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MAIN RESULTS FROM PRAGUE 2002
· Numerous data sets of high quality are produced in the CEE area.

· Spatial (map data) are typically at high resolution and prepared with great detail.

· Inventories have long historical records and in many cases continue to be acquired with modern technologies.

· Inventory methods are typically designed at national levels, historically little attention has been given to data harmonization as there was little need.

· The existing information is not being adequately used for FCCC GHG reporting.

· There is strong need for full FCA accounting, within the framework of GHG accounting.

· Many of the inventory data sets are in digital form (especially continuing inventories) but many others are not; data mining is a strong and increasingly urgent requirement (to prevent the loss of unique information critical to understanding the past, present and future behaviour of the C cycle).

· There is an important issue of access to data. Many agencies charge for access to data as part of cost recovery (to cover the cost of retrieval as well as to augment their regular funding for healthier ongoing operations). In some cases environmental data provide the owner with a unique advantage in obtaining further funding; data sets are therefore held by research organizations or even by individual researchers themselves.

· In addition to the above, access is made difficult by the lack of collaboration among various national agencies and institutions owning important data sets. This is in part because there have been few opportunities in the past which necessitated such cooperation, exacerbated by the financial constraints described above.

· Access to data also has a practical dimension. The geographic basis for spatial data is country-specific in most cases, and no CEE-wide standard exists as yet. In addition, some national projection systems have peculiar characteristics and are not easily converted to a common framework; in the past this was at times done intentionally for perceived security reasons. Although these complexities can in principle be overcome, they require considerable expertise from the specialists at the national level (e.g., geodetic institutes) and in any case integration and analysis of data at the regional level is extremely difficult. It was pointed out that Lambert has been used as a common projection in other supranational studies in Europe, and should be considered as a standard for CEE as well as for carbon analysis purposes.

· There is great interest among scientists and resource specialists in integrating and using environmental data at the regional level for carbon studies and other purposes.
· Remote sensing is seen as a very important tool in obtaining certain types of information in the CEE region in a cost-effective and uniform way. It may also be used to integrate and standardize measurements already taken at the national scale. Many countries (e.g. the Ukraine) also have extensive historical archives of aerial photos which can be used with modern measurements.
· Effective use of data is hampered by differences in the definition of parameters, differences in observation methods, and in data processing. For observations already collected, harmonization is the only option when attempting to prepare data products over a larger region. Successful harmonization necessitates that data is provided with comprehensive metadata.

· CEE environmental observation programmes and carbon analysis will benefit from environmental data sets assembled at global or continental levels. Data and products produced from satellite programmes as well as re-analysis of meteorological data sets by ECMWF, NCAR and others, will greatly enhance the effectiveness of data collected in the CEE region. 
