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Participants: BRS –Julien Hortoneda; CBD - Olivier de Munck, Kata Koppel; UNCCD – Jeroen van Dalen;  UNFCCC - Rita Benitez; IUCN – Alexandra Fante; LRI – Maria Ortiz; IT expert (Eau de Web) – Cristian Romanescu; UNEP IKM Team – Eva Duer, Anna Dubrova

The meeting  was convened as a follow up to the WG Meeting the previous week and revisited the evolving status of the Law and Environment Ontology, especially in light of feedback received by UNFCCC and UNCCD. 

1. Confirmation of the methodology of Thesaurus development to be endorsed at the SCM 

The Methodology that was and is used to compile the Thesaurus has been agreed upon at the initial meeting in Bonn in December 2014. The following criteria for the inclusion of term concepts into LEO have been revisited during the meeting:

· Submitted by MEAs for inclusion
· Included in COP Agendas of MEAs
· Relevant to more than one MEA in the Initiative
· Frequency of use/relevance - how often has a term been used for tagging for candidate terms
· Exclusion of other metadata sets (document type – provided for in document schema, country names – included in list, species name – separate taxonomy, chemicals names – separate ontology, organizations’ names  - separate ontology). The intention is to provide links to the most comprehensive or recommended set of ontologies in each of this cases. 
Criteria were tested during the meeting at the occasion of different examples, such as:  IPPC – where the common broader term included in the Thesaurus would be i.e.: scientific panel/scientific subsidiary body; national action plan – where the common broader term proposed would be i.e.: national policy measure/national plan/national strategy. In the discussion it was also agreed that MEA relevant strategies, such as the Aichi Targets/Bali Strategic Plan would not be included by name in LEO, where they would be reflected as strategic plan/strategy. This will not deter the term from being included in the dedicated CBD vocabulary in VocBench.
2. Confirmation of the approach to be taken in case of lack of specific feedback from an MEA on the draft Thesaurus and several submissions of its components:
Given that it proved difficult for few MEA Secretariats to actively engage in the review process due to time and resources constraints, the group also discussed how to proceed without hampering the overall time frame for the launch. IUCN ELC summarized the steps that were taken to date to engage the MEAs from the outset of the process in late 2014. 
1. An invitation to submit vocabularies was circulated in December 2014
2. Invitation to review draft Thesaurus in the VocBench system was circulated in June 2015
3. Invitation to review draft Thesaurus on Excel sheet (June/July 2015)
4. Invitation to tick off terms as relevant for the MEA in that Excel sheet (July 2015)
5. Submission of draft set of terms assumed relevant for a given MEA for review of MEA (to limit terms that have to be reviewed) (July/August 2015)
After discussion the group proposed the following way forward should no feedback be available from an MEA Secretariat within the Initiative
· The set of terms identified for this MEA based on the Treaty Texts, COP Agendas, and concepts that were included in InforMEA glossaries, will be compiled and included in a dedicated sub-vocabulary of VOCbench for the respective MEA (and access details shared with the relevant Secretariat for review and adjustment at a later stage). 
· From this sub-vocabulary alignments/relationships will be created to LEO to ensure that key term concepts are included therein or relevant relationships reflected.
· To facilitate a review/change by the MEA after the launch of the vocabulary a  reductionist approach will be used. This will minimize the risk of terms suggested for deletion, which will be referred to as “DEPRICATION” in a launched LEO.

3. Management and Maintenance of LEO after launch and rrelationship with ontologies of observers (FAO-Faolex/Ecolex; GEMET, UNEP Live)
It was agreed that the vocBench system provides for sufficient transparency and sophistication to keep the LEO a living thesaurus after its launch and to allow for MEAs to remain engaged in shaping their individual vocabularies and the overall LEO. 
As it is anticipated that the LEO is being tagged against after its launch, the question was posed whether the VocBench  system allows for retrieving all data tagged to a deprecated term so that this data can be re-analyzed by an InforMEA expert in case such scenario occurs. This would have to be confirmed with the help of technical experts of vocbench.
It was concluded  that thoughts will be given to the engagement with the thesauri and glossaries of observer and interested partners and the issue of traceability of tagged data with MEA resources within and beyond the InforMEA and LEO interface. 
4. Preparation of the Launch and presentation of LEO in a dedicated interface 
It was agreed that in preparation of the dedicated discussions at the MEA IKM SC on 16 September 2015 a list of pending issues will be prepared (ie. critical – not critical to be addressed before the launch) . While all agree that a full Launch of the Thesaurus is preferred, a fall back option would be a qualified launch should critical issues be identified that could not be addressed in a timely fashion. 
For the purpose of the visualization of LEO in the dedicated LEO interface a set of entry level terms would be displayed to allow for users to browse the Thesaurus alongside the thesaurus tree and an A-Z view of the conepts. These entry concepts will be inspired by the initial first level terms discussion. Mr. Romanescu confirmed that a first view of the interface will be available for review later that week. 
5. Outreach at the occasion of the launch of LEO – a story line bringing the purpose of LEO to life
The meeting revisited the initial rationale behind the project and the advantaged LEO intends to provide as follows: 
· Uniform terminology as a semantic reference for any institution collecting and managing information
· Common understanding across MEAs of relevant terms and (differing) definitions as provided in treaties
· Easier retrieval of data collected by another institution on a similar topic
· at the MEA level LEO provides
· A reference set of terms to tag against (for MEAs that have nothing yet)
· A reference set of terms to map against to make own data better retrievable and broader disseminated 
· A strong incentive for better data management and tagging (for instance of national reports and plans) which will assist in re-using this data for multiple purposes 
· Better cross search against all MEAs in one portal
The importance of presenting the value of the Thesaurus in a real life setting was emphasized. It was agreed that 1-2 user scenarios would be developed and elaborated on by the IKM Team for the purpose of presentation and outreach. Categories of information to be considered in this context should include national reports and plans and concentrate on a substantive term concept of broad relevance to a several MEAs.  
