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PL, PT, FI, TR, RO, CY, CA,
CH and IL.
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Critical mass Structural Funds.

Learning benefits

A determined renewed strategy is needed since no plans are devised
to increase the critical mass.




33 countries

Limted budgets for societal challenge research
Limited human capacity to participate

Limited financial capacity to participate
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KEY ISSUES:

~ 1-AMBITION ~ 4.- NATIONAL OPERATION of JPIs

Societal challenges- National Reference Groups.
National Structures. Political & Hierarchy support

2.- COMMITMENT 5. COMMISSION LEADERSHIP

European wide. Key facilitator / financer.

Monitoring for non Catalyser for political leadership
competitive elements

SRIA & beyond. Disperse / natural tendency
Lund 2015. Virtualization




SPECIFIC ISSUES:

(parallel Sessions)

added value
variable of GPC

performance of JPIs

executive resource

variable national
reaching a commitment
structural effect

political attention

difficulty of being able to
going beyond establish national positions
research
wider landscape of

JPI POI |Cy National P2P initiatives
Management Stakeholders
Issues

Commission does not

support equally balanced budget

importance of
ministerial and fuding
agency participation

competition for
national resources

risk of
adminstrative
burden

sustainability of network
infrastructure

overlaps between

JPIs not achieving some JPIs
expected critical mass
limited stakeholder engagement increasing dependence

beyond research on H2020 instruments
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