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4.1 Final publishable summary report 

Following the series of the European Conferences on Research Infrastructures (ECRI) from years 

2000-2012 under the corresponding rotating presidency of the European Union and the International 

Conference on Research Infrastructures during the Danish Presidency of the European Union in 2012 

(ICRI 2012), the Greek Presidency of the Union in cooperation with the European Commission DG 

RTD and DG CONNECT organised the International Conference on Research infrastructures in 2014 

(ICRI 2014). The conference took place 2-4 April 2014 in Athens, Greece and approximately 763 

participants attended it, representing over 60 countries, organisations, institutions and Research 

Infrastructures from all over the world. The majority of the attendees (79%) came from countries of 

the European Union, while 66% were men. The program featured 105 distinguished speakers from 32 

countries. Approximately 28% were female while 32% of the speakers represented countries outside 

of European Union. The distribution of participants among the parallel sessions was ~45% e-

Infrastructure, ~25% Environment, ~15% for Cultural Heritage and ~15% Food Security. ICRI 2014 

featured a vibrant exhibition area that hosted 26 booths and 36 Research Infrastructures, allowing the 

delegates to share experiences and network. An innovative “Research & Art” exhibition was also 

organised, highlighting the connection between Research and Art and vice versa.  

For the evaluation of the conference, the organisers used a survey (both on-line and printed) and 

gathered 81 responses (~11% return rate), which constitutes a sufficient sample. All respondents 

besides two (i.e. ~96%) found the conference organisation overall excellent (60%) or very good 

(36%). All individual responses on venue, facilities, material, registration, meals, events, and the 

exhibition averaged 85% for excellent or good with minimum numbers being at 79%. Re. the 

programme, 83% found it excellent or good, while the duration of the event and the program 

conclusions were again around 85% excellent or good. The quality of presentations and level of 

interactivity was lower, at around 70%. 

The ICRI 2014 website had 9.213 unique visitors (users that have had at least one session within the 

time period March 1 - May 25). Total number of page views for the aforementioned period was 

53.514, including repeated views of a single page. Print media, radio and television broadcasts, and 

online media coverage played a key role in extending the reach of ICRI 2014. The conference was 

attended by 28 registered journalists who covered the event. The majority of the journalists came from 

the host country and representatives from all major Greek media were in attendance. It is worth noting 

that the media references metric was successfully achieved reaching the double (40 references) of the 

target value (20 references). 

Re. the program, the conference took forward the recommendations of ICRI2012 and the 3rd EU-

Australia Research Infrastructure workshop and key outcomes were: 

• There is consensus on the need to encourage global cooperation in research infrastructures;  

• Goals for establishing global RIs need to be agreed up front (possibly via an international 

roadmap) and an efficient international, transparent decision-making process needs to be 

established, along with suitable legal framework for them; 

• Technology reconciliation has become a vital element in the strategy of RIs and boosting 

innovation partnerships between RIs and industry will benefit society at large. 

• ICRI can act as the main international forum for global RIs, where funding organisations discuss 

possibilities for sustainable funding schemes for international Research Infrastructures 

In summary, it can be argued that the conference achieved all its goals and the majority of the 

evaluation indicators, besides female participants and speakers. A policy implication suggests that 

special attention must be given to increase the proportion of female invitations to the conference.  



Summary description of project context and objectives  

 
ICRI is an International Conference on Research Infrastructures that has been organised up to now by 

the country holding the rotating presidency of the European Union in collaboration with European 

Commission (Directorates-General for Research and Innovation (DG RTD) and Directorate-General 

for Communications Networks, Content & Technology (DG CNECT)).  

Following the series of the European Conferences on Research Infrastructures (ECRI) 2000-2010 

under the corresponding rotating presidency of the European Union and the International Conference 

on Research Infrastructures during the Danish Presidency of the European Union in 2012 (ICRI 2012), 

the Greek Presidency of the Union in cooperation with the European Commission will organise the 

next major International Conference on Research Infrastructures in 2014 (ICRI 2014). 

Conference 

City-

Country Date Website Place 

ICRI 2012 

(7th ICRI) 

Copenhage

n-Denmark  21-23 March 2012 
www.icri2012.dk   Bella Center Copenhagen  

ECRI 2010 

(6th ECRI)  

Barcelona-

Spain 
23-24 March 2010 

www.ecri2010.es/en   

Barcelona International 

Convention Center 

(CCIB) 

ECRI 2008 

(5th ECRI)  

Versailles-

France 
9-10 December 2008  

 www.ecri2008.eu/ 

(site not operational) 

Palais des Congrès of 

Versailles 

ECRI 2007 

(4th ECRI)  

Hamburg-

Germany 
5-6 June 2007 

 http://www.ecri2007

.de/  

Grand Elysee Hamburg 

(Hotel)  

ECRI 2005 

(3rd ECRI)  

Nottingham

-United 

Kingdom 

6-7 December 2005 
www.nottingham.ac.

uk/ecriuk/  

East Midlands Conference 

Centre 

ECRI 2003 

(2nd ECRI)  

Trieste-

Italy 

21-22 November 2003  

 

www.elettra.trieste.it

/infraera2003/  Area Science Park 

ECRI 2000 

(1st ECRI)  

Strasbourg-

France 
18-20 September 2000  

cordis.europa.eu/imp

roving/infrastructure/

events.htm   

Palais de la Musique et 

des Congres 

 

ICRI is a conference on Research Infrastructures; the latter play an increasingly important role in the 

advancement of knowledge and technology. They are a key instrument in bringing together a wide 

diversity of stakeholders to look for solutions to many of the challenges society is facing today. RIs 

offer unique research services to users from different countries, attract young people to science, and 

help to shape scientific communities.  

Research Infrastructures span several thematic areas such as Physical Sciences and Engineering 

(telescopes, accelerators, lasers), Bio-Medical Sciences (infrastructures for molecular biology, 

http://www.icri2012.dk/
http://www.ecri2010.es/en
http://www.ecri2008.eu/
http://www.ecri2007.de/
http://www.ecri2007.de/
http://www.nottingham.ac.uk/ecriuk/
http://www.nottingham.ac.uk/ecriuk/
http://www.elettra.trieste.it/infraera2003/
http://www.elettra.trieste.it/infraera2003/
http://cordis.europa.eu/improving/infrastructure/events.htm
http://cordis.europa.eu/improving/infrastructure/events.htm
http://cordis.europa.eu/improving/infrastructure/events.htm


microbes, bio-databases), Energy (green energy reactors and special lasers), Environmental Sciences 

(aircrafts and other infrastructures for monitoring the atmosphere, the poles, the seabed, and the 

biodiversity), Social Sciences and Humanities (databases and services for linguistics, arts, social 

sciences and humanities). In addition, they involve e-Infrastructures that traverse and support all the 

RI thematic areas including advanced and high-speed networks, computational infrastructures for 

simulation and analysis of complex problems and data infrastructures for storage, preservation and 

servicing datasets and publications.  

The Research and Innovation Center in Information Communication & Knowledge Technologies 

ATHENA (ATHENA RC), under the auspices of Greek General Secretariat of Research and 

Technology, has undertaken the responsibility to organise and run ICRI 2014.  

The main objective of the conference is to facilitate strategic international cooperation between 

European Research Infrastructures and their International counterparts, thus promoting global 

governance schemas for interoperable and sustainable research infrastructures at a global scale;  

In detail the key objectives and tasks of the conference can be summarised as follows:  

Conference Objective 1 -  To highlight the essential role of global research infrastructures in 

addressing grand challenges at all scales: national, regional, European and global scale.  

Conference Objective 2 - To reflect on needs, development and operation of global research 

infrastructures at national, regional, European and international level. 

Conference Objective 3 - To present the main characteristics of global research infrastructures 

and identify the challenges and drivers for collaboration at international level. 

 

The outcome of the conference will be a set of key recommendations, possibly in a form of a 

declaration, addressing the above conference objectives, namely how global research infrastructures 

can facilitate the European Research and Innovation Area in the future and in particular supporting 

Horizon 2020 for European Competitiveness, Excellence and Growth. The successful fulfilment of the 

objectives will be assessed first by the individual participants’ evaluations and then by the proposed 

project metrics.  

In order to support the above conference objectives, the project has to efficiently organise and 

run successfully the ICRI 2014 event. The project objectives are thus:  

Project Objective 1 - To successfully fulfil and achieve the conference objectives, mainly in terms of 

the project programme, attendance and appropriate ambiance.  

Project Objective 2 - To efficiently manage and organise the conference event. 

Project Objective 3 - To disseminate the event and its results to the wider international RI 

community, mainly through pre- and post-conference dissemination actions (such as video links 

engaging with Research Infrastructure / Science  Communities, web presence, press releases, social 

media, press conference and event declaration). 

Project Objective 4 - To evaluate the event overall and its results, mainly through a feedback 

survey form that will be sent to the conference attendees and through key performance indicators. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Main S&T results/foregrounds 

 
ICRI has become the key international event where stakeholders meet, discuss and address global 

issues related to Research Infrastructures (RIs). RIs play an increasingly important role in the 

advancement of knowledge and technology. They bring together a wide diversity of stakeholders to 

look for solutions to many of society’s challenges; they offer unique research services to users from 

different countries; attract young people to science; and help shape scientific communities. The 

attraction of a global research infrastructure relies on its capacity to address the research needs of 

world-wide scientific communities by combining the best available knowledge, human capital and 

resources in one specific scientific area. 

Co-organised by the European Commission and the Greek Presidency of the Council of the EU, 

ICRI2014 promoted governance schemas for interoperable and sustainable research infrastructures at a 

global scale, as well as facilitating strategic international cooperation between European Research 

Infrastructures and their International counterparts. 

The conference took forward the recommendations of ICRI2012 and the 3rd EU-Australia Research 

Infrastructure workshop.  It focussed on: 

 the essential role of global research infrastructures in addressing grand challenges at all scales: 

national, regional, European and global; 

 the needs, development and operation of global research infrastructures at national, regional, 

European and international level; 

 the main characteristics of global research infrastructures and identifying the challenges and 

drivers for collaboration at international level. 

Research Infrastructures span all thematic areas and involve e-

Infrastructures that traverse and support all the RI thematic 

areas. 

The conference was opened by Christos Vasilakos, General 

Secretary for Research and Technology, Máire Geoghegan-

Quinn, European Commissioner, Research and Innovation and 

Stefania Giannini, Italian Minister of Education, Universities 

and Research.  

Octavi Quintana-Trias, Principal Adviser Research and Innovation, European Commission set the 

scene with Hans Müller Pedersen, Director, Danish Agency for Science, Technology and Innovation 

who handed-over from the first ICRI conference which took place in Denmark in 2012. Ditta Zizi, 

from the Australian Department of Education, highlighted the Australian experience of developing the 

National Collaborative Research Infrastructure and the importance of acting at national and 

international scales to deliver RI relevant to research challenges. 

Henry Markram, Coordinator of the Human Brain Project, concluded with an inspirational 

presentation highlighting how the integration of data from multiple sources can lead to new insights 

into a complex system such as the brain. 



 

 

Research Infrastructures span all thematic areas. The complexity, the high development, 

construction and operation costs of facilities, or simply the global nature of the scientific 

challenge they address, can make it impossible for one country or region alone to build and 

operate them. Then it becomes crucial to make concerted efforts at an international level to 

realise Global Research Infrastructures.  

ICRI2014 continued to assess the developments carried out within the Framework for Global 

Research Infrastructures endorsed by the Science and Technology Ministers of the G8 

Countries in 2013.  

Key issues:  

 Addressing global challenges needs truly global RIs as many data and competencies come 

from outside developed areas. 

 Addressing these challenges requires open access to data, but not just open access: 

intelligent open access, data need to be accessible, intelligible, assessable, and revisable. 

 Inclusiveness means bringing all the stakeholders to the table (including from less 

favoured areas) and developing the capacity to exchange data from and with all areas. 

There is a need for data network development and trainings, and free circulation of staff. 

 Open access to data also means addressing issues related to cyber-security, privacy, and to 

commercial interests. 

Research Infrastructures for Global Challenges 



 

 

 

Research Infrastructures provide a vehicle for regional and global integration and have a 

tangible impact on society. Realising the increased potential of global infrastructures to 

address global challenges through collective efforts and pooling of resources and capacities, 

the Group of Senior Officials (GSO) was established by the G8+5 ministers in 2008. A 

commonly agreed “Framework for a coherent and coordinated world-wide development and 

operation of global research infrastructures” was developed to assist in global cooperation. 

Key issues: 

 Using the Group of Senior Officials network of policy-makers as the gateway to political 

buy-in for development and operation of existing and future global RIs; 

 Encouraging countries to adopt the Group of Senior Officials framework for coherent and 

coordinated world-wide development and operation of existing and future global research 

infrastructures; 

 Using the Group of Senior Officials Forum as a platform for open exchange of 

information on information on major research infrastructure projects of mutual interest to 

countries.  

 Including conflict handling and resolution processes from the very beginning of a research 

facility into its governance.  

 

Governance of Research Infrastructures 



 

 

 

The special character of the infrastructures needed for marine research means significant 

investments are needed. To maximise the impact of these investments, international 

collaboration is essential to ensure pooling and to avoid unnecessary duplication of (scarce) 

resources. To enhance this collaboration there is a need to identify barriers to investments for 

new research infrastructures at an international level. Additionally, ways of exploiting 

international cooperation to make better use of existing research infrastructures should be 

further explored. The nature of access leads to specific issues at international level that need 

addressing. 

RI’s for marine research in the Arctic face specific challenges. Due to operational costs, 

logistical complexity and the remoteness of Arctic locations, science planning at the 

international level can be challenging. Arctic marine research facilities are often highly 

specialised involving large investment costs. These need very careful planning and in many 

cases could benefit from international cooperation.  

Key issues for further consideration: 

 A consensus is needed on the long-term strategic vision for Marine Research 

Infrastructures and a Framework for Ocean Observing. This should take advantage of new 

and emerging needs and technologies where appropriate.  

 Existing successful RIs should be built on wherever possible; new RIs needed to address 

emerging scientific and societal challenges should be developed. 

 Develop models and policy for cost sharing and partnership. The US, Canada and the EU 

provide a model for joining forces, exchanging best practice, discussing future research 

priorities and aligning funding streams through the Atlantic Ocean Research Alliance.  

 The Arctic has its own set of challenges which can only be overcome through global 

cooperation. No one country is able to support the infrastructures need to comprehend the 

Arctic.  

 Facilitate better linkages between marine, terrestrial and atmospheric domains (not only in 

the Arctic), through multidisciplinary research collaboration at all scales, local to global.  

Environment, with focus on Marine Research Infrastructures  



 

 

A truly global perspective on cultural heritage needs to be developed by analysing the 

requirements and challenges in terms of facilities dedicated to palaeoanthropology.  The study 

of Man poses unique challenges that can be addressed only by using the most modern 

analytical techniques in different fields of science and technology, and by teaming up with 

different areas such as botany, geology, imaging (CT and magnetic resonance for non-

intrusive non-sacrilegious studies, facial reconstruction techniques), health (forensic 

medicine, ancient disease strains and mutations to modern times), biotechnology (DNA 

extraction in extreme samples), etc., each bringing their unique competences to the field. 

Key issues for further consideration: 

 Develop a road map with a work programme that identifies scientific, technological and 

collaborative opportunities and tackles current social, scientific, technological and 

political barriers, while building upon experiences in this and other scientific disciplines 

where collaborations have been successfully set up. Data management, sharing and 

access issues should also be addressed. 

 A global collaborative approach is necessary while distinguishing local needs and taking 

into account the location of principal archaeological sites in less developed regions like in 

Africa and South Asia. 

 A multidisciplinary approach of heterogeneous technologies and artefacts is, but should 

be even more, driving the development of new instrumentation and methodologies, and 

serving the common goal of global progress in palaeoanthropology.  

Palaeoanthropology & Cultural Heritage 



 

This session looked at a series of questions about the challenges in terms of globally 

increasing food production and food security, about what emerging and developing nations 

can offer and what do they need in terms of international cooperation in research and 

infrastructures for research and finally about what tools are useful and how are partnerships 

developed (e.g. scientific exchanges, access to infrastructures and knowledge, new technology 

and virtual networks)? 

 

 

Key issues for further consideration: 

 Research infrastructure for food security needs to be a long-term investment of 

multiple partners with a strong political will and capacity to influence public policies. 

 Global cooperation in research is needed connecting local to regional to global; 

coordinated efforts for distributed knowledge production; fund international networks 

and money that bring these infrastructures together around a research question. 

 Food security should not be viewed only as increasing production, but also its 

nutritional quality and sustainability 

 A systems approach is needed to bring a trans-disciplinary and co-design and co-

production approach including supporting in farming and large research trials. 

 New models are needed to address climate change and uncertainty, e.g. research 

infrastructures should support modeling. 

 More research on semantic tools and how to improve IT infrastructure is needed to 

handle big data. 

Food Security 



 

 

e-Infrastructures can be considered successful when their operation, after the initial 

development period, is supported by established income streams that create confidence in the 

operator's ability to deliver services in the future. In order to ensure both long-term 

sustainability and the continuous development needed for e-infrastructures (as for all 

infrastructures), two intertwined issues have to be addressed: business models and long-term 

funding at national or supra-national level.  

The expansion of e-Science demands the development of new professions and skills such as 

e-Infrastructure operators, research technologists, data scientists and data librarians. 

Professional recognition of these communities and the development of appropriate curricula 

and training are crucial to ensure effective delivery of services to research staff and students. 

Moreover, there is a strong need for developing computational skills in many communities 

engaged in research and innovation.  

Key issues for further consideration: 

• A long term but flexible strategy and investment is needed 

• Enable movement of data and people in order to address issues of skills shortage, 

career progression, incentives and rewards and inclusivity across gender, age and 

borders 

• Engage the digital generation from primary school onwards 

• Focus on data, software, tools, content skills 

• Technology scales easier than people 

• Move from principle to practice 

 

 

e-Infrastructures 



 

 

Research Infrastructures should always be able to highlight their innovation potential and 

actively participate in the innovation process in order to demonstrate their wider impact 

beyond the scientific community. 

Interactions with industry (including SMEs) in the construction and usage of research 

infrastructures lead to enhanced competitiveness of the involved actors and of the region 

hosting the research facility.  

Key issues for further consideration: 

 Dedicated mechanisms are required to ensure the process from research to market, 

such as public private partnerships, and a clear strategy with objectives required to 

ensure the possibility for innovation. 

 Providing unique facilities can be one of the most important roles for all 

infrastructures supporting industry and innovation, as well as addressing societal 

challenges.  

 It is critical to build in ideas and processes to ensure industry engagement from the 

outset, and to embed innovation in the organisation of the research 

infrastructure/facility.  

 Technology Readiness Levels provide a useful framework for considering the nature 

of research being conducted using RIs and the progress of that research and 

development towards a commercial market. 

Innovation potential of Research Infrastructures 



 

 

'Big Data' refers to massive and ever growing amounts of data that require high computing 

power to be processed and new solutions for data storage and management. It is one of the big 

cross-cutting challenges in research. Clear guidelines and policies for the global scientific 

community and infrastructure operations need to be developed. 

Key issues for further consideration: 

• Big Data must be valuable as well as manageable, connected, findable, used/reused.  

• Sustainability of the entity that keeps data is important and comes with costs: services, 

long-term preservation, curation, access control, data services stewardship, etc. 

• What do we do about privacy of data in an infrastructure environment? (User-

generated data, neither produced nor held by researchers – held by companies) 

• A better understanding is needed of different types of relationships between data and 

infrastructure: big data as the infrastructure, infrastructure for big data, management of 

infrastructure, big data value chain.  

• International cooperation must be developed; sharing of data is a political issue. 

• The Research Data Alliance is a recognized institution, which should look into these 

issues. We encourage the Research Data Alliance to look into big data analytics and 

how to bring different communities together. 

• Great importance of efforts at all levels of e-Infrastructures: research and education 

networking - GEANT, Research Data Alliance, High-Performance Computing, etc. 

 

 

 
 

Research Infrastructures have become an essential component in modern science as they 

provide the most powerful tools needed to explore the frontiers of knowledge and allow 

increasingly complex issues to be addressed with ever more powerful instruments in all 

scientific disciplines. 

The extension of the needs and use of research infrastructures raises a number of major 

challenges: 

The Way Forward 

Big Data Management 



 

 How to fund and maintain increasingly costly infrastructures?  

 How to manage infrastructures that are more and more distributed over different sites 

and countries?  

 How to develop access policies which take into account the rights of the funders and 

the interests of the whole scientific community?  

 How to manage the enormous amount of data produced by research infrastructures to 

make them both accessible while maintaining some ethical, proprietary or privacy 

standards?  

 Looking ahead and examining the policies and mechanisms which could help address 

emerging challenges related to research infrastructures: 

 What will be the actual needs of the scientific community? 

 What could future research infrastructures look like? 

Key issues for further consideration: 

 There is consensus on the need to encourage global cooperation in research 

infrastructures. Research Infrastructures linking up, cooperating around the globe and 

bringing scientists together are best positioned to tackle global challenges. Various 

coordination initiatives are in place including Group of Senior Officials at global level 

and ESFRI at European level. The support to the Group of Senior Officials and its 

work should continue and the Framework for Global Research Infrastructures should 

be endorsed by all interested countries.  

 Goals for establishing Global Research Infrastructures need to be agreed up front (an 

international roadmap?) and an efficient process established. Experience shows it is 

hard to go from ‘talking’ to ‘doing’. However, each nation needs to maintain the 

capability to make its own decisions and efficient mechanisms for conflict resolution 

and a structure favourable for their resolution are essential.  

 The development of an international, transparent decision-making process for 

international Research Infrastructures, and developing a suitable legal framework for 

them, should be taken forward.  

 Technology reconciliation – arising out of science and society's ability to adapt 

technology – has become a vital element in the strategy of Research Infrastructures. 

Boosting innovation partnerships between Research Infrastructures and industry will 

benefit society at large. 

 ICRI is the international forum for global Research Infrastructures. It could 

consolidate as the event where funding organisations discuss possibilities for 

sustainable funding schemes for international Research Infrastructures.  



 

 

ICRI2014 featured a vibrant Exhibition Area which allowed the conference delegates to share 

and network. It hosted 26 booths where Research Infrastructures, Organisations, Initiatives 

and other major international stakeholders presented their achievements. 

Very technically advanced exhibitors were showcasing their efforts (follow the link below to 

see them). For instance, the Square Kilometre Array (SKA) offered a unique opportunity to 

connect with the teams working on the SKA prototype telescopes at the SKA sites in Western 

Australia and South Africa via a live video link, to allow delegates to see and learn about the 

progress on the sites first-hand.  

http://www.icri2014.eu/research-infrastructures-exhibition 

  

 

 

The "Research and Art" competition and exhibition was initiated by the "Athena" Research 

and Innovation Centre.  

  

 

 

Out of over 400 artistic submissions 53 were selected by a committee (17 photographs, 31 

paintings / works on paper and 5 video art works) to be exhibited during ICRI 2014. 

Research & Art 

ICRI 2014 Exhibition 

http://www.icri2014.eu/research-infrastructures-exhibition


Konstantinos Papamichalopoulos received the prize for his work entitled “Self-portrait as the 

Jap, 2013”.  A further nine works were awarded a distinction by the committee. 

 

Follow the link below to see all the works: 

http://www.icri2014.eu/research-art-competition-and-exhibition 

 

 

 

Thanks to the excellent venue of the conference, there was plenty of room for meetings 

outside the conference, both individual as well as larger groups, European new consortia 

forming, international networking and collaborations initiated. 

Many of the participants expressed their satisfaction with the ICRI2014, not just for the well-

prepared and engaging sessions, but also as a very important opportunity to form new links 

with colleagues from around the globe.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

ICRI 2014 as a meeting point 

http://www.icri2014.eu/research-art-competition-and-exhibition


 

 ICRI is the international forum for stakeholders for global Research Infrastructures 

and could become the event where funding organisations discuss possibilities for 

sustainable funding schemes for international Research Infrastructures. This is 

particularly important for International Distributed Research Infrastructures, which are 

becoming essential for excellence research in many scientific disciplines.  

 Research Infrastructures play an increasingly important role in the advancement of 

knowledge and technology. They are a key instrument in bringing together a wide 

diversity of stakeholders to look for solutions to many of the problems society is 

facing today.  

 Strong investment in research and innovation is needed to address pressing societal 

challenges such as climate change and food security or the move towards a resource 

efficient society. Research Infrastructures play a vital role in addressing these 

challenges. However, it is essential to optimise the use of resources for increasingly 

expensive facilities, to overcome the fragmented infrastructure spending at all scales: 

national, regional, continental, and global, and to join forces to address these 

challenges. 

 Science is increasingly data driven, from model-based to data-based. Scientific data 

have a value not only for science but for business. Exploitation of scientific data and 

creation of data value chains should be in our radar as our economy becomes digital. 

Open science and data driven science and economy are linked. The Research Data 

Alliance initiative demonstrates this eloquently through the five principles for data 

(discoverable, accessible, understandable, manageable and people including skills and 

culture) to create data value chains. 

 There is consensus on the need to encourage global cooperation in research 

infrastructures. Research Infrastructures linking-up, cooperating around the globe, and 

bringing scientists together are best positioned to tackle global challenges. Various 

coordination initiatives are in place including Group of Senior Officials at global level 

and ESFRI at European level. The support to the Group of Senior Officials and their 

work should continue. The Framework for Global Research Infrastructures should be 

endorsed by all interested countries.  

 The innovation potential of Research Infrastructures needs to be developed further by 

providing support to partnerships with industry to supply high tech components, to 

stimulate the use of Research Infrastructures, and to encourage the integration of 

Research Infrastructures into local, regional and global innovation ecosystems.  

 

 

Highlights from ICRI 2014 



 

Approximately 763† participants attended the ICRI 2014 International Conference, 

representing over 60 countries, organizations, institutions and Research Infrastructures from 

all over the world. The majority of the attendees (79%) came from countries of the European 

Union. Also, the largest portion (66%) of them were men. However, the participation of 

women (34%) as well as the participation of delegates (21%) from Non-EU countries is 

considered significant. The following figures show the statistics of the participants. 

  

Participants’ statistics 

The Programme Committee invited and finally attracted 105 distinguished speakers from 32 

countries. Regarding the statistics of the speakers (Figure 22), the percentages are very close 

to those of the participants. Approximately one of three was women (28%) while the 32% of 

the speakers represented countries outside of European Union area (32%). 

  

Speakers’ statistics 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
† Excluding volunteers, conference staff and Art Exhibition’s Creators and Visitors 

Facts & Statistics from ICRI 2014 

http://www.easd.org/images/easdwebfiles/annualmeeting/49thmeeting/Stats_Web.pdf


 

ICRI 2016 will take place in Cape Town, South Africa in October 2016. Phil Mjwara, 

Director General, Department of Science and Technology, South Africa issued an invitation 

for ICRI2016 in Cape Town. http://www.dst.gov.za/ 

Invitation to Cape Town and South Africa 2016 

 

Phil Mjwara extending invitation to ICRI 2016 by video message 

ICRI 2016 

http://www.dst.gov.za/


Potential impact and main dissemination activities and exploitation of results  

 

ICRI 2014 contributed further towards a culture of global cooperation among all the different 

Research Infrastructure stakeholders, and laid the foundations for pooling complementary resources 

to stay abreast of researchers needs, and in parallel highlighting the need for stronger partnerships 

with industry and the commercial world. Thus ICRI 2014 contributed towards spreading good 

practices and development of consistent and dynamic global policies. 

Regarding the future ICRI 2014 use, efforts will be made so that the conclusions of the conference 

are brought to the necessary policy fora to guarantee uptake, continuation of efforts and further 

development in the next conference in South Africa in 2016, which will be the first conference 

outside Europe. In addition, the ATHENA Research Center organising team will liaise with the 

South African colleagues organising ICRI 2016 offering their experience and knowledge along with 

all practical matters (such as tender documents, reports, invited and participant lists etc.)  

Regarding the dissemination and publicity activities for ICRI 2014, a series of actions were 

performed intended to inform and activate the media target group as promoters and communication 

supporters of the conference. 

The means that were used to shape all media related activities were the following: 

 All media types and channels were addressed and in the appropriate way 

 All contacts of the stakeholders behind ICRI 2014 were activated; especially the Greek EU 

Presidency Office and the Office of the European Commission in Greece 

 RI community stakeholders and friendly media were activated  

 Science journalism both in Greece and internationally was not an easy target, when not 

talking about extraordinary achievements; yet important projects such as the Human Brain 

Project attracted enough attention in this area.  

 Media specific information content was developed. 

 

Media Activities 

The following are some of the media related actions that the ICRI 2014 local organisers and their 

creative and communication contractor, under the guidance of the ICRI 2014 Communication 

Committee, designed and performed: 

1. A team of journalists and media specialists was set up as the Conference press task-force. Good 

communication between this team and the organisers was important. 

2. The media team set up a detailed action plan, including mainly the remaining items of this list 

3. A list of media and journalists (Greek and corresponding for foreign media) was created and 

documented so that the most “friendly” of those are spotted and given special consideration. 

4. A press kit, both as a physical box and a collection of digital items, was designed and handed out 

to journalists, right before or during the conference. The press kit included the press releases, the 



detailed programme, information regarding the exhibitors, info regarding the press conference, 

sponsors’ info etc.  

5. A teaser was sent first, about two weeks before the opening of the Conference, regarding its 

targets and the presence of world famous researchers in it, to a small group of Greek journalists 

and foreign press correspondents. 

6. The invited journalists (mainly those dealing with technology and science) were queried via 

telephone or in person about the possibilities of covering the event and were strongly encouraged 

to attend, at least during the Press Conference of ICRI 2014. 

7. A formal Press Release in Greek and English was sent to the prepared lists of journalists, of Press 

and Digital Media, one week before the event. 

8. Synergies were sought with the Ministry of Education and the Communication Team of the 

Greek Presidency. The Ministry accredited media and the Presidency team provided valuable 

help with the dissemination of our message, mainly through social media. 

9. Close collaboration with the press section of the Office of the European Commission in Athens 

on operational and communication issues was important. The EC Office led the official Press 

Conference, during the first day of ICRI 2014. 

10. Traditional printed and digital press coverage was complimented by radio and TV coverage. The 

media team took care of TV coverage by the Greek National Radio-TV organization that has 

planned to open a web TV channel dedicated to the Greek Presidency that also fed the main radio 

and TV news shows. We also motivated science (and other) bloggers to post items on the 

Conference and discuss relevant issues. 

11. Two private video crews were present at the event covering, with the guidance of the media team 

and the Communications Committee highlights, of ICRI 2014, for the purpose of producing:  

o Coverage from all areas, sessions and functions of the conference was used in the 

production of documentation promotion content, and for archiving 

o Brief video interviews with as many of the speakers as possible (focusing primarily on 

the most prominent ones), and 

o A recap video that included footage and comments from all parts of the Conference. It 

offered a concise picture of ICRI 2014 and –along with the official results of the 

Conference as produced by the Organizing Committee- was added to the content that 

was available for the post-Conference communication, as well as the preliminary 

work on the way to ICRI 2016 

 A special area designated as “the Press & Speakers Lounge” was set up with a branded back-

drop and all technical facilities hosted interviews and bilaterals involving speakers, 

dignitaries and officials, and the press. This was also a “first” for ICRI 2014 and will act as a 

pilot for the future. 



 The final Press Release about the Conference was sent out in Greek and English a few days 

after the event. It included some first results estimation and some comments from the 

organisers. 

Other Communication activities 

Communication and dissemination activities that do not fully relate with the media are outlined in the 

following paragraphs. 

Notification actions towards prospective delegates and other participants: 

Calls for registration, for participation in the Exhibition and for submission of artworks for the 

Research & Art Competition and Exhibition were attractively designed and disseminated through all 

available outlets (both statically on the website and the social media, and via direct mailings). These 

actions were treated as additional chances to promote participation in the conference and raise 

awareness of the community. Especially the two exhibitions lent themselves quite neatly to promote 

the idea of a multifaceted conference that can look at the future of RIs from many different angles. 

The ICRI 2014 Newsletter 

A series of ICRI 2014 newsletters was created and disseminated to all invitees and other interested 

parties. Their purpose was to: 

 Inform potential and registered participants on the progress of the Conference organisation, 

new speakers, important deadlines and changes and other practical issues 

 Remind delegates of the services that were available to them before, during  and after the 

Conference 

 Notify interested parties about the calls for exhibitors and for Research & Art artworks, and 

their results 

 Provide the ICRI community with all necessary links to the output of the conference 

(presentations, videos, conclusions and recommendations etc.) 

3 issues were sent out, one of them after the Conference. A facility to sign up for receiving the 

newsletter was included in the Conference website. 

The RI Organisations and Stakeholders Exhibition 

ICRI 2014 featured an innovative form of exhibition to allow the conference delegates to share and 

network. It hosted a large number of booths and stands where Research Infrastructures (RIs) and 

initiatives presented their achievements in an interactive and challenging way: videos, demos, live 

links and hangouts. They presented a lot of activities that allowed conference participants to get a 

clearer view of what RIs around the globe are doing and how, and to discuss ideas and collaborations 

based on more hands-on material, showcases and proposals. The ICRI 2014 Exhibition also hosted a 

smaller number of traditional dissemination booths for major stakeholders at European and 

international level.  

The main outcomes can be thus outlined as follows: 



 Offered the opportunity to conference participants to learn about the achievements of specific 

RIs and about EU and international initiatives; and to spot trends and new ideas as 

exemplified by RI showcases 

 Provided exhibitors with a live demonstration area that will help pitch achievements to 

journalists, funders and other interested parties 

 Allowed for an additional networking area 

 Motivated RIs to create effective communication material and generally enhance their 

communication activities 

 Enabled interactions between the public and private sectors for the development-construction 

of RIs 

It is evident that the ICRI 2014 Exhibition was an excellent communication and dissemination tool 

that allowed the Conference community and each of the Exhibitors to profit from the presence of a 

large top-level audience. 

 

Art & Research Competition and Exhibition 

A competition and exhibition under the theme of "Research and Art" accompanied the 2nd 

International Conference on Research Infrastructures and its main exhibition. 

The competition was addressed to adults, on an international appeal, working on the artistic or 

scientific fields, but also adults from any professional or other field willing to submit a work 

concentrating on the meeting point between research and art.  

Art has long been interested in Research and Science: from Renaissance art and Leonardo da Vinci 

with his studies of physics, 19th century art nouveau with its influence from shapes and colours 

emerging from biology and the invention of the microscope, to 20th century art with Surrealist 

iconography drawing on Freud and the findings of psychiatry, James Turrell working with the 

physical laws and the optical illusions of light, and to grand international exhibitions dedicated to the 

intersection of art and science, such as L'âme au corps: arts et sciences 1793-1993 at the Grand 

Palais in Paris, curated by the great art historian Jean Clair, the meeting point of art and 

research/science has been fascinating artists and has deeply determined the course of their work.  

The novelty of the initiative that took place in ICRI 2014 is that not only it offered works of artists 

inspired from scientific findings and procedures regarded by the artists in their purely visual aspect, 

but that it also gave an insight as to how scientists can view the results of their research activity and 

facilities in terms of an artistic approach; how, for instance, the image of a bacteria or the study of a 

natural phenomenon isolated in a certain manner can form a highly potent image, approaching 

powerful examples of abstract art. The aim of this competition and exhibition was not only to invite 

artists to look upon research and science as a source of inspiration, but also to encourage scientists to 

see their work in a different light or enhance their already existent insight into the beauty of their 

work as a form of art. 

The whole project of organising and selecting the works submitted to the competition (with the 

contribution of a three-member Selection Committee) and the curating of the exhibition presenting 



the works considered as best illustrating the theme of research and art was undertaken by a 

specialised art curator. 

The R&A competition and exhibition provided fertile points of inspiration to those attending the 

ICRI 2014, but also to artists and scientists participating in the competition and show.  

Research & Art Competition and Exhibition was one of the major attractions both for prospected 

delegates and general audiences as well as the media. Specific media and communication activities 

(press releases, public opening, calls for participation etc.) were used to promote this part of the 

Conference. 

More than 400 eligible artworks from all over the world participated and an exhibition of more than 

50 pieces was setup. 

Public website and contact details 

 

                 

Website – www.icri2014.eu  General contact – info@icri2014.eu   

Named contacts: 

Prof. Yannis Ioannidis, yannis@athena-innovation.gr   

Dr. Fotis Karagiannis, fkara@imis.athena-innovation.gr  

Anastasios Patrikakos, apatrikakos@athena-innovation.gr  

Eleni Sotiropoulou, esotirop@athena-innovation.gr    

ATHENA - Research and Innovation Center in Information, Communication and Knowledge 

Technologies.  http://www.athena-innovation.gr/ 

 

  

http://icri2014.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=4648bee2dc02a5f6821aa02e0&id=28d621e27b&e=d153cdb474
http://icri2014.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=4648bee2dc02a5f6821aa02e0&id=0f066b44cf&e=d153cdb474
http://www.icri2014.eu/
mailto:info@icri2014.eu
mailto:yannis@athena-innovation.gr
mailto:fkara@imis.athena-innovation.gr
mailto:apatrikakos@athena-innovation.gr
mailto:esotirop@athena-innovation.gr
http://www.athena-innovation.gr/


  

 

  

 

 



4.2 Use and dissemination of foreground 

 

Section A (public) 

 

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 
identifiers3  

(if available) 

Is/Will open 
access4 

provided to 
this 

publication? 

1 None.          

2             

3             

              

 
 

TEMPLATE A2: LIST OF DISSEMINATION ACTIVITIES 

NO. Type of activities5 
Main 

leader 
Title  Date/Period  Place  

Type of 
audience6 

Size of 
audience 

Countries 
addressed 

                                                           
3 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).  
4 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. 

 
5  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. 

6 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). 



1 Conference EC 3rd EU-Australia 
Research 
Infrastructures 
workshop 

6-8 November 2013 Canberra, 
Australia 

Mixed 50 Global 

2 Conference RDA 3rd RDA Plenary 26-28 March 2014 Dublin, Ireland Mixed 400 Global 

3 Website ATHENA www.icri2014.eu After Sep 2013 - Mixed - Global 

4 Twitter  ATHENA https://twitter.com/
ICRI2014  
https://twitter.com/
hashtag/icri2014  

After Oct  2013 - Mixed 133 followers Global 

5 Facebook ATHENA https://www.faceb
ook.com/icri2014a
thens  

After Dec 2013 - Mixed 160 likes Global 

6 LinkedIn ATHENA https://www.linked
in.com/groups/IC
RI-2014-7487269  

After Mar  2014 - Mixed 99 followers Global 

7 Satellite events ATHENA - 30 Mar-7 Apr 2014 Athens Mixed 11 events of 
30-80 each 

Global 

8 Press Releases ATHENA - Before and after - Journalists Hundreds of 
journalists 

Greece and Global 

9 Flyers ATHENA - During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 800 Global 

10 Booklet ATHENA Link During and after - Mixed Thousands Global 

11 Press articles/clippings ATHENA-
Choose 
Media 

Link Before, during and 
after ICRI 2014 

Mostly Greece Mixed General public Mostly Greece 

12 Presentations Speakers Link During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 1000 
(+remote)  

Global 

13 Interviews Speakers.
VIPs 

Link During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 1000  Global 

14 Web streaming Speakers Link During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 1000 
(+remote)  

Global 

15 Exhibition Exhibitors Link During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 1000 
(+remote)  

Global 

16 R&A Exhibition R&A 
exhibitors 

Link During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 1000 Global 

17 TV clips VIPs - During ICRI 2014 Athens Mixed 1000 
(+remote)  

Global 

 

http://www.icri2014.eu/
https://twitter.com/ICRI2014
https://twitter.com/ICRI2014
https://twitter.com/hashtag/icri2014
https://twitter.com/hashtag/icri2014
https://www.facebook.com/icri2014athens
https://www.facebook.com/icri2014athens
https://www.facebook.com/icri2014athens
https://www.linkedin.com/groups/ICRI-2014-7487269
https://www.linkedin.com/groups/ICRI-2014-7487269
https://www.linkedin.com/groups/ICRI-2014-7487269
http://www.icri2014.eu/sites/default/files/ICRI2014_BOOKLET.pdf
http://www.icri2014.eu/press-releases
http://www.icri2014.eu/programme
http://www.icri2014.eu/icri2014-videos
http://www.icri2014.eu/programme
http://www.icri2014.eu/research-infrastructures-exhibition
http://www.icri2014.eu/research-art-competition-and-exhibition


 
Section B (Confidential7 or public: confidential information to be marked clearly) 

Part B1  

 
 

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

Type of IP 
Rights8:   

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) 
 

None        

        

        

         

 

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

 
8 A drop down list allows choosing the type of IP rights: Patents, Trademarks, Registered designs, Utility models, Others. 

 



 
Part B2  

 

Type of 
Exploitable 
Foreground9 

Description 
of exploitable 

foreground 

Confidentia
l 

Click on 
YES/NO 

Foreseen 
embargo 

date 
dd/mm/yyyy 

Exploitable 
product(s) 
or 
measure(s) 

Sector(s) of 
application10 

Timetable, 
commercial or 
any other use 

Patents or 
other IPR 
exploitation 
(licences) 

Owner & Other 
Beneficiary(s) 
involved 

 
Organisational 
experience 

Experience in 
organising the 
conference 

No None - Next organisers - - 
 

ATHENA-GSRT-EC 

 
Lists of 
invitees and 
attendants 

The list of ICRI 
2014 invitees 
and attendants  

Yes None - Next organisers - - 
 

ATHENA-GSRT-EC 

 
Other 
software, tools 
and social 
media 
accounts 

Other 
software, tools 
and social 
media 
accounts 
prepared 
during 
ICRI2014 

No None - Next organisers - - 
 

ATHENA 

 Conference 
Conclusions 
and 
Recommendat
ions 

No None     Conference 
Conclusions and 
Recommendations 

         

 

 

 

 

                                                           
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. 
10 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


Impact and Methodology of Exploiting the ICRI 2014 Foreground 

 

Organisational Experience and Tools 

 

The Organisational experience gained by all parties involved in ICRI 2014 should be a considerable asset for the successful preparation and 

organization of ICRI 2016 in South Africa. The extend of efforts taken to ensure a truly global reach for ICRI 2014 is taken to be the baseline for 

the next ICRI and therefore all relevant knowhow will be transferred to the South African organisers in an effective way. This transfer will be 

gradually deployed during the next two years coming up to Cape Town 2016.  

 

It is also important to note that the EU agencies involved in the organization of ICRI 2014, as they have done for all previous ECRIs and ICRIs, 

have profited highly by the Conference, especially by the presence of new conference features like the extended RI exhibition, the Research & 

Art Competition and Exhibition, the full conference webcasting, the strong use of social media (esp. Twitter) and the pilot use of a mobile 

conference application. 

 

“Athena” RC will also capitalize the valuable experience gained by its personnel in order to better participate in future similar organisational 

endeavors but also to further nurture its collaboration with the RI community. 

 

The Greek Presidency, as represented by the General Secretariat for Research and Technology is taking all useful steps to allow the 

recommendations and conclusions of the Conference to become part of the national Roadmap for the development of international RIs in Greece. 

This roadmap, currently being finalized, is seen by the Greek side as an important aspect of its economic recovery plan for the next decade and 

will greatly assist all efforts to bring the R&D sector of the country on a par to other more advanced areas in Europe. 

 

 

Conclusions and Insights 

The insights that were developed and discussed during ICRI 2014 may be further summarized as follows: 

 Global Research Infrastructures address grand challenges of our times, such as environment, poverty, sustainability, security, health, in all 

scales: regional, national, continental and global 

 Global Research Infrastructures should be, in priority, drivers for collaboration at an international level 

 Through Global Research Infrastructures Innovation should be promoted via direct involvement of industry and emphasis on user-driven 

integration of access to research infrastructures of more than national relevance 

 The development and operation of global research infrastructures at national, regional, continental and global level demand coordination 

processes addressing both financial and management issues 

 The Global Research Infrastructures support and promote excellence, and mobility of researchers and young talented scientists 



 A governance structure for the Global Research Infrastructures is required worldwide in order to ensure their efficient performance 

 There is a clear need to strengthen the enabling role of e-infrastructures in the whole range of Research Infrastructures 

 

Those ideas and recommendations need to be further promoted and disseminated. But most crucially, they need to be incorporated in national, 

European and international initiatives and policies. To be able to do that, relevant agencies and organisations need to discuss and refine them, to 

process them so that commons methodologies and standards are developed. 

 

ICRI 2014 will help this process by making all presentations and discussions publicly available online. The EU has a well-known and established 

network of projects, agencies and initiatives that will take up these ideas and recommendations and make sure that they receive the attention, 

adaptation and adoption they deserve. It is the task and intention of national and international agencies and organisations, as expressed by and 

during their presence in ICRI 2014, to allow these ideas and insights to have maximun impact globally and in all relevant scientific and 

technological fields. It should also be seen as an important task for all RI stakeholders to bring to light new challenges and needs that can be 

tackled by extending existing international RIs and/or creating new ones. 

 

  



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: 
 
621627 

Title of Project: 
 
International Conference on Research Infrastructures 2014 

Name and Title of Coordinator: 
 

Prof. Yannis Ioannidis, President and Director, ATHENA RC 

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' 

 

 

 
No 

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

box) : 

NO 

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?  

 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  

 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     1 

Work package leaders  1  2 

Experienced researchers (i.e. PhD holders)  2  1 

PhD Students  2   

Other  3  

4. How many additional researchers (in companies and universities) were 

recruited specifically for this project? 

4 

Of which, indicate the number of men:  

 

2 



D   Gender Aspects  

5.        Did you carry out specific Gender Equality Actions under the project? 

 

X 

 

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      
  X Set targets to achieve a gender balance in the workforce    X  
   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? 

  X 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)? 

  X Yes- please specify  

 

   No 

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

booklets, DVDs)?  

  X Yes- please specify  

 

   No 

F Interdisciplinarity  

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

   Main discipline11: Agriculture, forestry, fisheries and allied sciences, Biological sciences, , Earth and 

related environmental sciences, Mathematics and computer sciences 

   Associated discipline11:     Associated discipline11:  

 

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) 

X 

 

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  

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

                                                           
11 Insert number from list below (Frascati Manual). 

Students/researchers acted as volunteers in the conference 

Press kits, website, conference booklet, videos, interviews 

There were related indicators 



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)? 

X 
 

Yes 

No  

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

organisations) 

   No 

  X Yes- in framing the research agenda 

  X Yes - in implementing the research agenda 

  X 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? 

  X 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 

 

 

 

 

 

X 

 

 

 

 

 

http://europa.eu/pol/agr/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/av/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/financ/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/comp/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/cons/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/cult/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/cust/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/dev/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/emu/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/emu/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/educ/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/socio/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/ener/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/enlarg/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/enter/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/env/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/ext/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/comm/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/fish/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/food/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/cfsp/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/fraud/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/hum/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/rights/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/infso/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/inst/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/singl/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/justice/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/health/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/reg/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/rd/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/tax/index_en.htm
http://europa.eu/pol/trans/index_en.htm


13c   If Yes, at which level? 

  X Local / regional levels 

  X National level 

  X European level 

  X 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 access12 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 

        other13: …………… 

 

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). 

- 

16. Indicate how many of the following Intellectual 

Property Rights were applied for (give number in 

each box).   

Trademark - 

Registered design  - 

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 

 X 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: 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
12 Open Access is defined as free of charge access for anyone via Internet. 
13 For instance: classification for security project. 



 

 

Difficult to estimate / not possible to quantify 

 

 

X 

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? 

  X Yes  No 

21. As part of the project, have any beneficiaries received professional media / communication 

training / advice to improve communication with the general public? 

  X 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?  

 X Press Release X Coverage in specialist press 

 X Media briefing X Coverage in general (non-specialist) press  

 X TV coverage / report X Coverage in national press  

 X Radio coverage / report X Coverage in international press 

 X Brochures /posters / flyers  X Website for the general public / internet 

 X DVD /Film /Multimedia X Event targeting general public (festival, conference, 

exhibition, science café) 

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

 X Language of the coordinator X 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 



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]  

 

 



 

2. FINAL REPORT ON THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE 

EUROPEAN UNION FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTION 
 

 
This report shall be submitted to the Commission within 30 days after receipt of the final 

payment of the European Union financial contribution. 
 

 

Report on the distribution of the European Union financial contribution 

between beneficiaries 

 
 

Name of beneficiary Final amount of EU contribution per 

beneficiary in Euros 

1. ATHENA-RC 250.000 

  

  

  

  

Total   250.000 

 


