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The Commission’s Political Guidelines 2024-2029 states that “research and 
innovation are to be put at the heart of the European economy”, and “We need to 
create conditions for our researchers to thrive in Europe.”  In the Competitiveness 
Compass it is stated that research and innovation are critical to European 
competitiveness. This is both positive and encouraging. The University Alliance 
Stockholm welcomes the European Commission’s effort to strengthen European 
competitiveness and appreciates this opportunity to contribute.  
 
What are the issues today as regards FP10? 

• The risk of insufficient funding for ‘FP10’ and the lack of a ringfenced budget. 
• The uncertainties on the independence of the ERC, and the overall principle 

of excellence in research funding. 
• Fragmented landscape with numerous EU-programmes and different rules for 

participation.  
• The current strong and narrow focus on EIC: start-ups and scale-ups are 

important, but insufficient to strengthen the core of European industry’s 
competitiveness and the innovation gap.   

• A lack of discussion on the need to have pre-competitive collaboration 
between academia, industry and other stakeholders, including on an 
international level. 

• The timeline has to be shorter and simplifications are needed. 

So, what needs be done? 
• A clear and ringfenced budget for ‘FP10’. 
• Keep Pillar 1 within the ‘FP10’, with an independent ERC and MSCA. 
• The current global situation makes a strong Pillar 2 in ‘FP10’ more critical than 

ever. International cooperation with like-minded countries is essential. 
• We need to create links (‘connecting dots’) within and between programmes 

to facilitate the whole innovation chain. Good examples from Horizon Europe 
are Proof of Concept and the EIC Pathfinder between ERC.  

• Introduce top-down Research Actions (similar to previous FET3) focusing on 
collaborative research projects at lower TRLs, in strategic areas for Europe. 

• Pillar 3 should become a complete Innovation Ecosystem in the same way 
Pillar 1 is a Research Ecosystem.  

• Streamline partnerships 

 

1 This contribution is from a researcher’s need and perspective. This often means focus on 
fundamental research and mobility (i.e. current Pillar 1). However, most researchers are also 
very keen to contribute to societal and global challenges (i.e. current Pillar 2). 
2 The Trio consists of Karolinska Institutet, KTH Royal Institute of Technology and Stockholm 
University. The Trio is the largest ‘university’ receiving funds from Horizon Europe. 
3 FET- Future and Emerging Technologies 

https://www.stockholmtrio.org/brusselsrepresentation.4.7e64877b1926afdc09931bb.html
https://www.h2020.md/en/content/future-and-emerging-technologies
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Pre-competitive collaboration between academia, industry and other 
stakeholders in a strong pillar 2.  
The Compass focuses on competitiveness which is in line with what Stockholm Trio 
previously has raised. We see the need to focus on the core of the Framework 
Programme, i.e., pre-competitive cooperation facilitating cooperation between 
industry, academia and other stakeholders to tackle societal challenges and increase 
the competitiveness of European industry. The call-topics should be less prescriptive 
allowing consortia the flexibility to propose how to best achieve the top-down 
objectives. Pillar 2, with its emphasis on transnational cooperation, offers clear added 
value in advancing these goals at the European level.  
 
Overcome fragmented landscape with one programme  
As we understand the Compass, there would be clear advantages in bringing 
together various research and innovation programmes under the current MFF into a 
single, unified ‘FP10 programme’. A very important aspect for researchers, including 
other participants, is that there will be a clear equivalent to Horizon Europe Pillar 2 in 
the next Framework Programme with a focus on grants corresponding to at least the 
‘100% + 25%’ funding scheme. This would in part solve the problem we have today 
with the concept of ‘synergies’ within the MFF.  
 
Top-down Research Actions in strategic areas  
We also support that Europe needs to fund more strategic technologies/areas to 
tackle the innovation and technological gap where we see the need for top-down 
collaborative research. We would like to again raise our suggestion from February 
2023 on introducing Research Actions (RA) to complement Research and Innovation 
Actions (RIA) and Innovation Actions (IA). RA would provide the opportunity for more 
top-down research in key strategic areas such as AI, quantum technology and 
behavioural sciences as well as selected areas in fission and fusion.  
 
Fundamental research as an EU-priority 
The Stockholm Trio would like to reiterate its support, presented in February 2023, to 
make research a policy priority on its own and not only as a means to deliver on other 
EU-policies. Without research – and fundamental research – there will be no 
innovations in the future. 
 
The need to cooperate at global level with like-minded countries 
International cooperation with associated countries and other likeminded strategic 
partners outside Europe, committed to international law, is essential. Lower TRL-
levels, e.g. in the proposed RA, would also facilitate this cooperation. International 
cooperation is also vital in key areas like climate and health. 
 
Increased budget needed for a self-standing ringfenced ‘FP10’ 
An increased budget is essential to contribute to the underinvestment in research and 
innovation. The inability to fund many high-quality projects represents a significant 
waste of talent and resources in Europe. However, the disparities across Member 
States must mainly be tackled at national level. Flexibility in resource allocation is 
also crucial to effectively respond to crises and emerging needs. However, a growing 
concern is that Horizon Europe is increasingly being treated as an ‘ATM’ for other 
(policy) initiatives. With the proposed Competitiveness Fund there is a clear risk that 
this practice could become even more pronounced in the next period. For this reason, 
we argue strongly to have a self-standing ‘FP10’ with a clear and ring-fenced budget 
(if needed, within the Competitiveness Fund), in line with the Treaty.  
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Safeguard the independence of the ERC and the importance of pillar 1 
Stockholm Trio would like to urge the Commission to safeguard the ERC’s continued 
independence and bottom-up principle. The European competition on ERC grants 
cannot be achieved at national level, and the same is true for MSCA. They both have 
a very clear European added value. We would also like to stress that more efforts are 
needed to stimulate the use of results from the ERC. A study shows that companies 
in the US are better at using results from ERC than are their European counterparts. 
This proves the strength of the ERC but indicates that the use of results in Europe 
must be enhanced and facilitated. Instruments such as Proof of Concept and the EIC 
Pathfinder are valuable tools, but complementary instruments are needed to support 
the innovation pipeline (see ‘Connecting dots’ below). Research Infrastructures (RI) 
need to be strengthened in FP10 and should be strategic enablers of Europe’s 
sovereignty. RI should be integrated in all its parts. 
 
The importance of social sciences and humanities (SSH)  
The emergence of wars, pandemics and other disasters highlights the need for 
greater integration of social sciences and humanities (SSH), including more research 
on human behaviour in various types of disasters. 
 
Streamline partnerships 
With regard to partnerships, we acknowledge the leverage gained from funding from 
Member States, associated countries and industry, but urge the Commission to 
streamline the partnerships: calls should be easily accessed by everyone through the 
Funding & Tenders Portal. The Mission-concept needs to be evaluated. 
 
Pillar 3 to become a complete European Innovation Ecosystem 
Concerning the current Pillar 3 we support the ideas of creating a European 
Innovation Ecosystem in the same way we have a Research Ecosystem in Pillar 2 
with ERC, MSCA and Research Infrastructure. We believe the universities can and 
want to be more involved in technology transfer and knowledge transfer. And as 
stated before, the EIC Pathfinder is very appreciated. Technology Infrastructures 
could facilitate the ‘connecting dots’ between Pillars 2 and 3. 
 
Simplifying, shorter timeline and streamlining 
As regards simplifications, the focus should be on the beneficiaries. There should be 
more trust: the Commission should trust the beneficiaries and Member States should 
trust the Commission. The latter should simplify and speed up the process to publish 
Work Programmes.    
 
Advisory Competitiveness Board and European Strategic Platforms 
It would be useful to explore the idea with an Advisory Competitiveness Board to 
complement the ERC and EIC. The Board should involve all relevant stakeholders 
and give advice to the Commission. In addition, one should contemplate using 
‘European strategic platforms’ building on the European Technology Platforms (e.g., 
strategic technologies including areas like behavioural sciences) with relevant 
stakeholders.  
 
Support the whole value chain through ‘connecting dots’ 
Projects in Pillar 2 tend to be large in terms of number of participants in order to cover 
as many aspects in the whole value chain as possible. We need projects with fewer 
participants to create focus. This will require ‘connecting dots’. Connecting dots 



   4 (5) 
 
 
 

Universitetsalliansen Stockholm trio 
 

 

should be instruments bridging different parts of the whole value chain of research. 
We have already mentioned Proof of Concept and the EIC Pathfinder as good 
examples as well as Technology Infrastructures. Connecting dots are also needed 
e.g. to facilitate fertilisation between military and civil research and innovation. At 
national level, TTO/KTO are important to develop. Connecting dots are also 
necessary to connect to the demand-side and the need to simplify public 
procurement. STEP4 is another concept relevant as a connecting dot. 
 
Dual-use is already happening  
Regarding dual-use, Stockholm Trio would like to point out that defence companies 
do take part in Horizon Europe and use the results also in the defence sector, along 
with their participation in the EDF. For this reason, we do not see the need for the 
dual-use aspect to be introduced in the FP, as it is already evolving naturally. 
 
Potential areas in Pillar 2 

• Life Science: Health, biotech, food, agriculture, environment 
• Competitiveness: Digital, Industry, Space  
• Clean industry: energy (including Euratom5), mobility, climate 
• Civil Security and Defence (separate defence programme) 
• Horizontal actions/areas: Strategic Technologies including Research Actions 

and SSH. Implementation of the ERA Act, Culture, Creativity & Inclusive 
Society and Widening participation 

 
It should be noted that we should be very careful to isolate fundamental research to 
just Pillar 1, as it is also needed in Pillar 2. 
 

 
 
The structure of FP10 with a Pillar 2 containing all programmes where researchers 
are needed but research and innovation are also needed in all parts of the Compass. 

 

4 Strategic Technologies for Europe Platform 
5 The Euratom-part of FP10 will be even more important than earlier as a consequence of the 
climate-crises. 
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Appendix: 
Stockholm Trio was one of the first stakeholders to present a position paper on the 
EU’s future research and innovation programme, back in February 2023: Research 
and Innovation in FP10 - University Alliance Stockholm Trio, 21 February 2023. Here, 
we emphasised the need to focus on the core of the Framework Programme, i.e., 
pre-competitive collaboration between industry, academia and other stakeholders in 
order to tackle societal challenges and to strengthen European competitiveness.  
 
 
 

https://www.stockholmtrio.org/download/18.35dab13d193297a0799bddf/1732532419918/Research%20and%20Innovation%20in%20FP10_University%20Alliance%20Stockholm%20Trio_21%20February%202023%20(1).pdf
https://www.stockholmtrio.org/download/18.35dab13d193297a0799bddf/1732532419918/Research%20and%20Innovation%20in%20FP10_University%20Alliance%20Stockholm%20Trio_21%20February%202023%20(1).pdf
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