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REGNET  FIRST NEGOTIATION MEETING MINUTES

Prop. Acronym:

REGNET


Negotiating PO:

HOORENS

Supporting PO:

FARR-DAVID

Prop. Number:

IST-2000-26336 

Meeting date:

28.08.00

Proposal co-ord. Name:
Prof. Dr. Koch

Organisation:

AIT ANGEWANDTE INFORMATIONSTECHNIK GESMBH

Deadline for conclusion of negotiation: 01.10.00

WELCOME

1. The negotiation session was formally opened by the negotiating PO at 10H00 in EUFO Euroconference room.  The participants were welcomed and the meeting agenda in annex 1 approved. The attendance list is attached as annex 2.

INTRODUCTORY REMARKS

2.  The negotiating PO identified himself and informed about the roles of Commission POs. The negotiating PO informed participants that Mrs. Farr-David will act as supporting PO. The negotiating PO indicated he is their contact point in the Commission for any matters concerning the negotiation of this proposal. Proposers declared to have no objection to the POs acting for the Commission.

3. The negotiating PO reminded the negotiation deadline of 2 months after the date of the letter nr 42936 of 01.08..00 from Mr. R.F. de Bruïne to Mr. Koch : ' Negotiations must be successfully completed as quickly as possible and no later than 2 months after the date of this letter. The Commission reserves the right to terminate the negotiations after that deadline'. A standard negotiation deadline reminder letter may be sent some 10 working days before the deadline, if so required.

4. The negotiating PO asked the group of proposers attending the meeting whether they are empowered by the others to negotiate for the consortium as a whole.  The co-ordinator confirmed empowerment for all non attending organisations, except for a few cases where no mandate could be obtained in time (NCM,ICCS, SUSU). Originals of mandates for contract negotiation were handed over to the negotiating PO.

5. The negotiation PO informed that the negotiations will be documented in a negotiation dossier containing the original proposal, evaluation forms, proposal Evaluation Summary Report, letter of invitation including Framework for Negotiation, attendance lists, successive CPF drafts and Annex 1 drafts, meeting minutes and correspondence. 

6. The negotiating PO stated that the Commission has not yet analysed the financial viability of the partners involved in the project and therefore negotiations are conducted assuming that partners involved in the negotiations are legally and financially viable. If the analysis shows that this is not the case then this might lead to the exclusion of partners not able to satisfy the rules of participation, involved in ongoing fraud investigation or convicted of fraud. Call 3 LFV checks should be made more upfront. Negotiation files, containing approved negotiation report, cpfs, note on legal and financial viability, table on labour and overhead rates, and stable financial parameters (total budget, cost models, partnership composition, partnership costs and funding)  should be submitted to OS before 27.9.00. Specific checkpoints at that stage are as listed in annex 6. In a further stage a commitment file will be elaborated and validated against the checklist in annex 7. These checklists are communicated to facilitate PC/PO co-operation.

7. The negotiating PO stressed  the importance of evaluation at the negotiation stage, in particular the need for  clear, measurable objectives at the outset and  for building evaluation into the Description of Work to measure their progress against these objectives.  He recalled that a briefing on this issue is provided to proposers in the Guidelines document (“Six Steps for Building Evaluation into the Description of Work”).

8. The negotiating PO examined the status of  the dossier  against the checklist for project negotiations 'prior to first meeting '.

8.1. Proposers confirmed AIT as administrative co-ordinator and TZ/SR as scientific/technical co-ordinator.

8.2. The negotiating PO invited the proposers to identify the other participants' roles. Principal contractor are identified as, IAT, VALT, MOT, IMAC, TARX, SPACE, ZEUS, ICCS, ALI, SUL and CC. Assistant contractors are identified as : SI, ITI, TINC, ONB, LMG, NRM, KVA, MECH, RCM, GRAN, MUS, SUSU and  SIE. Participation of entities RCM, ICCS and SUSU needs further confirmation. In case of withdrawal, this should be confirmed by a letter of the legal representative.
8.3. The negotiating PO invited the proposers to identify the subcontractors. As at proposal stage and CPF submission there were no subcontractors involved.  No A9 Form reporting is required if the cumulative amount of the subcontracts a the contractor  does not exceed 20% of its estimated eligible costs or 100,000 Euro, whichever amount is the lower; provided subcontractors concerned are not established in a third country.

8.4. The negotiating PO invited the proposers to brief on the status of the consortium agreement. Participants indicated status as under discussion, with signature foreseen  before six months from the start of the project . PO suggested this was done at a more early stage.

. 8.5 The negotiating PO invited the proposers to brief on the status of participants' cost-basis choice. Participants confirmed  choices as at proposal submission stage, with 2 differences at cpf submission indicated in italic below. 

Participant Short Name (28)
Subtotal of part 1/2 (30)
Other Specific Project Costs (29)
Overhead Costs (29)
Total Costs (32)
Costs Basis : FC/FF/AC (29)

AIT
337.024
0
254.418
591.442
FF

Co-ordination
36.006
0
28.805
64.811
FF

Total Co-ordinator costs
373.030
0
283.223
656.253
FF

ONB
16.330
0
3.266
19.596
AC

SR
177.785
0
135.029
312.814
FF

IMAC
229.163
0
176.130
405.293
FF

SU
25.802
0
5.160
30.962
AC

LMG
37.000
0
25.600
62.600
FF

NRM
16.794
0
3.359
20.153
AC

KVA
37.000
0
25.600
62.600
FF

TARX nv
164.060
0
114.448
278.508
FF

MECH
37.297
0
25.398
62.695
FF

Museon
37.495
0
25.996
63.491
FF

0

0
0

?

SPACE
219.026
0
168.021
387.047
FF

ALINARI
45.003
0
32.003
77.006
FF

CC
85.960
0
53.568
139.528
FF

SiE
157.011
0
115.209
272.220
FF

GRAN
45.000
0
31.996
76.996
FC

IAT
115.014
0
88.011
203.025
FF

ZEUS
297.036
0
230.429
527.465
FC->FF

SI
105.004
0
80.003
185.007
FF

ITI
70.587
0
96.406
166.993
FC

0

0
0

0

SUSU
16.404
0
3.281
19.685
FF->AC

VALT
313.605
0
239.685
553.290
FF

TINC
95.894
0
75.106
171.000
FF

Motorola S.p.A.
299.633
0
167.002
466.635
FC

TOTAL (31)
3.016.933
0
2.203.929
5.220.862


The ZEUS move ensures consistency of funding model across DEEPSIA/REGNET. The SUSU move to AC seems in line with the funding model for universities.

8.6. The negotiating PO confirmed receipt of the documents as specified hereunder in electronic (EC) and/or hard copy form (HC) :










EC
HC

1. IDENTITY CONTROL FILE






288


summary






238

2. FINANCIAL VIABILITY FILE






288


summary






238

3. FUNDING MODEL CONSISTENCY FILE



258
288

4. PAST PROJECTS FILE







288

5. MANDATE FOR CONTRACT NEGOTIATION FILE



288

6. LABOUR RATES AND OVERHEADS
 FILE

 

238
288


7. FIRST MEETING ATTENDANCE FILE 




238
288

8. ANNEX 1 FILE






238
288

9. CPF FILE







238
288

10. FU TO RECOM. FOR NEGOTATION




*
*

 The PO examined completeness of submission against the file specs communicated as part of the document " Checklist contract negotiation 3rd call for proposals" emailed on 08.08.00. Identity control/financial viability summaries are provided in annex 9. Handwritten updates of these summaries were provided during the meeting. Follow-up to recommendations for negotiation will be provided on 29.08 and will constitute annex 10. Funding model consistency file is as provided in annex 12. Labour rates and overheads file is as provided in annex 13. 

9. The negotiating PO informed that in case of high labour rates, the Commission does not dictate how much a proposer pays its employees. However, if the labour cost appear to be excessive, the proposer was alerted that the labour costs charged to the Commission (like any other eligible costs) must not contain a profit element; that labour costs (and particularly high ones) are subject to audit during the project; and that  in the event of overpayment the Commission will demand reimbursement. The negotiating PO informed that in case of high overheads, which appear extravagant, further evidence will be needed before proceeding with negotiations.  Cases requiring justification are identified in red in Annex 13. The ITI justification provided was found acceptable.

10.Contract start date/Project start date. The negotiating PO informed that the contract comes into force at the moment of last signature (i.e. the Commission signature) and that the project start date is then normally the first day of the following month (project month 1). Normally, the Commission signature is scheduled for December 2000. The consortium confirmed 01.01.01 as the target start date. 

PROJECT PRESENTATION

The project co-ordinator provided a 45' presentation and summarised the project objectives, project structure, participation, system architecture and detailed use scenarios. 

ANNEX 1  ISSUES

1. The negotiating PO explained that the main goal of the first stage of negotiation is to agree the basis of a complete and final Annex 1 “Description of Work”, based on the initial draft which was sent in by the proposers. He reminded that the negotiation process is “technology-led” - first the contents of Annex 1 is established  during stage 1 then the funding is discussed at stage 2.

2. The negotiating PO referred to the main reference documents  for annex 1 negotiation as indicated under the section sources of the document " Checklist contract negotiation 3rd call for proposals".

3. The negotiating PO summarised the dossier status indicating the main stages of  invitation letter sending on 01.08.00 and receipt  of input documents before and on  28.08.00. The five-working-day rule was waved and reduced to three working days. The negotiating PO provided during the meeting his provisional comments on the first negotiation meeting input and indicated the changes and  improvements which are required in the draft Annex 1 and CPFs as under  annex 3 to the present minutes. 

4. The negotiating  PO stressed the importance of evaluation for the Commission and reminded the project of the five key criteria against which their proposal was evaluated and according to which their project will be reviewed on an annual basis . He told what projects  need to do to help ensure that they can evaluate their project’s progress from the start-up phase to the completion of the project referring to  the “Six Steps for Building Evaluation into the Description of Work” in the Guidelines document.

5. The negotiating PO invited to establish what other proposals/projects the participants are currently involved in. The co-ordinator will  provide further detail in particular with regard to the risk of smaller participants becoming over-stretched and the risk of double-funding.

8. The negotiating PO informed that at the end of the first stage that the consortium should be in a position to elaborate a final Annex 1, which must be emailed to the negotiating PO prior  to 08.09.00 EOB. 

FINANCIAL ISSUES

1. The negotiating PO stated that the type of contract being considered is a Combined R&D/Demonstration project contract with a Commission funding between 35 and 50% in case of FC or FF cost basis and 100% in case of AC cost basis.  Justification for the mixed rate rationale should be provided by task level qualification of RD/Demonstration nature. Bulgaria may participate with Community funding. Russia may participate but only with Community funding in exceptional cases when duly justified as being essential for achieving the objectives of the project. 
2. Partners discussed the cost basis (FC, FF or AC) as per CPF submission stage. Limited changes in comparison to the proposal stage appear acceptable. The PO drew the attention of participants on the requirement for consistency in their funding model throughout the Framework programme - they cannot be FC in one project and FF or AC in another. The funding model consistency file supplied suggests the consistency requirement is basically satisfied, apart from a few cases .  CC can and will  be FF as in CPF and not FC as suggested in annex 13, as the two projects GOTHERE and HYPERMUSEUM are non 5FP.  ITI  should follow in RN FC to be consistent with  4 IST-1999 projects. ONB working FF under LEAF and AC under REGNET is likely to have to adapt to AC. ONB will confirm its cost model choice for REGNET. ZEUS has moved to FF under RN ensuring consistency with DEEPSIA.   Where FC is at 80% real overheads, there is the possibility to opt for FF which provides for simpler administration. The AC cost model applicability was validated. The PO indicated that the AC model in RTD/demo contracts is offered only when the contractor genuinely cannot identify the full costs related to the project, and so is strictly limited to those whose accounting system is based on disbursals and not on costs e.g. governmental organisations, non-private universities or hospitals, public authorities etc. Associations, foundations, non-profit organisations etc. are generally obliged to calculate accounts in such a way that the different types of costs can be distinguished, and therefore they normally cannot be allowed the AC model. In case of any doubt whether a contractor requesting AC funding should be allowed it, PO will contact Unit R3.  “Participants choice” document on www.cordis.lu/fp5/management/provisions/v-part-reimb.htm is to be used for guidance. Any problem cases for AC choice will be reported back by the PO.

3. The negotiating PO read to the proposers the definition of eligible cost:“A cost shall be considered as eligible only where it is necessary for and during the project and is provided for in the contract. It shall be reimbursed if the amount has actually been spent and recorded in the accounts. No profit may be included”.

4. The negotiating PO specifically enquired how the proposers’ funding contribution will be found. He requested in some instances further documented information prior to the next meeting. He warned that no contract will be offered unless the Commission is satisfied on this point. He repeated the warning in the Guidelines document given to the proposers, that checks on matching funds will be part of the Commission’s subsequent management of the contract. On the basis of pre-existing LFV reports, the PO considered likely exemptions for ONB, TZ/SR, SU, LPG, NHRM, SMM, ADG, ITI, ICCS and SUSU. Among non exempted participants, particular attention may be prima facie needed for AIT, TARX, SPACE, CC, SE, ZEUS,  SI and  TINC. 

5. The negotiating PO explained the purposes of the legal existence test and verified the completeness and content of the file handed over.  He recalled the importance of naming consistency.

6.  The negotiating PO provided a copy of the Report “ Legal Financial Viability checks: background information “ of  08.08.00  (reproduced as annex 11) and  invited the project co-ordinator to validate it against  identity control file, financial viability file and funding model consistency file information submitted or to be submitted.   This validation should cover completeness, correctness and any other discrepancies . As a result of this exercise a report   “ Validation  of  Legal Financial Viability checks: background information of  07.08.00 “ should be emailed by the PC to the PO before 01.09.00 EOB, following the same report structure.  At the same time a spreadsheet integrating the list of eu projects with cost shares  (point 10 of financial viability file) for all partners not exempted from the financial viability test  should be provided.  On the basis of this the PO will update the LFV central database and indicate the protective measures to be applied.

CONTRACTUAL ISSUES

1. Taking account of the nature of the project and the contracting principles, the PO stated that the Commission considers a single contract for the whole duration of the project.

2. PO recommends mandates for signature and stressed importance of transparent and speedy communication within the consortium.  In fact the contract signature is likely to be situated at year end and the number of partners in REGNET is particularly high. Mandates should be provided shortly after the finalised version of annex 1 and CPFs.  PO will inform co-ordinator when  he considers these documents as final. Co-ordinator to check consistency of names in CPFs and in mandates. Standard mandate text mandatory.

3. Specific KAIII conditions will be integrated in the contract as annex III. A copy of this annex III is provided as annex 8 to the present minutes.

4. Special conditions are likely to cover mandates, separation administrative/technical coordination and protective measures.

SECOND STAGE ISSUES

1. The negotiating PO informed that the main goal of the second stage of negotiation is agreement on budgetary matters in a final set of CPFs, as well as tying up any technical “loose-ends” in the Annex 1.

2. It was felt that no second stage meeting was required.  The second stage draft agenda is attached pm in annex 5.

ANY OTHER BUSINESS

A point requiring further clarification is the impact of shareholder loans on financial viability assessment. PO will brief as soon as possible. 

CLOSE OF MEETING

The negotiating PO thanked the participants and closed the first negotiating meeting at 16H00.

Date : 28.8.00

Name and Signature of negotiating PO : Jan Hoorens, communicated by email on 28.08.00 at 700PM without signature.

Distribution : Project co-ordinator,  Supporting PO, HoU INFSO D2

ANNEXES : 13

ANNEX 1

AGENDA

FIRST NEGOTIATION MEETING RE REGNET

LUXEMBOURG EUFO EUROCONFERENCE ON 28.08.00

1.  Welcome 

2.  Introductory remarks


- PO presentation and roles


- Objections against POs


- Deadline for negotiations


- Attendance list


- Negotiation mandate


- Negotiation dossier


- Financial viability


- Evaluation 


- Checklist project negotiations prior to first meeting

3.  Annex 1 issues


- main goal of stage 1


- reference documents


- dossier status


- changes and improvements


- evaluation 


- proposers' technical capacity


- involvement in other proposals/projects


- next meeting

4. Financial Issues


- type of contract


- funding percentage


- cost basis


- eligible costs


- proposers' funding contribution

5. Contractual issues


- single contract

6. Second stage issues


- goal


- redrafted annex 1 submission


- draft agenda

7. AOB

8. Close of meeting

ANNEX 2

LIST & COORDINATES OF PARTNERS  ATTENDING

THE FIRST NEGOTIATION MEETING RE REGNET

LUXEMBOURG EUFO EUROCONFERENCE ON 28.08.00

[image: image1.png]



SPACE Silvia Bendinelli

      SPACE S.r.l.

      Viale Vittorio Veneto, 31

      I-59100 Prato

      ITALY

      Phone: (39-0574) 607929

      Fax:(39-0574) 607929

      e-mail: silvia.bendinelli@spacesrl.it

[image: image2.png]



ZEUS Nikos Bogonikolos

      ZEUS Consulting S.A.

      Trade Center - Riga Ferraiou 93 st.

      26221 Patras

      GREECE

      Phone: (30 61) 622655 (?)

      Fax:(30 61) 272425 (?)

      e-mail:

      URL: http://www.zeusconsult.gr/
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SUL  Ingrid Cantwell

      Stockholm University Library

      Universitatsvägen 10

      10691 Stockholm

      SWEDEN

      Phone: (46-8) 162786

      Fax:(46-8) 162786

      e-mail: ingrid.cantwell@sub.su.se
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MOT  Roberto Cicci

      MOTOROLA

      Via P.C. Boggio 65/A

      I-10138 Turin

      ITALY

      Phone: (39 011) 4405315

      Fax:(39 011) 4405373

      e-mail: Roberto_Cicci-ARC005@email.mot.com 

      URL: http://www.motorola.com
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TINC Carlo Donzella

      Terra Incognita Ltd.

      Alameda House, 90-100 Sydney Street

      London SW3 6NJ

      UNITED KINGDOM

      Phone: (39-347) 7770725

      Fax: (39-02) 700405187

      GSM UK: (44-776) 9506737

      FAX UK: (44-870) 0881516

      e-mail: donzella@abrltd.co.uk
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SR   Georg Güntner

      Salzburg Research

      Forschungsgesellschaft m.b.H.

      <former: Techno-Z Forschung & Entwicklung GmbH>

      Jakob Haringer Strasse 5/III

      A-5020 Salzburg

      AUSTRIA

      Phone: (43-662) 2288-401

      Fax: (43-662) 2288-222

      e-mail: georg.guentner@salzburgresearch.at

      URL: http://www.salzburgresearch.at

      <e-mail: georg.guentner@newmedia.at>

      <URL: http://www.newmedia.at>

[image: image7.png]



AIT  Karin Hafner

      AIT-Angewandte Informationstechnik GmbH

      Hans-Sachs-Gasse 14/3

      A-8010 Graz

      AUSTRIA

      Phone: (43-316) 835359-0

      Fax:(43-316) 835359-75

      e-mail: admin@ait.co.at 

      URL: http://www.ait.co.at/ 
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TARX Vic Haesaerts

      TARX nv

      Bordekensstraat 30

      1981 Hofstade

      BELGIUM

      Phone: (32 015) 62 14 05

      Fax: (32 015) 62 03 35

      e-mail: vh@tarx.be
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IMAC Josef Herget

      Information & Management Consulting

      Weidenweg 60

      D-10437 Berlin

      GERMANY

      Phone: (49-30) 42018684

      Fax: (49-30) 42018685

      e-mail: herget@imac.de

      URL: http://www.imac.de
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AIT  Walter Koch

      AIT-Angewandte Informationstechnik GmbH

      Hans-Sachs-Gasse 14/3

      A-8010 Graz

      AUSTRIA

      Phone: (43-316) 811210-0

      Fax:(43-316) 811210-30

      e-mail: kochw@ait.co.at 

      URL: http://www.cscaustria.at/members/koch



MUS  Hub Kockelkorn

      Museon

      Stadhouderslaan 41

      3823 CJ Den Haag

      NETHERLANDS

      Phone: (31-70) 3381 411

      Fax: (31-70) 3381 339

      e-mail: hkockelkorn@museon.nl

      URL: http://www.museon.nl



VALT Jean-Pierre Lorre

      ValTech

      Tersud, 5 Avenue Marcel Dassault

      F-31500 Toulouse

      FRANCE

      Phone: (33 5) 62 47 52 00

      Fax: (33 5) 62 47 52 01

      e-mail: jean-pierre.lorre@valtech.fr

      URL: http://www.valtech.com



CC   Michela Michilli

      Consorzio Civita

      Via del Corso 300

      I-00186 Rome

      ITALY

      Phone: (39-06) 69203221

      Fax:(39-06) 6796467

      e-mail: m.michilli@civita.it



ONB  Hans Petschar

      Österreichische Nationalbibliothek

      Portraitsammlung, Bildarchiv und Fideikommißbibliothek

      Josefsplatz 1

      A-1015 Wien

      AUSTRIA

      Phone: (43-1) 53410459

      Fax:(43-1) 53410331

      e-mail: hans.petschar@onb.ac.at  

      URL: http://www.onb.ac.at/ 



SPACE Flavio Tariffi

      SPACE S.r.l.

      Viale Vittorio Veneto, 31

      I-59100 Prato

      ITALY

      Phone: (39-0574) 607929

      Fax:(39-0574) 607929

      e-mail: ftariffi@texnet.it



ITI  Dimitrios Tzovaras

      Informatics and Telematics Institute (ITI)

      Kyvernidou 1

      54639 Thessaloniki

      GREECE

      Phone: (30 31) 868580 (internal 215)

      Fax:(30 31) 868580 (internal 213)

      e-mail: tzovaras@dion.ee.auth.gr

      URL: http://uranus.ee.auth.gr 

ANNEX 3

CHANGES AND IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED FOR DRAFT ANNEX 1 

FIRST NEGOTIATION MEETING RE REGNET

LUXEMBOURG EUFO EUROCONFERENCE ON 28.08.00

SEE SEPARATE ATTACHMENT

ANNEX 4

 ACCOMODATION  TO CHANGES AND IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED FOR DRAFT ANNEX 1 

FIRST NEGOTIATION MEETING RE REGNET

LUXEMBOURG EUFO EUROCONFERENCE ON 28.08.00

The project representatives reacted on the comments in annex 3 and will accommodate suggested changes and improvements to the extent possible in new input.

ANNEX 5

DRAFT AGENDA

SECOND NEGOTIATION MEETING RE REGNET

1.  Welcome 

2.   Attendance list

3.  Issues outstanding from last meeting

4.  Specific Stage 2 issues


- project schedule


- set of deliverables


- dissemination and use plan


- evaluation checks


- proposal abstract


- proposal summary


- budget information forms

5. Agreement on Annex 1 revision

6. Agreement on CPF revision

7. Conclusions

ANNEX 6

OS NEGOTIATION FILE CHECKLIST

INTERNAL OS CHECKLIST FOR IST PROJECT NEGOTIATION FILES 

OF <DATE>

PROJECT ACRONYM: <         >

FILE CHECKED BY:  <    >

FORMAL CHECK OF THE DOSSIER

-> Does the file  include in the following order;

· Circulation sheet signed by gestionnaire, Project Officer and Head of Unit. 

· Negotiation report signed by Project Officer and Head of Unit. 

· Evaluation Summary Report .

· Contract Preparation Forms (preferably signed). 

· Legal and financial viability note signed by Project Officer attaching documents referred to in the note. 

· Table on labour rates, and if necessary accompanying note justifying loaded labour rates exceeding 500 € (on case by case basis) or 1,000 € (all cases).  

NEGOTATION REPORT 

· Principal contractors: check if number and legal name of contractors correspond with information in CPFs (forms A7 or A8) .

· Implementation Plan: check recommended funding with information in the Implementation Plan  

· Budget: check data provided with information in the CPFs (A3 forms) 

· Duration: check data with information in CPFs (A1 form) 

· General comments: check whether the comments made by the evaluators in the ESR have been addressed in the negotiation report, in particular comments regarding funding.  

LEGAL/FINANCIAL VIABILITY NOTE

· Has the standard note on LFV checks been used? 

· Are all documents referred to in the note attached? 

· Are all partners mentioned in the note, even if they are GOV. Does the numbering of the partners correspond to the numbering in the annexes 2? 

· Has the net worth and cost share been calculated correctly? 

· Are the protective measures suggested sufficient to cover the financial risk of the Community? 

· In case a guarantee has been provided.  

Is the text in line with the model guarantee? 

Are the amounts mentioned in the guarantee correct?   

Has the guarantee been signed by an authorised representative of the parent company or the bank?

TABLE ON LOADED LABOUR RATES/FUNDING SCHEME 

· Has the table on labour rates been used and if necessary an accompanying note justifying loaded labour rates exceeding 500 € (on case by case basis) or 1,000 € (all cases) provided.  OK

· According to the LFV report are the contractors using the same funding scheme as in other projects? If not, has a note for the file been included by the PO to explain the difference in funding scheme? 

ANNEX 7

OS COMMITMENT FILE CHECKLIST

IST PROJECTS: INTERNAL OS CHECKLIST OF <DATE>

PROJECT ACRONYM: <         >

FORMAL CHECK OF DOSSIER 

-> Dossier complete?  If not what is missing? 

-> Bank data provided in signed A6 form = bank data on SINCOM out print = bank data in article 3 of contract? 

CONTRACT 

-> Preambule of the contract; names and addresses properly filled out (check with CPFs)? 

-> Article 3: do the amounts mentioned correspond with amounts in the A3 forms? Are the amounts mentioned the same amounts as mentioned in the Commission Decision?  

-> Article 4: number of copies mentioned?

-> A3 forms annexed to the contract: first column of the table : if there is a distinction between Financial and Technical Coordinator has this been indicated as such by using CS and CF? Is the column on participants roles correctly completed (CR for contractors and AC for assistant contractor) 

ANNEX I

-> Pagination of annex I correct? 

-> No reference made in table of contents to appendix A? 

ANNEX II

-> The correct version of annex II has been used? (see E-drive for different models of annex II)

ANNEX III

-> Annex III in line with model text?

ANNEX IV

-> Letters of Mandate in line with standard text? 

-> Letters of Mandate provided for all contractors mentioned in article 6.9? Spelling of name of contractors correct? 

LEGAL/FINANCIAL VIABILITY CHECK / 

-> Has the standard note on LFV checks been used (for future files)?   

-> In case a guarantee has been provided. 

Is the text in line with the model guarantee? 

Are the amounts mentioned in the guarantee correct?   

Has the guarantee been signed by an authorised representative of the parent company or the bank?

CHECK FUNDING SCHEME/LABOUR RATES/OVERHEADS

-> Has the standard note and table on labour rates been used (for future files)?   

-> According to the LFV report are the contractors using the same funding scheme as in other projects? If not, has a note for the file been included by the PO to explain the difference in funding scheme? 

ADDITIONAL REMARKS 









Project n° :  













Acronym :   




















Have you checked if :








Gest.
PO



Supporting documents are included in file :






Routing sheet (completed by OS for commitment nbr. and ref. to Commission decision procedure)






Checklist internal to service



1


ESR - Evaluation Summary Report



2


Signed negotiation report






Third party bank information form (A6) & print SINCOM data on third party.



3


Signed CPF (Contract Preparation Forms)



4


Annex I: Appendix A: description of Consortium.






contract (on the basis of data lock) including :

- contract data control sheet,

- annexes (TA, Gen. Cond., Specific Conditions IST, [Letters of mandate]),

- administrative agreement in case of JRC participation,

- previous contracts (including technical annex and administrative Agreement JRC) in 

  case of amendments






LFV report and note to the file on Legal and Financial Viability check.



5


Commitment

(OS)


















Contract terms are reasonable :






Type of standard contract is adequate in view of work content



6


Participants list is identical in contract, budget breakdown and TA



7


Amounts (cost, EU-funding & advance) spelled out in letters are consistent with numbers in contract, budget breakdown and TA






Applicable law Belgium or Luxemburg, law of the competent Authorising Officer



8


Starting date - as a rule - after contract signature






Bank account in state of residence of the co-ordinator (EU Member State or Associated State) and consistent with validated third party data from SINCOM



9


Annex II - accomp. Measures : the ownership of results (option I, II, III.1 or III.2) is justified






Annex II - lump sum % overhead : the maximum percentage specified in Annex II is in line with DG INFSO policy per type of contract (ref. Note of J. BUS of 12/11/99 on Overheads for Acc. Measures)






Amount of advance payment for each partner does not exceed the maximum of 40%



10


Letters of mandate are correct, dated and signed by authorised representative (if applicable)






Special conditions of the contract which impact on the budget have been checked




















Regulatory and contractual requirements






RTD-Project funding complies with limits on state aid






Consortium structure complies with rules on participation 2






Contract amount agrees with the selection decision taken by the Commission






Costing model per partner appropriate and consistent; EU-funding percentage complies with the regulatory requirements by type of action 1






Level of labour rates and overheads is reasonable (flat rates, 20% limit for AC-part.)






Partners under AC costing model have not budgeted personnel costs relating to permanent staff






- Major subcontracting (>20% or >100 000€) is justified and is detailed in tech. ann.

- No subcontracting for co-ordination tasks or justification for special condition in this respect

- No major subcontracting for AC-partners or for accomp. measures activities

- No hidden funding to 3rd country participants through subcontracting (prior approval needed)






Accompanying measures are not camouflaged procurement contracts






In case of deliverables based contract, milestones and related pre-set amounts have been defined






In case of concerted actions/thematic networks, only coordination costs are budgeted






All partners have proven that they have necessary resources (as and when needed) for carrying out the tasks allocated to them






There are no restrictions for the participation of the partners (EWS, ABC-list, …)






Contractors and assistant contractors have been checked with the list of outstanding recovery orders













Sound Financial Management issues






Project objectives comply with the Legal basis/fiche financière/budgetary comments/workprogramme






Resources allocated to the project appear to be in balance with its objectives






Adequate resources are allocated to internal project monitoring and evaluation






The consortium structure and the distribution of roles is appropriate and provides for the necessary technical and managerial capacity to carry out the work






The recommendations of the evaluation have been properly adressed during the negotiations and have been properly reflected in contract






No duplication with other actions / projects






Only necessary and reasonable investments/purchases are foreseen (at reasonable market prices)






Other Expenses are reasonable and adequetly detailed in technical annex






















































ANNEX 8

ANNEX III: SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR THE IST PROGRAMME

1. Concertation

The contractors agree to co-operate with other projects in key action 3“Multimedia content and tools” within reasonable use of resources and to exchange non-confidential information with these projects.

The contractors agree to co-operate actively with support action projects contracted to assure coherence of the work within the programme and its relevance to world-wide developments, in order:

- to participate at least once per year in periodic concertation meetings and dissemination activities; 

- to participate upon request in concertation networks and common interest groups or clusters with parties working on other parts of the programme;

- to provide information requested by support action projects contracted to perform social and economic impact studies for the programme;
- to contribute and to participate to a final conference for the sector/programme with all projects. 

Interaction between this project and other programme-related projects and actions including user groups identified shall be agreed and defined not later than three months after the project commencement date. 

These activities are part of the contract and shall be financed from its budget.

2. Technical verification procedure in RTD, demonstration and combined projects 

A) Objectives of the technical verification
· The Commission shall initiate project technical verification in accordance with Article 27 of Annex II. This technical verification shall be carried out by means of reviews, which may be periodical. 

This technical verification is without prejudice of meetings and progress assessment activities that are held in order to ensure the monitoring of the project. 
· The Commission may decide that a technical verification be carried out by a panel of independent experts, hereinafter referred to as "the experts". The experts are authorised representatives of the Commission in the meaning of Article 27 of Annex II. 

· The technical verification shall objectively establish:

· The degree of fulfilment of the project work plan

· The degree of achievement of the project objectives as described in Annex I 

· The degree of fulfilment of the deliverables as described in Annex I

· Any elements which may give rise to reasonable doubts as to the reality of the resources that the contractors purport to have employed

· Any elements which may give rise to reasonable doubts as to the use of reasonable endeavours by the contractors to achieve the results aimed at by the project
· Any elements which may give rise to reasonable doubts as to the likelihood of the achievement of the results aimed at by the project, or which can reasonably be expected to result in a considerable diminution of the use potential of such results

and may recommend:

· Any course of action that may be required in order to achieve the project objectives and/or remedy non-performance .

· In addition to the submission of the deliverables and periodic reports, the contractors have the right and the duty to provide as much relevant information as may be necessary in order to achieve the objectives set out in point 3. 

The Commission may require additional information in accordance with Article 27 of Annex II. It may, inter alia, require the contractors to submit a self-evaluation report in accordance with point 3. 

In requiring information from the contractors, the Commission may set a reasonable deadline – typically 15 working days in advance of the review session.

On the basis of the experts’ formal recommendations the Commission will inform the coordinator of its decision:

· to acknowledge the successful completion of the project or,

· to allow the project to continue without modification or with minor modifications after approval of the deliverables or,

· to consider that the project can only continue with major modifications or,

· to initiate the termination of  the contract or the participation of any contractor according to Article 7 of Annex II.

B) Organisation of the review for the technical verification
1. The Commission shall inform the contractors in writing of its intention to organise a review session normally four weeks before the date of the review session and shall communicate all necessary information, including the names of the appointed experts. The Commission shall determine a suitable time and venue for the review session, which it shall endeavour to agree with the coordinator. The venue for the review session will be such as to facilitate the presentation and inspection of project results, either in Brussels, in Luxembourg or on-site. 

2. The coordinator may raise objections in regard of one or several experts within one week of the reception of the names of the appointed experts. These objections must be based on objective elements which may raise doubts as to their objectivity and impartiality, and in case of conflict of interest. The Commission shall give due consideration to these objections, and shall inform the coordinator of its decision within one week.

3. The review for the technical verification shall include one or more review session(s) with the participation of the experts and  the contractors or their representatives, under the chairmanship of the Commission. 

4. During the review session, the participants shall use utmost diligence in establishing all relevant facts. The contractors shall be given the opportunity to make whatever observations they consider appropriate and to run a practical demonstration. 

5. The Commission shall, in any case, inform the coordinator by written notice of the results of each review session within  four weeks. The Commission will inform the project in full of the findings of the review session, including the panel report signed and dated by the experts.

Based on the recommendations of the review session, when the project has not adequately demonstrated a satisfactory performance and is subject to remedial action, the coordinator is requested by the letter sent by the Commission to indicate in writing the observations of the contractors on these recommendations within a reasonable time not exceeding one month and to indicate whether they intend to continue the project. 

6.
The Commission shall take due consideration of the contractor’s observations and shall decide either:


-
to immediately initiate the procedure of termination of the contract according to Article 7 of Annex II, or  

-
to give one month from the date of the coordinator’s letter to perform an internal assessment and to produce a plan on how to overcome the detected problems.

7.
If on the basis of this internal assessment, the contractors are not able to produce convincing results and to envisage appropriate remedial action to rectify non performance, the Commission can take the decision to immediately terminate the contract in accordance with Article 7 of Annex II.

8.
If the Commission decides, on the basis of the internal assessment performed by the contractors, that the project may continue subject to major modifications, a new review session will be organised and - subject to the positive outcome of this review session - negotiations with the project shall start without delay.

9.
Without prejudice to Article 7 of Annex II, the Commission may decide to carry out subsequent review sessions at any time, particularly where remedial action has been undertaken. 

ANNEX 9 IDENTITY CONTROL SUMMARY


contractor
legal name
LEGAL
LEGAL
document proving legal name
LEGAL FORM
DOCUMENT DESCRIBING LEGAL FORM
DECLARATION LEGAL EXISTENCE
COMPANY BROCHURE
LAST ANNUAL REPORT


SHORT NAME
PROOF
NAME 
NAME









DOCUMENT
IN CPF
IN MANDATE FOR











NEGOTATION








TEXT
TEXT
TEXT
TEXT
Y/N NAME OF DOC
TEXT
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N

1
AIT
Angewandte Informationstechnik Ges.m.b.H
Angewandte Informationstechnik Ges.m.b.H
Angewandte Informationstechnik Ges.m.b.H
Y trade register copy
PRC
n
y
y
y

2
ONB
Österreichische Nationalbibliothek
Österreichische Nationalbibliothek
Österreichische Nationalbibliothek
y governmental sheet
GOV
n
y
y
FV check

3
SR (TZ)
Salzburg Research Forschungsgesellschaft mbH.
Salzburg Research Forschungsgesellschaft mbH.
Salzburg Research Forschungsgesellschaft mbH.
y trade register copy, VAT registration...
PUC
y
y
y
y

4
IMAC
IMAC Information&Management Consulting Dr. Josef Herget e.K.
IMAC Information&Management Consulting Dr. Josef Herget e.K.
IMAC Information&Management Consulting Dr. Josef Herget e.K.
y trade register copy
PRC
n
y
y
N/A

5
SUL
Stockholms universitet
Stockholms universitet
Stockholms universitet
y
GOV
n
n
y Lux
FV

6
LMG
Länsmuseet pa Gotland
Länsmuseet pa Gotland
Länsmuseet pa Gotland
y
GOV
n
n
y Lux
FV

7
NRM
Naturhistoriska riksmuseet
Naturhistoriska riksmuseet
Naturhistoriska riksmuseet
y
GOV
n
n
y Lux
FV

8
KVA
Kungl.Vetenskapsakademien
Kungl. Vetenskapsakademien
Kungl. Vetenskapsakademien
y 
PNP
n
y
y
y

9
TARX
TARX nv
TARX nv
TARX nv
y VAT registration, articles of constitution
PRC
n
y
y
y

10
MECH
Stedelijke Musea Mechelen
Stedelijke Musea Mechelen
Stedelijke Musea Mechelen
y
GOV
n
n
y
FV

11
MUS
Stichting Museon (Museum voor het Onderwijs)
Stichting Museon (Museum voor het Onderwijs)
Stichting Museon (Museum voor het Onderwijs)
y trade register copy
PNP
y
y
y
y Lux

12
RCM










13
SPACE
SPACE S.r.l.
SPACE S.r.l.
SPACE S.r.l.
y Statutes
PRC
n
y
y
y 28.8.

14
ALI
Fratelli Alinari Spa
Fratelli Alinari Spa
Fratelli Alinari Spa
y
PRC
24.8.
y fax
y
n

15
CC
Consorzio Civita
Consorzio Civita
Consorzio Civita
y Statutes
24.8.
24.8.
y
Lux
y Lux

16
SIE
Sistemas Expertos SA
Sistemas Expertos SA
Sistemas Expertos SA
y trade register copy, VAT register copy
PRC
n
y
y
n

17
GRAN

Ajuntament de Granollers
Ajuntament de Granollers
N/A
GOV
n
n
n
N/A

18
IAT
Instituto Andaluz de Tecnología
Instituto Andaluz de Tecnología
Instituto Andaluz de Tecnología
y statutes
PNP
n
y
y
y

19
ZEUS
in Greek
Zeus Consulting SA
Zeus Consulting SA
y official register (originals) Greek
PRC
y
y
y
y Greek

20
SI
Systema Informatics 
Systema Informatics S.A.
Systema Informatics S.A.
y trade register, VAT registration (Greek)
PRC
n
y
n
n

21
ITI
Centre for Research and Technology Hellas
Centre for Research and Technology Hellas
Centre for Research and Technology Hellas
y presidential decree
PNP
y
y
y
y

22
ICCS










23
SUSU

Southern Ural State University
Southern Ural State University
n
GOV
n
n
n
FV

24
VALT
VALTECH
VALTECH
VALTECH
y
PRC
n
y
y Lux
y Lux

25
TINC
Terra Incognita Europa Limited
Terra Incognita Europa Limited
Terra Incognita Europa Limited
y
PRC

y
y
N/A

26
MOT
Lux
Motorola S.p.A.
Motorola S.p.A.
Lux
PRC
n
y
part Lux
y Lux

FINANCIAL VIABILITY CONTROL SUMMARY

REGNET IST-2000-26336




Financial control summary






contractor short name
ANNEX II in EURO T0 and T0-1
ANNEX II in nat curr. T0 and T0-1
BALANCE SHEET t0
BALANCE SHEET T0-1
OUTPUTTHIRD PARTY FINANCIAL INFO
RECENT MODIFICATIONS
DECLARATION
CALL1/2 LFV Info and protective measures
PROPOSED protective measures
LIST OF EU PROJECTS WITH  Cost shares






PRODUCERS T0 AND T0-1
TO ANNEXII
EWS




TEXT
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N
TEXT
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N

AIT
y
y
y
y
y
n
y
n
n
y

ONB
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
N/A
N/A
n

SR (TZ)
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
N/A
N/A
y

IMAC
t0-1 Lux
t0-1 Lux
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
n
n
n

SUL
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
N/A
N/A
n

LMG
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
N/A
N/A
n

NRM
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
N/A
N/A
n

KVA
n
y
n
n
y
n
y
n
n
n

TARX
y
y
y
y
n
y
y
n
n
n

MECH
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
n
N/A
n

MUS
y
y
y
y
LUX
n
LUX
n
n
y

RCM
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n

SPACE
LUX
LUX
y
y
n
n
y
n
n
n

ALI
28.8.
28.8.
28.8.
28.8.
28.8.
n
y
n
n
n

CC
LUX y
LUX y
LUX 
LUX 
LUX
n
y
LUX
n
y

SIE
y
y
n
n
n
n
y
n
n
y

GRAN
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
n
N/A
N/A
n

IAT
y
y
y
y
y
n
y
n
n
y

ZEUS
y
y
y
y
n
n
y
n
n
y

SI
y
y
y
y
n
y
y
n
n
y

ITI
LUX
LUX
y
n
n
n
y
n
n
y

ICCS
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n

SUSU
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
n
y
N/A
N/A
n

VALT
y
y
y
y
y
n
y
n
n
n

TINC
N/A
N/A
2000
N/A
N/A
n
y
n
n
n

MOT
lux
lux
lux
lux
lux
n
lux
lux
lux
lux








ANNEX 10

FOLLOW UP TO
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NEGOTATION

This document was not available at meeting time. It will be transmitted in HC form by the PC to the PO on 29.8.00 and emailed afterwards. 

ANNEX 11

Legal Financial Viability checks: background information

see separate attachment in pdf format

ANNEX 12

FUNDING MODEL CONSISTENCY

Funding model list for past 5FP projects:


Project Acronym:

REGNET

Project Number:

IST-2000-26336

Contractor name:

MUS

Funding Model:

FF













Project acronym
 
Project number
Funding model (FF,FC,AC)

RAMA

R 2043
 
FF

EMN

R 1078
 
FF

 

 
 


Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

AIT




Funding Model:

FF











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









COVAX

IST-1999-11820

FF


Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

CC




Funding Model:

FC











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









GOTHERE

EP 25416

FC


HYPERMUSEUM

AD 4006

FC









Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

ITI




Funding Model:

AC











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)


HISCORE

IST-1999-10087

AC


INTERFACE

IST-1999-10036

AC


ASPIS

IST-1999-12554

AC


KOD

IST-1999-12503

AC


Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

ONB




Funding Model:

AC











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









RAFFAEL

96-412-175

AC























Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

SI




Funding Model:

FF











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









INVITE

IST-1999-11722

FF























Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

SIE




Funding Model:

FF











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









MTM

IST-1999-11100

FF
















Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

SR




Funding Model:

FF











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









COVAX

IST-1999-11820

FF


AQUILA

IST-1999-10077

FF
















Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

VALT




Funding Model:

FF











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









TARSAL

Esprit 20555

FF


SURPRISE

ESPRIT/ESSI 23960

FF
















Funding model list for past 5FP projects:













Project Acronym:

REGNET




Project Number:

IST-2000-26336




Contractor name:

ZEUS




Funding Model:

FF











Project acronym

Project number

Funding model (FF,FC,AC)









DEPPSIA

IST-1999-20483

FF


3W3S

IAP/2109

FF
















ANNEX 13





Table on labour and overhead rates























Summary of labour rates, Overhead rates, gross labour rates and Overhead percentage























Project Number and Acronym:
     IST-2000-26336   REGNET
























Hrs. per day: 7,50

























Contractor's full name
Country code
Staff category
AC/FC/FF
Labour rate /h €
Labour rate /day
OH rate /h €
OH rate /day
Loaded rate /day*
OH %
Recommended action
Justification

Angewandte Informationstechnik GmbH
A
1
FF
59,16
443,70
47,33
354,97
798,67
80

Scientist, Austria



2

48,45
363,37
38,76
290,70
654,07
80





3

36,72
275,40
29,38
220,35
495,75
80



Österreichische Nationalbibliothek
A
2
AC
29,63
222,23
5,93
44,45
266,67
20



Salzburg Research Forschungsgesellschaft mbH. 
A
1
FF
54,00
405,00
43,20
324,00
729,00
80

Senior expert, Austria



2

45,00
337,50
36,00
270,00
607,50
80





3

37,00
277,50
29,60
222,00
499,50
80



IMAC Information&Management Consulting Dr. Josef Herget e.K
D
1
FF
59,19
443,93
47,35
355,14
799,07
80

Scientist, Germany



2

48,45
363,38
38,76
290,70
654,08
80





3

36,72
275,40
29,38
220,32
495,72
80



Stockholms universitet
S
1
AC
26,00
195,00
5,20
39,00
234,00
20



Länsmuseet pa Gotland
S
2
FF
29,63
222,23
23,70
177,78
400,01
80



Naturhistoriska riksmuseet
S
2
AC
29,63
222,23
5,93
44,45
266,67
20



Kungl. Vetenskapsakademien
S
2
FF
29,63
222,23
23,70
177,78
400,01
80



TARX nv
B
1
FF
46,00
345,00
36,80
276,00
621,00
80

Senior Engineer, Belgium



2

38,00
285,00
30,40
228,00
513,00
80





3

31,00
232,50
24,80
186,00
418,50
80



Stedelijke Musea Mechelen
B
1
FF
39,00
292,50
31,20
234,00
526,50
80

Senior curator, Belgium



2

32,00
240,00
25,60
192,00
432,00
80





3

26,00
195,00
20,80
156,00
351,00
80



Contractor's full name
Country code
Staff category
AC/FC/FF
Labour rate /h €
Labour rate /day
OH rate /h €
OH rate /day
Loaded rate /day*
OH %
Recommended action
Justification

Stichting Museon (Museum voor het Onderwijs)
NL
1
FF
42,50
318,75
34,00
255,00
573,75
80

ICT project leader, Netherlands



2

32,50
243,75
26,00
195,00
438,75
80



SPACE S.r.l.
I
1
FF
44,45
333,38
35,56
266,70
600,08
80

Technical engineer

Fratelli Alinari Spa
I
2
FF
37,04
277,80
29,63
222,24
500,04
80



Consorzio Civita
I
1
FF
31,00
232,50
24,80
186,00
418,50
80



Sistemas Expertos SA
E
1
FF
38,25
286,88
30,60
229,50
516,38
80



Ajuntament de Granollers
E
2
FC
29,63
222,23
23,70
177,78
400,01
80



Instituto Andaluz de Tecnología
E
1
FF
50,00
375,00
40,00
300,00
675,00
80

Senior engineer



2

35,70
267,75
28,56
214,20
481,95
80



Zeus Consulting SA
EL
1
FF
44,45
333,38
35,56
266,70
600,08
80

Senior research engineer

Systema Informatics S.A. 
EL
1
FF
42,86
321,45
34,29
257,16
578,61
80

Researcher



2
FF
32,14
241,05
25,71
192,84
433,89
80



Centre for Research and Technology Hellas
EL
1
FC
12,05
90,38
17,71
132,85
223,23
147





2

58,82
441,15
86,47
648,49
1089,64
147

Agreement with EU attached



3

17,94
134,55
26,37
197,79
332,34
147



Southern Ural State University
RU
2
AC
14,82
111,15
2,96
22,23
133,38
20



VALTECH
F
1
FF
46,20
346,50
36,96
277,20
623,70
80

Senior Consultant



2

40,20
301,50
32,16
241,20
542,70
80



Terra Incognita Europa Limited
UK
1
FF
34,72
260,40
27,78
208,32
468,72
80



Motorola S.p.A.
I
1
FC
50,00
375,00
28,50
213,75
588,75
58,2

Project Leader



2

48,00
360,00
28,00
210,00
570,00
58,2

Software Engineer







