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1. Is it possible to include data from EEA, JRC and DG Environment that is not publicly 
available but will be provided by them to us a) for processing relevant indicators or b) 
for inclusion in the database? In the latter case this means that the entire database that 
will be provided by us will not be publicly available by the end of the project (but it 
will be available to DG Environment) in the former case it means that base 
information for the indicators will not be included in the database that will be 
delivered by the end of the project.  

It is the tenderer's sole responsibility to ensure that the products mentioned in the 
tender specifications can be delivered in time. New, accessible datasets which will 
give an added value to the work, may be used, but no prolongation of the contract will 
be given caused by late delivery or access difficulties of such additional datasets. 
The accessibility (other than explicitely mentioned otherwise in the tender) and 
responsibility of proper use of datasets is within the responsibility of the tenderer. Any 
use limitations shall not affect the delivery of the mentioned tasks, especially the ones 
in parts 2-5. 

 

2. In the task Part 2: it is noted that “the contractor will have to host a version of the 
database at its premises which is available for consultation by DG Environment”. Is it 
possible to host the database on an ftp or is it required or preferred to host the database 
on an interactive Web server?  An ftp site is acceptable.  

3. In the task Part 5: it is noted that “It should be submitted in formats compliant with 
open standards and formats as to ensure it can be processed with freely available 
software and easily converted for comparison with other existing datasets.” What are 
the open standards and formats in this context?   The open standards and formats 
should be compliant with the requirements mentioned in the tender and Appendices 1-
3. They might be proposed by the tenderer. An example might be PostGIS and 
PostgreSQL, without giving any preference from the Commission.   

4. In the Deliverables list, it is noted “T1,5 Inception report for kick-off meeting, first 
meeting of steering committee”. Does this mean an inception report will be required 
for the kick-off meeting, and an improved version of the inception report will be 
required for the first meeting of steering committee? The inception report shall be 
ready for the kick-off meeting. The steering committee will use the same report, in its 
first meeting, for preparing the selection of the most adequate data processing and 
analysis to be carried out during the contract period.  

5. In the Deliverables list, it is noted that “T3 Report on Part 1”. What’s the difference 
between this report and the inception report for kick-off meeting? In my 
understanding, the report on Part 1 will be presented at the kick-off meeting and based 



on it the steering committee will select the data processing and analysis. Is this 
correct? The steering group will discuss and decide, together with the contractor, on 
the basis of the inception report which data to be processed and analysed. The higher 
the quality of the inception report, the quicker task 1 can be finished.  Further progress 
on this work, after the steering committee has given its input, will be reported in T3.   

6. Is it possible for us to produce or calculate maps in another tool but only provide the 
result maps or is it required or preferred to offer the tool as well (or should it be 
incorporated in the database structure)?   The tenderer is free to use any tool to 
produce the maps, but is required to provide the underlying data used to produce the 
maps, and make sure that processed data will be available after the end of the contract. 
If this can best be done by offering the tool, or by incorporating it in the database 
structure, then the tenderer may chose such possibilities.   

7. LUCAS micro-data is mentioned several times in the specification. However, we don’t 
know what the micro-data represents in this context. Could you elaborate on this? Is it 
possible for us to access the LUCAS micro-data via the EuroStat database? If yes, 
could you indicate the path to access this data?  

The LUCAS database includes microdata on land cover and use, land cover changes 
observed on a 250 m transect and some agro-environmental indicators (irrigation, 
grazing, landscape pictures, soil chemical composition) on around 235,000 points in 
EU (all Member States except Cyprus and Malta). Data have been collected on the 
ground in 2008-2009 using a standardized methodology (nomenclature, sampling 
design, ground survey specifications etc.). On a subsample of about 20,000 
points, physical ground data has also been collected too for chemical analysis 
(including  carbon soil, pH, acidity etc . This information is not available yet).  More 
information about the methodology at the content of the survey  can be found 
at document CPSA-LCU-03.doc.  See separate document attachmed to website 
The Eurostat database (EuroBAse) provides aggregated figures derived from LUCAS 
microdata at maximum NUTS2 level. Once released for the first time (at the end 
of September 2010), the figures will be available under the heading 'General and 
regional statistics'. For accessing LUCAS microdata, a contract with Eurostat is 
needed to agree about the proper use and the respect of confidentiality. Once the 
contract is signed, the procedure can be started, which can take up to 2 months to be 
completed.   

 


