ECCDBsand EURISCO
Notes on the discussion held in Bonn, Germany, 14 March 2008
Draft By L. Maggioni (11.04.08)

Participants:

EPGRIS3 — 2-06 Activity Team: Christoph Germekée]mut Kniupffer and Lorenzo
Maggioni

Other participants: Frank Begemann, Eliseu BettericdS6nia Dias, lva Faberov4,
Samy Gaiji, Siegfried Harrer, Theo van Hintum aet& Marum

Discussion was introduced by a presentation offeyeld. Maggioni.

Points of discussion:

CCDBs and EURISCO have different roles and thida®p some of the data
discrepancies with EURISCO (i.e. historical da& ssmetimes included in
CCDBs; only a selection of data at the nationatrditon are included in
EURISCO)

Some CCDBs contain historical data. These are deresil very important by
some participants, others have pragmatically delcidat they are not a
priority for investment.

The creation and maintenance of a CCDB should $tdigd by the service it
can offer to users. If the service is well defirred essential, it is easier to
ensure the sustainability of the Database.

it could be useful to clarify the respective ralegive an indication of what is
expected from them, from an ECPGR (and user) petispe

EURISCO can be a provider of data for the CCDB$sbme data integrity
rules are missing (i.e. accessions have receifata@ht accession numbers)
Possibility to define ECPGR quality criteria for DB8s

Characterization / evaluation data: the ALIS projedl need to look for
solutions

Possible need for re-thinking the entire data floechanisms, in view of the
increasing adoption of new technologies

Decisions:

Th. Van Hintum agreed to be leader of EPGRIS3/agt?-06 (Link to
ECCDBS).

Workplan will consist of drafting a “Vision papesrfa European PGR
Information and Documentation landscape”, to béethbor information at the
ECPGR Steering Committee meeting, 2-5 Septembesd.200

Th. Van Hintum will coordinate the above draftimggcollaboration with the
Doc&lnfo NCG and collaborators in the EPGRIS3 atyie-06.



