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Participants: 
Marek Morze (PL WPH leader) √ Lyana Curier (NL Case study 5) √ 

Przemysław Slesiński (PL Case study 1) √ Tim de Jong (NL Case study 5)  

Magdalena Mleczko (PL Case study 1) √ Maren Köhlmann (DE Case study 6) √ 

Maria Yli-Heikkila (FI Case study 2) √ Bertrand Ballet (FR Case study 7) √ 

Laurila Heikki (FI Case study 2)  Stefano Mugnoli (IT Case study 8) √ 

Marc Debusschere (BE Case study 3)  Ana Santos (PT case study 9) √ 

Vianney Costemalle (FR Case study 4) √ Francisco Caldeira (PT case study 9)  

 

 

Guests: 
Sónia Quaresma (WPF) √   

Rossano Figueiredo (PT case study 9) √   
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1. Opening and agenda 

Marek Morze welcomed everybody to the 10th WebEx meeting of the WPH.  

As notified beforehand, Marc Debusschere couldn't attend the WPH meeting. 

Marek Morze thanked partners for providing comprehensive reports as contribution for preparing the second 
deliverable. He informed that final minutes as well as all presentations from 9th WebEx Meeting were 
published on wiki website. 

The day before 10th WebEx meeting the 25th Coordinating Group meeting took place. Marek Morze mentioned 
about few findings in reference to CG meeting: 

- Three partners of WPH spent more working days than was planned. Generally excessive expenses will not 
be reimbursed.  Of course in the case of savings in other parts of our project this cost can be partly 
reimbursed but after approval by Eurostat. 

- At our previous meeting some partners claimed that due to pandemic restrictions they couldn't work at 
a normal pace. This is the reason why they want to extend their analysis by using time to the end of this 
project. At the CG meeting, it was agreed that the initial version of the second H2 report would be 
delivered by the end of June. But there is a possibility to update our H2 report until the end of September. 

- Concerning the code, in principle programs developed as part of a grant deliverable are public (code as 
open source), unless there are specific reasons not to make it public, in particular if there are copyright 
issues (e.g. if code has been subcontracted with certain conditions, or if it reuses material under licence). 

 

2. Second deliverable - state of affairs 

Magdalena Mleczko gave short presentation of WPH state of affairs. She presented the WPH road map until 
the end of our project. She emphasized that we are approaching the 21st month of our activity. So far, one 
deliverable  (H1 semi-annual report) and two milestones (HM1, HM2) have been achieved. Due to COViD-19, 
there is no information yet about the planned BDES conference on November 24-25, 2020. 

Magdalena Mleczko reported that second deliverable was in preparation and would be sent those days to 
Editorial Board. Second deliverable as report of activities is detailed elaboration of works and results prepared 
in reference to separate case studies. As was planned, H2 is a continuation of the H1 report, so it means that 
H1 and H2 are integral parts of the work description. Table of H2 content results from previous deliverable. As 
was showed on presentation there were sections from stage 3 to stage 4. However, Magdalena expressed her 
doubts of presented form of H2. Firstly, not including previous stages can make H2 illegible for potential end-
reader. As Stefano Mugnoli noted in his part of the report, to understand H2 readers should read H1 first. 
Secondly, some partners improved previous stages description. On the other side, the final document will be 
much larger in volume and some fragments from already published H1 will be repeated. 

Maren Köhlmann agreed with Magdalena Mleczko to make one consistent document even if the report will 
be a very long. The report of Destatis contains references to some parts of the first report and previous part 
have also a few alignments. 

Lyana Curier assumed that H2 will have mention of first report and proposed to make executive summary in 
case when H2 will be too long. Bertrand Ballet agreed with the previous speakers. Maria Yli-Heikkila raised 
a subject of author names inclusion in the report. Magdalena didn’t see any obstacles to include names of the 
writers in the report. 
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Next, Magdalena discussed the final report as a generalized and harmonised document of Earth Observation 
in statistical production with executive summary of each case study. The obligation of results dissemination 
also was noted. 

Sónia Quaresma commented that there are several documents that can be helpful for final report preparation 
like business architecture draft (at the end of the month), quality framework and methodological document 
draft version. On the typification matrix there are relationships between several questions and areas of project 
that can be used. The second thing Sonia pointed out was that the editors very much commented that 
reference to a specific country should be avoided. 

Rossano Figueiredo commented preparation of executive summary of each case study, which will be included 
in final report.  

 

3. Any remaining issues and closing 

Marek Morze just for the record said that second deliverable should be published at the end of July, but there 

is time until end of September to update if needed. However, the partners can be asked to give answers to 

editorial board comments. Marek wished everyone a nice holiday and closed the meeting. 

 

 

 


