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Project Description 

DRIVER evaluates emerging solutions in three key areas: civil society resilience, responder 

coordination as well as training and learning. 

These solutions are evaluated using the DRIVER test-bed. Besides cost-effectiveness, DRIVER also 

considers societal impact and related regulatory frameworks and procedures. Evaluation results will 

be summarised in a roadmap for innovation in crisis management and societal resilience. 

Finally, looking forward beyond the lifetime of the project, the benefits of DRIVER will materialize in 

enhanced crisis management practices, efficiency and through the DRIVER-promoted connection of 

existing networks. 

 

DRIVER Step #1: Evaluation Framework 

- Developing test-bed infrastructure and methodology to test and evaluate novel solutions, 

during the project and beyond. It provides guidelines on how to plan and perform 

experiments, as well as a framework for evaluation. 

- Analysing regulatory frameworks and procedures relevant for the implementation of DRIVER-

tested solutions including standardisation. 

- Developing methodology for fostering societal values and avoiding negative side-effects to 

society as a whole from crisis management and societal resilience solutions. 

DRIVER Step #2: Compiling and evaluating solutions 

- Strengthening crisis communication and facilitating community engagement and self-

organisation. 

- Evaluating emerging solutions for professional responders with a focus on improving the 

coordination of the response effort. 

- Benefiting professionals across borders by sharing learning solutions, lessons learnt and 

competencies. 

DRIVER Step #3: Large scale experiments and demonstration 

- Execution of large-scale experiments to integrate and evaluate crisis management solutions. 

- Demonstrating improvements in enhanced crisis management practices and resilience 

through the DRIVER experiments. 

 

DRIVER is a 54 month duration project co-funded by the European Commission Seventh Framework 

Programme (FP7/2007-2013) under grant agreement no. 607798. 
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Executive Summary 

The purpose of this administrative document is to collect the second round of ethical approvals 

required for all the activities in the project, in need of such approvals. While D95.22 Ethical Approval 

1, collected all the approvals necessary between M1-M6, this document, D95.23 Ethical Approval 2, 

collects all the approvals necessary between M6-M18. Thus, this deliverable updates the table of 

approvals set out in D95.22 with the new tasks and the new approvals for the current reporting 

period.  

 

This deliverable is closely linked to two other research ethics deliverables: 

1. D95.21 Planning for Ethical Approvals 

a. This deliverable presents the monitoring plan for how PRIO will manage and oversee 

the process of ensuring that the relevant ethical approvals are obtained for every 

activity in DRIVER needing it. This plan is then put into action in the series of 

deliverables called Ethical Approval 1, 2, etc. The current deliverable is thus the 

second round of this collection of approvals, using the plan set out in D95.21. 

2. D95.22 Ethical Approval 1 

a. This deliverable collects and delivers the first round of ethical approvals, following 

the plan and strategy in D95.21, as described above. The structure of this deliverable 

was chosen to reflect the very clear description of the deliverable in the DoW: “This 

deliverable will contain the copies of the approvals/ notifications obtained [for the 

relevant period]”.  

 

Thus, the current deliverable follows the same general structure of the first deliverable/ round of 

collected approvals, since the description and expectation of the deliverable in the DoW is exactly 

the same. Concretely, the most important approvals needed for the DRIVER tasks are data protection 

approvals that are issued by the local data protection agencies of those partners who lead the 

respective task. These constitute most, if not all approvals within DRIVER. Many DRIVER tasks are 

ongoing, and some pending research activities will need approval at a later stage in the project,. The 

status of the tasks starting up until M18 is indicated in table 1, and relevant communication and 

documentation is attached in annex. All received documents and mails are archived at PRIO and 

retrievable on request by the Project Coordinator, the Ethical and Societal Advisory Board or the 

European Commission Project Officer. A calendar indicates the tasks which are expected to require 

an approval by the next version of this deliverable, D95.21 Ethical Approval 3. This calendar will be 

updated after the suspension period (M27).  
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Purpose and structure of the deliverable 

The purpose of this administrative document is to collect the second round of ethical approvals 

required for all the activities in the project, in need of such approvals. While D95.22 Ethical Approval 

1, collected all the approvals necessary between M1-M6, this document, D95.23 Ethical Approval 2, 

collects all the approvals necessary between M6-M18 (October 2014- October 2015). Thus, this 

deliverable updates the table of approvals set out in D95.22 with the new tasks and the new 

approvals for the current reporting period. The deliverable follows the same general structure as 

Ethical Approval 1, and the structure was chosen to reflect the very clear description of the 

deliverable in the DoW: “This deliverable will contain the copies of the approvals/ notifications 

obtained [for the relevant period]”. Having the consecutive deliverables in this task following the 

same structure, eases the readability of them, as well as it allows PRIO to focus its efforts on the 

most time consuming part of this task- consultations and bilateral follow-up with partners who have 

questions or concerns about the process of obtaining approvals. It is clear to PRIO that the various 

levels of experience with research ethics, and concretely with ethics approvals, among the partners, 

makes it important that PRIO is able to follow up with the partners that need special assistance or 

that are faced with more complex challenges or situations. The abovementioned approach to 

carrying out the ethical monitoring of the project accommodates for this need, and is based on 

lessons learnt and experiences from other  projects that PRIO has been engaged with.  

The overall task of managing relevant ethics approvals (and research ethics in general), is led by 

PRIO. PRIO, having extensive experience from carrying out similar tasks in other EU FP7 projects, 

designed the approach to research ethics in DRIVER to be effective, constructive and efficient. 

Experience and lessons learnt from doing similar tasks (also on data protection and privacy in a more 

conceptual sense) in projects such as LASIE [1] (Large Scale Information Exploitation of forensic data), 

PERSEUS [2] (Protection of European Borders and Seas through the Intelligent Use of Surveillance), 

SOURCE [3] (Virtual Centre of Excellence for Research Support and Coordination on Societal 

Security), and PACT [4] (Public perception of security and privacy: Assessing knowledge, Collecting 

evidence, Translating research into action), are part of the basis for how this task is carried out in 

DRIVER.  

In addition to fulfilling its core task of collecting and forwarding the second round of approvals, the 

deliverable also reminds the DRIVER consortium about the approval procedures. It does so by 

updating the calendar set out in D95.22, and by providing basic instructions for how to go about and 

obtain the relevant approvals
1
. In sum, the purpose of the deliverable is to collect the approvals due 

between M6- M18.  

                                                           
1
 However, the complete guidelines for research ethics in DRIVER can be found in D91.3 Ethical Guidelines, Risk and 

Safeguards, and the complete and detailed plan for concretely how to decide if approval is needed, and which steps to take 

to obtain/ apply for approval can be found in D95.21 Planning for Ethical Approval. 
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The activities flagged in D95.22 as being in need of approval, are collected in this deliverable, and 

thus fall under five different status categories (see also chapter 3.1):   

1) Registration completed 

a. This means that the process is completed, and that formal approval was not required 

by the relevant authories, but a notification/ registration with the DPA.   

2) Approval received 

a. This means that the relevant approval has been received from the partner by PRIO, 

and this is documented in the annex to this deliverable. 

3) No data is being collected/ no approval needed 

a. This means that although flagged as might being in need of approval, this did not 

prove necessary after further scrutiny (e.g. because personal data was not collected 

after all). 

4) Application in process 

a. This means that the relevant approval/ notification process was still underway at the 

point of delivery of this deliverable. However, the documentation to demonstrate 

the ongoing process is in annex.  

5) Activity postponed 

a. This means that the activity at stake has been postponed, either so that it falls under 

the scope of the next reporting period (and would be part of Ethical Approval 3), or 

indefinitely. 

 

These five categories of different statuses for the approvals due between M6- M18, are collected in a 

table in chapter 3 of this deliverable. See Table 2. Here, tasks in categories 1, 2 and 4 are explained, 

and relevant documentation is provided in the annexes of this deliverable. For tasks in category 5, 

these are indicated in the same table as well. In Table 3, email exchanges, which document that 

particular tasks, i.e. in category 3, are not in need of ethical approvals, are explained.  

Partners should also be reminded that in especially complicated cases, the national Data Protection 

Authorities should be consulted for advice. PRIO can also be consulted in special cases, preferably for 

more procedural inquiries. 

 

1.2 The iterative nature of the Ethical Approval deliverables 

The reason for having iterations of the Ethical Approval- deliverables is not to improve the very 

concept of collecting approvals, but to physically coordinate and carry out the second round of 

following up with partners individually, collecting the approvals and forwarding them via the 

deliverable to REA. Planning for Ethical Approvals, and not only the writing of the deliverable. As the 

process of informing partners about the procedure, the bilateral following-up of partners, and the 

actual organizing and collecting of the approvals/ notifications proved to be effective and efficient in 

Ethical Approval 1, the same procedure was followed for Ethical Approval 2. If PRIO later encounters 
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difficulties or challenges that are experienced to be hampering the process, PRIO will consider and 

implement the necessary changes and adjustments to the procedure, but as long as the planning for 

the collection of approvals, as presented in D95.21 Planning for Ethical Approvals, is smooth, there is 

no reason to change the nature of this task. Furtermore, it is via the annual Ethical Monitoring 

Reports that emerging challenges or peculiarities relating to research ethics will be detailed and 

addressed. 

1.2.1 Progress from Ethical Approval round 1 

To the degree that this second round of collecting approvals has differentiated from the first round, a 

few changes should be mentioned. 

• Progress 1: Two additional columns have been added to the approval overview table.  

o The five statuses of the approvals that are documented in this report, are now: 1) 

Registration completed, 2) Approval received, 3) No data is being collected/ no approval 

needed: 4) Application in process, and 5) Activity postponed.  

• Progress 2: The scope of potential approvals needed has been narrowed down. 

o It is clear that no testing on human or animal cells will take place in DRIVER, hence no 

medical approvals will be needed. 

• Progress 3: Intensified information flow from PRIO to the DRIVER consortium. 

o A workshop by PRIO about research ethics was held at the General Assembly meeting in 

Ispra in February 2015. In addition, PRIO has continued to follow up bilaterally when 

necessary, to explain procedures and issue reminders (as per the table provided in this 

deliverable). On the 28
th

 April 2015, the project coordinator sent out an email to the full 

DRIVER consortium, to once more iterate the importance of ethical approvals. A letter 

with detailed instructions prepared by PRIO as well as deliverables with additional 

information were attached to the email. 

• Progress 4: Increased knowledge about data protection & privacy issues. 

o The first effort by PRIO to inform the DRIVER consortium about standard procedures and 

rules for research ethics, was extensive and required significant follow-up, e.g. via 

presentations for the General Assembly in Ispra in 2015, and bilateral consultations with 

individual partners with specific issues. The overall level of knowledge seems to have 

improved among the consortium partners. It became clear as a result of the 

questionnaires that partly formed the basis for the first Ethical Monitoring report, that 

for many of the partners, the issue of research ethics was actually a new one, hence a lot 

of follow- up was needed. Now, the partners seem to be more on the same level of 

understanding when it comes to these issues, thus the information procedures and the 

follow-up by PRIO can be performed in a more coherent manner. Consequencely, the 

current deliverable did not change its general structure or nature from Ethical Approval. 

 



  

  

 

 
Document name: D130.22 – Ethical Approval 2 Page:   11 of 33 

Reference: D130.22 Dissemination: PU Version: 2.0 Status: Final 

 

2  The DRIVER Ethical Approval Information 

Procedure  

2.1 Kinds of approvals needed in DRIVER 

Research conducted within DRIVER is expected to maintain high ethical standards. These standards 

are described, discussed and implemented, in D95.22 Ethical Approval 1, in D91.3 Ethical procedures, 

Risks and Safeguards, D95.21 Planning for Ethical Approvals, and D95.31 Ethical Monitoring Report 1. 

Obligations set out by the European Commission are furthermore embedded in the Grant Agreement 

of the DRIVER project in a variety of ways, most prominently through the general contractual 

mechanism put in place in order to assure this high standard of research ethics, known as Special 

Clause 15 (SC15).  

As SC15 and the discussions and information given in D95.22 and D95.31 show, research conducted 

in the DRIVER project can be subject to two kinds of approvals:  

1) general data protection approvals  

2) other ethical approvals relating to activities taking place in “the field”
2
.  

 

It is still likely that the upcoming trials in DRIVER might include elements of play acting, which may 

include professional volunteers or citizens. In that case, it is of crucial importance that the DRIVER 

partners take measures to ensure that no harm is being done to participants and bystanders. 

Detailed instructions for how to relate to this is given in chapter 3.1. of D91.3. For example, if a field 

exercise in public with volunteers (e.g. vulnerable groups) is taking place, information regarding de-

briefing and follow-up for the volunteers are strongly encouraged. 

If these elements will be included, approvals might have to be sought from the relevant national 

ethics committee of the responsible partner. Often, data protection authorities (DPAs) and other 

ethical committees are gathered in one authority and may issue both kinds of approvals, but this will 

have to be investigated in the individual cases. Some institutions have their own ethical advisory 

boards, such as large companies, universities, labs etc., which do have authority to issue such 

approvals. 

Although this might be relevant at a later stage in the project, all tasks mentioned in this deliverable 

are in need of approvals by data protection authorities only. 

 

                                                           
2
 In the sense that they would take place in public, and e.g. potentially have an impact on bystanders or the general public.  
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2.2 Informing the consortium about approval procedures 

This section describes how PRIO has engaged with the DRIVER consortium, to ensure that every 

partner was made aware of the (potential) need for ethical approval in the reporting period. The 

information process about the potential necessity to obtain approvals included several stages, and 

has been further developed since the submission of D95.22: 

1. The DoW already flags very broadly the tasks that may be in need of approval. In addition to 

that, in the beginning of the project, PRIO went through the complete DoW to check whether 

other tasks may also need approval. See Table 1. These were flagged, for example, in D95.22 and 

in an approval calendar. Here, it is clearly set out that task leaders are responsible to define 

whether their activities do involve personal data and that task leaders, in general, are 

responsible to obtain the respective approvals. 

2. The necessity of approvals was also reiterated during a workshop by PRIO at the General 

Assembly meeting in Ispra in February 2015. In addition to that, the issue was brought up at 

several PMC Telephone conferences. 

3. PRIO has continued to follow up with individual SP leaders and task leaders when necessary, to 

explain procedures and remind the respective responsible partners of their approval process. 

4. To further strengthen the effort on research ethics, on the 28
th

 April 2015, the project 

coordinator sent out an email to the full DRIVER consortium, to remind them about the 

importance and responsibility of ethical approvals. A letter with detailed instructions prepared 

by PRIO as well as deliverables with additional information were attached to the email. 

5. The first Ethical Monitoring Report, D95.31, also documented and addressed key ethical issues in 

DRIVER, and repeated and refined some core points from previous deliverables; both to clarify 

some particularly important points regarding research ethics, but also to update and specify 

previously given guidelines. 

6. Finally, pertaining to this deliverable, reminders (e.g. on September 2
nd

 2015) have been sent to 

every partner listed in the table of indicated tasks where approvals were needed (table 1). In 

addition, individual reminders have been sent to those partners that did not respect the internal 

deadlines set by PRIO.  

 

2.3 Is data protection approval needed? 

The table below is developed to be a practical tool for partners to decide if data protection approval 

is needed for the activity at stake. While it does not serve as a guarantee for such cases, it 

nonetheless provides for a vantage point for further follow-up or discussions with either PRIO, the 

relavant data protection authority or potentially other ethics commitees.  
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Is personal data being collected?3 
 

WHAT DO YOU DO? IF YES IF NO 

Do you collect directly identifiable personal 

data
4
? 

Data Protection 

Approval needed. 

Data Protection Approval 

might be needed (see next 

question). 

Do you collect indirectly identifying personal 

data (such as background material that might 

identify individuals)
5
? 

Data Protection 

Approval needed. 

Data Protection Approval 

not needed (if “no” on 

previous question as well). 

Will personal data be collected via online forms 

(direct/ indirect/ via IP-address or email 

address)? 

Data Protection 

Approval needed. 

Note that even if 

only the data 

processor has 

access to the 

identifiable 

information (such as 

an IP-log), approval 

is needed. 

For the collection of data 

through online forms to be 

regarded as anonymous, 

neither IP-address, 

browser information, nor 

information capsules etc. 

can be used.  

Will personal data be collected through digital 

images or video recordings (if faces are shown, it 

counts as personal data)? 

Data Protection 

Approval needed. 

Data Protection Approval 

not needed for this 

particular activity, but 

could be needed if linked 

with other directly or 

indirectly identifying 

personal data. 
Table 1: Is personal data being collected? (Chapter 2.2.1 D95.31) 

 

The table was also provided, as requested by several consortium members via the first Ethical 

Monitoring report, in D91.3 Ethical Procedures, Risks and Safeguards.  

 

 

                                                           
3
 The table is based on information from the Norwegian Social Science Data Services (NSD). See. 

https://trygg.nsd.uib.no/personvern/meldeplikt/meldeplikttest 
4
 Such as name or national identity number. See Chapter 2.2 for definition of personal data. Note that even if the 

information is meant to be anonymized in the final report etc. the collection of personal data would still happen and thus 

the answer here should be “yes”. 
5
 A person will be indirectly identifiable if it is possible to recognize the person via a combination of background information 

(such as municipality or workplace / school, combined with data such as age, sex, occupation, etc.). For it to be counted as 

personal data, this must be recorded in combination with other information so that people can be recognized. 
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2.4 The approval process during the restructuring of DRIVER 

In addition to the abovementioned process of informing the consortium, some additional 

considerations should be mentioned relating to postponement and restructuring of DRIVER, 

following the Year 2 Review. Following the project suspension, many DRIVER tasks are ongoing, 

postponed or might start later than planned. Hence, it is very likely that research activities in need of 

approvals happen at a later stage in the project. The DRIVER partners had multiple opportunities to 

communicate these new dates, but it is important to keep in mind that many tasks are still at a 

planning stage, especially considering the restructuring of the project following the year 2 ad hoc 

reivew. While subprojects and work packages are currently being restructured (potentially resulting 

in new task numbers and merged activities etc.), the concrete outcome of the task and the planning 

of the research activities will have to be postponed. As a result of the suspension period, and the 

current restructuring, the ethical approval overview table presented in the next chapter will have to 

be formally updated once the final project structure has been implemented and improved. However, 

it is expected that for several of the activities, this update would simply mean replacing a task 

number with a new one. And generally and fundamentally, the research ethics guidelines provided in 

D91.3 is still the main document on research ethics for the partners, and should be consulted if 

necessary.  
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3 Overview of approval statuses 

3.1 Explanation of approval statuses 

As explained in the introduction to this deliverable, the activities in DRIVER that were flagged in 

D95.22 Ethical Approval 1, as (potentially) being in need of approval, can be divided in five different 

status categories. All these tasks are listed in the overview table below. As has been communicated 

to the DRIVER consortium on several occacions, it is formally the task leader who is ultimately 

responsible for obtaining such approval. The status of the various approvals relevant fort his second 

round of collecting ethical approvals, is indicated in the table below. To support the information in 

this table, the relevant communication and documentation is detailed in the next sections. 

As can be seen below, some tasks or activities are covered by approvals from another task (meaning 

that it has been decided that application for approval or notifications to the DPA could be combined). 

In this case, all the tasks that are collected under one approval are listed in the first column of the 

table. 

The approvals due in this round (covering M6-M18), fall under these five status categories: 

1) Registration completed:  

a. Former years’ procedures (in DRIVER and other research projects, such as the LASIE 

project
6
) have shown that not all Data Protection Authorities (DPA) issue approvals, 

but rather that the data protection procedure is completed by simply notifying the 

DPA, or by registering the project/ activity with the relevant DPA. In that case, the 

application form or registration form is attached in the annex to this deliverable for 

documentation. 

2) Approval received:  

a. The needed approval for the task has been obtained, and can be found in the annex.  

3) No data is being collected/ no approval needed:  

a. The task does not collect personal data at all, which means that the partners don’t 

need approval. Why they are not collecting personal data is explained and 

documented in respective emails, which are archived at PRIO and can be forwarded 

upon request.  

4) Application in process:  

a. An application to the respective data protection authority has been sent, but the 

answer is still pending. In that case, as agreed with the PO, the application form or 

registration form is attached in the annex for documentation, to demonstrate that 

the process is ongoing. 

 

 

                                                           
6
 LArge Scale Information Exploitation of Forensic Data (LASIE). http://www.lasie-project.eu/ 
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5) Activity postponed:  

a. The activity is being postponed, and the application will be part of the next round of 

approvals, i.e. Ethical Approval 3. Such explanations are archived at PRIO and can be 

forwarded upon request.  

 

It may happen that a task lasts from M1 to M52, or lasts beyond the scope of one of the Ethical 

Approval- reporting periods. In that case, relevant research activities may start at a later stage. In 

that case, the task does not yet need approval and the task is not included in the list below, but 

transferred to the follow-up calendar to indicate the relevant time for approval. 

All received documents and mails are archived at PRIO, and can be accessed upon request. 

Tables 1, 2 and 3 are organized following the start activity of a task. Should several tasks start at the 

same time, they follow task numbering from low to high.  

 

                                                           
7
 These answers were originally to be obtained in round 1, but due to the postponement of the task, the actual approval 

process was postponed. 
8
 For T36.2 and T34.2, the attached emails document that contact has been initiated with the relevant data protection 

authorities. However, due to the current restructuring of the DRIVER project, the task leaders for these tasks report that the 

activities in these tasks will be restructured as well, and that additional details on the activities will be reported to the DPA 

eventually. These details will be included in the next round of approvals.  

 Status Category 

Listed task 

(DoW and 

calendar) 

Partner Start activity 

 

  

1 2 3 4 5 Cf. 

Ann

ex 

Nr.   

T32.2 DRC M4, POSTPONED FROM 

ROUND 1
7
 

  X    

T32.3 DRC M4, POSTPONED  FROM 

ROUND 1 

  X    

T36.2 USTUTT  M10
8
 X     1 

T36.2 AIT  M12 X     1 

T24.3 FOI M11   X    

T46.1 TCS M11     X  

T52.1 & T52.2 FHG- IAO M11  X    2 

T61.1 DLR M11   X    

T64.1 ATOS M11    X  3 

T53.1 FOI M12 X     4 

T34.2 USTUTT M13 X     5 

T35.4 Q4PR M13     X  
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T36.3/ 36.4 FRQ M13 X     6 

T27.2 JRC M15   X    

T46.2 ATOS M15     X  

T66.1 POLE M18   X    

Received After Deadline For Round 1 

T85.1/ 85.2    X    7 

Ongoing Tasks included in D95.22, not here 

T72.1 ARTTIC M1  X     

T72.2 ARTTIC M1  X     

Table 2: Overview Approval Statuses, round 2 
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4 No data is being collected  

The table below lists the activities where is has been documented that no approval is/ was needed 

(cf. Status Category 3).   

 

Task Task 

partner 

Mail date Explanation 

24.3 FOI 2015-10-02 No approval needed. The task is covered by other 

experiments. Email from FOI is stored, and 

documents this. 

27.2 JRC 2015-10-02 No approval needed. The task is covered by other 

experiments. Email from FOI is stored, and 

documents this. 

32.2 DRC 2015-04-30 WP32 does not need approval because no sensitive 

personal data is being collected. Signed letter from 

Danish DPA documents this. 

32.3 DRC 2015-04-30 WP32 does not need approval because no sensitive 

personal data is being collected. Signed letter from 

Danish DPA documents this. 

T43.3 JRC  2015-09-10 No approval needed. Email from JRC is stored, and 

documents this. However, 43.3 was also not on the 

list for Data Approvals, which is why it does not 

feature in the table above. 

61.1 DLR 2015-09-19 No data will be collected. Email from DLR is stored, 

and documents this.  

66.1 POLE 2015-09-02 The task is not collecting data. Email from POLE is 

stored, and documents this. 

Table 3: No Approval Needed 

 

All mails and attachments are archived by PRIO and retrievable on request by the Project 

Coordinator, Ethical and Societal Advisory Board or European Commission Project Officer.  
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5 Concluding remarks & Ethical Approval 3 

Calendar  

As this deliverable has shown, the approvals needed for the DRIVER tasks in the period M6-M18 have 

been obtained, some of which will need updating due to the current restructuring process. Such 

updates will be included in D95.24 Ethical Approval 3. The deliverable itself is not an input to any 

other DRIVER deliverable, since its purpose is to document an administrative procedure. It is part of a 

series of deliverables, the next one of which is due in M30. That deliverable will contain the 

approvals needed between M18 and M30, based on the current DoW. The calendar below indicates 

the tasks which are expected to require an approval, and thus be included in the Ethical Approval 

round 3.  

 

Task Task partner Start Activity 

T35.4 Q4PR M13 

T25.3 MSB M19 

T32.4 DRC M19 

T33.3 DRC M19 

T45.4 ITTI M21 

T46.3 ATOS M21 

T53.2 FOI M22 

T52.3 FHG-IAO M23 

T33.4 TNO M25 

T34.3 POLE M25 

T34.4 FHG-IAO M25 

T36.4 (already covered by T36.2) AIT M25 

T83.2 FHG-INT M25 

T84.3 (Maike Vollmer has already 

confirmed that no approval is 

needed: email to Mareile/ Anne 

09.10) 

DIN M25 

T54.2 MDA M27 

T52.4 TNO M29 

T54.4 TNO M29 

Table 4: Calendar for Ethical Approval round 3 (M18-M30) 
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Annexes 

1: Registration completed 

2: Approval received 

3: Application in progress 

 

 

Annex 

Nr. 

 1 2 3 

1 T36.2 USTUTT X   

1 T36.2 AIT X   

2 T52.1 / T52.2 X   

3 T64.1   X 

4 T53.1 X   

5 T34.2 X   

6 T36.3/ 36.4 X   

7 T85.1/ T85.2  X  

Table 5: Collected Approvals 
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Annex 1- T36.2 USTUTT/ T36.2 AIT: 
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Annex 2- T52.1/ T52.2: 
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Annex 3- T64.1: 
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Annex 4- T53.1:  
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Annex 5- 34.2: 
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Annex 6- T36.3/ T36.4:  
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Annex 7- T85.1/ T85.2: 

 


