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Background Information on 
 

Reporting and Evaluation of the Goals for European Forests and the    

European 2020 Targets for Forests 

 

Introduction 

Seeking the best way to enhance the role of European forests in contributing to solving the na-

tional and global challenges, the representatives of the Signatories of FOREST EUROPE adopt-

ed at the 6th Ministerial Conference on the Protection of Forests in Europe in 2011 in Oslo, Nor-

way eight “Goals for European Forests” and nine “European 2020 Targets” to be achieved by 

2020 in support of the FOREST EUROPE shared vision on the protection and sustainable man-

agement of the European Forests. 

Being halfway to the deadline set for the fulfilment of these goals and targets, a midterm evalua-

tion was carried out in 2015 (Linser & Wolfslehner, 2015a). This evaluation aimed to provide a 

first and basic overview about the level of implementation and achievements of the Goals and 

2020 Targets for European Forests at regional level. 

The evaluation has been mainly based on the data provided by the FOREST EUROPE signatory 

countries and by international data providers for the 2015 edition of the “State of Europe’s Forests 

Report” (FOREST EUROPE, 2015), and was carried out with scientific support of the European 

Forest Institute (EFI).  

Table 1 displays an overview on the Goals for European Forests and the European 2020 Targets 

for Forests. When goals and targets are content-wise overlapping, the evaluation of the goal was 

mainly based on qualitative information and the evaluation of the target was primarily based on 

quantitative data.  

 

Table 1: Overview on the Goals for European Forests and the European 2020 Targets for 

Forests 

Goals for European Forests 

1.  Sustainable management of all European forests ensures multiple forest functions and enhances lasting 

provision of goods and services.  

2.  European forests contribute to a green economy, including through increased provision of wood, other 
forest products and ecosystem services from sustainable sources.  

3.  Forest management in Europe is being adapted to changes in climate, forests are healthy and resilient to 
natural hazards and protected against human-induced threats such as forest fires, and the productive and 
protective functions of forests are maintained.  

4.  The potential of European forests to mitigate climate change, through carbon sequestration in trees and 
soils, carbon storage in forest products and substitution of non-renewable materials and energy sources, is 
utilised to minimise Europe’s ecological footprint without harming the global carbon balance. 

5.  The loss of forest biodiversity in Europe is halted and degraded forests are restored or rehabilitate 

6.  The role of forests in combating the progress of desertification is strengthened.  

7.  Socioeconomic and cultural benefits, especially for livelihoods, rural development and employment from 
European forests are optimised.  

8. Illegal logging and associated trade in wood and other forest products are eliminated in Europe. 
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European 2020 Targets for Forests 

1.  All European countries have developed and are implementing national forest programmes, or its equiva-

lent, in line with the shared vision and goals and the pan-European approach to national forest pro-

grammes.  

2.  In addressing emerging issues forest knowledge is improved through research, education, innovation, in-

formation sharing and communication.  

3.  In response to political objectives on the use of renewable raw material and energy in Europe, the supply of 

wood and other forest products from sustainably managed forests has increased substantially.  

4.  The full value of forest ecosystem services across Europe is being estimated with a view to using common 

valuation approaches, and that values are increasingly reflected in relevant national policies and market-

based instruments such as payments for ecosystem services.  

5.  All European countries include strategies for forests and climate change adaptation and mitigation in na-

tional forest programmes or equivalents and all other relevant national strategies.  

6.  The rate of loss of forest biodiversity at habitat level is at least halved and where feasible brought close to 

zero, and measures are taken to significantly reduce forest fragmentation and degradation and to restore 

degraded forests.  

7.  The role of forests in combating desertification is fully recognised and forests are also managed to that end.  

8.  All European countries have policies and measures which ensure a significant increase in socio- economic 

and cultural benefits, especially for human health, livelihoods, rural development and employment from 

forests. 

9.  Effective measures are taken at regional, sub-regional and national levels to eliminate illegal logging and 

associated trade. 

 

 

Indicator based evaluation 

A preceding study (Linser & Wolfslehner, 2015b) dealt with the analysis of potential linkages of 

the pan-European Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management and the Goals for European 

Forests and the European 2020 Targets for Forests and the screening of other sets of criteria and 

indicators for sustainable forest management. It comprises a review and assessment of the avail-

able and demanded information for the monitoring and reporting on the implementation and 

achievements of the eight goals and nine 2020 targets for forests.  

A Gap Analysis displayed that 29 of the 35 quantitative indicators and all qualitative pan-

European Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management are applicable for the monitoring, report-

ing and assessment on the implementation and achievements of the eight goals & nine 2020 

targets for forests (Linser & Wolfslehner, 2015b, Table 10).  

The study report contains also a selection of potentially suitable indicators for the further analysis 

of the goals and targets implementation as well as numerous recommendations for additional 

qualitative and quantitative indicators or amendments of existing indicators. Some recommenda-

tions have already been considered during the FOREST EUROPE Liaison Unit Madrid indicator 

improvement process in 2014-2015. The remaining recommendations are presented in the follow-

ing as basis for considerations in the new indicator improvement process initiated by the FOR-

EST EUROPE Liaison Unit Bratislava.  
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Gap analysis  

Major gaps exist for some or all terms of three Goals for European Forests and for three Europe-

an 2020 Targets for Forests: 

Goal/Target Gaps 

Goal 4 (The potential of European forests 

to mitigate climate change…) 

Only two of four terms can be described by one quantita-

tive pan-European indicator 

Goal 6 (…combating the progress of des-

ertification 

There are no appropriate quantitative or qualitative pan-

European indicators 

Goal 8 (Illegal logging and associated 

trade) 

None of the two terms can be described by any of the 

quantitative or qualitative pan-European indicators 

Target 2 (In addressing emerging is-

sues…) 

The term “forest knowledge is improved through innova-

tion” cannot be described by any of the quantitative or 

qualitative pan-European indicator 

Target 7 (…combating desertification…) 
There are no appropriate quantitative or qualitative pan-

European indicators 

Target 9 (Effective measures … to elimi-

nate illegal logging and associated trade) 

These measures cannot be described by any of the 

quantitative or qualitative pan-European indicators 

 

The investigation of 27 other indicator sets, to find suitable indicators for the terms lacking repre-

sentation in the pan-European Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management, resulted in numer-

ous adequate indicators. However, only for a few of those indicators data is available for the pan-

European countries.  

Recommendations for additional indicators or amendments of existing indicators, which should be 

considered in the FOREST EUROPE indicator improvement process, were derived from this 

study. 

 

Mid-term evaluation based on indicators 

The mid-term evaluation (Linser & Wolfslehner, 2015a) shows that Goal 1 (SFM ensures multiple 

forest functions and lasting provision of goods and services) and Target 2 (improved forest 

knowledge) are largely on track to achieving the respective goal or target. Nonetheless, the data 

and information base for Target 2 has to be improved for further in-depth evaluations. 

The nine goals and targets which focus on national forest programmes, renewable raw material 

and energy, green economy, climate change mitigation and adaptation, socioeconomic and cul-

tural benefits, illegal logging and associated trade are partially on track to achieving the goal or 

target. For three of those goals and one target the data and information base has, however, to be 

improved considerably to make further valid evaluations. 

Finally, the six goals and targets on loss of biodiversity, combating desertification, value of eco-

system services, policies and measures on socio-economic and cultural benefits are largely not 

on track to achieve the goal or target, most often also due to information gaps which hamper a 

valid evaluation. 
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Recommendations for additional indicators or amendments of existing 

indicators to be considered in the FOREST EUROPE indicator improve-

ment process 

Recommendations for the improvement of the quantitative indicators 

The below presented recommendations are grouped under the 6 pan-European Criteria for SFM 

together with a reference to the respective Goal or Target where they are seen to be essential for 

an adequate monitoring, reporting and evaluation.  

The underlying study (Linser & Wolfslehner, 2015b) comprised 43 recommendations, however, 

parts were already considered in the last indicator improvement process in 2015. 

 

Table 2: Overview on number of recommendations for the improvement of the quantitative 
indicators 

Criterion Number of recommendations  

Criterion 1 6 

Criterion 2 8 

Criterion 3 1 

Criterion 4 1 

Criterion 5 - 

Criterion 6 2 

Σ 18 

 

The following indicators, including rationales, measurement units and data providers are recom-

mended to be considered in the recent improvement process of the FOREST EUROPE indicators 

for sustainable forest management to ensure that a comprehensive set of adequate indicators 

and related data will be available for the next monitoring, reporting and evaluation of the imple-

mentation of the Goals for European Forests and the 2020 Targets for Forests. 

 

 

Recommendations for the improvement of the indicators under CRITERION 1: 

MAINTENANCE AND APPROPRIATE ENHANCEMENT OF FOREST RE-

SOURCES AND THEIR CONTRIBUTION TO GLOBAL CARBON CYCLES 

Indicator Amendment Reference 

Ind. 1.1 Forest area Add: *Forest area (ha) in semi-arid zones 

Add: *Forest area (ha) in arid zones 

Add: *Area of forest in semi-arid and arid zones as % 
of total forest area 

Add: *Annual average percent change in forest area in 
semi-arid and arid zones/decade 

Data provider: National agencies  

Goal 6, 
Target 7 
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Include new indicators Reference 

Ind. 1.x Avoided fossil fuel carbon emis-
sions by increased woody material use 

Rationale: This indicator refers to substitution 
of fossil fuel by woody biomass as element of a 
carbon-neutral bioenergy supply. This segment 
may include both harvested wood as well recy-
cled wood and wood products. It should be 
monitored jointly with other SFM resource indi-
cators in order to avoid exploitation effects of 
woody biomass 

Measurement units: kt C or Gg 
CO2  

Data provider: National agencies  

 

Goal 4 

Ind. 1.y Forest Land Footprint 

Rationale: The Forest Land Footprint 
measures the annual harvest of fuel wood and 
timber to supply forest products. The yield used 
in the forest land Footprint is the net annual 
increment of merchantable timber per ha. The 
National Footprint Accounts calculate the Foot-
print of forest land according to the production 
quantities of 13 primary timber products and 
three wood fuel products. Trade flows include 
30 timber products and 3 wood fuel products.  

Measurement units: Net annual 
increment (NAI) of merchantable 
timber per hectare. Timber produc-
tivity data from the UNEC and FAO 
Forest Resource Assessment and 
the FAO Global Fiber Supply are 
utilized to calculate the world aver-
age yield in m3 of harvestable wood 
per hectare per year. 

Data provider: Footprintnet-
work.org   

Goal 4 

 

Recommendations for the improvement of the indicators under CRITERION 2: 

MAINTENANCE OF FOREST HEALTH AND VITALITY 

Indicator Amendment Reference 

Ind. 2.1 Deposition of air 
pollutants 

Add: *Percentage of forest ecosystem area at risk of 
eutrophication  

Measurement unit: %.  

Data provider: National agencies.  

Goal 5 

Target 6 

Ind. 2.5 Forest land degra-

dation  

Rationale: Desertification and 
related degradation are so far 
only issues in some southern 
European countries, but it has 
the potential to become an 
issue due to draught effects of 
climate change on forests. 
Therefore, it is important to 
have information about the 
extent of the affected forest 
area as well as information 
about the combating efforts. 

Add: *Area of degraded forest land in the last report-
ing period.  

Measurement unit: ha.  

Data provider: National agencies. 

Add: *Share (%) of forest area degraded.  

Measurement unit: %.  

Data provider: National agencies  

Add: *Area (forest, OWL, FOWL) affected by 
desertification (damages by draught)  

Measurement unit: ha, % of total forest area.  

Data provider: UNCCD & National agencies  

Add: *Extent of combating desertification.  

Measurement unit: ha, % of total forest area 
affected by desertification  

Data provider: National agencies (UNCCD)  

Goal 5, 6 

Target 6, 7 
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Add: *Reduction in the total area affected by 
desertification/land degradation and drought.  

Measurement unit: ha, % of total forest area 
affected by desertification.  

Data provider: National agencies (UNCCD)  

   

Include new indicator Reference 

Ind. 2.x Exposure to forest 
fires 

Rationale: Risk assessments 
forecast for the upcoming 
decades an increasing expo-
sure to forest fires due to 
changes in climate.  

Measurement unit: From 1 March to 30 September: 
Number of days with Fire Danger Classes High, 
Very High and Extreme according to European For-
est Fire Information System (EFFIS), see 
http://forest.jrc.ec.europa.eu/effis/ for selected forest 
sites. 

Data provider: JRC 

Goal 3 

Ind. 2.y Forest restoration *Area of forests restored by restoration projects 
(like afforestation, reforestation, soil improvements 
etc.) in the last reporting period 

Measurement unit: ha.  

Data provider: National agencies  
 

*Share (%) of forest area restored.  

Measurement unit: % of total degraded forest area  

Data provider: National agencies  

Goal 5, 6 

Target 6, 7 

 

Recommendations for the improvement of the indicators under CRITERION 3: 
MAINTENANCE AND ENCOURAGEMENT OF PRODUCTIVE FUNCTIONS OF 
FORESTS (WOOD AND NON-WOOD) 

Indicator Amendment Reference 

Ind. 3.4 Services 

Rationale: Human beings receive multi-
ple benefits from forests in the form of 
goods and services such as food, wood, 
clean water, energy, protection from 
floods and soil erosion, regulation of cli-
mate cycles, recreation and cultural val-
ues. These services make significant 
direct and indirect contributions to na-
tional economies and human welfare. 

Improved knowledge of how forests eco-
systems work, and the full value of for-
ests services  will allow European deci-
sion makers to make more relevant 
choices about how forests resources 
should be used, managed or allocated, in 
order to foster sustainable development 
and better conservation of forests eco-
systems and biodiversity (FOREST EU-
ROPE, http://www.foresteurope.org/events/forest-

europe-workshop-valuation-forest-ecosystem-services 

Add: *Value of forest ecosystem services 

Measurement unit: € 

Data provider:  

- NEWFOREX “New Ways of Valuing 
Forest Externalities” - FP7 funded re-
search project 
(http://www.foresteurope.org/sites/default/files/2_3_Rob

ert_Mavsar.pdf) 

- EC-JRC: MAES Pilot on forest ecosys-
tems and their services 
(http://www.foresteurope.org/sites/default/files/2_2_JBar

redo_MAESForestPilot.pdf) 

- CICES: The Common International 
Classification of Ecosystem Services  

CICES was developed from the work on 
environmental accounting undertaken by 
the European Environment Agency. CIC-
ES was adopted by the MAES WG 
(http://cices.eu) 

Target 4 

http://forest.jrc.ec.europa.eu/effis/
http://www.foresteurope.org/events/forest-europe-workshop-valuation-forest-ecosystem-services
http://www.foresteurope.org/events/forest-europe-workshop-valuation-forest-ecosystem-services
http://www.foresteurope.org/sites/default/files/2_3_Robert_Mavsar.pdf
http://www.foresteurope.org/sites/default/files/2_3_Robert_Mavsar.pdf
http://www.foresteurope.org/sites/default/files/2_2_JBarredo_MAESForestPilot.pdf
http://www.foresteurope.org/sites/default/files/2_2_JBarredo_MAESForestPilot.pdf
http://cices.eu/
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Recommendations for the improvement of the indicators under CRITERION 4: 
MAINTENANCE, CONSERVATION AND APPROPRIATE ENHANCEMENT OF 
BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY IN FOREST ECOSYSTEMS 

Indicator Amendment Reference 

Ind. 4.8 Threatened forest 
species  

Add: *Number of threatened forest biotope types 
(e.g. according to Essl F., Egger G., Ellmauer T., 
Aigner S.: Rote Listen gefährdeter Biotoptypen 
Österreichs. Wälder, Forste, Vorwälder. Wien, 2002. 
http://www.umweltbundesamt.at/umweltsituation/naturschutz/lr_schutz/rl_bi

otoptypen/) 

Measurement unit: Absolute number of threatened 
forest biotope types; % of total number of forest bio-
tope types.  

Data provider: National agencies. 

Goal 5 
Target 6 

 

 

Recommendations for the improvement of the indicators under CRITERION 6: 

MAINTENANCE OF OTHER SOCIO-ECONOMIC FUNCTIONS AND CONDITIONS 

Indicator Amendment Reference 

Ind. 6.5 Forest sector 
workforce 

Add: *Forest sector labour force as % of total 
workforce.  
Measurement unit: %.  
Data provider: National agencies  

Goal 7 
Target 8 

Ind. 6.10 Accessibility for 
recreation: Area (ha) with 
access available to the 
public for recreational pur-
poses, % of total.  

According to the COST 
Action E33 ‘Forest for rec-
reation and nature tourism’ 
(FORREC) Report 
(http://www.cost.eu/COST_Actions/fps/

E33) the recreation infor-
mation should cover both 
close-to-home recreation 
and nature tourism.  

Rationale: Opportunities 
for close-to-home recrea-
tion support the health and 
wellbeing of European 
community, and should be 
available equally to all. 
Recreation opportunities in 
green environments should 
be a permanent right for 
European citizens. 

Recommendations by COST Action E33 ‘Forest for rec-
reation and nature tourism’ (FORREC) Report and by a 
report on the Development of FOREST EUROPE Indica-
tor 6.10 (Sievänen et al. 2016): 

Add: *The one main management goal. 

Add: * The amount of time needed to access a forest 

Add: * Proportion of population which has access to 
forests suitable for recreation within a 300/500 m zone 
from the residence/residential area 

 

Include sub-indicator: Intensity of use 

Add: *The current reporting, i.e. annual number of visits 
in total 

Add: *Annual number of visits per capita in the country  

Add: *Annual number of visits per hectares of forest in 
the country 

Data provider: Recreation information should be com-
parable across European countries. One option to pro-
vide comparable information is a European recreation 
survey. The survey instrument could to be developed by 
pan-European agencies. Also the European Environ-
ment Information and Observation Network (EIONET5) 
could be a partner in such work.  

Goal 1, 7 
Target 8 

http://www.umweltbundesamt.at/umweltsituation/naturschutz/lr_schutz/rl_biotoptypen/
http://www.umweltbundesamt.at/umweltsituation/naturschutz/lr_schutz/rl_biotoptypen/
http://www.cost.eu/COST_Actions/fps/E33
http://www.cost.eu/COST_Actions/fps/E33
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Recommendations for the improvement of the qualitative indicators 

 

Approach 

The recommendations to add 22 new questions to the respective FOREST EUROPE question-

naire on qualitative indicators, to improve the qualitative indicators (Table 3), are based on the 

results of the underlying study of Linser & Wolfslehner (2015b). 

 

Table 3: Number of recommendations for the improvement of the qualitative indicators 

Qualitative indicators 
Recommendation to 

add questions 

Indicator 1. NFPs or equivalent 9 

Indicator 2. Institutional frameworks 1 

Indicator 3. Legal/regulatory framework: National 

and international commitments 
4 

Indicator 4. Financial and economic instruments 6 

Indicator 5. Informational and communication 2 

 

The recommendations are presented below in more detail, together with a reference to the respec-

tive Goal or Target where they are seen to be essential for an adequate monitoring, reporting and 

assessment.  

 

Add questions under qualitative Indicator 1. NFPs or equivalent Reference 

Which climate change adaptation and mitigation efforts have been conducted? Goal 3 

Are there Red Lists on threatened forest biotope types available in your country 
Goal 5, 
Target 6 

Which measures are taken to restore or rehabilitate degraded forests? 
Goal 5, 
Target 6 

Which measures are taken to reduce forest fragmentation and degradation Target 6 

How are fragmentation and degradation addressed and governed with spatial 
planning instruments? 

Target 6 

Are valuation approaches incorporated in the policy decision making? Target 4 

Are the values of forest ecosystem services reflected in national policies Target 

Which development policies and measures address desertification/land degrada-
tion and mitigation of the effects of drought? (This is the UNCCD progress indica-
tor S-9, which has to be reported since 2016) 

Goal 6, 
Target 7 

Policies and measures which address climate change adaptation activities Goal 3 
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Add request under qualitative Indicator 2. Institutional frameworks Reference 

Capacity of law enforcement agencies to suppress, detect and prevent forest-
related crimes and illegal activities. 

Goal 8, 
Target 9 

 

 

Add requests under qualitative Indicator 3. Legal/ regulatory framework: 
National and international commitments 

Reference 

Are adequate procedures in place and implemented to prevent the introduction of 
exotic plants and animals that could be ecologically damaging? 

Goal 5, 
Target 6 

Implementation of the forest certification schemes PEFC or FSC 
Goal 8, 
Target 9 

Implementation of the EU Regulations concerning illegal logging and associated 
trade in such a way that there is no reason for the EC to initiate infringement 
procedures (for EU countries only). 

Goal 8, 
Target 9 

Effectiveness of cross-border cooperation in law enforcement to combat illegal 
trade of forest products (for the other European countries). 

Goal 8, 
Target 9 

 

Rationale for further requests under Ind 2 and 3: Illegal logging and related trade is a major 

problem in many global timber producers’ countries. It causes environmental damage, retards 

sustainable development, costs governments billions in lost revenue, promotes corruption, un-

dermines the rule of law and good governance and in some places finance armed conflicts. In the 

FOREST EUROPE Vienna Resolution 2 – Enhancing Economic Viability of Sustainable Forest 

Management in Europe – the Signatory States and the European Community commit themselves 

to adjusting policy and legal frameworks and instruments to support sound enabling conditions for 

sustainable forest management that encourage investment and economic activity in the forest 

sector, including effective measures for forest law enforcement and for combating illegal harvest-

ing of forest products and related trade. In the Oslo Ministerial Decision: European Forests 2020, 

paragraph 24 c, the ministers commit themselves by 2020 to have taken effective measures at 

regional, sub-regional and national levels to eliminate illegal logging and associated trade, and to 

this end: “FOREST EUROPE will further strengthen efforts for good governance and forest law 

enforcement, inter alia by cooperating to ensure that timber traded within or into FOREST EU-

ROPE signatories derives from legally harvested forests, and by facilitating the exchange of les-

sons learned.”  
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Add requests under qualitative Indicator 4. Financial & economic instruments Reference 

Public financial support and investments 
for forest adaptation 

Sub-questions:  

A) Subsidies and budgetary funds provided by 
the EU, federal and country institutions and 
budgetary funds of the forest administration 
as well as private investments for the pur-
pose of forest adaptation. 

B) Forest area (ha) where forest adaptation 
was conducted due to the in A) mentioned 
subsidies, budgetary funds and invest-
ments. 

Rationale: Forest adaptation implies a shift from 
business as usual forest management, and re-
quires investment in know-how, training, aware-
ness-rising and technology. Targeted investment 
programmes in forest adaptation shall indicate 
the responsiveness of national policy-making 
and administration to support efforts towards 
climate change adaptation. Respective evalua-
tion of the effectiveness of such programmes 
shall be considered as follow-up parameters to 
this indicator. 

Comment: This is quantitative 
information, but was no agree-
ment on such an indicator and 
some countries already reported 
this information under Ind. 4. 

Measurement units: €, ha 

Data provider: National agencies 

Goal 3 

Public expenditure on SFM related research, 
education and training 

Rationale: Public expenditures on SFM related 
research, education and training are essential to 
gain and provide up to date knowledge about 
SFM for the forest owners, practitioners, forest 
administration etc. 

Comment: This is quantitative 
information, but was no agreement 
on such an indicator and some 
countries already reported this 
information under Ind. 4. 

Measurement unit: €. 

Data provider: National agencies 

Target 2 

Increase in the level and diversity of available 
funding for combating desertification/land 
degradation and mitigating the effects of 
drought (This is UNCCD progress indicator S-
83, which has to be reported from 2016 on) 

 
Goal 6, 
Target 7 

Increase in the level and diversity of available 
funding for climate change adaptation activi-
ties 

 
Goal 3 

Please describe how applied innovations 
contribute to SFM 

 
Target 2 

Are the values of forest ecosystem services 
reflected in market-based instruments such 
as payments for ecosystem services? 

 
Target 4 
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Add requests under qualitative A5. Informational means Reference 

Use of forest knowledge in decision making processes? Target 2 

Is there a formal communication and outreach strategy? 

Rationale: The importance of communication for SFM is now widely recognized 
and the existence of a formal communication strategy indicates government 
commitment in this area 

Target 2 

 

Conclusions 

The Pan-European Goals and Targets have been endorsed in 2011 by the 6th Ministerial Confer-

ence on the Protection of Forests in Europe in Oslo. For a mid-term evaluation of the progress 

made towards them, the Pan-European Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management are ex-

pected to play a vital role. However, this set has not been originally designed to measure such 

progress, and is hence limited in its capacity to comprehensively answer the questions of pro-

gress. Given these constraints, the indicators can still provide information on many aspects ad-

dressed by the goals and targets but for assessing them in a valid manner the set of indicators 

needs to be amended by further aspects and even by some new indicators allowing for a proper 

mid-term evaluation and a critical review of positive and negative developments. 

The above presented recommendations shall be the basis for the discussions at the forthcoming 

Indicator Expert Group Meeting at 24-25 January 2017. 
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