
 

 

 

                                                                

 

ANNEX II 

 

 

Questionnaire results, written out 

Annex II is written out and systemized version of the survey results  

made and used to facilitate the writing of the report. 
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Best Practices of aligning the national/regional strategic 

research agendas as a consequence of the JPI CH's SRA 

Alignment through actions  
 8 of the 14 participating countries answered a clear yes to the question of whether there had 

been changes to the national/regional strategic research agendas due to influence from the 

JPI CH's SRA: 

 Several countries, Cyprus, Lithuania and Slovakia, refer to the Smart Specialization Platform 

(S3P) as a tool for aligning their research agendas with the JPI Cultural Heritage's Strategic 

Research Agenda (SRA). The SRA is incorporated in the SP3. The efficiency of this might be 

due to the fact that S3SP is a prerequisite for receiving funding from the European Structural 

and Investment Funds (ESIF), as it is for Cyprus. 

 Thanks to the contribution of JPI CH, the SRA has influenced Italy's the National Research 

Program, but not the regional research programs.  

 As a representative from Romania's National Authority for Scientific Research and Innovation 

(NASR) was involved with the JPI CH and thus promoted the SRA in the process of designing 

the national research agenda, this resulted in Heritage and cultural identity being a part of 

the strategic national research priorities for the period 2014 – 2020.  

 Sweden's National Heritage Board's Research and Development Programme for 2017 - 2021 

is aligned with the SRA. 

 Several of The Netherland's research agendas refer to the SRA.  

 The United Kingdom's Arts and Humanities Research Council's research strategy has taken 

the SRA into account. 

Other forms of alignment 
 Spain's national research strategy was developed before the CH strategy. But the SRA has 

influenced the National Plan for Research in Conservation of Cultural Heritage (PNIC).  

 As CH is already a part of the Government's Long Term Plan for research and of the Research 

Agenda of the Ministry of Climate and the Environment and the Research Council of 

Norway's program MILJØFORSK, there was no need for taking further alignment actions. 

Plans for alignment 
Many of the participation countries, Cyprus, Norway, Romania, Spain, United Kingdom and Sweden, 

have already made sure that their respective national research plans or strategies for the upcoming 

years are aligned with the JPI CH strategy.  

Plans for further alignment 
 Cyprus will include the scope of the JPI CH future calls in their programme European 

Initiatives – National Development when this is possible.  

http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/home
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 Norway states that JPI CH will be important in developing future research agendas, as is the 

case for all the 10 JPI's the country participates in.  

 Romania mentions the possibility to upscale heritage and cultural identity components in 

their programmes after the mid-term review of the Romanian national RDI Plan for 2014 – 

2020. 

 Sweden will make sure JPI CH priorities are included in the process of revising the next 

Swedish National Heritage programme in 2021.  

 The Netherlands have continuous focus on alignment. 

Possibilities for further alignment 
 Italy sees the possibility of aligning the regional research agendas, in addition to the national 

alignment.  

 France states that alignment will be feasible, providing achieved dialogue with "defining 

bodies" (?) 

 Slovakia will be able to align the research agenda if the participation in the pilot call turns 

out to be successful. 

 Sweden is optimistic regarding the possibility of further alignment, not only with the agenda 

of The Swedish National Heritage Board's Research and Development Programme, but also 

the agendas of other funders. 

 Cyprus and Romania are also optimistic, but will have to wait and anticipate the 

development of the EC's new framework Programme and S3P, which in turn will set the 

course for their national research and innovation agendas.  

 The Netherlands and The United Kingdom also foresee possibilities of further alignment, 

depending on the development of their national agendas.  

Bottlenecks  
All 14 countries that participated in the survey admitted having encountered bottlenecks or had 

difficulties in their efforts to align their respective research agenda to that of JPI Cultural Heritage.  

Strategy and communication 

 
 Depending on funds from the European Regional Development Fund to participate in JPI CH, 

Cyprus has to develop its research agenda in accordance with the S3P.  

 The Czech Republic puts little emphasis on cultural heritage as a research priority 

 In Italy the bias of Fondo Europo di Svileppo Regionale (FESR) and European Regional 

Development Funds (ERDF) may hinder alignment. 

 In Lithuania the problem is lack of communication between the Research Council and the 

universities on one hand and the institutes which operates the CH sites and is responsible for 

implementing the politics of CH on the other.  

 Spain's national research agenda is not targeted enough to reflect specific thematic 

priorities. 

http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/home
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Finance and structure  
Lack of available funds and coordinated funding schemes for CH research are bottlenecks towards 

alignment in some countries.  

 France's many and diverse CH funding actors and instruments are not coordinated, which 

makes it difficult to influence the government's research strategy.  

 Sweden's committed to JPI CH by the Swedish National Heritage Board (SNHB). As a single 

actor with limited funds, the SNHB does not have access to government funding targeted 

European Research Cooperation. For the same reasons SNHB has no means of aligning other 

funding mechanisms than its own. 

 The great variety of relevant research funders and their respective research agendas makes 

alignment difficult in The Netherlands and UK.  

 Norway has limited budgets for CH research.  

 Also in Poland the problem is a financial one. 

 In Portugal the Government's funding scheme can prevent alignment.  

 In Lithuania there is little attention and resources attributed to CH, in spite of the fact that all 

the strategic documents mentions CH.   

Ideas on how to tackle the bottlenecks towards alignment 
• Widening countries need cofounding in order to participate 

• Strengthened high level cooperation – between JPI CH, EC DG Research and Innovation, DG 

Education and Culture, DG Regio and DG Growth 

• Facilitation of international, cross disciplinary and -sectorial research and networking   

• A stronger political commitment would enhance the possibilities for alignment 

• Both the JPI SRA and the national consultation panel could play a role in aligning future 

national plans 

• Influence other funders by information and dialogue  

• Cooperate and share knowledge and understanding with partners/other funders  

• Be alert and active when new national strategies and new funding schemes are being 

developed   

Changes in calls due to JPI CH's SRA 
• The CH related calls in Cyprus, Czech Republic, Italy, Sweden, Norway, Romania, Spain and 

The Netherlands are more or less aligned with the JPI SRA. 

• The relevant funding schemes in The United Kingdom are well established and therefor 

difficult to influence, but the applicant community may take the JPI CH SRA into account.  

• France has to await new government to know. 

Plans of changing the roadmap of calls to align with CH SRA 
• Cyprus and Norway are about to and have plan for further aligning of their research agendas 

with the JPI CH SRA.  

• Czech Republic, Romania and The Netherlands see no need for further alignment actions, as 

their call agendas are already aligned.  
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Possibilities to adapt national call roadmaps to the CH call 

roadmap 
• Italy sees the possibility of aligning also the regional call roadmaps to the JPI CH SRA. That is 

if the EC recognizes that the European Regional Development Funds/Fondo Europeo di 

Sviluppo Regionale (FESR) can contribute to the JPI CH calls.  

• If Lithuania decides to establish a new program for CH research funding, that would give a 

good opportunity to adapt the national call roadmap to that of the JPI CH. 

• The Netherlands consider that the newly developed JPI CH call roadmap gives good 

possibility of aligning their national call roadmap. 

• The United Kingdom believes call road map aligning is possible. 

 Bottlenecks in previous calls 
• Czech Republic experiences that direct cooperation is difficult due to problems with finances, 

language and bureaucracy. Also there is a lack of obvious benefits of cooperation. 

• France and Slovakia have problems on the governmental level. 

• Italy sees the lack of cooperation between DG Research, DG Innovation and DG Regio as a 

bottleneck. 

• Norway's bottlenecks are limited budgets, fragmented research groups and recruitment 

challenges. 

• For Portugal, the structure of the national funding scheme can be an obstacle. 

• Spain participates in a large number of JPI's and ER-NETs. The lack of a mechanism with a 

general purpose MINECO can use to support all of them can make aligning difficult. 

• The Netherlands see he lengthy process of developing transnational calls as a bottleneck 

Ideas on how to tackle call bottlenecks towards alignment 

of call roadmap 
• Anchoring more clearly the JPI in the EC research support structure, e.g. the Marie Curie and 

similar programmes  

• Aligning the CH priorities with that of H2020 

• Come to an agreement (on what?) before developing the next call 

• Actions or channeling research funding for CH from DG Research, DG Innovation and DG 

Regio 

• Partners/MS should make long term commitments to calls at the start of the JPI 

• Continuing to share knowledge and understanding in relevant areas with other 

partners/funders 

Changes in networking activities to align with JPI CH 

Conferences and workshops  

 
 "Towards a participative heritage Government", a closing event for EC CSA JHEP in Rome the 

18th of March 2015 
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 "Cultural Heritage and the EU2020 strategy – towards an integrated approach", in Vilnius 13th 

to 14th of November 2013 

 Spain has organized several international conferences on conservation of CH 

 Conference on digital heritage in the Netherlands as the country had the EU Presidency, June 

2016 

 Several countries have promoted CH in conferences organized by others and have plans on 

doing that in the years to come as well. 

Italy has organized three workshops: one to expand the network with international institutions in the 

field of CH, one to network with international organisations and NGOs and one CH infrastructure. 

The Netherlands organized a workshop about a CH paragraph in the National Research agenda 

A conference on Cultural Heritage Governance strategies and a workshop on alignment will be 

organized by JPI CH in 2018. 

Graduate level researcher schools 

 
Norway: The Nordic Graduate School in Archaeology, ‘Dialogues with the Past’ (DIALPAST), is a well-

established research school for PhD students from the Nordic countries, Kiel, St.Petersburg and the 

Baltics. The plan is to continue working for enhanced alignment of recruitment efforts an 

development for international competence. 

Stakeholder network activities 
Norway: A network of CH researchers function as the Research Council's and the JPI CH's reference 

group in developing the research agenda. The plan is to develop this group further. 

UK: Researchers are involved in developing the research agenda through reseponsive mode funding 

schemes. The JPI research agenda will be taken into account in future activities of the sort. 

General activities aiming to knowledge sharing 
MS disseminate information about JPI CH calls and activities on relevant web sites. In addition, 

Norway, and probably other countries, organise information meetings about the calls. The 

Netherlands promote the Heritage Portal to professionals and organisations. 

For the future, there is an ambition to intensify the promoting of the JPI CH activities and to develop 

a knowledge hub.  

Other activities 
In Italy the Italian Ministry of Education, University and Researsh (MUIR) organizes yearly meetings 

with the JPI CH coordinator to discuss how the Italian participation in the JPI can be improved. Also 

MUIR and the Ministry of Cultural Heritage and Activities and Tourism (MiBACT) will participate in a 

cross cutting event within the frame of the European Year of Cultural Heritage (EYCH) in 2018.  

JPI CH projects will be presented on two occasions – "Parade and LABs" – one in Brussels in 2017 

(ongoing projects) and one in 2018 (results from projects that are now closed).  

https://www.hf.uio.no/iakh/english/research/dialogues-with-the-past/
http://www.hf.uio.no/iakh/english/research/dialogues-with-the-past/participating_departments/
http://www.hf.uio.no/iakh/english/research/dialogues-with-the-past/participating_departments/
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In Spain MINECO has organized about alignment and cooperation between spanish JPI CH 

participants.  

In Sweden a new national program for heritage research has been developed, in dialogue between 

the Swedish Research Council and the JPI CH. 

The Research Council of Norway plans to invite CH researchers to a seminar during the EYCH, 2018. 

Notes 
The most important bottleneck seems to be lack of communication between policy makers and the 

science community. Insufficient capacity is another. The need for upscaling of the Heritage Portal to 

a knowledge hub is also addressed here. 

In UK some of the JPI CH activities fall outside the scope of the Arts & Humanities Research Council 

(AHRC). Also it is not clear whether national/devolved strategies feed into the evolving European 

strategy. 

Success stories  
Italy, Sweden, The Netherlands and the UK report on having successfully aligned their research 

agendas to that of the JPI CH. The Netherlands also says that this process has led to a decrease in 

national fragmentation amongst researchers. 

The Network Cultural heritage in landscape – Cheriscape (2014 – 16) – hosted five cross disciplinary 

and international conferences.  The theme was landscape as heritage. 350 – 400 participants 

attended.  

Strategies towards the decision to participate in a JPI Joint Call 
The decision to participate in the JPI CH can be boiled down to two prevailing approaches:  

The first is a top down approach, where decision makers in funding organizations, governmental 

units and the Commission set the course for cooperation and alignment of research agendas. 

Different variations over this theme were the case in Cyprus, France, Italy, Norway, Portugal, Spain, 

Sweden, The Netherlands and the United Kingdom.  

The second one is more of a bottom up approach, where the scientific community is the driver by 

showing interest for the JPI CH calls. This initiates the process of providing funding and approval for 

the national contribution to the call. This was the case in Romania. 

Barriers towards participating in future transnational calls 

Financial barriers: 

 
 Lack of funding  

 Economic crisis  
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Strategical barriers: 

 
 The call does not match the national priorities thematically 

 The call does not include both basic and applied research 

 National policies for international cooperation which do not favor participation 

 The scientific community is not big enough 

 Unpredictable JPI CH research agenda 

 Insufficient administrative resources for handling calls, if many and small 

Opportunities and benefits of transnational calls 

 
 Knowledge transfer 

 High output with limited national resources 

 Research of higher quality 

 New partnerships and perspectives – crossing borders, sectors and disciplines 

 More innovation and business possibilities 

 Enhanced mobility for researchers 

 Strengthen the national and international standing of CH research 

 Attract funding from EC 

 Decrease fragmentation of CH researchers, strengthen national research community 

 Strategic and professional alignment 

 Facilitates joint sustainable systems (Norge, men hva betyr det?) 

 Enhanced possibility to influence the EC's priorities 

 Access to international databases 

 Optimization of human and material resources 

 Possibility of addressing common societal challenges, such as migration of heritage etc. 

 

 


