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About the workshop

Established in 2004, with funding under the European Union’s ERA-NET scheme, NORFACE – New Opportunities 
for Research Funding Agency Co-operation in Europe, is a partnership between fifteen research councils to increase co-
operation in research and research policy in Europe. Since September 2011 the NORFACE partnership has continued 
in the shape of NORFACE II Support Action, the main activity of which has been preparation of a new NORFACE 
transnational programme on Welfare State Futures.

In contributing to NORFACE II’s Milestones and Deliverables, specifically on inter-agency co-operation and emerging 
and developing countries, the ESRC and the NWO organised a two-day workshop on Delivering the European Research 
Area (ERA) in the Social Sciences and Preparing for Horizon 2020 (Day One) and EU-India Collaborations (Day Two). The 
workshop brought together members of the NORFACE II Management Team and Network Board, as well as representatives 
from Science Europe, the European Commission, and selected academics. A list of attendees can be found at Annex I. 
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Delivering the European Research Area (ERA) in the Social Sciences and Preparing for 
Horizon 2020

Chair: Adrian Alsop (Director of Research, Partnerships and International, 
Economic and Social Research Council)

Speakers

European Commission: Science Europe:  – Domenico Rossetti di Valdalbero (DG Research)
 – Amanda Crowfoot (Director of Science Europe)
 – Professor Paul Boyle (Head of Science Europe and Chief 

Executive of the Economic and Social Research Council)

Panel 1 – Money follows Researcher:  – Professor Stefán Ólafsson (University of Iceland, IS)
 – Elisabeth Mitter (Swiss National Science Foundation, CH)

Panel 2 – Money follows Collaboration:  – Professor Mary Daly (University of Oxford, UK)
 – Mike Bright (Head of International, Economic and Social 

Research Council, UK)
 – Dr Petra Grabner (Wissenschaftsfonds, AT)
 – Pierre-Olivier Pin (Agence Nationale Recherche, FR)

Panel 3 – Joint Programming and Co-investment:  – Professor Peter Nolan (University of Leicester, UK)
 – Professor Sebastian Helgenberger (University of Natural 

Resources and Life Sciences, AT)
 – Dr Hege Torp (Research Council of Norway, NO) 

Panel 4 – Cross-cutting Issues:  – Dr Tim Conlon (Irish Research Council, IE)
 – Professor Peter Taylor-Gooby (University of Kent, UK)
 – Adrian Alsop 

Panel 5 – International Co-operation:  – Renée Van Kessel-Hagesteijn (Nederlandse Organisatie voor 
Wetenschappelijk, NE)

 – Professor Ramesh Dadhich (Indian Council for Social Science 
Research, IN)

 – Professor Roger Jeffery (University of Edinburgh, UK)
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Background

The landscape for research funding in Europe is changing. Not only is research becoming an increasingly global enterprise, 
with research questions and challenges which are global in scope, but there is also mounting pressure for the value of 
research to be demonstrated in the context of the global economic crisis and continuing EU budget negotiations. As 
research funders are increasingly expected to work together, the implementation of the European Research Area (ERA) and 
agreements on Horizon 2020 will become all the more important. The aim of this workshop was to provide an opportunity 
to discuss the development of the ERA and Horizon 2020; examine existing models of co-operation and the ways in which 
funding organisations can work better together to ensure that the social sciences play a fundamental role in preparation of 
Horizon 2020. 

NORFACE partners are already engaged in many successful cross-national collaborative activities, some of which were 
examined as part of this workshop. But for social science to play a fundamental role in Horizon 2020 and the implementation 
of the ERA research funders must work together to assess the needs of the European social science research community 
and identify long- and short-term research priorities. First and foremost, we must strengthen what already exists and work 
towards developing new models of co-operation which will better enable us to address the changing priorities we face. 
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European Commission Perspectives on the 

European Research Area and Horizon 2020 

European Research Area

The European Research Area (ERA) is at the heart of the Europe 2020 strategy and its Innovation Union policy flagship. 
It is a non-legislative approach to enabling a unified research area open to the world, based on the Internal Market in 
which researchers, scientific knowledge and technology may circulate freely and through which the European Union and 
its Member States may strengthen their scientific and technological bases, competitiveness and their capacity to collectively 
address grand challenges. The foundation of the ERA is the national research systems of the 27 EU Member States. The 
intention is not for these to be integrated or merged into a single system, but to facilitate a more open, inter-operable and 
inter-connected network. Trust and transparency are key to the success of the ERA. 

On 17 July 2012, the European Commission published a policy Communication on the European Research Area with 
measures to be implemented by Member States, the Commission and Research Organisations which should lead to a 
significant improvement in Europe’s research performance to promote growth and job creation. The ERA reform agenda 
focuses on five key priorities:

1. More effective national research systems
To be achieved through competitive funding and inter-national peer-review

2. Optimal transnational co-operation and competi-tion on common research agendas, grand challenges and 
infrastructures 
To be achieved through Joint Programming and pan-European infrastructures

3. An open labour market for researchers to facilitate mobility, support training and ensure attractive career prospects
To be achieved through open and merit-based recruitment and the mobility/portability of grants via agreements such as 
‘Money follows Researcher’

4. Gender equality and gender mainstreaming in research to encourage gender diversity to foster science excellence 
and relevance
To be achieved through robust HR processes ensuring merit-based career progression of female researchers and improved/
increased female participation, e.g. 40% female evaluators

5. Optimal circulation and transfer of scientific know-ledge to guarantee access to and uptake of knowledge by all
To be achieved through Open Access agenda

Work on these priorities will ensure that the ERA is completed by 2014, as called for by the European Council. The European 
Commission is committed to developing a robust ERA-monitoring mechanism (EMM) based on several indicators which 
will provide transparency to the European Council, the European Parliament and the scientific community. Official 
statistics and results from studies and surveys will determine the baseline in 2012, and the first annual ERA progress report 
in 2013 will compare this with Member States’ actions. In 2014, a full assessment of progress against the ERA priorities 
will begin. 

Horizon 2020

The European Commission and Member States are committed to continued investment in Research and Innovation. In 
the context of the global economic crisis, continued EU enlargement and the growing research strength and capacity of the 
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Emerging Science Nations, it is vital that this commitment is maintained in order to secure economic recovery and global 
competitiveness. 

Horizon 2020 is the financial instrument that will follow on from the European Seventh Framework Programme (FP7) to 
implement the Innovation Union. The EU budget from 2014 is still under discussion since agreement has yet to be reached 
on Member States’ contributions. With an indicated budget of €80 billion, Horizon 2020 will run from 2014 to 2020 
and intended as the primary mechanism for researchers from all disciplines and all sectors to compete for funding. A single 
programme, Horizon 2020 will bring together strands of research including the Framework Programme for Research and 
Technological Development (FP7), the Competitive Innovation Framework Programme (CIP) and the European Institute 
of Innovation and Technology (EIT). Research will be coupled with innovation and, alongside increased international co-
operation, Horizon 2020 promises a simplification of procedures, more emphasis on cross-national co-operation under the 
European Research Area and greater coherence with other EU and Member States’ actions which will enable and encourage 
a broader and larger range of organisations to participate in open calls. 

Three pillars will comprise the structure of Horizon 2020:

 

 

 

 

 

Excellent Science

Bottom-up instruments which address 
excellence-driven projects as well as 

basic research and actions for research 
careers and mobility.

Budget: €24,418m

Industrial Leadership

Strategic investments in key technolo-
gies to underpin innovation across 
existing and emerging sectors. A 
mechanism for engagement with 

industry and SMEs.

Budget: €17,938m

Societal Challenges

Seven policy-oriented challenges 
addressing the concerns of society and 

EU policy objectives.

Budget: €31,748m 
(plus €1,788m for 
nuclear research)

Cross-cutting actions, ERA and international cooperation

Figure1: Horizon 2020 �ree Pillar Structure (NB – budgets are indicative).

Excellent Science will contain instruments for bottom-up, frontier-driven research actions through the European Research 
Council and basic actions for career development and researcher mobility through Marie Curie Actions. It has been 
proposed that the budget for ERC will be increased in Horizon 2020. 
 
Industrial Leadership will support and promote business research and innovation in enabling technologies, services and 
emerging sectors with a strong focus on leveraging private sector investment in Research and Development and providing 
a mechanism for increased involvement of Small-Medium sized Enterprises (SMEs). 

The big debate for the social sciences and humanities with the European Commission is the structure and content of the 
Societal Challenges. Original proposals outlined five Societal Challenges, with the indication that social science would be 
embedded across the piece. This was strongly opposed by Member States and a sixth Challenge was proposed, which would 
be focussed on social science and security research questions. Further lobbying from various groups resulted in the sixth 
challenge being further split. Current proposals outline seven Societal Challenges:
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1. Health, demographic change and wellbeing
2. European bio-economy challenges: Food security, sustainable agriculture and forestry, marine and mari-time and 

inland water research
3. Secure, clean and efficient energy
4. Smart, green and integrated transport
5. Climate action, resource efficiency and raw materials
6. Europe in a changing world: Inclusive, Innovative and Reflective Societies
7. Secure societies: protecting the freedom and security of Europe and its citizens

It is expected that horizontal actions such as Science in Society will be embedded across these Challenges; however current 
proposals indicate that many horizontal actions are included under Challenge 6. There is a danger that the emphasis on 
cross-cutting actions in Challenge 6 will result in real social science-focussed research being lost. This is a concern for the 
social science community. The increasing number of Challenges inevitably means that the budget for each will be reduced, 
and some have called for a dedicated budget for social science within each of the Challenges to ensure that there are 
opportunities for excellent social science-led research. This has led to questions about the governance and support structure 
for Horizon 2020: Will there be National Contact Points? Will there be Programme Committees? What will be the route 
for dialogue between the social science community and European Commission? 

There are many questions yet to be answered, and many options to be considered. These discussions are ongoing between 
the European Commission and Member State representatives, and at a higher level with the European Parliament and 
European Council. 
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Science Europe Responses

Science Europe was founded in October 2011. It comprises 51 member organisations from 25 countries, representing 
research investment of approximately €30 billion per annum. Based in Brussels with a close strategic relationship to the 
European Commission, Science Europe builds on the work of the European Heads of Research Councils (EuroHORCS) 
group and the policy and foresight functions of the European Science Foundation (ESF). Science Europe also engages and 
cooperates with European non-funder organisations such as universities, Learned Societies and European intergovernmental 
research organisations, and non-European organisations through mechanisms such as the Global Research Council (GRC), 
with the aim of developing a cohesive and unified approach and addressing common goals. 

As a policy organisation, Science Europe does not operate its own funding schemes; rather it promotes co-operation and 
dialogue between members on policy issues and activities to support collaboration. It provides a strong, single voice for 
science in Europe, promoting the collective interests of its member organisations. As well as a supportive role, Science 
Europe also provides expertise and evidence to strengthen the European Research Area (ERA). 

European Research Area (ERA)
Alongside the European Commission’s ERA statement on 17 July 2012, Science Europe released its own statement 
highlighting its commitment to realising the ERA. The statement set out its vision, a roadmap for action and intentions for 
collaboration and continuation. The Science Europe mission explicitly states:

Science Europe... will strengthen the European Research Area through its direct engagement with key partners. In doing so it will 
be informed by direct representation of all scientific communities in its reflections on policies, priorities and strategies. 

The Science Europe Statement on the ERA stresses the importance of trust and communication between diverse 
organisations both at national and European level to increase collaboration and develop collective interests which will in 
turn deliver a dynamic and flexible ERA. As an organisation, Science Europe is and will continue to be vital to enabling 
these relationships. 

Science Europe is taking forward the 2008 EuroHORCs and ESF ‘Vision on a Globally Competitive ERA and Roadmap 
for Actions’, with efforts including:

 – Development of common policy on Open Access
 – Driving forward implementation of a European Grant Union
 – Development of common statements and standards on ex-post evaluation of funding schemes and research programmes
 – Developing resources to facilitate common peer review practices (e.g. European Peer Review Guide)
 – Identification of basic requirements for research infrastructures 
 – Joined up approach to enabling European research career development

In order to maximise the potential of the ERA, Science Europe has committed to collaborating with the European 
Commission and other relevant stakeholders ‘wherever it might be useful, appropriate and mutually-beneficial’. It will also 
organise a high-level annual workshop on the ERA to share the results of working groups and projects (including examples 
of best practice and common strategies/approaches). The first of these workshops will be held early in 2013.



NORFACE | Report on Inter-agency Co-operation 1.2

12

In September 2012, Science Europe established a high-level ERA ‘Task Force’ which will take stock of progress, adapt the 
Roadmap, set new targets, establish clear tasks and mandates for the Science Europe Working Groups and contribute to 
Science Europe’s communication strategy, corporate identity and visibility. 

Horizon 2020

At the time of the workshop, Science Europe was preparing a position statement on Horizon 2020. The statement was 
expected to emphasise the importance of ensuring excellence is the main selection criterion and recognising that this may 
mean different things in different areas (both geographically and in terms of discipline). Science Europe maintains the 
position that a holistic approach to science and innovation is required in order to enable interdisciplinarity, openness and 
relevance, and that key to the success of Horizon 2020 will be simplified access and procedures for applicants. It was also 
expected that the statement would stress the importance of research and innovation investment to growth and the need for 
a strong Horizon 2020 budget. 

Science Europe acknowledged that global problems require interdisciplinary approaches and welcomed proposals to increase 
the number of Societal Challenges from six to seven, to include Europe in a Changing World – Inclusive, Innovative and 
Reflective Societies. Whilst supportive of the inclusion of social science across all Challenges, the Science Europe position 
is clear: embedding social sciences and humanities (SSH) will not succeed unless a clear strategy for achieving it is found. 
In contribution to discussions about the effective embedding of social sciences and humanities in Horizon 2020, Science 
Europe has made four propositions:

1. SSH research and researchers should be properly embedded in the decision-making about how the societal challenges are 
developed and implemented

Social science stakeholders should be included in European Commission groups drawing up Work Programmes. In 
addition, the terms of reference for groups approving Work Programme recommendations should explicitly assess 
cross-cutting research areas. Each Societal Challenge should include a balance of large and small interdisciplinary 
projects and facilitation networks. A stronger role for Expert Advisory Groups and ensuring that SSH evaluators 
are included in decision making across the Societal Challenges will ensure robust assessment. The Science Europe 
Social Science and Humanities Scientific Committee can provide assistance in identifying leading experts for Advisory 
Groups and assessment panels and consider SSH research that is required across all Societal Challenges. 

2. A number of ‘SSH cross-cutting themes’ should be embedded in all Societal Challenges:

a. Understanding and Influencing Behavioural Change 
Behavioural change is an area of interest to a variety of disciplines and research areas. Recent advances include the 
recognition that rational choice models of behaviour are insufficient, failing to accommodate the role of inertia and 
automatic behaviour in people’s decision making. Specific Work Programmes should reflect that behaviour change is 
not simply an out-come of information provision, but is influenced by ‘normativeness’ and social interaction, including 
reciprocity. 

b. SSH Approaches to Innovation
Specific Work Programmes should first emphasise ‘Innovation Ecosystems’ and recognise that the journey from 
scientific discovery to market products is not a linear path. In SSH, human aspects are as challenging as technological 
aspects for innovation, so Work Programmes should include research on how innovation occurs in different areas of 
work, why some innovations succeed and others fail, and why some societies are more innovative than others. Second, 
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Work Programmes should emphasise ‘Social Innovation’ and extend this to stress the importance of political and 
cultural factors; for example the gathering of knowledge through Wikipedia, the production of open-source software 
and micro-credit financing models, and new forms of community organisation. Understanding how systems of ‘Social 
Innovation’ come to be, and how ideas are developed, diffused and shared globally is highly relevant to all Societal 
Challenges. 

3. The budget framework for SSH research must be set appropriately

Success rates for the SSH theme in FP7 have been consistently low in comparison to other thematic areas. Demand for 
funds has outstripped supply, indicating that the budget allocation for SSH has been insufficient when considered in 
relation to the number of excellent proposals submitted. In order for SSH to fulfil a key role, both in Challenge 6 and 
the other Societal Challenges, it’s crucial that the budget is set appropriately. 

4. Non-academic partners should be broadly defined

The co-production of knowledge with partners from sectors outside academia is vital, and great value can come 
from carefully managed knowledge exchange. Partners from industry and SMEs are important, but definitions of 
non-academic partners should also include social enterprises, civil society organisations, NGOs and public sector 
organisations. 

Science Europe will play a key role in the negotiation and implementation of Horizon 2020, and will continue to work 
closely with its members and beyond in order to ensure that EU investment in research and innovation (including social 
science research) are afforded appropriate consideration in the context of ongoing budgetary discussions. 
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Money Follows Researcher

In view of the European Research Area and removing barriers to researcher mobility, it’s important that we maximise 
potential for researchers to transfer their work within Europe. Since 2008 the EuroHORCs ‘Money Follows Researcher’ 
agreement has enabled researchers who move countries within Europe to take the remainder of their research grant with 
them. For research funders, this means the secure completion of funded projects and greater economic efficiency. For 
researchers, it means a clear framework for enabling easy transfer of their research and the ability to retain their commitment 
in a new country. Money Follows Researcher is an unbureaucratic way to support mobility and research careers. 

Twenty-seven EuroHORCs members from 18 countries signed up to the agreement, which is based around four key 
principles:

 – Considering the importance of international co-operation with respect to the enhancement of scientific quality and 
efficiency in the use of resources and access to research;

 – Recognising that the development of a European Research Area can truly contribute to the strengthening of European 
science and sustained European inno-vation capacity as well as to Europe’s scientific and technological competitiveness 
at world level;

 – Acknowledging the responsibility of national research organisations for the advancement of research in European 
countries, based on strong traditions in individual countries and successful funding schemes for innovative research;

 – Desirous of translating the EuroHORCs ‘Declaration on reinforced research co-operation in Europe of 19 May 2003 
into action. 

The Science Europe Grant Union Working Group has highlighted the importance of the Money Follows Researcher 
agreement to driving forward and fulfilling a fully effective Grant Union. 

Case Study: Reassessing the Nordic Welfare Model (REASSESS)

Reassessing the Nordic Welfare Model (REASSESS) is a Nordic Centre of Excellence, funded by NordForsk1. Led by 
NOVA Research Institute, Norway, the project was funded for a period of five years from March 2007 and enabled over 
30 researchers from five Nordic countries to work together on ten research strands with the aim of investigating and 
critically assessing whether the Nordic Welfare Model has the ability to renew itself under changing external conditions.

Under the operational framework of NordForsk, the funds awarded for REASSESS could be spent in any of the 
five participating countries. Money was spent on networking, workshops, conferences, the cost of research and cost 
of publications. The funds also covered the costs of staying in another country whilst working with a collaborator. 
Researchers and research assistants found that being part of REASSESS helped them to gain further research funding 
and afforded them the opportunity to work with distinguished researchers and gain research capacity. 

Whilst a largely positive experience, lessons learned included too much money being spent on networking, and too little 
on research assistants and creating new data. 

1 NordForsk is an organisation under the Nordic Council of Ministers that provides funding for Nordic research co-operation as well as 
advice and input on Nordic research policy.
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There are issues to consider with Money Follows Researcher:

 – Political issue of tax-payers‘ money leaving the country 
 – Potential legal/administrative restrictions in some countries
 – Potential brain drain for countries with less research capacity
 – Flexibility and capacity of new host institutions to accommodate the Principal Investigator and their grant
 – Different income levels in different countries may mean that payment of taxes and social security contributions cause 

problems for researchers

In cases such as NordForsk, where frameworks for international co-operation are agreed at the outset, these issues are less 
likely to cause problems for research funders or researchers. There is a debate to be had over whether mutual agreement on 
these points should be reached and a joined-up guidance note written to make the process easier for researchers and more 
concrete for research funders. 

Case Study: Swiss National Science Foundation (SNSF)

The Swiss National Science Foundation (SNSF) makes 15 – 18 Money Follows Researcher transfers per year, with most 
researchers transferring to institutions in Germany. Any project grant and some individual grants are eligible. Principal 
Investigators who wish to transfer a grant are required to send the SNSF details in writing of when the transfer will take 
place, where they will be going and a plan of how they will complete the project. The SNSF will only agree the transfer 
of a grant if the project is feasible within the framework of the new host institution (infrastructure, working contracts 
etc.). There must be no budget increase to the grant, and no overheads will be paid to research institutions outside 
Switzerland. 

Once approved, funds are transferred to the new host institution. The original grant agreement with the Principal 
Investigator is not affected and monitoring and evaluation of the project is still carried out by the SNSF. Principal 
Investigators are required to organise payment of any taxes and/or social security contributions in the new country. 

Researchers have no legal claim to Money Follows Researcher grant transfers, and the SNSF makes decisions on a 
case-by-case basis taking into account a variety of factors.
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Money Follows Co-operation

Money Follows Co-operation is a principle which enables research funding organisations across Europe to maximise 
opportunities for national researchers to engage in cross-national research collaborations. Many individual funding 
organisations already operate models which encourage international co-operation, and NORFACE partners have a history 
of excellent collaborations between countries. 

Virtual Common Pot: Open Research Area for the Social Sciences (ORA) 

The Open Research Area (ORA) was established in 2009, an agreement between the Agence Nationale de la Recherche 
(ANR, France), Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, Germany), the Economic and Social Research (ESRC, UK) 
and the Nederlandse Organisatie voor Wetenschappelijk Onderzoek (NWO, Netherlands). Two calls for proposals were 
held in 2010 and 2011, with the aim of strengthening European co-operation and funding high quality collaborative 
research. Of the 123 eligible proposals received in Round 1, 15 were funded. In Round 2, 142 eligible proposals were 
received and 10 were funded. The ORA has been expanded in 2012 for Round 3 to form the ORA Plus, a pilot which 
includes the original four partners with the addition of the National Science Foundation (NSF, USA). 

The ORA is funded via a Virtual Common Pot mechanism. In effect this means that, while there is an overall call 
budget, each partner funds only the part of the project being carried out by their own domestic researchers. A different 
agency manages each round on a rotational basis (Round 1: ESRC, Round 2: DFG, Round 3: NWO). Since the 
Virtual Common Pot allows for individual agencies to fund researchers from their own countries, it enables barriers 
to international co-operation experienced by some agencies to be somewhat lifted. There is divergence across systems. 
Different agencies have different rules about which project-related costs they fund (e.g. overheads) and the level at 
which they reimburse expenses. For example the ANR has no legal capacity to provide research funding to teams outside 
France, but employing the Virtual Common Pot means they are able to fund French researchers as per its normal 
funding rules. 

There are issues with the Virtual Common Pot. When a country runs out of money, remaining funders are bound to 
make that the cut-off point for funding in order to fulfill the commitment to excellence-based selection of projects. 
Because of this, success rates can be quite low for some countries that could have paid for more projects. 

Ideally the Virtual Common Pot requires some symmetry in funding capacities and success rate of agencies, but it 
does remove many of the strategic problems with engaging in international co-operation and aides negotiations. As a 
whole, the ORA partners are able to maximise the number of projects which can be funded by grouping proposals into 
categories based on whether or not they are fundable, and funding as many of those proposals as possible. 
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Case Study: Governing ‘New Social Risks’: The Case of Recent Child Policies in European 
Welfare States

The ORA is a superb example of research funder co-operation which offers opportunities for collective learning. It has 
produced real evidence of high quality European collaboration and exceptional science. The project Governing ‘New 
Social Risks’: The Case of Recent Child Policies in European Welfare States was funded under the first round of the ORA. It 
is a quadrilateral project, lead by Professor Mary Daly (University of Oxford) with researchers in France, Germany and 
the Netherlands. It looks behind the child-centred investment approaches that are now being adopted widely in Europe. 
The project focuses particularly on interventions with parents, and especially parenting programmes of various kinds. 
As well as examining how they are functioning, the research project is interested in identifying the ambiguities in recent 
policies for families and children, e.g. the tension between helping and controlling families and the possibility that new 
social divides between different kinds of families are being generated.

Professor Mary Daly suggests that, whilst the preparation phase for projects of this nature is intense, the benefits far 
outweigh the challenges experienced. Calls such as the ORA are open, with little or no disciplinary steer. This allows 
for interdisciplinary and non-thematic proposals which may otherwise have been overlooked, and for responsiveness 
to topical issues. There are also increased opportunities for innovation and broader publication through working with 
cross-national teams on comparative research projects. 

In terms of lessons learned, collaborative calls such as the ORA should build in provision for supporting the linking 
up of projects, e.g. through annual conferences or symposia. This will enable collective processes of learning, both for 
projects and for research funding agencies, as well potentially enabling connections and further collaborations to be 
forged. 

Money Follows Co-operation: International Co-Investigators

Some of the most major social science research questions are international in scope. Since 2007, the Economic and Social 
Research Council (ESRC) has operated an International Co-Investigators (Co-Is) Policy which invites UK Principal 
Investigators (PIs) to include Co-Is from anywhere in the world on proposals to almost all calls (excluding fellowships). 
Under the policy, the ESRC will fund 100% of the eligible, justified costs relating to International Co-Is, up to a 
maximum 30% of the total cost of the grant. Any academic researcher from an established International Research 
Organisation of comparable standing to an RCUK-recognised UK Research Organisation (see http://www.rcuk.ac.uk/
research/Pages/Eligibilityforrcs.aspx) may be included as an International Co-I. The International Co-Is Policy is not a 
separate funding scheme and requires no additional forms or processes; the process for submitting a proposal with an 
International Co-I is exactly the same as for a proposal involving only domestic researchers. It is intended as a simple, 
straightforward and cost-effective mechanism for allowing international researchers to be involved in UK-led projects 
and to recognised academically for their contributions. 

The Macro-Economics of Financial Globalisation is a project led by Professor Alan Sutherland (University of St Andrews), 
with Professor Michael Devereux (University of British Columbia) funded as an International Co-I. The project builds 
on previous collaborative work to develop international macro-models which will improve our understanding of the role 
that international financial markets play in macro-economic events. 
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International Trade Integration: New Methods and New Data is a project led by Dr Dennis Novy (University of Warwick) 
with Dr David Jacks (Simon Fraser University, CA) and Dr Christopher Messiner (University of California Davis, USA) 
as International Co-Is. The project developed methods for detecting trade frictions from observable trade output data, 
and has had impact on the OECD and UN as well as informing the development of UK policy. 

Integrated Histories of the Andaman Islands is a project led by Professor Clare Anderson (University of Leicester) 
with Professor Vishvajit Pandya and Dr Madhumita Mazumda (Dhirubhai Ambani Institute for Information and 
Communication Technology, India). This collaboration exploring the lives and experiences of the people of the Indian 
Andaman Islands, effective by the 2004 tsunami, grew out of an earlier British Academy/AHRC/ESRC South Asia and 
Middle East Scholar Exchange Scheme Fellowship. 

An increasing proportion of applications to the ESRC involve International Co-Is and indications are that those 
proposals are more likely to be successful through the ESRC’s open, non-thematic responsive mode grants scheme. 
Over the period 2008-2011, International Co-Is from 27 different countries have been included on proposals to the 
ESRC. Whilst a significant proportion of International Co-Is have been based at institutions in Europe, the US and 
Canada and Australia, there have also been International Co-Is from Latin America (e.g. Brazil, Mexico and Colombia), 
Africa (e.g. Uganda and Ghana) and Asia (e.g. China, India, Malaysia and Nepal). This demonstrates the bottom-up 
collaborations taking place in the social science research community and the potential for mechanisms such as the 
ESRC’s International Co-Is Policy to have real impact on the capacity of researchers in countries with developing 
research cultures. 

In 2012, due to the success seen by UK social science researchers, the Arts and Humanities Research Council (AHRC) 
adopted the International Co-Is Policy as a pilot for one year. The ESRC would like to see the International Co-Is 
Policy reciprocated by other research funding agencies. Such reciprocation might involve agencies agreeing to open 
their national research funding schemes to collaborative proposals involving researchers from other countries. Where 
reciprocal agreements are reached, there could be potential to increase the 30% funding limit. Partner agencies would 
still have the opportunity to assist in the identification of peer reviewers, and all parties would sign up to effective 
monitoring and periodic exchange of data and information on applications and awards associated with the policy. 

Despite the overwhelming benefits of the International Co-Is Policy, it is not problem free. There can be a negative 
public perception, with people concerned about public money going overseas during times of austerity at home. Many 
organisations have residency rules embedded within their funding rules which can be legal barriers, prohibiting the 
funding of researchers overseas, and different costing regimes with divergence in eligible costs and reimbursement rates. 
Success rates also vary between countries which could result in those agencies with higher success rates being inundated.

These issues are easily overcome by enforcing rules on the agreement. International collaboration enhances excellence 
and improves the efficiency of research with increased scope for impact, and on that basis the implementation of a 
reciprocal International Co-Is Policy is in the mutual interest and would be to mutual benefit for funders.
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Lead Agency Procedure: DFG-FWF-SNSF Agreement

Since 2008, the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) has worked closely with the German Research Foundation (DFG) and 
Swiss National Science Foundation (SNSF) as part of the D-A-CH agreement. D-A-CH is a Lead Agency Procedure 
for cross-border individual projects. It is thematically open and allows for bilateral or trilateral proposals, constituting a 
major simplification of applying for transnational research projects. Core to the process is the opportunity for researchers 
from Austria, Germany and Switzerland to apply to the funding agency of the country where the project is focused for 
a joint research project with partners from both/either of the other two countries. This funding organisation performs 
as “Lead Agency” by the assessment according to national procedures and makes a funding decision. By agreeing to 
the Lead Agency Procedure, each of the funding agencies is buying-in to the review and decision process of the other 
two. Proposals are therefore subject to a single review and decision process, rather than three separate processes. This 
eliminates the possibility of double jeopardy. Since Lead Agency is effectively a co-funding agreement, there is no 
reciprocity issue and money stays in the respective countries. 

Lead Agency can demand higher administrative effort than unilateral calls, and decisions can take longer. Divergence in 
national rules and differences in national review processes can be challenging, The process of Lead Agency is one of trial 
and improvement, with any issues easily overcome with the openness and transparency of the funding agencies involved. 
The result can be excellent science, new and innovative research collaborations, enhanced trust between research funding 
agencies and greater opportunities for future co-operation.

It is clear that NORFACE partners are already engaged in many mechanisms which are in the spirit of Money follows 
Co-operation. That being said, there are opportunities for expanding and extending these mechanisms to achieve greater 
reach and breadth of coverage. 
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Joint Programming Initiatives

Research efforts are essential to addressing major societal challenges we face in Europe. Some challenges require greater 
effort than national research programmes are able to deliver in order for them to be tackled effectively. Joint Programming 
is a strategic process, launched by the European Commission, which aims to pool national research efforts in key strategic 
areas in order to make better use of Europe’s R&D resources in a structured and coordinated way. Member States voluntarily 
agree on common visions and Strategic Research Agendas (SRA) to address major societal challenges in a partnership 
approach, and commit to working together to implement them through Joint Programming Initiatives (JPIs). Member 
States and funding agencies may ‘pick and choose’ collaborative projects that meet domestic and shared priorities. The 
emphasis is on bottom-up initiatives. 

To date, ten JPIs have been launched:

 – Alzheimer and other Neurodegenerative Diseases (JPND)
 – Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE)
 – A Healthy Diet for a Healthy Life 
 – Cultural Heritage and Global Change: A New Challenge for Europe
 – Urban Europe – Global Urban Challenges, Joint European Solutions
 – Connecting Climate Knowledge for Europe (Clik’EU)
 – More Years, Better Lives – The Potential and Challenges of Demographic Change
 – Antimicrobial Resistance – the Microbial Challenge – An Emerging Threat to Human Health
 – Water Challenges for a Changing World
 – Healthy and Productive Seas and Oceans

Case Studie: Connecting Climate Change Knowledge for Europe (Clik’EU)

JPI Climate (Clik’EU) is an interdisciplinary initiative which provides a platform where complex climate change objectives 
can be met, aligning national research priorities according to a jointly agreed SRA with the aim of complementing and 
supporting initiatives at a European level (ERA-Nets, H2020 etc.). Clik’EU facilitates the coordination, collaboration 
and exploration of synergies while working against fragmentation and duplication of efforts and aims to respond to 
the needs policy makers as well as the European society at large to confront climate change. Clik’EU is built upon four 
modules:

1. Moving towards Reliable Decadal Climate Predictions
2. Researching Climate Service Development and Deployment
3. Sustainable Transformations of Society in the Face of Climate Change 
4. Improving Tools for Decision-Making under Climate Change 

Its main objective is to provide integrated climate change knowledge and support decision making for societal innovation.
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Case Study: More Years, Better Lives – The Potential and Challenges of Demographic 
Change

The More Years, Better Lives JPI was established to examine the possibilities for and obstacles to the extension of paid 
working lives in Europe. The Initiative reflects public policy concerns that the ageing workforce and decreasing birth 
rates in Europe pose a potential threat to economic capacities, material living standards, and social cohesion. What are 
the possibilities for sustainable health and competitive solutions to present and projected demographic, economic and 
political challenges. Currently, More Years, Better Lives comprises 14 participant and three observer countries. As well 
as coordinating knowledge and resources relating to national research programmes on demographic change More Years, 
Better Lives has also initiated the J-AGE project, a Coordination Action funded by the European Commission through 
FP7 to support and foster the overall management of the JPI, the development of the SRA and its implementation, 
as well as the mapping of relevant national programmes, complementary foresight activity and related knowledge 
exchange and dissemination. Although it’s too early to ascertain the impacts of More Years, Better Lives, it is likely that 
the JPI will result in a sharper definition of the real and imagined problems associated with Europe’s ageing population, 
significant advances in data generation activities and greater standardisation of existing sources across countries, and 
greater cross-border transparency in research and research capacity building. 

JPIs enable the sharing of information between Member States and allow for understanding complex connections between 
national research funding programmes on a variety of societal challenges. They provide platforms for cross-national co-
operation which in turn build mutual trust, leading to the potential for more productive collaborations. JPIs enable the 
pooling of scientific knowledge to look at what’s already been done, and what needs to be examined in the short and longer 
term, and in doing so help funding agencies to avoid duplication of effort. JPIs require research funding agencies and 
researchers alike to overcome insular ways of thinking to take a global view. Researchers must be willing to think in multi-, 
trans- and interdisciplinary ways, working together to achieve common goals despite sometimes different disciplinary 
priorities. This in turn facilitates the development of shared conceptual frameworks, theories, methodologies and research 
strategies. The key to the success of JPIs is mutual trust and co-operation between research funding agencies and between 
researchers.
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Cross-cutting Issues

Humanities in the European Research Area (HERA)

The humanities are crucial to understanding and conceptualising changes in contemporary European society. Humanities 
in the European Research Area (HERA) is a partnership between 21 Humanities research funding agencies across Europe 
and the European Science Foundation (ESF), founded in 2002 by Danish, Dutch and Irish Research Councils originally 
as the European Network of Research Councils in the Humanities. The aim of HERA is to firmly establish the humanities 
in the European Research Area, and in the European Commission Framework Programmes. As well as linking national 
humanities research programmes, HERA has also launched joint research programmes which tackle social, cultural, 
political and ethical developments to generate new knowledge and enable policy-makers, researchers and the public to 
interpret the challenges of a changing world. The primary aim of HERA is to enhance the contribution of the humanities 
to the European Research Area as well as ongoing debates on their relevance to the wider European society. 

HERA has coordinated two joint research programmes. The first in 2009 focused on two themes: ‘Cultural Dynamics of 
inheritance and Identity’ and ‘Humanities as a Source of Creativity and Innovation’. The programme was co-funded by 13 
humanities research funders (with additional funds from the European Commission) and resulted in 19 funded projects. 
The second in 2012 was co-funded by 19 funding agencies from 18 countries (with additional funds from the European 
Commission) and focused on ‘Cultural Encounters’. It is expected that funded projects will be announced early in 2013. 

In a knowledge-based society, the humanities are central to output, to the life of the community and to political debate. 
Economic growth is dependent on human resources, learning skills, the ability to communicate, cultural understanding 
and creative development. These are all directly linked to research in the humanities. The humanities are a corner-stone of 
the knowledge economy, and there is a need to both safeguard humanities research and encourage humanities researchers 
to develop dialogue with other disciplines in order to better integrate and ensure that they hold a prominent position in 
discussions about future research priorities (nationally and internationally). Inter-agency co-operation is vital in enabling 
humanities researchers to do this. 

Interdisciplinarity

Interdisciplinarity is one of the key considerations for research funders and researchers alike. First and foremost, there 
are distinctions to be made between inter- and multidisciplinarity. The terms are often used interchangeably. Whilst 
multidisciplinarity is more common, with researchers from different disciplines working together to accomplish different 
areas of an interconnected project, real interdisciplinarity is much rarer and is only achieved by researchers stepping outside 
their disciplinary ‘boundaries’ and undertaking work in areas other than their own. There are also distinctions to be made 
between interdisciplinarity within the social sciences and humanities, and between social sciences and humanities and 
other disciplines. 

In order for social science and humanities researchers to optimise their potential for contributing to European research 
funding programmes, international interdisciplinary collaborations must be improved. In the context of proposals for 
Horizon 2020, it’s clear that social science and humanities researchers will be required to engage more vigorously in 
interdisciplinary research. And there are clear benefits to interdisciplinary approaches, with enhanced creativity, generation 
of new and innovative ideas and greater flexibility in research and research careers being some. 
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Many researchers feel trapped in disciplinary silos, created by single-discipline departments, difficulty making connections 
across disciplines, disciplinary funding of research and discipline-driven publication in journals. Improving international 
interdisciplinary collaborations must be a joint effort between and buy-in from researchers and research funders. Research 
funders should employ robust processes of training and support from postgraduate level all the way through the research 
career. For interdisciplinarity to work, it should be a principle from the outset of a research funding programme and should 
carry through to review stage. Interdisciplinary collaborations should be encouraged but not forced, and peer reviewers 
need to be supportive of interdisciplinary research. Open access is vital to encouraging and enabling interdisciplinary 
research, particularly access to cross-national interdisciplinary datasets (such as the European Social Survey) and open 
access to research outputs and publications which would alleviate the challenges of interdisciplinary publication and thus 
enable career progression without the need for disciplinary structures. 

Impact

Research impact can be described as ‘the demonstrable contribution that excellent research makes to society and economy’ 
(Research Councils UK). Research impact encompasses all the diverse ways that research-related skills benefit individuals, 
organisations and nations. In times of austerity, the ability to demonstrate the real-world contributions made by social 
science and humanities research is of paramount importance. It is no longer sufficient for activities and outputs to be 
the focus of research. Researchers must be able and willing to evidence the impact their research has had. The ESRC 
has demanded such capability of its funded researchers for many years, and defines two types of impact: Academic and 
Economic and societal. Academic impact is the contribution that excellent research makes to scientific advances, while 
economic and societal impact is the contribution that excellent research makes to society and the economy, which can 
be of benefit to individuals, organisations and nations. The ESRC has also defined three categories for research impact: 
Instrumental, Conceptual and Capacity Building. Instrumental impact influences development of policy and practice, 
shaping legislation and altering behaviour. Conceptual impact involves contributing to the understanding of policy issues 
and the framing and/or reframing of debates. Capacity building impact may be through technical and/or personal skill 
development. 

Research funders can better equip researchers by embedding impact as a core element of research funding programmes and 
calls. By calling on researchers to identify their stakeholders, how they will benefit from the proposed research and how 
they will ensure their stakeholders will have the opportunity to benefit, they will be required to think about impact from 
the outset and it will become a critical success factor for their research. Of course, proper training and communication 
is required in order to ensure that researchers are well-equipped, and this responsibility should be held both by research 
funders and research organisations, which should be keen to improve the relevance of their research. 
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International Co-operation

There is already a great tradition of international co-operation between NORFACE partners and countries outside Europe. 
Indeed, the Social Science and Humanities Research Council (SSHRC) in Canada is an associate partner. Looking 
ahead, many NORFACE partners are engaged with proposals to the final call of the European Commission Seventh 
Framework Programme for an EU-India Platform (SSH.2013.4.3-1) and a Trans-Atlantic Platform (SSH.2013.4.3-2) 
with international partners including the Indian Council for Social Science Research (ICSSR) and the US National Science 
Foundation (NSF). Broadly, the aim of the proposals is to strengthen international co-operation between the EU and 
India, and the EU and the Americas, enhance the networking of existing research programmes and explore opportunities 
for future collaboration. 

NORFACE and International Co-operation 

As we have seen, NORFACE partners, particularly looking at the Bonn Group (ANR, DFG, ESRC and NWO), engage 
readily in international co-operation through various modes: bilateral agreements, the Open Research Area, ERA-Nets and 
a host of individual agreements. 

In 2011, the Bonn Group launched the India-EU Research Networking Programme with the ICSSR. The aim of the call 
was to promote the strengthening of the social sciences within and between the five countries, by providing additional 
funding to allow joint research activities for internationally excellent research in relevant areas. Overall the call was a success, 
resulting in six excellent research network grants. There were lessons to be learned, however, including a strengthened and 
better specified research component, the need for a single point of submission to avoid confusion, and improvement in the 
length of formal approval procedures. 

The Bonn Group has recently entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) with the National Natural Science 
Foundation of China (NSFC). Selection of research themes for possible collaborative activities are being decided through 
a process of negotiation, but two workshops have been agreed and will be held in Shanghai in March 2013 on the Green 
Economy and Ageing Population. From these, one theme will be selected for a joint call to be launched in April 2013. 
Overseeing the call will be a multilateral programme committee comprising representatives from each of the participating 
countries. 

Key note address from Professor Roger Jeffery

Professor Roger Jeffery is one of the UK’s leading social science researchers who specialises in India. He is currently 
Professor of Sociology of South Asia, Dean of International (India) and Director of the India Institute at the University 
of Edinburgh. Since 1972, he has conducted a variety of research projects in India on a number of health related themes, 
funded by the ESRC, the European Commission and UK-IERI. 

Professor Jeffery was recently awarded a grant through the India-EU Research Networking Programme entitled Advances 
in Research on Globally Accessible Medicine (AROGYAM). The project aims to provide opportunities for leading and early 
career social scientists to produce new analyses of key aspects of the common and divergent challenges facing health care 
systems in Europe and India to allow for mutual learning. The project looks at four themes: Non-communicable diseases, 
Communicable diseases, Innovations in Biomedical technology and healthcare delivery and Transcultural health studies. 
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The project incorporates workshops and visiting fellowships to build on existing collaborations with the intention of 
preparing joint proposals to various research programmes, delivering new, multilateral university courses and producing 
joint publications. 

Professor Jeffery reported that challenges arise when dealing with multiple partners. Key to achieving a harmonious 
international collaboration is managing expectations from the outset and understanding what each partner is hoping to 
achieve through the project. There can be limitations to the incentives and support given to researchers by their institutions. 
It is crucial that institutions are supportive of their staff engaging in these types of international co-operation. In terms of 
proposal writing, tacit knowledge about the nuances of preparing a proposal and gaining access to research grants is difficult 
to share. It is often more a case of trial and error and learning by doing, than something which can be taught. That being 
said, knowledge exchange, communication and sharing of best practice are vital to enabling capacity building. 

It is important that opportunities such as the Indian-EU Research Networking Programme continue to be available, since 
they provide not only opportunities for increasing engagement but also allow for the ownership of ideas and academic 
recognition for researchers at all stages of their careers. 

Key note address from Professor Ramesh Dadhich

Professor Ramesh Dadhich is Member Secretary for the ICSSR. He is also a Professor of South Asian Studies at the 
University of Rajasthan and a member of the Governing Councils of many Institutes across India. 

There is a constant undercurrent of struggle between wanting/needing to collaborate internationally and scepticism over 
value for money or ‘getting your money back’. In order to drive forward real research excellence on a global scale, research 
funders and governments must move away from this way of thinking. The preferences and research agendas of funders 
and researchers are not always aligned. There must be greater consultation between researchers and research funders over 
what the priorities are for research in the short, medium and long term. This can be difficult when working internationally, 
since there are the added problems of differing priorities across borders and differing standards of excellence. Excellence is 
culturally defined and is an especially relevant consideration when seeking out collaborations with countries which are still 
in the process of developing their research capacity. India is now seen as a partner of choice for European countries, with 
a well-developed research culture. Of course, there is still far to go, but the focus must now shift to look at where the new 
emerging economies are. Coming back to culturally defined standards of excellence, funding agencies must work together 
to deliver peer review and assessment which is based on excellence and, importantly, the potential for excellence rather than 
on infrastructure. These solutions must be delivered on a global rather than a regional scale. 
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Conclusions

The social science community in Europe is incredibly strong and capacity is ever-growing. Social science has a vital 
contribution to make both in disciplinary and interdisciplinary work. Whilst there is a case to be made for embedding social 
science across the Horizon 2020 Societal Challenges, many areas such as ageing, immigration, poverty and financial markets 
require dedicated research. Merging different disciplinary perspectives in interdisciplinary research is not straightforward 
and there are many considerations, including simplified procedures and evaluation processes. These issues must be given 
the appropriate attention by the European Commission, Member States and research funding agencies alike to ensure that 
inter-agency co-operation can continue and expand as we move forward to Horizon 2020. 

It is clear from this workshop that the NORFACE network is already engaged with and committed to many ‘modes’ 
of inter-agency co-operation. There is a need now to focus on taking a joined-up approach to developing these existing 
mechanisms and devise a ‘common toolkit’, available to be utilised by researchers from any participating country to enable 
active and productive collaborations across borders.

The main conclusion of the workshop was that the increasing internationalisation of major issues and the changing 
geography of research call for an integrated effort across borders and across disciplines. Social sciences have an important 
role to play in this integrated effort and therefore the challenge for funders was to put in place mechanisms to enable social 
scientists to play a leading role in this integrated effort. It was noted that funding organisations had developed a range of 
mechanisms in order to support international collaboration in recent years. There was need for increased co-operation and 
coordination to develop a portfolio of mechanisms across organisations in order to support international collaboration.

It is hoped that the outcomes of the workshop will feed into the Science Europe working group currently revising the ESF/ 
EUROHORCS Vision on a Globally Competitive ERA and their Roadmap for Actions.
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Agenda: Delivering the ERA in the Social Sciences/

Preparing for Horizon 2020

29 October 2012
Radisson Blu Hotel, Edinburgh

This workshop provides delegates with the opportunity to discuss the development of the European Research Area (ERA) 
and Horizon 2020. Panels will examine existing models of co-operation and the ways in which funding organisations 
can work better together to ensure that the social sciences play a fundamental role in the preparation of Horizon 2020 
challenges. 

CHAIR: Adrian Alsop (ESRC)
Panel 1: Professor Stephán Ólafsson (IS)
Panel 2: Mike Bright (UK), Petra Grabner (AT), Pierre-Olivier Pin (FR), Professor Mary Daly (UK)
Panel 3: Professor Sebastian Helgenberger (AT), Professor Peter Nolan (UK) 
Panel 4: Tim Conlon (IE), Professor Peter Taylor-Gooby (UK)
Panel 5: Renée Van Kessel-Hagesteijn or Berry Bonenkamp (NE), Professor Roger Jeffery (UK)

Time Item

09:30 – 09:40 Welcome (Adrian Alsop)

09:40 – 10:10

10:10 – 10:40 

EC Perspectives on the ERA and Horizon 2020 (Domenico Rossetti Di Valdabero)

Science Europe Responses (Amanda Crowfoot/Paul Boyle)

10:40 – 11:10
(30 mins)

Panel 1: Money Follows Researcher
In view of the European Research Area and removing barriers to researcher mobility, it’s 
important that we maximise potential for researchers to transfer their work within Europe. 
The EUROHORCS initiative ‘Money Follows Researcher’ does just that, enabling researchers 
who move countries (within Europe) to take with them the remainder of their research 
grant. This raises certain issues surrounding implementation; as we have learned through 
NORFACE and other pan-European research funding programmes, cultures of research 
funding vary from country-to-country. This, along with practical issues such as taxes, National 
Insurance, pensions and other country-specific contributions, must all be considered. This 
session will examine these implementation issues in detail and offer potential solutions. 

11:10 – 11:30 Break

11:30 – 12:30
(45 mins + 15 mins 
discussion)

Panel 2: Money Follows Co-operation
Money follows co-operation is a principle which enables research funding organisations 
across Europe to maximise opportunities for national researchers to engage in cross-national 
research collaborations. Many individual funding organisations already operate models which 
encourage international co-operation, and this session will examine those models:
Money Follows Co-operation (e.g. ESRC International Co-Investigators Policy)
Lead Agency Procedure (e.g. DFG/FWF/SNSF Lead Agency Agreement)
Virtual Common Pot (e.g. Open Research Area)
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Time Item

12:30 – 13:30 
(45 mins + 15 mins 
discussion)

Panel 3: Joint Programming and Co-Investment
Since 2008, the European Commission has been developing a process for Joint Programming 
which combines a strategic framework, a bottom-up approach and high level commitment 
from Member States to pool national research efforts in order to make better use of R&D 
resources and tackle common challenges. Going forward for H2020, there is an increasing 
expectation that countries will not only align on challenges, but also that they co-invest. This 
raises a number of issues (e.g. will national research priorities be overlooked or set aside in order 
that funds are available to co-invest on pan-European challenges?). This session will examine 
issues such as this, as well as how to identify what we want to achieve from Joint Programmes 
and Co-investments, both as individual nations and collectively. 

13:30 – 14:30 Lunch

14:30 – 15:30
(45 mins + 15 mins 
discussion)

Panel 4: Cross-cutting issues
Over recent years there has been a seed change in the way that research has been funded in 
Europe, from disciplinary silos towards inter- and multi-disciplinary societal challenges with a 
strong emphasis on impact. As we move forward towards Horizon 2020, it is becoming clear 
that there will be even more expectation for interdisciplinary working which will inevitably 
lead to social scientists working at the interface with the physical and/or life sciences. It is 
vital to ensure that social science is not lost or forgotten when faced with this challenge. This 
session will look at examples of successful interdisciplinary working and provide a platform 
for discussing strategies to maintain the prominence of social science.

15:30 – 16:30
(45 mins + 15 mins 
discussion)

Panel 5: International Co-operation
In an increasingly global research arena, it is crucial that we work together to ensure 
that international co-operation is as straightforward as possible both for researchers and 
administratively for funders. This session will set the scene and identify issues for discussion 
at the second day workshop on EU-India Collaborations with a presentation from one of the 
EU-India Research Networking Scheme award holders. 

16:30 – 17:00 Wrap up
Rapporteuring – Mike and Adrian
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Perspectives on 
ERA, SSH and Horizon 2020

• Domenico Rossetti di Valdalbero, PhD
• European Commission, DG RTD*

• Domenico.Rossetti-di-Valdalbero@ec.europa.eu

• * Personally speaking

NORFACE 
Edinburgh, 29 October 2012

EU Research and Innovation

 High-ranked in the EU political agenda 

 ERA and Horizon 2020 at the heart of Europe 2020 Strategy

 € 8 billion for the 2013 FP7 calls 

 R&I: Third EU policy after CAP and Structural funds

 R&I as a major instrument to recover the crisis

Role of R&I (3% GDP target)
 Evolution of GDP (Billion € 2000)

9000

10000

11000

12000

13000

14000

15000

16000

17000

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

20
09

20
10

20
11

20
12

20
13

20
14

20
15

20
16

20
17

20
18

20
19

20
20

20
21

20
22

20
23

20
24

20
25

Forecast before Crise New forecast Counter-cyclical scenario

(1)

(2)

(3)

Source: EC, DG RTD, DEMETER (P. Zagamé et al.)

ERA

European Research Area (ERA)

A unified research area open to the world based on the 
Internal Market, in which researchers, scientific knowledge 
and technology circulate freely and through which the Union 
and its Member States strengthen their scientific and 
technological bases, their competitiveness and their capacity 
to collectively address grand challenges.

27 national research systems are the foundation of ERA: 
Not to be integrated or merged into a single system, 

but to be more open, inter-operable and inter-connected

ERA: a non-legislative approach
Based on:

 Trust: needs to be built by working together (EC, MS, 
research stakeholders)

 Transparency: by opening the systems

Specific clear actions for each actor:
 Explicit targets to be reached

 Tailored commitments (MoU)

 Indicators (measurement of progress)

 Deadlines
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7

Adoption on 17 July 2012 
• Joint press conference Commissioners Geoghegan-Quinn and Kroes on 

both ERA Communication and Communication & Recommendation on 
Scientific Information 

• Followed by signing event with 5 stakeholder organisations (EUA, 
LERU, Science Europe, EARTO, Nordforsk): Joint Statement by all, 4 
MoU and unilateral statement by Science Europe

• See http://ec.europa.eu/research/era
 ERA Communication and Staff Working Documents 
 Joint Statement / MoUs / SE Statement
 Analysis of the response to the ERA Framework public consultation
 Report from the High Level Panel on the Socio-economic Benefits 

of ERA

ERA Priorities
1. More effective national research systems (cf. competitive 

funding and international peer-review) 

2. Optimal transnational co-operation and competition (cf. 
Joint programming and pan-European infrastructures) 

3. Open labour market for researchers (cf. open and merit-
based recruitment, mobility, portability of grants)

4. Gender equality and gender mainstreaming in research (cf. 
career progression of female researchers, HR)

5. Optimal circulation and transfer of knowledge including via 
digital ERA (cf. Open Access)           

ERA next steps

 Political endorsement (Council, EP) 

 Implementation by Member States (MS present ERA 
reforms measures in April 2013)

 Follow-up by stakeholder organisations 

 Development of the ERA Monitoring Mechanism

 2014: full assessment of progress

SSH - 2013 Calls 
and Work Programme

Stock-taking
Evidence-based policies

Forward-looking Funding Schemes
SSH WP 2013

Call fiches and 
Funding schemes

 FP7-SSH-2013-1: € 30 M
CP-L: Collaborative Project (Large-scale) > 4 M€ & < 5 M€

 FP7-SSH-2013-2: € 68 M
CP–SM: Collaborative Project (Small-Medium-scale) < 2.5 M€
CSA: Coordination and Support Action < 1.5 M€

Deadline: 31 January 2013 at 17.00.00

 FP7-ERA-NET-2013-RTD on the future of Welfare State (€ 6 M)
See final Call text
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SSH WP 2013 – Priorities

 Public sector reform – a major priority – 8 topics

 Underpinning innovation for smart growth – 4 topics

 Inclusive growth – 4 topics

 Support for developing the external policies of the EU – 7
topics

SSH WP 2013 – Specific focus

 International cooperation – 3 specific international cooperation 
targeted topics (Caucasus, South and East Mediterranean, 
Millennium Development Goals) + 2 SSH Platforms (Transatlantic 
and with India) to encourage international scientific cooperation

 Humanities – 19 topics with particular humanities input expected

 Gender – 6 topics with an explicit gender dimension

SSH in other FP7 themes in 2013
Cooperation 
Themes

N° of 
topics 
called

N° of SSH 
relevant 
topics

N° of topics 
with strong 

SSH relevance

Share of SSH-
oriented 

topics and M€
Health 37 4 1 13,5%
KBBE    49 6 4 20%
ICT 67 0 4 7%
NMP 32 2 1 9%
Energy    47 4 2 12%
Environment 28 8 8 57%
Transport    51 0 1 2%
Space       15 1 0 6%
Security       54 0 6 11%
Capacities: SiS 10 0 8 80%

Further details: NET4Society

Horizon 2020

EU budget 2014-2020 & Horizon 2020

EU budget
€ 1,025bn

Commission proposals of 29 June 2011 and 30 November 2011

Horizon 2020
€ 80bn

 A single programme bringing together FP7, CIP, EIT

 Coupling research to innovation
 Simplified access for all companies, universities, 

 Focus on three pillars:
 Excellent science
 Industrial leadership
 Societal challenges

Horizon 2020: What’s new?
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Health, demographic change and wellbeing

Food security, sustainable agriculture, marine and maritime research & the 
bio-economy
Secure, clean and efficient energy (+ Euratom)

Smart, green and integrated transport

Climate action, resource efficiency and raw materials

Inclusive, innovative and secure societies

Societal challenges

SSH in Horizon 2020

SSH in Horizon 2020 (Commission)

 Included in the Societal Challenge 'Inclusive, innovative and 
secure societies'

 Integrated in all Societal Challenges
 Supported through the 'Excellent Science' part of H2020 (ERC, 

Marie Curie and Infrastructures)
 The Societal Challenges will bring together different 

technologies, sectors, scientific disciplines, social sciences 
and humanities, and innovation actors to find new solutions

 Humanistic, cultural, artistic and fine arts perspective are 
included within the "Social innovation" framework

SSH in Challenge 6 (Commission)
 Inclusive Societies:

 Promoting smart, sustainable and inclusive growth
 Building resilient and inclusive societies in Europe
 Strengthening Europe's role as global actor
 Closing the research and innovation divide in Europe

 Innovative societies:
 Strengthening the evidence-base and support for the IU and Era
 Exploring new forms of innovation, including social innovation 

and creativity
 Ensuring societal engagement in R&I
 Promoting coherent & effective cooperation with third countries

SSH debate (EP and Council)

 EP and Council:
 Split Challenge 6 with an SSH-driven Challenge and a 7th

Security Challenge
 Include cultural heritage in the SSH Challenge

 Discussion on:
 Mainstreaming SSH in all Horizon 2020 / "SSH horizontal box"
 Keeping or not from Challenge 6 the parts concerning INCO, SiS, 

ERA support, inclusive ICT, CDRP and structural funds interface
 Sustainability and urban issues in Challenge 6

 Ongoing: Parliament and Council negotiations on EU 
budget 2014-20 (including R&I) and Horizon 2020

 Currently: Final calls under FP7 (2013) to bridge the gap 
towards Horizon 2020 

 Mid 2013: Adoption of legislative acts by Parliament and 
Council on Horizon 2020 

 1 January 2014: Horizon 2020 starts & launch of 1st calls

Horizon 2020: Next steps
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Science Europe Response – 
ERA and Horizon 2020 
 
 
NORFACE, Edinburgh, 29 October 2012 

Amanda Crowfoot 
Director, Science Europe 
 

Paul Boyle 
President, Science Europe 
CEO, ESRC 
 
 
 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 25-10-2012 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 3 

Science Europe 

Need for strong voice of scientists within Europe 
Variation across Europe, but also collective interests  
Builds on 

European Heads of Research Councils (EuroHORCS) 
Policy and foresight functions of the European Science 
Foundation (ESF) 

Importance of Brussels location – strategic engagement 
with the European Commission  
Founding Assembly 21 October 2011 

 
 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 4 

Science Europe Membership 

50 member organisations from 25 countries 
Together represent appromimately €30 billion per annum 
Policy organisation – no funding schemes 
Research funding and research performing organisations 
Membership is open to RFOs/RPOs that 

Have a substantial and significant impact on their national 
research system and budget  
Are primarily funded through national public funding 
Have substantial operating independence from their national 
Government 
Are not for profit 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 5 

Members of Science Europe 

Austria  FWF  
Belgium  FWO, FNRS  
Czech Republic  GAČR  
Denmark  DCSR, DFF/DCIR, DG 
Estonia   ETF  
Finland   AKA 
France   ANR, CNRS, CEA, IFREMER, INRA, INRIA, INSERM, IRD  
Germany  DFG, HGF, MPG, WGL 
Hungary  MTA, OTKA 
Iceland   Rannís  
Ireland   HRB, IRC, SFI 
Italy   CNR, INFN 
Latvia   LZP 
Lithuania  LMT 
Luxembourg  FNR 
Netherlands  NWO 
Norway   RCN  
Poland  NCN 
Portugal  FCT 
Slovakia  APVV 
Slovenia  ARSS  
Spain   CSIC  
Sweden   FAS, FORMAS, VR 
Switzerland  SNSF  
United Kingdom  AHRC, BBSRC, EPSRC, ESRC, MRC, NERC, STFC 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 6 

Role and Aims of Science Europe 

 
Providing a strong, single voice for science based in 
Europe 

Promoting the collective interests of European RFOs and 
RPOs 

Supporting collaboration among the member 
organisations 

Promoting co-operation and dialogue between members on 
policy issues and activities 

Surveying the state of science and research in Europe 
Providing foresighting activities and ensuring maximum 
impacts 
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SCIENCE EUROPE I 7 

Role and Aims of Science Europe 

Engaging strategically with the European Commission – 
a policy role 

Collaborator and / or constructive critic 

Strengthening the European Research Area 
Providing expertise and evidence to ERA policy making 

Co-operating with other European organisations (e.g. 
Universities, Learned Societies, European 
Intergovernmental Research Organisations) 

Developing a cohesive and unified approach 

Co-operating with non-European organisations 
To address our common goals 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 8 

Structure and Governance 

General Assembly 
Governing Board 
Six Scientific Committees  

Medical Sciences 
Life Sciences 
Humanities 
Social Sciences 
Physical, Chemical and Mathematical Sciences 
Engineering 

Office in Brussels 
Director 
Policy Affairs team 
Research Affairs team 

 
 
 
 
 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 9 

Working Groups 
Current SE working groups 

Create a ‘European Grant Union’ 
Open Access 
Horizon 2020 

Planned SE working groups 
Open Access to Data 
Research Integrity 
Gender/Diversity 

Current ESF MO Fora 
Research Infrastructures 
Science in Society 
Research Careers 
Evaluation/Indicators of Internationalisation 
Foresight 

 
 
 
 
 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 10 

Science Europe and ERA 

ERA is explicit in the Science Europe mission: 
 

“Science Europe…will strengthen the European Research 
Area through its direct engagement with key partners. In 
doing so it will be informed by direct representation of all 
scientific communities in its reflections on policies, priorities 
and strategies.” 
 
“It works and partners with other entities…to develop a 
coherent and inclusive European Research Area.” 

 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 11 

ERA Partnership 

‘Joint Statement on Working in Partnership in Achieving 
the European Research Area’ 

European Commission 
European Association of Research and Technology Associations 
(EARTO) 
European Universities Association (EUA) 
League of European Research Universities (LERU) 
NordForsk 
Science Europe 

Memoranda of Understanding – other SHOs 
Statement on ERA – SE 
SHOs will work on actions within their remit 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 12 

Joint Statement Signing 
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SCIENCE EUROPE I 13 

Science Europe Vision for ERA 

Evolving, dynamic, flexible and creative  
Not something that can be ‘completed’ 
Built on relationships of trust 
Coherent and inclusive, with all stakeholders playing 
appropriate roles 

National governments 
Research funders  
Universities 
Research institutions 
Private sector 
EU institutions 

SE actions will be set out in revised Roadmap 
 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 14 

Science Europe ERA Roadmap 

EuroHORCs and ESF 2008 ‘Vision on a Globally 
Competitive ERA and Roadmap for Actions’  
Achievements include 

Shared views on Open Access 
Progress on ‘Grant Union’ 
Europen Peer Review Guide 
Contribution to the Global Research Council development 
Recommendations on research careers, skills and mobility 
European Alliance for Research Career Development 
Identification of requirements for research infrastructures 

Roadmap now being revised and taken forward by 
Science Europe 
 

 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 15 

Current Roadmap Actions  

1. Strengthen the relations between science, society 
and the private sector and intensify the dialogue 
between research organisations and political actors 
at the European level 

2. Promote European research careers 
3. Develop scientific foresight and use its results as a 

basis for joint strategy development 
4. Create a European Grant Union 
5. Address peer review of proposals at the European 

level 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 16 

Current Roadmap Actions   

6. Develop common approaches to ex-post evaluation of 
funding schemes and research programmes 

7. Shape collaboration between research performing 
organisations and other research institutions 

8. Develop shared funding and exploitation of medium-
sized research infrastructure 

9. Implement a common policy on Open Access to 
research results and Permanent Access to research 
data 

10.  Connect European research to the world 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 17 

ERA Task Force 

High-level group established September 2012 
Revision to be completed by May 2013 
Aims are: 

To take stock of progress  
To adapt the Roadmap to the new organisational situation 
To acknowledge developments at EU level 
To reflect the Science Europe vision for ERA 
To set new targets 
To establish clear tasks and mandates for the Science Europe 
Working Groups 
To contribute to Science Europe’s communication strategy, 
corporate identity and visibility    

 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 18 

Science Europe and Horizon 2020 

SE statement on H2020  
Excellence as main selection criterion – recognising that this 
means different things in different areas 
Holistic approach to science and innovation 
Simplicity for participants 
Interdisciplinarity, relevance and openness 

SE statement on the EU research budget 
Importance of research and innovation to growth 
Need for a strong budget for Horizon 2020 

SE statement on embedding SSH in Horizon 2020 
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SCIENCE EUROPE I 19 

Science Europe welcomes the Council’s proposal to 
increase the list of societal challenges to seven to include: 
 
Europe in a Changing World – Inclusive, Innovative and 
Reflective Societies 
 
However, it is essential that in the on-going negotiations 
this remains part of the programme and retains a sensible 
budget  

Social Science Challenge in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 20 

 
Máire Geoghegan-Quinn, British Academy 2011: 
 
“of course, the Social Sciences and Humanities will … play 
an important part in addressing all of the societal 
challenges to be targeted by Horizon 2020” 
 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 21 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

Global problems require inter-disciplinary approaches 
We learn much from natural scientists about the extent of 
climate change, we require SSH research to help 

Understand and influence people’s behaviours 
Develop viable models of sustainable consumption 
Provide acceptable approaches to carbon tax trading  

However, embedding SSH will not succeed unless a clear 
strategy for achieving it is found 
Commission groups drawing up Work Programmes should 
include SSH colleagues 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 22 

Proposition 1: SSH research and researchers should be 
properly embedded in the decision-making about how the 
societal challenges are developed and implemented 

Commission groups drawing up Work Programmes 
should include SSH colleagues 
The ToR for the Programme Committees that approve 
the Work Programme recommendations should explicitly 
assess cross-cutting research, such as embedding SSH 
Stronger role for expert advisory groups – Science 
Europe Scientific Committees can identify leading 
experts (including SSH) to populate such groups 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 23 

Proposition 1: SSH research and researchers should be 
properly embedded in the decision-making about how the 
societal challenges are developed and implemented 

The SS and H Scientific Committees will consider SSH 
research that is required across all societal challenges 
Each challenge should have a balanced distribution of 
large and smaller interdisciplinary projects, including 
facilitation networks 
Consideration needs to be given as to how inter-
disciplinary proposals are considered at the evaluation 
and decision-making stages – SSH reviewers should be 
included in all review panels 

 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 24 

Proposition 2: A number of ‘SSH cross-cutting themes’ 
should be embedded in all societal challenges: 
Understanding and Influencing Behavioural Change 

Of interest in a number of SSH disciplines 
Recent advances include the recognition that rational 
choice models of behaviour are insufficient, failing to 
accommodate the role of inertia and automatic behaviour 
in people’s decision-making 
Behaviour change not simply an outcome of information 
provision – the ‘deficit’ model (e.g. green labelling), but is 
influenced by ‘normativeness’ and social interaction, 
including ‘reciprocity’ 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 
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SCIENCE EUROPE I 25 

Proposition 2: A number of ‘SSH cross-cutting themes’ 
should be embedded in all societal challenges:               
SSH Approaches to Innovation  

One emphasis on ‘Innovation Ecosystems’ and 
recognition that inappropriateness of regarding the 
journey from scientific discovery to market products as a 
simple linear path 
Human aspects are as challenging as technological 
aspects for innovation 
Include research on how innovation occurs in different 
areas of work, why some innovations succeed and 
others fail, and why some societies are more innovative 
than others – in short, how do we ‘make’ innovation?   

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 26 

Proposition 2: A number of ‘SSH cross-cutting themes’ 
should be embedded in all societal challenges:               
SSH Approaches to Innovation  

Second emphasis on ‘Social Innovation’, extended to 
stress the importance of political and cultural factors 
Examples include the gathering of knowledge through 
Wikipedia, the production of open source software and 
micro-credit financing models, and new forms of 
community organisation 
Understanding how these systems come into place, and 
how ideas are developed, diffused, and shared globally 
is relevant to all the societal challenges  

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 27 

Proposition 3: The budget frame for SSH research must be 
set appropriately 

In order for SSH to fulfill a key role in the proposed 
challenge six and the other challenges, requires that the 
budget frame is set appropriately 
This is important, bearing in mind that success rates for 
SSH research have been consistently low compared to 
other thematic areas in Framework Programme 7 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 28 

Proposition 4: Non-academic partners should be broadly 
defined  

Co-producing knowledge with partners in other sectors is 
vital and much value can come from carefully managed 
knowledge exchange 
Partners include businesses, large and small, but should 
also include social enterprises, civil society 
organisations, NGOs and public sector organisations 
 

Embedding Social Science in H2020 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 29 

European SSH is healthy and should be confident of its 
vital contribution in both disciplinary and inter-disciplinary 
work 
There are numerous SSH topics (ageing, immigration, 
poverty, financial markets, etc) which require dedicated 
research 
Merging different disciplinary perspectives in inter-
disciplinary research is not as simple as it sounds, and 
we need to grapple with peer review and evaluation 
Europe is a ‘natural laboratory’ for much research 
European and international collaboration should be a 
vital part of this work (NORFACE, ORA etc) 

SSH in Horizon 2020 – Conclusion 

SCIENCE EUROPE I 30 

Further Information 

www.scienceeurope.org 
 
Science Europe 
c/o FWO  
Rue d’Egmont/Egmontstraat 5 
1000 Brussels 
Belgium 
 
office@scienceeurope.org 
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Money follows Researcher
NORFORCE Workshop, Edinburgh, 29 October 2012

Elisabeth Mitter

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Contents

1. Introduction and Rationale
2. Application Process at SNSF
3. Statistics
4. Aspects for Consideration

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Introduction and Rationale

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Introduction and Rationale

•MFR: allow researchers moving to another country to 
take with them the remainder of their SNSF-grant(s), 
open to all countries 

•2003: MFR-Agreement by D-A-CH-countries

•2004: MFR-Letter of Intent by EUROHORCs: 27 
organisations in 18 countries (incl. research performing 
organisations)

•Science Europe Grant Union Working Group: report from 
February 2012

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Introduction and Rationale

Rationale

•Secure completion of research projects, money not 
wasted

•Make start at new host institution / in new country 
easier for scientists

•Unbureaucratic way to support mobility and research 
careers

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Application Process at SNSF
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SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Application Process at SNSF

•MFR open to project grants and some individual grants

•Grant agreement with PI, money transferred to host 
institution

•Letter to SNSF with details on when, where + a plan how 
to finalise project

•Scientific and financial interim reports

•Evaluated by SNSF

•Decision letter to grantee; grant agreement between 
SNSF and PI is not changed

•Usual scientific and financial reporting

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Application Process at SNSF

•PI and team members work contracts with new host 
institutions

•Taxes, social security contributions to be paid in new 
country

Conditions:
•Project feasible at new host institution (infrastructure, 
work contracts, etc.)

•No budget increase because of move

•No overhead costs paid for research institutions outside 
of Switzerland

•No legal claim to MFR

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Application Process at SNSF

Special Cases:
•Only PI moves, team stays in Switzerland (no actual 
money transfer)

•Not PI, but co-applicant moves; PI from international 
programme moves: case-by-case decisions

•Project approved but not yet started:

• Funding for only one year

• D-A-CH-countries: Lead Agency-agreement kicks in

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Statistics

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Statistics

SNSF:
2008: 17 projects, 1.95 mio Euro

2009: 18 projects, 1,77 mio Euro

2010: 16 projects, 1.87 mio Euro

2011: 15 projects, 1.82 mio Euro

2012 (until Sep): 10 projects, 1.04 mio Euro

Since 2003: 10.27 mio Euros transferred abroad

Main target countries: Germany, UK, USA, France, 
Austria

19% of projects transferred are from Social Sciences and 
Humanities

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Statistics

Report Science Europe Grant Union WG:
Concrete numbers only from 6 SE Member Org:

2009: 51 projects, 2.99 mio Euro

2010: 85 projects, 4.87 mio Euro

2011 (until Oct): 90 projects, 4.67 mio Euro

•Some organisations only transfer money to those 
countries which have signed the MFR-agreement

•Main target countries quoted: UK, Germany, France
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SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Aspects for Consideration

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Aspects for Consideration

• Political issue: Tax-payers‘ money leaving the country 
• Reciprocity principle / what about countries that only 

have RPOs?
• Legal / administrative restrictions in some countries
• Potential brain drain
• Differing cost structures and salary levels
• Probably more elaborate negotiations needed when 

agreement with institutions rather than natural 
persons

• Different roles of RPOs and RFOs

SNSF Research creates knowledge.

Thank you for your attention!

www.snsf.ch
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Nordic Experience 
and the ERA-NET Goals

Stefán Ólafsson
University of  Iceland

Presentation at Norface Workshop
Edinburgh 29-30. October 2012

Contents

• Context

• ERA-Net goals

• NordForsk

• Nordic Centre of Excellence Program on 
Welfare Research

• Operations

• Outcomes

Context

• Reinforced ERA Goals towards 2014

• Part of EU 2020 strategy and Innovation Union 

• Horizon 2020

• Stronger research and innovation through more 
cooperation, coordination and cross-boarder 
activities

• Seeking: Efficiency, quality and impact gains and 
new opportunities

• More simple rules and procedures for users

ERA Priorities

I. More effective national research systems

II. Optimal transnational co-operation and 
competition

III. An open labour market for researchers

IV. Gender equality and gender mainstreaming in 
research

V. Optimal circulation, access to and transfer of 
knowledge

Money-Follows-Researcher and 
NordForsk Experience

• NordForsk is and organization under the Nordic 
Council of  Ministers

• Provides funding for Nordic research cooperation

• Money comes from Nordic governments

• Analysis, advices and provides input on research 
policy

• Similar goals as ERA net

NordForsk Goals

• NordForsk’s overall goal is to strengthen research in the Nordic 
region, and thereby to contribute to the establishment of  a 
globally competitive European Research Area (ERA).

• 1.1 creating forums for broad debate and dialogue on Nordic 
research and research policy;

• 1.2 developing processes that will aid the national research-
financing bodies and the Nordic Council of  Ministers to 
develop common research strategies and priorities; 

• 1.3 increasing the visibility of  joint Nordic research programs, 
their activities and their results; 

• 1.4 influencing the development of  European research policy.
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Reassessing the Nordic Welfare 
Model – Project example

• NordForsk : Nordic Centre of  Excellence Program 
on Welfare Research
• Historical development of  welfare state

• Reassessing the Nordic Welfare Model

• Teams from 5 Nordic countries (30+ individuals)

• Virtual research center of  joint objectives – Leader in 
NOVA Research Institute, Oslo

• 5 year project; Size: up to 1 Million Euros per year

Reassessing the NWM

Operation

• Anyone can apply to NordForsk – Quality/credentials rule

• Need to have representatives from at least 3 countries

• Peer review; International scientific advisory board

• Leader and steering group

• 10 Research strands – each one under a leadership

• Workshops to organize and carry out the work

• Books; special issues of  journals; articles in journals etc

• Conferences; PhD. Courses; Cooperation with NordWel

Operation continued

• Money could be spent in any of  the countries

• NOVA had to accept

• Money for networking; workshops; conferences; cost of  
research (some for data acquisition); cost of  publications

• Cost of  staying in another country while working with a 
collaborator – writing up chapters or working on a book

• Grant holder from NordForsk can work in any of  the 
Nordic countries

• New people came on board after project started

Operation drawbacks
• Too much money on networking

• Too little money on research assistants

• Too little on creating new data

• Still being a member of  REASSESS helped getting local 
grants, including for research assistants

• NordForsk surveyed the progress of  the work and 
showed great interest

• Closing conference last month in Oslo – publications are 
still in the pipeline

• Some cooperation continues – in other groupings

Book examples
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Problems with M-F-R

• Taking grant to a new host institution in another 
country > Question of  flexibility? Less of  a problem 
when international cooperation is involved from 
beginning – like in NordForsk projects

• Taxes and social security contributions/rights a 
problem?
• Mainly when moving between countries at different 

income level
• A question of  flexibility?

• Is there a risk of  emergence of  “Research tax havens”?

ERA Goals: Deeper, wider and more 
efficient partnerships

- How NordForsk achieves them -

• Strategically align different sources of  national and 
other funds

• Defining common priorities and joint research 
agendas – synchronic calls; remove legal barriers

• Making national funding rules more compatible

• Common funding principles and simpler rules for 
researchers

• NordForsk: One model of  cross-border cooperation

Thank you!



Report on Inter-agency Co-operation 1.2 | NORFACE

45

International Co-Investigators Content

▶ Strategic Context
▶ The policy
▶ How it works
▶ Some Case Studies
▶ Some Data
▶ Reciprocation
▶ Issues
▶ But

Context

▶ Major global challenges are fundamentally human in 
nature.

▶ They transcend national borders – require global 
research effort.

▶ Calls for an integrated approach across disciplinary 
and national boundaries.

▶ A reinforced European Research Area for Excellence 
and Growth

▶ Increasing importance of high growth countries. 
▶ Opportunity?

ESRC International Strategy
▶ Enable the best researchers to work together regardless of 

international borders by identifying and removing barriers and 
by increasing research capacity.

▶ Encourage UK social scientists to engage with international 
funding opportunities.

▶ Embed international perspectives in all ESRC major research 
priorities and activities from and an early stage.

▶ Equip researchers with the necessary skills, methods, data and 
resources needed to collaborate internationally or undertake 
international comparative work.

▶ Engage and work with international agencies, other national 
agencies, our RCUK and other UK partners where this can 
bring benefits to the UK social science community.

▶ Evaluate and benchmark the quality of UK social science 
internationally.

Embedding International ESRC International Co-I Policy
▶ ESRC encourages active collaboration between UK 

researchers and researchers in other countries in pursuing 
mutual interests

▶ ESRC has allowed inclusion of international co-investigators in 
ESRC proposals of research grants schemes (both responsive 
and directive) since 2007

▶ Eligibility – any academic researcher from an established 
International Research Organisation of comparable standing to 
an ESRC recognised UK Research Organisations

▶ The ESRC will fund 100 per cent of justified costs, however 
the costs associated with an International Co-Investigator’s 
contribution to a project must not exceed 30 per cent of the 
overall cost of the grant (at 100 per cent fEC). 



NORFACE | Report on Inter-agency Co-operation 1.2

46

ESRC International Co-I Policy
▶ Not a separate funding scheme: it requires no additional forms 

or review processes. 
▶ Intended to be a simple and straightforward mechanism which 

allows researchers from any country to be included on almost 
any ESRC proposal with a UK Principal Investigator (PI). 

▶ No direct involvement from any overseas research funding 
agencies, or separate international decision making process. 

▶ Allows international researchers to be recognised 
academically for their contribution to the work conducted and 
‘ownership of ideas’.

▶ Policy is in alignment with the principles of ‘Money Follows 
Co-operation Line’

How it works

▶ UK PI and institution leads on preparing and 
submitting the application in normal way.

▶ International Co-Investigator named on proposal.
▶ Proposals are assessed as per normal ESRC process 

with decisions made on the basis of external peer 
review. 

▶ All successful grants will be made to UK PI institution 
as per normal ESRC processes.

▶ Grant includes costs for International Co-I.
▶ UK PI institution distribute funds to Co-Investigators.

The Macro-Economics of Financial Globalisation 
Professor Alan Sutherland, Uni of St Andrews
Professor Michael Devereux, Uni of British Columbia

▶ Major developments have highlighted the important role that 
international financial markets play in macro-economic events.

▶ Until recently the study of these developments was hampered 
by the lack of appropriate models and methodologies to 
capture complex financial interaction between countries.

▶ Sutherland/ Devereux have recently developed new 
methodology to analyse more realistic asset market structures 
and to understand the interaction between macro-economics 
and financial factors.

▶ Project builds on this work to develop international macro 
models that can replicate key macro-finance facts and at the 
same time are suitable for policy analysis.

International Trade Integration: New Methods 
and New Data
Dr Dennis Novy, University of Warwick
Dr David Jacks, Simon Fraser University
Dr Christopher Messiner, University of California Davis

▶ Project developed a method for detecting trade frictions from 
observable trade output data, based on multiple-country 
generable models of trade.

▶ Findings of the study have been methodologically adopted by 
the OECD to examine trade barriers in the international 
trade services.

▶ UN has also used methodology.
▶ Researchers provided input into UK Government Trade Policy 

White Paper consultation. 

Rural Territorial Dynamics in Northeast Brazil
Julia Quan, University of Greenwich
Alicia  Ruiz Olalde, Universidade Federal do Reconcavo, Brazil

▶ Linked to Latin America programme on Rural Territorial 
Dynamics.

▶ Sought to explain improvements in prosperity and social 
equality in the agricultural area of the Jiquiriçá valley in 
Brazil, and assess the implications for policy.

▶ Made a strong contribution to the wider Latin America 
programme and generated lessons for Brazil’s Territorial 
Development policies for more inclusive and sustainable rural 
development.

▶ Engaged directly with the local rural unions, the collegiate 
territorial planning body, municipal 
governments, environmental NGOs and Higher Education 
colleges in the area, and municipal mayors.

Integrated Histories of the Andaman 
Islands
Professor Clare Anderson, University of Leicester
Professor Vishvajit Pandya, India
Dr Madhumita Mazumda, India

▶ Andaman Islands are a relatively marginalised part of India that 
came to world’s attention following the 2004 Tsunami

▶ Project brings together researchers to conduct a new series of 
historical studies on the lives and experiences of the islanders.

▶ Collaborative project emerged from an earlier British 
Academy/ AHRC/ ESRC South Asia and Middle East Scholar 
Exchange Scheme Fellowship Award.



Report on Inter-agency Co-operation 1.2 | NORFACE

47

Some data (responsive mode)

▶ 65 applications with International Co-
Investigators, from 27 different countries.

▶ Increasing proportion of applications have 
International Co-Investigators now 3% of 
applications.

▶ 26 awards with International Co-Investigators, from 
16 different countries.  Around 6% of awards.

▶ Success rate higher than scheme average (16%) :
– 2010 23%
– 2011 31%

Geography Applications
Australia, 9

Austria*, 1

Bangladesh, 1

Belgium*, 2

Brazil, 4

Canada, 8

China, 3

Columbia, 4

Denmark*, 2

France*, 1

Germany*, 5

Ghana, 1Hong 
Kong, 1

India, 2

Malaysia, 2Malta*, 1

Mexico, 2Moldova*, 2

Napal, 1

Netherlands*, 3

New Zealand, 1

Norway*, 2

South Africa, 5

Sweden*, 1

Switzerland*, 1

Uganda, 3

US, 18

Geography Awards
Australia, 2

Austria*, 0

Bangladesh, 0

Belgium*, 2

Brazil, 2

Canada, 5

China, 1

Columbia, 1

Denmark*, 1

France*, 1Germany*, 2
Ghana, 1

Hong Kong, 1

India, 1

Malaysia, 0

Malta*, 0

Mexico, 1

Moldova*, 0

Napal, 0
Netherlands*, 0New Zealand, 0

Norway*, 1

South Africa, 1
Sweden*, 0

Switzerland*, 0

Uganda, 0

US, 8

Some other facts and figures

▶ £8m of responsive grants with International Co-
Investigators.

▶ Costs association with International Co-Investigators 
on these grants is less than 10% .

▶ Costs going to International Co-Investigators account 
for less than 1% of our research grants budget. 

▶ Leverage effect?

Reciprocation

▶ Agencies agree to reciprocally open their national 
research project funding schemes to collaborative 
proposals involving researchers from other countries.

▶ Where a reciprocal agreement is in place could 
consider increasing 30% limit.

▶ Partner agencies may still assist each other in 
identification of peer reviewers.

▶ Monitoring and periodic exchange of data and 
information on applications and awards using the 
policy.

Why do it?

▶ Major questions are international in scope
▶ Gives statues to international collaborators –

therefore attracts best collaborators
▶ Enhances quality
▶ Enables bottom up collaboration
▶ Strengthens international portfolio
▶ Once set up simple and cost effective – no need to 

put in place joint mechanisms
▶ Avoids double jeopardy
▶ Agencies retain control over their own budgets.
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Issues

▶ Negative public perception 
▶ Residency rules
▶ Legal barriers
▶ Differential success rates and applicant behaviour
▶ Different costing regimes

– Payment of salaries
– Full Economic Costing

But
▶ International collaboration enhances excellence.
▶ Improves efficiency of research, increased impact – is 

this not better for tax payer?
▶ The % of money going overseas is not huge.
▶ Rules and legal barriers can be overcome or changed.
▶ Limits on the % of funds going to International Co-

Investigator can moderate behaviour
▶ If eligible for salary from national agency then salary 

for International Co-Investigator can be claimed.
▶ Could agree a flat rate for indirect costs for 

International Co-Investigators.

Thank you

michael.bright@esrc.ac.uk
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WE STRENGTHEN SCIENCE
AND THE HUMANITIES

IN AUSTRIA.

Austrian Science Fund (FWF)
Lead Agency Procedure and FWF

Edinburgh, Norface II Workshop
29 October 2012

2

International Cooperation and FWF funding I

 International cooperation not only within international programmes, 
but in all FWF funding programmes
− More than 50% of all ongoing projects funded by FWF in 

cooperation with partners from other countries
 International cooperation partners

− 25% from Germany
− 18% USA
− 8% GB, 7% France, 5% Switzerland and Italy
− 8% Eastern Europe, 4% Asia

3

International Cooperation and FWF funding II

 FWF engages actively in the international context (Science Europe) 
and targets at internationalisation of Austrian science and 
humanities (small country, not among the top performers)

 2010 share of international cooperation projects: 15,9 M€
 2011 consolidation: 15,2 M€ (13%)
 7,6 M€ in 2011 for bilateral projects in LAP – mostly within D-A-CH 

agreement, but (meanwhile) also agreements with ESRC, France 
(ANR), Slovenia (ARRS), Luxemburg (FNR), Korea (NRF), Hungary 
(OTKA)

 other: bilateral projects without LAP (e.g. calls with Japan, Taiwan, 
China, Russia, Argentina), ESF EUROCORES, ERA Nets etc. 

4

FWF
FNR

DFG

ARRSSNSF

ESRC

FWO

STW

ANR

NWO

RCUKFAPESP/
Brazil

NRF/
S-Korea

SFI, HRB
NIH,NSF/

USA

NSF/USA

FWF

FNR

DFG

ARRS

SNSF

ESRC

FWO

STW

ANR

NWO
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MfR and MfCL

 “Money follows” 
− Reciprocity is an issue 
− Weak countries are more likely to seek cooperation with strong 

ones than vice versa
− Poorer countries pay less and need less (different salary levels, 

overheads etc.)
− Works for countries which are at eye level with each other
− Preferred by large and / or scientifically strong countries
− Simple for applicants and for RFO

7

LAP

 “Money stays” 

− Reciprocity is not an issue
− Works also in asymmetric situations
− Simple for applicants but more complex for RFOs
− Preconditions: trust between RFOs, similar peer review 

standards (enough if one partner trusts the other)

8

Main features of LAP

 Single application and reviewing of transnational proposals
 Lead Agency processes proposals according to standard national 

procedures
 Partner RFO can suggest suitable reviewers
 Distributed national financing (no money crosses borders)

9

Main features of D-A-CH LAP
 Thematically open 
 Bi- or trilateral projects (stand-alone projects)
 Limitations to big projects with longer duration
 Lead Agency: where the biggest share of the budget (applied for) is
 Portability of grants: since 2002, within D-A-CH, grants can be 

transferred from one of the partner countries to another (MfR
component) – project must already be ongoing, PI has to seek 
approval of RFO in charge, new institution must agree to provide for 
working conditions, funds flow across borders

 Projects that have not yet begun: initially funding for one year by the 
RFO that had approved of the project (no interruption, time to apply)

 Now replaced by enlarged use of LA principle: projects that have not 
yet begun will be financed by RFO of the new host country 
(according to own funding regulations – mutual trust in review 
process and funding decision)

10

LAP with other funding organisations
 ESRC: thematically open, ESRC always LA, application any time
 ANR: thematically open, ANR LA, annual call
 FNR (Lux): LA not based on budget applied for, but on share of 

person months (FNR has full cost model and would always be LA 
otherwise); FWF = LA: projects can be applied for any time; FNR: 
two-step-procedure with deadlines (thematic calls, 2013 also open 
call), FWF only active in second step

 ARRS (Slo): thematically open; LA depends on budget applied for, 
ARRS = LA: annual call; FWF = LA: application any time

 NRF (S-Korea): thematically open; LA depends on budget applied 
for, annual call

 New: OTKA (Hungary): thematically open; LA depends on budget 
applied for; OTKA = LA: biannual call; FWF = LA: application any 
time

11

Challenges and lessons learned

 Higher administrative effort
 Decisions take longer
 Differences in the national rules: e.g. English as language for 

applications, importance of applied science, importance for national 
scientific landscape (research priorities), international/national 
reviews etc.

 Differences in the significance of reviews in the process – decision 
making procedures vary

 Personal contacts to colleagues in other RFOs very helpful – takes 
time to establish

 Openness = precondition, trust = result
 Processes of trial and error – trial and improvement

12
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Département Sciences humaines et sociales
Social Sciences and Humanities Department

SSH Department

Agence nationale de la recherche/

French research foundation

 ANR, a research funding agency created in 2005 
to fund excellent research based on competitive
processes

 Increase the flexibility of the French system

 Increase compatibility with international 
counterparts (DFG and NSF main models)

 Regulatory constraints :
 Our sole mandate is to fund research projects (cannot 

fund networks for example). Some money (very little) 
has been granted  from 2008 on to fund prospective 
activities, become members of ESF, etc.

 No legal capacity to fund foreign teams

 Subsequently no legal capacity to join common pots
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Disadvantages:

 When a country runs out of money, the list must 
be stopped to fulfill the principle of excellence-
based selection

 Success rates can therefore be quite low for some 
countries that could have paid for more projects

 Ideally requires some symmetry in funding 
capacities and success rate of teams 

Why not change ?

 Divergence across systems
o FEC vs direct costs : in detail we do not cover the same

expenses + various overheads + various levels of costs
for the same expenses

o The Norface example

 Higher administrative efficiency when dealing
with matching administration practices

 Advantage of virtual common : adresses both
these major impediments

+ no strategic games for a positive funding balance, easier
negociations

What we can do :

- co-funding agreements (whether bilateral or
multilateral)

- We can allow subcontracting (and are working to
formalize it more)

- Have been working on an agreement with the
French AIRD
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NORFACE, Edinburgh October 2012
Joint Programming and Co-Investment

Some comments
Hege Torp, Research Council of Norway 

Joint Programming and Co-Investment

Benefits
 Economies of scale
 More innovative ideas 
 More talent (and talents) to draw on
 Joint investments in collective goods:
 Research, researcher training & infrastructure

Barriers 
 Country differences in research priorities 
 Economic barriers - shortage of funding
 Political barriers - asymmetric influence
 Juridical barriers - national legislation
 Administrative barriers - transaction costs 

How to build down the barriers and make 
progress? 

The organisations involved in joint programming need

 a clear strategy on international cooperation
 support & commitment to the strategy – at home
 capacity & competence to cooperate
 time to coordinate and cooperate 
 trust in others, patience and tolerance

 to be in the position to make decisions

RCN takes part in many European joint 
initiatives 

 ERA-NETS – 33 (?) programmes
 JPI – all 10 programmes 
 JTI – 5 programmes 
 ESFRI – 12 projects 

Incl.  CESSDA, ESS, and CLARIN

Developing national support for JPIs

 Involve research community, business sector, 
public bodies and other stakeholders at an early 
stage

 Advice to Government and Ministries, based on
 dialog with stakeholders
 experiences on running programmes and on 

international cooperation
 Match funding Ministries and National Research 

Programmes to the JPIs 
 to create responsibility & ownership

RCN working on JPIs
Funding 
 dependent on political and financial support from 

Ministries responsible for the areas that the 
programmes are addressing

 cross-cutting areas: RCN will prefer to work along with 
one Ministry as (main) responsible (shared 
responsibility is often no one’s responsibility)

Management: All 10 JPIs are
 supported by one responsible Ministry (but little extra 

funding this far)
 connected to one (or more) relevant, running RCN 

programme(s)
 managed by dedicated senior officers
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More Years, Better Lives: The Potential and 
Challenges of Demographic Change

Professor Peter Nolan
Centre for Sustainable Work and Employment 

Futures
University of Leicester

NORFACE II Workshop, Edinburgh, 29 
October 2012-10-28 

The Background

• JPI was established to examine the possibilities for and obstacles to 
the extension of paid working lives in Europe.

• The Initiative reflects public policy concerns that the ageing 
workforce and decreasing birth rates in Europe pose a potential 
threat to economic capacities, material living standards, and social 
cohesion. What are the possibilities for sustainable health and 
competitive solutions to present and projected demographic, 
economic and political challenges?

• More Years, Better Lives has 14 participating and 3 observer 
countries.

• Member states and funding agencies may ‘pick and choose’ 
collaborative projects that meet domestic and shared priorities. The 
accent is on ‘bottom-up’ initiatives.

JPI structure and key themes  

• A General Assembly, comprising representatives from Member State 
Research Councils and Ministries, is advised by (i) a Scientific Advisory 
Board and (ii) Societal Advisory Board (other stakeholders, eg., employer 
and employee representatives, NGOs).

• The SAC includes the Chair and Vice-Chair of 5 Working Groups
• Health and Performance
• Social Systems and Welfare
• Work and Productivity
• Education and Learning
• Housing, Urban and Rural Development
• 2010, I was invited to join a group of scientific specialists to examine ‘work 

and productivity’, and contribute to the production of a Strategic Research 
Agenda to guide co-investment and collaborative research between 
participating member states.

Benefits

• There is both convergence and divergent developments in 
European employment systems. 

• Understanding of the complex connections between employment 
patterns, institutions, regulatory systems and welfare arrangements 
is best advanced through comparative study.

• Cross national representation within working groups (Work and 
Productivity Group for example involves experts from Austria, 
Denmark, Finland, Germany, Poland, Turkey, Switzerland, Sweden 
and UK).

• Pooling of scientific knowledge: what’s already been done, and 
what needs to be examined in the short and longer term?

• Secure research scale and scope economies 

Challenges

• Thinking globally (overcoming national 
parochialisms)

• Thinking in new, trans-disciplinary modes (medical 
and social and political  scientists often have 
different priorities and points of departure). What 
chance of reconciliation and innovation?

• Developing shared conceptual frameworks, theories, 
methodologies, and research strategies.

• Avoid lowest common denominator perspectives.

Lessons Learned

• Barriers arising from established academic divisions 
of labour can be breached.

• Mutual trust and cooperation (subordination of 
parochial goals) are prizes worth pursuing. 

• Exposing what is not well understand (eg., the 
changing pattern of age-wage-productivity profiles) is 
the pre-condition for better applied research. Too 
often, strong but un-tested assumptions dominate 
policy choices and debate. 

Impacts

• Too early to say....But I would anticipate:
• A sharper definition of the real and imagined 

problems associated with Europe’s ageing 
population. 

• Significant advances in data generation 
activities and greater standardisation of 
existing sources across countries.

• Greater cross border transparency in research 
and research capacity building.
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Sebastian Helgenberger
Climate Change Centre Austria (CCCA)

sebastian.helgenberger@boku.ac.at

Registration:
www.jpi-climate.eu

www.ccca.ac.at

Official Launch Invitation 
The Joint Programming Initiative
JPI CLIMATE
06.November 2012 in Brussels

NORFACE Network Workshop Panel 3: Joint Programming and Co-Investment

www.era.gv.at

Role of Social Sciences, 
Challenges and 
Opportunities
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International Cooperation 

Renee van Kessel
NWO

NORFACE

Modes

• Bilateral MoUs
• Multilateral – ‘Bonn group’ 

• ORA 
• ‘Plus’ 
• ORA India 
• ORA China 
• Brazil (?), etc.

• ERANETS NORFACE and HERA
– Thematic programmes
– WP Opening up to the world

NORFACE

Bonn Group - India

• Focus on research networks
• 2011-2 call
• 44 applications – 6 grants

Lessons learnt (future rounds)
• Strengthening Research Components
• Need for single point of submission
• Length of formal approval procedures 

NORFACE

Bonn group China

• Partner NSFC
• MoU
• Selection of research themes

– ‘Negotiation’ 
– Two workshops (Green Economy and Ageing 

Population) 2 x 20 experts 
– One theme selected for call text
– Launch: April 2013
– Similar peer review standards 
– Multilateral programme committtee

NORFACE

NORFACE

• Previous programmes: Religion and Migration
• 2013/14: Welfare State Futures
• Selection of themes: ‘bottom up’   process

– WSF: -> 18 -> 3 -> 1 
– Int. Expert team -> call text

• Funding: from common pot to mixed mode
– Can Science Europe make a difference?

• In H2020 no more ERANETs, only Plus ‘bonus’
– Test  for sustainability of the network of councils 

NORFACE

Summary 

Positive
• Building ERA bottom up
• LAPs, MFR and MFC
• 5 years of mutual trust and brand names: sustainability

Issues
• Length of procedures
• Expansion of schemes with other partners
• National priorities vs international cooperation
• Modes of funding
• Interconnectedness of actors (Science Europe  committees, EC, 

Networks) 

NORFACE

--- 000 ---

NORFACE


