Dear Amy,

I am writing on behalf of Newcastle University's School of Architecture, Planning and Landscape (for whom I am the Director of Research and Consultancy), in response to your consultation on the future of the EU Framework Programme. Colleagues in this School have been highly successful in attracting EU Framework funding over the past 10-20 years, coordinating several large research projects in the areas of spatial planning, social innovation, social inclusion and rural development as well as participating as partners in many more projects and networks. We therefore have considerable experience of FP5, FP6 and FP7.

My colleagues and I wish to express our concern at the proposal to discontinue funding a social science theme (SSH) in FP8 and it is this issue (pertaining to Qu.16 in your consultation pro forma) on which I will focus.

The ‘Research in Socioeconomic Sciences and Humanities’ (SSH) programme aims to provide new responses to improve human well-being, eg in the areas of inequality and social exclusion, service innovation and social entrepreneurship, corporate social responsibility, public sector innovation, societal models and governance dynamics, labour markets and social protection as well as in the fields of education, lifelong learning and territorial innovation models. These are highly topical and relevant societal issues in the context of the pressures facing the EU over the next decade and they merit continuing priority in research funding.

Social inclusion has been widely recognised as an integral aspect of the EU’s policy programs. As President Barroso said:

[…] I believe that in the current economic turmoil, where the financial crisis has already had serious consequences on employment and public budgets, we have to mobilise all our strengths to alleviate the negative impacts on the most vulnerable populations. Social innovation is not a panacea but if encouraged and valued it can bring immediate solutions to the pressing social issues with which citizens are confronted. In the long term, I see social innovation as part of the new culture of empowerment that we are trying to promote with a number of our initiatives, starting with the Renewed Social Agenda. […] President Barroso, 31 March 2009

Further support may be found in a recent EU Report:

“The lessons learned from both the Lisbon Strategy for Growth and Jobs and the financial crisis have revealed structural weaknesses and presented the social dimension of Europe in a new light: the well-held belief that economic growth creates employment and wealth to alleviate poverty has been disproved by recent events, and the time has now come to try new ways of bringing people out of poverty and promoting growth and well-being not only for, but also with, citizens. The Renewed Social Agenda, which was adopted by the European Commission in June 2008, created an opportunity to shape Europe’s response to new social realities and challenges (climate change, ageing, rising unemployment, global competition). The global crisis has exacerbated these challenges. The Political Guidelines of President Barroso made it clear that there is a need for a new, much stronger focus on the social dimension of Europe.”

Hubert A. et al (2010) Empowering people, driving change: Social innovation in the European Union http://ec.europa.eu/bepa/pdf/publications_pdf/social_innovation.pdf
Some brief examples of our EU-funded work at Newcastle University may illustrate its relevance further:

*Social Polis: This 'social platform' aims to establish a European-wide dialogue between the scientific community, the policy-makers and the civil society organisations with a view to building a common research agenda on social innovation with all the involved actors.

*Social Capital: Research on the role of social capital in rural development across the EU can help to inform the formulation of more effective policies for the development of rural economies and societies which are a vital part of the enlarged EU.

*Rural Youth: Youth unemployment is rising rapidly across the EU, but the challenges this presents in rural areas are neglected by both research and policy. Our research informed a recent briefing note to the European Parliament's COMAGRI, to assit them in their discussions of policy reforms post-2013.

As Hubert et al observe, such research is fundamental to many areas of policy. “Within the field of social and labour market policy, it contributes to: lifting families out of poverty; enabling the empowerment and inclusion of disadvantaged social groups by widening economic opportunities; widening labour market opportunities to younger and older workers; managing social and labour market change; integrating migrants and ethnic minorities, including asylum seekers; creating inclusive entrepreneurship; and promoting gender equality and equal opportunities. Social innovation also has much potential in achieving environmental sustainability and helping the European Union reach its 2020 emissions targets, through its role in such areas as energy conservation, housing improvement, small-scale renewable energy initiatives and recycling. It can also play an important part in the delivery of other policies and in more effective policy implementation. It is especially useful in combating ‘slow-burn’ problems like ageing, health and climate change where solutions depend on changed attitudes. It can also benefit actions in favour of education and housing in sustainable cities as well as those intended to counter the more direct effects of economic recession. Last but not least, it is now universally recognised that technological innovations do not grow in a social vacuum, and social innovation creates the ground for embedding a sustainable culture of innovation in Europe. Thus, it is just as relevant to policies for innovation, enterprise, research, environmental protection, education and health as it is to employment, social inclusion and regional development.” Hubert et al (2010 p.83)

In conclusion, the relevance and importance of social science research in the EU Framework Programme is especially significant now and in the decade ahead, and it is vital that this is reflected in the proposed structure and funding of FP8. I hope that the UK Government shares this view and that it will work with the European Commission to ensure the retention of this important element of the EU Framework Programme.

Yours sincerely,

Professor Mark Shucksmith OBE AcSS

Director of Research and Consultancy, School of Architecture, Planning and Landscape Newcastle University

