MINUTES OF SSS STATISTICS GROUP FOURTH MEETING

Brussels, March 3, 1999

The fourth and final meeting of the SSS statistics group was held at the premises of the European Commission on March 3, 2000 (10 am). The meeting was attended by the following:

Manfred Zachcial, ISL
Nominee of Germany

Orestis Schinas, NTUA
Expert

A.C van Holk, Ministry of Transport
Nominee of the Netherlands

Kaj Rehnstroem, SAI
Nominee of Sweden

German de Melo, Univ. of Catalunya
Nominee of Spain

Maria do Carmo Vasconcelos, IMP
Nominee of Portugal

Carlo Camisetti, Cetena
Nominee of Italy

Manuel Batista Foguet, ESADE 
Nominee of Spain

Vassilios Michalopoulos, Port of Piraeus
Nominee of Greece

Stephen Reynolds, DETR
Nominee of UK

Sean Newton, MDST
Expert

Karin de Schepper, EFIP
Expert

Jaco van Meijeren, NEA
Expert

Risto Hytti, Finnish Maritime Admin.
Nominee of Finland

Mike Garratt, MDST
Expert

Pieter Hilferink, NEA 
Expert

The Commission was represented by Ms. A. Schlewing and Mr. I. Koskinen. Apologies were received from Prof. H. Psaraftis for not being able to attend the meeting due to an unforeseen problem at the port of Piraeus. Prof. M. Zachcial chaired the meeting on his behalf.

The agenda of the meeting was as follows:

1. Adoption of the agenda.

2. Approval of minutes of the September 16 meeting.

3. Presentation of the Case Studies and the Contributions in the report on SSS statistics

3.1. Introduction

3.2. Case Study 1 (Portugal-Germany)

3.3. Case Study 2 (Methodological Approach)

3.4. Case Study 3 (Netherlands-Poland)

3.5. Case Study 4 (Italy and Balkan States)

3.6. Case Study 5 (Greece-Black Sea)

3.7. Discussion

4. Presentation of the research results on the advanced technologies for SSS data collection
4.1. Discussion
5. Planning ahead.

6. Any other business.

Items No. 1 and 2 were approved. Most of the discussion focused on item No. 3 of the agenda. 

Prof. M. Zachcial made a short introduction on the planned goals and the agreed approach, as well as on the item 3.2. He stressed efforts have been focused on establishing a common methodology within the time and budget limitations. This effort was only a first step, as the creation of database filled with harmonized data is the goal from a technical point of view. He also noted that arguments have been raised during the time-span of the projects, that such a goal is technically impossible. Prof. Zachcial highlighted also the ‘root of the evil’ in data quality, as the National offices collect the data mainly on the purpose of trade measurement rather than for transport issues.

Before proceeding to the presentations, he mentioned large deviations in the data provided by several sources. Mr. R. Hytti informed also the participants, that the lack of information from Finland is attributed to the shifting to a EUROSTAT-compatible system.

Regarding the case study, Prof. Zachcial expressed his belief that it is possible to have a clear picture for the flows to or from Portugal, as the local office collects data broken down to 54 commodity groups and ports.

Mr. Sean Newton of MDST made a presentation on the methodology. The methodology was based on data collected by national sources for regional traffic, assumed a common format of the data and aimed to a combination for region to region movements. Data were collected from national sources in France, Spain, UK, Germany, and from the EUROSTAT. Gravity models were applied and the focus was on unitized cargoes. The main result of the application of the methodology was an overall reduction of the error of 44%, ranges and sets of values for several parameters and a sample database.

Then a discussion followed, led by Prof. M. Zachcial, Mr. M. Garratt and Mr. Sean Newton regarding the problems faced with the data manipulation. Prof. Zachcial stressed the need for the application of gravity models and then of other techniques. Mr. Newton added these models do not take into account other important parameters, such as social ones or proximity between regions. Mr. Garratt mentioned the difficulties faced when handling huge amounts of data and in calibrating the model.

Mr. Batista Foguet asked for relevant papers and references on the methodology. 

Then Mr. Van Meijeren presented the case study on the Poland-Netherlands corridor. He reported on data quality and correction procedures used by CBS (Dutch statistics) and NEA to improve the data quality. NEA follows a methodology focused on the whole transport chain, as it  constructs databases that describe the movement from its origin till its destination. Data have been collected from national sources in Belgium, the Netherlands, Germany and Poland. Also data from EUROSTAT and the United Nations is used.  All these different data sources are combined into one single consistent transport chain database. With this database it is possible to describe transport chains on a very detailed level and for the pilot Poland-Netherlands examples of the useful results have been shown. However, because no detailed data is available (for example port-to-port data or inland terminal data) it is not possible to validate or even to estimate detailed information. If this kind of data becomes available in the future, it will be possible to describe the short sea shipping transport chains in a more detailed and more reliable way.
Mrs. A. Schlewing and Mr. I. Koskinen asked for more political points rather than technical ones. Mr. Koskinen stressed that, as the Commission is the end-user of the result of this research, he asks for ton-miles or ton-km statistics with intermodal aspect. He understands that many data on transshipments, feedering and regions are missing, therefore he considers the result as sufficient and acceptable.

Mr. Garratt added at this point that there are no real physical or infrastructural bottlenecks but only commercial ones.

Mr. Camisetti presented the next case: Italy and the countries of the Adriatic coastline. His presentation was mostly on RoRo and TEU movements as well as on port statistics. The next presentation of Mr. Schinas on the Greece trade with the Balkan and Black Sea States completed the picture. A brief discussion followed these presentations. The topic was the reliability of the extracted results, as well as the feasibility of any recommendation, as the economic and political situation is not stable in these countries yet. Mr. Schinas added that the time and budget limitations did not allow contacts with Greek interests investing heavily in the region. In a latter stage or in a more detailed future analysis such interests and groups shall be contacted, in order to transfer experiences and techniques to the researchers.

Mrs. De Shepper stressed that ports or other nodal points are willing to contribute with data, but it is not always possible, as this procedure is time consuming.

Mr. Kaj Rehnstrom replied that such results shall educate port managers.

Mr. Michalopoulos added that things change and expressed the experience of implementing the Directive 95/68 in the port of Piraeus.

Mr. Foquet asked for the floor, in order to present a technique that might be helpful in extracting information out of these amounts of data. Prof. Zachcial agreed on the objectives of the presentation and suggested discussing this issue in the future.

After a short lunch break, Mr. Schinas presented the deliverable on the use of advanced technologies in SSS data collection. After the presentation Mr. Koskinen commented it is a very positive step, that networking allows administrators to have a clear pictures of the movement. Ms. Schlewing added some points, as the reports is based on results of other EU funded research projects. 

On item No. 5, Prof. Zachcial pointed that any additional comments regarding the draft final report shall be forwarded to him and to Prof. Psaraftis within the next two weeks (by March 17, 2000).

On item No. 6, Ms. A. Schlewing expressed the ideas for the thematic network and Prof. Zachcial mentioned that all participants shall get the data provided by every single country.

The meeting adjourned at 14:30. 

Meeting minutes prepared by O. Schinas and revised according to comments received thereafter. 
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