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Secretariat

Brussels, 25 July 2006

CREST 1205/06

NOTE
to : CREST Delegations
Subject : DRAFT SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS OF THE 309th MEETING OF THE 

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH COMMITTEE (CREST) HELD 
IN JOENSUU (FINLAND) ON 5/6 JULY 2006

The meeting was chaired by Mr Richard ESCRITT (European Commission, DG Research, 

Director).

1. ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT AGENDA

The Committee adopted the agenda as set out in communication CM 2240/06 of 

19 June 2006.

2. APPROVAL OF THE DRAFT SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS OF THE 308th MEETING OF 

19 MAY 2006

The Committee approved the summary conclusions of the meeting of 19 May as set out in 

doc. CREST 1204/06. At this occasion, the AT delegation pointed to a necessary clarification 

concerning point 4 "Working methods of CREST".1

  
1 See in detail below.
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3. INFORMATION FROM THE PRESIDENCY AND THE COMMISSION

a) Mme NYBERGH (FI Presidency) gave an overview on major research-related activities 

and events during the Finnish Presidency. In this regard, a document was also circulated 

to delegations, containing conferences and meeting dates, inter alia: 

- the "Manufuture 2006" Conference, scheduled for 9/10 October 2006 in Tampere;

- the Conference on Humanities in the ERA from 22 to 24 November 2006 in 

Helsinki;

- the Meeting "Nanotechnologies - Services for success" on 14/15 September 2006 

in Espoo;

- the eInfrastructure Reflection group (eIRG) meeting on 20 November 2006 in 

Helsinki.

Furthermore, Mme NYBERGH reported on the next procedural steps concerning the 

adoption of the 7th Research Framework Programme and the related planning for the 

Competitiveness Council dates. Finally the topic of a set of "recommendations on 

innovation policy" to be possibly presented for adoption in December was mentioned.

b) Mme DE LA TORRE (European Commission services) informed the Committee of:

- the recent modified Commission proposal on FP 7 which incorporates a large 

number of the European Parliament's first reading amendments plus important 

parts of the Council's General Approach agreed in May;

- the next procedural steps concerning the Euratom Framework Programme and the 

proposal on the rules for participation;

- the package of Commission communications concerning ITER, some already 

available, others to be expected in due time;

- the agreements with third countries concerning research co-operation; 

- the "umbrella" Communication on Innovation to be issued in September 2006 

referring to a number of forthcoming communications or staff papers on different 

aspects of this topic, for example financial incentives for innovation, role of 

public procurement for innovation (as well as also a handbook), technology 

transfer, clusters, innovation and services; 
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- the work on the new Community framework for State aids, being of relevance 

also for R&D subsidies; 

- the forthcoming communication on digital libraries;

- the communication presented on 8 June 2006 on the European Institute for 

Technology, and the expected follow-up proposed for autumn 2006 (November 

Education Council);

- the awaited strategy for International Research Co-operation, to be presented 

possibly as a Communication or Staff Working Paper in September 2006, which 

CREST could be invited to discuss.

4. CONCLUSIONS ON "WORKING METHODS OF CREST"

The Committee basically confirmed the results of the previous meetings concerning the 

"Working Methods" and supported the paper presented by the Commission in this regard. The 

approach for the long-term planning of agendas will be taken and the Committee will be 

informed regularly on the points issued for presentation and/or debate.

It was clarified that this long-term planning will be made by a group of the three presidencies 

(former, current and incoming, so-called "troika") plus the Commission which will be assisted 

by the Council Secretariat and will meet, whenever necessary, in advance of the CREST 

meetings.

During the following discussion, delegations1 mentioned further points of improvements to be 

addressed in the near future:

- the usefulness of receiving annotated agendas in good time before the meetings;

- a clarification whether a distinct CREST evaluation network would still be needed and 

if so, what its next tasks could be;

- the possibility of explicitly integrating CREST meetings in "Director General" format to 

the long-term planning.

  
1 The AT and GR delegations had presented comments to the Commission's discussion paper in 

writing. The AT delegation referred especially to the "troika" approach, the hierarchy of the 
CREST mandate, the rules of procedure and the background guidelines. GR referred 
especially to better structured and more focused agendas of the meetings. Both asked for the 
availability of agendas in good time.
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Concerning the discussion paper by the Commission on "Guidelines for the work in CREST", 

the Chair concluded that the paper should be slightly modified in the light of the written 

comments by Austria and Greece and today's discussion. It should then be regarded as an 

explanatory background document to the rules of procedure of CREST which continue to be 

in force.1

Mr BURIANEK (Director in the General Secretariat of the Council, CREST secretariat) 

informed the Committee on the recent introduction of the Interest Group "CREST" (IG 

CREST) within the CIRCA intranet system which in itself is technically provided by the 

Commission. The IG CREST is now constituted within the different IGs of the Council of the 

European Union. It allows registered users to download documents from the last CREST 

meetings and will be developed further in order to allow easy exchange of E-mails and 

messages and also the editing of certain "country sections" (folders) by CREST delegations 

themselves.2 The system could be also further developed to monitor the progress and follow-

up of the various dossiers, thus increasing the strategic transparency and continuity of the 

work of CREST.

The possibility of using the IG CREST was in general welcomed by delegations. There was 

agreement to closely follow the feedback by delegations in order to be able to decide in what 

form this IG will be continued after the test phase and if and how soon the traditional 

distribution of meeting documents by E-mail can be entirely replaced. 

5. SCIENCE AND RESEARCH POLICY IN FINLAND

Mr KEKKONEN (FI Presidency) gave a presentation3 on SITRA, the Finnish Innovation 

System.

  
1 An updated version of the guideline document will be confirmed by Director General Mr 

SILVA RODRIGUEZ as the Chair of CREST and then circulated to delegations.
2 A handout was circulated to delegations explaining how to register for CIRCA and how to 

attain membership of IG CREST.
3 The presentation had been made available to delegations on a data stick during the meeting.
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In their comments, delegations focused on issues such as: 

- the role of multinational enterprises in R&D and the links to the public sector and the 

academia, especially regarding strategic policy development;

- the demand of the business sector for specific R&D results and the possibilities to 

stimulate it;

- the relationship between the ministry of education and the ministry of trade and industry 

in Finland and the allocation of responsibilities;

- the possibility to differentiate between research spending and development spending 

and the relevance for future Finnish R&D targets;

- the use of tax incentives for R&D purposes;

- the instruments concerning the mobility of researchers;

- the appropriate measures to safeguard sufficient public investment in R&D as a special 

task in a country with relative high private R&D investments.

At the occasion of his last official participation in a CREST meeting, the Chair thanked Mr 

KEKKONEN for his long-term dedicated work in the Committee and wished him success in 

his new functions.

6. 3 % AND OPEN METHOD OF CO-ORDINATION

(i) Adoption of the 2nd cycle report

Mme NOSSUM BIE (Member of drafting group) gave a short overview on the latest inputs to 

the draft of the 2nd cycle report. The draft circulated in advance of the meeting and presented 

to delegations should in principle be acceptable to the Committee.

There were a number of interventions by delegations concerning the latest draft text. After a 

short discussion, agreement was reached in principle on a number of modifications which 

would not alter the general outline of the text. Due to the fact that the exact wording of these 

modifications might require certain fine-tuning, the Chair noted agreement to circulate an 

updated text with all agreed modifications included after the meeting and to ask for 

confirmation by delegations in a form of written procedure. 
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(ii) Adoption of the proposal on the modus operandi for mutual learning on the basis of 

NRPs and progress reports/Adoption of the proposal on the preparation of a "light" 

report

Mr GOENAGA (Commission services) gave further explanations on the paper on the modus 

operandi and reporting concerning the mutual learning exercise foreseen for the 

13/14 November meeting of CREST. He highlighted that the paper had been prepared in 

consultation with several delegations (FI, AT, UK, DE, IE, SE) and had taken into account the 

outcome of the discussions at the March and May meetings. He indicated that at the next 

CREST meeting the Commission would report on the results of its visits to Member States 

concerning the preparation of the progress reports of the National Reform Programmes 

(NRPs). He explained that the mutual learning exercise (country reviews organised in sub-

groups chaired by Member States) would look at issues such as:

· The extent to which the NRP and progress report preparation processes have led to foster 

new  research policy developments

· The extent to which the key research policy objectives and measures address main 

weaknesses and build on main strengths

· The degree of progress and difficulties encountered in implementing new 

policies/measures

· The extent to which the policy mix will contribute to mobilise private investment in 

research

· The Governance of  the research and innovation policies (e.g. coordination between 

departments and ministries concerned and mobilisation of stakeholders)

· Whether there are particularly interesting/novel practices or approaches.

The CREST report would be short and the detailed contents would be proposed by the sub-

group chairs.

Following questions and remarks by delegations, the Mr GOENAGA indicated that:

- it would not be appropriate to involve external experts in the mutual learning exercise. 

Each country would be represented by up to two persons who should have a good 

knowledge of the research policies;
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- there would not be individual country assessments;

- the most important basis for the discussion would be the progress reports to be 

submitted by Member States by 15 October;

- the second day of the meeting could also be devoted to drafting the CREST report:

- that a number of Countries (AT, FIN, IE, ES, SE) had indicated their interest to chair 

the sub-groups;

- it was proposed that ES would participate in the second sub-group, whereas IT would be 

in the first sub-group.1

The Chair concluded that

- the structure of organising mutual learning in sub-groups composed of five countries 

would be accepted by the Committee as such, the composition of the groups would be 

updated and confirmed in written form after the meeting;

- the scope of the mutual learning exercise would be manageable for a two-day meeting, 

given that the analysis would be confined to the research parts of the NRPs and progress 

reports;

- the proposal of the preparation of a "light" report as a result of the examination (point 3 

of the Commission paper) is accepted.

(iii) Discussion of suggested topics for the 3rd cycle OMC 3 %

The delegations had been provided with a paper from the Commission with criteria to choose 

topics and preliminary suggestions for 3rd cycle OMC topics. The annex contained a summary 

of written contributions from some delegations,  the input from the OMC Presidency 

conference from May and the contribution from the Lisbon Expert Group of the Commission 

concerning future OMC topics.

  
1 The IT delegation indicated that it would soon inform the Commission on the issue of its 

participation.
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Mr GOENAGA (Commission services) explained the current situation and pointed out that 

more precise decisions on the 3rd cycle topics could be taken at a later meeting of CREST. It 

would be important to differentiate between topics more suitable for a discussion in expert 

sub-groups and topics more suitable for a treatment at CREST plenary level. For the first 

group the Commission services would in particular refer to the subjects of "Structural Funds 

and R&D", "More specialisation of the national technological base" as well as "R&D in 

services". For the second group topics like "internationalisation of R&D" and "Impact of 3 % 

OMC results on the policy-making process" could be suggested. The Commission services 

would encourage delegations to transmit their views on these or other suggested topics before 

the deadline mentioned in the overview paper (7 September).

In their comments to the overview paper, delegations referred to a number of points, notably:

- the topics suggested by the Commission were a good basis for discussion; 

- it was appropriate to continue in the 3rd cycle with the policy mix group started in the in 

the 2nd cycle;

- that the internationalisation of R&D, R&D in services and use of structural funds to 

promote R&D would be particularly important subjects;

- that the internationalisation of R&D would also qualify as an expert group topic and not 

necessarily as a plenary topic;

- that any work to be done on R&D in services should take into account of the work 

recently started by Eurostat in the area of measurement of R&D in services;

- the database of participants in FP 7 would be a good basis for benchmarking and should 

be considered as worthwhile topic;

- the topic on specialisation of the national technological base needed further detail 

description and clarification;

- the topic on the take up of OMC results in national policy-making could overlap with 

the mutual learning exercise;

- technology platforms could be considered as a relevant topic.
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Mr SARAGOSSI (Commission services) noted at this stage enhanced interest for three topics: 

"globalisation of R&D", "R&D in services" and "structural funds and R&D". He commented 

also on the other topics considering that they should be given further attention. The topic on 

specialisation is meant to address mainly what strategies are being followed by countries in 

order to focus limited resources taking into account industrial specialisation and the 

knowledge base. He also indicated that the take up of OMC results will not be addressed in 

the mutual learning on the basis of NRPs in November and it would be worthwhile to share 

experiences on the use of OMC results in research policy making (which should be 

distinguished from the impact of new policy initiatives, an aspect which could only be 

examined at later stage) and how to improve it. 

The Chair indicated that FP7 data will not be available until the second half of 2007 and 

therefore it would not be suitable as a basis for the 3rd OMC 3 % cycle. He concluded that the 

procedure of collecting further delegations' views on topics for the next OMC 3 % cycle -

with a view to a decision at a later stage - could be continued as described in the paper.

(iv) Discussion on the impact of globalisation on R&D policies

Mr GOENAGA (Commission Services) gave a short introduction to the report of the expert 

group "Knowledge for Growth" (Rapporteur D. Foray) and a short discussion paper with 

guiding questions for delegations. 

In their comments, delegations stressed that

- the expert group report presented a solid piece of analysis on an important topic and that 

the research collaboration with the outside world would be of increasing importance, 

particularly the notion of "access to foreign sources of knowledge";

- the problems and challenges described in the report needed a consolidated effort at 

different levels, not only at central government level, but especially by the business 

sector. Member States should furthermore take greater interest in sharing their available 

R&D resources;

- the role of the EU as one of many "knowledge producers" in the world would have been 

correctly pointed out and the policy choices with regard to the global orientations of all 

actors (business, academia, public sector) in a changing international environment are 

indeed an interesting subject;
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- the analysis of certain governance issues in the US and EU appeared to be slightly 

inconsistent or unclear with regard to the policy recommendations (esp. treatment of 

venture capital);

- the research infrastructures referred to in the report are different to the ones considered 

e.g. in the context of ESFRI. The future research infrastructure needs have not been 

elaborated;

- it would be desirable to have more data evidence on the actual decisions by enterprises;

- the problem of the "internationalisation strategy" of the public sector at different levels 

could have been described in greater detail. 

The Chair concluded that this first exchange of views on the basis of an expert group report as 

a background document would have been quite useful and that the topic of "internalisation 

and globalisation of R & D" would probably return to the agenda of CREST meetings.

7. AGENDA FOR THE NEXT MEETING (Friday 6 October 2006, BRUSSELS)

Following the conclusions concerning the "working methods" on the long-term planning, the 

Chair gave on overview on the CREST dates until June 2007 (Finnish and German 

Presidency) and the possible agenda items for that period. A further document on indicative 

planning will be transmitted to delegations in addition.

On 6 October 2006, the agenda of the meeting would be likely to cover the following items:

- Information by the Presidency and the Commission

- 3 % OMC

- Study on Scientific Publications

- (poss.) International Research Co-operation

- (poss.) the Art. 173 Annual Report.

Whereas the meeting on 13/14 November 2006 would, as mentioned earlier, be exclusively 

dedicated to the mutual learning exercise, the further meetings would probably take up further 

the 3 % OMC issue, but also the ERA-NET expert group report.

________________


