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PROCEDURAL PAGE

By letter of 6 October 2000, the Commission forwarded to Parliament a communication from 
the Commission to the Council, the European Parliament, the Economic and Social 
Committee and the Committee of the Regions - Making a reality of The European Research 
Area: Guidelines for EU research activities (2002-2006) (COM (2000) 612 – 
2000/2334(COS)).

At the sitting of 15 January 2001 the President of Parliament announced that she had referred 
the communication to the Committee on Industry, External Trade, Research and Energy as the 
committee responsible and the Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media and Sport 
and to the Committee on Women's Rights and Equal Opportunities for their opinions 
(C5-0738/2000).

The Committee on Industry, External Trade, Research and Energy had appointed Elly Plooij-
van Gorsel rapporteur at its meeting of 7 November 2000.

It considered the Commission communication and the draft report at its meetings of 9 and 
23 January, 5 and 6 February 2001.

At the last meeting it adopted the motion for a resolution by 37 votes to 7, with 2 abstentions.

The following were present for the vote: Carlos Westendorp y Cabeza, chairman; Renato 
Brunetta and Nuala Ahern, vice-chairmen; Elly Plooij-van Gorsel, rapporteur; Gordon J. 
Adam (for Claude J.-M.J. Desama), Konstantinos Alyssandrakis, Maria del Pilar Ayuso 
González (for Godelieve Quisthoudt-Rowohl), Yves Butel, Massimo Carraro, Gérard 
Caudron, Giles Bryan Chichester, Nicholas Clegg, Willy C.E.H. De Clercq, Harlem Désir, 
Concepció Ferrer, Colette Flesch, Per Gahrton (for Caroline Lucas), Pat the Cope Gallagher, 
Neena Gill (for Glyn Ford), Norbert Glante, Lisbeth Grönfeldt Bergman (for Christos Folias), 
Michel Hansenne, Roger Helmer, Philippe A.R. Herzog, Elisabeth Jeggle (for Peter Michael 
Mombaur pursuant to Rule 153(2)), Hans Karlsson, Helmut Kuhne (for François Zimeray), 
Bernd Lange (for Mechtild Rothe), Rolf Linkohr, Eryl Margaret McNally, Erika Mann, Hans-
Peter Martin (for Elena Valenciano Martínez-Orozco), Marjo Tuulevi Matikainen-Kallström, 
Angelika Niebler, Giuseppe Nisticò (for Umberto Scapagnini), Reino Kalervo Paasilinna, 
Yves Piétrasanta, John Purvis, Alexander Radwan (for Guido Bodrato), Imelda Mary Read, 
Christian Foldberg Rovsing, Paul Rübig, Ilka Schröder, Konrad K. Schwaiger, Esko Olavi 
Seppänen, Astrid Thors, Claude Turmes (for Nelly Maes), Jaime Valdivielso de Cué, W.G. 
van Velzen, Alejo Vidal-Quadras Roca, Dominique Vlasto, Anders Wijkman and Myrsini 
Zorba.

The opinions of the Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media and Sport and 
Committee on Women's Rights and Equal Opportunities are attached.

The report was tabled on 7 February 2001.

The deadline for tabling amendments will be indicated in the draft agenda for the relevant 
part-session.
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION

European Parliament resolution on the communication from the Commission to the 
Council, the European Parliament, the Economic and Social Committee and the 
Committee of the Regions - Making a reality of The European Research Area: 
Guidelines for EU research activities (2002-2006) (COM (2000) 612 – C5-0738/2000 – 
2000/2334(COS))

The European Parliament,

– having regard to the Communication from the Commission (COM (2000) 0612 – 
C5-0738/20001),

– having regard to its resolution of 18 May 20002 on the Communication from the 
Commission to the Council, the European Parliament, the Economic and Social 
Committee3 and the Committee of the Regions 'Towards a European Research Area'4.

– having regard to Rule 47(1) of its Rules of Procedure,

– having regard to the report of the Committee on Industry, External Trade, Research and 
Energy and the opinions of the Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media and 
Sport and Committee on Women's Rights and Equal Opportunities (A5-0052/2001),

A. whereas the European Union, at the meeting of the European Council in Lisbon of 23 and 
24 March 2000, set itself the strategic goal for the first decade of the 21st century of 
becoming the most competitive and dynamic knowledge-based economy in the world and, 
in so doing, identified the need for better R&D policy as one of the key elements of the 
overall strategy for the achievement of that goal,

B. whereas the Lisbon goal cannot be achieved by Community action alone, or by Member 
States acting alone, but requires genuine cooperation between European Union research 
activities and Member States' research activities as well as sufficient coordination between 
Research, Development and Innovation and between the educational systems of Member 
States,

C. whereas, pursuant to Article 166 of the Treaty establishing the European Community, all 
the activities of the Community in the area of research and technological development are 
to be set out in the multiannual Framework Programme, to be adopted by the Council 
acting in accordance with the procedure referred to in Article 251 of the same Treaty after 
consulting the Economic and Social Committee,

1 OJ C not yet published
2 OJ C not yet published
3 OJ C 204 of 18.7.2000, p. 70.
4 OJ C 226 of 8.8.2000, p. 18.
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D. whereas the Treaty establishing the European Community includes a provision that 
research and technological development should be aimed at strengthening the 
competitiveness of European industry and at growth in employment,

E. whereas the Framework Programme is an important instrument for creating the Research 
Area,

F. whereas the opportunities and uncertainties generated by research at the limits of 
knowledge must be the subject of public debate, democratic accountability and stringent 
parliamentary scrutiny,

G. whereas there is a problem in most Member States of failure to recruit adequate numbers 
of engineering students in physics, chemistry and other scientific disciplines,

H. whereas although the R&D budget is an important factor, it is not the sole factor 
determining economic growth and greater employment,

I. whereas thanks in part to macro-economic measures such as the introduction of the euro, 
the curbing of inflation and low interest rates, Europe's economy has developed on a broad 
front and is playing a leading role in countless economic sectors and is therefore less 
susceptible to the impact of recession in any particular sector,

J. whereas economic results could be better than in the US if there were greater cooperation 
in the EU on the basis of common European objectives,

K. whereas the European Union is on the eve of the accession of new Member States and 
whereas per capita GNP is significantly lower in those countries than the EU average, 
with the result that differences in the European Union in competitiveness, research 
capability and innovative force will increase,

L. whereas the international role of European research, particularly in developing countries, 
must be maintained and enhanced,

M. whereas it is necessary to foster a greater understanding on the part of the public at large 
of research and innovation, and whereas innovation and research must not be neglected in 
other non-technological fields such as management, economic and social sciences and 
human sciences,

N. whereas major research projects such as those referred to in the report 'Making a reality of 
the European Research Area' do not, by definition, contribute more to growth in jobs and 
the economy than smaller research projects, and whereas maintaining fundamental high-
grade research is essential,

O. whereas a restrictive use of the resources available for major projects in a framework of 
exploiting to the full networks of excellence within a very limited series of priorities may 
exclude research groups of a modest size for SMEs with a great potential for creating 
European added value,
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P. having regard to the need to add a European innovation area to the European research 
area,

Q. whereas the mobility of researchers in the European Research Area is an essential 
instrument for ensuring the establishment of that area,

R. having regard to the need for transparency in the field of research and the importance of 
dialogue with civil society and of taking into account the issues of science and society 
and science and governance,

S. whereas the European Research Area is at the very heart of the approach which must 
prevail when the sixth Framework Programme is introduced, with a view to giving it real 
European 'added value', in particular as regards basic research and future technologies,

T. whereas the human and social sciences (history, philosophy, geography, sociology, 
psychology, linguistics, legal sciences, etc.) are a necessary part of political and cultural 
integration in a Europe which, besides being the home of industrial and technological 
innovation, is the place in which hundreds of millions of European citizens live, speak, 
interact and travel,

U. whereas the human and social sciences enjoy unique standing in the plans for a European 
Research Area by virtue of the potential contribution they can make to other disciplines, 
rather than as an area of research in their own right,

V. whereas research into new information and communication technologies must be geared 
towards promoting technologies which grant access for all to these new tools; whereas 
the average level of domestic Internet access in Europe still stands at less than 30%,

W. whereas the new technologies and the Internet harbour great potential as regards access to 
knowledge, quality of life and human progress, as well as constituting means of 
developing and fostering Europe’s cultural and linguistic diversity,

General remarks

1. Welcomes the Commission communication "Making a reality of the European Research 
Area" as the starting point of an in-depth political and scientific debate on establishing a 
genuine European Research and Innovation Community, and proposes that- in addition to 
the measures already taken by the Commission - the outcome of the "Futures Project" and 
the working paper "Emerging Thematic Priorities for Research in Europe" carried out by 
the Joint Research Centre's Institute for Prospective Technological Studies (IPTS) and the 
results printed in "Key Figures 2000" should also be used to steer that debate;

2. Welcomes the launch of the GEANT (Gigabit European Academic NeTwork) project, 
which will link European research and educational networks with a capacity of 2,5 
gigabit/second; calls on the member states and the Commission with the help of the 
European investment bank, to pursue their efforts to put in place a high-speed European 
research network with a capacity of 100 gigabit/second, without which a dynamic, 
knowledge-based economy resistant to competition will not be possible;
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Framework Programme

3. Notes that the Framework programme has made an effective contribution to improving 
the competitiveness of European industry, but that in the Member States of the European 
Union there are major differences with regard to investments, risk capital, spending on 
research, spending on education and the structure of research; calls, consequently on the 
Member States significantly to increase their research spending;

4. Points out that in addition to strengthening the competitiveness of industry in the 
European Union, Community support for research and development must also contribute 
towards improving the environment, health, employment, quality of life and prosperity 
and, more generally, sustainability in the European Union;

5. Expects the international role of the EU research, especially with regard to developing 
countries, to be included within the European Research Area objectives;

6. Is of the opinion that the positive features of the Framework Programme need to be 
retained because they may make a substantial contribution to economic growth and 
employment, as well as sustainability, that the know-how available should  be better 
converted into new products, social progress, quality of life and an improvement in public 
health, and that greater emphasis should be placed on removing the barriers still inhibiting 
businesses in the European Union;

7. Takes the view that in addition to inventorising the research and know-how requirements 
of interested parities, policy criteria need to be defined by the European Commission as 
the basis for compiling a list of research priorities for creating the European Research 
Area; approval of this list should come under the codecision procedure;

8. Considers that the criteria referred to in the previous paragraph should include, in 
particular, promoting the competitiveness of the European production system, boosting 
the knowledge society, improving the health and quality of life of European citizens, 
guaranteeing sustainable development and solving the most acute social problems (i.e. the 
ageing of the population, drug-trafficking and the use of drugs, etc.) facing the Union, all 
this to be seen in a long-term perspective for carrying out measures during the coming 
five years and to prevent the emergence of insoluble problems in the future;

9. Notes that in view of the importance of the SME sector in Europe at least 10% of 
Community research funding should be allocated to SME-related research;

10. Urges the Commission to consider the further reduction of specific programmes as well 
as research priorities in the next framework programme in order to concentrate on few 
issues for which substantial finances then are available, to facilitate monitoring and to 
especially encourage integrated projects of large enterprises with SMEs and research 
institutes;

11. Considers it necessary to develop a more flexible approach to EU decision making 
process with view to the framework programme as well as the specific programmes and 
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invites the Commission to consider in particular possibilities for the setting up of 
‘reserves’ to be used for specific issues which might occur in the course of the European 
research programmes. This could lead to the possibility of successive decisions on 
specific topics instead of an overall decision on all specific programmes and their content 
at the beginning of the Framework programme. The decision making process would be 
disentangled and could be kept closer to the most recent developments in the respective 
technology areas, whereby the codices should be retained;

12. Expects that, in the spirit of the democratic scrutiny of European policy on research and 
technological development, the Commission and Council will seek and take full account 
of the opinion of the European Parliament on matters relating to nuclear science and 
technology in the European Research Area, paid by the Community budget; nuclear 
research policy and the Euratom programme are to be reconsidered by Parliament and the 
Council; generally speaking research in the field of energy is to be envisaged in a context 
of sustainable development (Euratom, ITER, nuclear fusion etc.); finally, the scientific 
principles on which radiation protection is based must be reconsidered;

13. Expects that the Council and the Commission will involve Parliament in the decision-
making on post-ECSC Treaty regulatory provisions, in particular on establishing a Coal 
and Steel Research Fund;

14. Takes the view that one of the objectives of the sixth framework programme must be to 
eliminate the obstacles that prevent women from having scientific careers at an equivalent 
level to those of men, and calls on the Member States to ensure that there is a better 
gender balance on recruitment and promotion boards and in the scientific committees that 
decide on research policy;

15. Urges the Member States and the Commission to include the human and social sciences 
as fully-fledged disciplines under the sixth framework research programme and as a field 
of research with high added value in the process of establishing a European Research 
Area;

16. Proposes that European cultural identity be made a specific field of research under the 
sixth framework programme;

17. Strongly encourages the Commission and the Member States to renew and strengthen the 
‘multimedia content and tools’ and ‘city of tomorrow and cultural heritage’ key actions, 
which feature in the fifth framework research programme;

18. Proposes that the Marie Curie Mobility Programme be strengthened under the Sixth 
Framework Research Programme, primarily by means of the introduction of return 
fellowships designed to help scientists compelled to leave Europe to return;

New instruments

19. Approves the idea of introducing new research policy instruments in order to create the 
European Research Area and to improve the effectiveness and performance of the 
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Framework Programme, provided that these instruments

- promote genuine cooperation and coordination between EU research actions and 
Member State activities, as well as between the activities of the various Member 
States;

- are integrated, as far as the EU's participation is concerned, in the Framework 
Programme, and

- present equality of opportunity to all Member States and to members of the 
scientific community, so as to prevent the threat  of one specific application of the 
instruments known as ‘major projects’, ‘networks of excellence’ and 
‘concentration’ from excluding either public or private research groups which have 
proven ability to create European added value;

- promote close coordination of research policies in accordance with Article 165 of 
the Treaty, in order to guarantee greater consistency of Community research policy;

- make material and virtual infrastructure available to researchers on a Union scale,

- develop and enhance the mobility of researchers;

20. Calls, in close association with the Committee on Budgetary Control, for a dramatic 
reduction in the red tape that obstructs research project applications and financing;

21. Expresses the strongest possible reservations concerning the desired 'variable geometry' 
between the EU and some Member States, pursuant to Article 169 TEC; insists that the 
overall effect of the use of this instrument should be non-discriminatory as between larger 
and smaller Member States, and that the specific proposals for actions in this category be 
inserted in the Framework Programme;

22. Stresses that the financial resources applied to the Framework Programme should in future 
reflect the new objectives and the new instruments, as well as the perspective of 
enlargement, while ensuring greater impact by increased concentration on major useful 
and achievable objectives;

23. Approves the development of 'networks of excellence', provided that they promote 
cooperation between universities, research centres, industry and SMEs, and that they do 
not focus exclusively on large-scale projects, but believes that this concept should be 
made clear in the proposal for the Sixth Framework Directive;

24. Proposes the setting up, with the assistance of the Joint Research Centres, of a mobile and 
partly virtual EU Exhibition so that researchers from the Member States, pupils, students 
and prospective researchers can become familiarised with the research objectives of the 
European Union and the results of various research projects within universities and 
industry in the EU and the candidate Member States;

25. Calls on the Commission to define clearly the role and tasks of the Joint Research Centre 
in the structuring and launching of the European Research Area;
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26. Stresses the need to create partnerships on the basis of joint projects or projects which 
complement the major 'intergovernmental' programmes such as Eureka and COST;

27. Draws attention to the need for a flexible research policy that will allow multiple 
variations in the coordination of research programmes and projects; this should include 
action to promote synergies with national institutions and independent and private bodies 
for research financing; it should include European measures in the areas of education and 
mobility, including programmes still to be established, in particular European Fellowship, 
European Post-Doctorate and European Junior-Research Programmes;

28. Draws attention to the need, having regard to the development of defence and security 
policy in Europe, to take this into account in the underlying concept of the European 
Research Area;

Other measures

29. Recommends that the Member States improve coordination of research and academic 
education and calls on the Commission to act as a catalyst in this respect;

30. Urges Member States to collaborate urgently on ways to improve the recruitment of EU 
science and engineering students;

31. Is of the opinion that in addition to greater cooperation between Member States, 
researchers and research groups, the objective should be promoting cooperation  between 
companies, universities and public research centres, as has been happening in the 
previous framework programmes; also notes that coordination at programme level calls 
for new forms of European cooperation: inter-agency or intermediary cooperation, i.e. 
between both national research institutes and research-funding bodies in the Member 
States;

32. Stresses that the European Union and the Member States must create the framework for 
better access for industry to research results, so that they can convert this know-how to 
innovation; hopes that evaluation studies will be conducted in this area, and that best-
practice examples will become available; considers that proposals for disseminating the 
results are an essential assessment point;

33. Welcomes the ongoing commitment towards enhancing the role of women in science and 
urges the collection of relevant data so that progress can be adequately measured;

34. Recommends that the structural funds should envisage, among their objectives, fostering 
the knowledge economy and the knowledge infrastructure so that all Member States can 
make an optimum contribution to the growth of the economic parameters in the European 
Union;

35. Recommends that the Commission set up a task force to chart the research and innovation 
structure of the new Member States, thereby improving integration of this structure in the 
European Union's research networks;
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36. Urges the Commission to forward to the European Parliament as soon as possible, and not 
later than on submission of the communication on the Sixth Research Framework 
Programme, the detailed proposals on the European Research Area;

37. Urges the Commission to forward as soon as possible a communication on the 
implementation of the JRC mission statement, to include methods, managerial structure, 
administrative procedures, human resources, coordination with national research 
institutes, requirements and JRC management;

38. Urges the Commission, in its communication on the decisions on the Sixth Research 
Framework Programme, to explain the new administrative procedures and the impact on 
organisational administration of the underlying concept of the European Research Area, 
including the question of the outsourcing of certain functions;

39. Urges the Commission, in its communication on the Sixth Research Framework 
Programme, to clarify the comitology questions that arise from the underlying concept of 
the European Research Area, having regard in particular to participation by the European 
Parliament;

40. Urges the Commission, in its communication on the Sixth Research Framework 
Programme, to submit a financial breakdown for the different approaches and 
programmes, including investments in connection with the European Research Area;

41. Stresses the need to facilitate patent applications by researchers; points out that the 
introduction of a Community patent must include a balanced language regime and not 
jeopardise the functions of patent authorities in the Member States;

42. Calls for the expansion of international research cooperation under uniform management;

43. Calls on the Commission to draw up an inventory of the legal obstacles which in the 
Member States stand in the way of the establishment of the European Research Area and 
to propose legislative or regulatory harmonisation measures to remedy them;

44. Reiterates its demand for a more complete and updated set of statistics on involvement of 
women in different fields of science and research and to investigate more in depth the 
reasons for discrepancy between the number of women graduating in scientific 
disciplines and the number who are successful in obtaining professional posts. Calls for 
continuation on the work undertaken by the Commission to coordinate benchmarking 
exercises aiming to assess the effectiveness of European research policies among 
Member States and in relation to the rest of the world as far as women 's participation in 
science is concerned;

45. Welcomes the pursuit of action of the Commission and the Member States, to increase 
the role and number of women in the European research effort in developing measures to 
implement a true mainstreaming in the European research area. Stresses the importance 
of continuing the strategy of research by, for and on women and in this respect 
mainstreaming gender equality in all aspects of the ERA;

46. Advocates forging further links by developing a system for the recognition and 
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equivalence of diplomas and training, so as to encourage mobility amongst students and 
researchers on the one hand and make it easier for European citizens to enter the labour 
market on the other;

47. Instructs its President to forward this resolution to the Council, the Commission and the 
governments and parliaments of the Member States.
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EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

Good scientific performance of the European Union

'Key Figures 2000' shows that the scientific and economic performance of the European Union 
is different to that of the US or Japan: the scientific performance of European research workers 
within governments and universities is significantly better than that of their American 
counterparts in the same sectors. However, in a limited number of areas the European Union is 
lagging, economically, behind the United States: not simply because the European Union 
spends considerably less on defence research, but also, and more importantly, because:

- the mind-set in the European Union is geared more towards achieving scientific results than 
achieving direct economic advantages;

- the European Union has many of its researchers working within the confines of government 
institutes or universities rather than in, or in conjunction with, industry;

- industry in the European Union has less influence on the shaping of research than 
government bodies and universities. This is probably the legacy of social developments in 
past decades of the last century;

- there are two trends in the European Union: half the Member States are not lagging behind 
the other two economic world blocs, while the other half are;

- the European Union is more reluctant to invest risk capital in uncertain economic activities 
than is customary in the United States.

The upshot is that the economy of the European Union is developing in a different way to the 
economies of the US and Japan. The question is, however, whether it is the wrong direction. It 
is not wrong per se to invest less in defence research if, for security reasons, there is no obvious 
reason for doing so. Jobs also need to be useful in the context of European society as a whole. 
It is also desirable for fundamental know-how to be developed at universities or other public 
bodies. It is regrettable, however, that the know-how is not being sufficiently converted to new 
products or services as is the case in the US. It would be an advantage for companies to have 
better access to research results. Furthermore, much more could be achieved if there were 
greater support for creative entrepreneurship in the European Union.

Greater effectiveness

In the light of the foregoing, 'making a reality of the European research area' could be translated 
as 'creating a more effective European research area'. The European Framework Programme 
has proved a success: The innovative efforts of Europe's businesses are also impressive, 
accounting in the first half of the 1990s for 33% of turnover. The Framework Programmes have 
without doubt contributed to this.

One way of creating a more effective research area would be to ensure more and better 
cooperation on the basis of more Community objectives. Optimal, flexible use of resources is 
scarcely possible without objectives which are constantly being updated. It is abundantly clear 
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from an analysis of research and development in Europe that national research and investment 
programmes are scarcely suitable, if at all, for European cooperation and coordination at 
programme level. Where the Framework Programme has hitherto been aimed at encouraging 
cooperation between researchers and research groups through project-based aid, the new 
Framework Programme should include scope for resolving the serious shortcomings which 
have been detected at intermediate level. 

Improved cooperation is necessary not only between researchers and research groups active 
within businesses, universities and government bodies, but also between products and services. 
Improved cooperation should be embedded in both the Framework Programmes and in the 
decision-making process. This is why the discussion of a European Research Area needs to be 
conducted in direct cooperation with the Framework Programme; once European money is 
involved the codecision procedure between Parliament and the Council is applicable.

The ideas presented by the Commission in 'Making a reality of the European Research Area' 
are aimed at improved cooperation. In the report the Commission proposes a radically different 
approach for the next Framework Programme based on three principles:

- focusing on areas where EU support can provide greater European added value than 
national activities;

- ensuring improved cooperation with the Member States, research institutes and 
businesses in Europe by enabling stakeholders to cooperate through networking;

- creating greater efficiency by making budgets available for major projects of longer 
duration.

Specifically, these principles are to be translated into a number of interesting proposals:

- European support is to be used to enable national research programmes to cooperate 
through networking and to open up the programmes more to European participants.

- Creation of European networks of excellence in which know-how and capacities 
available in the Member States can co-operate through joint programmes.

- Implementation of major specific research programmes led by a consortium of 
businesses, universities and research centres on the basis of coordinated financing plans.

- Greater support for R&D for, by and in SMEs.

- Encouraging mobility and career development of researchers.

- Better ways of making R&D and the results of R&D known to the general public of the 
European Union, including young people later involved in research.

Another idea in the report concerns identifying priority fields in the R&D area. The 
Commission refers to: post-genome research; developing the Information Society; R&D in the 
aeronautical and space sectors that one country or one firm alone could not carry out; 
developing sustainable processes and systems  to safeguard both energy supplies and the 
environment; and research in areas characterised by the presence of strong uncertainties and 
risks.
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The Commission notes in this respect the final list of priorities will be drawn up after the 
research and know-how requirements of interested parties have been inventorised. Your 
rapporteur feels that the Commission should draw up clear criteria for compiling a list of 
research priorities. Approval of the list is covered by the codecision procedure.

Pending the definitive list of priorities, it is already evident of course that information and 
communications technology, biotechnology, working towards sustainable energy and a better 
environment and developing sustainable production methods are important elements in the 
economic development of the European Union and hence of the entire world. These are 
matters which are essential features of any research area.

In creating a European Research Area a balance must be struck between what already exists 
and what can ensure greater added value. This balance must be created from the bottom up, 
starting with education. A new equilibrium will have been found when there is adequate 
attention to SMEs, the interests of the candidate Member States and all stakeholders within 
the existing European Union.

Education

What emerges from all publications is that in the long term the main factor in more jobs and 
more growth is investments in education and research. Knowledge leads to high-grade jobs. 
Hitherto educational matters have been very largely outside the policy spheres of the 
European Community. The substance of education has been primarily determined by the 
Member States themselves. Given the impact that education has on the development of the 
economy, it is important to develop policies for education with a European flavour within the 
confines of the European Community. Both the creation of a European Research Area and the 
basis of a European Educational Area can provide a dynamic impetus to achieving economic 
growth objectives and employment targets. Guidelines can be drawn up indicating the 
requirements which education has to satisfy in the individual Member States and what 
percentage of the GNP should be spent on schools and higher education.

Part of the research funding available from the increase to 3% of GNP should be earmarked 
for research into how a European educational area can be designed and into research into what 
lacunae exist in education in the different Member States.

Interest in European research and hence in developing the European economy and jobs must 
be raised. Part of the funds available should be set aside for creating a mobile, and partly 
virtual, EU exhibition with the aid of the Joint Research Centres. In this European exhibition 
centre researchers from the Member States would meet pupils, students and future researchers 
and familiarise them with the European Union’s research objectives and the results of 
different research disciplines within universities and firms. Space should also be set aside for 
research and research results in the prospective Member States. The virtual EU exhibition 
should be included in the networks of excellence which are to be designated.

Small and medium-sized enterprises

To a large extent economic activity in the European Union is small-scale in nature. The 
effectiveness of the projects is constrained by a lack of scale and critical mass. Almost all 
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European businesses are SMEs, which are of such importance to the Union. Two-thirds of the 
entire European workforce are employed in SMEs, which is where most jobs are created. 
Despite this importance, SMEs are not given the attention and the resources they merit in the 
research field. This is reflected, for example, in the fact that within European SMEs there are 
60% fewer researchers and innovators than in the US. Hence the justification for determining 
in what way innovation within the SME sector can be supported through using researchers. 
Taking into account the importance of sound developments in the SME sector, devoting 10% 
of Community research funding to SME-related research is entirely justified.

Task force and new Member States

To enable the new Member States to benefit more from the European Research Area, the 
Commission could set up a task force to chart the research and innovation structure in the 
candidate countries. The task force should also look into whether, and how, specific know-
how developed in the new Member States is directly applicable in research programmes 
within the European Union. In this way the new Member States, too, will be brought into 
contact with the European Union’s research and networks.

A European Research Area stands or falls by predetermined research objectives and cooperation 
between all parties able to realise the objectives. Better cooperation needs to be learned, both 
in virtual centres of excellence and in major projects. Technology can help in this. A high-speed 
trans-European research network with a capacity of 100 gigabit/second can contribute towards 
achieving a European Research Area and enabling it to perform optimally. A sound 
technological infrastructure can remove barriers both in existing research projects and in future 
co-operation.
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5 February 2001

OPINION OF THE COMMITTEE ON CULTURE, YOUTH, EDUCATION, THE 
MEDIA AND SPORT

for the Committee on Industry, External Trade, Research and Energy

on the Communication from the Commission to the Council, the European Parliament, the 
Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions ‘Making a reality of the 
European Research Area: Guidelines for EU research activities (2002-2006)’
(COM(2000) 612 – C5-0738/00 – 2000/2334(COS))

Draftsman: Geneviève Fraisse

PROCEDURE

At its meeting of 6 November 2000 the Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media 
and Sport appointed Geneviève Fraisse draftsman.

It considered the draft opinion at its meetings of 9 January 2001, 25 January 2001 and 
5 February 2001.

At the last meeting it adopted the following conclusions unanimously.

The following were present for the vote: Giuseppe Gargani chairman, Vasco Graça Moura 
vice-chairman, Geneviève Fraisse (draftsman), Ole Andreasen, Pedro Aparicio Sánchez, 
Christine de Veyrac, Lissy Gröner, Mario Mauro, Roy Perry, Kathleen Van Brempt, Eurig 
Wyn, Sabine Zissener, Stavros Xarchakos (for Vittorio Sgarbi) and Robert J.E. Evans (for 
Ulpu Iivari).
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CONCLUSIONS

The Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media and Sport calls on the Committee on 
Industry, External Trade, Research and Energy, as the committee responsible, to incorporate 
the following elements into its motion for a resolution:

A. whereas the human and social sciences (history, philosophy, geography, sociology, 
psychology, linguistics, legal sciences, etc.) are a necessary part of political and cultural 
integration in a Europe which, besides being the home of industrial and technological 
innovation, is the place in which hundreds of millions of European citizens live, speak, 
interact and travel,

B. whereas the human and social sciences enjoy unique standing in the plans for a European 
Research Area by virtue of the potential contribution they can make to other disciplines, 
rather than as an area of research in their own right,

C. whereas research into new information and communication technologies must be geared 
towards promoting technologies which grant access for all to these new tools; whereas the 
average level of domestic Internet access in Europe still stands at less than 30%,

D. whereas the new technologies and the Internet harbour great potential as regards access to 
knowledge, quality of life and human progress, as well as constituting means of 
developing and fostering Europe’s cultural and linguistic diversity,

E. whereas the obstacles to mobility and underemployment amongst young researchers, and 
the fact that they are leaving the Community, are holding back the development of 
European research in the immediate future,

1. Urges the Member States and the Commission to include the human and social sciences as 
fully-fledged disciplines under the sixth framework research programme and as a field of 
research with high added value in the process of establishing a European Research Area;

2. Proposes that European cultural identity be made a specific field of research under the 
sixth framework programme;

3. Calls on the Commission and the Member States to support the creation of a European 
centre of philosophy and language sciences, which would function along the lines of the 
European University Institute in Florence;

4. Believes that the Commission and the Member States should include and establish an 
interdisciplinary field of research given over specifically to gender issues under the sixth 
framework programme;

5. Calls for a greater efforts to be devoted to specific research into the development of less 
costly hardware and tailor-made technologies with a view to providing Internet access for 
all;

6. Supports giving priority status under the sixth framework research programme to 
information and communication technologies and to life sciences, in view of their capacity 
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to meet basic human needs;

7. Strongly encourages the Commission and the Member States to renew and strengthen the 
‘multimedia content and tools’ and ‘city of tomorrow and cultural heritage’ key actions, 
which feature in the fifth framework research programme;

8. Considers it essential that the sixth framework research programme step up research into 
making networks more secure both by combating cyber-crime and by developing 
protection and authorisation technologies for intellectual property rights as a response to 
new creative media;

9. Calls for swift moves to establish close coordination between the partners involved in 
national programmes covering life sciences, biotechnology, genomics, health-related 
technologies and bio-informatics;

10. Advocates forging further links by developing a system for the recognition and 
equivalence of diplomas and training, so as to encourage mobility amongst students and 
researchers on the one hand and make it easier for European citizens to enter the labour 
market on the other;

11. Proposes that the Marie Curie Mobility Programme be strengthened under the sixth 
framework research programme, primarily by means of the introduction of return 
fellowships designed to help scientists compelled to leave Europe to return;

12. Sees the need to build upon the principle of ‘variable geometry’ vis-à-vis European 
research, thereby enabling the Community to fund research which, though conducted by a 
smaller number of countries, is deemed to be of use to the European Union as a whole;

13. Proposes that the capacity of European research centres of excellence to admit young 
European researchers be considered a selection criterion for those centres, since the choice 
of centre of excellence must be consistent with the increased standing and the networking 
of European research centres as a whole;

14. Proposes setting up a scientific forward studies unit to look into the major challenges 
facing research in the decade ahead, so as to secure a healthy outlook for science in 
Europe;

15. Welcomes the launch of the GEANT (Gigabit European Academic NeTwork) project, 
which will link European research and educational networks with a capacity of 2.5 Gb/s; 
calls on the Member States and the Commission, with the help of the European 
Investment Bank, to pursue their efforts to put in place a very-high-speed European 
research network which will gradually acquire capacity levels in the order of 100 Gb/s;

16. Calls for a European research convention to be held as part of the preparations for the 
sixth framework programme and the aim of establishing a European Research Area.

29 January 2001
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OPINION OF THE COMMITTEE ON WOMEN'S RIGHTS AND EQUAL 
OPPORTUNITIES

for the Committee on Industry, External Trade, Research and Energy

on the Commission Communication - Making a reality of the European Research Area:  
Guidelines for EU research activities (2002-2006) 
(COM(2000) 612 – C5-0738/2000 – 2000/2334 (COS))

Draftsperson: Eryl Margaret McNally

PROCEDURE

At its meeting of 22 November 2000 the Committee on Women's Rights and Equal 
Opportunities appointed Eryl Margaret McNally draftsperson.

It considered the draft opinion at its meetings of 27 November 2000 and 23 January 2001.

At the latter meeting it adopted the following conclusions unanimously.

The following were present for the vote: Jillian Evans, vice-chairperson and acting 
chairperson; Eryl Margaret McNally, draftsperson; María Antonia Avilés Perea, Geneviève 
Fraisse, Fiorella Ghilardotti, Lissy Gröner, Christa Klaß, Astrid Lulling, Thomas Mann, 
Christa Prets, Amalia Sartori and Miet Smet.
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 BACKGROUND/GENERAL COMMENTS

The Treaty
The entry into force of the Amsterdam Treaty has greatly enhanced provision for equal 
treatment between women and men which is now an explicit objective of the Community in 
Article 2. This provision is further complemented by Article 3 which imposes on the 
Community the obligation to aim to eliminate inequalities and to promote equality between 
men and women in all its activities. Gender equality is thus a task and an aim of the Union.

The ERA
The European Council held a special meeting on 22-23 March in Lisbon to agree on a new 
strategy for the Union in order to strengthen employment and social and economic cohesion.
The Lisbon Council endorsed the Commission initiative presented in January 2000 for the 
creation of a "European Research Area", whose main objective is that of making research the 
central component of the establishment of a European knowledge-based society.

The ERA mainly seeks to foster the development and impact of the research policy and to 
exploit its capacity in generating economic growth. Its main objective is to reach a better 
integration and co-ordination of the research activities at European level in a non-
bureaucratic, flexible and decentralised manner.

Your draftsperson welcomes the existence of this political will in particular the Commission's 
communication on ERA as well as the communication "Making a reality of the ERA", 
together with Commissioner Busquin's plan on how to bring this work forward, with 
particular regard to the 6th RTD Framework Programme. This Communication is thus the 
occasion for an in-depth discussion on guidelines for future measures in support of EU 
research, on its mechanisms and priorities.

The first remark concerns the reference to women and science which she feels should be 
further developed. The Research Area is a unique occasion to foster women's participation in 
research activities. The European Union's will is that of fostering women's role in science. 
Women's participation in European scientific research is a priority in the Fifth Framework 
Programme of Research and Technological development and it must remain so in the coming 
Sixth Framework Programme. 

In fact, while welcoming the new approach of the Sixth Framework Programme,  your 
draftsperson wishes to highlight the need to retain some concepts present in the Fifth 
Framework Programme, such as the recognition in the preamble of the need to take into 
account the equal opportunities dimension and its innovative approach to promote research 
by, for and on women. Moreover, it is necessary that the Sixth FP goes one step further, by 
truly mainstreaming gender equality;  the ultimate objective being that of reaching a true 
gender neutral science in conformity with the aims and tasks of the Union as stated in Articles 
2 and 3 of the Treaty.

However, in the ERA Communication, as far as the "objectives" are concerned, reference to 
gender mainstreaming is made only once in the context: "Science, society and citizens". Here 
mention is made of citizens, and of their needs in general terms.
A more specific reference to women is made under the chapter "instruments and methods of 
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intervention" of the above-mentioned objectives. In this chapter reference is made of women 
and science, and of the need to increase their participation

Your draftsperson, however, would wish that women's participation in science be enhanced 
not only because of an important numerical disparity but because of the valuable contribution 
to science women can make by virtue of their particular qualities and of their capacity in the 
world of science.
Moreover, gender mainstreaming supposes that promotion of equal participation is to be 
assured in a horizontal way that is, not be mentioned separately only once. 

Your draftsperson wishes also to insist on the need to remove barriers facing women 
scientists. First of all, mention must be made that an acceptable percentage of women obtain 
high qualifications (doctoral and postdoctoral level) in a scientific field but beyond the stage 
of education, women are highly underrepresented. Light must be shed and measures must be 
taken in removing both the obstacles and biases encountered in connection with the pursuit of 
a scientific career and the way our societies are organised. Mention must be made specifically 
concerning the discrimination which is faced by women researchers, of the difficulties of 
conciliating career breaks for maternity or more simply the conciliation of a working and 
family life. Suitable measures must be taken to enable women combine professional and 
family life, first of all through more adequate child-care facilities.  To summarise, the under 
representation of women in research is the consequence of a system of exclusion linked both 
the way research and the scientific community operate and to more general aspects of society.

In this respect, it is worthwhile highlighting that assessment of the position of women is made 
difficult by the absence of reliable, harmonised data broken down by gender, area of 
specialisation and level reached.

Your draftsperson wishes to remind that measures for increasing women's participation in 
science have been extensively covered in the action plan "Women and science" and that 
Member States and Commission's efforts for its full implementation must be pursued.  

CONCLUSIONS

The Committee on Women's Rights and Equal Opportunities calls on the Committee on 
Industry, External Trade, Research and Energy, as the committee responsible, to incorporate 
the following points in its report:

1. Reiterates its demand for a more complete and updated set of statistics on involvement of 
women in different fields of science and research and to investigate more in depth the 
reasons for discrepancy between the number of women graduating in scientific 
disciplines and the number who are successful in obtaining professional posts. Calls for 
continuation on the work undertaken by the Commission to coordinate benchmarking 
exercises aiming to assess the effectiveness of European research policies among 
Member States and in relation to the rest of the world as far as women 's participation in 
science is concerned;

2. Welcomes the pursuit of action of the Commission and the Member States, to increase 
the role and number of women in the European research effort in developing measures to 
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implement a true mainstreaming in the European research area. Stresses the importance 
of continuing the strategy of research by, for and on women and in this respect 
mainstreaming gender equality in all aspects of the ERA;

3. Takes the view that one of the objectives of the sixth framework programme must be to 
eliminate the obstacles that prevent women from having scientific careers at an equivalent 
level to those of men, and calls on the Member States to ensure that there is a better 
gender balance on recruitment and promotion boards and in the scientific committees that 
decide on research policy;

4. Takes the view that the Commission and the Member States must incorporate and 
legitimate in the sixth framework programme a specific interdisciplinary area of research 
devoted to gender issues.


