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SHORT JUSTIFICATION

The draftswoman of the opinion agrees on many points with the Commission proposal for a regulation laying down the rules for the participation of undertakings, research centres and universities in actions under the Seventh Framework Programme and for the dissemination of research results (2007-2013). The new rules build consistently on the experience gained with the Sixth Framework Programme.
The draftswoman endorses in particular the financial contributions to support frontier research since basic research at the highest level creates the best conditions for applied usable research and it is frontier research in particular that will contribute to more rapid European integration.

In addition, the draftswoman wishes to raise the following concerns:

· Special account should be taken of the needs of Member States possessing a less developed infrastructure in the field of research since otherwise their chances will continue to remain small.

· Next-generation scientists should also be strongly promoted.

· The attempt to simplify the procedure for all those concerned has to be seen positively. The two-stage submission procedure and the option of full electronic submission will help save time, staff and money.

· In terms of Community funding, SMEs will be placed on an equal footing with public bodies. This supports private and public cooperation.

· A switch to full cost accounting for public bodies would facilitate greater transparency and direct comparison.

· The option of audit certificates for public bodies must rule out self-audit.

· The Commission is counting on effective assistance from independent experts. Maximum transparency is essential when selecting these experts and detailed quality criteria must be laid down in writing by the Commission. The establishment of training and coaching seminars should be considered to enable the Commission in future to be proactive in the selection process.

· Communication must become more practical. Progress reports should be kept brief and to the point and should describe the actual progress of ongoing actions. Simple repetition of the original submission should be avoided.

· In the case of consortium agreements, the creation of a regulatory mechanism governing the settlement of disputes is unnecessarily complicated and deleting it would be a further step towards simplifying the procedure.

· In order not to obstruct ongoing research, the Commission should reduce its time limits for lodging any objections.

· A contribution to greater proximity to the citizen and better communication can be provided by the European institutions, in particular the Commission, seeing themselves as service enterprises when adopting and implementing a regulation of this nature and, in this spirit, taking all the necessary measures to this end.

AMENDMENTS

The Committee on Culture and Education calls on the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following amendments in its report:

	Text proposed by the Commission

	
	Amendments by Parliament


<RepeatBlock-Amend><Amend>Amendment <NumAm>1</NumAm>
<Article>Recital 9 a (new)</Article>
	
	(9a) Special account should be taken of the situation of scientific organisations in Member States possessing a less well developed research infrastructure. Non-governmental organisations, umbrella associations of scientific societies and special interest groups whose main purpose is the strengthening of European scientific and technological cooperation with these Member States should have a prior entitlement to participate in the Seventh Framework Programme. 


Justification

Different standards exist within Europe particularly in the area of infrastructure. This measure is intended to promote swifter integration.
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>2</NumAm>
<Article>Article 7 a (new)</Article>
	
	Article 7a
Networks of excellence

When establishing networks of excellence the emphasis should be placed as a matter of priority on excellence and less on the number and breakdown by Member State of the participants.


Justification

Experience shows that overly large networks of excellence are ineffective.
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>3</NumAm>
<Article>Article 12, paragraph 1 a (new)</Article>
	
	The additional conditions in the work programmes should as far as possible be framed on the basis of individual responsibility so as to guarantee more rapid procedures.


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>4</NumAm>
<Article>Article 13, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1 a (new)</Article>
	
	When drafting the calls for the submission of proposals, the practical requirements of the world of research are to be taken into account.


Justification

It has happened in the past that no researchers with practical experience were represented on the groups of experts.
</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>5</NumAm>
<Article>Article 19, paragraph 4, subparagraph 1 a (new)</Article>
	
	These progress reports shall provide an accurate brief description of the progress of research activities and of the financial expenditure.


Justification

At present, these progress reports just repeat the text of the original submission.  The Commission has no opportunity at all to check them for the truth of their contents.  As such, progress reports are hampering the work of all those concerned.  Here, too, the Commission should place the emphasis on simplification.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>6</NumAm>
<Article>Article 24, indent (d)</Article>
	(d) the settlement of internal disputes.
	deleted


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>7</NumAm>
<Article>Article 26, paragraph 4, subparagraph 1</Article>
	4. The consortium shall notify any change of its composition to the Commission, which may object within 45 days of the notification.
	4. The consortium shall notify any change of its composition to the Commission. If there has been no reaction from the Commission within 28 days, the change shall be deemed accepted.


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>8</NumAm>
<Article>Article 27, paragraph 1</Article>
	The Commission shall monitor the implementation of indirect actions on the basis of the periodic progress reports submitted pursuant to Article 19(4).
	The Commission shall monitor the implementation of indirect actions on the basis of the periodic progress reports submitted pursuant to Article 19(4), which shall provide an accurate brief description of the progress of research activities and of the financial expenditure.


</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>9</NumAm>
<Article>Article 40, paragraph 2, indent (b)</Article>
	(b) fair and reasonable compensation must be provided to the other joint owners.
	(b) compensation acceptable to all partners must be provided to the other joint owners.


Justification

The two terms 'fair and reasonable' are difficult to interpret in connection with financial compensation.

</Amend>
<Amend>Amendment <NumAm>10</NumAm>
<Article>Article 42, paragraph -1 a, introductory section (new)</Article>
	
	-1a.  Each research contract entered into under the 7th framework research programme shall conclude with the appropriate publication, use and dissemination of the results achieved while respecting the protection of intellectual property in order to encourage their transfer and exchange at international level in accordance with the detailed arrangements agreed between the parties.  These detailed arrangements shall be fixed on a case-by-case basis.  Publication of results achieved shall take account of the following reservations:


</Amend>
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