
Teknisk frukost: 
- senaste nytt om internationell standardisering 
Fördjupa dina kunskaper om BIM och standardisering tillsammans med Tekniskt råd. Under frukostmötet 
bjuder vi på färsk rapportering från det senaste toppmötet i Tokyo, inklusive spännande exempel från 
buildingSMART Awards 2018.

• 8:00 Välkomna
• 8:01 Infra room (Väino Tarandi)
• 8:10  Regulatory room  (Hans Lif)
• 8:20  Inte bara hus (Karin Anderson)
• 8:30  Railway room (Peter Axelsson)
• 8:40  buildingSMART Awards (Väino Tarandi)
• 8:50  Övriga frågor – Svenskt chapter m m (Mikael Malmkvist)
• 9:00  Slut!



Infra room – övergripande grupp för infraområdet

• Diskussioner i flera olika grupper om livscykelhantering, product lifecycle management (PLM) och 
system. 

• Digitala tvillingar efterfrågades också i flera grupper, dock utan tydlig definition av begreppen. 
• Många börjar tänka på att hantera projekt över flera skeden av processen och ett allt mer obrutet 

informationsflöde.
• Ports and Waterways (tidigare Harbours), Roads, Railways, Bridges m fl – börjar beskriva sina 

”byggnadsverk” som spatiala strukturer.
• Det motsvarar den nerbrytning som redan finns för byggnader i form av våningar. 
• Huvudsakligen 2D-områden, men även 3D för t ex broar och lagringsplatser i hamnar. 
• Det innebär en topologisk struktur som möjliggör navigation mellan områdena i datamodellerna.
• Brukarna börjar nu förvänta sig att öppen BIM fungerar, att IFC-filerna också ska gå att öppna i 

framtiden.
• De förväntar sig att nya förbättrade versioner av standarden och programvarorna ska komma 

regelbundet. 
• Det innebär ökade krav på planerade releaser och också certifiering och nya funktioner i 

programvarorna.
• Assets och asset managment håller på att få en stor uppmärksamhet med tillhörande studier och 

utveckling.
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Proposal for BIM by major CAD 
vendor BIM first year of 

JAPANStructure 3D-CAD
Structure and Equipment 3D-CAD

Database-CAD
Office of BIM Development

Utilization of BIM
Trial

Apply to Construction

Lateral Spread

Expanded Application

Participation in bSI

All Construction Site
Start BIM Utilization



Background 5

IoT Robotics Self-Driving car Smart City

The Building Owner involvement is one of Key issues.
bSJ seeking new BIM users area to identify the new value of BIM digital twin.

buildingSMART Japan responses to the New Opportunity for BIM frontier:

 BIM expanding to Infrastructure area
 BIM process reaching Operation and Maintenance phases 



Future Membership

Architecture

Infrastructure

Government

Engineering Construction

Architecture

Building Owner
Servicer / ICT / Smart City
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Software 
Vendor

Building
Code 
Check

Product
Maker

Bridge Road Rail

Tunnel Port / Harbor



Change of BIM Value

3rd Industrial Revolution 4th Industrial Revolution

BIM Data BIM Value
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Value Value

Process Process

High value-added
services

High value-
added 

Concept

High value-added in 
manufacturing process

Industry3.0 Industry4.0

Planning Design Construction
Operation

Maintenance Planning Design Construction
Operation

Maintenance

Operation
Maintenance



Digital Built Britain

• Beyond BIM Level 3: BIM Level 4 connects BIM and Smart City

Level 4Level 0 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3

Service 
Value

Images from buildingSMART London Summit 2017
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Seamless Indoor & 
Outdoor Navigation

Example  Mobility Service with BIM based indoor spatial information

3D Map for
Self-Driving Car

Smart Mobility Efficient Traffic Service 
Interoperability

Service
Collaboration

Elevator
Operation

Self-Driving
Car Service

Traffic
Information

Barrier Free 
Navigation Service

DestinationDeparture
AED

Service

IoT Vital 
Monitoring

BIM × GIS × Traffic × Building Automation × Facility Information・・・
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and other COCN members





Background
• Technical Report ‘Asset 

Managers BIM 
Requirements’ published 
by InfraRoom January 
2018 

• Recognised asset managers 
information requirements as a key 
deliverable of BIM

• Brought into focus those 
requirements and informed the 
commissioning and development of 
bSI Open Standards.

• Incorporate into overall Roadmap 
currently being developed by 
InfraRoom

Report https://buildingsmart-1xbd3ajdayi.netdna-ssl.com/wp-
content/uploads/2018/01/18-01-09-AM-TR1010.pdf



An Asset Centric Process
Not a Handover MVD 

TASK TASK

TASK

TASK TASK

TASK

Asset 
Delivery

Data

Asset 
Delivery

Data

Process Driven Asset Information Capture

Progressive Asset 
Information 

Appropriate to Stage

Task Driven Information Exchange

To Date

Proposed



Asset Managers BIM Requirements – Life Cycle Asset Centric ‘Systems Engineering’ Approach

EXPLORE DEVELOP DELIVER OPERATE

Capital Expenditure CAPEX  PHASE Operational Expenditure OPEX PHASE

1 2 3 4 5 6
Data 
Exchanges

Client Process
& 
Decision Points

n n n

Develop Functional Requirements & 
Specification to Meet Outcome Requirements 

Satisfy 
Functional 

Requirements

Progressive Asset 
Information 

Maturity

Develop 
Outcome

Requirements

Need 

Maintain Functional Performance

Capture 
Asset
DNA

Create Asset 
Data



Step by Step Asset Centric Roadmap

Systems Engineering

White paper introducing  the 
concept of continuous stage 
by stage asset information 

requirement delivery as part 
of process

Develop MVD guidelines 
for systematic asset 

information delivery and 
validation

Produce example MVDs 
for typical assets

Object Type Library

Working with bSDD
develop hierarchical 
object type library 

principles 

Support the acceleration 
of IFC OWL development

Develop guidelines for 
semantic linking to 

multiple data dictionaries

Information 
Requirements

Develop IDM guidelines 
for stage by stage asset 

information 

Produce example IDMs 
for typical assets

White Paper Introducing 
asset information 

requirements to IFC 
development

Delivery Process Extend BCF to cover asset 
information delivery 

Match process to 
information requirement 

validation/verification

Add systematic delivery 
messaging

Supporting ISO 19650



Liaison: buildingSMART & OGC

• Integrated Digital Built 
Environment

• Liaison with OGC
• The challenge is to think beyond 

the constraints of existing 
approaches in either the 
construction or spatial domains. 

• OGC & InfraRoom have worked 
together on:

• Alignment 1.0 & 1.1
• Overall Architecture
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Activity Matrix Evaluation of Presented Case Studies



Terms and Definitions
Project

Name of the Project
Presenter

Name and organization of the presenter
Event

Event where the project was presented
Open BIM

Level 0 = none, 1 = some, 2 = extensive, 3 = fully integrated
AME rating

Combination of evaluation axels of the Matrix Cube

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking

“x1” Research
Proof of Concept, research or a study project.

“x2” Pilot
Project that is in testing phase or close to implementation.

“x3” Implemented
Solution that is in every-day use or widely shared and can be used without 
external guidance.

”y1” Visual Use
This is the level of the jury expects the function of Visualize of BIM model, the 
value of BIM property is not actively used.

”y2” Information flow
This is the intermediate level between Visualized and Automated Code Checking, 
the value of BIM property is actively used for specific code checking.

”y3” Code Checking
This is the level of auto code checking by computer, the value of BIM property is 
used for holistic code checking.

”z1” Low Hanging Fruits
The use of BIM at this stage can be limited to necessary parts and it can be said 
that it is a stage where solution can be easily solved for practical implementation.

”z2” Advanced Use of BIM
The scope of information exchange at this stage is not necessarily holistic, and 
manual procedures may be present in some procedures. In that sense, the use 
of BIM is advancing more than BIM initiation level.

”z3” Long Term Ambitions
At this stage, the information exchange between the applicant and the Building 
Authority is automated and manual procedures are completely eliminated. 
Therefore, machine-readable laws, integration of information necessary for 
review into BIM models, and Open Standard that does not depend on the 
software environment must be prepared.

Regulatory Room Activity Matrix Evaluation



Project: Trial Production of the Building Confirmation Template 
using BIM

Presenter: Johji SUZUKI, Building Center of Japan
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 0
AME rating: x2-y2-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Regulatory Room Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking















Project: Daiwahouse case study

Presenter: DaiwaHouse
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 0
AME rating: x2-y2-z1

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Regulatory Room Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking









Project: BIM application for Building confirmation
Case studies ‐ARCHICAD

Presenter: Yuri Sekido, BIM Promotion Center Japan ERI Co. Ltd
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 0
AME rating: x2-y2-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Regulatory Room Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking



Project: BIM application for Building confirmation
Case studies ‐GLOOBE

Presenter: Yuri Sekido, BIM Promotion Center Japan ERI Co. Ltd
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 0
AME rating: x2-y2-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Regulatory Room Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking



Project: BIM application for Building confirmation
Case studies ‐Revit

Presenter: Yuri Sekido, BIM Promotion Center Japan ERI Co. Ltd
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 0
AME rating: x2-y2-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Regulatory Room Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking



Project: The BIMChecker tool and code checking practice in 
China

Presenter: Prof. Hehua Zhang, Tsinghua University, China
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 2
AME rating: x2-y3-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking













Project: Application for building confirmation by digital data

Presenter: Kensuke Yasui, Nikken Sekkei, Japan
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 2
AME rating: x1-y3-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking







Project: Digital application of the Planning and Building Act, 
Auto Code Check in Sweden

Presenter: Nicholas Alven, Boverket, Sweden
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 3
AME rating: x1-y3-z3

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking









Project: Towards ‘operable’ H&S knowledge Using RIDDOR 
mandatory accident reports

Presenter: Nicholas Nisbet, AEC3, UK
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 2
AME rating: x1-y3-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking



Project: Building Permit Should be Granted Within One 
Second

Presenter: Jani Muhonen, Evolta, Finland
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 2
AME rating: x2-y1-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking















Project: usBIM.code, BIM Code Checking

Presenter: Anna Moreno, Italy
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 2
AME rating: x2-y3-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking







Project: French Feasibility Study on « Digitalisation of 
Construction Regulation »

Presenter: Bruno Fies, CSTB, France
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 3
AME rating: x1-y3-z3

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking











Project: Common services for Construction
Government services for building applications

Presenter: Øivind Rooth, Norway
Event: bSI Summit Tokyo 2018
Open BIM: Level 3
AME rating: x2-y2-z2

What needs to be solved in order to move forward?

Activity Matrix Evaluation

“z1” Low Hanging Fruits

“z2” Advanced Use of BIM

“z3” Long Term Ambitions

“y1” Visual Use
“y2” Information Flows

“y3” Code Checking









Room Projects



WG2: Application Forms

Questions that need to be solved
- What is situational and what is separate?
- What is in the project plan and what is out of scope ?
- What are the inputs and outputs of the project?
- What non-situational (non BIM/GIS) information is commonly required ?
- What situational (BIM/GIS) information is commonly required ?
- Can the situation model(s) represent input and/or outcome data of the impact reports ?
- How is current and intended situational information represented  ?
- Should the situational information be delivered as one or two models ?



Technology
Organization
Process

Low hanging fruits Advanced BIM Long term ambitions

Engage
Foster engagement 
from government, 
software & industry

Technology
ISO 16739 – IFC, ISO 
12003-2 IFD, ISO 29481 
IDM, ISO 19650 
Information 
Management, ISO xxxxx
BIM-GIS, Archive

Evaluate
Measure, evaluate and 
assess the impact and 
maturity of BIM 

Sustain
Adapt and maintain the 
transition to

Roadmap to automated regulatory processes in construction through BIM

Desired state
• Government collaborate and share 

knowledge concerning automated 
permitting processes and code 
checking

Desired state
• Complete set of standards 

supporting automated regulatory 
processes

• Support from software

Desired state
• Consistent metrics and 

measurement processes
• Regular feedback of maturity on 

national level

Desired state
• Harmonized regulatory processes
• Relevant standards & guidelines

Create a movement to BIM

Inform the community through outreach programs and promotion

Engage government regulatory bodies and push for strong 
leadership at state level

Develop and communicate a BIM 
strategy

Develop process templatesDevelop Exchange 
Requirement guidelines

Develop regulatory MVD

Develop specification certification

Develop metrics and KPI’s for 
consistent performance and 

capability assessment

Inspired by buildingSMART Canada Roadmap

Implementation
Guidelines, templates  
to support 
implementation

Desired state
• Widespread and consistent 

government demand
• Capability to fulfil the demand

Develop machine readable
Regulation language

Develop a maturity model/ capability assessment 
framework

Communicate and compare 
performance and maturity 

level

Document and promote success stories

Align and maintain buildingSMART specifications and guidelines with ISO

Develop a guide for implementing national digital BIM platforms

Terminology

IFC properties



Resolutions
 WG1 e-Submission Common Guideline

• The final draft of the bSI Techical Report for ”e-submission common guideline for introduce BIM to 
building process” was published for comments

• Deadline for comments is Dec 19th 2018.

 The road map proposal made by the Road Map Task Group was accepted
• The road map will be revised in the following Summits.
• The Road Map TG will start to implement the road map by collection use case proposals from 

regulatory room members.
• RR will organize a Use Case Workshop in the next Summit to specify future RR projects.

 Formation of Business Case Task Group
• The new TG will develop a Business Case based on the road map.
• The Business Case will be used to engage the stakeholders that are addressed in the road map.
• The new TG is lead by Franco Coin.



Regulatory Room
Tokyo Summit Report 2018-10-19



IFC Road

Project proposal, Workpackage - Phase 1 & 2

 WP0 – Project Execution Plan (Completed)
 WP1 – Contribution to common schema (To be Continued)
 WP2 – Requirement Analysis (finalized) – PHASE 1
 WP3 – Schema extension (New)
 WP4 – International consensus (To be Continued)
 WP5 – IFC Road Software Deployment (New)
 WP6 – Project Management (To be Continued)



IFC Road Project Phase 1
WP2 - Requirement Analysis Report 

2018.01 – 2018.11

102
Registered Experts



18 Online and 
2 live Team meetings

Rolling crown discussion

RoW discussion

Lay-byes



IFC Road organisation

Project
Steering Committee

Project 
management

Technical teamDomain 
Project Team

Karin Anderson
Jisun Won

Pauline Gauthier
Juho Santala

Joaquim Moya
Jose Nadal

Expert Panel

106 persons 
worldwide

Juha Hyvärinen
Sergej Muhic
Stefan Markic

Johnny Jensen

Hyounseok Moon
Karin Anderson



Leverabler Fas 1
• Innehållsförteckning:
1. Metodologi / sammanfattning
2. Omfattning

• Spatial Requirements
• Representation of systems
• Process map + Annex 1

3. Användarfall
4. Geometrier
5. MVDs
• Taxonomy (levereras som databas med vägobjekt och koncept) och egenskaper som 

mappas till befintliga koncept för att begränsa utbyggnaden av det befintliga schemat



Work based on IFC 4.1 and Overall 
Architecture guidelines

3 Expert panels collecting feedback:
- EP1, Use cases
- EP2, Taxonomy
- EP3, Draft Report

Database

Workshops

Experience from previous IR
projects

Sharefile file sharing with experts

C1-Methodology



C1 - Next steps
Geometric and semantic information
Continue work on IFC Road Taxonomy
Participation and requirement delivery 
for Common Schema project
Conceptual model, UML diagram
Properties included in the 
documentation and bSDD
Candidate Standard (IFC schema 
extension for roads)
Definition of MDVs
Testing and deployment of the 
Candidate standard by software 
vendors

The report describes in and out of scope
decisions on which the current IFC Road
schema extension will be based. Not all
identified Use cases can be covered at this
time, due to restricted resources or complexity
of the use case. It is, therefore, expected that
further extension might be needed and,
depending on the needs from stakeholders,
the bSI InfraRoom is open to starting a new
project in the future.

Phase 1 Phase 2 IFC Road 2





Activities
Growth continues



IFC Rail organisation

System of systems Steering
Committee

Project 
management

Technical
servicePMO

Common Schema/
Shared Elements

Track Signal Communication Energy

Peter Axelsson, TRV 
Feifei Zhao, CRBIM





Track

Catenary

Signaling

Economist

ClientCivil Eng.

GIS
Geologist

Operator

Maintainer

Project Mngr

Digital 
Twin

Maintenance

Operation

Design

Construction
IFC Rail

Requirements 

Relations and overlap with other standards



Fork and Merge in upcoming IFC 
developments

• Parallel work

• IFC4 
building, products

• IFC4.1 
Alignment, Terrain

• IFC4.x 
if needed e.g. IFC Bridge

• IFC5 
Infrastructure

 IFC4
2013

2015 2016

Add 1 Add 2

2015
IFC Alignment 1.0

  IFC Road  /  IFC Rail  PAS

 IFC5

Add 3

2017 20192018

20
17

M
O

U
 IF

C 
Ro

ad
/R

ai
l

Common 
Definitions

IFC Strategy Presentation



Informationsleveranser, idag och i framtiden

PIM
Project Information 

model

AIM
Assset Information 

model

Idag Tillfällig/intermediate Målbild

BIM-modeller 
(PIM)

Proprietära format, IFC för 
enstaka byggnadsverk

IFC, proprietära format IFC 5 (Road, rail, 
bridge m fl)

Objektbaserad 
information

Projektspecifika laddmallar Standardiserade 
laddmallar typ CoBie

IFC 5
InfraGML

Klassificering/
identification

BSAB 96, SB11 CAD-lager,
Projektspecifik klassning

CoClass, 
BSAB 96, 
Kodhandboken

CoClass/ReferensID

Drawings dgn, dwg, pdf dgn, dwg, pdf pdf

Dokument pdf pdf pdf



BIM Alliance Sweden – Frukostmöte

Individual Swedish Chapter & 
buildingSMART Nordic Hub

Nytt förslag som på sikt innebär att varje Medlems-
organisation ska vara av ett eget Chapter

Mikael Malmkvist – Svensk Byggtjänst
2018-11-21



Agenda

• Bakgrund
• Syfte & mål
• Nuläge vs. framtid
• Medlemsavgifter & röstandel
• Hur påverkas BIM Alliance
• Viktiga datum
• Slutsatser & rekommendationer



Bakgrund

• Orättvisa medlemsavgift mellan olika stora länder
– Exempelvis betalar USA och Norge lika mycket i medlemsavgift
– Nordic Chapter består av sex länder men betalar lika mycket som ett individuellt Chapter gör 

• Reglerna för Development Chapters har varit otydliga, nya regler har tillkommit 
som i vissa fall inte följts

– Länder som exempelvis Sverige har varit Development Chapters i många år trots att 
medlemsavtalet säger att ambitionen ska vara att bilda ett eget Chapter inom tre år

• Avsaknad av tydliga regler för Chapters
– Nordic Chapter har enligt nuvarande regler kunnat bjuda in nya organisationer som  

Development Chapters vilka tillåtits att enbart betalat en avgift till Nordic Chapter
• Svårt för nya organisationer som vill engagera sig inom buildingSMART att få 

hjälp att organisera sig
– Krångliga- och i viss mån otydliga regler
– Hög medlemsavgift för små länder/organisationer



Syfte & mål
• Bättre fördelning av medlemsavgifter mellan länder av olika storlek

– Åstadkoms genom en nya modell för medlemsavgifter som baseras på BNP
• Skapa plattformar för ökat regionalt samarbete 

– Åstadkoms genom bildande av regionala hubbar (ex. Nordeuropa = Baltikum & Norden)
– Åstadkoms genom ett enklare förfarande för nya medlemmar som endast vill engagera sig på regional 

nivå eller som behöver hjälp att komma igång på lokal och/eller internationell nivå
• Få fler personer från nationella branschorganisationer och företag involverade i arbetet 

med framtagande av öppna standarder
– Åstadkoms genom att resurssättning kan koordineras på hubbnivå, vilket i sin tur innebär att flera 

länder kan hjälpas åt att hitta domänkunniga personer för tillexempel ett projekt
• Skapa tydligare kopplingar mellan nationella behov och internationell standardisering

– Åstadkoms genom ökad nationell närvaro från Nordic Hub vid olika nationella event och 
sammankomster

– Gemensamma konferenser. Ett exempel på detta är InfraBIM
– Möjlighet för intressenter att delta på Nordic Hub temamöten (detta görs idag men inbjudan har i princip 

endast omfattat NBC*-medlemmar)
– Möjlighet att ta fram gemensamt riktlinjer och rekommendationer samt tillhandahålla 

implementationssupport 
– Gemensamma webinar, möjlighet att ta del av och sprida informationsmaterial od. från andra länder

*NBC är ett forum för nordiska väg- och banmyndigheter som syftar till att ta fram gemensamma nordiska riktlinjer och krav



buildingSMART Nordic Chapter – 2018

Rooms
• Technical Room
• Building Process Room
• Infrastructure Room
• Product Room
• Regulatory Room

Groups
• Implementation Support Group
• Model Support Group
• Dictionaries Technical Support 

Group
• bSDD Working Group
• Guidelines Working Group
• Linked Data Working Group

http://www.bimalliance.se/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/technical-room/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/building-process-room/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/infrastructure-room/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/product-room/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/regulatory-room/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/standards-organisation/groups/implementation-support-group/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/standards-organisation/groups/model-support-group/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/dictionaries-technical-support-group/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/standards-organisation/groups/bsdd-working-group/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/guidelines-working-group/
https://www.buildingsmart.org/standards/rooms-and-groups/linked-data-working-group/


Denmark Sweden Lithuania Estonia LatviaNorway Finland

Nordic HUB

buildingSMART Nordic HUB – 2020

59

CEN/TC 442

http://www.bimalliance.se/


buildingSMART Nordic Hub 2020

Denmark Sweden Finland Lithuania Estonia Latvia

Nordic HUB

Norway

http://www.bimalliance.se/


Nuvarande situation – 2018

Single chapter Country Organization Status Fee to 
buildingSMART 

International EUR)

Fee to 
buildingSMART 

Nordic (EUR)

Standards 
Committee 

Votes

International 
Council Votes

1 buildingSMART Norway buildingSMART Norway* Single Chapter 20 000 2 1
2 buildingSMART Nordic buildingSMART Nordic Chapter 20 000 2 1

1 BIM Alliance Sweden Part of Nordic Chapter 10 000 - -
2 Molio (Denmark) Part of Nordic Chapter 10 000 - -
3 Rakennustieto (Finland) Part of Nordic Chapter 10 000 - -
4 Skaitmeninė statyba/ Digital 

construction (Lithuania)
Part of Nordic Chapter 3 500 - -

5 LATBIM** (Latvia) Part of Nordic Chapter 3 500 - -
6 Estonian digital construction

clusters (Estonia)
Part of Nordic Chapter 3 500 - -

40 000 € 40 500 €
(20 500 efter bSI fee)
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• BIM Alliance Sweden betalar idag € 10.000 till buildingSMART Nordic
• buildingSMART Nordic betalar € 20.000 till buildingSMART International

* buildingSMART Norway ingår ej i buildingSMART Nordic men deltar aktivt på mötena
** LatBIM saknar formellt avtal med buildingSMART Nordic och buildingSMART International



Single chapter Country Organization Status Fee to 
buildingSMART

International

Standards 
Committee

Votes

International 
Council Votes

Fee to 
buildingSMART 

Nordic HUB

Votes at 
HUB

bS Nordic HUB* 3 250 (-25% fee to bSI)

buildingSMART Norway buildingSMART Norway Chapter & HUB member 15 000 2 1 2 000 1
BIM Alliance Sweden BIM Alliance Sweden Chapter & HUB member 15 000 2 1 2 000 1

Molio Molio (Denmark) Chapter & HUB member 15 000 2 1 2 000 1
Rakennustieto Rakennustieto (Finland) Chapter & HUB member 15 000 2 1 2 000 1

Skaitmeninė statyba/ Digital 
construction (Lithuania)

Chapter & HUB member 5 000 2 1 1 000 1

LATBIM (Latvia) HUB member 1 2 000 1
Estonian digital Construction 

clusters (Estonia)
HUB member 1 2 000 1

Aspiring Chapter Organization -
new countries

Observers in HUB - - - 1 000** -

Total: 68 250 € 11 5 13 000 €
(9 750 € after fee to bSI)
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GDP / year bSI fee € HUB fee € SC votes
Chapter/Hub only 

IC votes
Chapter/Hub only 

Hub fee discount for 
chapter 

Home chapter 
discount €

GDP > 1000 b€ 20 000 5000 2/1 1/0 50% According to bylaws

200 b€ < GDP < 1000 b€ 15 000 4000 2/1 1/0 50% According to bylaws

50 b€ < GDP < 200 b€ 10 000 3000 2/1 1/0 50% According to bylaws

GDP < 50 b€ 5 000 2000 2/1 1/0 50% According to bylaws

* Minimum of one international Chapter
** Minimum fee for Hub observers (maximum of 2 years)

Förslag - 2020



Hur påverkas BIM Alliance Sweden?
Resurser
1. Ett ökat inflytande kräva även ett ökat engagemang

– Det kommer krävas att någon håller koll på olika omröstningar, utlysningar och förfrågningar
– Därtill behöver personen delta vid olika möten (både via webb men också fysiskt)

2. Det kommer bli svårt att driva på arbetet enbart med hjälp av frivilliga
– Det kan komma krävas att någon eller några personer engagerar sig på halvtid alternativt en 

person på heltid
3. Hubben skapar möjligheter för ett bättre resursutnyttjande 

– Förhoppningsvis kommer hubben leda till ett bättre resursutnyttjande mellan länder vilket 
framförallt kommer synas vid genomförande av olika projekt eller aktiviteter (webinar, seminarier 
o.d.)

Kostnader
1. Kostnadsökning på 7.000 EUR/år (Kostnad efter rabatt = 3.000 EUR/år)

– Enskilda medlemsföretag exempelvis Trafikverket ger rabatt (ca 4.000 EUR)
2. Det är för tidigt att bedöma om det kommer tillkomma personalkostnader eller om 

resursfrågan kan lösas på annat sätt
– Det bör exempelvis utredas om något/några företag (exempelvis Trafikverket) är villiga att bistå 

med dedikerade resurser



Viktiga datum inom buidingSMART
• BIM Alliance Sweden Styrelse 3 oktober 2018

– Presentation av förslaget för Chapter & Hub
• buildingSMART Tokyo Summit, 16 – 19 oktober 2018

– Planeringsmöte samt allmän diskussion om förslaget
• buildingSMART Nordic board, 26 noveber 2018

– Presentera ny prissättningsmodell för Chapter*
• buildingSMART International, 20 december 2018

– Nya stadgar (bylaws) ska finnas framme
• buildingSMART Nordic Board 13 februari 2019

– Förslag till nytt Charter** för buildingSMART Nordic Hub ska presenteras
• buildingSMART Düsseldorf Summit, 25 – 28 mars 2019

– buildingSMART International Charter ska finnas framme
– Avstämning progress för respektive Chapter

• SAC-möte Helsingfors 3 – 4 Juni 2019
– Omröstning av förslaget (medlemmarna förväntas godkänna förslaget)

• buildingSMART Peking summit, 29 okt – 1 nov 2019
– Respektive Chapter ska vara klara med sina anpassningar 

• De nya principerna börja gälla från och med 1 jan 2020
– BIM Alliance förväntas vara ett eget Chapter

*  Ett Chapter kan bestå av ett eller flera företag och branschorganisationer inom ett eller flera länder
** Dokument som beskriver roller, ansvar och befogenheter inom en viss grupp



Slutsatser och rekommendationer
Slutsatser
1. BIM Alliance Sweden kommer inte behöva byta namn till buildingSMART Sweden 

men har rätt att använda namnet
2. Det Nordeuropeiska samarbetet stärks och blir mer formellt än tidigare
3. Kostnaden för BIM Alliance kommer att öka och det kommer krävas ett större 

regionalt engagemang

Rekommendationer
1. BIM Alliance rekommenderas bilda en arbetsgrupp i syfte att ta fram en 

handlingsplan för övergången till individuellt Chapter. 
– Arbetsgruppen kan med fördel bestå av personer från Tekniskt råd men bör även inkludera 

någon/några från intressentgrupperna och styrelsen 
2. BIM Alliance rekommenderas medverka vid framtagande och remiss av 

olika buildingSMART-dokument:
– Nordic Hub – Charter (principer och regler för hur hubben) 
– BIM Alliance Sweden - Charter (principer och regler för BIM Alliance)
– Chapter agreement (Avtal mellan buildingSMART och BIM Alliance)



Tack!

Mikael Malmkvist
Produktchef CoClass
Mobile: +46 (0) 76 833 88 20
Direct +46 (0) 8 457 10 64
E-mail: mikael.malmkvist@byggtjanst.se

mailto:mikael.malmkvist@byggtjanst.se




buildingSMART Awards
BIM Awards delades ut till bästa projekt för Design, Construction, Operation & Maintenance samt 
Student. Över 40 projekt deltog och de bästa projekten var både stora och mycket bra avseende den 
öppna informationshanteringen.
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buildingSMART Awards - fortsättning
Målet inför nästa år är att varje land/chapter lämnar in minst ett bidrag. Något som vi redan nu vill 
verka för inför 2019.
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