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ACTIVITY 1:  GROWTH, EMPLOYMENT AND COMPETITIVENESS (budget € 12.7 Million)
1. Challenge: Europe moving towards a new path of economic growth and social development

The Challenge
The underlying globalisation trends and the current acute financial and economic crisis open up a decade of uncertainties. In particular, they trigger questions about models of human development and social well-being and therefore about the links between social and economic priorities. 

In the current turmoil, much attention has recently been given to attempts by the leading economies to steer the world economy and, at least, avoid the failures that led the world to its worst economic crisis since the 1930s. Established international institutions like the IMF or the World Bank, or more recent creations like the G20, have indicated their willingness to "regulate" the global financial system and to establish world environmental governance arrangements (cf. UNFCCC). But the discussions concerning the current financial, economic, ecological and social crisis and the related "exit strategies" are pointing at the need for a major transformation of our socio-economic systems. As highlighted by recent forward looking analyses carried out at national, European and international levels, there are trends in the use of natural resources, in the demographic outlook of our societies, in the distribution of income and wealth which call for a new paradigm, a new industrial revolution that may be labelled the "socio-ecological transition". This transition will involve major tensions between different models of capitalism, between economic sectors, between social groups, between policy priorities. Tensions will also emerge between different economic interests in competition for business growth, between expanding and responsible consumer behaviours, between short-term and long-term political considerations, between mixed "traditional" and "modern" values.

The EU has been engaged in a race against economic and social relative decline (compared to other developed or emerging countries). Since a decade, Europe has tried to solve its "slow growth problem" and its relative social problems through “knowledge economy strategy”, i.e. facilitating industrial change and accelerating transformation of the EU into a sustainable knowledge-based economy. It has implemented the Stability and Growth Pact for the European Monetary Union in order to improve its macro-economic stability and performance. Given the current international and national evolutions, EU and national policies need to be reassessed and adapted to the new requirements of a transition to a new socio-ecological model of development. In particular the new "EU2020" agenda made to foster these new development and social well-being trajectories needs an accompanying research agenda. The interaction between the single market, macroeconomic, research and innovation, industrial, environment, energy and social policies needs to be analysed in relation to this long term transition policy agenda.

The crisis has also drawn the attention to "governance" issues in the EU. Firstly, given the globalisation of economic trends, there is a need to strengthen the coordination of European and national economic policies, internally as well as in relation to global partners and institutions. Secondly, some of the new Member States seem to be particularly affected in the long run by the crisis and one can wonder whether specific "solidarity" measures should be designed for them to buffer the worst effect of the socio-economic crisis.

Why it matters for Europe

In the context of a rethinking of EU policies after the crisis and of the upcoming discussions on the next phase of EU modernisation strategies, this challenge thus means for Europe:
- Re-examining how policies with exclusive and shared EU competences (such as trade, agriculture, competition, internal market, consumer policy and so on) actually combine economic, environmental and social objectives in order to respond to the challenge of a new economic growth and social development path.

- Finding ways to get out of the crisis, combining collective actions like the European Economic Recovery Plan with national and EU policies and actions in the social field or any other adapted policy or tool. 

- Developing the features of what the recent "EU2020 strategy" calls "a new sustainable social market economy", including the following priorities: (i) Creating value by basing growth on knowledge; (ii) Empowering people in inclusive societies; (iii) Creating a competitive, connected and greener economy. 

- Developing the European governance of these socio-economic policies. 

Addressing the challenge
Research is needed around the following questions: 

- Given the large public deficits the Member States will have to face in the coming years, how are they going to solve the trilemma of maintaining or expanding welfare state commitments, ensure fiscal consolidation and allow innovation in favour of the green economy? What innovative solutions can be found for structural reforms and bold fiscal policies that preserve or even enhance income redistribution in Europe while preparing for the future? 
- What can the EU do in terms of policies and governance initiatives either internally (between Member States and the EU) – e.g. coordination of macro-economic, fiscal, research, industrial and/or budgetary policies, new stakeholder involvement models in designing policies - or at the international level (in the context of the G20 and other international institutions), to buffer the negative impact of globalisation on its citizens and influence global trends towards new socio-ecological development paths without "externalising its costs" at the expense of the well-being of other parts of the world? 
- How will the Member States and the EU adapt their research, innovation and industrial policies? What are the best practices in combining technological, economic and social innovations? What are their economic efficiency, their social equity and their environmental performance? What could be the evolution of the various industrial sectors? What are the new sectors that may develop alongside the socio-ecological transition?
- Consumption patterns and technological developments are often materialised in land use and territories. Given the difficulty to define common solutions but also due to the importance of the territorial dimension in Europe, what are the economic, social and environmental regulation and organisation in a large "region" such as Europe that allow moving towards a socio-ecological transition? What are the impacts on specific sectors like agriculture, energy and transport? What are the challenges for the urban, peri-urban and rural areas concerning the locations of work and leisure, habitat, landscape and infrastructure?
- What are the cultural contexts of the socio-ecological transition? What can interdisciplinary analyses (economics, sociology, history, philosophy, anthropology for example) tell us of the complex collective meanings of "well-being"? What is the gender dimension of these expectations and preferences? What lessons can be drawn from the historical analysis of past "systemic transitions"?
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (large scale integrated research project)

2. Topic: Lifelong learning in Europe: 
appropriate skills for sustaining better jobs
Investments in human capital pay off because individual level returns in terms of productivity, wages and better job prospects are transformed into economic growth and competitiveness at the macro-economic level and support equity and social inclusion. Traditionally, research on the impacts of human capital has focused on formal education and training. In the current world of work, a focus on formal training is not enough to provide a comprehensive assessment of returns to investment in learning and skills during careers. Research shows that the contribution of informal learning to work-related competence is far greater than what formal learning adds. With labour markets becoming more flexible and patchwork careers becoming more common for some groups in society, investment in skills is increasingly becoming a shared responsibility between individuals, enterprises and the State. Getting the most out of both job-specific skills and key competences requires investing in human capital in line with changing labour market needs and requires flexible and instant learning.

In this context, European and national policy-makers responsible for education and training need better insights on how lifelong learning policy can reconcile economic and social needs with individual aspirations. Core challenges for research are to provide new insights on what types of lifelong learning policies are most conducive to innovation and growth, to investigate in what ways lifelong learning should be delivered, assessed and monitored, to study the links between lifelong learning and flexicurity, and to examine how education and training systems can support individual employability by creating the right conditions for learning. Current and future labour markets and jobs also present important challenges in assessing the economic returns to human capital in terms of growth and competitiveness. Linear approaches which focus on investments in skills preceding working life should be replaced by methods taking into account that periods of working and learning will increasingly alternate and the interdependencies between formal and informal learning and working grow.

Research should analyse to what extent lifelong learning leads to growth and competitiveness and map how investments in knowledge and skills, both job-specific and transversal, transfer to macro-economic and societal outcomes. It should consider the increasing relevance of learning and skill development during the career, focus on all types of learning, compare European countries with major competitors and investigate the variety of lifelong learning policies in Europe’s Member States and their links to flexicurity. It should focus on a limited number of key industrial or service sectors for the EU.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)
3. Social Platform: Innovative social services
Social services – health, education and welfare services such as care – have faced major difficulties of meeting increasing and more differentiated needs together with issues of cost of provision in a context of highly constrained government spending. Market and quasi-market principles including competition and profit-making supply as well as budget restrictions have more and more been seen by governments as a relevant solution to these problems, both for their provision and as a means of constraining demand. Sufficient experience has by now been obtained across countries to evaluate the success of such approaches and their implications for wider societal objectives that these services have often been associated with. At the same time, other approaches including social innovation involving the public sector, the non-profit third sector, the private sector, or some combination of these, have also been advanced as solutions to these questions, sometimes starting on a local basis.

A social platform is to be established to suggest innovative research agendas to evaluate these various approaches, in terms for example of costs (including wider social costs/benefits), quality of provision, access, risk, gender issues and their contribution to wider societal objectives such as citizens’ rights, (in)equality and social cohesion, and to investigate their appropriateness in different circumstances across Europe, and their potential in the future to provide good solutions to these issues. The platform will gather researchers and the various stakeholders of social services, including end-users, citizens’ groups, employees and policy-makers to develop such agendas.

Funding scheme: Coordination and support action (supporting action), BSG-CSO scheme
4. Social Platform: Intellectual Property

Intellectual Property (IP) is a field of regulation with important implications for the economy, science, technology and innovation.  It is central to the knowledge-based economy and it is likely to play a role in the terms of a global economic recovery.  IP is viewed by some as providing important incentives for generating technological solutions to challenging social issues such as climate change (and the need for renewable energy forms), health (especially in the context of an ageing population), and food shortages in the developing world.  It is viewed by others as a potential source of economic inefficiencies and of barriers to scientific and technological progress.  Thus, there are sharply different opinions as to the fairness, usefulness and appropriateness of existing IP systems. 

Intellectual Property is pervasive in the economy, and a great concern for economic and social as well as innovation policy. It is complex, diverse, and highly technical, often combining cutting edge scientific and technological knowledge, with legal and ethical concerns as well as considerations of economic efficiency. This complexity characterises debates and discussions about intellectual property mechanisms, institutions and organizations, at national and international level.  As our understanding of innovation processes and their role in the economy improves, it is important to create the conditions for a more informed debate on intellectual property, which is needed if policy-making in the field is to maintain its credibility.
Some good quality research is available, but there is a need for better evidence of the economic impact (and wider social costs and benefits) of IP, the relationships between IP and innovation, the pros and cons of different forms of IPR management (protection, confidentiality etc.), the connections with wider economic issues such as competition policy, and the advantages and disadvantages of IP for producers, users and end consumers. In particular, the goal is to create a list of concrete research priorities to support IPR policy development. The research themes to be considered in the social platform could be around IPR System – endogenous effects and operational issues, the appropriateness of existing regimes, Individual Behaviour and Firm Strategy, the role of public authorities (national and international), internet and IPR , Industry and Sector Effects and Macro-Economic Growth and Systems of Innovation and the additional dimensions brought in by the development of Information Society and Economy (especially in the context of cultural industries).

For these reasons, a Social Platform will be implemented with the objective to create and refine a list of concrete research priorities to support IP policy development. Stakeholders involved in the development of intellectual property (producers, including SME's, users, consumers, regulatory institutions and researchers) should work together in order to elaborate such a list.
Funding scheme: Coordination and support action (supporting action)
Activity 2: Combining economic, social and environmental objectives in a European Perspective (BUDGET € 12.4 MILLION)
1. Challenge: Economic, social and political conditions 
for satisfying the world food needs
The Challenge

Two main facts are worth considering. On the one hand, according to the Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) of the United Nations, the absolute number of undernourished people has remained stable at around 875 million people worldwide between 1970 and 2006, which actually shows a relative decrease of this population compared to the world population (from 24% to 13% in 35 years). However, the recent years have been less favourable and the prospects are worrying. FAO estimates that more than one billion people are undernourished worldwide in 2009 (the highest absolute number at any time since 1970) and that hunger is likely to spread if, as expected, the world population grows from 6 to more than 9 billion in 2050 and if food production does not increase drastically. The food and economic crises of 2008 have obviously worsened the situation although the number of undernourished people remained stable at 875 millions between 1970 and 2005 despite concerted international efforts.

The 2009 World Summit on Food Security bears testimony to the concerns and difficulties of the international community to respond to the hunger challenge now and in the long run. The obstacles on the road to hunger reduction are many and complex. In particular, there are long term change factors which affect the cost of food throughout the world (high food demand, climate change, biofuel consumption, financial speculation, low stocks, and higher oil and fertilizer prices). Since the 1980s, agriculture has increasingly been neglected in many less developed countries, in particular because it had become cheaper for them to import foodstuffs on the international market and more profitable to invest in agricultural niches for exportation. Access to free world trade may have dire effects on the food security of poor countries. There is thus a need to address the agricultural policies of the least developed countries in order to improve the variety of products, adapt their agricultural capacities, redirect investments where necessary and increase self-sufficiency and sustainability. Besides, aspects of international trade policies, international speculation on food markets, the role of multinational firms, increasing use of intellectual property rights, the renting of vast agricultural territories in parts of Africa, the debilitating effect of political conflicts in some regions have also been suggested among others to explain actual and potential food shortages. 

The challenge aims to see how more food can be provided to help feed the increasing world population and how food and consumption can be better produced and distributed among the world population. In this perspective, the role of Europe can be crucial in opening new policies for tackling the hunger situation worldwide.

Why it matters for Europe

Given their historical, political, cultural and economic weight in the countries most affected by hunger (Asia and Pacific with 642 million people, Sub-Saharan Africa with 265 million, Latin America and the Caribbean with 53 million, Near Eats and North Africa with 42 million), the EU and its Member States have a role to play - through a number of policies, among which the external trade policy, the common agricultural policy and the development policy including neighbouring policy - in addressing food shortages in depressed world regions suffering from hunger.

These policies serve many potentially opposite purposes and a large array of various actors with different interests, cultures and resources in Europe itself and abroad. Can they be steered in a direction that contributes to relieving the hunger problem? How can Europe gather its acts effectively to help the underdeveloped States?  

It also means that the EU must lead an active diplomacy at international level to push for more effective short-term hunger crisis aid and, in particular, for structural aid that will help poor countries ensure their own food security policies. The recent reform of the Committee on World Food Security and the debate on "the right to adequate food" illustrate the current international efforts in the domain. The World Trade Organisation remains an essential forum where the outcome of negotiations is likely to have a huge impact on the countries most affected by food crises.

Research should therefore focus on how the EU and its Member States can practically contribute to satisfying the world food needs given the prospects of a rising world population. 

Addressing the challenge

Research dimensions to be taken in consideration: 

- How can the Member States most involved in development aid coordinate their efforts between themselves and with the EU in order to maximise their help in the agricultural domain, taking into account the social, economic, political and cultural conditions of agriculture in the countries concerned (in particular the land property situation)?

- How can the systems of monitoring of food deficits and food surpluses and adapted distribution be developed between the EU and the regions likely to be affected by food crises (a specific assessment on food versus energy crops should also be part of the research)?

- Given the modes of consumption in rich countries, not only in terms of variety of cultures but also in terms of environmental impact (in particular rich meat diets and their impact on expanding livestocks and overgrazing, or large food wastes, or also energy needs resulting in the development of bio-fuels, for instance) what are the trends in the demand side of the food/energy/agricultural equation in Europe? Specific Forward looking exercises (Foresight and Forecast) should be developed up to 2030/2050.  

- Taking into account the growing hopes but also concerns about the commercialisation and intellectual property protection of natural substances and in particular of genetically modified crops (GMOs), their impact on the situation of farmers and consumers and on the biodiversity of the least developed countries (rice, cotton, soybeans and maize are cases in point), as well as the low consumer acceptance in most European countries, how can intellectual property rights and GMOs be used as tools in agricultural policies against hunger? Which direct or indirect interests are at play, and how can a common European position be reached on this complex matter? 

- Given the current prospects in food needs worldwide over the next decades, how can the countries struck with food security problems and the EU work out together a permanent and coordinated debate with a view to developing trade mechanisms at the World Trade Organisation (WTO) to support more sustainable modes of food production and consumption that will help both producers and consumers in the respective countries? In that perspective, research could investigate the link between the EU trade and agricultural policies and how the Common Agricultural Policy should progressively adapt to new conditions.

Funding scheme: Collaborative project (large scale integrated research project) for specific cooperation actions dedicated to international cooperation

2. Topic: Addressing cohesion challenges in Central and Eastern Europe in the light of economic and social crises
In the EU regional disparities are far more extreme than in similar economies such as the US, particularly following the recent enlargements. The richest regions are still eight times richer than the poorest regions. Recent foresight studies have shown that Central and Eastern European regions might be affected in a much differentiated way by the current challenges. Today's economic and financial crisis also adds a degree of unpredictability. The situation is becoming particularly difficult in most of these regions because their recent economic development (e.g. the very high degree of foreign ownership of banks and industry and foreign lending leading to high levels of debts) has actually left them more vulnerable to adverse conditions brought by the crisis. Besides, the radical structural changes of the last 20 years have left behind a number of social and political disruptions (ageing, low fertility rates and high emigration, poverty of large sectors of population, especially pensioners, political polarisation, etc) that are potentially further obstacles to new forms of economic and social development.

Research should address the following issues:

- Which lessons should be drawn from the socio-economic policies of 1989-2009? Taking into account their economic, social, political, historical and geographical conditions, a comparative interdisciplinary assessment of the policies and the socio-economic development of the countries of Central and Eastern Europe since 1989 is necessary, including a thorough reflection on the spatial dimension within the countries concerned. Research should include how the various EU policies at stake in the "acquis communautaire", such as internal market, monetary policy, agricultural policy, social policy for instance, have impacted these countries positively or negatively (mobility of labour and capital for instance), also in terms of policy learning across actors. Comparisons with previous enlargements are encouraged whenever relevant.

- The reflection process on the future of cohesion policy in a post-2013 period has started. At the heart of the debate lies, inter alia, territorial cohesion and the need to ensure harmonised development of all territories, including those of the Central and Eastern regions. Beyond the redistributive and regulatory issues, there is also a clear political issue for Europe since a strong policy towards the Central and Eastern European regions will mean more solidarity and more unity. Research should question which pragmatic options are left open for the socio-political and economic integration of Central and Eastern European countries until 2020, and which EU policies favourable to solidarity should be used.

Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)

3. Topic: Combating poverty in Europe: a key question of human dignity and social cohesion
The "Renewed Social Agenda on Opportunities, Access and Solidarity" of 2008 aims to ensure that European Union policies respond effectively to today's economic and social challenges and help to combat poverty and social exclusion. In this light, 2010 has been put forward as the European Year for combating poverty and social exclusion, thus reaffirming strong political commitment to reach the common objectives on social protection and social inclusion. The "EU2020" initiative also calls for more determined actions against poverty and social exclusion.

The period of economic growth in the early 21st century has not led to a substantial reduction in poverty rates. In 2006, 16% of the EU-27 citizens (or 78 million people) lived under the poverty threshold defined as 60% of their country median income. According to studies, the general improvement on the labour market observed between 2000 and 2008 have had a limited impact on the people that are most excluded, thus confirming research results on the complex social determinants of poverty. Moreover, the economic slowdown in Europe means that the Europeans "at risk of poverty" but also those who are already poor and even some of the middle and lower classes above the poverty thresholds will get poorer. In particular rising debt rates, erosion of private pension funds and the limitations of cash transfers to unemployed may have severe repercussion on a number of social categories of workers and pensioners.

In this context, it is important to assess policies and actions against poverty more thoroughly in order to draw practical lessons for the years to come. Research, although taking into account quantitative approaches, should go beyond a mere statistical approach of being "at risk of poverty" and focus on how preventive and other kinds of policies and actions in Member States, involving public services and private organisations, can actually help people get out of or stay too long in poverty, or avoid find themselves in situations of poverty (especially when unemployment coverage ends). Research could draw on socially innovative practices and participatory approaches on how to revitalise social links in depressed areas or communities. It should include a youth dimension and a gender dimension.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project) BSG-CSO scheme
Activity 3: Major trends in society and their implications (BUDGET € 11.7 MILLION)
1. Challenge: Sustainable health behaviours in Europe
The Challenge

The viability of the health systems in Europe is now questioned because of the ever increasing costs of new kinds of diagnosis and treatments and higher consumption trends due to social and demographic evolutions. Even though there has been a tendency towards limitations of public support and a transfer to individual and private insurance which had opened the door to very differentiated treatments of illnesses and to "health tourism", according to the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), health expenditures have still grown by more than 4% annually over the last ten years across OECD countries. Very clearly, there are several fundamental pressures, such as ageing, the rise of chronic diseases and technological development in particular, which are likely to push health costs relentlessly upwards in the next decades. According to some forecasts, the future level of public expenditure on health care in Europe, though uncertain, is projected to increase by 1–2 or 2–4 percentage points of GDP by 2050. When the costs of long-term care are included, the projected increase is 1–4 or 3–6 percentage points of GDP.

The challenge is thus how to manage this situation while preventing health inequalities to develop. Nevertheless, governments remain reluctant to engage into structural health reforms when they are likely to bear a high political cost. According to Eurobarometer surveys, European citizens still expect high quality health services in particular from the public sector and health suppliers at large are obviously keen to develop their activities in response to these social demands. The politics of health thus carry rationalities that may actually not work in favour of sustainability of health systems in today’s and tomorrow’s adverse economic and social conditions. 

A number of researches actually study the economic and financial sustainability of health systems in Europe but it is as important to understand, through an interdisciplinary approach, why Europeans are generally considered as large health consumers and know more about the health behaviours of European consumers and producers. 

Why it matters for Europe?
The EU is specifically concerned with the evolution of health behaviours because the demands of Europeans for more health protection and care clearly have a high cost that public systems and citizens themselves cannot easily afford or tolerate. The alternative is thus either to find in time political solutions that will enable a fair treatment of patients, or else let develop a situation of even higher health inequalities (which could eventually evolve towards the USA case). So far, despite a number of reforms at national level for the last 20 years, this dilemma has not been solved in any satisfactory way. It seems in particular difficult to analyse and channel health behaviours of consumers and producers.
Why are Europeans so much concerned with their health and how have they become large health consumers? The challenge is to assess how this “medicalisation” is likely to evolve and at what economic and social costs, whether there are paradoxes in health behaviours and why (between pathologies, treatments or between countries and regions), and which innovative solutions for the political and economic viability and social sustainability of health systems can be seriously envisaged, taking into account national, social and professional contexts.

Improving the understanding of this challenge will thus help the EU develop social innovation and find more practical balances between health care demands, modernisation of health care and social inclusion.

Addressing the challenge

Research dimensions to be taken in consideration:
- It is important to understand the relative importance that European citizens give to their own health as well as the past and likely future social and economic trends of health behaviours. Research should thus identify different types of health behaviours and trends in modern societies according to age, gender, class and other relevant socio-economic and historical, geographical and cultural criteria, (including the trend on “medicalisation” of OECD societies). The development and impact of new technologies as well as phenomena such as hyperactivity, obesity, disorders linked to unbalanced diets, anxiety and depression should also be included in the research.
- Data show that OECD Member States spend on average less than 3% of their overall budget for health on prevention and health promotion and information. There is thus substantial room for manoeuvre for improving prevention rather than cure. Research should thus investigate why prevention is so much neglected in the EU and how it would be possible to change the current policy pattern. It should develop different scenarios depending on the population concerned (young or senior people for instance) and the institutional settings.
- The current health economic and social situation will not improve unless health professionals cooperate in tackling major sources of costs. In particular, health professionals also concur in some ways to the medicalisation of behaviours, thus contributing to rising health costs and rising health inequalities. Research should analyse the social and economic roles of health policy professionals, medical professions and pharmaceutical groups, and investigate how regulation and other innovative policies and new types of organisation can prevent abuses but also help new technologies and other viable medical and pharmaceutical practices to develop.
- Given the likely rising costs of health, sustained by structural evolutions like EU population ageing, it is expected that the health area will be an important employment provider in the next few years. However, the experience of the last decade shows that it is not always easy to find appropriately trained professionals in the health sector, hence the lack of health provision at times or the need to recruit skilled migrants. What are the prospects for health employment and can this employment be better monitored? Research should analyse the needs and potential trends for health skills given the need to control health costs, including in the field of health prevention.
- One of the major aspects of health inequalities is the unequal access to care because of lack of territorial availability of health provision. The health reforms of the last decades, in their attempt to rationalise health provision, as well as several social, economic and technological evolutions, may have actually led to territorial imbalances in terms of health provision (in particular the rural-urban division) and inefficiency. Given the evolution of health behaviours, can a better balance be struck between access to health services and rationalisation of health provision? Could we expect a stronger public engagement in the shaping of such health systems: what could be the determinants of such engagements? What are the major current pitfalls and relative deficiencies in European societies on this and how these could be better addressed. What are the current practices, experiences and visions on stronger public engagement for more equality on health provision ?
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (large scale integrated research project)

2. Topic: Criminal behaviour and policy responses 
in the European Union
Questions of insecurity, safety and criminal behaviours unceasingly play a crucial role in the political and social debate in Europe, and, as a response, have led to a variety of public policies (i.e. plans of urban safety management, programmes to prevent young criminality, use of technologies, etc). Insecurity at economic and societal level, especially in a context of crisis, together with technological revolution and new lifestyles in an integrated Europe with less internal borders, are in fact leading to new forms of both criminal behaviours and perceptions of crime. As a result, national and European policies aiming at fighting against crime need to adapt themselves to this new scenario, by elaborating both innovative preventive measures and effective responses to crime, in a context of strengthened European cooperation.

Research should shed light on issues such as factors of new deviant behaviour, new trends of criminalization in Europe, elaboration of innovative European policies (as well as impact and extent of policies aiming at harm reduction) and efficient forms of cooperation and exchanges between Member States and should provide comparative and analytical evidence (both quantitative and qualitative) of these phenomena at the EU level. It should explore the various policy options at stake, e.g. how to balance the policy approach to new criminal behaviours so as to use preventive and repressive tools according to the humanistic principles that inspire the EU, and how the EU can play a positive role in coordinating the European answer to these criminal behaviours.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)

3. ERA-Net: Drug demand evaluation and reduction
Drugs abuse and drugs related crimes continue being an unresolved issue in the European Union, with heavy consequences at political, economic and societal level.

The EU Drugs Strategy 2005-2012 considers that information, research and evaluation are key elements in order to a better understanding of the drugs problem and the Council of the EU has agreed to strengthen research capacity through closer coordination between policy and research bodies with a particular focus on fostering interdisciplinary links in the drugs-related research areas. Within this policy context, the aim of the ERA-NET is to enhance EU research capability and capacity in drugs-related research by improving coordination and cooperation between national and regional funding programmes, hence seeking complementarities between national drugs-related research activities. 

The ERA-NET will establish a platform for the identification of priorities for research in the illicit drugs field and the development of a joint strategy, ultimately leading to the pooling of resources and the launch of joint research projects, enhancing collaboration between researchers from different countries. 

The ERA-NET should address research gaps in the fields of drug demand reduction and drug supply reduction.  Giving the multifaceted nature of drugs problems in European society, the ERA-NET should promote multidisciplinary and cross national research activities with European added value.  They should aim to improve understanding on the cause and nature of drug problems and how these develop in society, analyse trends and developments (e.g. patterns of consumption, drugs markets - among others-) and promote effective policy responses based on new knowledge which is translated into practice. Research activities to be coordinated may include, in particular, psycho-social interventions, addiction treatments and an enhanced assessment of the drugs-crime nexus.  They could also be devoted to new evaluation methods, examining both theory and practice, thus providing innovative insights for policy and science.  


Cooperation with research bodies outside the EU shall be encouraged where relevant for specific drugs-related research activities.

Funding scheme: Coordination and support action (coordinating action)
Activity 4: EUROPE IN THE WORLD (BUDGET € 19.4 MILLION)
1. Challenge: Tackling poverty in a development context
(SICA societal challenge)

In order to tackle poverty, it is now widely accepted to go beyond a preoccupation with income and quantitative economic growth and see poverty as multi-dimensional, involving also such mutually reinforcing aspects as ill-health and reduced life expectancy, access to education, discrimination, access to water and sanitation, vulnerability and insecurity, unemployment and underemployment, inequality, and the power to actually achieve one’s rights. The Millennium Development Goals (MDG) reflect such a wider view of poverty, though it appears that, despite progress, many will be missed. There is also an increasing shift to addressing the “agency” of the people in poverty, and enabling them to acquire the resources of various kinds needed to get out of poverty. This can only be achieved if the institutional environment and the mix between public policies and reliance on market mechanisms allow such a development. The same approach applies in the case of technologies. Substantial shifts in the use of technologies will be needed. Capacities to generate, diffuse, absorb and use knowledge and innovation in an economically efficient way and socially balanced manner will be key for addressing the development issues. 

These developments are obviously taking place in a world where international connections intensify through trade, investment, finance, and migration, where global challenges such as climate change and resource depletion require concerted international efforts, and where a the balance of power is changing, including through the rise of China, India and other major countries. All these factors can be expected to be driving forces for a reshaping of global governance and will in turn affect the way inequality and the eradication of poverty are tackled.  
Why it matters for Europe

Europe is clearly affected in a major way by poverty in developing countries and the impact this has on the world, from migration to deforestation to security issues including inter-state conflict, to trading opportunities, and it clearly has a major interest in a more benign world where poverty is sharply reduced and enhanced mutually beneficial relationships developed including cultural exchanges among many other possibilities.

Also, Europe’s role in the world could be enhanced by an improved contribution to tackling poverty, and finding good means to do so. The EU action in the field of development is actually based on the European Consensus on Development, signed on 20 December 2005, whereby EU Member States, the Council, the European Parliament and the Commission agreed to a common EU vision of development. Expectations have been raised but are the prospects of the EU helping to alleviate poverty in the developing countries realistic?

Addressing the challenge

To address through research a multi-dimensional view of poverty, multi-disciplinary research combining economic, social and political aspects is required. In particular:

   A lot of the developing countries States, especially fragile States, do not have sufficient "policy space" to implement optional policies. It is thus important to assess the issue of "policy space", State legitimacy and institutional effectiveness in a context of globalisation and given the specific internal constraints, i.e. how such States can or cannot develop their ability to raise tax revenues in the face of sharply reduced import taxes, ensure security, social protection, education, health and other services to the population, maintain efficient market economy institutions, manage investment, debts and migration, but also enhance their resilience to external economic shocks.
- The developing world shows a complex mix of success stories and failures. There is still a lot of debate as to how Overseas Development Aid (ODA) provided by donors (in particular the EU and its Member States) has impacted the design and implementation of domestic policies of developing countries. A quantitative and qualitative comparative analysis of how poverty and inequality trends have evolved in the developing world since the 1980s is needed, in order to draw comparative lessons from these experiences at national or regional level. It should also help build the post-2015 scenarios of the development paradigm and how they can help tackle poverty.

  The international aid architecture has grown more diverse and complex, with new players and new forms of aid. Other international fora and policies also have a huge impact on development. It is thus necessary to identify the weakness and strength of the international governance for addressing in a coherent way global challenges, including poverty eradication. This should include an analysis of the mandates of international organizations, their capacity to take and enforce collective decisions, their interaction, their internal functioning, their financing as well as their relation to stakeholders, such as NGOs and economic interest groups.

   Developing countries face heavy environmental problems, in particular because, with exceptions, their natural wealth is used in international trade without fair benefits to the local populations or exploited at unsustainable rates (land, water, forestry…). Research is thus necessary on how the politics and economics of natural wealth depletion work in developing countries, how these countries can actually better control the knowledge, the technologies and the policies concerning this wealth, and how more resolute and better organized forms of support from outside could help improve drastically the current situation and contribute to reducing poverty.

   The migration from rural to urban areas has been a major phenomenon in developing countries and is set to continue at a high pace. What are the consequences of such a trend on poverty and what is the current record and prospects of urban policies? Research should analyse poverty in the urban context, including dimensions such as the informal economy, employment and unemployment, service availability and housing/shelter. The implications for the policies of aid that would be most helpful in various contexts should also be analysed. 
  Narrowing the technology gap while securing a shift towards environmentally and climate sustainable technologies will require major efforts to sustain innovation and secure its broad diffusion in developing countries. Comparative lessons should be drawn from the experiences of countries which have succeeded or failed to embed technological progress. The interplay of education, research and other public policies, including the regime of Intellectual Property Rights, as well as of market and network mechanisms for generating and diffusing knowledge should be analyzed. The distributive consequences of innovation and the impact of new technologies on institutions and social arrangements should be included in the research and options for accompanying social and redistributive policies should be identified. 

- Tackling poverty in a development context has also to take into account the political dimension of poverty, in particular how democracy/non democracy, rights and power affect poverty. Research should thus study the links between political systems or regimes and poverty. Besides, the practical effect of the new emphasis on rights-based approaches, the experience of agency-based approaches in practice, and the role of civil society in these, as well as gender issues in tackling poverty should be included.

Funding scheme: Collaborative project (large scale integrated research project) for specific cooperation actions dedicated to international cooperation

2. Challenge: The evolving concept of borders

The Challenge
Borders can help in regulating neighbourhood and international relations through mutual recognition of sovereign countries, and can also help in developing accountability and solidarity by establishing the scope of citizenship rights or welfare provisions. Or they can exacerbate tensions and conflicts by dividing communities and imposing tight restrictions in ways that are resented as occupation or as discrimination of certain groups on ethnic, religious, economic or other lines. Also, the nature of borders is changing. One may ponder the permeability or impermeability of the electronic frontier: the Internet may cross State lines providing information globally or attempts may be made to block this flow and introduce censorship, monitoring of citizens and protectionism. Globalisation also brings benefits or economic crises rapidly across borders without demanding any State permission though responses to economic crises or bank failures may be found firmly within a State but in other cases in international organisations and rescue packages. This variability gives rise to questions from ordinary citizens and policymakers as to the role and reality of borders in the 21st century.
 

Why it matters for Europe
 

The challenge to be addressed by the EU as well as by other political, economic and civil society actors in Europe and worldwide is how to deal with changing borders and their strategic, economic, cultural implications; how to enhance cross-border cooperation and mitigate factors that may hamper it (e.g. how to develop protective but avoid protectionist measures) in fields ranging from environment and health protection, to justice and home affairs, poverty reduction, human rights, culture and research. For the European Union, the issue of borders has crucial implications for its key policy areas –from enlargement to security, migration, social policy and others- as well as for its own external policies, image and identity in a context of globalisation. While sovereignty and territorial integrity remain key political and legal concepts, the metaphor of the 'global village', the spreading of communication technologies and transportation, of transnational corporations and global trade seem to make the notion of borders almost irrelevant.  European integration itself may be considered as part of a process by which borders are re-defined and economic borders partly abolished through supranational law and the four freedoms of circulation of goods, capitals, people and services –with the fifth freedom of circulation of knowledge also on the table.  While partly abolishing internal borders, the EU is moving and reshaping its external borders through enlargement and variable competence –with the 'variable' geometry' in Schengen, and the Eurozone (both external and internal borders since some EU MS are included and others are not) being cases in point. The EU Neighbourhood policy and the pre-accession mechanisms can be seen as ways of extending and limiting boundaries at the same time. In the broader global context, new borders emerge in terms of territorial, geopolitical, economic definition of state or regional integration entities, long standing conflicts over borders remain unsolved while others continue to erupt; some borders disappear or at least become more 'porous', while others become even stronger or emerge anew – with important implications for EU external relations and strategic perspective.  
 
Addressing the challenge
Research dimensions to be taken in consideration: 

 

- Research should examine bordering, de-bordering and re-bordering processes in a comparative and historical perspective. It could identify and explain how different meanings and anthropological experiences of borders emerge –including the 'we'/'them' relations within and across territorial, political, linguistic, technological and other borders.  The relations between borders, sovereignty and territorial integrity should be considered in legal, philosophical, psychological and other perspectives.  
- Practices and perceptions of border-crossing (by those who do cross the borders and those who are within or at the borders) should be considered and different functions of borders should be explored: for example, political/legal function of delimiting state sovereignty; surveillance function in checking access and movement, economic function in situating a country in the wider context of trade ad competitiveness at regional ad global scales.  
- The relation between borders (legal, cultural, and others) and the production and diffusion of knowledge could also be considered. Geographical and scientific explorations and the 'pushing forward' of borders could also be considered in historical perspective and with regard to their implications for current perceptions of Europe from within and from outside. 
- With specific regard to Europe and the European Union, research could inquire how the borders between these two are defined and change over time in public perceptions, historical accounts, media discourse. More specifically on the European Union, research could clarify the different roots and implications of influential policy notions that implicitly or explicitly refer to borders; among these, the notions of 'absorption capacity', 'fortress Europe',  'neighbourhood', 'ring of friends', 'third countries'. 
- Factors that enhance or hamper cross-border cooperation in different fields (e.g. environment protection, justice and home affairs, culture, research) could be identified.   New ways of mapping of borders (e.g. using anthropological, psychological and other insights) in addition to geographical, political and historical ones could be developed, also considering a foresight perspective. The spatial dimension of borders, including maritime spaces and borders, should also be explored with regard to their implications in terms of openness/exposure to other cultures.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (large scale integrated research project) 

3. Topic: Transatlantic relations in the context of  global governance architecture and relationships with other powers
Transatlantic relations have been a key component of the external relations of the EU and the US. At the same time, both patterns of convergence and of divergence have emerged –both in public opinion and governmental policies- over time with regard to economic, environmental, security and human rights issues and concerning the stand towards multilateral institutions. Research should highlight how the EU and the US relate to each other and to other countries, the role of notions of leadership and how it can be exercised utilising normative means or projecting power, regions and international institutions in historical perspective and the changing geopolitical context; what forms of cooperation or competition took place and may emerge in the future (e.g. in the relations with Asia, with the Russian Federation and other regions and countries), how leadership is exercised in regional and global fora on security, trade, financial or environmental issues. The implications of closer EU/US cooperation and/or competition for the global governance architecture should be examined –including with regard to formal (e.g. UN) as well as informal (e.g. e.g.G7,G8, G20) institutions and legally binding or not binding agreements (e.g. Kyoto Protocol and Copenhagen Accord), the moves towards a more inclusive governance architecture and the consideration of issues of accountability and effectiveness.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)

4. Topic: Europe and the Development of Africa (SICA) 
The Topic will be defined in concrete terms the context of the "EU-Africa Research Collaboration Workshop on the Social Sciences and Humanities (SSH)" taking place in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia from 3-5 March 2010. The workshop will focus on three broad themes, namely Habitat/Cities and Migration in Africa; Local Heritage and Sustainable Development; Agricultural Policies, Land use, Land Tenure, Adaptation to Global Changes in Sub Saharan African Agriculture.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research projects) for specific cooperation actions dedicated to international cooperation

Activity 5: THE CITIZEN IN THE EUROPEAN UNION
(BUDGET € 15,1 MILLION)
1. Challenge: Cultures of corruption and resistance to corruption in the private and public sphere
The Challenge
 

Corruption erodes the development and maintenance of a sustainable economic, social and political environment.  It retards economic growth by leading to the inefficient allocation of resources, increasing the cost of business, discouraging entrepreneurship and investor confidence, and reducing competition; corruption also raises ethical issues in the conduct of business as well as in public administration.  It increases the cost and decreases the quality of public projects and services and derails the formulation or implementation of effective policies, e,g, environmental and health policy.  The political consequences of widespread corruption, while less tangible, are no less real: corruption undermines the legitimacy of elected officials, democratic institutions, political parties, media and democratic values, reduces representation in policymaking, erodes rule of law, and impairs performance of public institutions.  On the international level, the corruption of elites might be linked to the development and the prosperity, or the lack thereof, of a country. Thereby, corruption occurs in numerous forms, ranging from low to high levels.  It is often linked to trafficking, money laundering, tax evasion and tax heavens, and other forms of organized crime. However, compared to issues of financial fraud and tax evasion which may be linked, gains that are sought through corruption that will be focused will be achieved by granting material or immaterial advantages, e.g. by paying bribes and thereby undermining a level playing field for business, and a transparent just system of (good) administration.   Corruption also involves important gender dimensions; it can increase social polarization and, in extreme cases, can trigger social and political upheaval.  In addition, corruption may show a cultural and historical dimension.  Thus analysing corruption and enhancing resistance to corruption (by public officials, economic actors, civil society organisations, individual citizens) is an important and complex challenge.
 

Why it matters for Europe
 

The issue is of vital importance to the economic, environmental, development, political and social welfare objectives of the EU.  It is estimated that hundreds of billions of Euros are paid in bribes every year.  Thus, the effectiveness of EU internal policies in areas such as transport, energy, telecommunications, environment protection as well as of its external policies –e.g. development assistance, trade- is influenced by the issue of corruption.  The very credibility of EU and national institutions and policies is based, among others, on their own integrity and on their ability to prevent and fight corruption in the economic, political and other spheres.  Different experiences exist within the EU with regard to how corruption is perceived, what its scope and nature is, whether it is linked to specific forms of organised crime and how it can be fought –including with a more or less prominent role of legislative measures, anti-corruption institutions, role of media and advocacy in unveiling corruption.  However, no country is spared and the phenomenon calls for comparative analysis of different cultures of corruption, identification of good practices and cooperation at EU and international levels.
 
Addressing the challenge
 

Research dimensions to be taken in consideration: 

-  Comparative historical, social, legal, anthropological and political research on the scope and nature of corruption and the factors contributing to the emergence and spread of corruption in administration, business, finance, science, political parties, enforcement agencies and other spheres.
-    Analysis of anti-corruption legislation in Europe, the functioning of anti-corruption and enforcement institutions and the effectiveness of judicial and other measures to combat corruption.
-    Comparative research on cultures of corruption worldwide, focussing on the impact on development and governance in the emerging economies and less developed countries and the significance for EU international cooperation policies.
-    Research on professional and business ethics and on transparency procedures as they apply to a range of domains such as medicine, law, media, public sector and finance –including the implications of career shifts from public administration to lobbying organisations and vice versa.
-    Sociological and media studies research on the public perception of corruption and its influence on behaviour and attitudes –including on the willingness to take legal or civic action against it, or contributing to apathy and disempowerment.
-   Research on the gender relationship, gender dynamics and gender patterns identifying and understanding the elements of corruption and anti-corruption concerning women (e.g. encourage and enable women to seek assistance from anti-corruption measures or bodies).
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (large scale integrated research project)

2. Topic: Rule of Law and Justice in a Multilevel Governance System
'Integration though law' has been part of the evolution of the EU. The entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty –including the provision on the legal personality of the EU itself and the incorporation of the Charter of Fundamental Rights- as well as the strengthening of the European area of freedom, security and justice through the Stockholm Programme provide new impetus and raises additional challenges for the EU.  

Interdisciplinary research -drawing from law as well as sociology, political science, history or others- should address the implications of the Lisbon Treaty on the very identity and 'actorness' of the EU with regard to its legal personality and the impact of this on the work of the EU and its Member States. Innovations related to the Treaties and the Stockholm Programme in relation to the European Arrest Warrant could be addressed with its implications for citizens who are subject to trial in other EU countries than their own.  In addition, the consequences of the integration of the Charter of Fundamental Rights in the Treaty –as well as of the opt-out clause from that very Charter- also call for analysis. More broadly research could examine how the interaction between the Community method, intergovernmental decision making, and matters decided by national and EU parliaments, executives, courts as well as international bodies influence the legitimacy and the effectiveness of EU policies. The impacts of the diversity of legal cultural traditions and body of law (namely countries sharing a common, civil or Islamic law tradition) on mutual recognition of judicial decisions, the internal market, family law and many regulatory fields should also be assessed, including the effects of the harmonisation tendencies towards the creation of a Common European judicial area upon the allocation of powers. The citizen's point of view when faced with a multilevel governance system in the field of justice also needs to be considered.  In addition, different degrees and forms of 'litigiosity' –in terms of intensity of resort to legal suit- across countries, sectors and political and legal cultures could be examined, in contexts ranging from economic regulation to consumer's safety. Resorting to law to solve controversies could be considered from various perspectives, e.g. whether this indicates a greater accountability and say for the individual citizen in the legal system, or leads to other outcomes –including higher costs and longer procedures.  The development of alternative disputes resolution could be assessed in this regard also.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)
3. Topic: The Anthropology of European Integration 
European integration through institutions, programmes, norms and rules shaped the way European Union (to delete) citizens in the EU and beyond experience their daily lives as well as their relations with each other. However, the knowledge of this impact on day-to-day lives, experiences, perceptions, values and identities of citizens is fragmented and largely framed in national contexts. In the process of Europe-building and Europeanization, national and local cultures, intercultural communication, identities, symbols and values play an important role. They help to explain and understand diversity within the EU, diffusion of cultures throughout Europe and identification of citizens on different levels (local, regional, national, European).
 

Research should look from different disciplinary perspectives at cultural, social, behavioural, and perceptional formations and transformations of everyday life linked to European integration. For example, European mobility programmes such as ERASMUS or COMENIUS, effects of the free movement of labour (including transnational workers), changes in intermarriage patterns, people moving to other European countries for their retirement, the introduction of the Euro, the perception of a possible "democratic deficit", the amalgamation of globalisation and Europeanization, or generational differences in mobility and communication could be investigated. Issues such as the successive waves of enlargements of the EU and their potential differential effects on everyday life could be analysed. As well the perception of European integration and its impacts on neighbouring countries or regions could be looked at, e.g. in the Black Sea area. 
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)

4. Topic: Surveillance and the challenges for democracy and an open society (a Coordinated Call with the Security Programme)
Surveillance can help to fight crime and reduce violence in society, nonetheless it affects some fundamental rights and influences the way public discourse takes place. The open nature of democratic societies can make them more vulnerable to attacks on infrastructures or people; at the same time it can make them more resilient to those attacks in terms of social, economic and institutional responses. Research should address how surveillance affects the democratic society and societal values, including the way that surveillance and retention of data may be perceived in different contexts, including in post-totalitarian societies; how human relationships are affected under conditions of visible and invisible surveillance in public and semi-public realms; how fears are induced by either terrorist and criminal attacks or as strategy by other -political, economic, media,  actors to influence public opinion in favour or against specific technological or policy measures; fears and insecurity as factors that may undermine open debate, democratic decision making and effective response to crime and terrorism; options for enhancing social, economic, institutional resilience should be also identified based on a comparative analysis of past and current experiences in Europe and elsewhere. The educational aspect should also be addressed.
Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)

Activity 6: Socio-economic and scientific indicators (BUDGET € 5.4 MILLION)

1. Topic: Deepening the greening of the economy - Beyond GDP
The aim is to ensure that European research activities in the field of official statistics and related areas like computational statistics and ICT for statistical purposes and, in particular those related to the Beyond GDP and related initiatives such as the Stiglitz report, take place in a coordinated manner. Coordination activities should build on relevant existing research projects and strengthen the European dimension of work in this area in the context of the EU 2020 strategy, European Research Area (ERA) and the European Statistical System. The activities should establish links and contribute to building or completing research agendas in the field. Related dissemination activities could, among others things, include syntheses of scientific results from recent and on-going research together with mechanisms aiming to improve the exploitation of such results by statistical offices (e.g. ESSnet projects). Under this coordination action national statistical institutes and other organisations preparing official statistics would be expected to provide quantitative results of research addressing "beyond GDP", as well as the methodological aspects which have been developed on this subject.  It is expected that universities and private companies will have the access to this data and will participate to exchange of views and practices for the definition of the future needs of Research and use of results for policy making. 
The coordinated action should:

- Collect and assess key output from recent and ongoing projects; the output from FP7 projects and other national and international activities in this area (for example valuation of externalities will be considered).

- Identify and develop indicators characterizing the concept of greening of statistics (in a broad sense of Social, Environment and Health dimension); aspects like inequalities, social dimension, damage cost, safety and security cost,… will be part of this topic;

- Identify research needs and gaps in relevant information and methods and propose research topics to be addressed at the European level.

The action will complement initiatives such as ESTAT's ESSnet activities.

Funding scheme: Coordination and support action (coordinating action)
2. Topic: Impact assessment of EU policies

Europe needs to "create value by basing growth on knowledge", "empower people in inclusive societies" and "create a competitive, connected and greener economy" as suggested in the communication for a future "EU-2020" strategy -COM(2009)647. All the major EU initiatives in these fields are subject to the so-called ex-ante Impact Assessment. Some economic and sectoral methods and tools have been developed by EU research for such purpose. Nevertheless, social impacts including cultural dimensions are currently the weakest part of these assessments and insufficient research has been done on the ex-post evaluation of EU policies, on their costs and benefits. Innovation policies and initiatives have also to be evaluated in particular in the (post) crisis situation and EU-2020 strategy.

 

This topic has two major objectives: 

 

Firstly, the development of a more comprehensive framework of analysis regarding typologies of social impacts, indicators and methods of valuation applied to EU policies and innovation including social innovation. Cost-effectiveness of policies and initiatives is also a criteria which has to go beyond the economic dimension through the integration of social, cultural and environmental dimensions. 

 

Secondly, this topic aims at scientifically supporting the measurement and assessment of the efficiency and effectiveness of recent EU policies (since 2000). A starting case could be the social and economic aspects of climate change policies which are an emblematic subject of policy debate at the international, European and national-levels. Comparisons between ex-ante assessments and ex-post findings should also be performed.

 

This topic should provide operational quantitative and qualitative evidences for policy-making including costs and benefits of EU policies, in particular climate change and (social) innovation. Impacts on EU competitiveness and job market should be provided as well as best-practices. New and improved databases, methods and tools should become accessible infrastructure for
the research and policy-making communities.

Funding scheme: Collaborative project (small or medium-scale focused research project)

Activity 7: Foresight activities 
(BUDGET € 2.0 MILLION)
1. Topic: Forward looking for ERA
On 8 December 2009, in its Conclusions (17189/09), the Competitiveness Council stressed that in order “to address these [grand] challenges, it is essential to mobilise industry and knowledge-building institutions of different scales, as well as civil society at large, through both top-down and bottom-up approaches" and it "invites to initiate during 2010: [...] forward-looking activities ("foresight") to support the identification of grand challenges and the corresponding priorities for research and innovation". At the same time, the "EU2020" strategy calls for an "efficient, effective and well-resourced European Research Area (ERA)" that should foster innovation and creativity.

This CSA should make a complete stock-taking of the existing Forward looking exercices on Research, Science, Technology and Innovation in the EU and its Member States including their methodological background and its usefulness for policy-making. A comparison with international Forward looking exercices should be made. This CSA should also identify trends and drivers in the construction and governance of the ERA, setting up a number of scenarios for its evolution towards 2020. This CSA should help to build a future Forward looking ERA-NET.
Funding scheme: Coordination and support action (supporting action)
Activity 8: Other activities (Budget € 2.0 MILLION)
(Support actions)
1. Networking of dissemination activities involving national and international transfer knowledge institutes (eg. UNHabitat, UNEP, NSF, AAAS)

2. Review of research results and exploitation according to their potential impact on policy making at national and regional level

3. Support to Presidency conferences 

4. Building infrastructures for SSH databases

Brussels, 22/02/2010
25/25

