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	Devolved Administration
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	Funding Council
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	National Academy
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	Major Research Charities
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	Universities
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	Industry 
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	SMEs
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	Individual researcher from a university
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	Individual researcher from industry

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Other (please describe): 


Question1: What should the UK’s high-level objectives be for FP8?

-Increase industry participation in collaborative R&D to ensure UK remains competitive in the global marketplace and delivers socio-economic benefits. 

-Ensure UK continues to increase its level of research excellence 
-Strengthen links between industry and academia in order to secure an increased likelihood of commercialisation of research.

-Ensure funding is available for innovative activities to take high-level research through to commercialisation.

-Ensure SMEs are encouraged and enabled to participate in FP8 at a higher level than under FP7.
 

Question 2: How can FP8 help deliver economic growth throughout the life of the programme and beyond?


FP8 should be in tune with the needs of industry to deliver better a return on investment in R&D. Therefore the Cooperation strand and thematic priorities of the programme should continue. The Public Private Partnerships are also a useful step forward with respect to economic growth. However, to ensure these programmes are inclusive, particularly to SME dominated economies, there is a need to review the structure of advisory groups and the barriers to entry for SMEs. There is also a need to ensure innovative activities leading on from the R&D are supported to ensure the best possibility of commercialisation.
.


Question 3: How should FP8 support the wider European context including Europe 2020 and the European Research Area?

Activities for FP8 should include funding for; trans-national collaborative research, frontier research, advanced research facilities and researcher mobility and careers. FP8 should also provide measures to ensure knowledge transfer is addressed particularly in the context of the high level of research excellence that exists within universities. Activities undertaken in partnerships create significant added-value as well as knowledge, skills and experiences which underpin the European Research Area. FP8 funding should also be available to tackle the societal challenges that will affect citizens in future years. 


Question 4: The study Impact of the EU RTD Framework Programme on the UK has indicated a number of broad benefits to the UK of the programme. Are these benefits identified appropriately and there other impacts that should be considered in addition? 

Broad benefits identified based on the available funding under FP4-FP7 would seem appropriate although would have expected higher impacts on income or market share and business opportunities. Different benefits may be expected as a result of the new activities eg PPPs introduced under FP7. Other than being able to identify the funding secured it would be difficult to measure the real impact of FP7 given it was only launched in 2007.  


Question 5: How can FP8 make a positive contribution to the UK economy – and the low-carbon economy in particular?

Through research excellence, the UK can achieve the highest impacts with respect to the economy. FP8 is a valuable source of R&D funding for activities (frontier research, mobility and careers of researchers and infrastructure) that are anticipated to return economic growth in the future. To return maximum value, FP8 should be in tune with the needs of industry but also help business particularly SMEs identify and tackle growth areas of the future. 
Higher levels of funding should be available for low-carbon activities. Need to recognise the long-term development requirements of marine/renewable technologies and fund appropriately. 



Question 6: How can FP8 support innovation in the UK?

The recent Innovation Union report has placed innovation at the heart of EU policy. Innovation specific programmes should be incorporated into the full range of FP instruments. The aim should be to avoid gaps which might prevent the knowledge generated from R&D being used in commercial applications. FP8 should build on the successes of the Cooperation Programme and the Research for the Benefit of SMEs. Funding for innovation could also be enhanced by providing additional and more accessible finance through EUROSTARS and Risk Sharing Finance Facility (RSFF) and PPPs. Invest NI has found the Innovation Vouchers Programme to be particularly useful in connecting SMEs to the research base and would welcome a similar approach from FP8. 
Researchers could forge stronger links to the European Institute of Innovation and Technology (EIT) so they are better equiped to translate research into commercial opportunities.

There is potential for better linkages between the Framework Programme and the Competitiveness and Innovation Framework Programme. This should be investigated
 

Question 7: What are your views on the split of the FP7 budget between these specific programmes? Should this change in FP8? 
The ability to ring-fence funding within the Cooperation programme for SME's (within individual sub-programmes) should be extended in FP8.

Northern Ireland would welcome any changes that would encourage and facilitate SME participation across all programmes. Currently the frequency of SME focused calls under the Capacities strand is too long. Northern Ireland would welcome at least two calls in any one calendar year.  This would encourage more SME participation. 

Given the success of the UK in ERC and the budget cuts proposed for the HE/FE sector, Northern Ireland would welcome increased funding  under the Ideas strand.


Question 8: Which areas of Framework Programme funding provide the most EU added-value (see paragraph 6)? And which the least?
Cooperation and Capacities have the potential to add the most EU added value in the medium term. 

Ideas could have a lot of value-added long term if research is fully exploited and commercialised. However, given that there is no requirement to partner and the research is blue skies and high risk, there is the potential that all benefits would not be fully realised. 
The potential for mobility of researchers globally may also result in lower valued-added, in Europe, from the People programme.
 

Question 9: Can efficiencies be found in the Framework Programme because of overlaps between different areas of funding?
There is always a need to ensure programmes operate as efficiently as possible. The People programme is specific in boosting researcher skills and mobility. The development of skills could overlap with both the Cooperation and Ideas strand where participation and networking by researchers is likely to also increase skills. 
 

Question 10: What are the arguments for and against FP8 moving towards funding research and development which addresses grand challenges?
Global challenges require global cooperation in order to ensure global solutions. Multinational cooperation is essential to maximise economies of scale and to ensure no duplication of effort. In order to ensure Europe is part of the solution, funding from FP8 is essential. Many thematic areas under FP7 already align to global challenges.  Research excellence can achieve high impacts in terms of environmental goals. 

Grand challenges should not be the sole domain of the universities if we want to ensure that the economy will fully benefit from the solutions. FP8 needs to recognise that industry participants may require higher levels of funding to address Grand Challenges given the high level of spillovers that are expected and the long-term nature of the research and lead-time to potential benefits. Without this industry may continue to focus in on areas that will provide them with the greatest return on investment in the shortest timeframe. 


Question11: Which grand challenges (see above) are best tackled on an EU-wide rather than a national level? Within these areas which particular aspects would benefit from an interdisciplinary focus?

Certain geographical areas have different natural resources which could be better harnessed to meet the Grand Challenges - eg UK and Scandanavia for marine and maritime research and southern Europe for solar energy. National advantages need to be considered. Many of the challenges would be better tackled by an interdisciplinary/cross sectoral focus eg healthy ageing population.
 

Question 12: How should FP8 engage with countries outside the EU or associated to the Framework Programme in addressing global challenges?

There should be a strategic approach to international cooperation. The EU could invite other countries and regions in bilateral and multilateral cooperation on a reciprocal basis whether that be with respect to funding or IP.  IP issues need to be fully considered to ensure the interests of Europe and European nations are protected.



Question 13: Should FP8 still provide some thematic focus e.g. in areas such as space and transport?  Should any of the current themes be re-visited over the course of FP8 – and if so, how?
FP8 should continue to focus on thematic areas to ensure high levels of industrial participation.  The current themes should be revisited to ensure they are still relevant. Space might be incorporated into the Transport theme and NMP may need to be reviewed and rebranded to ensure it is more relevant to industry eg Smart Manufacturing. 


Question 14: What should be the role of key enabling technologies e.g. ICT and nanotechnology in FP8?

ICT pervades nearly every aspect of modern society and its continued adoption could not only introduce new and sometimes disruptive technologies but also potential technological, social and ethical challenges. As a consequence, its critical role should be recognised through support for R&D and innovation.
These key enabling technologies should be incorporated into joint calls to ensure the correct participants collaborate. eg Connected health calls have been within the ICT theme.  A joint call with the Health theme would ensure that the ICT was being promoted as a key enabling technology and NCPs are better prepared to address questions and provide solutions.
 

Question 15: Services form a crucial part of the UK economy. Should research into services be addressed specifically in the Framework Programme, and if so, how?

It is agreed that Services are a crucial part of the economy in the UK. However the meaning of R&D to this sector may be less understood and although growing is almost certainly underexploited. Funding should be available to encourage the Services sector to be more innovative and participate as an end user and funding should be appropriate to that.  It would bring further recognition that Services as well as Manufacturing provide routes to R&D commercialisation. The balance between pre-competitive activities and market readiness needs to be carefully considered.
 

Question 16: What are your views on how the Framework Programme allocation for collaborative research should be apportioned between themes; enabling technologies and underpinning areas of research e.g. social sciences and humanities?

Enabling technologies should continue to recieve the highest proportion of funding. Recognition of the role of social sciences and humanties in addressing Grand Challenges should naturally see a greater proportion of funding being provided to this discipline.  


Question 17: To what extent should ERC funding focus on supporting frontier research? Are there other areas in which ERC could add value? 

ERC should continue to concentrate on research excellence and therefore the funding focus must be on frontier research.  It is better to keep ERC "Pure". 

However, there is scope to have a follow on programme whereby the best research outcomes from ERC projects are disseminated and further fast-tracked funding made available to industry to ensure commercial outcomes are achieved in the medium to long term.  This will ensure excellent researchers can focus on the frontier research and businesses have the opportunity to use the research to increase the return on investment by the EU.

 

Question 18: Should ERC’s current emphasis on funding a single investigator continue into FP8?  
Yes, as ERC is seen to be a reward for research excellence. By continuing to provide this funding, Europe has the best chance of retaining and attracting excellent researchers. The disadvantage would be the lack of multidisciplinary approach. 


Question 19: Are there any options that could better link ERC activities with private sector interests?

There is scope to have a follow on programme whereby the best research outcomes from ERC projects are disseminated and further fast-tracked funding made available to ensure commercial outcomes are achieved in the medium to long term.  This will ensure excellent researchers can focus on the frontier research and businesses have the opportunity to use the research to increase the return on investment. by the EU. 

In order to prioritise the follow-on funding, an industrial led advisory board should be brought together and all decisions should be open and transparent. 


Question 20: What priority should researcher mobility and skills development have in FP8? What is the best way to address this? 

Research mobility and skills development need to have a high priority given the Innovation Union commitments to training researchers to meet national R&D targets. Currently the People programme has too many sub-programmes.  All sub-programmes should be reviewed to ensure the proposed offering is simplified to encourage broadest participation. Programmes involving the transfer of knowledge between academia and industry would continue to be of most value to Northern Ireland. 


Question 21: The capacities specific programme currently covers several policy initiatives relating to capacity-building. Which of these are of most value? Are there other areas which would merit funding?
Infrastructures and Research for SME programmes are of most value to the UK. Regions of Knowledge has the potential for authorities to share knowledge and lessons learned. 
FP8 could build on the Research for SMEs (essentially contract research) by focusing on practical knowledge transfer where the SME actually carries out some of the research and development (similar to TSB's KTP Programme). 
Support could also be provided for networking between existing infrastructures, including the Joint Research Centres, and increasing access by researchers across Europe.
 

Question 22: What should the relative priority be for the Joint Research Centre under FP8? On which activities should it focus?
Joint Research Centres should focus on grand/societal challenges for the benefit of all of Europe.
 

Question 23: Please comment on the COST framework and its links with the Framework Programme

In principle the COST Framework is a good idea particularly with respect to its flexibility and bottom-up approach. Whilst Invest NI is aware that BIS represent the UK, the benefits from participation in the framework have not been widely disseminated.
 

Question 24: Should FP8 directly support activities aimed at integrating the three sides of the knowledge triangle e.g. KICs?

FP8 should keep a focus on research excellence that lead to competitive advantage. In this respect innovation and education would also play a part and integration is important but not specifically as a core activity of FP8.  The further development of KICs should not be to the detriment of research excellence particularly given the first set of three KICs could be considered to be exclusive with only 1 UK partner participating. 
Undoubtably, there is potential for better linkages between the Framework Programme and the Competitiveness and Innovation Framework Programme. This should be further investigated. 


Question 25: Which instruments (e.g. JTIs, article 185 initiatives) should be retained for FP8? Are any new instruments required?
Invest NI would not propose to remove any of the existing instruments. It is important to review the impacts of these instruments before adding any additional instruments. Any new instruments must be agreed and be seen to be essential for securing the objectives of the European Research Area. 
Invest NI would welcome a greater broadening of participation in JTIs and improved transparency of governance.

Instruments aimed at promoting excellence in Design could be included.


Question 26: Please comment on the Risk Sharing Finance Facility. Should a scheme of this kind be included within FP8?

The conditions which led to the Risk Sharing Finance Facility are the same, if not more compelling, as they were when this was introduced in 2007.  Market failure in the area of risk/debt finance with respect to RDI has been exacerbated by the “credit crunch” and as such a scheme of this kind should be included within FP8.

Whilst it is agreed that the Risk Sharing Finance Facility (RSFF) is a good concept the lower limit is too high to be of real benefit to SMEs. 

RSFF should be included in FP8 but mechanisms need to be introduced to make it more accessible for SMEs eg greater buy-in from the national banking sector.


Question 27: What should the balance be between funding large-scale programmes e.g. the article 185 programmes above and smaller projects individually administered by the Commission?

This is difficult to answer given the importance of both types of funding to the broad base of participants and the impact on the economy. Clearly, the appraisal process and time to funding should reflect the size of award as well as the importance to the European agenda.


Question 28: What should be the role of public-private partnerships in FP8?

PPPs are an important mechanism to address specific, cross-thematic challenges facing industry in the short to medium term. They should have a finite lifetime and purpose be regularly reviewed. It appears that the industrial advisory groups are dominated by large industry to the detriment of SMEs and this should be addressed. Advisory groups should be impartial/open/transparent. 
 

Question 29: What lessons from evaluations of previous framework programmes can help with the development of FP8?

We need to fully understand the reasons for a decline in industrial participation.  It is clear that time-to-contract and high levels of bureacracy are disincentives to participate particularly for SMEs. Prior to FP8 the Commission should re-evaluate the needs of industry and simplify the procedures for the sake of increasing industrial participation rather than to meet the Commission's own needs.
 

Question 30: What steps could be taken to ensure that knowledge gained from FP8 is disseminated and exploited – and remains easily accessible over time?
There is a need to better disseminate the outcomes and impacts of participation to ensure potential applicants are better informed from the start. Case-studies covering the application process and project implementation should be mandatory as a deliverable at interim and final reviews. Post Project Evaluations three years after completion of the projects should also be undertaken. Need to ensure participants don't continue to make the same mistakes as others. Case studies should be available on the web and in several languages. 


Question 31: Would any proactive effort to alter the current balance of funding between universities, research organisations and businesses be appropriate or effective? If so, what might be involved?

To maintain the theme of research excellence in FP8 and ensure return on investment, it would be inappropriate to promote any specific sector over another. If there was a desire to do so, ring-fenced funding might be appropriate. 
 

Question 32: What could be done at EU level to encourage more businesses – especially SMEs - to apply?
Put into practise, true simplification and speed up time-to-contract. Recognition that SMEs may better participate as sub-contractors in projects particularly if they are involved for the first time.  The Research for SMEs programme should be an open programme with fixed deadlines at least twice a year.
 

Question 33:  What could the Commission do to reduce bureaucracy of FP8 over and above the current simplification proposals (including changes to the Financial Regulations and Implementing Rules)? 


The simplification proposals outlined are welcomed. The Commission needs to first try and test these simplication proposals to see what works and what doesn't. Until then, it is difficult to identify what other simplification proposals might work. 

Transparency should continue to be promoted as an essential characteristic of FP8. 


Question 34: Is there a role for a two-stage applications process analogous to that used by the Technology Strategy Board
?

Yes there is a role for two-stage applications (a quick "no" is preferable) but any two-stage processes need to have rules that are strictly adherred to e.g. correctly completing the response template.
There is also scope for two-stage funding i.e. funding of feasibility studies before full stage proposals. 



Question 35:  Should the programme move away from a cost/input-based funding model to one based more on results/outcomes/performance?

Whilst a results/outcome/performance based model may be suitable for near-market research it would not be applicable to high risk, blue-skies research where outcomes are uncertain. 



Question 36: Should the rules on intellectual property in FP7 be changed for FP8? 

No significant changes are necessary. 


Question 37: Is the proportion of overheads funded by FP7 appropriate? Should this be adapted in FP8 to create more consistency with other sources of funding?

There should be consistency across Europe. Regions that are currently supporting and paying research at full economic costs would be seen to be less competitive than other regions and may lose out overall. A consistent approach is required and should take into account the real costs of research.  SMEs should continue to benefit from a flat rate that is easily recouped.  Northern Ireland universities would welcome funding at full economic costs.


Question 38: Within the current UK public expenditure constraints
, could the UK do more on a cost-neutral basis to encourage participation in FP generally? 


Invest NI acknowledges the important role of National Contact Points (NCPs) in supporting the participation of researchers in the Framework Programme. NCPs could examine methods of sharing specific sectoral knowledge between regional authorities and trade associations in the UK more efficiently. They could be enabled to monitor projects and provide guidance on opportunities for further development of the results of projects (particularly those supported under ERC). This might encourage more cooperation, knowledge transfer, commercialisation and sharing of lessons learned.
  

Question 39: How effective are the current UK support services? 

Unsurprisingly, the current UK Support Services have somewhat suffered during the change-over to the TSB. Quality of service can be variable and somewhat impersonal. Our experience is that potential applicants welcome the opportunity to speak directly with a named individual and this is not always possible. There should be a more joined up approach between existing UK support mechanisms, the EEN and regional authorities.
 

Question 40: What could be done at UK level to encourage more businesses – especially SMEs - to apply?
Key point should be that we need to get a greater number of successful applications - quality as well as numbers. The UK could:
- Produce targeted case studies;
- Provide mentoring by those who have been there and done that;
- Provide more hands on assistance with the application process; and
- Provide financial assistance for application process. 

Question 41: Are there any lessons from other countries that could help raise UK participation?


Lessons could be learned from studying the Irish model. In Ireland there was/is strong inter-Departmental interraction and agreement on FP targets at the outset. National Delegates could have greater visibility across all the regions of the UK with a view to providing early intelligence applicable to the region. 



Question 42: Please add additional comments here in relation to UK interests in the Framework Programme.
Sector-specific input from Invest Northern Ireland Sector Teams
Creative Industries

Creative Industries is not identified as a theme in terms of budget breakdown in FP7. The challenge in developing the Creative Industries is supporting innovation development, particularly around content development.  

Co-operation has received the largest proportion of budget in FP7 and collaboration by companies around a market opportunity is a key element in our approach to developing the Creative Industries e.g. the NI Digital Content Strategy.  However, given the focus of Framework tends to be on R&D and not Innovation, collaboration across the Creative Industries from a Framework perspective may be limited. 

The Creative Industries in NI is dominated by micro businesses and, therefore, the need for simplified administration is vital given the resources available to these clients.  

Textiles

Invest NI would support the idea of co-operation with regard to the development of nano technology, the development of textile applications and the development of suitable textile substrates as carriers of nano tech type polymers.

This may provide niche value added product opportunities in medical, survival and anti ballistic garment technologies and also chameleon technology for camouflage in military and covert operations.  This could lead to a significant commercial and security advantage to EU countries with retention of the production in the EU.
Aeronautics

Within the Transport Programme of FP7 'Aeronautics & Air Transport' research has a budget of 2.16 billion Euro and covers a wide range of RT&D activities.  For aeronautics and air transport, a revision of the Vision 2020 will be needed with a more long-term perspective up to 2050 for defining a new Strategic Research Agenda.  The preparation of FP8 is happening in the context of the political framework such as the European Economic Recovery Plan which should enable Europe to overcome the financial and economic crisis.  The 'Europe 2020' initiative addresses seven flagship initiatives, amongst those the 'Innovation Union' and the 'Resource efficient Europe'.  The European Commission intends to emphasise both the research and the innovation aspects of the technology readiness process, as due to global competition, Europe needs to improve the transfer of advanced technologies in new and competitive products.  Therefore, innovation will be key to the concept of FP8.

Aeronautics is a strategic high-tech sector for Europe with catalyst effects to other industry sectors and air transport is crucial for Europe’s economy.  It can be expected that RT&D at EU level will remain an important technology contributor through FP8 alongside activities at national level, inside industry and elsewhere. 

Northern Ireland Aerospace

Bombardier, along with other European aerospace companies that invest in RT&D, has been an active participant in Framework Programme 7 (and earlier programmes) projects. Some €5 billion of FP7 is/will be allocated to Transport and within that figure, over €2 billion is allocated to Aeronautics and Air Transport Research.  Many European aerospace companies are concerned that as Framework Programme 8 evolves, there may be no specific allocation of research funding to aeronautics.  This could mean that projects involving aeronautical research would have to compete against a wider pool of transportation projects in a scenario where transportation and mobility in general become part of the grand challenge going forward.  There is a strong recognition, however, within the Commission that Aeronautics is a strategic high technology sector for Europe with catalyst effects to other industry sectors and that air transport is crucial to Europe’s economy.  Invest Northern Ireland, therefore, strongly supports the objective of the aeronautics industry to have a specific budget allocation of funding allocated to Aeronautics and Air Transport Research within Framework Programme 8.    

Do you have any other comments that might aid the consultation process as a whole?
Formatting of this response template is not user friendly. Some answers are in bold, some in plain text - the user cannot amend. It has been difficult to incorporate bullet points and use spell checker. 



Please use this space for any general comments that you may have, comments on the layout of this consultation would also be welcomed.

Thank you for your views on this consultation. 
Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views. We do not intend to acknowledge receipt of individual responses unless you tick the box below. 
Please acknowledge this reply  FORMCHECKBOX 

At BIS we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations. As your views are valuable to us, would it be okay if we were to contact you again from time to time either for research or to send through consultation documents? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


































































































































� FP7 participants can in principle be based anywhere. There are different categories of country which may have varying eligibility for different specific and work programmes: the EU-27; associated countries– with science and technology cooperation agreements that involve contributing to the framework programme budget; EU accession candidate countries; and third countries whose participation is justified in terms of the enhanced contribution to the objectives of FP7.





� For details of Technology Strategy Board processes see � HYPERLINK "http://www.innovateuk.org" ��www.innovateuk.org� 


� See � HYPERLINK "http://www.hm-treasury.gov.uk/spend_index.htm" ��http://www.hm-treasury.gov.uk/spend_index.htm� 





