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CLASSIFICATION: IN CONFIDENCE 

    Portfolio board for Global development and 
International relations

Minutes Meeting 4/21
Date 14. December, CET 10:00 am – 3:45 pm
Place Zoom

Present: Liv Tørres (chair) 
Rainer Elk Anders 
Nynke van den Broek 
Kerry Brown 
Christopher Cramer 
Niklaus Labhardt 
Elise Must 
Juliet Nabyonga Orem 
Camilla Tenna Nørup Sørensen 
Annelies Zoomers 

Observers: Antonie Kræmer, NORAD, on behalf of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Marianne van der Wel, The Ministry of Health and Care Services 

Apologies: Isabell Schierenbeck, Hanne Meldgaard, Rolf Arne Billington 

Item PSGLOBAL 32/21 Approval of agenda 

No amendments were made. 

Decision: The Portfolio board approved the agenda for the meeting. 

Item PSGLOBAL 33/21 Introduction of new members to the Board, tour de table 

Liv Tørres, the new chair of the portfolio board, together with new  
members of the board, Kerry Brown, Juliet Nabyonga Orem, and 
Niklaus Labhardt introduced themselves, followed by a tour of the 
Table. 

Item PSGLOBAL 34/21 Minutes of meeting 2/21  

Decision: The minutes from the last meeting were approved by 
correspondence prior to this meeting. Some changes were made to 
the initial draft and the minutes as presented were approved. 
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Item PSGLOBAL 35/21 Run-through of the Portfolio Board's mandate, main working 
documents, yearly decisions etc. 

Thomas Hansteen gave the board a presentation of the Portfolio 
board's mandate, key working documents, and main tasks ahead.

Purpose  

The purpose of a portfolio board is to implement research and 
innovation policy within a specifically defined area as delegated by 
the Research Council of Norway’s (RCN) Executive Board. The RCN 
has 16 portfolio boards. 

Appointment  

The portfolio board, including the chair, is appointed by the Research 
Council Executive Board. This portfolio board has 11. members. In 
addition, there are observers from funding ministries.  

The Chief Executive is responsible, in consultation with the Research 
Council Executive Board, for contact with funding ministries and the 
ministries’ political leadership.  

Main tasks and documents 

A portfolio analysis will be developed every year by the 
administration. 

The portfolio board is responsible for the development of the 
portfolio plan. The portfolio plans are to be approved by the 
Research Council Executive Board. The portfolio plan has a 5 to 10-
year perspective, thus it should be able to accommodate different 
sets of political priorities. 

On a more detailed level there are three-year action plans, the 
investment plan. These are updated and approved every year by the 
Portfolio board. 

Based on the investment plan, calls are launched by the 
administration. 

Impartiality and Confidence 

The individual board member has a responsibility of assessing any 
impartiality/conflict of interest. Based on relationships, of different 
forms, and circumstances which may impair confidence in his or her 
impartiality.  

Decision: The orientation from the administration is taken into 
consideration. 
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Item PSGLOBAL 36/21 Updates from the administration 
The administration informed about two new calls for proposals that 
have been funded and published after the last meeting. This is 20 
million for research on the Arctic and 24 million for research on Food 
security.  

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs has granted additional funding for 
UTENRIKS for the years to come, and the investment plan has been 
updated accordingly. 

The administration gave a short introduction to the EU – Africa 
Global Health Partnership (EDCTP3) and the Norwegian contribution. 

This was followed by an introduction to the funding mechanism 
"INTPART" – International Partnerships in Excellent Education, 
Research, and Innovation. INTPART is administered by the Norwegian 
Directorate for Higher Education and Skills and the Research Council.  
Since its start-up in 2015 it has funded projects for a total amount of 
776 million kroner, with an active portfolio of 150 projects.  
The INTPART mechanism is not a part of the Portfolio Boards budget, 
but its results will be reported upon in the Portfolio Analysis as it 
includes international cooperation and partnership with Brazil, 
Canada, India, Japan, China, Russia, South-Africa, South-Korea and 
USA. 

Decision: The updates from the administration are taken into 
consideration. 

Item PSGLOBAL 37/21 Revision of the Portfolio Plan

Document: 
Portfolio plan for Global development and International relations – 
draft version 

The Portfolio Plan is the main governing document of the Portfolio 
for Global development and international relations, as key priorities 
are set out in this document. The process of revising the portfolio 
plans in consultations with the research community, ministries and 
other stakeholders was discussed in the Portfolio Board Meetings 
1/2021 and 3/2021. In addition to the online seminar where 
Norwegian researchers were invited to give input on several key 
areas to the portfolio, dialogue meetings have been held with 
relevant ministries. This portfolio has been discussed with the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Ministry of Health and Welfare, the 
Ministry of Defense, and the Ministry of Justice and Preparedness. 

Based on comments and input from both the researchers, the 
ministries and the portfolio board, the administration has developed 
a draft for a revised portfolio plan. The findings in the portfolio 
analysis of 2020 are also taken into consideration, together with 
relevant aspects of the new Government's political platform, new 
governmental white papers, and strategies, etc. Given that the 
portfolio plan should have a ten-year horizon, the thematic priorities 
are expressed in a more general and principal manner. Details 
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regarding priorities will be more pronounced in the Investment plan, 
and even more so in calls for proposals.  

The Portfolio Board had several comments regarding the texts of the 
Portfolio plan:  

The document should have less explanation and analysis, and more 
focus on challenges and knowledge gaps. The three pillars should be 
renamed as focus areas, priority areas or streams, and their 
interlinkages should be more pronounced, and the scope of the 
portfolio must be more clearly framed by the SDGs.  

Migration and displacement must be emphasized more, and some of 
the wording regarding migration must be rephrased. Migration is 
cutting across all areas of the portfolio.  

The portfolio plan needs to strike a clearer balance between 
Norwegian interests and global, overall perspectives. 

The new government's political platform, and its priorities on 
relevant areas, must be explicitly mentioned. 

Aspects regarding diversity, inequality, and inequity must be more 
developed and pronounced throughout the document. Growing 
inequalities within and between populations is putting pressure on 
the multilateral system as tensions in LMICs towards HICs (High-
income countries) are being tapped into by global superpowers. 

New collaborative patterns may undermine the multilateral system. 

The notion of 'the liberal word order' is disputed and unclear. There 
is a need to become more radical concerning the development 
concept as there are fundamental different world views on Western 
universalism and values of democracy, human rights, etc. 

International justice, international security, new security risks, hybrid 
warfare, cyber-threats, disinformation and the role of media should 
be mentioned explicitly. Further the distinction between conflict and 
non-conflict is subject to perspective, and not as clear cut. How 
should this be approached by researchers?  

Violence, both intra-house and other, should be included together 
with lack of security and conflicts. In the first priority area, 
International relations, there could be included a section on 'People 
living in a time of conflict' in order to add the human dimension to 
this chapter. 

In the second priority area, development research, there are issues 
regarding balance and emphasis that needs to be resolved. Labour 
markets, including justice for workers, and job-creation should be 
more pronounced, as should poverty and inequality. 

The role of the private sector and civil society, including public-
private partnerships, in fighting poverty must be emphasized. 
Further, the opportunities and challenges in relation to green 
transition should be included. 
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The interlinkages between growth, poverty reduction, distribution 
and governance should be made clearer. Implementations of plans 
are of particular concern. 

The section on humanitarian aid should be updated, and the 
mentioning of the UN should be more carefully worded. The link to 
health should be more pronounced. 

The third priority area on health was suggested to be expanded.  

Women should be included in the definition of disadvantaged groups. 

The ambition of allocating 50 % of funds to implementation research 
should go into the investment plan, and not be included in the 
portfolio plan. 

Although mental health is part of the non-communicable diseases, it 
could be worth mentioning it more explicitly in the text. 

The difficulties of access to diagnostics should be included. 

Following the open consultation, the portfolio plan draft should be 
sent to a few international organizations for input. Some UN 
agencies, global funds, WHO etc. could be relevant.  It was also 
suggested that the Portfolio Plan should be sent to the RCN 
International Advisory Board. 

Decision: The portfolio board have the following comments and 
suggestions for the revision of the portfolio plan: Some amendments 
will be made to the draft version prior to sending the document on an 
open consultation, particularly regarding migration and some of the 
wording. Following the open consultation, the rather more 
substantial input and comments will be attended to.
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Item PSGLOBAL 38/21 Investment decision – Researcher School on Global Health 

Documents: Proposal and expert assessment

The board has previously decided to invest NOK 16 million in a 
Research School in Global health through the call Research School for 
Quality and Relevance. Only one submitted proposal was relevant for 
global health. It received an overall mark of 4 by the panel and is 
therefore not eligible for funding. 

The Board was asked to decide upon the use of the 16 million kroner 
in unspent funds. 

Two alternatives were presented. 

- Alternative 1: Add 16 million kroner to the calls on Global Health 
with deadlines in February 2022. 

-  Alternative 2: Grant additional funding of 3-4 million kroner to 
the existing Researcher school, to prolong their activity up until 
2024 when a new call for Research Schools is planned. The rest, 
12-13 million kroner, would then be added to the calls on Global 
Health with deadlines in February 2022. 

Decision: The board discussed the two alternatives for the unspent 

funds of NOK 16 million and decided on alternative 1, - to add to the 

funds to the calls on Global Health with deadlines in February 2022.

Item PSGLOBAL 39/21 Any other business 

Symposium
Christopher Cramer, Rainer Elk Anders and Nynke van den  
Broek will come back to the board with a proposal on how and when 
to arrange the Portfolio's symposium in 2022. 

Meetings in 2022
The administration will send out doodles with alternative dates for 
the next 4 meetings in 2022. 


