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Summary  
 

On 28 April 2017, the European Commission Directorate-General for Research and 

Innovation (DG RTD) and the European Economic and Social Committee (EESC) organized 

a joint event to present and discuss the results of the stakeholder consultation on the Horizon 

2020 programme - the EU Framework Programme for Research and Innovation.1  

 

At the event the Commission presented the results of 3483 responses and about 300 

position papers harvested during its consultation. At the same time, the event was also an 

occasion to compare the results with those of the recent EESC information report on Horizon 

2020 (rapporteur: Gonçalo Lobo Xavier) and the EESC Opinion on Mid-term evaluation of 

Horizon 2020 (rapporteur: Ulrich Samm). 

 

The event generated a lot of interest2, also on the social media. On the day, the EESC 

welcomed around 230 participants, and that is without counting the numerous followers via 

web streaming and twitter3. The event was part of a series of events co-organized by the 

EESC and DG RTD on Research and Innovation, an area of great importance for Europe 

because of its contribution in promoting the creation of jobs, growth and investment. 

 

 
Photo (EESC): Presentation of the results of the pu blic consultation by the European Commission  

                                                      
1

 This public stakeholder consultation which is part of the interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 was launched on 20 October 2016 
and closed on 15 January 2017. 

2
 For the EESC press release - EESC urges the EC to increase the budget for financing R&I in Europe - click here. 

3
 For twitter activity related to the event, click here. 
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The main conclusions of the event were that Horizon 2020 remains a successful innovation 
programme bringing together excellence, joint research infrastructures, collaboration across 
borders as well as synergies between academia, industry, SMEs and research organisations, 
but also that the budget for financing research and innovation at EU level needs to be 
increased and the programme's participation widened, which should not come at the 
expense of excellence.  
 

With the €200 million boost to be expected for Horizon 20204, the event closed on a positive 
note, with an open invitation to the European Commission event "Research & Innovation – 
shaping our future" which is to be held in Brussels on 3 July 2017. 
 
This report focuses on the presentation of the results of the public consultation, gathering 

also the main points raised by the speakers, panelists and participants.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                      
4

 For details related to the compromise on the mid-term review of the EU budget for Horizon 2020 see: European Commission 
website. 

5
 For photos and presentations from the event, click here. 
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Programme  
 

9.30 Opening speech  by Gonçalo Lobo Xavier, Vice President of the European 
Economic and Social Committee (EESC) followed by the presentation of the 
EESC Information Report on the Interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 

 Kurt Vandenberghe, Director, Directorate General for Research and 
Innovation, European Commission 

 
9.45  Presentation of the results of the stakeholder cons ultation  by the  
  European Commission   

Rosalinde Van der Vlies, Head of Unit Evaluation, Directorate-General for 
Research and Innovation, European Commission 

 
10.10 EESC reactions and comments  by Ulrich Samm, rapporteur of the EESC 

Opinion on the Mid-term evaluation of Horizon 2020 
 
10.20  Panel 1  - Comments on the results of the stakeholder consultation 
  Moderated by Panagiotis Gkofas, Member of the Various Interests  
  Group, EESC 

− Stephan Kuster, Acting Director, Science Europe 
− Muriel Attané, Director, European Association of Research and 

Technology Organisations (EARTO) 

− Thomas Estermann, Director for Governance, Funding and Public Policy 
Development, European University Association (EUA)  

− Alexandre Affre, Director of Industrial Affairs department, BusinessEurope 
− Questions and answers 

 
11.30  Coffee break 
 
11.45  Panel 2  - The views of civil society organisations 
  Moderated by Christophe Lefèvre, Member of the Employees' Group, EESC 

− Monika Panayotova, COMAC Medical Ltd., Bulgaria 

− Markus Weißkopf, Wissenschaft im Dialog GmbH, Germany 

− Nuno Freitas, Medsimlab, Portugal  
− Imane Baïz, Doing It Together science (DITOs), Horizon 2020 project 
− Questions and answers  

 

12.40 Concluding remarks  

− Gonçalo Lobo Xavier, Vice President of the European Economic and 
Social Committee 

− Kurt Vandenberghe, Director, Directorate General for Research and 
Innovation, European Commission 
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Presentations and contributions 
 

Gonçalo Lobo Xavier, European Economic and Social C ommittee  
 
In his opening speech, Mr Lobo Xavier welcomed the participants and 
the initiative from the European Commission to co-organize the event. 
He stated that the Horizon 2020 programme is very important for our 
future and the future of the next generations. He also  noted that the 
EESC has been very much engaged in the process of evaluating and 
giving feedback on the programme's successes and, most importantly, 

on further improvements needed. Mr Lobo Xavier further underlined the need for 
programme's simplification in the future, calling for the Commission to reinforce its teams to 
ensure a more balanced and effective approach.  
 
 

 
  

Kurt Vandenberghe, Directorate-General for Research  and 
Innovation, European Commission 
 
Mr Vandenberghe took the floor to note that Horizon 2020 is 
nothing without the stakeholders' active participation and that the 
role of the Commission and the European institutions is to provide 

the resources, the framework and the rules of the game. He stressed that we need 
successful researchers and innovators in order to have a prosperous and sustainable future 
for Europe. 
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Rosalinde Van der Vlies, Directorate-General for Re search and 
Innovation, European Commission 
 
Ms van der Vlies publicly revealed the long-expected final results of the 
stakeholder consultation prepared by her team.  
 

3483 responses and over 300 position papers were received by the 
Commission via the online questionnaire with open and closed questions and position papers 
coming from 69 different countries. The results revealed high satisfaction with the 
programme among stakeholders, but also that an increased budget is needed. It was found 
that Horizon 2020 programme oversubscription is an urgent issue, but that the programme 
fosters excellence and should continue to be excellence-based. Furthermore, results showed 
that the programme should better address citizens' needs and further support market-
creating innovation. At the same time, however, the balance between research and 
innovation should remain key.  
 

Additional findings were the following: 
o Cost of participation is lower than in previous programmes but further simplification is 

needed. 
o Combined research and innovation programme better addresses stakeholder needs.  
o Funding landscape remains complex to understand and needs to be rationalised. 
o Collaborative projects are the key and most relevant feature of the programme. 
o Some aspects of the evaluation process could be further improved. 
o The programme brings EU added value through unique opportunities to collaborate, 

access new knowledge and know-how and through financing of projects which would 
not be supported otherwise. 
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Ulrich Samm, European Economic and Social Committee  
 
In his first reaction to the results, Mr Samm welcomed Horizon 2020 as a 
strong and successful programme. He called for national Research and 
Innovation (R&I) funding to be strengthened - with the wish to emphasise 
to Member States that EU R&I funding cannot replace national efforts. He 
also underlined large differences in success with regard to receiving EU 

funding among Member States, highlighting the correlation with large variations in national 
funding for R&I. 
 

 
 
 
Stephan Kuster, Science Europe 

 
In his intervention, Mr Kuster stressed the need to: 

o widen the participation in the programme; 
o ensure underlying infrastructure through investment and 

 education at Member States' level; 
o deal with oversubscription (by proposing as solutions the 

 introduction of  two-step procedures and additional funding). 
 

He further called for open access and open science and warned against outcome-based 
funding. He insisted that the bottom-up character of collaborative research should be kept. 
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Muriel Attané, European Association of Research and  Technology 
Organisations  
 
Ms Attané in her presentation welcomed the growing involvement of 
industries in the programme. She also raised the need to better 
communicate Horizon 2020 and its successes to society, noting that R&I 
is a geopolitical factor for the future of the EU. She concluded that we 
need to think bigger, prioritize impact, strengthen excellence in the 

collaborative research and strive towards a balance between the three pillars of the 
programme. 
 

Thomas Estermann, European University Association 
 
In his intervention, Mr Estermann noted that Horizon 2020 is seen as highly 
successful programme with ambitious goals, but that widening of 
participation is needed to reduce the gap across the EU. He also supported 
open access to research publications and data in an affordable way and 
called for more funding and fostering of funding synergies. He further 

underlined the need to improve the cost of participation through simplification, where it really 
matters. Finally, he insisted on the importance of keeping 100% direct cost funding. 
 

Alexandre Affre, BusinessEurope 
 
In his presentation, Mr Affre proposed several solutions for rationalizing the 
EU funding for R&I. Namely, by improving: the selection criteria with a more 
selective first-stage selection; the design of calls with a better defined 
thematic scope and; the evaluation process with more thorough feedback 
in the case of non-approval. He also stressed the need to address 
oversubscription and called for further simplification. 

 



9 
 

Monika Panayotova, COMAC Medical Ltd 
 
In her presentation, Ms Panayotova suggested possible improvements to 
be made to the programme. Namely, attracting more young researchers, 
entrepreneurs and innovators; equal payment for the scientists under 
Horizon 2020; and better feedback from the evaluators with reasoned 
and detailed description of what has to be improved to generate better 
success rate. 

She also noted the need for: pooling and sharing of efforts and resources; structural reforms 
of the national R&I systems and; sufficient national research and development investments. 
 

Markus Weißkopf, Wissenschaft im Dialog GmbH 
 
In his intervention, Mr Weißkopf underlined low funding quotas and succes 
rates for proposals, calling for the two-stage submission and evaluation 
mechanisms. He stressed that bringing together stakeholders, institutions 
and organisations which wouldn‘t work together otherwise was the added 
value of horizon 2020. In relation to the Science with and for Society 
programme (SwafS), he proposed to strategically communicate and 
handle new technologies of public concern on EU level and to include 

Open Science and especially Citizen Science. 
 
 

Nuno Freitas, Medsimlab 
 
In his intervention, Mr Freitas stressed the need to spread the results 
and good practices of Horizon 2020, as well as to communicate better 
its benefits, namely the creation of new jobs. He also insisted that the 
focus on SMEs is crucial and that open access is not to be taken lightly 
in the environment where companies need to compete with the 

markets in China and the United States, which are very patent-driven. 
 
 
 

Imane Baïz, Doing It Together science 
 
In her presentation, Ms Baïz suggested the following possible 
improvements to be made to the programme: providing much more 
support for very small organisations and SMEs, as the barrier to entry 
is too high; lighter requirements on reporting for small entities that 
receive limited funding; and clearer definition of the different types of 

actions. She also suggested that the societal relevance of EU R&I programmes could be 
boosted with a defined mandatory proportion of funding in all projects dedicated to societal 
benefits and public engagement. 
 
 


