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COMMITTEE ON THE ENVIRONMENT, PUBLIC HEALTH AND FOOD SAFETY

– SECRETARIAT–

Brussels, November 2013

REPORT – VISIT OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT ENVI COMMITTEE DELEGATION
TO THE EUROPEAN ENVIRONMENT AGENCY

28–29 OCTOBER 2013

MONDAY 28 OCTOBER 2013

Mr. Hans Bruyninckx, EEA Executive Director, welcomed the delegation and stressed the 
essential role of the European Parliament for the EEA. In his presentation, he gave a short 
overview of the role, mission and goals of the EEA and the Multi-Annual Work Programme 
2014–2018 (MAWP). In particular, he emphasised the EEA’s objective to support sustainable 
development and to help achieve improvements in Europe’s environment through the 
provision of timely, targeted, relevant and reliable information to policy makers and the 
public. Mr Bruyninckx also outlined the four strategic areas of the multi annual work 
programme: informing policy implementation; assessing systemic challenges; knowledge co-
creation, sharing and use; and EEA management.

As to the MAWP timeline (2014/2018), Mr. Bruyninckx explained that it coincided with 
many of the timelines and deadlines for implementation of the EU’s thematic policies (such 
as e.g. the targets under the EU Water Framework Directive) and thus fitted both with the 
short and longer term environmental policies of the EU (2018, 2020/2030 and 2050). It was 
EEA’s ambition to provide the necessary input regarding the 2020/2030 agendas of the EU 
(e.g. Climate and Energy Package, EU Adaptation Strategy, Europe 2020, Resource Efficiency 
Roadmap, Biodiversity Strategy) and the EU’s objectives regarding long term transition up to 
2050 (low-carbon, biodiversity, etc.). In this respect, the forthcoming EEA’s “European 
Environment: State and Outlook” reports (SOER 2015 and SOER 2020) would play an 
important role, providing the evidence base for both the implementation of existing policies 
and longer-term transition dynamics.

The EP delegation inquired about the budget of the EEA and about whether it was sufficient 
for the core tasks to be undertaken in the following years; equally discussed was the 
question of how to monitor that the 20% of the MFF earmarked for climate was actually 
spent in this particular area, and how reporting from the EEA could set agendas for possible 
directions for policy change.
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Introducing strategic area 1 of the MAWP (Supporting policy implementation), Mr. 
Bruyninckx stated that the main goals were to improve content, accessibility and use of 
European-level environmental information, to provide policy-relevant feedback to policy 
frameworks, objectives and targets and to report on progress in recognised environmental 
themes. By 2018, the EEA aims to achieve a measurable uptake of its findings.

Mr. Paul McAleavey, Head of Programme, Air and Climate Change, outlined the activities 
of his team of about 35 people working on four areas (air pollution, industrial pollution, 
climate change mitigation, climate change adaptation). He explained that the EEA’s 
objective was, i.a., to track progress on the three 2020 targets of the EU (20 % CO2-
reduction, 20 % renewable energies, 20 % energy efficiency until 2020) and increase the 
understanding of air pollution and climate change inter-linkages as well as synergies 
between air quality and climate change mitigation policies. He also highlighted the 
consolidation opportunities among data streams coming from different legal bases (e.g. the 
new industrial pollution legislation and the previous overlapping laws). In the future, 
emphasis would be on implementation, and more and more on effectiveness evaluation of 
existing policies (rather than simply carrying out impact assessments).

In the following discussion, issues raised were the effects of the current economic crisis on 
the relevance of environment and climate policies on the public agenda; the need for 
binding climate targets before 2015; and educational use of EEA material and outreach in 
general.

In the area of water, marine and maritime as well as biodiversity, Mr. Ronan Uhel, Head of 
Programme, Natural Systems and Vulnerability, pointed to both the need for better 
implementation of existing legislation and – with a view to a more effective assessment of 
Europe’s natural capital - for harmonisation of reporting between the different Directives. 
He also identified the need to close the current time gap between monitoring and reporting 
(currently 6 to 10 years) as reporting cycles did not always match the knowledge needs. In 
the future, EEA would continue supporting member countries with the reporting of data and 
removing data gaps. 

An exchange of views ensued on disparities of access to water between countries and on 
data on leakages from public water distribution systems. Monitoring of biodiversity loss and 
estimating the costs of non-action in that field were also discussed, as well as the 
opportunities provided by integrated monitoring under the Water Framework Directive and 
the Habitats Directive. With respect to the latter, Mr. Uhel pointed to MS’ continuous 
concerns regarding monitoring costs. He thus saw the need to demonstrate to Member 
States – eventually through a cost-benefit analysis - that integrated monitoring was feasible 
and, in the end, less costly.

Mr. Lars Mortensen, Head of group, Sustainable Consumption and Production and Waste, 
explained that in the area of waste, the EEA’s objectives for the period 2014 – 2018 were, in 
particular, to monitor and assess progress towards implementation of waste policies (Waste 
Framework Directive, Landfill Directive, Packaging and Packaging Waste Directive), to 
analyse material flows and to provide information on waste and material resources 
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management in light of the long term goal of shifting from waste management to materials 
management. He also mentioned the EEA’s review of countries’ waste prevention plans 
(expected to be finalised in December 2013). On the basis of a graph on the generation and 
management of municipal waste in the 32 member countries (EU-27 + Norway, Switzerland, 
Croatia, Iceland and Turkey), Mr. Mortensen demonstrated that recycling of municipal 
waste had increased between 2001 and 2010, while landfilling had decreased. However, 
most countries were very far from meeting the 2020 targets on recycling of municipal 
waste. Finally, he pointed to the lack of resources in his sector, with currently only 3-4 EEA 
staff and a relatively small budget (300.000-400.000 €) to carry out these assessments.

In the following discussion, points were raised regarding the importance of sustainable 
production and consumption, and about waste as a resource.

TUESDAY 29 OCTOBER 2013

Mr. Bruyninckx introduced the strategic area 2 of the MAWP (Assessing systemic
challenges). In essence, the transition to a green economy – as called for, e.g., in the 
Roadmap for a Resource-efficient Europe, the Low Carbon Economy Roadmap and the 7th
EAP – requires an understanding of the interplay between socio-economic and 
environmental factors and the linkages between environmental trends, emerging issues, 
associated uncertainties and the resulting systemic risks. Mr. Bruyninckx explained that 
assessing these systemic risks was thus the focus of strategic area 2. The SOER 2015 as well 
as the annual indicator reports 2014-2018 were important vehicles to draw together all 
relevant knowledge in this respect up to 2018.

As to the future social, economic, environmental, political etc. megatrends, Mr. Bruyninckx 
stated that although it was possible to make assumptions on what the world would look like 
in 2050 by using models and scenarios, a significant amount of uncertainty remained. 
However, by setting different long-term policy goals in the past years, policy makers had 
contributed to formalising the 2050 agenda. With these goals in place, the “gap” between 
these and the present could be estimated and work to fill the gap started. Environmental 
standards in the last twenty years have improved everywhere; there is not real "race to the 
bottom" except in the few sectors. Also, Europeans aim to be the "standard" entrepreneurs.

Mr. Lars Mortensen, Head of group, Sustainable Consumption and Production + Waste,
subsequently explained the EEA’s specific objectives and activities in the area of resource-
efficient economy. In particular, the EEA aimed at monitoring progress and identifying 
opportunities to improve Europe’s environment, and indirectly other regions of the world, 
in accordance with a circular economy perspective. These activities were embedded in the 
Resource Efficiency Roadmap, the Europe 2020 Strategy and the 7th EAP, with the major 
goal to decouple economic growth from resource use in absolute terms and, in other words, 
to “produce more with less”. The concepts of green/circular economy, resource efficiency 
and green growth were important in this context in order to enable the integrated analysis 
of systemic change. The EEA had over the past two years published several reports on a 
green economy, environmental pressures from production and consumption as well as 
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resource efficiency. Apart from the annual publication of a progress report on the circular 
economy, the EEA was i.a. working on indicators (GDP and beyond), sustainable business 
models, capacity building and networking with EIONET as well as environment fiscal reform. 

In the subsequent debate on whether the EU’s current binding targets were ambitious 
enough, Mr. Bruyninckx stated that targets were rather to be seen as a first step in reaching 
the longer term, global goals. This was, in particular, the case in the area of air quality, 
climate change (2020/2030 targets) and surface waters. In the area of waste, it was 
important to improve implementation of current targets for recycling/reuse before 
increasing these targets. As to better implementation of existing environmental legislation, 
the EEA was currently involved in pilot projects on air quality and waste and closely working 
together with the Member countries. It was also pointed out that better implementation of 
existing legislation as well as integration of policy targets in both environmental and 
industrial policies (horizontal approach) were essential on the way to reaching a green 
economy. In the context of resource efficiency, the concept of “green economy” included 
i.a. fiscal reforms leading to decreased taxes on labour and increased taxes on resources. 

Mr. Ybele Hoogeveen, Head of group, Natural resources and Quality of life, further on 
explained the EEA’s objective to provide data, information and assessments on 
environmental pressures on and risks to human health and well-being, thereby contributing 
to the development of a broader framing of environment and human health interactions. 
The EEA’s activities were, in particular, based on the 7th EAP (with “safeguarding citizens 
from environment-related pressures and risks to health and well-being” being one of the 
three main priority objectives) and the EU 2020 Strategy. 

More specifically, the EEA currently carried out assessments of human exposure to 
chemicals, air and water pollution, noise, soil contamination and climate change. Besides 
identifying risks and analysing uncertainties, the EEA also analysed the benefits of lifestyle 
changes for reducing exposure and identified emerging risks such as those arising from 
endocrine disrupting substances, nano-materials, electromagnetic fields, ultraviolet 
radiation etc. In this context, Mr. Hoogeveen explained that the EEA was currently 
developing a common conceptual framework with EIONET for assessing environmental risks 
to health and well-being in a green economy (to be finalised in 2015). In addition, the EEA 
was developing methods and indicators for describing environmental risks to human health 
in cooperation with WHO, OECD and the EU. In 2018, the EEA intended to come up with the 
1st European Environment Risks to Human Health and Well-being assessment report.

Mr. Hoogeveen also referred to the EEA’s report on Environment and Human Health 
(published in May 2013) as well as the Environmental indicator report 2013 (currently in 
press). One of the main outcomes of the latter – which focused on natural resource use and 
well-being - was that spatial planning and land management were identified as key 
approaches for framing governance strategies.

Presenting EEA’s activities in the area of sustainable assessments and State of the 
Environment Reporting, Mr. Thomas Henrichs, Project manager, Integrated environmental 
assessments, referred, in particular, to the objective of keeping under review the state of 
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and prospects for the environment in Europe in order to provide a comprehensive 
knowledge base for environmental, including sustainable development, policies.

In this context, the “State of the environment and outlook report” (SOER) produced by the 
Agency every 5 years as well as annual environmental indicator reports played an important 
role. Mr. Henrichs pointed out that the focus (and format) of the SOERs had evolved over 
time. Since 1990/2000, the SOERs had – due to an enhanced understanding of the links 
between environmental challenges and with unprecedented megatrends - a stronger focus 
on systemic environmental challenges (in addition to specific/diffuse challenges). In spite of 
the changed focus, the SOERs had constantly delivered a similar message, namely that there 
had been progress, but not enough. Accordingly, the latest SOER published in 2010 
concluded that “… environmental policy in the EU and its neighbour countries had delivered 
substantial improvements to the state of the environment. At the same time, major 
environmental challenges remained and would have significant consequences for Europe if 
left unaddressed.” In 2015, the SOER would be supplemented by individual “fiches” on 
individual megatrends, and complemented by country-specific “fiches”.

As to environmental indicator reports, Mr. Henrichs explained that they complemented the 
SOERs in as they analysed further the prospects for a transition to a green economy. The 
latest indicator report (published in 2012) had come to the conclusion that – in the area of 
resource-efficiency and ecosystem resilience – EU environmental policies had been efficient 
in instigating resource-efficiency, but less successful as to building ecosystem resilience. He 
noted that in the area of climate change, the CO2 reduction targets were linked to the 2 
degree Celsius target. Such a link to ecosystem “tipping points” did, however, currently not 
exist in other environmental policies.

In the following debate, several questions were raised on the issue of ecosystem resilience, 
defined as the capacity of an ecosystem to tolerate disturbance without collapsing into a 
(qualitatively) different state.

Mr Bruyninckx then introduced the strategic area 3 of the MAWP (Knowledge co-creation, 
sharing and use). In this context, Mr. Peder Jensen, Head of Programme, Governance and 
Networks presented the Environment Information and Observation Network (Eionet), a 
cooperation model with countries. Eionet cooperated with the EEA to provide sound, 
independent information on the environment through coordinating national data flows, 
providing country level expertise, linking with country sources, and promoting EEA activities 
and outputs at national level. The EEA was itself part of the network, with “national focal 
points” (relying on thematic topic centres) being the formal contact points for the EEA when 
gathering country-specific information. 

In the following discussion, Mr. Bruyninckx stressed the importance of data quality and 
comparability. Also, with the quantity of available data exponentially increasing (which was 
partly due to the availability of satellite data), identification of relevant data was constantly 
gaining importance. In the following discussion on the use of Eionet data for risk prevention, 
Mr. Bruyninckx stated that although EEA was increasingly using real-time data, it currently 
did not have the capacities for such an alert system.
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In the area of monitoring, data and information management, Mr. Chris Steenmans, Head 
of Programme, SEIS support discussed EEA input/output of data flows, from reporting to 
handing to dissemination of data. He informed that European environmental data was
available to everyone free of charge for commercial and non-commercial use. Also, the EEA 
had the intention to provide more up-to-date data by shortening the reporting periods for, 
in particular, priority data. As to measurements, more and more investment was currently
done on long distance measurements such as satellite data (that was more comprehensive, 
but ran the risk of losing some quantitativeness). However, while the EU Copernicus 
programme aimed at putting several satellites in space in the coming 7 years, countries 
were cutting down spending on monitoring and in-situ measurements. In this context, Mr. 
Steenmans underlined that monitoring via satellites was only another dimension, but not a 
replacement for in-situ measurements. As to Copernicus, he explained that EEA had three 
roles: it would be a key user of data, might play a coordinating role of the in-situ component 
across the various data services, and might coordinate data service implementation on land 
monitoring. EEAs’s budget and staffing for such core tasks were currently under discussion.

As to EEA’s activities in the area of communication, outreach and user analysis, Ms. Katja 
Rosenbohm, Head of Programme, Communications, illustrated the communication tools 
and strategies of the EEA, and showed some indicators of success (e.g. the EEA’s media 
coverage in terms of number of articles published which had increased in 2013). The EEA’s 
strategy was to remain an accessible, transparent and reliable provider of high-quality 
information on Europe's environment. Ms. Rosenbohm outlined stakeholder relations from 
the small policy-makers community to policy influencers to European citizens and to 
worldwide partners. Regarding format/tools of communication, the EEA needed to remain 
very flexible and adaptive. Future reports could be more concise; also, a move away from 
printed versions should be considered. The communication priorities for 2014 included, in 
particular, activities on green economy and waste, the SOER 2015, a new corporate 
newsletter, and the preparation of briefings for the new Parliament and Commission.

In the following discussion, issues touched upon were, i.a., the use of new technologies to 
improve the outreach to a wider community, such as for example mobile applications as 
well as initiatives to improve the EEA’s outreach to the scientific community.

Finally, Ms. Rosenbohm presented the recent independent EEA evaluation, carried out by 
Danish consultant COWI, which concluded that the EEA continued to be the most effective 
and efficient solution to providing credible information on the state of the European 
environment. One recommendation was to strike a balance between the work for the EU 
and the work for the individual countries, another on keeping high quality of output, and 
the third on EEA governance.

Mr Bruyninckx wrapped up the meeting by discussing the cooperation with the European 
Parliament and expressing the wish for a more structured interaction of the Executive 
Director with the ENVI Committee. The delegation expressed the will to explore possibilities 
to improve that interaction. The Director expressed its intention to present the MAWP to 
the ENVI Committee once adopted.
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ANNEX I/Programme

VISIT OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT ENVI COMMITTEE DELEGATION
TO THE EUROPEAN ENVIRONMENT AGENCY

28–29 OCTOBER 2013

“Expanding the knowledge base for policy implementation and long-term transitions”

MONDAY 28 OCTOBER 2013

Introduction: EEA Multi-Annual Work Programme 2014–2018

15:00 – 15:30 Welcome and introduction to EEA activities.
Introduction to  the Multi-Annual Work Programme 2014–2018 (MAWP) and 
Strategic Area 1
Hans Bruyninckx, EEA Executive Director

Supporting policy implementation

15:30 – 16:00 Support policy implementation in the context of Air and Climate Change 
Paul McAleavey, Head of Programme, Air and Climate Change
 Air pollution, transport and noise
 Industrial pollution
 Climate change mitigation and energy
 Climate change Impacts, vulnerability and adaptation

16:00 –16:30 Support policy implementation in the context of Natural Systems and 
Biodiversity
Ronan Uhel, Head of Programme, Natural Systems and Vulnerability
 Water management, resources and ecosystems
 Marine and maritime, fisheries and coastal
 Biodiversity, ecosystems, agriculture and forests
 Urban, land use and soil

16:30 – 17:00 Support policy implementation in the context of Waste and Material 
Resources
Lars Mortensen, Head of group, Sustainable Consumption and Production + 
Waste

19:00 Working dinner – Policy implementation and long-term transitions, Hans 
Bruyninckx
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TUESDAY 29 OCTOBER 2013

Assessing systemic challenges

09:30 – 09:45 Assessing systemic challenges
Introduction to Strategic Area 2 of the MAWP 
Hans Bruyninckx

09:45 – 10:00 Resource-efficient economy and the environment
Lars Mortensen, Head of group, Sustainable Consumption and Production + 
Waste

Ybele Hoogeveen, Head of group, Natural Resources and Quality of Life

10:00 – 10:15 Environment and human health
Ybele Hoogeveen, Head of group, Natural Resources and Quality of Life

10:15 – 10:45 Sustainability assessments and State of the Environment Reporting
Thomas Henrichs, Project manager, Integrated environmental assesments

10:45 – 11:00 Coffee break

Knowledge co-creation, sharing and use

11:00 – 11:30 Knowledge co-creation, sharing and use: Introduction to Strategic Area 3 
of the MAWP
Hans Bruyninckx

11:30 – 12:00 Networking and partnerships: Eionet – a unique partnership for generating 
two-way quality assured environmental data and information. 
Peder Jensen, Head of Programme, Governance and Networks 

12:00 – 12:30 Monitoring, data and information management: Ensure the availability, 
quality, accessibility and sustainability of monitoring, data and information 
needed for the knowledge base. 
Chris Steenmans, Head of Programme, SEIS support

12:45 – 14:00 Lunch

14:00 – 14:30 Communication, outreach and user analysis: Inform and engage in 
dialogue with key stakeholders.
Katja Rosenbohm, Head of Programme, Communications
 Outcome of EEA evaluation (April 2013)

14:30– 15: 00 EEA cooperation with the European Parliament (+ wrap up)
Hans Bruyninckx
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ANNEX II /List of participants

ENVI Committee Delegation:

José Manuel Fernandes, MEP (EPP, PT)

Diana Gierstorfer (ALDE group staff)
Nora Hahnkamper (ENVI Secretariat)
Emiliano Imeroni (ENVI Secretariat)
Sergio Filipe Nogueira (Interpreter - team leader)
José Paulo Moura Santos (Interpreter)

Members/Alternates of the EEA Management Board designated by the EP:

Michael Scoullos
Peter Hennicke
Christian Hey

EEA

Hans Bruyninckx (Executive Director)
Eszter Fay (Institutional Affairs, Brussels Liaison Office)
Thomas Henrichs (Project manager, Integrated environmental assessments)
Ybele Hoogeveen (Head of Group, Natural Resources and Quality of Life)
Peder Jensen (Head of Programme, Governance and Networks)
Brendan Killeen (Head of Group, Communication Planning and Editing)
Paul McAleavey (Head of Programme, Air and Climate Change)
Lars Mortensen (Head of Group, Sustainable Consumption and Production + Waste)
Josiane Rivière (Head of Brussels Liaison Office)
Katja Rosenbohm (Head of Programme, Communications)
Stefan Speck (Project manager, Environmental economics and policies)
Chris Steenmans (Head of Programme, SEIS Support)
Ronan Uhel (Head of Programme, Natural Systems and Vulnerability)


