
1. Introduction 
· Member State;
· BQE;
· Water body category (type).
2. Description of national assessment methods

MS has to provide the complete description of the method in the Annex. The main features should be given below
2.1. Methods and required BQE parameters

Table 1. Overview of the metrics included in the national method - example given for phytpoplankton. For other BQEs there will be other indicative parameters (see Table 1. Page 17, IC Guidance)

	MS 
	Taxonomic composition
	Abundance 
	 Frequency and intensity of algal blooms

	 
	 
	 
	 


Combination rule used in the method 

Conclusion on the WFD compliance (are all the indicative parameters included; if not, why)
2.2. Sampling and data processing

 Description of sampling and data processing:
· Sampling time and frequency;

· Sampling method;

· Data processing; 

· Identification level. 
 2.3. National reference conditions 
Detailed description of setting of national reference conditions 
2.4. NATIONAL boundary setting

Detailed description of methodology used to derive ecological class boundaries.  
2.5. PRESSURES ADDRESSED
Please describe the pressures addressed by the method and provide pressure-response relationship (graph, equation) 
3. WFD compliance checking 
The first step in the Intercalibration process requires the checking of national methods considering the following WFD compliance criteria.    

Table 2. List of the WFD compliance criteria and the WFD compliance checking process and results  
	Compliance criteria
	Compliance checking

	Ecological status is classified by one of five classes (high, good, moderate, poor and bad).  
	 

	High, good and moderate ecological status are set in line with the WFD’s normative definitions (Boundary setting procedure)
	

	All relevant parameters indicative of the biological quality element are covered (see Table 1 in the IC Guidance). A combination rule to combine parameter assessment into BQE assessment has to be defined. If parameters are missing, Member States need to demonstrate that the method is sufficiently indicative of the status of the QE as a whole 
	

	Assessment is adapted to intercalibration common types that are defined in line with the typological requirements of the Annex II WFD and approved by WG ECOSTAT


	

	The water body is assessed against type-specific near-natural reference conditions


	

	Assessment results are expressed as EQRs
	

	Sampling procedure allows for representative information about water body quality/ecological status in space and time 
	

	All data relevant for assessing the biological parameters specified in the WFD’s normative definitions are covered by the sampling procedure
	

	Selected taxonomic level achieves adequate confidence and precision in classification 
	


4.  IC Feasibility checking
The intercalibration process ideally covers all national assessment methods within a GIG. However, the comparison of dissimilar methods (“apples and pears”) has clearly to be avoided. Intercalibration exercise is focused on specific type / biological quality element / pressure combinations. The second step of the process introduces an “IC feasibility check” to restrict the actual intercalibration analysis to methods that address the same common type(s) and anthropogenic pressure(s), and follow a similar assessment concept. 

4.1. Typology

Does the national method address the same common type(s) as other methods in the Intercalibration group?  Provide evaluation if IC feasibility regarding common IC types. 
4.2. Pressures addressed
Does the national method address the same pressure(s) as other methods in the Intercalibration group?    Provide evaluation if IC feasibility regarding pressures addressed.
4.3. Assessment concept

Does the national method follow the same assessment concept as other methods in the Intercalibration group?  Provide evaluation if IC feasibility regarding assessment concept of the intercalibrated methods

4.4. conclusion on the Intercalibration feasibility
Provide conclusions on the IC feasibility.  

5. Description of the biological communities

  Description of the biological communities at HIGH status  
Description of the biological communities at good status  
  Description of the biological communities at moderate status 

6. References



Template for reporting the MS assessment method                                in the case where the Intercalibration exercise                            is not possible (Gap 3)
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