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1. Name:

Daniel Sykes
2. Organisation (if applicable):

Mo Response

3. Email address:

4. Address:

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

an individual

6. Keeping in touch

No Response

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?

The EU has made it significantly easier for EU students and skilled post-graduates to take up positions in academic
research. In my own field, software engineering, we especially benefit from the presence of Greeks and Italians
(although they are often fleeing the economic situation in the eurozone). However, | am not convinced that many British
people take advantage of moving to positions in continental Europe, instead of Australia or the United States (where
remuneration is significantly better). The EU is a useful backup for funding research projects considering that the UK
(nationally) spends rather less as a proportion of GOP than France, Germany, the United States and Japan.

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?

In my personal experience, the EU madel for funding research projects (FP7) is cumbersoma and a major drain on the
time researchers can devote to research. It is quite inferior to the UK's national process  The major issues come from the
excess of bureaucratic requirements (principally reporting), and the emphasis on working in a highly integrated manner
across multiple countries, including industrial partners This means that a significant amount of time {and money) is spent
producing deliverable reports and having meetings (in multiple countries) to organise the production of said reports
\When a formal review meeting i1s expected, there may be multiple preparatory meetings, each time requiring the
collaboraters to fly to the chosen place in Europe. The expended time and effort is not beneficial to the careers of most
participants {unlike scientific publications) and the byzantine nature of the process means the reports are only subject to
cursory assessment. There also seems to be --- again in my own axparience -— no distinction between industrial
partners and the rest, meaning that companies are paid to take part in the project. This seems to me to be entirely
backwards. The companies should be taking part in the hope that the research benefits their commercial concerns and
profit. Consequently they should be expected to pay for the privilege The current system instead gives an incentive for
companies to take the money and then do the absolute minimum

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?

| have no personal experience in this area.

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

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?

I. cannot comment )
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?

Transfer of the funds from the EU funding bodies to the UK's national bodies would mean that researchers employed
with those funds spend more time engaged in research. A compromise scheme could have the EU offering a "balt-on"
grant to an otherwise ordinary naticnal grant to aid international collaboration (covering travel costs for exampla) A
similar scheme could be established with Australia, the USA and Japan

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

The complete loss of a UK national funding body would be disastrous

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

Project funding.

4. 9. How could EU and national policies and funding streams interact better?

By reducing the rele of the EU.

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

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

Mo Response
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