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Table 5. Research Tax Credit in figures.

1994-20L (average [Dgf year)
2005 982 M€
2007 1,700 ..
2008 4,000 M€

The ceiling for the inclusion of these expenditures rose from 10 to
12 € in 2008. Thus, from this statement, expenditures on R&D carried out by
research institutions or universities are funded at 60 % by the CIR (in the
limit of 12 M€ R&D and outsourced to the first slice of up to 100 M€
expenses). Moreover, the list of research institutions eligible for the doubling
of the invoice has been made larger.

11. Public/private partnerships in research and innovation
in France

In France as in many developed countries, public/p -ate partnerships are
considered as key elements for innovation and economic development. It is
the reason why technology transfer is one of the missions of public
institutions of higher education and research. It is also for this reason that
sponsored research and collaborative research are strongly supported by
national and local governments. Furthermore, since the end of the 90’s, the
emphasis has been on the creation of hew innovative and technological
companies but more recently, the government decided to support specifically
other ways of transferring technology from public labs to companies.

12. Facts and figures

In terms of performance in tech transfer and sponsored and collaborative
research, there are large differences between French institutions. Some
institutions are well advanced: CEA, Institut Pasteur, INRA, CNRS, INSERM,
INRIA, a few universities (incl. Université Pierre et Marie Curie) and few
« Grandes écoles ». At the other end of the spectrum, other institutions are
clearly new players in this type of activities.

International benchmark are difficult to set up as a lot of data bases
strongly depend on the type of organisation existing in each country. For
instance, in a lot of countries, the intellectual property owned by institutions
is slightly different from the intellectual property coming from the same
institutions because some faculty members are allowed to keep ownership
of their inventions or are/were used to transfer it to a parther company.
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efficiently. The general objective is to increase the performance, the visibility
and the international out ich of F  1ch R&D and innovation.

Two very important texts were passed by the French , arliament: first,
the program law of 2006 for research, and the act of 2007 1 the fre iom
and responsibility of universities, significantly enhancing the capabilities of
university initiatives and improving their visibility on the European and
international scene. Other decisions were made in 2008 to improve a system
too complex and too fragmented and to support business R&D at a so far
unknown level, in a time when the society claims for research and innovation
capacity building.

However, the need for clear priorities defined at the national level was
also urgently felt to complete this new configuration of the French system for
research and innovation.

It is the reason why the government decided to develop a national
strategy for research and innovation (SNRI).

This national st ‘egy is actually something completely new in France.
Previously, the choice of priorittes was made implicitly as the result of
rs
hedging decisions made by the national government. This set of decisions
frequently lacked consistency and, consequently, resources were often
scattered throughout the system.

This new strategy aims to increase the readability of the French
scientific policy, to shape a favourable environment for creativity and
innovation, to mobilize the human potential in a more efficient way and to
consider the European research area as the nat al framework for action.

The national strategy of research and innovation does not intend to
replace the mission of research organizations including programming or the
intelligence work conducted continuously by the research community. It was
intended to provide a strategic tool and a global roadmap to support decision
and meet the major societal and economic issues. SNRI is also an
opportunity to address the issue of changing the environment and modes of
knowledge production and innovation. It is finally the opportunity to discuss
openly about research and innovation and the part they have to play in our
society.

This exercise required a process of elaboration and consensus
building on the viewpoints of scientists, socio-economic and other
stakeholders, through a steering committee, working groups, and an Internet
consultation open to the public.

The analysis has been conducted from a definition of fields inciuding
socio-economics, whether the expectations of our fellow citizens of the
world's economic needs. The reflection has incorporated the strengths of
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in higher education, in re. arch 1d in busine: are identii 1 and
specifically supported.

The process of discussing and defining a national strategy for
research and innovation, which was deeply needed, has been launched.
A first sketch of this strategy has emerged from a large set of meetings and
workshops.

These changes — at any level: nation, region, institution, laboratory but
also individual scientist or staff member — are difficult to dnive. To be
successful, they need time, patience, explications, continuity and
consistency.
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