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ERC (Horizon Europe)
• Projects selected for funding by the ERC go through an ethics
review process.
• Section 4 of the submission form: “Ethics and Security Section”
• The ethics issues table must be completed even if there are
no ethical issues.
• If you reply “yes” to any item, you must prepare and submit
an ethics self-assessment (including any relevant supporting
documents).
• The self-assessment is now included in the submission
phase.
• Grant agreements cannot be signed by ERCEA unless the ethics
review procedure has concluded satisfactorily.
See the “Information for Applicants to the
Starting and Consolidator Grant Calls” Guide

The Appraisal Process
Application stage

Ethics SelfAssessment

Funded projects

Ethics Screening

No ethics issues
Cleared

Ethics issues
Flagged

No further requirements
BUT
checks might be
performed for projects with
flagged issues

Serious/complex
ethics issues
Ethic Assessment
Possible outcomes:
● Clearance → GA finalized
● Conditional clearance →
Requirements to be fulfilled
● Second assessment → GA
postponed
● No clearance → Proposal not
funded

How to Complete Your
Ethics Self-Assessment

“You must protect your
volunteers, yourself and
your researcher
colleagues”

Help and Guides
• How to complete your ethics self-assessment
• This document provides a step-by-step guide to preparing
your ethics self-assessment.

• ERC Rules of submission and evaluation under Horizon Europe
• This document describes the ethics review process and
possible outcomes.
• CIREP advises on research ethics and personal data protection
issues. We can help you prepare your ethics self-assessment.
• Contact us at secretaria.cirep@upf.edu.
Check out CIREP’s
Research Ethics and
Personal Data Protection
online course.

UPF Ethics Committees

Ethics Self-Assessment
• Applicants must complete the ethics issues table in section 4 of
the proposal by answering yes or no for each and all items
• The table is organized into 9 sections:
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Human embryonic stem cells
(hESCs) and human embryos
(hEs)
Humans
Human cells/tissues
Personal data
Animals
Non-EU countries
Environment, health and safety
Artificial intelligence
Other ethics issues

Answer all questions
Yes / No
+
Relevant page number
in the proposal (B2)

The Ethics Issues Table

Follow-up
questions

Information that you need
to discuss in the selfassessment + supporting
documentation
How to complete your ethics self-assessment

My Self-Assessment: Humans
RAINDROPS. Resilience and adaptation to drylands. Identifying past
water management practices for drought-resistant crops.
ERC Starting Grant (awarded 2017)

Humans
Question 2. Humans
• Does your research involve human participants?
One of the work-packages of RAINDROPS involves
ethnographic interviews to local farmers of Pakistan, Sudan
and Ethiopia. The interviews will concern cultivation methods
and decision-making processes for cultivation practices.
Written informed consent will be obtained before the
interview and no video recording material will be used. In the
unlikely event that some of the participants will withdraw their
consent after the interviews, the data collected will not be
used in the project. The intellectual property of the
technology/techniques, methods, and know-how will be
acknowledged as being owned by the communities, making of
them primary actors of scientific knowledge building.

Personal Data

Any information relating to an identified or identifiable natural
person (‘data subject’); an identifiable natural person is one who can be
identified, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to an
identifier [...] or to one or more factors specific to the physical,
physiological, genetic, mental, economic, cultural or social identity of that
natural person”
GDPR, article 4 (1)

Personal Data
Question 4. Personal data
• Does your research involve personal data collection and/or
processing?
The interviews might require collecting names, ages and sex
of the people interviewed, although these data are not absolutely
necessary for the project. Only people who will give their full
consent will be asked these questions and in no case their
personal information will be disclosed to third parties. No
other sensitive information is going to be collected and/or
stored. Research will also involve observation of farmers
performing daily task, although no video recording material will
be used. Data for publications and datasets will be previously
made anonymous following standard ethnographic
practices.

Supporting Documents

Supporting Documents
• Some of the necessary supporting documents will not be ready at
this point.
• It is OK to say “I will provide document X at a later stage”,
but it is important to show that you are aware that those
documents are necessary.
• Indicate that you will submit the informed consent forms,
data management plans, copies of ethics review approval,
etc. when they become available.
• It helps to indicate a possible timing for the submission of
such documents
• Templates:
• Informed consent form
• (Data management plan, which usually contains a section on
Ethical Issues about the Research Data discussed in the Plan; it is
advisable to complete this section by linking to the ethical
deliverables, to avoid duplications and possible inconsistencies)

Non-EU Countries

Humans
Question 2. Humans
• Does your research involve human participants?
One of the work-packages of RAINDROPS involves
ethnographic interviews to local farmers of Pakistan, Sudan
and Ethiopia. The interviews will concern cultivation methods
and decision-making processes for cultivation practices.
Written informed consent will be obtained before the
interview and no video recording material will be used. In the
unlikely event that some of the participants will withdraw their
consent after the interviews, the data collected will not be
used in the project. The intellectual property of the
technology/techniques, methods, and know-how will be
acknowledged as being owned by the communities, making of
them primary actors of scientific knowledge building.

Keep in mind that:

1. Ethics should be
considered as part of the
research design; not as a
last-minute afterthought.
2. The ethics self-assessment
will be part of the Grant
Agreement.
3. Most journals now ask for
ethics approval / ethics
information at submission

Feedback on Your Self-Assessment

• You can send your self-assessment document
to secretaria.cirep@upf.edu for feedback.
○ Please attach your proposal (B2).
• If you do, please send it at least 5 working
days before the submission deadline.

Responding to the Ethics
Screening/Assessment
Reports

Grant Preparation stage: Ethics
Screening and Ethics Summary Report
August 1st
The information that you, as Principal Investigator, provided to us through
the ethics self-assessment of your application does not satisfy the ethics
issues that were identified by the ethics panel. Indeed, the ethics panel
identified ethics requirements that you must now address by providing
complementary information or documents. Based on your reply, some
requirements may be included in the Grant Agreement and become
contractual obligations.
We invite you to submit the requested information and documents within 3
weeks…
Failure to comply with the ethics requirements may lead to the
rejection of your proposal.

Step 1: Don’t Panic!
• You have a dedicated contact person at ERCEA
responsible for your ethics screening who can be
contacted for clarifications.
• This was/is a flexible process: if they do not like what
you send, they will ask you to submit further
clarifications.
• CIREP can help you draft your answers to the Ethics
Requirements (one of which is normally to get ethics
approval from CIREP itself).

The Report

Followed by 11 very specific requirements

The Requirements:

CIREP

The Requirements:

CIREP

The Requirements:

How to Respond
• Whenever possible refer to standard practices in your
field:
• The standard procedure for ethnoarchaeological
interviews will be followed. This entails….

• Cross-reference between answers:
• ….and fairly attribute benefit-sharing to the entire
community (see point 10).
• Bilingual local collaborators will be given the task to
read the Information sheet (Annex I)…

• Show respect:
• The interview location and time will be agreed with
the interviewee prior to the interview.
• Permission will be asked before….

How to Respond
• Make sure you have backup plans:
• The informed consent will be either signed or thumbprinted (whenever possible), or oral consent will be
recorded

• Show you have considered gender balance:
• The research aims at gender balance in the
information collection … an effort will be made to
interview an equal number of man and women…

• Clarify what your direct responsibilities are:
• As PI of the project I will: a) Engage in…; b)
Demonstrate that…; c) Ensure that…; d) Inform on…;
e) Answer to…; f) Obtain consent; etc.

• It is OK to say ‘I will provide documents at a later
stage’ (and possibly provide an estimate)

How to Respond
• You MUST show that you are committed to respect
the fundamental ethics principles of Horizon Europe
as detailed in the ethical standards and guidelines
documents and to respect EU and national
legislations (of all the countries you are working in):

!

• As PI of the project I am committed to ensure that
fundamental ethical principles are respected…
• I confirm that all data will be treated will be duly
treated, respecting all legal and ethical requirements
and in obedience to the legislation of data protection
of every country involved on the project

How to Respond
• Mention recognised international codes of practices
and texts:
• The United Nations Universal Declaration of Human
Rights;
• The Charter of Fundamental Rights of the EU;
• The Declaration of Helsinki in its latest version;
• The European Human Rights Convention;
• Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European Parliament
and of the Council of 27 April 2016 on the protection of
natural persons with regard to the processing of
personal data and on the free movement of such data,
and repealing Directive 95/46/EC (General Data
Protection Regulation).

The Requirements:
Third Countries

Health and Safety
Taxonomy of risk
1. Risks related to a research topic: research on illegal activities;
politically volatile activities; socially sensitive activities;
2. Risks related to a setting: research in areas with high levels of
violence (violent crime; random violence; organized crime; state
violence; domestic violence; conflict zones); research in areas with
high levels of personal violence or kidnapping; research in postconflict areas (e.g., landmines); or research in areas with poor
hygiene or infrastructure;
3. Risks related to person: personal vulnerability because of the
researcher’s identity, including race, age, sexual orientation, gender,
national origin, language, caste or religion;
4. Risks related to perceptions of the research motivation the
suspicion or doubt among the local population or authorities
concerning the researcher’s primary motivation or political
affiliation.

Health and Safety
Taxonomy of harm
1. Physical harm: risks concerning physical harm faced by
researchers have ranged from physical impairment to
physical attacks to injury or even death.
2. Psychological harm: researchers also face risks of
psychological harm from exposure to physical or personal
threats or exposure to distress or trauma of others.
3. Legal harm: researchers can incur in legal problems if
their research infringes the law (consider all the legal
systems and requirements of all the countries involved in
your research) or breaches terms of use or patents etc.
4. Economic harm: derived by lawsuits
5. Harm to reputation: as a person, as a researcher, and
even to their Host Institution

Health and Safety

• Personal risk-assessment: to be filled in by the project personnel,
based on the information given in the project’s health and safety
plan, in order to ensure they understand the risks and they know
what measure to take in case of emergency. It includes:
1. Risk assessment: multiplication of likelihood of
something happening [1=low, 2=medium. 3= high] and
severity of possible hazards [1=minor, 2=medium,
3=severe], e.g. low likelihood of weather hazards [1] and
medium severity [2] gives you a level 2 risk in case of
weather hazard occurrence

The Requirements:
Environment, Health and Safety

• UPF has an extremely well-designed Health & Safety Plan with
numerous online courses and materials: Campus Global > PDI >
Prevenció de riscos laborals.
• All UPF personnel is entitled to a bi-yearly complete medical
check.

Response to the Requirements

—> Deliverables

√ - fulfilled

√ - fulfilled
—> Deliverables
√ - fulfilled
√ - fulfilled

Response to the Requirements

Take-Home Messages
• Do not relegate ethics to an afterthought. Be proactive and consider
the ethics dimensions of your project from inception to completion.
• During proposal preparation:
○ Demonstrate that you understand the ethics issues raised by
your project and that you know how to tackle them (e.g. seeking
ethics approval; obtaining informed consent; protecting
participants; etc.)
○ Show that you are aware of the potential risks and have the
resources (or know where to find them) to mitigate these risks.
• When receiving requirements:
○ (congrats!)
○ Don’t panic, take your time to reply in detail, in full to the
requirements, get support and advice.
• Throughout the project, keep an ethical trajectory

Resources
If you are writing a project or finalising the grant agreement:
• How to complete your ethics self-assessment
• This document includes links to many useful resources such
as:
• Ethics in Social Sciences and Humanities (Horizon
2020 Version)
• Ethics guidelines for trustworthy AI (specific guidelines
on ethics by design/operational use for AI will be
published soon)
• Ethics and Data Protection (Horizon 2020 Version)
• ERC Rules of submission and evaluation under Horizon Europe

