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Summary
The main objective of the report is to aim at a clear definition of the concept of Common Program,
explain the step by step approach towards common program, propose to identify and define key
conditions for success and what could be the added value.
First the Background on Common Program has been analyzed within the EU systems, instruments such
as ERA-Nets, JPI, EUROCORES and other organizations such as Marine Board, EFARO and ICES.
Secondly, the outcomes of the experience of the ERA-Net MariFish which has the experience of
developing common activities at the regional level or at pan European scale are very relevant. The
collaborationdeveloped through MariFish has set a firm foundation on which further collaboration can
be built in the Seasera project.
The report provides useful information and good practice to future projects and initiatives. A five steps
process to design Common Program is described.
In the last part of the report, the authors, having taken into account the S.W.O.T analyses of the
previous experience, explain the difficulties to build Common Programs in relation with the partnership
composition of all the ERA-Nets.The analyze also shows that it is easier to have efficient collaboration at
the regional level based on the greater interest of the actors involved.
Therefore, in this period of decreasing budget dedicated to science, it is requested to make the most
efficient use of investments in research. Indeed, a reflection should be engaged on how to better join
efforts, human and infrastructure resources to be able to keep pace with these challenges.
So one of the goals of the Seasera project will be to demonstrate the feasibility and effectiveness to
work together though Common Program at regional and Pan-European level.It is obvious that the
cooperation has a cost and different ways of co-founding must be identified.
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Introduction
This document elaborates a general procedure for the adoption and implementation of Common
Programs.
One core aim to be achieved in the Seasera project is to foster synergies, mobilizing non-competitive
funds for research in a more coordinated way through Common Programs at regional and panEuropean level, opening to excellent high level research collaboration. The WP2 in Seasera is in
charge of designing Common Programs. The global objective is to push national programs toward
European collaboration to increase coordination and collaboration between the major Research
Performing Organizations (RPOs).
The main rationale of the report is to propose a clear definition of the concept of Common Program,
to explain what a step by step approach towards Common Program is and to propose to identify and
define key conditions for success and what could be the added value.

1. Background on Common Program
1.1 - EU systems and instruments
The objective of the ERA-Net scheme is to step up the cooperation and coordination of research
activities carried out at national or regional level in the Member States and Associated States
through i.a. the:
• Networking of research activities conducted at national or regional level, and
• Mutual opening of national and regional research programs.
The scheme will contribute to make a reality of the European Research Area by improving the
coherence and coordination across Europe of such research programs. The scheme will also enable
national systems to take on tasks collectively that they would not have been able to tackle
independently.
Both networking and mutual opening of programs require a progressive step by step approach. The
ERA-Net scheme therefore has a long-term perspective that must also allow for the different way
that research is organized in different Member States and Associated States to merge to a
consensual base for common management.
Furthermore, drawing up Common or Joint Program in the ERA-Net scheme is innovative and it can
be considered that it is still at the experimental level.
It is not really possible to exchange good practices, views, processes and results with other ERA-Nets,
as the general case in the ERA-Net scheme is rather to draw the setting up of a joint research agenda,
on which are based joint calls to develop new funding program. In contrast important progress will
be to build a further network, to share information on success factors, with the rare ERA-Nets which
achieved to manage Common Program.
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As few ERA-Nets develop “joint action plan” which will ultimately lead to a new RTD program based
upon cooperation, it could be considered that for these reasons, the EU created the articles 169 (now
185) to enable their development.
An analysis of the Baltic 169 initiative, BONUS,shows that it isdeveloping an ongoing stronger
cooperation. It is important because the partners have achieved to establish a regional strategic
research agenda coupling Common Programs and new projects funded by different calls. In these
cases the Common Programs are co-funded by national contributions and by EU funds.
In EUROCORES scheme, the initiative to increase coordination was a "bottom-up" approach for
proposals to initiate new collaborative research programs dealing with broad and complex topics
which were best addressed through multinational cooperation. Through annual calls for theme
proposals, ESF solicited new ideas from the scientific community with a view to creating large-scale
European Collaborative Research programs in and across all scientific domains. The EUROCORES
scheme aimed at providing an effective and efficient need-driven collaboration mechanism at a
multinational level within Europe, which can be responsive to the emerging priorities of national
funding agencies within the ESF membership. It built on existing national structures and maximized
their value through collaboration while leaving funding 'ownership' with the national agencies. But to
be efficient in the networking, ESF gave a budget of roughly 1M€ by network to support the extra
costs of the international cooperation of the collaborative projects.
EUROMARINE, the network of network of excellence in Marine research, is composed by senior
scientists who do not represent any institution. It could explain why only a few common projects
mainly based on Human Capacity Building are developed when budget-lines are co-funded by the
Commission.
For all the others EU instruments which promote networking like EUREKA or the Technology
Platformsand even the large scale infrastructure (ESFRI),the extra-costs of cooperation are
supported by specific funds.
Within the Joint Programming Initiative concept, the marine one, “Healthy and Productive Oceans
and Seas”, is just starting and has not yet defined its way to implement Common Programs. There is
an absolute need and mainly to work together on the same line closely connected with Seasera
project.
The present experimental approach of building Common Program within the ERA-Net process could
be the first brick of Joint Program. Joint Programming Initiatives offer the opportunity for a more
efficient utilization of scarce resources and for bringing a new dimension to European research by
aligning national programs across participating countries, thereby contributing to the development
of the European Research Area in addressing major societal challenges. By working together around
a common vision and a strategic research agenda, by pooling together limited resources, the
Member States will be able to make significant contributions to research by avoiding duplication,
filling gaps and creating critical mass. This will increase the visibility and impact of the European
research at the international level. The commitment of the Member States is critical for establishing
a long-term large base research endeavour, which in turn will foster innovative, high impact research
in Europe. For example, the main objective of FACCE-JPI (agriculture) is to align national programs
across participating Member/Associated States to address the research questions defined in the
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strategic research agenda and to “share the burden”. To this end, participating Member/Associated
States have shown a great willingness to work together and to advance rapidly. This wish to progress
quickly is demonstrated by the preparation of a pilot joint action expected at the end of 2011 and by
the use of a new JPI-specific instrument known as a FACCE-JPI Knowledge Hub. This first pilot action
will show the way for future, more large-scale calls, but beyond joint calls, the Governing Board is
thinking about other ways to build a common research agenda. A project life cycle is also proposed
that will harmonize methodologies and data analysis and will provide interoperability between
databases. It is important to note that for the pilot action and the project a budget funded by a low
contribution of the Members States is identified to support the extra cost of the cooperation.
In the EU systems and instruments, to increase cooperation and collaboration through Common
Programs or analogues, a budget line is alwaysassociated for the duration of the action.

1.2 - Other organizations
The Marine Board -ESF, established in 1995, is a network of 30 leading European Marine Research
Institutes from 20 European countries. The Marine Board is actively involved in promoting the
marine research agenda at both European and Member State levels and in fostering research
cooperation between its Member Organizations and Member countries. The Marine Board has had
significant input to the European Research Framework Program Agenda and to the recent European
Strategy for Marine and Maritime Research (2008) through strategic position papers and through the
influential Galway, Aberdeen and Oostende Declarations. But the Marine Board has not managed to
build cooperation in implementing collaborative programs.
The European Fisheries Aquaculture Research Organizations (EFARO),established in 2004,is a
network of the directors from 25 research organizations, working in the area of Fisheries,
Aquaculture, Seafood processing and Marine Environment. Its goal is to share the best practices and
knowledge between the research institutes, to achieve some foresight studies and to promote them
to DG Mare and DG research. EFARO also facilitates scientific collaboration between its members in
the European Research Area, connecting its members to elaborate common proposals. But the
network has not managed to build Common Programs even if the members have dedicated budgets
to facilitate the cooperation.
Since 1902, the International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES) coordinates and promotes
marine research on oceanography, the marine environment, the marine ecosystem, and on living
marine resources in the North Atlantic. Members of the ICES community now include all coastal
states bordering the North Atlantic and the Baltic Sea. ICEScooperateswith organizations and
institutes on an international scale. It is a network of more than 1600 scientists from 200 institutes
linked by an intergovernmental agreement between the 20 states (the ICES Convention) to add value
to national research efforts. Scientists are working through ICES to gather information about the
marine ecosystem. Besides filling gaps in existing knowledge, this information is developed into
unbiased, non-political advice. The 20 Members countries that fund and support ICES use advice
from ICES to help them managing the North Atlantic Ocean and adjacent seas. ICES is the prime
source of scientific advice on the marine ecosystem to governments and international regulatory
bodies that manage these ecosystems. Its secretariatmaintains some of the world’s largest databases
on marine fisheries, oceanography, and the marine environment, and its Data Centre is part of a
global network of distributed data centres. ICES coordinates collaborative programs at national
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expenses with success because the programs are mainly governed by advice on fisheries, ecosystems
and environment for its members, for EU commissions, for all the other regional organizations and
for the Oslo, Paris and Helsinki conventions.As all the members states are committed to produce this
advice, they find it more convenient, efficient and scientifically more credible, to participate in the
cooperative works even if the cooperative programs are not funded. In that case the environmental
and fisheries commitment is so strong that it can force the Members states to cooperate. But ICES is
not anEuropean institution. It is involved for example in North America and Russia.
There are strong opportunities for EU instruments to develop Common research Program avoiding
overlapping in relation with the request of the policies.

2. The statement of fact for Common Program in ERA-NET
The proposed definition and processes described in this report result essentially from the experience
the consortium has gained during the course of the ERA-Net MariFish(*), an ERA-Net which has
experienced thedeveloping of common activities at the regional level (Channel or Mediterranean) or
at a pan European scale (discards, ecosystem indicators, climate change impacts on marine
ecosystems).
(*) MariFish was a five year EC funded ERA-NET project with a budget of €3 million, composed of 18 European
partners from fifteen European Union (EU) Member and associated states. It aimed at improving collaboration
between the funders of marine fisheries research by providing opportunities for fisheries managers to work
together in a partnership.

In 2008, the eighteen partners in MariFish noted that they had a collective yearly marine fisheries
research budget of€190m, potentially enabling collaboration to become an important way to avoid
duplication and to gain a better outcome from the investment in of each country
In the second phase of the project [2008-2010], there was an increased focus on how partners would
be able to collaborate by developing shared research projects, to maximize the impact of the
research carried out at national and regional level.MariFish partners discussed the practicalities of
making their existing research programs more collaborative and complementary, they identified
common research themes or regional areas of interest and consequently developed five Common
projects.
All the countries represented in MariFish have put in common, after a detailed inventory of their
projects and on a voluntary basis, the different approaches developed in their national programs by
the most relevant national marine research organizations. In 2008, they signed Memorandum of
Understanding (ex MOU in annex) to set out the practices and procedures for working together and
continuing their collaboration after the end of MariFish.
The collaboration undertaken within the MariFish programs has extended outside the strict focus of
developing Joint research Projects. It has included developing detailed databases on current research
to help identify common priorities and avoid duplication. Agreement has been reached on sharing
data on fishing vessel activity in the Channel and on ground fish surveys in parts of the
Mediterranean. Gear technologists and modellers have been brought together to share their
experiences, in the context of fisheries management’s need for improved science. Future research
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needs and scope for collaboration have been identified through focused workshops, for example on
integrated ecosystem models and indicators for inshore and deep waters.
To illustrate the approach developed in a regional case study on the Mediterranean, different key
stages have been identified: (i) identification of national research priorities by the funding agencies,
(ii) establishment of data base on the on-going research projects by all the actors, (iii) identification
of the very detail project on “Essential Fish Habitat of small pelagic, anchovy and sardine, in the
Mediterranean Sea”. Progress has been made to identify areas in the Mediterranean considered as
essential habitats for anchovy and sardine to predict their temporal (seasonal and inter annual)
variation in relation to environmental parameters. The identification of these areas was achieved by
integrating existing and new knowledge, for example acoustic surveys, satellite environmental data,
advanced statistical analysis, GIS techniques and the presence/absence of each species. Using these
techniques, the Spanish and Greek teams were able to produce first common results for the summer
and winter surveys, 2002-2007, in the Aegean Sea and Spanish Mediterranean waters. Later the
success attracts other teams such as Italian, French and Croatian. Results included models and maps
of critical spawning, juvenile and adult habitats for anchovy and sardine species in all the
Mediterranean Sea with the factor of temporal persistency included. In that case, it has been clearly
demonstrated, that at the regional level, the exchange of data, of good practices and of software for
modelshas been very efficient with several innovative international results published in good journals
and with practical applicable for the fisheries managers.

3. Conditions to design Common Programs in ERANETs
3.1 - Common program is cooperation among national programs already funded.
By cooperation, it is intended a junction of some national programs funded through their national
marine research organizations (Operators – RPOs), in a view of contributing collectively to Common
research Programs.
Thereby research programs carried out at national or regional level should have the following
characteristics:
• be strategically planned, i.e., should be composed of a number of research projects focused on a
defined subject area or set of problems, scheduled to run for a set dedicated period of time and
have a coordinated management;
• be carried out at national or regional level, and
• be already fundedby national or regional public bodies(*)
The major objective is to push these national programs to build collaboration at European level,
based mainly on non-competitive funds to increase coordination and critical masses among the
major Research Performing Organizations (RPO) of the EU.
(*)

in major cases the funders of national programs are:
• Ministries
• Government or regional authorities
• Research Council or agency
• Research Foundation
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The overall aims of Common Program are to foster practical cooperation between Partners on
existing or planned research programs, and to improve the collaboration between scientific
institutions in Europe where appropriate, and to introduce more complementarity among the
national Programs.
The aim behind this challenge is to try to move closer together important areas of research already
funded by partners. By experience it appears that many of the research challenges are common
across Europe. Therefore, working collaboratively will bring added value and benefits.

3.2 - Common program is different than bilateral cooperation
A common Program does not seek to substitute bi- or multi- lateral initiatives or projects, but aims at
harmonizing and clustering existing joint research priorities already developed at the regional and
pan- European level.
The implementation of Common Program requires a minimum of three countries involved.
The most optimal implementation way could be the regional level with the involvement of all the
countries which are sharing the same sea for the same management purposes.
Common Program looks at increasing multinational cooperation and aims at considering regional
focus and/or topical thematic issues. In addition, it can induce structure changes between the
different RPOs, such as sharing and specialization of some tasks, the creation of virtual laboratories
(and later merged into single location), the sharing of different expertise and the achievement of
critical masses.
The regional approach between the Member/Associated States in Common Program is a practical
way to involve non-EU countries. It has been achieved in ARIMNet with the countries of the south of
Mediterranean Sea.

3.3 - Methodology: step by step approach to implement Common Program
Based on the previousexperience, it isproposed to implement Common Program at both regional and
Pan-European levels in a way that ensure that the priorities and interests of all partners are taken
into account. The general guidelines proposed below set out different stages and different levels of
involvement of the various actors.
BuildingCommon Programs is a step by step approach that requires investment from the partners, an
important communication, involving ministries, funding agencies, research operators and experts.
The roles of each actor must be well defined in a participative way.
It is a step by step approach also to translate the strategic research agenda of the ERA-net and also of
the JPI into a list of eligible Common Programs.
3.3.1. Common research theme to develop collaboration
In general, the ERA-Net projects focus mostly on updating inventory and analysis of existing national
and regional science and technology plans and strategic priorities of partners (in general RFOs)at the
pan-European and regional level.
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One part of this exercise may help at informing the development of Common Programs taking into
account the definition of common themes priorities to be addressed at European and regional levels
by the major marine and maritime research components.
Indeed, by comparing the national priorities, the analysis allows to identify common themes
considered necessary to be developed collectively. Then a negotiation phase is necessary to obtain a
consensus on so called “selected topics” for further collaboration.
3.3.2.Inventory of National programs and projects on the selected topic
It is proposed on the selected topic, an inventory and an identification(*)of existing national
programs/projects and the planned programs/projects for the next four years by the national
research performing organizations.A detailed analysis of the existing research leads to identify the
contents of the Common Program.
(*) The requested and necessary information is the following mapping areas against current research on the
selected topic:
 Current programme/projects
 Planned programs/projects
 Funding organization/Program manager,
 Research-organizations/Higher institutions/Infrastructure involved - person/year,
 International and European cooperation

Ex proposed support for the inventory – Seaseara Common Program Atlantic region

The mapping of the national programs/projectsfor each partner will address the partner/country
profile and the European added values for designingCommon Program.
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3.3.3. Work up into detailed plans using Experts groups to build the Common Program
content
In the Common Program approach, the network is a close co-operation between funding agencies,
managers, RPOs and leader scientists and/or Experts
The RPOs that perform the national program have to be involved in the elaboration of the precise
content and in the discussion on how the national projects could be interlinked and what areas
would be most valuable for collaboration.
In the general case, the scientific leadersand national expertsfrom a research organization participate
in the drafting of the Common Programs.
The mapping of the existing national programs/projects on the selected topic (3.3.2) and the Experts
group results (3.3.3) will be used to define the content and the agenda of the Common Programs.
3.3.4. Development and implementationof the Common Program
The partners involved in Common Program sign a Memorandum of Understanding that set out what
would be achieved and the modalities for partners to work together.The MoU is a mutual statement
of intention among the partners agreeing to make efforts to fulfil their intentions and which also
establishes the nature of the agreed collaboration in terms of resources shared and practical
interactions between project participants. It could normally besigned for the total duration of the
program even if it lasts longer than the duration of the ERA-Net.
A Steering Group is created including the leading scientific actors as well as the concerned partners
of the ERA-Net to follow up the results and to achieve continuous improvement of the collaboration.
The follow up of the activities is an important process with periodic analyses of the reports of the
results of the Common Program.
3.3.5.Knowledge management
It is essential to implement communicationto the Members countries, to the stakeholders and to the
general public the resultsthrough the Seasera web site or all other appropriate means.

4. Proposals to go further in Seasera ERA-Net
4.1- Taking into account the previous experience of ERA-Net
A S.W.O T (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats) analysis has been performed to
identify key problems or success stories of Common Program developed within the MariFish ERA-Net
(Héral and Sergent 2010 - D-7.6report MariFish). The results of this swot are the following:
4.1.1 Strengths
The Networkis (i) a close co-operation between scientists, funders and policy - makers, the forum
increases the culture of trust, (ii) improves communication and strong relationships between funding
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agencies, managers, RPOs and scientists, (iii) brings the EC closer to the scientists, (iv) a real long
term Network closer to the scientists –and acts by signing MoU as a catalyst for long term
agreements despite the end of the ERA-Net
The Network’s funds: the network develops operational research funded by the national budget
owners and a part of the cooperation costs is supported by the EU. The partners are budget holders
so they are committed to deliver practical results
The collaborative work
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Learn experience from each other to overcome difficulties
Build upon on-going projects: increase efficiency
Find advantages to work together (1+1>2)
Linkage between Fisheries Policies and Marine Strategy Framework: increase convergence
Help to provide a critical mass, identify research gaps, fill the gaps and avoid duplication of work
Provide access to the infrastructure, technologies, and good practices of other countries
Favour data exchanges and common database
Address regional dimension for scientific and management reasons
Provide access to national funds for scientists to carry out smaller cooperative projects than
those normally commissioned by the EC
Focus on specific areas; making decisions more likely, more effective and responsive
4.1.2. Weaknesses

Institutional problems:
• Difficulties to involve Ministries, Funding agencies and Research organizations at the right level
• Long time to identify common real priorities and to build Common Program
• The priorities of all countries may be not the same
• Lack of consistency between MariFish partner institutions, Ministries / Funding agencies
• No real national connexion between funding agencies and RPOs: loose commitments
• Insufficient level of representation for funding agencies and RPOs in the Network
• Not all the EU countries have been involved
• The focus on fisheries should benefit from experts from other disciplines to encourage the
ecosystem approach
Funding issues:
•
•
•
•

Difficulties in raising awareness and mobilizing resources to implement the projects in particular
with the decrease of national budgets
Research is now organized by projects funded from different sources including competitive
money
Not enough research time allocated, time available from experts is an issue with the lack of
funding
Lack of dedicated resources for future cooperation

Communication:
•

Time needed to communicate with all the actors on the concept of joint program and how to
build it and the benefits expected, many actors to convince

Necessary complementarities
•

Possible overlap with ICES, DG MARE (DCF) and DG RESEARCH in evaluating the gaps
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•

Possible overlap with projects already funded by the E.C.
4.1.3. Opportunities

For research and strategy:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Joint Programming Initiative on “Healthy and Productive Seas and Oceans” is the way forward to
benefit from the experience gained
Possibility to encourage researchers to collaborate from the start of a project
Better connecting the application of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD)
Better coordination of research programs at the regional level in relation with national funding
difficulties will decrease the costs
Facilitate data exchange between researchers in different countries, possibly through contractual
obligation, to increase data usage
Provide resources for scientists to communicate their work and knowledge
Develop knowledge at a European rather than national scale and creating a space for more
coordination
Increase communication visiting some actors [RFO,RPOs] to explain the Common Program
approach
Possibilities to involve the RACs as regional stakeholders
Increase partnerships in the Med and in Black Sea where its lack is more important
4.1.4. Threats

•
•
•
•

Conceptual issues are difficult to communicate except to real experts
Need to find a niche or funds in order to continue the collaboration
Processes or structure becoming too complicated,
Available funds to communicate with a broad audience not identified
4.1.5. Conclusions of the S.W.O.T

It has been demonstrated that Regional approaches could be successful to build cooperation on a
long-term perspective because the states have common interests in managing the same sea and
science.Furthermoremultidisciplinary approach is easier to implement at the regional level and to
build critical masses of scientists is more feasible as well as sharing data and infrastructure.But the
main weakness is due to the new way of research funding. Funds are more and more based on
competitive funds.
Therefore, in this period of decreasing budget dedicated to science, it is requested to make the most
efficient use of investments in research. Indeed a reflection should be engaged on how to better join
efforts, human and infrastructure resources to be able to keep pace with these challenges. In the
RPOs, there is now a lack of dedicated funds for future cooperation.
There is also an important institutional problem as Common Program approach absolutely requires
working in close connection between the management actors, funding agencies and research
organization which are not formally involved in ERA-Nets. In theory ERA-Nets are built on the
concept that the Ministries and the funding Agencies are controlling all the national research
activities. But the reality is different from one country to another. Innovative research is often
independent from the Ministries.
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4.2 - Challenges for Seasera project
A general analysis of the application of the Common Program has clearly demonstrated that this
concept is difficult to be applied in reality without extra funding. Nobody has achieved to develop
them in a long perspective except ICES which benefit from the members being committed by
regional authorities to produce advice. Furthermore,all the ERA-Net structures are not well designed
to achieve this task due to the fact that the partnerships with the funding agencies are adequate to
co-fund calls but not relevant to build collaborative project without extra funding. The absence in all
the Era-Nets consortia of the actors of the Common Program represents the major difficulty.
Nevertheless, the ERA-Net Seasera will try to demonstrate that by following the steps methodology,
it could be possible to implement regional case studies as common scientific interest could be
stronger to mobilize the scientific community.
Two topics have already been discussed and selected and their implementation is in process for the
Atlantic and Mediterranean regions:
⇒ For the Mediterranean region: how the climate change impacts physical circulation? and
consequences for the biochemistry cycle
⇒ For the Atlantic region: Key physical thermo-haline circulation in North Atlantic, including the
Labrador Current and Gulf Stream Current.
The proposed way to push forward a topic at the pan-European level could be to follow ICES success
story by promoting a research topic in relation with EU commitments to the Member States. Both
the Green Paper on CFP reform and the Marine Strategy Framework Directive highlight the need for
better support from science and by scientific advice. Research topics to define the content of
the“good environmental status”, could be a possible way to find a common pan-European program
by avoiding overlapping of work achieved under the coordination of DG Environment or DG
Research.
Seasera project will seek to work with the main actors involved in research, beyond the only ERA-Net
consortium but with its support, to build effective collaboration around this concept of Common
Programs to address significant advances as a part of the construction of the JPI Oceans.

5. Conclusions
The implementation of Common Programs within ERA- Nets or JPI are an important opportunity to
build more collaboration in the ERA, opening of national programs, pooling of resources, improving
cross border cooperation and obtain critical masses in a way to increase research efficiency and
innovation. Common Programs are a long term process. At the first phase of development, they cost
extra money to the Member States to support all the cooperative actions (i) for projects designing,
(ii) for implementation of the work, (iii) for production of publications and relevant advice. Return of
investment will be obtained only at the second phase, when the projects after several years of close
cooperative work will produce innovative results. Meanwhile, at this stage, funding could be
obtained through national or international competitive calls. A mechanism to support the financial
effort at the initial first stage has not been yet taken into account at the EU level and MS level, crucial
issue during a period of funding crisis.
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To finance the first phase, it could be explored ways to allocate a dedicated EU budget within the
ERA-Net or to initiate calls between the funding agencies to support these cooperation costs.
Recently the Communication "Partnering in Research and Innovation" has emphasized the need for
long-term commitment from all Member States through multi-annual financial commitments and a
simplification of the partnering landscape. This will be achieved at least partially through the creation
of a new single and more flexible type of ERA-Net that combines features of ERA-NET and ERA-NET
Plus schemes. It was also suggested that in the future, EU funding may be conditional on appropriate
application of the voluntary guidelines known as the “Framework conditions”. These evolutions are
in agreement with the conclusions of the present report. The requested flexibility must allow a
partnership with the RPOs. The new instrument will have to facilitate not only the production of calls
but also to consider and promote the favorable conditions for Common Programming.

---------------------------
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ANNEXE 1- ERA-Net MariFish
Memorandum of Understanding for Mediterranean regional case study
Note: for WP7 collaborative project in Mediterranean Sea – Task “ Essential fish habitat of small
pelagic” - in 2009Italy and Croatiahave joined the Common Program as associated partner and
through the operators CNR-IAMC & IOF-Split – The group is now composed between 15 and 18
people involved in the work
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