
 

 

Deliverable D.T4.1.1 

Report on state-of-the-art 

Innovation funding policies and Determination 

of Success Factors according to societal 

successful regional development 
 

This report provides a non-exhaustive overview of the SI landscape in the partner 

countries of ASIS in the Alpine Space, based on available information as of June 

2019. Although data was collected via surveys and stakeholders interviews and 

talks to provide first-hand information, and to verify, update and supplement the 

information collected from literature and secondary sources, it cannot be granted 

that the information provided is exhaustive. 

 

1. Innovation funding policies   

1.1. The funding landscape in the EU/Alpine Space/Partner 

Countries 
Overall, there are very diverse options to fund social innovation. Generally, grant 

funding is offered by a) a lot of non-profit organizations (charitable, philanthropic) as 

well as b) government or international institutions that do not expect a financial return, 

but are investing to reach the socially desirable outcome, SI.  

Nonetheless, there is, c), a range of investors that are looking for profit, at least in the 

long run, and some social enterprise models and social innovation projects may 

generate sufficient profits to make them attractive targets for traditional equity and 



 

 

debt investment. Hence, the following sources are to be found in addition to the 

mentioned funds: 

 

• Angel investors: wealthy individuals give small to large amounts, awaiting profit 

in the future 

 

• Seed funding firms: companies that invest small amounts of early-stage capital 

in startups 

 

• Venture capital funds: enterprises that pool and invest large amounts of money 

in emerging businesses 

 

• Crowd-funding: individual investors give small sums with or without expecting 

profit in the future 

 

The funding landscape for SI in the Alpine Space is diverse and multi-leveled, 

comprising very diverse projects and aspects of social innovation. Overall, all sources of 

funding as deliberated above are to be found. Nonetheless, many SI projects are at least 

partly funded by “official” bodies – institutions of the EU, the national, regional, or local 

level. 

 

EU-Level: 

Overall, the European Union acts via specific programs, while the single member states 

have implemented own strategies and programs, sometimes complementing EU 

initiatives, sometimes with a different focus. Moreover, most regions in the single 

member states, as well as sometimes the communal level, has own public policies to 

foster SI as well as funding policies. 

While overall programs and projects on innovation are well-developed, SI is a relatively 

new issue on the EU level, in particular in the Alpine Space. Since 2010, the EU 

Commission is increasingly active in the field, the Innovation Union initiative (2010) and 

of the Social Investment Package (2013) underpin this. Overall, the EU Commission’s 



 

 

actions aim to facilitate the inducement, uptake and scaling-up of social innovation 

solutions.  

With the Europe 2020 Strategy and the Innovative Union flagship initiative under the 

Europe 2020 strategy the EU took stock of the idea of SI, recognizing the relevance of 

the idea of SI, as well as providing specific action in that field.  

The Employment and Social Innovation Programme, Horizon 2020, comprises SI 

initiatives particularly under the SME instrument that is open to social enterprises, or 

the Collective Awareness Platforms. Under the umbrella of Horizon 2020, Responsible 

Research and Innovation (RRI7) is used as a task to involve stakeholders and the public 

in research and innovation processes and to align its outcomes to social values. 

Furthermore, the EU structural and investment funds provide (via the member states) 

funding for Si. Moreover, the Commission also offers seed funding for the development 

of innovative ideas that address social challenges via its Social Challenges Platform. 

Specific initiatives, inter alia the the social innovation portal, social innovation 

competitions (e.g. the Horizon Prize for Social Innovation), the 2011 Social Business 

Initiative (SBI), and the establishment of an Expert Group on Social Entrepreneurship 

(GECES) highlight the focus on SI on the EU level. 

 

Member States Level: 

On the member states level, a wide range of programs is existing. Many countries have 

at least one national ministry that is responsible for SI, even if not in all countries SI is 

explicitly mentioned in the name of a ministry, but sometimes only the content makes 

clear that the aim and goal of policies issued by an entity cover SI. Moreover, national 

agencies exist that cover SI. 

In Austria and Germany, following the federal organization, also on the regional level 

specific entities or agencies exist. Additionally, many regions in the sense of NUTS2, and 

also municipalities or local bodies have specific institutions for SI. 

The diversity of actors is reflected not only by the public policies, but also the funding 

schemes. 

 

 



 

 

 

Summary Austria 

Recently, there is a lot of dynamics in the context of social innovation, a growing 

number of social start-ups, and growing interest among private and government 

actors. Overall, the Austrian government aims to foster SI via different channels. The 

Ministry of Social Affairs is developing socially innovative projects of different kind. The 

goal is to supplement the diverse and dense network of social welfare benefits in 

Austria, strengthen cooperation with the private sector, business and civil society, and 

to open up new approaches to mastering challenges that can be addressed by SI. In 

detail, inter alia the following initiatives were launched: 

 

• The first Austrian Social Impact Bond "PERSPEKTIVE:ARBEIT"  ("PROSPECT: 

EMPLOYMENT"), bringing together the Ministry of Social Affairs and partners as 

they contribute to the economic and social empowerment of women affected 

by violence. 

 

• In cooperation with the National Foundation for Research, Technology and 

Development and Austria Wirtschaftsservice (aws), the state funding bank, the 

Ministry issued a call for Austrian social entrepreneurs/social businesses. The 

"aws Social Business Call" aims to promote the development of novel and 

innovative ideas, projects, products and services for the labor-market integration 

of persons removed from the labour market. 

 

• In 2016, Forschungsförderungsgesellschaft FFG20 launched the Impact 

Innovation pilot programme, a support scheme for innovative projects with a 

non-technological or thematic focus that address unresolved problems that 

impact the society. 

 

• The ‘benefit’ programme promotes the development of innovative products and 

services with a focus on Information and Communication Technologies (ICT) 

that will allow elderly people to remain living at home as long as possible. 



 

 

 

• The Funding Agency for Social Entrepreneurship (FASE) coordinates and 

manages selected participation and funding programs in the field of social 

entrepreneurship 

 

 

 

Summary Germany 

The German welfare state is predominantly built on a system of social insurances, the 

overall system is a social market economy, including all federal levels. Thus, the state 

itself adopted the idea that the society should protect all of its members from economic 

and social need. This has a strong influence on the environment for social innovation. 

The definition of social innovation continues to evolve in Germany, but the importance 

of SI is acknowledged politically, e.g. in the coalition agreement between the two 

governing parties in 2013; or by the Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Energy 

that recognized the needs for special support and frameworks for social innovation in 

2015. 

 

Summary Italy 

Overall, Italy implemented social innovation as a part of the national agendas relatively 

late, in 2012, when a task force was set up under the Ministry of Education, University 

and Research (MIUR. Shortly after, first calls and projects on smart cities and social 

innovation were issued, a Task force on Social Enterprise and Social Innovation was 

implemented by the Ministry of Labour and Social Policies established a Task Force  

 

Summary France 

Overall, a lot of initiatives is existing in France, and the idea of SI has a relatively long 

history. Starting in the 1990s, there were initiatives to link social economy organisations 

in order to providing them with greater visibility, including the Regional Social 

Economy Chambers (Chambres Régionales de l’Economie Sociale or CRES). Since the 

late 2000s this development amplified, e.g. with the first national Mois de l'ESS – a 



 

 

month dedicated to the social and solidarity-based economy – in November 2008 and 

the 2010 Vercamer Report, and the Social Entrepreneurs' Movement (Mouvement des 

entrepreneurs sociaux or MouvES) that was set up also in 2010. Also the launch of the 

“Labo de l'ESS”, a think-tank dedicated to the ESS, was an important step. In addition, 

Article 15 of the Act of July 2014 defines SI and therewith gives a legal basis. This act is 

based on a project launched in 2011 to analyze and subsequently provide assistance to 

foster SI. In 2012, a ministry for the Social and Solidarity-based Economy was created. 

Also the Regional Economic Cooperation Centres (Pôles Territoriaux de Coopération 

Economique – PTCE) play a pivotal role today. 

Overall, SI projects and Social Enterprise scan profit from the following measures : • 

subsidies for setting up an innovative enterprise • subsidies for R&D expenditure in 

innovative projects • subsidies for hiring researchers to boost the R&D capabilities of 

SMEs • tax breaks for R&D investments • corporate sponsorship. 

 

Summary Slovenia 

A number of social innovation projects in Slovenia have been launched in last decade; 

with the lion share being the result of individual entrepreneurial initiatives within more 

innovative organisations. Nonetheless, there is an increasing public action and 

awareness, e.g. the organisation of the first Slovenian Social Innovation Competition in 

2012. In the last year, different calls and tenders for funding from public sources (both 

national and local) where social innovation is often listed as a key selection criteria were 

issued, even if there is – until now - no harmonized methodology for evaluating social 

innovation projects.  

 

The existing social innovation projects tackle a range of problems in Slovenia, e.g.long-

term (youth) unemployment, inclusion of marginalized groups such as Roma, 

sustainable tourism, or IT-based SI. 

 

At government level there are two key actors: Ministry of Labour, Family, Social Affairs 

and Equal Opportunities, Ministry of Economic Development and Technology. Until 

recently, the Ministry of Labour, Family, Social Affairs and Equal Opportunities had been 



 

 

coordinating social entrepreneurship activities. However, this area has now been 

transferred to the Ministry of Economic Development and Technology, where the focus 

now lies more with entrepreneurship. It is not clear which governmental body will 

promote social innovation in the future, if any.  Most of the support for social innovation 

is provided by third sector organisations, such as:   

The Fund 05 is a private foundation whose aim is to provide impact investment and 

other support to different social ventures, social entrepreneurs and innovators. The 

Fund 05 is also the organiser of the Slovenian Social Innovation Competition (2012, 2013, 

2014, 2015).  

 

The Social Entrepreneurship field in Slovenia is regulated by the Law of Social 

Entrepreneurship (https://www.uradni-list.si/1/content?id=102703). Supported 

documents to the Law are as follow:  

1. Rules of monitoring of operation for social enterprises: this rules define the way of 

monitoring and government bodies that are authorized for monitoring of social 

enterprises.  

 

2. Regulation of activities for social enterprises: it defines economic fields of operation 

for social enterprises.  

 

The overall picture in the partner countries in the Alpine Space can be drawn from the 

following tables that provides an overview about the single policies. 



 

 

Table 1: Funding Policies Austria 

AUSTRIA 

NAME OF FUNDING 
SCHEME 

NAME OF THE 
FUNDING AGENCY 

SCOPE  
(financial capability) 

LEVEL 
(National, 

regional, local, 
sectoral) 

Interreg V-B Donauraum EFRE 

European Regional 
Development Fund (EUR 
202,095,405.00) and the 
Instrument for Pre-Accession 
(EUR 19,829,192.00). 

interregional  

Interreg V-B Mitteleuropa EFRE 

In total, around 231 million 
Euro from the European 
Regional Development Fund 
(ERDF) 

interregional  

Innovationsscheck mit 
Selbstbehalt FFG 

Check amount: 10.000 € 
Funding amount: 12.500 € 
(20% deductible) 

national 

Basisprogramm FFG 

The funding is usually 50% of 
the project costs and can 
increase up to 70% for start-
ups (and start-up 
companies) and co-financing 
federal states. 

national 

UIG - Umsetzung 
innovativer 
Gründungsvorhaben 

KWF 
Eligible costs are recognized 
per start-up project up to a 
maximum of EUR 94,230.00. 

national 

Austria Wirtschaftsservice - 
Social Business Call AWS Financing volume up to EUR 

100,000, - national 

Impact Innovation Impact Innovation 
Promotion of max. 50% of 
the eligible costs (max € 
75.000, -). 

national 

ASHOKA Austria ASHOKA Austria / national  



 

 

Table 2: Funding Policies Germany  

GERMANY 

NAME OF FUNDING 
SCHEME 

NAME OF THE 
FUNDING AGENCY 

SCOPE  
(financial capability) 

LEVEL  
(National, 

regional, local, 
sectoral) 

Re+B4:E17search at 
Universities of Applied 
Sciences - Quality of 
Life in Town and 
Country through Social 
Innovations (FH-Sozial) 

BMBF (Federal Ministry 
of Education and 
Research)  - 
Projektträger VDI 

Interdisciplinary research 
projects at universities of 
applied sciences in which 
different disciplines 
cooperate in the 
development of social 
innovations to improve the 
quality of life in cities and 
rural areas. 

National 

Forschung für 
nachhaltige 
Entwicklungen 
(FONA3)- Research for 
sustainable 
development 

BMBF (Federal Ministry 
of Education and 
Research) 

Almost two billion euros in 
funding National 

Innovations for the 
production, service and 
work of tomorrow 
(Frameworkprogram) 

BMBF (Federal Ministry 
of Education and 
Research) 

Supports applicable solutions 
that, in parallel with technical 
developments, also research 
and implement work 
organization and work 
processes as social factors 

National 

BWPLUS (Baden-
Württemberg 
Program Livelihood 
Environment and its 
security) 

Baden-Württemberg 
ministry of 
environment, climate 
protection and the 
energy sector  

Supports environmental 
projects in Baden-
Wüttemebrg 

Regional 

DFG - funding for 
Researcher 

DFG (Deutsche 
Forschungsgesellschaf
t) - German research 
society 

Different funding 
opportunities for researcher 
(https://www.dfg.de/en/funde
d_projects/current_projects_
programmes/list/index.jsp?id
=SFB)  

National 

DBU - Funding for 
environemt and 
sustainability projects 

DBU (Deutsche 
Bundesumwetstiftung) 

Funding of environment and 
sustainability projects National 

Ministerium für 
Umwelt, Klima und 
Energiewirtschaft 
fördert seit 2015 
Projekte zum Thema 
„Smart Grids“ 

"Smart Grids" - UM 
Projektträger Karlsruhe 
(PTKA) 

Smart Grids und Speicher 
Baden-Württemberg Regional 



 

 

Innovationsgutscheine 
Baden-Württemberg 

Ministry for Economic 
Affairs, Labour and 
Housing of Baden-
Württemberg 

Innovationsgutscheine 
Baden-Württemberg Regional 

Innovationsgutschein 
for hightech start-up 

Ministry for Economic 
Affairs, Labour and 
Housing of Baden-
Württemberg 

Innovationsgutschein for 
hightech start-up Regional 

Junge Innovatoren 
(Young Innovators) 

Ministry of Science, 
Research and Art 
Baden-Württemberg 

Start-up support for young 
research associats Regional 

Start-Up BW 

Ministry for Economic 
Affairs, Labour and 
Housing of Baden-
Württemberg 

Start-up BW organizes 3 
contests: Start-up BW 
Elevator-Pitch, CyberOne 
Hightech Award and state 
prize for young enterprises.  

Regional 

Bürgschaften (L-Bank) 
(suerety) L-Bank 

L-Bank provides guarantees 
for loans granted by banks 
and savings banks to 
medium-sized companies. 

Regional 

Bürgschaftsbank 
Baden-Württemberg 

MBG (Mittelständosche 
Beteiligungsgesellscha
ft Baden-
Württemberg) 

Diffent programms available Regional 

Innovationspreis des 
Landes Baden-
Württemberg 
– Dr.-Rudolf-Eberle-
Preis – 

Ministry for Economic 
Affairs, Labour and 
Housing of Baden-
Württemberg 

Price for Innovative SME in 
Baden-Württemberg Regional 

Baden-Württemberg 
Stiftung 

Baden-Württemberg 
Stiftung- (Foundation) 

The Baden-Württemberg 
Stiftung invests in the 
development of sustainable 
ideas, technologies and 
products. The focus is always 
on socially, economically and 
ecologically significant topics. 

Regional 

Citizen Science 
BMBF (Federal Ministry 
of Education and 
Research) 

Since the summer of 2016, 
currently a total of 13 Citizen 
Science projects over a 
period of three years with 
nearly 5 million euros 
founded. The thematic 
spectrum is broad: it ranges 
from projects in the 
environmental and natural 
areas to projects in medicine, 
engineering and engineering 
as well as social sciences. 

National 



 

 

SEA: Act for Impact  
Social 
Entrepreneurship 
Akademie  

Support program for active 
and aspiring social 
entrepreneurs. Applications 
can get 48,000 € in prize 
money (3000 EUR audience 
prize; 40 000 EUR first price 
and 5 000 second price) 

German 
speaking 
countries 

Special Impact Award 
(2017, 2018) 

KfW Stiftung and 
Social Impact gGmbH Grant up to 45.000 EUR Regional/Nation

al 

EXIST- 
Gründerstipendium 
(EXIST Business Start-
up Grant) 

German Federal 
Ministry for Economic 
Affairs and Energy 
(BMWI)/ EXIST is co-
financed by funds of 
the European Social 
Fund (ESF) 

The EXIST Business Start-up 
Grant  Regional 

 
 



 

 

Table 3: Funding Policies Italy  

ITALY 

NAME OF FUNDING 
SCHEME NAME OF THE FUNDING AGENCY 

SCOPE 
(financial 

capability) 

LEVEL 
(National, 
regional, 

local, 
sectoral) 

National Operational 
Programme “Inclusion”  
PON INCLUSION 

Ministry of Labor and Social Policies 
Co-financed by ESF  

Reduction of 
poverty and 
social 
exclusion 
Promotion of 
social 
innovation 
(1.249 MLN €) 

National 

Call for Urban 
regeneration and 
security 2017-2019  

Presidency of the Council of Ministers (2,1 MLD€) National 

  

City of Turin  (€ 200.000) AxTO Project (Action 3.02) Foster the 
enhancement of social exchanges, the re-use of instrumental assets 
and resources and sustainable forms of consumption and organization 
of services on a neighborhood scale;  

  

City of Turin  (€ 250.000) 
AxTO Project (Action 3.03)  
develop processes of social inclusion, job placement and / or 
regeneration and revitalization of urban areas at risk of degradation 

  

City of Turin  (€ 250.000) 
AxTO Project (Action 4.01)  
Innovative projects in the social and cultural sphere, activities and 
services for families, capable of supporting fragile people 

  

City of Turin  (€ 450.000) 
FaciliTOxTO (Action 3.02) 
Start up and business support service in areas economically 
impoverished 

Torino City Lab  City of Turin & public Financed by Public 
and private Funds 

An innovation 
laboratory 
open and 
spread over 
the entire area 
of the city of 
Torino 

Local 



 

 

Wecare  Piedmont Region 
Co-financed by ESF and ERDF 

Collaborative 
services 
(20 MLN €) 

Regional 

Social Innovation Fund – 
Call for experimental 
projects selection 

Presidency of the Council of Ministers 
Financed by Ministry of Policies and 
Finance 

Promote social 
innovation 
through 
collaboration 
with the public 
authority and 
the private  
(25 MLN €) 

National 

Innovare in rete  Banca Popolare Etica Financed by 
Private Funds 

Turn 
innovative 
ideas  and 
innovative 
design of 
social 
development 
solutions (10 
MLN €) 

National 

Call for innovative 
projects to reduce food 
waste to manage food 
surplus 

Ministry of Agricultural, Food, Forestry 
and Tourism Policies Financed by 
Ministry of Agricultural, Food, Forestry 
and Tourism Policies 

Preventing 
food waste 
and fostering 
recovery and 
redistribution 
of surplus food 
(700.000 €) 

National 

 
 

 

 

Table 4: Funding Policies France 

Missing as no data was provided 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Table 5: Funding Policies Slovenia 

SLOVENIA 

NAME OF FUNDING SCHEME NAME OF THE 
FUNDING AGENCY 

SCOPE  
(financial 

capability) 

LEVEL  
(National, 

regional, local, 
sectoral) 

Call for tender JR-9 for promoting 
the development of social 
entrepreneurship 

Ministry of Labour, 
Family, Social Affairs 
and Equal 
Opportunities 

1.7 mio EUR national 

Call for tender JR-12 for promoting 
the development of social 
entrepreneurship 

Ministry of Labour, 
Family, Social Affairs 
and Equal 
Opportunities 

4.5 mio EUR national 

Public work Employment Service 
of Slovenia 800.000 EUR national 

Public work Employment Service 
of Slovenia 1.3 mio EUR national 

Award for best coworking space Agency SPIRIT 
Slovenia 45.000 EUR national 

Polzela and Ekoci Coop 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

200.000 EUR sectoral 

P2R Slovene Enterprise 
Fund   national 

Supporting competitve advantage 
of City of Maribor 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

301.486 EUR regional 

Startup social enterprises 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

1.907.824,86 EUR national 

P7 sop 2016 Slovene Enterprise 
Fund 4.000.000 EUR national 

Call for tender Fab Lab 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

1.855.350 EUR national 

Call for tender Fab Lab 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

1.198.260,48 EUR national 

Call for tender 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

195.402 EUR national 



 

 

Workshops  Employment Service 
of Slovenia 2.56 mio ERU national 

Cofinancing Municipality Murska 
Sobota 10.000 EUR local 

Cofinancing Municipality Beltinci 15.000 EUR local 

Free rental variuos municipalities Free rent of office 
space local 

Monetary awards Unicredit Bank 60.000 EUR national 

Loans Zavod 05   national 

Social Innovation Award Zavod 05 and Skup 25.000 EUR national 

Public tender 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

2000.000 EUR national 

Public tender 

The Ministry of 
economic 
development and 
technology 

3.145.242 EUR national 

 
 



 

 

1.2. Projects on SI 
Overall, in the ASIS partner countries the following projects that are tackling SI could 

be identified. In the same chain as the public policies, also in this field we can observe 

a wide variety, in particular related to topics/scope and project size.  

 

Table 6: SI-Project in Austria 

AUSTRIA 

NAME of project 
LEVEL (national, 
regional, local, 

sectoral)  

FUNDED RESSOURCES 
(scope of funding in €; 

or percentage) 

TIME of 
Existence   
(from-to) 

Sector 

GoApply - 
Multidimension
al Governance 
of Climate 
Change 
Adaptation in 
policy making 
and practice 

Multi-level: 
transnational; 
national; 
regional; local 
 
Climate change 
adaptation - 
multi-sectoral + 
cross-sectoral; 
specific case 
study sectors: 
natural hazards 
management / 
disaster risk 
reduction 

85% EU co-financing 
 
15% national co-
financing 

Nov 2016 - 
April 2019 

Political 
Development/Sustai
n-ability  

PlurAlps - 
Enhancing 
capacities for a 
pluralistic 
Alpine Space 

EU – Alpine 
Space 

2.065.498 EUR (ERDF 
85%)  

01.11.2016 - 
31.10.2019 

Social 
Development/Migra-
tion 

 

 

 

 

 
Table 7: SI-Projects in Germany 



 

 

GERMANY 

NAME of project 

LEVEL 
(national, 
regional, 

local, 
sectoral)  

FUNDED RESSOURCES 
(scope of funding in €; 

or percentage) 

TIME of 
Existence 
(from-to) 

Sector 

KommMit Project regional 4,7 Mio. € (70 % funding 
BMBF) 

11/2015 - 
10/2020 

Education/Inclusi
on 

Social Seeds international 1,671,634 € (Funded 
1,396,761.70€ ERDF) 

04/2016 - 
03/2021 Social Business  

Forschungsstudie national/regi
onal 

Direct founding, not 
public 2018 Research 

IN SITU 

international 
(Interreg 
Europe 
Project) 

2.418.720 Euro 2019-2021 
Social and 
economic 
developments 

Catering Service and 
Humus production 
Sindbad Heidelberg, 
integration of 
refugees, employed 
at the company.  

local 

Social enterprise; 
Private, seed funded by 
SRH Gründer- Institut 
(private university)  

ongoing Social Business  

AfB gGmbH - 
Integration of 
disabled worker and 
consumer awareness  

international Private , social enterprise founded 
2004 Social Business  

Auticon international Private , social enterprise founded 
2007 

Social 
development/Incl
suion 

discovering hands national 
donations, examination 
payed by insurance, 
social enterprise 

ongoing 
initiative 

Health / 
Prevention 

CareView national social enterprise founded 
2016 

Health/Care 
Sector 



 

 

Mobile Retter e.V. national start social, private 
donations, volunteers,  since 2013 

Social 
Service/Social 
Development 

ROCK YOUR LIFE local 

Volunteers, private 
support, sponsoring 
companies and 
foundations 

2008-
ongoing Education 

Heidelberg 
Collegium 
Academicum, 
corporate housing  

local 
Public and private 
credits, donations and 
funds 

ongoing Education/living 
space 

Quartier 2020  regional 

Ministry of social affairs 
and integration Baden-
Württemberg, local 
support for specific 
projects 

2018-
ongoing 

Social 
development/livin
g space 

Langnau rural shop  local 

Ministry of social affairs 
and integration Baden-
Württemberg Quartier 
2020 ( Project example) 

2015 - 
ongoing 

Social 
development/livin
g space 

DORV local/regional LEADER, Interreg, 
support ASHOKA first in 2004 

Social 
development/livin
g space 

DB Medibus - the 
mobile medical 
practice 

local Deutsche Bahn  internal 
funds start in 2014 Care Sector 

Citizen Bus  regional 

Several Measures by the 
Government of Baden-
Württemberg: State 
programme 
"Quartiersimpulse" 
(neighbourhood 
impulses), vehicle 
support for citizens' 
buses, support 
programme for flat-rate 
administrative costs, 
state programme "Gut 
beraten!" (good advice) 
to support citizens' 
projects, state support 
for alternative drives in 
public transport  

Start 2019 Mobility 

BESH - Bäuerliche 
Erzeugergemeinscha
ft Schwäbisch Hall 
(Farmers' producer 
group Schwäbisch 
Hall) - Sustainable 
framing, regional 
concept. 

regional n.a. 1988-
ongoing Agriculture 



 

 

Smark - Food 
automat for regional 
products (first 
automated shop at 
Stuttgart main 
station) 

local 

Private initiative - social 
enterprise; private, 
innovation voucher and 
founder's scholarship 
from exist 

Founded 
2016 

Food 
/sustainability 

Stuttgart Raupe 
Immersatt, food 
sharing cafe 

local 

Private Initiative, social 
enterprise - private 
investors, price money, 
crowd funding,  all kinds 
of financing 

Founded 
2016 

Food 
/sustainability 

Erdbeerwoche GmbH international 
(A, D, CH) 

Chamber of commerce 
Vienna, KIC Climate, 
Austrian national funds 

Start 2011 Health/Education 

Shift GmbH - Fair 
produced smart 
phone and electronic 
supply. Private 
initiative.  

national Crowdfunding, social 
enterprise 

founded 
2014 

Sustainable 
Products/Elektron
ic 

FabLab Karlsruhe - 
Maker Space local 

Maker Space. 
Association with 
Member fees  (20 euro 
per month/10 euro for 
students) and donations 

Start 2013 
Sharconomy/Soci
al and economic 
development 

Participation portal - 
possibility for citizens 
to participate and 
make suggestions. 
There is a a 
Consultant for 
Citizen Participation 
in every ministry in 
Baden-Württemberg. 

regional Public- Ministries 
Baden-Württemberg 2019 

Politcal 
development/citiz
en science 

Volunthero, 
volunteering - 
volunteering 
platform 

regional Private initiative 2018 
Social 
Work/Engageme
nt 

CitizenLab - platform 
for citizen 
participation and 
more democracy. 
Public and private 
sector 

national/regi
onal 

Private incubators, loans, 
H2020 (SME Instrument) start 2015 

Politcal 
development/citiz
en science 

Petition platform - 
Platform for 
petitions; 
openPetition 
supports petitioners 
in creating their 
petition 

national Private initiative Established 
in 2010 

Politcal 
development/citiz
en science 



 

 

Afb 
Arbeitsförderungsbet
riebe, increase work 
participation 

local 

Public Social Enterprise, 
support from 
government (partially 
covering the salary of 
disabled staff  

 (1988-
ongoing) 

Employment/incl
usion 

 



 

 

Table 8: SI-Projects in Italy 

ITALY 

NAME of 
project 

LEVEL (national, 
regional, local, 

sectoral)  

FUNDED 
RESSOURCE
S (scope of 

funding in €; 
or 

percentage) 

TIME of Existence   
(from-to) Sector 

Scale (up) 
ALPS 2014 - 
2020 
INTERREG 
VB Alpine 
Space- 

Transnational,national
, regional, local 

TOTAL 
1.676.003 EUR                  
ERDF: 
1.424.602 EUR 

01.11.2016- 
30.04.2019 

Economic 
development/labour 
market 

CoNSENSo 
COmmunity 
Nurse 
Supporting 
Elderly iN a 
changing 
SOciety 2014 
- 2020 
INTERREG 
VB Alpine 
Space- 

Transnational, 
national, regional, 
local 

TOTAL 
2.052.400EUR 
 
ERDF: 
1.744.540 

16/12/2015 
15/12/2018 Health Care System  

The 4Bees 
2014 - 2020 
INTERREG 
VB Alpine 
Space 

Transnational,national
, regional, local 

TOTAL 
2.694.646EUR 
ERDF: 
12.290.449 

16/12/201515/12/201
8 

Energy effiency/living 
space 

AlpSib*** 
2014 - 2020 
INTERREG 
VB Alpine 
Space- 

Transnational,national
, regional, local 

TOTAL 
2.152.988       
ERDF: 
1.830.039 

01/11/20161 
31/7/2019 

Social 
development/labour 
market 

S3-
4AlpCluster
s 2014 - 2020 
INTERREG 
VB Alpine 
Space- 

Transnational,national
, regional, local 

TOTAL 
2.521.964       
ERDF: 
1.929.500 

01/11/2016-
30/4/2019 

Regional 
development/economi
c development 



 

 

Learn to 
produce 
green 2014 - 
2020 
INTERREG 
V-A France - 
Italy 
(ALCOTRA)-  

Transnational,national
, regional, local 

TOTAL 1.399 
619,55 EUR 
FESR: 1 189 
676,62  

16/12/201515/12/201
8 

Social and econimic 
development 

AlpSib all 
85% ERDF 
15% National 
fund 

 01.11.2016 - 
31.07.2019 

Social 
development/migratio
n 

 



 

 

Table 9: SI-Projects in France 

Missing, as no data was provided 



 

 

Table 10: SI-Projects in Slovenia 

SLOVENIA 

NAME of project 

LEVEL 
(national, 
regional, 

local, 
sectoral)  

FUNDED 
RESSOURCE
S (scope of 
funding in 

€; or 
percentage) 

TIME of 
Existence   
(from-to) 

Sector 

Sentinel 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

1.952.166 EUR 1.6.2017 - 
31.5.2020 

Social 
Development/Migration/Labour 
market 

NewGenerationsSKil
ls 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

2121179,78 
EUR 

1.1.2017 - 
30.6.2019 

Social and economic 
development 

Inno-WISEs 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

2.300.000 
EUR 

1.7.2017 - 
31.6.2020 Political and social Development 

SocioLab 

regional, 
sectoral - 
social 
economy 

Sredstva 
Evropske 
unije, 
Evropski 
socialni 
sklad:  
1.279.895,84 
(80 %) 
Sredstva 
Republike 
Slovenije iz 
državnega 
proračuna: 
319.973,96 
(20 %) 

1.4.2018 - 
31.12.2021 

Social and economic 
development 

AlpSib 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

2.152.988 
EUR 

1.11.2016 - 
31.7.2019 

Social development/labour 
market 

EMPUBLIC 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

415.680 EUR 

septembe
r 2016 - 
avgust 
2019 

Social development 



 

 

SENSES 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

ERDF 
Contribution: 
1206904,37 
IPA 
Contribution: 
94256,5 

1.1.2017 - 
30.6.2019 Social business development 

PROFIT 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

Funding 
from the 
European 
Union’s 
Horizon 2020 
Framework 

1.1.2016 - 
NA 

Economic 
development/Finance/Citizien 
Science 

SIV - SOCIAL 
IMPACT VAUCHERS 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

2.678.810,33 
EUR 

1.3.2019 - 
28.2.2022 Social business development 

Transition to the 
labor market, 
tailored to each 
person 

local/region
al 189.928 EUR 1.7.2017-

30.6.2019 Labour market/Inclusion 

E-SME smrt mobility 
meets SMEs 2 countries NA 01.07.2016-

30.06.2019 Mobility 

Technologies and 
open innovation for 
low-carbon regions 

multi-
country 

1.598.948 
EUR 

from 1 Jan 
2017 
to 31 Dec 
2021 

Regional development/energy 
efficiency 

CaSCo - Carbon 
Smart Communities 

multi-
country 

Total eligible 
costs: 
2.291.187 EUR 
ERDF grant: 
1.947.509 
EUR 

1.11.2016 - 
31.10.2019 

Product 
development/Timber/Sustainabili
ty 

SMART COMMUTING multi-
country NA 1.6. 2017 – 

31.5.2020 Regional economic development 

CEETO - Central 
Europe Eco-Tourism: 
tools for nature 
protection  

multi-
country NA 1.6. 2017 – 

31.5.2020 Regional economic development 

CROSSMOBY 2 coutnries 

EUR 
4,117,387.76, 
of which 
EUR 
3,499,779.57 
is co-
financed by 
the ERDF 
(European 
Regional 
Developmen
t Fund). 

1st 
Septembe
r 2018 it 
lasts 36 
months 

Regional economic development 



 

 

FirSt and last Mile 
Inter-modal 
mobiLity in 
congested urban 
arEas of Adrion 
region 

multi-
country 

Total budget 
EUR 
1,290,415.45 
EU 
contribution: 
ERDF 
budget 
EUR 
838,465.90 
IPAII budget 
EUR 
258,387.20 

1. 1. 2018 – 
31. 10. 2019 Regional economic development 

NATURE&WILDLIFE 2 countries 

Project 
value: 
982.694,29 € 
Co-financing 
from ERDF: 
835.290,12 € 

01.09.2018 
- 
28.02.2021 

Sustainable development 

ForBioEnergy multi-
country 2 mio EUR 

30 
months 
(NA) 

Sustainable development 

SMART-MR multi-
country 

Total project 
value: 
2,215,566.00 
EUR 
Project value 
for RRA LUR: 
115.000,00 
EUR 
EU co-
financing 
(85%): 
97,752.55 
EUR 
Own 
participation 
(15%): 
17,250.45 
EUR 

1.4.2016 - 
31.3.2021 Mobility 

Urban Diversity 2 countries 

Total project 
value: EUR 
839,934.60 
Co-financing 
ERDF (85%): 
713.944,41 
EUR 
Project value 
for RRA LUR: 
102,700.00 
EUR 
Co-financing 
ERDF (85%): 
87.295,00 
EUR 

1. maj 2017 
– 30. april 
2020 

Regional and sustainable 
development 



 

 

Own funds: 
15.405,00 
EUR 

SECAP - 
Cooperating for 
implementation of 
low carbon 
strategies and 
action plans  

2 countries 

Total value of 
the project: 
EUR 
2,940,351.30 
Value of the 
project RRA 
LUR: 
271.324,00 
EUR 
EU co-
financing 
(85%): EUR 
230,625.40 
Own 
participation 
(15%): 
40,698.60 
EUR 

1. 
november 
2018 – 30. 
oktober 
2021 

Social, economic and sustainable 
development 

ROBUST: ROBUST: 
The future of the 
city and the 
countryside - the 
search for synergies 

multi-
country 

Total value of 
the project: 
EUR 
5,999,934.00 
Value of the 
project RRA 
LUR: 
82,312.00 
EUR 
EU co-
financing 
(100%): 
82,312.00 
EUR 

1. junij 
2017 - 21. 
maj 2021 

Social, economic and sustainable 
development 

Revitalization of 
space and mind regional 

Operational 
value: 
190.027,27 € 
Eligible costs 
of the 
operation: € 
223,561.48 
Requested 
co-financing: 
85 
Approved 
amount of 
assets: 
190.027,27 € 

1. 4. 2018–
31. 12. 2019 

Sustainable regional 
development 



 

 

SEE ME IN 

sectoral - 
social 
economy, 
multi-
country 

NA may 2019 -  Labour 
market/Inclusion/Migration 

 

(Private) Initiatives to foster SI 

https://socialinnovationexchange.org/  

https://socialinnovationexchange.org/about-us/people  

https://www.zsi.at/  

https://arbeitplus.at/socialimakers/  

https://vienna.impacthub.net/program/social-impact-start/  

https://socialfare.org/en/  

https://www.zsi.at/en/object/partner/5024  

https://makesense.org/  

https://www.ezavod.si/en/about-e-institute/social-innovation 

  



 

 

2. Success Factors of Social Innovation – Preliminary Evaluation  

One main goal of this part of the project is the determination what factors together 

form a cluster and act as a success filter for SI. This identification of success factors is a 

necessary precondition of the model development. In particular to work out of key 

indicators and to create an index to measure different forms of SI (dependent variable) 

as well as to identify the respective determining factors (independent variables) is 

necessary to run a formal model later on. 

We assume – based on the relevant literature on innovation, social innovation, as well 

as institutional economics – that there is a specific set of drivers that are able to induce 

SI, or at least help to foster the implementation of SI in a regional entity. These drivers, 

so our assumption, work on the macro-level. In addition to these macro-factors, there 

may be factors that lead to the success of a specific SI project; these factors work on 

the meso- and micro-level. Thus, we are investigating two “dimensions” of SI:  

a. We are interested which factors enable countries to become “socially 

innovative”, or fosters the development of SI-related action and SI-projects on a 

country-level. 

b. Furthermore, on a more micro-level, factors that make single SI-projects 

successful in the sense of delivering real social innovation as an outcome are 

focused on 

 

Hence, in this part – based on the heterogeneous nature of ERDF projects (also former 

ASP projects) and the wide range of SI – the basics of the model are rooted in a 

qualitative analysis. Thus, the identification of success factors from the task T4.2.1. and 

the tasks done later (in T4.2.2 and following) blend in with each other. Hence, the 

deliberations below are at the same time the basis for the development of the 

quantitative models at the later project stages. 

We propose two general models for analysis: one for the macro-model on country basis 

(a) that aims to identify the link between national characteristics (or also regional 

characteristics, as given in the Alpine Space) and the Social Innovativeness of that 



 

 

space; and a second one (b) for the success of single SI projects that is fueled by macro-

, meso-, und micro-indicators. 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Model for Social Innovativeness of Entities (national/regional) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Model for Success of SI-Projects 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

2 .1. Data collection and Indicators for SI 
To gather as much information as possible, we collected the information and data to 

identify success factors in different ways: 

Macro-Level 

Meso-Level 

Micro-Level 

Success of a Project in terms of 
Social Innovation 

Economy 

Political 

Social/Cultural 

Social Innovativeness 



 

 

 

1. Survey amongst ASIS project partners 

2. Survey amongst projects on Social Innovation in the Alpine Space, selected by 

ASIS partners 

3. Literature review 

4. Qualitative analysis of projects on SI via interviews 

 

Following our analysis, we assume – also based on the relevant literature on innovation, 

social innovation, as well as institutional economics – that there is a specific set of 

drivers that are able to induce SI, or at least help to foster the implementation of SI; and 

contributes to the success of single projects.  

Overall, indicators can be interpreted as a way of seeing the big picture by looking at a 

small piece of it. Hence, the quality of the indicators used is of pivotal importance when 

it comes to quantitative, but also qualitative analysis. Overall, indicators must be as 

specific as possible with respect to a particular issue, in order to maximize the 

usefulness of the information for decision-making; they have to be scientifically 

credible, unbiased and representative of the condition concerned. This is even more 

important with a view on a somewhat “blurry” concept as SI still is. Hence, indicator 

development as included in WP4 is done in line with the following elements: 

 

o definition of the characteristics that should be measured 

o identification of the purpose of the indicator and the framework it will be used 

in 

o definition of criteria for selecting indicators 

o identification and evaluation of a potential indicator on the basis of the selection 

criteria 

o pilot-testing of the indicator, based on existing data or field-studies 

o review and evaluation of preliminary indicators 

o decision on the final indicators 

 



 

 

The dependent variable in our model is a measure for SI. As outlined in several ASIS 

documents, SI can hardly be measured by quantitative indicators. Nonetheless, these 

indicators are necessary to measure SI for the sake to identify success factors of SI, as 

well as to develop and run a formal model on SI. Following the idea that social 

innovation leads to new, more effective or efficient social practices with social ends and 

social means, the ASIS project team acknowledges the complexity of quantitatively 

approaching the issue (Franz / Hochgerner / Howaldt, 2012: pp. 4-6). The following 

indicators were identified and taken into consideration for the analysis of SI projects 

(see table 11). 

 
Table 11: Potential Indicators for SI 

Indicators for measuring SI 
Macro-Level / Country-Level 

Number of SI projects 

Investment in SI projects 

Number and Scope of policies to foster SI 

Meso-/Micro-Level / Project Level 
Individual satisfaction/quality of life of individuals addressed by specific SI projects or initiatives 

Stakeholders involved 

Diversity of Stakeholders involved 

Scope/Range: sub-municipal or single quarters/municipal/regional/national/transnational 

Sustainability: Time period of existence of the SI project 

Sustainability: Increasing range of projects (e.g. increasing number of stakeholders involved over 
time) 

Sustainability: Further developments fostered by a specific SI-project or initiatives in terms e.g. of 
enterprises founded out of a SI initiative, or jobs created 

Structural Changes in the national/regional/local administration (e.g. new units for SI, policy 
programs for SI, the creation of funds for SI, the creation of study programs for SI) 

Quality Change (measured as the gap/improvement in service delivery, or outcome numbers of 
specific services 

 
The indicators as proposed can be used to act as the dependent variable, indicating for 

social innovativeness or the “success” of SI on project level. They can be used singularly, 

one by one, as well as in combination in terms of an index to be developed.  



 

 

Index variables have be constructed in a careful manner, as they have special 

characteristics that may make them complex to apply. Overall, an index is derived from 

multiple items, this implies that the items are summated or combined, thereby 

converting a specific procedure into a single measurement or scale. The underlying 

items that form the basis of the index measure something that is underlying, 

quantitative and on a measurement continuum, hence, indices are often ordinal in 

nature. As an answer or response to an item cannot be classified in terms of “yes” or 

“no”, thus, an index variable constitutes a scale measurement that is indicative of some 

hypothetical construct that can typically not be measured by a single question or item. 

Accordingly, higher value of an index might indicate ‘more off’ and lower values ‘less 

off’, with neither being ‘right’ or ‘wrong’. Additionally, an index has to be evaluated in 

terms of its reliability and validity. These aspects are taken into consideration 

developing the index for SI as it will be used in future project stages in WP4. 

As for the independent variables, following our analysis, 3 bundles of factors influence 

the development of SI: Macro-level Institutions, meso-conditions, and micro-level 

project-related factors. 

 

1. Macro-Level conditions  

The main hypothesis of institutional economics is that institutions strongly influence 

human behaviour and therefore also have a strong relevance for the growth and 

development of countries (or lack thereof) (Acemoglu and Robinson, 2012; Obinger, 

2001). While an exclusive and universally accepted definition of institutions is still 

missing, a rather broad consensus has emerged in the literature on what constitutes 

institutions and what their principal functions and effects are. Following North (1991 and 

1992), institutions are interpreted as ‘humanly devised constraints that structure 

political, economic, and social interactions’ (North, 1991). 

They constitute the framework of a society, which to a high degree determines the 

individuals’ activities by providing crucial information and therefore reducing 

uncertainty (Voigt, 2002). This framework does not only comprise the so-called material 

institutions, but also all mechanisms that are able to enforce these very institutions 



 

 

(Erlei et al., 2007). Furthermore, formal as well as informal institutions are comprised by 

that definition. 

In particular, institutions that determine the rules of the game and shape governance 

structures are the focus of NIE and the quantitative approaches that are applied in this 

context. Institutions at these levels are often seen as vital determinants for economic 

wealth/welfare (or the lack thereof). At the same time it is relatively easy to identify – in 

a normative, theory-based approach – how these institutions should be structured to 

reach the overall goal of economic wellbeing and growth, including innovativeness and 

the ability of social innovation in a country. 

Based on these delineations, we consider the country-level institutions: political 

institutions, economic institutions, public and funding policies, as well as informal 

institutions as culture, values or norms.  

The framework of the European Union, regulation and legislation as well as initiatives 

to foster SI projects also is comprised by our macro-level institutions which therewith 

can be understood as a multi-level approach per se. Nonetheless, at the EU level there 

is no variance, as the conditions are influencing all EU member states in the more or 

less same way. 

 

2. Meso-Level conditions 

Meso-level conditions, so our assumption, influence the probability that SI is developed 

by an enabling environment. This can include the demographic structure of a region 

or municipality (rural/urban), the education level and the access to skilled contributors, 

the demographic overall structure (age/sex/diversity), meso-institutional abnormalies 

or a fostering environment (e.g. trough monetary inflows due to regional or structural 

funds, remittances). 

 

3. Micro-Level project factors 

Micro-level factors work on the project level. All project-inherent factors – number of 

employees and involved people as volunteers, topic, project design, etc. are included in 

this level.  

 



 

 

2.2. Success factors of SI – First theoretical and empirical 

insights 
To empirically investigate for the success factors of SI – being it the social 

innovativeness of a region/nation, or the success of a single project, an in-depth analysis 

based on large-scale data is necessary. As this is also part of WP4, conducted in the 

later project stages, the present analysis is based on a qualitative approach. Based on 

interviews of stakeholders and actors, complemented by a literature analysis, success 

factors were carved out, classified, and analyzed more deeply, in particular with a view 

on future use in quantitative research. 

Based on our analysis, the following indicators could be identified to play a pivotal role 

of the success of SI on project level, as well as on the emergence of SI in specific regional 

entities. 

 

• Funding 

• Stakeholders and Networks 

• Sector/Topic 

• Coordination 

• Public Policy 

 

Stakeholders and Networks: 

Social Innovation is driven by stakeholders, so the inclusion of all relevant groups, also 

potential stakeholders, in the whole lifecycle of SI is necessary. 

Actors of SI can be very different groups and individuals. Pure social innovations, which 

are not business innovations and address needs that profit-driven market systems do 

not satisfy, can be a focus of state actors, the government or the administration. Social 

innovators would not have materials means and incentives to invest in pure social 

innovations because these are like new public goods (other cannot be excluded from 

their benefits and marginal costs of an additional person using them is zero). Private 

markets are less likely to dedicate resources to public goods, hence to pure social 

innovations.  



 

 

Therefore, even if there exists a certain degree of market failure possibility, 

governments should provide funding to encourage investment in pure social 

innovation since there are valid motives like improvement of social performance and 

future business innovation creation. The two authors suggest that to incentivize social 

innovators the government could think about payment as a prize funded by taxpayers. 

(Pol / Ville, 2009: 20-22.)  

Voorberg, Bekkers and Tummers state that a necessary condition for social innovation 

in the public sector is the participation of the citizen, who is the end-user. Innovative 

public services which really meet needs of citizens require co-creation/co-production 

between policy makers/politicians and citizens. There are three types of co-creation in 

social innovation and are meant in terms of citizens’ involvement degree. First, citizens 

can be co-implementers of services which in the past only the government has carried 

out. Second, they can be co-designers, meaning that they can be involved in content 

and process of service delivery. Third, they can be initiators of services. Factors which 

influence a citizen’s participation are, for instance, adequate communication channels 

and training of both sides (public officials and citizens), attitudes (i.e., risk-friendly or 

risk-averse) of policy makers towards the idea of involvement of citizens. Other factors 

are the willingness of the citizen, determined by education level, family and personality 

aspects; the awareness regarding the ability and opportunity to get involved; the 

availability of a social capital; and the responsibility of public authorities to successfully 

achieve co-creation (Voorberg / Bekkers / Tummers, 2014: 14-16). 

 

Sector/Topic: 

As outlined above, specific sectors seems to be especially prone to be successfully 

tackled by SI initiatives. While a quantitative analysis is necessary to determine the role 

of the sector/field more precisely, at the current state we can conclude that in particular 

projects related to minorities / segregated social groups, and environmental issues 

stand in the focus. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Public Policy: 

Challenges that impact the society are often not regionally restricted, but impact larger 

regional entities or even the whole globe, e.g. climate change, population ageing, 

poverty, social exclusion, and food and energy insecurity. A pivotal function of public 

policy in this context is to guide research through targeted funding and other 

incentives towards those topics and areas where societal needs are greatest and where 

innovation is needed most, to make better use of innovation in the context of grand 

societal and ecological challenges, and to improve subsequent framework conditions 

for investing in relevant research. 

 

Funding: 

Overall, as delineated above, there are very diverse options to fund SI. Given the 

dominant role of governmental and international bodies in particular in non-profit 

oriented SI initiatives, the role of public funding is pivotal. Hence, specific programs for 

SI and social entrepreneurship are a distinctive factor for making these initiatives 

successful. 

Coordination of Public Policies, in particular funding policies: 

Overall, an improved horizontal and vertical co-ordination and co-ordination between 

the federal and state levels, as well as between the EU-Level and the national level is of 

pivotal relevance to avoid the waste of resources, or the neglect of specific areas or 

topics.  

On the national level, the creation of a single entity with a sustainable resource 

endowment (ministry or national agency) seems to be helpful for the coordinated 

execution of policies; alternatively coordination can take place in a council as a strong 

advisory council, or as a council engaging in policy co-ordination and forward-looking 

decision-making (being anchored at the highest political level) may be helpful.  

This also implies a governance structure of SI units/entities that includes stakeholders, 

via participatory approaches or a structural inclusion. 
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