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1. Introduction 

 
As highlighted by the existing literature and documented in several workshops and events, the way to 

observe and monitor EU-MED cooperation as well as trends in the MEDSPRING selected societal 

challenges is still fragmented. Existing Euro-Mediterranean observatories are established (or in the 

process of being established) as independent entities with little inter-alignment and linkages, giving 

rise to a query as to why this situation of extreme fragmentation is present as well as the possibility to 

support cooperation of different monitoring initiatives undertaken by relevant Euro-Mediterranean 

observatories, national observatories and large infrastructures.  

In order to have a better view of these different monitoring initiatives we have designed a survey that 

examines the objectives, functionality and potentials of the observatories. This deliverable aims at 

providing a global and comprehensive analysis of Euro-Mediterranean observatories landscape. For 

this reason the survey compares observatories that exist in various areas (most if not all being related 

to environmental challenges). This work is intended to support a further step that was initially planned 

in the work plan of MEDSPRING project, to create a possibility of interaction among these 

observatories including common activities, training, data sharing etc. Thus questions were designed to 

have a large view on the activities deployed by each observatory.  

This work pursues efforts already started in 2013. The questionnaire survey was repeated in 2014 and 

addressed to 78 observatories, from both European countries and EU Mediterranean Partner 

Countries (hereafter referred to as MPCs). 35 observatories filled in the questionnaire in 8 countries 

altogether (2 in Europe and 6 in MPCs) with a non-balanced distribution of responses, i.e. 19 of the 

observatories working in Europe and 16 in the MPCs. This response rate (45%) can be considered as 

quite satisfactory.  

The results of this survey show a real diversity in the Euro-Mediterranean monitoring panorama, both 

in organizational aspects and scope of the work these observatories are undertaking.  

This heterogeneity is confirmed by the study of the best practices and joint activities that reveal a 

portrait of the Euro-Mediterranean observatories very fragmented and someway lacking of a general 

framework for these collaborations.  
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2. Methodology 
2.1 The elaboration of the questionnaire 

The questionnaire was elaborated based on 8 Main Analytical Dimensions: 

1. Creation/origin of the observatory: role of the collaboration between researchers, inter 

institutional collaboration and funding projects in the development of the observatory. 

 

2. Cooperation/partnerships: types of cooperation (bilateral, regional, multilateral), types of partners 

(public, private, research institutions, universities) as well as the organization of these partnerships 

(through formal agreements for example) bringing new opportunities to mutualise local or regional 

activities. 

 

3. Budget/Funding: size and means of observatories, types of expenses (personnel costs, database, 

mobility, equipment…), and types of funding requested for the implementation of activities. 

 

4. Object and scope: scientific activities, parameters and objects observed, scope of intervention 

(local, regional, international….) of the scientific community. 

 

5. Data collection and use: types of standards used, types of specialized services implemented for 

the management and sustainability of data disseminated to specific end users. 

 

6. Collaborative Work and Networking: types of networking activities and instruments used and 

adapted to a specific context of collaboration. 

 

7. Training needs: particular needs for the training of staff regarding the development of specific 

competences, training needs for cooperation and networking between observatories. 

 

8. Strategic vision: main objectives and prospective vision on the specific location, area or region 

where the observatory is integrated. 

 

2.2 Dissemination of the survey 

1. On-line survey 

The survey has been elaborated through an on-line questionnaire. This questionnaire has been 

administrated through LimeSurvey which is free software (See in Annexe): 

- http://sondages.cortext.fr/index.php?sid=78931 

-MEDSPRING Website: 

http://www.medspring.eu/content/med-spring-project-survey-euro-mediterranean-observatories-0 

2. Test with a group of relevant observatories and with partners so as to collect feedbacks on main 

analytical dimensions to be addressed in order to improve the previous versions  

3. Dissemination among partners and observatories 

 

1/ Identification of relevant contacts relative to the list of Observatories for a wide dissemination of 

the Survey, through an investigation process among partners and existing networks 

2/ October-December 2013: Diffusion of the survey among observatories with 3 reminders 

http://sondages.cortext.fr/index.php?sid=78931
http://www.medspring.eu/content/med-spring-project-survey-euro-mediterranean-observatories-0
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3/ January 2013– March 2014: Update of the mailing list / catalogue with new observatories / contacts 

through an investigation among partners and observatories  

4/ March- May 2014: Further diffusion of the survey among the new contacts (with follow-up reminders 

and phone calls) in order to: 

- get more answers and feedbacks from observatories 

- try to bridge the gap for a more balanced geographical distribution (lack of answers from south 

Med banks)  

- to get more precisions on some analytical issues (involvement in international networks, for 

instance). 
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3. Representativeness of the survey 
 

Number Name Location Country

1 Centre National des Technologies de Production Propre CNTPP Alger Algeria

2
L’Agence Nationale pour la Promotion et la Rationalisation de 

l’Utilisation de l’Energie (APRUE)
Alger Algeria

3 Pluridisciplinary Urban Environment Observatory - OPEU Marseille France

4
Mediterranean Ocean Observing System for the Environment    

MOOSE
Marseille France

5
National Observatory of the sea and the coastline (Observatoire 

National de la Mer et du Littoral)
Orléans France

6
OSU OMERE Mediterranean Observatory of water and rural 

environment 
Montpellier France

7
OSU OREME (Euro-Mediterranean observatory on Sustainable 

Development) 
Montpellier France

8 OSU Banyuls sur Mer Oceanological Observatory Banyuls France

9 Côte d'Azur/Nice Observatory, (OCA Observatory) Nice France

10
DEMOMED Observatory -Demographic Observatory of the 

Mediterranean 

Aix-en-

Provence
France

11 CIHEAM Observatory Paris France

12 PLAN BLEU Observatory
Valbonne 

Sophia 
France

13
CORSiCA: Corsican Observatory for Research and Studies on 

Climate and Atmosphere - ocean environment 
_ France

14 Observatoire Hommes-Milieux "Littoral méditerranéen" 
Aix-en-

Provence
France

15 Draix-Bleone Observatory Grenoble France

16 Observatoire Méditerranéen de l'Energie (OME) Paris France

17 Mediterranean Institute of Oceanography (M.I.O.) /OSU Pytheas Marseille France

18 SPEciMed Marseille France

19 ONB (National Observatory for Biodiversity) Paris France

20 R-OsMed Observatory Montpellier France

21 OTMA Observatory Paris France

22
Jordan Observatory for Science, Technology and Innovation 

(JoSTIO)
Amman Jordan

23 National Human Resources for Health Observatory Hamman Jordan

24 OLIFE Observatory Beirut Lebanon

25 Air Quality Research Unit Beirut Lebanon

26 OBSERVE _ Lebanon

27 TENSIFT Observatory Marrakech, Morocco

28 Cellule de bibliométrie de l'IMIST Rabat Morocco

29 Observatoire National de l'Environnement du Maroc (ONEM) Rabat Morocco

30
Balearic Islands Coastal Obersving and Forecasting System, ICTS 

SOCIB

Palma, 

Mallorca
Spain

31
Tunisian Observatory on Environment and sustainable 

Development OTEDD
Tunis Tunisia

32  National Observatory on Sciences and Technology  (ONST) Tunis Tunisia

33 Water Cluster Alliance Tunis Tunisia 

34 Tubitak National Observatory, TUG Antalya Turkey

35 Kandilli Observatory and Earthquake Research Institute Istanbul Turkey

Survey for Euro-Mediterranean Observatories- Table of results

 
Table 1- Table of results (May 2014) 
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3.1 Geographical distribution 

The survey participation covered 8 different countries: 2 located in Europe and 6 located in 

Mediterranean Partner countries. 

A quite similar degree of participation of Mediterranean Observatories can be noted, with the same 

level of participation between the observatories located in the South-Eastern Mediterranean (Morocco, 

Tunisia, Algeria), and the Observatories located in the South-western Mediterranean (Turkey, 

Lebanon, Jordan) with 21 % answers for each region. 

However, there is still an unbalanced geographical distribution of answers which can be explained by 

the following factors: 

- the difficulty to identify and to contact observatories in the Mediterranean area 

- a lack of visibility of these observatories 

- a level of access to on-line tools which is less developed than in the northern Mediterranean. 

 

Countries 

Number of 

Observatories 

contacted 

Number of 

answers 

Answer rate 

France 26 19 
73% 

Tunisia 12 3 
25% 

Morocco 8 3 
38% 

Lebanon 4 3 
75% 

Turkey 8 2 
25% 

Algeria 3 2 
67% 

Jordan 2 2 
100% 

Spain 2 1 
50% 

Germany 8 0 0 

Egypt 2 0 0 

Italy 1 0 0 

Other 2 0 0 

Total 78 35 45% 

Table 2- Answers rates per countries 

France
57%

Spain
3%

Algeria
6%

Jordan
6%

Lebanon
8%

Morocco
6%

Tunisia
8%

Turkey
6%

 
Figure 1- Geographical distribution 
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Figure 2 - Answers rates per countries 

For a large majority of countries, a majority of observatories that were contacted provided answers, 

which shows that we obtained a quite representative sample of the situation for each Mediterranean 

country. Some countries never answered (Italy, Germany, and Egypt).  

In conclusion, we can say that the results of this survey will be useful to have an idea of the 

Mediterranean landscape, but which doesn’t reflect entirely the reality of the region.  

3.2 Distribution per categories  

Based on the previous identification, a first typology of observatories was suggested in 5 different 

categories, based on the type of services provided: 

 Science & Technology Observatory (STO): Observatories that produce data and indicators 

on scientific research, technology and innovation system (RDI indicators, STI monitoring) to 

support the development of research policies and the definition of RDI programs. 

 Scientific Observatory (SO): Scientific observatories that produce data and measurements 

on objects of the environment. Most of these observatories implement scientific research 

projects and inter-institutional cooperation, create or participate to bilateral, regional or global 

networks. 

 Observation Station (OS): Small or large infrastructures that produce measurements and 

collect data using specific equipment. Usually work on a local scale and produce data related 

to specific location. 

 Operational Service (OPS): Monitoring structures (data repositories, post-observational 

management of data and analysis, prospective and policy studies) created by a public 

institution, public administration or international organization. These operational services could 

create frames for a new inter-institutional cooperation on specific issues of development.  

 Others (OT): This section includes projects, networks and platforms acting as observatories 

collecting data on the Mediterranean, or delivering data analysis on the Mediterranean.   
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This landscape is characterized by diversity as far as concerns partnerships (academic consortium, 

universities, inter-institutional networks, bilateral agreements, associated researchers…), as well as a 

large diversity in topics covered.  

 

However we can distinguish a certain degree of similarities and complementarities in the global 

objectives of some observatories, focusing on areas of: measurements of the impact of climate 

change on specific ecosystems, scarcity of resources, ad support to monitoring on sustainable 

development and environmental risks. 

Categories 

Number of 

Observatories 

contacted 

Number of answers 

SO: Scientific Observatory 29 19 

OPS: Operational Service 20 9 

STO: Science & Technology Observatory 8 3 

OT: Others 12 3 

OS: Observation Station 9 1 

Total 78 35 

Table 3 - Answers rates/ distribution of answers per categories 

 

 

 
Figure 3 - Answers rates/ distribution of answers per categories 

 

Two types of observatories that are most frequent in the Region:  

 

- The Scientific Observatories (SO) which are the most numerous and have the best level of 

participation in the survey. The SO correspond to a specific need linked to research and contribute to 

the state of the art and the collection of data and measurements in specific domains in the region. 

 

-  The Observatories related to “Operational Services” (OPS) are specialized in monitoring, production 

of knowledge and prospective. They are created under the frame of an institution, a ministry or an 

administration to analyze and monitor the state of the art of a strategic or specific domain in the 

Mediterranean area. 
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These observatories are linked to an institutional need, have a specific scientific purpose and serve a 

specific policy need for the majority of them. They are affiliated to a large variety of entities.  

3.3 Distribution per scope 

Scope 

Number of 

Observatories 

contacted 

Number of answers 

National 36 16 

Regional 27 12 

International 15 7 

Total 78 35 

Table 4- Answers rates/ distribution of answers per scope 

 

 
Figure 4 - Answers rates/ distribution of answers per scope  

 

Observatories with a national scope are the most frequent among Mediterranean Observatories, 

followed by regional observatories. International observatories are less represented: they belong to 

some international network. 
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3.4 Distribution per societal challenges 

Societal challenges 

Number of 

Observatories 

contacted 

Number of answers 

Transversal issues 23 15 

Water 27 11 

Energy 12 5 

Sciences and 

technology 
7 3 

Food 4 1 

other 5 0 

Total 78 35 

Table 5 - Answers rates/ distribution of answers per societal challenges 

 

 
Figure 5 - Answers rates/ distribution of answers per societal challenges 
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Observatories related to “Transversal issues” are more represented because they cover a larger 

scope of topics relative to environment and sustainable development, as well as social sciences 

(demography, governance, policies). Few observatories are related to “Food” issues that can be 

explained by a low number of observatories existing in this field.  

 

 
Figure 6 - Distribution of answers per societal challenges 

Societal challenges 

Transversal issues 43% 

Water 31% 

Energy 14% 

Sciences and technology 9% 

Food 3% 

Table 6 - Percentages of answers per societal challenges 
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4. Data sharing 
 

The development of databases and meta-databases represent the core activity of all the monitoring 

structures. By using systemic methods the observatories elaborate analysis and reflections on those 

specific issues that are at the basis of their tasks. Publication and dissemination of their studies and 

synthesis results are part of their activities too.  

The survey was designed to cover the following aspects concerning data sharing: 

 

 Scientific domain 

 Main modalities of data dissemination 

 Position among producers and users of data 

 End users of the data collected 

 Exchange on the issues concerning observatories/networking 

 Positioning of the data sharing activities among the actions considered as more necessary for  

the respondents domain of expertise  

 

Earth Sciences, astronomy, oceanography and climatology are the scientific domain to which the 

majority of respondents are dedicated (28%), followed by Environmental Biological Sciences (19%).  A 

large part of the respondents affirm to work on “other” issues as a little but important segment of the 

interviewed focus on “Social Sciences and humanities” (11%) and “Agriculture, animal production and 

veterinary” (8%).  

 

 

Figure 7 – Observatories Repartition per scientific domain 

 

As shown in Figure 8 databases are the main mode of dissemination of the data among the surveyed 

observatories (25% of the respondents). Websites and seminars or conferences are also recognized 

as the main tool of data sharing (22%). Publications, regular (16 %) or occasional (13%), rank fourth.  
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Figure 8 - Main Modalities of Data Dissemination 

As seen in Figure 9 the majority of the surveyed observatories declare to be a unique data producer 

(21 respondents on 36) and the half of the surveyed observatories (18 observatories) focuses its work 

on the Mediterranean observatories. The 22% of respondents produce instruments and methodologies 

but only another 22% of the total belongs to an international network of similar observatories 

worldwide. Data produced by respondents are mainly used in the policy field (19 observatories) and to 

a lesser extent for modeling occurring elsewhere (ex. Climate data, hydrological data, etc.).  

This information shows that Observatories were rather unique institutional creations (only one fifth are 

part of a larger international network), producing specific (“unique”) data, dedicated to the Region. 

Both policy and modeling (to a much lesser extent) are the main uses of the data.  
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Figure 9 - Position among producers and users of data 

 

Not surprisingly the academic world is the main end user of the data collected by the respondents. 

Within this domain researchers rank first, followed by students and universities. As far as concerns the 

policy world national governments are the main end user for twenty observatories as international 
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organizations for only twelve respondents. Almost half of the surveyed observatories declare to 

address also themselves to civil society. Nonetheless, this analytical response shows that three main 

types of public are all closely linked:  academia, non-scientific bodies and civil society, governmental 

entities (national and international organizations). This triple nexus is particularly interesting and 

some case studies should be needed to undergo a more in-depth analysis of the forces that shape the 

demands toward the Observatories. 
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Figure 10 - End users of the data collected 

When asked if willing to exchange on the issues concerning observatories and networking only the 9% 

of the respondents is contrary.  

54%
9%

29%

8%

Yes

No

No answer

Not completed or not 
displayed

 
Figure 11 - Do you agree to exchange on the issues concerning observatories / networking? 

 

Half the respondents (51%) would agree to exchange with other observatories. This is surprisingly low 

for such an academic dominated world where information sharing is supposed to be the norm. It 

seems then, that the data are strongly proprietary data. ‘Exchange of experiences in dealing with 

partners and cooperation agreements’ (17.14%), a ‘Sharing (pooling) of knowledge and know-how’ 

(17.14%) and an ‘Exchanging and sharing of data and instruments’ (17.14%) all range less than 20%. 
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The need of ‘More co-funding opportunities’ ranks second (11.43%) in this survey. The linkage 

between the nature of the data and the funding sources is a real difficult issue to be investigated. 
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Figure 12 - Actions more necessary for your domain of expertise? 
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5. Best practices 

A full and complete evaluation of Euro-Mediterranean observatories is difficult because of the 

heterogeneity of themes, structures, sources of funding, budget. Moreover, some of the issues we 

have already examined here would need in-depth case studies.  

For analytical purposes, we distinguished somewhat arbitrarily, practices that relate to uses of 

research and to funding.  

- Practices related to uses of research: as for example specific training sessions offered or 

recognized as important for the observatory within its domain of expertise. Here we explore all 

those activities that are directly linked to the research activities developed within the 

observatories. 

- Practices related to funding (see Box 1). Here we survey how observatories participate to 

funded research programs and how they promote their own activities to funders. Funding is a 

fundamental linkage to users, both public and private, governmental and non-governmental, 

internal or external to research. 

By exploring theses linkages of research to their external constituencies, we also identify 

commonalities and best practices among Euro-Med observatories. These could revolve around 

training, funding, but also personnel and database-management, connection to other public institutions 

in national or international contexts.  

 

Box 1- Questions addressed to Euro-Med Observatories in order to identify their uses of 

research and for outside research 

1/ Do you have no satisfied specific training needs? Which actions would be more necessary for your 

observatory or domain of expertise? 

“Yes, especially on using new instruments and data reduction methods” (TUG-Tubitak National 

Observatory, Turkey) 

“Our observatory team consists of five people, three of them are new entries (1-2 years), effectively 

they need training on indicators, their definition and calculation, management on databases” 

(Observatoire National des Sciences et de la Technologies, Tunisia)  

2/ Does your observatory generate research projects to be funded externally? 

3/ Did you receive funding coming from? National research competitive fund? Public research 

institutions? International organizations? Bilateral cooperation? Non profit private foundation? 

European non-profit foundation? Global NGO? Private company? 

4/ Could you please specify the approximate annual budget of your observatory? 

5/ Which are the main expenses covered by your budget? 

Besides the given answers additional expenses appear as for example hardware and maintenance, 

Recollection and material, monitoring of the experimental network, field work, purchase of equipment 

and operation, maintenance, data acquisition and analyses and outsourcing the studies. 
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5.1 Practices related to uses of research  

The survey confirms the existence of non-satisfied training needs among Euro-Mediterranean 

observatories. This is supported by the fact that 31% of the observatories respondents declare to have 

a real need of receive training on some issues related to their own domain of expertise.  

31%
14%

43%

12%

Yes (Y)

No (N)

No answer

Not completed or Not 
displayed

 

Figure 13 - Specific training needs 

 

5.2 Practices related to funding  

The benefits of funded research programs have a large impact in all the activities undertaken by 

observatories. Examples are: 

 

- Increases observatories resources--provides additional resources to observatories and 

supports research, personnel, community outreach, laboratory development, travel, 

equipment, and supplies.  

- Facilitates higher quality research. External funding makes it possible to study problems of 

greater depth, breadth, and significance. 

- Promotes observatory vitality and visibility in the field  

- Contributes to higher quality, state-of-the-art research equipment and laboratories. 

- Improves observatory recruitment--most externally funded research projects require the hiring 

of additional personnel. Thus, new PhDs for example seek positions in active, research-

supportive environments where they can collaborate with colleagues to apply for research 

grants and study important questions in their fields. 

- Enhances observatory reputation and chances for additional funding--funding agencies like to 

fund projects and proposals from institutions with proven records of success.  

For this purpose the survey focuses on funded research projects, sources of funding, nature of the 

observatories budgets and main expenses. 

We identify those fields in which there is a larger opportunity of cooperation for Euro-Mediterranean 

observatories. In fact by crossing data on the annual budget with data on funding sources we are able 

to verify the input of funded research programs in the budget of Euro-Med observatories.  

This allows us to understand opportunities of collaboration and the potentials for scientific 

collaboration. By studying the main expenses covered by observatories budget we can identify the 
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main investments that observatories can effectuate in terms of data-base management, data-

production and monitoring activities.  
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5.2.1 Annual budget of the observatory 

 

As seen in Figure 14, we can observe a relative symmetry in responses between Europe and the Med 

partner countries. In fact 36% of MPC observatories and 24% of EU observatories work with an 

annual budget between 20.000 and 50.000 Euros. However another 29% of the EU respondents 

declare to have an annual budget between 50.000 and 100.000 Euros whereas only 9% of the 

Mediterranean gave this answer. On the contrary 18% of the MPC observatories receive an annual 

budget from 1 to 20.000 Euros while no EU respondents declare this amount. A relative convergence 

is registered around budgets included between 200.000 and 500.000 euros per year: 18% of MPC 

observatories and 24% of EU observatories declare this amount. 

 

 
Figure 14 - Annual budget of the observatory 
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5.2.2 Main expenses covered by the budget 

Regarding the data on main expenses covered by the budget of the Euro-Med observatories we 

discover that observatories converge on expenses concerning personnel costs, data-base 

management, web management where a relative symmetry of answers for EU and MPC is registered. 

On the contrary 83% of EU observatories dedicate a large amount of their budget to grants and 

scholarships for students (Master, PhD Candidates etc...) and only 17% of MPC observatories do it. 

Publications and dissemination activities seems to be more important for MPC observatories than 

European. 
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Figure 15 - Main expenses covered by the budget 

 
Figure 16 - Main expenses covered by the budget for geographical area 
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5.2.3 Sources of funding 

 

The top sources of funding for Euro-Med observatories are national research competitive funds 

together with public research institutions (respectively 27% and 25% of the respondents). EU 

programs and bilateral cooperation funds are relatively important as they represent a source for the 

19% and the 13% of the Euro-Med observatories respondents.  
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Figure 17 - Sources of funding 
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5.2.4 Does your observatory generate research projects to be funded externally?  

In line with the previous results 54% of the respondents mention that their observatory generates 

research projects that are funded externally. It is interesting to remark that among them the large 

majority (74% of respondents) is composed of EU observatories. 
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Figure 18 - Does your observatory generate research projects to be funded externally? 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 19 – Geographical distribution of observatories generating research projects to be funded externally 
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6. Joint activities  

The survey extends its analysis to structuring research as for example the participation to cooperation 

agreements or collaborative work and networking. Participation to research funded programs or 

international scientific collaborations are illustrated.  

 

Box 2 - Questions related to structuring research 

1/ Could you please mention the legal form of the observatory? 

2/ Do you have cooperation agreements (or consortium agreements) signed with the institutions 

participating in your observatory? 

3/ Which instruments do you use for collaborative work and networking? 

4/ Does your observatory belong to a global network? 

 

In an attempt to characterize the main uses for structuring research a set of question on the legal form 

of the observatory were proposed (Box 2). Figure 20 shows that a large majority of the interviewed 

Euro-Med observatories are a dependency or unit of a public university or a public research institute 

(30%). Another 16% of respondents represents an autonomous public institution or are born by a 

specific collaboration agreement between two or more institutions. The number of observatories linked 

to the private sector is very limited.  

 

 

 
Figure 20- Legal form of your observatory 

 

 

Participation to cooperation agreements with partners’ institutions is much more frequent in the EU 

Observatories group than in the MPC (respectively 65% and 35%).  
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Figure 21 - Do you have cooperation agreements? 

 

 
Figure 22 - Geographical distribution of observatories having cooperation agreements 

 

 

Total of respondents 

having cooperation 

agreements 

EU Observatories  MED Observatories 

23 15 8 

Table 7- Distribution of respondents having cooperation agreements 

 

Figure 23 reveals that only 34% of the respondents belongs to a global network. The reasons could be 

the lack of instruments of collaborative work, the subestimation of the networking, a ‘national-

oriented’approach or a budget lack. This rather limited participation to global networks should be 

investigated further.  
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Figure 23 - Does your observatory belong to a global network? 

 

 

 

 

A series of instruments used for collaborative work and networking instruments were proposed to the 

surveyed observatories for them to select. The lack of participation to global networks is 

counterbalanced by the use of direct exchanges between researchers (20%), collaborative databases 

(16%) and networking through internet (15%). Sharing of equipment or staff and international 

collaborative teams are definitively not diffused among the Euro-Med observatories surveyed.  

 

 

 

 
Figure 24 - Instruments used for collaborative work and networking 
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7. Conclusions 

The majority of observatories belong to institutional networks but still need more visibility on a regional 

and international scale. Nonetheless, we find a very active community of researchers: more than 25% 

of Observatories identified have been created through collaboration between researchers. 

Policy has certainly affected the creation of these observatories since the creation of these 

observatories is, for a majority, a consequence of an inter-institutional collaboration (for example 

through a political an administrative policy) or a collaboration between researchers (through specific 

research projects).  Only a few are generated through bilateral agreements or through funded projects.  

Thus, a large variety of institutional situations were identified in the observatories organization and 

governance (academic consortium, universities, inter-institutional networks, bilateral agreements, 

associated researchers...). Nonetheless, all these units have a strong geographic focus on the 

Mediterranean, based on a specific location in the Mediterranean or on the Mediterranean region 

itself. 

A large majority of observatories expenses is related to databases management, which correspond to 

their main activity, and this data is also produced in order to be disseminated mainly to the research 

community. This issue is critical for observatories, since, for the majority of them, they produce a 

unique database both for policy purposes and academic (research) needs. Both, the research 

community and governments are users of the observatories. 

Observatories have all clearly and recognized needs to share data and experiences for data 

management and networking. Nonetheless, a large portion of the data is proprietary. Only 30% of 

observatories say they have specific training needs. 

All these units use mobility funding schemes, and circulation of knowledge are used for the 

implementation of networking activities. 

We are far from a situation where data sharing and pooling of knowledge and know-how is needed. 

On the contrary, most units have specific needs and seek additional funding opportunities. 

 

As the activities of this MEDSPRING Work Package (WP8) continue and evolve, the participation of 

these observatories in further activities (Survey and Networking events) is critical to provide a 

comprehensive catalogue and tackle the diversity which characterizes their aims, dimensions and 

objectives. 

 

The initial results do not support the idea for a very large platform of Euro-Mediterranean 

observatories. Nonetheless, networking seems a possibility for a portion of these observatories. It 

remains to identify specific fields of activity.  
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ANNEX I 

SURVEY FOR EURO-MEDITERRANEAN OBSERVATORIES 
 

 

TOWARDS A COMPREHENSIVE ANALYSIS OF EURO-MEDITERRANEAN OBSERVATORIES 

IN ORDER TO FACILITATE NETWORKING ACTIVITIES, RESEARCH AND POLICY 

MONITORING IN THE EURO-MED REGION 

MEDSPRING (Mediterranean Science, Policy, Research & Innovation Gateway) is a project 
funded under the 7th Framework Programme and fosters cooperation between the EU and 
Mediterranean. It will address a comprehensive analysis of selected societal challenges to increase 
research capacity, shared knowledge and cooperation. It started in February 2013 and will last 4 
years.One of the main tasks of MEDSPRING is to create a platform of Mediterranean observatories 
linking, describing and analysing the research and innovation potential and policies to support 
monitoring policy development and cooperation in selected societal challenges. 
 
In order to meet the demands of a comprehensive analysis of Euro-Mediterranean observatories, their 
objectives and functionalities and thus, facilitate the networking to establish suitable relations between 
them, we ask you kindly to support our project and fill in the below questionnaire. 
 
Objectives 
 

- Set up a global analysis of European and Mediterranean Observatories to support networking 
and cooperation on Food, Water and Energy 

- Providing catalogue of Euro-Mediterranean observatories landscape, relevant and usefull to 
support cooperation monitoring in societal challenges 

 
Targeted audiences 
 

- Mediterranean and European Observatories highlighting the three societal challenges 
identified in the Project (Food Security, Energy and Water) and their interlinkages 

- Key stakeholders having a role in research results valorisation and collecting data on 
Mediterranean 

- International observatories collecting data on Mediterranean 
 
 
 
The survey is accessible on line: http://sondages.cortext.fr/index.php?sid=78931 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://sondages.cortext.fr/index.php?sid=78931
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QUESTIONNAIRE 
 

Identification of the observatory 

 

1. Name and acronym of the observatory   

2. Date of creation  

3. City where the main office is located  

4. Country where the observatory is registered   

 

Objectives and areas of knowledge 

5.  Please mention the main scientific domains of your observatory:  (many answers 

possible) 

 Agriculture, Animal Production and Veterinary 
 Fundamental Biology 
 Biotechnology 
 Environmental Biological Sciences 
 Earth Sciences, Astronomy, Oceanography, Climatology... 
 Chemistry 
 Physics 
 Mathematics and computer sciences 
 Engineering 
 Biomedical research 
 Social Sciences and Humanities  
 Others... ( please specify) 

 

6. Could you more precisely indicate the objects, parameters or information that are 

followed-up by your observatory (what is observed?)   

Example: temperature, hydric variables, sismicity, demographical variables, education levels... 

...................................................................................................................................................... 

...................................................................................................................................................... 
 

7. In a few words , can you please state the main objective of the observatory: 

........................................................................................................................................ 

........................................................................................................................................ 

8. Mention the scope of the observatory (scope of observation): 

 Local level 
 National level 
 Mediterranean level 
 European level 
 International/global level 
 Other: ............................... 

 
9. Does your observatory belong to a global network? 

 ☐  Yes   ☐  No 

 

 

 

10. Does the observatory respond to any of the following societal challenges: 
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 Health, demographic change and wellbeing 

 Food security, sustainable agriculture, marine and maritime research and the bio-economy  

 Secure, clean and efficient energy  

 Smart, green and integrated transport  

 Inclusive, innovative and secure societies  

 Climate action, resource efficiency and raw materials  

 Other : ………………………………………………………… 

 

11. Do you have an operational scientific council or committee defining scientific 

orientations and policy:  

 ☐  Yes   ☐  No 

 

If yes, mention If you have foreign members from: 

 European country 

 South and East Mediterranean country 

 Other countries 

Description of the Observatory 

 
12.  Could you indicate if the initial creation of your observatory was the result of: 

 A collaboration between researchers 

 A partnership through a bilateral cooperation agreement 

 An inter-institutional collaboration 

 A European funded RDI project 

 A project supported by a bilateral funding programme (like Volubilis, Sheraca, Cedre...) 

 Other : ………………………………………………………… 

 

13. Can you give us some additional details on this collaboration?  

........................................................................................................................................ 

........................................................................................................................................ 

 

14. Please mention the name/acronym/main country of the public and private institutions 

involved in your Observatory (universities, public research organizations, NGOs, private 

institutions etc…) 

Name Acronym COUNTRY 

Example : Institut de recherche pour le Développement IRD France 

   

   

   

   

   

Please add as many lines as needed 

 

 

 

 

15.  Could you please mention the legal form of the observatory? 
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 Autonomous public institution   

 Dependency or unit of a public university/public research institute 

 Private sector non-profit organization (association, NGO...) 

 Private profit-making enterprise (consultancy, start-up, SME, etc…) 

 Network of institutions recognized legally ( for example, in France: “Groupement d’intérêt 

scientifique” (GIS), GIP...)  

 Specific collaboration agreement between two or more institutions 

 Research consortium (funded project) 

 Informal structure / informal network 

 Other (please specify): ............................................................................................................ 

 

16. Do you have cooperation agreements (or consortium agreements) signed with the 

institutions participating in your observatory? 

 ☐ Yes   ☐ No 

17. Personnel working in the observatory (in case it appears difficult to provide exact personnel 

number, please indicate the closest approximate figure): 

Positions Number 

Number of permanent personnel (full time or part-time) that work exclusively in 

the observatory  and that are paid by the observatory 

 

Number of persons paid by the specific budget of the observatory without 

being permanent personnel 

 

Number of researchers and engineers related to the observatory that are 

permanent personnel from other European institutions 

 

Number of researchers and engineers related to the observatory that are 

permanent personnel from other Mediterranean partner countries’ institutions 

 

Number of Post-doc personnel linked to the observatory  

Number of PhD students linked to the observatory  

 

Resources and funding 

18. Could you please specify the approximate annual budget of your observatory?   

 From 1 to 20.000 Euros 
 Between 20.000 and 50.000 Euros 
 Between 50.000 and 100.000 Euros 
 Between 100.000 and 150.000 Euros 
 Between 150.000 and 200.000 Euros 
 Between 200.000 and 500.000 Euros 
 Between 500.000 and 1.000.000 (one million) Euros 
 Between one and two million Euros 
 More than two million Euros 
 You do not want to (or can not) provide budget figures 
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19. Which are the main expenses covered by your budget?

 Personnel costs and salaries 

 Database management 

 Web management 

 Grants to projects 

 Grants/scholarships for students 

(Master, PhD candidates…) 

 

 Public exhibitions/ Event organization 

/ dissemination 

 Publications 

 Mobility and exchanges programs 

 Training 

 Other types of expenses

 

19. Does your observatory generate research projects to be funded externally?  

 ☐No   ☐Yes 

If yes, can you mention the approximate number of projects generated in the last two years : 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

20. Did you receive funding coming from:

 National research competitive fund  

 Please specify 

:....................................................................................................................... 

 Public research institution 

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 The Sixth Framework Programme (FP6) 

 The Seventh Framework Programme (FP7) 

 Other EU programmes  

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 International organization UNDP, UNEP, ESCWA, WHO.... 

 Please specify: ........................................................... .................................. ....................... 

 Bi-lateral cooperation (mention countries like France-Morocco, CEDRE, etc…) 

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 Non-Profit Private foundation 

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 European non-profit foundation (please specify) 

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 Global NGO (non-European) (please specify) 

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 Private company  

 Please specify: 

....................................................................................................................... 

 

 Other (please specify): 
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Data collection and use 

21. Do you use International standards in the collection/management of data? 

 ☐No   ☐Yes 

22. Which are the main modes of dissemination of the data implemented in your 

observatory? 

 Databases 

 Website 

 Regular Publications (series) 

 Occasional publications (books, special issues, leaflets, etc…) 

 Seminars and conferences 

 Exhibitions  

 Other: .... 

23. Can you specify your position among producers and users of data? 

 Your observatory produces unique data or a unique database 

 You belong to an international network of similar observatories worldwide 

 You are specialized in a specific region / Mediterranean region 

 You are specialized in a specific type of data but not a specific location 

 You work only on a specific type of environment (coastal environment, mountain, desert, …) 

 You produce instruments/methodologies 

 The type of information you produce is very much needed by policy 

 The data you produce are necessary for modelling occurring elsewhere (ex. Climate data, 

hydrological data, etc…) 

 Competition is fierce among data producers in your domain 

 Other: .... 

 

24. Who are the end users of the data collected by your observatory?

 Researchers 

 Students 

 Universities 

 Media 

 Civil society 

 Non-scientific audiences 

 Governments 

 International organizations 

 Other observatories 

Collaborative work and networking 

25.  Which instruments do you use for collaborative work and networking? 



 Direct exchanges between researchers (travels) 

 Collaborative on-line tools 

 Collaborative databases 

 International collaborative teams/laboratories 

 Networking through internet 

 Training 

 Sharing of technical and administrative staff 

 Sharing of equipment 

 Other (please specify).................................................................................................................. 

 

 

26. Do you have specific training needs ? 

 ☐ No        ☐Yes     ☐ No answer 

If yes, could you precise them here in few words? 

27. Among the following, which actions would be more necessary for your observatory or 

domain of expertise? Please put your ranking 

 Exchange of experiences in dealing with partners and cooperation agreements 

 Sharing (pooling) of knowledge and know-how 

 Exchanging and sharing of data and instruments 

 Better coordination for the valorisation/dissemination/publication of research results 

 More co-funding opportunities 

 Define common strategies with other observatories 

 Define common strategic objectives with EU / governments / research institutions 

 To implement joint projects with partners 

 Mobility between researchers/post-docs 

 Organizing events, meetings, trainings, workshops etc. 

 Host PhD grants or students in PhD programmes ("stages", internships...) 

 Participate as faculty in PhD training programmes (teaching, supervising, academic 

personnel...) 

 Twinning of laboratories (or Joint teams) 

 Access to European research infrastructures  

 Others (please explain) 

 

28.  Which other observatories do you know of that could be relevant for this survey?  

 ................................................................................................................................ 

 ................................................................................................................................ 

 ................................................................................................................................ 

 ................................................................................................................................ 

Contact details 

 

 Contact details 

Name of the Director  

Affiliation of the director or position (if 

still affiliated to another institution) 

 

Please tick “yes” if this is the director 

who answers this survey 

☐ No        ☐Yes      



36 

 

Email (we will use it only to send you 

the results and if you authorize us to 

contact you) 

 

Would you agree for a discussion 

with us in order to exchange on the 

issues concerning the 

observatories? 

☐ No        ☐Yes      

 

If yes, please provide us with a 

phone number where we can join 

you 

 

 

We thank you for your help. We will send you a follow-up of the questionnaire analysis 


