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The meeting was co-chaired by:

· Spain as EU Presidency (Ms. Teresa Díez Iturrioz)

· Serbia representing WBC (Mr. Viktor Nedović)

· European Commission (Mr. Alessandro Damiani)

1.
 Welcome and Opening Statements
Mr. Viktor Nedović from the Ministry of Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia welcomed all participants and introduced Ms. Teresa Díez Iturrioz to present the opening statements on behalf of the Spanish Presidency.
Ms. Teresa Díez Iturrioz welcomed the participants on behalf of Ms. Montserrat Torné, the General Director for International Cooperation in the Spanish Ministry for Science and Innovation who was unable to attend due to obligations on the ongoing final week of Spanish Presidency. Describing the uncertain situation wherein Spain took over the Presidency due to the new treaty, the unratified status of the Commission, the new European Strategy 2020 and various delays, she noted that Spain planned an ambitious program for their Presidency, based on three "I’s": integration – placing science and innovation at the service of the European political strategy; involvement – aiming to use research and innovation to help solve problems such as climate change, new energy resources, aging problems and associated diseases; and inclusion – aiming to use science and innovation to combat poverty, exclusion and the technological gap, as well as to accelerate the end of the economic crisis and create a new view of the economic world through knowledge and research.  Ms. Díez listed the key achievements of Spain in regard to these objectives and noted that there is general satisfaction with the work conducted with more than 40 meetings held, such as the prominent Granada WIRE conference that would be described in greater detail later in the Agenda, making a mark in improving the overall situation and placing science and innovation in an important place to the future of Europe.

Mr. Alessandro Damiani from the European Commission (EC) expressed his gratitude to Serbia for hosting the meeting and highlighted a number of events and achievements from the past half-year period, primarily the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty incorporating the concept of the European Research Area Strategy as one of the objectives of the Union. Among other events, he noted an increased effort to make the framework program and its funding schemes more user friendly, endorsing comments and criticism from the research community, and without elaborating further on WBC relations he made brief note of progress in the preparation of accession negotiations with Albania and Montenegro. Mr. Damiani stated that the dense Agenda of the current meeting focuses on the regional dimension on one hand and the synergy between different instruments that could support research capacity.
Mr. Viktor Nedović briefly listed the achievements of the Republic of Serbia, the most notable being the recent adoption of the National Strategy for Science and Technology with its key themes being focus and partners. Mr. Nedović stated that this meeting serves as an excellent forum for the development of strong partnerships in science and technology towards the integration of WBC into the ERA. He noted the difficulties in providing attractive work conditions for researchers to counter the “brain-drain” and stressed the importance of investments and a current lack of venture capital availability in the area, leading Serbia to propose the creation of the Western Balkan Technology Fund to provide necessary funding for innovative projects of micro, small and medium enterprises, targeting innovative enterprises with limited access to financial input, mostly located at universities and research institutions. Serbia believes that the region still requires and deserves solid support from the EC within the FP7 and that this meeting and initiatives will contribute to strengthening R&D cooperation in the region. 

2. Approval of the Agenda and Minutes of the Last Steering Platform Meeting (Zagreb, October 29, 2009)
The Agenda of the current meeting was approved without any objections, though subsequently there were slight amendments due to the absence of representatives from Hungary, time constraints, and the last-minute addition of a presentation of the upcoming Belgian Presidency.
The minutes of the last Steering Platform meeting from Zagreb (October 29, 2009) as received with the invitations for the current meeting were approved without any objections.

3. Recent Development in Science and Technology Cooperation within and with WBC - Overview of achievements since October 2009
(Detailed reports on recent developments are provided for download at: http://www.wbc-inco.net/object/document/82102.html)
On behalf of the European Commission (EC) Ms. Tania Friederichs noted that achievements from the last six months were not WBC specific but yet, since all WBCs have an EU perspective, they are relevant and important for the WBCs. The most important activity concerned the organization of the workshop in Brussels, where the EU research policy actions and measures were presented indicating, where possible, what was expected from the WBCs in preparation of EU accession and compliance with EU acquis in research. Preparation of accession negotiations with Albania and Montenegro was the other important working event over the past six months.
Ms. Vena Georgieva on behalf of the Joint Research Centre (JRC) outlined the two main developments in the past half year. In February 2010 a Memorandum of Understanding was signed between the JRC and Serbia with the objective of enhancing cooperation between JRC and Serbia in certain fields, as well as hosting Serbian post-doctoral researchers and providing them access to large infrastructure and laboratories. The second point is the JRC Enlargement and Integration Action 2010 published in mid-February offering both training and mobility possibilities in order to increase participation of candidate and potential candidate countries. Following a brief overview of the statistics of last year’s enlargement and integration, she noted that during the next six months the JRC will host high level Serbian delegations in several institutes and an information event will also be organized in FYROM, and preparation for enlargement and integration actions for 2011 will start in the next few months.

WBC Presentations
The Albanian delegation listed current developments in the country, key being the creation of the Ministry of Information Technology and Innovation. The activities of the new Agency for Research Technology and Innovation recently began. The launch of the national RTD programs was announced, along with calls for the next two years, the launch of the new program of the University Laboratory in cooperation with the World Bank, a program increasing university research and IT infrastructure, and the start of the action plan for the implementation of the strategy for research, technology and innovation 2009-2015 under the coordination of the new Ministry. The Ministry of Education and Science and UNESCO organized the SEE Expert Meeting and Ministerial Round-table with the subject of strengthening scientific research in higher education and the move from bilateral agreements to pan-European cooperation. Bilateral agreements were signed between the ministry and TÜBİTAK and a bilateral research program was signed with Slovenia for 2010-2012. Draft agreements for research, innovation and technology transfer with Austria are currently being negotiated. 
For Bosnia and Herzegovina Ms. Alma Hasanović described the establishment of the Scientific Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina at the state level. Grant support for researchers and organizations was realized for the preparation of projects within FP7, Eureka and COST. An agreement was signed with the Austrian Development Agency providing a grant for a two-year project aiming to build capacities of the NCP system for FP7, COST and Eureka. The federal government allocated 0.1% of the GDP for researchers through various grants. Bosnia and Herzegovina adopted the strategy for science development 2010-2015 with 72 measures and assigned responsibilities for the next five years. An international conference was organized in May on financing science, visited by representatives of competent ministries in the field of science and the academic community and donors. A seminar was organized with colleagues from the NCP network from Poland, which presented an opportunity to share experiences in using FP7 potentials in Poland. Bosnia and Herzegovina joined the MIRA project and ICMOP project, and the project on establishing a national EURAXESS portal for the mobility of researchers was approved. There was success in bilateral cooperation with Slovenia with 26 approved projects.
Mr. Damir Jelčić from Croatia noted that nothing of crucial significance occurred during the last half year, with normal involvement with FP7, COST, Eureka, etc. continued. Representatives attended the COST ministerial conference in Spain, will participate in 12 new COST actions, and plan to attend the Eureka conference in Berlin with participation in 4 new Eureka actions. Croatia was invited to the European Technology Platform Conference in Brussels as observers. The realization of the Action Plan for Researcher Mobility was started in Croatia. On a bilateral level, the first call with Montenegro was conducted and the proposals are under evaluation. Outside Europe, bilateral programs were started with Japan and Israel, and there is interest to start similar programs with Argentina and Mexico.

Ms. Violeta Atanasovska from Ministry of Science of the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, stating that no major events were undertaken during the past period. A draft law on the National Agency for Nuclear Energy is being adopted and the finalization of the country framework for cooperation with the International Atomic Energy Agency 2011-2015 is being prepared. There have been several important events organized in the framework of FP7 with strong interest by the research community and satisfactory attendance. New bilateral agreements were signed with Slovakia, Czech Republic, Croatia, and there are several new undergoing agreements with Israel, Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina. Representatives have been nominated for CREST, ESFRI and the Steering Group for Mobility, which are the first steps on the integration into ERA. 
On behalf of Montenegro Ms. Branka Žižić noted that several rulebooks on scientific research activity were developed. Two were adopted, while the main one on financing is in the process of internal adoption. Work was initiated on the new Law on Scientific Research Activity, expected to be adopted in the autumn. In order to stimulate FP7 participation, co-financing was initiated for approved FP7 projects. Several FP7 related workshops were organized, some by the Ministry, and some in cooperation with the University of Montenegro. An important conference was held within the CEEPUS program for academic mobility in March where the new agreement for the continuation of CEEPUS was signed, ensuring the continuation of CEEPUS until 2018. Another important event was the start of the EURAXESS Montenegro project coordinated by the University of Montenegro. Work on the integration of Montenegro in ERA was initiated. On a bilateral level, the call for proposals for cooperation with Slovenia in the field of science and technology was undertaken, a call for proposals for cooperation with Croatia was announced and a call is expected to be announced during the autumn for cooperation with Austria. Several proposals for agreements on bilateral cooperation were issued to Germany, Italy, Poland, Russia, Czech Republic, Slovakia, United States of America, China and Bulgaria. Several projects are ongoing with the participation of the Ministry, such as another INCO.NET project – the Mediterranean INCO.NET, wherein negotiations are being concluded. 

Mr. Viktor Nedović spoke on behalf of Serbia noting that the most important event concerning the development and launching of new national funding programs was organized on May 23rd, when calls were published in three different areas, basic sciences, technological development and the program for integral and interdisciplinary research. Serbia is planning to invest 800 million Euros during the next four years in these projects, with half of that amount directed towards research infrastructure. The Strategy of Scientific and Technological Development 2010-2015 was adopted, with the Serbian R&D Infrastructure Investment Initiative to be implemented during the next few years. Several modified laws were adopted, with the most important one being the Law on Science and Research Activities, allowing the implementation of the strategy, along with the Law on Innovative Activities and the Patent Law Treaty. The new National Council for Science was established. The next competition for the best technological innovation was announced in close collaboration with the Serbian Chamber of Commerce regarding the promotion of FP7 to SMEs. Regarding international cooperation, a MoU was signed with JRC with fields of particular interest being the environment, food safety and quality, energy, agriculture and nuclear safety. Regarding bilateral cooperation, agreements and programs were signed with USA and Italy, as well as Spain and Portugal. There are new calls open with France, China and there are plans to sign a scientific agreement with Austria, protocols for cooperation with Germany, Russia and Argentina and the new call for cooperation with Greece will soon be published.

Presentations by other Steering Platform members

For Austria, Mr. Heribert Buchbauer mentioned the large number of events which were recently organized by Austrian research institutions and research promotion agencies aiming to further develop the cooperation with the Balkan area. The network of bilateral agreements within the region is continuously being expanded, as an example he mentioned the bilateral agreement with Serbia which will be signed in Vienna in July 2010. On a multilateral level, Austria is taking part in the important projects SEE-ERA.NET PLUS and WBC-INCO.NET. These are seconded by calls published by Austrian researchers funding institutions, not only in the field of science and research, but also in the field of innovation.

For Bulgaria, Ms. Lora Pavlova noted there were no major changes since Platform meeting in Zagreb last October. A joint cooperation program was finalized with Macedonia, with more than 50 joint projects and results expected in October. Bilateral cooperation is currently negotiated with Montenegro and Albania. Cooperation with Austria is being revived, and there is information on the ratification of cooperation with Turkey, signed several years ago. 
Mr. Jan Hrušák from the Czech Republic listed new contracts for cooperation with WBC signed in the field of development cooperation, particularly with Serbia, Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina. One major change is a shift in the competencies of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Education, with a sizable section of the international science policy agenda moved towards the Ministry of Education, resulting in changes that would be reflected in the next meeting. The Czech government has approved the National Roadmap on Research Infrastructures during the Czech presidency, with a strong regional focus and a focus on open access issues.
For France, Ms. Elisabeth Legrand described an increase in mobility within WBC towards more fellowships offered by the two ministries, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Immigration, for Master, PhD, post-doctoral and senior scientist positions, mainly towards Serbia, Montenegro and FYR of Macedonia. There is a slight increase in the number of R&D projects co-funded within the bilateral programs, with one exception – FYR of Macedonia – where the program was halted for the current year. The Ministry for Higher Education and Research has a program for inviting scientist to international R&D conferences in France.

Mr. Andreas Kahle from Germany described the adoption of a new strategy for international cooperation in 2008, Strengthening Germany’s Role in the Global Knowledge Society, setting the framework for cooperation activities. Two calls were published, both dealing with cooperation with EE and SEE countries, including WBC. The first call is the Regional Call for Proposal, for preparatory research projects for German and WBC researchers to be funded. This call ends in 2013, parallel with the end of FP7. The second call is Implementation of Research Marketing Measures in Central, Eastern and South-Eastern Europe, providing funds to German R&D networks and research clusters. Germany is also engaged in the WBC-INCO.NET and SEE-ERA.NET PLUS projects. 

For Greece, Ms. Kelly Vavasi briefly outlined that Greece preserves its key role in R&D and integration activities in the region. They are work package leader in WBC-INCO.NET, SEE-ERA.NET and SEE-ERA.NET PLUS. At bilateral level, a new call for research projects with Serbia is expected to be published this summer.
Ms. Monica Alexandru from Romania reported on continued progress in cooperation with WBC, mostly focused on the bilateral level and cooperation programs, as well as indirectly through EU projects, especially WBC-INCO.NET and SEE-ERA.NET PLUS projects. Romania is receiving a lot of young researchers through a bilateral exchange at the institutional level between universities in Romania and WBC. 

For Slovenia, Ms. Slavi Krušič described the coming preparation of an international research and development program for 2011-2015. Slovenia was invited to become a full member of the OECD. In January, Slovenia became a European cooperation state for ESA. It co-organized the COBISS 2009 event in Maribor with the participation of all WBC. The second Euro-Mediterranean Conference on Higher Education Research and Innovation, planned for April was postponed due to the air travel problems, and is postponed to after the summer (oct/nov.). Concerning bilateral cooperation, there are programs running with Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Montenegro, Macedonia and Serbia. Regarding multilateral cooperation, Slovenia is active in WBC-INCO.NET and SEE-ERA.NET PLUS.

On behalf of Spain, Ms. Teresa Díez Iturrioz referred to Serbia's reporting and confirmed the cooperation program signed between Serbia and Spain. The key issue is working on joint projects and the mobility of scientists in five specific areas: ICT, biotechnology, food production, energy efficiency and new materials.
Ms. Burçak Çullu from Turkey noted that in its capacity of chairing the SEE Cooperation Process, Turkey had taken various activities involving the WBCs. In cooperation with the RCC, a SEE Regional Workshop was organised on the role of public research institutions in the development of countries in Istanbul. Within the framework of EREF, Turkey organized a workshop on knowledge transfer for the development, circulation of scientific talent and communication with diasporas in cooperation with the Slovenia Liaison Office. The Albanian RTD delegation visited TÜBİTAK in early June, providing an opportunity to present policies on S&T and practices in FP7 and possible ways of cooperation following which a Protocol on cooperation in S&T between TÜBİTAK and the Ministry of Education and Science of Albania was signed. It is also envisaged to renew the cooperation between TÜBİTAK and the Ministry of Science and Education of Macedonia. A WBC NMP Brokerage event was held in Izmir, attended by 60 participants and 16 concrete projects were presented. In the upcoming period, there are negotiations with Bosnia and Herzegovina to conclude a cooperation agreement on S&T. 
Mr. Silvo Korez, coordinator of the WBC-INCO.NET, described how the project attempted to coordinate research policies and in this respect new deliverables were produced and presented through the website and would be described later in the afternoon. New information is continuously being added, attempting to make WBC-INCO.NET the focal point for all types of information on WBC relevant topics. Statistically, there were two new registered users and one new registered organization daily during the past period and nearly 100 documents added. Currently the project consortium is in the process of negotiations with the EC to extend WBC-INCO.NET to the field of innovation and prolong the project for two more years.
Mr. Martin Felix Gajdusek spoke about the SEE-ERA.NET PLUS project which aims at carrying out a call for proposals for European Research Projects with a special focus on WBC’s scientific strengths to increase research cooperation between EU-MS, Turkey and the WBC. The call budget consists of 2.675 million Euros provided by national contributions, and an EC top-up of 1/3 – 743,000 Euros for the highest ranked projects. During the last year the terms and conditions of the call were developed and a call secretariat was established. The call was published in late 2009 and the funding decision was taken by the project Steering Board on the basis of a two step evaluation procedure during the previous two days. This funding decision needs to be approved by the EC which will co-fund the projects. Therefore the results of the call are preliminary; more information would be presented during the afternoon session
On behalf of COST, Ms. Svetlana Voinova presented statistics of WBC performance in COST actions which is slightly increasing. The charts indicated the leader of the SEE region to be Greece with approximately 200 projects. This number is somewhat lower than the leaders, such as UK and Germany that participate in all 250 actions, but it shows that the WBCs are lagging behind. Montenegro is not present, though there are signs of efforts to participate, while Albania has a total of 2 current actions. There were contacts from Bosnia and Herzegovina that currently has fewer than 10 actions, a number that increased since membership in COST was granted. Ms. Voinova stressed that despite contrary beliefs, there are no thematic focuses within COST, and countries could join a running project at any time. Also, success rates were rather low for WBC proposals, with the sole exception of Croatia.
Dragašević Mladen from RCC referred to f the RCC Annual Meeting held back-to-back with the RCC Summit of Heads of State Governments in Istanbul marking the end of Turkish chairmanship in SESCP, with the upcoming presidency going to Montenegro. The annual meeting endorsed the strategy and work program of the organization for 2011-2013. The key activities targeted in the strategy are the transfer of the SEE Investment Committee from OECD to RCC by the end of 2010, design of a feasibility study on the development of air transport links in SEE, the development of the regional strategy on justice and home affairs, the realization of a SEE and CE catastrophe risk insurance facility and the establishment of the regional fire fighting centre network. The area of building human capital is closest to the subjects of the current meeting, with three priorities: taking over the coordination of the Ljubljana process regarding cultural heritage rehabilitation from the EC as of 2011, placing a special emphasis on higher education, and most importantly for this gathering – continue to develop the regional strategy for research, development and innovation for WBC. During April and May, the EC took the decision to finance this project from multi-beneficiary IPA funds during the following year
4. Synergy between FP7 and other Programmes
This session was chaired by Ms. Teresa Díez Iturrioz on behalf of the Spanish Presidency, who, in introducing the topic referred to the efforts Spain has undertaken both as a Member State and as Presidency in using structural funds for research capacity purposes.  She explained that the structural funds could be used not only to give grants to researchers, but also to improve the situation and infrastructure that would enable better conditions for researchers. 

Presentation of the IPA Programme 
(Ms. Jelica Stojanović, Project Manager for Education and Science Research at the EU delegation in Belgrade))

Ms. Stojanović described the situation within the IPA national (i.e. Serbia) portfolio and discussed the development of the HETIP (IPA 10) project aimed to unify the priorities of science and research and higher education. Most of the funding of the project will be dedicated to developing the infrastructure of universities and science and research institutions in the country. She mentioned that other mechanisms for support science and research existed under the national component I of IPA and more particularly the programme on regional competitiveness, where science and research can be recognized. The Strategic Coherence Framework document deals with IPA3 and contains three measures proposed for support under the competitiveness axis – strengthening the development of SMEs; improvement of competitiveness of enterprises through innovation and technology transfer (item 3.2) which is the branch where those looking for IPA funds for science and technology transfer should seek funding aimed at completing unfinished construction on existing buildings and equipping technology transfer centres, providing necessary facilities, equipment and facilities for the development of innovative start-ups and spinoffs. In real-world terms this means replacing obsolete equipment and equipping unfurnished rooms and premises of various institutions.

Ms. Stojanović emphasized the establishment of business liaison offices for research and development institutions in universities to strengthen links between R&D and the economy and efforts on raising awareness in the industry sector about available resources in R&D, including people and research. She noted that this awareness should work both ways i.e. researchers should be educated that science can influence the industry and the “real world/industry” should be made more aware of the benefits of increased research efforts.

Ms. Stojanović noted that annually a progress report is being issued on IPA achievements. Preparation of projects is made in the Multiannual Indicative Planning Document (MIPD). Currently the version for 2011-2013 is being prepared. WBC have the possibility to contribute to the MIPD report for science and research through their EU integration offices, and it is important to provide the country’s priorities for development in the upcoming two-year period, providing an opportunity for those priorities to be financed. Absence from this document makes it difficult to finance projects in the area. She also stressed the potential to use national IPA funds among certain WBC, since these funds are non-returnable, therefore they represent non-reimbursable assistance with 100% benefits, and also noted the importance of avoiding overlap between programs when financing national programs and that sustainability of the programs should be ensured, either through budgeting, legislature or other measures, ensuring research is applicable in the industry and will contribute to the economy.

Comments and Discussion:

Following brief notes from representatives of Turkey and Serbia describing the current situation with and the use of IPA funds for the research and innovation sectors in the respective countries, Ms. Tania Friederichs underlined the need to  further examine this issue and better  understand  the use of IPA for funding research capacity building. It should, however be realised that timely programming and planning is of key importance. She suggested that the representatives in the Steering platform contacted proactively their respective National IPA Coordinators to find out where support can be found in the different components of IPA given that the drafting of MIPD 2011-2013 is ongoing. She underlined that there is a strong need to plan ahead in this bottom-up process, otherwise it may prove impossible to insert projects into the funding schedule. She noted that a creative approach is necessary in making use of these funds, reflecting research through items such as human capital building and infrastructure, as well as using component 1 funds for feasibility studies on centres of technology transfer, networks and science parks, similar to past experience with Croatia.
Debriefing Granada Conference
(Ms. Evelina Santa)

The Granada WIRE Conference was one of the major events of the Presidency with approximately 450 participants. The conference was a merger of three topics: looking for more coherent synergies between the programs, the recapitulation of the FP7 regions of knowledge program and the REGPOT program.

The session on Research Potential Program had a session for WBC – “The Role of WBC in the Research Potential Program”. There was the possibility to share experiences of WBC in this program and the link with the IPA program. The conference had a short and concise set of conclusions:
· A call for stronger coordination of programs FP7, CIP and structural funds, with a more in-depth look at synergy

· Agreement on the need for smart specialization of regions
· The role of clusters was highlighted, as gravity centres for research in regions, radiating on a transnational and regional level

· Need to develop indicators and objectives to monitor the progress of regions in line with the EU 2020 strategy and ERA objectives

The conclusions were brought to the attention of the Competitiveness Council in May. There are two sets of conclusions, one relating to the WIRE conference, and another set included in the conclusions on simplification of research programs and more coherent application of all programs on research and innovation and their participation roles.

Several aspects emerged from the session dedicated to WBC: the use/participation in REGPOT initiatives, and especially industrial involvement was seen as an important factor in those initiatives. The WB Technology Fund was introduced there, and a strong demand from the region, especially for directed calls for REGPOT was highlighted. 

The conference had a considerable impact, and the Hungarian Presidency is planning to organize the WIRE 2 conference, focusing on research infrastructure on a regional level. Given the absence of the Hungarian representative, this point could not be elaborated.
Comments and discussion:
Mr. Viktor Nedović from Serbia took the floor providing an overview of the participation at the conference and noted that they are trying to follow all recommendations from previous steering platforms, as well as other boards, to enable science and research to use other means and to express their needs at a regional level and to identify the needs of particular countries and how to manage all this from IPA and in the future from structural and cohesion funds. He also reiterated the request for dedicated regional calls for WBC in general and under the FP7 Research potential programme in particular. Ms. Violeta Atanasovska from Macedonia expressed support for this proposal and added the proposal for national quotas to assist countries that are comparatively weak in the region, but Mr. Stefan Weiers responded that the general FP7 evaluation rules and the coherent approach used for dealing with projects would make it impossible to establish a national quota. He also noted that from the standpoint of the target population, countries that score higher have better coordination in the science community, while in other countries it was very difficult to even present the calls. Mr. Weiers brought to the attention that the budget for research potential will double and that this in itself will allow for other activities as well and announced more information to be presented during the afternoon session.

Presentation of the Competitiveness and Innovation Framework Programme (CIP)
(Ms. Gordana Popović, EACI) 
Ms. Popović provided a brief overview of CIP, listing the eligible WBC countries, methods of financial support and types of contracts available. She also briefly described the three pillar programmes:
· Entrepreneurship and innovation programme, consisting of sub-programmes; direct support to SMEs and eco-innovation

· ICT policy support programme
· Intelligent Energy Europe programme

She noted that although CIP is a framework project similar to FP7, it does not provide funds for research, but is aimed towards steps to be taken after successful research is concluded, in building pilot products and placing them on the market. A large number of non-eligible projects are being submitted asking for funds for research, contributing to the low success rate among applications from the Balkans, with the exception of Croatia with a rather high success rate of over 40 running projects, mainly establishing energy agencies dealing with renewable energy and efficient energy use. 

She noted that the lack of contact points on CIP in the WBC was one explanation for the overall low success rate, but noted that currently efforts to nominate national representatives for CIP among WBC are undertaken.

Presentation of the Enterprise Europe Network (EEN)
(Ms. Gordana Popović, EACI) 
Ms. Popović briefly outlined the origin, structure and objectives of EEN, as well as the distribution of offices across Europe, in the WBC, as well as worldwide. As a network, EEN functions as a two-way communication channel between SMEs and EU authorities, with the main services it provides being:

· EU information expert advice

· Information, technology and knowledge transfer

· Services encouraging SMEs to take part in the Research Framework Program

The key difference to FP7 national contact points is that EEN has a regional approach, concentrating on supporting industry and SMEs. To avoid competition and overlap, EEN and FP7 requested an elaboration of guidelines for working together. These guidelines were sent to all ministries participating in FP7, and they need to be further distributed to FP7 NCPs who need to be aware of their EEN colleagues and encouraged to cooperate by sharing information, possibly databases, support raising awareness, be involved in or at least informed of all events organized and conduct mutual signposting. This should be facilitated by the fact that roughly 25% of EEN partners are simultaneously FP7 NCP. Ms. Popović described several software tools developed by EEN that can be used by FP7 NCPs as well (partner search database, e-learning tool about FP7, FP7 self-check tool) and noted that a section of the EEN databases are publicly accessible.

Prof. Aleksandar Sedmak then presented practical examples of EEN work and described the innovation centres established by the technical faculties in Belgrade, along with the Business Technology Incubator and the Science Technology Park that is currently in the initial phases and provided several examples of successful ventures fostered by these institutions.

5. Enhancing research cooperation

Stocktaking after 3 years of FP7 participation:  overview 
(Ms. Tania Friederichs, DG RTD D)
Ms. Friederichs noted that a number of statistical data can be found in the presentation on the Patterns of Cooperation and that much of the data present in her presentation can be collected by the WBC representatives themselves, although she realized that not all WBCs have fulfilled the formalities to have direct access to E-Corda (for this a formal request to DG from DG research in European Commission is necessary). The statistics presented an overview of the ratio of submitted and approved projects in the fields of cooperation and capacities, as well as the funding for individual WBCs:
· Albania had a high number of submissions in certain areas (environment, SSH, Health; People, research potential) while the success rate is rather low. Possibly there is also lack of knowledge on submitting research projects;
· Bosnia and Herzegovina: average  success rate for capacities and cooperation was about 12% which is as such not bad for a first year of association but overall still weak participation; 
· Croatia had a very high number of submissions and a good success rate (about 16%).  Croatia success rate was the result of increased scientific knowledge at national level and a pro-active commitment and structure towards FP7 cooperation (national incentives and expansion of NCPs);

· FYROM had on average a good success rate ( 15% success rate in both cooperation (in particular energy and ICT  and capacities infrastructure) but should increase cooperation in a number of important other research fields and involve SMEs;
· Montenegro has good results thanks to successful participation in Capacities/research potential but need to consider effective cooperation in Cooperation;

· Serbia has submitted many proposals in all fields (in particular ICT and FAB) and has a good average success rate of more than 15%. Serbia should engage more in collaborative projects. 

The Chair proposed that discussion be postponed until after all the presentations were completed.
FP7 Research Potential Programme 
(Stefan Weiers, DG RTD B)

Mr. Weiers presented an overview of the FP7 objectives in this programme and more particular the projects involving research institutes from the WBCs. He stressed the importance of action plans required for the financing of the projects which should contain at least the 5 following elements:  exchange of knowhow or experience with partner organizations in the EU/ACs; recruitment of experienced researchers, primarily to counter brain-drain; the acquisition, development and maintenance or upgrading of research equipment; the organization of workshops and conferences to facilitate knowledge transfer both nationally and internationally; dissemination and promotional activities. The expected outcomes are: better integration into ERA, as well as regional economic and social development; development of sustainable partnerships in the region; upgrading the RTD capacities of research carried out; improving the potential for participation in FP7 projects. It was demonstrated that the regional stakeholders are well involved and perform knowledge transfer to the industry. It is also important to foster networking and clustering to create a “critical mass” from a sectoral/thematic point of view.

WBC were successful in the calls that came before 2009, with a total of 21 ongoing projects and a success rate of all WBC generally above average at 11%, but there was variation between calls ranging between 2.5% and 23%. Most successful projects were submitted by Serbia, Croatia and FYROM.

Analysis of Cooperation Patterns of WBC in International Research Cooperation Programs 
(Mr. Alexander Kesselring, ZSI)

The research focused on a comparison between WBC regarding cooperation patterns in European research programmes (FP6, FP7, SEE-ERA.NET). The largest growth between 2009 and 2010 was marked in the field of Environment, which is currently the most active field in WBC, though ICT remains the most relevant field for participation.

There is a marked difference between the leading countries, Serbia, Croatia and FYROM and those lagging behind such as Albania, BiH and Montenegro, and this gap seems to be increasing slightly. The growing interest in Environment is mostly due to intensified work by Croatia that leads among WBCs in this field, while Serbia has a very balanced participation across the project field. The number of project coordinators from WBCs was considered as a weak element in the cooperation patterns.
SEE-ERA.NET PLUS: Outcome of Joint Call 
(Mr. Martin Felix Gajdusek, ZSI)

 Mr. Gajdusek briefly outlined the preliminary results of the SEE-ERA.NET PLUS joint call, which was launched in the thematic fields AgroFood and ICT. Of a total of 163 eligible expressions of interest, 75 were invited for full proposals, of which 70 were handed in and were eligible, 23 in ICT and 47 in AgroFood. The preliminary results of the call showed that the largest number of accepted projects has partners in Serbia and Croatia. The topical distribution was maintained at ¾ for AgroFood and ¼ to ICT of the total of 20 accepted projects. Mr. Gajdusek briefly outlined that this preliminary result is very positive but still needs to be approved by the EC which provides cofounding for these cooperation projects.
Comments and discussion:

Following several technical questions, Mr. Viktor Nedović took the floor asking whether a dedicated call for WBC in the field of Regional Potential could be expected before the end of FP7.

Mr. Stefan Weiers replied that he was not in a position to reply as the WP2011 was not yet adopted. He noted, however, that the research entities in the WBC region are already very successful in these calls and that hence it would be very difficult to justify another dedicated WBC call.

Mr. Nedović noted that in the last general call there were no supported applications from WBC.
Mr. Weiers replied that in parallel, the dedicated call was open, and successful and competitive applicants were already absorbed by this foregoing REGPOT 2010-5 call. Others reached the threshold, but did not make it due to lack of funding. 
The Chair (A. Damiani), concluded the session, noting it was evident that there is a strong interest in the REGPOT programme, since it is important for the participation in the FP in general and for certain WBC more than half the money they receive from FP7 comes from this source and stressed the importance of finding a way to improve the success rate. To this end, information is required, but also assistance, because simply informing potential proposers could lead to a large number of applicants with no success, increasing user frustration.

6. Regional Dimension

Debriefing on follow-up to Ministerial declaration (Sarajevo April 2009)
(Mr. Mladen Dragašević, RCC)

The most important result of the meeting was the decision on establishing the coordination body for the project. The body will be comprised of representatives of respective ministries and research institutes or agencies from the WBC so as to ensure a good mix of participants. The Steering Platform as well as the EC (DG Elarg and RTD) will also be represented. The project has been transmitted to the EC for financing by the multi-beneficiary component from IPA. The World Bank was selected as the contracting authority based on its experience and dedication to the Region. In principle, work should start by end of the year.

The RCC Organised also a number of activities trying to further develop cooperation in research in the region, with the key activities being:
- establishment links with the JRC, providing training for the coordination body members on the Foresight method. Two sessions took place in respectively Seville and Bucharest;
- workshop organized in cooperation with TÜBİTAK in Istanbul dealing with the role of public research institutes in national development.
Debriefing on regional workshop in Istanbul on the role of public research institutions in SEE 
(Ms. Burçak Çullu, TÜBİTAK)

The workshop was held in Istanbul, with the overall goal of contributing to the science and technology competitiveness of WBC with regard to the impact of public research institutions in the technological development of countries and their integration into the ERA by sharing the Turkish experience. Representatives from various WBC were present, along with representatives of Turkey and WBC-INCO.NET. 
Ms. Çullu focused on a number of key results:

· The participants underlined the significance of RCC in strengthening cooperation in SEE in the fields of science and research, 

· recognized the importance of the further development of strategies in the triangle of knowledge: education, research and innovation

· noted that research infrastructure plays an increasing role in the advancement of knowledge technologies and their implementation, but the process of identifying and developing infrastructure elements is complex and costly

· stressed that building human resources is vital to the sustainability of research infrastructures with research institutes expected to enable rich research environments and to attract researchers from a wide variety of regions, but also disciplines

· stressed that cooperation between R&D, higher education and the industry should be fostered among the WBC. Research institutions should focus either on extensive specialization or increased integration on RTD

· research institutions in SEE should better explore and make use of benefits of regional cooperation by participating in EU RTD programs, and the FP7 program in particular

Ms. Çullu extended the invitation for all those interested in visiting institutions that can display best practices in the region in Turkey.

ESFRI Regional Issues Work Group: what can be done for Balkan region 
(Ms. Lora Pavlova, Ministry of Education, Youth and Science, Bulgaria)

Ms. Pavlova provided a brief introduction about ESFRI – the European Strategic Forum on Research Infrastructure, urging those present to visit the ESFRI website for further information and to download relevant reports that are regularly posted.
Ms. Pavlova stated that within the regional group there is a concept proposed by Romania and endorsed by most of the members of the regional group, that there should be common activities within the SEE region and among WBC. Open discussions are under way, and in general the project should be based on existing experiences and networks. Participation already exists by some WBC on ongoing projects from the ESFRI roadmap. Ms. Pavlova did not elaborate on the concept, but invited those interested to present informal expressions of interest and support for joining the general consortium. She also went on to present statistics on the number of projects in ESFRI and their regional distribution that indicate a real possibility to exploit the synergy between structural funds and FP. 
Following several brief comments, Ms. Tania Friederichs took the floor to note that to materialize all the interesting ideas and suggestions provided, it is important that every WBC nominates a representative in ESFRI. Currently only 4 countries have nominate a delegate.

Presentation of CEI - Central European Initiative

(Mr. Alessandro Lombardo)

Mr. Lombardo provided a brief overview of CEI and further introduced the CEI Science and Technology Network launched in early 2004 in Trieste and managed by CEI-ES, aimed at strengthening the scientific and technical cooperation between CEI member states. He noted that the most important activity to emerge from the CEI S&T Network is the CEI Research Fellowship Programme – CERES, aiming to support trans-national mobility of scientists and researchers across the CEI area, with the goal of attracting postdoctoral researchers from CEI member states to the institutions of the CEI S&T Network. Mr. Lombardo further elaborated on the programme structure, eligibility criteria and timelines and invited those interested to find more information at the official website or to get in direct contact.

Presentation of the Belgian Presidency
(Ms. Caroline Mancel)

Ms. Mancel presented the upcoming Belgian Presidency both in terms of internal organisation and allocation of tasks and responsibilities among the different Ministries responsible for Science and research in the country and the programme itself which can be summarized as follows:

- the European Council will discuss research and innovation at the December Summit of Heads of State. Preparing for this summit (at Competitiveness Council)  is an important task on the presidency agenda. Taking into account the cross-cutting theme of innovation involving both research and industry, a joint informal council will be held on the 14th of July, providing for a unified message towards the EC;
-  simplification of framework and other research and innovation programs, continuing the work of the Spanish presidency. The upcoming work will have minor implications for FP7, but aims at introducing substantial changes in the next FP.
-  focus on a follow-up to the ERA initiatives through joint programming and the initiative on excellence in universities. The Belgian Presidency aims at retaining the momentum of the Spanish presidency regarding mobility and researchers’ careers through a major conference on the subject;

- on international cooperation, the major actions are the India-EU Pilot Initiative (Water) and the EU-Africa Summit and a conference on space and the African citizen. The Presidency supports also cooperation with Balkans and is pleased to co-chair the next Platform meeting to be held in Montenegro.
7. Concluding Remarks and Suggestions for Future Steering Platform Meetings
Recommendations for improving the Work of the Steering Platform
(Mr. Heribert Buchbauer)

Mr. Buchbauer in his role as leader of Workpackage 1 of WBC-INCO.NET which supports the deliberations and meetings of the Steering Platform mentioned that at the last Steering Platform meeting in Zagreb the question was raised whether modifications of the Platform’s rules and procedures are necessary to strengthen its steering role of the Platform. The results of a survey carried out in preparation of this meeting showed that the majority of the platform members seem to be satisfied with the current work because feedback was received from three Platform members only. Most of the suggestions aimed at streamlining the agenda of the Platform meetings. In detail it was suggested that the number of agenda items should be reduced to have more room for analysis and discussion, that WBC members should play a stronger role in proposing agenda items and that the draft agenda should be distributed earlier to take on board proposals of all members. Furthermore long-term monitoring of developments regarding certain topics was proposed as well as reducing repetition and having more focused presentations of progress reports at the meetings. Beyond that it was suggested to define concrete activities and to-do lists with responsible institutions and timelines including progress reporting at the following Platform meetings. In view of lacking personnel and financial resources such a demanding activity cannot be realised. 
In general it was agreed that in principle the guidelines and mission statement are well-defined and that the Steering Platform addresses the needs of the region in a sound way.
Mr. Buchbauer added that from the Austrian perspective no radical changes of the Platform’s rules and procedures are necessary and that Austria is very satisfied with the work of the Platform and the results achieved so far. Nevertheless he supports the suggestion to streamline the agenda leaving more room for discussion at the meetings and points out that first steps in this direction have been taken already.
Comments and discussion:
Ms. Evelina Santa from Spain, agreed with the basic outline presented in particular that there should be a  stronger ownership of WBC in defining the agenda; she proposed in addition to develop annual work programmes rather than define the agenda from one meeting to the next, thus allowing for stronger ERA initiatives to be taken into account and facilitating monitoring.

Ms. Lora Pavlova expressed concerns about the visibility of the platform outside the scope of WBC-INCO.NET. Mr. Buchbauer responded as a representative of Austria, that the platform is sufficiently visible for its target group which is the political decision makers in the Ministries and the EC since it was neither intended nor beneficial to be visible to researchers or the general public. Ms. Branka Žižić from Montenegro suggested that certain documents on the Platform could be placed in the public area facilitating information dissemination to clients and communities to increase participation. Ms. Alma Hasanović from Bosnia followed-up on the comment by Mr. Buchbauer, expressing belief that the way the Platform functions at the moment with minor changes is welcome, but that radical change would not be positive and expressed support for the idea of increased visibility. 
Mr. Damiani summarized the consensus items:

· Lighter agendas allowing for more discussion of the items on the agenda; 
· A possibility for WBC members to be stronger involved/associated to agenda setting;
· better follow-up of the Conclusions;

· An agenda point could be added anticipating points of discussion for the next meetings;

· sharing the conclusions with other policy makers and institutions (Commission) to give it more visibility and follow-up. In this context, a distinction between work of the Steering Platform (policy steering) and the WBC Inco.Net (analytical/studies), was to be made.
Conclusions

At the end of the meeting the draft conclusions were presented and adopted after discussion on a number of items with various members. The adopted conclusions will be circulated to all delegates following a final language check.
