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Agenda  
 

10.00 to 10.15 TOP 1: Opening session 

 
Welcome and  update on JHEP in support JPICH 

 

Project 

Coordinator 

MIBACT 

(IT) 

10.15 to 10.45 TOP 2: Communication by the EC European 

Commission

, DG RTD 

10.45 to 11.30 TOP 3: WP1 -  Alignment of national research 

programmes and activities with JPI cultural heritage 
- MINECO  will  present  the  WP1  working progress in 

the 1
s t

 6 month of the Project on national 

alignment 

- All Participants will integrate with input on 

programmes and activit ies alignment at  

national level  

- MINECO will chair the session and the discussion. 

 

 

 
MINECO (ES) 

WP1 Leader 

and 

Task Leaders 

11.30 to 12.15 TOP 4: WP2 - Implementation of other joint 

activities including joint calls 
 

- NWO  will  present  the  WP2  working progress on 

joint calls programming and other activities   

- All Participants will integrate with input for planning 

joint research activities 

NWO will chair the session and the discussion 

 

 

 
NWO (ND) 

WP2 Leader 

and 

Task Leaders 

12.15 to 13.00 TOP 5: WP3 - Monitoring and evaluation (KPI) 

- MCC  will  present  the  WP3  working progress 

- All Participants will integrate with input for planning 

joint research activities 

- MCC will chair the session and the discussion. 

MCC (FR) 

WP3 Leader  

and 

Task Leaders 

 

13.00  to 14.00 

 

Lunch Break 

 

14.00 to 15.00 TOP 6: WP4 - Coordination and Management 

MiBACT will present and discuss: 

- Communication and Dissemination Strategy (Del 

4.1) Structure and contents. Newsletter 

- International strategy 

- Consortium Agreement Partners’ comments 

- GA amendment for DoA integrations 

- Periodical administrative reports 

- Schedule of next Project Meetings 

- Scientific Committee nomination 

 

All Participants will integrate with input for planning 

joint research activities 

MIBACT will chair the session and the discussion. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MiBACT (IT) 
WP4 Leader 
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15.00 to 15.30 TOP 7: Conclusion of the meeting 

Final comments. Definition and specification of the detailed 

work-plan and other documents presented during the meeting 

Coordinator 

All participants 
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JHEP2 Steering Committee (StC) Meeting: 

JPI CH Executive Board Members and JHEP2 Work Packages and Tasks Leaders 

 
 

 

Participants  
Emanuela De Menna - DG Research & Innovation, European Commission (via teleconference)  

Hilde De Clercq - Royal Institute for Cultural Heritage (KIK-IRPA), Belgium  

Maria Andreou - Research Promotion Foundation (RPF), Cyprus  

Mirelle Brange – Agence Nationale de la Recherche (ANR), France  

Xavier Engels - Agence Nationale de la Recherche (ANR), France  

Alexandre Caussé - Ministry of Culture and Communication (MCC) France  

Sylvie Max-Colinart - Ministry of Culture and Communication (MCC) France  

Cristina Sabbioni - Ministry of Cultural Heritage and Activities and Tourism (MiBACT), National Research 

Council (CNR), Italy  

Patrizia Bianconi – Ministry of Cultural Heritage and Activities and Tourism (MiBACT), JPI CH 

Coordination Office, Italy  

Alessandra Cuscianna – Ministry of Cultural Heritage and Activities and Tourism (MiBACT), JPI CH 

Coordination Office, Italy  

Elisa Gerussi – Ministry of Cultural Heritage and Activities and Tourism (MiBACT), JPI CH Coordination 

Office, Italy  

Valeria Cardia - Ministry of Education, University and Research (MIUR), Italy  

Vaidas Petrulis - Kaunas University, Research Council of Lithuania (RCL) - Lithuania  

Tonte Hegard - Ministry of Climate and Environment, The Research Council of Norway (RCN), Norway  

Eli Ragna Taerum - The Research Council of Norway (RCN), Norway  

Radoslaw Brudnicki - National Institute for Museums and Public Collections on behalf of the Ministry of 

Culture and National Heritage (MKDN), Poland  

Aneta Buzdalek - - National Institute for Museums and Public Collections on behalf of the Ministry of 

Culture and National Heritage (MKDN), Poland  

Paulina Florjanowicz - National Institute for Museums and Public Collections on behalf of the Ministry of 

Culture and National Heritage (MKDN), Poland  

Carlos Pereira - Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia, (FCT), Portugal  

Monica Alexandru, Ministry of National Education (ANCSI), Romania  

Emilio Cano Diaz – Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness (MINECO), Spain  

Annemarie Bos – The Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO), the Netherlands  

Arnold Lubbers - Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO), the Netherlands  

Kees Somer– Cultural Agency of the Netherlands (RCE), The Netherlands  

Eva Stegmeijer - Cultural Agency of the Netherlands (RCE), The Netherlands  

Sue Carver - The Arts and Humanities Research Council (AHRC), United Kingdom (via 

videoconference)  

Samuel Lambshead - The Arts and Humanities Research Council (AHRC), United Kingdom (via 

videoconference)  

Paul McWhirter- The Arts and Humanities Research Council (AHRC), United Kingdom (via 

videoconference)  

 

 

Minutes  

 



30 
 

The StC meeting starts at 10.05 AM.  

 

1. TOP 1: Opening session  

 

Cristina Sabbioni (MiBACT, CNR) welcomes all the Participants and opens the meeting going through 

the items on the agenda. Amongst all, she mentions the "Workshop on supporting Joint Actions towards 

a sustainable green economy in Europe and beyond", held in Brussels the day before (6 June 2016) to 

which she participated. The meeting brings together the Programme Committee national delegates for 

Societal Challenge 5 'Climate action, environment, resource efficiency and raw materials' with the JPIs 

and ERA-NETs representatives for an exchange of information on 2018-2020 Workprogramme in 

Horizon 2020. She underlines the importance of stressing the JPI CH priorities within the planning of 

Societal Challenge 5 Work Programme. On this purpose, she leaves the floor to Emanuela De Menna 

(EC - DG Research & Innovation) who follows the meeting via teleconference.  

 

2. TOP 2: Communication by the EC  

 

Emanuela De Menna anticipates that the debate of the EC Programme Committee is taking place at 

moment following the workshop aforementioned. She will be able to provide more details on the 

conclusions of this debate on the following day during the JPI CH GB meeting.  

Emanuela De Menna announces that 2018 has been declared as the European Year of Cultural Heritage 

and the EC is very keen to involve the JPI CH in the definition of all activities that will take place in two 

years. The JPI CH will be invited to present a proposal of initiatives in collaboration with the EC for the 

European Year of Cultural Heritage. She underlines that all JHEP2 tasks should be seen in light of 2018 

as well.  

Patrizia Bianconi (MiBACT, JPI CH Coordination Office) updates the Participants on JHEP2 DoA 

amendment. WP3 will be further modified concerning the list of deliverables, in particular the order 

rather than the content. In addition, the list of Beneficiaries has also to be updated. After these 

modifications the amendment process, that implies to send a specific request to the EC, will be closed 

and the DoA updated.  

 

3. TOP 3: WP1 – Alignment of national research programmes and activities with JPI CH  

 

Cristina Sabbioni introduces the speech of Emilio Cano Diaz from MINECO, Leader of JHEP2 WP1 by 

underlining the strategic relevance of countries research programmes for the future activity of the JPI 

CH. 3  

 

Emilio Cano Diaz summarizes the structure and objectives of WP1. According to the previous project 

meeting of December 2015, the WP1 would start working on T1.1, but after discussion, it was decided 

to draft only one questionnaire on both T1.1 and T1.2 to be sent to all Beneficiaries, due to the high 

complementarity between the two Tasks. JHEP2 Beneficiaries are required to submit the full 

questionnaire, prepared by BELSPO in collaboration with RCN and MINECO, by the end of August. 

The questionnaire can be filled in via a given link and by country, so Beneficiaries from the same 

country are asked to provide unique replies. More specifically, it is divided into sections from A to H. 

Sections from A to E are more focused on T1.1 whereas F to H on T1.2. Hilde De Clercq from BELSPO 

provides more information on the on line procedure. The first session A of the questionnaire can be in 

case provided to each Beneficiaries, whereas the remaining sections from B to E work as a loop valid 
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for single countries, where after completing section E, it goes back to the beginning in order to list 

additional research programmes. Once the Beneficiary has submitted the answers to the questionnaire, it 

can always go back to it until the very end of August 2016 when the electronic system will be 

definitively deactivated.  

At the same time, ANR and RPF, Leaders of T1.3 are working on a questionnaire for yearly reports. The 

conclusion of this Task will be the Workshop on Alignment (Milestone 1 from the DoA) scheduled at 

Month 24 (December 2017). Emilio Cano Diaz reminds that this event should be postponed as 2018 will 

be the European Year of Cultural Heritage.  

Cristina Sabbioni agrees on this suggestion and mentions her conversation with Arch. Erminia 

Sciacchitano - EC Policy Officer at Directorate General for Education and Culture (DG EAC) - who is 

very keen to support a comprehensive proposal from the JPI CH to the EC, to be included within 2018 

calendar. The Workshop on Alignment can be seen as one of the many occasions to get in contact with 

new dimensions in the field of Cultural Heritage. On this purpose, countries non-participating to the JPI 

CH might be also invited. Finally, Cristina Sabbioni suggests starting to draft a roadmap for this event 

including how to organize it and what audience to address. The roadmap will be then sent to Emanuela 

De Menna and Erminia Sciacchitano as a proposal.  

Emilio Cano Diaz asks how to deal with the EC administrative constraints to any change in milestone 

dates in the DoA. Emanuela De Menna agrees on the decision of including the WP1 Workshop in the 

European Year of Cultural Heritage, but asks not to schedule the event later than March 2018. Since the 

Workshop outputs will be included in the Deliverable 1.3 “Report on JPICH alignment workshop 

(Month 26)”, it could be organized in February 2018 so the D1.3 would not be too much delayed.  

In addition, Emanuela De Menna informs that the EC DG on Research and Innovation is organizing a 

High Level Conference on Cultural Heritage - whose date is still to be defined, perhaps in April – that 

might be a further opportunity for presenting the results of JHEP2 WP1 on alignment.  

Cristina Sabbioni invites T1.3 to define the subject and target (mainly addressed to policy makers) of 

the Workshop on Alignment and share the proposal with all the Beneficiaries.  

Hilde De Clercq informs the Beneficiaries that Brussels will host an event on Research Infrastructures 

for Heritage Sciences in mid-September 2016. This will be a good occasion for Belgium to present JPI 

CH and its activity.  

Cristina Sabbioni thinks that this conference will definitely be a relevant one for our purpose of 

networking and visibility, and she suggests thinking about a future JPI CH event specifically addressed 

to research infrastructures in the field of cultural heritage. She informs that the JPI CH Coordination 

Office has received a formal invitation letter by ACTRIS, an infrastructure active under the 

“environment” umbrella, to enter the stakeholders list. There are a number of infrastructures that may be 

strategic for the JPI CH future actions, including both the ones focused on cultural heritage and the ones 

that may have cultural heritage managers as stakeholders.  

Monica Alexandru from ANCSI underlines the importance of research infrastructures in the attempt of 

building up a knowledge hub (T2.5 from JHEP2 WP2 whom Romania is Leader) that is a powerful 

instrument to foster information exchange and so it has to be based on existing databases. For this 

reason, networking with cultural heritage research infrastructures may be functional.  

 

4. TOP 4: WP2 - Implementation of other joint activities including joint calls  

 

Annemarie Bos from NWO introduces the work done and planned on WP2, in collaboration with 

AHRC, whose aim is to have four joint calls of which one might be a large co-fund in SC5 or SC6. 4  
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Arnold Lubbers from NWO summarizes the results from the questionnaire on T2.1 sent to all Partners 

last January. The results show a preference on four areas, which increases the possibility of Countries 

commitment: “conservation and protection”, “identity and perception”, changing environments” and 

“digital heritage”. The analysis of results was through a three step process: 1) identification of the trends 

in the prioritization of the areas; 2) identification of the topics in the prioritized areas; 3) combination of 

prioritized topics from areas that were not top ranked with topics from other areas.  

NWO invites the Steering Committee to discuss the research areas resulting from the questionnaire to 

see whether they really reflect the priorities of the JPI CH. Annemarie Bos reminds the St Committee 

that the four broad areas are useful to start negotiations at the national level on financial commitment.  

Norway (RCN), Sweden (SNHB) and Netherlands (RCE) show interest in the work done since it gives 

the possibility of focusing on crucial current topics. Eli Ragna Taerum from RCN highlights the 

importance of establishing a connection between the topic areas of future joint calls and societal 

challenges. For this reason, the results described by NWO are a very good starting point, and they can 

be further specified to better match with current European societal challenges.  

Annemarie Bos informs that after this first step NWO will send to all JHEP2 Beneficiaries a request 

aimed at organizing the national commitment for the four top ranked areas and asks to make sure that 

national representatives in the EC Program Committees have this information available, so that they can 

support our priorities in the drafting phase of the Work Programme.  

Vaidas Petrulis from RCL takes the floor on T2.2 on Heritage Practice. He describes the main objectives 

of this Task and the questionnaire sent to all Beneficiaries to identify both interested practitioners (first 

part of the questionnaire) and activities (second part of the questionnaire) that could be launched to 

foster knowledge exchange. The results show that “researchers, research institutions, research 

associations, research funders” is the category of interested parties most named by the Beneficiaries. As 

for the activities to be implemented in future, 14 suggestions have been collected.  

As pointed out by Annemarie Bos, some of the 14 activities listed are included also in JHEP2 Tasks, 

which leads to find a synergy with the ones suggested by each Beneficiary in the questionnaire, in order 

to avoid misunderstanding. This means that the 14 activities have to be pooled, clustered if possible and 

finally selected. For instance, the first parade scheduled for February 2017 (and the second planned for 

2018) will be considered among the activities to be implemented within this Task.  

Looking at the list of the activities, Cristina Sabbioni makes a proposal to the Committee to enter the 

Copernicus Program, European system for monitoring the Earth. This proposal is to be included in the 

list of those collected by the questionnaire. Copernicus might be very useful to get services to provide to 

cultural heritage stakeholders. Annemarie Bos states that in her opinion, this might be a very good idea 

but it is not really linked to T2.2 that has to do mainly with knowledge exchange. This means to connect 

also with the results from funded projects, and in this sense, the parade event already scheduled for 2017 

might comprise a specific section on cultural heritage practitioners, thus relating to T2.2 questionnaire 

results and target towards the audience of this Task.  

Concerning the infrastructures issue, Monica Alexandru says that ANCSI, T2.5 Leader, is considering 

the opportunity to link existing or new infrastructures with the knowledge hub definition through 

establishing some platforms that provides services. In this way, the JPI would promote infrastructures 

services among the stakeholders.  

The discussion moves on the events that might be organized in the next years in order to increase 

visibility and get the EC targets. On this purpose, Cristina Sabbioni suggests to focus on three events: 

the Workshop on Alignment (Milestone 1), the Parade event and another event based on cross-cutting 

actions among other JPIs. The necessity of a stronger interaction between JPIs sharing common topics - 

cultural heritage in this case - has been outlined by the EC. Climate, Oceans, Urban could be the three 
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JPIs keen to build synergies with the JPI CH. Such an event could also be included in the planning for 

2018.  

The discussion goes forward with the presentation on T2.3 by Kees Somer from RCE and specifically 

on the questionnaire sent to all JHEP2 Beneficiaries to identify, through a selection and clustering 

process, at least 3 joint actions from the JPI CH Action Programme to be implemented in the next 2 

years. Kees Somer gives a few insights on the first results of the questionnaire. The results will be better 

analyzed in next weeks, though. Five activities are identified by at least 7 Beneficiaries as the most 

urgent ones: Social, cultural, political and economic value of cultural heritage; Changing landscapes: 

landscape with its cultural heritage 5 and natural environment; Cultural heritage concepts and theories; 

Re-use and continued use of buildings, historic urban centres and landscapes; Community as actor in 

heritage management.  

Kees Somer says that it may be a good idea to enclose the activities that will come up from the 

questionnaire’s analysis in the business plan of the JPI CH in order to facilitate the organization of 

events, conferences and all initiatives related.  

Emilio Cano Diaz explains that MINECO did not fill in the questionnaire because the institution cannot 

provide any fund. MINECO tried to get in contact with the Spanish Ministry responsible for cultural 

heritage, whose national priority is mainly focused on conservation. Emilio Cano Diaz is collecting 

information from it and in the next weeks he will be able to provide more precise answers to T2.3 

questionnaire. Nonetheless, Spain as a country will participate to the call even though MINECO cannot 

provide any fund.  

What remains after selecting the topics from this first T2.3 questionnaire is to define the specific means 

by which they will be developed: workshops, events, training, researchers mobility, etc.  

For this reason, RCE will involve again all the JPI CH Partners, without sending them a new extensive 

questionnaire.  

After the lunch break, Eva Stegmeijer from RCE takes on the presentation on T2.3 with reference to the 

Conference on Governance Strategies (Milestone 4) scheduled on Month 24 (same as Milestone 1 – 

Workshop on Alignment now postponed on February 2018). She asks the Committee to think about the 

most suitable and appropriate combination between this Conference and the other event planned 

between 2017 and 2018. Most of the Participants agree on organizing the Conference in combination 

with the Workshop on Alignment as per JHEP2 DoA. Emanuela de Menna states that there is no 

objection from the EC to the resulting delay of milestone 4.  

Jan Turtinen describes the working plan for T2.4 including D2.7 – Report on impact of cultural heritage 

studies. In order to draft this deliverable SNHB and AHRC will consider a number of crucial 

institutional documents and reports on cultural heritage, such as Cultural heritage counts for Europe (the 

report can be downloaded from http://blogs.encatc.org/culturalheritagecountsforeurope/outcomes/). To 

work on the report the Leaders will draft a template and a guidance on impact of heritage research 

(AHRC) and on impact of heritage (SNHB). In the next months, a questionnaire on case studies will be 

sent to JPI partners.  

For the sake of WP3 work, Sylvie Max-Colinart from MCC says that it would be very useful that SHNB 

– AHRC (Leaders and Co-Leader of T2.4, respectively) and MCC collaborate.  

Monica Alexandru takes the floor on T2.5 with the aim of transforming the Heritage Portal into a 

knowledge hub providing services to stakeholders in the field of cultural heritage. The result of this 

Task is expected to be a feasibility study report based on a three layered-structure: the needs of the 

stakeholders, what data should be hosted by the Heritage Portal, how to provide customized information 

for all kind of users, researchers, managers of cultural heritage, practitioners…  
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Methods to increase information will be done gradually: analyzing information and needs, trying not to 

duplicate data, asking for permission to put data on the website, and so on.  

The intention of this Task is also to promote the concept of open data pilot supported by the EC. In 

September ANCSI will send JHEP2 Beneficiaries a draft document of the methodology used to create 

the knowledge hub, now completed to 70%.  

 

5. TOP 5: WP3 - Monitoring and evaluation (KPIs)  

 

The discussion on WP3 is introduced by Sylvie Max-Colinart. Alexandre Caussé from MCC presents 

some results from the workshop on P2P evaluation and impact assessment organized by ERA-

LEARN2020. The presentation reports main issues, aims, obstacles of monitoring activities and 

examples of P2P best practices. Caussé informs that very few evaluation reports have been published so 

far due to the difficulty of selecting and collecting appropriate indicators. The workshop puts in 

evidence this issue related to almost all JPIs. On this purpose, a couple of JPIs decided to externalize the 

monitoring task. Due to several issues related to monitoring and evaluation processes and the attempt of 

the EC to create a common framework as a reference to P2P initiatives, a second meeting followed on 

the 19th May 2016 with some of the P2P networks to think how to design a feasible common approach.  

Alexandre Caussé hands over to Carlos Almeida Pereira from FCT, Co-leader of WP3, who goes into 

details of T3.1. In this Task the work is focused on refining the previous list of indicators from JHEP 

Project, by eliminating those overlapping, those no longer necessary, and those considered useless for 

the purpose; by aligning the list with the guidelines from the EC and the GPC; by considering all inputs 

coming from of the JHEP2 Beneficiaries. The excluded indicators will not be suppressed since they 

might be considered in future within further JPI CH activities.  

According to the presentation, the structure of JPI CH evaluation framework can be based on four levels 

for each category of impact: global impact, intermediate impact, immediate impact and project impact. 

For each of these levels there are specific objectives leading to indicator identification.  

Carlos Almeida Pereira then shows some excel tables reporting the modifications that have been made 

so far on D5.2 (from JHEP), by excluding indicators not necessary for JHEP2 purposes. The indicators 

collected so far are 32 in total.  

 

6. TOP 6: WP4 - Coordination and Management  

 

Elisa Gerussi from the JPI CH Coordination Office presents the state of the art of the 

internationalization strategy that has being defined in the last months. As underlined in previous 

meetings, it becomes clear that internationalization is not something that can improve JPI CH efficiency, 

but it represents also a specific requests from the EC and the GPC. Elisa Gerussi shows the first results 

from a questionnaire sent to all JPI CH Partners – “first” since some answers from some countries are 

still missing. These results, only partial now, give information on existing relations with extra-EU 

subjects, the preferences on countries to connect with and typologies of joint activities to implement in 

future.  

In addition, the presentation reports the first attempts made by the Coordination Office, in the person of 

Cristina Sabbioni, to connect with subjects that may be interesting for the JPI CH purpose. More 

specifically, the European Culture Forum held in Brussels last April was a fruitful occasion for 

networking and increasing the visibility of the JPI CH. Among these first contacts, the most relevant is 

the one with Professor Pierluigi Sacco from Harvard University who is invited to share his opinion on 

possible networking activities with institutions from North America.  
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The discussion on internationalization raised by Annemarie Bos focuses on an important issue: whether 

the JPI CH internationalization strategy should focus only on extra-EU countries or EU countries – non 

JPI CH members – as well. After exchanging several points of view from different Partners, the 

Committee agrees on going on with a strategy that looks outside Europe for interesting collaborative 

opportunities while trying to attract European countries for enlarging the JPI CH membership.  

Cristina Sabbioni asks all Committee Members to indicate some European countries to involve in the 

next JPI CH activities and Partnership. Germany, Finland, Luxemburg, Canada, Switzerland are among 

the countries proposed.  

Hilde De Clercq suggests contacting the Canadian Institute for Conservation and the Getty Conservation 

Institute as they have many collaborations in Europe.  

As for non-European countries, Spain and Portugal suggest to focus on ERANet-LAC, a network of the 

European Union, Latin America and the Caribbean Countries on Joint Innovation and Research 

Activities. Argentina and Mexico are other countries  

Cristina Sabbioni thinks that it would be useful to gather all inputs and invite institutions/subjects from 

external countries to JPI CH future international events, especially the parades.  

Finally, it is decided to select a pool of preferred countries, both EU and non-EU countries, design a 

strategy to connect and work with and set up a definitive roadmap.  

Elisa Gerussi gives a few words also on the communication strategy with specific reference to JHEP2 

D4.1 to be submitted by the end of June 2016. The Coordination Office is working on this Deliverable 

following the structure proposed in the last kick off meeting and shown again in this occasion.  

Patrizia Bianconi gives some news on technical issues and ongoing projects JHEP2 and Heritage Plus. 

Several items are on the table.  

As for the Scientific Committee (SC) it was decided to postpone the nomination of the new members to 

the second part of the year, not to hamper the implementation of JHEP2 Project. Only six – out of 

twelve - SC Members will be replaced. All JPI CH are asked to provide a name for the selection. 7  

 

Regarding the state of the art of JHEP2 implementation, as previously anticipated, the Coordination 

Office is working on D4.1.  

Patrizia Bianconi informs that all Beneficiaries have signed the Consortium Agreement and a full signed 

version of it will be sent out as soon as the Coordination Office collects all the original copies.  

Furthermore, in the next days the Coordination Office will submit revised version of JHEP2 DoA 

through the official amendment procedure, according to the Emanuela De Menna’s indications.  

At the end of last May, the Mid-Term Report of Heritage Plus has been submitted to the EC. Moreover, 

all Heritage Plus Beneficiaries but MINECO (Spain) – due to technical problems with the Third Parties 

- have received the pre-financing payment received by the EC. Next interim payment will be done in 

two years.  

Patrizia Bianconi presents the last discussion about the dates of the next meetings. Patrizia Bianconi ask 

all Beneficiaries their availability to host next JHEP2 meetings. Finally, it is agreed that the 3rd Steering 

Committee will be held in Rome on 29 November 2016.  

 

7. TOP 7: Conclusion of the meeting  

 

Cristina Sabbioni closes the day by updating on the last meetings she participated as a Coordination 

Office representative. She informs the Committee about the GPC meeting she attended the day before in 

Brussels, the 6th of June, and mentions the roadmap presented by Antoniou Leonidas, as GPC Chair, on 

that occasion. Leonidas will then explain into detail the GPC position and work plan during the GB 
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meeting. Cristina Sabbioni states that the GPC discussion was partly focused on the 2018-2020 H2020 

Work Programme and the position of JPI CH within the next activity. In September there will be the 

first draft of future plans, which means that by July the draft of the 2018-2020 H2020 Work Programme 

will be done. After September another consultation with stakeholders, including the JPIs, will be 

launched. In addition the GPC will ask the JPIs on their long-term working plan and will give its 

recommendations by the end of 2017, when the structure of FP9 should be already defined. She informs 

that FP9 should be approved by the European Parliament on February 2019.  

Cristina Sabbioni also participated at the “Workshop on Climate Action on Environment, Resource 

Efficiency and Raw Materials” - organized by the EC Societal Challenge 5 - with the intention to start a 

programme exercise with the JPIs to foster cross-cutting actions among JPIs. The general position of the 

JPIs representatives was against this proposal due to the risk of losing the JPIs specificity, so each JPI 

presented its availability to cross-cutting in line with its own priorities. For the JPICH Cristina Sabbioni 

presented objectives, SRA, activities performed (2013 and 2014 calls and Heritage Portal) and proposed 

the priorities for 2018-2020 Work Programme based on the topics submitted as JPICH to the 

stakeholder consultation performed by the EC last April. In addition she proposed some topics that 

might be developed jointly with other JPIs..  

Hilde De Clercq asks for clarification on the connection between the evolution of JPIs work plan as 

imagined by the EC and the topic of “migration”, which is also underpinning the launch of a new JPI. 

Cristina Sabbioni reminds that this critical issue is in a way present in several themes developed by the 

JPIs. Another relevant programme is the Art. 185b PRIMA, which stands for "Partnership for Research 

and Innovation in the Mediterranean Area". The general objective of PRIMA is to reinforce cooperation 

in Research and Innovation in Mediterranean countries in order to contribute to the challenges of 

sustainable food production and water provision in the Mediterranean region. “Preservation of 

landscape” and “Mediterranean diet” are the topics included within the programme, strongly supported 

by Italy.  

Annemarie Bos underlines that, in her opinion, the cross-cutting exercise might reveal whether the EC is 

willing to merge actions and priorities, which may lead in turn to a co-fund instrument for four JPIs. 

Cristina Sabbioni agrees on the fact that the situation for the JPI CH is not easy since the last calls of 

SC5 were not really focused on cultural heritage. She also informs the Committee that there will be a 

meeting in Vienna in June 24 gathering the Coordinators from all JPIs.  

The meeting closes at 6.00 PM. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


