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 Initiatives 
 Connecting Europe Facility

 Once Only Principle project (TOOP)

 EU eProcurement Ontology

 Digital Whistleblower project
(DIGIWHIST)

 They Buy For You

 e-SENS

 Internal Market Information System

 Open e-PRIOR
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 Digital procurement
 Tenders Electronic Daily

 Online portal publishing thousands of public procurement notices from 
the EU, the European Economic Area, and beyond.

 European single procurement document and eCertis

 Self-declaration form used by companies to participate in public 
procurement procedures.

 eForms

 Standard forms used by public buyers to publish procurement notices on 
Tenders Electronic Daily (TED).

 eInvoicing

 European Standard for eInvoicing, situation in EU and EEA countries, 
collaborative space for stakeholders, standardisation, and funding.

 Common procurement vocabulary

 Single classification system to standardise the references used to describe 
procurement contracts.

 Expert groups

 Expert groups focused on the implementation of EU rules related to digital 
procurement, sharing good practice, and discussing future policy.

 Emerging technologies in public procurement

 Study examining how public authorities are using new technologies when 
procuring goods and services.
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https://ec.europa.eu/digital-single-market/connecting-europe-facility
http://www.toop.eu/info
https://joinup.ec.europa.eu/collection/eprocurement/solution/eprocurement-ontology/about
https://digiwhist.eu/
https://theybuyforyou.eu/
http://www.esens.eu/
https://ec.europa.eu/internal_market/imi-net/index_en.htm
https://joinup.ec.europa.eu/solution/open-e-prior
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/tenders-electronic-daily_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/european-single-procurement-document-and-ecertis_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/eforms_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/einvoicing_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/common-procurement-vocabulary_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/expert-groups_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/digital-procurement/emerging-technologies-public-procurement_en
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RISK ID Indicator
Number of 

possible values

Ser&Res.Target

s_no BC

Target.indic.

_no BC
% Ser&Res.Target

s_BC

Target.indic.

_BC
%

W ##

0/3 > 80% of the expected life time achieved**

1/3 > 50%,< 80% of expected life time achieved**

2/3 > 20%,< 50% of expected life time achieved**

3/3 < 20% of expected life time achieved**

0/5
Condition State 5: A condition in which it is highly likely that the systems 

would fail under normal traffic loads over the next 20 years

1/5
I don't know. No information are available on the condition state of the 

infrastructure.

2/5
Condition State 4: Bad (A condition in which it is moderately likely that the 

systems would fail under normal traffic loads over the next 20 years)

3/5
Condition State 3: Good (A condition in which it is unlikely that the 

systems would fail under normal traffic loads over the next 20 years)

4/5
Condition State 2: Very good (A condition in which it is very unlikely that 

the systems would fail under normal traffic loads over the next 20 years)

5/5

Condition State 1: Excellent A condition in which it is extremely unlikely 

that the systems would fail under normal traffic loads over the next 20 

years

0/2 No alternative means

1/2 1  alternative mean

2/2 Multiple alternative means

0/2 No alternative ways

1/2 1  alternative way

2/2 Multiple alternative ways

0/2 No warning systems

1/2 1 warning system

2/2 Multiple warning systems

0/1 Not adequate

1/1 Adequate

0/2 > 3meters

1/2 < 3meters

2/2 At the same level

0/3  > 10 events per year

1/3  > 7, < 10 events per year

2/3  > 3, < 7 events per year

3/3 < 3 events per year

0/3 Infrastructure’s collapse

1/3 Serious damage

2/3 Minor damage

3/3 Aesthetic damages

0/3 2 weeks

1/3 1-2 weeks

2/3 1 day- 1 week

3/3 0 days

0/3 Strong increase

1/3 Soft increase

2/3 Soft decrease

3/3 Strong decrease

1/3 Serious damage

2/3 Minor damage

3/3 Aesthetic damages

0/2 < than 1 day

1/2 1-3 days

2/2 > than 3 days

0/3 < 20% of capacity

1/3 > 20%,< 50% of capacity

2/3 > 50%,< 80% of capacity

3/3 > 80% of capacity

0/2 Frequent dangerous goods

1/2 Rare dangerous goods

2/2 No dangerous goods

0/2 No plan

1/2 Generic plan

2/2 Operative plan (with tasks, resources, ...)

0/4 No exercise

1/4 1 exercise every > than 2 years

2/4 1 exercise every 2 years

3/4 1 exercise every year

4/4 1 exercise every 6 months

0/2 < 2 years ago

1/2 < 5 years ago

2/2 > 5 years ago

100%

25%

75%

25%

75%

100%

100%

100%

2

1

2

3

2

2

1

2

3

2

1

0

0

W.2.1.6 Extent of past damages due to hazards 2

W.2.1.7 Duration of past down time due to hazards 2

W.2.1.8 Traffic* 3

0

0

1

0

2

4

2

3

0

0

1

2

21

1

1

2

2

3

2

3

W.2.1.9 Hazards goods traffic*

2

2

1 2

1

0

2

W.2.1.3

2

1

1

2 2 3

W.3.1.3 Review/update of the emergency plan 2

1

4

2

W.3.1.1

1

W1.1.2
Condition state of protective 

structures/systems
5

W1.2.1
The possibility of using another means to 

satisfy transport demand
2

W1.2.2
The number of possible existing alternative 

ways to deviate vehicles
2

W1.2.3 The presence of a warning system 2

W1.3.1
Adequacy of hazard effect reduction 

system (barriers to wind)
1

2

W.2.1.2 Frequency of past hazards 3

W.2.1.1 Height*

3

3

The presence of an emergency plan 2

W.3.1.2 Practice of the emergency plan 4

W.2.1.4 Frequency of future hazards 3

W.2.1.5 Severity of future hazards

1

2

2

3

Severity of past hazards 3

1

1

1

3

2

2

1

1

1

0

2

2
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E&D
PREVIOUS DRAFT

DRAFT ALTERNATIVES

DESIGN & CONSTRUCTION

DESIGN & CONSTRUCTION ALTERNATIVES

Tender OPERATOR

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE Alternatives

OWNER DESIGNER & CONSTRUCTOR OPERATOR

CASE STUDY 3

DOCUMENT: 

MAIKING DECISION: 

SATKEHOLDER

W1.1.1
Age / Age of replacement of the warning 

system
3

Number of possible values Possible values and meaning  

WIND

1

13

2

1

0

0

2

2

2

267%

100%

25%

25%

25%

25%

75%

67%

RISK ID Indicator
Number of 

possible values

W

0/1 Not adequate

1/1 Adequate

0/3  > 10 events per year

1/3  > 7, < 10 events per year

2/3  > 3, < 7 events per year

3/3 < 3 events per year

0/3 2 weeks

1/3 1-2 weeks

2/3 1 day- 1 week

3/3 0 days

0/3 Strong increase

1/3 Soft increase

2/3 Soft decrease

3/3 Strong decrease

0/3 < 20% of capacity

1/3 > 20%,< 50% of capacity

2/3 > 50%,< 80% of capacity

3/3 > 80% of capacity

W.2.1.8 Traffic* 3

2

21

1

1

2

1

1

1W1.3.1
Adequacy of hazard effect reduction 

system (barriers to wind)
1

W.2.1.2 Frequency of past hazards 3

3

W.2.1.4 Frequency of future hazards 3

W.2.1.5 Severity of future hazards

1

2

2

1

1

1
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SUMMARY

 Provides effective, 
transparent and 
automatic support to 
governance decision-
making

 Can be used by all 
stakeholders: in any 
process.

 Applicable the whole 
life cycle.
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Name

Email 

Contact details

H2020 FORESEE Project Partner

(www.foreseeproject.eu)

Name of the partner. Website

Address

LOGO partner
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mailto:inaki.beltran@tecnalia.com
http://www.foreseeproject.eu/
http://www.tecnalia.com/

