
 

                         
 

 
 

 

Welcome to the 4th electronic newsletter 
of the EULAKS project! 
After more than two and a half years, the EULAKS project is finally drawing to a close ! 
We want to use this newsletter to announce the project’s final milestone, the EULAKS policy 
workshop to be held on September 23–24, 2010 at the London School of Economics and Political 
Science (LSE), where main research findings and results of various work packages will be 
presented and discussed with policy makers and the public. Furthermore, this edition of the 
newsletter includes a description of the project to create indicators for the knowledge society, 
coordinated by the Universidad Autónoma Metropolitana of Mexico (UAM). 
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1.  Announcement: EULAKS policy 

workshop in London 

 For its final event, 
the EULAKS project will hold a policy 
workshop on September 23–24, 2010 at the 
London School of Economics and Political 
Science (LSE).  Within the framework of the 
workshop, all EULAKS project partners will 
present their central findings, as well as the 
results of their analytical work packages and 
research tasks to policy makers, stakeholders 
and experts, with the objective of jointly 
developing policy recommendations to 
support future SSH cooperation between 
Europe and Latin America.  
A policy workshop entitled “Informing the 

Knowledge Society -Feeding SSH Research 

into Policy Design in Latin America and 

Europe” will discuss the broader aspects of 
using research in the social sciences and 
humanities (SSH) to improve evidence-based 
policy formulation from a European and Latin 
American perspective. 
The policy workshop will be opened with 
welcoming speeches from Manuela Alfé from 
the Directorate for Social Sciences and 
Humanities and Foresight of the European 
Commission.   
A keynote from Annette Boaz (King’s College 
London) on “Real world approaches to 

assessing the impact of research on policy” will 
initiate the thematic session.   

The rest of the workshop will be structured 
around presentations by different work 
package leaders, in each case accompanied by 
an external thematic commentator.   
The first day will end with a comparative 
panel discussion on the utilisation of SSH 
research results for public policy design in 
Europe and Latin America, with the 
participation of Lloyd Anderson (British 
Academy), Christina von Furstenberg 
(UNESCO), Joanna Chataway (RAND Europe), 
and Miguel Lengyel (FLACSO Argentina). The 
discussion will be chaired by Rafael Popper 
(University of Manchester).  
The policy workshop will be closed with a 
final panel discussion on “How can the SSH 
improve the design, implementation and 
monitoring of STI public policy?”  involving 
representatives of the European Commission 
(Cornelia Nauen, Manuela Alfé), Alasdair Reid 

(Technopolis Brussels), Michael Keenan 
(OECD Paris), and Roberto López-Martínez 
(Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, 
Mexico). 
The EULAKS policy workshop is part of the 
preparation process of the “Joint Initiative for 
Research and Innovation EU-LAC”, which was 
adopted as a proposal in May 2010 at the EU-
LAC Ministerial Forum on Science and 
Technology and put forward at the Senior 
Officials’ Meeting in Buenos Aires in February 
2010. The initiative is intended to provide a 
roadmap for the EU-LAC Knowledge Area and 
to enhance bi-regional cooperation in science, 
technology and innovation. The Joint 
Initiative is based on a set of principles and 
strategic issues, including elaboration and 
approval of a series of actions which take into 
consideration the interests, capabilities and 
social needs of each region.  
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If you are interested in participating in the 
EULAKS policy workshop, please fill out our 
online registration form and download the 
detailed agenda at: 
http://www.eulaks.eu/policyworkshop.html 
 
 
2.  Innovation Surveys in Europe and Latin 

America for the Assessment of Knowledge 

Society Indicators  
 
The second EULAKS work package is devoted 
to the assessment and building of European 
and Latin American knowledge society 
research capacities. The Universidad 
Autónoma Metropolitana in Mexico (UAM) is 
coordinating the analysis of innovation 
surveys in the context of including them as a 
component of the knowledge society 
indicator (KSI) set. The analysis includes 
three main areas which have been studied 
through literary reviews and policy document 
research: (a) the history and rationale of 
science and technology statistics; (b) the 
emergence and characteristics of innovation 
measurement; and (c) comparative analysis 
of European and Latin American innovation 
surveys. 
In–depth analysis of these areas could shed 
light on KSIs and be useful for innovation-
related studies. Important lessons have been 
derived from analysis of the diverse drivers 
and evolution of science, technology and 
innovation (STI) statistics, which could 
complement discussion around indicator 
development and public policies concerning  
knowledge societies. 
However, concepts such as information and 
knowledge societies should not be neglected, 
and are greatly indebted and inextricably 
related to the development and evolution of 
social and economic studies and theories of 
technical change and innovation. Among 
these,  studies well worth mentioning include 

those examining science and technology 
sociology — which document debate around 
these apparently distinct spheres of 
knowledge — as well as milestones in the 
development of methods used to measure 
science and its activities, dating back to the 
nineteenth century. Similarly, the evolution of 
diverse currents of heterodox economic 
thought, from the Austrian School to 
institutional and evolutionary economics, as 
well as the development of  innovation 
framework systems, suggest that existence of 
a knowledge economy is crucial to making the 
transition to a conceptual knowledge society. 
Finally, a good deal of cross–fertilization and 
feedback can be obtained through studying 
EU–LA experiences concerning the 
measurement of innovation itself. Potential 
influence and spill–over information exists 
that could be useful in  measuring the 
knowledge society. 
The results of our revision have revealed 
several facets regarding measuring 
innovation, from the dimensions or “cultures” 
influencing STI policy-making and how they 
impact the development of indicators, to 
debates on how to quantify this complex 
phenomenon. Among these, the following 
issues should be mentioned: First, the need to 
take into account a new dimension regarding 
the four science policy “cultures” — 
bureaucratic, research, economic and civic — 
as suggested by Elzinga & Jamison in a classic 
work from 1995. This corresponds to the 
meta–culture of international organizations, 
the interests of which include the diffusion of 
relatively homogeneous rules of international 
trade and cooperation, as well as preservation 
of the prevailing economic system. 
Second, that the development of STI 
measurements and indicators has evolved 
through several stages: (a) from pseudo and 
scientific exercises at the end of the 19th 
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century to formal studies involving different 
aspects of scientific productivity, culminating 
in the development of scientometrics around 
the mid–20th century; (b) after WWII, several 
national and international organizations 
concerned with the development and 
exploitation of scientific knowledge, such as 
NSA and OECD, incorporated the systems 
approach into their endeavours, which in turn 
implied the need to develop performance 
indicators to measure the fulfillment of their 
objectives and; (c) these indicators were 
generalised, fine tuned and specialised, 
arriving, in the case of the OECD, at a set or 
family of manuals which could be used to 
measure STI activities. 
It is important to mention that the 
establishment of performance measurements 
also provides a means to redirect and shape 

activities under scrutiny; i.e. the OECD has not 
only promoted the structuring of science, 
technology and innovation institutions in its 
member countries, but has also embedded a 
guidance mechanism in performance 
measurements, creating awareness of the lack 
of certain activities which could supplement 
national policies. This has led to the 
establishment of “best practices” regarding 
levels and proportions of expenditures and 
human resources (inputs), as well as output 
levels endemic in specific STI performance 
indicators, such as patents or scientific 
publications. 
Third, regarding the transition from the 
measurement of science and technology 
activities to innovation, several debates have 
taken place concerning ‘what, how and where’ 
to quantify innovation. Of these issues, the 
main discussions were related to ‘what and 
how’ questions, involving the dichotomy 
between a subject-based approach — focused 
on the behaviour and activities of firms — 
and an object-based approach, which 

examines significant innovations that have 
been developed. In the end, the latter 
approach was selected because the 
differential success of firms has helped create 
a better understanding of the shaping of 
economic output and its significance, and 
because this approach was more amenable to 
standardisation within a set of indicators. It 
should be noted that in a manner similar to 
science and technology indicators, the object 
approach relied on a series of input–output 
indicators. 
Fourth, while comparing EU Community 
Innovation Surveys and efforts made in Latin 
America (LA) to develop a region–oriented 
innovation measurement manual (the Bogotá 
Manual), as well as diverse examples of 
national innovation surveys, we have found 
very little difference between EU and LA 
surveys. In short, they are all primarily based 
on the OECD Oslo Manual. It is worth 
mentioning that Latin American efforts 
somewhat influenced  amendments included 
in the third edition of the Oslo Manual (2005). 
However, although the Bogotá Manual 
theoretically addressed the subject–object 
approach controversy mentioned above, the 
measurement of innovation based on firms’ 
behaviour and activities is practically absent 
from its suggested indicators. 
Our preliminary conclusions show that 
despite OECD efforts to move away from 
orthodox economics regarding STI policies 
and innovation indicators (which have made 
remarkable gains), these are still heavily 
based on this economic theory, since the 
input–output approach provides an 
accountable version of the production 
function. It is still necessary to review in 
detail the recently published OECD agenda to 
develop renewed innovation indicators. 
Concerning KSI, innovation indicators could 
be very useful inasmuch as they include 
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knowledge transfer and innovation 
capabilities, entrepreneurial behaviour, 
framework conditions and other factors as 
drivers of the knowledge society.  The latter, 
in particular, could be used to analyse gaps in 
relation to economic catching–up, the 
democratisation of knowledge and its equal 
distribution across society. 
 
 
3.  News and events  
 
3.1. This was ESOCITE 2010: 

 

In the last newsletter we announced ESOCITE 
2010 — the VIII Latin-American Congress of 
Social Studies of Science and Technology — 
which took place from July 20 to 23 in Buenos 
Aires.  
Nearly 600 papers from diverse countries 
were handed in, around 480 of which were 
accepted.  Two plenary sessions were held on 
“Science, Technology and Society Agendas in 
Latin America, Europe and the USA” and “Up-
to-Dateness and Tendencies in Research 
Systems”.   
Additionally, four big symposiums were held 
on: (a) S&T for social cohesion; (b) S&T in 
non-hegemonic countries; (c) technologies for 
social inclusion and; (d) the relevance of 
history in understanding S&T in Latin 
America. 
It was agreed that the next ESOCITE congress 
will be held in Mexico in 2012, and prior to 
that the Latin-American Doctorate School in 
Science, Technology and Society in Costa Rica 
in 2011. 
 
3.2 3rd  International Conference on 

Education & Development, Mexico: 

The International Higher Education 
Foundation (FESI) will present a conference 
on “The Role of International Cooperation in 

the Fight Against Poverty and in the Training 
of Scientists-Humanists for the 21st Century”, 
to be held September 10–11, 2010 in Puebla, 
Mexico. For more information, check out the 
conference website at: 
http://www.fesi.org.mx/esp/ 

3.3 New EC Publication: 
 

„Towards the EU-LAC Knowledge Area - 
Scientific and Technological Cooperation 

between Latin America, the Caribbean and the 

European Union for Sustainable Development 

and Social Inclusion” (EC, 2010) 

 
Climate change, demographic transitions, 
expectations for better health and greener 
and more inclusive economies are among the 
drivers for more scientific and technological 
cooperation and innovation. Thus the 
Guadalajara Summit in 2004 placed the 
development of an EU-Latin America-
Caribbean Knowledge Area on the political 
agenda of bi-regional relations. In 2010, this 
concept is gaining fresh momentum through 
the endorsement of a new Joint Initiative for 
Research and Innovation. A new European 
Commission publication traces the 
development of cooperation and illustrates 
the link between policy and action through a 
sample of concrete research collaborations, 
mostly from the 6th and 7th Research 
Framework Programmes.  EULAKS is 
acknowledged in the report for its endeavour 
to value the contributions of the Socio-
Economic Sciences and Humanities (SSH) in 
the process of the opening of the European 
Research Area (ERA) to third countries by 
providing in-depth insights into socio-
economic and policy development processes. 
The full publication is available for download 
at:  
http://www.eulaks.eu/document/4087.html 
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3.4 Forthcoming publications from 

EULAKS partners: 
 

� Rivera León L., Kataishi R., Dini P. (2010): 
"The Socio-Economics of Digital Ecosystems 
Research: Policy Analysis and Methodological 
Tools from an Argentinean Case Study", in: 
Innovation Support in Latin America & 
Europe, ISLAE, Glasgow University. 
 
� Robert V., Yoguel G. (2011): "The Complex 
Dynamics of Development", in: The 
Economics Complexity of Thechological 
Change: Interactions, Knowledge and Path 
dependence, Cristiano Antonelli (Ed.) Edward 
Elgar Publishing.  
 
� Barletta F., Yoguel G. (2009): “La actualidad 
del pensamiento de Schumpeter”, in: Revista 
de Trabajo Nueva Época, Año 5, N° 7. 
Ministerio de Trabajo, Empleo y Seguridad 
Social de la República Argentina. 
 
� Yoguel G., Robert V. (2010): "Capacities, 
Processes and Feedbacks, The Complex 
Dynamics of Development", in: Seoul Journal 
of Economics, Vol 23, Num. 2. 
 
� Robert V., Yoguel G., Cohan L., Trajtenberg L. 
(2010):"Estrategias de innovación y dinámica 
del empleo en tramas productivas 
Argentinas", in: Revista Economía Teroía y 
Práctica Universidad Autónoma 
Metropolitana de México. N° 32. 
 


