DG ENV comments to the minutes of BDC meeting on 30.09.2009-01.10.2009

First of all, we would like to acknowledge the good progress made at the 2nd Biodiversity Data Centre (BDC) meeting of 30.09-01.10.2009 in Copenhagen towards a common understanding between EEA, ETC/BD and DG ENV. We also welcome the draft minutes provided by EEA. However, we would like to stress that for DG ENV one of the main outcomes of the meeting was the consensus reached – after lengthy discussion – on the definition of the BDC, namely that the BDC should consist of 3 main elements:
1) Portal (presentation), 
2) Tools & applications (esp. viewers), 
3) Data. 
Therefore the BDC is not only about data-handling, although this is the precondition for everything else, but has an important role to play in terms of applications & presentations. 

We believe that we now need to develop an operational approach to ensure the implementation of the BDC with clear governance structure, deliveries and timetable. 
There was also a common understanding that the Biodiversity Information System (BISE) would be the common portal for biodiversity in Europe - the umbrella from which data from BDC, SEBI, BAP, etc. would be accessed. It was also agreed that BISE common entry page should be developed together with the BDC and aligned with WISE, which is divided into: 
1) Data & Themes; 

2) Policy; 

3) Projects; 
4) News.

Each of the outcomes mentioned in the minutes lends itself to more detailed development and planning. We would therefore recommend that a real "operational programme" would be developed as concrete outcome of our meeting, which will allow us to clarify responsibilities and regularly assess progress made on each aspect. 
More specifically, we would like to see the following elements to be further developed in 2010:

· Setting up of the BDC portal: in the meeting it became obvious that EEA is already working on the portal and is intending to launch it early next year together with a few other DCs. The portal should reflect (also in its design) the cooperation between EEA/ETC and DG ENV. A consultation on a draft should take place well in advance of the launch of that portal. We would like to stress once again the importance of promoting/advertising for the availability of new datasets/products such as the Natura 2000 viewer/web services/database and Article 17 data/assessments. Users have been waiting for too long for this data. Also, we agreed that the launch of BDC should include the preliminary development of a BISE webpage along the lines of WISE.
· EUNIS: though it was understood that only a limited amount of changes could occur before the end of the year (and the launch of the BDC), it would be interesting to have a more detailed assessment of the current shortcomings of EUNIS and the improvements that it could undergo in its core functionality and interface. DG ENV has already provided some initial input and would like to be kept in the loop of future decisions and developments. (We see this as a 2010 task for ETC-BD - could we have a more precise date for a dedicated draft paper that we will be able to comment upon?).
· During the meeting the need for periodic production of certain statistics, such as the calculation of Natura2000 forest or agricultural coverage was also mentioned. It was agreed that the methodology for these statistics would only have to be defined once and could be generated by automation on each database release. The precise modalities for these statistics still need to be defined and agreed upon.

· BISE: as for indicators, biodiversity assessments and reports will require the use of data from the BDC. As these assessments are rather loosely structured, not always recurrent and obtain their underlying data from many different sources beyond the BDC and also because some projects are still in early development stages, it is difficult to already formalise the way that BISE assessments will interact with the BDC in particular. It is part of BISE future challenges to streamline and document the requirements of its different assessments/projects (BAP, TEEB, SOER, SEBI, EURECA) and to examine how they can be met by BDC. Nonetheless, there is already an existing need for a common portal of biodiversity assessments/reports/indicators. This common portal should provide a unique entry point to biodiversity assessments and link to their source data in the BDC. A preliminary mock-up was proposed by the ETC-BD during the meeting that was finally approved by DG ENV. We would like to see a timeline set for a draft of this portal. 

· EC-CHM was mentioned at the meeting as a possible tool to publish assessments (e.g. BAP) in a more interactive way. This will be investigated by EEA in 2009. We are wondering whether this tool would also for more interactive use of data/assessments based on Article 17 and Natura 2000 data?

· Use cases: will there be a process by which the EEA will collect the use cases? Will they be evaluated and taken on board for further development? Maybe it would be good to set some deadlines or a programme to follow these as the uses cases may condition developments on other BDC deliverables.
· Indicators: the indicator work will partly rely on data provided by BDC and can indeed be considered as a BDC client. It is therefore important to know how its specific needs can be met. The "mode of production" of the indicators should be studied when implementing BDC services. This could serve as a good technical use case. The same is true for the assessments (e.g. BAP assessment – see item on BISE below).
Other issues, such as the need to ensure interoperability between Data Centres and the interoperability with relevant global databases on species, sites and habitats were considered as very important but would deserve specific discussions at a later stage within the group of four for Biodiversity  
