CIENCE

EURDPEHN Attachment 1
OLINDATION

ESF RESEARCH NETWORKING PROGRAMMES - FACTS AND FIGURES

The Research Networking Programme scheme has a special place among ESF synergy instruments
encouraging and stimulating cooperation between researchers and Member Organisations by creating
a platform for nationally funded research groups to advance the frontiers of science. The instrument,
active since 1975, has promoted European level collaboration for more than three decades with great
success. The RNPs support a range of activities in which over 9.800 researchers participate annually.

Table 1 shows participations by type of activity and Chart 1 by country in RNPs activities.

Table 1: Participants per type of 2005 2006 2007 2009  TOTAL
RNP activity by year B e
Workshops/Conferences 6431 7325 8186 9132 7425 38499
Exchange visits 626 820 860 860 858 4024
School/Training 521 828 1279 2064 1786 6478
TOTAL 7578 8973 10325 12056 10069 49001

Chart 1: Participants across RNP activities by country
(2005 - 2009)
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On the basis of these recommendations one Chart 2: Partici.pation of ESF MO countries in running
joint list of top-ranked proposals across all RNPs in 2009 (by number of RNPs)
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