Minutes of the CIS4 Project Board Meeting

2 November 2005

Present:
Mark Beatson (Chair)

DTI




Ray Lambert


DTI



Stephanie Robson

DTI



Bill Shuttle


DTI



Jane Lloyd-Bowen

ONS



Mark Pollard


ONS



John Randle


Seeda



Ammon Salter


Imperial College

Main points for action

1. Outstanding actions

Action: DTI to provide ONS with a list of help and information sources regarding innovation at both a national and regional level.

2. ONS wash-up visit and report.  All attendees commented on the usefulness of the visit. Everybody found the respondents remarks informative and it was suggested they should be analysed further

Action: Ray Lambert/Ammon Salter to look at feasibility of a comments project.

Action: Jane Lloyd-Bowen to look into legal position of the possibility of using a follow-up flag to contact individual companies

3. Mark Pollard summarised ONS CIS4 review plans and improvements for CIS5 such as use of ONS methodology experts to ‘tweak’ current process. Mark also noted ONS looking into on-line surveys but this would be unlikely for CIS5 and also pointed out potential bias issues. The need to start planning CIS5 was discussed. Bill Shuttle pointed out the need for an early review to ensure lessons learned are built into CIS5 planning.

Action: DTI team to draft review paper focusing on lessons learnt for a CIS4 review at the Project Review Centre in January. Bill Shuttle to provide dates (done).
Action: ONS to provide summary project review to DTI team. 

4. A short presentation was given of initial CIS4 findings. A number of questions were raised including outliers in design expenditure; % claiming tax credit for R&D performed in 2002-4. Mark Pollard mentioned the use of other data sources to help validation and use of the Business Data Lab for linking CIS/ABI. Jane Lloyd-Bowen pointed out how some question routing had caused confusion and helped explain other unusual results. Missing IDBR variables were also discussed.

Action: DTI to ensure all anomalies to be raised with ONS by end of November at the very latest after which resources will not be readily available.

Action: DTI to provide ONS with IDBR fields to be resent

5. The data dissemination paper was discussed and many issues were raised including date, content and process for publishing in Economic trends. Mark Beatson stressed the importance of data quality and was cautious of publishing too early. Mark Pollard suggested the option for summary findings initially followed by a fuller article at a later date. It was agreed a note for respondents would follow with a bigger launch event to be held in June. Mark Beatson also pointed out that a note would be required to support data to be placed in the ESRC data archive.

Action: DTI to contact ONS editorial team to secure ‘taster’ article in required edition and agree content.

Action: DTI to produce a leaflet for respondents, note for data archive and start making arrangements for launch event in June.

Action: All to send any comments on the data dissemination paper to RayLambert or Stephanie Robson within the next 2 weeks.
6. CIS5 and the forthcoming working party meeting in Luxemburg was discussed. It was agreed that CIS5 would run as a discrete project. It was agreed a first meeting should be held in January before the first working Party meeting in February. Membership was discussed. Ammon Salter thought he ought to be replaced and the Mark Beatson suggested the devolved administrations were invited to have a representative and said a new DTI policy representative would also be found. 

Action: Stephanie Robson to organise first CIS5 meeting for January (back to back wash-up and start-up)
Action: Ammon Salter to suggest names as replacement research user

Action: Ray Lambert to contact devolved administrations (done)

Action: Mark Beatson to approach a suitable policy representative

7. CIS5 methodology and voluntary surveys were raised. Mark Pollard asked for clarification of the ONS role in CIS5 and made the case for the CIS5 to become a statutory survey. Ray Lambert concurred with Mark’s earlier comments re use of methodology expertise and continued team work. Mark Beatson asked for more information on the last time a voluntary survey became statutory and highlighted the point that any resulting consultation period could affect CIS5 project plans in addition to requiring evidence of compliance cost reductions and improvements in response rates etc. He noted that a move to a statutory survey would appear to go against the de-regulation policy ties

Ray Lambert also asked if a statutory survey would require changing DTI’s position as data custodians. Jane Lloyd-Bowen confirmed it would not.

Action: Mark Pollard to provided DTI with details of voluntary to statutory process

8. The next Project Board meeting is planned for January next year when a CIS4 wash-up and CIS5 start-up meeting will be held.

Action: Stephanie Robson to circulate meeting date [26th January] and location
