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Agenda

• Poznan Workshop on the EOSC (April 2017)

• EOSC Summit for invitees, Brussels June 10th 2017

• EOSC Statement by EC

• Support request to PLAN-E by DG Research

• Today: discussion

• On a formal PLAN-E response

• On a practically implementable plan that makes the PLAN-E efforts in the EOSC clear

2



Brussels meeting
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A long, full day.



Statement from PLAN-E
• Statement regarding the EOSC, June 12 meeting at Brussels, as spoken during the SUMMIT

• PLAN-E point of view

•

• PLAN-E is the Platform of National eScience Centers in Europe and involves over 30 organisations from over 
25 countries and with South-Africa and Australia as associated members. PLAN-E takes the following point of 
view regarding the EOSC. Basically the ultimate user point of view. The topic was discussed at large during its 
latest plenary meeting in Poznan.

• Regarding governance: 

• We strongly support commissioner Moedas’ vision, that scientists should be in charge of the 
directions national and European public e-infrastructures will take to serve their purposes and 
satisfy their goals and ambitions;

• Scientists are different stakeholders than service providers and should be given a proper place in 
the governance of the EOSC and drive its directions;

• Regarding findings related to e-infrastructure:

• It has been documented that only a small fraction of all scientists actually use national rather than 
local infrastructures and even lesser so for the European e-infrastructures (like 4%);

• However, scientists more and more frequently find their way to cloud services, most of which are 
commercial and mostly for (sharing) data (compared to compute);

• They do so not for the cost of the service but for the ease of use;

• And they use .com-based commercial clouds by lack of user-friendly alternatives but do so 
reluctantly. They clearly want a secure, European, national or .eu-based cloud, to which European 
and national legislations can be applied and also enforced (say >80% of the respondents);

• Regarding the technology:

• The clouds’ added value comes from four, partly interlinked elements:

• Volume

• Ease of use

• Always on

• Globally Accessible

• Only if the EOSC is designed to become a highly professional service, comparable to the known 
commercial clouds, including overall planning, time frames, deadlines, and targets, the EOSC will 
be successful;
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• Regarding the use of the EOSC -- Not mentioned so far in the 
papers and discussions are:

• Academic level eScience personnel support should be 
recognised as an indispensable part of the EOSC. eScience is 
after all  the bridge between scientific challenges (across the 
whole spectrum of research domains) and the optimal use of e-
infrastructures and ICT. Optimal use leads to shorter time to 
solution and can save large amounts of Euro’s in hardware and 
energy. 

• Software sustainability should be treated at equal footing wih
Data Stewardship, policy-wise and software is to become a 
topic and also a type of accepted research output of no lesser 
importance than Data.

• These examples demonstrate the inevitability of a cultural 
change, embodied by eScience, that goes well beyond the 
physical infrastructure and which should be recognised. This 
change needs to be supported by training, e-skills 
development, and embedding into the next Framework 
program;

• Finally:

• The eScience community, as represented by PLAN-E, is 
committed to the EOSC as it is perceived as a great 
opportunity to boost science and accelerate discovery. High-
end e-infrastructures are indispensable for this;

• Also it offers its commitment to help in supporting scientists in 
the optimal use of the EOSC and vice versa translate scientific 
requirements into practical services and infrastructural 
components;

• Finally the Science Community is also committed to help and promote 
implementing FAIR principles for data and software across all 
domains.



Letter by DG Research
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The 
outcome
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Concluding:

• PLAN-E volunteered to help translating user needs into infrastructural requirements!

• PLAN-E volunteered to help promoting and implementing FAIR Principles

The discussions of today should yield practical implementation suggestions to realise this support
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