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° Very general

° Not complete

° Not only related to Brussels policy – but “transnational”

° Partially “provocative” – just to stimulate discussions under good colleagues
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Once Upon a Time …. 
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… Universities were essentially financed by budgets
… Freedom of academic research

… Industry research by investments from “turn over”
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Specific “missions” enabled “projects”

4



5

In 2018 … everything is a project, requiring at all 
levels, incl. local, national, European … 
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° Diverse advisory councils
° Continuous submission of “only excellent” proposals
° Numerous evaluations/juries/panels/…
° Reports
° Continuously changing funding rules
° ….

It this efficient? What can we do about it?
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Consistency 
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8[VanGundy, 2007]

[http://www.scinexx.de, 2007]

[http://www.creativethought.com, 2009]

[http://inpipeline.com, 2009]
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Surprise????

“… Europe is good when 

turning money into knowledge, 

but performs low when turning 

knowledge into money… ”
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• Support for transnational activities beyond/below 
“Brussels” – how e.g. a company in Latvia, university in Italy 
and a SME in Germany can equally collaborate.

• Some US funding schemes consider grants as gifts, much 
less proposal texts and reporting, ...

• “Subcontracting” versus “free research”.

• Support open dissemination policy
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