Break-out Group 6:

Ensuring the effective dissemination of results
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What specific obligations for dissemination of results
should be included in the call? How to use dissemination
potential in selection criteria?

e There is a need to a have a new approach. Results
need to be useful and used.

e [t is an important criteria in the call and the selection
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Conclusions / Recommendations

How to encourage Operational Groups to structure
themselves to promote dissemination of their results
(e.g. inclusion of an advisory partner)?

Involvement of advisor — need to show advisory
activity.

Strategy for dissemination part of the application
Viability on the market (need to involve the industry?)

How to check the dissemination? Final report? Or
ongoing milestone checks?

What kind of indicators?
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Tailor made dissemination based on the prOJect needs
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Remaining Open Questions

How to use the common format for reporting ? (“practice
abstract” in the Annex of the EIP guidelines)

e Abstract is needed but it is not the only product
needed. Abstract is not enough.

e What other information is required?
e Establish quality instruments to evaluate the projects

e How do you define the effectiveness of dissemination
in the RDP’s?
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Remaining Open Questions

What exactly is the “result” of a project? (application
potential / include data / need for validation / peer
review)?

Lessons learnt from projects not delivering as expected:
how to deal with it?

e Approach for intellectual property rights is the same as
the legal reference for the research policy

e If the project fails, results should be disseminated
because there are lessons to be learned
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Which dissemination channels are most useful?

e Channels can be different depending on the
dissemination needs that can be found in the
dissemination plan.

e Link with Measure 1 and 2 for knowledge transfer

e Take good ideas from experiences in other
programmes

e Check if there are other existing standards for
dissemination

This powerpoint reflects the discussions in the break-out groups during the seminar as recorded by one of the
participants in the group and necessarily only partially reflects the comprehensive discussions that took place in
the break-out groups. Its content does not represent the views of the European Commission.

e elp-agri |



