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1. Executive summary 
The aim of the project has been to support the organisation of the first International Conference on 
Research Infrastructure (ICRI2012), which took place in Copenhagen on March 21-23, 2012 under 
the Danish Presidency of the European Council in collaboration with the European Commission.    

The Danish Presidency recognises the importance of research infrastructures to the EU s competitive 
edge, and believes it is vital to strive to ensure stable financing of the construction and operation of 
excellent research infrastructures and ensure access to the best existing research infrastructures. The 
conference topics correspond well, with Denmark long-term strong political focus on issues relating 
to climate change, sustainable energy, ICT and health.   

The conference was for the first time focused on the international dimension, but otherwise followed 
the structure and outline of the past six European conferences on Research Infrastructure (ECRI), of 
which the latest was held in Barcelona in 2010 under the Spanish Presidency.   

ICRI 2012 had its main objectives in increasing international collaboration on research infrastructure 
in order to manage the grand challenges in today s societies. Research infrastructures play a crucial 
role for the promotion of knowledge and technology and are of central importance to drive excellent 
science.   

2. Summary description of project context and objectives 
The conference has its main objectives in increasing international collaboration on research 
infrastructures in order to manage the grand challenges in today s societies. Research infrastructures 
play a crucial role for the promotion of knowledge and technology and are of key importance to drive 
excellent science. Never before has there been such an urgent need to act globally to tackle the grand 
challenges before us on climate change, health, energy supply etc. Every discipline from humanities 
and social sciences through to physical and environmental sciences is joining forces to create 
contemporary international research infrastructures focused on these pressing needs on a global 
scale. Research Infrastructures are not just large physical facilities; they are physically dispersed, 
virtual and data infrastructures managed as international entities. In this new global context 
ICRI2012 address the following questions:  

 

Why do we need global research infrastructures? Which types of world-class 
infrastructures are best suited for a global approach? 

 

How to increase the use of these facilities and how to support access to them based on 

 

Excellence? 

 

How to strengthen international cooperation in the implementation, governance, operation 
and use of research infrastructures? 

 

How to nurture synergies between research infrastructures from differing disciplines and 
promote interdisciplinary approaches? 

 

How to manage large international research infrastructures focused on global challenges 

 

How to increase awareness of the education and training possibilities that research 
infrastructures offer? 

 

How to tackle data, in particular how to address the distributed nature of either the 
facilities themselves or the user communities?  

To answer these questions, ICRI2012 would draw on existing experience, including:  
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- Lessons to be learnt from existing research infrastructures across different fields. Are there 

specific additional needs for managing those addressing global challenges? If so, in which 
areas? Are there common characteristics? 

-  The experience that existing global Research Infrastructures and other bodies can share (eg 
GEOSS, Global Science Forum of the OECD and Group of Senior Officials on Global RI s).  

The purpose of the conference was to make specific recommendations on how international 
cooperation for research infrastructures can be effective in the future. This included calling for a 
coordinated support to (and strengthening of) existing initiatives, highlighting possible needs for 
additional effort, and developing a vision for an open science and a global ecosystem of research 
infrastructures and the actions needed to achieve it. ICRI 2012 would also provide important input to 
the European Strategy and to the implementation of the next EU Framework Programme "Horizon 
2020".  

The conference was structured in a way which underpinned the objectives of the conference. The 
conference was an event that spanned three days. Day 1 of the conference was used to set a common 
frame and understanding of research infrastructure - and its importance in facing global challenges. 
This part of the conference outlined different perspectives on how to promote the international 
collaboration on research infrastructure.   

The speakers represented high-level stakeholders from different countries across the globe, as well 
as highly profiled representatives from key political institutions, including the UN, EC Commission, 
the World Bank and UNESCO.  

Figure 1 Opening address Morten Østergaard, Danish Minister of Education  
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By offering high-level inspiring presentations on conference Day 1 vital experiences and ideas that 
could help generate a solid conference output was brought into play. Day 1 ended with a standing 
buffet dinner in the exhibition area together with a dedicated poster session. Having the buffet dinner 
in the poster area ensured maximum impact of the poster session.  

On conference day 2 ICRI2012 had four expert-facilitated parallel sessions within the four different 
subthemes of the overall conference topic  Health, Climate Change, Energy and e-Infrastructures, 
during which the participants exchanged knowledge and experiences and developed ideas for future 
actions and recommendations. The parallel sessions was based on a participatory approach and 
carried out by means of expert moderators and rapporteurs, which documented the proceedings of the 
individual sessions.  

The parallel sessions was followed by a plenary session, in which former ESFRI chair John Wood 
summed up the conclusions from the parallel sessions. Thus, the conference format was based on 
interaction and dialogue and thereby served as inspiration to the conference participants. The goal 
was to stimulate discussions on global research infrastructure collaboration.  

Lastly, during the last day of the conference, the results of the workshop discussions was presented 
in a high level panel discussion, and afterwards qualified by the conference participants (conference 
day 3). In order to facilitate this discussion a conference conclusion paper was presented and used in 
the discussions. ICRI 2012 ended with a closing address by Commissioner Hedegaard. 
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3.  Description of main ST results/foregrounds 
This section describes the content and main results of the work packages included in the overall 
project: WP1 MANAGE; WP2 PREPARE, WP3 COMMUNICATE and  WP4 EXECUTE. 

This section also contains pictures from the conference, overview maps and publication examples. 

3.1. Workpackage 1  MANAGE 
Overall the consortium management consisted of several intermingled tasks. Most importantly was 
the monitoring of the progress of the project, including ensuring that timetables was kept and 
deliveries met, within the constraints of the budget. To this end the consortium management has been 
very successful, given that there have been no major delays, and all deliverables have been met, 
without any major budgetary discrepancies.  Communication was also an extremely important 
management issue, for the success of the event. The Project coordinator spent considerable resources 
communicating with the Commission who was a very large stakeholder in the event and part of the 
project team. The relationship between the DASTI organizers and the Commission organizers was 
excellent, based on mutual respect and a common understanding of the tasks and requirements 
entailed in such an event. 

In the day-to-day running of the project communicating with subcontractors was an important task, 
in order to ensure that the requirements and suggestions of the project, was being taken care of by the 
subcontractors. Continuous quality control of the work performed was also part of the consortium 
management.  

3.1.1. Management structure 
The Management structure for the ICRI 2012 is shown in the following figure, which shows the 
decision making relationship between the individual committees.   

Figure 2 Management structure           
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The Coordinator Troels RASMUSSEN had the overall responsibility for overseeing the progress of 
the project. This includes ensuring that deliverables were being delivered in due time, and that 
milestones was being met. The Coordinator also had the responsibility for communicating with the 
EC program officer, including reporting progress and delivering financial statements and activity 
reports at the end of the project. The Coordinator had formal authority to ensure that decisions and 
spending are kept within the framework of the grant agreement and other legal constraints.  

The ICRI 2012 Pilot Committee had the sole task of monitoring the progress of the preparation of 
the conference, and to intervene if necessary. The Pilot Committee had no active role in the decisions 
made in relation to the conference, except if no agreement could be reached otherwise. The role of 
the Pilot Committee was primarily to resolve disputes and disagreements that could not be resolved 
in the Program or Organizing Committees. No such incidence occurred during the project. The Pilot 
Committee was made up by DASTI Deputy Director Hans Müller and DG Research, Directorate B, 
Director Octavia Quintana Trias.  

The ICRI 2012 Programme Committe  the PC - was responsible for the detailed operations 
concerning the programme preparation and overall planning of the conference. The committee was 
made up of key persons involved in research infrastructure policy, including ESFRI, DG Research, 
E-IRG and as host DASTI. The input from the PC was vital for the formulation of themes for the 
conference, and for identifying the best speakers for conference both with regard to their knowledge 
and presentation abilities. 

The PC was chaired by Head of Unit, DG RTD Research Infrastructures. Due to the change of 
position of Hervé Pero, the PC was chaired by Peter Sloth in the intervening period until the new 
Head of Unit Ana Arana-Antelo was in place.   

The PC members are:  

DASTI Peter SLOTH, Head of Division, Research Infrastructure 

Anders KJAER, Senior Adviser, Research Infrastructure 

EC  Hervé PÉRO, Head of Unit, Fission, DG RTD, K4 

Ana Arana-Antelo, Head of Unit, DG RTD, Research Infrastructures 

Pekka KARP, deputy Head of Unit, DG INFSO, GEANT & e-Infrastructures 

Mary KAVANAGH, DG RTD, International Cooperation 

Elena RIGHI STEELE, DG RTD, Research Infrastructures 

ESFRI  Beatrix VIERKORN RUDOLPH, ESFRI Chair 

e-IRG   Gudmund HOST, e-IRG Chair,  

AU  Martin GALLAGHER, Australian Mission to the European Union 
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SA  Daan DU TOIT, South African Mission to the European Union  

SE  Terry CALLAGHAN, Royal Swedish Academy of Sciences 

UK  John WOOD, Association of Commonwealth Universities 

DK  Liselotte HØJGAARD, Copenhagen University Hospital 

Observers: Coordinator Troels RASMUSSEN, DASTI, Research Infrastructures,  

Agnès ROBIN, EC, Research Infrastructures, Organizing Committe 

Sharon KEARNEY, EC, Research Infrastructures, Organizing Committee 

The PC worked very closely together with the Organizing Committee  the OC, which was also 
present at PC meetings as observers. The OC was the central committee of the conference linking the 
programme and conference plans outlined by the PC with the actual preparation of the conference. 
The OC was the communication hub within the organizational set up, which ensured exchange of 
information and monitoring of the progress in the various work packages, including logistics, 
communication, reporting and invitations. The ICRI Organizing Committee was chaired by Anders 
Kjaer, Senior Adviser at DASTI.  

The ICRI 2012 Organizing Committe 

DASTI  Troels Rasmussen, Project coordinator, Research Infrastructures 

Anders Kjær, Research Infrastructures 

EC  Agnès Robin, DG RTD Research Infrastructures 

Sharon Kearney, DG RTD Research Infrastructures  

The OC is supported by a Communication team CT, which had the main responsibility for the 
dissemination and communication activities. The Communication team was the focal point for 
dissemination of key messages from the conference to the press and media, encouraging interaction 
with prominent speakers in order to ensure visibility of international infrastructure and the discussion 
on global challenges. Another vital part of the committee s task was to facilitate a successful and 
interactive outcome of the poster sessions, in order to highlight a number of successful research 
infrastructures and projects. 

 The members of the Communication Committee were: 

DASTI  

Steen Bruun Jensen, Communication officer 

Anne Birgitte Klitgaard, Research infrastructures 

Faisel Khan, Research infrastructures  

Per Kolbech Nielsen, Research Infrastructures 
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EC 

Sonia Spasova, DG RTD, Research Infrastructures 

Janine Delahaut, DG RTD, Research Infrastructures 

Ruiz Carrillo de Albornoz Salvado, DG RTD, Research Infrastructures  



 

10

 
3.2. Workpackage 2  PREPARE 

ICRI 2012 was the first international conference on research infrastructure, and a major event during 
the Danish Presidency. The event has generally been acknowledged as a very successful one, based 
on the responses from stakeholders and delegates. The overall planning of conference content and 
format was done mostly locally at DASTI with important support of the project organizers from DG 
Research and with strong input from the Program Committee. Particularly the planning of the PC 
meetings was done in close cooperation between DG Research and DASTI.  

3.2.1. Overall programme 
One of the most important tasks during the preparatory phase was to get speakers for the conference. 
Due to the format of the conference, particularly having four parallel sessions, the conference 
required a very large number of speakers, chairs and rapporteurs. For all sessions a total of 96 
speakers, chairs and rapporteurs were required. Due mainly to the fact that some chairs covered more 
than one session, a total of 77 people, acting as speakers, chairs or rapporteurs, were needed for the 
entire event.  

The project was generally very successful in recruiting relevant speakers.  The good result was no 
doubt helped by the huge amount of contacts that the PC members had. The outstanding list of 
speakers could not have been achieved without PC members using these contacts to get speakers 
committed. 

Noticable speakers

 

- Danish Minister of Education Morten Østergaard

 

- Commissioner Máire Geoghegan-Quinn

 

- Commissioner Neelie Kroes

 

- Commissioner Connie Hedegaard

 

- Cypriot Minister for Health Stavros Malas

 

- Russian Deputy Minister of Science Sergey Mazurenko

 

- Nobel Prize Laureate Dan Schechtman 

 

- Professor Hans Rosling of Mindgap

  

The sessions were organised and planned in the Organising Committee (OC) and Program Commitee 
(PC). In the last months before the conference, the chairs of the individual sessions were also used as 
advisors concerning the programme. Both speakers and chairs received instructions from the 
organizers on the context and format of the sessions, in order to facilitate a common understanding of 
the expected outcome. All speakers were contacted both by DASTI with regards to practical 
information, and by the chairs with regards to the format of the sessions. This ensured good 
communication between the organisers and speakers, which was also helpful with regards to the 
running of the conference as the speakers could easily communicate with the organisers in cases 
where there were any issues with their presentations or the format etc.  

Figur 3 Official ICRI 2012 program 
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3.2.2. Professional Conference Organizer 

The PCO for ICRI 2012 was the private company Crone & Co (www.croneandco.com). The PCO 
was hired by the Danish Presidency to handle registrations and hotel reservations, and to handle 
other event-specific tasks for the Presidency events taking place in the Copenhagen area including 
ICRI 2012.  

The registration tool allowed attendees to register, using a password sent to them in the invitation 
letter. Apart from registering their personal data, the registration module also allowed participants to 
register their date of arrival, and which sessions they would attend. This was particularly important in 
relation to the parallel sessions. Attendees were also requested to register which of the dinners they 
would be attending, thus ensuring that the catering orders matched the actual number of people 
attending the dinners.   

The registration tool also contained an abstract and presentation tool used by the speakers for the 
conference to upload their presentations. Some speakers uploaded their presentations in advance, and 
some speakers only uploaded when they registered at the registration desk. Regardless the 
abstract/speaker tool was very valuable, as it made it possible to download the right presentations for 
the specific sessions by the Bella centre staff handling the sound and vision for the individual 
sessions.  

The PCO also handled hotel reservations in connection to registration. The PCO provided DASTI 
with an administrator login, which allowed DASTI to monitor the total and daily number of 
registrations. This was a very valuable tool. In particularly the tool was valuable in deciding when to 
send out reminders, based on the registration activity. It was also helpful in providing insight into the 
distribution of delegates per country, and on sessions. The PCO provided a hotline to which the 
delegates could call in relation to any issues regarding hotel reservation. The PCO also monitored the 
number and distribution of hotel reservations made by the delegates, and ensured that the lump 
bookings made with the hotels was adjusted accordingly. Approximately half the non-Danish 
delegates chose not make their hotel reservation through the conference website, and accordingly the 
PCO cancelled a number of reservations before the event. In general the working relationship with 
the PCO worked extremely well. The PCO was very flexible and very responsive to our wishes. Also 
the PCO handled the integration of the conference website and the registration system.  

3.2.3. Venue Bella Center 
The area of the Bella Center allocated to ICRI 2012 consisted of a large registration area, four 
meeting rooms and an Exhibition area, split into a poster and a booth area. In addition to this the 
delegates had the possibility of using a work station area equipped with 40 computers. Also, several 
smaller meeting rooms and offices were available at the first floor, and for the official dinner a 
separate area was used adjacent to the Exhibition area.   

http://www.croneandco.com
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Figur 4 Bella Center ground floor 

  

The exhibition area for ICRI 2012 took place in the main Hall adjacent to the conference rooms. It 
was split into the booth area and the poster area. The Poster area also doubled as the main catering 
area. In total 80 RI projects was on display in the Exhibition area.  The exhibitors were required to 
submit an application that besides contact details included an abstract and the main research area of 
the RI.   

Figur 5 Poster area overview 



 

18

   

The main hall, with its large open space and glass roof, was an excellent meeting place, ensuring 
maximum exposure of the exhibitions on display and good interaction amongst delegates.  

DASTI sent out a poster manual to the exhibitors with instructions on the requirements for being 
displayed at ICRI 2012.   

Figur 6 Poster instructions 
Please respect the following instructions indicated below:  

 

Each Poster Stand must be staffed during the Poster Session on Wednesday 21 March 2012 from 18.00  19.30. 
Furthermore, we recommend that all Poster Stands are staffed during the Conference as needed, for example during 
coffee breaks.  

 

Hanging of posters must be done before the start of the Conference on Wednesday 21 March 2012 between 09.00 
and 13.00 at the venue Bella Center. Due to venue constraints, it is not possible for posters to be hung outside the 
time slot allocated. Please note that hanging of posters are expected to be carried out by the exhibitors themselves.  

 

Information on poster location will at the latest be given when registering at the Conference venue.  

 

Please adhere to the Poster Stand size allotted to each exhibitor: 243 x 200 centimetres (height x width). It is 
recommended not to fill out the allotted space completely but to leave an empty margin around your poster giving 
the full Poster Session a more harmonious impression.  

 

There are no printing services offered at the venue Bella Center.  

 

For any storage needs, please contact ICRI 2012 Secretariat on-site.  

 

Spot lights will be pre installed at each Poster Stand. If a power outlet is needed please contact the ICRI 2012 
Secretariat.  

 

Any use of AV-equipment is at the exhibitor s own risk and responsibility. Unfortunately, no technical assistance 
from the conference organizers can be expected.  

 

Posters can be attached to the stands with double sided tape or Poster Putty/Blu-Tack. This can be acquired from the 
ICRI 2012 Secretariat   

Before the event the organizers distributed the poster projects in the exhibition hall, clustering the 
projects within the main scientific fields  Social sciences, Bio-Med, Environment, Physical 
sciences, Energy, e-Science and Materials and analytical facilities. This allowed the organisers 
prepare a map, that went into the Poster booklet.  
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Figur 7 Poster area 

  

The booths were mainly reserved for larger organisations and institutions. Since the space available 
only allowed for 8 booths, the actual decision on which institutions to have a booth rested solely with 
the organizers. DASTI and the Commission each had a double booth. The other booths went to 
XFEL, ESS Scandinavia, ESFRI, EIRO, EEA, JRC, GEOSS and GEANT.  

Each booth was 3 by 3 meters, and had as standard equipment a counter table and a stool. The booths 
were equipped with power sockets, three spotlights and a Sign Fascia board.  

Figur 8 Basic booth construction and booth area layout  
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In addition the booth exhibitors were able to order additional equipment for their booth. This 
included chairs and tables, Book and brochure racks, Computer monitors, DVD players and TV sets.  

Figur 9 Visitors at the GÉANT booth 

 

3.2.4.  Social program 
The social program for ICRI 2012 delegates consisted of a standing buffet dinner at the end of day 1 
and a seated networking dinner at the end of day 2. Before the dinner the delegates were invited to 
enjoy some refreshments while being entertained by the Aavat Choir  A Copenhagen based choir 
consisting of Greenlanders, performing the songs and dances of their native Greenland. Later in the 
evening the Choir also gave a farewell song on the Balcony overlooking the dining area.  

Figur 10 Networking dinner and entertainment 

 

The Danish Minister of Education invited the high level speakers of Day 1 and other VIPs to attend a 
special luncheon prior to the opening of ICRI 2012. The luncheon was held on the top floor of the 
Bella Sky hotel for around 40 people.  

3.2.5. Visual identifier and signage 
The visual identifier for ICRI 2012 was prepared by web designer Sam Mansoor for DASTI.   

Figur 11 Official visual identity for ICRI 2012 
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The identifier was used extensively throughout the project  on invitation letters, emails, website, 
printed materials and the signage for the conference, alongside the overall Visual identity for the 
Danish Presidency.  

 

Figur 12 Visual identifier at plenary session one 
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3.2.6. Conference delegates and other attendees 

The list of participants was collected by the Organizing Committee and included the following 
groups:  

- European Commission representatives  DG Research and DG INFSO 

- Members of the European Parliament and the Danish Parliament 

- Government representatives from the 27 Research Ministries of Europe and internationally, 
including BRIC, South Africa, Japan, USA, Australia and others 

- Representatives from the National Contact Points and Programme Committee for RI s in 
Europe 

- ESFRI delegates 

- e-IRG delegates 

- Managers of research institutes operating major RIs 

- Representatives from the European funding research agencies and NSF 

- Representatives from major European research institutes (EIROForum) and international 
institutions (ITER) 

- High-level invited scientists representatives from overseas countries (depending on their talk to 
be confirmed by the Programme Committee) 

- Representatives from the European regions leader in supporting the RIs 

- Operators of public and private research infrastructures 

- Principal investigators of ESFRI-agreed projects 

- Coordinators of FP7 research infrastructures funded projects 

- European wide financing bodies and banking organisations 

- Young researcher s representatives of the future of research infrastructures  

The full list of participants was published as a conference pamphlet and is available for download 
from the ICRI 2012 website.  

3.3. Workpackage 3: Communicate 

3.3.1.  Press handling 
The communication team was responsible for formulating newsletters and marketing the event to the 
press, the Commission Communication team handling the foreign press and DASTI handling the 



 

23

 
domestic press. A press tour was arranged for the members of the press who so wished. Since there 
was no budget for covering the press travel costs, the event did not have the number of journalists 
present as for the ECRI 2010 event in Barcelona. For this reason the press tour was kept very 
flexible, trying to accommodate the wishes of those journalists present for the event. Instead of 
having a large press conference, the choice was made to have a more informal door-step event in 
which the Danish Minister of Science and the European Commissioner Maire Geoghegan-Quinn met 
with the press. This worked very well. 

Conference materials included the overall programme, a presentation of speakers pamphlet and a 
presentation of the ICRI 2012 exhibitors. This material was given to the entire participant upon 
arrival. In all 800 copies of each pamphlet was printed. The materials were also available for 
download on the ICRI 2012 website in PDF and HTLM formats.  

3.3.2.  Website  
The conference website was developed with the help of the PCO. The website contained all relevant 
information, including programme, venue location, description of the context of ICRI 2012 and 
relevant information about Copenhagen area and Denmark. The website also contained a metro map 
and descriptions to getting around Copenhagen. OF great importance was the registration module 
handled by the PCO, in which the participants registered for the event and the specific sub events and 
accommodation. The website also contained contact information  a ICRI 2012 hotline.  

An initial webpage was prepared in cooperation with the PCO, as part of the registration modules, in 
order for it to be ready for the preannouncements. We were extremely fortunate to have on our staff 
an employee who had past experience with web design and web programming who were able to 
instruct the PCO on any changes to the webpage had to be done by them on instructions given by 
DASTI. DASTI managed to have a working website ready for the invitations for the delegates to be 
sent out, which was deemed absolutely critical, and we were able to improve the website 
continuously throughout the project. Further, we have made hosting arrangements, which will ensure 
that the website remains open for at least 5 years after the event, thereby ensuring that the 
information on the website is accessible.  

3.3.3.  Registration 
The conference was by-invitation-only. The first batch of invitations was sent out by email from the 
ICRI secretariat at DASTI just before Christmas 2011. The formal invitation signed by DASTI 
Director Hans Müller Pedersen and DG RTD Directorate B director Octavia Quintana Trias. Along 
with the invitation a link to the registration was provided along with a logon password.  
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During the month of January 2012 an invitation was send out to potential exhibitors, mainly ESFRI 
project/ large scale RI communication officers. The registration module allowed people invited as 
delegates to attend as exhibitors and visa versa, and several people people invited as delegates 
registered as exhibitors.  

3.3.4. Printed materials 
Conference materials included the overall programme, and a presentation of speakers pamphlet, a 
presentation of poster projects, and a list of attendees. This material was given to all participants 
upon arrival. In all 800 copies of each pamphlet was printed. The material was also available for 
download on the ICRI 2012 website in PDF and HTLM formats. All printed handouts for the 
conference was designed and drafted by the DASTI ICRI 2012 team.  The development of the 
Conference Website (www.icri2012.dk) as well as conference materials, including the visual identity 
and logo was done at DASTI, with comments coming from the Commission communication team.  

Figur 13 The main booklets  

First 
announcement 

Official 
Invitations 

First reminder Second reminder 

Speakers/chairs/
rapporteurs 

Throughout fall 
2011 

21 December 
2011 

16 January 2012 As needed 

Delegates 1 December 2011 19 January 2012 9 February 2012 2 March 2012 

Exhibitors 1 December 2011 19 January 2012 1 February 2012 As needed 

http://www.icri2012.dk
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3.4. Workpackage 4 Execute 

3.4.1.  Running of the event  
DASTI enrolled a large contingent of DASTI personnel in the conference, and provided service 
throughout the whole conference. A total of approximately 50 people from DASTI had tasks related 
to the running of the event, during the three-day period, thereby saving a substantial project cost 
related to hiring profession on-site staff. The team from DASTI had an overall responsibility for the 
running of the various sessions, contact with speakers and moderator, and taking conference minutes 
that were used in the conference report and as input to the main output of the conference. 

DASTI staff performed the following tasks and roles: 

- Manning the information and registration desk 
- Picking up VIP s from Airport 
- VIP handling at Bella Center 
- Area guides helping delegates finding their way around the Bella Centre 
- Liaison officer with the Exhibitors 
- Liaison officer with Bella Center organizers, sound crew and catering  
- Communication officer 
- Meeting room logistics 
- Transportation logistics  

The organizers received several comments from both speakers and participants which expressed 
appreciation of the professional way the conference was conducted. On the practical side, it was 
worth noting that DASTI made sure that the number of people available for assistance was sufficient, 
something that contributed greatly to a good experience on behalf of the participants. The DASTI 
staff was service-minded and welcoming, and ready to take on any task given to them. On the 
technical side, Bella Center staff assisted continuously so that all the various versions of 
presentations and visualisations ran smoothly throughout the conference.  

With regards to the running of the parallel sessions, DASTI had senior employees who acted as 
support for the chair and rapporteur for each of the parallel sessions, both before, during and after the 
session, in order to ensure maximum feedback from each session in sync with the objectives of the 
conference.  

3.4.2. Press Door step 
Instead of having a large press conference, the choice was made to have a more informal door-step 
event in which the Danish Minister of Science and the European Commissioner Maire Geoghegan-
Quinn met with the press. This worked very well.  
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3.4.3.  Coordination with other events 
ICRI 2012 was an event which had a number of other events revolving around the conference.  

None of the costs or man-hours of DASTI associated with these events have been funded by this 
project. DASTI helped by coordinating the activities, which included the following: 

ESFRI meeting: An ESFRI meeting was held on March 20 2012. The meeting agenda was planned 
in its entirety by the ESFRI secretariat. DASTI provided the logistical and venue planning for the 
meeting. The meeting took place at Statens Serum Institut, with a dinner taking place in a nearby 
restaurant. The venue was provided free of charge by Statens Serum Institut. DASTI paid the costs 
associated to dinner, catering and sound.  

ESFRI Board meeting: The Board of ESFRI had a meeting on Monday 19 2012. This meeting was 
arranged at the DASTI premises in central Copenhagen.  

Meeting of the Association of European Research Facilities (ERF): a meeting for the ERF was 
arranged. This was done with the ERF Executive Secretary Jean Pierre Caminade. The meeting took 
place on the morning of 20 March 2012 at DASTI.   

Biobank Denmark Inauguration: The inauguration of the Danish National Biobank facility at 
Statens Serum Institute was held on 21 March at 10.45, thus allowing both the Danish Minister of 
Science and Commissioner Geoghegan-Quinn along with several other ICRI 2012 VIPs to attend the 
inauguration and a tour of the facility, before the VIP Luncheon and the official opening of ICRI 
2012.  The inauguration was funded entirely by Statens Serum Institut.   
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Figur 14 Commissioner Geoghegan-Quinn and Minister Østergaard visiting Biobank Denmark 

  

Data Workshop: A large data workshop hosted by Copenhagen University was held as a 12-12 
meeting on the 20-21 March. This workshop was planned by Professor Peter Wittenburg with the 
support of DASTI and Copenhagen University at which the workshop was held. A total of 39 people 
attended the workshop prior to ICRI 2012. Approximately one third of the attendees to this workshop 
were internationals, recruited by Professor Peter Wittenburg. This helped increase the number of 
internationals attending ICRI.  

Presidency Coordination Denmark / Cypress: Before the final session of ICRI 2012 a meeting 
was held in order to coordinate actions to be taken by the Danish and the Cypress presidencies 
respectively, following ICRI 2012. The meeting was attended by the Cypress minister for Health 
Stavros Malas and DASTI director Hans Müller Pedersen.  

3.4.4. Conference conclusion paper 
The Organizing committee was dedicated to formulating the ICRI 2012 Conclusion paper, during the 
conference. Several meetings were held with the Danish and the Cypriot presidency representatives 
as well as key members of the Program Committee in order to extract the messages from the 
conference and formulate them in a presentable form for the delegates.  

ICRI 2012 Conclusions 

Recognises 

 

Need to invest better in research and innovation to stimulate growth, boost 
competitiveness and create jobs  

 

Importance of RIs to tackle global societal challenges  

 

New approaches needed to deal with data  
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Encourages 

 
Global exchange of views: 

o Decision making and prioritisation 
o Governance, management, cost containment 
o An access policy based on excellence 
o Support global cooperation and trust building through open access to 

publications and data 
o A dissemination policy to raise citizen awareness 
o Maximise economic and social impact 
o Strengthen links with industry 
o Governance structures to meet cross border and international needs 
o Capacity building focuon training, mobilitys   

ICRI 2012 From Denmark to Cyprus Taking recommendations forward 

 

Maintain international momentum and the cooperative spirit generated in ICRI 2012 

 

Joint initiatives such as international conferences should continue 

 

A framework for training and mobility across borders 

 

Further development of e infrastructures to ensure availability of scientific data, across 
disciplines 

 

To stimulate and facilitiate the setting up of new global RIs, and the operation of 
existing ones (including e Infrastructures): 

o A global Network of Policy Makers 
o Building upon achievements of GSO, and adopting the coordinated approach of 

existing intergovernmental fora (ESFRI, GEO)  

The conference conclusion paper was presented and discussed during the final plenary session of the 
conference. The conclusion paper was published on the ICRI 2012 website, and brought forward to 
the Competiveness Council s May meeting by the Danish Presidency. 

3.4.5. Questionnaire 
Due to the limitations on the website, we chose not to make an online survey in conjunction with the 
ICRI2012 webpage. Instead we opted for a simpler solution of making an electronic questionnaire in 
PDF format, and send them to the delegates by email. Less than a 100 returned the questionnaire, 
which was unfortunate, and can probably be attributed to the requirement of actively sending the 
questionnaire back. On the positive side, the total result of the delegate evaluation was extremely 
favourable.  

94% of the attendees found the organisation of event to be excellent (64%) or very good (30%) 

 

based on the questionnaire replies. 6 % found the event to be satisfactory, and no one found the event 
to be either acceptable or poor.  
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Figur 15 Questionnaire replies in percentage 

3.5.  Conclusion 
ICRI 2012 has been a very successful event by making an important contribution to the development 
and further integration of global collaboration on research infrastructure, highlighting the importance 
of international collaboration on facing the global challenges concerning Health, Climate Change, 
Energy and e-infrastructure. Building on the Group of Senior Officials on research infrastructure, the 
foundation for establishing an international collaborative structure, and thereby continuing the 
progress made by the GSO was established at ICRI 2012.  

The event has also made a substantial contribution to the ongoing discussions on Horizon 2020 The 
ICRI 2012 conclusions pinpoints specific target areas for funding within the funding programme. 

  
Excellent 

 
Very good 

 
Satisfactory 

 
Acceptable 

 
Poor 

Organisation of the ICRI 2012 event 64 30 6   

ICRI website 14 55 29  2 

ICRI conference material 19 58 15 7 1 

Registration procedure 44 42 14   

Poster exhibition & booths 23 59 17 1  

Lunch/dinner 38 46 15 1  

Conference venue 47 45 4 4  

Hotel accommodation 41 37 19 3  

Duration of the event 21 41 28 9 1 

Organisation (total) 35 46 15 3 1 

Quality of presentations 

     

Plenary session 1 24 48 27 1  

Plenary session 2 10 64 26   

Plenary session 3 17 52 31   

Plenary session 4 13 61 25 1  

Parallel sessions 

     

Level of Interactivity 9 42 38 10 1 

Quality of presentations 5 67 28   

Conference conclusions 18 50 28 4  

Conference contents (total) 14 55 28 3  
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The ICRI 2012 conclusions was presented on the Competitiveness Council s May meeting, thereby 
ensuring that the conclusions was brought forward to the political level, thus ensuring maximum 
impact.  

The event was attended by 650 people from 48 countries. Although this was slightly less than 
expected, the attendees was indeed very high level policy and funding level representatives from 
across the globe, including national representatives of BRIC countries, Canada, the US, Australia 
South Africa and Europe. The interest in the event was also reflected in the very strong program for 
the event, with many key stakeholders speaking at ICRI 2012.  

Being the local organizers for the event on behalf of the Danish Presidency The Danish Agency for 
Science, Technology and Innovation is very proud and honoured by the fact that 94% of the 
attendees found the organisation of event to be excellent (64%) or very good (30%)  based on the 
questionnaire replies. 6 % found the event to be satisfactory, and no one found the event to be either 
acceptable or poor.  
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4. Potential impact and the main dissemination activities and the exploitation of 

results 

4.1.  Potential Impact 
The Danish Presidency has worked specifically to promote the results of ICRI 2012 towards political 
decision makers. The Danish Presidency has also worked closely with the Commission and the 
Cypress presidency in order to ensure that the results of ICRI 2012 will be carried forward. ICRI 
2012, as the previous ECRI s has been carried out in close cooperation between the Presidency and 
the Commission. As local organizer and host The Danish Presidency has had the main responsibility 
for ensuring impact of the conference during its tenure. In the longer term the responsibility for 
ensuring exploitation of results and impact lies with the Commission. 

ICRI 2012 was specifically focused on discussing the possibilities for working together at a global 
scale on research infrastructure in order to face global challenges in relation to some of the biggest 
challenges facing modern society: Health, Energy and the Environment. ICRI 2012 also had targeted 
sessions on e-Science, in relation to the global challenges.  

The conclusions from ICRI 2012 were an important input into creating a common vision for the next 
decade both at European level and globally. The conference has helped to identify gaps in the 
existing research infrastructure landscape and the challenges of sharing data from different research 
infrastructures across the globe, thus identifying the needs and actions required to face global 
challenges. 

ICRI 2012 was an important forum for discussing the challenges facing Europe on establishing new 
research infrastructure in the face of the economic recession. Research infrastructure and the critical 
mass of researchers are important drivers of economic growth, creating new economic activity as 
well as new job opportunities. But there are challenges in establishing new RI and to ensure usage of 
the facilities already in place. How to face these challenges and how to stimulate the funding 
mechanisms for speeding up the implementation of the ESFRI roadmaps was important input from 
the conference both to national funders and to the ongoing discussions on Horizon 2020. 

The conference also stimulated international dialogue between research infrastructures policymakers, 
which is vital for moving research forward on the global challenges. It was important for the event 
that the discussion on how to strengthen the interaction between research infrastructures took place at 
an international level. The challenges faced by most countries around the world on Health and 
Energy and Climate Change are the same. Therefore it was important to establish a common 
understanding of research infrastructure needs and to discuss how different resources could be 
pooled into collaborative platforms to be established at an international level. Thus, the conference 
was very successful in influencing the development towards more integrated research infrastructure 
policies at European and international level. 

The ICRI 2012 was instrumental in contributing to the Innovation Union commitment n. 

32: "to step up European Union cooperation on the roll-out of the global research infrastructures". 
The conference was an important tool in formulating the EU s input to the Group of Senior Official 
on Global Research Infrastructure, as well as a platform for presenting and discussing ideas from the 
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GSO. Building on the GSO on research infrastructure, the foundation for establishing an 
international collaborative structure, and thereby continuing the progress made by the GSO was 
established at ICRI 2012. 

The conference is a disseminating activity. And for that reason the conference had as one of its main 
objectives to communicate the contents of the conference to the scientific community, to political 
stakeholders and, and in particular to the specialized press in Europe. 

The discussions of the parallel sessions and plenary sessions were documented, and a final 
conclusion paper from the conference including ideas and recommendations for action was 
formulated and published. The conference conclusions,  was published on the conference website, 
and distributed to important target groups The ICRI 2012 conclusions was presented on the 
Competitiveness Council s May meeting, thereby ensuring that the conclusions was brought forward 
to the political level, thus ensuring maximum impact. The event has therefore also made a substantial 
contribution to the ongoing discussions on Horizon 2020. 

Main results achieved:   

- a total of 1469 invitations was sent out  
- a total of 652 people attended ICRI 2012, of which 527 were delegates and/or exhibitors, 77 

was invited chairs/speakers and 48 were DASTI personnel. Conference attended by 650 
people from 48 countries, including, BRIC, US, Canada, South Africa and Australia.  

- Three days event with both plenary and parallel sessions 
- Exhibition area with 80 posters and 8 booths 
- Conference networking dinner for approximately 500 people. 
- Speakers including Danish Minster of Education, Cypress Minister of Health,  Russian 

Deputy Minister of Science, EU Commissioners Márie Geoghegan-Quinn, Neely Kroes and 
Connie Hedegaard. The Australian Chief Scientist, Hans Rosling of Mindgap and Nobel 
Laureate in Chemistry 2011 Dan Schechtman.   

- VIP luncheon for 40 people, including Commissioner Geoghegan- Quinn and Danish 
Minister of Science Morten Østergaard 

- Conference paper on recommendations for further international collaboration on research 
infrastructure.  

- Three printed booklets for ICRI 2012: - conference programme, presentation of speakers, and 
presentation of exhibitors 

- A conference website including registration module   

4.2. Use and dissemination of foreground 
A plan for use and dissemination of foreground (including socio-economic impact and target groups 
for the results of the research) shall be established at the end of the project. It should, where 
appropriate, be an update of the initial plan in Annex I for use and dissemination of foreground and 
be consistent with the report on societal implications on the use and dissemination of foreground 
(section 4.3  H). 
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4.1 Section A: Dissemination measures 

The discussions of the parallel sessions and plenary sessions have been documented, and a final 
conclusion paper containing ideas and recommendations from the conference has been made 
available on the conference website and other relevant websites such as CORDIS.  

The Danish presidency has worked towards ensuring that the results and messages from the 
conference were translated at the level of the Council. Specifically, that the messages from ICRI 
2012 were put on the agenda for the May Council meeting. As the most important matter in the area 
of research, the Council will need to negotiate the proposal on Horizon 2020  the forthcoming 
framework programme for research and innovation. The negotiations on this are to be seen in close 
conjunction with the negotiations on the Multiannual Financial Framework.  

This aim reflects the targeted goal of the official programme for The Danish Presidency to work to 
increase the momentum in the negotiations to ensure as much progress as possible towards reaching 
a joint decision of the Council and the European Parliament. Excellence is to remain the sustaining 
principle and it is to be strengthened through several initiatives, including European world-class 
research infrastructures.  

One important output from the conference is specific recommendations on international cooperation 
on research infrastructures. This may include calling for a coordinated support and strengthening of 
existing initiatives, highlighting possible needs for additional efforts, and developing a vision of open 
science. These messages are important to convey to important stakeholders at both national regional 
and international level: Ministries, departments, Research councils and other funders.   
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TEMPLATE A1: LIST OF SCIENTIFIC (PEER REVIEWED) PUBLICATIONS, STARTING WITH THE MOST IMPORTANT ONES 

NO.

 
Title Main 

author

 
Title of 

the 
periodical 

or the 
series 

Number, date or 
frequency Publisher Place of 

publication 
Year of 

publication

 
Relevant 

pages 

Permanent 
identifiers2  

(if available) 

Is/Will open 
access3 

provided to 
this 

publication?

 

1 NONE          

2 

            

3 

                            

                                                           

 

2 A permanent identifier should be a persistent link to the published version full text if open access or abstract if article is pay per view) or to the final manuscript accepted for publication (link to 
article in repository).  
3 Open Access is defined as free of charge access for anyone via Internet. Please answer "yes" if the open access to the publication is already established and also if the embargo period for open 
access is not yet over but you intend to establish open access afterwards.  
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Template A2: List of all dissemination activities (publications, conferences, workshops, web sites/applications, press releases, flyers, 

articles published in the popular press, videos, media briefings, presentations, exhibitions, thesis, interviews, films, TV clips, posters).  

These tables are cumulative, which means that they should always show all publications and activities from the beginning until after the end of 
the project. Updates are possible at any time.  

TEMPLATE A2: LIST OF DISSEMINATION ACTIVITIES 

NO.

 

Type of activities4 Main 
leader

 

Title  Date/Period  Place  Type of 
audience5   

Size of 
audience 

Countries 
addressed 

1 Conference DASTI International 
Conference on 
Research 
Infrastructure  

21  23 March 
2012 

Bella Center, 
Copenhagen    

2 

        

3 

                    

                                                           

 

4  A drop down list allows choosing the dissemination activity: publications, conferences, workshops, web, press releases, flyers, articles published in the popular press, videos, media 
briefings, presentations, exhibitions, thesis, interviews, films, TV clips, posters, Other. 

5 A drop down list allows choosing the type of public: Scientific Community (higher education, Research), Industry, Civil Society, Policy makers, Medias, Other ('multiple choices' is 
possible). 
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4.2 Section B: Exploitable foreground  

This section should specify the exploitable foreground and provide the plans for exploitation. All these data can be public or confidential; the 
report must clearly mark non-publishable (confidential) parts that will be treated as such by the Commission. Information under Section B that is 
not marked as confidential will be made available in the public domain thus demonstrating the added-value and positive impact of the project 
on the European Union. 
Section B (Confidential6 or public: confidential information to be marked clearly) 
Part B1   

The applications for patents, trademarks, registered designs, etc. shall be listed according to the template B1 provided hereafter.   

The list should, specify at least one unique identifier e.g. European Patent application reference. For patent applications, only if applicable, 
contributions to standards should be specified. This table is cumulative, which means that it should always show all applications from the 
beginning until after the end of the project.     

TEMPLATE B1: LIST OF APPLICATIONS FOR PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, REGISTERED DESIGNS, ETC. 

Type of IP 
Rights7:   

Confidential  
Click on 
YES/NO 

Foreseen 
embargo date 
dd/mm/yyyy 

Application 
reference(s) 

(e.g. EP123456) 
Subject or title of application Applicant (s) (as on the application)  

        

                                                           

 

6 Note to be confused with the "EU CONFIDENTIAL" classification for some security research projects.  

7 A drop down list allows choosing the type of IP rights: Patents, Trademarks, Registered designs, Utility models, Others.  
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Part B2  
Please complete the table hereafter:  

Type of 
Exploitable 
Foreground8 

Description 
of 

exploitable 
foreground 

Confidential 
Click on 
YES/NO 

Foreseen 
embargo 

date 
dd/mm/yyyy 

Exploitable 
product(s) or 
measure(s) 

Sector(s) of 
application9 

Timetable, 
commercial or 
any other use 

Patents or 
other IPR 
exploitation 
(licences) 

Owner & Other 
Beneficiary(s) 
involved 

  
Ex: New 
supercond
uctive Nb-
Ti alloy    

MRI equipment  1. Medical 
2. Industrial 
inspection  

2008 
2010  

A materials 
patent is 
planned for 
2006    

Beneficiary X (owner) 
Beneficiary Y, 
Beneficiary Z, Poss. 
licensing to equipment 
manuf. ABC 

                   

In addition to the table, please provide a text to explain the exploitable foreground, in particular:  

 

Its purpose 

 

How the foreground might be exploited, when and by whom 

 

IPR exploitable measures taken or intended 

 

Further research necessary, if any 

 

Potential/expected  impact (quantify where possible)    

                                                           

 

19 A drop down list allows choosing the type of foreground: General advancement of knowledge, Commercial exploitation of R&D results, Exploitation of R&D results via standards, 
exploitation of results through EU policies, exploitation of results through (social) innovation. 
9 A drop down list allows choosing the type sector (NACE nomenclature) :  http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/index/nace_all.html

 

http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/index/nace_all.html
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4.3 Report on societal implications  

Replies to the following questions will assist the Commission to obtain statistics and 
indicators on societal and socio-economic issues addressed by projects. The questions are 
arranged in a number of key themes. As well as producing certain statistics, the replies will 
also help identify those projects that have shown a real engagement with wider societal issues, 
and thereby identify interesting approaches to these issues and best practices. The replies for 
individual projects will not be made public.   

A General Information (completed automatically when Grant Agreement number is 
entered. 

 

Grant Agreement Number: 

  

Title of Project: 

  

Name and Title of Coordinator: 

 

B Ethics  

 

1. Did your project undergo an Ethics Review (and/or Screening)?  

 

If Yes: have you described the progress of compliance with the relevant Ethics 
Review/Screening Requirements in the frame of the periodic/final project reports?  

Special Reminder: the progress of compliance with the Ethics Review/Screening Requirements should be 
described in the Period/Final Project Reports under the Section 3.2.2 'Work Progress and Achievements'    

0Yes 0No 

2.      Please indicate whether your project involved any of the following issues (tick 
box) : 

YES 

RESEARCH ON HUMANS 

 

Did the project involve children?   

 

Did the project involve patients?  

 

Did the project involve persons not able to give consent?  

 

Did the project involve adult healthy volunteers?  

 

Did the project involve Human genetic material?  

 

Did the project involve Human biological samples?  

 

Did the project involve Human data collection?  
RESEARCH ON HUMAN EMBRYO/FOETUS 

 

Did the project involve Human Embryos?  

 

Did the project involve Human Foetal Tissue / Cells?  

 

Did the project involve Human Embryonic Stem Cells (hESCs)?  

 

Did the project on human Embryonic Stem Cells involve cells in culture?  

 

Did the project on human Embryonic Stem Cells involve the derivation of cells from Embryos?  
PRIVACY 

 

Did the project involve processing of genetic information or personal data (eg. health, sexual 
lifestyle, ethnicity, political opinion, religious or philosophical conviction)?  

 

Did the project involve tracking the location or observation of people?  
RESEARCH ON ANIMALS 

 

Did the project involve research on animals?  

 

Were those animals transgenic small laboratory animals?  

 

Were those animals transgenic farm animals?  
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Were those animals cloned farm animals?  

 
Were those animals non-human primates?   

RESEARCH INVOLVING DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 

 
Did the project involve the use of local resources (genetic, animal, plant etc)?  

 
Was the project of benefit to local community (capacity building, access to healthcare, education 
etc)?  

DUAL USE   

 
Research having direct military use 0 Yes 0 No 

 

Research having the potential for terrorist abuse  

C Workforce Statistics  

3.       Workforce statistics for the project: Please indicate in the table below the number of 
people who worked on the project (on a headcount basis). 

Type of Position Number of Women Number of Men 

Scientific Coordinator      

Work package leaders     
Experienced researchers (i.e. PhD holders)     
PhD Students     
Other     

4. How many additional researchers (in companies and universities) were 
recruited specifically for this project?  

Of which, indicate the number of men:     
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D   Gender Aspects  
5.        Did you carry out specific Gender Equality Actions under the project?  

  
Yes 
No  

6. Which of the following actions did you carry out and how effective were they?  

   
Not at all

 
 effective    

Very 
effective  

   

Design and implement an equal opportunity policy 

        

Set targets to achieve a gender balance in the workforce 

        

Organise conferences and workshops on gender 

        

Actions to improve work-life balance 

        

Other:  

7. Was there a gender dimension associated with the research content  i.e. wherever people were 
the focus of the research as, for example, consumers, users, patients or in trials, was the issue of gender 
considered and addressed? 

   

Yes- please specify   

   

No  

E Synergies with Science Education  

8.        Did your project involve working with students and/or school pupils (e.g. open days, 
participation in science festivals and events, prizes/competitions or joint projects)? 

   

Yes- please specify   

   

No 

9. Did the project generate any science education material (e.g. kits, websites, explanatory 
booklets, DVDs)?  

   

Yes- please specify   

   

No 

F Interdisciplinarity  

10.     Which disciplines (see list below) are involved in your project?  

   

Main discipline10:  

   

Associated discipline10:    Associated discipline10:  

G Engaging with Civil society and policy makers 

11a        Did your project engage with societal actors beyond the research 
community?  (if 'No', go to Question 14) 

  

Yes 
No  

11b If yes, did you engage with citizens (citizens' panels / juries) or organised civil society 
(NGOs, patients' groups etc.)?  

   

No 

   

Yes- in determining what research should be performed  

   

Yes - in implementing the research  

   

Yes, in communicating /disseminating / using the results of the project 

                                                           

 

10 Insert number from list below (Frascati Manual). 
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11c In doing so, did your project involve actors whose role is mainly to 

organise the dialogue with citizens and organised civil society (e.g. 
professional mediator; communication company, science museums)? 

  
Yes 
No  

12.    Did you engage with government / public bodies or policy makers (including international 
organisations) 

   

No 

   

Yes- in framing the research agenda 

   

Yes - in implementing the research agenda 

   

Yes, in communicating /disseminating / using the results of the project 

13a Will the project generate outputs (expertise or scientific advice) which could be used by 
policy makers? 

   

Yes  as a primary objective (please indicate areas below- multiple answers possible) 

   

Yes  as a secondary objective (please indicate areas below - multiple answer possible) 

   

No 

13b  If Yes, in which fields? 
Agriculture  
Audiovisual and Media  
Budget  
Competition  
Consumers  
Culture  
Customs  
Development Economic and 
Monetary Affairs  
Education, Training, Youth  
Employment and Social Affairs            

Energy  
Enlargement  
Enterprise  
Environment  
External Relations 
External Trade 
Fisheries and Maritime Affairs  
Food Safety  
Foreign and Security Policy  
Fraud 
Humanitarian aid            

Human rights  
Information Society 
Institutional affairs  
Internal Market  
Justice, freedom and security  
Public Health  
Regional Policy  
Research and Innovation  
Space 
Taxation  
Transport            
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13c   If Yes, at which level? 

   
Local / regional levels 

   
National level 

   
European level 

   
International level 

H Use and dissemination  

14.    How many Articles were published/accepted for publication in 
peer-reviewed journals?   

To how many of these is open access11 provided?  

       How many of these are published in open access journals?  

       How many of these are published in open repositories?  

To how many of these is open access not provided?  

       Please check all applicable reasons for not providing open access:  

        publisher's licensing agreement would not permit publishing in a repository  
       no suitable repository available 

        no suitable open access journal available 
        no funds available to publish in an open access journal 
        lack of time and resources 
        lack of information on open access 
        other12: 

  

15. How many new patent applications ( priority filings ) have been made?  
("Technologically unique": multiple applications for the same invention in different 
jurisdictions should be counted as just one application of grant).  

Trademark  

Registered design   

16. Indicate how many of the following Intellectual 
Property Rights were applied for (give number in 
each box).   

Other  

17.    How many spin-off companies were created / are planned as a direct 
result of the project?   

Indicate the approximate number of additional jobs in these companies:  

18.   Please indicate whether your project has a potential impact on employment, in comparison 
with the situation before your project:  

  

Increase in employment, or 

 

In small & medium-sized enterprises 

  

Safeguard employment, or  

 

In large companies 

  

Decrease in employment,  

 

None of the above / not relevant to the project 

  

Difficult to estimate / not possible to quantify    

19.   For your project partnership please estimate the employment effect 
resulting directly from your participation in Full Time Equivalent (FTE = 
one person working fulltime for a year) jobs:  

Indicate figure:     

                                                           

 

11 Open Access is defined as free of charge access for anyone via Internet. 
12 For instance: classification for security project. 
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Difficult to estimate / not possible to quantify   

 
I Media and Communication to the general public  

20. As part of the project, were any of the beneficiaries professionals in communication or 
media relations? 

   

Yes 

 

No 

21. As part of the project, have any beneficiaries received professional media / communication 
training / advice to improve communication with the general public? 

   

Yes 

 

No 

22 Which of the following have been used to communicate information about your project to 
the general public, or have resulted from your project?  

  

Press Release 

 

Coverage in specialist press 

  

Media briefing 

 

Coverage in general (non-specialist) press  

  

TV coverage / report 

 

Coverage in national press  

  

Radio coverage / report 

 

Coverage in international press 

  

Brochures /posters / flyers  

 

Website for the general public / internet 

  

DVD /Film /Multimedia 

 

Event targeting general public (festival, conference, 
exhibition, science café) 

23 In which languages are the information products for the general public produced?  

  

Language of the coordinator 

 

English 

  

Other language(s)   

   

Question F-10: Classification of Scientific Disciplines according to the Frascati Manual 2002 (Proposed 
Standard Practice for Surveys on Research and Experimental Development, OECD 2002):  

FIELDS OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY  

1. NATURAL SCIENCES

 

1.1  Mathematics and computer sciences [mathematics and other allied fields: computer sciences and other 
allied subjects (software development only; hardware development should be classified in the 
engineering fields)] 

1.2 Physical sciences (astronomy and space sciences, physics and other allied subjects)  
1.3 Chemical sciences (chemistry, other allied subjects) 
1.4  Earth and related environmental sciences (geology, geophysics, mineralogy, physical geography and 

other geosciences, meteorology and other atmospheric sciences including climatic research, 
oceanography, vulcanology, palaeoecology, other allied sciences) 

1.5 Biological sciences (biology, botany, bacteriology, microbiology, zoology, entomology, genetics, 
biochemistry, biophysics, other allied sciences, excluding clinical and veterinary sciences)  

2 ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY

 

2.1 Civil engineering (architecture engineering, building science and engineering, construction engineering, 
municipal and structural engineering and other allied subjects) 

2.2 Electrical engineering, electronics [electrical engineering, electronics, communication engineering and 
systems, computer engineering (hardware only) and other allied subjects] 

2.3. Other engineering sciences (such as chemical, aeronautical and space, mechanical, metallurgical and 
materials engineering, and their specialised subdivisions; forest products; applied sciences such as 
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geodesy, industrial chemistry, etc.; the science and technology of food production; specialised 
technologies of interdisciplinary fields, e.g. systems analysis, metallurgy, mining, textile technology 
and other applied subjects)  

3. MEDICAL SCIENCES

 
3.1  Basic medicine (anatomy, cytology, physiology, genetics, pharmacy, pharmacology, toxicology, 

immunology and immunohaematology, clinical chemistry, clinical microbiology, pathology) 
3.2 Clinical medicine (anaesthesiology, paediatrics, obstetrics and gynaecology, internal medicine, surgery, 

dentistry, neurology, psychiatry, radiology, therapeutics, otorhinolaryngology, ophthalmology) 
3.3 Health sciences (public health services, social medicine, hygiene, nursing, epidemiology)  

4. AGRICULTURAL SCIENCES

 

4.1 Agriculture, forestry, fisheries and allied sciences (agronomy, animal husbandry, fisheries, forestry, 
horticulture, other allied subjects) 

4.2 Veterinary medicine  

5. SOCIAL SCIENCES

 

5.1 Psychology 
5.2 Economics 
5.3 Educational sciences (education and training and other allied subjects) 
5.4 Other social sciences [anthropology (social and cultural) and ethnology, demography, geography 

(human, economic and social), town and country planning, management, law, linguistics, political 
sciences, sociology, organisation and methods, miscellaneous social sciences and interdisciplinary , 
methodological and historical S1T activities relating to subjects in this group. Physical anthropology, 
physical geography and psychophysiology should normally be classified with the natural sciences].  

6. HUMANITIES

 

6.1 History (history, prehistory and history, together with auxiliary historical disciplines such as 
archaeology, numismatics, palaeography, genealogy, etc.) 

6.2 Languages and literature (ancient and modern) 
6.3 Other humanities [philosophy (including the history of science and technology) arts, history of art, art 

criticism, painting, sculpture, musicology, dramatic art excluding artistic "research" of any kind, 
religion, theology, other fields and subjects pertaining to the humanities, methodological, historical and 
other S1T activities relating to the subjects in this group]    
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