enterprises websites; 
- job advertisements – rate(s) of enterprises that have job advertisements on their websites; 
- social media presence (1) – rate(s) of enterprises that are present on social media from their 

websites; 
- social media presence (2) – percentage of enterprises using Twitter for a specific purpose. 

 
Use of the Sandbox 

No. 

Issues encountered 

Finalizing the use cases of SGA-1 in terms of quality evaluation and output indicators is still a lot of 
work. Also sharing software, although obvious, means a lot of work and effort to do so. This means 
that there wouldn’t be too many resources for the two newly planned use cases. 

There is a need for consolidation of approaches under development in terms of use of registers and 
use for surveys. 

Accessibility does not appear to be a real issue. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

What are the plans for sharing new methods and what priority does it have considering all the work 
to be done? This is an issue for WP 8. 

From the CG the request is made to describe the methods and also software used so that it can be 
shared with others. A common test set would be useful. Slovenia has software available about 
machine learning and web scraping and also specifications to share. 
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The presented IT architecture is very positive and is useful for others to use in the future. 

Possible need for budget reallocation 

No. 

 
7. WP 3: Smart Meters 

 
State of affairs 

Maiki will change job and become head of the Statistics Design Department from 1st of December 
and therefore Toomas Kirt will replace Maiki as work package leader. Maiki may still attend internal 
WP 3 meetings.  

Information about SGA-1 is on the wiki. The first report has been updated. The biggest challenge is 
linking data with other sources. Descriptions are not detailed enough, address information is not 
standardized, lack of additional information are a few examples. The methodology of linking has to 
be improved. Nevertheless, there are already experimental results.  

The access to smart meter electricity data varies between countries from detailed data (very few 
countries) to no access (many countries). The main conclusions are that: 

- in principle the electricity smart meter data has potential as a source for producing business 
statistics; 

- information about the average consumption by the household size (and type) could be made 
available; 

- vacancy indicator is a promising variable; 
- quality assessment is problematic with regard to precision and coherence. 

 
For other smart meter data (not electricity) no access has so far been realised.  

Peter asks what is behind the problems with quality assessment. Does this have to be part of the 
next stage? It appears that the low coverage leads to results that cannot be really used. If you want 
to improve, more effort and more (remote) information from providers is needed but this will take 
years. 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 

The planning comprises a report on future perspectives and a report about recommendations 
regarding access, IT infrastructure, methodology, data processing, potential statistical outputs and 
output quality. 

Further, there are two milestones concerning minutes of the face-to-face meetings. 

Use of the Sandbox 

No. 

Issues encountered 

What are Eurostat’s expectations regarding the cost-quality analysis? Difficulties are implementation 
versus production costs, and costs for infrastructure and access. Costs for hours spent for processing 
are different per country. 
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Albrecht remarks that it is difficult to say what expectations there are. It depends on the workflow 
process and how detailed this is. It also depends on the availability of the sources and possibilities to 
combine different sources. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

Nothing specific.  

Possible need for budget reallocation 

No. 

 
8. WP 4: AIS Data 

 
State of affairs 

Results of sea traffic analyses are shown, with visualisations. They show that the intra-port distance 
is a problem and that information of the leaving port is good but of the next port it is not so good. 

A questionnaire was sent to NSI’s. In general the questionnaire was about whether they use AIS data 
or whether they are interested in using AIS data and what their concerns are and which new 
products they are interested in. 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 

The original planning for this work package is to produce two reports concerning the internal 
meetings and three deliverables (also in the form of reports), one on estimating emissions, one on 
comparing Dirkzwager and EMSA data, and one on possible new output based on EMSA data. Also a 
consolidated report on project results will be produced. 

It is not clear yet whether another physical work package meeting will be needed.  

Use of the Sandbox 

Yes. 

Issues encountered 

The key person form Denmark has left the project (another job). The consequences for the work 
package are currently being looked ad.  

For calculating emissions more AIS data and ship registry data is needed, such as what is the kind of 
ship, what kind of fuel is used and how much. There are already good models for estimating 
emissions. 

It is not allowed to use EMSA data for traffic analysis, inference of routes and as a model for 
estimates of emissions. 

As a solution, to prevent duplication and uncertainties, a change in approach and deliverables is 
proposed. 

On emissions, instead of developing methodology for calculating emissions it is proposed to produce 
a report on existing methodologies and investigate how to apply this methodology for emission 
statistics. Furthermore, it is proposed to develop a model for estimating  routes for ships. 
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Instead of EMSA data (which will still be needed in the future) the quality of satellite data from 
Luxspace will be investigated in view of its usefulness.  

Albrecht asks if ships register data is especially needed for SGA-2 to continue analysing. If the 
proposal is agreed upon it isn’t. 

Peter asks about the consequences if data from EMSA can’t be used in the future. What other 
sources will then be needed for implementation? The worst case scenario is buying data or ask data 
from each country and combine all the collected data, but then we do the same as EMSA. It is still 
worthwhile to keep trying to induce EMSA to share the data.  

The CG and Albrecht agree with the new approach and deliverables foreseen. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

Nothing specific.  

Possible need for budget reallocation 

As the key person of Denmark has left the project maybe a reallocation of the budget is necessary. 

As mentioned, it is not sure if another internal meeting is needed. 

 

Day 2: 2017-10-27 

 
On behalf of all participants Peter warmly thanks Marc for the very enjoyable meal the preceding 

evening in the restaurant “Aux Armes de Bruxelles”, offered by Statistics Belgium.  

 

 
9. WP 5: Mobile Phone Data 

 
State of affairs 

The data availability (as was shown in SGA-1) differs per country. Four countries in the work package 
have mostly aggregated data, three countries have highly restricted access to micro data and two 
countries have no access at all. 

The next phase approach is research similar to ecological models on species abundance. Aspects of 
this approach are integration of official data into the estimation process, a proof of concept how data 
can be used especially for methods used and also for IT, and quality aspects integrated by design. 

On a high level two goals are proposed. The first one is identifying elements for a standard 
description of mobile phone data sets and the second one is a methodological framework to infer 
population counts. 

Peter asks how we must see the ecological approach. Does it have to do with observing changes or is 
the population size (the level) the target? Is there some specific output in mind? 

According to David it depends on the set of aggregated data you use as input.   

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 
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The aim is a description from each work package member of mobile phone data sets and elements 
for standards, with different inferences on different subjects. 

Expected outputs are: 

- report on methodology and IT needs; 
- report on quality issues and possible future trends; 
- general improvements for the dissemination. 

 
David also mentions that he intends to attend the Workshop on Integrating Geospatial and Statistical 
Standards in Stockholm in November (see event calendar on the wiki).  

 
Use of the Sandbox 

No. Actual data cannot be uploaded in the Sandbox; maybe simulated data could. 

Issues encountered 

- access and methodology must be considered in the long term; 
- new methodology at NSIs: collaboration with universities and research centres, formation of 

statistical staff, change of inference paradigm; 
- flexible methodological framework: scope of results, how far do we go in this ESSnet? 
- shareability of computer tools: more time needed for development. 

 
Piet asks if the tools proposed are for new models. The concrete formula shown in the presentation 
is for the current case in the work package; it is not useful for general purposes.  

Monica states that it would be a good idea to put some effort in standard representation of data. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

There are two questions: 

- Is it possible to adjust the framework for similar situations with other data sources? 
- Is it possible to adjust the framework to combine diverse data sources? 

 
Possible need for budget reallocation 

No. 

 
10. WP 6: Early Estimates 

 
State of affairs 

Boro Nikić has changed jobs since the beginning of October. Tomaž Špeh, who is head of the IT 
department, is the new work package leader.  

A summary of the deliverables according to SGA-2 plan is shown: 

- report about the impact of big data sources on economic indicators; 
- recommendation about the methodology; 
- at least one example of calculated concrete estimates for one of the economic indicators; 
- report and recommendations about the IT infrastructure needed for analyses and storage.  
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WP 6 proposes a pilot with the title “Early estimates of economic indicators” with the main economic 
indicators: 

- gross domestic product (GDP); 
- consumer price index (cpi); 
- retail sale; 
- balance of payments; 
- economic sentiment indicators; 
- new leading economic indicators. 

 
Aim of the pilot is to work on methods, quality, data sources, reuse and sharing of data sources. 

Available data sources are job vacancies ads from job portals, traffic loops and data from 
supermarket chains. Not yet available are data sources about social media, mobile phone and 
financial transactions from banks. 

The GDP data is quarterly and the traffic loops data that is used is from regional roads and not the 
main roads because Slovenia is a transit country. 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 

The planning is as follows: 

- big data and other sources reliable for estimation of early economic indicators; 
- economic indicators which could be tested in SGA-2; 
- work on estimates pilot; 
- quality evaluation. 

 
Use of the Sandbox 

Not yet but it might be used for road sensor data in the future. 

Issues encountered 

The decision about which sources to use also depends on the availability of data in each country. 

The decision about the set of early economic indicators to test must be made country by country. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

Nothing specific.  

Possible need for budget reallocation 

No. 

 
11. WP 7: Multi Domains 

 
State of affairs 

Regarding Population domain three pilots with the subjects of daily life satisfaction of the population, 
the moods of the population associated with various public events and morbidity areas were 
conducted. The pilot of life satisfaction was conducted by scraping from Twitter. In order to ensure 
comparability between countries and traditional surveys, it was decided to use the classification form 
EU-SILC survey. The software implemented is based on web scraping and machine learning. The most 
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important issue is to prepare a proper training dataset for every country participating in WP 7. The 
goal is to have indicator on life satisfaction for all WP 7 countries that expressed their interest in 
implementing this pilot in their language (e.g., The Netherlands, Portugal, Ireland, United Kingdom). 

At the same time UK was developing another important use case on Population. The idea was to 
check the opinion of population regarding specific events or political changes, e.g., Brexit. The data 
was collected from The Guardian Facebook Page and they concerned the people’s reactions to 
specific events in the world. 

The third use case of Population concerns the interest level for depression using Google Trends. Data 
was collected for the UK, Poland and Spain. The results of analysis show that there is a clear 
correlation between searches for “depression” and holiday periods. This seasonal pattern is more 
distinct in Poland. It is assumed that this is because of climatic factors. 

In other domains, the experimental work has been carried out related to the use of satellite images 
for agriculture. Results were obtained for one of the Polish regions and Ireland. However, two 
different solutions were used to identify the crop types. Countries were interested in testing the 
solution to compare the results with the data from in situ survey.  

Regarding the third WP 7 domain – tourism/border crossing – there is a continuation of the pilot of 
using entropy econometrics to estimate the border crossing between EU countries. Two new pilots 
were conducted – the first one on air traffic and the second one on tourism accommodation 
establishments (e.g., hotels, agricultural objects). The possibility of the data on rail transportation 
system is also being investigated.  

There is also an ongoing pilot project on linking two areas: agriculture and tourism. Combining web 
scraping and traditional survey data can allow for more detailed information on agritourism. 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 

For the tourism/border crossings domain: working on pilots and combining of data from hotel chains, 
air/road traffic, and training to improve quality of data sources. 

In the agriculture domain satellite data will be used. The plans are to use LPIS polygon data + prime 2 
data for a more accurate reference set (more accurate boundaries and signatures for signature 
library). Further a: concentrate on smaller, more crop intensive study areas, b: look at both winter 
and summer crops and c: generate classifications with at least 85% accuracy. In addition, work is 
done on a pilot in agritourism and inter-domain combining of data.  

Also research in the possibilities to implement a use case in other countries will  be done and  
research on developing software, methodology and IT within the use cases will be extended. 

Albrecht mentions that JRC (the Joint Research Center of the Commission) preprocesses satellite 
images. 

Use of the Sandbox 

No. 

Issues encountered 

Different problems with different sources (data gaps, irregular amounts, representativeness, etc.) 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

Nothing specific.  



 

14 
 

Possible need for budget reallocation 

No. 

 
12. WP 8: Methodology 

 
State of affairs 

A methodology workshop was held in April with representatives from 14 countries and Eurostat. In 
this workshop topics of importance were identified and  ranked for IT (11 topics), Quality (7 topics) 
and Methodology (11 topics). The topics are related and there is also a list of common issues 
identified across topics. 

Piet is also involved in other big data projects within CBS and his contribution to this work package 
was under pressure. Therefore it was decided Anke would join WP 8 to take care for the 
organisation, so Anke now fulfils the role of work package leader and Piet is reponsible for the 
contents. Also the plans had to be adjusted. The proposed new deadlines are the following: 

- literature overview (del. 8.1): November 2017 (draft is on the wiki already) 
- quality of big data (del. 8.2): draft March 2018, final version May 2018 
- big data and IT (del. 8.3): January 2018 
- big data methodology (del. 8.4): draft March 2018, final version May 2018 
- report expert workshop (milestone 8.5): done (and on the wiki) 
- progress report (milestone 8.6): November 2017 
- report 2nd internal WP meeting (milestone 8.7): February 2018 

 
The reports on quality and methodology are interdependent, so the idea is to produce drafts of both 
at the same time, before finalising them. Peter asks Albrecht whether he agrees with the new 
arrangements and deadlines. Albrecht agrees with this. 

A draft version of the literature overview is now on the wiki. It is a living document and will be 
updated by other NSIs in this work package. Also additional information (meta data) will be added. 

Remarks form the CG on the literature overview: 

- Concerning the topic list for methodology: Will this be one long list, or will it be structured? 
WP 8 will structure the list and will make use of annotation, keywords, tags and linkages, also 
in regard of data sources. This will also allow for finding related information if multiple 
sources are used. 

- The literature list is a living document, but on the wiki it can be saved as a pdf file or Word 
document. Some explanation is needed. Action 47: Marc/Piet. 

- The list is a formal deliverable, so please use the template. Action 48: Piet. 
- There is a link between IT and Quality related to architecture. This can be added in the final 

report. 
- Software exists for managing references, sharing them and adding tags (see e.g. 

https://www.mendeley.com/) 
 

Planning for the remaining period of SGA-2 

See above. The work on the topics is divided in three groups for IT, Quality and Methodology, with 
for each of the three topics one country in the lead. 

https://www.mendeley.com/
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The approach followed by WP 8 is top-down and this will be linked with the experiences in WP 1 to 7 
in this project, which is done bottom-up. 

Use of the Sandbox 

No. 

Issues encountered 

See cross-cutting issues. 

Cross-cutting issues for this meeting 

There is a timing issue while at the end of SGA-2 important output of many WPs is also input for WP 
8. It is important to send draft versions as early as possible.  

Peter remarks that this is also an issue for the Review Board. It is for each work package necessary to 
look at the last three months of this SGA and think about when the deliverable is mature enough to 
send to the Review Board and WP 8, both Anke and Piet. The deliverables and the presentations 
must also be ready for the Sofia meeting in mid May 2018. So there is even less time. 

The timing towards the end of SGA-2 (when are drafts available, when will they be sent to the 
Review Board?) will be discussed at the next CG meeting in November. The WP leaders will send 
information on the dates to Peter by the end of next week. Action 49: WP leaders.  

Possible need for budget reallocation 

No. 

 
13. Cross-cutting issues 

 
The template for the deliverables has a logo, a word cloud of all FPA partners. The old logo was 
replaced by a new logo, as some NSIs appeared to be missing, already a year ago. Please use the new 
logo. 

 
14. Administrative matters 

 
All NSIs must keep all the receipts for possible audits. 

Not every country has sent an invoice or request for the first payment of SGA-2.  They will get a 
reminder. Action 50: Martin. 

The final report of SGA-1 was sent to Eurostat on the 29th of September. No reaction has been 
received so far. Action 51: Albrecht. When Eurostat has reacted, any clarifications requested will be 
given. Once the report is accepted, CBS will receive the final payment from Eurostat. Then CBS will 
inform all partners what exact amount they can declare by invoice or request for payment. Martin 
asks not to send an invoice before then. If possible, payment will be done before the end of this year.
  

15. Outlook beyond SGA-2 
 

Albrecht explains the current ideas beyond SGA-2. The ESS work on big data is based on an Action 
Plan and a Roadmap. Several stages are distinguished. The current project (SGA-1 plus SGA-2) is 
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considered stage I and the next stage will cover two years, starting in the second half of 2018. For 
stage II, a business case has been drafted, named “Smart statistics and big data”. The draft is still 
being discussed. Technical specifications will probably be available around April 2018. The new 
project may get the form of a Multi Beneficial Grant Agreement, comparable with the current 
project. It will be open to all ESS countries, the number of participants may be similar to or even 
exceed the number of the current project. 

The business case for stage II describes three domains for actions, called Implementation phase I, 
Pilots phase II and Smart statistics phase I. 

1. Implementation 

This is aimed at the initial implementation of successful pilots of the current project in a small set of 
countries (possibly three). This involves developing complete implementation requirements and a 
blueprint. Possible implementation subjects are webscraping job vacancies, webscraping enterprise 
characteristics, smart meters and the automatic vessel identification system (AIS). The output is to be 
used at ESS as well as national level. 

2. Pilots phase II 

This concerns new pilot projects aimed at exploring big data sources. The data sources must differ 
from those of the current project or go beyond them. The business case mentions several candidate 
pilot subjects: 

- use of financial transactions data; 
- remote sensing; 
- online platforms such as social media and sharing economy platforms; 
- mobile network operator data (continued); 
- innovative sources and methods for tourism statistics. 
 
3. Smart statistics I 

The work on smart statistics may involve: 

- use of citizen science data for individuals well-being (wearables, smart devices); 
- citizen science data and smart cities; 
- smart cities and connected vehicles; 
- smart farming. 

 
The business case was also discussed on 26 October by the VIG (Vision Implementation Group). The 
VIG broadly supported the approach proposed. It underlined the need to look at big data from the 
output side. The collaborative economy would need attention. More explanation seemed to be 
needed on the notion of implementation and on the area of smart statistics.  

In reaction to the information provided, the participants have some comments and questions: 

- For this business case there should not be too many big dissemination events (maybe just 
one at the end of the two years) but more small events focused on a specific subject (work 
package level). 

- Is there still room for more suggestions and ideas? 
- There will still be overarching issues such as methods, data access, and legal aspects. 
- The ESSnet is a good opportunity to get new activities on the map. 
- Smart statistics are fundamentally different, what will this entail? 
- Can new partners participate, including universities? 
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Albrecht’s reacts to the questions and comments. There is room for new ideas but there are budget 
constraints and choices have to be made. Involvement of other partners or universities is possible 
but only by contract because the call is directed to the statistical system. Smart statistics is different 
but this field needs to be explored. What obstacles are there to access, how can developments be 
influenced (e.g. concerning the deployment of sensors and use of smart software). It is important to 
take the very first steps, explore the conditions, make a proof of concept. Albrecht also mentions the 
possibility that work packages provide specifications for software to be developed by others. 

In this context Peter also mentions input provided by Anders Holmberg by email. Anders wonders 
whether the activities can be tailored in such a way that they lead to comparability across countries. 
He also thinks that the potential of big data is highest if combined with other data. Moreover, he 
sees the need for a general methodological package which puts the big data knowledge in a wider 
societal perspective.  

Peter asks if the NSIs represented by the work package leaders in this meeting might be interested in 
joining the next Multi Beneficial Grant Agreement (no commitment asked at this stage). In principle 
every NSI is willing to continue, of course depending on a number of conditions (including the 
consequences of Brexit). 

 
16. Any remaining issues and closing 

 
All presentations are on the wiki.  

During the meeting the ongoing public consultation on the PSI Directive was mentioned. It would be 
appreciated if NSIs (and individuals as well) used the opportunity to underline the need for official 
statistics to have access, with appropriate safeguards, to new data sources, for the public benefit.  

There are no remaining issues. Peter closes the meeting by thanking everyone for their active 
participation and the contributions made, and he thanks Marc for his hospitality and the excellent 
organisation of the meeting.  

 

  

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/mwikis/essnetbigdata/index.php/CG_Meeting_2017_10_26-27_Brussels_20
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Decisions 

Nr Who What 

20161005.01 Project 

manager 

The Finnish institute will not be involved in SGA-2 

20160907.01 All The budget allocation and updated process for SGA-2 is agreed on 

20160615.01 All The CG agrees on the process for SGA-2 

20160613.01 All Participants agree with the template of the front page for the reports 

20160518.01 All The CG agrees with the agenda of the Tallinn meeting 

20160420.02 All The CG agrees that the first payment is 40% for each country of the eligible 90% funding by Eurostat 

20160420.01 All Use the Annex III for reporting cumulative days and costs spent. The country co-ordinator is 
responsible for submitting the requested information 

20160406.02 All Presented schedule CG meeting is accepted by all members 

20160406.01 All Technical support concerning Sandbox will be provided by Antonino Virgillito, ISTAT, and he will take 
part in the CG meetings 

20160321.02 All MediaWiki can be chosen as the communication tool of the ESSnet Big Data 

20160321.01 All Next CG meeting 6
th

 of April  

20170913.01 All Marc will be kept informed about relevant events, for the event calendar on the wiki 

 

Actions (new actions starting from 46)  

Nr Who What When Status 

33 (Sofia) Marc Possibility of Github 

(see above in the minutes) 

  

34 (Sofia) Marc Template for final report asap  

35 (Sofia) Marc Tutorial for drafting a final report  1 June  

46 Martin Ask provider solution for not working video at WebEx meetings asap  

47 Marc / Piet Literature overview WP 8: Word document or pdf? Add explanation on 

the wiki. 

asap  

48 Piet Use template for the list (because it is a deliverable) asap  

49 WP leaders Send information on review dates to Peter 3 November  

50 Martin Reminder first payment SGA-2 asap  

51 Albrecht State of SGA-1 at Eurostat asap  
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Actions completed at this meeting  

Nr Who What When Status 

44 Peter / 

Boro 

Input for second SGA-1 report asap done 

45 Marc Discuss date of Sofia meeting with Bulgarian colleagues before CG 

20 

done 

 

Meetings Co-ordination Group ESSnet Big Data 

Date Time 

(CET) 

Issues How/Where 

2017-11-15 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Agenda/Content Dissemination Sofia May 2018 

Proposal CG meetings in 2018 

WebEx meeting (21) 

2017-12-13 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

 WebEx meeting (22) 

*connecting from 10:15 onwards for all WebEx meetings 

 


