
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ASSESSMENT SUMMARY 

OSLO2 – Open Standards for Linking Organisations (Flemish government) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



1. INTRODUCTION 

This document reports to the Flemish government, hereafter 'the CAMSSaaS user, on the 

assessment of OSLO2. The specification1 has been initially developed by the Flemish ICT 

Organisation (V-ICT-OR) and is currently maintained by the Flemish government. This 

assessment has been performed following the scenario “technical specification” using the 

CAMSS Tools. It covers the following aspects detailed in the Annex II of the standardisation 

regulation: 

- Compliance with the "market acceptance" and "coherence" criteria set out by Annex II. 

§1 & §2; providing information on the proposed ICT technical specifications regarding 

the formal European standardisation system and related standardisation activities. 

- Characteristics of the organisation and its technical specification developing procedures 

in accordance to Annex II.3. 

- Compliance with the requirements for the identification of ICT technical specifications 

set out by Annex II.4. 

The present document is a summary of the assessment. Additionally, the observations which 

arose during the assessment are expressed and, the assessment results are interpreted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 http://data.vlaanderen.be/ns  

http://data.vlaanderen.be/ns


2. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY  

The OSLO2 specification stands for “Open Specification for Linking Organisations”. The 

specification is a set of data specifications developed in the context of the OSLO2 project. It is 

composed of vocabularies and applications profiles covering 15 business domains. The aim is to 

ensure a better coherence, understanding and discoverability of the information and services 

shared by the Flemish publish administrations.  

Market acceptance 

For the time being, OSLO2 does not have a significant market share of adoption at the European 

or International level. However, at the regional level, the Flemish government and universities 

are supporting the specification. Since the Flemish government endorsed the specification, it is 

embedded in the strategy of the Flemish information agency.  

For the moment, the specification is exclusively used by the Flemish government. However, it is 

important to note that the products which implement the specification target a broad spectrum 

of end-users at the regional level: citizens, businesses and public administrations.  

Coherence 

In Belgium, OSLO2 is recommended and highly promoted by the Flemish government as a 

relevant standard for their national standard catalogue. 

Moreover, the area of application of OSLO2, is currently not covered by any European standard 

or technical specification being under consideration to become a European standard. This 

conclusion has been withdrawn from the examination of all the technical specifications being 

under consideration by CEN/CENELEC and ETSI at the time of writing this summary. 

The Flemish government is a non-profit organisation which follows an open process2 for the 

development and maintenance of data specification. This process addresses the following 

aspects: 

- Openness  

Participation in the creation process of the specification is open to all interested parties and 
technical specification or standards reviewed using a formal review process with all relevant 
external stakeholders. 
 

- Consensus  

The approval process is focused on reaching consensus between different public 

administrations. 

- Transparency 

Relevant documentation of the development and approval process of the specification is 

publicly available and all the relevant stakeholder are involved in this process.  

                                                           

2 https://data.vlaanderen.be/cms/Proces_en_methode_voor_de_erkenning_van_datastandaarden_v1.0.pdf  

https://data.vlaanderen.be/cms/Proces_en_methode_voor_de_erkenning_van_datastandaarden_v1.0.pdf


However, the fact that clear release notes tracking the changes of the different versions are not 

publicly available is considered as a lack of transparency. 

The TS meets the requirements set out in Annex II §4: 

- Maintenance 

The specification is maintained by the Flemish government using a defined and complete 

maintenance process based on the ISA process and methodology for developing semantic 

agreements3 and the World Wide Web Consortium Process Document4.  

- Availability  

The specification5 and tools6 developed to facilitate its use, are publicly available and use on 

reasonable terms on the Flemish government website. 

- Intellectual Property Rights (IPR)  

The specification is available on a (F)RAND and Royalty- free basis under the license Model 
License Free Reuse v1.07. The documentation of the IPR for technical specification or standard 
available within the license. 
 

- Relevance 
 

The wide adoption of the OSLO² specification allows a harmonisation of the data models used 

in Flanders by public administrations. This fosters semantic interoperability between public 

administrations and allows a better data exchange. The result is a positive impact on the 

administrative burden.  

Additionally, OSLO² allows the publication of public data according to the open data principles. 
It is achieved through the “CRAB LOD” product developed in the context of the OSLO² project. 
By doing so, it supports the European Interoperability Framework´s (EIF) recommendation to 

“Publish the data you own as open data unless certain restrictions apply”8. 
 
The benefits of the OSLO2 adoption are numerous and are applicable to the 15 business 
domains addressed. However, there is no evidence that the adoption of OSLO2 impacts 
positively the financial costs and, the non-functional requirements of the specification are 
currently not clearly defined.  
 

- Neutrality and stability:  

                                                           
3 https://joinup.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/2015-

03/Process%20and%20methodology%20for%20developing%20semantic%20agreements.pdf  

4 https://www.w3.org/2018/Process-20180201/  

5 https://data.vlaanderen.be/ns  

6 https://overheid.vlaanderen.be/oslo-oslo2-toolkit  

7   https://overheid.vlaanderen.be/sites/default/files/documenten/ict-

egov/licenties/hergebruik/modellicentie_gratis_hergebruik_v1_0.html  

8 https://ec.europa.eu/isa2/sites/isa/files/eif_brochure_final.pdf  

https://joinup.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/2015-03/Process%20and%20methodology%20for%20developing%20semantic%20agreements.pdf
https://joinup.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/2015-03/Process%20and%20methodology%20for%20developing%20semantic%20agreements.pdf
https://www.w3.org/2018/Process-20180201/
https://data.vlaanderen.be/ns
https://overheid.vlaanderen.be/oslo-oslo2-toolkit
https://overheid.vlaanderen.be/sites/default/files/documenten/ict-egov/licenties/hergebruik/modellicentie_gratis_hergebruik_v1_0.html
https://overheid.vlaanderen.be/sites/default/files/documenten/ict-egov/licenties/hergebruik/modellicentie_gratis_hergebruik_v1_0.html
https://ec.europa.eu/isa2/sites/isa/files/eif_brochure_final.pdf


The specification is independent from any platform, technology or vendor product. 

- Quality:  

The current version of the specification is the 3rd stable release. It demonstrates that the 

specification has been sufficiently developed and in existence for a sufficient period to overcome 

most of its initial problems. Additionally, the specification extends the stable and clearly defined 

ISA2 Core vocabularies9.  

In order to support the users, implementation guidelines are provided and mechanisms to assess 

the conformity of the implementations are planned.  

The existing implementation of the specification are an evidence that the specification has 

sufficient completeness and consistency for the use and development of services. However, the 

fact that the specification is not backward compatible is interpreted as a lack of stability. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
9 https://ec.europa.eu/isa2/solutions/core-vocabularies_en  

https://ec.europa.eu/isa2/solutions/core-vocabularies_en


 

 

 

 

 

3. ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

This section presents an overview of the results of the CAMSS assessments for OSLO2. The 

CAMSS “Strength” indicator measures the reliability of the assessment by calculating the 

number of applicable criteria. On the other hand, the number of favourable answers and the 

number of unfavourable ones are used to calculate the “Automated Score” per categories and 

an “Overall Score”. 

 

The results of the CAMSS assessment, with a 98% CAMSS Strength, can be considered as 

representative of the specification attributes. The Overall Automated Score is 75.90%. It 

demonstrates that OSLO2 is compliant with most of the criteria laid out in the regulation on 

standardisation 1025/2022. 

 

 

Figure 1 Assessment Results 
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Category Automated Score CAMSS Strength # Favourable # Unfavourable # Not Applicable 

Market acceptance 57.14% 100 % 4 3 0 

Coherence principle 66.67 % 100 % 4 2 0 

Attributes 90.91 % 100 % 10 1 0 

Requirements 88.89 % 93.10 % 24 3 2 

Overall Score 75.90% 98.28%  42 9 2 



4. ASSESSMENT OBSERVATIONS 

The maintenance and development process used by the Flemish government is complete and 

publicly available within the document “Process and method for the development from data 

standards”. This document has been used as an evidence for demonstrating the compliance of 

OSLO2 with certain criteria. However, this document is available only in Flemish. This can be 

explained by the fact that the expected end-users of the OSLO2 data specifications are Flemish 

organisations. However, the fact that the documentation related to the specification is not 

multilingual, can prevent the promotion and reuse of the specification at the European level.  

As for the assessment results, the observation is that the automated score has been mainly 

impacted due to the fact that the specification is tailored for a local context. The reason is that, 

while the OSLO2 vocabularies and application profiles have been intentionally developed in 

order to fit the Flemish legal and organisational requirements, the market acceptance and 

coherence of the specification are assessed at the European level.  

 

 

 

 


