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The Governments of the Member States and the Commission of the
European Communities were represented as follows:

Eelgigs:
MT L. BRIL

Denmark:

State Secretary for Science PoIicy

Mr Bertel HAARDER

9gtselv:
Mr Heinz RIESENHUBER

Greece:

Mrs Vasso PAPANDREOU

§Psll:
Mr Juan Manue1 ROJO ALAMINO

France:

Mr Alain DEVAQUET

Ireland:

Mr John CAMPBELL

Ilely:
Mr Luigi GRANELLI

Minister for Education

Federal Mlnister for Research and
Technology

State Secretary for Industry,
Energy and Technology

State Secretary for the Universities
and Research

Minister attached to the Minister
for Education, with responsibility
for Research and Higher Education

Ambassador,
Permanent Representative

Mlnister for Scientific Research
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!slgrEgsrg,
Mr Fernand BODEN

Netherlands:

Minlster for Educatlon

Mr R. Vü. de KORTE Minister for Economlc Affairs

!grlsgel:
Mr Eduardo R. de ARANTES State Secretary for Scientific

E OLIVEIRA Research

Mr Luis Manuel PEGO TODO BOM State Secretary for Industry
and Energy

9lr!e9-5ilg9su:
Mr Geoffrey PATTIE Minister of State for Industry

and Information Technology

Mr John W. FAIRCLOUGH Chief scientiflc adviser

Commission:

Mr Karl-Heinz NARJES Vice-President
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FRAMEI^IORK PROGRAMME OF COMMUNITY ACT]VITTES ]N THE FTELD OF

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT ( TgEZ tO 1ee1)

on the basls of a note from the presidency, the council-
examined ln deta11 a number of fundamental questions whlch had
arisen in connection wlth the new framework programme and on which
it was necessary to obtain guidelines from the Council in order to
stimulate and direct technical discussions so that preparations
could be made for taking substantive declsions.

The examination confirmed that atl deregations wanted a
decision to be taken on the framework programme for L}BT to 1gg1
by the end of the year.

Moreover, dlscusslon of sclentlfic and technical prlorities
made lt clear that there was already some consensus on the posslble
inclusion of a number of activities in the new framework programme.
(However, in the case of a series of other actlvities there h/ere
sti11 differing views on the degree of priority which these should
be glven).

Regardlng the structure of the
description of activitles contained
its discussion of this by requesting
Permanent Representatives Committee
examination.

Commissionts paper and the
thereln, the Council followed
the CREST Committee and the

to make a more detailed

The Council also dealt with treatment of the following questions
in the framework programme: evaluation as part of R & D at Community
1eve1, relationship with other international_ R & D activities. in
particular cosr and EUREKA, share of resources to be devoted to
direct, indirect and concerted action, definition of selection
criteria, links with other community poricies, rore of sI.IEs and
varying 1eve1s of contributions and repayabte advances.
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In preparation for taking a final decision, the Council also
embarked on discussion of the amount to be allotted to the future
framework programme and the main courses of action.

Following that discusslon, the Council instructed the
Permanent Representatives Committee, in close collaboration with
the commission and the CREST committee on certain aspects, to
actively pursue work on all the problems arislng with the framework
programme in the light of the dayrs debate in order to prepare for
the Councilts examination of this important matter at its meeting
on 9 December and to enable it to act on the framework programme
for tgBT to l-991.

MACH]NE TRANSLATTON SYSTEM

Pending the Opinion of the European Parliament, the Council
reached a position generally in favour of adoption of the second
stage of an EEC R & D programme for a machine translation system
of advanced design (nunotna). The amount to be allotted to the
programme would be 4,5 MECU.
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MÏSCELLANEOUS DECISIONS

Ye9r!e rre!ee!_pelrgy_g!_!!9_e!Ieree g_gessglr!y

The council approved the additions to the negotiating
directives of 25 November 1985 intended to enable the Commission to
hold the final stage of negotiations with Mediterranean third
countries.

9elery_I§le!ge

The council approved the guldelines for adaptation of the
arrangments applicable to the Canary Islands (Articte ZS(4) of the
Treaty of Accession).

Mainland Spain--.----

The council approved the conclusions concernj_ng national
restrictions.

§gppl gtg!!sry_se e!s!tE[_ Ier_ ! rege

The council and the commission made statements on the
functioning of the SMT.
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Further research decision

The Council adopted in the offlcial languages of the Communities
the Decision amending the Declsion of L6 December lgBO setting up
a Consultative Committee for the Fusion Programme (accession of
Spain and Portugal ) .

4erlsgl!sre

The Council adopted in the official languages of the Communities
the Regulations (1)

on the rules.for calculating the monetary compensatory amountsappllcable to eggs and poultrymeat, and amending Regulation (nfC)
No 262/86

amending Regulation (EEC) No ZZT7/75 laylng down rules forcalcurating the levy and the sruice-gate prlce for eggs

amending Reguration (rgc) No 2778/75 laying down rules forcalculating the levy and the sruice-gate price for pourtrymeat.

Flsheries

The Council adopted 1n the offlclal languages of the Communities
the Decision authorizing the extension, for the period from
2 November 19BO to 2 NIay LgB7, of the sea fisheries Agreement between
the Government of the Kingdom of Spain and the Government of the
Peoplets Republic of Angola.

The council also adopted in the officiar languages of the
communities the Regulation amending for the fifth time
Regulation (EEC) No 3TzL/85 fixing, for certain fish stocks and
groups of fish stocks, total allowable catches for 1986 and certaln
conditions under which they may be fished. This Regulation fixes
a catch quota for the united Kingdom for l_986 of 3 4oo tonnes of
Clyde stock herring in the \dest Scotland area.

(1) S"" p* Release (Agriculture Council) 9568/86 (presse L44)of 13 and 14 October 1996.
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NOTE BIO (86) E8O âUX BURERUX NÊTIONÊUX
CC. AUX IIEMBRES DU SERVICE DU PORTE-PÊROLE

PRESS CONFERENtrE BY VICE-PRESIDENT NâRJES
PREPÊRâTION OF INDUSTRY AND RESERRCH COUNCIL ?O/?T OCTOBER

REFERRINB TO THE RECENT COiIITIISSION PROPOSâL FOR â FURTHER, HODERÊTE
LIBERALIZÂTION OF THE STEEL OUOTâ REGIME I.IHIEH hIOULD LEAVE

oNLY 43 t/s
OF COMMUNITY STEEL PRODUCTION UNDER OUOTÊS IN 1987 (MÊINLY FLÊT
PRODUCTS), MR NÊRJES CONTINUED TO EXPLRIN THE COMMISSIONTS
PERCEPTION OF THE SITUâTION FOR THE EUROPEâN STEEL INDUSTRY A8
BEING RELATIVELY GOOD, DUE TO FALLING PRODUCTTON COSTS, EXTREI|ELY
LOT.I SERRP PRIEES ETC. HE T.JâS OF COURSE AT.TARE OF A CERTAIN LACK OF
ENTHUSIÊS]{ BY SOME STEELMâKERS ÂS TO THE EOMMISSIONI S LINE OF
THINKINB BUT POINTED OUT THRT OT}iERS T{OULD LIKE TO SEE THE OUOTâ
REBIT'IE âBâNDONED ALTOGETHER.
âS FAR AS THE DEMÊND FOR STEEL IS CONCERNED R LONB-TERiI SHRINKINE
OF THE STEEL T{âRKET CAN BE REGISTERED DUE TO FRLLINE SPEEIFIC
CONSUMPTION â6 STEELS ARE BECOI'1IN6 STRONEER AND THEREFORE LIGHTER
OR EVEN REPLACED BY OTHER iIâTERIâLS. THE RDÊPTRTION OF THE
PRODUETION CÊPâCITY T'IUST THUS trONTINUE, IN HIS VIET.I FINâNCE
].IINISTERS IN THE IiIEFIBER STATES ARE EROI{IN6 INCRERSINGLY RELUCTANT
TOWâRDS CONTINUINB STATE SUBSIDIES.
HE I.IÊS GUâRDEDLY OPTIMISTIC ÂS TO â DECISION BY ilINI8TER8 AT THE
COUNCIL TIEETING,
REPLYING TO â OUESTION Êg TO l.tHY THE COFI}'IISSION DOES NOT BRINE
âNTI-DUi{PINB CHÊRGEE IN CERTRIN CRSES, I'lR NâRJES SRID THAT THE
COIII{ISSION IS LOOKING INTO â NUFIBER OF CâSES BUT THAT PROVINB
DÊiIAEES ÊS REOUIRED BY BÊTT RULES I9 NOT ÊLT.IÊYs EâSY TO DO.
CONCERNING THE POSSIBILITY OF COI'IPâNIES BOINB BEFORE THE EUROPERN
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COURT IN CASE BF â FRILURE BY HINISTERS TO DECIDE ON A REGIME FOR
19e7, CLRIÈ1INB THâT THE MÊNIFEST CRISI9 IN VIRTUE OF RRT 5g ECSC
DOES NO LONGER EXISTI HE FOUND SUEH A BITUÊTION LIKELY AND WOULD
THINK THAT HIS REMâRKS AT THIS PRESS CTINFERENCE COULD BE
INTERPRETED RS COI'IMISSION SUPPORT FOR SUCH CLRIMS.

ON THE SUBJECT OF R RND D MR NARJES F(ruND THRT THE COIIiIISSIONI S
REASONS
FOR PROPOSINB THE FRAMET.JORK PRTIGRAMME T987-199I T.IERE âS VALID AS
EVER âND TI{AT AS FâR AE SCIENTIFIC ÊND TECHNOLOEICRL CONTENT I{RS
CONCERNED THIS OPPINION tlâS SHÊRED BY ALL I'IEMBER STATES.
HE REGRETTED, HOHEVER, THRT DUE TO THE HEâVY EMPHÊSIB ON

âBRICULTURAL EXPENDITURE IN THE COMÈIUNITY BUDBET R CERTAIN
OPPOSITION TO INEREASED R AND D SPENDINB trOULD STILL BE REGISTERED.
HE DOUBTED VERY I{UCH THâT I,IINOR SÊVINBS IN THE RESEÊREH AREâ }JOULD
HAVE â t'lâRKED ItlPâCT ON THE PLIBHT OF EUROPEâN ÊGRICULTURE.
HE ALSO STRESSED THE OBVIOUS SUPPORT BY INDUSTRY âND TRADE UNIONS
FOR THE COMI'IISSION' S PROPOSâL, REFERRINE TO RECENT SEIIINÊRS ON THE
ESPRIT AND RâCE PRO6RÊI{MES.
I.JHEN AND IN I.IHICH FORIiI THE FRÂMET.JORK PROERAMME IS ADOPTED HâS R

DEFINITE BEÊRINB ON THE COFIPLETION OF THE INTERNÊL ]'IRRKET, EROI,ITH

POTENTIRL OF T,IEMBER STâTES, âND LIBERÊLIZâTION OF PUBLItr
PROEUREMENT.
HE I.IÊNTED TO MâKE IT CLEâR THÊT THE EUREKR INITIâTIVE DOES NOT
PROVIDE THE KIND OF RCCESS FOR âLL TO NET.I HIEH TECHNOLOBY ÊS T.IOULD

THE NEtl FRAl'lEtlORK PROGRRMME.
HE CONFIRMED TI{AT THE COMiIISSION INTENDS TO ADOPT R MORE RGERESSIVE
RTTITUDE IN THE FIELD OF TIPENINE UP OF PUBLIC PRTItrUREMENT.

REEâRDS

H. PAEIIEN
A
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Brussels, 22 October 1986

NOTE BIO (86) 285 AUX BUREAUX NATIONAUX
COPIES AUX MEMBRES DU SERVICE DU PORTE-PAROLE

RESEARCH COUNCIL, 21 OCTOBER 1986, LUXEMBOURG (P. VINTHER)

Outlook for Framework Prograrme bleak. but by no means hooeless

The Councl I debate on the second multlannual Communlty framework
programme (FWP) for research and technologlcal development (1987-
1991) was characterlzed by modest progress.
The pres I dency had based on the preparatory work I n COREPER
-drawn up a llst of ten questlons for conslderatlon by mlnlsters:

1. Sclentlfic and technlcal prlorltles
2. Structure of FWP
3. Descriptlon of actlvltles
4. Evaluatlon
5. Relatlonshlp wlth other lnternatlonal R&D
6. Financlng of dlrect actlon ( l.e. role of JRC)
7. Selectlon crlterla
8. Links wlth other Communlty pol lcles
9. Role of small and medlum-slzed enterprlses
1O. Varying levels of contrlbutions and repayable advances

ln hls openlng remarks VP NarJes stressed the lmportance of the
FWP as a plannlng tool for the next f lve years and as a f lrst
appllcatton of the Slngle Act (although not yet ratlfied).
He agreed to provldlng further lnformatlon on *3 to natlonal
representatlves ln CREST whlch ls meetlng at the end of thls
month.

Dlscusslon of {+1 and +2 revealed rematnlng dlf ferences between
member states as to wh I ch top I cs shou I d have pr I or I ty and as to
the grouping ln actlon llnes proposed by the Commlssion. The
lncluslon of telecommunlcatlons stl I I seems to encounter
opposltlon f rom Germany, who sees lt as the responslblllty of the
PTTs.
Mr Nar jes relterated the Commlssion's posltlon that all actions
proposed are of pr I or i ty nature.
ln a comment of princlple the Danlsh mlnlster pleaded that lt
would be a sad affalr for Europe lf mlnlsters due to lack of
foreslght, wlll and money could not agree on a proposal of such a
modest magnltude. Thls was seconded by several mlnlsters from the
sma I I er member states.

On *4 it was concluded that evaluation of programmes should be
mentioned ln the regulatlon adoptlng the FWP.

On *5 everybody could accept the lnclusion of a reference to the
COST cooperatlon ln the preambule. On the subJect of EUREKA
posltlons were more varled, several member states (F, UK) arguing



îor §.pcc I f ic ment lon of the ar t lcu lat lsn ..hstween FWP and EUREKA
ln the flnal text. The Portugucse mlnlstcr warned that COST and
EUREKA by no means could rcplace the FWP whlch ls essentlal to
thG smal ler countr lcs.
Mr NarJcs polnted out posslble conf I lcts .between EUREKA projects
and the Tretty such as state alds, monopol les, and posslble
dlscrlmlnatlon. These dlfflcultles were acknowledged by the
pres iclency.

rB gave rlse to a dlscusslon of 'the role of the JRC whlch was
brokon of f by the presldenCy prompted by À{r NarJes' reference to
thc panel of lndustrlal lsts due to submlt a report on thls
subJect by mld-November. Several member states, however, would
I lke to sec some lndlcatlon not necessarl ly entlrely blndlng
-of how the Commlsslon lntcnds to lmplement the dlfferent I lnes
of actlon, by dlrcct actlon (et JRC), cost-sharlng actlon, or
concerted tctlon (Communlty only pays coordlnatlon costs).
ThG Commlssloner cxpressecl hls hesltatlon as thls should be part
of thc speclf lc programmcs.

The dlscusslon on selectlon crltcrla, *7, sras concluded by a
proposrl to actogt a Councl I Resolutlon settlng out such crlterla
at the same tlme as the adoptlon of the FWP. COREPER wlll be
askecl to draft such a resolutlon on the basls of the
corrêspondlng crltcrla for the current Fl.lP.

rB produced an agrêement that some rcference shou I d be made I n

the tcxt to I lnks wlth other Communlty pol lcles.

Concernlng 19 there was unanlmous support for the slgnlflcance of
SME I nvo lvement I n Commun I ty programmes .wh lch shou ld be ment loned
ln the preambule of the regulatlon. The presldency stressed that
also thc blgger countrles have SMEs. The ltal lan mlnlster
expressed the wlsh that thls would not b€ just another solemn
statement but that lt would also be fol lowecl by actlon.

Flnally, r'lO brought a number of remarks whlch were generally ln
flvour of lncreascd flexlblllty as to th€ level of Communlty
eontrlbutlon to R&D projects, however, spme mlnlsters polnted out
that SME partlclpatlon would be Jeoparctlzed at levels below 50%
whlch would be contrary to the sentlments expressed on *9.
Mr NarJes warned agrlnst an overreactlon as the Commlsslon flrmly
b.l leves thrt thc 5Ol5O formula ls the best compromise ensurlng
ln optlmum ln dlssemlnatlon of research rÇsults betwecn member
strtca. A leve I of tO X already appllGÊ to the JET proJect and
Irve I s be low 5Of heve been used I n sorniÇ cascs .

As far ls rcpry,ncnt of Communlty fundlng ln case of posltlve
rcsults ls conccrncd thcrc was some dqubts as to the feaslbl I lty
of tuch t tchcmc: how docs one measurc 's,ucccss? etc.

On the subject oî flnanclng the FWP thls was debated by mlnlsters
durlng lunch. No detal ls were dlsclosed but it seemed clear that
there are stl I I maJor dlfferences between the three blg member
states (F, UK, D) who want to spend a lot less than proposed by



the Commlsslon, and the I others who see the 7,735 bllllon ECU as
a mlnlmum.

Durlng the ensuing press conference the Councl I presldent, Mr
Pattle, conflrmed that progress had been made ln reconcl I lng
different polnts of vlew but that a lot of ground needs to be
covered before the next Research Counc I I on I December. He d i d
not feel that an lnformal councll ln the meantlme would advance
things. He was more lncl lned to try bl lateral negoclatlons.

To the questlon "dld he stlll conslder the FWP to be ln one plece
after today's meetlng?" Mr NarJes repIled: "CertaInly!"

Eurotra

The Councll agreed ln prlnclple on supplementary funding for thls
programme for advanced mach I ne trans I at I on necess I tated by the
accesslon of Spaln and Portugal. 4.5 MECU was approved for the
second phase pend I ng Par I I ament's op I n I on .
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