The perspective of the new Member States vis-a-vis the future Framework
programmes

(The possibility of common actions)

1. Analyzing the past

The negotiations on the 7FP took place in 2005-2006 when 10 new Member States just
joined the EU and another 2 Member States were not part of it. Practically the 12 new
Member States were not able to participate actively and effectively in the decision-
making process on 7FP.

The 7FP reflects the structure and the possibilities of the well-developed economies; it is
designed according to the orientations and interests of the scientific and innovation
potential of these countries and it does not reflect the different starting point of the new
Member States.

As a consequence the 7FP is less accessible and more “difficult” for them. The hitherto
prevailing results of the new Member States’ participation in the 7FP have not entirely
reflected the potential and possibilities of the new Member States (for illustration a table
of MS’s participation is annexed).

A very brief and preliminary questionnaire to the capitals (the analysis has to be
deepened!) revealed some of the common difficulties and gave space to the first
proposals for the future.

2. Analyzing the present and reflecting on the future

At the end of this year the mid-term review of the 7" Framework Programme (7FP) will
be published.

At the beginning of the next year the Commission intends to publish a preliminary policy
paper on the 8" Framework Programme (8FP) and to launch in the meantime a public
consultation with the stakeholders. In this respect the best timing for real input from the
MS is by the end of January 2011.

These two documents as well as the ongoing discussion on simplification will serve as
background for drafting the 8FP. The internal work of the Commission and the parallel
work in the Member States clearly show a process of analyzing the lessons learnt from
the 7FP and future reflections for the 8FP.

Having in mind the above, and that the Commission intends to publish its legislative
proposals for 8FP by the end of 2011, the new Member States have a unique opportunity
to influence the negotiations since Hungary, Poland, Cyprus and Lithuania will be in the
seat of the 6 month rotating Presidency of the Council between 2011-2013, when the 8FP
will be negotiated.



3. Change of the concept of the SFP: “For common problems — common solutions”

The 8FP should be addressed to all the EU Member States, it should pursue the creation
and the consolidation of ERA, boosting excellence and unlocking the full potential of all
the regions and Members States in the EU.

We think that the new Member States have to identify common priorities to be expressed
in the future 8FP with the aim to build a targeted perspective for the new Member States
in it (as for example: to raise the capacity and the competitiveness of the new Member
States up to the standards of excellence, to promote the internal dimension of ERA, to
identify more inclusive and flexible instruments to be adapted to the different national
circumstances).

We believe that different potentials require different approaches. The different situation
of the new Member States should be addressed with specific instruments and measures
that could more successfully tackle with their specific needs.

While recognizing the principle of excellence (now the only principle in FP7) we
consider it could be reinforced with other principles: cost-efficiency, relevance of the
research, contribution to growth and jobs.

The selection process of evaluators should be more transparent in order to ensure more
balanced participation of new MS.

The gravity of the upcoming work on that issue, calls for stepping up the discussion about
possible improvements. There is a room for cooperation between the new Member States
on a number of issues regarding the future provisions of the 8FP. The set of solutions of
the 7FP might be maintained and at the same time some of them might be improved in
order to satisfy the needs of all the EU Member States.

4. The following measures might be considered as possible areas of multilateral
interest:

1) The cooperation in the framework of ERA-NET projects has enhanced international
relationships between research entities and should be continued and strengthened by
tailored-made instruments.

2) Facilitation of the participation of SMEs in the FP and improve the cooperation
between SMEs and academia.

3) In order to fully exploit the synergy between research and structural funds more
attention should be paid to the coherence of financial rules in both sources of EU
financial support.

4) A more balanced distribution of research facilities (e.g. research infrastructures,
Agencies, KICs) across the EU should be secured.

5) The principle of excellence could be reinforced with other principles such as cost-
efficiency, relevance of the research, contribution to growth and jobs.



6)

7)

8)

More flexible and simpler administrative and financial rules should be adopted, (e.g.
more flat rate financing, lump sums for personnel cost, non-refundable part of VAT
should be included into eligible costs).

Specific measures to develop research driven clusters within Regions of Knowledge
could be envisaged by ensuring adequate funding.

In FP8, for all eligible convergence regions, special attention has to be given to
increase funding and to adopt appropriate measures to strengthen the participation in
the "Research Potential” initiative.
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Table B3:

BT - fustriz

EE - Belgumn

DE - Gamiany

DK - Denrnark

Fl- Arland
FR - France
HU - Hangary
IE - Ireland

IT - L=

LT - Littnmnia
LU- Lu

LW - Latuia
MT - Malta

HL - Metherlarnds
FL - Polard

Total

Mumbers of EU2T applicants and requested Community financial contribution in retained proposals for FPT calls
concluded in 2007, 2008 and 2009 by country.
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