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Firstly to give you some background to the survey. It is one of the
workpackages of the NEST-Promise project, led by Trinity College Dublin.
The aim of this workpackage is ‘To conduct a comprehensive, pan-European
survey of HINGE programmes, NEST-concept promoters and other interested
parties’. The acronym HINGE stands for ‘High Innovation/Gain/Expectation
programmes’. As a starting point, we used a seed list that had been compiled
using input from all NEST-Promise partners, all European NEST contacts,
European Research Area Network (ERA-NET) contacts and through
additional research (internet/ and Irish contacts, in particular the Irish NEST
contact Imelda Lambkin).



Following distribution and return of the survey, the aim was then to provide a
panoramic map of HINGE programmes. This was to be achieved by analyzing
the data collected, to determine their characteristics and distribution. Surveys
were examined and parameters were established relating to, for example, the
Thematic Area, Programme Duration, funding, goals and criteria used. For the
purposes of this presentation, the results have been summarised by
extracting characteristics that featured most commonly overall, and in each of
the 3 geographic areas of W Europe, E Europe and N America. Geographic
distribution will also be illustrated on a map towards the end of this

presentation.






Now to look at the Questionnaire itself. At this point | wish to acknowledge
the assistance of Dr. Thomas Heinze of the Fraunhofer Institute who
contributed greatly to compiling the survey questions. The aim was to get as
high a response rate as possible, naturally, and also to gain as much data as
possible. The survey needed to be of a size that would not overwhelm
potential respondents, and so it was limited to 2 pages. Within these 2
pages, the basic parameters were established which would go some way
towards extracting the characteristics and successes of existing HINGE
programmes.



They were then asked how many individuals, groups and collaborative
projects have applied for or been funded by the programme.



Respondents were asked to describe the decision process for allocation of
funds in the programme and to indicate the importance of an external
scientific peer review. They were also asked whether there have been or will
be any plans for evaluation of the programme. Finally, they were asked to

describe any programme outcomes that they considered as major successes.

With these questions, the main parameters were covered to extract data that
could be used to ascertain some key characteristics of the research

programmes.
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Moving on to the survey results then, the Survey was sent out between April
and July 2006 to a total of 201 organisations in 38 countries. Countries
consisted of All 25 EU Member States, Bulgaria, Egypt, Iceland, Israel,
Liechtenstein, Norway, Romania, Switzerland, Turkey, S. Africa, Canada, N.
America and Japan. It was sent out in hard copy format and followed up
electronically by email.
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20% of questionnaires were returned, i.e. 41 questionnaires, which is the
average survey return rate. At this stage it became apparent that in general,
Eastern European countries generally did not tend to have high risk
programmes. A returned Lithuanian questionnaire stated that there are ‘no
high risk/innovative projects in Lithuania’.
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Of the 41 respondents, 21 of these fund high risk/innovative research
programmes. 9 countries are represented by these 21 respondents: Austria,
Canada, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Spain, Sweden & USA. When
grouped into geographic areas, we have 17 in W Europe, 1 in E Europe and 3
in N America.
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