GROMSTalk

Vortrag 1. Juli

I think everybody here already knows the Global Register of migratory species, at least from the Internet Version. In this short overview I therefore will concentrate on some aspects which might not be evident on first sight – or use. I therefore entitled my talk

 What GROMS is, what it could be, and what it never will be....

As you know, besides the Internet publication of GROMS, we have published 2 CDs, 3 books, and several articles, and I have compiled this background information within this nice folder here, which also contains some information about the Museum Koenig Bonn, which is hosting the GROMS under the present Letter of Agreement with the CMS Secretariat, which is actually financing the project through part of the German voluntary contribution to CMS.

I will not go into the history of the project, which is shortly summarized on p 23 of the 25 silver jubilee publication. Unfortunately, we cannot distribute free copies of the last publication (show book), but it is here in the CMS library, and Joachim Schmitz might provide copies for those coming from other institutions.

Before I explain to you the difference and raison détre of the CD version, and some interesting examples for applications, using GROMS tools, let me first scetch the core elements of the GROMS, starting with the first two letters,

“Global” and “Register”.

The first task was to identify migrants, concentrating on vertebrates, ie fishes, reptilia, birds and mammals.

Folie workflow 

For this step, there are two crucial questions: which 

Definition(s) of migration

And which taxonomic reference list?

The second question is easy to answer: reference lists should coincide with CMS practice

(show Folie), however, I will show some examples for difficulties when linking to other databases.

The first Question – Definition of migration – is more tricky. The CMS definition given below is a political definition given below. But political boundaries are rather instable, at least more so than ranges and migration routes. There is the famous example of the Ukrainian peasant Vajda fragen!

Changed: Borders have disappeared, as in the growing European Union, others have appeared, as in the balkans, or for East Timor. In addition there are disputed territories and borders which shouldn´t even be named within this building. Finally we have regionalisation even within Europe, where environmental legislation can be different within distinct provinces or Länder – therefore, GROMS is not only containing Range states, but also lists of adminsitrative units, which could be generated easily through GIS operations.

With other words: species might fall into the CMS definition once borders have changed!

(Example East Timor), and following a precautionary principle I used a GROMS definition:

GROMS definition

Summarizing defnitions, you will see that it is always possible to determine if a GROMS migrant is also a CMS migrant.

We have tried to do this for the Muscicapidae, the flycatchers, all of which are listed on CMS Appendix II. It is therefore crucial not only to have a list of migratory Muscicapidae – which we delivered, in close cooperation with BirdLife, but to assign those CMS App II status we checked if they really cross boundaries during migration, which was not always easy.

LIST

The most reliable way to do this is by using a map, in particular a GIS map, which brings me to the

Second Salient feature of the GROMS, which are the GIS maps and the Geo-Database. This Geodatabase is simple but efficient, in fact you could read the Acronym as

Geographically referenced Object Modelling System.

At present we have xxl GIS maps

Example East Timor, Japanese Sparrowhawk.

So let´s hope that the Japanese Sparrowhawk will survive upcoming political changes,

may be becoming an inhabitant of Aceh...

Easy to update EU

I try to demonstrate the value of this approach 

old vs new data: importance of baseline, example Wetlands with del Hoyo maps...

Migratory species often forgotten

in cooperation with Musdeum Koenoig: eg egg collection.= breeding areas

running: Bat ringing database

Summary:

CD vs Internet version, Table

Best available data not always the freshest, we need a baseline, back in time more difficult to get, GBIf Museum data eggs

Difference between content and form (Nat geogr circle)

GROMS wird als bekannt vorausgesetzt. Aber CD hat wichtige Unterschiede.

Range states, Berechnung der Range states. 

Beginne mit Punkt, changing borders, EU, East Timor

GBIF, GBIF node how to become a GBNIF node

Timemap etc Dialogis....

CMS, as an international organisation, could become an Associate Participant, and establish a GBIf node (with data on migratory species as provided through GROMS, CMS ImS, etc)

What is the difference between a node and a data provider?

http://www.gbif.org/DataProviders/HowTo
Which primary data do we have ? Satellite data!

Data from CMS projects or the Award programme

Are literature data primary data? 

UNEP WCMC is a node, but evidently  not a data provider...

paragraph 3: General objectives of GBIf

http://www.gbif.org/GBIF_org/GBIF_Documents/mou_html#3
Associate Participants are those governments, economies or international organisations that are prepared to share biodiversity data and to develop a computing gateway or node for accessing such data.

Nodes

According to the Memorandum of Understanding on GBIF, each Participant should, among other things, seek to form a node or nodes, accessible via GBIF, that will provide access to biodiversity data. Node has been defined as a stable computing gateway that allows real-time inter-operational search of multiple institutional, national, regional and/or subregional databases containing primary or meta-level biodiversity data (such as specimen records, catalogues, bibliographic, sequence, protein and ecosystem data) or a single, web-accessible computer containing one or more significant maintained biodiversity databases. A node must provide descriptions of an accepted standard of metadata of the contents and quality of each database. Each node must state an explicit policy regarding Intellectual Property Rights. A node may also contain or link to software tools, including data validation tools. Each Participant may have one or more nodes. The below list of Participant nodes is compiled from the status reports delivered to the Secretariat (for changes, contact hostmaster@gbif.org).

world from a bird´s perspective:

http://atlas.sourceforge.net/index.php?page=screenshots
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