
SCIENTIFIC RESULTS AND THESES  

 

Thesis 1: R & D is in the widest sense part of the political-economical construct and is of 

common understanding that in the developed countries is a public good worth of public financing 

(based on the hypothesis 1). 

Thesis 2: European level R & D and its financing concentrates on the competitiveness 

aspect of the public good, solely for the goal to solve the problem of the technological gap in the 

beginning only in relationship with the US, and later the problem of the European paradox (based 

on the hypothesis 2). 

Thesis 3: To achieve institutionalisation of European level R & D collaboration and its 

financing and to operate a supranational research and innovation policy system it is necessary its 

formulation in a fundamental legal framework. Development of European level R & D financing 

is non-separable from the process that established the single market (based on the hypothesis 3). 

Thesis 4: Neither the technology gap, nor the European paradox was possible yet to be 

counterbalanced by European: 

− basic research initiatives that due to their scale are larger than economic capabilities of any 

particular European state and are comparable with similar efforts of the competitors, 

− top-technology programmes initiated and financed at central level that targeted certain 

strategic market segments, 

− R & D networks and their operation (these are not suitable to develop unitary R & D policy), 

− R & D programmes financed at EU level through indirect actions (R & D framework 

programme - FP). 

None of the European or EU level performed R & D support was capable to have a 

significant impact upon closing the technology gap. (based on the hypothesis 4, 5, 6, and 7). 

Nevertheless: 

Thesis 5: EU research support is present from the beginning in the integration process. From 

one side is a parallel process and contributes to the preparation of economic integration, on the 

other side at the same time with the establishment of the economic community an R & D 

community (Euratom) is established, too. The results achieved until now by the European level R 

& D and EU level financing (FP) can be summarized as the formation of a real pan-European R 

& D professional community and with the formulation of a EU level R & D and innovation 

policy and of its goals that contributed to the cohesion of the common market. 
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Thesis 5.1.: European (and most of all EU) level R & D financing sets the emphasis on the 

integrated competitiveness, while this shows internal structural problems. 

Thesis 6.: The endeavours of the political construct to use R & D for the increase of 

economic competitiveness is followed by the penetration of R & D, which contributes to its 

massification; massified R & D and along it the programmed usage of justified public financing 

should be evaluated for its effectiveness (based on the hypothesis 8). 

Thesis 6.1.: The process of massification of R & D, by which it becomes an important 

factor of the knowledge society develops in parallel with the massification of higher 

education which it follows. 

Thesis 6.2.: One can observe at the level of the EU supported research the proliferation 

and diversification of fields and programmes and research aimed to support community 

goals has an important role, foremost in the development of socially and economically 

unified common market and in providing research based solutions to the European level 

social problems (health, environment, energy, transport, security, consumer protection, 

knowledge based society, etc.) 

Thesis 7: the FP performs an innovation matrix (based on the hypothesis 9). 

Thesis 8: European research financing shows significant differences as compared to its 

initial competitors (US and USSR): it does not support military research. European approach does 

resemble much more the Japanese model, which concentrates on the enhancement of 

competitiveness (i.e. civilian type). In this respect, European research financing, as a predecessor of 

integration is much more targeted to achieve social stability goals than to support opposition 

processes. 

Based on thesis 3 and 6 I state that to the four levels of political control formulated by 

Stichweh (1994) have to be added other two, for which this will looks as follows: 

0. political power has first to establish the base for R & D policy control; for this it is 

necessary to create those legal frameworks that will define the next hierarchy levels of 

political control. Public financing has always had some legal base, however, now these 

are formulated in a basic legal act, i.e. their legal status is significantly enhanced, 

1. there are societal values which are transferred to the political system and these transfers 

inform the preferences for programme of science policy, 

2. there is control level of programmes and the choice among problems; that means that 

science is always involved as an advisor in the way it is controlled by political decision 

process, 
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3. there are the mechanism of self-control or self-steering of science – e.g. panels of 

experts – who are responsible for the interpretation of programmes, i.e. the allocation of 

grants to projects, 

4. there is scientific research, being decomposed into projects, and emerging structural 

features of research which institutionalise a flexible opportunism in defining projects in 

terms of relevance offered by science policy, 

5. with the increase of amount of allocated resources increases the need to verify the 

achievement of established policy goals. 

 

 


