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The following chapters summarise the contents of Conferences targeted to the participants
external to the I3U consortium.

1. Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) Meeting – 9-10
February 2016 in Brussels, Belgium
Besides the Second Project Meeting, the two-day meeting in Brussels also hosted the
Scientific Advisory Committee of the project. From a list of potential participants, three
experts in innovation policies agreed to participate in the meeting, each one according his
field of expertise, as specified below:



Jonathan Haskel, Professor of Economics at Imperial College in London. His research
interests are productivity, innovation, intangible investment and growth. Jonathan
provides comments to the I3U WP1 and WP2 activities;



Jacques Mairesse, Professor of Applied Econometrics of Research, Innovation and
Productivity at Maastricht University and Research Associate at the Centre de
Recherche en Economie et Statistique (CREST-ENSARE, Paris). His research interests
are macroeconomic aspects of innovation. Jacques provides comments to the I3U
WP3, and horizontal WP8-WP10 activities;



Slavo Radosevic Professor of Industry and Innovation Studies at the University College
London. His research interests are economics of technological change and innovation
studies. Slavo provides comments to the I3U WP6-WP7 activities

The Scientific Advisory Committee members were informed one week before the meeting
of topics and methods of discussion, in order to facilitate the discussion and their
contributions. They were also asked to provide written contributions, in form of
presentations and/or papers, which have been included in an article on the project’s website
for public consultation: http://www.i3u-innovationunion.eu/project-and-scientific-advisorycommittee-sac-meeting-brussels-february-9-10-2016/.
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2. Stakeholders’ Committee (SC) Meeting –
September 2016 in Zagreb, Croatia

29-30

Besides the Third Project Meeting, the two-day meeting in Zagreb also hosted the
Stakeholder Committee Meeting of the project. The Stakeholder Committee provides an
open forum for discussion, encouraging dialogues among key stakeholders. The SC does
not have decision-making authority.
From a contact list of about 50 stakeholders involved in innovation policies, six stakeholders
agreed to participate, mainly involved in the management of innovation policies from the
public (Ministry) point of view, as indicated below.
Alexandra Effenberger (AE)
Agata Wancio (AW)
David Kurz (DK)
Per Koch (PK)
Piet Donselaar (PD)
Ward Ziarko (WZ)

German Ministry of Economic Affairs and Energy,
Ministry of Economic Development
German Ministry for Education and Research,
Innovation Norway,
Ministry of Economic Affairs,
Belgian Science Policy Office,

DE
PL
DE
NO
NL
BE

The Stakeholder Committee members have been informed one week before the meeting of
topics and methods of discussion, in order to facilitate the discussion and their contributions.
The key considerations of the Stakeholder Committee were summarized in an article on the
project’s website for public consultation: http://www.i3u-innovationunion.eu/i3u-thirdsteering-project-and-stakeholders-committee-sc-meeting-held-in-zagreb/
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3. I3U Validation Workshop – 24 November 2017 in
Brussels
A validation workshop in Brussels (event not planned in the original work plan) was
organised to guarantee that the outputs of the I3U work will be shared by the EC experts.
As follow up action, and under the coordination of ISINNOVA, the partners contacted a long
list of EC policy officers to present the project activities, the adopted approach and the first
findings. Below the EC officers who responded to the partners’ requests providing
information, whereas for the other commitments, no feedback was received:
Commitment
C1
C2
C3
C4
C6
C7
C10 to C13
C17
C19
C24-C25
C26
C28
C31

EC policy officers
Guillermo Hernández
Kirsi Ekroth-Manssila
Andre Richier
Sumathi Subramaniam
Gabor-Mihaly Nagy
Hermine Thelen; Gabor Mihaly Nagy, Kirsi Ekroth-Mansilla, Mark Nicklas
Etienne Sail, Demos Spatharis, Alessandro Nucara, Bernhard Von Wendland
Vasileios Tsanidis, Philippe Le Quement
Silvia Draghi, Olivier Chassagne, Marie-Luise RÜD
Carsten Schierenbeck
Xavier Le Mounier
David-Pascal Dion
Angelova-Krasteva, Pantelis Tziveloglou

The aim of the I3U Validation Workshop was to present to EC policy officers the preliminary
research results achieved in I3U, with particular attention to the methodological approach
adopted to assess each commitment and its validation, and to elicit additional insights with
particular reference to the availability of data and information not acquired so far by the
project team.
Project partners and EC experts were brought together to critically assess the used
assumptions, the methodology applied in the project and to validate the future plan.
The validation workshop covered the following elements:
 A brief description of the key assessment parameters for the most critical
commitments, specifically the final assessment criteria, the main data sources and the
main underlying assumptions (WP leaders);
 Presentation of assessment process so far (WP leaders);
 Reporting and validation of the main conclusions (WP leaders);
 Discussion on policy implications (WP leaders – EC experts);
 Identification of gaps in the analysis and recommendations to address these (WP
leaders – EC experts);
www.i3u-innovationunion.eu
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Discussion on next steps (WP leaders – EC experts).

The meeting was also summarized on the project website:
innovationunion.eu/i3u-project-and-review-meeting-held-in-paris/

http://www.i3u-

4. Scientific Advisory Committee Meeting – 26-27 April
2018 in Warsaw, Poland
The following two external experts attended the event the Scientific Advisory Meeting in
Poland.




Prof. Slavo Radosevic, Professor of Industry and Innovation Studies, School of
Slavonic and East European Studies - University College London. Special Advisor to
EC Commissioner for Regional Policy Research Director/UCL Centre for Comparative
Study of Emerging Economies
Professor Dr. Werner Bönte, Lehrstuhl für Industrieökonomik und Innovation,
Schumpeter School of Business and Economics - Bergische Universität Wuppertal

Both external experts received the presentations of the meeting in advance and during the
meeting shared their valuable inputs on all work packages.
Detailed minutes of the meeting was produced however below some general comments:
Professor Slavo Radosevic:
1) So far, each commitment has been evaluated individually. It is understandable. This
is how the project was presented, but the partial analysis ignores the interplay
between the different policies. It is only at the end that the NEMESIS model and the
system of innovation approach will examine the commitments as a whole. It is a pity
that there is not an additional round where after having examined the Innovation
Union as a whole, the individual examinations could not be revisited somehow to
avoid a lack of coherence and possible inconsistencies in the evaluations. What
appears reasonable to promote individually, may not always make sense once other
commitments are considered.
2) There is an evolution in European innovation policy. Some of the commitments are
no longer the top priorities. New priorities have been formulated like open
innovation, grand challenges, mission- oriented research. Right now, the 34
commitments reflect a narrow view of innovation policy, which is very much only
about R&D based innovation policy. Demand aspects, appropriability issues,
differences in the drivers of innovation across countries are perhaps not given the
weight they deserve in the present context of the European innovation policy. In other
words, how relevant are all these commitments nowadays? The project would need
www.i3u-innovationunion.eu
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to reflect on the 34 commitments within the broader and changing nature of EU
innovation policy
3) Although the analysis has been done the way it was planned in the initial proposal, it
appears ex post that for some commitments, there is simply not much to be said.
Data are missing, some commitments are not based on any theory, but sometimes
mere political statements independent of the institutional context. That makes it
difficult to evaluate some commitments and to account for complexity. Revised
versions of the remaining deliverables should pay more attention to the issues of
implementation of individual commitments.
Professor Werner Bönte:
1) We should distinguish between normative and positive analysis. Commitments are
normative statements. We can find a justification for them, this was one of the goals
of the first deliverables. But the evaluations should also be critical. Sometimes it is
simply not possible to evaluate properly.
2) There is often a lack of theoretical underpinnings. There should be an underlying
theory for each estimation result, especially if it enters the NEMESIS model.
Recommendations should be based on theory. Does the theory apply to the case at
hand?
3) If recommendations are made on the basis of individual evaluations of the
commitments, is there consistency among the recommendations? Could they not
conflict with each other? Sometimes it is better to say “I don’t know”. The same holds
for the NEMESIS model: some input demand equations could come from perfectly
competitive markets, whereas innovation assumes or leads to monopolistic markets.
In order to better understand innovation processes and the economic impacts of
innovations it would be important to take firm exits and market entry by new ventures
into account.
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5. Conference in Warsaw, Poland on the Innovation Union in
Europe, September 2018
On September 10, 2018, at the Warsaw School of Economics in Poland, 80 researchers from
24 scientific organizations and from various countries met to discuss topics associated with
the “Innovation Union in Europe: Accomplishments and challenges”. Each of the 12
presentations (one-third of which were given by non-Polish researchers) was followed by a
discussion on topics related to various aspects of the Innovation Union. The conference was
an opportunity not only to discuss the results of the Horizon 2020 project on I3U Investigating the Impact of the Innovation Union (H2020-INSO-2014, Grant Agreement:
645884), but also an opportunity for researchers not associated with the project to present
their research on geoblocking, product and process innovation in the area of health
insurance, and many other topics.
Link:
http://kolegia.sgh.waw.pl/en/KGS/structure/IGS-KGS/conferences/horyzont_202013u/Pages/default.aspx)
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6. Final Project Meeting – 24-25 September 2018 in
Brussels, Belgium
The I3U Final Conference on September 25, 2018 looked at how successful the Innovation
Union has been in encouraging innovation and reducing the gap between countries that are
strong in innovation and those that are still lagging behind. Partners presented the project’s
results and asked how future policy can build on the Innovation Union’s successes and
address lingering gaps.
The conference took place at the European Commission’s Covent Garden building in Brussels
and was attended by 40 experts on research and innovation. Focusing on how successful the
Innovation Union’s initiatives have been in supporting research and innovation, it looked at
what has worked well and what gaps still remain. Some of the topics discussed included the
role of policy in encouraging innovation; the EU’s competitiveness vis-à-vis the US and China
and the possibilities for international collaboration; the impact of different types of financing
on job creation; and how creative industries become a driver for R&D in other sectors.
Despite there being many differences in innovation - both between Member States and
between the public and private sector - the initiatives of the Innovation Union have resulted
overall in increased cooperation and funding, which have had positive effects on growth and
employment. That said, there remains a gap between countries with strongly developed
innovation systems and those that lag behind. Some well-meaning policies – particularly
those focusing on actors rather than interactions - can actually end up exacerbating these
gaps, while building networks are more likely to reduce them. One of the conference’s
strongest messages was to avoid applying one-size-fits-all solutions to complex and diverse
issues, and to continue to seek ways to turn obstacles into opportunities.
Link to website article, presentations and photo gallery:
innovationunion.eu/innovation-present-and-future-the-i3u-final-conference/
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