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Questions

Answers

Participation of
consortia in this
procedure
04/03/2013

Technical
Specifications —Section
2.4 -

Could you please clarify the definition of “one RPAS flight
operator”?

Could RPAS operators be companies offering services,
RPAS constructors and RPAS research institutions with
operational experience?

A “RPAS Flight Operator” is meant as an entity able to
implement unmanned aircraft system flights from a
legally certified platform and with a legally licensed
team. This entity may for example be a public or private
company, a RPAS manufacturer, a RPAS research centre,
etc..

The “RPAS Flight Operator” has to demonstrate that it

has the research and demonstration tools’ capacity and

the associated certified platform required to execute the

proposed project. For this purpose, as per Section 4.3.3

of the technical Specifications, the “RPAS Flight

Operator” shall provide:

- The curriculum vitae for each of the key members of
staff who will work on the project being proposed;

- For pilot and air traffic controllers involved in the
airborne demonstration activities, a statement of the
Consortium confirming that they are legally licensed
to perform the activities; and

- Adescription of the facilities and/or technical
infrastructure to be used for the project being
proposed, etc.), taking in particular into account the
different phases of the project.
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Participation of Technical Are the SJU members allowed to participate to this
consortia in this A . procurement procedure as members of the Consortia . .
2 Specifications —Section s . SJU members are allowed to participate to this call for
procedure 24 submitting bids? ronosal
04/03/2013 ' proposal.
Expected content . - . In line with Section 3.1, the demonstration activities
. Shall the demonstration activities take place in non- .
of the Technical . . . should preferably be performed in non-segregated
. e . . segregated airspace or it is sufficient to analyse the . ] - .
3 Demonstration Specifications —Section applicability of results to non-segrecated airspace? airspace. This aspect of the projects will be evaluated
Activities 3.1- PP ¥ gree pace: under the third award criteria (see Section 4.3.4 of the
04/03/2013 Technical Specifications).
SESAR Somg .members 9f our association would like to Please find below two links to our website, which should
Programme participate to this procurement procedure, but would answer to vour question:
4 g N General like to know, who is involved already in the SESAR Y d . :
Participation Programme. Could you share this information with us? http://www.sesarju.eu/players
04/03/2013 & ’ y ’ http://www.sesarju.eu/about/procurement
. The terminology and abbreviations used in the call for
. Technical .. - .
Used terminology e proposal do not respect the official abbreviations for No update of the call for proposal shall be done at this
5 Specifications — . .
04/03/2013 Annexe | - unmanned aircrafts. Could you please update the call for | stage on this matter.
proposal accordingly?
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Our organisation would be interested to participate in a
SESAR project under this call for proposal as we have both
theoretical and experimental backgrounds to act as a The SJU does not know the names of the entities
Programme . . . . . . .
6 Particioation General reliable partner in a Consortium and to execute our part interested in submitting an offer to this call.
04/03’;2013 of works at high level.
Could you please send our offer to other entities
intrested in submitting an offer in response to this call?
Several companies and laboratories of our research
lust int ted i bmitti li . . . .
clusterare interested in SUbmrting a propos.a n The SJU decided to organise an Information Meeting at
response to call for proposals. We are planning to . .
organise an Information Day to support them and foster its premises (100, avenue de Cortenbergh —1000
Information & . y PP Brussels — Belgium) on 18 March 2013 from 11:00 to
. networking.
7 Meeting General — ) 14:00.
Would there be a possibility for a SJU officer to . . . . .
04/03/2013 . . Participation to this event is open to any interested entity
participate to this event and present the context and . . . .
- . . without prior registration.
objectives of this call, as well as expectations, best
practices and recommendations to increase the quality of
the proposals?
. Technical Specifications attached to call for proposal ref.
Expected content Can you please advise us as to whether a system that we . . . “
. o SJU/LC/0087-CFP, in particular Sections 3.1 (“Expected
of the Technical are developing is suitable for the SESAR RPAS . e
. e . . content of the Demonstration activities”) and 4.3.4
8 Demonstration Specifications — demonstration programme and confirm whether our “ - e .
L . . o . (“Assessment in light of award criteria”), detail the
Activities Sections 3.1 and 4.3.4 - | system fits the criteria necessary to submit a SESAR RPAS . . . -
. criteria that a project shall meet in order to participate to
04/03/2013 demonstration proposal? .
this procedure.
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We would like to receive more information and
clarifications on the contents of this call for proposal, in . .
. . , .. In accordance with the corrigendum dated 28 February
.. particular with regards to SJU’s objectives and . .
Organisation of . 2013 published on the SJU procurement website, an
. expectations. . N .
an Information . - . " . Information Meeting is organised at the SJU (100,
9 General Could the SJU organise an “information day” in which .
Day industries can have more information on the call and the avenue de Cortenbergh = 1000 Brussels — Belgium) on 18
04/03/2013 March 2013 f 11:00 to 14:00.
/03/ possibility to directly interact with the SESAR Joint arch 2013 from 11:00 to 14:00
Undertaking.
Request for N . _ In consideration of the interest shown for this activity
. The organisation of a Consortium and definition of a .
extension of . . . . and these elements, the SJU decided to extend the
10 . General project requires some time. Therefore, we kindly ask you . . .
deadline to consider an extension of the submission deadline deadline for submission of the proposals in response to
04/03/2013 ' this call to 31 May 2013 at 15:00 (Brussels time).
Participation of .
.. . Technical . . . "
consortia in this e . Please provide us with the exact definition of “RPAS .
12 Specifications —Section . ” . . . Please see answer to question 1 above.
procedure 4. Flight Operator” to be inserted in the Consortium.
04/03/2013 '
Participation of . We would like to know if different entities of our
.. . Technical . . . . . . . .
consortia in this I . industrial group can bid separately to the RPAS call under | Different entities of one industrial group can bid
13 Specifications —Section . . . . . .
procedure different projects or do we have to designate one single separately to the RPAS call under different projects.
2.4 - .
04/03/2013 contractual representative?
Participati
art|C|p.at!on o.f Technical
consortia in this e . . . . . .
14 procedure Specifications —Section | Can an entity be the leader of two or more consortia? One entity can be the leader of two or more consortia.
2.4 -
04/03/2013
In accordance with Section 2.4 of the Technical
Is the mentioned 10 projects a fixed number, or may the | Specifications, the total maximum budget of co-financing
. SJU decide to contract a smaller number of projects? under this call is €4.000.000,00. Indicatively 10 projects
. Technical . . . . .
Available budget e, . In case the SJU may contract less projects, what would be | for a maximum co-financing of €500.000,00 per project
15 Specifications —Section L . .
04/03/2013 the criterion for ranking the proposals — assuming the are expected to be selected.

2.4- . .
requested budget per proposal may exceed four hundred | After evaluation of these proposals as per Section 4 of
thousand euro ? the Technical Specifications and, in particular in light of

the award criteria listed in Section 4.3.4, the SJU may




SESAR

JOINT UNDERTAKING

decide to award more or less projects depending on the
number of proposals received and the requested level of
co-financing.

Purpose, scope,
and objectives of

Section 4.1 - Annexe |l

The description of what is expected to be provided seems
to be related to a different demonstration topic.
Could you please confirm that subparagraphs (1) and (2)

We confirm that there is a clerical mistake in Section 4.1
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of Annexe Il. An updated

16 the project Technical Proposal are not referring to the appllcz'able Spe'C|f|cat|on file version of this Annexe is now available on the SJU
Template - (SESAR Integrated Remotely Piloted Air System .
04/03/2013 ; o . . website.
Demonstration Activities — Technical Specifications for
SJU/LC/0087 -CFP)?
As stated in Section 2.4 of the Technical Specifications,
Consortium Technical only a consortium composed of at least two independent
.- I . Does an ANSP have to be included in the project as legal entities, with a minimum of one RPAS flight
17 composition Specifications -Section .
Consortium Member? operator and one ANSP connected to the relevant
18/03/2013 2.4- s . . .
regulatory authorities, can participate in the project.
Expected content The RPAS project should mainly focus on civil ATM issues
of the _ ' 'Te'chnlcal ' Can both civil and military projects be taken into '(|.e., regular air jcr'afflc, non-segregated airspace) but may
18 Demonstration Specifications — Section . . include some military components and/or based on a
. .. consideration? . . S
Activities 3.1- public unmanned a/c operation, when duly justified by
18/03/2013 the Project objectives.
The participation rules of FP7 Programme apply to this
call for proposal.
In addition, it is reminded that the proposals shall comply
L with the provisions defined in
Participation of . . ; “
. . - Section 1.1 and in particular: “The
bidders from Technical . . . . L
. . I . May legal entities established in non-EU member States Demonstration Activities shall: be relevant at
19 | third countries to | Specifications — Section | . . .
this call 24 in this call for proposal? European scale: be performed in European
18/03/2013 ’ Union and/or Eurocontrol member States;”
- andin addition Section 2.4:” at least one Air
Navigation Service Provider (“ANSP”) which
shall, as far as possible, ensure the connections
with the relevant regulatory authorities”.
20 Subcontracting Technical Can both RPAS flight operator and ANSP be involved as At least one RPAS flight operator and one ANSP must
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18/03/2013

Specifications — Section

subcontractor instead of Consortium Member?

compose the Consortium.

2.5- In case, several RPAS flight operators and ANSPs are
involved in the Project, other RPAS flight operator and
ANSP than the minimum consortium members may be
involved as subcontractors.
Link with other . . . . . .
. Is there a link between this call for proposal and other This call for proposal does not have any direct link with
21 EU projects General EASA/ EDA activities? EASA/EDA activities
18/03/2013 ' )
“Communication Strategy” refers to the way the
Consortium will promote of the activities and outcomes
Deliverables . .Te.chnlcal . Could you please clarify the definition of “Communication of .th.e Project. It will be used by the Cc?nsczrtlum a8
22 Specifications — Section Y guiding document throughout the project’s
18/03/2013 Strategy”? ) . . . .

3.2.1- implementation phase and include information on
objectives, audiences, messages, tools and budget
available.

Expected content The Projects to be selected as a result of this call must be
of the Technical designed to prove and demonstrate the viability of new
23 Demonstration Specifications — Section | What “pre-operational demonstration” means? technologies and associated procedures that offer a
Activities 3.1- potential benefit to Air Traffic Management System at
18/03/2013 European level.
E t tent
xpected conten . No, but flight trials shall allow the selected consortium to
of the Technical . . L
. I . . . . . . draw conclusions as to the feasibility and desirability of
24 Demonstration Specifications — Section | Does this project aim at flight trials only? . . .
- RPAS operations in non-segregated airspace under the
Activities 31- roject conditions
18/03/2013 proJ '
SESAR is the technological pillar of the Single European
. Sky, which is a European Commission initiative for a more
Relevance of the Technical . . “ - . .
. I . Could you please clarify the definition of “European efficient design, management and regulation of the
25 project Specifications — Section ,, . .
18/03/2013 11 scale”? airspace throughout the European Union and ECAC
) Member States. The concept “European scale” is in this
context.
26 | Expected content Technical Is it required to use more than one aircraft for the The use of more than one aircraft for the demonstrations

6
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of the Specifications — Section | demonstrations? is not required.
Demonstration 3.1-
Activities
18/03/2013
Expected content It is possible to use unmanned aircraft with a pilot on
f th Technical board, with no intervention of aircrew during the
orthe . I ! . What type of the aircraft is required to use for the W . ! vent Irerew curing
27 Demonstration Specifications — Section demonstrations? Could it be optionally piloted aircraft? demonstration(s), but for safety reasons.
Activities 3.1- ’ P yp ) This shall be clearly stated in the proposal and verifiable
18/03/2013 in case of award.
Expected content
of the Technical . . The size of the aircraft used for the demonstration flights
. A . Do all the aircraft used for the demonstrations have to be . L
28 Demonstration Specifications — Section . will depend on the objectives of the proposals to be
- of the same size? ) .
Activities 3.1- submitted by the Consortia.
18/03/2013
The aircraft and piloting force used for the
Expected content . e . .
. demonstration have to be certified or be in possession of
of the Technical . . " N
. I . Are there any safety assessments required to this the necessary “authorizations”, in order to guarantee the
29 Demonstration Specifications — Section . . . .
Activities 31.- project? requested safety level during the demonstration flights.
' The responsibility for fulfilling of this condition lies upon
18/03/2013 . .
the interested parties.
Ti hedul
iMe sc ?du N Technical . . . Due to the duration of the SJU, the maximum duration of
and duration of A . Is the timeframe for the demonstrations and the project . . .

30 . Specifications — Section | . . the project (i.e., maximum 24 months from the date of
the Projects 2.3 itself final? the Kick-Off meeting of the project) cannot be changed
18/03/2013 ' & pro) ged.

The timeframe of the demonstration project has to be
Time schedule reasonable and allow for a successful execution of the
. Technical Can the timeframe of the Projects be shorter than 24 demonstration activities. This aspect of the proposal will
and duration of e . . . . . . R
31 the Proiects Specifications months? Will the timeframe be taken into consideration be assessed under the first award criterion i.e.
18/03/;013 - Section 2.3 - during the evaluation of the Project? “Consortium organisation, planning, resources made
available, level of involvement of stakeholders in different
aircraft/flight environments”
Submission of the | Invitation to submit a The SJU does not have any online proposal submission

32 proposals proposal Is there any online submission of the proposal possible? system in place. Please consider carefully the deadlines

18/03/2013 - Section 3 - and instructions set forth in the Invitation to submit a
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proposal.
In particular, please note that the deadline for reception
of the proposals at the SJU premises is 31 May 2013 at
15:00.
Assessment of ) . -
the proposals Co-financing agreements may be awarded to similar
prop Technical If, as a result of this call, the SJU receives two or more projects as a result of the evaluation process and, in
and award of co- I . . .. ) . . -
33 financin Specifications projects similar and very promising, may co-financing particular, in light of the scores reached by these
g -Section 4- agreements be awarded to all of those projects? proposals under each award criterion as set under
agreements Section 4.3.4 of the Technical Specifications
18/03/2013 i P '
There is no limitation on the number of proposals to be
submitted by one Consortium. Nevertheless, if it would
Maximum appear in the evaluation process that the different
f I b idered ts of ingl
number o Is there any limitation of number of the proposals coming proposa > can be const er.e corrllpo_nen > otone single
34 proposals per General . project, the SJU may consider rejecting all proposals,
. from one Consortium? . . .
consortium accepting all proposals as one single project for the
18/03/2013 maximum amount of co-financing established in the
Technical Specifications or taking any necessary action to
protect the financial interests of the EU.
Each proposal shall follow strictly the format described in
Sections 6 and 7 of the Invitation to submit a proposal.
I . Only the written information will formally be assessed
Format of the Invitation to submit a . . . . .
. Can the proposal include for example a video to provide | under this procedure. Nevertheless, the bidder may
35 proposal proposal —Sections 6 & . . . e . Lo -
more concrete details on the bid? submit additional information in the form of a video,
18/03/2013 7- . . . .
provided that a clear reference to this material is made in
the proposal and that the content of the video is
summarised in writing in the proposal (e.g. slides).
Evaluation Technical Th.e feasibility of the prOJect. will be assesse.d b.y a board
I . . - . . of independent experts chaired by the SJU in light of
36 process Specifications —Section | How is the feasibility of the project being assessed? o . . .
award criteria 1, 2 and 3 as defined in Section 4 of the
18/03/2013 4- . L
Technical Specifications.
General How will the proposed RPAS technologies and related The implementation and/or further development of the
37 18/03/2013 General rocedures be considered in the future? proposed RPAS technology and related procedure
P ) depends on its added value for on-going R&D ATM
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activities and on the benefits they would achieve in case
of implementation. In addition, in accordance with the
Technical Specifications and draft co-financing
agreement, the results of the demonstrations activities
performed will be disseminated in accordance with the
communication plans of each proposal and the final
publishable report of the project.

38

Expected content
of the
Demonstration
Activities
18/03/2013

Technical
Specifications — Section
3.1-

As RPAS can be used in different ways, should the
proposal be focused on general use or on some specific
area?

The proposal should achieve as far as possible the
objectives defined in Section 1.1 of the Technical
Specifications.

39

Available budget
18/03/2013

Technical
Specifications —Section
2.2-

How high would be the co-financing, if the proposal was
estimated to cost €1.200.000,00?

The maximum amount of co-financing available per
project is equal to €500.000,00, even if the total value of
a project is above EUR 1.000.000.

In case, the actual cost of a project is below twice the
maximum co-financing agreed in the co-financing
agreement, the SJU shall co-finance the project
maximum 50% of the actual costs.

Example: if a project total cost was estimated at
1.200.000 EUR, the SJU would co-finance maximum EUR
500.000. If the final actual cost of the project will result in
800.000 EUR, the SJU will co-finance maximum 400.000
EUR, i.e. maximum 50% of the eligible costs.

40

Subcontracting
18/03/2013

Technical
Specifications —Section
2.5-

Is it required to provide SJU with the name of the
subcontractor in the proposal?

Bidders are required to identify subcontractors, if any,
whose share of the project is superior to 10%. It is not
required to provide SJU with the name of the
subcontractor in the proposal. This information can be
provided at the later stage. During Project
implementation, the Consortium shall notify in writing to
the SJU any subcontracting agreement before they enter
into effect, as per Article 17 of the draft agreement.

41

Consortium
participation

General

Is it required to sign the Consortium agreement before
submitting the proposal?

It is not required to have the Consortium agreement
signed before submitting the proposal but it is highly
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18/03/2013 recommended in order to ensure an early
implementation of the project.
Independent . . . L . o - )
. cer Draft co-financing When is the Project independent audit certificate The certificate on the final cost statement shall only be
42 audit certificate agreement —Article 12- | required? rovided at the end of the Project
18/03/2013 & quired: P ject.
Schedule 8 of the draft agreement details the conditions
for eligibility of the costs. In order to be considered
eligible for Co-Financing, the costs incurred must:
- beactual;
- have been incurred during the duration of the Project;
- have been determined in accordance with the
Costs eligible f Draft co-fi i C tium’ I ti d t
osts o:e |g|b.e or raft co-financing What kind of costs can be covered by the co-financing o.ns<.3r ium’s usua .accoun ing and managemen
43 co-financing agreement —Schedule from SJU? principles and practices
18/03/2013 8- ) - berecorded in the accounts of the Consortium and, in
the case of Contribution from Third Parties, in the
accounts of the Third Parties.
In order to ensure compliance with the eligibility criteria,
the bidders shall refer to the draft co-financing
agreement and the specific schedule in the preparation
of their proposals.
The legal, professional and technical capacities of a
. . . . . bidder are assessed under the selection criteria specified
Evaluation Technical Not all countries have adopted specific regulations . . . I
e . . . . . . in Sections 4.3.1 and 4.3.3 of the Technical Specifications.
44 Process Specifications —Section | regarding RPAS operations, how will the participation of . R
. . The bidder shall therefore demonstrate in its
18/03/2013 4.3- the companies from those countries be assessed? . . . s
Administrative Proposal its abilities of to perform the
proposed project.
There are no limitations regarding the participation of
legal entities that are under the direct or indirect control
. . . of a Consortium Member, or under the same direct or
Consortium Technical Can the company of the same company group (i.e. the . . . .
.. I . - . o . . indirect control as the Consortium Member (i.e., either
45 composition Specifications —Section | affiliate, subsidiary) participate in the project as a (a) by direct or indirect holding of more than 50 % of the
18/03/2013 2.4- subcontractor? y g ?

nominal value of the issued share capital in the legal
entity concerned, or of a majority of the voting rights of
the shareholders or associates of that entity, or (b) by

10
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direct or indirect holding, in fact or in law, of decision
making powers in the legal entity concerned).

Composition of
the evaluation

Are the members of the evaluation process only from the

Independent external experts, members of the SJU and
potentially representatives of the European Commission
may be involved in the evaluation process. The SJU shall
ensure that the procedures on the management of

a6 board General SJU? conflict of interest are strictly implemented in all
18/03/2013 evaluation process. These procedures are available on
the SJU website under the Administrative Board decisions
and subject to regular audits.
Financial . ) . . . . . .
. Technical How would the SJU assess the financial capacity of a In complement to the analysis of the available financial
Capacity of the I . . S .
47 bidder Specifications —Section | bidder which is newly set company and therefore does documentation, bank guarantees may be requested by
18/03/2013 4.3 have all the financial statements required available? the SJU in case of pre-financing of the project.
Duration of the Technical . .
48 Definition Phase | Specifications — Section | How long shall last the definition phase of the projects? -crjzfed:fﬂt?:cl)(?clf-rgfsfeniz:!cliLaszmz)g?:JorT]eftS days from the
18/03/2013 2.3- & ject.
Inform.aFlon Day Could you distribute the list of participants to the The list of participants to the Info Day, who authorized
49 participants General . . th e .
Information Day organised on 18" March 20137 their distribution, is attached to these Q&A.
18/03/2013
s I would like to inquire whether entities from Associated
Participation of . . S .
. Countries to the FP7 programme (e.g. Israel) are eligible The participation rules of FP7 Programme apply, subject
FP7 Associated . . . .
50 Countries to apply to the SESAR tender: Integrated Remotely to the conditions already mentioned in question 19
18/03/2013 Piloted Air System Demonstration Activities (ref above.
SJU/LC/087-CFP)
Grant award procedure and the SJU Membership
Difference Accession Process are different procedures.
between a Grant
and the SJU Technical Can you say if a grant award procedure from SESAR is the | The SJU Membership Accession Process is a process
51 Membership Specifications — Section | same as applying to SJU? And are grants given which was initiated by a call for expressions of interest
Accession 2.4 - company/countries outside of the EU? launched in 2007 and is now closed considering the
Process duration of the SESAR Development Phase (i.e. ending on
18/03/2013 31 December 2016).

11
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Grants are direct financial contributions from the SJU
budget to a Project selected by way of case-by-case grant
award procedures. Grants are based on the costs actually
incurred by the beneficiaries for carrying out the Project
activities.

Under Section 4.3 of the call (i.e. assessment in the light
of exclusion criteria (assessment of the legal capacity and
assessment of the economic and financial capacity)),
specific documents are requested in order to prove the
legal and financial situation of the bidder to be provided
with the proposal or within 15 days following notification
of award. For some documents, the obligation may be

We confirm that SJU Members and Associate Partners to

Evaluation Technical waived if, under another procedure, the documents have . .
S . . . the SJU can provide only a declaration that the status of
52 Process Specifications —Section | been provided and are not more than six months old. . . . . .
the entity/consortium did not substantially change since
18/03/2013 4.3- first official delivery of the documents
In the light of entities/consortia being Member of the 4 '
SJU or Associated Partner to the SJU or to a Member,
these documents have been already supplied and are in
file at SJU. As long as membership/partnership has not
been terminated, my understanding is that no additional
assessment information is to be provided to the SJU.
Could you please confirm this interpretation?
Is considered as a certified platform, an unmanned
In the Q&A document issued on 4™ March 2013 it is system which has a legally license to operate or is dully
indicated in the first Answer that “the “RPAS Flight authorized to perform the foreseen demonstration in
L Operator” has to demonstrate that it has the research normal airspace. In order to guarantee the requested
Participation of . . , . . e . . .
.. . Technical and demonstration tools’ capacity and the associated level of certification during the demonstration flights, the
consortia in this I . e . . . .
53 rocedure Specifications —Section | certified platform required to execute the proposed bidder has to prove it (ref. Section 4.3.3 of the Tender
1"8/03/2013 2.4 - project”. Specifications).

What is the exact meaning of “certified platform”? What
are the platforms that are certified? And what is the
standard to which the platforms should be certified?

Where the Member States where the bidder intends to
operate does not require or provide the necessary
authorisations, the bidder shall declare it in its proposal
and in case of selection provide the necessary supporting

12
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documentation from the national authorities.
The outcomes of an EU Programme may be used in
Projects submitted under this call for proposal.
Princiole of However, please consider that under no circumstances,
rincip elot' non- M build Project . tiviti the same cost be financed twice by the EU budget in
54 cumufative General ay we bulld our Froject on previous activities accordance with Article 129 of the Financial Rules
award developed under other EU Programmes? .
applicable to the general budget of the EU.
18/03/2013
Article 75 of the SJU Financial Rules reflects these
provisions.
The provisions of the draft co-financing agreement,
Acceptance of including those of the general conditions, are non-
the provisions of . . We are wondering if it is possible to negotiate with negotiable and shall be accepted by the bidders. As set
Draft co-financing . . . s .
55 the draft co- agreement. in regard to the Draft Contract. It seems that there is no forth in Section 7. a) of the Invitation to submit a
financing articilar its Ar,ticle 19 limit of liability in the Draft Contract, and it is not our proposal Ref. SJU/LC/0087-CFP, the SJU reserves the right
agreement P policy to agree to that. to reject proposals stating that the provisions of the draft
08/05/2013 agreement are accepted subject to a number of
conditions.
The SJU intends to select “Demonstration Projects”
which demonstrate how to integrate RPAS into non-
segregated airspace in order to explore the feasibility of
integration with the wider aviation community from 2016
Award criteria . and beyond.
The call expresses an aim for the year 2016. Are we to y Sy . .
also Expected . . S The possible insertion of RPAS in the non-segregated
Technical take this as delimitation to what ATM conceptual . . .
content of the I . L airspace by 2016 may to certain extent be considered as
56 . Specifications — Section | components we may assume and explore/exercise in our . L
Demonstration . . . ) an added value, as well as the following other criterions:
- 43.4- scenarios? Will this aspect affect the evaluation of the . .
Activities roposals very significantly? - demonstrate the benefits in a mixed
08/05/2013 prop ysig y: RPAS/manned aircraft/flight environment that
the adoption of the solution subject of the
validation project will bring to aviation at
European scale;
- raises awareness regarding SESAR activities and

13
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objectives by exposure to real life operations
and to multi-stakeholder environments; and
- does the proposed project bundle the
operational and technical gaps focusing on
results towards integration more complex
operations into non-segregated airspace?
For the exact list of the award criteria and their related
weightings, please refer to Section 4.3.4 of the Technical
Specifications in particular to the third criterion related
to your question.

Costs eligible for

Technical
Specifications —
Section 2.2, Annex V;

I would like to know if an entrepreneur who is a member
of the consortium under the submitted project, can make

By definition the expected contribution of the selected
contractors under this call for proposals is in-kind and not
in-cash, i.e. in terms of man-hours, services, tangible and
intangible assets and use of special facilities and / or
equipment (including associated services) etc.

It should be noted that the SJU expects to award
indicatively 10 co-financing agreements with a maximum

7 -fi i it tribution in kind? Contributi t be i
> co-tinancing Draft co-financing 'S own contribution in Kin .on .” u '°T‘5 must be In co-financing of 500.000,00 EUR per co-financing
08/05/2013 . cash only? What can be contribution in kind? It can be . .
agreement — Article 4 made by entrepreneur their own? agreement (project). The bidders, nevertheless, are free
and Schedule 8 - ¥ P ) to decide to contribute more and to specify this in their
financial proposal (see Annexe V of the technical
specifications).
Please also refer to our answer to question No 43 above
regarding the eligibility of costs.
Documentation Unfortunately we were not able to participate in the For all the available information regarding this call for
. information event (Brussels 18 March 2013). Could you proposals, please refer to the following website of the
of this call for . . .
58 ronosals General please be so kind to name a contact person to get some SESAR Joint Undertaking and the documents made
prop additional information besides the documents provided available thereon:
08/05/2013 . .
on your website. http://www.sesarju.eu/about/procurement
Administrative Invitation to submita | In the invitation to submit a proposal Ref. SJU/LC/0087- We confirm that there is a clerical mistake in Section 7. b)
59 proposal proposal Ref. CFP under Volume 1 — Administrative Proposal in the part | of the Invitation to submit a proposal Ref. SJU/LC/0087-
08/05/2013 SJU/LC/0087-CFP — — documentary evidence for the establishment of the CFP. The references to sections 3.1, 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 shall
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Financial

60 proposal —

08/05/2013

category of costs

Section 7. b) - legal capacity of the bidder you refer to section 3.3.1 of read sections 4.1, 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 of the technical

the technical specifications which | can’t find? specifications.

Also the part — Documentary evidence for the

establishment of the economic and financial capacity of

the bidder you refer to section 3.3.2 in the technical

specifications which | cannot find either?
In accordance with Schedule 8 of the draft co-financing
agreement, “audit costs” incurred in relation to the
Certificate on Methodology and Certificate on
Interim or Final Financial Statements fall under the
category of direct costs and therefore may be considered
eligible for the co-financing.
Article 12 (iv) of the draft co-financing agreement sets
forth the relevant threshold stipulating that the
Consortium shall provide a Final Report comprising

. amongst others a Certificate on the Final Cost Statement
Technical

Specifications —
Section 2.2, Annex V;
Draft co-financing
agreement Article 12
and
Schedule 8 -

Annex V - Financial Proposal Template make mention of
audit costs in Section C - Other Project costs. Does it
mean that the consortium shall identify audit costs and in
that case what is the threshold above which we need this
audit costs?

when the amount of the Co-Financing claimed by the
Consortium for the Project is equal to or greater than
three hundred and seventy five thousand EURO
(€375.000,00).

It should be also noted that in accordance with section
2.2 of the Technical Specifications, each selected project
shall be co-financed up to a maximum of 50% of the total
estimated project eligible cost as presented in the
submitted financial proposal. At the end of the project,
where the actual project eligible cost would be lower
than the maximum project cost estimated in the financial
proposal, the selected projects shall be co-financed up to
50% of the actual project eligible cost. Where, on the
contrary, the actual project eligible cost would be higher
than the maximum project cost estimated in the financial
proposal, the maximum SJU co-financing shall remain
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unchanged and correspond to the maximum amount
established in the co-financing agreement. It shall
therefore be in the interest of the applicants to this call
for proposals to present the costs as accurate as possible.

61

NEW!
Administrative
proposal
14/05/2013

Technical
Specifications —
Sections 2.4, 4.2 and
43.2-

Please tell me if next to the technical proposal we have
to submit also:
1. Annexe VI Mandate
2. Annexe VIl Declaration of honour on exclusion
criteria and absence of conflicts of interests
3. Balance sheets, Statement of overall turnover

We confirm that, the following documents are required
amongst others, as part of the Administrative Proposal:
1. Annexe VII Declaration of honour:
As per Section 4.2 of the technical Specifications, the
coordinator and each consortium member must
provide a Declaration on Honour, duly signed and
dated with, as far as possible, copy of the
documentary proofs to confirm this declaration. These
declarations allow the SJU to assess the proposal in
light of the exclusion criteria. In case of award, the
coordinator and each consortium member will be
invited to submit the original documentary proofs
within 15 days following notification of award and
preceding the signature of the co-financing
agreement.
2. Balance sheets, Statement of overall turnover:
As per Section 4.3.2 of the Technical Specifications,
at least one of the following documents shall be
provided in the Administrative proposal:
- Evidence of professional risk indemnity insurance;
- Balance sheets (or extracts from balance sheets) for
at least the last two years for which accounts have
been closed;
- Statement of overall turnover during the last three
financial years.
This will allow the SJU to assess the economic and
financial capacity of the Consortium (under the
selection criteria).

In addition, in accordance with Section 2.4 of the

16




SESAR

JOINT UNDERTAKING

Technical Specifications and Annexe VI, the Coordinator
of the Project has to be duly authorised by the other
consortium members via a mandate before signature of
any Co-Financing Agreement with the SJU. Therefore, the
mandate can be provided after formal submission of the
proposal but before signature of any-ci-financing
agreement.

Section 4.3.1 of the Technical Specifications document
refers to the requirement:
"The bidder (and in case of consortium, the coordinator

NEW! i
.. . . Te'chnlcal . and each consortium member) shall provide a duly filled We confirm that Section 4.3.1 of the Technical
Administrative Specifications — Section | . . o, . e . . " .
62 roposal — Legal 431 in and signed Legal entities' form (see section 10 b) of the | Specifications contains a typo. “Section 10 b) of the
P p ., & Lo invitation to tender Ref. SJU/LC/0087-CFP). invitation to tender” should read “Section 5 b) of the
Entities’ Form - Invitation to Tender — . . L ”
. Unfortunately, | cannot find section 10b, nor a Legal invitation to tender”.
14/05/2013 Section 5 b) - o ; o
entities' form in the Invitation To Tender document set.
| would be grateful if you could advise where these are
located.
1
.A.IEW.' . In accordance with Section 2.4 of the Technical
Participation of Technical . . . . e . o .
. . I . Could a University apply to this call or be a partner in an Specifications, Universities may participate as
63 consortia in this | Specifications — Section . . . . . .
application? Consortium members in projects submitted in response
procedure 2.4 - to this call
14/05/2013 )
NEW! Technical Could you kindly inform me if the Air Navigation Service
Consortium e . Provider (ANSP) need to be a formal partner on the Please refer to Section 2.4 of the Technical Specifications
64 . Specifications -Section . A ;
composition 4. project, or if it is acceptable for the ANSP to be a as well as to questions 17 and 20 above.
14/05/2013 ’ subcontractor?
A flected in th ised i f the draft co-
NEW! During the presentation made during the Information .s re. ected In the reV|§e version o y r.a co
. th . . financing agreement published on the SJU website, the
Consortium Day on 18" March 2013, it was mentioned that the SJU . ) . . .
.- . . . . SJU decided to authorise the involvement of third parties
composition — was studying the potential involvement of third parties . .
65 n.a. linked to a Consortium Member to:

Third Parties
involvement
14/05/2013

linked to the Consortium Members carrying out part of
the Project other than via subcontracting.
Does any decision have been taken on this matter?

= carry out and financially contribute to part of the
Project activities in line with FP7 principles, and
= make available resources to a Consortium Member
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by means of contributions in kind to the Project.

The link between the Consortium Member and the third
party refers to an established formal relationship defined
by the following characteristics:

- be by nature not exclusively limited to the Project or
specifically created for the work in to be performed
under the Project;

- have a duration which goes beyond the duration of
the Project and usually pre-dates and outlasts the
Co-Financing Agreement; and

- have a formal external recognition, sometimes in the
framework of a legal structure (e.g. the relationship
between an association and its members) or
common ownership (affiliates, holding companies).

Evaluation in

As clarified in the updated version of the Technical
Specifications, in order to be considered for SJU co-

. Technical .- . . ) .
light of the award oo . Is there a minimum scoring required under each award financing, a proposal must score:
66 o Specifications — Section S . ) . o N
criteria 434 - criterion in order to be considered for SJU co-financing? - 50 % or more per award criterion, and
14/05/2013 h - 70 % or more globally as a result of the
assessment in light of the award criteria.
NEW!
Mandate given With reference to the letter regarding the submission to
Cover Letter . . . . .
by the . a proposal, (point 15) we would like to know if the At this stage of the procedure, we confirm that a duly
. - Point 15 - & Annexe T .
67 consortium . Mandate (Annexe IV of Specification) is enough to completed mandate (template attached as Annexe IV to
IV to the Technical . - . L . .
members to the e commit the beneficiary to a budget or do we need a the Technical Specifications) is sufficient.
. Specifications
coordinator separate Letter of Intent?
23/05/2013
NEW! In section 4.3.2 of the Technical Specifications it is The tenderer may submit the requested documents in
Assessment of Technical requested to present ‘Evidence of professional risk the 23 languages of the EU. When needed, the SJU may
68 | the economic and | Specifications — Section | indemnity insurance’, ‘Balance sheets’ or ‘Statement of require a translation of this document at a later stage of
financial capacity 43.2- overall turnover during the last three financial years’ in the procedure.

23/05/2013

order to prove our sufficient economic and financial
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capacity to perform the project.

We would like to know whether it is compulsory to
present these documents in English.

Moreover, in line with the new Financial Regulations
applicable to the General Budget of the European Union
and their Rules of Application, please note that the SJU
may waive the obligation for a candidate or tenderer to
submit documentary evidence if such evidence has
already been submitted for another procedure and
provided the documents were issued not more than one
year earlier and are still valid.

In such cases, the candidate or tenderer must declare on
his honour that the documentary evidence has already
been provided in a previous procedure with the SJU ,
provide reference to that procedure, and confirm that
there has been no change in the situation. The above-
mentioned information must be included in the tender
specifications.

Please refer to the following web page for additional
information regarding the relevant requirements and
model documents under national laws of the EU Member
States:
http://ec.europa.eu/markt/ecertis/searchDocument.do
An updated version of the Technical Specifications is
available on the SJU website.

After analysis of the draft co-financing agreement and in

Please note that question 60 makes reference to Article

NEW! . . .
Financial relation to question 60 (Q&A document updated 08 May | 12 (iv) of the draft co-financing agreement and not to
_ Question 60 of these | 2013) it seems that Article 13 (iv) is missing. Article 13 (iv).
69 proposal Q&A
category of costs ) i . .
23/05/2013 May | kindly ask you to confirm the reference or provide | There is therefore no need to update the draft co-
an updated version of the draft co-financing agreement? | financing agreement.
We would like to know how the consortium will declare The Consortium shall declare the costs sustained for the
NEW! Technical the cost sustained for the activities in order to have the proposed activities in accordance with Article 12 of the
70 ) Specifications — Section | payment of the co-financing of SESAR. co-financing agreement.
23/05/2013 434 -

Should individual financial information be sent to the SJU

At the end of the Project, the coordinator of the
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%4

per each consortium member? Shall we use the same
procedure of the European Commission Frame
Programmes?

Consortium, acting in the name and on behalf of all the
Consortium Members, will collect the financial
information and submit:

- the final cost breakdown form of the Project
according to the template provided in Schedule 8
of the co-financing agreement, and

- the Certificate on the Final Cost Statement when
the amount of the Co-Financing claimed by the
Consortium for the Project is equal to or greater
than three hundred and seventy five thousand
EURO (€375.000,00)
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SJU/LC/0087-CFP : Information Day on the call for proposals “SESAR Integrated RPAS Demonstration Activities” on 18/03/2013

— Contact List -

COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
Aermatica SPA MARRAS Paolo Chief Technical Officer +39-0331-82.75.56 paolo.marras@aermatica.com
AeroSpace and Defence Deputy Air Transport
Industries Association of RICORDEAU Maxime P K/Iana or P +32.2.775.81.14 Maxime.ricordeau@asd-europe.org
Europe &
AKKA Research CLECH David R&D Technical pilot +33(0)5345017 david.clech@akka.eu
ALTYS Technologies FERRER Jérdme B”s'”ei;::;’;::pme”t +33988 777404 jerome.ferrer@altys-tech.net
Aurea Imaging SERRUYS Philippe Remote sensing and +32477 2115 philippe@aureaimaging.com
GIS Expert
. ESTEBAN . Strategic & Business David.Esteban-
Boeing CAMPILLO David Development +32(2) 777 0747 Campillo@boeing.com
Bureau Aquitaine Europe PAGES Magali Chargée de mission +32(0)2 73804 72 mpages@bureau-aquitaine.be
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COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
. On-Board Systems and
C.I.R-A., Italian Aerospace SCHIANO Pasquale ATM Division, Head +39-0823-623140 p.schiano@cira.it
Research Center
C.I.LR.A.
Centro para el Desarrollo Societal Challenges
. p . RUIZ MERINO Alejandro Department, EU +34 91581 55 62 alejandro.ruiz@cdti.es
Tecnoldgico Industrial (CDTI) L
Programmes Division
Clear Flight Solutions VOGELS Eefje Commercial Executive +31(0)6 30909 259 e.vogels@clearflightsolutions.com
Dassault Aviation PATIN Bruno Direction generale +33672787207 Bruno.Patin@dassault-aviation.com
technique
Deep Blue Srl PASQUINI Alberto R&D Director +39 06 8555208 (ext. 43) alberto.pasquini@dblue.it
Deutsches Zentrum fiir Luft-
und Raumfahrt e.V. (DLR) SCHMITT Dr. Dirk-Roger Business Manager +49 531 295-2545 Dirk-Roger.Schmitt@dIr.de

German Aerospace Center
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COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
Ecole Nationale de 'Aviation | o ,\c/ ¢ NADAUD | cCatherine Head of the UAV +33(0)562174142 cathy@enac.fr
Civile Program at ENAC
Embention BENAVENTE David CEO +34.965.115.421 david.benavente@embention.com
International
ENAV S.p.A. BALDONI Cristiano Strategies (SESAR +39 06 81662595 cristiano.baldoni@enav.it
Unit)
ENAV S.p.A. TORRE Giovanni Torre Head of Safety and +39 0681664190 giovanni.torre@enav.it

Security department

everis Aeroespacial, Defensa

BOSCO MORALES

. i .B . is.
y Seguridad DE LOS RIiOS Juan Director +34 91 749 00 01 Juan.Bosco.Morales@everis.com
Flight Plus VERSTAEN Jurgen Managing Director +32(0)473 395 625 jurgen.verstaen@flightplus.aero
Flight Plus VAN SWALM Andres Managing Director - -
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COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
Honeywell ORLITA Michal Technical Manager +420 532 115 020 michal.orlita@honeywell.com
Program Manager (Air
IDS (Ingegneria Dei Sistemi) TURCO Simona Navigation Strategic +3906.33.217.416 +39 s.turco@idscorporation.com
. 345.68.27.257
Account Office)
. A . System Analyst +39 050.31.24.206 +39 R .
IDS (Ingegneria Dei Sistemi) GHELARDUCCI Andres (Avionics Lab.) 345.256.90.20 a.ghelarducci@idscorporation.com
indra GONZALES Pablo Director UAS +34916 271 168 opiqueras@indra.es
Programmes
Instituto Nacional de Técnica DE FRUTOS . . .
Aeroespacial (INTA) CRISTOBAL Vicente RPAS project manager +34 915876658 frutoscv@inta.es
INTEGRA A/S DAVY Viviane Senior Consultant +32 25020159 vid@integra.dk
Group Coordinator -
Isdefe REGIDOR GIL Carlos Transport and ICT +3491 2711495 cregidor@isdefe.es

Directorate
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COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
M3 Systems MIGUEL Emilie ATM expert consultant +3225134673 miquel@m3systems.net
National Aerospace HESSELINK Henk Senior R&D Engineer +31 88 511 3445 Henk.Hesselink@nlr.nl
Laboratory - NLR
NATS DOW John NATS Brussgls +32 27351098 john.dow@nats.co.uk
Representative
Business . .
Nextant SpA ROMANI Marco +39 06 22454412 marco.romani@nextant.it
Development
Rockwell Collins BLEEKER O.F. Director R&D Europe +31 23 569-8014 ofbleeke @rockwellcollins.com
Program Manager,
Sagem REICHERT Olivier Business Development +3358 1167 26 oliver.reichert@sagem.com
and R&D
South Denmark European GROES Jonas - - set@southdenmark.be

Office
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COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
South Den(r)nf;zl; European JOHANNESEN Maja Project Assistant +322 2346851 set@southdenmark.be
TeamNet Mateescu Cristian R&D Manager +4.0734.454.494 Cristian.mateescu@teamnet.ro
TeamNet DIACONU Mara European .Programs +40 21 311.66.31 mara.diaconu@teamnet.ro
Adviser (ext. 266)
Thales France ROCH Jean-Louis UAS Strategy - jean-louis.roch@fr.thalesgroup.com
Coordinator
Thales Aerospace Division FIELDING Mike Chief Engineer +44 1293 587487 Mike.Fielding@uk.thalesgroup.com
Thales UK WATSON Neil Civil UALSegzmpa'g” +44 1293 587497 neil.watson@uk.thalesgroup.com
Business Line
Thales Alenia Space Italia TAVERNISE Pierpaolo Observation, +39 06.41514268 Pierpaolo.Tavernise@thalesaleniasp

S.p.A.

Exploration and
Navigation

ace.com
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COMPANY NAME SURNAME FIRST NAME TITLE / Position PHONE E-MAIL
TUSAS - TAI (Turkish HASER A. Bahar Systems Engineer +90 0312 811 18 00 bhaser@tai.com.tr
Aerospace Industries Inc.)
VITO N.V. MEULEMAN Koen Remote Sensing Unit +32 14 33.68.63 koen.meuleman@vito.be
VITO N.V. LEWYCKY) Nicolas Project Manager +32-(0)14-33.68.28 Nicolas.lewyckyj@vito.be
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