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PROGRAMME

 09:00 - 09:30 REGISTRATION & COFFEE

 09:30 - 10:00  SESSION I – OPENING SESSION

   Silvio Gonzato - Director for Strategic Communications, 
   Parliamentary and Legal Affairs at the European External Action Service

   Prof. Luk Van Langenhove - Institute for European Studies, 
   VUB and Scientific Coordinator EL-CSID

 10:00 - 11:00 SESSION II – PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF THE FINAL REPORT  
   “EU CULTURAL AND SCIENCE DIPLOMACY IN AN ERA OF NATIONALIST  
   INTROSPECTION”

                         Prof. Richard Higgott (University of Warwick & Institute for European   
   Studies, VUB & Virginia Proud (Institute for European Studies, VUB)

   Chair: Jean-Christophe Bas (CEO and Chairman of the Global Compass  
   and CEO of the Dialogue of Civilizations Institute)

 11:00 - 11:30   COFFEE BREAK

 11:30 - 13:00  SESSION III – HIGH LEVEL ROUND TABLE DIALOGUE OF CULTURES “EU  
   CULTURAL AND SCIENCE DIPLOMACY FROM THE OUTSIDE: COMMENTS  
   AND PROVOCATIONS”

   Speakers from:

   China: Prof. Xinning Song, Director Confucius Institute VUB

   South Africa: Andrew Bradley: Former Director of the Office of   
                                 International IDEA to the European Union

                        Turkey: Prof. Selin Senocak, Centre d’Études Diplomatiques et    
   Strategiques and UNESCO Cultural Diplomacy Chair Holder

   Kazakhstan: Prof. Neil Collins, Nazarbayev University

   Chair: Prof. Luk Van Langenhove

 13:00 - 14:00 LUNCH
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PROGRAMME

  14:00 - 15:15  SESSION IV – PANEL ON EU CULTURAL RELATIONS AND DIPLOMACY

   Prof. Toby Miller, University of California and Murdoch University

   Prof. Caterina Carta, Université Laval, Québec

   Riccardo Trobbiani, United Nations University Institute on Comparative  
   Regional Integration Studies 

   Dr. Andrew Murray, Vesalius College

   Chair: Prof. Richard Higgott

  15:15 - 16:30  SESSION V – PANEL ON SCIENCE AND INNOVATION DIPLOMACY 

   Prof. Diane Stone, University of Warwick

   Dr. Ulrich Schreiterer, WZB Berlin Social Science Center 

   Dr. Jos Leijten, Joint Institute for Innovation Policy

   Prof. Yee-Kuang Heng &  
   Nobuyuki Sakai, Graduate School of Public Policy, University of Tokyo 

                      Chair: Prof. John Wood, Chair of the Advisory Board of ATTRACT, former  
   Secretary General at the Association of Commonwealth Universities
 
  16:30 - 17:00  COFFEE BREAK

  17:00 - 18:00  SESSION VI – HIGHER EDUCATION AS AN INSTRUMENT OF  
   EUROPEAN CULTURAL AND SCIENCE DIPLOMACY

   

   Prof. Richard Higgott, Institute for European Studies, VUB

   Prof. Joachim Koops (Scientific Director Institute of Security and Global   
   Affairs, University of Leiden)  
   & Silviu Piros (Institute for European Studies, VUB)

   Chair: Prof. Jan Danckaert, vice-rector education and student affairs, VUB

  18:00   DRINKS
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SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS

SESSION I – OPENING SESSION 

Luk Van LANGENHOVE is Academic Commissioner for International 
institutes and Networks at the Vrije Universiteit Brussel and scientific 
coordinator of the H2020 project EL-CSID. Between December 2017 
and January 2019, he served as Academic Director a.i. at the Institute 
for European Studies (IES) at the Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB). He 
previously held the position of Director at the United Nations University 
Institute on Comparative Regional Integration Studies (UNU-CRIS) in 
Bruges and Representative of the Rector at UNESCO in Paris. Before, 
he was Deputy Secretary-General of the Belgian Federal Ministry of 

Science Policy, Deputy Chief of Cabinet of the Belgian Federal Minister of Science Policy and a 
researcher and lecturer at the Free University of Brussels (VUB). From 2006 until 2010 he was 
Vice-President of the International Social Sciences Council. He currently also teaches at the VUB 
(course: the psychology of communication) and has been teaching as guest professor at the 
College of Europe, the University of Maastricht and Université Libre de Bruxelles.
Since 2018 he is a honorary professorial fellow at Warwick University.

Professor Van Langenhove is a graduate of the Free University of Brussels (VUB) and received his 
Ph.D. in Psychology from the same university. He has published widely on regional integration, 
social sciences theory, positioning theory and psychology. Next to more than 150 scholarly articles 
and reports, he authored several books, including: De Opmars van de Regio’s (Die Keure, 2014), 
Building Regions (Asghate, 2011), People and Societies (Routledge, 2010), World-Regional Social 
Policy and Global Governance (with Deacon, Yeates and Macovei, Routledge, 2010), Innovating 
the Social Sciences (2007), De Benelux: Tijd voor een Wedergeboorte? (with Wouters et al., 2006), 
Positioning Theory (with Harré, 1998). He is also the editor of The EU as a Global Player: The Politics 
of Interregionalism (with Söderbaum, 2006), Global Politics of Regionalism: Theory and Practice 
(with Farrell and Hettne, 2005).

Silvio GONZATO is Director of Interinstitutional Relations, Policy 
Coordination and Public Diplomacy at the European External Action 
Service. He started his career at the EU in 1988. 

Previous to his appointment in the EEAS, Mr. Gonzato was Head of the 
Secretariat of the European Parliament’s Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
where his responsibilities covered among others, advice to the chair 
regarding the organization of the activities of the committee, contacts 
with other EU Institutions, with the European External Action Service 
and with diplomatic missions in Brussels. 
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In July 2014 he was appointed Director for Human Rights and Democracy European External 
Action (EEAS). In this capacity he was responsible for the organization and contents of all HR-
related dialogues and consultations between the EU and partner countries (over 40 of them), 
the development of policy guidelines, and guidance to EU bilateral and multilateral delegations 
in matters pertaining to HR and democracy support. He was also responsible for Election 
Observation activities. 

Since September 2015 he is Director for Interinstitutional relations, Policy coordination and 
Public diplomacy at the EEAS. His current responsibilities cover relations with all EU institutions 
and representation of the EEAS in negotiations having institutional or legal implications. He is in 
charge of coordinating all political and legislative files and preparing the meetings of the Foreign 
Affairs Council. He is also responsible for public diplomacy activities (including promoting cultural 
affairs in EU external relations), strategic communication issues. In this context he oversees the 
EEAS communications strategy. 

SESSION II - PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF THE FINAL REPORT ‘EU CULTURAL  
AND SCIENCE DIPLOMACY IN AN ERA OF NATIONALIST INTROSPECTIO’

Richard HIGGOTT is Distinguished Visiting Professor at the Vesalius 
College and Emeritus Professor of International Political Economy at 
the University of Warwick. He held early career junior appointments at 
several universities including the University of Western Australia and 
the John F. Kennedy School of Government at Harvard followed by 
appointments as Professor (International Politics and Public Policy) at 
the Australian National University and Director of its Graduate Training 
Programme for the Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade and Professor of Government at the University of Manchester 

before moving to Warwick where he founded and directed the Centre for Globalisation and 
Regionalisation. Between 2006 and 2014 he held senior administrative appointments as Pro 
Vice Chancellor (Research) at Warwick and Vice Chancellor of Murdoch University in Australia.

Distinctions include a Fulbright Fellowship, the Hallsworth Fellowship and the ‘Asia Chair’ at the 
Fondation Nationale des Sciences Politiques. He has been President of the Australasian Political 
Science Association, Vice President of the International Studies Association. He is an elected 
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Fellow of the UK Academy of Social Sciences and an Honorary Life Member of the Australian 
Institute of International Affairs of which he is also a former National Director. He has had Visiting 
Professorships at Chulalongkorn University, Bangkok; the Rajaratnam School of International 
Studies, Singapore; the Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik, Berlin and the Diplomatische Akademie 
Marie Therese, Vienna. Competitively secured research grant income as Principal Investigator 
exceeds Euro 20 million.

He is the author and/or editor of 20 plus books and monographs and 120 plus peer reviewed 
book chapters and articles in major journals such as International Organization, Political Science 
Quarterly, International Political Science Review, International Affairs, International Journal, Review of 
International Studies, Review of International Political Economy, New Political Economy,  International 
Relations, International Politics, Politique Etrangére, International Politik, Global Economic Review, 
Global Society, Studies in Comparative International Development, Business and Politics, International 
Relations of the Asia Pacific, Pacific Economic Papers, Journal of European Public Policy, European 
Foreign Affairs Record, Journal of Modern African Studies, Critical Asian Studies, Third World Quarterly, 
and others. He has edited three major peer reviewed journals: The Australian Journal of International 
Affairs, Global Governance and The Pacific Review.

Virginia PROUD LLB, MBA is a Research Officer at the Vrije Universiteit 
Brussel, working for the EL CSID project. Her research and publications 
cross culture and science diplomacy, and she is co-author of “Resilience 
Strategies as a Response to Nationalists as Actors of Foreign Cultural 
Policy” for the Institut für Auslandsbeziehungen (Stuttgart). She is based 
in Budapest, where since 2012, she pursued cross-cultural arts alliances 
within Hungary and Europe; as founder and Artistic Director of Budapest 
English Theatre. Her original plays have been performed in Hungary and 
The Czech Republic. Her diverse career includes international leadership 

roles in the corporate and services sectors; as lead consultant in research and innovation for The 
Leading Edge, Marketing Director for Innovation, for Diageo Great Britain plc, and Global Brands 
Innovation Director for Diageo Australia Ltd, Strategy Consultant for LEK Consulting Ltd and as 
a private consultant on business strategy, consumer insights, branding and innovation. Prior to 
completing her MBA in 1998, she was a practicing barrister and solicitor in Western Australia. 

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS

SESSION II - PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF THE FINAL REPORT ‘EU CULTURAL  
AND SCIENCE DIPLOMACY IN AN ERA OF NATIONALIST INTROSPECTIO’
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Jean-Christophe BAS has been the CEO of the Dialogue of Civilizations 
Research Institute since September 2018. He has previously held 
senior policy positions with intergovernmental organisations over 
the past twenty years. From 1999 to 2008, he was the Head of Policy 
Dialogue at the World Bank and set up innovative mechanisms of 
strategic engagement with key decision and opinion makers around the 
world. Collaborating with chief economists Joe Stiglitz, Nobel laureate 
in economics, and Nick Stern, Bas was coordinator of the ABCDE, the 
premiere global conference on development economics. 

From 2008 to 2014, Bas was the Head of Strategic Development and Partnerships at the United 
Nations of the Alliance of Civilizations.In this capacity, he worked closely with UNAOC successive 
High Representatives Jorge Sampaio, former President of Portugal and Nassir Abdulaziz Al-
Nasser, former President of the General assembly of the UN. Bas has forged innovative initiatives 
with major world corporate brands (BMW Group, Vivendi, Silicon Valley firms, Education First, 
among others.) to enhance intercultural understanding and cooperation. Jean-Christophe Bas is 
spearheading the expansion of the activities of the Alliance of Civilizations in the Asia and Pacific 
Region (China, Korea, India, Australia, Malaysia, Indonesia, and other ASEAN countries). 

Bas has also been designing and heading the world campaign ‘Do One Thing for Diversity and 
Inclusion’, aimed at building a world movement in support of diversity with partners such as 
UNESCO, the Red Cross, American Airlines, Civicus, Intel, Deloitte). He coordinates the UNAOC 
Global Forum (Istanbul, Rio de Janeiro, Doha, Vienna, and Bali), and is the founder of a fellowship 
program for emerging leaders to foster dialogue and understanding between the Western 
world and the Muslim countries, in partnership with the League of Arab States, British Council, 
Organization of Islamic Conference, Institute of International Education, and Euronews. In 2014 
and 2015, Jean-Christophe Bas served as Director of Democratic Citizenship and Participation at 
the Council of Europe, running a team of approximately 160 staff working to foster democratic 
competences, participation and responsible citizenship, and fighting radicalisation and extremism.

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS

SESSION II - PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF THE FINAL REPORT ‘EU CULTURAL  
AND SCIENCE DIPLOMACY IN AN ERA OF NATIONALIST INTROSPECTIO’
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SESSION III - HIGH LEVEL ROUND TABLE DIALOGUE OF CULTURES “EU CULTURAL AND 
SCIENCE DIPLOMACY FROM THE OUTSIDE: COMMENTS AND PROVOCATIONS”

Xinning SONG is a Distinguished Professor at the School of International 
Studies, Renmin University of China and a Jean Monnet Chair ad 
personam. He was the Vice Chair and then Associate Dean of the School, 
Director of the Centre for European Studies which is the Jean Monnet 
Centre of Excellence, Senior Research Fellow at UNU-CRIS, Research 
Scholar at LSE and Fulbright Professor at UC San Diego. He is now 
serving as the China Director of the Confucius Institute, and Brussels 
Academy for China and European Studies at VUB.

Andrew Bradley provides international advisory and consultation 
services on governance, development and democracy.  During the 
period 2012-2018 he headed the Office of the International Institute 
for Democracy and Electoral Assistance (International IDEA) to the EU 
in Brussels, Belgium.  Andrew was previously the Assistant Secretary-
General for Political Affairs and Human Development of the African, 
Caribbean and Pacific (ACP) Group of States. Prior to that, he served 
as a diplomat in South African Embassies and Missions in Canada, 
Switzerland and Belgium. In this capacity, he contributed to the 
negotiations for South Africa’s accession to the ACP Group and the 

Lomé Convention (now Cotonou Agreement), and was a member of the South African Negotiating 
Team for the South Africa-EU Trade, Development and Cooperation Agreement (TDCA). In his 
service to the ACP Group, Andrew participated in the first phase (all ACP) of negotiations for 
ACP-EU Economic Partnership Agreements (EPAs), contributed to the successful 2005 revision 
of the Cotonou Agreement, and was the ACP Group’s coordinator for the 2010 revision of the 
Agreement. He is a Scientific Advisor at the Université libre de Bruxelles, and served on the 
Results Management Council (RMC) and Consultative Group (GC) of the World Bank’s Global 
Facility for Disaster Reduction and Recovery (GFDRR). Andrew authored and contributed to 
numerous articles and publications,  and his academic qualifications include graduate and post-
graduate degrees and diplomas in Political Sciences, Strategic Studies, International Marketing 
and International Politics.

“How EU Cultural and Science Diplomacy can support Democracy”. 

"The global order and the EU have changed since the adoption of the Council Conclusions on 
“Democracy Support in the EU External Relations in 2009” and its accompanying “Agenda for Action”, 
and other important global and EU policy frameworks - ie. the 2030 Agenda, EU Global Strategy, and 
New European Consensus on Sustainable Development. Given present geo-political dynamics, the 
importance of increased EU support for democracy cannot be over-stated. The 2030 Agenda directs 

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS
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the EU to make the case for democracy in clear and compelling terms. Applying cultural and science 
diplomacy for championing democracy could provide the EU with the opportunity to increase its global 
reach and impact”.

Naciye Selin SENOCAK is Professor in Political Scientist, Chair Holder 
of UNESCO Cultural Diplomacy, Governance and Education, Director 
of the Diplomatic and Strategic Studies Center,  Researcher for the 
European Leadership in Cultural, Science and Innovation Diplomacy 
(EL-CSID),  President of KARAD (BlackSea Women Association for 
Sustainable Development) and Armenia-Azerbaijan Civil Peace Platform  
Steering Committee Board Member . She served as Deputy Dean at 
Ecole Polytechnique de Lausanne - EPFL (Swiss Federal İnstitute of 
Technology). She was the Founding Director of Occidental Studies 
Applied Research Center at IAU. Visiting professor at Azerbaijan 

Diplomatic Academy (ADA) and ETHZ (Swiss Federal Instıtute of Technology Zurich). 

She graduated from Ecole des Hautes Etudes Internationales, where she obtained her PhD’s 
degree on International Relations, Strategy and Diplomacy. She studied at Sciences-Po Paris, 
Université de la Sorbonne and CNAM Paris. She is an International Relations expert with a real 
passion in the cultural field and development. She focuses her academic career and research 
studies on cultural diplomacy and implementation of educational system in emerging countries.  
Senocak, teaches, publishes, and organizes initiatives in the field of international relations, conflict 
resolution, cultural diplomacy and sustainable development with a special focus on intercultural 
dialogue between Western and Muslim countries.

‘The challenge of Muslim Integration in Europe through Cultural Diplomacy: The Paradox of Turkey’   

In June 2016, the European Commission presented the ‘Strategy for International Cultural Relations’ with the 
aim of encouraging cultural cooperation between the EU and its partner countries to promote a global order 
based on peace, the rule of law, freedom of expression, mutual understanding and respect for fundamental 
values. Turkey has distinct importance in EU external policies; nevertheless, cultural misunderstanding, 
misinterpreted perceptions, ethnocentrism and axiological nihilism between Turkey and the EU remain strong 
sources of tension for Turkey’s putative accession to the EU. 
The ‘Europeanness’ of Turkey’s cultural identity has always been a divisive subject. Due to its geopolitical 
position and cultural identity as a Muslim secular state, Turkey is a cultural bridge between the West 
and Muslim countries, in theory making it particularly important in cultural diplomacy for EU foreign 
policy. Nevertheless, the diplomatic tension between Turkey and the EU over the accession question 

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS
SESSION III - HIGH LEVEL ROUND TABLE DIALOGUE OF CULTURES “EU CULTURAL AND 

SCIENCE DIPLOMACY FROM THE OUTSIDE: COMMENTS AND PROVOCATIONS”
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reflects the difficulty of integrating Muslim immigrant populations whose customs or beliefs render 
them far removed from traditional European lifestyles.

Islam constitutes the second religious group in the European society of multiple beliefs. In the European 
con¬text, one of the most important issues concerns whether Islam is compatible with the European 
value system and whether Muslims are well inte¬grated into European societies or some of them 
suffer from social exclusion and alienation. The EU’s cultural identity and values can create so¬cial 
exclusion and identity crises within Muslim minorities in Europe who are culturally perceived as the 
“others”. The social exclusion of Muslims in Europe is undeniably linked to the identity cri¬ses which 
have rendered European Muslims vul¬nerable to Islamist radicalisation and indoctrina¬tion. 

Cultural issues have been barriers to the integration of certain states into the EU as is in part the case 
in Turkey’s 55-year wait for entry. The EU’s indecisiveness regarding this accession has underlined its 
continued uncertainty regarding which axiological path it will take. Europe is currently experiencing 
an identity crisis and is divided by its ethnocentric conservatism and its utopian political ambition of 
cosmopolitanism, as well as the rise nationalist populist movements in some member states. The 
success of European cultural diploma¬cy in Muslim majority countries will depend on the success 
of its public diplomatic efforts with the European Muslim community and their inte¬gration into the 
European secular public sphere.

Neil COLLINS is a professor at Nazarbayev University, Kazakhstan. He 
is a past president of the Political Studies Association of Ireland and a 
former Centennial Scholar at the American Political Science Association 
in Washington DC. He is the author of several books, including The 
Politics of Everyday China, Manchester University Press, 2018.

Becoming partners: European cultural diplomacy in Central Asia

Given the emerging geopolitical imperatives, Central Asia is a particularly significant focal point for 
European cultural and scientific diplomacy. It is also a region in which the European Union and its 
member states can conduct their diplomacy outside of the context of a shared colonial history. This 
paper examines the instruments employed in this context by EU member states and asks why some 
have successful outcomes and others not. In addition, it examines the diplomatic impact of the EU as 
a collective entity.

SESSION IV - PANEL ON EU CULTURAL RELATIONS AND DIPLOMACY

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS
SESSION III - HIGH LEVEL ROUND TABLE DIALOGUE OF CULTURES “EU CULTURAL AND 

SCIENCE DIPLOMACY FROM THE OUTSIDE: COMMENTS AND PROVOCATIONS”
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SESSION IV - PANEL ON EU CULTURAL RELATIONS AND DIPLOMACY

Toby MILLER is Research Professor of the Graduate Division, 
University of California, Riverside; Sir Walter Murdoch Professor of 
Cultural Policy Studies, Murdoch University; Profesor Invitado, Escuela 
de Comunicación Social, Universidad del Norte; and Professor in the 
Institute for Media and Creative Industries, Loughborough University 
London. The author and editor of over forty books, his work has been 
translated into Spanish, Chinese, Portuguese, Japanese, Turkish, 
German, Italian, Farsi, and Swedish. His most recent volumes are  El 
Trabajo Cultural (2018), Greenwashing Culture (2018), Greenwashing Sport 
(2018), The Routledge Companion to Global Cultural Policy (co-edited, 

2018), Global Media Studies (co-authored, 2015), The Routledge Companion to Global Popular 
Culture (edited, 2015), Greening the Media (co-authored, 2012) and Blow Up the Humanities (2012). 
He is President of the Cultural Studies Association (US). 

 Hold the Panic! Fake News Has Always Been with Us, and Always Will Be.
 
Like its cousin Post-Truth, the expression Fake News has been a crucial component of the current moral 
panic among liberal capitalists and democrats over another cousin, ‘populism.’ The panic represents an 
ahistorical understanding of all these phenomena, most notably the idea of ‘Fake News’ as somehow new 
and distinctly related to the newer rather than middle-aged and venerable media. I’ll suggest, drawing 
largely on examples from the Anglo world and Latin America, that this is not the case.

Caterina CARTA is Associate Professor of International Relations at 
Université Laval (Quebec City, Canada). She holds a Canada Research 
Chair in Public Diplomacy.  

 

National ways to Cultural Diplomacy in Europe 

This paper looks at cultural policy and diplomacy from a state’s perspective and compares and contrasts 
the Cultural Diplomacy (CD) models of France, the UK, Germany and Spain. It sets up a framework to 

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS
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analyze different “national ways to CD”, as deriving from administrative traditions and the constitutive 
norms from which they emanate. The paper focuses onto two dimensions, one functional and one 
territorial. From the territorial angle, it compares and contrasts the principles guiding the devolution of 
CD competences to sub-state public entities such as regions (désétatisation). In terms of functional 
delegation, the article explores the ways in which the so-called arm-length principle applies to CD, 
that is the degree to which CD competences are delegated to public, non-governmental entities, such 
as the Cultural Institutes. In doing so, this contribution reflects on how the different institutional and 
organizational CD machineries of the Member States potentially impact the making of the EU’s strategy 
for intercultural relations.

Riccardo TROBBIANI is Project Researcher at the United Nations 
University Institute on Comparative Regional Integration Studies (UNU-
CRIS). At UNU-CRIS, he enquires into the role of culture and science in 
EU external relations, including trade and development policies, within 
the EU-funded project EL-CSID. His main research interests include EU 
cultural relations with the MENA region, EU science diplomacy and the 
link between culture and development policies. He also has academic 
expertise and professional experience in the field of regional and local 
representation in the EU.

 

Culture in EU External Relations: Strategic Reflections and Future Scenarios
 
The future of EU international cultural relations will depend upon factors which this policy paper 
presents as internal and external to the EU. In reality, they influence each other and transcend political 
borders. The rise of populist and nationalist forces takes place both within and outside Europe. The 
global nature of the challenges humanity faces in terms of trust, tolerance and education affect in 
different ways all countries and transversally impact our capacity to achieve sustainable development. 
Hard power seems to be gaining prominence over soft power and persuasion. Uses of soft power 
(and propaganda) persist in the framework of identity politics, where culture is increasingly regarded 
as a set of national features defined in oppositions to others, rather than a tool for dialogue and 
cooperation. In whatever direction these factors evolve, the foresight analysis presented in this paper 
points at a key finding: investing in stronger EU cooperation in international cultural relations, rather 
than cultural diplomacy, remains the best solution for EU leadership. An EU strategic approach to 
international cultural relations rooted in development policy and inter-cultural dialogue bears the 
promise to facilitate cooperation among EU institutions, member states and their cultural institutes, 
as well as broader cultural networks based on innovative models. Concerning EU policy goals, an 

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS

SESSION IV - PANEL ON EU CULTURAL RELATIONS AND DIPLOMACY
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approach based on subsidiarity and arm’s length relations with cultural actors can serve EU’s interests 
better than a top-down cultural diplomacy. Building economic, social and human development as well 
as trust and peaceful relations with third countries starting from the European Neighbourhood are EU’s 
key priorities, all aims to which ICR can potentially contribute, depending on the size and quality of 
resources invested. However, a series of criticalities could potentially affect this emerging policy, which 
calls for some recommendations on the process and content of the approach under development. 
 

Andrew MURRAY until very recently (July 2018) was Director of the 
Global Office of EUNIC (European Union National Institutes for Culture) 
based in Brussels. Prior to this he worked for the British Council in Europe 
and Africa with postings in Malawi, Poland, Romania and Brussels 
as well as senior posts in British Council HQ in London. Originally a 
teacher and academic, Andrew has a doctorate from the University 
of Manchester in the politics of Irish nationalism as well as degrees 
in History from Cambridge and Boston. Over the past three years he 
has worked closely with the European Commission and the European 

External Action Service on the new EU strategic approach to International Cultural Relations, 
focusing in particular on how this approach might be implemented via a partnership between 
EU institutions and member states. He is currently preparing to return to academia to teach and 
research in cultural diplomacy and cultural relations. 

Piloting the new strategic approach to culture and EU external relations: the partnership between 
EUNIC clusters and EU Delegations

In 2017-18, the European Union of National Institutes of Culture (EUNIC) together with the EEAS and DG 
Education and Culture,  gathered evidence from EU Delegations and Member State National Cultural 
Institutes engaged in joint projects in fourteen countries across the world.  Quantitative and qualitative 
data from these partnerships was analysed to provide recommendations for the implementation of 
the new strategic approach to culture and EU external relations.  This paper outlines the risks and 
issues associated with the implementation of these recommendations and at the same time uses the 
evidence gathered from the exercise to highlight possibly the most significant risk to the new strategy: 
the gaps in knowledge and understanding which exist between the academics, policy makers and 
practitioners of public diplomacy, cultural diplomacy and cultural relations.
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Diane STONE is Centenary Professor in Public Policy at the Institute 
for Governance and Policy Analysis (IGPA) at the University of 
Canberra. She is also Professor in Politics and International Studies 
at the University of Warwick which she joined in January 1996.  For 
the past three years, she has been a participant on the Horizon 2020 
EL-CSID consortium working on science diplomacy.  For the past two 
decades, Diane has been a visiting professor at the Central European 
University (CEU) in Budapest. From 2004 to 2008, she was a European 
Commission Marie Curie Chair and founding Professor of the Public 
Policy Department at CEU where she established the Erasmus Mundus 
dual degree consortium MundusMAPP. 

Currently she is Vice President of the International Public Policy Association and she is also 
Consulting Editor of Policy and Politics. From 2005-2008 she was co-editor of Global Governance: 
A Review of Multilateralism and International Institutions sponsored by the Academic Council of 
the United Nations System. Her professional and research interests are in the area of public 
policy, globalisation and governance. Working at the World Bank Institute In Washington DC. 
she was a member of the Secretariat that launched in 1999 the Global Development Network 
subsequently becoming a member of its Governing Body for three years. Until 2012, she was a 
member of the Council of the Overseas Development Institute - a London based think tank. Diane 
was also a board member of the Think Tank Fund, a grant-making body supported by the Open 
Society Foundations network.  Professor Stone has just completed editing an Oxford Handbook 
of Global Policy and Transnational Administration for OUP and will soon finish writing a monograph 
for Cambridge University Press tentatively titled: Global Policy: Power, Partners and Persuasion.

Science diplomacy in transnational policy communities 

Public and private actors in transnational policy communities utilise (scientific) evidence and as a 
result, science diplomacy has become a “both a driver and by-product” of the internationalisation of 
science. A key feature of contemporary of many transnational policy communities is their foundation 
on (social) scientific knowledge and expertise. They incorporate expertise in some measure to define 
the cause-and-effect relations that create global problems, to guide policy action and to establish the 
mechanisms and social practices of cooperation and coordination between international organisations, 
their partners and other stakeholders in transnational policy communities. Expertise and evidence is 
an important source of legitimacy. And ‘science’ can play an important role as an “epistemological 
arbiter”. Expert knowledge becomes congruent with governance. Experts co-author problem definition 
with government officials, are commissioned by international organisations and co-construct global 
policy institutions.
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Ulrich SCHREITERER is a senior researcher at the WZB Berlin Social 
Science Center. He read sociology, history, and German literature in 
Marburg, Bielefeld and at the LSE and got a PhD in sociology from Bielefeld 
University. From there, he started a career in academic management 
and research policy that took him to the German Council of Science 
and Humanities (Wissenschaftsrat), the Bertelsmann Foundation and 
its subsidiary Center for Higher Education (CHE). In the late 1990s, he 
conducted projects as a consultant on institutional strategies for Higher 
Education, research and innovation for the German Federal Ministry 
of Education and Research and Rectors’ Conference, the Volkswagen 

Foundation and the European University Association. From 2003 until joining the WZB in mid-
2008, he was a senior research scholar and lecturer in Sociology at Yale University. His main 
fields of interests are comparative studies of higher education and research governance, the 
workings and political economy of international research collaboration, and science diplomacy. 

Sunset or new dawn? European Science Diplomacy in times of reinvigorated
nationalism and growing international tensions

During the last decade or so, Science Diplomacy (SD) has made a remarkable career in European 
policymaking: Both the European Commission (EC) and many Member States have been keen taking to 
the term for a whole range of issues and activities in their foreign policy and international relations. Yet 
the concerns, starting points, role and responsibilities of the EC in that new policy field still appear as 
vague and contested, in particular in relation with the respective claims and activities of the Member 
States some of which have harnessed it successfully for quite some time already. While there is but 
very little headway in the division of labor and responsibilities, strategic coordination and common 
programs in European SD as a field of multi-level governance, its political framings and starting points 
have not just been put on the test most recently, but severely challenged by the sudden rise of new 
nationalism and populism both in EU Member States and worldwide and by new international tensions 
concomitant with them. Essentially, SD is about international cooperation, leveraging scientific 
collaboration to bridge tensions and stir understanding. It seeks to reach mutual balance of interests 
on the one hand and to improve research and innovation by way of tapping global resources and talents 
on the other. Hence it testifies to, and builds upon, the power of shared rationality and modernity, as 
it were, to foster international welfare and peaceful conflict resolution. With nationalism and new 
borders on the rise, these tenets and, accordingly, the firm belief in the benefits of multilateralism, 
international cooperation, and pooling of resources are endangered and may no longer persist.
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The presentation will look into the agency of the EC to develop and pursue an effective SD beyond and 
distinct from that of the Member States. Against the backdrop of the institutional setup for science 
policy and foreign affairs in the European Union, four lines will be skethced for the EC to cope with 
the problem of shared responsibilities and strong national claims in that field. Secondly, there will 
be  discussed how the surge of nationalism, increasing international competition and conflicts may 
impact the emerging field of European SD and what the odds are to successfully consolidate and 
advance it in the near future.

Jos LEIJTEN is senior policy advisor with the Joint Institute for 
Innovation. He initiated and directed JIIP till 2012. He also was 
programme manager Strategies for Industrial Innovation in the 
Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO. Earlier 
he held management positions in innovation policy research in TNO. In 
2000-2001 he was a Visiting Scientist at the Institute for Prospective 
Technological Studies of the Joint Research Centre of the European 
Commission in Seville. He studied geography and urban and regional 
planning at the Radboud University of Nijmegen (1975) and received 

his PhD from the Free University of Amsterdam in 1991 for a thesis on technology assessment 
and technology policy. For most of his career he worked in a highly multidisciplinary research 
environment. He has managed several international or European innovation policy related 
networks. He advised and published on technology assessment and foresight; on economic, 
social and public policy issues in the information society and on trends in R&D. He has been a 
member of several EU expert groups. 

Science, technology and innovation diplomacy: a way forward for Europe

Advances in the global knowledge economy have turned innovation capabilities of countries and 
regions into a crucial factor in international competition and power struggles. This has also deeply 
impacted the fields of science that feed innovation. I will discuss how the patterns of techno-economic 
change lead to changes in the global distribution of innovative activities around the world and its 
impact on collaboration and competition between countries. Next, I will outline three near future 
scenarios of the international politics of innovation: (a) “populism and protectionism”, (b) “innovation 
as a global public good” and (c) “bottom-up innovation”. Together these scenarios describe the range 
of potential developments over the next 10 years. I will finally discuss what Europe can and should do 
in its external relations to provide adequate answers to the forces outlined in the three scenarios. It 
results in a vision, which is laid down in four policy directions: a) the European “open” model of research 
and innovation should remain the starting point; b) Europe should actively seek to build level playing 

SPEAKERS' BIOS AND ABSTRACTS

SESSION V - PANEL ON SCIENCE AND INNOVATION DIPLOMACY



EL-CSID Final Conference • AGAINST THE TIDE OF NATIONALISM: EU Cultural, Science and Innovation Diplomacy

21

fields for commercial, technological and innovation powers; c) Europe should identify and foster its 
technological strengths and the critical technologies that need special attention, both in offensive 
and defensive ways; and d) Europe must identify and spread the key social values and goals (e.g. in 
relation to quality of life, quality of labour, culture including privacy, and sustainability) that it wants to 
pursue in its internal and external innovation policies and collaborations. This vision must guide the 
development of a European international innovation policy and the work of innovation diplomats.  

Yee-Kuang HENG is Professor at the Graduate School of Public Policy, 
University of Tokyo, and a Specially Appointed Guest Professor at the 
Faculty of Commerce, Keio University. Dr. Heng graduated from the 
London School of Economics and Political Science (LSE) with a B.Sc. 
(First Class Honours) and then PhD in International Relations funded 
by the UK Overseas Research Students Award Scheme. Post-PhD, he 
held faculty positions as Lecturer in Political Science at Trinity College 
Dublin, Ireland (2004-2007); Lecturer in International Relations at the 
University of St Andrews, United Kingdom (2007-2011); Associate 

Professor and Assistant Dean (Research) at the Lee Kuan Yew School of Public Policy, National 
University of Singapore (2011-2016). 

He has published on Japanese foreign and security policy in the Journal of Strategic Studies; The 
Pacific Review, International Relations of the Asia-Pacific, and the Routledge Handbook of Japanese 
Foreign Policy (2018). Heng’s work on risk and security studies has also appeared in Security 
Dialogue; Survival; Review of International Studies; The British Journal of Politics and International 
Relations, amongst others. His most recent book is ‘Managing Global Risks in the Urban Age: 
Singapore and the making of a Global City’ (Routledge, 2016). The British Academy, Carnegie 
Trust for the Universities of Scotland, Irish Higher Education Authority, and the Great Britain 
Sasakawa Foundation have funded his previous research. He is currently part of a research team 
funded by The Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) that evaluates the intersection 
between technology, science and security risks. 

Japan’s science diplomacy and drivers for Japan-EU Collaboration

This paper, written by Yee-Kuang HENG and Nobuyuki SAKAI proceeds in two parts. The first section 
examines why Japan has had interest in science diplomacy and focuses on the historical context 
post-World War Two. Scholars such as Zupancic and Hribernik (2013) argued that Japan has sought 
to become perceived as a “source of good” after 1945. As Japan has been compared to the “normative 
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power” of the EU (Manners 2002; Kavalski 2014; Zupancic and Hribernik 2013), this paper argues that 
science diplomacy was seen as a relatively apolitical and uncontroversial domain for post-1945 Japan 
to try to play an international role. At the same time however, there were also materialist tangible 
benefits that stem from Tokyo’s pursuit of science diplomacy to enhance its own economic development 
and to solve its social problems. The institutional and policy-making structures within the Japanese 
government and bureaucracy that exist to promote science diplomacy demonstrate this multi-faceted 
and broad-based desire to acquire material benefits. The Cabinet Office and a range of influential 
ministries such as Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry (METI) and Ministry of Education (MEXT) 
that played lead roles appear to overshadow relative latecomers such as the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
(MOFA) which only appointed a Scientific Advisor to the Minister on a part-time basis in 2015. The 
paper then examines some of Japan’s strengths in science diplomacy as well as the issue areas it has 
tended to focus on and initiatives it has launched.

The second section addresses some drivers for Japan’s collaboration with the EU on science diplomacy, 
why it is seen as mutually beneficial and also considers some priority areas. Various initiatives have 
been launched since the EU-Japan Scientific and Technological Cooperation Agreement in 2009. 
Both parties have long strived for a greater international presence. However, there appears to be a 
further convergence of interests between Japan and EU in the age of Trump. The Japan-EU Economic 
Partnership Agreement (EPA) and Japan-EU Strategic Partnership Agreements (SPA) were described 
by Donald Tusk in July 2018 as “a light in the increasing darkness of international politics. We are 
sending a clear message that you can count on us. We are predictable – both Japan and [the] EU.” 
Science and technology and innovation comes under Article 14 of the SPA, Article 16 covers outer 
space and science. The RIKEN Europe Office was also opened in Brussels in November 2018 to 
expand and coordinate research collaboration with the EU and relevant institutions in Europe. RIKEN 
(an abbreviated form of its Japanese name) is Japan’s renowned Institute of Physical and Chemical 
Research. In October 2018, the Japan Science and Technology Agency (JST) and European Research 
Council (ERC) signed a new implementing arrangement on research exchange. Interestingly, both of 
these key events in science collaboration were attended not by MOFA diplomats but by high-ranking 
education officials from MEXT including the Minister and Vice-Minister.  Key areas of shared research 
seem to be on the development of smart cities and sustainable urban development, outer space and 
satellite observations; climate change and disaster prevention. In particular, Japan has championed 
free and open access to the global commons which also includes the cyber domain. Here growing 
security concerns over cyber-attacks in both the EU and Japan may also drive further collaboration in 
existing dialogue on information communication technology matters.
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John WOOD CBE, FREng is chair of the advisory board of ATTRACT, 
which is a consortia of European Laboratories (including CERN and 
EMBL) and universities involved in developing breakthrough innovations 
for sensors, instrumentation and data development. Previously he was 
Secretary-General of the Association of Commonwealth Universities. 

He is a visiting professor of materials at Imperial College London, 
University College London and Brunel University London. In addition 
to visiting chairs at Liverpool Hope and Cumbnia Universities. He 

graduated from Sheffield University in metallurgy followed by Cambridge University for his Ph.D. 
where he subsequently stayed on as Goldsmith’s Research Fellow at Churchill College. In 1994 he 
was awarded a higher doctorate from Sheffield and has an honorary doctorate from the University 
of Cluj-Napoca in Romania where he is also a “citizen of honour”. He has also received honorary 
doctorates from the B.S.Rahman University in Chennai and the Kwama Nkrumah University of 
Science and Technology in Ghana. He has held several academic posts at the Open University, 
Nottingham University and Imperial College. From 2001-2007 he was appointed Chief Executive of 
the Council for the Central Laboratory of the Research Councils. During this period he was a visiting 
professor at Oxford and a fellow of Wolfson College, Oxford.

He is a non-executive director of a number of companies including Bio-Nano Consulting. He 
was a founder member of the European Strategy Forum for Research Infrastructures and 
became Chair in 2004 where he was responsible for producing the first European Roadmap. He 
became the first chair of the European Research Area Board in 2008-11. He remains a member 
of the European Commission’s Research, Innovation and Science Expert board. He chaired the 
Commission’s High Level Group on the future of Scientific Data producing the influential report 
“Riding the Wave” and also chaired the subsequent follow up report “The Data Harvest”. He was 
responsible for the international negotiations setting up the Global Research Data Alliance and 
was appointed one of the two co-chairs from the start.

He was elected as a fellow of the Royal Academy of Engineering in 1999 and made a Commander 
of the British Empire in 2007 for “services to science,” In 2010 he was made an “Officer of the 
Order of Merit of the Federal Republic of Germany”. In 2017 he was awarded the Platinum medal 
from the Institute of Materials, Mining and Minerals.
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Higher Education as Diplomacy in Africa

While states are still the main entities responsible for answering global challenges, this cannot 
happen without science and science-based solutions that need the broader inclusion of non-state 
organisations and actors operating at all levels of governance. It needs a “culture of cooperation”—
specifically between the public and private sectors. More strategic thinking is needed on the side 
of the EU on how to include the private sector in the provision of public goods. A precise example 
emanating from research conducted under the EL-CSID banner is provided by the challenges facing 
higher education in Africa, especially sub-Sahara, where enrolment rates lag behind all developing 
regions. Here, the EU still has yet to recognise the potential that international private provision of 
higher education could bring to the development of the continent.  Notwithstanding good work done 
under the ERASMUS Scheme the EU has failed to support innovation in public private partnerships in 
Higher Education (see Higgott, 2018).. 

Joachim KOOPS is Chair and Professor of Security and Director of 
the Institute of Security and Global Affairs (ISGA) at Leiden University 
(Campus Den Haag) The Netherlands as well as (non-stipendiary) 
Director of the Global Governance Institute (GGI) in Brussels. 

His research focuses on global security governance, the changing 
nature of security and diplomacy in global affairs, inter-organizational 
relations in world politics, EU foreign and security policy as well as 
peacekeeping, peacebuilding and crisis management. 

His recent publications include European Approaches to United Nations Peacekeeping: Towards 
a Stronger Re-engagement? (co-edited with Giulia Tercovich, Routledge, 2018) the Oxford 
Handbook of United Nations Peacekeeping Operations (co-edited with Norrie MacQueen, Thierry 
Tardy and Paul D. Williams, Oxford University Press, 2015), The Responsibility to Protect and the 
Third Pillar: Legitimacy and Operationalization (co-edited with Daniel Fiott, Palgrave MacMillan, 
2015), The European Union as a Diplomatic Actor (co-edited with Gjovalin Macaj, Palgrave 
MacMillan, 2015) and the Palgrave Handbook of Inter-Organisational Relations in World Politics 
(co-edited with Rafael Biermann, Palgrave, 2017).

In the area of policy-oriented research and advice, he served as Lessons Learned Advisor of the 
Standby High Readiness Brigade for UN Operations (SHIRBRIG) in 2009, Advisor to the Head of 
the Partnership Unit of the Department of Policy, Evaluation and Training of the UN Department 
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of Peacekeeping Operations in New York (2012) and the Head of the UN Liaison Office for Peace 
and Security (UNLOPS) in Brussels (2012). At the European level, he has been an expert on the 
European Commission’s Ethics Review Committee as well as an appointed expert for the Dual 
Use Expert Group. 

Silviu PIROS is a Doctoral Researcher at the Institute for European 
Studies (IES) of the Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB), Adjunct Professor 
at Vesalius College, and Fellow at the Global Governance Institute (GGI), 
in Brussels. He is the Head of Programme for the PGC in EU Policy 
Making and runs the Educational Development Unit (EDU). His research 
focuses on the education-diplomacy nexus, assessing the European 
Union’s emerging role as an actor in global higher education. Silviu is an 
advocate of active learning and the advancement of education through 
innovative methods. His area of expertise includes higher education 
capacity-building, digital transformation in academia, and blended 
learning instructional design.

European Education Diplomacy 

Historically, Europe has benefited from a long and prestigious tradition of excellence in higher education, 
with intra-EU cooperation and mobility incrementally expanded through flagship programmes such 
as ERASMUS or Jean Monnet. Domestically employed in the first phase, these programmes were 
gradually exported to other parts of the world (TEMPUS, ERASMUS Mundus). Their main aim – to 
promote a greater understanding of the EU through educational and curricular activities, capacity-
building, mobilities, and outreach activities. The policy-support for the EU’s international higher 
education initiatives stems from the strategic framework on education and training, that includes a 
roadmap on developing relations with partners beyond the Union, enhancing exchange partnerships 
for students and academic staff, and strengthening strategic cooperation. On this backdrop, the 
2016 Global Strategy recognizes the role of education both in the near-abroad and beyond in building 
societal resilience, while the Eastern Partnership (EaP) provides a framework for supporting reform 
and modernisation of higher education through EU-EaP institutional cooperation. This paper explores 
therefore the role and relevance of external initiatives such as institutional reform and capacity building 
in the field of higher education, as enablers of EU education diplomacy, by empirically discussing 
the role and relevance of the TEMPUS programme in the Eastern Partnership countries of Moldova, 
Ukraine and Georgia. It seeks to identify successes as well as limitations, and to offer insights into 
how EU education diplomacy in the field of capacity-building can be improved.
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Jan DANCKAERT graduated in Physics at the University of Antwerp in 
1985. He then joined the Department of Applied Physics and Photonics 
(TONA) of the Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB, Brussels, Belgium) as 
a teaching assistant. In 1992, he obtained a PhD on the subject of 
nonlinear optics, studying the response of nonlinear optical resonators 
for all optical information processing. After a stay abroad at INPG in 
Grenoble, France (1993), he returned to the same department of the 
VUB. In 2001 and 2002 he was a visiting scientist at IFISC, Palma de 
Mallorca, Spain. As from 2005 on, he is a full-time professor at the VUB, 
teaching introductory physics for both science and (bio-)engineering 
students, and courses in photonics at the master’s level (“Optical 
materials”).

His current research interests go towards nonlinear dynamics in physics, photonics, metamaterials, 
neural networks and systems biology. Currently, he is head of the Applied Physics research group 
at VUB (APHY), comprising about 15 researchers. In 2014, the APHY group has been granted a 
Strategic Research Project “growth funding” at VUB, with Jan Danckaert as principal investigator. 
The group also participated in several European projects (IOLOS, PHOCUS). As an author, Dr. 
Danckaert contributed to around 100 papers in international journals and > 100 contributions to 
international conferences of which 6 invited talks (H-index is 30, source WoS). He was the (co )
advisor of more than 10 successful PhDs over the last 5 years. He is currently serving as vice-
rector education and students affairs at VUB.
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The Horizon 2020 (H2020) European Leadership in Cultural, Science and Innovation Diplomacy 
(EL-CSID) research project was conducted between February 2016 and February 2019, in 
the context of the H2020 programme on Europe as a Global Actor. The final report (available 
for download on the el-csid.eu website) identifies the research undertaken, its findings and 
recommendations. It also aspires to be a state-of-the-art analysis of contemporary European 
cultural and science diplomacy. 

The Commission’s Call for research into the nature of European cultural and science diplomacy 
was launched in early 2015 and it is important to note the assumptions that clearly underwrote 
its view of the EU and its role in the world at that time of its inception. The Call was inspired, 
amongst other things, by (i) the 2014 Preparatory Action Report on Culture in the European 
Union’s External Relations ‘Engaging the World: Towards Cultural Global Citizenship’ and (ii) a 
recognition within the Commission of the need for science collaboration to address the world’s 
societal and global challenges identified in the 2014 Report of the EU President’s Science and 
Technology Council. Both reports were upbeat about the potential of both cultural and science 
diplomacy, although strategies for their development were in their infancy. 

It seemed then, that in the words of the Call, we were in an age of “unprecedented transformation 
and growing global interdependence”. The Call reflected little awareness of the dramatic 
changes in contemporary politics and international relations hiding around the corner. Research, 
it argued, had to focus on the strength of Europe’s culture and values and the major role they 
should and could play in the governance of this global interdependence, supporting the liberal 
international order and bolstering Europe’s crucial role in that order. Implicit in the Call was a 
further assumption, namely that so-called “soft power” diplomacy, initially enunciated by Joseph 
Nye and embodied in a growing salience of cultural diplomacy and science diplomacy, could join 
more traditional, material (security and economic) hard power understandings of diplomacy.  

The EL-CSID proposal, written between May and August 2015, set itself three core objectives:

1. To detail and analyse the manner in which the EU operates in the domains of culture, science 
and innovation diplomacy; 

2. To examine the degree to which cultural and science diplomacy might enhance the interests 
of the EU in the contemporary world order with a view to strengthening EU policy towards the 
use of science and culture in its wider diplomacy; 

3. To deepen European scholarly understanding of diplomacy as a central and abiding, if changing, 
institution of international relations.  

While these objectives remained, the socio-political and economic policy environments in which 
the project proceeded were undergoing significant change. The prospects for the EU to establish 
a central role for both science diplomacy and cultural diplomacy as the “soft core” of its external 
relations became more difficult to articulate and practice than prior to the commencement of 
EL-CSID.  The European foreign policy community up to the appearance of EU’s 2016 Global 
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Strategy for the EU’s Foreign and Security Policy assumed that the international order was, at its 
bedrock, a liberal order. Moreover, EU policy evinced in the Global Strategy further assumed that 
the fundamentals of a liberal world order, if somewhat bruised, remained intact and that the EU 
is a major player in that order. 

But with the changing economic and socio-political contexts these assumptions have become 
increasingly challenged at a time when they become more salient than at any time in the past. 
The importance of culture and science diplomacy —as facilitators of new EU external policies 
bringing actors together within the EU across the spectrum (from national institutes for culture 
and member state chief scientific advisors, international organisations in the field of science 
through to the Commission and the EEAS)— has grown considerably. Challenges in the cultural 
field are to be found in the growth of identitarianism and the “culturisation of politics” (Rose, 
2017).  In the field of science, STI and foreign policy science diplomacy has become inextricably 
linked to addressing today’s global policy challenges (especially those identified in the Sustainable 
Development Goals). 

What follows in the full report is a detailed discussion of these trends, both European and global, 
and the forces that have structured the work of the EL-CSID teams, followed by discussion of 
its individual research packages, the themes emerging across these packages and their specific 
findings.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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After three years, EL-CSID has generated (i) a substantial corpus of high-quality research (all 
available on the el-csid.eu website) and (ii) a series of what we judge to be significant findings, of 
both a generic and a specific nature, concerning EU international cultural relations and cultural 
diplomacy on the one hand and science and innovation diplomacy on the other. Both are identified 
in the body of this Report. By way of Conclusion we restate our general key findings but also ask 
several as yet unanswered questions regarding the future of those areas that have been the 
focus of attention in the Report. Specifically, we consider the degree to which EU standing as a 
global actor has increased as a result of its activities in the domains of international cultural and 
science relations.

The question of leadership

EL-CSID’s focus has been not only on cultural, innovation and science diplomacy, but as its full 
name –European Leadership in Culture, Science and Innovation Diplomacy– indicates, also on 
European leadership. Throughout the project, the concept of leadership has not been as fully 
articulated as have the concepts of culture and science.  Leadership has probably been too 
easily assumed rather than identified and argued. Mostly we have preferred to frame leadership 
as a question within which willingness to act as a leader is measured against the EU’s capacity 
to act. Willingness and desire are very much political questions while capacity is very much an 
institutional organisational consideration.  On the basis of EL-CSID research, a judgment may be 
made that leadership has been forthcoming in cultural relations, innovation and science contexts, 
but it has done so with varying degrees of success and in the face of increasing structural 
difficulties. 

Given the dramatic nature of wider socio-political change that has occurred both within Europe 
and the international order, and which we have chronicled in much of our work since the project’s 
inception, we should also offer some final observations as to the effect of cultural and science 
diplomacy as strategies and practices affecting the EU’s standing as a global actor.  We do so 
with a caveat. Any such analysis is not easily amenable to quantitative measurement of these 
affects. Rather we must contain ourselves to identifying what we think are the observable trends 
that have emerged during the life of the project and offer some educated prognostications for 
the future on the basis of these trends.  
So the generic question is: how would we recognise leadership and how would we analyse 
European success in this domain? The specific questions—the “EL-CSID questions” in global 
context—are: 

I.  To what degree have attempts by the EU to develop new strategies and practices in the domain 
of cultural and science diplomacy assisted the EU’s best endeavours to mitigate the negative 
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effects of the deteriorating international environment in which it now operates?
II.  To what extent can we answer the “leadership” question present in the very title of this project? 

That is, to what extent has and do the Brussels institutions and actors show leadership in the 
enhancement of Europe’s international cultural relations and science diplomacy in support of 
the EU’s external position?

The obvious first point to make, assuming that EL-CSID researchers are not victims of cultural 
and science diplomacy’s equivalent of the “red car syndrome”, that is the more you research a 
topic the more you find it—is that in terms of volume, ICR, cultural diplomacy and science and 
innovation diplomacy as activity and practice have increased during the life of the project.  This 
assertion is borne out in the empirical narrative of European activity we have identified in EL-
CSID’s research. Thus to this extent – in quantitative terms– we have seen leadership from 
Europe in the domains of cultural relations and science diplomacy.  

In quantitative terms– during the life of the project, we have seen Europe continue to expand its 
endeavours in the domains of cultural relations and science diplomacy, but the key issue is the 
quality and the effectiveness of that leadership.  Here we would argue the results, and the future 
potential of the strategic activity of the EU as an actor in these domains is, at best, ambiguous. 
We should consider the context of leadership and the concept of leadership on two levels: 

At the political level, it is clear that based on a range of indicators (especially at the level of 
rhetorical political discourse) the High Representative for External Relations, H.E Federica 
Mogherini has carried the torch for an increasing role for cultural relations in the EU’s approach 
to external relations more generally. Similarly, Carlos Moedas, the Commissioner for Research, 
Science and Innovation, albeit perhaps with less public vigour than the High Representative, has 
carried the torch for enhancing the EU’s approach to science diplomacy. 

At the organisational level, the degree to which the personal political leadership has borne fruit 
is reflected in practice and especially the degree to which institutional structures have been put 
in place to advance strategy in these areas.  Here our judgment is more muted. With regard to 
competence and guidance, culture is still a competence of the member states and is currently 
lacking a standard set of guidelines for the organisation and implementation of cultural relations 
on the European level. This can lead to confusion and miscommunication as to who should be 
the main actors, their roles, and how to proceed. 

But some progress has been made in identifying an infrastructural base to advance a strategic 
approach. Progress towards the instantiation of a structure of governance of the development of 
international cultural relations has evolved from the ongoing discussion between the EEAS, the 
Commission and institutional actors in the cultural domain, most notably the European Union 
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National Institutes of Culture (EUNIC). While EUNIC was initially set up as an enabling network, 
it has become clear that it is one of the few actors that holds the potential to act as a mobilizing 
agent for International Cultural Relations. The main difficulties in implementation are to be found 
in;

(i) A lack of guidance from the top down; specifically, the identification of a formal role for the 
EEAS; 

(ii) A lack of funding commensurate with the rhetorical support. 

With regard to (i), the role of the EEAS is still to be definitively determined.  Some members of 
the EEAS expressed a desire that it steer all national cultural and foreign affairs policies. Culture 
should therefore be one of its main competences.  But they have yet to convince other actors 
involved in cultural relations that need their own narrative through which they can exert influence 
and soft power. The EEAS wants a bolder communication and strategy for the future.  To be 
precise, the EEAS does not ‘just’ want a space for cultural relations; it also wants a role for cultural 
diplomacy in the support of EU soft power via the assertion of EU values. It wants to spread the 
EU model and principles through cultural relations. But it recognizes some inherent difficulties 
that need to be addressed; specifically, the polarizing effect on any wider understanding of EU 
values in an era of growing polarization with the EU exacerbated by the growing strength of the 
illiberal members of the EU.  

With regards to (ii), while member states traditionally donate a great deal of funds towards their 
own traditional cultural diplomacy platforms, they have yet to transfer substantial funding to the 
new strategic cultural relations approach designed in Brussels.  At the time of the preparation 
of this report, funds have been doubled for the European House of Culture project and new 
instruments are anticipated to be available during 2019 (for a more international dimension to 
the Creative Europe Programme). But only as 2019 proceeds apace will it be known if substantial 
funds will be made available to underwrite a more forward leaning approach to international 
cultural relations. 

We also assumed that by definition successful leadership implies the acceptance of followership 
on the part of those that the EU strategies and policies are seeking to influence; that is, the 
success of initiatives developed by leaders must be judged by the responses of would-be 
recipients.  EL-CSID research in EU partner countries – notably Turkey, Kazakhstan and certain 
MENA countries– showed the degree to which attempts to enhance EU international standing as 
a result of initiatives in international cultural relations needed to be understood in a nuanced and 
country specific context. Success has clearly been more moderate than aspirations.  While not 
the subject of specific EL-CSID research, the one area of international cultural relations that can 
be said to be uncontested in its highly positive acceptance rate amongst EU partners countries 
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is the support for higher education (both scholarships and in-country training support) under the 
auspices of the ERASMUS programme. Our study of international cultural and science relations 
suggest that it is seen as a central pillar of EU soft power – noting here that soft power is a 
concept that we have used sparingly in our research given its essential illusiveness. Our use 
simply reflects its use of by actors in cultural diplomacy.  If the basis of soft power is persuasion 
supported by national appeal and attraction but also communication, then it is a policy front on 
which the EU continues to have its work cut out for it. One of our core conclusions is that as the 
influence of populism and nationalism continues to grow, the EU will have to better communicate 
the benefits of the soft power elements of its 2016 Global Strategy.

Communication remains an Achilles heel for the Brussels institutional community. As a recent 
study has shown, it is at the level of communication of big ideas that Brussels is at its weakest—
both within the borders of the Union and external to it (see Papagianneas, 2017). The inability to 
engage Europe’s citizens in its various strategic priorities is clearly one of Brussels most serious 
limitations.  The EU must communicate to all citizens and partners the societal benefits of the 
European project, especially the rights and freedoms inherent in liberal values.  If the EU really 
wishes to defend its values, it should do so with vigour.  We are in danger in the current era of 
forgetting the significance and importance of the European story to-date. The EU was a 20th 
century economic and socio-political success story without equal that has developed out of the 
rubble of two World Wars (as Papagianneas 2017 notes: “the EU […] does not have a face. It does 
not communicate a coherent message well, either internally or externally.  Neither its citizens nor 
its partners are fully appraised of its strengths (as opposed to its weaknesses)). As Davis Cross 
and Melissen presciently noted in 2013:  

“As far as the EU does engage with the rest of the world, the problem is that communication is 
too often based on one-way informational practices rather than true dialogue. EU member-state 
governments, still behaving as though state-based diplomacy remains the name of their age-old 
Westphalian game, should be more conscious of the strengths of Europe’s pluralistic and multi-
level governance environment. Sharing excellence in public diplomacy practices is in their own 
interest as well as that of other international actors in Europe.”

At the time of concluding this report, it is clear that public diplomacy in general and cultural and 
scientific relations in particular remain minority and largely state-based interests and have done 
little to address the lacunae in the EU’s external image.  An EU strategic approach to international 
cultural relations that does not include a highly developed and joined-up communication strategy 
is always likely to struggle, especially if strategy lags behind the pace of development in the 
delivery of information in the digital communication age. One-way informational messaging from 
Brussels agencies¬ –as we have identified in several of our research products and papers– 
evokes reminders of colonialism and does not play well in the modern age. Such an approach is 
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limited when up against sophisticated manipulators of social media; especially in the hands of 
modern populist movements.  

Addressing the populist-nationalist Zeitgeist beyond the life of EL-CSID

The report has indicated how our research has chronicled the impacts of the rise of populism 
and nationalism on EU external relations immediately prior to, and during, the EL-CSID project.  
What it has not done, is make any judgment on the continuing impact of these factors beyond 
the life of the project. Such a comment is not, however, inappropriate and this Conclusion is the 
place to make it. 

There was debate within the EL-CSID consortium as to the degree of impact of populism, 
nationalism and the challenges to the contemporary global order on EU policy.  We agreed that at 
this stage, no definitive position could be adopted.  We did however recognise that several trends 
had firmed that will make the international environment in which the EU pursues its international 
cultural relations and science diplomacy more, not less, difficult. Two in particular should be 
emphasised here in this forward look. 

Firstly, the future shape of the EU, as not only a socio-political organising concept for its 28 (or 
more likely 27) member states, but also for the EU as an actor in international relations will be, 
as the title of Frederik Erikson’s recent Spectator article argues, subject to “a populist surge in 
the May 2019 elections… [that]…could change the face of the EU forever”. At the time of writing 
this Report the degree to which recent populist electoral success in European national elections 
might translate into similar electoral success in the forthcoming European parliamentary 
elections is also in question. One does not have to assume an emerging coherence across the 
various European populist movements, the agitation of US provocateurs such as Steve Bannon 
notwithstanding, to recognise the impact on Brussels’ endeavours to secure a greater coordination 
in the EU’s international cultural relations of further populist electoral success with its negative 
implications for joined up policy emanating from Brussels in the cultural domain. To the extent 
that the power of culture is currently recognised it is largely in the negative sense present in the 
PNZ rather than, despite the EU’s aspirations, as a potentially powerful force to enrich the EU’s 
international relations by providing the necessary insights into the virtues of the EU.

Indeed, the very leitmotif of much populist behaviour is that culture (and by extension cultural 
relations) are distinct and not for coordination. The values of the likes of Marine le Pen, Victor 
Orban or Matteo Salvini are the anti-thesis of the liberal values that have become embedded 
in EU discourse over the last 50 years. The populists and the leaders of the central European 
illiberal democracies (now including Romania) are by definition nationalists, not champions of 
an ever closer or joined up policy making in Brussels. In what amounts to an emerging Euro-
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sceptic alliance, an alliance very much on the offensive, while they might not want to see the end 
of the EU they do want to change its direction, re-assert national diversity and rein in Brussels 
overreach across the policy spectrum in a manner which diminishes the very ideas of a European 
and global liberal approaches to a range of crucial policy areas that have driven Brussels in 
recent decades: note the 2019 attempts to kick start a “Warsaw-Rome” axis and Orban’s call for 
an anti-immigrant takeover of the Brussels institutions (Hopkins, 2019). None of this bodes well 
for joined up policy on international cultural relations or indeed science.  Orban, for example, has 
now extended his influence over the Hungarian Academy of Sciences to secure greater influence 
over what is taught and researched in Hungary. 

Secondly, the impact of the relationship between the USA and China on the rest of the world, 
including Europe, is yet to be determined.  Should it turn out to be no more than a trade war, its 
negative impact on Europe is bad enough.  Should it, however, be the precursor of a new Cold 
War, as it is increasingly argued in commentary quarters ranging from the merely prudential 
through to the alarmist, then the magnitude of its impact cannot at this stage be determined 
save perhaps to note that while the softer diplomacy of international cultural relations will remain 
salient it is likely to play a secondary role to the more traditional material (security and economic) 
dimensions of international relations and foreign policy. 

If the US-China relationship further deteriorates beyond the poor state of relations that exists as 
this report is completed, then the implications for third parties who have close links with both 
China and the USA are severe. This includes states ranging from Australia through to Singapore 
but most notably the European Union. Maintaining relations with both the erstwhile hegemon 
and the emerging great power will prove to be the major foreign policy issue for EU in the coming 
years. Steering a course between the two without making a formal choice between either will be 
the EU’s major diplomatic challenge in the years to come as the global centre of gravity continues 
to accelerate in its move away from the Atlantic towards the Pacific.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

INTERNAL – STREAMLINING EU&MS 

• Clarifying the roles of the EEAS
• Reinforcing the dialogue with EU member states on both science (SFIC) and culture (EUNIC?) 

and clarification of roles, supportive role, added value an EU strategy can bring 
• Ensuring real strategies need to be backed by funding. 
• Both science ‘diplomacy’ and cultural ‘diplomacy’ should be built into the mission approach of 

Horizon Europe. For science, that means developing a Preparatory Action and streamlining DG 
RTD and EEAS practices

INTERNAL – BRUSSELS & THE EU

• Training, new practices, skills.  This can and should be linked with the universities 
• Map activity across the spectrum from international cultural relations through to state driven 

cultural diplomacy (EEAS, EUNIC, non-official civil society actors) 
• Close the science – policy gap and seek more involvement from the private sector 
• Avoid ‘winner takes all’ sectors. Large concentrations of commercial and technological powers 

can lead to vulnerable (inter) dependencies. 

INTERNAL – EXTERNAL

• Nation/ region branding is complex and does not necessarily lead to nation/ region building. 
The shift towards ‘policy branding’ in discrete areas, however, might give the EU a good way to 
rejuvenate its reputation as a regional value-based model and should be supported. 

• Keep spreading the message of ‘open science’ in order to:

o Strengthen both internal and external cohesion 
o Open S&T worldwide good for 1) trade, 2) security and 3) SDG’s 
o Contribute to the SDG’s also helps spreading our societal goals 

EXTERNAL 

• Ensure that calls for regional cooperation spread further than the capital cities, otherwise, 
regional approaches may cause competition and the long term benefits of cooperation be lost. 

• Allocate more resources to inter-regional approaches and more involvement of the private sector. 
• Emphasise the growing importance of digital engagement as a better way of message spreading. 

Note the significance and utility of national diasporas in third countries
• When working with external countries/ regions, ensure that there is: 

o Sensitivity to local cultures is ensured
o No impression of a hidden agenda
o Co-ownership is encouraged, instead of a north-south implementation
o Common culture and heritage is highlighted 
o Not only capitals and the usual beneficiaries are involved (de-centralisation) 
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