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Российский национальный суб-комитет 

программы BSR Interreg III B


      

Решение 

Заседания Российского национального суб-комитета 

программы BSR Interreg III B NP

13 октября 2008 г., СанктПетербург, Смольный

Присутствовали:

Постоянные члены РНСК: Малиновская О.П., Николаев С.С., Лебедева Е.В., Климов О.В., Кислов Д.С., Кабанцева Л.В., 

Члены РНСК  наблюдатели - Голева Н.П., Карелина И.А., Скороходов В.А., Шаханов В.Б. 

Приглашенные – Баланев С.А., Белова Е.Г., Рудакова Е., Алексеева В.В.

Процедура обсуждения проектных заявок

Регионы дали свои предложения в письменном виде (в т.ч. отсутствующие здесь), сформировали свое мнение по тем проектам, которые необходимо поддержать. 

У всех есть таблица с соответствующей информацией. 

Предложение по процедуре голосования – 1 регион – 1 голос.

1) Проекты, получившие оценку 1 на заседании Мониторингового комитета принимаются без обсуждения

Будут ли они обсуждаться?

Решили: обсудить только проект № 1026 Parks & Benefits с участием Москвы. Остальные проекты одобрить без обсуждения.

2) Проекты категория 2а  предлагаются для обсуждения


Предлагаю начать обсуждение с этих  проектов. (Хотя страны-члены могут также откорректировать список). Затем перейти к процедуре голосования по каждому из проектов. Решили: проекты категории 2b обсудить. По итогам обсуждения каждый представитель присутствующего региона присваивает проекту рейтинг. Далее по наибольшему числу проекту присваивается соответствующее место в общем рейтинговом списке для поддержки на Мониторинговом комитете.

3) Проекты категория 2b


Они могут быть приняты только в случае очень серьезного обоснования. У нас много таких проектов. 

Решили: все проекты этой категории, получившие поддержку от регионов поддержать на Мониторинговом комитете. Отдельно проекты не обсуждать. 

Справка по приоритетам

Priority 1: Fostering of innovations across the BSR

1.1 Support for innovation sources

1.2 Technology transfer

1.3 Absorption of new knowledge

Priority 2: Improving external and internal accessibility of the BSR

2.1 Transport

2.2 ICT

2.3 Transnational development zones integration

Priority 3: Management of the Baltic Sea as a common resource

3.1 Challenges in water management

3.2 Economic management of sea resources

3.3 Maritime safety

3.4 Development of off-shore and coastal areas

Priority 4: Promoting of attractive and competitive cities and regions

4.1 Cooperation between metropolitan regions, cities and rural areas

4.2 Increased competitiveness and identity of BSR

4.3 Improvement of social conditions

Справка  - обсуждение на Мониторинговом комитете

Секретариат предлагает процедуру обсуждения и отбора.

По результатам качественной оценки все проектные заявки  делятся на  категории:

1. to be approved

2a.could be approved

2b. should not be approved

3.to be rejected

Категория 3. - эти заявки секретариатом предложено сразу исключить. 

Рекомендуется одобрить все заявки 1 категории и некоторые 2а. В исключительных случаях могут быть обобрены заявки категории 2b.

Рассмотрение проектов

Категория 1

Проект № 1026 Parks & Benefits

Приоритет 4 (4.2)

Лид партнер  - DE

От России – партнер из Москвы

Слушали: Николаев С.С., Кислов Д.С., Скороходов В.А., Баланев С.А., Карелина И.А., Шаханова В.Б.

Вопрос по проекту – Москва не относится к Северо-Западному региону. На территории Северо-Запада не приносит ощутимого результата. Есть компонент ENPI. Проблемы с географией российского партнера.

Ни один регион не поддержал этот проект.

Решили – вынести на обсуждение на Мониторинговом Комитете с формулировкой – 

Проект № 1026 Parks & Benefits имеет компонент ENPI. Единственный партнер от России – Московская организация, не относящаяся по географии к регионам Северо-Запада и региону Балтийского моря. Выяснить какой эффект для Северо-запада будет иметь. Ни один регион не поддержал этот проект.

Проекты категории 2а

проект № 1009 PORTORIN - Strengthening the Economic Power of Baltic Coastal Regions by Sustainable Investments in Port-Oriented Industries

Приоритет 4 (4.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 2

Final conclusion

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is the relevance of the proposal and coherence. The weakest element is the uncertainty on the approach to attraction investments to the selected ports.

Проект поддержалиленинградская область – рейтинг 3. Санкт-Петербург – рейтинг -2. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 4 место 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Technical correction:

* BL5 is very high (8.6% of total budget). Indirect costs (= ineligible costs) might be included. The project should specify the cost items. Any ineligible items should be removed from the project's budget.

* BL2: The description of external services is poor. This means that a lot of costs are hidden. The project should clarify the items, especially

item no. 4 in the table of contracts below 30,000 EUR (Research studies and planning services; 453,767 EUR).

* BL4: Partner 6 plans to rent a car for 34 months (17,000 EUR). The project should provide a detailed description of the car rental (proof that this is the most economic means of transport, public transport is not available) and the calculation method (how many days per week, month, year the car is used). Ineligible costs whould be deducted.

Слушали  НиколаевА С.С., Малиновскую О.П., Кислова Д.С.

Проблемы с бюджетом во 2-ой бюджетной линии плохо расписаны услуги.

Решили – проект № 1009 PORTORIN поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Рейтинг по голосованию – 4 место. 

проект №1012 Bioenergy Promotion - The Baltic Sea Region Bioenergy Promotion Project. 

Приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 4

Final conclusion

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong features are the good relevance and durability as well as the strong partnership. The high budget of the project seems justified by the high number of partners and planned outputs. The proposal shows however weaknesses in the clarity of the work plan as well as in financial management and budget planning.

Проект поддержалиленобласть -1 , Общая рейтинговая оценка – 1 место 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Technical correction:

he project should clarify and further specify all the items in the budget line 2 (external expertise) including the correction of the corresponding work packages.

The project should clarify the meaning of further development of existing webpage/databases (WP2, tasks 2.1 and 2.2) in order to avoid double-financing of already existing structures.

Слушали  Малиновскую О.П., Николаева С.С., Кислова Д.С.

Решили: проект №1012 Bioenergy Promotion поддержать и вынести на обсуждение в МС. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 1 место

проект № 1014 BaltSeaPlan - Introducing Maritime Spatial Planning in the Baltic Sea. 

Приоритет 3 (3.4)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 3

Final conclusion

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is the project’s relevance to the programme. The weakest is project partnership in eastern part of the BSR, which could lead to lesser influence on the development of maritime spatial planning legislation in these countries.

Проект поддержалиКалининградская область -1,  Общая рейтинговая оценка – 6 место

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):  условий нет

Слушали  Лебедеву Е., Николаева С.С., Кислова Д.С.

Решили – проект № 1014 BaltSeaPlan поддержать и вынести на обсуждение в МС. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 6 место

проект №1027 PlasTEP.  Plasma based technologies for environment protection in BSR

Приоритет 1 (1.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 2

Final conclusion

T The project on “Plasma based technologies for environmental protection in the BSR” has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is its transnational relevance and the potential for the BSR to take a lead in a cutting edge technology. The weakest point is the missing national level back-up (e.g. Ministries of Science and Technology).

Considering the strong focus on research and development, the Monitoring Committee is asked to decide if the project fits into the thematic scope of the programme.

Проект поддержалиНИ ОДИН ИЗ РЕГИОНОВ ПРОЕКТ НЕ ПОДДЕРЖАЛ 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Recommendation:

The project should target an involvement of relevant political bodies at national and pan-Baltic level in dissemination activities.

Technical correction:

* Patenting, ownership and revenue-generating issues of the planned prototypes must be clarified and set in accordance with the programme requirements.

* High budget share allocated in BL5 (15%): Before issuing the grant contract it should be clarified what kind of costs are involved.

Ineligible items (e.g. indirect costs) should be removed from the budget.

* Specification of external expertise: Before issuing the grant contract the separation between contracts above and below 30.000 EUR should be reviewed.

* Very large equipment budget: Before issuing the grant contract the equipment budget of partner 4 (61.000 EUR) and partner 13 (42.000 EUR) should be clarified.

What kind of costs is involved? Are only depreciation costs or rent calculated?

Слушали  Николаева С.С.

Решили – ПРОЕКТ НЕ ПОДДЕРЖИВАТЬ. Формулировка для секретариата – Ни один регион проект не поддержал. Недостаток проекта сильная научно-исследовательская составляющая.

проект №1040 ICT for Health - ICT for health in regions with ageing population and for chronically sick people. 

Приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 3

Final conclusion

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is that the project proposal is well in line with the quality focus of the programme. Also the partnership has good potential to realise the planned activities and deliver the expected outputs. The weakest feature is a rather limited transferability and adaptability of outputs. The outputs (eg. educational modules, web based patient record, benchmark system) seem to be custom made for the involved organisations and serve their particular needs.

Проект поддержалиСанкт-Петербург – рейтинг 2. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 2-ое место. 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Technical correction:

1. Items no. 7, 8 and 10 in the budget line 2 have to be further specified. Unjustified items have to be removed from the project budget.

2. Detailed justification for the planed equipment to be purchased by partners 18 and 19 should be provided. Unjustified expenditure has to be removed.

Слушали  Николаева С.С., Кислова Д.С., Баланева С.А.

Условие партнеры проекта должны создать условия для передачи 

Решили – проект №1040 ICT for Health поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 2-ое место.

проект № 1048 BALTRAD  - An advanced weather radar network for the Baltic Sea Region: BALTRAD.

Приоритет 2 (2.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 2

Final conclusion

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is that the project tackles a technical problem relevant for the BSR using a well prepared approach. The weakest is that the proposal leaves open why Lithuania, Germany and Norway are not involved. But as the project wants to develop advanced weather radar network for the BSR, those countries involvement is important.  

Considering the strong focus on the joint development of technical solutions, the Monitoring Committee is asked to decide if the project is fitting into the thematic scope of the programme.

Проект поддержалиНИ ОДИН ИЗ РЕГИОНОВ ПРОЕКТ НЕ ПОДДЕРЖАЛ 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is to target missing countries in the dissemination activities.

Слушали  Николаева С.С.

Решили – ПРОЕКТ НЕ ПОДДЕРЖИВАТЬ

проект № 1086 Urb Energy - Energy Efficient and Integrated Urban Development Action. 

Приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

Final conclusion

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature of the project is composition of the partnership adequate to address a problem of preservation of urban environment as a development asset. The major shortcoming of the proposal are week provisions to ensure the durability of the project's results as well as lack of clear vision how to avoid overlaps with previous project BEEN.

Проект поддержалиРеспублика Карелия – 1. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 3

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is to focus project activities during implementation on aspects not covered by BSR Interreg III B project BEEN as well as establish close cooperation with BSR Programme Longlife project (in case it is approved).

Слушали  Кислова Д.С.

Решили – проект № 1086 Urb Energy поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 3

проект № 1088 BSRInnoReg- Strengthening Innovation Governance in Baltic Non-metropolitan Regions through Transnational Cooperation

Приоритет 4 (4.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is its coherence and relevance to the programme. The weakest is perhaps the budget, as it demands some clarifications.

Проект поддержали Ленобласть -2, Общий рейтинг- место 5

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Technical corrections:

- Verification of an umbrella organization of PP4. In case the structure is not eligible (PP4 reports costs of other consortium’s partners), PP4 should be asked to revise the budget (cut off these costs) and will be recommended to follow strictly public procurement rules applicable in its country.

Слушали  Малиновскую О.П.

Решили – проект № 1088 BSRInnoReg поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 5

проект № 1106 Baltic Seniors - - Social Inclusion of the Seniors through the use of ICT

Приоритет 4 (4.3)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is the project’s thematic focus which is well in line with the programme requirements. The project proposal is considered to be of transnational relevance as it will develop solutions for the use of ICT by elderly people that can be easily used by any region in the BSR. The problem, objectives and expected results very clearly described. The work plan is clearly described, logical and realistic. 

The weakest is that according to the information received from the Estonian representatives in the programme, project partner 2 Institute of Humanities and Social Sciences with budget of EUR 93 334 ineligible for financing from the programme. However partner 2 plays an active role in project development and implementation and therefore without this organisation the success of the project might be endangered.

Проект поддержалиСАНКТ-ПЕТЕРБУРГ -2 Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 7

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

In case the project is approved, the applicant will have to identify an eligible organisation who will be competent to take over the responsibility for all tasks that were planned to be carried out by project partner 2. This will have to be done before the project can be offered the grant contract.

Слушали  Николаева С.С., Белову Е.Г., Кислова Д.С., Малиновскую О.П., Скороходова В.А.

Решили – проект № 1106 Baltic Seniors поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 7

Проекты категория 2b

Слушали Николаева С.С., Кислова Д.С., Малиновскую О.П., Климова О.В., Лебедеву Е.

Решили поддержать все проектные заявки категории 2b, которые получили поддержку регионов. Отдельно их не рейтинговать. Все эти проектные заявки направить в Секретариат для обсуждения  на МС. Если по заявке нет обоснования или писем поддержки от российских регионов, то просто поддерживать их на заседании Мониторингового комитета.

По остальным заявкам с российским участием сообщать, что проект не получил поддержки ни от одного из регионов Северо-Запада.

проект № 1006 VIHIT- Promoting Urban and Regional Economic Development through Vital Historic Towns

Приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not yetquality enough to be approved.

The main strong feature is that the project builds on strong and experienced networks, partially having cooperated in forerunner projects. The weakest is that the project does not reflect its focus on small and medium sized towns within the tasks. Further, the transnational relevance is not clearly demonstrated.

Проект поддержалиленобласть -4

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is to elaborate a coherent work plan with clear focus und to strengthen transnational relevance.

проект № 1008 CultLand- Challenging Cultural Landscapes for Baltic Branding

Приоритет 4 (4.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is the projects coherence. The weakest feature is the durability of the outputs and results.

Проект поддержалиПСКОВ

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

НЕТ УСЛОВИЙ.

Проект № 1015 TransBaltic- Towards the multimodal transport system in the Baltic Sea region

Приоритет 2(2.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 2

The project has not yet quality enough to be approved.

The durability of the main output as well as the value for money at this point of project development is very questionable.

The main strong feature is that the project targets a problem of high relevance for the Baltic Sea Region (isolated actions for development of a pan-Baltic transport strategy). The weakest is that the present partnership has not sufficient national back-up to secure the implementation and therefore the durability of the planned Baltic Sea Strategy and Action Plan as a whole seems to be at risk.

Проект поддержалиСПб

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is either a) to concentrate the project proposal on the development of the Baltic Sea Strategy and Action Plan and to gather strong support from the national level or b) to downscale the project proposal to a rather regional level and to concentrate on pecific, targeted activities.

Please note that the Latvian partner 26 “Transport and Telecommunication Institute” is not eligible and should not participate the project..

проект № 1023 Water Tool Base - Better Environment through Decentralized Waste Water Treatment and Sustainable Sanitation in Baltic Sea Region

Приоритет 3 (3.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved yet.

The main strong feature is project’s intention to create the practical solutions for the local and regional authorities to apply holistic approach in the waste water treatment management systems. The weakest feature is the project’s partnership as it consist mainly from the academic sector representatives. The project approach involving the local and regional authorities is not well explained and therefore it is doubtful that project could achieve its selected specific result “to build up capacity of local and regional authorities”. Also project contribution to the result unlocking investments to other regions is not evident from the proposed approach.

Проект поддержалиСПб

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is to strengthen the project by involvement of local and regional authorities or their associations. The project needs clearly describe how it will contribute to the result unlocking investments.

проект № 1035 Egoprise- E-GOvernment solutions as instruments to qualify the public sector for the specific needs of (transnational operating) small and medium sized enterPRISEs (SMEs) in the rural BSR

Приоритет 2 (2.2) перенесен в приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 2

The project has not quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is coherence of the project and partnership. The weakest feature is project’s durability e.g. to implement the BSR wide action plans. The project does not take into account the experiences and results of previously financed BSR INTERREG III B NP projects. The project does not fit to the thematic focus of the selected Priority 2. The project was assessed under the Priority 4, area of support 1.

Проект поддержалиСПб

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Нет условий.

проект № 1036 BTL- Baltic Tangent Logistics

Приоритет 2 (2.1) 

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not yet quality enough to be approved as the project rationale and its coherence is unclear as well as is the project's methodology (work plan is fully packed with plenty of activities that seem not to be interlinked).

Проект поддержалиПсков

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is to reconsider the project rationale (concentrate on Baltic Tangent development zone rather, instead of the corridor) and to improve description of the approach (more explanations about why planned activities are needed and what is their interrelation).

Applicant should be informed that PP21 Transport and Telecommunication Institute (TTI) from Latvia has been verified by the Monitoring Committee as ineligible and as such should be excluded from the partnership.

проект № 1055 EWTC II - East West Transport Corridor II - a green corridor concept within the Northern Transport Axis approach

Приоритет 2 (2.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not yet quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is its thematic relevance to

the programme. The weakest are the partly unclear links to the Action Plan developed under EWTC I, the

missing coherence between various local and bilateral activities, and the unbalanced involvement of different

countries.

Проект поддержалиКалининград -4

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation in case of reapplication: The project should downscale its shape with stronger focus on the green corridor concept and better integrated activities linked to the general strategy.

проект № 1058 TRANS-IN-FORM - Transforming peripheral rural areas through sharing information and approaches to territorial development: TRANS-IN-FORM

Приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved. The strongest feature of the proposal is significant involvement of the municipalities interested in finding solution to strengthen the potential of rural areas. The weakest feature is too broad definition of the problem which seems to be rather collection of individual needs of respective partners. Additionally, the high budget is insufficiently justified by planned activities.

Проект поддержалиархангельская область -1, Псков. Участвует Мурманск. 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

нет условий

проект № 1064 SVH- Sustainable Via Hanseatica

Приоритет 4 (4.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The proposal has not yet quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is its relevance to the programme as planned touristic brand (VH brand) covering 6 countries in the south-east BSR supported with establishment of long-lasting formalised product management network can be regarded as contribution to improving preconditions for increase of BSR competitiveness. The weakest is partnership and coherence. In the partnership out of 33 partners from 6 countries, 15 are from Latvia and 9 from Lithuania.

This indicates imbalanced interest in VH zone development (very strong in the Baltic countries, weak

in Germany and north-east Poland, and not existing in Polish north-western regions).

Проект поддержалиКалининградская область -2

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

The recommendation is to focus project goals and to concentrate on more realistic objectives (e.g. is it really possible to ‘des-enclave Kalinigrad Oblast by introducing best practice examples in tourism sector’?; is it really possible to establish VH Zone – wide product without active involvement of relevant partners from the whole zone? etc.). It is also advisable to detail the work plan, which would make an assessment of the approach possible: at the moment it is not clear where (for whom) and how the core project activities are performed (trainings and enlargement of the coordination group).

Дополнение — Санкт-Петербургом добавлен для обсуждения на заседании Мониторингового Комитета еще один проект категории 2b № 1065 "AGORA 2.0"

прект № 1065 "AGORA 2.0 - Inspirations for Innovations - towards Sustainable and Competitive Tourism in the Baltic Sea Region

Приоритет  1 (1.1) – перенесен в приоритет 4 (4.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is its transnational relevance as the project outputs can be without any restrictions used by all interested actors across the BSR. The weakest feature is unclear description of problem, objectives, expected results and workplan. The project does not fit to the thematic focus of the selected Priority 1. The project was assessed under the Priority 4 and area of support 4.1.

Проект поддержалиСПб 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Нет условий

проект № 1069 WEBCOM- WEBCOM - Web Based Full Electronic Business Communication in Innovative Networks

Приоритет 1 (1.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved.

The main strong feature of the proposal is taking into account needs of end users and involving significant number of SMEs to test solutions developed during project lifetime.

The weakest feature of the proposal are poor provisions to ensure the durability of the project's results as well as the imbalances in partnership and budget that indicate different levels of interests to participate in the project.

Проект поддержалиСПб 

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

Нет условий

проект № 1083 Access by Cycling - Access by Cycling

 Towns

Приоритет 2 (2.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is that the work plan is well structured and rather clearly described but not detailed enough. The weakest feature is that the project proposal is poorly in line with the quality focus of the programme. The project proposal is considered to be of

rather limited transnational relevance. The project is focused on improving conditions in partner

cities/regions what leads to the assumption that the impact of the project on the BSR will be rather limited.

Проект поддержалиНовгородская область -1, ленинградская область

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

нет условий.

проект № 1085 ReMode - Integrated Modes of eService Provision for Remote Areas

Приоритет 2 (2.2)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not quality enough to be approved. The main strong feature is that as such the problem and objectives well match to the thematic focus of the selected priority (Promotion of ICT measures enhancing accessibility and sustainable socio-economic growth). The weakest point is lack of focus in the selected activities and expected results as well as the fact that the expected end-users have not been involved in the project. In addition, the project does not bring especially additional value to the predecessor project A.S.A.P financed by the BSR INTERREG III B.

Проект поддержалиРеспублика Карелия

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

нет условий.

проект № 1092 Amber Coast Route- AMBER COAST ROUTE - Multi-modal Transport Initiative South-Eastern Baltic Sea

Приоритет 2 (2.1)

Potential to become strategic project  оценка 1

The project has not yet quality enough to be approved.

The strongest feature is good coherence between problem, objectives and expected results. In addition, the project budget is reasonable (total budget 1.658 MEUR) comparing to the activities. The weakest part is lack of durability of the project results as well as

concentration on studies instead of concrete activities to solve the identified problem.

Проект поддержалиКалининградская область -3

Секретариатом сформулированы условия по возможности принятия данного проекта. 

Условия принятия проекта (Recommendations, technical corrections, conditions):

нет условий

Решили:

Вынести на обсуждение на Мониторинговом комитете

№ проекта
Название
Категория
Решение

Категория 1

1026
1026 Parks & Benefits
1
Единственный партнер от России – московская организация, не относящаяся по географии к регионам Северо-Запада и региону Балтийского моря. Ни один регион не поддержал этот проект.

Категория 2а

1009
1009 PORTORIN 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Рейтинг по голосованию – 4 место

1012
1012 Bioenergy Promotion 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение в МС. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 1 место

1014
1014 BaltSeaPlan 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение в МС. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 6 место

1040
1040 ICT for Health 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общая рейтинговая оценка – 2-ое место

1086
1086 Urb Energy 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 3

1088
1088 BSRInnoReg 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 5

1106
1106 Baltic Seniors 
2а
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС. Общее рейтинговое голосование – место 7

Категория 2b

1006
1006 VIHIT
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1008
1008 CultLand
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1015
1015 TransBaltic
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1023
1023 Water Tool Base
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1035
1035 Egoprise
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1036
1036 BTL
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1055
1055 EWTC II
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1058
1058 TRANS-IN-FORM
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1064
1064 SVH
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1069
1069 WEBCOM
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1083
1083 Access by Cycling
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1085
1085 ReMode
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

1092
1092 Amber Coast Route
2b
поддержать и вынести на обсуждение на МС

