
PE 624.288

STOA
Panel for the Future of Science and Technology

STOA Panel meeting
Thursday, 14 February 2019, 09:45  10:45

Room LOW N1.4, Strasbourg

Minutes

 The meeting started at 09:45 with Eva KAILI, MEP and STOA Chair, in the chair.

1. Adoption of the draft agenda (PE 624.288)

 The Chair informed Members that interpretation was available in English, French, German, Czech, Italian and
Spanish, and the meeting was being web-streamed.

− She then announced that the draft agenda was in the dossier and proposed that the following items be added:
3.1. Proposal for an ESMH1 project on ‘Influencers and viral messages in digital communication’;
5.6. Proposal for a STOA working breakfast on ‘Technology and innovation of human implants,

4 April 2019, EP, Brussels’; and
5.7. EP dialogue seminar with churches, religious and philosophical organisations on

‘Artificial Intelligence - Ethical Concerns’, 19 March 2018, EP, Brussels.

− She finally announced that, if there were no requests for further changes or additions, the agenda was deemed
adopted with these modifications.

2. Approval of draft minutes - STOA Panel meeting of 17 January 2019

 The Chair announced that the draft minutes of the Panel meeting of 17 January 2019 were in the dossier and,
as there were no requests for changes, they were deemed approved (as in the file).

3. Ongoing and new STOA projects

 The Chair informed Members that all ongoing STOA projects were running to schedule.

3.1. Proposal for an ESMH project on ‘Influencers and viral messages in digital communication’
− The Chair highlighted her proposal for an ESMH project entitled ‘Influencers and viral messages in digital

communication’, whose approval was recommended to the Panel by the STOA Bureau. This project would
focus on the use of modern technologies by ‘influencers’ and would look into how technologies can carry and
amplify messages to become ‘viral’. It would include a workshop with experts in communication technologies,
social sciences and online communication. The ESMH would also perform and compile interviews of the
speakers, and potentially produce one or more video clips. All contributions would be published as an ‘event
report’. The proposed date for the event was Thursday, 2 April 2019.

− She finally announced that, as there were no objections, the above project was approved, and work on the rest
of the projects would continue along the established lines.

4. STOA Annual Lecture 2019

- The Chair reported that, in order to organise the next STOA Annual Lecture in November or December
2019, the arrangements would have to be made before the May 2019 European elections.

- She went on to explain that she had sent out a first call for suggestions on 24 January, followed by a reminder
sent to Panel members by the STOA Secretariat on 4 February. One suggestion by a STOA Panel member
had been received, and three further topic suggestions had been submitted by the Secretariat. The STOA
Bureau would examine these suggestions in its meeting later that day.

- The Chair noted that Panel members were invited to propose additional topics and/or speakers by Friday, 22
February 2019, with a view to presenting a final choice of topic and speaker in the 28 March meeting.

- The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the organisation would continue as along these lines.
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5. STOA workshops and joint activities with external organisations
5.1. Forthcoming events

- The Chair referred participants to the list of ongoing projects included in the dossier.

5.2. STOA workshop ‘Reconversion of industrial areas in the framework of regional policy’, 26 February 2019,
EP, Brussels

− The Chair reported that the workshop had been proposed by Rosa D’AMATO, MEP and member of the
REGI Committee2, and approved by the Panel in March 2018. It would address to the reconversion of
industrial areas into innovative and eco-friendly zones, focusing on urban environment and development.
The event would take place on 26 February 2019, 14:30 – 17:00, in Room PHS 7C050.

- The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the organisation would continue as along these lines.

5.3. STOA workshop ‘Farming without plant protection products - Can we grow without using herbicides,
fungicides, insecticides and biocides?’ 6 March 2019, EP, Brussels

− The Chair reported that the event would take place on 6 March 2019, 14:00 – 16:30, in Room ASP 5E2.

- The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the organisation would continue as along these lines.

5.4. STOA working breakfast ‘The science and ethics of gene drive - Case study: Eradicating malaria’,
19 March 2019, EP, Brussels

- The Chair noted that the study ‘Science and ethics of gene drive’ was conducted internally and the draft final
report would be available in early March. The report would focus on a single application of gene drive,
targeting malaria, and the findings would be presented on 19 March 2019, 8:00 - 9:30, in Room ASP 1E3.

- The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the organisation would continue along these lines.

5.5. STOA-LIBE3 workshop ‘Artificial intelligence and the protection of human rights’,
20 March 2019, EP, Brussels

- The Chair reported that, in addition to the time and venue of the workshop announced last time (20 March
2019, 09:30 – 12:30, PHS 4B1), the Secretariat had discussed and agreed with herself and the LIBE
representative on the Panel, Michał BONI, on two points:
- the profile of the speakers, including senior-level representatives of industry, academia, regulatory

bodies and civil society, as well as representatives of international organisations, such as the
International Labour Organization (ILO), the Council of Europe, the United Nations and the European
Union (EU) Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA);

- the presentation at the workshop of the interim findings of the STOA study on ‘Ethical guidelines for
the responsible design, development, deployment and use of AI’.

- The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the organisation would continue as along these lines.

5.6. Proposal for a STOA working breakfast ‘Technology and innovation of human implants’,
4 April 2019, EP, Brussels

- The Chair highlighted the proposal submitted by the STOA First-Chair Paul RÜBIG, MEP, for a STOA
working breakfast on ‘Technology and innovation of human implants’, whose approval was recommended
to the Panel by the STOA Bureau. In the event, the status of implants in Europe - particularly orthopedic
implants - would be discussed among researchers and decision-makers. The proposed date was 4 April 2019.

- The Chair announced that, as there were no objections, the event would be implemented along these lines.

5.7. EP dialogue seminar with churches, religious and philosophical organisations on ‘Artificial Intelligence -
Ethical Concerns’, 19 March 2018, EP, Brussels

- The Chair noted that the seminar would take place on 19 March 2019, 17:00 – 18:00, in Room PHS 5B01;
the event was being organised by the European Parliament (EP) in the framework of its official dialogue
with religious and philosophical organisations (Article 17 TFEU).

- She added that STOA’s association with the event consisted in the following actions:
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‒ preparation of three briefings, on how AI works, why AI matters, and the ethical/legal aspects of AI
respectively;

‒ participation of STOA Chair Eva KAILI and STOA Panel member Mady DELVAUX;
‒ invitation of two experts:

‒ Barbara PRAINSACK, member of the European Commission (EC)’s Group on Ethics in Science
and New Technologies, and Professor of Comparative Policy Analysis, University of Vienna, and

‒ Thomas METZINGER, Member of the EC’s High Level Expert Group on Artificial Intelligence
and Professor of Theoretical Philosophy, Johannes Gutenberg University, Mainz.

- The Chair noted that, if the Panel agreed, the STOA expertise budget could be used to cover the travel and
accommodation expensed of the two experts.

- She concluded that, as there were no objections, STOA’s participation would continue along these lines and
the costs of the two experts would be covered by the STOA expertise budget.

6. Visit/ External activities
6.1. Proposal for a STOA delegation to Cyprus, 28 February (evening) - 1 March 2019

- The Chair reminded Members that a STOA delegation to visit Cyprus had been authorised in principle by
the EP Bureau on 27 November 2018. The delegation would travel to Nicosia and meet with institutional
actors, including Members of the Cypriot Parliament, representatives of various organisations and, possibly,
members of the government, whose work related to STOA’s activities. It would also visit the University of
Cyprus, and the Cyprus Institute, where it would hold meetings on topics related to the STOA priority areas.

- The Chair noted that two Panel members (herself and Paul RÜBIG) would participate in this delegation.

- She finally announced that, as there were no objections, the organisations would continue along those lines.

7. Presentation of the outcomes of the Technology Assessment studies on ‘Improving the
internationalisation of EU research organisations’

− The Chair noted that the presentation would highlight the findings of the study entitled ‘Improving the
internationalisation of EU research organisations’.

− She highlighted the fact that the best research centres were those with a strong level of international research
collaboration (IRC) and that, although IRC had several positive aspects, it involved a number of risks and
challenges, including legal and institutional barriers, the relatively high costs, and a number of obstacles due
to higher level of competition. The study would help to elucidate all these issues.

− The Chair welcomed and gave the floor for the presentation to Marek KWIEK, University of Poznań, Poland.
− Mr KWIEK argued that the internalisation of EU research organisations had only recently begun to grow:

whereas internationally co-authored articles represented 2% of the total in 1970 and 5% in 1980, at present
they represented about 25%. The level of IRC was, however, different from country to country and for
different fields of science.

− He added that IRC was treated by scientists as a source for funding and prestige, according to the pragmatic
argument: ‘If it is useful I can collaborate, if it is not, I do not collaborate’.

− He then noted that the differentiation in internationalisation within and between European countries was
intensifying, with various countries moving at different speeds.

− He then put forward some ideas for improving the situation, namely: (i) increasing international pressure to
internationalise, having in mind that scientists should keep their autonomy for the final choice to collaborate
or not; (ii) supporting an international institutional culture that facilitates international research
collaboration, for example distributing academic grants on the basis of the level of international research
collaboration; and (iii) assigning a crucial role to the English language at all stages of the process.

− Opening the discussion, the Chair asked if external factors to the academic world were able to influence the
level of internationalisation, for example the level of industrialisation of a country. She also asked if there
were better results where government and private research funding was higher.

− Mr KWIEK answered that research collaboration among the EU-15 Member States was increasing compared
to EU-13 Member States (which joined the EU in 2004, 2007 and 2013), where this level appeared to be
stable. He confirmed that the more the research funding available, the greater was the collaboration level.
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− The Chair asked if there were regulatory difficulties – for example, obstacles to access to data ‒ that
represented a bottleneck in EU IRC, and if it was possible to solve the problem of research collaboration
costs – for example costs related to meetings and travel – using online platforms.

− Mr KWIEK answered that access to data was essential and that in the EU-15 access to data and scientific
publications was easier, while in the EU-13 it was more complex. He added that, for some kinds of scientific
work, the use of online platforms was very practical and of great value, however face-to-face contacts were
essential in many phases of scientific work and should not be suppressed just to avoid costs.

− Gianluca QUAGLIO, Policy Analyst in the Scientific Foresight Unit (STOA), asked if it would be advisable
to distribute national research funding taking into consideration the number of international collaborations
of research institutions. He also asked if it would be useful – in order to reduce the innovation gap between
EU-13 and EU-15 Member States – to pay the EU-13 scientists at the same salary level as in the EU-15 in
the next Framework Programme for Research (Horizon Europe).

− Mr KWIEK answered that strengthening internationalisation through funding distribution criteria could be
beneficial. He concluded that scientists who participated in EU projects should indeed receive additional
funding, but other mechanisms of supporting them than raising their salary level should be explored.

− The Chair announced that, if there were no objections, the study would be finalised taking into account the
comments made by Members, and it would then be published on the STOA website and widely distributed
within and outside the Parliament.

8. Any other business
− The Chair then said that if there were any other issues Members would like to raise or discuss.

9. Date and place of next meeting

 The Chair announced that the next Panel meeting was scheduled for Thursday, 14 March 2019, at 09:30 in
the same room (LOW N1.4).

− She added that the meeting would feature a presentation of the outcomes of the Technology Assessment study
‘Technology and social polarisation’.

The meeting ended at 10:45.

ANNEX
List of participants

STOA Panel members

Ms Kaili, Mr Rübig, Mr Tošenovský, Mr Ehler.

Scientific Foresight Unit (STOA)

Mr Karapiperis, Mr Pataki, Ms Tanova, Mr Quaglio, Mr Evrard.

Other participants

Mr Corsi (European Patent Office), Ms Kaschowitz (trainee to MEP Claudia Schmidt).


