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Introduction 
Since its approval by the European Council of Competitiveness in December 2011, the Water Joint 
Programming Initiative (JPI) covers a wide range of water challenges, focusing on ecosystems, 
citizens, economic sectors (including the bio-economy) and closing the water cycle gap for a more 
efficient water resources management while bridging demands and supplies. This document has 
been produced by Research and Innovation Funding Programmes representing 88% of the European 
National Public investments in these topics. This wide representation of programmes and topics 
leads to priority setting in different thematic areas in relation with Water challenges from local to 
global scales. 
This short submission has been prepared in relation to the EC Public Consultation on Article 185. This 
submission builds on the consultation for the preliminary impact assessment of PRIMA (Water JPI 
Coordinator interviewed by expert group). The questionnaire provided for this consultation on 
Article 185 was not always applicable to the Water JPI as a network of Research, Development & 
Initiative (RDI) funders. Where possible and relevant, answers to the Public Consultation questions 
are provided below. 
 

General Comments 
The Water JPI is of the opinion, that there is a: 

 Need for complimentary actions planned in cooperation with the Water JPI, in relation with 
the Strategic Research & Innovation Agendas; Article 185s are targeting regional challenges 
for some or focused thematic issues for others while the JPIs are tackling the defined 
societal challenge in its globality in a coordinated and integrated way. One of the key JPI’s 
objectives is to progress alignment of national/regional research programmes – going 
beyond Research & Innovation Agenda setting and Joint Calls. 

 Risk of competing for funds at EC-level (i.e. Societal Challenges 5 and 2 contributions to 
PRIMA); 

 Risk of competing for funds at National-level in some countries (funds which could be 
dedicated to JPIs); 

 Risk of not transferring existing or new knowledge with the EU and associated partners, 
depending on the legal provisions for operating RDI actions. 

In addition, it is important to note that some of the answers provided in this questionnaire could 
also be applicable to the Joint Programming Initiatives. It also felt that some of the questions are too 
generic, when considering that each of the Articles 185 has its own specificity in terms of types of 
research funded. 
 

Specific Questions 
 

Question 5 
The Water JPI has received/is receiving support from Horizon 2020 (ERAnet COFUND Actions & 
Coordination Support Action). 

  



 
 

Question 7 
 

 
  



 
 

Question 8 

 



 
 

 
  



 
 

Question 9 
 

 
 
  



 
 

Question 10 

 
 
  



 
 

Question 11 
It should be noted that the situation is different between the existing Articles 185 and “future” 
Articles 185. The administrative burden is increasing for the national governments and for the 
researchers for the latter. 
 

 
 

  



 
 

Question 12 
To the specific question: More human resources are available for the setup of an Art.185 framework, 
the Water JPI’s position is that this would depend of the Article 185 considered. Efficiency would be 
increased if the EC was centralising their administration. In addition while more budget is available, 
it appears to be competing with the budget allocated to already existing initiatives. 

 
 
 

  



 
 

Sections C to E 
The Water JPI as a network of Member States is unable to reply to the specific questions relating to 
Sections C to E. Some general remarks include: 

 To the questions: Is there sufficient budget contributions from Participating States to achieve 
the objectives of the Art. 185 Programme?, this is only the case for some countries and 
depends on how initiatives and Horizon 2020 are complimenting each other. 

 Are Articles 185 really necessary when the countries involved are already part in another EU 
initiatives/programmes? 

 Articles 185 are regional but knowledge produced would be relevant to the rest of EU. There 
is therefore a risk that this knowledge is not transferred to the rest of EU. 

 In term of Added Value, Articles 185 could facilitate the access to Research Infrastructure in 
other non-EU countries. However, there is a need to avoid the multiplication (and risk of 
duplication) of infrastructure (as developed under other already existing initiatives). 

 In relation to the Integration of the Preparation Phase of the Article: There is a longer time 
to reach the actual research stage (from the identification of the need to launching the 
action and starting its concrete realisation). 

 Articles 185 would benefit from less complexity and more flexibility for managing the related 
activities. Articles 185 do not provide the flexibility to cater for emerging priorities. 

 In the Articles 185, the concept of variable geometry is not applicable. While the 
introduction of Real Common Pot is seen as positive, this may result in competition in 
budget allocation at national levels, in additional costs (transfer of funds between countries 
beyond EU). 
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