Interim evaluation of European Marine
Observation and Data Network (EMODnet)

Fields marked with * are mandatory.

1
Introduction

The purpose is to evaluate the performance and functioning of the European Marine Observation and
Data Network (EMODnet). The findings of the evaluation will be used to guide activities undertaken in
support of marine knowledge in the remaining years 2019-2020 of the European Maritime and Fisheries
Fund and to feed into the preparatory process for a possible follow-up post 2020.

The European Marine Observation and Data Network (EMODnet) contributes to the EU's integrated
maritime policy. It was set up as a flagship project to prepare a seamless multi-resolution digital seabed
map of European waters by 2020. Following the Green Paper "Marine Knowledge 2020" it had been
estimated that public bodies in European countries were spending over one billion a year in observing the
seas and oceans including work by hydrographic organisations, geological surveys, scientists and
environmental agencies. However, scientists and engineers who wanted to use the data had encountered
that they were difficult to find and were hampered by restrictive usage conditions and poor interoperability.
Data from different sources had different baselines, different formats, different nomenclature and different
standards. The Commission Communication on "Innovation in the Blue Economy" set out a roadmap for
replacing the fragmented, inaccessible and inhomogeneous repositories of marine data in the EU by a
sustainable process whereby data are easily accessible, interoperable and free of restrictions on use.

This consultation is aimed at researchers, public authorities, private bodies and civil society concerned
with coastal or offshore issues who contribute to EMODnet, use EMODnet or could use EMODnet.

More details can be found on the EMODnet web-site and in the 2017 EMODnet annual report. This also
includes a budget breakdown.

2 About you

*2.1 Language of my contribution
Bulgarian
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http://www.emodnet.eu/
http://www.emodnet.eu/sites/emodnet.eu/files/public/Annual_report_2017/booklet_emodnet_Annual_report_15May2018_web%20(1).pdf
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Lithuanian
Maltese
Polish
Portuguese
Romanian
Slovak
Slovenian
Spanish
Swedish

If you work for an organisation but are not applying on behalf of that organisation you should indicate "/n7a/
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*2.2 | am giving my contribution as
Academic/research institution
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Consumer organisation
EU citizen
Environmental organisation
Non-EU citizen
Non-governmental organisation (NGO)
Public authority
Trade union
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*2.3 First name
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*2.5 Email (this won't be published)

*2.6 Scope
International
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*2.7 Organisation name
255 character(s) maximum

*2.8 Organisation size
Micro (1 to 9 employees)
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*2.12 Publication privacy settings



Anonymous

Only your type, country of origin and contribution will be published. All other
personal details (name, organisation name and size, transparency register
number) will not be published.

Public

Your personal details (hame, organisation name and size, transparency
register number, country of origin) will be published with your contribution.

*2.13 | agree with the personal data protection provisions

*2.14 You are replying based on your experience in?
the private sector academia and research

a public authority civil society (individuals, non-governmental
organisations, environmental groups (etc)

2.15 Can you give more information about your background? (gotional question)

*2.16 What are your main interests in the area of maritime and fisheries policy? (/7
ore than one reply acceprea)

blue economy marine resources and none of these
environment

*2.17 Which part of blue economy interests you? (more than one answer allowed)

bioeconomy (living non-living resources generic

resources, fisheries, (mining, oil and gas technology

aquaculture etc) etc)

tourism transport coastal
engineering

shipbuilding renewable energy other

2.18 Please specify (gptional)

*2.19 What aspects of marine resources and environment concern you? (/more
than one answer allowead)

conservation of spatial environmental natural
commercial species planning reporting hazards
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/specific-privacy-statement_en

management of coastal impact other
protected areas protection assessments

2.20 Please specify (gotional)

*2.21 Have you or your organisation contributed towards the construction or
maintenance of EMODnet

yes no do not know

*2.22 Have you or your organisation used EMODnet?
yes no do not know

3 Effectiveness

3.1 Effectiveness

not no
greatly slightly at opinion
all

*Has EMODnet improved productivity of those working in sea
(eg. by avoiding new measurements where they have already
been made or reducing the time taken to gather data from
different sources?)

*Has EMODnet improved innovation? In other words have new
products or services been developed that could not have been
done without EMODnet?

*Has EMODnet reduced uncertainty in our knowledge of the

nature, state or dynamics of our seas and oceans?

3.2 Do you have any examples of how it helped increase productivity, did not
help, or could help in the future? (gotional question)

3.3 Do you have any examples of how it helped innovation or could do so in the
future? (gotional question)
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3.4 Do you have any examples of how it reduced uncertainty or could do so in the
future? (gotional question)

4 Relevance

4 1 How relevant is EMODnet?

of
not no
. very some o
essential necessary opinion
useful use

to Marine Strategy Framework Directive?
to Maritime Spatial Planning?
to environmental impact assessments?

to companies offering consultancy for
offshore or coastal engineering?

to the bioeconomy (aquaculture, fisheries
etc)?

to the renewable energy industry?

other?

*4.2 what other need?

4.3 Could you explain your answer and, if possible, provide examples? (gptional)

5 Coherence
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5.1 How coherent were measures undertaken with other EU or regional initiatives
on marine data?

complementary
completely no
but could be , , .
complementary better overlapping contradictory unrelated opinion

coordinated
*Copernicus

*Data
Collection
Regulation
for Fisheries

*INSPIRE
Directive

WISE-
marine
(Water
Information
System for
Europe)

*SeaDataNet

Regional
Sea
Conventions,
OSPAR,
HELCOM,
Barcelona,
Black Sea
Convention


http://www.helcom.fi/
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/
http://www.blacksea-commission.org/_convention.asp
http://www.blacksea-commission.org/_convention.asp

*

International
Council for
Exploration
of the Sea
(ICES)

*other
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*5.2 What other initiative? (optional

5.3 Please explain your scoring or include other remarks (ogptional question)

5.4 Do you have suggestions as to how EMODnet could engage with non-
European agencies or global initiatives so as to move towards truly global

coverage? (optional question)

6 EU added-value

*6.1 What is the EU added-value of EMODnet?

Could not have Better done at a Better done no
been done without national level through opinion
EU multilateral

agreements

6.2 Do you have any more comments on the EU added-value? (optional question)

7 Efficiency

7.1 How efficently does EMODnet operate?

no
yes partly no opinion

Could results have been achieved with fewer resources?

Could more have been achieved with the same results?
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Was the administrative burden in participating in the actions
proportionate?

7.2 Please explain your answer (gptional)

8 Other remarks

8.1 Please add any more information that you feel to be relevant (gp#iona/
question)

8.2 Please upload any additional information (optional question)
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