FP6 – LUTR-SIMPLE relevant tasks

Interests and proposed actions 

18th February 2003

	
	Priority 8.1 – Policy-orientated research
	Sub-priority 1.6.3 – Global Change and Ecosystems

	Area
	B.3.4 – Forecasting and developing innovative policies for sustainability in the medium and long term


	VIII – Cross-cutting issue: Sustainable Development concepts and tools;

VIII.2. Developing tools for integrated sustainability assessment and for the incorporation of sustainability in decision making processes

	Task
	Task 1 – Indicators in support of the EU thematic strategy on sustainable development of the urban environment
	Task 3 – Impact assessment of community policies in view of medium and long-term planning towards sustainability


	Task VIII.2.a) – High Level scientific validation
	Task VIII.2.b) - Indicators
	Task VIII.2.c) – Innovative methods and tools
	Task VIII.2.d) – Integrated modelling and quantitative tools development and application

	Call
	First Call
	First Call
	First Call
	First Call


	Second Call
	Second Call

	Action
	STREP
	STREP
	STREP or CA
	STREP or CA


	IP or NoE
	STREP or CA

	Average EU

Contribution


	850 K-euro
	850 K-euro
	3,1 Million euro
	3,1 Million euro
	?
	?

	Description
	To identify and define which detailed trends should be measured to properly determine progress towards sustainable development of the urban environment at local level; to carry out comparative research on existing sets of indicators.
	To provide decision-support tools and best practices for Sustainability Impact Assessment; to test them in the context of specific community policies for which an Impact Assessment is required
	High level scientific validation of methodologies, tools and appraisals developed for Sustainable Development assessment and strategy definition
	Sharing and harmonising databases and statistics and building consensus on combined ecological, environmental and social indicators to be used to monitor progress towards Sustainable Development at different geographical levels, in particular the regional one
	Innovative methods and tools for integrated assessment of environmental, economic and social components of Sustainable Development; benchmarking of existing tools and development of new ones; shared analysis on foresight practices for Sustainable Development analysis. Qualitative and participatory tools should also be included, with a view to increasing public participation and involvement in the process


	Integrated modelling and quantitative tools development and application for sustainability scenarios building and specific assessments (macro- and micro-levels; economic, environmental and social dimension, global, regional, local scales); these tools should allow for public involvement in the process

	Call closure
	13 March 2003
	13 March 2003
	8 April 2003
	8 April 2003
	Year 2004


	Year 2004

	Task
	Task 1 – Indicators in support of the EU thematic strategy on sustainable development of the urban environment
	Task 3 – Impact assessment of community policies in view of medium and long-term planning towards sustainability


	Task VIII.2.a) – High Level scientific validation
	Task VIII.2.b) - Indicators
	Task VIII.2.c) – Innovative methods and tools
	Task VIII.2.d) – Integrated modelling and quantitative tools development and application

	Specific expression of interest
	Sheffield University (UK)

CASA (UK); TRT (IT)

Langzaam Verkeer (BE)

CER-Limerik (IR)

UPM (SP)

FA STU (SK)

VCoE-CES (SE)

AUEB (GR)

TUW (AT)

VeliH; KTH

LT Consultant (FI)

ITS (UK)

STRATEC (BE)

S & W (DE)

TIS (PT)

CERTU (FR)
	Sheffield Univer. (UK)

CASA (UK)

TRT (IT)

Langzaam Verkeer (BE)

CER-Limerik (IR)

TNO (NL); UPM (SP)

FA STU (SK)

ARUP (UK)

VCoE-CES (SE)

ISIS (IT)

AUEB (GR)

TOI (NO)

TUW (AT)

STRATEC (BE)

VeliH; KTH

ITS (UK)
	TRL (UK)

UCL (UK)

TRT (IT)

Langzaam Verkeer (BE)

CER-Limerik (IR)

TNO (NL); TTR (UK)

FA STU (SK)

SOCIALDATA (DE)

ARUP (UK); TIS (PT)

ENEA (IT); TUW (AT)

TOI (NO)

ITS (UK); ISIS (IT)

STRATEC (BE)

KTH

LT Consultant (FI)

AUEB (GR)


	TRT (IT)

CER-Limerik (IR)

FA STU (SK)

SOCIALDATA (DE)

ENEA (IT)

VcoE-CES (SE)
	TRL (UK); UCL (UK)

LT Consultants (FI)

CASA (UK); TRT (IT)

Langzaam Verkeer (BE)

CER –Limerik (IR)

TNO (NL)

UPM (SP); TTR (UK)

FA STU (SK)

SOCIALDATA (DE)

ARUP (UK)

KU Leuven (BE)

TIS (PT); ENEA (IT)

TUW (AT); TOI (NO)

ITS (UK); ISIS (IT)

KTH

STRATEC (BE)
	CASA (UK)

TRT (IT)

CER-Limerik (IR)

UPM (SP)

ENEA (IT)

TOI (NO)

STRATEC (BE)

	Comments
	A consortium has already formed to bid for this small project.  No further partners are needed. Those not involved may wish to form a separate consortium


	This task is more in the form of a consultancy to advise the EC on sustainable impact assessment of their strategies.  It is suggested that a consultancy working in this area might be best placed to lead it.
	ISIS have agreed to lead a consortium to bid for this task.  It should form an introductory project for VIII2c. ITS and TTR are willing to form a coordinating group with ISIS.  ISIS will now circulate a draft outline to those listed above.
	Too few are interested in this task to justify forming a SIMPLE-led consortium.  However, if those listed wish to team, they are encouraged to do so, and let others know.
	We agreed that we should form a consortium to bid for this IP.  ITS is willing to provide scientific leadership, with other colleagues in Leeds; TTR could provide managerial support. As in VIII2a, ITS, ISIS and TTR could form a coordinating group.
	Too few are interested in this task to justify forming a SIMPLE-led consortium.  However, if those listed wish to team, they are encouraged to do so, and let others know.

	Action:
	Those listed to decide if they wish to form a (competing) consortium.


	ITS/ISIS/TTR to find a consultancy willing to pursue this; that consultancy then to circulate proposals
	ISIS to circulate proposals
	Those listed to decide whether to team
	ITS to prepare outline proposals in late March

	Those listed to decide whether to team



	Notes
	See bottom of document for these two projects
	
	
	This is where ANTHONY YEH collaboration could fit in. Since the deadline for this is at the end of the year we have time to decide if we enter the ITS-led consortium or build one of our own. Or both.

Task VIII.2.c involves IP or NoE, but Task VIII.2.d is STREP or CA which means less money but also less effort (maybe not much less) to coordinate the consortium.

ITS are writing a proposal for an IP. I think we should wait and see what type of proposal it is.


	
	Priority 1.6.2 – Sustainable Surface Transport
	Priority 7 – Citizens and Governance in a knowledge based society

	Area
	Objective 1 “New technologies and concepts for all surface transport modes (road, rail and waterbone)” - Research, technological development and implementation (Research domains from 1.4 to 1.10)
	Research Area 5 – Articulation of areas of responsibility and new forms of governance.
	Research Area 7 – New forms of citizenship and cultural identities

	Task
	1.6.2. - Research domain 1.10


	5.1.2 – Multilevel governance, democracy and new policy instruments
	7.2 – Topics for specific targeted research projects and Co-ordination Actions – Active civic participation



	Call
	First call (Call 1B)


	First Call (Call fiche A)
	First Call (Call fiche B)

	Action
	CA


	IP
	STREP, CA

	Average EU contribution


	2,1 Million euro
	4 Million euro
	2,3 Million Euro

	Description
	Research to develop, compare and assess possible scenarios for the transport system and energy supply of the future taking into account ongoing research outside the research framework programme undertaken by or in co-operation with the Commission. The analysis includes modelling and forecasting and will consider such criteria as the autonomy and security of energy supply, effects on the environment and economic, technical and industrial viability including the impact of potential cost internalisation and the interaction between transport and land use.

 
	The objective is to integrate the wealth of research ongoing in the field of democracy and multilevel governance undertaken by various research communities from different countries, regions, and disciplines. The work will aim to provide a synthesis of theories of multilevel governance and their relations with theories of democracy as well as improved capacities for comparative analysis of different policy sectors and articulation of responsibilities in their governance. Such articulation – from local to regional, national, European and global – should take into account the changing roles of public and private sectors and partnerships, and address issues of participation, legitimacy and democratic scrutiny. Specific issues to be addressed include the assessment of “hard” and “soft” policy instruments and law (e.g. in areas such as risk regulation, new pillars as compared to traditional Community policies), interpretations of subsidiarity, checks and balances.


	Active civic participation is an important aim of public governance at all levels. Research should aim to improve our understanding of the different factors that promote and inhibit such participation. In this context, it should address civic participation with respect to different political cultures, levels of governance and socio-political contexts. The implication of and interactions between on the one hand, gender, age, class, ethnicity and, on the other, civic participation should be explored. The role of actors (parties, unions, NGOs, media) and mechanisms (elections, citizens juries, community actions) and their impact on civic participation should be examined.

	Call closure
	15 April 2003
	15 April 2003
	15 April 2003

	Task
	1.6.2. - Research domain 1.10


	5.1.2 – Multilevel governance, democracy and new policy instruments
	7.2 – Topics for specific targeted research projects and Co-ordination Actions – Active civic participation



	Specific expression of interest
	TRL (UK)

UCL (UK)

LT Consultants (FI)

Szechenyi University (HU)

CASA (UK)

TRT (IT)

TNO (NL)

SOCIALDATA (DE)

ARUP (UK)

ENEA (IT)

VCoE-CES (SE)

AUEB (GR)

TOI (NO)

UPM (SP)

KTH

S & W (DE)

ITS (UK)

TTR (UK) TIS (PT)


	UCL (UK)

Sheffield University (UK)

CETE-Nantes (FR)

CER-Limerik (IR)

FA STU (SK)

STRATEC (BE)
	Sheffield University (UK)

CETE-Nantes (FR)

CER-Limerik (IR)

FA STU (SK)

SOCIALDATA (DE)

KU Leiven (BE)

TTR (UK) ?

	Comments
	Stratec (Alain Henry) have offered to lead this proposal.  It will need to include partners with expertise outside transport, and at national as well as urban level


	Too few are interested in this task to justify forming a SIMPLE-led consortium.  However, if those listed wish to team, they are encouraged to do so, and let others know.
	Too few are interested in this task to justify forming a SIMPLE-led consortium.  However, if those listed wish to team, they are encouraged to do so, and let others know.

	Action
	Stratec to circulate proposals


	Those listed to decide whether to team
	Those listed to decide whether to team

	Notes
	I will contact S. Marshall again in light of the latest news from the SIMPLE – LUTR group. I am not sure where exactly his “EVOLVING SCENARIO” proposal should fit in. The type of instrument involved (coordination action) doesn’t leave much space for RTD activities. It mainly focuses on the organization of conferences, meetings, exchange of personnel, the exchange and dissemination of good practices, etc.
	CASA NOT INVOLVED
	CASA NOT INVOLVED


	
	Priority 7 – Citizens and Governance in a knowledge based society

	Area
	Research Area 1 – Improving the generation, distribution and use of knowledge and its impact on economic and social development.
	Research Area 2 – Options and choices for the development of a knowledge based society..

	Task
	1.1.3 – Science and technology in the knowledge based society
	2.1.1 – Societal trends in the knowledge based society and their implications for quality of life

	Call
	First Call (Call fiche A)
	First Call (Call fiche A)

	Action
	IP and NOE
	IP and NOE

	Average EU contribution
	4 Million euro
	4 Million euro

	Description
	The objective is to reinforce the knowledge base and tools for efficient and effective governance and conduct of European science, in order to maximise its potential in Europe's knowledge based society. The work should address: changes in the content, structure and institutional locus of science in the broadest sense and including key actors; the relationships between science and other fields of activity (e.g. innovation, education, professional bodies, public debate); the structure, content and form of such relationships (e.g. intellectual property, scientific careers, entrepreneurship); the different roles of science, for example as source of valid and reliable knowledge, as a means of diffusing and disseminating knowledge in society, and as a user of knowledge for a variety of purposes; and the role of scientific and technological activities in the development of shared understandings and co-operation between the peoples of different cultures, countries and continents.
	The objective is to integrate research capacities working on the interactions between current societal trends and quality of life and on how these interactions are affected by the emerging knowledge society. Societal trends to be considered include new relationships between work and private life, changing use of time, changing gender roles, demographic trends, etc. The various determinants of quality of life should be examined both "subjective" and "objective", as well as the relationships between traditional indicators of welfare, such as GDP, and other measures of quality of life. The potential role of public policies (social, employment, education, consumer protection, environment and health) in enhancing quality of life should be addressed.

	Call closure
	15 April 2003
	15 April 2003 

	Task
	1.1.3 – Science and technology in the knowledge based society
	2.1.1 – Societal trends in the knowledge based society and their implications for quality of life

	Specific expression of interest
	
	CASA (UK)

STRATEC (BE) ??

	Comments
	S4
	LIGO

	notes
	Denise Pumain has updated the S4 proposal. Did you read it? Very interesting indeed and it is just about time to build a European NCGIA. 

Since this is a NoE we can already start to think at CASA contribution to the network. 
	I am waiting for Sylvie to send me the proposal, but we are in touch and therefore everything is under control


	
	Priority 2 – Information society technologies

	Area
	Research Area 1 – Applied IST research addressing major societal and economic challenges.

	Task
	1.1.15 – Technology-enhanced learning and access to cultural heritage

	Call
	First Call (Call fiche A)

	Action
	IP and NOE

	Average EU contribution
	65 Million euro

	Description
	To develop advanced systems and services that help improve access to Europe's knowledge and educational resources (including cultural and scientific collections) and generate new forms of cultural and learning experiences.

· Improving the efficiency and cost-effectiveness of learning, for individuals and organisations, independent of time, place and pace, through the development of open systems and services in support of ubiquitous, experiential and contextualised learning and virtual collaborative learning communities. Work combines advanced cognitive and knowledge-based approaches with new media, including virtual and augmented reality, virtual presence and simulation, takes account of technological, pedagogical as well as organisational aspects, and aims at demonstrating next-generation learning solutions in sizable field experiments. 

· Improving accessibility, visibility and recognition of the commercial value of Europe's cultural and scientific resources, by developing: advanced digital libraries services, providing high-bandwidth access to distributed and highly interactive repositories of European culture, history and science; environments for intelligent heritage and tourism, re-creating and visualising cultural and scientific objects and sites for enhancing user experience in cultural tourism; advanced tools, platforms and services in support of highly automated digitisation processes and workflows, digital restoration and preservation of film and video material, and digital memory management and exploitation.

It is expected that IPs will be the main vehicle for R&D and demonstration of learning systems and services, while NoEs will contribute to exploratory, longer-term research enhancing human learning and cognitive processes. All instruments, including STREPs, will help  promoting best practice, take up and dissemination.

The digital libraries field is open for both NoEs and Integrated Projects, developing shared test-beds and resources and seeking to connect scientific and cultural actors. NoEs and STREPs will be the prevailing instruments for intelligent heritage and tourism. Work in Preservation aims at structuring new research communities round emerging agendas and platforms for research, through Integrated Projects and NoEs.

	Call closure
	24 April 2003

	Task
	1.1.15 – Technology-enhanced learning and access to cultural heritage

	Specific expression of interest
	CASA (UK); TRT (IT)

Queen’s University of Belfast (UK)

Fondazione ENI Enrico Mattei  - FEEM (IT)

The Free University of Amsterdam (NL)

GEODAN (NL)

The University of Newcastle (UK)

Norwegian Institute for Cultural Heritage Research (NO)

IRC CIRCE (IT)

Agricultural University of Norway



	Comments
	GOT

	Action
	

	Notes
	Patrizia Riganti is asking us to lead and coordinate the project. It is an Integrated Project, which means that it could be very large-scale. Basically she is asking us to do it because the call is in the area of  Information Technologies and she is suggesting also that, being a research centre, we are a more appropriate structure to lead a project. I think we have to think about this. It is no easy job. Since the topic of the project is not quite close to my expertise if CASA has someone willing to undertake this adventure I think it is worthwhile. I can help in what I know about FP6 project management.


	
	Priority 8.1 – Policy-orientated research

	Area
	B. 3.6 –The protection of cultural heritage and associated conservation strategies
	B.3.4 – Forecasting and developing innovative policies for sustainability in the medium and long term



	Task
	Task 5 – Cultural heritage and tourism:
	Task 1 – Indicators in support of the EU thematic strategy on sustainable development of the urban environment
	Task 3 – Impact assessment of community policies in view of medium and long-term planning towards sustainability



	Call
	First Call
	First Call
	First Call

	Action
	STREP
	STREP
	STREP

	Average EU contribution
	850 K-euro
	850 K-euro
	850 K-euro

	Description
	To undertake a sustainable impact assessment of patrimony located in modern cities and/or in landscapes; Ways to better integrate cultural heritage into the urban or local context, infrastructure and services; to evaluate the positive and negative impact of cultural tourism on economic growth and quality of life.
	To identify and define which detailed trends should be measured to properly determine progress towards sustainable development of the urban environment at local level; to carry out comparative research on existing sets of indicators.
	To provide decision-support tools and best practices for Sustainability Impact Assessment; to test them in the context of specific community policies for which an Impact Assessment is required

	Call closure
	13 March 2003
	13 March 2003
	13 March 2003

	Task
	Task 5 – Cultural heritage and tourism:
	Task 1 – Indicators in support of the EU thematic strategy on sustainable development of the urban environment
	Task 3 – Impact assessment of community policies in view of medium and long-term planning towards sustainability



	Specific expression of interest
	
	Sheffield University (UK)

CASA (UK); TRT (IT)

Langzaam Verkeer (BE)

CER-Limerik (IR)

UPM (SP)

FA STU (SK)

VCoE-CES (SE)

AUEB (GR)

TUW (AT)

VeliH; KTH

LT Consultant (FI)

ITS (UK)

STRATEC (BE)

S & W (DE)

TIS (PT)

CERTU (FR)
	Sheffield Univer. (UK)

CASA (UK)

TRT (IT)

Langzaam Verkeer (BE)

CER-Limerik (IR)

TNO (NL); UPM (SP)

FA STU (SK)

ARUP (UK)

VCoE-CES (SE)

ISIS (IT)

AUEB (GR)

TOI (NO)

TUW (AT)

STRATEC (BE)

VeliH; KTH

ITS (UK)

	Comments
	
	A consortium has already formed to bid for this small project.  No further partners are needed. Those not involved may wish to form a separate consortium
	This task is more in the form of a consultancy to advise the EC on sustainable impact assessment of their strategies.  It is suggested that a consultancy working in this area might be best placed to lead it.

	Action
	CHAST
	Those listed to decide if they wish to form a (competing) consortium.


	ITS/ISIS/TTR to find a consultancy willing to pursue this; that consultancy then to circulate proposals

	Notes
	Patrizia Riganti has already established a consortium which include CASA. The STREP will be coordinated by Queen’s at Belfast plus someone else in Belgium.

We might need to contribute in writing up the proposal with WP on a review of the state of the art in GIS and on the development of an IT tool (a GIS probably) for the management of cultural heritage
	Not sure if we are part of this  already formed consortium or not, but I don’t think so.

I have sent an email to Tony May asking for details.
	


