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Inclusiveness: Development of a detailed | Elaboration of national Draft GPC report on W
Openness and roadmap to address the contributions as well as cy
transparency of topic contributions from COM
networks services on centrally
available data and reports,
status report to ERAC addressed to ERAC
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Members

Austria
Germany
Portugal
(Romania)

Slovenia




Background

e 2017; CC EE/ From the Interim Evaluation
of Horizon 2020 towards the ninth
Framework Programme

» 2018; Final Report of the ERAC Ad-hoc
WG on Partnerships on ,Criteria®

e 2018; ERAC Ad-hoc WG on partnerships —
Final Report

e 2017; Interim evaluation of Horizon 2020

e 2017-2018; MLE on national practices in
widening participation and stenghthening
synergies - topic report: Improving
networking through participation in EU-
level initiatives

e 2017; Interim evaluation of the Joint
Undertakings operating under H2020

e 2017; Mid-term review of the contractual
Public Private Partnerships (cPPPs) under
H2020
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Our work

(3) LETTER

On measures for (increasing)
openness sent to JPIs

(1) EXCEL

Mapping of Country involvement

(2) QUESTIONNAIRE

on inclusiveness measures
sent to Art. 185 and JTIs




(1) Excel

CORE

ERA-NET -BiodivERSM BiodivScen |BlueBio |CHIST-ERAIl |Organic  |pemoWwind |DemoWind2  |DIAL [EMEurope Ove rvi eW C O u n t ry by

Austria 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Belgium 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 partnership

Bulgaria 1 1 1 1

Croatia 1

e 1 ; For ERA-NETs, A.185s, EJPs, JPIs,

== : IR : 1 : . : ITls, FET Flagships, cPPPs, KICs

Finland 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

France 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Germany 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Greece 1 1

Hunga 1 1 1 H

1 — 1 Data gathering

Italy 1 1 1 1

Latvia 1

Lithuana 1 1 1 1 ERALEARN: P2P Database

Luxembourg

Malta 1 eCORDA: JTIS

Netherlands 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 .

Poland 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 WWW;: FETFIagshIpS

Portugal 1 1 1 1 1 1 F

Romania 1 1 1 1 1 1 DG EAC: for KICs K

lovakia i\ J -
Sovei T T : DG CNECT: for cPPPs - -
Spain 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 £ - \
Sweden 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 g

United Kingdom 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ; . =~ -

an_ mi B Q 1




E RA-N ET DemoWind |PemoWind2 |DIAL |[EMEurope
Austria 1 1 1 1 1
Belgium 1 1 1 1 1

Bulgaria 1 1 1 1

Croatia 1

Cyprus

Czech Republic 1 1
Denmark 1 1 1
Estonia 1 1 1 1 1

Finland 1 1 1 1 1 1
France 1 1 1 1 1
Germany 1 1 1 1 1
Greece 1

Hungary 1 1

Ireland 1 1 1 1
Italy 1 1 1

Latvia 1

Lithuania 1 1 1 1
Luxembourg

Malta 1

Netherlands 1 1 1 1
Poland 1 1 1 1 1
Portugal 1 1 1 1
Romania 1 1 1 1 1

Slovakia 1 1 1

Slovenia 1 1
Spain 1 1 1 1 1

Sweden 1 1 1 1 1
United Kingdom 1 1 1 1
Norway
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Description and Analysis
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i. Health
ii. Culture, creativity and inclusive society
iii. Civil Security for Society

iv. Digital, Industry and Space
v. Climate, Energy and Mobility

INTERDISCIPLINARY




CORE
ERA-NET BiodivERsA3 |BiodivScen [BlueBio |CHIST-ERAIl (Organic  |pemowind |DemoWind2 |DIAL |EMEurope CI t .
Austria 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 us erl ng
Belgium 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o
Bulgaria 1 1 1 1 A d t E I S
Croatia 1 CCO r I n g O
Cyprus
Caech Republic 1 1 Innovation leaders on average involved
Denmark 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 . .
Estonia 1 1 1 1 1 In most partnershlps
Finland 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
France 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Germany 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Greece 1 1
Hungary 1 1 1
Ireland 1 1 1 1 1
Italy 1 1 1 1
Latvia 1
Lithuania 1 1 1 1
Luxembourg
Malta 1
Netherlands 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Poland 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Portugal 1 1 1 1 1 1 F
Romania 1 1 1 1 1 1 H
Slovakia 1 1 1 \ F i
Slovenia 1 1 'A-" L _H' ‘:‘
Spain 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 P |
Sweden 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 X ‘
United Kingdom 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - . .
Norway 1 - g o i
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(3) Letter

Open-ended question

to answer with more depth

On inclusiveness measures:
) :
penness and transparency

send to 10 JPIs

Response rate
IPIs: 7/10 ~ 70%

0% °
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One of the themes W

transparency

contribute to

calls (prepar

forthe TFo

You have been inf

Dear Colleagues,

of networks and

ormed at the previous meeting of the GPC on our Work Programme for 2019-202
o would like to tackle is inclusiveness, with regard to the openness and
for that, the Task Force has been established. We would like to

the new ERA narrative and influence how new instruments could be builtin the

perception of inclusiveness.

the questionnaire.

you to answer with more depth.

ation, promotion and evaluation

Your answer (received by the end of August)

n Openness and transparency,

ERA-LEARN project is already doing an analysis of the inclusiveness in transnational calls
'\mp\emented by ERA-NET Cofund networks and E)Ps, so some of you might already be familiar w

For our further analysis, we would like to gather different measures you employ for the inclusiv
(focusing on openness of networks) and would like to askyou to answer a simple open-ended
question. Instead of sending you, 3 checklist we decided for open-ended question as this will a

Which measures for increasing openness do you employ in your network?

\We would like you to think of the different |evels of operation - implementation, alignment,

phase), other joint actions;.-

will be much appreciated\.




,Which measures for (increasing) openness do you employ in your
network?”

JPIs

A\
‘communication / outreach

. membership

@ s:iA




(2) Questionairre

Inspired by

=~ Y) ERA
2 CEARN

On inclusiveness measures:

openness and transparency
send to 5 Art. 185s and 7 JTIs

Response rate

Art. 185s: 4/5 ~ 80 %
ITls: 6/7 ~ 85,7 %
210/12~83 %
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O Art. 185 AAL2
O Art. 185 EMPIR
—C—AR85-EUROSTARS
O Art. 185 PRIMA
O JTIBBI

O JTIIMI2

O JTI Shift2Rail
O JTI CleanSky2
O JTIFCH2
——FHECSE—
O JTI SESAR
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D1 Ca requiations allow the addiion of partners from Widening, or less performing courtries in those proposals that °
are approved for the full praposal stage
O ciher, plsasa speciy:
Q4 - Which type of measures do you employ in the call promotion phase?
[y t— coong
Penne,
the re, 'SS ang
O one Sults, Pleagq le
O Match-making Brokerage events |

O se of partnering tools
O Dedicated activities to inform and encaurage the research community in Widening couniries (detaied advice,
proposal chack, stc.)

O Gtner, pisase soscify:
Q5 - Which type of measures do you employ in the call evaluation phase?
MUt answers.

O None

O include experts from Widening Counties in evaluation panels in order to maintain geographical balance and
diversity in research expertise

D1 wid card - invite at least one trans-naional projact per Widening Country to submit ful proposals

O proposal selection (note: not evaluation criteria) In case of aqual score propasals, proposals with more Widening
Countries are preferrad

D1 Extend the selection list by increasing the national budgets and/ar using a flexible top-up distribution

O cther, ploase specty:

Q6 - Which other type of activities for strengthening Widening Countries did you employ / for Inclusiveness
in th f o d of

ness ar

Moznih fe ve adgovorov

O please speciy:
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,Which measures for (increasing) openness do you employ in your
network?”

JPIs A. 185s, JTls




Average involvement in partnership initiative

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

ERA-NET Art.185

0%

JPI FET JTl

EEU-13

EJP cPPP

W EU-15

3 Call
Sti
fu

KIC

(2) Which type of measures do you employ in the

60%

(3) Which type of measures do you employ in the

80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

Match-

making/Broke
rage events

Nizil .60%

call promotion phase?

Dedicated
activities to
Use of .
. inform and
partnering N¢
encourage
tools
the research
community...
40%- 70% 0

call preparation phase?

o Call
regulations
allow the
addition of
partners
from
1 Widening,...

0%

q

N

Involving

‘ganized

! current!

ciated e
ll

Ona | less
ncreased
o
’glegrpp§
active
building

) n actions

“role

1cociitauvesS o

LI
d
“tp related WOFkShOp - europeaAn‘l

international °

final

involvement E
stakeholders development

programme .. . __.
communication FESEBT'ChEI'; specific neps

projects
consultations CAPACItY

- .

Austria

|EJP

EURATOM

H2020

Belgium

=

Bulgaria

||

Croatia

Cyprus

Czech Republic

===

Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greace

e e

Hungary

Ireland

Italy

Other,

Latvia

R R R R

B e e e e e e e ==

=

Lithuania

None please

Luxembourg

Malta

MNetherlands

=

specify:

Poland

Portugal

e

Romania

N

Slovakia

Slovenia

30% 60%

Spain

Sweden

United Kingdom

[ e L e e e e e

(4) Which ty

Norway

N

B e e e

e e e

call evaluation phase?

Proposal selection

Wild card - invite at
least one trans-
national project per
Widening Country

to submit full
proposals

10%

— =
-
-
i

1 b .
| -
] o

i =il

evaluation criteria)
In case of equal
score proposals,
proposals with
more Widening

(note: not

increasi

Countries are distribution
preferred
10% 10%

Extend the
selection list by

national budgets
and/or using a
flexible top-up

ng the




ERA-LEARN EJP and ERA-NET Cofund Analysis vs. Art. 185 and JTI Questionnaire

Which measures for increasing inclusiveness (openness of
partnership initiatives) do you employ?

a0 100%
" 80% room for
improvement
@ 60%
w 40%
o S 0%

Percent
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ERA-LEARN EJP and ERA-NET Cofund Analysis vs. Art. 185 and JTI Questionnaire
Which type of measures do you employ in the call_phase?

Percent

60 60%
room for
40 40% improvement
20 :I I I l - I
0 0% ST
Call budget: Caltext  Callregulations Call regulations Other - Please  None of the Call
Structural explicitly allow larger allow the specify: above regulations
funds are used  encourages consortia if addition of Call text call allow the
(note: not involvement of Widening parners from - . .
eligible for top- Widening Countries are Widening, or Call budget: explicitly |regulations |addition of
up funding) Couniries in involved less perfamming Structural |ENCOUrages allow larger| partners Other,
trans-national countries in fund involvement| consortia if from please None 3
i unds are
projects those of Widening] Widening | Widening, | specify: / H
proposals that used o i r -
Countries in| Countries or less P -z
are approved - il il
for the full projects |pre involved|performing LA "
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ERA-LEARN EJP and ERA-NET Cofund Analysis vs. Art. 185 and JTI Questionnaire

Which type of measures do you employ in the call

phase?
80 80%
60 60%
3
Q 40 40%
o
o
20 I 20% I
o . . 0% )
Match- Use of partnering  Dedicated activiies ~ Other-please  None of the above Dedicated
making/Brokerage tools to inform and specify: activities to
events encourage the inform and
uo'rf:srr:a:it:in encourage the
i " research
WI:IEHI_FIQ ‘””‘T““ Match- Use of -
(detailed advice, making/Broker artnerin community in | Other, please None
proposal check, P 8 Widening specify:
ele.) age events tools _
countries H
(detailed
advice,
proposal
check, etc.)
MNizil 60% 40% 70%




ERA-LEARN EJP and ERA-NET Cofund Analysis vs. Art. 185 and JTI Questionnaire

Which type of measures do you employ in the call

room for
memmn -

Percent

Inciude experts Wild card -

from Widening allows
Countries in counirias with
evaluation no pre-

panels in order proposals
o mantain placed over the
geographical cut-off line,
balance and determined by
diversity in the call budget,
research to invite to the
axpenise full proposal
stage one
proposal listed
under the cut-
off line, yel
evaluated
positively by
the experis.

Proposal

salection (note:

not evaluation
criteria) In case
of equal score
proposals,
proposals with
more Widaning
Countries are
prefered

Extend the Other - please
selection list by specily:
increasing the

national
budgets and/or
using a flexible
1op-up
distribution
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75%
50%
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Conclusions (1-3/8)

Conclusion 1

e Most commonly used measures for increasing openness within JPIs are the ones related
to communication and/or outreach measures.

Conclusion 2

e JPIs carry out wide range of different measures for openness and transparency within

their partnership initiatives.

Conclusion 3

e NCPs from widening countries could offer promotion and/or match making services with /

partners (or NCPs) of “stronger” countries to have widening partners gain more
recognition.
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Conclusions (4-6/8)

e Availability of ESRs for all FP (co)funded projects would contribute to increased

transparency.

Conclusion 5

e Data suggests that Art.185s and JTIs operate with a smaller range of measures for
increasing openness compared to JPls, yet according to Figure 2. Average involvement in
partnership initiatives by EU-13 vs. EU-15 are more successful in including EU-13

countries.

Conclusion 6

e Great care and detailed consideration must be given when developing schemes to

i encourage widening countries to participate in partnership initiatives.
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N\ e




Conclusions (7-8/8)

e Flexibility in the call evaluation and call regulations might lead to greater inclusiveness of
widening countries.

Conclusion 8

e We must also consider what the data does not tell us and take into account the self-
reporting bias, where in general, respondents want to respond in a way that makes them
look as good as possible.




Recommendations

* awareness raising and
acknowleding benefits of
partnership initiatives

e assuring national funding
and human resources

LEVEL OF PARTNERSHIP
INITIATIVES

EU LEVEL

* encouraging widening
countries to increase their
involvement in
partnership initiatives

* encouraging widening
countries to increase their
involvement in
partnership initiatives

® encouraging initiatives
and research consortia to
include widening
countries

» enabling call regulations in
favour of widening
countries

* allowing flexibility of
instruments used by
partnership initiatives in a
way that widening
countries can be valuable
partners

e advocating the

importance of bridging the
innovation divide




* awareness raising and * Involvement in any type of partnership does

acknowleding benefits of not solely depend on the openness
partnership initiatives

* assuring national funding e Connected to interest and knowledge of the
and human resources existing Rl landscape

e Recognizing benefits of partnerships
e High profile promotion campaigns




LEVEL OF PARTNERSHIP * Increasing the intensity and number of
INITIATIVES contacts in widening countries

e Support widening countries with trainings,

e encouraging widening

countries to increase their capacity building, workshops = allowing
involvement in exchange of best practices
partnership initiatives _

e TR  Effective platform for partner search

and research consortia to
include widening
countries

e Involving in core positions (management
boards, strategic advisory boards,

e enabling call regulations in trandisciplinary boards, preparation of
favour of widening SRIAs, lead work packages)
countries / (o
* Allowing larger consortium if widening P ol
countries are involved ﬂ”
— m m ~ ‘ i : "--
‘f_[‘_. —;M\\rﬂ ,‘«ﬂ ""‘I_.-'!JA\ ﬁl K S -~




EU LEVEL

* encouraging widening e Visibility of impacts achieved by
countries to increase thEIF .
partnerships

involvement in

partnership initiatives e Promotion of results of research funded

- elllocslu ey o projects under partnerships
instruments used by

partnership initiatives in a e Ensure balanced (fair and proportionate to

AU R A widening  countries)  structure  of
countries can be valuable

partners evaluatiors

e advocating the
importance of bridging the
innovation divide
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Thank you!
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