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CEDaCI
Circular Economy for Data Centre Industry
NL Working Group Meeting III
Summary of Key Findings 


Date: 		20/10/2020
Address: 	Virtual
Time: 		10:30– 12:30

Working Group Country
	Working Group DE
	☐
	Working Group FR
	☐
	Working Group NL
	☒
	Working Group UK
	☐


ACRONYMS
	CDCC
	Circular Data Centre Compass

	DMT
	Decision Making Tool

	UX
	User Experience

	UI
	User Interface



Participants:
	Name
	Organisation

	Deborah Andrews
	LSBU

	Nil Atmaca
	LSBU

	Bahattin Bademci
	LSBU

	Kate Calloway 
	LSBU

	Martijn Van der Veer
	SIMS Recycling Solutions

	Arjen Workum
	Aliter Networks

	Leonieke Mevius
	SURF Sara

	John Laban
	Open Compute

	Jan Hoosgstrate
	Free ICT Europe

	Patricia Rogetzer
	University of Twente

	Erik Barentsen
	DDA

	Fons Wijnhoven
	University of Twente

	Ronald Scherpenisse
	Influsense

	Jeroen Van der Tang
	NL Digital

	Claire Tuerlings
	Amsterdam Economic Board

	Frank Hartkamp
	RVO



Summary
This working group meeting focused on the Circular Data Centre Compass (previously called the Decision-Making Tool) .

[bookmark: _GoBack]Arjen Workum, Aliter Networks welcomed everyone to the meeting and introductions were made around the table. Bahattin Bademci presented the alpha version of the Circular Data Centre Compass to collect the feedback of the Dutch Working Group.

	Topics of Discussion



Circular Data Centre Compass  

Bahattin Bademci presented the alpha version of the Circular Data Centre Compass. 

Compare Section : Currently  the Environmental and Criticality impact assessments are available on the compare section. Social and Economic  impact assessments are under development.

Ecodesign:   Export results button will be developed later, similar to the one on the compare page. 

Following his presentation, the link was shared with the audience and the working group members were given 10 minutes to test the tool.  8 questions were asked to the audience after the testing and the poll results were shared to launch a discussion. 

	Question I: What has been your experience with the Circular Data Centre Compass? ( Single Choice) 
A) Good – 34 %
B) Average – 67 %
C) Poor 

	Question II: How easy or difficult it was to navigate? 
A) Difficult – 0 %
B) Neither difficult nor easy – 17 %
C) Easy  - 34 %
D) Very easy -50 %

	Question III:  What are your thoughts on the language used?
        A) Good -67%
        B) Average -34 %
        C) Poor 

	Question IV: What are your thoughts  on the design? 
       A) Good – 67 %
       B) Average – 34 %
       C) Poor 

	Question V: What do you think about how information and features are laid out? 
A) Good – 50%
B) Average -50% 
C) Poor 

	Question VI: Which section of the tool did you spend time most? 
A) Compare -67 %
B) Design – 34 %

	Question VII: Did you generate your results on the compare page? If yes, did you find the explanation sufficient ?
A) Yes – 67 % 
B) No – 34 %

	Question VIII: How frequently would you use the Circular Data Centre Compass?  
A) Never
B) Very rarely -
C) Rarely – 34 %
D) Occasionally – 67 %
E) Frequently 
F) Very frequently



	Key Findings 



	Website Usability 
	Key takeaways 

	Website Lay-out 
	The focus should not be on visuals as the user interface can be improved easily.

	Language 
	Eco-design: Provide further information on what easily trackable /recyclable mean. There may be users who are not familiar with these terms. 	

	Features
	Comparaison: It has a simplistic approach. How can we use these results/ impact assessments?   Further explanation/narrative should be provided to the audience.

Design: Some questions can easily be answered based on the EoL policies of OEMs. The policy-related ones are difficult as nobody really knows how the policies will evolve. Jan ,Free ICT Europe will provide further comments on this in writing.

	Inputs & Calculation
	What are the indicators to calculate the LCC for refurbished servers?  The audience would like to learn the scope of LCA. 
Vendors and resellers (distributors) can provide the master list prices for refurbished and new equipment.  The compass can source the data from the external APIs of vendors and resellers  to keep the data on the compass up to date. 
The database of broker bin can help us connect with the resellers and refurbishers across the globe and collect the necessary data.
Atlancis in Kenya has financial figures on cost comparisons new vs refurbished.

	Long-term 
	The focus must be on how to collect the data in a cost-effective way now and how to access the right data after the project ends.

	Tool develpment
	The tool should remain live to collect feedback from the stakeholders during the design and development processes.
The compass can be an open-source project to enable the contribution of the refurbishment and recycling companies while keeping the CEDaCI team as the project owner. Building the tool in isolation is risky as it may not fully correspond to the needs of the DCI despite the co-creation activities. NHS digital/NHS X can also contribute to this work. 
What is the motivation of hardware manufacturers to support a tool which encourages the refurbishment?   The dialogue with them should be limited. Their support may not serve the real purpose of the CEDaCI compass,  given that their main aim is to sell new equipment.
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