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Liselotte Hgjgaard, chair of the standing
committee of the European Medical Re-
search Councils (EMRC), put this question
up for discussion at the annual EMRC meet-
ing in Stockholm last month. Under current
arrangements, researchers based outside of
Europe cannot apply for EU funding. The
funds of the newly created European Re-
search Council (ERC), for example, are re-
stricted “to any scientist (of any nationali-
ty) based in the EU”.

Liselotte Hgjgaard, head of the depart-
ment of clinical physiology and nuclear
medicine at Rigshospitalet, Copenhagen
University Hospital, calls this situation “ut-
terly unfair”, as on the other hand research-
ers based outside of the USA can apply for
NIH funding. In 2007 so far, for example,
188 NIH grants have gone to researchers
outside of the USA. A privilege Hgjgaard
has also already enjoyed. “l have person-
ally applied for NIH funding and | have re-
ally appreciated it,” she was quoted in The
Scientist.

Meanwhile, since the discussion began,
voices of cautious agreement have been
heard. Christian Bréchot, director general
of the French agency INSERM, for exam-
ple, stated that some US researchers should
be able to apply for EU funds. “It should
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be restricted, however, to projects that will
lead to exchanges between US and Europe-
an researchers or to specific actions where
you could really foresee the benefits,” he
added.

Colin Blakemore, chief executive of
Britain's Medical Research Council, thinks
that it is unlikely that European Commis-
sion (EC) funding could be opened up in-
ternationally on a purely competitive basis.
Nevertheless, he pointed out that Europe
could benefit from the establishment of re-
ciprocal funding arrangements with other
countries. European funding could be con-
sidered, for example, for researchers who
can offer expertise or resources that are not
available within Europe or in the context of
topics of particular importance to Europe-
an citizens.

Since the majority of the EU pro-
grammes are about collaboration, EC of-
ficials claim that US-based researchers are
already allowed to be included in collab-
orative research networks funded by the
EU. Moreover, the EU is indeed currently
discussing widening the accessibility of EU
grants to international teams.

Actually this would be one step closer to
reality, as Liselotte Hgjgaard quite rightly
states - “because science is global”.

Paper retraction

It’s not the
Messenger!?!..

During the last three months 42 year old
Ove Nilsson, director of the Centre for Plant
Development Biology at Umeé Plant Sci-
ence Centre, has experienced the absolute
extremes of being a research group leader.
In February, the professor at the Depart-
ment of Forest Genetics and Plant Physiol-
ogy was selected to be awarded the Marcus
Wallenberg prize worth 2 million kroner
by the Swedish King in autumn. According
to the Marcus Wallenberg foundation Nils-
son earned the prize “for his path breaking
discovery on the regulation of flowering in
trees and its translation into tree growth
and development.”

Most crucial for the jury’s decision was
a 2005 Science paper by Nilsson’s group,
which the Science editors later included in
their annual “Breakthroughs of the Year”
list. The paper describes how the mRNA of
the FLOWERING LOCUS T (FT) gene is be-
ing transported from Arabidopsis leaves to
the shoot apex. In the apex cells the corre-
sponding FT protein is synthesised from the
mRNA, which subsequently triggers flower-
ing. The authors, therefore, concluded that
the FT mRNA is an important component of
the elusive “florigen” signal.

In April 2007, however, Science pub-
lished the retraction. Nilsson’s group had
found that first author Tao Huang, a Chi-
nese guest researcher, had deliberate-
ly tampered with the data. “Certain data
points were removed, while other data »»
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