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User organisation description

o City of Munich
Department for Health and Environment
Team: Health and Environmental Reporting

e Country : Germany

* Years of involvement into the GMES development :
about 2 years; but only with testing the data

 EU-Projects where the organisation has been/is invol  ved

— Title Programme Start End status

-  GWUS LIFE94, 1994 finished

— ENVIROCITY RTD 1995 1 year finished

-  MEA SAVEII 1996 3 years finished

-  ENWAP EU/CEEC 1997 1999 finished

— The City RTD 1998 1 year finished

— Rio+10 SAVE C/4. 2002 0,5years finished

— Greeneffect Altener 2002 2 years finished

— TUSEC-IP Interreg llIB 2003 4 years finished

— MILES ASIA ProEco2003 2005 in progress
— PV City Farm. ALTENER 2003 2 years in progress
— RUSE Interreg llIC in progress
— CITEAIR Interreg IlIC 2004 2007 finished

— BELIEF EE 2006 2,5years in progress
— Silence Interreg IIIC 2007 2 years in progress




Product / Spot 5 — Images

10m multispectral
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Product / Land use land cover

Corine - Classification
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Website - Mapserver

http://dream.Irrl.arch.tu-muenchen.de/cgi/M3.cgi?ma  p=daten_von_gds_ms.dfo.map




Product / service evaluation

* Relevant concepts that the service is considering (from you r
point of view)

* Opinion about the Validation method

 Have you tested the data provided?

« Real utility of the product

« Performance User-Service Provider:
— Trainings?

— Have the SP included new improvements into the product
proposed by you?

— Flow of communication?




Spatial evaluation

Comparing with Aerial View and Offical Spatial Structure Ma

P




Evaluation of the Land Use Classification




Service evaluation - conclusion

Compare with Aerial View and Offical Maps of Munich

spatial comparation

* more exactly

* less exactly

-> Land use cover is not compatible with the Aerial View an d the
offical Maps of Munich

Compare with Land use classfication

« differenz between residential areas and industrial ares
e green areas not real classified

City View:
It would be better to use an structural classification the n a Land Use
Classification




Whole project evaluation

Are you feeling part of the project? Part of the developmen t
chain that the project is following? No

Flow of communication from the project 1 Interview
Involvement foreseen for the 3rd phase:

— Do you feel comfortable with the expectations that the proj ect have
on your side? No

— Do you think that you will obtain from the project side whaty ou
expect? No

Do you think user meetings are fruitful enough?
— Improvements that you can propose
— Issues that you would like to tackle in this meetings

— Do you have some ideas to obtain a better feedback from th e users

side? To obtain a greater participation/involvement fro m the
users?

How you see the user forum/user platform initiative?

10



