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After the recent global economic downturn, governments seem to have 
been reluctant to push through difficult and unpopular economic reforms 
or to focus on increasing their national budgets for research and 
innovation. It is clear that business will be much released and 
encouraged by entering the Euro-Zone, and the agriculture would 
encounter a reviriment.The state control upon the macro-economy 
should  be a short-run, efficient action. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
The Lisbon strategy to make the EU "the most dynamic and 

competitive knowledge-based economy in the world capable of sustainable 
economic growth with more and better jobs and greater social cohesion, and 
respect for the environment by 2010" was adopted by the European Council 
in 2000. 

Although some progress was made on innovating Europe's economy, 
there is growing concern that the reform process is not going fast enough 
and that the ambitious targets will not be reached.  

After the recent global economic downturn, governments seem to 
have been reluctant to push through difficult and unpopular economic 
reforms or to focus on increasing their national budgets for research and 
innovation. Many economists claim that, as a result, the EU has lost 
valuable ground in the “battle” with its main competitors, the US and Japan. 
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2. DEBATE 

 
In July 2005, the Commission presented a Community Lisbon 

program, a list of fifty measures grouped under eight "key measures with a 
high European value-added": supporting knowledge and innovation; reform 
of state aid policy; simplification of the regulatory framework; completion 
of the internal market for services; global agreement on the Doha round; 
removal to obstacles to physical, labor and academic mobility; developing a 
common approach to economic integration; supporting efforts to deal with 
the social effects like job losses of economic restructuring. 

In its January 2006 first annual progress report on the Lisbon 
strategy, the Commission has defined four priority areas where more action 
is needed: more investment in education and research, more support for 
SMEs’ and higher employment rates and the new idea, which was up to now 
not part of the Lisbon strategy, the need to define a common EU energy 
policy. 

The Commission publishes every year a European Innovation 
Scoreboard (EIS). The 2004 report covered the 25 EU member states, 
Bulgaria, Romania and Turkey, the associated countries Iceland, Norway 
and Switzerland, as well as the US and Japan. 

The 2004 annual scoreboard displayed some interesting results: 
• On average, EU member states are less innovative than the US and 

Japan and the gap is expanding further, especially in the areas of patenting, 
working population with tertiary education and public R&D expenditure; 

• However, the Nordic countries are outperforming the US and Japan 
on several indicators and also Germany is a high performer amongst EU 
countries; 

• Portugal, Cyprus, Ireland, Latvia and Slovakia are the countries 
with the best recent progress in innovation but they started from low starting 
points; 

• The correlation between innovation performance and GDP is not 
always very strong and may point to the need for differentiated policy 
strategies to translate innovation into economic growth; 

• The non-technical dimension of innovation (changes in 
management or work organization) plays an essential role in explaining the 
advance of the US over Europe on productivity growth. "Non-technical 
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innovation may well be the 'missing link' that prevents Europe from taking 
full advantage of new technological opportunities"; 

• There are large differences in the innovativeness of specific 
sectors: the electrical and optical equipment sector is the EU most 
innovative one, where textiles were the least innovative sector. 

Since the concept of information society is an important building 
block of the knowledge society, it is important to assess to level of former s 
development in the EU candidate countries and new member states. The e-
Europe+ Action Plan (launched in 2001 at the Göteborg European Summit), 
part of the Lisbon strategy, aims to help accelerate reform and 
modernization of the economies in the EU candidate countries, encourage 
capacity and institution building, improve overall competitiveness, and 
enhance social cohesion. 

The results presented in the first progress report (presented in 2002) 
on the implementation of the e-Europe+ Action Plan show that the 
information society is already very present in EU candidate countries and it 
is the subject of considerable political interest due to its potential for the 
economies and societies in the countries.  

These are some of the initial policy conclusions: 
a) All candidate countries have undertaken a clear and tangible 

political commitment to progress the implementation of the Information 
Society with the aim to make use of its full potential to modernize their 
economies and societies and reduce the digital divide. However, substantial 
work remains as the Information Society is a fast-moving, complex target to 
achieve and constant and focused political attention becomes essential. 

b) Over the last years, the candidate countries have made great 
strides in basic access to communications: the average percentage of 
households that have fixed telephony service is closing in on the EU 
average; mobile penetration rates are very high and often substantially 
higher than fixed line penetration. 

c) However, there remain substantial problems in the potential use of 
these technologies for access to Internet. 

d) With a few exceptions, there is still a low penetration of 
computers in schools. In addition, there is substantial divergence between 
the countries for all three levels (primary, secondary, and tertiary). It seems 
that about half of the computers in the schools are connected to Internet, in 
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some countries with a very high-speed connection via national research 
networks. 

e) Significant progress is made in the provision of public on-line 
services through e-Government actions in all of the candidate countries. In 
this way, local and federal government plays an important role as a major 
provider of services, boosting local, multilingual content, providing 
important impetus to e-Commerce transactions because of 
e-Procurement initiatives. 
  Furthermore, important issues for the next phase of the e-Europe+ 
action plan was: the completion of the implementation of the EU “Acquis” 
relevant to the Information Society, in particular in relation to e-Commerce 
as a pre-condition in creating trust and confidence in the use of Internet 
based transactions; the introduction of alternative Internet access 
technologies; the provision of computers to schools and their connection to 
Internet, accompanied by appropriate curricula and training of teachers; 
increasing the number of public access points to ensure greater participation 
for all; and the further development of e-Government services and of local 
content; and tackling the new challenges in the area of cyber crime and 
network and information security. 

“Creating an Innovative Europe” is the title under which the famous 
Report “AHO” was presented  in January 2006, and it was since this date 
when the need for Europe to procure a more friendly market for innovation 
and for its businesses was progressively recognized as a key challenge for 
the “Change European Policy”. 

This waste study was elaborated by a group of four high-level 
experts, chaired by former Prime Minister of Finland Esko Aho (who gave 
its name). The creation of this Expert Group finds its origin in the Hampton 
Court Summit, celebrated on October 2005, where Heads of State and 
Government decided to give higher priority to address the key issues of 
research and innovation within Europe. The Commission thus asked this 
group of experts to assess the situation and make proposals to boost 
Europe’s research and innovation performance.  

The mandate of this Expert Group consists of providing the 
European Commission with its advice and recommendations on ways to 
accelerate the implementation of planned new initiatives aimed at 
reinforcing EU research and innovation performance in the context of the 
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revised Lisbon Strategy; and additional issues and initiatives the group 
considers relevant.  

The new findings in improving policy recognized that creating an 
Innovative Europe requires a combination of a market for innovative goods 
and services, focused resources, new financial structures and mobility of 
people, capital and organizations.  

The result of the study refers to the need for a Pact for Research and 
Innovation, in order to drive the agenda for an Innovative Europe. In such 
purpose, an independent monitoring panel with support from the 
Commission should inform annually on progress in relation to the Pact. This 
requires self-discipline and commitment from political, business and social 
leaders.  

Moreover, simultaneous efforts are specially needed in the following 
three areas:  

• The major barrier to investment in research and innovation is the 
lack of an - innovation friendly market for European businesses, and 
this requires actions or regulations, standards, public procurement, 
intellectual property and fostering a culture which applaud 
innovation. A combination of supply and these measures to create 
demand should be focused in large scale strategic actions. Some 
examples are: e-Health, Pharmaceuticals, Energy, Environment, 
Transport and Logistics, Security, and Digital Content.  

• Some measures are needed to increase resources for excellent 
science, industrial R&D and the science-industry. Productivity of 
R&D must be increased. The proportion of structural funds spent on 
research and innovation should be trebled. 

• Far greater mobility is needed at three levels: human resources need 
a step change in mobility across boundaries; financial mobility 
requires an effective venture capital sector and new financial 
instruments for the knowledge-based economy; mobility in 
organization and knowledge means cutting across established 
structures to allow new linkages to be made through the instruments 
of European technology platforms and clusters.  

  



FACULTATEA DE MANAGEMENT AGRICOL 

It is a necessity that more resources for research, development and 
innovation are needed, but they are insufficient to achieve the goal of an 
Innovative Europe.  

A qualitative change is required, in order to fight back the financial 
and the economic decline, in which European values are preserved and new 
social structure take control of the long lasting economy. 

The knowledge-based economy term describes the important 
changes to the nature of growth and catch-up that have been taking place at 
the beginning of the twenty-fist century. It has been defined in different 
ways, all of which highlight the increasing importance of knowledge as a 
source of growth. OECD (1996) defines knowledge-based economy as 
‘economies which are directly based on the production, distribution and use 
of knowledge and information’. The knowledge-based economy was 
defined as the one that encourages its organizations and people to acquire, 
create, disseminate and use codified and tacit knowledge more effectively 
for greater economic and social development.  

So, this definition shows to the increasing dependence of economies 
on the effective creation, acquisition, distribution and use of knowledge. 

It is now, when the economic crisis stroke the monde-economy that 
Europe is officially recognizing the  dependence of the knowledge-based 
economy from science industry, a sector that means more than the general 
slogan ”research, development, innovation”: it takes many firm to be 
created, supported and developed on the new world science-market. 

Innovation role is to create the conditions for fair competition, 
investment and trade; to promote sound macroeconomic and fiscal policies; 
and to address, in partnership with the private sector, key structural 
constraints on economic growth, including issues of infrastructure and 
human capital. 

The most competitive countries are those that create favorable 
conditions for continuous, market-driven and private sector-led innovation. 

Our country has done a great progress in this field, especially since 
its EU membership, 2007. 

“The Romanian National Development Plan, 2007-2013” is a 
component part of The Romanian National Strategy of Economic 
sustainable development, aiming to optimize the integration of our country 
from economic, social, technological and environmental points of view in 
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the European Space, and to help, under the latest crisis circumstances to 
surpass the economic decline.  

On this basis, the macroeconomic administration does huge efforts, 
using specific tools for raising the productivity and efficiency (maximum 
effects per unit of consumed resources), for increasing the quality of life for 
the large mass of citizens, and to push back the recession bad effects, such 
as unemployment, inflation, foreign trade deficits. 

Framing the Romanian recovery from the world economic decline 
impact upon our country, “The National Development Plan” is functioning 
as a tool of the European Cohesion Policy, meant to display a coherent view 
regarding the development of the member states, organized in development 
priorities, programs, projects, according to the principle of planning the 
structural founds. 

For developing the agriculture and the rural sector in this perioud, 
the theoretical dilema is to remain a longer or a shorter perioud of time 
connected to the old currency system, which is presently is use in our 
country. 

 
 

3. CONCLUSIONS 

   

It is clear that business will be much released and encouraged by 
entering the Euro-Zone, and the agriculture would encounter a 
reviriment. Because even if the natural conditions are optimum, but the 
agricultural capital is not entirely updated, risks remain for the less 
productive and competitive activities which inherited a poor logistic and 
lack of financing from old structures. 

This is why the Romanian government presented its convergence 
report outlining plans to enter ERM II in 2012 or 2014, and people show 
confidence in the necessity of authority’s intervention on the markets. In 
this respect, further efforts are still needed in order to forge ahead with the 
inflationary process and achieve the real convergence in interest rates, to 
meet all criteria as of Q4 2011 and adopt the Euro by 1 January 2014, as 
estimated.  

Hopefully, this aim will not be ruined by the latest slowing down 
evolutions of the markets, and the state intervention, using the National 
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Bank of Romania as a main instrument of monetarist control of the macro-
economy, will be a short-run, efficient action. 
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