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1. Eicaywyn.

1.1 evikd.

H Zvvédvinon opyovodnke and v  Evpomaiknm Emrpom']1 oto  TAoicw TV

. ’ r ’ 14 2
TPOTOAPUCKEVOCTIKAOV GUVAVTIGEMV LLE TOVG €V dLVAEL ETaipovg Tov IIpoypdupotog .

Onm¢ avaQEPETOL GTNV GYETIKN UE TN Zvvavinon aAinioypaeio g Evponaikng Emtponng
(EE), otdyor g Xvvavinong, v Oyel Kot TG oxeTIkNG emikeipevng BeocpoBétong tov 6vo
véov gpyoieiov (New Instruments, NI) tov FP6 ta omoia - xatd v EE - @poveital 611 Ha
cuupdriovy kabopiotikd oty Tpaypatoroinon g European Research Area (ERA), eivou :
e H evnuépwon oyetikd pe t1g televtaieg e£eMEelc mg TPog T SIUOPPMOOT TS PIAOGOPTiag
KOL TOV OVTIKEWEVIKOV OKOTTAV TV 000 vémv epyaleiov tov FP6 : Integrated Projects

(IP), kou Networks of Excellence (NoE), kot

e H avdopaon amd v mAevpd TV ev dvvapuetl Etaipmv.

X ovvavinon ovuueteiyav mepl tovg 55 eknpdommor twv ev dvvauel Etaipmv, dnAaon
Evponaikov Opyavocewv oxetikav pe v Emomun, v Exraidevon, v Epsova kot ™

Blopnyavia (my. evoewtikd EUA, EARMA, ESF, EARTO, ALLEA)3.

H Exnpoécwnog g EUA Ms Inge Knudsen pe e-mail tg mpog tv EE, Opioe tovg

eknpoomnovg g EUA ot Zuvdvmcm4 :

e Ms Tish BOURKE, UniversitiesUK (tish.bourke@universitiesUK.ac.uk)

e Prof Alain GAUDEMER, CPU, France (gaudemer@clora.net)

e Prof Simos E. SIMOPOULOS, National Technical University of Athens, Greece
(ssimop(@central.ntua.gr)

e Prof Francoise THYS-CLEMENT, ULB, Belgium (pdekie@ulb.ac.be)

e Prof Walter WAHLI, Unversité de Lausanne, Switzerland (walter.wahli@iba.unil.ch)

e and Ms Inge KNUDSEN, EUA (inge.knudsen@eua.be).

Research Directorate-General, Directorate B - European Research Area : structural aspects
Sovnuuéva 1,2 & 3

European University Association, European Association of Research Managers and Administrators,
European Science Foundation, European Association of Research and Technology Organisations,
All European Academies

Oepuég suyopiotieg ekppaloviar otn Xvvadeipo Kabnyntpio tg Xxoing Apyrtektovov EMIT
k. EIlavaywwtdtov, péhog tov EUA Research Working Group, yw 1t ovupetoyn Tov
VROYPAPOVTOG 6T ZUVAVTNGOT AVTY.
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1.2 Hupepioia Aiaragn.

Emiovvdntetol oto Zvvnuuévo 3.

1.3 YAIK6 TnG ZuvdAvTnong.

, ’ ’ r 7 Ie r r5
ATOAMTOG GYeTIKO pe T Zuvavinon YAk, T0 0molo €MCLVAMTETOL GTO KEIUEVO QVTO
omotehoOV Ta Tovnupévo 4 o¢ 9. YrevBopiletar 61t 1o EURAB® amotedel wo omd Tig

SpaoTnpoTTeS Yio TV Tpoddnon e European Research Area (ERA”).

2t Zuvdvtnon ogv dwavepnnke vAo, £ywve pdvov avapopd 6To LAIKO mov £xet avaptnOet

otov Kowotikd Awtvaxd Toémo, http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/index_en.html pe

nuepounvia avoapopds 7.05.2002.

2. Fevika yia To FP6.

H Zuvorin pe Paon v omoia 8pvenke n Evpordixy Kowédtnro npoprénet® m dnpovpyia
TOAVETOV TPoypappdtov Epevvag kot Avartuéng (RTD). To enduevo mpodypappa, 10 omoio
Ba dradeyBel o verotdpevo FPS givar to Sixth Framework Programme - FP6 mov 6o kaAdyet
v mepiodo 2002-2006. Q¢ Bacikodtepog o1dY0¢ ToL FP6 Bewwpeiton | avamtuén g European
Research Area (ERA’), dnhodf pog Sopng £pevvog Kot KooTopiog avTioToymg e eKeiv
mg Kowng Ayopdg ayobodv kor vampecidv, pe tnv omoio 0o emdiwybel waAvtepog
GUVTOVIGHOG KOOMG Kol GUYKAIGT] TV EPELVNTIKAOV KOl TOV KULVOTOUIKAOV OpOCTNPLOTIT®V

o€ efvikd Kol evpomTAiKd enimeda.

21 20vTopo loTopIKO.

H mpot emionun avayyeMo oyetikd pe 10 FP6 éywve tov lavovdpro 2000. Xtig 10
Aexepppiov tov 2001 o1 Yrovpyoi Epevvog tov peddv e Evponaikig Evoong vréfaiav
v 2" popd 1o TeEMKO TovG Keipevo oto Evponaikd KowoBodiio, pe to onoio kabopilovtar o

npovmoAroyiopudg (17.5 d16.€) kot ta facikd yapakmmpiotikd tov FP6.

To vAkd avtd etébn om 01Gbeon pog amd T Xvvadeipo k.[lovayiwtdtov, v omoia Kot
EVYOPIGTOVLLE.

http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/eurab/index_en.html
http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/era/index_en.html

Part3, title XVIII, art. 166, pag.114

http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/era/index_en.html
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To Ilpoypappa eykpinke pe eddyioteg tportonomoselg amd 1o Evponaikd KowvoBoviio otig
15 Maiov 2002, eved 0 Xvppodito tov Yrnovpydv Epevvag amodéytnke tomkd to FP6 otig 3
Iovviov 2002. Etot, 0nwg avaeéptnke and 1o I'A g I'A Epegvva g EE xatd v évapén g
Svvavinong, &xel Mdn ymoeicbei 1o 1° ko kvpidtepo makéro Tov IIpoypdupatog, evd
OVOLEVETOL OKOUN

o v enduevn Tpitn 2.7.2002 va ynoeicbel omd 1o Evponaikd KowoBoviio 1o 2° maxéto

oyetikd pe toug Kavoveg Xoppetoync, Kot
® auéomg TPV 1 opéoms petd Tig Bepvéc Srakoméc vo yneiobet kot to 3° kar televtoio

TOKETO GYETIKA LE Ta ML LEPOVG EEEIOIKEVUEVA TTPOYPAULLOTOL,

®OoTe TPV 0md 10 TEAOG Tov 2002 va avoryyeAddesi amd v EE ) 1% Call for Proposals tov FP6.

2.2 AIKTUOKOI TOTTOL.

Kdabe minpogopia, avaxoivwon 1 eEayyelo oyetwkd pe 10 FP6  avoaptodvtor otovg
Kowotikotg diktvakovg tomovg :
e Tnc Evponaikng Emitponng yia to FP6:

http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/index_en.html , ko

e ¢ Kowotikng Yanpeoiog [TAnpopopnong oe Bépata E&A CORDIS :
http://www.cordis.lu/fp6/

Emonuoivetor 01t o0 51490opa KEPEVO OVOVEDVOVTOL GYETIKA GLYVA, GLVETMG omotteiTon

TPOGOYN BOTE Vo eviomilovtol TuYOV LETOPOALS.

2.3 Mevikd XapaktnpioTika Tou FP6.

To FP6 éxet ouvohikd mpodmoroyiopd 17.5 816.€, o omoiog katotépvetar og eERg'
e EC Framework Programme 16.27 d16.€, mov avantdicoeton dnwg paiveton 6to Zuv. 9.
e EURATOM'' 1.23 810.€, ek T0V omoiwv :

» 0.7 610.€ yia ) ZOvnén, Kot

» 10 voOAOO Yo T Zydon (Aayeipion AmofANTov Kot AKTIVOTPOGTaGian).

Me katd 17% nuénuéves évavtt tov FPS miotwoeig kot 6vo véa gpyadeia, to FP6  (2002-
20006) £xel o¢ keVIpIKO oTdHY0 TN dNovpyio g European Research Area. X'avtd to mhaicto

EMOIOKETOL 1) TPO®ON oM TNG HEYOADTEPN G dLVATHG eEvomtoinong (integration) tg Evpwmaikrg

' BA. ko http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/pdf/fp6-presentation_en.pdf , pe Aiyo mohatdtepa
otouyeia.




EPELVNTIKNG TPOOSTADEING KOl SLVOUIKOD KOl 1 0O KOwoU avamtuén GLVIOVIGUEVOV

EPELVNTIKOV GTPUTYIKDV.

Etot, to FP6 avantdicoetan yOpw and 3 kdplovg 6ToOY0G :
e Concentrating and Integrating European Research
e Structuring the ERA

e Strengthening the foundations of the ERA

210 Zouvnpupévo 9 mapovoidlovtor ot evépyeileg pe Phomn T omoieg avamntvcoetal 1o FP6
kobdg kar ot 7 Topeic Tpotepardtnrog yio Ty enitevén tov 1% kdprov otdyov, o omoiog

amoppo@d mept ta. 3/4 1oV TPOHTOAOYICHOD TOV TPOYPALLLOTOG.

O1 7 Topeic [IpotepardtnTag £xovv, GLVORTIKA, OG ENG:
i. Emotuec vyeiog pe éppacn v £pguva yio. 7o yovidimpo kot tn froteyvoroyia.
1. Teyvoloyieg g Kowwviag g TAnpogopiog

iii.  Navoteyvoroyieg, chyypova DAMKA Kot S1001KAGIEG TAPAYMYNG

iv.  AgpovouTtikn Kot 1ot
v. Tlowomta Tpo@itmy Kot ac@aieio

vi.  Agupdpog avantuln, TaykOGHo LETOPOAT KOl OIKOGVGTHUATO,

vil. [ToMrteg kat droiknon o€ po Kowovio Tov otnpiletal ot yvoon

H mpoétaon g Evponaiknig Emponng v to FP6 mepihapfavel kot opiouéva epyoieia
vAomoinong (instruments) tov Ipoypdupatog. Xyetikd pe o pyoAeion oLTE avVOPEPETAL M

EMOUEVT] TTOPAYPOPOG.

3. Ta epyaleia Tou FP6.

3.1 evikd.

H mpotaon g Evponaikng Emitpomic yia 1o FP6 mepthapfaver kot opiopéva epyaleio
(instruments) ©¢ péca yio v TPodONCN TOV gVEPYEL®V Kot TV Asttovpytdv TV 7 Touémv

[potepardtrag tov [poypdappatog. Ta epyoireio avtd eivan ta €ENG :

—_—

Integrated Projects (IP)
Networks of Excellence (NoE)

Article 169 (joint implementation of national programmes)

el

As a "stairway of excellence"

! European Atomic Energy Community FrameonI( Programme



» specific targeted research projects, and
» coordination actions

5. Specific support actions

To mondve cvvoro TV epyaieimv tov FP6 givar suputepo amod exeivo tov FPS, d00évtog 6Tt
’ ’ I , , ;12 ’ r ’
OLYKPOTEITAL APEVOS HEV amd dVO VEN €PYOLEIR ~ TOL LTLOYOPEHTNKAV OO TO TVEVUO TNG

ERA, agpetépov oe amod tpio pdAlov mapadociokd epyareio opota pe ekeiva tov FPS.

Yvvontikd otoryeion oyetikd pe to gpyoieion tov FP6 divovron ota Zvvnmuuéva 4 wg 6.
Avolutikd  otoyeio, Om®G €W0KE  YOPAKTNPIOTIKG, TPOPAETOUEVEG  OPACTNPLOTNTEG,
YPNUATOOOTIKA CYNUATA, TPOTAGELS, AE0AOYN 0T, GUUPOANLN, EKTEAECT] TOL TPOYPAULATOG,
aE10AOYNOELS, TVELLOTIKE OIKOMUATO KAT. umopovv vo, avalntmbodv oe évrvma (.pdf) oto

OKTLOKO TOTO : http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/networks-ip.html.

3.2 Ta véa epyaleia Tou FP6.

Ta véa epyadeia Tov FP6, oniadn ta Evoromuéva Ipoypappata (Integrated Projects, IP) ko
ta Aiktva Apioteiog (Networks of Excellence, NoE) yapaxtnpifovtat, katd v Evpomaikn
Emitponn, amd v wavoéttd TOvG VO Kivnromomcovv v kpiown pdlo tou vyniov

EVPOTOTKOD EPELVNTIKOD dLVOUIKOD, MOTE VA EMTVYEL PIAOO0EOVG GTOHYOVG.

2VVOTTIKA, B0 UTOPOVGE VO TEL KOVELG OTL :
e To Integrated Projects otoyehovv mepiocdTEPO TNV TOPAY®YN VEAS YVAOONG, EVD

e ta Networks of Excellence mpog ) dnpiovpyia tov European Research Area.

3.2.1 Integrated Projects.

Exovv oyedlacbeil dote va cuvieAécovv otn dnpovpyia g yvadong 1 omoio omatteitolr 6Tovg
7 Topeig [Ipotepardtrog :
» L€ TNV GLUGCOUATOOT KoL TNV Evomoinon g Kpioung Halag Twv SpacTnploTiteV Kot
TOV OTOLTOVUEVOV TOPOV,
»  TPOKEWEVOL VOl EMLTHYOVLV PIAOO0EO0VS KOl CAPDS TPOGOOPIGUEVOVS ETIGTIHOVIKOVS

KOl TEYVOLOYIKOVG GTOYOVG.

Ta IP emAéyovton petd amd avolktég TPOoKANGELS Kol dtadkacio kpiong (peer review).

12 New Instruments, NI : IP & NoE



e éva [P mpémel va GuUUETEYOVV TOLAGYIOTOV TPELS ETOLPOL OO TPELS OLOPOPETIKES YOPES. To
onovpyovpevo consortium pmopet vo dtevpuvhel Kot pe vEéoug €Taipovs, yopig emt mAov
ypNUatoddTon. Xpnuatodotovvior pe péypl oekdoeg ek. € 1o kabéva, ¢ "grant to the
budget", pe tig peBodoroyiec tov AC ko tpomomonpévn FC. H didpkeld tovg eivan tomikd 3-

5 €1, evdeyopévag Ko TAEOV.

3.2.2 Networks of Excellence.

Eyovv oyedlac0el dote var GUVTEAEGOVLY GTNV EVOLVALMOT TNG EVPOTATKTG 0PLoTEING GTOVG 7
Topeig IIpoteparotnrag:

» e 1 6odiktHmon g kpioung Lalag Tmv VTOSOUMV OtYUNG,

»  TPOKEWEVOL VOl EMLTHYOLV TNV EVPOTAIKY TPpWTOTOPia S1EOVAC, Ko

> TNV avamTuén SpacTnpoTiTeV YOp® omd £va kowd Tpodypauua’’.

Ta NoE amotehobv dniadn, katd tnv Evponaiky Emtponr, éva epyaieio y v
avtpetdmion e molvdidonaong™® e Evponaixtg Epevvag. Mépav avtov, kade NoE 6o

7 ’ I | , ’
E)EL ™G OMOGTOAY TN SLéyLoN TG APLoTEINS~ HETOED TV ETAIP®OY TOV.

[Tpotdoeic yio NoE emidéyovtor petd amd avolkTég TpooKANoELS Kot dtodikacio kpiong (peer

review).

e éva NoE mpémetl va GUUUETEXOVVY €V YEVEL TO MYOTEPO €61 €TAIPOL-OPYAVIGHOL, TO AYOTEPO
TPELS A TPELS OLUPOPETIKES YDPES. To cVUVOAD TV gpguvynT®V o€ £va. NoE pumopel va ptavet

KOl TIG LEPIKEG EKATOVTAOEG,.

Ta NoE ypnpatodotovvror puéxpt apketd k. € etmoiong to kabéva, wg "grant for integration",
pe g peboooroyieg tov AC kot tpomomomuévn FC. H ypnpatoddtmon, kotd to ioydovta
onuepa yivetail pe Pfaon to TAnbog TV gpeuvnTd®V MOV cvppetéyxel oto NoE. Hom, yivovral
OlpOopeC OKEWYELS Y10, OLOPOPOTOUOELS, Ol OTOIEG OVOUEVETAL Vo €YOVV OONYNOEL GE

AMOTELEC LA LLE TNV TTPDOTH TPOGKANGT).

To dnuovpyovpevo NoE pmopel va devpuvBel ko pe véovg etaipovg, ywpig emi mAéov

ypnpoatoddtnon. H d1dpketd evoc NoE eivan 5 €, evoeyopévmg kot TAgov.

To NoE dwevfovetor oamd ZvpuPodAo amd vynAng otabung epevvntég tov etaipov.

[TpoPAémeTon cuveyng a&tordynon and v Kowotnra yia ) cuvéyion g xpnUatodotTnong.

" Joint Programme Activity, JPA
' fragmentation



3.3 Tagivopunon Twv gpyaAgiwv Kal TTpOTEPAIOTNTEG.

210 Zovnpupévo 4 moapéyetor mivakog toSvopmons tov S epyaieimv tov FP6, cuvapticet tov
EMOIWKOUEVOV OTOYOV Kol TV Tapadotéwv. Me eEaipeon to gpyareio tov ApBpov 169,
copég mpoPadicua £xovv Ta dvo véa epyaleia, IP kot NoE. 210 1010 keipevo avapépetor ot

KkdBe mpoknpuén Ba Tpocdiopilet Ta emAEEa epyaleia kKaBmG KoL TIG TPOTEPALOTNTEG TOVG,.

E&dAlov, mpoPArénetar 6Tt To 2004 Ba yiver pa aveEdpnn (e€otepkn) afloddynon tov
gpyoreiov kot mBavotato Oa  axolovOncer pOOUION TOV OVTIGTOLXOV GLVIEAECTMOV

Bapvnrag.

34 O¢éoeig TG EUA Kkai Tou ypdgovTtog £1Ti Twv New Instruments.

Emionpaiveron 61t k. Knudsen, Senior Adviser ¢ EUA, €xel mpoodiopicel Tig yeviKeg
0éoeic g EUA og mpog ta véa epyareia, og e&ng :
® the division of labour among coordinators and participants;

® qaccess to training of researchers within IPs and NoEs from universities which are not

partners;
® the continued low priority to the social sciences and the humanities;

® the management issues in general, of FP6 as a whole and of individual IPs and NoEs.

Ot - a-priori - B¢c€1g TOL VITOYPAPOVTOC GTa BENOTA TOL Zepvapiov Exovv ®G EENG:

1. Amodéyeton mApwg Ta Tomdve 4 onpeia g K. Knudsen, pe v emonuovon - o¢ mpog
70 30 onueio g - 0T, petd v ynoewon and oia to Kowvotwkd Opyava tov Bocikodv
yopoknplotikav tov FP6, cvunepilopfavopevov kot tov 7 Priority Thematic Areas of
Research in FP6, pukpd, av oyt avomapkta, meplddpio vadpyovy yio v avafadiucn cto
FP6 tov mpotepaotitodv TV EPELVNTIKOV OEUdTOV TOV KOWOVIKOV Kol TOV
avOPOTIGTIKOV EMGTNUOV.

2. Oczwpel 611 Ba wpénetl va dtucapnvicdel mepiocdtepo N dopopd peta&y 1P kot NoE. Qg
mopdoetypa : éva NoE Ba mpénel va Begpamevetl éva povov avrikeipevo omd tig 7 Priority
Thematic Areas of Research 1/ko mepiocotepeg 1)/Kat GALES EKTOC AVTOV;

3. Octwpel 011 Bo mpémet va mpokabopicBel  kotdTunomn tov [povmoroyiopov petadd IP ko
NoE.

4. Qcopel 011 0o mpémer va avaPaduicdei - dnitepa kotd v 1" edon tov FP6 - tov

epyareiov "Stairway of excellence" AapPavopévov dwaitepo LIOYV TOV AVAPEPOUEVOD

15
spread of excellence



610 TéAog Tov Kowoticod Eyypdpov EURAB' : .. "The risk that the use of the new
instruments may reduce the participation of institutes in pre-accession countries must be
taken seriously.".

5. Zuvaeng, Ba mpénel vo mpokabopiobel 1 katdTunon tov [potmoioyiopod petald tomv 2

vémV gpyaieimv kot Tov epyaleiov "Stairway of excellence".

4. To Zegpivdapio.

4.1 O1 Trapouoidosig Twv ZTeAeXwv TG KoivoTnrag.

Onwg devkpwvicOnke and v opyn g Zvvavinong dev TpoPAEnoviol mapovcldcels, and
KOWOTIKNG TAELPAG, EVAD BE®POVVTOL SEJOUEVA TO OVIPTNUEVO GTOVG KOWVOTIKOVS SIKTVOKOVG
tOmovg Keipeva, pe nuepounvia avaeopds 7-05-2002. Onwg vroypoppicTnKe, oTOX0G NG
Yvvavmmong eivor 1 dwtdmwon Tov  TpoPAnuaticpod Tov ev duvduel Etaipov tov
[Tpoypappatog, ot oyetikég tomofetoelg twv Kowotikdv kot n pecompdecun avadpoom

TOVG pe TVYOV Tpomontomcelg oto Llpdypappa.

v apyn g Xvvedpiaonsg o I'A Epgvvag A.Mntcdc, mapovciace opiopéveg eEeMEelg Kot
petaporés oto FP6, ou omoieg cvuvropa Ba avaxkotvwBoldv oTic kKovoTikég 10ToceAidec. Ot
KLPLOTEPES OO OVTEC £YOVV MG EENG :

1. Kotafdarietor peydin npoomadeia va yiver n 1n [podokinon o NoéuPpro 2002.

2. Zmv mpdokAnon eKONAMONG TPOKATAPKTIKOD EVOLOQEPOVTOC, N mpobeopio €Anée oTIg
11.06.2002, vrefandnoav 15100 npotdcelg, Evavtt twv 500 - 1500 wov avépevav. Hon
eaivetal enelepyacio mpog AvTAnon ovumepacudtov,  pe Pdon ta omoio Oa
dtpopemBov Aemtopépeteg tov Tpoypapparos.

3. Hon epydlovion emi tov oyediov twv ovpPoraiov (model contracts). Apketd Oépata
Bpiokovtatr akdun vd culnnomn, tptv ANEHOLY OPICTIKES ATOPAGELC.

4. Eyovv non amopacioOel o1 €1g 5 petafolrég oto [pdypappa :

1. Toa mocootd Tov npoypappdtov FC Ba khpoakovovtol - katd mepintwon - péypt 100%,
ue Baon cvykexpiuévn pebodoroyio LoyIoTIKNG TopakoA0VONONC.

ii. O 1pdémog vmoroyiopod g ypnuatoddtnong ota NoE Ba avoPabuicOel pe
GUVEKTIUNON Kol ALV - TEPOV TOL TANOOVG TOV EPELVNTAOV - TAPAUETPOV, OGS O
Babuoc evpomaiknig OLOKANP®ONG, TO €100G NG £pEuvag, Ol AOIMES EPELVNTIKEG

dpactnpomreg tov Etaipov KA.

' Tvvnuuévo 8



iii. Oa ghottebel  avoTNPOTNTA TOL NON TPOoPAemduevoL cuatHuatog joint and several
liability'” mbavomta pe v avaknyn evbdvne kabe etaipov kotd o Pabud TG
KOWOTIKTNG XPNHATOSOTNONG TPOG AVTOV.

iv. To avagepopevo dpto Tov Management Cost O avEndei amd 6% oe 7%.

v. H ovvtaén evog Consortium Agreement yivetoar MAEOV VTOYPEMTIKY, €KTOG OV M|

TPOKNPLEN OpilEL SLOPOPETIKAL.

4.2 O1 cUvTOuEG TOTTOOETAOEIG TWV EV duvapel ETaipwv.

Enpokerto mepi dihenmtwv yevikOhoywmv tomobetoewv 3-4 EKTPOCONT®V TOV &V OLVALEL
Etaipov, xvpiog Opyavocemv mov ekmpocmmodv [lavemotnpaxkods kot Epguvnricoidg
Opyaviopots, katd TG omoleg €UUECHOS — TANV COPOG Kol KOpyd — OtatvmmOnkov
TpofANpaTIopO Kot omopies, Wiaitepa oto eEXG onueio:
1. Mwpa [Hovemomua kot pikpoi Opyoavicpol icmg dev KaTapEPovV Vo ETPLOGOLV.
2. Ynbpyet pev evehia, 0ALd iowg onth givar vép tov (peydhov) Svvtoviotdv?’ kot og
Bapog TV (LKpdv) Ewipwvm.
ABePardtra kot anopieg o apkeTovS OPLoUOVG.
[ToAdmAoko management.

Xperdletor EKToidEVOT TV ZVVIOVIGTOV.

3
4
5
6. IToAy pukpd overheads kot SuoKOAio GUUUETOYNG PLOUNYOVIKOV ETAIP®V.
7. TToAd pukpd management costs, Topd v Tondve avénomn and 6 g 7%.

8. NoE : Acagég 1o TL ypnuatodoteital.

9. TIoAd avotnpn M joint and several liability.

10. TIodg Ba emPrdvcovv small but top class research teams.

11. Agv e€acpariletan balance peta&d Pacikng Kot EQOPUOGUEVIG EPEVLVOC.

12. Tlog Ba e£a6@aMOTEL 1] CUUUETOYN LETOTTUYLOKDV QOLTNTAOV.

13. NoE and fragmentation : ogv umopel va Bewpnbel ¢ mpdfinua ™G (WOIWTIKNG)

Bropnyaviag aArd povo TV KpoTik®dv (dNUOcLmV) eTaipwv.

7 Sovnupévo 10

" BL. §3.3 — oeh. 5 — tov kewévov .pdf Provisions for Implementing Integrated Projects, 6tov
KOWOTIKO O1kTLaKO TOTO http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/networks-ip.html

¥ Xopic afohoyikh oepd.

2% Coordinators

21 YrevOopiCetar 6Ti ) EmTpomn S10mpayatedeton Hovov pe T0 ZOVIOVIGTY), 0 0Toi0g KaTavépsl KoTd
v Kpion Tov ™ ¥pnpatoddtnon otovg Etaipovg.
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4.3 H ZulATnon.

Me Bdon tovg momdve oAAd Kot GAAOLG TPOPANUATIGUOVG OV ovartHyONnKay Kotd v

Tpiopn oviitnom, 800nKay and mhevpdc Enttpomnc ot eEXG — mepimov — amavtioeic™ :

1. Ymbpyet kor amd mievpdc Emtponng mpofAnpotiopds, moAdd Bépata Oa aviipetonicfovv
péypt to Noéuppio, apkern minpoeodpnon Oa aviAnbel amd TG TPOTACELS EVOLULPEPOVTOG
7OV VIOPANONKAV Kot €V TAGT TEPUTTOCEL VIAPYEL KO 1 vOldpeon a&toldynon to 2004
oL Oa odNyNoel o€ TEPATEP® PEATIOON TO TPOYPOLLLLLAL.

2. Ta negotiations costs oev Oa elval emA&&iun damavn, HoAovott mpoPAémeTar AOY®m NG
@OOMG TV £pYaAEi®V va glvatl YNAA.

3. H Emuponn| dev Ba epumiéketar ota vro-Xopuforaa peta&h Coordinator ko Partners.

4. 'OAn n ypnpoatodotnon yivetal pe andeoacn tov Coordinator.

5. H a&oddynon Ba yivetal og 600 dtokekpluéva emimeda :

® EMIGTNHOVIKO, Kot

®  OWKOVOUKO O E101KOVG OIKOVOUIKOVG AELOAOYNTEG.

6. T'a ta NoE mpoPrémeton emown aflohdynom, ond v omoia Oa mpokHmTEL KO M
YPNUOTOSOTNON Y1 TO TapeABOV £T0G.

7. Q¢ mpog TNV KATATUNOT TOV TPoHTOAOYIGHOL Tov FP6 o6ta epyaieia Tov, mapd T peydin
SVOKOALD T®V KOWOTIK®V Vo TorofetnBobv, Tpoékuye OTL :
e Ta IP Ba £ovv o peyaAVTEPO TOGOGTH TOL TPOHTOAOYIGLOV.
¢ To napadoctaxd epyoireio O Exovv Atyo ndvem amd to 10% Tov TPOoHITOAOYIGHLOV.

e O AwvbBvuvtng g INFSO Frans De Bruine ektipnoe 6t oto IST n katdtunon Oa
etvar: 60-65% IP, 10-15% NoE kot 25 % malid epyoireio.

8. H ypnuatoddtmon evog NoE eivar d0OokoAn vmdBeon. Zkéyelg yio xpnuotodotnon He
Baon To man-power Kot Oyt To0 "KOTA KEPOANV", /KOl TN GUVEKTIUNGN TOPUYDYOV
001N yNoaV 6€ TOAVTAOKATNTO Kol ad1EE000L.

9. H a&ordynon tov mpotdcemv Ba yiveror o 600 SlakeKPLUEVA GTAN
e Xyvtoun meptypaen g npdtacng (outline).

e [TAnpng vrofoin tpdTacmg.
Iowg vapEet kot Tpito 6TAG10 GLVEVTELENG OO TOVG reviewers.

10. E&etaletan M mepintwon postal review process, €pOCOV O VLIOYNPLOG GUUPOVEL
(tepintwon mpootaciag Tov amdppnTov G TPdTacng). Oa ypnoipomomBodv Kot pun-

Kowortikol agloroyntés.

2 Xopic aE1ohoyIKY GEPE.
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11. Tpdrypatt, veapyet TPOPANUATIGUOG WG TPOS TN HEBOJOAOYIN ATOTIUNGNG TNG expertise.

12. H Kowortikn| otpatnyikn o¢ mpog ta véa epyoreia : more value for each € invested.

13. H Emutponny Ba éxet, oto FP6, va dayeipiotel 500-600 cuvorkd projects, Toid Arydtepa
and 0,TL ota mponyovueva FP, mov onuaivel 6t Ba yivetor mAéov cvotnuotikn Kot oyt
detypatoAnmtikny a&loddynon, omd v idwo v Emtitponn, ywpig sub-contracting.

14. Zto NoE umopel vo coppetégovv Kow weaker partners a@ol GTOY0G TOVS €lval Kot 1
dudyvon g yvaong kot g apoteioc. [avimg, yperaletar icoppomia dote va un xobei n

TpOTACT).

4.4 ZUPTTEPAC AT,

Movo éva : €vtovog TpoANUOTIGUOS amd KAOE TAELPAL.

AOnfva, 26 Tovviov 2002
Y. E.Zwpémoviog

Avtirpvtavng E.MLII.

XI1%19 26-06-2002 19:51
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ks EUROPEAN COMMISSION
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[ak-ad The Director-General
Brussels, 4 June 2002
RTD/AM D(2002) 522142
Mr Andris Barblan
Secretary General
EUA
10, rue du Conseil Général
CH-121] Gengéve 4

SEMINAR ON THE NEW INSTRUMENTS FOR FP6
BRUSSELS, 24 JUNE 2002, 13h30-17h30
Dear Mr Barblan,

I would like to invite up to ten representatives of your members to a high level seminar on the
design of the new instruments of the Sixth Framework Programme (FP6) in Brussels on 24 June
from 13h30-17h30.

The two new instruments, the inregrated project and the network of excellence, will play a key
role in implementing FP6 and in ensuring that FP6 contributes to the realisation of the European
Research Area. Their overall philosophy and objectives will very soon have been formally
settled by the legislative process of FP6. In the next stage of determining their detailed
operational modalities, it is vital that the Commission takes account of the neuds and
expectations of the research community, Hence, the reason for the seminar.

At the seminar, the Commission will briefly present the latest state of play on the instruments.
Then the floor will be open for your contributions. I want to ensure that the bulk of the meeting
1s devoted to addressing your concerns and vour needs for clarification.

I would be pleased, therefore, if you could send a note of your main concerns te Leonidas
Karapiperis (Leanidas.KarapiperisZcec.eu.int) by 17 June in order to enable me to organise
better the discussion at the seminar. I would also ask you to inform Leonidas Karapiperis by 17
June of the names of the persons who will represent vour members. As there will be a limited
attendance, each will then receive a persenal invitation.

Working documents describing possible modalities-for implementing the new instruments can be

found on the Europa website at hitp:/Yeuropa.eu.int/commiresearch/fé networks-ip.html.

I'look forward to meeting vour representatives on 24 June.

Yours sincerely

Achilleas MITSOS

Commission eurcpzenng, B-1045 Bruxzles / Eurapess Commissie, 3-1048 Br ssel - Bataium, Telephona: (32-21259 11 11

Offce: SOMZ 01/10<4, Taigphore: direct lire (32-2: 2953 43

E-mail: leor das karapipers@cec. su it
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Yo g Directorate B - European Research Area : structural aspects

Centres and networks of excellence

Brussels, 19 June 2002
RTD B.2/LK D(2002) 525111

To EUA representatives

SEMINAR ON THE NEW INSTRUMENTSFOR FP6
BRUSSELS, 24 JUNE 2002, 13h30-17h30

Dear EUA member,

It is our pleasure to invite you, as a representative of EUA, to a seminar on the design of the new
instruments of the Sixth Framework Programme (FP6) which will be held in Brussels on 24 June from
13h30-17h30 at the Centre des Conférences Albert Borschette, Room 1/C (Rue Froissart 36). An access
plan is attached, as well as the agenda of the meeting.

The two new instruments, the integrated project and the network of excellence, will play a key role in
implementing FP6 and in ensuring that FP6 contributes to the realisation of the European Research Area.
Their overal philosophy and objectives will have very soon been formally decided in the legislative
process of FP6. In the next stage of determining their detailed operational modalities, it is vital that the
Commission takes account of the needs and expectations of the research community. Hence, the reason
for the seminar.

At the seminar, the Commission will briefly update you on the latest state of play on the instruments.
Then the floor will be open for your contributions. We want to ensure that the bulk of the meeting is
devoted to your concerns and your needs for clarification. If you so wish, one of the EUA representatives
may make, on behalf of the organisation, a maximum 5-minute statement on the new instruments before
the start of the open discussion. | would be pleased to know before the meeting if one of you does indeed
intend to make such a statement. The usual presentational aids will be available.

Working documents describing possible modalities for implementing the new instruments can be found
on the Europa website at http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/f p6/networks-ip.html. Please note, however,
that due to very recent developments (which will be reported at the seminar), some parts of the
documents, and in particular those referring to the financial modalities, will need to be updated.

| look forward to meeting you on 24 June.

Yours sincerely,

Leonidas KARAPIPERIS

Commission européenne, B-1049 Bruxelles / Europese Commissie, B-1049 Brussel - Belgium. Telephone: (32-2)299 11 11.
Office: 1/104. Telephone: direct line (32-2)2953243. Fax: (32-2)2963261.

E-mail: Leonidas.KARAPIPERIS@cec.eu.int



MEETING WITH STAKEHOLDERS ON THE NEW INSTRUMENTS OF FP6

BRUSSELS, 24 JUNE 2002

CENTRE DE CONFERENCES ALBERT BORSCHETTE (36, RUE FROISSART)

13h00-13h30

13h30-1340

13h40-14h00

14h00-14h40

14h40-17h30

RooMm 1C

AGENDA

Arrival of participants

Welcome and opening remarks
Achilleas Mitsos, Director-General, DG Research

Current status of the new instruments
Peter Kind, Director, DG Research, Directorate B

Short statements on behalf of the participant organisations
Chaired by Peter Kind

Discussion
Chaired by Frans De Bruine, Director, DG INFSO, Directorate F



Instruments for
implementing
FP6 priority
themes

' Instruments for
Implementing

FPG6 priority

An outline of the instruments foreseen
to implement the priority themes
of the Sixth Framework Programme
(as of May2002)
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europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/networks-ip.html

02/05/02 Instruments.doc 1



Instruments for
implementing

A wider range of better differentiated  rrepriory
Instruments

I Integrated projects
] Networks of excellence
1 Article 169 (joint implementation of national programmes)

1 As a “stairway of excellence”
I specific targeted research projects
] coordination actions

] Specific support actions
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Note: Articles 168 (supplementary programmes) and
171 (joint undertakings...) will also be available, if needed

02/05/02 Instruments.doc 2



=
(&)
| -
®
o
0
QO
o
o
Y—
'©
S
(b)
c
O
Q
b}
4
@©
|-
o
d—
&)
CI:
5
1
c
9
7))
@
S
S
@)
@)
c
®
o
o
o
|-
>
L

] Simplification and streamlining

(] to minimise the overheads for all concerned whether
applicant, contractor or the Commission

] to speed up procedures, especially time-to-contract

] Flexibility and adaptability

] to enable instruments to be applicable throughout
the priority themes

] to enable projects to evolve

I Increased management autonomy
(] to eliminate unnecessary micromanagement

I While preserving public accountability and
protecting interests of the Community

02/05/02 Instruments.doc 3

Instruments for

Principles quiding their design o

themes



Instruments for
implementing

Integrated projects FP6 priority

themes

] Designed to generate the knowledge required to
Implement the priority themes

I by integrating the critical mass of activities and
resources needed

[1to achieve ambitious clearly defined scientific and
technological objectives

] Selected by public calls for proposals and peer
review

] Financed up to € several tens of millions as a “grant
to the budget”

] paid as a contribution to actual costs
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[l duration of typically three to five years, or more
depending on need

02/05/02 Instruments.doc 4



Instruments for

Networks of excellence Ll

FP6 priority
themes

] Designed to strengthen Europe’s excellence on a
particular research topic

I by networking together the critical mass of resources
expertise needed to provide European leadership and be
a world force

[Jaround a joint programme of activity

»aimed primarily at creating a durable integration of the
research capacities of the network partners

» while at the same time advancing knowledge on the topic

] Selected by public calls for proposals and peer review

] Financed up to € several millions a year

(] for a duration of five years or more, if needed to create
lasting integration
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[Jas a fixed “grant for integration”, paid in annual
Instalments on the basis of results

02/05/02 Instruments.doc 5



Instruments for

Article 169 o

themes

1 Enables the Community to participate In research
programmes carried out jointly by a number of MS

] Potentially a most powerful instrument
(1 IPs and NoEs integrate individual performers of research
(1 169s integrate national programmes

] But may be difficult to use in large numbers

(] each requires a co-initiative by national programmes and
the Commission to generate a proposal

[Ilong and complex decision-making, as long as co-
decisions of Council and Parliament taken case-by-case

] so far untried
»the Commission is currently preparing pilot proposals
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Instruments for

“Stairway of excellence” implementing

FP6 priority

themes

(1 To smooth the transition from the “traditional” to the
“new” Instruments

I by supporting research activities of more limited scope
and ambition

I particularly for smaller research actors, including SMESs,
and for participants from candidate countries
] Consists of two instruments

] specific targeted research projects
» an evolved form of FP5 shared cost RTD projects

[l coordination actions
» an evolved form of FP5 concerted actions/thematic networks

European Commission - Directorate-General for Research

I The stairway may be used degressively as FPG6
proceeds

I subject to an independent evaluation in 2004 of the use
of the instruments e



Specific support actions

1 An evolved form of the accompanying measures
of FP5

] for example, conferences, seminars, studies and
analyses, expert groups, operational support, and
dissemination, information and communication
activities
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Instruments for
implementing
FP6 priority

themes



Instruments for

Classification of the instruments o

themes

5

& Instrument Primary Secondary Scale
@ . .

= deliverable deliverable

o

% IP knowledge structuring med-high
§ NoE structuring knowledge med-high
s 169 knowledge and/or hlgh

5 structuring

é STRP knowledge low-med
o

@)

5 CA coordination low

3

@

02/05/02 Instruments.doc 9



Instruments for

Instruments to be used in priority e

themes

1 Calls for proposals will identify which instruments
are to be used, which have priority, and for what

I From the outset, IPs and NoEs will be the priority
means

(] for implementing those themes where it is already
deemed appropriate

Iwhile maintaining the use of specific targeted
research projects and coordination actions

] In 2004, an independent evaluation of the use of the
Instruments

[ may lead to an adjustment of their relative weightings
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FP6
Integrated
Projects

Integrated
Projects”

A provisional description of integrated projects
as an instrument for implementing
the priority themes of the Sixth Framework Programme
(as of May 2002)
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europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/networks-ip.htmil

02/05/02 IP short.doc 1



FP6

Pu rpose Integrated

Projects

] Designed to generate the knowledge required to
Implement the priority themes

I by integrating the critical mass of activities and
resources needed

[1to achieve ambitious clearly defined scientific and
technological objectives

(I Activities integrated by a project may cover the full
research spectrum

I should contain a research component

I technological development and demonstration
components as appropriate
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I may contain a training component

I the effective management of knowledge will also be an
essential feature

02/05/02 IP short.doc 2



FP6
Integrated
Projects

What is the scale of critical mass?

] Concerning resources: each IP must assemble the
critical mass of resources needed to achieve its
ambitious objectives

[ activities integrated may range up to € several tens of
millions

» but no minimum threshold, provided necessary ambition and
critical mass is achieved

] Concerning its partnership: minimum of three
participants from three different countries

(I but in practice likely to be substantially more

] Concerning its duration: typically three to five years
(I but more if necessary to deliver the objectives
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FP6

Financial regime ntegrated
(provisional)

[ Community support will be in the form of a “grant
to the budget”

] Paid as a contribution to actual costs
I that are necessary for the project

I that are recorded in the accounts of the participants

» or, when provided for in the contract, in the accounts of
third parties

(] that exclude indirect taxes...

] Annually, each participant to provide a summary
cost statement

I certified by an independent auditor

I supported by a management-level justification of
costs

02/05/02 IP short.doc 4
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FP6
Integrated

Further financial details Projects
(provisional)

] Reduction to two simplified cost methodologies
] full costs, incorporating a flat-rate component
] additional costs, incorporating a flat-rate component

[ Maximum rates of support for full-cost participants
[150% for RTD components
1 35% for any demonstration component

(1 100% (direct costs only) for management and training

»note: the contract will fix a maximum percentage for
management costs at 100%

] Additional-cost participants supported at up to
100% for all components of the project

02/05/02 IP short.doc 5
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FP6

Evaluation process integrated

Projects

] Calls for proposals
I normally preceded by expressions of interest to help
determine topics for the calls
I Simplified proposal-making
I reflecting evolutionary nature of the project

(I Evaluation by a strengthened peer-review system
I possibly in stages, involving individual reviews, panel
sessions, perhaps hearings of applicants...
1 Specific criteria include
] scale of ambition and potential impact
I critical mass in terms of activities and resources
] effectiveness of knowledge management
(] quality of project management

02/05/02 IP short.doc 6



FP6

Flexibility and autonomy of implementation "syae

I For the implementation plan, each year, the consortium
] proposes a detailed plan for the coming 18 months

[ and may propose to update the overall plan
» both need approval of the Commission to enter into force

(] For the Community contribution
[1the contract will not specify its distribution between
participants nor between activities

] For changes in the consortium

[Ithe consortium may itself decide to take in new
participants (though without additional funding)

» the contract will specify when this must involve a competitive call
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[1the Commission may decide to launch calls to add
activities and participants (with additional funding)

02/05/02 IP short.doc 7



European Commission - Directorate-General for Research '

o
(o]

FP6

Payments and reporting schedule nteorated
(example of a 4 year contract) =

Activity report

Reported costs

Activity report Detailed work plan

Activity report Detailed work plan
Reported costs

Activity report Detailed work plan
Reported costs

Detailed work plan

Initial advance

! ! ! !

12 18 24 30 36 42 48

Months

02/05/02 IP short.doc 8



Networks
of
Excellence

Networks

of
Excellence”

A provisional description of networks of excellence
as an instrument for implementing
the priority themes of the Sixth Framework Programme
(as of May 2002)
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europa.eu.int/comm/research/fp6/networks-ip.htmi

02/05/02 NoEshort.doc



Networks

Purpose o

Excellence

] Each NoE designed to strengthen Europe’s excellence
on a particular research topic

I by networking together the critical mass of expertise
needed to provide European leadership and be a world
force

[Jaround a joint programme of activity

»aimed primarily at creating a durable integration of the
research capacities of the network partners

» while at the same time advancing knowledge on the topic

L] Primarily therefore an instrument for addressing the
fragmentation of European research

I where the main deliverable is a restructuring and
reshaping of how research is carried out in Europe

European Commission - Directorate-General for Research

] Each NoOE also has a mission to spread excellence
beyond its partners.
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Networks

What is a joint programme of activity? = colioney

] The JPA will contain a range of “additional” activities
[]'integrating activities
» coordinated programming of the partners’ activities
» sharing of research platforms/tools/facilities
» staff mobility and exchanges
» relocation of staff, teams and equipment
» reinforced electronic communication networks

] joint research activities
» a programme of joint research, possibly long-term

] activities to spread excellence
» training of researchers and other key staff
» dissemination and communication
» networking activities to assist knowledge transfer
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[ all within a unified management structure
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What is the scale of critical mass? Sl

1 Concerning expertise: the network must assemble the
critical mass needed to achieve ambitious goals

LI will vary from topic to topic

I larger networks may involve several hundreds of
researchers

»but networks may be much smaller, provided necessary
ambition and critical mass is achieved

] Concerning its partnership: in general at least six
I legal minimum of three from three different countries

[] Concerning duration of Community support: five years
or more, if needed to create a durable integration
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Financial regime - general principles Excellence

[ Community support must be targeted at overcoming
the barriers to a durable integration
I these barriers are mainly organisational, cultural and
human
» cannot be quantified in normal accounting terms

[Ithis has led to the concept of an incentive to
Integration

I The incentive will take the form of a fixed “grant for
Integration”
] calculated on basis of the total number of researchers

»that make up the research capacities of the partners on the
topic of the network
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1 the precise method of calculation will be described in
the call for proposals
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lllustrative financing regime T

] The average annual grant to a network could vary with
the number of researchers as follows:

50 researchers € 1 million/year
100 researchers € 2 million/year
150 researchers € 3 million/year
250 researchers € 4 million/year
500 researchers € 5 million/year

1000 researchers and above € 6 million/year

(for intermediate numbers, the grant would be calculated
by linear interpolation)

(I In this illustration, a network of 200 researchers
supported over 5 years would receive a fixed grant of
€17.5 million.
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lllustrative payments regime Slie:

1 Annual disbursements of the grant will be paid on the
basis of results

‘I'l.e. will depend on a progressive advance towards a
durable integration

(I with an additional check that costs of at least the value
of the grant were incurred in implementing the JPA

I Payments will be profiled degressively to minimise
risk of creating dependence
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Networks

Evaluation process e celioney

] Calls for proposals
[ normally preceded by expressions of interest

I Simplified proposal-making
I reflecting evolutionary nature of the network

(] Evaluation by a strengthened peer review system
[I'In stages, possibly involving individual reviews, panel
sessions, hearings of applicants...
1 Specific criteria include
] potential impact on strengthening Europe’s excellence
(] excellence of the network members
] extent, depth and lasting nature of the integration

European Commission - Directorate-General for Research

(] contribution to spreading excellence
I management and governance of the network
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Networks

Flexibility and autonomy of

Excellence

s [1 For the JPA, each year, the network
] proposes a detailed JPA for the coming 18 months

[ and may propose to update the overall JPA
» both need approval of the Commission to enter into force

] For the allocation of the Community grant

I the partnership will have freedom to distribute it between
partners and between activities

] For changes in the network partnership

[]the partnership may itself decide to take in new partners
(though without additional financing)

» the contract will specify when this must involve a competitive call

European Commission - Directorate-General for Researc

[1the Commission may decide to launch calls to add
partners (with additional financing)
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Networks

Governance and monitoring SO

I A network’s governance must ensure institutional
engagement by the partner organisations

[Ithrough e.g. a “governing council” of senior
representatives from the partners

» to oversee integration of the partners’ activities

1 Robust output monitoring by the Commission,
Involving external experts at all stages

[ annual reviews
» basis for disbursement of the grant

] mid-term review
» triggering a go/no-go decision on whether to continue

=
(&)
|-
®
o
0
)
@
o
Y
'©
S
(b)
c
o
Q
b}
+—
@©
|-
o
d—
&)
2
&
1
c
=
7))
@
S
S
@)
@)
c
®
o
o
o
|-
>
L

(] end-of-term review
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IMPORTANT LEGAL NOTICE - The information on this site is subject to a disclaimer and a copyright notice

Europa > European Commission > Research > ERA

What's new? | | Search | Site Map | Index

" For a common strategy on science and

EUROPEAN RESEARCH AREA technology in the service of society **

What is the European Research Area?

Europe has a long standing tradition of excellence in research and innovation, and European teams continue to lead progress in
many fields of science and technology. However our centres of excellence are scattered across the continent and all too often
their efforts fail to add up in the absence of adequate networking and cooperation. In the past, collaborative actions have been
initiated at European and Community level, but now is the time to bring our endeavours together and to build a research and
innovation equivalent of the "common market" for goods and services. That structure is called the European Research Area and
is regrouping all Community supports for the better coordination of research activities and the convergence of research and
innovation policies, at national and EU levels.

Activities to promote the European Research Area

http://europa.eu.int/comm/research/era/index_en.html
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EURAB 02.007 final

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM EURAB

i ON EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

; ' 1. Call for expressions of interest

» The proposal to refine the Work Programme for the new instruments through a
call for expressions of interest was endorsed.

e The Specific Programmes should be followed by expert panels, similar to the
Expert Advisory Groups in FP-5, who would have responsibility for assessing the
response to the Calls for Expressions of Interest.

3]

. Evaluation procedure

o The principle of 2-step procedures for the evaluation of proposals was endorsed.
This may apply both to stairways of excellence and to the new instruments and
include the option of an oral presentation in the case of integrated projects or
networks of excellence. The first step requirements must be very precisely
described,

» The procedures for each instrument must be simple and clearly described.

. * Anonymity of proposals should be dropped, since it is considered impossible to
evaluate the feasibility of a proposal without taking into account the S&T record
of the proposers. '

» The procedure should be decentralised as much as possible with evaluators
working at home, One principal evaluator should be nominated per proposal to
prepare a draft summary. Only the consensus discussions would require that
evaluators should meet in Brussels. Elecironic distribution of proposals to
evaluators should guarantee confidentiality. '

s Especially for the new instruments, selected projects should be continuously
monitored ex-post by a small group including at least one of those who evaluated
the project.

Lad

. Evaluation Criteria

e The criteria should be clearly and simply described.

e S&T excellence must be the top criterion for evaluation as long as the research
‘ topic is relevant for the objective of the programme.

. High risk proposals with potential for high gain should be encouraged.

o The difference between basic/exploratory and applied research proposals should
be recognised by applying different weightings to the evaluation criteria in each
‘ case (particularlv relevant for ‘stairways of excellence’). Innovation should be
' included as an evaluation eriterion in applied research proposals. Proposers
: should be able to indicate whether their proposal should be judged as
i basic/exploratory or applied.




EURAB 02.007 final

i » Policy objectives and the European dimension of the problem should be clearly
spelled out in the Work Programme.

e European added value has always been very difficult for evaluators to
comprehend and judge. Proposals should indicate why the project must be carried
out at European level in order to succeed and indicate how the complementarity
between partners, the innovation and the market need (as apprepriate) will enable
it to succeed. -

» Dissemination of results is essential. Where proposals claim to have potential
applications, clear indications must be given how the target audience will be
reached. On the other hand, for research proposals generally, the intention to

publish in a high-level journal — or to patent - should be a sine-qua-non condition

(not an evaluation criterion).

e Qutreach activities to bring science to the broader public should be required for
the bigger projects. '

4. Evaluators

e A new database of evaluators should be constructed based on names proposed by
the following sources: national and European university, research and industrial
organisations, the Commission services and those submitting research proposals.
Individual applications could also be considered. In addition to information on the
expert’s qualifications, the database should indicate who proposed them, and the
Instrument which the person is most suitable to evaluate, -

¢ Particular attention should be paid to the use of non-European evaluators in
sectors where they are competitors to Europe: the consortia submiiting the
proposals should be asked to agree,

'« EHach evaluation panel should be chaired by a very experienced person, who
should work with the Commission to identify the panel members. The panels
shoiild be balanced regarding industry, academia, couniry and gender.

e Anonymity of evaluators should be dropped, to ensure a sense of responsibility.

e Proposers should be able to indicate, with reasons, who they do not want to
evaluate their proposal. '

e Evaluators must sign a form guaranteeing absence of conflict of interest.

o Evaluation of European projects should be seen and promoted as a prestigious
task.

The risk that the use of the new instruments may reduce the participation of institutes
in pre-accession countries must be taken seriously. Every effort should be made to
ensure that the excellent research centres (including those identified as a result of the
Commission’s Calls for Proposals in 1999 and 2001 as excellent and outstanding
respectively) in these countries are well publicised in the Member States, and well in
advance of the calls for proposals. -




EC Framework programme b‘udget : 2" yeading
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COUNCIL EP TRILOGUE
COMMON Compromise Compromise
POSITION am. ITRE 7.5.2002
23.4.2002
1. Focussing and integrating Community research 13285 13600 & 13345
. 1.1 Thematic priorities : ' 11205’ 11520 | & 112857
1.1.1  Life sciences, genomics and biotechnology for health 2200 2300 & 2255°
- Advanced genomics and its applications for health 1150 1100 & 1100
- Combating major diseases 1050 1200 £ 1155
Information society technologies 3600 3900 =3 3625
Nanotechnologies and nanosciences, knowledge- 1300 1300 = 1300
based multifunctional materials and new production
processes and devices
1.1.4  Aecronautics and space 1075 1075 = 1075
1.1.5.  Food quality and safety 685 650 = 685
1.1.6  Sustainable development, global change and 2120 2120 = 2120
ecosystems 810 810 = 810
- Sustainable energy systems 610 610 = 610
- Sustainable surface transport 700 700 = 700
- Global change and ecosystems
1.1.7  Citizens and governance in a knowledge-based 225 225 = 225
' society
1.2 - Specific activities covering a wider field of research 1320 1270 & 1300
1.2.1  Supporting policies and anticipating scientific and . 570 470 & 555
technological needs :
1.2.2 _ Horizontal research activities involving SMEs 450 400 & 430
1.2.3  Specific measures in support of international 300 400 £ 315*
cooperation '
1.3 Non-nuclear activities of the Joint Research Centre 760 760 = 760
2. Structuring the European Research Area 2655 2350 & 2605
2.1 _ Research and innovation 300 250 & 290
2.2 Human resources and mobility 1630 1600 & 1580
2.3 Research infrastructures 665 400 £ 655
2.4 Science and society 60 100 & 80
3. Strengthening the foundations of the European Research Area 330 320 & 320
3.1  Support for the co-ordination of activities 280 270 & 270
3.2 Support for the coherent development of R&I policies 50 50 = 50
TOTAL - 16270 16270 = 16270

(The arrows next to the figures of the Trilogue compromise indicate variations in respect of

Common Position.)

of which at least 15% for SMEs
including up to 400 millions for cancer related research
including up to 100 millions for further development of Géant and GRID

HWw R =

the Council

this amount of 315 m € will fund specific measures in support of international co-operation, involving developing

countries, Mediterranean countries including the Western Balkans, and Russia and the Newly Independent States (NIS).
Another 285 m € are earmarked to finance the participation of third country organisations in the "Thematic priorities" and
in the "Specific activities covering a wider field of research”, thus bringing the total amount devoted to international co-
operation to 600 m €. Additional resources will be available under section 2.2 "Human resources and mobility” to fund

research training for third country researchers in Europe.
including up to 200 millions for further development of Géant and GRID

Update/28
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WHY “UNLIMITED JOINT AND SEVERAL LIABILITY”
(ARTICLE 13-3A)
PERMITS AN IMPROVED MANAGEMENT MODEL IN
FRAMEWORK PROGRAMME VI

SPEAKING NOTE

Introduction

Through its proposals for the Rules of Participation and Dissemination for the 6™
Framework Programme (ref. COM(2001) 822 (EC) and 823 (EURATOM), the
Commission aims to allow the consortia greater autonomy in the day-to-day
management of their RTD projects. However, at the same time, the Commission
has to ensure a high level protection of the financial interests of the Community.

For this reason the principle of “unlimited joint and several liability” has been
introduced since it allows for both objectives to be met in parallel.

The objective of this speaking note is to provide clarification about this principle
and on the way in which it will be implemented.

1. The current situation

In implementing the rules laid down by the Council and exercising the powers of
execution conferred to it, the Commission executes the budget of the European
Community, in accordance with the Financial Regulation and having regard to
the principles of sound financial management.

On basis of these principles, the Commission established a number of rules and
procedures as regards the implementation of the Community research actions
under the current, 5th Framework Programme. As an example, its financial
controls include a systematic and compulsory ex-ante assessment of the viability
of each participant in an indirect action. Participants failing this control are
required to provide a bank guarantee or must perform their tasks without any
advance payment.

However, this approach, while systematic and thorough, has a number of
disadvantages and is criticised by the participants. The procedures are heavy
with consequential delays in time from proposal to contract and amount to a
serious disincentive for the participation of certain types of legal entities. Small
and innovative legal entities, such as SMEs, may be de facto excluded for strictly
financial reasons, notwithstanding the trust of their partners in their scientific
excellence and their willingness to perform their obligations under the RTD
contract with the Commission.

RJS/cb/Joint & several liability note - 27/02/02 - 16:17 Page 1 of 5
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Moreover, criticism is also raised regarding several other current rules and
procedures. For instance, the lack of flexibility that characterises the current
model-contract: any significant change of the distribution of the budgets pre-
allocated to task and/or participants, despite the fact that it remains within the
limits of the Community’s financial contribution, needs prior Commission
approval. This takes time due to its procedural consequences (assessment of the
request, signature of a written amendment, etc.). The same is the case for
modifications of the technical annexes of contracts and changes of partners in a
consortium.

2. A new management model

For the 6th Framework Programme, the Commission wishes to simplify rules and
procedures responding to the strongly expressed wish of the other institutions
and researchers, and taking into account the specific needs of the new
instruments as well as the conditions for their successful implementation. It is
therefore proposing a radical shift of the current management model. However,
this has to coincide with safeguards as regards the protection of the financial
interests of the Community, in accordance with the Treaty and with the numerous
demands by other institutions and Member States.

Under this new approach, consortia will be granted as much autonomy as
possible for implementing indirect actions through flexible rules and contracts
and a substantive reduction of administrative red tape:

» the Commission will no longer perform time consuming financial ex ante
controls, thus reducing the delays from proposals to contract;

» the Commission will no longer request bank guarantees;

» the financial contribution of the Community will be granted to the
consortium as a whole, without any prior and contractually binding
distribution among partners and/or activities. Participants will be able to
decide, according to rules they shall establish, on its use with reference
to the objectives of the indirect action. Hence an ex ante approval of the
Commission as regards the distribution of its contribution amongst the
participants will not be required.

» the consortium will receive annually, as an advance payment, 85% of the
budget needed for implementing the activities foreseen during the first
planning period. Once documents relating to this implementation have
been accepted, the Commission will settle in for its contribution for the
previous year. Under the current framework programme, the Commission
retains 15% of the whole contribution until the end of the project.
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* minor evolutions of the project, such as the adaptation of the workplan of
the indirect action or the modification of the composition of the
consortium, will be handled with swift procedures.

To facilitate the management tasks of the consortium related costs can be
funded up to 100% by the Commission.

Such a new approach, based on mutual trust between the Commission and
participants, however, requires the latter to be aware of the necessities relating to
the protection of the financial interests of the Community and to act accordingly
through an efficient management of indirect actions.

3. “Unlimited Joint and Several Liability”

i. The Principle

The principle of “joint and several liability” refers to a contractual arrangement
whereby the partners in a consortium bear collectively the risks related to the
work they agree to undertake as a team.

The introduction of this principle will allow for the application of the new
management model based on a greater level of autonomy for the contractors,
while at the same time safeguarding the protection of the financial interests of the
Community.

Furthermore, the principle of “joint and several liability” will also raise awareness
amongst participants. It will, more than is the case today, lead them to establish
strong consortia, build upon confidence amongst the partners and common
medium- or long-term interests as it is the case in their day-to-day own funded
cooperative activities. As such, the joint and several liability is a strong and
necessary component of autonomy itself.

Furthermore, participants will also have the possibility, when preparing their
proposals and constituting consortia, to balance any financial assessment of their
partners with other criteria, such as the scientific capacity of a participant, its
reliability and reputation within the scientific community and the expected
advantages of integrating it.

ii. Boundary conditions

It should be clearly understood that the “unlimited joint and several liability” is in
fact limited to the Community contribution. Hence, this liability will never exceed
the value of the Community’s financial support. Participants may agree internally
on the distribution of the liability amongst themselves. In this context they may
even take an insurance on the liability.
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Furthermore those entities (such as public universities) which for legal reasons
cannot be held jointly and severally liable, will be exempted and only be liable for
the part of the Community financial contribution allocated specifically to them.
Other legal entities may request their national authorities for a guarantee.

In addition, the principle of “joint and several liability” will not apply for bursaries
under the fellowships scheme and for SMEs under the SME specific research
actions (Collective and Cooperative Research).

iii. Implementation

Should the Commission have no other choice but to implement the “joint and
several liability”, it will apply the following 2-step procedure:

1) Upon the immediate notification by the consortium that a partner is in
default (from a financial or scientific point of view) or when the Commission
itself established this (e.g. via an audit), the Commission will give the
opportunity to the consortium to propose a suitable solution to repair the
damage, in accordance with its interests and its capacities. This can be the
performance of the work that was not undertaken, and/or the
implementation of additional activities for a value equivalent to that part of
the Community’s financial contribution that is at stake, or its
reimbursement.

At the same time the Commission will take the necessary action and/or
assist the consortium to ensure that the defaulting participant repairs the
damage it is responsible for.

2) It is only when the consortium does not propose a satisfactory solution or
refuses to take the appropriate action, that the Commission will invoke the
“joint and several liability” of the participants.

In doing so, the Commission will for as much as possible demand a
reimbursement on the basis of a distribution of the debt among
participants by taking into account the degree of their involvement in the
activity where the damage occurred and/or their respective share of the
Community’s financial contribution, as well as their financial capabilities.

The Commission shall also assess the opportunity to continue the project
and in extreme circumstances might terminate the contract.

RJS/cb/Joint & several liability note - 27/02/02 - 16:17 Page 4 of 5



D/504434

4. The consequences of the joint and several liability for project
management

The joint and several liability will contribute to enhance the consortium’'s
autonomy, flexibility and management efficiency, while at the same time ensuring
an adequate protection of the financial interests of the Community.

This new approach will allow participants to establish solid partnerships, which
will contribute to the stability and the successful implementation of their research
project, in the interest of the partners concerned and in the interest of
strengthening the European Research Area.
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