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1.Rationale (1)  

June 2016: Mid-Term & REFIT Evaluation 

• Streamline and simplify the reporting process to minimize 
administrative burden

• Fitness check on environmental monitoring and reporting ( priority 
to environmental datasets )

Lead to

MI Work Programme 2016-2020 
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/display/InspireMIG/MIWP+2016-
2020

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/display/InspireMIG/MIWP+2016-2020


1.Rationale (2)

October 2016 : MI WG : Streamlining the monitoring and 
reporting for 2019 ( action 2016.2)
See : https://ies-svn.jrc.ec.europa.eu/projects/2016-2/wiki

• Reviewing 2009 MR Decision and related guidelines

• Fit for purpose 

• Indicators automatically derivable

https://ies-svn.jrc.ec.europa.eu/projects/2016-2/wiki


1.Rationale (3)
Action 2016.2 Conclusions&Recommendations

Room for improvement

• Reporting: Non comparable textual information -> significant burden 
at national and EU level

• Monitoring indicators :no clear insight in the implementation 
progress

• Make it easy : information collection  ( XML file)  



1.Rationale (4)
Action 2016.2 Objectives

Ambition level of the review : towards a better evaluation of 
the implementation progress

• Simplification

• Better comparison across Member States

• National and EU-wide overview 

• Reduce burden

• Indicators fit for purpose



1.Rationale (5)
Action 2016.2 Key principles

Driven by metadata 

• Information collected from the metadata ( for monitoring and part of 
reporting)

• Once only :
harvesting process of metadata & indicators automatically calculated

• Revised set of indicators ->  topic for reporting 

• Reporting : country fiches template 



2.Indicators (1)
Changes

48 -32 + 3 indicators : from 48 to 19 indicators

3 new indicators:
• Number of spatial datasets for eReporting (DSi1,3):  the priority 

datasets 

• Distribution of spatial datasets with regional (DS1,4) and national 
(DS1,5) coverage : idea of the coverage of the dataset.  

Implication of the metadata : additional keywords



2.Indicators (2)
Removals  

Conditioned by metadata content potentials
General number of datasets for which metadata exist 
(no more distinction between annexes) 

Stop collection of the relevant and actual area of spatial 
datasets 
(replaced by national and regional coverage)

General number of services for which metadata exist
(no more distinction between annexes) 

Stop collection of the annual number of requests  per network 
service 



2.Indicators (3)
Spatial scope : national

National coverage

Nationally organized 

ex: aggregated and harmonized 
regional datasets covering the 
national territory -> documented 
at national level)

At national level

ex: coastline 



2.Indicators (4)
Spatial scope : regional

Not national 

Not available nationally 

( only one or several regions)

Aggregated at regional level 

( for municipalities)

Regional datasets 

( documented at regional level )



2.Indicators (5)
Implication in the metadata ( improving the quality)

Additional keywords for ( cf: INSPIRE Registries)
• Priority datasets
• Regional or national coverage  ( cf: INSPIRE Registries)

Mandatory elements
• metadata UUID  of spatial data sets; 

• metadata UUID  of the discovery, view and download services 
related to a spatial data set;

• metadata UUID of the discovery service servicing the metadata of a 
network service; 

• direct accessibility of a service

Interoperability and data-service linking  ( indicators NSi2) 



3.Reporting (1)
Changes

Country Fiche 
• Replace the 3 years report

• Extract from monitoring & 
reporting information

• Template for MS consistency 
reporting

• Annual delivery
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KEY FACTS AND FIGURES (From INSPIRE dashboard) 

• Identification of spatial data with relevance to the environment 

• Documentation of the data (metadata) 

• Accessibility of the data through digital services 

• Technical conformity and level of interoperability of spatial data, 
metadata and services 
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3.Reporting (2)
Automated part

Key facts and figures
• Looking like the INSPIRE 

Dashboard  



3.Reporting (3)
Automated part

How the country is doing

 

INSPIRE key 
obligation  

Overall 
implementation 
status and trend 

Outlook Dashboard Legend 

Implementation Status:  

☺: implementation of this provision is well 

advanced or (nearly) completed. Outstanding 
issues are minor and can be addressed easily.  

: implementation of this provision has 

started and made some progress but is still far 
from being complete. Outstanding issues are 
significant and need to be addressed to ensure 
that the objectives of the legislation can still be 
reached by 2020.  

: implementation of this provision is falling 

significantly behind or has not even started. 
Serious efforts are necessary to close 
implementation gap.  

Trend: 

: the trend of the implementation is positive.  

➔: the trend of the implementation is neutral.  

: the trend of the implementation is negative. 

Outlook: 

: clear and targeted actions have been 

identified which allow reaching the objectives of 
the legislation in an effective way. 

: No real progress has been made in the 

recent past or actions which have been identified 
are not clear and targeted enough to predict a 
more positive outlook. 

: no actions have been identified to 

overcome identified implementation gaps. 

Ensure effective 
coordination ☺  

Data sharing 
without obstacles    

Step 1: Identify 
spatial datasets ➔  

Step 2: Document 
datasets 
(metadata) 

  

Step 3: Provide 
services for 
identified spatial 
datasets 
(discovery, view, 
download) 

  

Step 4: Make 
spatial datasets 
interoperable by 
aligning them with 
the common data 
models. 

➔  



4.Reporting (4)
EU Level

Dash board at EU level
( easy view of implementation 
progress )

See 
https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/portfolio/ins
pire-your-country

European reporting  (2016) 
• Summary Report on Status of 

implementation of the INSPIRE 
Directive in EU

https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/portfolio/inspire-your-country
https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/documents/summary-report-status-implementation-inspire-directive-eu


5.Next Steps (1)
Action 2018.1 Streamlining the monitoring and Reporting for 2019 

November 2018: In charge of the system implementation for 
automatic harvesting ( developed by JRC)

Monitoring Dashboard ( continuous monitoring): underway
• Automated calculation of indicators, based on the metadata and 

displayed on INSPIRE dashboard  ( underway) 
• JRC harvest the metadata

Online system for update country fiches: underway
• Feb 2019: testing ( 6 MSs) , 
• April 2019: results will be presented at MIGT 
• After May 2019 : Date of official launch to be fixed ( security issues)

Guidelines for reporting: new version published 26/03/2019



5.Next Steps (2)
Legal and organizational aspects5.

New IRs on Monitoring and Reporting, 
• Voted at European Parliament 26 March 2019. 

• Entry into Force in April 2019



6. 2019 Transition Period  (1)
Monitoring 

15 May 2019 : Monitoring 2018 current system applied (.xml 
file)

15 December 2019:  move to the new system with new time-
stamp  
MS will give the GO for formal harvesting.

March 2019 :The COM will provide draft monitoring results for 
approval by the MS.   



6. 2019 Transition Period (2)
Reporting 2016-2018

15 May 2019 : new system 
Country Fiche
• based on the update of the 

country fiche 2016 ( exercise 
on the previous report 2013-
2015)

• country fiche published on the 
“INSPIRE in your country” 

• to update manually the textual 
part “ State of the Art “

• to upload the MS word 
document to the EEA 
Reportnet ( together with the 
monitoring file )

Country Fiche BE

https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/inspirecountryfichebelgium_2016.pdf


6. 2019 Transition Period (3)
Yearly reporting

15 Dec 2019 : new update 
Country Fiche

• Only editing the textual part



7.Technical Impacts
introduction ( will be investigated in 2019 )

Data–service linking ( interoperability)

INSPIRE compliance ( metadata ): only through the validator of 
reference 

http://inspire-sandbox.jrc.ec.europa.eu/validator/) on the EU geoportal

( http://inspire-geoportal.ec.europa.eu/validator2/ obsolete)

Proposal of a new tool for uploading metadata and checking
INSPIRE compliancy and interoperability

Harvesting monitoring: proposal for a manual harvesting that
can be used by MS  ( push).

http://inspire-sandbox.jrc.ec.europa.eu/validator/
http://inspire-geoportal.ec.europa.eu/validator2/


8.Conclusions

• Monitoring fully automated based on metadata

• New simplified reporting approach with a yearly country 
fiche

• New time-stamp: 15 December

• Show the progress in the implementation

• Comparable information between MSs  

• 2019: year of transition

• Technical impacts to be analysed
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Nathalie Delattre : INSPIRE programme manager

National Geographical Institute of Belgium
Email: nathalie.delattre@ngi.be


