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Participants: 
Peter Struijs (Chairman) √ Marek Morze (PL WPH) √ 

Martin van Sebille (Secretary) √ David Salgado (PL WPI) √ 

Marc Debusschere (Deputy WPA) √ Marek Cierpiał-Wolan (PL WPJ) √ 

Tomaž Špeh (PL WPB) √ Alexander Kowarik (PL WPK)  

Galya Stateva (PL WPC) √ Natalie Rosenski (PL WPL) √ 

Arko Kesküla (PL WPD) √ Albrecht Wirthmann (Eurostat) √ 

Anke Consten (PL WPE)  √ Lilli Japec (Chair Review Board) √ 

Monica Scannapieco (PL WPF)   Anders Holmberg (Review Board)  

Johan Fosen (PL WPG) √   

 

Replacements/Guests: 
Magdalena Six (WPK) √ Donato Summa (WPF) √ 

 

 

1. Opening and agenda 

Peter welcomes everybody to the ninth meeting of the Coordination Group of 
the ESSnet Big Data II (CG 9).  

Anders and Kostas could not attend today due to other obligations. Donato 
Summa and Magdalena Six are replacing Monica and Alex, respectively, who 
could not attend.  

 

2. Administrative matters 

The signed contract contains a small clerical error of € 1,000.00 to the 
disadvantage of Austria. An amendment procedure has been launched, which 
is mainly a matter between Eurostat and the coordinator. The coordinator has 
provided a motivation. Alex from Austria has been informed, no action is 
needed from Austria. 

Albrecht remarks that despite the clerical error Eurostat proceeds the process 
of pre-financing 50% of the total amount, so this might be € 500.00 less than 
originally foreseen, unless the signing of the amendment, probably this week, 
will be taken into account. 
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Up till now CBS hasn’t received any money. When the pre-financing amount is 
received Martin will inform all partners about the exact amount for their 
invoice. In the case that the € 500.00 is not taken into account this difference 
will be absorbed by CBS for the time being. 

 

3. Overview of resources spent 

For those project leaders who are rather new in this project Martin gives an 
explanation about the procedure of the overviews. 

First Overview 

The overview concerning resources spent is quite simple, for each eligible 
partner information is asked about the days spent so far and the travel and 
subsistence costs. If the given information isn’t clear enough or it seems a 
partner forgot something or doesn’t fit the guidelines, Martin will ask 
questions as soon as possible to get this clear. This is of much help at the end 
of the project when the coordinator has to report to Eurostat not only about 
the process of the project but about the financial statement as well. We use 
the same template for informing Eurostat. 

For this round two small countries didn’t reply, also not after having been 
reminded. Their influence is relatively small. For this round the conclusion is a 
considerable underspending. The reasons can be that the project at the end of 
last year was at the very beginning and is just now speeding up and also some 
countries have been waiting for the project to be officially signed before they 
can use resources. 

Second Overview 

The average overview gives insight into whether the project as a whole is on 
track. There is a relation between the duration of the deliverables (see the 
Gantt chart) and the time (days) spent so far, therefore the overview is 
concentrated on the days and the money spent as a whole per country. Extra 
columns have been added at the end. These are not per country but per WP so 
you can see which days on an average basis should have be spent so far and 
what is really spent. In the first overview it is easy to see how much each 
partner has spent in each WP so far. 

It is obvious that also in this overview there is an underspending as a whole, 
but this can differ per country. If there is an overspending the cell has another 
colour. 

 

4. State of affairs: WPA communication 

The work done by Marc is an ongoing affair, with uploading and linking when 
needed. For each WP there is a meeting page, please have a look and upload or 
send the minutes to Marc. 

There is an overview on the wiki of the WebEx meetings. For the face-to-face 
meetings this is ongoing, so please give the dates, place and times for these 
meetings to Marc. This is also relevant for checking the resources spent. 
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Also, there is a milestones and deliverables page. In most cases the minutes 
are also milestones and should not only be uploaded on the meeting pages but 
on the milestones and deliverables page as well. 

 

5. State of affairs: WPL  

Natalie is busy with the preparations of the final meeting in London at the 
beginning of June. She is waiting for feedback on the agenda. The number of 
people that will attend is 15, Eurostat included. 

Within one week some drafts will be put together and sent to the participants 
in advance for preparation to discuss in the meeting. 

After the meeting Natalie will speak with some colleagues about connections in 
tasks (e.g. WPD) and she will also take part in WebEx track meetings if possible.  

Peter supports the intention to connect with other relevant WPs and Natalie 
attending the track meetings. There are relationships on architecture, 
methodology and quality with WPL. This works also the other way round. 

 

6. State of affairs: Implementation track 
 

WPB: 

The preparations of the meeting to be held in Thessaloniki at Cedefop on the 
11th and 12th of June are in full progress. The first day is a training on the use 
and description of Cedefop data. A lot of work is done on the structure of the 
data. The meeting is with all the related partners. For the second day, the 
agenda will be scheduled with the participating partners on the different tasks. 
This will be done by WebEx meeting before the face-to-face meeting. 

Further feedback has been given to WPC on their draft deliverable about 
webscraping policy and there was a WebEx with WPF about questions on 
architecture. 

The project is going quite well but there are still some open questions to solve 
during the project. There might be a bottleneck concerning access to the 
Cedefop data and the use of it in the BDTI. The BDTI facility requires a work 
schedule and is therefore not up and running all the time. For some partners 
this poses a problem, as working with the data requires flexibility. We need to 
solve this problem for the next quarter. WPB is in contact with Fernando about 
this and has the hope that it is solved during the summer. 

Albrecht knows about the need for planning and this afternoon he will be in 
contact with the colleagues of DG Connect about this. 

WPC: 

Last week comments on the web scraping policy document were received from 
Eurostat which are very useful and valuable. This will be discussed with the 
partners and the aim is to have a final version by the end of the week, which 
will then be sent to the Review Board.   
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Concerning the webscraping policy Peter remarks that decision making on this 
takes place outside the ESSnet. Will the partners working in this WP (or in the 
ESSnet as a whole) be bound by this product in any way? 

Albrecht clarifies that this is a deliverable of this project and not an agreed 
policy for this matter. It is an expert product with principles and 
recommendations, which does not automatically determine official policy for 
NSis. The formulation of ESS policy in this area will go through the process of 
the normal governance structure. This is not the issue here. 

Partners are also busy with webscraping and in the face-to-face meeting in 
Sofia on the 17th and 18th of June results will be discussed. The agenda for this 
meeting is final and has been sent to the participants. Also the aim is to discuss 
the methodological framework at the meeting and countries will present the 
work done so far. 

WPC has updated the first version of the questionnaire from WPF and both 
versions have been uploaded on the wiki.  

WPD: 

As intended, in the WebEx meeting last Monday several issues and problems 
were raised and discussed. In the second face-to-face meeting, to be planned 
in a few weeks, these issues and problems will be further discussed, shared 
and hopefully some solutions will turn up. 

The technical report can be uploaded by Marc or Arko himself (be sure it is on 
the right place because Marc has categorized the structure on the wiki). 

WPE: 

WPE has been able to set up the BDTI and is now testing the environment. Up 
till now everything seems to work. WPE is now decoding the data and trying to 
get the processing work. 

There is no schedule problem for WPE at this moment. There is a wish to work 
in parallel with more people at the same time. 

Comments were received yesterday from the Review Board and WPE will react 
next week. 

Anke has asked EMSA to work more together but there was no answer yet. 
However, Albrecht did receive an answer, which was very formal. He will share 
this with Anke. Together they will see how to react. 

WPF:  

The work is ongoing and on track, there are no delays. The face-to-face 
meeting is scheduled next week (end of May in Rome) and  the final agenda 
has already been sent to the participants. 

The intermediate work has been uploaded on the wiki and feedback has been 
received on the questionnaires.  
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7. State of affairs: Pilots track 
 

WPG: 

The face-to-face meeting was last week in Oslo and one of the agenda points 
was studying the meta infrastructure of transactions data and getting insight in 
the state of affairs at each partner involved. 

Concerning the shared economy platforms all partners agreed on the definition 
part. The plan is to do further work in parallel with looking for and describing 
of metadata. However, it seems that there is less literature about shared 
economy platforms, so within the WP other options are also looked at. One of 
the options is to contact national platforms, if agreed by Eurostat, which goes 
further than only literature studies as it aims at empirical studies. Eurostat 
agrees with this approach.   

Natalie asks, in general, if agendas could be uploaded on the wiki because she 
is interested in the other meetings as well. 

WPH: 

The second WebEx meeting was half May and in that meeting all partners 
described the state of affairs in each case study. 

The key points in the report will be based on technical issues and the activities 
done within each case study. At the meeting it was agreed to gather 
information concerning the methodological framework and to use a table for 
describing the relevant points. The information of this table will be integrated 
in the interim report with the deadline end of August. 

The face-to-face meeting will be held from midday 26th of June until 28th of 
June at Olsztyn, Poland.  

WPI: 

David gives a summary per research track: 

- Access: WPI deliberately put off the report on partnership models. The 
reason is that WPI wants it to be evidence based and is still receiving 
important feedback from the ongoing contacts. 

- Simulation: Romania has already developed a very first version of the data 
simulator with people moving randomly in an open space while connected 
to several antennas. 

- Methodology: The Dutch team has submitted a paper for publication with 
the Bayes' rule-based proposal to geolocate network events. This proposal 
is under generalization to more general situations by INE (Spain). 

- IT: This is cross-cutting. Both the simulation and methodology tracks come 
with the development of software tools to test these ideas. The IT work is 
ongoing. 

- Standards/Metadata: WPI has not started this track yet. However, WPI is 
accumulating issues to deal with this (like file formats, definitions, etc.). 

- Quality: WPI aims at having a two-way communication with WPK. Quality 
templates are under development in WPK and WPI aims at applying these 
to mobile network data to provide feedback. 
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- Application: The application to real data in an end-to-end process from raw 
data to final estimates will not begin until 2020, since the methodological 
proposals need to be concluded first. 

- Visualization: This is also cross-cutting such as the IT track. Both the 
simulation and methodology tracks already include visualization tools. Also 
ongoing work. 

WPJ: 

WPJ is in the process of developing a short report on data inventory by the end 
of May. It will be the starting point for the second WPJ deliverable, namely an 
interim technical report showing the preliminary results and a general 
description of the methods used. 

Poland provided partner countries with scripts for scraping and scripts in the R 
program for aggregation and analysis of data. The next step will be a 
comparative analysis of data in partner countries. 

The physical  meeting will take place in Rzeszów, Poland, from the 8th until the 
10th of July.  

WPK: 

The face-to-face meeting last week in Lisbon was intense with a lot of 
questions concerning guidelines for quality, the template and literature. On 
methodology the structure is followed along the implementation process 
(input, throughput, output).  

The deliverable K1 involves a lot of work and for some parts needs a longer 
timeline than initially foreseen. Therefore WPK proposes the following: 

- Postpone K1 from M9 to M13. 
- Have a partial version of K1 ready in M9 and let this be reviewed already. 
- Postpone K3 from M13 to M17 (K3 depends on input from K1) 

There are no objections from Eurostat and the Review Board to this proposal. 

WPK is still hoping for new literature reviews for the quality guidelines. In 
addition, WPK is in interaction with other WPs about how to exchange 
information on quality and methodology, and also with WPF and WPL. The 
next track meeting will be held in December.  

 

8. Any remaining issues 

Natalie is wondering if all partners are aware of the new proposal about smart 
statistics. It concerns smart surveys and it is not what she had foreseen. As 
WPL was expected to prepare the ground for the new ESSnet, it is unclear what 
this means for WPL right now. 

Peter remarks that he sent the proposal to all partners at the beginning of 
May, so the awareness should be fairly high. However the communication and 
consultation about this new proposal and its consequences may seem to be 
less than perfect. 

Albrecht can confirm that the follow-up for WPL is not as was expected but this 
follow-up is more or less postponed to a next call. Some small elements are 
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useful for the TSS call. Albrecht will also attend the WPL meeting in London and 
will give more explanation about the TSS call in relation with WPL. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Meetings Tracks and Co-ordination Group ESSnet Big Data till end 2019 

Date Time 

(CET) 

Issues How/Where 

2019-06-05 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Track CG Implementation WebEx meeting 

2019-06-19 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Track CG Pilots WebEx meeting 

2019-07-24 

 

10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Regular CG meeting (incl. resources spent) WebEx meeting 

2019-09-18 

 

10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Regular CG meeting (incl. resources spent) WebEx meeting 

2019-10-09 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Track CG Implementation WebEx meeting 

2019-10-23 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Track CG Pilots WebEx meeting 

2019-11-20 

 

10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Regular CG meeting (incl. resources spent) WebEx meeting 

2019-12-04 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Track CG Implementation WebEx meeting 

2019-12-18 10:30 – 

12:00 hr* 

Track CG Pilots WebEx meeting 

*connecting from 10:15 onwards all WebEx meetings 


