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Sub-group - 1

GDP per capita > 100% of EU
average and joint the EU
already before 2004;

regional governance
systems

part of the Eurozone and the
Schengen area

accessibility in the border
region is medium to high

R&D

Environment

Sub-group - 2

GDP per capita between 75%
to 100% of the EU average

Sub-group - 3

GDP per capita < 75% of the
EU average

Sub-group - 4

differences in the GDP per
capita amongst the regions

mostly part of the Eurozone
and the Schengen area

accessibility in the border

region is partly high in central
Europe or medium with some
obstacles due to the maritime
borders in north-west Europe

mostly centralised governance
systems

accessibility is medium to low
due to a lack of adequate
transport services

Some are part of the
Schengen area some are not

accessibility is medium to high
in most of the programmes
with obstacles related mainly
to a lack of adequate transport
services and maritime borders

History of cooperation
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Social
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Environment

Environment

/Sub-group _ outermost)
region

Spain-Portugal (Madeira-
Acores-Canarias (MAC))

Tourism

Environment

FR-NL: Saint Martin-Sint
Maarten
FR: Mayotte-Comores-
Madagascar

Social

Environment aspects
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Cluster-Faktoren

Interreg CBC sub-
group

Interreg CBC 1
Interreg CBC 2
Interreg CBC 3
Interreg CBC 4
Outermost regions
IPA CBC

ENI CBC

All MS

Some MS

All MS

Some MS

Difference in

governmental
systems

Predominantly regional
system

Regional and central
governance systems

Predominantly central system

Regional and central
governance systems

GDP

Accessibility difference

Equal above 100%

Equal medium

Equal below 75%

Difference in GPD

Difference in GPD

Difference in GPD

Difference in GPD
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Medium

Low

High

High

High

High

Labour
market
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Kooperationsintensitat

joint strategic
Building actions and plans, Developing joint Implementing

cooperation exchange of know- solutions, pilot mainstreaming
capacity how, data, best projects projects
practice

Interreg CBC 1

Interreg CBC 2
Interreg CBC 3
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IPA CBC [
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Theory of change model
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11. Contribution to integrated regional development
10. Spill-over effects of the territorial cooperation achievements
9. Contribution to policy area objectives
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Programme
management

A robust
needs
assessment
was

The funds
allocated and
the planned |
interventions |
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policy areas
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|
|
|

needs and are
widely
accepted

Case studies confirmed the hypothesis

Case studies showed some issues

Not verifiable by case studies
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Suitable partnerships
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Cross-border and transnational contribution to ETC objectives

Integrated regional development across border and transnational cooperation

- ™~
: . : Environmental ey :
Economic growth Social integration . Territorial integration
protection
s N/ N [ N N - ~
labour p . . - . . Environment Risk
overty Inclusion Education Biodiversity Climate ) Governance
Business Tourism R&D market al protection | | management TR

Social aspects Environment Institutional capacity

N AN A% J K / J\ J




Umwelt

-
s e

accountability
lige

> L Ay
Resuts

Output

H Impact
[
1
St bt 4 PR i
e e ]
A\ gt -
— Eboncniuned )| 1| comn st | b | | oo s "l
P T
et oS Rowedor Aapvent ot
== \ R e )
g st o | e | | ot o e
e [— L T o,
ook and et s 17 i [
e =5 smimce v | pnt ot || R
[F— e
Aearects o ctacns £ =] o
ot - ] etiason—| e
— NS, sl B8 | Sy | I
) 1 e R ey
o L —
o
= [ —

ot o e s o e
ey =

i s s e e
=

ETC added value
of the policy area
“environment;

Impact
et
e ™ regons
o st o
- —u

ETC added value
of the policy area
“research and
innovation* i

Tourismus

accountabliity
lioe

Impact

Transport

accountability
lige: ‘

ETC added

value

pros of the policy
area

“lranspolig'

s 2 ETC added
e value
s of the policy

area “tourism
13

Institutionsentwicklung

accountability
ige

Long term resus

1
1
[
L
]
) et irianseg — ]
e =1
Copucey et st = T
[ o e, e chck ot St
= et
o ey R
- e |
ot scns T P —— e e e
sasus i A
s whsch have - U mavcrs came
ey | T |
i .
ot mansgemart Essirng ot
o e s
i -
L ——— -
e

Comen i s

>L I3

Impact

Skcrstenns be
ety

ETC added
value

of the
policy area
“capacity
bui ing“1 5

10



accountability

ot

o[

|
Output Results i Long term results
/ necessary excellence is
| available | M T A EEEE————
p Development of | results of projects are | /Innovation projects |
( Agreements among Ipartners complement their 2 i fece e relevant for the region funded by other
‘ universities and other excellence and the | - i and can be sources (HORIZON,
L stakeholders W, partnership leads to a . applications / | implementedby | |  ERDF etc) |
clear value added value, - | stakeholders i I
______ o w
: . e e ! Joint research
‘ ) eseal | Mobility o }_‘ T e v agenda
| Knonlcdge farere Ij imer;?gg rsl::zgt:fs o | | researchers | researchersfind | ' o/
i ] ~ 4 | adequatejobsinthe | -
L. researchers 7] regions 3 Increased
: N = = == = = T |
[ Cooperation between P S £ Knowledgeand » < _ L)| innovation capacity
| research organisation } /" adegaute industry and technology transfer \ of SMEs
| %

between research and
| | businesses, in |

\ and SMEs ) SMESs available in the

= [ region | g
’ : | . particular SMEs i | capacity of SMEs to
( | interested SMEs ) ' utilise technology
| Knowledge networks J_— S P T . - |

| Coopeation obstacles Development of
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J
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Cross border
universities

international
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| Development of ‘
clusters

4

F::

H

Enablers

Hindering factors

Beneficiaries do have the skill and capacity to cooperate

Adequate staekholders in the region, similiar industry in the
region

Comparability of regional innovation strategies

Lack of adequate stakeholder setting in the region
Lack of political support

Lack of accessibility across the border (digital mobility, human
mobility)

Stakeholders are involved in the cooperation which are able to
implement results |

Cooperation topics address the needs ofthe regions embedded |

in a strategy andfor functional area

Regional smart specialisations strategies are the foundation of
research topics

Mannaratinn invnlvas nublic antharitiae racearrhare and nrivate
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authorities, enterprises Iran\:Fatlve ‘
and other relevant regions
stakeholders | % A
| .
link to local and regional -
innovation strategies | | Increased
(RIS3) internationalisation of
. innovation
new instruments to ! )
finance innovation are | y 3 s,
established | ( Regional \
knowledge and
political stability innovation

supporting the |

capaci y
innovation strategy o g

N

ETC added value
of the policy area
“research and
innovation*“
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Output Results i Long term results
Joint understanding (of | .—)J Change of mindset |
T —> the necessity to address — \ | and behaviour
Awareness l_'. T Shaenmenblescsly l 4 [Sustainable networks
campaigns | | : —»  of experts and
. Pk b i common understanding | authorities
P e N datais available at | departure based on | g oftheneedsinthe | e e
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transfer , \ T‘
: Illcoopeatio_n obstacles were ‘; 'Coherence of planning vy }/ /involvement of the right | '_p;‘g‘c?:)rnd:;:gﬂjs_.
| clearly identified and | (joint management plans stakeholders [

|' Tools and addressed

methods
{ p-omicat dawareness
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|, Coherence of actions | f

. > - f
|Jomt managemem}~ (piotactions) _’ /
aC_“'U"S_ “Structural procedures 'I _ /
(allignment of
environmental policies at
regional level)
Enablers Hindering factors

Beneficiaries do have the skill and capacity to cooperate

Joint natural habitats available

Stakeholders are involved in the cooperation which are able to
implement results

Joint needs and environmental issues to be tackled

Willingness to exchange data and knowledge

Inward focused public authorities dealing with environmental
regulations, data and standards.

Implementation of environmental aspects is not on the political
agenda

Lack of accessibility across the border (digital mobility, human
mobility)

preconditions

joint management
plans and projects |

joint implementation™7

generating national/

regional or other
resources

transnational level /

,=" Improved biodiversity |

T . (Biodiversity strategy)
| continuous involvement ".I
| and support of public | [ Improvement of natural
| \  authorities, enterprises ¥—>| resources (Habifats |
| and otner relevant .l\ e Directive)
| stakeholders \ :
l'\| \|  Sustainable forest |
’—‘. shift of mindset that \l (Forestry Strategy)
| environmental protection ) ;
|, can OHP)‘ be solved at |l.' Improved |nland,

transitional, coastal
surface water and ‘

. groundwater quality

external environmental /| (Water Framework |
| influences support the i & Directive) 4
I activities [

|'
{

}l air, soil and water

| |Reduction of pollution of ‘
(e.g.chemicals strategy)

ETC added value
of the policy area
“environme 2
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Knowledge
transfer

overcome the-culturat

Tools and and language barriers

methods

joint cultural heritage

Joint assels

management
actions

Joint
investements j
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O
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Results

Long term results

Mutual understanding of

_I<

v

Impact

the different cultural and
language

Joint tourizm
strategies

(e.g. sustainable tourism)

Networking of events and
services and
organisations

agreement on a joint
) tourism strategy

|

\
\ RN Metwork of tourism \
H'. common understanding organisations

| oftheneedsofthe |
region

Joint distribution of
cultural and culinaric ]
goods i
Established joint
branding

| positive mindset of the
population in the
region

Investment in cultural
heritage and tourism

Preservation of
cultural heritage

continuous involvement
and support of public
authorities, enterprises
and other relevant

\ stakeholders

| political will to cooperate

embedding actions in
international tourism
industry

Sustainable tourism

Increased overnight
stays

competitiven regions

sustainable cultural

heritage

infrastructure

Hindering factors

Beneficiaries do have the skill and capacity (language) to

‘ Enablers
|
| cooperate

There is a mutual understanding ofthe need to cooperate

‘ Projects are actually based on cooperation (no mirror projects)

Mational competition and lack of understanding of the value
added of transnational tourism marketing

Lack of accessibility across the border (digital mobility, human
mobility)

ETC added
value

of the policy
area “touqigm“
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mprove accessibility,
connectivity and

transport
infrastructure

Agreements and
strategies

Transport strategies Sustainable transport

Joint agreements of the
: ; \ mutual interest in need in the region Improved connectivity
Joint studies sustainable mobility Action plans developed : = Financial capacity to Smart European
‘\ _ ) Financial capacity to L | maintain services transport
mutual interest in . | follow up project sustainability of
improving connectivity Improved green transport transport Political will to stay

Joint equipment

Investments in rail
and road

political will

solution . Trans-European Transport
Open mindset of the connected P P
S Improved cr Network (TEN-T)
POPUEBOIIT TN border service:
Pilot actions implemented region
Improved border

Border secunty

Crossings

SE i i ETC added
Economic interdependancy Inward looking politics and administration
Cultural and language understanding T NRCIC R . va I ue
FHIS el O Tiemcrss ) O siskamabl: ams Pl Difficutl accessibility across the border (digital mobility, human Of t h e p (o) I | Cy
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Mationalism and border closing a rea
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= |\ common understanding of X 5 mobilisation of national \system (energy, transport)| | and support of public
& Y \ resources for | authorities, enterprises
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| i (functional a[:eas) - investment (" Integrated territorial | | and other relevant !
| political awareness and 4 / fl development ] fstakeholders f
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will to cooperate

/ Jointactionsto ", |
address thematic /
areas which have

transnational
relevance /|

( Joint management
\_of external events |

| & o B,
| ( Coherence of actions

(health, labour, business,—
I/ awareness of the cwil

elc) A
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Institutionalisation

investements J
~

society (" Establishment of joint "|ﬁ

\
\,:E Economic growth |

Internal market ,|

\
\ - 4
—»  Social integration |

Peace

,’} political stabiliy in Europe | P
";:ﬁ Enlargement |

Strengthening the
external borders |

institutions

|
f
l/—J SEMnVIices i
L
| .| Estabiishing joint |

Hindering factors

Enablers

Inward focused of public authorities

Beneficiaries do have the skill and capacity to cooperate
Paolitical understanding of the benefit to cooperate across borders

Nationalism and desinformation

Cultural and language barriers

Stakeholders are involved in the cooperation which are able to

implement results

Common culture, values and mindset

ETC added

value

of the
policy area
“capacity
building“15
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Outcome harvesting
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‘ Suche nach Wirkungen ‘ g;;: ng,_

! F & s Strategie fiir die
& {f / trinationale Region
W7 Eifel-Ostbelgien-Eislek

Version vom 24.11.2023

- 3] P
Unter welchen Ergebncljsseh | AP Yy
Umstanden werden wSer ker;] Iurc & &
Wirkungen erreicht. takeholder AERQO, .
| gepruft ‘ ri.A /) o ok wd il beflh, o
/Ausgehend von den Ergebnissen in den
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daruber, S )
« was funktioniert,
« was nicht funktioniert und > Cook book
« was sind wichtige Faktoren um eine Wirkung ‘ e

. zu erreichen
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Programmes did not substantially reduce cooperation obstacles

> Cooperation obstacles are more . Type of cooperation Mitigation
relevant for CBC programmes. . obstacles measures

>In TN, inequalities between
territories and structural
factors affect, in some cases,
the results uptake and
knowledge transfer.

Administrative and legal Cross-border mechanism

Investment in transport

Physical obstacles e

Projects addressing labour
market, education

Economic obstacles

Educational and

FETGUEIES G i people-to-people projects
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COVID-19 was the most significant external disruption but it triggered

digitalization

> Programmes adapted quite
fast.

> COVID-19 triggered online
interaction and digitalisation.

> COVID-19 led to several
delays in programme
implementation.

> COVID-19 hampered the

cooperation effect on projects.

COVID-19

Regional politics/
political stability

Brexit

Russia’s aggression
against Ukraine 2022

Migration crisis
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coordination  migration

action
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networks
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Policy instrument/ Interreg

Financial crisis
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