
 

 1 

  
 

 
 

STI International Cooperation Network for Eastern Partnership Countries – PLUS 
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WP1: Policy Dialogue & Strategic Priority Setting 

Task 1.3: Shaping the future of the EU – EaP STI cooperation 
 

 
 
 

Guidelines for interviews with research authorities and stakeholders in the EaP countries 
 
The EaP PLUS project, funded by the European Commission, aims to provide support and to develop 
concrete actions in the fields of science, technology and innovation (STI), while working closely with 
the policy stakeholders and the respective policy dialogue fora. In particular, the specific objectives of 
the project can be summarized as follows: 

1. To actively support the policy dialogue in STI between the EU and the EaP countries with a 
particular emphasis on the association to H2020 process and dedicated actions to maximize 
the benefits from it; 

2. To boost interactions between researchers in the context of H2020 and beyond; 
3. To promote innovation in the EaP countries, in a coherent and complementary way with major 

EU’s initiatives; 
4. To improve the framework conditions and efficiency of the cooperation between EU and its 

individual Member States with the EaP countries aiming in particular to remove remaining 
obstacles and to create opportunities. 

 
In particular, to support “Policy Dialogue & Strategic Priority Setting” several objectives are foreseen:  

a. Contribution to policy dialogue activities in various fora and with a wide variety of 
stakeholders; 

b. Specific attention will be given to the recent association of several EaP countries to H2020 that 
constitutes a major development. In that respect, activities will be dedicated to sharing of 
experiences among those countries but also with previously associated countries (e.g. Norway, 
Israel or Turkey) in order to maximize the impact of the association; 

c. Finally, based on the conclusions of all the project’s activities as well as on any other 
development, recommendations for the future of the cooperation will be drafted (“EU-EaP 
beyond 2020”). 

 
In order to achieve these objectives, a series of fact-finding missions will be organised in the countries 
of the target region in order to interview the research authorities and other stakeholders from the EaP 
countries. Special attention will be given to the fact-finding missions to Azerbaijan and Belarus, since 
the STI systems of these two countries have not been subject to an external Policy Mix Peer Review 
exercise until today, as is the case with Georgia, Armenia, Moldova and Ukraine. Furthermore, 
Azerbaijan and Belarus have not yet been associated to Horizon 2020. 
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In short, the objectives of the fact-finding missions are: 

 Identification of recent developments and dynamics in the STI system of each country; 

 Input for preparing recommendations for future EU-EaP STI cooperation 

 
Expert interviews / your role as an expert 

The fact-finding missions will be based on interviews with local experts. During the interview with you, 
you are invited to discuss several aspects of the STI landscape in your country. This document contains 
a list of guiding questions for the interview. The interview should be considered to be an open 
discussion. There is no need to reply to all questions. 
 
Anonymity will be secured. There will be no link to individual persons in future reports that are based 
on the results of these interviews. 
 

The questions are organised in two parts, as follows: 
 

I. The national STI landscape 

 
1. Development of key research indicators 

 How would you comment the development of important STI indicators (e.g. GERD) in recent 
years? 

 What is the impact of economic changes to the development of STI in your country? 
 
2. Structure and governance of STI system 

 How would you describe the STI system in your country (structure, main players)?  

 What are the legal base and framework conditions?  

 What are main strategies?  

 Are there thematic priorities?  

 What is the role of research conducting institutions and the Academy of Science? 

 What are the framework conditions of innovation in your country (competition, intellectual 
property rights, entrepreneurship and administrative burdens, taxation)? 
 

3. STI policy – definition, implementation, objectives 

 Is there a nationally defined STI policy?  

 What are the mechanisms for its definition and implementation? 

 What are the specific objectives? 
 
4. Research funding system 

 Which instruments are used to finance STI (e.g. institutional and/or competitive funding)? 

 What are the most important funding institutions? 
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5. Characterisation of the research system  

 What are the major strengths and weaknesses of the research system in your country? 

 Is there a knowledge demand in specific fields and sectors? 
 
6. Research infrastructures 

 What are important developments in research infrastructures?  

 Who are the main actors mobilising resources for investments in research infrastructures? 

 Is your country involved in transnational research infrastructures (e.g. with other EaP countries 
of EU MS)? 

 Are universities involved in research activities?  
 
7. SMEs and innovation 

 What is the role of SMEs and private sector in general in the STI landscape of your country? 

 How is innovation financed (private sources, public or international funding)? 

 Is there an institution providing SMEs with support for STI activities? 

 Are any clusters under development?  

 What are key challenges for the national system of innovation? Are there urgent actions that 
should be implemented? 

 
8. Researchers (career prospects, mobility, working conditions) 

 Has the number of researchers recently been increased, decreased or stabilized? 

 What are the career prospects and working conditions for researchers in your country? 

 Is there support for young researchers? 
 
 
 

II. Involvement in international STI cooperation 

 
9. International STI cooperation - strategy, instruments, programmes, mobility 

 What is the importance of international STI cooperation for your country? 

 What are the main national instruments for supporting international STI cooperation? 

 Is there close cooperation with specific countries/regions, and what are relevant thematic 
areas? 

 Are there actions to foster mobility abroad for national researchers and to facilitate foreign 
researchers' mobility to your country? 

 
10. State of the art of the cooperation between EU and your country 

 Are there bilateral cooperation instruments with the EU MS? 

 What are the main research areas and instruments for cooperation with EU and EU MS? 

 Are there other important partners in STI cooperation (e.g. USA, Russia, China)? 
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11. Mechanisms for the identification of joint STI objectives and priorities with the EU and EU MS 

 What are the mechanisms for the identification of joint STI objectives and priorities with the 
EU and EU MS? 

 What do you consider to be research areas with high potential for future cooperation with EU 
and EU MS? 

 
12. Participation of your country in the EU programme Horizon 2020 (H2020) 

 How is participation of your country in H2020 supported? 

 What are the obstacles for participation of your country in H2020? 

 What is the role of the network of National Contact Points (NCPs) in your country? 
 
13. STI information flow 

 Which information channels are used to follow the evolution of STI in international 
cooperation? 

 Which information and dissemination activities are appropriate to enhance the integration of 
researchers from your country into the international research community? 
 

14. Association to Horizon 2020 / Policy Mix Peer Reviews 

 Azerbaijan / Belarus: Which benefit would you see in an association of your country to H2020?  

 Azerbaijan / Belarus: Do you think an external Policy Mix Peer Review exercise, resulting in 
recommendations for the further development of your country’s STI system, would be of 
benefit? 

 EaP countries associated to H2020: What are the expectations connected to your country’s 
association to H2020? Have these expectations been fulfilled?   

 EaP countries associated to H2020: Is the research community well aware of the association 
and of the opportunities and challenges linked to it? 

 EaP countries associated to H2020: Is there a national effort/stimulation for making the 
association successful? 

 EaP countries associated to H2020: What could the EU do to enhance the benefits from the 
association? 

 EaP countries associated to H2020: Has the external Policy Mix Peer Review, implemented in 
your country, been useful? Would you suggest implementing any follow-up activity? 

 
15. Overall assessment 

 What do you see as important in the cooperation with the EU on STI? 
 


