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Report on Round Table with Flemish Stakeholders on 
“Public consultation on a possible successor programme to the 

Competitiveness and Innovation Framework Programme 2007 – 2013” 
(held on 12th of January 2011) 

 

With this workshop, vleva (the Liaison Agency Flanders-Europe), EWI (the Department of 

Economy, Science and Innovation in Flanders) and Enterprise Europe Network Flanders 

(a partnership between Enterprise Flanders and IWT – the agency for Innovation by 

Science and Technology in Flanders) wanted to offer Flemish stakeholders the 

opportunity to have their say on the future of the CIP Programme after 2013. This report 

provides an overview of the proceedings. A list of participants is provided at the end of 

the document.  

 

As suggestions regarding the future of the CIP FP were made by participants at 

various points, these are highlighted in bold throughout the document.  

 

 

1. Presentation by Alexandra Kiel, Policy Officer (DG Enterprise & Industry) 

The purpose of this presentation was to explain the contents and objectives of the public 

consultation on a possible successor to the CIP 2007-2013. 
 

Future: CIP II 
 The European Commission (EC) will publish its proposals for the future European 

financial framework in June 2011. These proposals will be adjusted to the objectives 

of the EU2020 Strategy and be made more readily accessible to beneficiaries.  
 The new proposals for the Competitiveness and Innovation Framework Programme 

(CIP) are envisaged for late 2011, but the EC has already started an internal 

consultation. The previous programmes have been evaluated.  
 The possibility is considered to bring CIP more in line with the research agenda of the 

FP8. 

 Public consultation: a conference on 25 January and the public consultation are to 

provide input to give shape to the new programme and to provide feedback to the 

EC.  
 The EC is well aware of the observations already received, including with regard to 

administrative thresholds, the low visibility of the programme (it is much younger and 

less known than the 8th Framework Programme, for instance), and the fact that the 

programme is not designed in a uniform format (as opposed to the research FPs).  
 The online survey is open until 4 February 2011. Currently, the Commission has 

already received 347 contributions. All participants in this Round Table are 

encouraged once again to participate in this survey. 
 

Questions from the public:  

 
Q: How will the European Commission and the CIP programme make more use 

of synergies in the future?  
Answer: The idea is certainly to find synergies with, for instance, cohesion policy. The 

programmes of the European institutions must all work in the same direction, and 

complement each other, without overlapping. 
At this moment, the policy domain of Innovation policy falls under two different DGs (DG 

Research and Innovation and DG Enterprise and Industry). This will be reconsidered in 

the current review. 
It is important that the CIP Programme continues to be oriented towards SMEs and 

clearly distinguishes itself in this context. 
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Q: Will a simplification of the CIP programme be carried out in the future, 

similar to what is happening in research FPs?  
Answer: A study was carried out with regard to the simplification of the FP7. The CIP 

does not face this problem to the same extent, since the budgets and partnerships are 

smaller. On the one hand, no special rules are in place for SMEs to participate. On the 

other hand, it is reported that SMEs are still faced with difficulties or barriers to submit a 

project, among other things because different programmes apply different rules. There 

should be more coherence. 
 

Q: There seems to have been limited focus on policy development in CIP up to 

now. Will this receive more focus in the future CIP programme?  
Answer: Up till now, the CIP has indeed had a limited focus on policy development. 

At this moment however, policy research is initiated, for specific sectors (such as design, 

with the design alliance and also with regard to space-innovation). It must clearly 

concern sectors that have an impact on the economy as a whole. The purpose of targeted 

partnerships is to foster networking and develop better and more specific policies. 
 

Q: What is the current status of "the car of the future"? 

Answer: Alexandra Kiel refers to the "Communication on Green Policy". The possibility is 

being examined to support more initiatives in sustainable sectors under the CIP, but so 

far no decisions have been reached yet in this regard. 

 

 

2. Presentation by Hilde Vermeulen, Flemish Representative for the first pillar, 

Entrepreneurship and Innovation Programme (EIP) 
 

Overview: 

 EIP has € 2.1 billion at its disposal with 4 important instruments including 1. Financial 

instruments for SMEs, 2. Eco-innovation and demonstration projects, 3. Enterprise 

Europe Network (this accounts for 2/3rd of the EIP budget) and 4. Policy analysis, 

development and coordination. 
 Instruments: grants, calls for proposals, calls for tenders, financial instruments. 
 The annual work programme is drawn up by three programme committees, with the 

contact point in Flanders playing a strategic role.  
 EIP is mainly a test bed for new financial instruments (loan guarantees,...) and 

innovations. The SME cannot directly apply for aid, but rather the programme works 

through intermediaries. 
 Contrary to other programme committees, no project evaluation is done.  

 

Flemish participation: 

 Enterprise Europe Network financing: € 1.8 million for a three-year period 
 Financial instruments:  

° Capricorn Cleantech Fund 

° SME guarantee facility: federal participation fund offers loans to starters 
 Policy innovation networks:  

° PRO INNO: Admire (Kortrijk, design enterprises) and Innovation Festival, INNET 

and VALOR and TACTICS 
° Innovation: BIOCHEM with Essenscia as partner 

 

Future of EIP: 3 remarks: 
 Legitimacy? 

 What is the added value of cross-border cooperation? Does it generate 

additional benefits compared to projects within Belgium? 
 Alignment is necessary with other programmes, such as the Seventh 

Framework Programme and the Cohesion Policy.  
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3. Presentation by Mieke Houwen, Flemish Representative of the ICT-PSP Programme 

 

Overview: 

 The aim of the ICT-PSP Programme is to stimulate innovation and competitiveness 

through a wider uptake and use of ICT by citizens, authorities and companies. 

 Themes in 2011 (budget: € 105 million, which seems little, but exceeds the budget of 

previous years):   
 ICT for a Low Carbon Economy and smart mobility 

 Digital content 

 ICT for health and inclusion 

 ICT for innovative government and public services 

 Open innovation and Internet-enabled services. 

 Theme 2012: geographical information. 
 

Number of Belgian projects in CIP; future of ICT-PSP: 

 Belgians participate in nearly 50% of the projects. 

 Success rate: nearly half of the Belgian dossiers are successful. 
 Our participation in the CIP-ICT Programme is going well. We submit a large number 

of good projects.  
 The themes are becoming increasingly mature and concentrated. 

 Suggestion for the future: The Member States themselves should become 

more proactive in setting the themes of the programme.  

 

 

4. Presentation by Jan Haers, Flemish Energy Agency on the IEE Programme 

 

Overview: 

 In 2009: 39 projects were submitted with Flemish or Flemish/Belgian participation (of 

which 12 were approved) on a total of 372 submitted projects. 
 There is a need for a policy which is specifically oriented towards the energy sector.  
 The Flemish Energy Agency participates actively in various components, including the 

concerted actions. These are very interesting because Member States work together 

here to implement parts of directives. (Recently: Renewable Energy Directive). This is 

a fairly detailed method of exchanging best practices. This exchange is both useful 

and productive.  
 Furthermore, the Building Workforce Training and Qualification (for instance to train 

fitters of solar energy installations), where cooperation at the European level is 

important, is actively participated in.  
 

Future of the Programme: 

 Continuation after 2013 is advisable, provided the main lines in terms of 

content are maintained. Attention should more specifically be devoted to:  
o Financing instruments: work should continue on financing 

instruments, such as ELENA, which allows a limited number of public 

resources to be combined with private resources, thus achieving 

leverage effects.  
o Demonstration projects: on a larger scale is work for the coming years 
o (Nearly) zero-energy buildings. Revised Directive (public buildings 

must be (nearly) zero-energy buildings as of 2018, other new 

buildings as of 2021).  
o Sustainable transport. 

 Attention should be given to other European initiatives where synergies are 

possible, such as the Strategic Energy Technology Plan (SET Plan).   
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5. Panel discussion 

 

Lutgart Spaepen, Enterprise Europe Network:  
 The Enterprise Europe Network is an integration of 2 programmes (namely the former 

EICs and IRCs). The first three-year programme paid a lot of attention to 

consolidating the cooperation between the partners.  
 It is very important that the client (the SME) occupies centre stage. This direct link 

with the companies is at the same time the strength of the network. For this reason, 

it is important to communicate as transparently as possible with companies.  
 Enterprise Europe Network plays a role in making European policies understandable 

to SMEs, but at the same time provides the European institutions with feedback on 

the needs of SMEs.  
 

Jos Peeters, Capricorn Venture Partners NV: 

 Capricorn Venture Partners is a small venture capitalist/SME (12 employees at the 

moment). 

 In 2005, Capricorn was given the opportunity to visit Cleantech in California. At that 

moment is was still very hard to gather risk capital. 
 The ambition was to collect € 50 to 75 million. People did not believe that there was 

money to be made in this sector. The European Investment Fund was an investor in 

the first fund. Capricorn returned to apply for aid for this new initiative, but was 

refused because of its small size.  
 However, they were referred to the CIP, and the CIP came across with € 13 million. A 

total of € 112 million was collected. This made it one of the three largest VC Funds in 

Cleantech in Europe. 
 The negotiations for receiving an investment from the CIP were difficult, but turned 

out to be worthwhile. The participation in the CIP allowed for the acquisition of critical 

mass and at the same time opened the door to other investors. 
 Over the past 4 years, the VC Fund received more than 1,500 applications for 

investment. Currently, 14 investments (in 9 Member States) are ongoing. The 15th 

investment was signed just before Christmas. The last investment was made in the 

solar industry in Flanders. With this new project 100 employees of a light bulb 

company will be accommodated in a new investment. This initiative already 

anticipates the European Commission's decision to phase out traditional light bulbs.  
 Jos Peeters further encourages the EC, but his advice is to extend to the 

European Investment Bank. In Cleantech, pilot installations are required to 

start up a new company or power plant. It is difficult to finance these with a 

company’s own capital. Therefore, the EIB could play a role in this.  
 The CIP works fairly slow. Jos Peeters advises the Commission to speed up 

the pace, given the rate at which the world is evolving.  
 

Annie Renders, IWT 

 IWT takes part in the Tactics Programme (of EIP). The aim of the project is to 

develop policy and policy instruments to facilitate the growth of world-class clusters 

within Europe. 
 General remarks within the framework of the current CIP consultation: 

o Currently, alignment already exists with the European cluster alliance, 

the Cluster Excellence Initiative, PRO INNO. Yet, the other CIP 

projects do not really line up with the current project.  
o During this project policy recommendations are made, but it is unclear 

what happens with these recommendations afterwards. 

o Should we focus on horizontal or on vertical support? This is another 

research element within the current project. 
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o Benchmarking and the exchange of experiences between regions are 

important. 

o The focus must be on achieving continuity of existing initiatives rather 

than the establishment of new initiatives. Setting up new initiatives 

time and time again will lead to fragmentation of resources.  
o Alignment is necessary (amongst others with Structural Funds, as well 

as between DGs).  
 

Patrick Auwerx, Mobiel 21:  
 Mobiel 21 is a non-profit organisation. In the European context this organisation 

operates as a private NGO and develops projects regarding sustainable transport: 

new culture on mobility, changing people's attitudes and behaviour w.r.t. mobility, 

and sustainable mobility. To this end, Mobiel 21 employs 18 highly qualified 

employees. 
 European funding is very important. Mobiel 21 is currently active in 10 European 

projects regarding sustainable mobility, including 5 within the IEE Programme. The 

other projects come under DG MOVE, FP7, Life+, DG Energy. Mobiel 21 is also a 

partner in the Civitas Vanguard project. Contributions through European subsidies 

amount to an annual total of € 300,000.  
 They mainly search for programmes that have to do with smart travel or mobility 

management. Projects pertain to the context of walking, cycling, public transport or 

integrated transport chains. It also includes mobility advice through teleworking and 

working from home. They work through surveys, campaigns, studies, etc. Mobility 

management is very much concentrated on energy efficiency (and is therefore not 

just the ‘soft’ sector). 
 Important in the programmes: not just research, but also the combination with 

demonstration projects. 
 A lot of transport programmes are criticised for still being too focused on the 

technological aspect. Mobiel 21 provides a counterweight to this, because it pays 

attention to the behavioural component.  
General remarks for the future: 

 More resources for IEE are welcome (currently only 20% of the resources).  
 The experience is that people are encouraged to express their creative ideas, 

however, the administration continues to be slow.  
 

 

6. Moderator asks panel what could be improved to the current programme? 
 

Lutgart Spaepen: making sure there is less fragmentation and less overlap and 

in this way guaranteeing transparency to SMEs.  
 

Jos Peeters:  
 Today, it is still difficult to gather venture capital, especially to finance 

young companies. The presence of EIF and CIP is most definitely important 

in this context to remedy existing market failures. 
 Information and awareness programmes (for instance on Cleantech) are 

important as well.  
 If the gap between the CIP and the FP 7/8 is narrowed, we must make sure 

that SMEs are not overlooked in the process.  
 

Annie Renders: Apart from synergies with other DGs (and the cohesion policy, 

for instance), continuity must be guaranteed for existing successful 

programmes, as SMEs have now found their way to these programmes.  
 

 

7. Reactions to the panel 
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Hilde Vermeulen: Ms Vermeulen to a large extent agrees with the above: 
- There is much fragmentation. Consolidation is required.  

- Increased transparency is needed. The visibility to external parties must be 

improved and overlap must be avoided.  
- Further attention to the unification of the European risk capital funds and to 

high-tech innovations.  
 

Mieke Houwen:  
There must be a clear distinction between the FP for research and the CIP. The 

CIP is about developing new products and services, not about basic research.  
 

Jan Haers:  
Other parts are rather aimed at providing support to innovation in general. The 

energy component also exists to achieve specific policy goals. These goals 

should not be toned down as a result of simplification, etc.  
 

Alexandra Kiel: 

 Financial instruments: guarantees, venture capital. The EC is considering to increase 

the budget for financial instruments. These bring additional money on the market and 

generate added value. The current mentality is to increasingly streamline both the 

financial instruments (debt financing and equity financing) and the more general 

instruments, without losing sight of the goals of the different programmes.  
 In the field of ICT a linear relationship exists from research to demonstration projects 

to marketing. However, we must also take services innovation into account, which 

does not follow such a linear model. This type of innovation should be financed by the 

CIP, given the fact that it does not fall under the Research and Innovation Framework 

Programme.  
 Note is taken of the wish for more continuity. 

 Dissemination of efforts: in the future, we will have to concentrate more on priorities, 

without forgetting the specific niches, however.  
 

 

8. Questions 

 

Question by Koen de Vos, IBBT: Question for the EC: IBBT uses living labs (proeftuinen). 

It is currently involved in the ICT-PSP Programme. While it is fairly simple to participate 

for medium-sized companies, this is not the case for small or starting businesses. The 

financial legislation of the CIP Programme makes it very difficult, because bank 

guarantees are asked for, etc.  
 

Reply by Alexandra Kiel: The financial regulation is to be further evaluated. It is difficult 

to monitor companies throughout their life cycle, but loans and risk capital may help 

them to gain financial viability and must help lift businesses to a higher level. On the 

other hand, it is of course important to the Commission that the financial viability of a 

project can be guaranteed. 
 

Question by Patrick De Smedt, European Commission: question to Jos Peeters with 

regard to market failure in provision of venture capital. Is this market failure to be 

situated among SMEs? Are they not sufficiently prepared? Or is insufficient capital 

available?  
 

Reply by Jos Peeters: There is no lack of entrepreneurs or sense of entrepreneurship, but 

of financial resources. The fact that our VC Fund received 1,500 applications since 2005 

shows that the failure is situated at the provision of finances. The process of deciding 

on/making investments is very labour intensive and requires highly trained people who 

receive high wages. The problem with attracting capital in Belgium is that our pension 
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funds are abroad. Therefore, the market failure is due to the fact that individuals are not 

very willing to take risks. 
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