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8. ACTIVIDADES ESPECIFICAS

Anticipacion de las
necesidades de

Ciencia y Tecnologia

(215)

EURATOM
(1.230)

Actividades horizontales para PYMEs
(430)

Fusidén (750)

Residuos (90)

Proteccion(50)

Actividades especificas de cooperacion
(315)

Seguridad(50)

JRC (290)

Actividades del JRC ("Joint Research
Center") (760)

{A) INTEGRACION DEL ESPACIO EUROPEO DE INVESTIGACION {(13.345)
PRIORIDADES TEMATICAS {11.285)
(15% para PYMEs) {1.300)
—_ -y =~ —_ —_ —_ —_ Politicas de apoyo
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(B) ESTRUCTURACION DEL EEI (2.605)
Investigacion RR.HH Infraestructuras Ciencia
e Innovacién [y movilidad de ¥
(290) {1.580) Investigacion Sociedad
(655) (80)
C) ESTABLECIMIENTO DE
LAS BASES DEL EEI (320)
Apovyo a las Apoyo al
actividades de |desarrollo de
coordinacion politicas
(270) (50)
(Datos en Millones de Euros)
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CAPACIDADES (4.267)

Infraestructura de Investigacion (1.900)

Ir'.vs::hgc:lén para Pymesz (1.336)

Regiones de Conocimiento (126&)

Potencial de Investigacion (370)

JRC: (1.751)

Ciencia en Seciedad (280)

Cooperacién Internacicnal (185)

Dezarrelle Coherente de las Politicas
de Investigacién (70)

EURATOM (2007-2011): (

Fuente: COTI
Esuct Palabras Clave.doc

I1+D+1

)

(1.320)

Seguridad

PEOPLE: Acciones Marie Curie (4.728)

IDEAS: Consejo Europeo de Investigacion (7.460)

TOTAL PM: 50.521 M<£
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Higtorial ~ Marcadores  Herramientas  Ayuda

- @

/IJ} ||:| https: fjcordis. europa. eufemmfp7|

‘| [>| |. |Gnng\e

|| Hotmail gratuita || Personalizar vinculos || Windows Media || Windows 5,' Reegion Digital - Econo. ..

Seventh Research Framework Programme (FP7) frpertant Leaal fitice

o “ '
= L ]
CORDIS 1 P 2007 - 2013
&

CORDIS: FP7: EMM

Registration of Experts for Research Activities

The call for experts for the seventh framework programme has been launched. Please see the EC Official Journal
2006/C 305716 (for individuals) and 2006/C 305717 (for organisations) for further information.

The personal data collected in the context of the present call will be processed in accordance with the Regulation (EC) n® 45/2001
of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 December 2000 on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing
of personal data by the Comrnunity institutions and bodies on the free movement of such data.

Click here to view the privacy statement.

For further information and help, please look at our Fregquently Asked Questions (FAC Last Update: 2007-01-30),

Register Existing Expert / Organisation / Member State
u Mew Expart If you are already registered as an FPE / FR7 / Mon-FP expert,
Click here to register for FP7 / non-FP organisation aor member state please log in here, Existing FP& experts
activities wishing to register for FP7 activities also log in here.
» MNew Organisation Entering a wrong password three times will block your account; hence
Click here to register as an organisation please use the password reminder facility if you are unsure of your
password,

(Forgot password 2 Login ]
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Direcciin 4] httpsinardis europa,
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.cfm?fuseaction=pers.PersDetailsScreen
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Vinellos

CORDIS: EMH

+ FAQ
» Logout

Seventh Framework Programme

Personal Details

Important Legal Notice Al
.\, ?

he .-: -- 2007 - 2015

e 2007 - 2013

* mandatory fields

1. Title* ‘Mr v
2. Family name (current)* 3
State your current family name, completely, MU0z @
3. First name* ‘ ‘
State your principal first name, camplstely.
4.8ex* @ male Ofemale
5. Date of hirth [DD/MM YY) ‘ ‘
Ex.: For 20 July 1957, write 20/07/1957.
&, Town of birth* [ |
7. Country of birth* | Spain ~|
&, Nationality*
The Commission will try to ensure a
balanced participation with regard to ‘ Spain “’l
geagraphical origin of applicants.
9. Passport number / Identity card sy ] |
&) S @ mtemet
"n w mn n n mn mn
9 [ 1 o "l 1
nyn 1 n 1 @ |0 nypn n n n
c+” (+ JI 0 J & 9 D
— n n n
= i 11 0 1 &
n 1 1 n@ 1 n n + &
$ ' n mn mn I n n 1 ' @ ' n
] 1 0 1 non nonoq ] n 1 H
/ & 1 noong & n
n n mn mn n n l n n mn @ I mn n
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La Comisi n renueva al menos la cuarta parte de los expertos independientes
utilizados en una actividad o campo de investigaci n por cada aao civil. En los
casos en los que se haya sido con anterioridad evaluador, la Comisi n ofrece un

sistema de renovaci n de registro espec fico.
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DEL EVALUADOR DE PROYECTOS EUROPEOS DE I+D+]1
Proposal No. : Acronym :
1. Relevance (Threshold 3/5; Weight 1) Mark:
2. Quality of the coordination (Threshold 4/5, Weight 1) Mark:
3. Potential impact (Threshold 3/5; Weight 1) Mark:
4. Quality of the consortium (Threshold 3/5; Weight 1) Mark:
§. Quality of the management (Threshold 3/5 Weight 1) Mark:
6. Mobilisation of the resources (Threshold 3/5; Weight 1) Mark:
Overall remarks Total score:

passed:

Recommendations for project negotiation, /inciuding recommended levels of resources, if all thresholds

Has the proposal passed all evaluation thresholds?

NO

YES

Does this proposal have ethical issues that need further attention?

NO

YES
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Research area(s)/ topic(s) :
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1.
Has the proposal passed all evaluation thresholds ? NO n YES 1

Overall comments (highlighting strengths and weaknesses and providing recommendations for project
negotiation, [including recommended levels of resources], if relevant):

Does this proposal have ethical issues that need further attention? Yeso Noo
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Name: Signature: Date:
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1.1 The extent to which the proposed project addresses the objectives of the work program mefcall.

Overall mark (out of 5)
Note * the threshold is 3 —

"*2. 5RBO5H BB* 25 B

2.1 The extent to which the research actions/programmes to be coordinated are of demonstrably high quality.

2.2 The extent to which the coordination mechanisms proposed are sufficiently robust for ensuring the goals
of the action.

2.3 The extent to which the co-ordination mechanisms include a suitable governance structure involving the
participating organisations at an appropriate level

Qverall com ments for this criterion

Overall mark (out of 5)
Note : the threshold is 4 —>
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4.1 The extent to which the participants collectively constitute a consortium of high quality.

4.2 The extent to which the participants are well suited to the tasks assigned to them.

4.3 The extent to which the project combines the complementary expertise of the participants to generate
added value with respect to the individual participants’ programmes.

Overall comments for this criterion

Overall mark {out of 5)
Note - the threshold is 3 —>

- "2. 5RBO5SH 2 23 5

5.1 The extent to which the project management is demonstrably of high quality.

5.2 The extent to which there is a satisfactory plan for the management of knowledge, of intellectual property
and of other innovation-related activities.

Overall com ments for this criterion

Overall mark (out of 5)
Note - the threshold is 3 —
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6.1 The extent to which the project provides for the resources {personnel, equipment, financial ...) necessary
for success.

6.2 The extent to which the resources are convincingly integrated to form a coherent project.

6.3 The extent to which the overall financial plan for the project is adequate.

Overall comments for this criterion

Overall mark (out of 5)
Note - the threshold is 3 —>

HORIZONTAL ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED (but not marked):

Are there gender issues associated with the subject of the proposal? If so, have they been adequately taken into
account’?

Have the applicants identified the potential ethical and/or safety aspects of the proposed research regarding its

objectives, the methodology and the possible implications of the results? Yes* No*
If “no”, which ethical and/ or safety issues have not been identified?

To what extent does the proposal demonstrate a readiness to engage with actors beyond the research com munity
and the public as a whole, to help spread awareness and knowledge and to explore the wider societal implications
of the proposed work?

Have the synergies with education at all levels been clearly set out?

If third country participation is envisaged in the proposal, is it well justified and the participation well integrated in
the activities?
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Proposal No. : Acronym : [Group No.:]

Research area(s)/ topic(s) :

1. Relevance

2. Quality of the coordination

3. Potential impact

4. Quality of the consortium

5. Quality of the management

6. Mobilisation of the resources

Overall remarks (highlighting strengths and weaknesses and providing recommendations for project
negotiation, including recommended levels of rescurces, if relevant i.e. gender, safety, public outreach,
education, third country participation).

Does this proposal have ethical issues that need further attention? /7 yes, fill in Form E/IR Yeso No o

Recommended for consideration HNO | ‘YES |
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Evaluator names Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total Score
Weight & (Threshold) 1 1 1 1 1 1
@ 1@ 16106106 [6
Evaluator signatures Non-weighted marks (out of 5)
Date : Initial averages:
Consensus marks:
Moderator
signature :
Rapporteur
signature :
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Proposal No. : |Acronym : |[Group No.]

Research area(s)/ topic(s) :
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Criterion Mark | Weight | Score Criterion Mark | Weight | Score

1. Relevance 1 4. Quality of the 1
management

2. Quiality of the 1 5. Mobilisation of 1
support action resources
3. Potential impact 1
TOTAL SCORE (maximum 25) Note: the threshold is 16:

Overall comments (highiighting strengths and weaknesses and providing recommendations for project
negatiation, fincluding recommended levels of resources], If relevant):

Does this proposal have ethical issues that need further attention? Yes* No-*

D (& 6D " -

Name: Signature: Date:
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