TEN STEPS FOR OPEN, SOCIAL AND GREEN SCIENCE POLICY

1. Open science: Maximum sharing and transfer of scientific knowledge and technical information. More patents do not always mean more innovation. Patent thickets that can chill innovation in small and young firms must be prevented. And incentives for exploiting knowledge (not just patenting) should be fostered, for knowledge and technology transfer and for promoting the association firms, civil society and universities in linking research with the much needed economic and technological renovation of our economies.

Academic research, industrial...  For example, Software programmes are protected sufficiently by copyright. Another example is sharing animal testing data to protect animal welfare. 

2. Science for the people and by the people. Scientists in open dialogue with normal citizens, non expert opinions and open debate on social and environmental objectives of research should be organised. In other words, public participation in science policy making should be put forward.

3. Small is beautiful: The funding of small laboratories, smaller universities and SMEs should be a clear priority in European programmes – they create greatest job and rooted economic stability. Clustering of small sized European-wide initiatives is better than concentration.  Hi-tech parks can be innovation factories for SMEs to use and exploit knowledge. The networking of imagination is the way forward for young dynamic European businesses. 

4. Less Bureaucracy and more Transparency:  Clear and understandable public access to data on entire process of evaluation and financing of UE research projects. The European Commission must scale down costly administrative procedures that marginalise small research groups, firms and NGOs from European funding. 

5. Back to Basics:  Basic scientific inquiry should be strongly supported.  European Science policy should not be dominated only by the stock market technological concerns of the largest transnational companies. Strong public support is needed for mid and long term basic scientific research with social and environmental objectives. Structural funds should be available for basic research infrastructures. Research and development can be more important than building more big roads and airports. 

6. Research for Health:  Massive funding should not exclusively go to pharmaceutical development and other “end of the pipe” treatment while precautionary research is marginalised. Public health and preventive medicine need much more funding for toxicological and epidemiological studies on the complex causes of many “modern” industrial diseases. Reproductive issues and children's preventive health need much more attention.  Illnesses that affect the poor and Southern countries should not continue to be underfunded. 

7. Science for a good climate:   Climate change projects should be one of the centres of European research programmes.  Research for renewable energy should be increased markedly at least to the level of  Euratom and the ITER Fusion programmes (a “white elephant” that will not even produce 1 kw of electricity for decades). 

8. Social science is also science! Understand the world with its new problems, how to confront climate change, poverty, cultural clashes, conflict, many transversal and complex disciplines must work together to create data and knowledge about the challenges people, societies and economies confront.  Needed for wisdom facing multiple crises in the world and crucial to be reflexive and critical with the direction of new technologies. 

9. Independent European Research Council: a truly independent peer-oriented ERC aimed at the promotion of curiosity-driven projects of high scientific level should be fostered, especially within the emerging fields of science, taking into account the state of underfunding  than some are  are suffering from. Creating such an organism dedicated to funding long-term basic science in Europe will also represent a major chance for European research to recover its competitiveness.

10.  Precautionary principle in our risk society: The precautionary principle must be integrated into our research priorities. Massive funding of GMO research, some forms of nanotechnology and many nuclear programmes is neither environmentally nor economically sound.  Instead, funding should be focussed on alternatives to potentially dangerous technologies and chemical substances. Strong support for existing alternatives to animal testing should also be established.

