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1. Name:

2. Organisation (if applicable):

NMI

3. Email address:

4. Address:

5. In responding, it would be helpful if you could indicate whether you are responding as

a business or business representative body

6. Keeping in touch

Please keep me informed by email of the progress of this review, and ather BIS Balance of Competence reviews.

1. 1. Where has EU action had a positive impact for the UK on research, technological development,
innovation or space? What evidence is there for this? Has EU action encouraged national action in
any areas?

(Ref ESCO Report) For electronics companies that have participated in FP7, there has been an overall positive impact

Not necessarily directly on the research projects involved, but often on the contact and links developed as part of the

project

2. 2. Where has EU action had a negative impact for the UK in these fields? What evidence is there
for this? Has EU action prevented potentially useful national action in any areas?
Mot a relevant guestion - the onus is on the UK government institutions to influence and coordinate national policy better
with FP7 ( now H2020) in particular. Negative EU impact should be viewed as a lack of proper national engagement.

3. 3. How and where has UK engagement with partner countries or international bodies, both within
and outside the EU, been helped or hindered by EU involvement?

Mo Response

4. 4. What benefits or difficulties has the objective of a European research area (ERA) delivered for
the UK?

Positive benafits to those who have engaged, but much mora engagement and knowledge of what the ERA actually is is
important

5. 5. How has the EU sought to coordinate the policy instruments at its disposal across different
policy areas to create an enabling environment for researchers and innovators? How successful
has this been?

Speaking as a former UK NCP for FP7, the EU makes significant effarts in tying together different policy instruments

The issue, in the UK in particular is a lack of national government or TSB coordination and engagement.

).
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1. 6. What could the EU most helpfully do to promote scientific and technological progress and
innovation (including in the space sector)? - How could the EU use its existing competence
differently to deliver more in your area? - How might a greater or lesser degree of EU competence
deliver more in your area? - How could improvements to existing EU activities make them more
effective and efficient?

Demand better coordination at a UK government level.

2. 7. Where might future EU level action be detrimental to your work in this area?

The new ECSEL JTI may be an issue for the UK if there is litle or no UK government commitment to support the
programme despite the fact that there is a strong UK competency within the electronics systems focus that the JTl s
seeking to suppart

3. 8. Where might action at national rather than EU level be more appropriate / effective?

National support to complement and suppert SME initiatives and pilat ines being developed as part of H2020 will be
essential

4. 9. How could EU and national policies and funding streams interact better?
Much stronger links between UK national initiatives and H2020 / Eureka / JTIs would be very beneficial to UK industry
The problem with the lack of UK invalvement in Eureka and JTIs in particular is the lack of matched funding. This doas
not mean that the UK has to provide more funds By looking at schemes such as AMSCI for example and making them
eligible to supplement schemes such as ECSEL (formerly Eniac and Artemis) would actually mean that MORE support is
leveraged by the UK government without the need for additional funds. The issue will be making sure that proper state
ads clearances are set and approved by the government prior to the creaticn of a new scheme to enable such a 'joined
up thinking’ approach.

5. 10. What impact would any future enlargement of the EU have on this area of competence?

Paositive from a UK business perspective in electronics R&D - it is a global market by nature, and so the broader the
range of potential partners and markets cpened up the better

6. 11. Are there any other points you wish to make which are not captured above?

Joined up UK thinking is essential if UK industry is to make the most out of H2020. At the mement, TSB and BIS links
seam o be tenuous and a potential block to a coordinated government support approach to Eurcpean R&D. Mere and
mare matched funds from a UK level will be required for companies to make the most of EU R&D initiatives such as
ECSEL, Eurostars etc., If there is a coherent approach from the UK (tying in BIS, TSB and the Research Councils), this
can be possible without necessanly increasing public funding levels. Very happy to share these ideas in detail
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