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CES 2015 mini-symposium proposal: 

The role of knowledge in European futures 

 

In the aftermath of recent financial crisis, many visions of European futures assign an 

important role to the knowledge sectors – research, higher education, technology and 

innovation. These sectors are often associated with potential for sustainable future growth and 

better quality of life. In recent decades, European integration in knowledge policy areas has 

deepened and widened including funding instruments such as Framework Programmes and 

Structural Funds, initiatives like the European Research Area and the European Higher 

Education Area as well as new institutions: the European Research Council and the European 

Institute of Innovation and Technology. 

 

Today European knowledge governance has to deal with a number of long-standing 

contradictions and tensions over its aims, organization and distribution of power across 

multiple levels and actors. Major contradictions include - between economic and social aims, 

between self-organization and steering, between diversity and convergence, and between 

European integration and globalization. The ways these contradictions are managed will 

largely determine the future of European knowledge governance.  

 

The contributors to this panel analyze potentials, risks and mechanisms for addressing often 

deep-rooted and path-dependent tensions and contradictions in Europe of Knowledge. To do 

that, they draw on various disciplines, theoretical and methodological perspectives as well as 

empirical bases allowing analysis of the major trends in multi-level knowledge governance 

and their implications for European futures.   

 

This mini-symposium includes two sessions. The first session focuses on the effects of crisis 

on European knowledge policies, while the second one discusses the challenges for the 

governance of Europe of Knowledge. 

   

 

Symposium organizers: 

Dr. Inga Ulnicane, University of Vienna 

Dr. Nicola Francesco Dotti, Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB) 
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Session I 

 

The role of knowledge in European futures I: Lessons from the crisis 

 

In the aftermath of recent financial crisis, many visions of European futures assign an 

important role to the knowledge sectors – research, higher education, technology and 

innovation. These sectors are often associated with potential for sustainable future growth and 

better quality of life. In recent decades, European integration in knowledge policy areas has 

deepened and widened including funding instruments such as Framework Programmes and 

Structural Funds, initiatives like the European Research Area and the European Higher 

Education Area as well as new institutions: the European Research Council and the European 

Institute of Innovation and Technology. 

 

Today European knowledge governance has to deal with a number of long-standing 

contradictions and tensions over its aims, organization and distribution of power across 

multiple levels and actors. Major contradictions include - between economic and social aims, 

between self-organization and steering, between diversity and convergence, and between 

European integration and globalization. The ways these contradictions are managed will 

largely determine the future of European knowledge governance.  

 

The contributors to this panel analyze potentials, risks and mechanisms for addressing often 

deep-rooted and path-dependent tensions and contradictions in Europe of Knowledge. To do 

that, they draw on various disciplines, theoretical and methodological perspectives as well as 

empirical bases allowing analysis of the major trends in multi-level knowledge governance 

and their implications for European futures.   

 

This session is part of a mini-symposium on the role of knowledge in European futures. This 

particular session focuses on the effects of crisis on European knowledge policies. 

 

Keywords (1-3 to be selected from the CES defined): Austerity, Science and technology 

   

Chair: Dr. Inga Ulnicane, University of Vienna 

Discussant: Dr. Nicola Francesco Dotti, Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB) 

 

1. Robert Kaiser and Heiko Prange-Gstöhl  

 

2. Inga Ulnicane 

 

3. Thomas König 

 

4. Jose Manuel Leceta and Totti Könöllä 
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Session II 

 

The role of knowledge in European futures II: Challenges for the governance 

 

In the aftermath of recent financial crisis, many visions of European futures assign an 

important role to the knowledge sectors – research, higher education, technology and 

innovation. These sectors are often associated with potential for sustainable future growth and 

better quality of life. In recent decades, European integration in knowledge policy areas has 

deepened and widened including funding instruments such as Framework Programmes and 

Structural Funds, initiatives like the European Research Area and the European Higher 

Education Area as well as new institutions: the European Research Council and the European 

Institute of Innovation and Technology. 

 

Today European knowledge governance has to deal with a number of long-standing 

contradictions and tensions over its aims, organization and distribution of power across 

multiple levels and actors. Major contradictions include - between economic and social aims, 

between self-organization and steering, between diversity and convergence, and between 

European integration and globalization. The ways these contradictions are managed will 

largely determine the future of European knowledge governance.  

 

The contributors to this panel analyze potentials, risks and mechanisms for addressing often 

deep-rooted and path-dependent tensions and contradictions in Europe of Knowledge. To do 

that, they draw on various disciplines, theoretical and methodological perspectives as well as 

empirical bases allowing analysis of the major trends in multi-level knowledge governance 

and their implications for European futures.   

 

This session is part of a mini-symposium on the role of knowledge in European futures. This 

particular session focuses on the challenges for the governance of Europe of Knowledge. 

 

Keywords (1-3 to be selected from the CES defined): Education, Science and technology 

 

Chair: Dr. Nicola Francesco Dotti, Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB) 

Discussant: Dr. Inga Ulnicane, University of Vienna 

 

1. Andrea Gideon 

 

2. Lavinia Marin 

 

3. Totti Könöllä and Jose Manuel Leceta 

 

4. Nicola Francesco Dotti, André Spithoven and Bas van Heur 
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SESSION I 

22nd International Conference of Europeanists 

Panel on 'The role of knowledge in European futures: Reconciling contradictions in 

multi-level governance' 

 

'Back to reality: Why the EU missed the train for a future-oriented growth policy'
1
 

 

Authors: 

Prof. Dr. Robert Kaiser    Dr. Heiko Prange-Gstöhl 

University of Siegen     European Commission 

Chair in Comparative Politics    DG Research & Innovation 

and Political Theory 

DE-57068 Siegen/Germany    BE-1049 Brussels/Belgium 

Robert.Kaiser@uni-siegen.de   Heiko.Prange-Gstoehl@ec.europa.eu  

 

Abstract 

This paper will provide an explanation for the EU failure to come up with a more future-

oriented multiannual financial framework (MFF) putting particularly research and innovation 

policies at its core. Notably, with the new MFF the proportions between the main expenditure 

lines have hardly been touched. 

We argue that while there had been a 'window of opportunity' (stemming from internal reform 

pressure in the member states; the requirement for an EU budget review) for a major change 

in the aftermath of the 2008 crisis, several factors had played against such a change. First, due 

to the crisis EU member states moved from 'normal' to 'crisis' politics, impacting on the EU's 

institutional balance and the entrepreneurial capabilities of the Commission to enforce the 

EU's long-term growth strategy. Second, classical change-resisting factors of EU budget 

negotiations have been reinforced due to austerity policies. Third, the more powerful role of 

the European Council following the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty and the new 

cleavage between members and non-members of the Eurogroup reduced the chances for 

reforming the EU budget further. Analyzing these factors will enable us to review concepts of 

institutional change in the EU and assess their explanatory power in light of the recent 

dynamics in European integration. 

In view of the MFF mid-term revision, we conclude that a reconciliation of contradictions (at 

vertical and horizontal levels) is highly demanding, making a breakthrough towards a more 

future-oriented growth policy, including a stronger position for research and innovation 

policies, rather unlikely. 

  

                                                             
1 Views expressed in this paper are purely personal and do not reflect the position of the European Commission. 

mailto:Robert.Kaiser@uni-siegen.de
mailto:Heiko.Prange-Gstoehl@ec.europa.eu
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Long-term impacts of the financial crisis on European research and innovation policies: reinforcing 

old tensions? 

Dr.Inga Ulnicane, Assistant Professor 

Institute for European Integration Research EIF, University of Vienna inga.ulnicane@univie.ac.at  

 

Over recent decades European research policy analysis and practice have attempted to overcome a 

number of tensions and contradictions such as often unhelpful distinction between basic and applied 

research or ‘innovation divide’ in research performance among ‘excellent’ and ‘cohesion’ member 

states. These divides have been seen as a source of tensions and hampering factors in integration of 

knowledge production and diffusion activities. A number of policy measures have aimed to better 

integrate basic and applied research and to support capability building in catching-up member states.  

 

However, recent financial crisis appears to have reinforced some of the old tensions in European 

research policy. Under austerity measures many EU member states, which fund more than 80% of 

public research in Europe, have cut their investment in research with potential long term effects 

research capabilities, human resources and infrastructures. In particular, the funding cuts have most 

affected research systems of the weakest member states, thus, reinforcing innovation divide. At the 

EU level, a strong post-crisis discourse has emerged about research and innovation as a way out of 

crisis and sources of renewed growth. However, it is also accompanied by focus on return on 

investment, results orientation and impact on jobs and growth, thus, favoring applied research over 

basic one.  

 

The paper draws on theories about institutional change and uses a range of methods and data 

sources (primary documents, interviews with EU decision-makers and stakeholders) to analyze long-

term effects of crisis on EU research policy.  

  

mailto:inga.ulnicane@univie.ac.at
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Beyond Lisbon. The R&D narrative in Europe after the crisis 

Dr.Thomas König, Lecturer 

University of Vienna thomas.koenig@univie.ac.at  

 

It is certainly not a risky statement to claim that the European R&D narrative has changed in the past 

years. So far, however, we miss a clear understanding of the shifts and ruptures of this change. The 

paper takes a historical-comparative approach to shed light on this issue. As a starting point, it takes 

the assumption of Borras and Radaelli about the Lisbon Strategy from 2000 and argues that this 

broad 'governance architecture’ has substantially shaped the way the European R&D narrative was 

perceived for a long time, but that - despite some of its features continue to live on rhetorically - this 

architecture is about to be surpassed by another, not yet fully visible regime. In order to understand 

this empirically, three distinctive policies will be scrutinized that all are, in one way or another, 

results of the Lisbon Strategy’s political impact: the integration of European research policies (under 

the ERA framework), the focus on basic research (the ERC), and the integration of social sciences and 

humanities (under the label SSH). All three policies have been continued after the crisis, but their 

political legitimation has been changed. Assessing core documents on the three policies from before 

and after the crisis will help to clarify those changes. It will also contribute to a better understanding 

how the European R&D narrative in general has been changing over the past years, and provide 

crucial indications about the new 'governance architecture’ that is currently replacing the Lisbon 

Strategy regime. 

  

mailto:thomas.koenig@univie.ac.at
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“Co-creating cross-border innovation ecosystems: 
Lessons from the European Institute of Innovation 
and Technology”  
 
 
Co-authors 
 
José Manuel Leceta, Director, EIT jose.manuel.leceta@eit.europa.eu  
Totti Könnölä, Policy Officer, EIT totti.konnola@eit.europa.eu  

 
Abstract  
 
Europe has a number of world-class Universities, inventive research centers, large companies 
and a vibrant SME fabric. However, notwithstanding long standing support to collaborative R&D 
by European Union institutions and Member States, evidence shows that few young leading 
innovators created in the last 25 years of the 20th century have European roots, a tenth of those 
originated in the US. Also, taking aside defense, European citizens already invest publicly per 
capita more than their US citizens. Consequently, not only the level of support but also 
established paradigm and design of top down innovation policy support mechanisms need new 
consideration.  
 
The ‘European Institute of Innovation and Technology’ (EIT) is a relatively new policy experiment 
to get the EU back on track for entrepreneurial innovation. Created in 2008, the EIT crystalizes 
Europe’s political will to approach innovation radically different with an increased focus on people. 
The EIT operates through so-called ‘Knowledge and Innovation Communities’ (KICs) which 
integrate excellent partners from the knowledge triangle of higher education, research and 
business, encompassing bottom-up ‘co-creation’ of novel innovation models and cross-border 
ecosystems.  
 
The paper studies three unique features of the EIT, namely, 1. KICs's role as forerunners of 
communities-driven innovation schemes for grand challenges, 2. Steering and management 
approach to EIT-KIC partnerships and 3. KIC’s co-location centers as melting pots of knowledge, 
skills and entrepreneurial attitudes. The paper shows why and how EIT-KIC ‘living partnerships’ 
represent a disruptive innovation by identifying implications to European innovation governance.  

 
Keywords 
  
Innovation policy learning, knowledge triangle integration, enterpreneurial innovation, grand 

challenges, multi-level innovation governance, tacit knowledge, higher education third mission. 

 

 

  

mailto:jose.manuel.leceta@eit.europa.eu
mailto:totti.konnola@eit.europa.eu
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SESSION II 

 

Panel: The role of knowledge in European futures: 

Reconciling contradictions in multi-level governance 

22
nd

 International Conference of Europeanists  ‘Contradictions: 

Envisioning European Futures’  (CES, Paris, 8-10 July 2015) 

Abstract: Implementing ERA and EHEA policies into the EU hard law frame?  
Dr Andrea Gideon 

Lecturer in Law, University of Liverpool 

a.k.gideon@liverpool.ac.uk   

European research and education policy has widely taken place alongside directly applicable EU law. 

The latter can thus cause constraints for national policies even if these have been encouraged by 

education and research policies at the EU level. Only a limited number of instruments such as the 

‘Community Framework for state aid for research and development and innovation’ took into 

account such potential conflicts through detailed and complicated guidance for exemptions from EU 

state aid law. The framework has recently been revised trying to clarify certain issues which has 

taken half a year longer than envisaged potentially due to the complexity of the matter. Does this 

and other (limited) developments in the sphere of directly applicable EU law indicate that education 

and research policies are beginning to play a stronger, more integrated role in the EU? If so, does the 

path chosen reflect the needs and expectations of students, academics and the general public? The 

paper will first discuss the current situation in which the directly applicable hard law frame is widely 

separate from EU research and education policy. It will then analyse the Research Framework and 

the General Block Exemption Regulation as a current exemptions where state aid law has been 

tentatively streamlined with some of the aims of EU research policy. The final part of the paper will 

look into the consequences of the chosen paths and assess potential alternatives.   

  

mailto:a.k.gideon@liverpool.ac.uk
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Title: Changing Subjects of Education in the Bologna Process 
 
Name: Lavinia Marin lavinia.marin@ppw.kuleuven.be  
 
Position: PhD student in educational sciences 
Institution: Laboratory of Education, Culture and Society, Faculty of Psychology and Educational 
Sciences, KU Leuven, Belgium 
 
Abstract: 
One of the purposes of the Bologna Process was to facilitate the construction of a Europe of 
Knowledge through educational governance, yet it fails to reach its purpose because of several 
unexplained assumptions that undermine the conceptual standing of the whole project; it is the 
purpose of this paper to bring these assumptions to light. 
 
A knowledge economy cannot exist without the knowledge workers which were previously formed in 
educational institutions, therefore the project for a Europe of Knowledge is usually linked with the 
educational policies especially those affecting the higher education institutions.  
 
One such policy area is the Bologna Process which explicitly traces its purpose to the construction of 
an educational system that will facilitate the smooth delivery of employable graduates to the 
European labor market. This presentation has two purposes. First to show through a textual analysis 
of the Bologna ministerial declarations how the subject of higher education is constructed to single 
out the European citizen, understood in a narrow sense as the employable, mobile and skilled 
graduate. Second, to show that the notion of citizenship used in the Bologna declarations is ill-
construed. 
 
Starting from T. H. Marshall’s classical distinction between the three understandings of citizenship 
(civic, political, and social), this paper will show that the Bologna discourse on citizenship borrows 
and mixes illegitimately from the three notions, without making it explicit why such a hybrid notion 
of citizenship is used in the first place. 
  

mailto:lavinia.marin@ppw.kuleuven.be
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Facing the Grand Challenges: Reflections from the 
EIT's Governance Model for Innovation 
 

 

Co-authors 
 

Totti Könnölä, Policy Officer, EIT, Totti.Konnola@eit.europa.eu  
José Manuel Leceta, Director, EIT, Jose.Manuel.Leceta@eit.europa.eu   

 
Abstract  
 

The report on new rationales for a European Research Area (ERA) commissioned by the former 

Directorate General for Research of the European Commission in 2008 was amongst the first to 

mention 'Grand Societal Challenges' in the search of a renewed mission for European science. Similar 

mission driven approaches have emerged also in North America and Asia. In Europe, the emphasis of 

grand challenges driven innovation has subsequently influenced on the direction of European, 

national and also regional policy and innovation systems at large. While it has encouraged the 

exploration of synergies and complementarities it has also directed further attention to governance 

models and practices.  

Towards the better understanding of governance measures, we elaborate a framework that consists 

of vertical, horizontal, temporal, inter-systemic and multilateral coordination challenges. We apply 

this frame in the analysis of the European Institute of Innovation and Technology (EIT) and its pan-

European governance model. The EIT operates through so-called ‘Knowledge and Innovation 

Communities’ (KICs) which integrate excellent partners from the knowledge triangle of higher education, 

research and business, encompassing bottom-up ‘co-creation’ strategies in shaping novel innovation 

models.  

Our findings indicate that the EIT is a promising (but ongoing) governance innovation to address 

multi-layered innovation systems, which deserve further attention to improve its implementation. 

We also discuss the implications of our findings to innovation governance and to future research.  

 

Keywords 
  
Innovation policy learning, knowledge triangle integration, entrepreneurial innovation, grand 

challenges, multi-level innovation governance, tacit knowledge, higher education third mission. 

  

mailto:Totti.Konnola@eit.europa.eu
mailto:Jose.Manuel.Leceta@eit.europa.eu
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Dynamism of European research geography: does specialization really matters? 

 

- Abstract for the CES Conference 2015 - 

 

Nicola Francesco DOTTI2, André SPITHOVEN3, and Bas VAN HEUR4, 

 

While it is well known that R&D activities are unevenly distributed across space, how this geography 

has recently evolved is less explored. R&D activities are recognised as one of the main drivers for 

economic competitiveness, in this perspective the EU has promoted the Framework Programmes (FP) 

since 1980s to support it. Nonetheless, the policy rationale is based on highly competitive calls for 

funding, and recent analysis have shown different ‘territorial research competitiveness’ in the 

capacity to collect FP grants.  

This paper aims to show drivers of evolution in the European research geography arguing that this 

mainly depends on economic and scientific preconditions rather than on scientific (‘smart’) 

specialization. The analysis uses an innovative and very detailed database at the level of European 

districts (NUTS3); moreover, six different FP themes are combined and compared from 1999 to 2010. 

Findings show the importance of economic growth and scientific diversification as main drivers for 

the attraction of FP projects. Combining this analysis with the EU Cohesion Policy, scientific 

specialisation seems having a positive effect for Objective-1 regions, but only in selected FP themes. 

These findings highlight under which conditions the FP policy can be used to promote territorial 

development through scientific (‘smart’) specialization. 

 

 

 

                                                             
2 Cosmopolis Centre for Urban Research, Department of Geography, Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB). 

Nicola.Dotti@vub.ac.be. 

3 Belgian Science Policy Office and Universiteit Ghent. andre.spithoven@belspo.be.  

4 Cosmopolis Centre for Urban Research, Department of Geography, Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB). 

BVHeur@vub.ac.be. 

mailto:Nicola.Dotti@vub.ac.be
mailto:andre.spithoven@belspo.be
mailto:BVHeur@vub.ac.be

