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Call information: SSP-5A

1. Specific Programme: ‘Integrating and strengthening the ERA’
2. Activity: Specific activity covering policy-orientated research under ‘Policy support and anticipating scientific and technological needs’
3. Call title: Scientific Support to Policies
4. Call identifier : FP6-2005-SSP-5A

5. Date of publication: 22 December 2005

6. Closure date(s): 22 March 2006 at 17.00 (Brussels local time)

7. Total indicative budget: 
	Instrument

	€ (millions)

	STREP, CA and SSA
	77.0



8.
Areas called and instruments: 

	Areas under priority ‘Sustainable management of Europe’s natural resources’
	Tasks
	Instruments
	Indicative EC contribution

(EUR millions)

	8.1. B.1.1.

Modernisation and sustainability of agriculture and forestry, including their multifunctional role in order to ensure the sustainable development and promotion of rural areas  and

8.1. B.1.2.

Tools and assessment methods for sustainable agriculture and forestry management 
	1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 24, 26
	STREP


	13.2



	
	10, 11, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28, 29
	SSA or CA
	

	
	6, 30
	CA
	

	8.1. B.1.3.

Modernisation and sustainability of fisheries, including aquaculture-based production systems.
	1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 
	STREP
	13.6

	
	7, 12
	CA
	

	
	13
	SSA
	

	8.1. B.1.4.

New and more environment friendly production methods to improve animal health and welfare including research on animal diseases such as foot and mouth disease, swine fever and development of marker vaccines 
	1
	CA
	1.3

	
	2
	STREP
	

	
	3, 4, 5
	SSA
	

	8.1. B.1.5.

Environmental assessment (soil, water, air, noise, including the effects of chemical substances) 
	1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9


	STREP
	6.9

	
	3
	SSA
	

	
	7
	CA
	

	8.1. B.1.6.

Assessment of environmental technologies for support of policy decisions, in particular concerning effective but low-cost technologies in the context of fulfilling environmental legislation 
	1, 3


	STREP
	1.3

	
	2
	CA
	

	Areas under priority ‘Providing health, security and opportunity to the people of Europe'
	Tasks
	Instruments
	Indicative EC contribution

(EUR millions)


	8.1. B.2.1.

Health determinants and the provision of high quality and sustainable health care services and pension systems (in particular in the context of ageing and demographic change) 
	1, 4, 6
	STREP
	7.4 – 7.9

	
	2 ,3, 7
	CA
	

	
	5
	SSA
	

	8.1. B.2.2.

Public health issues, including epidemiology contributing to disease prevention and responses to emerging rare and communicable diseases, allergies, procedures for secure blood and organ donations, non-animal test 
	1, 2, 3,  
	STREP
	5.3 – 5.8

	
	4
	CA
	

	
	5
	SSA
	

	8.1. B.2.3.

The impact of environmental issues on health (including safety at work and methods for risk assessment and the mitigation of risks of natural disasters to people)
	1, 3
	STREP 
	2.5

	
	2
	CA
	

	8.1. B.2.4.

Quality of life issues relating to handicapped/disabled people (including equal access facilities)
	1, 2
	SSA
	0.7 – 0.8

	8.1. B.2.5.

Comparative research of factors underlying migration and refugee flows, including illegal immigration and trafficking in human beings
	1, 2 
	STREP or CA
	1.0 – 1.5



	8.1. B.2.6.

Improved means to anticipate crime trends and causes, and to assess the effectiveness of crime prevention policies; assessment of new challenges related to illicit drug use
	1, 2, 3
	STREP or CA


	1.5 – 2.25

	8.1. B.2.7.

Issues related to civil protection (including biosecurity and protection against risks arising from terrorist attacks), and crisis management
	1
	SSA 
	0.5



	Areas under priority ‘Underpinning the economic potential and cohesion of a larger and more integrated European Union’
	Tasks
	Instruments
	Indicative EC contribution

(EUR millions)



	8.1. B.3.1.

Underpinning European integration, sustainable development, competitiveness and trade policies (including improved means to assess economic development and cohesion)
	CLOSED
	CLOSED
	CLOSED

	8.1. B.3.2.

The development of tools, indicators and operational parameters for assessing sustainable transport and energy systems performance (economic, environmental and social)
	1, 5, 6
	STREP


	9.6



	
	2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10
	SSA
	

	
	9
	CA
	

	8.1. B.3.3.

Global security analysis and validation systems for transport and research relating to accident risks and safety in mobility systems
	1
	SSA
	1.1



	8.1. B.3.4.

Forecasting and developing innovative policies for sustainability in the medium and long term
	1, 3, 4, 5, 6
	STREP
	3.9

	
	2
	SSA
	

	8.1. B.3.5.

Information Society issues (such as management and protection of digital assets, and inclusive access to the information society)
	CLOSED
	CLOSED


	CLOSED



	8.1. B.3.6.

The protection of cultural heritage and associated conservation strategies
	1, 2, 4, 5


	STREP 
	4.0



	
	3
	CA
	

	
	6, 7
	SSA
	

	8.1. B.3.7.

Improved quality, accessibility and dissemination of European statistics
	CLOSED
	CLOSED
	CLOSED


9. Minimum number of participants
:

	Instrument
	Minimum number of participants

	STREP and CA
	3 independent legal entities from 3 different MS or AS, with at least 2 MS or ACC.

	SSA
	1 legal entity from a MS or AS


10. Restriction on participation: None.

11. Consortium agreement: participants in RTD actions resulting from this call are not required to conclude a consortium agreement.

12. Evaluation procedure:

The evaluation shall follow a single stage procedure.

Proposals will not be evaluated anonymously.

13. Evaluation criteria: See Annex B of the work programme for the applicable criteria (including their individual weights and thresholds and the overall threshold) per instrument.

14. Indicative evaluation and contractual timetable:
Evaluation Results: Considering the wide scope of SSP and the need to ensure coherence with thematic priorities of the work programme, evaluations will be carried out at various dates and the results are not expected to become available earlier than July 2006.
Contract signature: it is estimated that the first contracts related to this call will come into force in the final quarter of 2006.
3.4.
Forecasting and developing innovative policies for sustainability in the medium and long term

Policy context

The proposed research will contribute to the EU Strategy for Sustainable Development and the 6th Environment Action Programme and the related Thematic Strategies. 

Research objectives

Research will have the following specific objectives: to further develop indicators and assess linkages between different priorities of the Sustainable Development Strategy, to assess the potential for sustainable consumption, to operationalise the sustainable management of coastal erosion, to use life cycle concepts to waste generation, to assess environmental, economic and social impacts of EU initiatives with developing countries on public procurement and to improve tools for the Impact Assessment of EU regulation.
Fifth call tasks

Task 1 - Assessing interlinkages between different priorities of the Sustainable Development Strategy: Develop methods and indicators for assessing the progress towards Sustainable Development in view of developing ‘best-needed’ indicators that require research work in order to be developed on a regular basis. The research should build on existing work including indicator development by EUROSTAT and other relevant European and international organisations. Tools and methods should be provided which allow the elaboration of forecasts on the basis of available scenarios, and the identification of inter-relationships between selected unsustainable trends in order to explore potential synergies and trade-offs. Potential analytical frameworks to assess interlinkages between trends should be examined, with the aim of comparing the merits of different approaches and making recommendations for their use in monitoring and policy making.  
Task 2
–Assessing the potential of various policy instruments for sustainable consumption practices and greening of the market:   The purpose is to analyse how policy instruments can lead to more sustainable consumption patterns by individuals and households. The scope of the research proposal goes beyond the classic taxation instruments and should include any instrument found to lead to more sustainable consumption patterns. This would include market-based instruments, such as tradable permits, tariffs or public procurement, and regulatory or voluntary instruments, such as, labelling and increased market transparency, voluntary agreements and trade policy. The research will need to identify instruments already in use, examples of best practice and assess the possibility of extending the use of these instruments to other fields not yet covered (different products, different target actors, different countries, etc.). The research project will evaluate the effectiveness of these instruments and the possible barriers for use. A key element will be the identification of mechanisms for the greening of the market and the possible suggestion of new forms of market based and other instruments for the EU.

Task 3 - Operationalise key concepts to improve sustainable management of coastal erosion: Implementation of sound coastal erosion management involves determining issues such as strategic sediment reservoirs and delineating coastal sediment cells which can take advantage of past research results. To make these concepts and objectives applicable across the different European coastal zones and in a context of multi-risk assessment, consistent definitions and methodologies to set thresholds on these issues that are tested on the field are required. The research results should contribute to the Maritime Policy definition and Integrated Coastal Zones Management. 

Task 4 - Use of life-cycle thinking for the overall mapping of the environmental issues of waste generation and management: Develop and validate a global mapping of the main environmental pressures of waste generation. This research needs to take stock of existing research results and be based on scientific knowledge concerning the pressures that waste generation and management exert on the environment. It shall take into account the life-cycle dimension of such pressures. In addition, it shall provide information on how waste generation shall evolve in the future, in particular as a result of the built-up material stock in the European economy. This research should provide insight on the environmental impacts of materials management and the societal benefits associated with prevention and recovery strategies for wastes in general and not be limited to a particular waste.
Task 5 - Assessing environmental, economic and social impacts of EU initiatives with developing countries concerning public procurement and investment in environmental public services. In the context of numerous trade negotiations in which the EU is involved and in trade agreements which have recently been concluded discussion has taken place on the inclusion of commitments relating to public procurement and investment in areas such as environmental public services. The research objective is to have an in-depth analysis of the economic, social and environmental consequences of openness to international competition (transparency clauses or those on national treatment) in key emerging countries in those sectors of the economy where public procurement plays an important role. This question is clearly linked to the sector of environmental public services, where markets are usually managed by local or national public authorities. The area of public sector markets is particularly relevant because of the importance of European companies at global level, especially in the environmental sectors, as well as its impacts on important social questions (e.g. development, poverty and health).

Task 6 - Improvement of tools for evaluation of economic impacts of Lisbon-type reforms, and for impact assessment of EU regulation: Improve and provide the Commission with various existing multi-country, multi-sector economic models, which include the field of energy and environment, for in-house analysis of the economic impact of structural reforms linked to the Lisbon agenda as well as for the impact assessment of EU level regulations. These models should incorporated dynamic aspects; in particular an adequate representation of technological change is indispensable. Several types of models, including CGE (Computable General Equilibrium), sectoral and macro-econometric models are necessary. Specific extensions of the models and databases, such as improving modelling of the labour market, R&D sector, households disaggregation for distributional effects or product market competition, will need to be developed throughout this research to fulfil the Commission's emerging requests. 
4.
Common evaluation criteria for evaluating proposals 

(Annex B)

A number of evaluation criteria are common to all the programmes of the Sixth Framework Programme and are set out in the European Parliament and the Council Regulations on the Rules for Participation (Article 10). These are:

a) “Scientific and technological excellence and the degree of innovation;

b) Ability to carry out the indirect action successfully and to ensure its efficient management, assessed in terms of resources and competences and including the organisational modalities foreseen by the participants;

c) Relevance to the objectives of the specific programme;

d) European added value, critical mass of resources mobilised and contribution to Community policies;

e) Quality of the plan for using and disseminating the knowledge, potential for promoting innovation, and clear plans for the management of intellectual property.”

Furthermore, in applying paragraph (d) above, the following criteria are also to be taken into account:

a) “For networks of excellence, the scope and degree of the effort to achieve integration and the network’s capacity to promote excellence beyond its membership, as well as the prospects of the durable integration of their research capabilities and resources after the end of the period covered by the Community’s financial contribution;

b) For integrated projects, the scale of the ambition of the objectives and the capacity of the resources to make a significant contribution to reinforcing competitiveness or solving societal problems;

c) For integrated initiatives relating to infrastructure, the prospects of the initiative’s continuing long term after the end of the period covered by the Community’s financial contribution.”

As set out in the Rules for Participation, the calls for proposals determine, in accordance with the type of instruments deployed or the objectives of the RTD activity, how the criteria set out above are applied by the Commission. 

The purpose of this annex is to indicate how these criteria shall be applied. In particular, as the Sixth Framework Programme contains a differentiated set of instruments, the way in which each criterion translates into the issues to be examined as the basis for marking proposals will differ. In evaluating against these criteria, the checklists of issues set out in the following pages are intended to be universal for each type of instrument.

Unless otherwise specified in the relevant parts of this work programme, the principal issues set out below (i.e. the main numbered headings) will be given equal weighting in the evaluation. For each principal issue, a minimum score to be achieved is also indicated as well as a minimum overall score for each instrument. Proposals that fail to achieve these minimum threshold scores shall be rejected. Any departures from these threshold scores are indicated in the relevant part of this work programme.

In addition to the basic checklists below and any specific criteria or interpretations of the criteria required for a call, the following issues are also addressed for all proposals at any appropriate moment in the evaluation: 

· Are there gender issues associated with the subject of the proposal? If so, have they been adequately taken into account? 

· Have the applicants identified the potential ethical and/or safety aspects of the proposed research regarding its objectives, the methodology and the possible implications of the results? If so, have they been adequately taken into account in the preparation of the proposal? 


An ethical check will take place for all proposals during the evaluation. A specific ethical review will be implemented following the evaluation for proposals recommended for funding and which deal with specific sensitive issues or whenever recommended following the ethical check during the evaluation. To this end, additional information on ethical aspects may be requested from proposers to allow the specific ethical review to be carried out. (See the section “The ethical review of proposals” below for more details on the criteria to be applied). 

When appropriate, the following additional issues may also be addressed during the evaluation:

· To what extent does the proposal demonstrate a readiness to engage with actors beyond the research community and the public as a whole, to help spread awareness and knowledge and to explore the wider societal implications of the proposed work?

· Have the synergies with education at all levels been clearly set out?

· If third country participation is envisaged in the proposal, is it well justified and the participation well integrated in the activities?

Specific Targeted Research Projects

The following set of issues is intended to be a common basis for the evaluation of proposals for (1) Specific Targeted Research Projects. 

1. Relevance (threshold score 3 out of 5)

· The extent to which the proposed project addresses the objectives of the work programme. 

2. S&T excellence (threshold score 4 out of 5)

The extent to which:

· the project has clearly defined and well focused objectives.

· the objectives represent clear progress beyond the current state-of-the-art.

· the proposed S&T approach is likely to enable the project to achieve its objectives in research and innovation

3. Potential impact (threshold score 3 out of 5)

The extent to which:

· the proposed project is likely to have an impact on reinforcing competitiveness or on solving societal problems.
· the proposal demonstrates a clear added value in carrying out the work at European level and takes account of research activities at national level and under European initiatives (e.g. Eureka).
· exploitation and/or dissemination plans are adequate to ensure optimal use of the project results.
4. Quality of the consortium (threshold score 3 out of 5)

The extent to which:

· the participants collectively constitute a consortium of high quality.
· the participants are well-suited and committed to the tasks assigned to them.

· there is good complementarity between participants.

· the opportunity of involving SMEs has been adequately addressed.

5. Quality of the management (threshold score 3 out of 5)

The extent to which:

· the project management is demonstrably of high quality.
· there is a satisfactory plan for the management of knowledge, of intellectual property and of other innovation-related activities.

6. Mobilisation of resources (threshold score 3 out of 5)

The extent to which:

· the project foresees the resources (personnel, equipment, financial…) necessary for success.

· the resources are convincingly integrated to form a coherent project.

· the overall financial plan for the project is adequate.

Overall threshold score 21 out of 30.

� 	The Director-General responsible for the call may publish it up to one month prior to or after the envisaged date of publication.


� 	Where the envisaged date of publication is either advanced or delayed, the deadline may be adjusted accordingly


� 	STREP = Specific targeted research project; CA = Coordination action; SSA = Specific support action


� 	MS = Member States of the EU; AS (incl. ACC)  = Associated States; ACC = Associated candidate countries.


	Any legal entity established in a Member State or Associated State and which is made up of the requested number of participant may be the sole participant in an indirect action.
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