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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

To be completed after Draft Report has been agreed.

INTRODUCTION

This report has been prepared by EKOS in response to a commission by The Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM) to undertake an evaluation of the impact and added value of INTERREG IIIB Community Initiative in UK (2000-2006) (referred to as the “Programme”). The assignment started in January 2003 and will be completed in December 2006. The INTERREG IIIB Programmes: Atlantic Area; North Sea Region; and North West Europe are included in this study. 

Following the Interim Report, submitted in 2003, this is the first of three Annual Reports presenting findings from consultation programmes and project fieldwork undertaken in January and February 2004.

1.1 overall study objectives

The overall objectives of the evaluation over a period of four years, from March 2003 to December 2006, are to:

· Evaluate the Programmes’ strategic relevance and fit with domestic policy objectives on a national and regional basis;

· Assess the process, quality and impact of transnational co-operation at project level;

· Analyse the up take and performance levels of the Programmes regarding UK participation levels;

· Assess the added value of UK match funding and project activity in light of domestic policy developments;

· Evaluate the effectiveness of Programme management processes; and

· Explore how INTERREG IIIB relates to the other Strands of the INTERREG Community Initiative.

1.2 Purpose and extent of the ANNUAL report 2004

During the first quarter of each year, the study will review the quantitative performance of the Interreg IIIB Programmes and explore the perceptions and views held by a range of strategic partners involved in the management of the Programmes in the UK. The fieldwork of the study involves thirty projects each year and is undertaken via telephone interviews with project managers, an e-mail survey with all project partners, and project visits of two case studies. The two case studies were undertaken by EPRC, Strathclyde University. In addition, six of the selected projects from year 2004 are earmarked as longitudinal studies, involving them each year in the fieldwork operation of this assignment.

The sampling and selection of projects and strategic partners each year is based on an agreed sampling framework, which is attached in Appendix one. 

1.3 structure

The remainder of this interim report is structured as follows:

· Chapter 2 reviews the monitoring data regarding the volume of projects approved under each of the Programmes;

· Chapter 3 presents the findings from the interviews with strategic partners;

· Chapter 4 provides the findings from the fieldwork with projects;

· Chapter 5 presents the two case studies; and

· Chapter 6: analyses all findings under the key headings of the study and concludes the annual evaluation.

2. REVIEW OF PROJECT DATA
This section provides an analysis of all the approved projects with UK involvement across the three Interreg IIIB programmes, based on datasets provided on the ODPM and programme websites in January 2004. We have looked at a range of factors to gain an insight into the degree of UK participation, including:

· Number and investment volume of projects;

· ODPM Awards; 

· Regional participation; 

· Size of partnerships;

· Thematic representation; and

· Types of organisation participating.

2.1 Financial overview

2.1.1 Interreg IIIB Allocations

At January 2004 and according to ODPM records, a total of 113 projects with UK participation have been approved with a total project expenditure of some €724 million (£485 million).
Table 2.1 gives an overview of the approved projects across the various Interreg IIIB Programmes according to ERDF allocation, UK participation and UK led projects.

	TABLE 2.1: OVERVIEW OF INTERREG IIIB PROJECT ACTIVITY 2003

	
	All
	Atlantic Area
	North Sea 
	North West Europe

	ALL PROJECTS

	Total ERDF project budget (€ million)
	547
	109
	128
	315

	Total ERDF committed (€ million)
	382
	65
	94
	223

	ALL PROJECTS WITH UK PARTICIPATION

	No. of projects with UK participation
	113
	39
	35
	39

	Total project expenditure (€ million)
	724
	260
	180
	284

	UK LED PROJECTS

	No. of UK led projects
	34
	8
	10
	16

	Total project expenditure (€ million)
	196
	23
	58
	115

	Total ERDF allocation (€ million)
	109
	16
	29
	61


Source: ODPM and Programme Websites
According to ODPM records, the North West Europe Programme is the Programme with the largest ERDF budget. 

By January 2004, 71% of its ERDF resources have been allocated including a total of 39 projects with UK participation, of which 16 projects are UK-led accessing a total ERDF commitment of € 61million. In terms of size, the average project expenditure of UK-led projects in the North West Europe Programme is €7.2 million. 

The North Sea and the Atlantic Area Programmes are considerably smaller than the North West Europe Programme, with an ERDF budget of € 128 million and € 109 million respectively. Whilst the North Sea Programme has committed 73% of its ERDF resources, the Atlantic Area Programme has experienced a delayed start and has only 60% of its ERDF budget allocated to projects.

The North Sea Programme has 35 projects with UK involvement, 10 of which are UK-led. Resources committed to UK-led projects access a considerable amount of the Programme’s budget with just under a third of ERDF committed. These projects have an average project expenditure of €5.8 million.

In the case of the Atlantic Area Programme, a total of 39 projects that involve UK partners have been approved, however, only a relatively small number of projects are led by the UK (8 projects). UK-led projects under the Atlantic Area Programme have a significantly smaller average project expenditure (€2.9 million) than the other two programmes. Also the size of the partnerships also tends to be smaller, as shown below.

Overall, a total of 34 Interreg IIIB projects (30% of all those with UK participation) are UK-led, attracting ERDF of € 103 million (£69 million) for a total project expenditure of € 196 million (£131 million). 

Unfortunately, no financial data were made available to us, which would indicate how much ERDF resources are committed to the UK in total. We anticipate to be able to access these data in 2005, once all Programmes will have been fully committed.

2.1.2 The ODPM Award Fund Allocations

The ODPM award is accessed by 32 Interreg IIIB projects (both UK-led and non-UK led), to a total award volume of some £3.9 million. 

From a UK-led project perspective, just over half (55%) of the 34 projects have successfully accessed ODPM awards.  These UK-led projects have attracted the lion’s share of ODPM award volume (78%), with the remaining 22% of funds going to UK participants in non-UK led projects.

Table 2.2 shows the number and volume of ODPM Awards at January 2004.
	TABLE 2.2: ODPM AWARDS (JANUARY 2004)

	
	All
	Atlantic Area
	North Sea 
	North West Europe

	ALL PROJECTS WITH UK PARTICIPATION

	No. of projects receiving ODPM award
	32
	6
	10
	16

	Volume of ODPM awards (£)
	3,868,257
	543,496
	1,347,744
	1,977,017

	UK LED PROJECTS

	No. of UK-led projects with ODPM award
	19
	4
	6
	9

	Volume of ODPM awards (£)
	3,020,924
	527,280
	1,055,961
	1,437,683


Source: ODPM

Projects under the North West Europe Programme have secured some 50% of the total ODPM Award volume to date; this reflects the larger volume of investment in this programme overall. 

2.2 Project activity per programme

The following provides an overview of the UK participation (both UK-led and non-UK led) in each Programme, by Priority and Measures in terms of volume of projects and in relation to financial size of measures. 

2.2.1 The Atlantic Area Programme

Table 2.3 shows UK participation in the Atlantic Area Programme across the Priority/Measures.

	TABLE 2.3: Approved projects for Atlantic Area  INTERREG IIIB Programme, 2003

	
	Priority/Measure
	Total

	
	A1
	A2
	B1
	B2
	C1
	C2
	C3
	D1
	D2
	

	UK-led
	
	3
	
	1
	1
	2
	1
	
	
	8

	Non UK-led
	6
	8
	1
	6
	2
	1
	3
	2
	2
	31

	Total
	6
	11
	1
	7
	3
	3`
	4
	2
	2
	39


Despite its late start (the first eight projects, five of which involve UK partners, were approved on 31 March 2003), the Programme now has a good level of UK participation with 39 projects approved and an equal number of projects to that of North West Europe Programme. 

Priority A (Polycentric Structuring and Centres of Excellence) is the most popular Priority, with measure A2 (Centres of Excellence) attracting a total of 11 projects, almost a third of all projects with UK participation approved in this Programme. Priority D (Promoting Atlantic Identity, which supports culture/heritage and tourism projects) has the lowest representation with 4 projects, none of which are UK led.

The range of projects being supported under this Programme include:

· SDEA (A1) – supporting a locally-focused vision of polycentric development; French led project involving partners in Wales, South West of England and Scotland;

· Sensitic II (B2) – increasing use of new ICT in key sectors; a French-led project involving Carmarthenshire Council;

· ICRW (C1) – improving coastal and recreational waters; led by the UK Environment Agency and involving three partners in NW England and four other countries; and

· Cultur*At (D1)– culture and heritage as development factors in cities; a Spanish-led project involving Glasgow City Council.

Table 2.4 shows the volume of ERDF commitments under the Atlantic Area Programme, by Priority.

	TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

	Priority
	A. Polycentricity
	B.     Mobility
	C. Environment
	D.  Identity
	Total

	Total Budget


	28.2
	33.6
	29.3
	18.4
	109.4

	Total Committed


	26.2
	8.0
	26.7
	4.2
	65.1

	Commitment to UK-led Projects
	4.1
	1.5
	7.9
	0
	13.5

	Remaining


	2.0
	25.6
	2.6
	14.2
	44.3
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This is further illustrated in Chart 2.1 below.

A total of є65 million ERDF has been committed to date, representing 60% of the overall budget for the Atlantic Area. 

With 21% of total commitments (є13.5 million), UK-led projects account for a lower volume of commitments in this Programme in comparison with the North West and North Sea Programmes. The share of commitment to UK led projects is low across all measures; it is highest in the Environment Priority with є7.9 million (21% of total commitment), but zero in Priority D (Identity). UK regions are tending to participate in projects as non-lead partner in this programme.

As the chart 2.1 shows, while the budgets for Priorities A and C are already well committed, Priorities B and D have scope for further UK participation, with sizeable budgets remaining: є25.6 million in B – Mobility, and є 14.2 million in D – Identity. Indeed, it would appear that Priority D, which was allocated the smallest budget (є 18.4 million), has failed to attract significant interest across the Programme area, with only є4.2 million committed to date.

2.2.2 North West Europe Programme

Table 2.5 shows the number of projects with UK participation under the North West Europe Programme by Priority and Measures.

	TABLE 2.5: Approved projects for North West Europe INTERREG IIIB Programme, 2003

	
	Priority/Measure
	Total

	
	1.1
	1.2
	2.1
	2.2
	3.1
	3.2
	4.1
	4.2
	5.1
	5.2
	

	UK-led
	1
	3
	1
	1
	
	1
	3
	2
	1
	3
	16

	Non UK-led
	2
	4
	3
	1
	3
	2
	3
	5
	
	
	23

	Total
	3
	7
	4
	2
	3
	3
	6
	7
	1
	3
	39


The UK is participating in all measures under this Programme, with the most popular being 1.2 (Supporting The Creation Of Permanent Polycentric Networks), 4.2 (Creation And Enhancement Of Cultural Heritage) and 4.1 (Supporting Stronger Ecological Infrastructure). Although Priority 5 (Enhancing Maritime Functions And Promoting Territorial Integration Across Seas) is comparatively under-represented, the UK takes the lead in all projects with UK involvement. 

The types of projects being supported under the North West Europe Programme are:

· SAUL (1.1) - exploring the role of socially inclusive spaces in metropolitan regions, led by Groundwork UK;

· LIRA II (2.1) - an international network of light rail cities; non-UK led involving 3 UK partners.

· ESPACE (3.1) – European spatial planning: adapting to climate change; a UK led project with 6 UK partners;

· European Route of Industrial Heritage (4.2) – developing a sustainable network of industrial heritage sites; a German led project involving partners in Wales, East England, West Midlands and North West England; and

· SAIL II (5.2) - integrated coastal zone management partnership; UK led and involving 6 UK partners.

Table 2.6 shows the volume of commitments to date under each Priority in the North West Europe Programme.

	TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

	Priority
	1 Polycentricity
	2 Mobility
	3 Water / Flood
	4 Nature / Heritage
	5 Maritime
	Total

	Total Budget


	78.5
	64.2
	77
	51.5
	44
	315.2

	Total Committed
	42.8
	36.5
	72.8
	42.1
	28.9
	223.1

	Commitment to UK-led Projects
	14.0
	13.7
	4.4
	12.8
	16.3
	61.3

	Remaining


	35.7
	27.7
	4.2 
	9.4
	15.1 
	92.1
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The progress in budget commitments is further illustrated in Chart 2.2 below.

Just over є223 million has been committed to date, with є92 million (29% of the overall budget) still available. 

Here it is notable that the 16 UK-led projects account for a robust share of overall commitments across most Priorities, with a particularly high share (56% of total commitment) in the Maritime Priority (P5). The single UK-led project under Priority 3 (Water and Flood) accounts for 6% of the total commitments to date, with less than 6% remaining in the budget for this Priority. This Priority was allocated a substantial budget and has obviously been popular in being led by non-UK regions. 

Overall, UK-led projects account for 27% of the total budget allocated.

2.2.3 North Sea Programme

The 35 projects approved under the North Sea Programme distribute fairly  evenly across the Programme’s measure structure, with only two measures not attracting any UK participation at all. These are measures 1.5 (Co-operation on research and development regarding innovative support) and 3.4 (Integrated and concerted management and planning of coastal zones and the North Sea itself).
Table 2.7 shows the number of approved projects by measure in the North Sea Programme, both UK and non-UK led.

	Table 2.7: Approved projects for North Sea INTERREG IIIB Programme, 2003

	
	Priorities/Measures
	Tot

	
	1.1
	1.2
	1.3
	1.4
	1.5
	2.1
	2.2
	2.3
	2.4
	2.5
	3.1
	3.2
	3.3
	3.4
	4.1
	4.2
	4.3
	

	UK-led
	1
	2
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	
	1
	
	
	10

	Non UK-led
	1
	2
	3
	1
	
	2
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	
	1
	2
	3
	25

	Total
	2
	4
	4
	1
	
	3
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	4
	4
	
	2
	2
	3
	35


The majority of UK-led projects in the North Sea Programme are in Priority 1 (Spatial Strategies) and Priority 3 (Resources and Culture) with five and four UK-led projects respectively, while only one of the eight projects under Priority 2 (Communications) and one in seven projects in Priority 4 (Water Management) have a UK lead.

Examples of projects being supported under this Programme include:

· Liveable City (1.1) – focusing on the public domain in urban historic centres; UK led with two UK cities participating;

· Target II (2.1) – facilitating the use of alternative modes of transport to the car; a UK led project with partners in five other countries;

· North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership (3.3) – developing consensus on the management of fish stocks in the North Sea area; UK led involving 18 partners from seven countries;

· FLOWS (4.1) exploring sustainability of development in flood risk areas; UK-led involving four non-UK partners.

Table 2.8 shows the volume of ERDF commitments after PSC 4, by priority. 

	TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

	Priority
	1. Spatial Strategies
	2. Communic-ations
	3. Resources and Culture
	4. Water Management
	Total

	Total Budget
	34.6
	27.0
	29.5
	37.1
	128.1

	Total Committed
	34.6
	17.0
	19.8
	22.9
	94.2

	Commitment to UK-led Projects
	12.7
	3.9
	11.5
	4.9
	33.0

	Remaining
	0
	10.0*
	9.7*
	14.2*
	33.9


*Note: Virement to Priority 1 to take place in 2004

Commitments within this Programme are well underway, with a total of є94 million committed of a total budget of є128.18 million across the four Priorities. 

The 10 UK-led projects account for 35% of total commitments to date (є33 million). This is the highest share in percentage terms of the three Programmes, but not in absolute terms, with є61.3 million ERDF allocated to UK-led projects under the North West Europe Programme.

The budget status is further illustrated in Chart 2.3 below.
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Priority 1 (Spatial Strategies) has already exhausted its original allocation; within this priority, UK-led projects accounted for 37% of commitments. The highest UK-led commitment is found in Priority 3 (Resources and Culture) with accessing 58% of the total committed ERDF budget. 

The four UK-led projects in Priority 1 represent 37% of total commitment; while the 4 projects in Priority 3 represent the largest share of commitment at 58%. The single UK-led projects under Priorities 2 and 4 are fairly sizeable, therefore managing to attract 23% and 21% of total allocations respectively.

2.2.4 Thematic Representation

With regard to the ESDP strategic objectives, Table 2.9 demonstrates the take up of themes by UK projects across all Interreg IIIB programmes. We have used a key, described in Appendix one, allocating the various Programme measure titles to the three ESDP themes.

	TABLE 2.9: INTERREG IIIB Projects by ESDP Strategic Objectives

	Themes
	UK-Led
	Non UK Led
	Total

	Polycentric development and town-country relationships
	8
	19
	27

	Access to infrastructure and know-how
	11
	26
	37

	Environment and cultural heritage
	15
	34
	49

	Total
	34
	79
	113


The take up of themes per programme is further illustrated in Chart 2.4 below.
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Table 2.9 and Chart 2.4 show that by far the most popular theme for projects with UK participation across all three Interreg IIIB programmes is ‘Environment And Cultural Heritage’ with a total of 49 out of 113 projects (43%). The next most taken up theme is ‘Access To Infrastructure And Know-How’ with 37 projects, followed by the theme of ‘Polycentric Development And Town-Country Relationships’, which accounts for 27projects with UK involvement. Around 30% of projects within each theme are UK-led.

In addition to a thematic perspective, Chart 2.4 shows the number of projects per Programme within each of the ESDP themes. The Chart demonstrates that each Programme has a slight popularity bias towards the one or the other theme. The Atlantic Area Programme has a proportionately higher share of projects under the ‘Access To Infrastructure And Know-How’ theme (21 projects), whilst the North West Europe and the North Sea Programmes accumulate most of their projects under the environmental theme. 

2.3 Regional Participation

Under Interreg IIIB, a transnational project partnership can include a number of UK-regions. In the following, we have explored how many UK regions are involved in how many projects to identify the level of involvement on a geographic basis.
Table 2.10 shows the level of participation by region in the Interreg IIIB Programmes, and also indicates the number of project leads per region.

	Table 2.10: Regional PARTICIPation in THE INTERREG iiib Programmes

	UK Region
	Total
	Atlantic Area
	North Sea
	North West Europe

	
	All
	Lead
	All
	Lead
	All
	Lead
	All
	Lead

	North West
	12
	2
	5
	2
	
	
	7
	0

	West Midlands
	6
	0
	4
	0
	
	
	2
	0

	South West
	19
	4
	13
	3
	
	
	6
	1

	Wales
	23
	4
	14
	2
	
	
	9
	2

	Northern Ireland
	7
	2
	4
	1
	
	
	3
	1

	Scotland
	31
	4
	12
	0
	13 
	3
	6
	1

	North East
	9
	1
	
	
	7
	1
	2
	0

	Yorkshire & Humberside
	10
	1
	
	
	8
	1
	2
	0

	East Midlands
	8
	2
	
	
	6
	2
	2
	0

	East of England
	26
	6
	
	
	13
	3
	13
	3

	London
	7
	3
	
	
	
	
	7
	3

	South East
	11
	5
	
	
	
	
	11
	5

	Total
	169
	34
	61
	8
	47
	10
	70
	16


Regional participation (lead and non-lead) in each Programme is further illustrated in Chart 2.5 below.
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Perhaps unsurprisingly, with its eligibility for participation in all three programmes, Scotland participates in the most projects, with involvement in 31 projects representing 28% of all projects with UK-participation. However, Scotland only takes the lead in 4 projects. East of England and Wales are also engaged in a large number of projects, with 26 and 23 projects respectively and with a higher share of project leadership.  With six projects, East of England leads most projects per region in the UK. 

Although only eligible for the North West Europe Programme, London and the South East are more likely to take the lead on projects – with the South East leading 45% of the projects in which it participates.

The West Midlands has the lowest participation rate with 6 projects, and does not take the lead in any projects.
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It is also interesting at this stage to note the financial volumes of projects by region. This analysis is, however, only possible with UK-led projects, as we had no access to other data, or indeed ERDF commitments per UK region, which would have been  particularly interesting to consider.  Chart 2.6 is showing total project ERDF Commitment in UK-led projects.

Our data only allows an examination of ERDF committed to UK-led projects, rather than the UK share of ERDF across all projects with UK participation, but is nonetheless a significant indicator of regional variation.

Projects in East of England, South East England and London tend to be larger, and as mentioned before these regions are more likely to lead the projects they get involved in. 

Although Scotland, Wales and the South West are participating in a large number of projects, the previous Chart 2.5 showed that they each only take the lead in four projects, it is, therefore, notable that these projects tend to be of smaller scale. Other regions such as the North East and East Midlands, which are leading only one or two projects, also tend to go for very small-scale projects.

2.3.1 Trans-regional partnerships

One possible benefit from participation in Interreg IIIB projects is the opportunity to develop working relationships across regions in the UK. We have examined the extent to which connections are being made between regions within the UK, demonstrated in Table 2.11.

	TABLE 2.11: TRANS-REGIONAL PARTERSHIPS (ALL PROGRAMMES)

	
	NI
	SCO
	NE
	YH
	NW
	WM
	EM
	EE
	LDN
	SE
	SW
	WAL

	NI
	4
	2
	1
	
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	1
	1

	SCO
	
	16
	4
	3
	1
	
	1
	3
	1
	
	5
	4

	NE
	
	
	4
	2
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	
	

	YH
	
	
	
	5
	1
	
	1
	1
	
	
	
	

	NW
	
	
	
	
	3
	2
	
	2
	1
	1
	2
	1

	WM
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	
	2
	
	
	
	1

	EM
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	3
	1
	1
	
	

	EE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	13
	3
	5
	1
	

	LDN
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	4
	1
	

	SE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	1
	1

	SW
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	10
	4

	WAL
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	13


In Table 2.11 the last, highlighted diagonal row indicates the number of projects a region is involved in as the sole UK participant. A number of regions participate in several projects as the sole UK region, with this trend particularly evident in Scotland (16 out of 31 projects), East of England (13 of 26 projects), Wales (13 of 23 projects) and South West (10 of 19 projects). 

Although East of England participates as sole UK region in half of its projects, it also has the most broadly spread partnerships across the UK, sharing projects with all other UK regions except Wales.

There is also evidence of some regions forming strong links through a number of projects, for example, Scotland works often with the South West, Wales and North East, while the South East will tend to work with its neighbours, London and East.

2.3.2 Thematic Representation by Region

Taking a closer look at the regional participation in the themes, we have identified the origin of every partner participating in all 113 projects. 

Chart 2.7 below shows the number of projects within each ESDP theme in which the UK regions are represented.
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While the majority of regions are represented in each of the three themes, West Midlands is not participating in any ‘Polycentric Development’ projects, while East Midlands has no projects relating to ‘Access To Infrastructure And Know-How’. A closer look at the UK-led projects reveals the variation between regions on the size of projects which regions are taking on as lead partner (Chart 2.8).
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Source: ODPM  Note: For projects which are run by a national organisation like British Waterways The ODPM data allocates the funding to the region which is actually benefiting from the ERDF, rather than the base of the project lead partner. For example, in the Crosscut project the regions receiving the ERDF are West Midlands and Wales.

Almost all regions (except East Midlands) are leading Environmental projects. Six regions are leading Access projects, and five are leading Polycentric Development themes. 

Only two regions, East of England and Wales, are leading projects under all three themes. Scotland and London have confined their lead projects to Environmental and Polycentric Development, while Yorkshire/Humber, South West and South East are leading only Access and Environment focused projects.

East of England has the highest overall ERDF commitment at є24 million, є9.6 million each going to ‘Polycentric Development’ and ‘Access to Infrastructure/Know-how’ projects.

The South East is leading ‘Access to Infrastructure’ projects to a total ERDF commitment of є14.9 million (both projects under the North West Europe Programme), the highest volume for any theme in any region. The region’s other interest, in environmental projects, amounts to є5.6 million. It is not leading any ‘Polycentric Development’ projects.

2.4 Project participants

Table 2.12 provides an overview of the number of UK partner organisations by Programme. 

	TABLE 2.12: UK PARTICIPATION IN INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMME

	
	Atlantic Area
	North Sea
	North West Europe

	Total partner organisations
	54
	53
	111

	No. of UK leads
	8
	10
	16


With a total of 111 named UK partners, the North West Europe Programme involves more UK participants than the other two programmes together. We have also observed from a project sample that in general the size of partnerships tends to be much larger in the North West Europe programme, with around 14 partners on average, in comparison to around 8 in the Atlantic Area and North Sea Programmes.

The types of organisations participating in programmes is shown in Table 2.13.
	TABLE 2.13: TYPES OF ORGANISATIONS PARTICIPATING IN PROGRAMMES

	
	Total
	Atlantic Area
	North Sea
	North West Europe

	
	
	Lead
	Partner
	Lead
	Partner
	Lead
	Partner

	Local Authorities
	107
	2
	16
	7
	26
	6
	50

	RDA/Ras
	9
	
	2
	
	
	2
	5

	Regional Partnerships
	15
	
	1
	2
	2
	
	10

	UK Govt Depts/GOR
	4
	
	
	
	
	
	4

	Public Orgs/Agencies
	26
	1
	
	1
	7
	6
	11

	Charities/Trusts
	6
	1
	4
	
	
	
	1

	HE/FE/Research
	33
	4
	12
	
	6
	2
	9

	Private
	18
	
	11
	
	2
	
	5

	Total
	218
	8
	46
	10
	43
	16
	95


Table 2.13 reveals that the majority (51%) of UK participants in Interreg IIIB Projects are Local Authorities. While local authorities represent over 50% of all participants in the North West Europe Programme, there is a good spread of other types of organisation involved. 

Universities and research institutions play a large part (15%) in Interreg IIIB and in particular, in the Atlantic Area Programme (30% of all participants). The private sector accounts for 20% of participants in the Atlantic Area but only has a small role in the other two programmes. 

Note, however, that this analysis is only indicative of the principle partners named in our source data; we recognise that some projects involve a group of sub-partners. For example, in Target II, while the lead and only named UK partner is West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive, the project is funded by the RDA, RA, Countryside Agency and ODPM, and also involves three local authorities, a National Park Agency and Carplus UK who are all very closely involved in the project implementation.

2.5 Conclusion

All three programmes are now being well accessed by the UK, with 39 projects in both the Atlantic Area and North West Europe, and 35 in the North Sea Programme. 

The North West Europe Programme, with a budget of є315.2 million, the largest of the three, is accessible throughout the UK, and is the only programme available to participants in London and the South East. Of the 39 projects with UK participation, 16 are UK-led, the highest number of the three programmes. These are sizeable projects, with average project expenditure of є 7.2 million, in comparison with UK-led projects in the Atlantic Area (є 2.9 million) and North Sea Programme (є 5.8 million). The ERDF allocations to UK-led projects account for 27% of total commitments in the NWE Programme overall to date.  

The North Sea Programme, the most advanced programme in terms of budget committed (73.5%) has 35 projects with UK participation, 10 of which are UK led. This programme is accessible to five regions on the eastern side of the UK, and is particularly well accessed by Scotland and East of England, which are both involved in 13 projects. The average project expenditure for UK-led projects is 5.8 million. Most projects accessed by the UK focus on ‘Spatial Strategies’ or ‘Resources and Culture’, while the less popular priorities of ‘Communications’ and ‘Water Management’ only have one UK led project each.

The Atlantic Area Programme had a slow start but now has 39 projects with UK participation; however, only eight are UK-led and these tend to be small projects (average project expenditure of є 2.9 million). This Programme has only 59.5% of its budget allocated to date, and UK-led projects account for only 21% of the committed budget – the lowest of the three programmes. The most popular priorities are ‘Polycentric Restructuring/Centres of Excellence’ and ‘Environment’, while very little interest has been shown by the UK or indeed other Member States in Promoting Atlantic Identity, which supports culture/heritage and tourism projects.

In terms of European Spatial Development Programme themes, the interest in ‘Environment and Cultural Heritage’ is strong, with 49 out of the 113 projects in this area. This theme is particularly popular in Scotland, East England and South West. 

A total of 37 projects concern ‘Access to Infrastructure and Know-how’, of which 21 are supported under the Atlantic Area Programme. ‘Polycentric Development and Town-country Relationships’ has attracted the least interest with 27 projects with UK participation. The majority of UK regions are involved in projects in each of the three thematic areas. 

It is interesting to note, however, that in terms of UK-led ERDF commitment, ‘Access to Infrastructure’ has the highest commitment at є43.4 million, compared to є39 million for ‘Environment and Cultural Heritage’, and є26.8 million for ‘Polycentric Development’. The majority of ERDF for ‘Access to Infrastructure’ projects is allocated projects led by the South East, South West and East.

The level of trans-regional co-operation was also examined; East of England stands out as having the broadest spread of partnerships across the UK, while other regions tend to work with each other on several projects. London and the South East are notable in having the narrowest regional partnerships.

In terms of project participants, while our analysis could only cover named partners, and we recognise that a large hidden army of sub-regional partners are contributing to the projects, we can see that Local Authorities are key drivers of the projects, involved in 50% of all projects and leading 15. The high level of private sector involvement in the Atlantic Area programme is also notable. 

It would have been interesting to analyse the total ERDF commitment per UK region, however, due to the unavailability of appropriate data, this analysis was limited to assessing ERDF draw-down by UK-led projects only.

3. FINDINGS FROM STRATEGIC PARTNER INTERVIEWS
3.1 INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents the findings from ten face-to-face consultations
 with strategic partners involved with the management of Interreg IIIB Programmes. The selection of the ten individuals is based on the sample framework agreed with ODPM and represents the various Programme management stages across national and regional levels, including representatives from the:

· Programme Monitoring Committee;

· Programme Steering Committee;

· UK-Contact Points (Regional Networks); and

· Programme Secretariats.

The interview programme incorporated important study themes relating to key issues such as:

· Strategic relevance of the Programme;

· Process and quality of transnational co-operation;

· UK project participation; and

· Added value of transnational project activity. 

All interviews have taken place during January and February 2004. The findings in this chapter reflect the perceptions held by strategic partners at the time of the study.

3.2 Contributing to UK Regional Policy objectives

Interreg IIIB supports the implementation of the European Spatial Development Policy (ESDP). Based on the interrelationships between European and Member States’ domestic policies, objectives identified in the Interreg IIIB Programmes should, fundamentally, reflect UK regional policy objectives. Conditions that project activity can contribute to UK regional policy objectives should, therefore, be established in principle.   

To explore this policy relationship in practical terms, strategic partners were asked if current project activity has the capacity of contributing to targets set in regional spatial plans and strategies.

The overall opinion amongst strategic partners is that from a policy point of view, Interreg IIIB fits well with UK regional policy. In practical terms, the question of strategic fit is particularly pursued via the application process of the Programme, whereby every individual project bid is asked to demonstrate how its activities will contribute to regional strategies. 

UK-Contact Points see this as an important aspect of their assistance to project applicants. The projects’ relevance to regional policy objectives is further substantiated by the involvement of regional Government Offices commenting on the policy fit of each individual project application before it is submitted to the respective Programme Secretariat.

The overall perception amongst strategic partners is that the current application process sufficiently ensures that individual project activity will in one way or another contribute to regional policy objectives. It is generally felt that regional economic strategy and spatial planning guidance objectives are generally broad in nature and can usually be accommodating of a wide range of project activities. 

Despite the general impression that strategic fit with UK regional strategies is relatively easy to establish, it is also felt that there is a genuine interest at local level to have a more pragmatic view of how projects fit local and regional objectives and a small number of examples have been mentioned where project activity will significantly contribute to regional objectives, such as the ICRW project, a project targeted at improving bathing waters with critical impacts on tourism development and positive environmental implications. 

The extent to which Interreg IIIB projects can directly and quantifiably contribute to specific targets of regional economic and spatial strategies is, however, more difficult to assess. Many strategic partners point out that some of the most important and tangible outcomes of Interreg activity is the Programme’s ability to improve lateral thinking, widening of the knowledge basis, and improving know-how in transnational partnership working. These types of ‘softer’ outputs, however, are not specifically targeted by current regional spatial and economic policies. Some of the Programme’s most important project outcomes are, therefore, rarely represented in UK regional and economic policy objectives.

Having said this, Interreg IIIB has been designed with tangible project outcomes in mind and strategic partners expect more direct and measurable outputs in project areas, such as trade and cluster developments, centres of excellence targeting SME development, as well as transport, environmental improvements and joint investment projects, which are more directly linked to UK economic and regional policy objectives and targets.

Whilst the Programmes’ application process ensures that project themes and activities fit existing regional strategy objectives, strategic partners are unsure how project outcomes will be monitored locally and put in context to regional strategy targets once projects are completed. Apart from the knowledge that Programme Secretariats are in charge of monitoring outcomes at a programme level, there seems to be no mechanism in place yet to link those outcomes back to regional levels.

A small number of strategic partners feel that the process of linking project outcomes with regional strategy targets is, therefore, problematic mainly due to missing mechanism and information channels. 

Only in rare cases, such as in NW, SW of England, multi-layered structures of committees and working groups exist which include regional stakeholders and senior management representatives and could have the capacity to accommodate this sort of information exchange.

Most consultees feel that it would be desirable to have regional structures in place and it was suggested that this role could be performed in future by either the UK-Contact Points or the regional Interreg IIIB groups. 

Both mechanism are, so far, exclusively concerned with assisting the application and project development process, but could potentially develop a role in monitoring, dissemination of results and putting Interreg IIIB achievements in direct context to regional policy objectives. 

In the South West of England, the setting up of a group to assess impact and added value is currently in process. 

3.3 added value of transnational working

In financial terms, Interreg IIIB provides access to additional European funding sources. This is of particular importance to regions that have otherwise no access to mainstream European Structural Funding. But also for regions qualifying for Objective 1 and Objective 2 funding, Interreg IIIB offers the transnational experience as an additional feature to mainstream funding.

There is a general positive outlook amongst strategic partners that Interreg IIIB will provide added value. Although less measurable, the most direct benefit from transnational working has been identified as that of exploring and learning through joint European experiences. The ability to benchmark UK activity against developments in other countries is believed to lead to more innovative and forward looking approaches in  the UK and has been identified as one of the key areas of added value for UK practitioners and policy-makers. 

The Programmes’ added value is specifically associated with the benefits arising of partnership working. Supported by the Programmes’ increased focus on tangible outcomes, the sharing of resources and risk in accomplishing large-scale projects contributes to savings in time/resources and improvements in quality and scope of projects such as joint strategy development, which could not be achieved on an individual basis.

In addition, added value is thought to be particularly visible through the actual transfer of expertise and practices to the UK. Examples such as the Yorkshire local transport initiative demonstrate the ability of Interreg IIIB to transfer know-how effectively. However, it is generally felt that it is too early to assess if the Programme is accomplishing know-how transfer as effectively as possible as many projects have only recently commenced their activities.

Furthermore, strategic partners anticipate that transnational programmes will become more and more relevant to UK regions with regard to the post 2006 European funding scenario and some strategic partners expressed their keen interest in extending the Interreg programme beyond the 2006 deadline. 

Overall, strategic partners believe that Interreg IIIB provides a good system and paradigm to support regional co-operation, and through its increased focus on practical delivery, it supports the involvement of strong, practical oriented organisations working together adding value and perspective to the solution of existing problems in the UK.

3.4 the practicalities of know-how transfer
Based on the consensus that the added value of Interreg IIIB is primarily constituted by its ability to transfer knowledge and know-how from other European partner regions, the study asked if strategic partners were aware about any specific programme mechanisms, which facilitate the identification of good practice and lessons learnt in know-how transfer.

The majority of strategic partners believe that the ODPM and the UK-Contact Points are the most appropriate players to establish a relevant mechanism for identifying best practice and disseminating lessons learnt. Whilst most consultees are not aware of any specific procedures set up, consultations with the ODPM and the UK-Contact Points confirmed that a system for the dissemination of good practice is currently planned. 

According to the findings of the consultations, know-how transfer, so far, remains within the parameters of individual projects and the dissemination of project achievements relies mainly on informal networking and anecdotal evidence. The provision of a more structured and systematic approach is, however, preferred by many strategic partners, suggesting that INTERREG meetings at Programme level and UK Government level should include project examples and feedback from implementing projects in future. 

3.5 influencing UK regional policy
Project activity at local level is only likely to influence regional policy levels, if project achievements are effectively communicated to policy decision-makers. A pre-condition for this process to take place is that project outcomes are monitored and assessed and related back to the respective regional stakeholders.

As mentioned earlier, strategic partners are satisfied that Programme application processes provide a good framework to link project activity with UK regional policy objectives and targets, they are, however, unaware of any existing monitoring mechanisms to ensure that project outcomes are assessed and made visible to regional policy decision-makers. 

The linking of project activity to policy levels can also be established through the involvement of policy makers (such as the Regional Assemblies (RAs) and Regional Development Agencies (RDAs)) in project management activities or working groups. However, only a small number of regions (such as London, South East, South West) reported active involvement from RDAs in Interreg working groups. In most other regions, RDAs or RAs are not involved and no other formal structures are established to facilitate the communication of project activities to policy levels. 

Strategic partners feel that regional decision-makers seem less interested in European transnational project activity, partly due to the limited financial volume of Interreg in contrast to Objective 1 and Objective 2 Programmes, and partly due to a traditional non-involvement in transnational partnership working. 

In addition, the long lead in time for transnational project development (it can take up to 18 months without any guarantee of success), and fears of European bureaucracy and terminology, are also thought to be key barriers for organisations to get involved.

Whilst some strategic partners recommend the development of larger-scale, expensive projects with more strategic impact and, therefore, more interest at strategic, and policy levels, other consultees believe that there is still a general learning process to be undertaken in order to raise the overall profile of INTERREG, particularly in view of the post 2006 European funding scenario.  

To improve communication processes between project outcomes and regional policy decision-making levels, it was felt that European Structural Fund Programmes should interact with each other more often to facilitate cross-over learning and information exchange. The separation of Programme Monitoring Committee and Programme Steering Committee membership has also been identified as a potential barrier in this respect, splitting the overall programme experience into technical areas, with the risk for members to loose the overview and contextual relevance of projects and their achievements. 

So far, the overwhelming opinion amongst strategic partners is that current regional structures, with the exception of a few (such as SE, SW, NW), do not facilitate well the information flow from project results to policy levels. Also at local level, some consultees feel that the connection between projects and policy development could be improved.

It is generally believed that Interreg IIIB will undoubtedly have an impact in the building of new partnerships and the expectation is that lessons will be learnt, project results will be disseminated in many different ways, and that information will reach a wider range of stakeholders. However, at the moment, this process relies entirely on involved individuals and is not facilitated or formalised through any structures or mechanisms.

The majority of partners expressed their hope that groups will be set up in future to establish this bridge between projects and policy levels. 

3.6 economic development and spatial planning

Most strategic partners regard the INTERREG IIIB Programme as an appropriate vehicle to bring spatial planning closer to economic development and vice versa. Partners believe that this joint dimension is established through the objectives of the Programme, its management structure and membership composition, as well as through the projects themselves that incorporate many economic and spatial aspects. The development of trans-national and trans-regional clusters have been cited as particular good examples in this respect, as well as projects targeted at certain maritime and land-based transport routes impacting equally on spatial areas and economic development. 

There is, however, some doubt amongst strategic partners if current projects will be able to strengthen the linkage between the two subject areas and their professional substantially and long-term impact. In this respect, strategic partners feel that the under-resourcing of regional planners in Government Offices prevents a fuller engagement of the planning profession in Interreg IIIB project activity. In addition it has been noted that planning bodies have been less forthcoming in taking a role in the Programme. 

Having said this, Interreg IIIB has encouraged discussions amongst regional planners and economic development officers in regions such as the South West of England and Wales where key issues such as how to link the respective regional strategies most appropriately with each other and through project activity are being addressed.

3.7 increasing UK project participation
According to UK-Contact Points, the promotion of the programme is taking place through a range of activities, including seminars, publicity events, articles, and dissemination of information via Objective 2 mailing lists held at regional Government Offices. Since the start of the Programme most regions had two or three general seminars organised via regional Government Offices, capturing the already interested stakeholders. National organisations, such as Environmental Agency, SEPA, SNH, ENH, RTPI, RSPB were particularly targeted. 

Most strategic partners recognised the necessity for dedicated staff to promote the Programme in individual regions and to attract new stakeholders and partners to Interreg. The work delivered via the UK-Contact Points has frequently been regarded as good in this context. In addition, there are regional Interreg Working Groups that focus on information exchange and project development. Although the groups usually involve a wide range of regional stakeholders, it is unclear to what extent working group participants disseminate the information in their own organisations to raise awareness and interest.

Despite the limited involvement of RDAs and RAs, strategic partners commented that in comparison to Interreg IIC, the Interreg IIIB programme and its projects are much larger in financial volume influencing positively the participation rate and interest of regional stakeholders, with the effect that there are more senior level officers involved in the Programme than before. Although some consultees commented on the fact that transnational projects were still given too often to junior members of staff and that transnationality was still not fully in the mindset of senior officers.  

In terms of partnership development, strategic partners agree that Interreg IIIB project activity has not only led to increased transnational partnership working, but has also contributed to closer working relationships amongst UK regions. There are many projects with a large UK-partnership in place, particularly in areas such as water management, heritage, policy-centricity with the aim to see cross-sectoral integration on a UK wide basis.

Asked about the fact that UK partners seem to prefer to participate in projects rather than leading them, there was a general consensus that this should be less of an issue as project benefits can be accrued equally well by simply participating in projects. Project leadership is overwhelmingly associated with higher costs, more administration and responsibility for, apparently, no tangible gain. Particularly in context of the limited transnational exposure of local authorities in the past, joining projects as participants rather than leader is regarded more favourably for gaining experience in transnational partnership working. However, for UK organisations who would like to lead, a lack of funding is often a key barrier and a number of examples have been mentioned by strategic partners where this was the case. Some strategic partners have the impression that non-UK regions have access to larger budgets, and that this might be one of the main reasons for project leadership to remain largely outside the UK.

Favourable conditions for project take-up have been identified as follows:

· Geographical closeness to continent (SE);

· Non-eligibility for mainstream EU-funding;

· Cosmopolitan status of capital city;

· Positive approach to Europe (Scotland); and

· Wealthier regions have less difficulties in finding match funding.

To achieve higher UK participation rates and a more even geographical up-take of the Programme, strategic partners believe that the UK-Contact Points have an essential role in promoting the programme to new organisations. So far, programme publicity has primarily used existing mailing lists and contacted the ‘already interested’ organisations rather than pro-actively targeting new stakeholders to the European spectrum. The wider inclusion of existing regional partnerships, and Regional Assemblies and RDAs has also been recommended by strategic partners in this respect.

3.8 Complementing INTERREG strands and IIIB Programmes

In terms of complementarity between the various INTERREG III strands, strategic partners feel that the three programme strands complement each other well.

The fact that most UK regions have access to more than one INTERREG IIIB programme is being regarded as beneficial, particularly with regard to the greater choice of partner countries and increased flexibility for ERDF funding when measure budgets start to be more fully committed towards the end of the programme period. There are, however, only very few projects which cross-over between Interreg programmes (for example, Maritime Safety connecting activity within Interreg IIIB and IIIC in the Atlantic Area and North Sea Programmes).

In terms of programme experiences, some consultees prefer to work with the North Sea Programme mainly due to the more similar cultural backgrounds and business approaches of participating member states, leading more quickly to efficient project working relationships. In contrast, the Atlantic Area Programme has been criticised by some for being less accessible to UK regions due to communication and language difficulties. 

3.9 The odpm award scheme

Strategic partners welcome the availability of ODPM funding and confirmed its usefulness in helping applicants to overcome shortfalls in funding and allow the, sometimes, considerable preparatory work to pay off. 

In terms of promotion and clarity of the funding principles, some consultees feel that improvements could be undertaken, but are also aware that certain improvements have taken place already, such as allowing access to non-UK led projects.  

From an ODPM point of view, the demand for ODPM funding has been slightly lower than expected. Selection criteria of the award scheme are closely related to those operated under ERDF. A monitoring system, which will assess the effectiveness and value for money of the award scheme to help projects contributing to ODPM policy areas and targets is planned. 

3.10 suggested improvements

In term of improvements, the main areas identified by strategic partners relate almost exclusively to communication and information mechanisms. The following comments have been gathered:

· Communicating structures at regional level need to be established to enable an efficient know-how transfer;

· There should be more feedback from ODPM and Programme Secretariats to the regions on project volume and type of project per region, including non-UK led project participation;

· More awareness needs to be raised that cross-fertilisation between European programmes can be established leading to improved project linkage; 

· IIIB programme administrations should learn from other European programmes and become more user-friendly;

· There is a need to engage RA/RDAs to pro-actively use Interreg IIIB project experience; 

· The PSC should improve the provision of information before and following sessions, more structured feedback would be helpful to feed back to policy divisions keeping up regional interest and involvement;

· More regional involvement and provision of information regarding the future of Interreg. There is an interest in developing a larger follow-up programme with a thematic base and less geographical restriction. Thematic approach should lead to more strategic approach rather than a number of isolated projects; 

· The ODPM award should become more flexible and accommodate innovation and risk, there is currently no award for taking chance and innovation, if project application fails; and

· Streamline Programme bureaucracy and simplify application process.

3.11 CONCLUSION

The findings from consultations with strategic partners reflect the general Programme dynamics around mid-term, ie. project application and appraisal processes are well established and ensure that projects fit with the strategic objectives of regional policies, whilst at the same time, systems and processes associated with monitoring and feedback mechanisms of project achievements are not yet established and in process of being developed.

Regarding the ability of Interreg IIIB projects to contribute to UK regional policy targets in quantitative terms, strategic partners are confident that through the increased focus of the Programmes on tangible outcomes, measurable impact will be established primarily through projects involving cluster developments, environmental improvements, and the development of transport routes and their impact on SME development. These types of projects are also preferred examples of demonstrating that Interreg IIIB is able to bring economic development and spatial planning in relationship with each other. Although there is a general regret amongst strategic partners that this co-operation is less visible in terms of creating direct working relationships amongst professionals of each area. The overall impression of consultees is that regional planners and their respective organisations are less forthcoming to join Interreg IIIB project activities. 

The most appropriate and relevant organisations that could facilitate not only an increased co-operation between economic development and regional planning, but which could also be instrumental in informing future regional decision-makers about Interreg project outcomes are the RDAs and RAs and their equivalent bodies in the devolved administrations. According to strategic partners, however, RDAs are only involved in Interreg IIIB in a small number of regions. Where they are involved, consultees, were confident that Programme results could influence UK regional policy formulation. 
The need to capture output data and relate them back to their regional context in the UK is seen by many strategic partners as an area of importance not only to link Programme achievement to regional targets, but also in context of raising awareness of the effectiveness of partnership working and increasing the profile of transnational activity performed by Interreg IIIB. Bodies, thought as most appropriate to perform regional monitoring and dissemination of outputs, are the UK-Contact Points and regional Interreg groups. Most strategic partners identified the communication flow from project level to policy level as a key area of improvement.

Although Interreg IIIB focuses on tangible project outcomes, which is widely acknowledged and welcomed, strategic partners believe that the added value is particularly constituted by the Programmes’ ability to increase awareness, knowledge and open mindedness amongst participating professionals, which are, of course, less measurable project outcomes. 

The additional difficulty for Interreg IIIB is that these important Programme outcomes cannot easily be put in context with regional policy targets focussing on quantifiable, ‘hard’ performance indicators. In this context, the need to involve more pro-actively regional policy decision makers and raise their awareness of the benefits of transnational partnership benefits becomes more pressing.

With regard to Programme up-take, strategic partners believe that the larger financial volume of Interreg IIIB has had positive effects on project participation and seniority of individuals involved in projects, however, improvements in engaging more UK regions and stakeholders have been suggested. 

Interestingly and mainly due to the limited transnational experience of UK regions, participating in projects is regarded as more important than taking the lead role in a project, which is often associated with higher costs and administrative burden and no tangible benefits. 

4. FINDINGS FROM STUDY FIELDWORK

4.1 introduction

Chapter 4 presents the findings from the telephone and e-mail surveys with UK-and non-UK project managers under key themes of the study.

4.2 Research Process

According to the agreed sample frame, 30 projects have been selected to participate in the research in 2004. Two of these projects have been identified as case studies and were researched via face-to-face consultations. Case study findings are presented in Chapter 5 of this report.

UK-based project managers of the remaining 28 projects were researched via a telephone survey, of which 26 interviews were successfully undertaken, with two project managers unable to take part in the survey as contact was impossible to be established despite multiple approaches of contact via telephone and e-mail.

In addition, an e-mail survey was undertaken targeted at all partner organisations of the selected projects in the UK and outside the UK (all are project managers of an Interreg IIIB project in their own region). Contacts for the project partners were obtained from the respective project-lead manager. With 69 project managers responding, the overall response rate was 25% out of 277 contacted individuals.

4.3 type of project

The projects selected for the surveys distribute unevenly across the three Interreg IIIB programmes, this is mainly due to the selection criteria of the sampling frame relating to the projects’ ‘maturity’. The sample frame prescribes that only projects of at least 6 months of age, should be included in the survey. Particularly in the case of the Atlantic Area Programme, due its delayed start, the maturity criterion proved difficult to adhere to, as most projects with UK participation were only approved late in 2003. 

However, this temporary imbalance of the sample is anticipated to be levelled out during the course of the three-year study, where more projects will reach maturity. 

In this current study and as Table 4.1 shows, the majority of projects selected belong to the North Sea Programme (14, or 54% of selected projects), followed by 37% projects from the North West Europe Programme (10 projects), and only two projects (8% of selected projects) from the Atlantic Area Programme. 

However, due to good participation levels from project managers in the e-mail survey in the Atlantic Area Programme, their views represent now 15% of the overall survey sample. 

The balance has shifted on the cost of the North West Programme, where e-mail survey participation was proportionately lower, reducing this Programme’s share to 32%.

	table 4.1: survey respondents per interreg IIIB programme

	
	Telephone Survey 
	E-mail Survey 
	Total UK
	Total non-UK
	Overall Total
	Total in %

	North Sea Programme
	14
	37
	
	
	51
	54%

	Atlantic Area Programme
	2
	12
	
	
	14
	15%

	North West Programme
	10
	20
	
	
	30
	32%

	Total
	26
	69
	43
	52
	95
	100%


Source: EKOS

[image: image15.wmf]Chart 2.1: AA ERDF Commitments 

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

A.

B.

C.

D.

Million Euro

Remaining

Budget

Committed to

UK-led Projects

Committed to

non-UK Led

Projects

The survey included projects of varied size. As Graph 4.1 shows, the largest project included in the surveys had a total financial volume of £ 10,9m with a total of £ 1,5m ERDF commitment for UK expenditure. The smallest project included has a total volume of £ 606,120 with an ERDF commitment of £93,130 for UK expenditure.

Chart 4.1 further demonstrates the share UK expenditure is taking in transnational project activity. In nine projects, the UK share in total project expenditure is between 24% and 55%, whilst the UK share in most projects is around 10%. The share in project expenditure is independent to project size, but is, of course, related to the number of project partners financially contributing. 

The size of a project and the volume of UK contribution is, however, independent to partnership size. We can find that a project with only 6% UK share had only 2 non-UK partners, and at the other end of the spectrum we find projects with a large share of 31% UK finance with 13 non-UK partners.

4.4 REasons for project development 

4.4.1 Why Interreg IIIB funding?

Before applying for funding under Interreg IIIB, the majority of UK project managers did not consider any other funding source, as they are predominantly project partners rather than leaders who are more likely to make the original decision where to go for funding. However, some project leaders (10% of the e-mail survey) did consider sources such as ERDF under Objective 2, as well as Interreg IIIa and IIIc to a lesser extent. Other EU programmes such as EU Framework Programme for Marine Science, LIFE 5th Framework, or LEONARDO Framework 6 were also considered by some respondents.

Asked about the main reasons, why Interreg IIIB was chosen as the most appropriate funding programme, the following answers were provided as shown in TABLE 4.2:

	TABLE 4.2 : most frequently provided reasons to apply under interreg iiib

	Unprompted response:
	UK telephone responses
	UK e-mail responses
	Non-UK responses
	Total


	% 

of Total

	To experience transnational working
	18
	9
	38
	65
	70%

	Funding availability
	7
	2
	14
	23
	25%

	The project fitted the priorities and measures of Interreg IIIB very well
	5
	2
	12
	19
	20%

	To find new ideas, best practice and new approaches to solve existing problems
	4
	3
	7
	14
	15%

	The strategic aim of sustainable development and spatial planning was very fitting
	4
	2
	6
	12
	13%


Source: EKOS

Identified by most of all respondents (70%) as the main reason for accessing INTERREG IIIB funding was to experience transnational working and working in partnership. This, of course, reflects the Programmes’ overall emphasis on transnationality, according to interviews with strategic partners, project applicants had to be very explicit how the project would address transnationality and active commitment from all partners involved. Other important reasons mentioned by project managers were of more pragmatic nature such as the availability of funding (25%), and a project’s good fit with the Programmes’ priorities and measures (20%). A lower percentage of respondents were more specific in their answers, for example, 15% of all respondents identified their interest in finding know-how and new approaches through the Programme’s initiative, and 13% felt that the strategic aim of sustainable development and spatial planning was particularly fitting to their interests.

Looking at the answers provided by UK and non-UK project managers, one notices that UK respondents had a tendency to be more specific in their responses. Whilst small in extent (3% of all respondents), it was mostly UK project managers that mentioned specific aims such as increasing quality of project, higher cost-effectiveness, environmental improvement and tangible outputs as reason for accessing INTERREG IIIB.

4.4.2 The Rationale for Transnational Project Development

Prompted with a range of possible project development rationales, 90% of all respondents agreed (‘very much’ and ‘much’) that the need to address a current problem was the key reason for project development. In terms of number of responses, this was followed by the need to import solutions and know how from other European regions and the interest in working on a transnational basis, whereby UK-project managers were more likely to chose this option than their non-UK partners. 

The actual need to attract European funding to their regions was denied by 29% of the UK telephone survey candidates, at the same time, more than 50% in telephone and e-mail survey felt that the need to attract European funding was an important aspect to their project development.

There was also strong agreement throughout the respondents of both surveys, that the existing problem could only be addressed through transnational co-operation, i.e. that know-how from other Member States is required.

4.4.3 The Expected Project Benefits

The expectations regarding specific benefits resulting from transnational project activity are very much in line with the above findings. It becomes more apparent, though, that more emphasis is given on aspects such as gaining information, raising awareness, and exploring know-how from other project partners. As Table 4.3 below shows, it is the learning and know-how aspects which are most sought after by 67% of all respondents. For a quarter of all project managers, the transnational experience itself is still valued as specific benefit, maybe indicating that quite a number of organisations are still new to working on a European/transnational basis and, therefore, intend to use INTERREG IIIB to gain first insights into transnational working. 

With regard to more tangible outcomes, 14% of project managers expect benefits for SME development, in areas such has tourism, transport, IT and cluster developments, whereby UK and non-UK partners are represented in equal proportion. 

However, UK project managers had a stronger interest in using transnational working to raise the profile of their own region (19% of all UK managers versus 5% of all non-UK partners) and to develop follow-on projects (15% of all UK managers). Again, this could indicate that transnational partnership is regarded as a vehicle to gain know-how and information, on which basis more tangible outcomes could be achieved not immediately, but through further project development.

	TABLE 4.3: Expected benefits from project participation

	Unprompted response:
	UK telephone responses
	UK e-mail responses
	Non-UK responses
	Total
	%  

of Total 

	Gaining information, know-how, awareness and learning
	16
	11
	35
	62
	67%

	Transnational experience, networking and increased co-operation
	7
	2
	13
	22
	24%

	SME development
	3
	3
	7
	13
	14%

	Raising profile of own region
	5
	3
	3
	11
	12%

	Strategic development and co-operation at regional level
	3
	
	5
	8
	9%

	Develop follow-on projects on the basis of Interreg experience
	5
	1
	
	6
	6%


Source: EKOS

4.4.4 Spatial Planning and Economic Development

There was a stronger feeling amongst UK project managers that their project related well to regional planning priorities compared with economic development strategies. In the telephone survey 46% felt that their project was very much in line with regional planning priorities, whereas only 25% thought their project reflected economic development strategies. 

A similar bias towards spatial planning exists among the 69 e-mail respondents, where 84% expect to gain a (very much and much) better understanding of spatial development concepts, whilst only 63% expected the same with regard to economic development concepts. 

In this context, all respondents felt that the outcomes of their project had a more regional-based impact, with 84% predicting that their project will contribute to regional planning policies, rather than relevant national policies (between 42% and 67%).

The spatial planning emphasis continued slightly, when asked about the importance of transnational co-operation, which was regarded as very important by nearly half of all project managers in respect of regional spatial development, and by around 40% in connection with economic development. There was a total of 3% which regarded transnational co-operation as not important to either, and 8% who didn’t know.

4.5 The Application processes

4.5.1 Interreg IIIB Programmes

Respondents were asked to rate their experience with their respective Programme’s Application Processes.

As Table 4.4 shows, participants of the North Sea Programme were generally more satisfied with the visibility and the clarity of the application process of their Interreg IIIB Programme, than project managers in the North West Europe and Atlantic Area Programmes. Particularly in the Atlantic Area Programme, respondents have most often regarded these aspects as poor.

Also with respect to support provided during the application process, the North See and North West Europe Programmes seem to be the most valued with more than 50% of project managers rating their Programme as very good and good, while this was only true for 29% of participants in the Atlantic Area Programme.

Despite a number of ratings in the ‘poor’ categories (most noticeable with 25% in the Atlantic Area Programme), communication of funding decisions was generally regarded as good in all Programmes. The transparency of decision-making processes, though, was assessed slightly less favourably. In this instance, 25% of participants of the North West Europe Programme felt that their Programme was performing rather poorly. 

Although many respondents declared not to know, the attitude of funding officers was relatively often regarded as good, with many answers in the ‘neither/nor’ category in the North West Europe and Atlantic Area Programmes. 

	table 4.4: perceptions of the application process in each interreg iiib programme

	
	NSP
	NWE
	AA

	Visibility and Promotion of Programme
	++
	+
	+

	Clarity of application process
	+
	0
	0

	Support provided during application process
	+
	+
	0

	Communication of funding decisions
	+
	+
	+

	Transparency of decision making process
	+
	0
	0

	Attitude/Approach of funding officer
	+
	0
	0


Key: ++  above 70% positive; +  Above 50%; 0 equal or less than 50%;  = Less than  25% positive

Source : EKOS

The above findings indicate that the application process of the three Interreg IIIB Programmes is generally rated better in the case of the North Sea Programme, than in the other two, with the Atlantic Area Programme having fewer positive statements. 

With regard to the findings from consultations with strategic partner organisations, this finding is not surprising. A number of strategic partners felt that the North Sea Programme might offer the most agreeable working environment for UK participants as the participating European partner regions were culturally closer than the wider range of Programme countries united under the North West Europe and Atlantic Area Programmes. Telephone interviews confirmed this view to some extent, with the French administration and business management processes at the various Programme Secretariats being often described as difficult to comprehend for UK participants. At the same time, one must ask the question if this is not part of the overall  transnational experience as such, in which case these sort of difficulties might be a necessary challenge on the way to adjust to working with different cultures and ways of management. 

The following suggestions for improving the Interreg IIIB application process were made and are presented in Table 4.5:

	table 4.5: What could be done to improve the application process?

	Suggestions for Improvement/No Responses
	North Sea Programme
	North West Europe
	Atlantic Area

	More clarity on eligibility and budget matters
	5
	6
	4

	Better, more intensive advice and information
	7
	6
	

	Simplified guidance
	2
	3
	3

	Introduce a two-stage application process
	1
	3
	

	More transparency about decision-making processes in Programme Committees
	2
	1
	1


Source: EKOS

Within each of the three INTERREG Programmes, calls were made for more clarity on eligibility and financial matters and requests for simplified guidance. Through the telephone survey it was highlighted a number of times that the financial regimes operated by Programme Secretariats (NWE) were experienced as extremely restrictive with no annual carry forward allowed, early year-end claim dates, and no adequate communication processes in place to educate participants in advance of these strict regimes. 

This was particularly concerning for project managers, as the project start was often delayed due to late approval letters without any allowance to adjust budget plans accordingly, thereby, often losing a considerable amount of first years budgeted ERDF draw down resources. 

4.5.2 The ODPM Award Fund

Funding from the ODPM Award was received by 17 projects taking part in this year’s survey. Questions regarding the application process were asked in the telephone interviews, as well as in the e-mail survey and the following table represents the views of the individuals who knew about the ODPM application process.

	TABLE 4.6: experience with the  ODPM application process

	
	Very Good
	Good
	Neither/Nor
	Poor
	Very Poor

	a. Visibility/promotion of Interreg IIIB
	0%
	44%
	11%
	33%
	11%

	b. Clarity of application process
	13%
	38%
	19%
	6%
	19%

	c. Clarity of funding criteria
	13%
	40%
	20%
	7%
	20%

	d. Support provided during application process
	15%
	38%
	31%
	0
	15%

	e. Transparency of decision making process
	7%
	43%
	36%
	7%
	7%

	f. Communication of funding decision
	7%
	79%
	7%
	0
	7%

	g. Attitude/approach of funding officers
	23%
	54%
	8%
	0
	15%


Source: EKOS
Table 4.6 demonstrates that views regarding the various aspects of the ODPM award application process were very varied, often with a significant minority of respondents expressing a negative view. Importantly, nobody thought that the visibility of the award scheme was very good, in addition aspects such as the promotion of the award scheme and the clarity of the application process as well as of funding criteria was regarded as poor/very poor by 25% to 44% of project managers. 

More positively, the attitude and approach of funding officers and the communication of funding decisions was perceived very well with 77% and 86% of respondents respectively agreeing that a ‘very good’ and ‘good’ service was delivered. In addition, during telephone interviews a number of project managers acknowledged that application systems had improved at ODPM since the start of the award scheme.

In terms of improving the application process in future, the following suggestions were received most frequently:

· improve the promotion of the scheme, so that it becomes more visible and accessible to UK applicants;

· although the application form itself is good, clearer guidance and better timing of deadlines is required;

· more feedback and transparency from the ODPM is desirable; and

· improve processes for non-public bodies to find a UK-lead partner.

4.6 Local Project partnership and local involvement

Before we discuss project partnerships at the transnational level, we would like to explore projects in more detail at their regional/local level. Each transnational project has one key project leader in charge of managing the project at transnational level, at the same time each partner region has a project manager to co-ordinate and manage the project at local/regional level as well.  

The findings of telephone and e-mail surveys are presented in Table 4.7. 

	table  4.7: regional project leadership in UK and non-uk regions

	Status of Regional Project Manager Organisation
	UK  (in % of overall UK responses)
	Non-UK (in % of overall non-UK responses)

	Local Authority
	60%
	20%

	Regional Authority/Agency
	5%
	45%

	Regional Partnership
	7%
	5%

	National Government/Agency
	10%
	9%

	University/Research Institution
	2%
	11%

	Charity/Trust
	14%
	0

	Private
	0
	4%

	Other
	2%
	7%


Source: EKOS
Interestingly, Table 4.7 shows that within the UK the majority of project managers (60%) are based at local authorities, whereas outside the UK most projects (45%) are managed by regional authorities, possibly indicating the further extent of regionalisation in other European Member States in comparison to the UK. 

Further differences between the UK and non-UK exist. Whilst quite a number of UK-projects are managed by charities and trust, which is not the case at all in our sample of projects outside the UK, other Member States have a much higher project management involvement of university and research institutions, and the private sector.

The surveys further explored to what extent the projects are supported by regional stakeholders in the way of endorsing project applications, active commitment, and involvement at steering group level.

In line with the predominantly leading role, local authorities in the UK are heavily committed and actively involved in the management of around 90% of all projects. Outside the UK, local authorities are less involved in around 65% of all cases, followed by a reasonably strong involvement by regional governments in 33% to 36% of all projects. 

National agencies, such as the Environment Agency, seem to play a more important role in UK project partnerships with showing active commitment in more than 50% of projects, whilst abroad they are only involved in a quarter of all projects.  

The active involvement of local enterprise companies is not featured very highly amongst UK partners (mentioned by only 5% of UK respondents), whereas outside the UK they play a more important role in project steering groups (17% of responses).

These observed differences in project partnerships between the UK and non-UK partner regions also indicate that in many cases, UK partners must meet and work with a different set and type of transnational partners within their project. To what degree this might affect the transferability of know-how, will be an interesting question to pursue during the surveys of the following years. 

4.7 Selection of transnational project partners

Project managers agreed that the main reason for selecting project partners was that partner regions shared the same problems (68% of all respondents) and that solving the problem required a partnership approach (57%). The next most popular reason for partner selection was that the partner regions were known for their experience in the subject field of the project (44% stated that this was very much the case). 

It was, however, less likely that partners were chosen on the basis that their additional funding would help to bring the project off the ground with a third of all project managers stated that this was not the case at all).

Quite a large number of project managers had worked with their partner regions before, and, therefore, choose to work with them again in the current Interreg IIIB project.

According to project managers, there is no difference in the rationale for choosing partners in the UK or abroad.

project performance and impacts

4.7.1 Project Indicators

The achievement of tangible outcomes has been one of the particular aims of Interreg IIIB and the application process requires project applicants to identify a comprehensive range of ‘performance’, ‘results’, and ‘impact’ indicators. Between the various programmes, the terminology for project performance indicators varies to the above range, for instance in the North Sea Programme the range encompasses, ‘activity’, ‘outputs’, ‘results’, and ‘impact’.  

The findings of the telephone survey can confirm that the majority of UK project managers are sufficiently aware of the individual indicators of their projects, often incorporating a wide range and number of individual indicator sets. The spectrum of indicators stated by project managers is vast and diverse, often starting with relative general, and easy to measure activity oriented indicators such as ‘website development’, ‘number of meetings’, ‘publicity’, but progressing over results into much more detailed, and project specific impact indicators, such as ‘increased quality of bathing water’, ‘reduction in emissions’, ‘reduction of complaints re. water quality’, ‘land use change’, ’increased use of public transport’, ‘ positive demographic change’.

The wide range of indicators chosen, demonstrates that projects are well-thought through, incorporating a focus on results and impact, as well as on indicators representing partnership aspects of projects (although the extent to which transnationality is represented through the selected range of indicators is, in most projects, somewhat limited). It is worthwhile noting, though, that telephone surveys only recorded the indicators, which were most readily memorised by project managers, and only in some cases, comprehensive lists of indicators were forwarded to the study team (originally, it was hoped that the Programme Secretariats would be able to forward this sort of detailed information, which was, however, difficult to ascertain). 

In most cases (91%), project managers in the UK and abroad believe that they and their project partners are sufficiently aware of the individual indicators and their targets. However, there is a total of 7 project managers, who are not aware of their project indicators at all.  

Quarterly (often monthly) reporting procedures and formal monitoring procedures are usually in place to ensure that progress is adequately measured and reported to project steering groups and project leaders. Between 83% (UK telephone survey) and 71% (e-mail survey) reported that they contact their partners regularly to gather and report information regarding physical achievements of their project activity. Only 8% (including the above mentioned 7 projects) have no formal monitoring procedures in place. 

On a regional basis, over 80% of project managers provide their regional stakeholders with general progress information about their project, with a slightly higher emphasis on physical achievements than on financial project data. This slightly increased focus on measuring physical achievement is positive, indicating that the physical project outcomes are taken seriously and with interest.

4.7.2 Dissemination of Project Achievements

The mechanism most often quoted with regard to how this sort of information is disseminated to regional stakeholders, is via informal briefings and networking (according to 70% of all project managers). This result matches observations from interviews with strategic partner organisations. Another popular way of informing regional stakeholders is by thematic seminars, forums or workshops, as stated by 67% of all project managers. 

Dissemination of information via websites, the least intensive form of communication, has been cited by 59% of all respondents. Having said this, in many cases this is done in addition to more intensive forms of exchange with regional stakeholders. 

Formal reporting procedures and representation of senior members of staff in project steering groups through which project information could be disseminated are, however, less often engaged with according to 35% to 37% project managers respectively.

A number of interesting information procedures have been reported by UK project managers and included the following:

· send newsletter to Cabinet members;

· dissemination of project reports to senior politicians and senior managers within local partner organisation;

· press releases;

· inviting politicians at key project events; and

· taking part or staging at exhibitions and promoting project.

4.7.3 Measuring of Project Impact

Although regular monitoring of activity and results oriented performance indicators is undertaken by the majority of project managers, the measurement of project impact and the use of appropriate mechanisms was often perceived as difficult or in the process of still being developed. For some projects the development of appropriate monitoring mechanisms and impact oriented knowledge management is an integral part of the project itself and, therefore, evolving in the process of project implementation.

However, most of the answers provided by UK managers in the telephone survey (46%), indicate that the awareness of how they intend to measure impact is relatively low. Additionally, answers provided in the e-mail survey suggest that many project managers are not readily aware of the differences between activity-oriented and impact indicators. Combined with the often complex set of project impact indicators selected at application stage, including the difficulty of measurement and project attribution in the case of many indicators (i.e. reduction of emissions, improving quality of bathing water, increasing use of public transport etc.) there might be a future issue of projects being able to report project impacts with any degree of accuracy and reliability. 

Even if ex-post evaluations are planned by 20% of project managers as the key mechanism in which project impact will be assessed, a potential lack of measurement of baselines and consideration of project impact from the outset of the project could most likely hinder an accurate impact assessment at the final stages of the projects. 

Broadly the same picture evolves by assessing the answers provided by non-UK project managers.
4.7.4 Project Linkage

Project linkage is also a good indication to what extent an individual project relates to and integrates within its wider regional context. Project linkage with other initiatives taking part in their region was identified by 58% of project managers. A good third of projects are, however, not linked to any other project in their area. 

Project linkage is also established through the involvement of large, regional or national organisations, such as in the case of the National Environment Agency in the UK, who is involved in a number of Interreg IIIB and other projects, and able to draw lessons from their individual project involvement internally, with the potential of influencing their strategy and policy-decision making levels.

In comparison to the UK, non-UK project managers have mentioned more often project linkage to other Interreg IIIB projects and initiatives funded under other Interreg strands, such as IIIA and IIIC. A project link only rarely identified by any UK project manager, which might indicate a missed opportunity or an information gap relating to ODPM information and feedback mechanisms to UK project managers.

4.8 transnational working and know-how transfer

Transnationality provides a range of challenges for project management, particularly if projects include a considerable number of project partners from various cultural and linguistic background. The surveys enquired about the processes and mechanisms employed to facilitate partnership working. Nearly all project managers (98%) employ the organisation; attendance of regular partnership meetings and the exchange of information by post, telephone, and e-mail (93%) as their main mechanisms of transnational working. 

In addition, most project managers (86%) visit each other’s partner region and a further 81% highlighted the importance of joint website development as part of their transnational, online project implementation.  Only a few respondents (15%) include, or considering to include, a more intensive mode of transnational working into their project in the form of staff exchanges and temporary working experiences abroad. And only 8% use video-conferencing as a way to conduct cost-effective transnational working.  

Most project managers identified the transfer of technical expertise as the most expected benefit evolving from Interreg IIIB participation, 87% of e-mail survey respondents answered that this was ‘very much’ and ‘much’ expected. The most popular way of facilitating know-how transfer is anticipated by the majority of 95% project managers to take place via seminars, workshops, and conferences. Additional modes of transferring know-how, such as the production of best practice handbooks, development manuals and identification of project management tools are also frequently employed by projects, with best practice handbooks being identified most frequently by 47% of respondents. More specific product modularisation techniques for transferring certain aspects of a project are only used by 18% of project managers.   

Actual know-how transfer between project partners has already taken place, in the experience of 51% of project managers, in the form of information, guidance, and general exchange of experience. In around 25% of cases, know-how transfer is still planned to be transferred to the UK, and to a slightly larger extent (27%) from the UK.

4.9 Best practice

A large majority of 87% of project managers believe that their project can be regarded as good practice. Table 4.8 shows the various areas in which this thought to be particularly relevant.

	table 4.8: Areas of perceived best practice

	
	UK respondents
	Non-UK respondents

	Partnership working
	76%
	71%

	Know-how transfer
	54%
	71%

	Project design
	44%
	46%

	Project Impact
	39%
	48%

	Innovation
	34%
	52%

	Value for money
	27%
	40%


Source: EKOS
Table 4.8 demonstrates that three quarters of all UK project managers believe that their project is a good practice example for partnership working. Just over half of UK respondents thought that this was also the case for their particular approach to know-how transfer.

 Whilst a significant minority of UK project managers identified project areas, such as project design and project impact as likely areas of best practice, innovation was only chosen by a third of UK respondents. By comparison, more than half of non-UK project managers thought their project would be particularly good at innovation. In the UK, value for money was identified by the least project managers as an area of good practice.

4.10 Summary of findings

The telephone and e-mail survey of 95 project managers involved in the Interreg IIIB programmes highlighted particularly the importance of the Programmes to enable participants to experience transnational partnership working.  For the majority of project managers in the UK and abroad, this was the main rationale for applying under Interreg IIIB and expected benefits from project participation clearly focused on aspects such as exchange of information and know-how, learning and networking.  

The reason for project development was also clearly based on an existing problem in the respective regions, with project managers keen to find new solutions and approaches through transnational working.

Most surveyed project managers saw a closer relationship of their projects with spatial planning objectives rather than with economic development strategies. Through transnational working, the majority of respondents seek to develop a better understanding of European spatial development concepts and guidance.

In terms of various aspects relating to the application processes, the North Sea Programme, received the most positive feedback from project managers, also indicating that transnational work with countries of more similar culture and background, unsurprisingly, is less problematic than with partners from further a field. Key improvements for the application process for all three Programmes were similar and focused on better, more intensive advice and information and more clarity on eligibility and budget matters.

With regard to the ODPM Award fund, recipient project managers were relatively critical about the overall clarity of funding criteria and the promotion of the scheme. However, many commented that since its start, major improvements have been made to the application process and that the fund itself was regarded as often vital to proceed as project-leader, or to be able to afford the complex project development of a transnational project. More feedback and more regular information was one of the often received improvements regarding the ODPM.

The composition of local project partnerships is slightly different between UK and non-UK regions, whereby the Interreg IIIB Programme in the UK is heavily dominated by local authority leadership and partnership. In addition, charities and trusts, as well as national agencies play a much stronger role in the UK than abroad, where more regional authorities and universities/research institutions are more actively involved in projects.

Whilst the exchange of information, partnership working and increasing awareness are prime benefits anticipated by project managers, more quantifiable and tangible project performance indicators are integral to the Interreg IIIB project implementation. Awareness levels of existing project indicators and targets are perceived as high, and project achievements are regularly monitored and communicated to project partners and stakeholders. Monitoring systems are in place in most projects and incorporate often comprehensive sets of activity, outputs, results and impact indicators. Reflecting on the type of indicators chosen to represent impact, the extent to which projects will be able to measure and report against their indicators, is regarded as problematic, with many projects anticipating ex-post evaluations to overcome these challenges.

The dissemination of project achievements is predominantly targeted at project partners and involved regional stakeholders and most often undertaken informally or via workshops or thematic seminar events. Only very few project managers stated that they are informing politicians, staging exhibitions, or informing the wider public and policy makers.

Whilst projects related well to regional and local strategies and integrated usually well with projects at local level, only very few individuals reported project linkage to other Interreg IIIB or other strands of the wider Programme. Particularly as so many projects work in very similar areas affecting ESDP policy themes, this is regarded as a key area of improvement.

Transnational partnerships are conducted in very similar manners with regular partnership meetings, frequent communication over e-mail and telephone, and project visits to each other partners’ regions. More intensive forms of transnational work, such as work placements and temporary work exchanges are only pursued by a minority of projects.

The overwhelming majority of projects facilitate the actual transfer of know-how through seminars, conferences and workshops. But also more tangible products of know-how transfer such as best practice handbooks and manuals are anticipated by most project managers.

Partnership working is the most often area of perceived best practice, and the majority of UK project managers are positive that their project will represent best practice.

CASE STUDIES 2004

4.11 introduction

Chapter 5 comprises two case studies: the ‘Creating New Landscapes for Flood Risk Management’ (CFM) project, which is being implemented under the Interreg IIIB North West Europe Programme, and the NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path) project, which is led by Aberdeenshire Council and co-funded by the Interreg IIIB North Sea Programme.  

The case studies particularly address the projects from the point of view of the benefits to the UK participants.

In addition to looking at documentary material, the case studies involved interviews with the respective UK Project Coordinators.

The case studies have been undertaken in February 2004 in the context of the Evaluation of Interreg IIIB in the UK.  The aim of the case studies is to complement and supplement the parallel telephone survey of project managers by exploring a selection of project examples in more detail to allow best practice in Interreg IIIB projects to be identified.  
4.12 case study 1: Creating New Landscapes for Flood Risk Management (CFM)

4.12.1 Project Details

The Creating New Landscapes for Flood Risk Management (CFM) project is part of the North West Europe Interreg IIIB programme. It is funded under Priority 3: “water resources and the prevention of flood damages”. More specifically, the project falls within Measure 2: “the prevention of flood damage”.  The overarching aim is to “change public perception and decision making” across EU Member States from flood prevention to flood risk management in order to tackle issues of flooding in innovative and sustainable ways.

The project has four key objectives:

· To change perceptions about flooding by testing methods for public communication about flood risk management that can be used transnationally.

· To develop common and transparent principles at the European level for decision-making about flood risk management.

· To contribute to the achievement of new landscapes which combine water with nature conservation, heritage, agriculture and recreation that sustainably provides for flood risk management.

· To contribute to achievement of new sustainable landscapes in planning for development and flood risk management, combining flood resilience with building, infrastructure and other hard landscape features.

Underlying these objectives, the project also has two further general aims:

· To explore the four key objectives set out above in relation to the different stages of the development of flood risk strategies and projects that contribute to their implementation.

· To ensure successful integration of relevant EU directives into the process of flood risk management.

The project has five partners spanning four countries/regions:

· The lead partner is the UK Environment Agency (EA), an organisation which covers England and Wales.  The project is being undertaken jointly by the Anglian, Southern and Thames region offices, which share responsibility for the Thames river basin. 

· The second partner is the Dienst Landelijk Gebied (DLG – Sustainable Land and Water Management) within the Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management and Fisheries in the Netherlands. 

· The third partner, the Ministry of the Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs Administration, covers the Flanders region in Belgium. 

· The Hessen Ministry of Environment, Rural development and Consumer Protection, in the German state of Hessen, is the fourth partner. 

· The final partner, the Federation for the Waste Water System and Flood Defence Baunatal - Schauenburg, is a local authority (Baunatal) within the Hessen region.

	TABLE 5.1: CFM PARTNERS

	Country
	Partners
	List of partners

	UK
	1
	UK Environment Agency

	Netherlands
	1
	Dienst Landelijk Gebied (DLG – Sustainable Land sand Water Management), Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management and Fisheries. 

	Belgium
	1
	Ministry of the Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs Administration 

	Germany
	2
	Hessen Ministry of Environment, Rural development and Consumer Protection 

Federation for the Waste Water System and Flood Defence Baunatal – Schauenberg.


The total budget for the project is €8.8m (50% of which is ERDF funded). The share allocated to the UK Environment Agency is €2.6m (50% ERDF funded). 

Co-funding from the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM) amounts to £0.1m.  The rest of the UK share is funded through the EA’s umbrella project that sits over CFM, known as the Planning for Flood Risk project.

The CFM project was conditionally approved in November 2002.  Final approval was granted at the end of April 2003.  Although the majority of Phase 1 actions began in April 2003, some elements of the work started as early as February. More specifically, it was deemed necessary for the Dutch partners to get under way with wider work pertaining to their pilot action (a scoping study for an environmental impact assessment), given that it was work that they had to undertake anyway.  The project is due to finish in December 2006.

Although there was no specific written endorsement from outside the agency, support was sought through an informal process of consultation with the relevant organisations e.g. the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB), a leading national body and also the landowner for one of the pilot action sites, and local authorities that would be involved in the UK pilot actions.  Although these authorities do not have direct financial engagement in the project, they are part of the wider partnership. 

Strategic fit

From the UK perspective, the project accords with priorities derived from regional planning guidance and the draft spatial development strategy for London.  This includes flood management and sustainable land use along the Thames corridor as a national priority.  At the EU level, the Water Frameworks Directive, the Habitats Directive and the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive each feature specifically within the project.  Moreover, it is the project’s aim to inform these directives and the national level policies which will be adopted under each of them.

4.12.2 Project Development and Application

Project Idea

The EA has not had much experience with these types of Interreg projects or, indeed, practically any other external funding.  It has only been a recent initiative to find additional sources of funding.  This has been partly driven by the EA’s new Chief Executive, Baroness Barbara Young, who is keen to promote European links and encourage the agency to find funding outside the traditional DEFRA channels.

The project idea originated as the agency developed the Planning for Flood Risk project. This initiative involved a shift from traditional flood defence (ie. hydrological moulding and hard defence construction) towards a so-called flood risk management (FRM) approach, emphasising the idea of making space for water during flood events whilst retaining normal land use. The proposal was being developed for DEFRA.  Given that certain elements of the project, specifically the socio-economic/environmental aspects and the participative focus, would not lie within DEFRA’s core capacity to capital grant, it was suggested that the agency look for additional sources of finance.  At this point, the agency began putting together an idea for Interreg funding.  More specifically, the regional flood assessment manager for the Thames region, Peter Burrows, attended a number of project fairs hosted by the NWE Secretariat, enabling the agency to develop the project ideas more concretely and meet with potential partners for the first time. 

No other EU sources of funding were considered. The agency was particularly attracted to the aims and objectives of Interreg IIIB and, in particular, the focus on regional development and public participation within Measure 3.2.

Application Process

The promotion and visibility of Interreg IIIB is considered to be very good. The website, which has been updated over the last year, has proved to be quite a good resource in its own right according to the lead project coordinator.  A large amount of publicity material is generated which seems to have an exceedingly wide circulation.  The relationship with the individual staff of the secretariat has also been a very positive one.

The application process proved quite arduous.  It took approximately 11 months, involving eight partner meetings and regular e-mail and telephone contact.  Given that the Interreg programme was new to the agency, internal guidance was lacking and the organisation did not know how best to approach the application.  As such, a consultancy was hired to work closely with the agency and ease the application process.  This proved very useful.

Although the application form itself is quite clear, at the time it was felt by the agency that there was not quite enough indicative guidance, particularly on the content and the particular emphasis that was needed to really drive the application forward. For instance, it was only when the conditions were communicated that it became very apparent that there was a heavy emphasis on innovative processes.  With prior knowledge, relevant elements of the project could have been emphasised more strongly in the application.

Support provided during the application process was generally very good.  The UK contact point, Stephanie Dühr of the ODPM, offered direction where it was needed.  Similarly, the secretariat answered all queries very promptly and gave as much support as possible.  In terms of finding relevant partner regions, the two project fairs held by the Secretariat were extremely useful.

The transparency of the decision-making process was considered to be good up to a point.  When the application form - or progress reports and claims in the post approval phase - are sent to the Secretariat for assessment, they tend to disappear within the organisation’s internal dynamics.  Consequently, the partners are in the dark until contact is made, in the form of approval, conditions or objections.  More clarity and transparency would be welcomed, although how this could be achieved is not clear. Nevertheless, the funding officers were considered to be very supportive and the condition letter, once it came, was concise and well laid out, enabling a quick response by the agency and final approval to be granted speedily.

Based on the experiences of the CFM project, the Project Coordinator provided the following suggestions about the application process:

· Project fairs offered by the Secretariat are very beneficial in terms of developing ideas and finding partners and should be made as frequent as possible.  When approaching these project fairs, the Secretariat could help by giving additional prompts, not proposing concrete project ideas, but teasing out some key concepts that might facilitate the discussions and accelerate progress. 

· Although the application process is quite a straightforward, it is long.  This needs to be made very clear to applicants so that they have realistic expectations and can plan accordingly. In addition, ongoing communication with applicants during the decision-making process could be helpful, indicating what will be taking place over what timetable.

· Close collaboration with consultants was considered to be very positive where there is little or no Interreg experience.  It would be very useful to tap into the knowledge built up by those consultants who have wide experience of making these types of applications, and applying for external funding more generally.

In contrast to Interreg, the promotion/visibility of the ODPM funding award was considered to be far less obvious. It was not entirely apparent what the application would entail in terms of additional reporting requirements, etc. Although the form itself was straightforward, some supporting material would have been useful giving more background on ODPM’s involvement in Interreg, setting out what the grant could be used for, the potential maximum level of awards, etc.  In spite of these weaknesses, support provided during the application process by the ODPM was viewed as positive.  The contact person was direct, clear on what was required and, more importantly, the process did not require a great deal of additional work.

4.12.3 State of Progress of the Project

The project is divided into three phases:

· Phase 1: Transnational planning and preparation (February-October 2003).  This was a six month phase (eight months for the Dutch partner), involving five key actions relating to: project management; communications strategy; setting the baseline; programming the implementation of phase two pilot actions; and data and knowledge management.

· Phase 2: Pilot actions (April 2003-March 2006).  This is the current and longest running phase.  There are seven pilot actions: three in the UK; one in the Netherlands; two in Belgium and one in Germany.  The three pilot actions in the UK are: sustainable flood risk management within an urban setting (the Thames gateway); exploring the use of managed realignment for flood risk management (Aveley Bay and North Kent Marshes); and recreating the historic flood plain in an area of protected landscape and high amenity value (Ham Lands, West London Thames Estuary).

· Phase 3: Analysis of results and development of transnational outputs (January-December 2006). This will involve analysing the projects achievements, identifying best practice and producing guidance and various reports.

4.12.4 Transnational Project Management 

Management Structures

There are two key management structures for the project: the Steering Group and Monitoring Group. The Steering Group has been set up at a high level with responsibility for the overall guidance of the project, meeting reporting deadlines and ensuring successful implementation of the Action Plan.  The Steering Group meets once a year (twice in the first year) and consists of the Project Manger (as chair), Financial Manager and two representatives from each partner.

The project’s Monitoring Group is more specifically responsible for the individual actions of the project, making sure that progress is being made and providing analysis of key themes.  The group also has responsibility for ensuring the exchange of expertise between partners, maintaining data and knowledge management, coordinating the communications strategy and, more crucially, the joint planning and implementation of the pilot actions.  The group meets four times a year and consists of the Project Manager (again, as chair), Financial Manager, the Project Coordinators and one other representative from each of the partners.  Specialists are also invited to participate in the discussion of specific themes during technical meetings within the Monitoring Groups.

Partnership meetings are very regular. In addition, the element of expertise exchange between the projects is due to kick-off this year.  This will generate a further set of regular meetings, workshops and symposia in order to share expertise on specific issues.  There are expected to be around eight of these meetings a year.  Contact and exchange of information by post and e-mail is also extremely frequent.  The project coordinator has contact with the partners on a daily basis.

The wider stakeholders are not represented on the overall international Steering Group, which has been set up for the high level guidance of the project.  However, they are present on the local Steering Groups, which have been established to guide and drive the actions on the ground. This has been extremely useful because it has enabled the agency to gauge the reaction from other stakeholders from an early stage.  It has also enabled the agency to tailor their approach in a more effective and efficient manner though the approval of the work by these organisations.

Appraisal Of The Project Management Structure

Overall, the Steering Group meetings are considered to work very well. This is facilitated by the clearly defined roles and terms of reference for both the Steering and Monitoring Groups. Fortunately, the partners have an excellent command of the English language, so linguistic barriers have not been an issue.  It was originally decided that English would be the working language and this was made clear from an early stage.

The key difficulty faced with the management of the project relates to the EA’s internal recruitment process.  It has been difficult to seek and achieve approval for the recruitment of the full team.  In the original application it was proposed that there would be a Project Manager, Project Coordinator and a Communications Officer.  To date, only a Communications Officer has been recruited.  The reason for the delay is that the project is very much interlinked with the Planning for Flood Risk project. To this end, the EA’s directors have requested that an integrated application for recruitment be put together incorporating the two teams. 

However, given the size of the Planning for Flood Risk project (expected to have some 16 full time staff), the recruitment process has been delayed considerably.  There are currently only three staff: a Communications Officer; a Project Coordinator who is working on secondment; and, an Acting Project Manager who is working within the larger project team and has additional responsibility for CFM project management.  Therefore, the biggest problem is that the full team has not yet been established.  Despite this difficulty, the team is working well together.

Financial management of the project has been problematic.  The first claim took a long time and was actually delayed after the September deadline.  Given that there are likely to be disparities in the way that each of the financial departments within each organisation works, it is essential to ensure that common financial systems are in place which enable claims to be submitted efficiently.  The agency therefore spent a lot of time working on this, including organising visits by the financial manager to each organisation to ensure that the necessary systems were in place.  In addition, guidance has been provided to the partners through a ‘rule book’.

Leading the project is perceived to offer both advantages and disadvantages.  An advantage is that it is possible to guide the project a little more according to the lead partner’s own aspirations.  However, there is also an enormous amount of work involved in bringing the partnership together.  Indeed, although the partnership works very well, it is still a transnational partnership with other organisations which are going about their day-to-day businesses in other countries.  In this context, the biggest challenge is to ensure that the partnership remains tight and coherent and that it stays true to its objectives. 

The discussion highlighted a range of advice for effective transnational project management:

· Clearly defined roles and documentation. Roles, responsibilities and terms of reference must be clearly defined and documented. This will ensure that decisions are taken within the limited time available.  In addition, there needs to be good recording of decisions taken and prompt circulation of relevant documentation (eg. minutes of meetings). This will help to highlight any potential errors in previous decisions.

· Website as a project management tool.  A key tool that the agency would have liked to have in place from the start of the project is a website.  Once their site is operational, it will be used not only to disseminate information and capture reactions from stakeholders, but also as a project management tool. This will enable forms and progress reports to be posted online, streamlining monitoring and progress reporting. 

· Adequate financial systems. It is crucial that adequate financial management systems are in place early.  The lead financial manager can facilitate this through the preparation of guidance notes and visits to the relevant personnel in the partner regions.

· Sufficient resources for the lead partner.  Management of the project has been a challenge because it is a very large and extensive project.  The lead partner therefore requires a fundamentally larger resource base than a normal partner.

· Partnership building.  It is important to have early meetings with the partners in order to develop a tight partnership early on.  From a lead partner perspective, it is necessary to have individuals within the team with the strong people skills necessary to develop a partnership ie. who are able to animate the partners and encourage them to work together, developing linkages.  The selection of the lead partner’s team is very important in this regard.  Frequent contact between the partners throughout the project lifecycle is important to build the necessary trust.  Contact does not necessarily have to be face to face, although an element of this is extremely important. 

4.12.5 Transnational Project Activity

To ensure that the project is founded on transnational activity, the planning and implementation of the pilot actions is undertaken in a joint manner.  Whilst each partner leads on their particular pilot action, all the partners participate in its planning and delivery.  Each partner is committed to spending 20 days per year on this particular action of the programme.

Other specific mechanisms for the exchange of know-how are:

· Monitoring Committees. Monitoring meetings take two forms: general project management and technical meetings. The technical meetings are themed and tend to be forum where expertise can be shared on specific issues and contribute towards the objectives and deliverables of the project.  Specialists are invited to those technical meetings in order to increase the sharing of technical knowledge. 

· Best practice handbooks. The outputs of the project will be guidance documents on certain facets of flood risk management. The best practice handbooks will be a valuable output of the project and should benefit the wider flood risk management community.  As such, there is already a concern to ensure that these handbooks will be produced, readily available and downloadable on the website in order to maximise circulation.

· Seminars and workshops. A partner conference will be held in March 2004. This will be an interactive conference with a number of workshops examining issues such as project development, the key concepts and objectives of the project and the current situation within each country.  This is necessary to integrate the various organisations into the project, to ensure that the work does not become too specific to the individual partner organisations, and to make sure that the organisations and individuals who will be impacted upon by the plans are consulted.  A further aim of the conference is to set out a path through to the final objectives. 

· Informal links with other projects.  The project has extremely close working relations with the ‘Freude and Fluess’ Interreg IIIB project, which has very similar objectives and aspirations to CFM.  Both project share the concept of ‘space for water’, which they are promoting in a joint fashion. In order to promote close working relations, the EA has attended the other project’s meetings and vice versa. 

In addition, there is another Interreg project (ESPACE), which, like CFM, comes under the umbrella of the Planning for Flood Risk project mentioned above.  The ESPACE project deals with European spatial planning and adapting to climate extremes and is being led by Hampshire County Council with support from the South East of England Regional Assembly.  Because of this connectivity, there are very close working links. The benefits of these relationships are that the level of input into each project can be maximised and duplication of work can be minimised.

Some early examples of actual transfers of know-how, project information and management tools include the following.

· Baseline information. One important output, currently being finalised, is a study on the institutional and policy frameworks within each of the countries,  covering flood risk management (FRM) systems; the legislative and institutional context for FRM and spatial development; spatial planning and the accommodation of FRM; and evaluation experience from existing FRM projects.  The report will be the first of its kind in terms of looking at the flood risk management situation in the European partner countries as a whole and comparing the different situations. This will be an early output of great benefit not just for this specific project but also for other related projects that are working within the four involved countries.

· 3-D visualisation. The partnership is looking at visualisation as one of the key components of the communications strategy.  This tool is being tested as part of the German pilot action with the aim of engaging public participation and changing public perceptions of flood risk management. The Dutch partners have seized on this opportunity to prepare an Interreg proposal for a 3-D visualisation tool. Moreover, the EA is now working with the Dutch partner to develop the application of these kinds of tools. 

· Ecological functions of the Thames estuary. Another noteworthy example in the UK context relates to joint working on the ecological functions of the Thames estuary and the Shelde estuary in Belgium. This has developed as a result of a Monitoring Group meeting that stimulated contacts between the EA and the Flemish Ministry.

4.12.6 Project Performance and Achievements

Expected Outcomes

As already mentioned, seven pilot actions will be carried out in the partner regions. They involve changing stakeholder expectations of flood defence through communications, involvement and confidence in decision making for flood risk management. One of the pilot actions, in Germany, has a specific investment component, involving the construction of a retention basin which will be used by all the partners for testing public communications and decision-making processes. 

The project application form defines the expected results and outcomes for each action.  

For example, the UK pilot action in the Thames Estuary will: 

· undertake a land-use and landscape appraisal to identify areas for potential managed realignment and flood retention;

· develop decision-making criteria for site selection;

· undertake engineering and environmental feasibility studies;

· develop stakeholder engagement and decision-making processes

· carry out public perception surveys targeted at a range of audiences including farmers and local residents; 

· carry out an ecological design study;

· carry out a water quality/habitat assessment;

· produce a proposal for managed realignment tested through public consultation; and

· develop model policies and guidance to promote managed realignment and flood farming.

The main outputs of the project in the final phase will involve the publication of the final report and guidance documents on facets of flood risk management.

Monitoring

The following key methods are employed to monitor and measure project achievements.

· Progress reports. All partners are required to provide regular updates on, for example, the number of local partnerships or organisations that are involved. The partnership is also developing a programme management element of the website which specifically looks at each of the pilot actions and the tasks within them eg. surveys, modelling, public perception etc. and what is being done within each of these tasks. The key performance indicators are broken down at a pilot action level in order to allow monitoring at both a global and a more specific pilot action level.

· Visits to partner regions. The Monitoring and Steering Groups are held on a rotating basis in each partner region. There are frequent visits to the regions during the Monitoring Groups.  These meetings tend to be technically themed, involving a visit to the pilot action sites or sites which strongly relate to the issues the partnership is addressing. 

The data regarding physical achievements is collected on a quarterly basis from the partners.  

The Steering Group meeting looks at 12-month progress using the key performance indicators. There is also an agenda item at the Monitoring Group meetings relating to delivery to date.  However, as the partners are closely involved with each other’s pilot actions, it is apparent on an almost daily, if not weekly, basis where progress is being achieved.  This enables the project to be managed effectively.

In terms of the dissemination of monitoring information, the wider stakeholders involved in the project are not, as yet, aware of the individual performance indicators and targets. However, it is anticipated that once the ‘floodscape’ website is up and running (in March 2004) the key performance indicators will be made available online.  For reasons of efficiency and transparency, it is considered important that interested parties are able to appreciate not only the general objectives but also the more specific goals in terms of what the partnership is trying to deliver on the ground.

The EA disseminates the project information that is considered to be most relevant to wider stakeholders.  An example of this is through the dissemination of a summary document providing information about the overall project and its objectives.  There are also frequent meetings with local stakeholders (on a monthly basis) in order to provide updated information that is pertinent to the function of that particular group.  The e-mail system provides a useful medium for the dissemination of newsletters.  In addition, a project brochure has recently been created which will have a wider dissemination to communities within each of the pilot action areas. 

Benefits of the Project

The main impacts of the project are in integrating spatial planning and flood risk management, rather than economic growth per se. However, there are longer-term indirect impacts on economic growth, as the prevention of building development within the Thames flood plain can adversely affect the economic growth and regeneration of the area. 

Key benefits of participation in the project are the following:

· Developing new and more effective solutions. The project promotes a transnational approach to what is essentially a transnational problem. By definition, many of the solutions must be found at the transnational level to be effective.  All the partners are facing similar issues (ie. climate extremes and climate change) and are in the process of developing similar strategies towards flood risk management. By sharing in this holistic approach, the EA will benefit from solutions that are more sustainable in the long run.

· Lesson-drawing. There are important benefits for the EA from working with partners that are known for their experience in flood management.  Given that 60% of the Netherlands is under sea level, for example, the Dutch authorities have vast experience with flood risk management.  Likewise, the Flemish authorities are very much ahead of the UK in terms of storm surge storage.  In this approach, the height of flood defences is reduced so that a storm surge will just overtop at a certain level and store the water, instead of using full realignment where dykes are set back to increase the capacity of water. The Flemish authorities have advanced knowledge of this concept, while the UK has no experience as yet.  Clearly, there are important benefits for the EA in learning from these experiences. 

· Increased resources. The flood risk management team has driven the process of building the EA’s capacity to get involved in Interreg, not only encouraging the responses and reactions required to fulfil the conditions of the current project, but also encouraging the agency to set up its own internal mechanisms so that when future Interreg (or other transnational) initiatives develop, the agency will be well positioned to take advantage of a range of other types of funding opportunity.  The benefits to the ODPM and DEFRA are therefore not simply static one-off gains from undertaking particular projects in this round, but rather encouraging an ongoing dynamic process making the Environment Agency a more active and effective participant in wider initiatives.

Contribution to local/regional policy objectives. One of the outcomes of the project, particularly for the UK pilot action, is to produce guidance for planners, developers, architects etc about how undertake flood risk management can be integrated into spatial planning.  Although this is directed more towards the local level, there will be generic elements that can be extrapolated and integrate into regional plans as well.  The project will also contribute to the long-term (100 year) flood risk management strategy for the Thames estuary, which is currently under development. This is an important strategy involving a projected eventual investment of around €6.3 billion.

Contribution to national/international policy objectives. Another important focus of the project will be informing the national policy for the development of floodplains (PPG 25).  Finally, it is the project’s aim to inform EU directives (the Water Frameworks Directive, the Habitats Directive and the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive) and the policy which will be adopted at a national scale under each of them.

Exit Strategy

The issue of securing a lasting legacy for the project will mainly be addressed in the final phase of the project.  The key mechanisms will be:

· Website database. The partnership has proposed the creation of a Transnational Flood Risk Management Observatory and Database to be included in the forthcoming website.  During the final phase of the project, it is planned to develop a strategy to maintain this information tool over the longer term, linked to future transnational networking.  The database will be extended to other contacts outside the CFM project eg. Interreg and other related projects in the field of flood risk management.

· Final Project Report and Promotional Programme. The final report will draw together all the results of the project in order to raise awareness of the concept of flood risk management.  The report will be accompanied by a promotional programme targeted at key policymakers at all levels (regional, national and international) with the aim of influence policymaking.

· Final international conference. A final international conference will celebrate the project’s outputs. This will be a big event attended by the stakeholders that have been involved, interested parties, policymakers and professionals working in the field of flood risk management.  The conference will allow the various outputs and documentation relating to the project to be disseminated.

In addition, the programme of transnational exchange of expertise, which is about to be launched, is expected to set the foundations for long-term collaboration and networking between the partners. Indeed, as noted, the project has already led to collaborative spin-offs for the EA eg. working with the Dutch on 3-D visualisation and the Belgian partners on the ecological function of the Thames estuary.

4.12.7 Experience of the North West Europe Interreg IIIB Programme

In general, participation in the Interreg IIIB programme has been a positive experience for the EA.  Although it has been a new experience and some initial difficulties have had to be resolved, the project has enabled the agency to take a number of key policy issues and bind them to a coherent and deliverable project. Moreover, these deliverables are perceived to be both useful and widely applicable.

Although there are certain elements of the project that probably would have gone ahead anyway, the activities would not have been in the same form overall or have been delivered over the same time frame.  The project would not have been so coherent. Rather, some of the outputs would probably simply have been undertaken as study elements at some point.

Participating in the programme is perceived to have had several important benefits.  First, it will enable solutions to be developed for policy problems that the agency was seeking to address.  Notably, it will help to develop ways to connect and integrate spatial planning with flood risk management.  

Second, the project has encouraged innovative solutions and a problem solving approach. The agency became aware early on that innovation was a very prevalent theme and has really focussed attention on drawing out the innovative elements of the project in a far more structured manner than would otherwise have been the case.  The level of participation and the solutions to flood risk management in terms of investment on the ground (eg. the decentralised approach adopted in the physical investment pilot action) and the integration of sectoral interests such as spatial planning and recreation are particularly innovative components of the project.

Finally, the project has contributed to the professional development of the organisation, by developing a pathway for involvement in these types of externally funded programmes.  Moreover, it has also promoted closer internal coordination and encouraged other colleagues within the EA to establish their own Interreg projects.  For example, a bid is currently being prepared for Interreg IIIC funding. This has been driven by the positive experience of the CFM project.

4.13 case study 2: Interreg IIIB Case Study:
Nave Nortrail (North Sea Coastal Path)

This project has an exceptionally numerous partnership, and is only in its early stages in its present form, even though it is a continuation of a previous Interreg II project.  As such, good practices relate mainly to the application phase and the project’s management and coordination mechanisms.

4.13.1 Project Details

The NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path) project is co-funded by the North Sea Interreg IIIB programme (www.InterregNorthSea.org).  It is funded under Priority 3: “Sustainable management and development of the environment, natural resources and cultural heritage”.  More specifically, it is co-funded by Measure 3.2 “Innovative promotion of natural assets and cultural heritage”.  The project will contribute to both of the aims of this measure, these being:

· to improve the opportunities for environmentally friendly cultural tourism in the North Sea Region, and

· to raise awareness and interest for the natural assets in the North Sea Region.

The project aims to promote sustainable cultural tourism by regenerating a number of walking trails along the North Sea coast.  Activities include not only extending and linking path networks, but also developing the information, services and infrastructure required for promoting and then using the trails as a tourism asset.  The aim is not to develop a continuous long-distance trail along relevant coasts but to identify, improve and extend whatever exists currently, focusing on areas of heritage and cultural interest, and creating circular as well as linear walking opportunities.

The project is a follow-on from a previous Interreg II project, which was led by one of the Norwegian partners.  While the project had the same name, the partnership was much smaller, not including Aberdeenshire for example, and the proposed range of activities was different.  The Interreg IIIB project has a duration of four years.  It was approved in principle in December 2002 (although with the request to broaden the partnership further to cover more of the North Sea coast), and started with a kick-off meeting in January 2003.   The project will end in March 2007, and be officially closed with the submission of a final report four months later in July 2007. 

In addition to the lead partner, Aberdeenshire Council, there is a wide partnership, involving 25 organisations whose participation arises from their location along the North Sea coast.   Six further partners were added as a result of a condition placed on the project at the stage of taking the funding decision, and these are indicated in the table.  The partners are distributed across six Member States, but do not form a complete circuit of the North Sea coast.   The core of the partnership is three national groupings of strongly committed authorities, in the UK, Norway and Denmark.  Almost all the partners are local authorities at various levels, or groupings of local authorities.  Exceptions in the UK are the North Yorkshire Moors, which is a National Park Authority, and the Moray Firth Partnership, which is a strategic grouping of councils focused around the management of the Moray Firth.  

	TABLE 5.2: NAVE NORTRAIL PARTNERS – FINAL APPROVED LIST

	Country
	Partners
	List of Partners 

	UK
	6 
	Aberdeenshire Council (lead partner)

Aberdeen City Council
East Lothian Council (post-approval addition)

Fife Council  

Moray Firth Partnership (post-approval addition)

North York Moors National Park Authority 

Northumberland County Council

	Denmark
	7
	Århus County Council 

North Jutland County Council

Ribe Amt  

Ringkjøbing County Council

South Jutland County 

Storstrøms Amt  (post-approval addition)

Viborg County Council

	Germany
	1
	Amt Karrharde

	Netherlands
	1
	Province of Frysland – consortium of the four coastal provinces of the Netherlands (post-approval addition)

	Sweden
	3
	Halland (Landstinget & Länsstyrelsen)

Västra Götalands Region  

Vellinge Municipality (post-approval addition)

	Norway
	7
	Hordaland Fylkeskommune  

Møre and Romsdal Fylkeskommune  

Østfold Fylkeskommune (post-approval addition)

Rogaland County Council  

Sogn and Fjordane County Council

Vest-Agder Fylkeskommune  

Vestfold County


With the original partnership, the project was worth a total of €5.4m. However, when the partnership was enlarged by a further six authorities, the total budget increased to €7.3m, 50 percent of this being contributed by the ERDF (€3.65m).   The UK partners together account for 34 percent of this budget (€2.5m total, or €1.25m ERDF).   

From the point of view of Aberdeenshire, the project would not have gone ahead without the European co-funding.  In practice, it is possible that parts of it would have been undertaken, but on an ad hoc basis and over a longer time period.

NAVE NORTRAIL is divided up into four interconnected initiatives that reflect themes running through the whole project.  Each is structured into a Network.  The Networks help to structure the activities to be undertaken by the project, making an extensive initiative more manageable.

· For the Pathways Network, project partners will identify their routes for NAVE NORTRAIL. The final routes will be selected on the basis of visual content, safety, historic links, cultural richness, proximity to overnight accommodation and access to other amenities. 

The work will be closely related to public sector spatial planning, leisure and environmental services working in partnership with both regional and local forestry, wildlife and environmental organisations.

· The second theme is the Heritage Network, in which project partners will identify sites of cultural and natural heritage along the route and create linkages between them through the co-ordination of museums, local authorities, and tourism agencies.  Final routes for the project will be informed by the findings of the Heritage Network.

· Theme three, Accommodation Network, will have significant links to community economic development and ensure that commercial benefits are shaped, developed, marketed and exploited effectively. There will be induction sessions for guides to heritage sites, briefing sessions for local transport personnel and assistance with the development of linked businesses along the route via training. 

· Finally, theme four, Pathway to Knowledge, will see the creation of a Knowledge Library containing information used during the earlier stages of the project.  Increasingly, the focus of this part of the project is on the use of the Internet and other ICT technologies to market, communicate about and enrich the experience offered by the North Sea Coastal Path.

The project also has a Project Implementation and Management Activities theme; a Project Steering Committee will oversee the NAVE NORTRAIL project, with an advisory forum established to provide cross sectoral input, national and regional consortia to ensure more local co-ordination and an Editorial Board to maintain an overview of knowledge and information distribution.

In practice, the project has two sets of partners – the formal co-funding partners from each region, then the wider local partnership which is involved within each region.  This latter group tends not to have a direct financial engagement.  Instead, the core partners seek to collaborate and coordinate with them.  The following organisations illustrate the range of local stakeholders in Aberdeenshire.

· The Tourist Board.  The Tourist Board is kept up to date with NAVE NORTRAIL’s activities.  They are interested in the project, but did not have resources themselves to take part directly at this stage.  It is hoped that, while the current tourism strategy is focused around the new National Park, the coastal path network will be reflected in a later strategy when the scope of the Tourist Board’s activities again broadens.  Some concrete collaboration has nonetheless taken place, eg. ensuring that a NAVE NORTRAIL leaflet for the area provided information which was consistent with a leaflet about coastal driving routes prepared by the Tourist Board.

· Aberdeenshire Towns Partnership.  Some of the towns in this partnership are on the coast.  They are being kept informed of what the project is trying to do and, again, coherence is sought between their mutual activities.

· Scottish Natural Heritage and the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds.  There is coordination here where NAVE NORTRAIL routes propose to cross through or run close to relevant protected sites.  

· Community Councils.  Working at a local level, the Community Councils have been actively involved in the process of developing the interpretation information which will be communicated to visitors.

Note that Scottish Enterprise Grampian does not yet have an active interest in the project, even though economic development is one of its ultimate aims.  This is a phasing issue.  Until the network of paths has been articulated, the view at this stage is that there is nothing around which business development activities can be focused.

4.13.2 Strategic Fit Of The Project

From the point of view of Aberdeenshire Council, the project aligns with a range of strategic documents and initiatives.

· Aberdeenshire Structure Plan. A theme of the main spatial planning strategy in the region is ‘connecting communities’, and the project ties in with this.  Cultural connections are being grown by building the profile of North Sea heritage features, while physical connections are also being improved through path works.

· Aberdeen & Grampian Area Tourism Strategy.  This includes scope to develop heritage as a tourism asset.  Tourism is becoming more important to coastal regions as the fishing industry has declined so steeply.  It is hoped that the initiative will help to encourage cooperation between the different tourism-related organisations operating in coastal areas, providing a full range of tourism services, and ultimately attract more visitors to relevant areas.

· North East Scotland Economic Forum Economic Development Strategy.  In addition to supporting the regeneration of fishing communities as highlighted above, this strategy promotes the idea of ‘looking East’ – turning to Scandinavia in particular for business opportunities.  Norway is currently the biggest destination for exports from Aberdeenshire.  This fits in well with the structure and aims of Nave Nortrail, which is promoting cultural awareness and shared economic opportunities.

The project clearly offered a good strategic fit for Aberdeenshire, but was also pursued for the following reasons. 

· Using a common resource. The North Sea coast presents a shared challenge to its local authorities, who want to better use this common resource.

· Learning, including about ecotourism. The project provided an opportunity to explore ecotourism ideas and to learn from others about their approaches to promoting their coastline.  

For example, Norway has capitalised on a string of lighthouses, bringing them together with existing coastal path networks to create a more coherent, marketable whole.  Norway also offers good practice in terms of securing access to the countryside, while Denmark has good practice of developing tourism opportunities for walkers.

· Changing perceptions. Locally, there was a wish to change perceptions of the significance of the North Sea coast, making people and organisations more aware of the bigger picture, to place assets into a wider context and to underline their international significance.

· Improved marketing potential. The initiative gave better potential for product branding than a smaller scale local initiative would have.

· Taking up European opportunities. In terms of the political dimension, the project provided a strategically coherent opportunity for council participation in a European programme, allowing them to underline their European commitment and to access available grants.  

· Commitment to coastal regeneration. It also allowed Aberdeenshire Council to underline its continuing commitment to regenerating its coastal areas – important in counterbalancing the focus currently being placed inland on the new Cairngorms National Park.  

· Community partnership building. Finally, coastal paths pass through many local communities, providing a focus for local partnership building, a high priority for the County Council.  

4.13.3 Project Development and Application

As mentioned above, the current NAVE NORTRAIL project is a follow-on from a project in the previous Interreg II programme which was led by a Norwegian authority.  Moving a pre-existing project into a new phase is not necessarily straightforward.  In this case, new challenges emerged because: the project gained a new lead partner - Aberdeenshire Council - because Norwegian authorities were this time unable to lead; the aims of the project were refocused; the number of partners increased very significantly; and even among the continuing partners, there were staff changes which meant re-establishing relationships.

The choice to submit the NAVE NORTRAIL follow-on project to the North Sea Interreg IIIB programme was simple. No other sources of co-funding were considered. The programme was selected as a target because Aberdeenshire  Council’s European Officers advised that this programme offered the best strategic and geographical fit for the activities the partnership wanted to undertake.  This is not surprising given that the previous project was funded by the forerunner to this programme.  Other attractions were that the North Sea programme clearly had resources to allocate, and the Council already had Interreg experience (although on other projects), so knew what it could expect.

In terms of the application experience, the North Sea Interreg IIIB Secretariat was seen as helpful and approachable overall, and to have provided good support.  The application process was clear, and decision-making was transparent.    

Funding officers were helpful, but impeded by the fact that they were extremely busy themselves.  In spite of the overall positive appraisal, some weaknesses were highlighted.

· There has been a perceived lack of clarity in some advice. The project followed the pre-application advice given, but then had more conditions imposed at the decision-making stage.  In particular, the applicants had enlarged the partnership as a result of pre-application advice, but were then asked to extend the partnership still further as a condition of approval.

· The application of certain rules has appeared inconsistent, undermining trust in advice.  In particular, rules about eligible expenditure were applied differently at different stages in the application process.  Pre-application costs were allowed for the partners put in for the initial submission, but not for the new partners added as a condition of project approval.  If there were good reasons for this, they have not yet been communicated clearly to the project leader or regional partner.

· The status of the project has tended to be known through unofficial rather than official communication.   It takes time for decisions to be communicated officially to projects.  The project leaders know where their project stands from informal discussions with the Secretariat, but they have not yet received an official grant approval letter for their extended application.  At the same time, they have started the project and are already at the stage of having to submit their first year accounts.  Progressing the project has had to be based on trust in a verbal commitment.
For the project officers, one of the main lessons drawn from the application process was the importance of involving European Funding experts.  In the case of Aberdeenshire Council, this meant using the services of the Council’s two European Officers, who were able to present the project in the most advantageous way for European funding.  Without these staff, the council would have been in a much less confident position – even though advice was available from the North Sea Interreg IIIB Secretariat.

A further lesson was the benefit of taking a very structured approach to preparing the application in order to generate all necessary information and secure clear commitments in the time available.  Among the practical ideas was to use the application form as a template to gather information from the partners, and to identify national project ‘champions’ to drive the application process forward.

The correlation of the project with the aims of the Interreg IIIB programme was good and, as a result, the design of the project did not have to be modified to make it a good fit.  Two areas may have been more strongly emphasised, however, because this is an Interreg project.  

First, there has been an ongoing preoccupation by the lead partner to underline the transnational dimension of all activities.  Second, the choice was made to focus on the ‘soft’ aspects of building this international tourism product, rather than on capital works.

4.13.4 Partnership Building

In practical terms, the project has been through a complex process of partnership building involving several phases of enlargement.

· A partnership was in place for the Interreg II project which provided the foundation.  This had just 4 partners from 3 states (UK, Norway, Denmark).

· Subsequently, the partnership was adjusted in preparation for the Interreg IIIB project (including bringing in Aberdeenshire Council and making them lead partner) and a draft application was submitted.

· Pre-application advice suggested the partnership be enlarged so this was done in preparation for the September 2002 deadline.  At this stage, there were 20 partners in five states.

· A condition of project approval was that the partnership be enlarged still further, and again this has been done.  There are now 26 partners spanning six countries.

The partnership was built up by the core of project partners using the North Sea Commission, Directoria 2002 and their own networks of national contacts.  Because the project has a coastal focus, the potential range of partners was easy to identify.  They were then narrowed down based on their willingness and interest to get involved.

There was a negotiation process with potential partners to check that they had shared objectives, given that the intended focus of the project was not on major capital expenditure but instead on the ‘soft’ aspects of developing and promoting the path network.  One perhaps unexpected problem which has nonetheless arisen has been the potential incompatibility of some partners in terms of their size and functions.  In particular, the only German partner is a small commune, leaving this country without the critical mass of participation which might be seen as necessary in such a potentially high profile, extensive and necessarily coordinated initiative.

The partners share the same problem and opportunity in the form of stretches of the North Sea coast on their territory – and are united because working together as a wide partnership means that the opportunities can be increased and capitalised upon, by turning the coast into a branded tourism product with an international profile.  

There are large gaps along the coast where authorities are not involved.  It is hoped that the successes achieved by the project as it progresses will encourage other authorities to get involved to fill in the map.

4.13.5 Transnational Project Management 

Challenges of Interreg IIIB project management

Because it involves 26 partners in six countries, NAVE NORTRAIL presents some particularly acute project management challenges.  The transnational dimension of the initiative is integral to its design and will be part of the reason for its success, yet at the same time it makes it inefficient and complex.  In addition to the number of participants, complexity arises from the fact that the project is structured into several inter-related themes which are progressed concurrently, and that participants work in multiple native languages and come from different institutional settings and administrative cultures.

Effective management is required for projects like this to work.  Over its first year, NAVE NORTRAIL has developed some good practices in terms of how to organise participation by a large number of partners, ensuring that the project meets its management obligations and that partners are actively engaged on an ongoing basis and share a sense of ownership.  The project’s management structures are described and commented below.

4.13.6 The Project Management And Delivery Structures

There are three inter-related management structures for the project: the Steering Group, the Partner Council and five sub-groups of partners called Consortia.  In addition, thematic groupings of partners are brought together for the project’s different networks (Heritage, Pathways to Knowledge, etc) which cross-cut the Consortia, providing a matrix structure.

The project’s core institution is a Steering Group which consists of the lead partner, and one representative of each of the five Consortia.  This structure takes decisions about the overall direction of the project, the distribution of costs, etc.  The Steering Group reports to the Partner Council, which consists of representatives of all the project’s official funding partners.  The Partner Council meets once every six months, as part of the six-monthly transnational meetings held in January and June.

There are five Consortia: the Netherlands, UK, Jutland (Denmark), Norway and Kattegat (the only mixed Consortium, with 3 Swedish members and a Danish and Norwegian member).  The Consortia provide a forum to allow more frequent contact between the partners.  The principle behind each Consortium is that their members should be geographically linked and share a common language.  This allows more frequent meetings and other forms of contact, easier communication and thus quicker progress.  There is no need for interpreters and translators, and the potential for misunderstandings is minimised.  Ease of joint working and communication is also facilitated by the fact that, for most Consortia, members share similar administrative systems, organisational cultures and a common terminology within a given area of work (internationally, the same terms can be used with very different meanings).  One of the benefits of these sub-groupings is that when Structural Fund management issues arise which are not relevant in all participating states (a recent example being VAT issues in Norway), they can be addressed directly in the relevant Consortium without wasting the time of other project participants.

The idea of national coordination was already in place at the start of the project in Norway and Denmark, putting these partners ahead, including by ensuring that, for them, the resources had been built in for coordination.  

This was not the case in the UK and Kattegat, which are taking on an effective management idea, but will at the same time struggle to resource it.

Each Consortium has a national coordinator.  To interconnect the Consortia and sustain the transnational dimension, the national coordinators attend the meetings of their own Consortium, and meetings of one or more of the others (choice depending on their language abilities).  

The coordinator has not yet been agreed in the UK.  Aberdeenshire does not believe that they should take on the role, since they are already the lead partner for the project as a whole.  The national coordinators act as a two-way conduit for information – synthesising information from the individual partners for the transnational meetings, and then bringing messages from the project Steering Group back to the partners.  

Transnationality is built back into these largely national structures through the distribution of thematic responsibilities among the different members of the various Consortia.  Individuals in different Consortia are leading on different aspects of each theme, depending on their main interests and capabilities, and draw on the experience of members of the other Consortia to take their issues forward.

While the Consortium system provides a regular communication forum for sub-partnerships, the main focus driving forward and shaping the project is the succession of six-monthly transnational meetings between the whole partnership.   These provide regular opportunities to take stock of progress, exchange about learning and new issues, and to agree the next steps.  Each meeting closes on working period of six months, and launches the next one.  They also structure the administrative progress of the project, for example providing the forum to explain reporting obligations and expenditure rules to partners, and providing a deadline for administrative inputs.  Three transnational meetings have been held so far, in Ribe in January 2003, in Bergen on 1-4 June 2003 and in Gothenburg on 17-21 January 2004.  Typically, the transnational meetings include the following elements:

· a meeting of the Steering Group;

· a meeting of the Partner Council, which includes all partners, to provide an overall update on the project and take forward management aspects (budget, annual reports, claims, partnership contracts, etc);

· plenary meetings to share the overall progress of the project and the progress of individual partners; 

· meetings of the national Consortia; 

· a study tour of NAVE NORTRAIL relevant facilities in the host region; and

· thematic sets of meetings, under the project’s sub-headings including Heritage, the Knowledge Platform and, now, Business Development, which allow the Working Groups to progress.  These are supported by working papers prepared in advance and including presentations and proposals to take forward work on project content.

The transnational meetings tend to have around 60 participants, since each partner region tends to send 2-3 representatives.  Sixty can be too many for easy and relaxed communication, especially given the language barrier, so mechanisms such as workshops are used to facilitate easier communication.  

The Consortia facilitate the process of preparing for the transnational meetings.  In advance of the transnational meetings, a set of questions is circulated and responses are requested from all partners.  It would be demanding for theme coordinators or the lead partner to digest all the submissions and prepare a synthesis and draw out relevant issues.  Instead, each Consortium undertakes a first sifting and summarising of the information from their members, then these syntheses form the material from which the project-wide reviews are prepared.  In addition to facilitating the work of coordinators, an advantage of this approach is that the partners within any given Consortium area get to know each others’ situation and practices better.  As a result of this process, draft working papers are posted on the website in advance of each meeting.  A further round of comments is invited, then the final papers are presented at the meetings to structure the work of the project.

In addition to the various management and communication structures listed above, the project’s dedicated password-protected website provides a valuable hub for information, allowing news to be shared, reference documents to be stored in a structured way and preparations for transnational meetings to be accelerated.  It also includes photographs of the different regional managers.

In addition to the communication and joint working which takes place between project partners, there is a need for each partner to involve relevant organisations in their locality and to keep them informed of overall project progress.  In terms of communications within Aberdeenshire, there are formal reporting procedures to senior management.  For example, the lead officer for Aberdeenshire reports to a Council committee and sits on a Tourism Working Group which contains officers from the Tourist Board, keeping two key stakeholders informed on a regular basis.  Other communication routes include informal briefings and networking, and the availability of the project’s website.

4.13.7 Appraisal Of The Project Management Structures

Overall, the project management structures and communication channels which have been set up appear to be working well for the project at this early stage.  The content of the project is being progressed, the partnership is gelling, and management obligations are being met.  

The size of the partnership has driven a need for mechanisms to decentralise the management and delivery of the project in order to secure the active participation and commitment of dispersed project partners - hence the subdivision of the project into thematic strands and the use of the Consortia.  It may be counterintuitive that a transnational project should establish sub-structures based around national sub-groupings, but the Consortia are providing a cost-effective route to deepening partnerships, coordinating activities and driving forward progress.  They are also enabling a coherence between the activities of partners in any single Member State which is essential since the paths will only achieve critical mass if they can be presented as a coherent whole in any given country. In terms of management, the Consortia also provide an effective solution to the problem of synthesising the work of a large number of partners.   Finally, it should be remembered that some of the Consortia include an element of learning and exchange between differing systems.  

The UK Consortium is a case in point.  Here, there is scope for exchange between English and Scottish partners about legislation which is relevant to the project but differs between the two countries (eg. regarding rights of way and access).  Limiting the number of partners in these exchanges provides more time for deeper exploration of the issues arising.

The Consortia are only part of the management infrastructure, however.  The transnational meetings are the true focus for project activities.  The work of the Consortia effectively feeds into preparing, enriching and informing these meetings, and taking forward their outcomes.   The transnational meetings are essential in building a level of common understanding between partners which can only come through discussion and growing familiarity and trust.  In addition, the case study visits which are undertaken as part of the transnational meetings help to make the project more tangible for those involved in it, who can better appreciate the challenges and potential of partner areas.   

To help wider local partnerships to understand the project and stay up to date and to facilitate the integration of new project officers when staff changes take place, a useful support for the communications activities of the project at this stage would be the preparation of a summary of the operational structures of the project and the production of regular user-friendly summaries of project progress.  The previous Interreg II project produced regular short newsletters which could provide a straightforward model for such an initiative. 
Considering the challenge of Interreg project management more broadly, the following lessons can be drawn from the experience of Aberdeenshire in managing a broad partnership project: 

· Engage politicians in the project. The Project Leader in Aberdeenshire emphasised that projects like this have relatively large budgets.  The level of political involvement across the partnership is low given this, and this is a current issue of concern for the lead partner.  This may be something that varies between states but, given the tendency for staff change at officer level, it seems important to have some form of political endorsement for involvement in the project, and for the direction it takes.  The chances of a project like this achieving its wider potential are also increased if a project achieves a high profile, and this can be gained through political involvement and endorsement.

· Build in the costs of management at the start. Some 13 percent of the project budget is dedicated to project management costs.  This cost is borne proportionally by all the partners.  Having a budget line like this to which all partners contribute is more efficient than each authority running its own separate expenses budget for eg. costs incurred during the transnational meetings.

· Formalise relationships and communicate about obligations. Establish a contract or agreement between partners to provide clarity and formalise relationships.   This also helps to limit the risk faced by the lead partner.  Also establish the necessary internal financial protocols in involved organisations, training finance staff in how to support the project.  

Finally, use a website as a reference resource to distribute standard forms, give timetable advice and explain how to meet obligations.  

· Communicate clearly with partners and invite their questions.  Unexpected issues can arise, sometimes based on misunderstandings,  which need open discussion in order to be resolved.  By way of illustration, although the advantage of the management fund mentioned above is now clear to partners, there was initial confusion and debate about this money because it was called “lead partner costs” in the paperwork, implying that it was subsidising the activities of the lead partner authority.  Once the issue was raised explicitly by partners, the purpose of this money was clarified, as a fund for common activities and overall management responsibilities, and the line was renamed “joint costs” to prevent future misunderstanding. 

· Take the time to adjust to different operating norms.  The transnational meetings in particular were difficult to manage at first.  They are slow because of both language difficulties and cultural differences.  There was also a need to become familiar with the different expectations of partners re modes of decision-making.  There was perceived to be a reluctance to progress decisions at the first transnational meetings; such cultural differences need to be understood in order to find mutually agreed, efficient modes of working.

· Brief new participants. Provide full briefings for new partners about project structures, aims and expectations to facilitate their inclusion into the project. 
· Facilitate communication by using small groups and allowing people to get to know each other. The transnational meetings typically involve around 60 people (with several representatives per region), but this can inhibit participation in discussions, especially when they are taking place in a foreign language.  Smaller workshop formats have been organised to facilitate discussion.   Familiarity also increases with every meeting that is held, as people get to know each other.  In terms of e-mail communication, this provides the fastest, cheapest, most efficient and direct form of communication, but is used with greater ease when people have met.  The transnational meetings also help here in building the necessary face-to-face familiarity.

4.13.8 Project Performance and Achievements

Expected outcomes and state of progress of the project

The primary outcomes of NAVE NORTRAIL are expected to arise from the activities of the project’s various networks:

· A Pathways Network will identify physical structures that enable access.  

· A Heritage Network will identify the locations of cultural importance and public interest and strengthen the transnational cooperation between various national institutions. 

· The Accommodation Network will contribute to the understanding of the North Sea Cultural Concept within the context of European tourist marketing through a programme of business development and support. 

· Finally the Pathway to Knowledge will help to develop a common European North Sea Coast Cultural knowledge platform with different sets of knowledge that can be targeted to different user groups.

During the first phase of implementation, the preparatory phases of the project have been undertaken.  Specific thematic activities to date have included the following:

· The Pathways Network has been identifying the trails for the future routes.  This has involved identifying new trails in the respective regions, linking up existing ones or expanding them to include places of cultural value.  Preparations for the routes have also been made in terms of common signage guidelines for all partners.  The Network has also been drawing out common issues and identifying tips and lessons for the process of establishing and formalising path networks.  This has encompassed such issues as safety and risk assessment, the importance of respecting grant conditions attached to current and previous grants, and the complexities and sensitivities involved in securing access agreements with landowners.

· Parallel work under the heading of Heritage has included a preliminary survey to locate and document sites along the route which are of cultural and historical value. 

· The Pathway to Knowledge network has focused on how to organise internet-based information about NAVE NORTRAIL and the options for building GIS technologies into the website.  This will feed into the design of the NAVE NORTRAIL public website.

A constant preoccupation in all the project’s activities is to sustain and develop the transnational dimension, whether in terms of learning from experiences gained among partners in other countries, or weaving interconnections between the facilities which are being created (eg. enriching the interpretative information along walking routes by building on the North Sea connection – highlighting migratory bird routes around the region and other ecological, historical and cultural interconnections). 

Project monitoring

In terms of its monitoring framework, the project chose indicators and quantified its targets as part of the application process.  Four sets of indicators are set out: 

· Activity indicators. These describe overall participation in the project and the profile-building activities, and include: the number of local/regional authorities, other organisations and people involved in the project; the number and nature of publications produced such as press releases and leaflets; and the number of different types of meeting held.
· Outputs.  These are the direct products of the project and include: the number of websites developed; the knowledge library; the existence of a signed and interpreted NORTRAIL path network; the number of sites of natural and cultural interest linked to the network; and the number of consultations related to business development. 
· Results.  These indicators address the influence of the project, and include: the number of visitors to the website and the links to it from partners; the existence of a North Sea database of knowledge; proof of policy influence of the project; the number of measures strengthening local and transnational business development; and the number of bed-nights spent in small scale accommodation along the route.

· Impacts.  The impact indicators chosen summarise the ultimate effects which it is hoped the project will achieve.  Some are clearly defined but others are expressed as general aims.  Progress towards most of them would only be assessable through evaluation at a later stage.  Examples include: increased quality and volume of sustainable tourism in the North Sea region; positioning of areas around the North Sea region as eco-tourist destinations; policy influence on tourism strategies at a regional or transnational level; and demographic change.  
The division between outputs and results was clearly sometimes difficult to make, and baselines are sometimes lacking, eg. in terms of current bed-nights along the route and population trends.   Nonetheless, the targets, at least at the more concrete levels of activities, outputs and results, provide a pragmatic starting point for monitoring, and are so far proving possible to operationalise.

The targets set by the project have then been followed up in a very structured and rigorous way during implementation.  Because different partners are involved in different aspects of the project, the original table indicates which partners are expected to contribute to which targets.

All partners are aware of their individual performance targets. During implementation, they all have to provide six-monthly updates about their outputs, results and impacts, using a standard spreadsheet containing the same indicators as the application form.
  This information is gathered by the lead partner and aggregated into an overview of project achievements.  The process is quite onerous, but is generating data.  Currently, the project leader believes the project is progressing well towards its indicators, given the early stage of the project.

Benefits Of The Project

In Aberdeenshire, it is hoped that the project will ultimately lead to benefits to the local economy in the areas involved by creating a brand which raises the profile of the coast as a tourism destination.  However, this will be difficult to achieve in practice, and hard to measure.  Establishing the path network and brand, mapping heritage attractions, etc, are only the first steps in a process which will require sustained co-ordination between many different inter-related organisations, from strategic level actors such as the Tourist Board and Scottish Enterprise Grampian, down to the local businesses hoping to benefit from increased passing tourism trade.

The range of anticipated benefits is much wider, however, than the ultimate longer-term economic benefits.  The benefits to Aberdeenshire Council of participation in the NAVE NORTRAIL project include the following:

· Increased resources enable additional activity addressing coastal regeneration. From the point of view of Aberdeenshire, it has doubled available resources for initiatives which the Council wanted to pursue, and thereby allowed them to be progressed much faster than would otherwise be the case.

· Multi-annual timeframe gives stability. Undertaking activities within the framework of an Interreg project has allowed progress to take place in a more certain and stable fashion.   The project ring-fences resources for specific projects across a multiannual timeframe.  This provides a defence against future budget cuts, and also means that activities which would have been undertaken in a piecemeal fashion, as and when small sums became available, can be undertaken in a more strategic way.  

· Local partnership building.  There is a positive impact on partnerships locally.  The stability and strategic timeframe available for a project like this, the higher profile which comes from it being a transnational EU co-funded project, and the learning opportunities which it offers, enhances the ability to get other partner organisations involved locally.  It also gives more structure to the dialogue with other agencies locally.  

· Continuing professional development. Transnational projects provide training opportunities for staff who otherwise would not get the opportunity to explore how their field of expertise is addressed elsewhere in Europe.  This broadens horizons, adds to subject knowledge, but also enhances project delivery and teamworking skills.  This contributes to a lifelong learning culture and develops the overall capacities of the County Council.
· Learning about the use of ICTs to enhance visitor accessibility and experience. One of the transnational aims of the project is the transfer of knowledge and practices between the partners.  The project is in its early stages, and therefore there have been few concrete transfers to date.  However, Aberdeenshire Council is particularly interested in learning about how ICT is being used elsewhere to enhance the marketing of opportunities like the Coastal Path and then to improve the visitor experience when tourists arrive.   GIS (Geographical Information System) and mobile telephone services are being used in some sophisticated ways elsewhere.  For example, in some areas, foreign tourists can phone a number on an information board to access relevant information in their own language.  

· Learning about tourism business development.  Aberdeenshire could not find resources to get involved in the business development strand of the project directly, but are interested to see how other more experienced regions have been able to involve the local business community in providing the auxiliary services which make a project like this work (accommodation, catering, etc).  They hope that they will be able to learn from experience here, and therefore not waste resources with future initiatives which are unlikely to succeed.  

· Economies from joint design and purchasing. More concretely, some cost savings have been achieved among UK participants by purchasing supplies such as NAVE NORTRAIL signs in bulk.  

Each partner in the project would be expected to have its own list of expectations from the project.  Aberdeenshire suggested that good UK practices which might be transferred to others in the project include expertise in good signage – aiming to be clear and entertaining as well as informative.  Also, in design terms, UK signage tends to be very robust because of vandalism problems (not shared, incidentally, by the project partners in continental Europe). 

4.13.9 Project Sustainability

The issue of an exit strategy for the project is a difficult one.  There is not yet a fully formulated plan to ensure the maintenance of whatever the NAVE NORTRAIL project achieves in the way of a North Sea Coastal Path network and related services.

The internet site should be the resource which changes the perception and use of the paths involved in the study.  It is hoped that this will be sustained into the future, although the mechanism for this is not yet clear.  Because of the (relatively) short duration of the project and the lack of guaranteed funding beyond 2007, design decisions have been taken which should limit the need for labour intensive maintenance.  In particular, the internet resource will provide a portal to relevant resources providing information about North Sea heritage or visitor opportunities along the involved North Sea coasts, rather than bringing all that information together itself, duplicating the work of others in the process.

Physically, new path creation is not a strong focus of the project.  Instead, it is about improving the configuration, profile and presentation of paths which already exist to increase the number of walkers and the distance they will come to use the paths.  The new signage planned for the paths (with the branded logo) should last for some time.  In addition, in Aberdeenshire, the intention is that a variety of community groups will take over the maintenance of areas of path which are most relevant to them.   There may also be potential for synergies with the North Sea cycle route in some areas, and these are being actively explored. 

Finally, there are options for follow-on projects to this for a future round of Interreg-type programming, including the idea of a boat-related trail, which should actively sustain the NAVE NORTRAIL brand into the near future at least.  

4.13.10 Experience Of the North Sea Interreg IIIB Programme

Participation in the Interreg IIIB programme is currently seen as positive overall.  

There have been several direct benefits already for Aberdeenshire.  First, participating in an international project provides an effective lever to encourage improved coordination between related authorities within the same partner authority.  

The need to contribute effectively to the wider project work-plan and timetable provides an incentive to work together more intensively and urgently than would be the case if cooperation were driven by local needs.  

Second, participation in Interreg IIIB allows actors within a region to place their practices in a wider context and to understand them better by exploring alternative approaches to addressing the same questions.  Third, participation provides development opportunities for the individuals involved in the projects – not only in terms of deepening their understanding of their field, but also managing projects, and contributing effectively to the work of a consortium. 

While the overall view is positive, enthusiasm is greater for the role of project partner than lead partner.  Taking a lead partner role is very onerous, especially in a project with so many partners.  Indeed, in this case, Aberdeenshire was the only volunteer to take on the role, and they were not aware at that stage of how wide the partnership would eventually be.  The burden of management has been further increased by the fact that the financial rules for using ERDF have become more rigid than in the past - a knock-on effect of the ‘n+2’ rule affecting financial management at programme level.  The stringent financial rules mean that project partners need to behave differently, managing their part of the project in a more disciplined way.  This has proved difficult to adjust to, perhaps because this is a follow-on project from Interreg II, and longer-term participants had arguably got used to more relaxed modes of working.  A significant communication effort is needed from the lead partner to achieve compliance.  There has also been more attention to detail needed than previous experience would have led the partners to anticipate.

The relationship with the Secretariat has continued to be positive, but there is some disappointment that the Secretariat seems more interested in the way the project is managed than in its content.  It is recognised, however, that this is necessary given the current very tightly regulated environment, and the pressures on programmes themselves to show that they are being implemented to schedule and delivering fast results.

Based on their experiences in the project, the Aberdeenshire interviewees highlighted the following conditions for success in Interreg IIIB projects.

· Provide resources for Interreg participation. It is important that all staff inputs to Interreg IIIB projects are properly resourced, even during the application stage when careful design can prevent later problems from arising.  Ensuring sufficient resourcing is especially important for the lead partner, whose input can be more significant than at first anticipated.  

· Do not take on too much. Even at the application stage, it is important to be realistic in terms of staffing.  Political commitment to Interreg participation can run ahead of the capacity of available officers to follow up the opportunities. 

· Secure the right project managers. The lead partner highlighted securing experienced project managers with an appropriate range of languages as one of its keys to success.  

· Be selective in choosing Interreg projects. Once you are involved in one or two Interreg projects, and have a good reputation as a participant or manager, you get ‘on the circuit’.  You are invited to join many more projects, and momentum starts to build.  It is important at this stage to be very selective, and only get involved in those projects which genuinely coincide with the strategic priorities of your organisation.  

A wider message for Interreg Secretariats would be to try harder to broaden the participation in Interreg, bringing in new participants.  Otherwise, existing participants simply get more and more heavily committed, or lack of partners becomes a brake on the ability to build new Interreg projects.

The interviewees also made a range of observations which could help to improve the experience of getting involved with Interreg programmes. 

· Opportunities to learn from the experience of other Interreg managers. Little emphasis has been placed so far on capturing lessons from current and past Interreg IIIB projects, even though this could benefit lead partners in new projects.  Passing on lessons could raise the quality of project management and help projects to avoid some of the pitfalls of Interreg programming which can lead to wasted time and effort.  The NAVE NORTRAIL partners felt that they were having to start from scratch, but that there was no reason to be in this position.  More generally, at this stage, they asked why there is no guide to running successful European co-funded projects. 

· Improve proactive advice. A specific area where some advice at the right time would have been appreciated was in developing the budget since small mistakes were made which cost money or added complications later.  In particular, there were rules the project sponsors were not aware of about the management of Structural Fund audits in the UK which could have been brought to their attention.  When advice was sought directly from the Secretariat, responses were not always clear or quick enough.

· Make advice more consistent or explain inconsistencies.  Pre-application preparatory funding was an eligible cost for the first group of partners in the project.  When the partnership was expanded, as a result of a condition of grant, the Secretariat advised that the preparatory costs of these partners were non-eligible.  Such shifts increase the sense of risk and uncertainty in getting involved in European co-funded projects and undermine the credibility of the lead partner among their partnership.
· Access to information about relevant related projects. The Aberdeenshire regional project officer highlighted a (European funded) project which he had come across by chance which had developed teaching resources about the history of Scottish fishing communities.   There is no structured mechanism to search for related activities, whether funded by the same programme, other European co-funded programmes or domestic initiatives.  This was a regret, potentially leading to money being wasted duplicating work rather than integrating or cross-referring to the efforts of others.
· Whatever the outside pressures, project budgets should fit the logic of the project.  The applicants were encouraged by the North Sea Secretariat to include high budgets in their first year of operation, but in practice they under--spent, because their first year was confined to getting the foundations of the project in place - establishing clear plans on a partnership basis and embedding the wide partnership.  
It was advised that, for many projects, actual works are unlikely to start in the first year, and the focus of initial budgets should be on staff and communications costs.  
· More give and take for wider partnerships.   The demands of managing a wider partnership are greater.  Given that the Secretariat required the project to broaden its partnership further than the already diverse group which it judged it could manage, the lead partner would appreciate more give and take from the Secretariat in terms of meeting administrative deadlines.

OVERALL CONCLUSIONS

4.14 INTRODUCTION
This Chapter presents our overall conclusions of our study findings in 2004. The Chapter also outlines a number of recommendations for consideration by the ODPM. The Chapter concludes with an outlook to next year’s study and potential changes in method and scope of the surveys.

The overall objectives of the study were the following:

· Evaluate the Programmes’ strategic relevance and fit with domestic policy objectives on a national and regional basis;

· Assess the process, quality and impact of transnational co-operation at project level;

· Assess the added value of UK match funding and project activity in light of domestic policy developments;

· Analyse the up take and performance levels of the Programmes regarding UK participation levels;

· Evaluate the effectiveness of Programme management processes; and

· Explore how INTERREG IIIB relates to the other Strands of the INTERREG Community Initiative.

Our conclusions are structured as they relate to these objectives.

4.15 THE PROGRAMMES’ STRATEGIC RELEVANCE AND FIT WITH DOMESTIC POLICY OBJECTIVES 
4.15.1 Establishing Strategic Fit through Project Objectives

Strategic fit of the Interreg IIIB Programmes with UK national and regional policy is not only established via the joint relationship to ESDP, but also through government inputs at drafting stages of the Programmes, ensuring that UK policy interests are represented through the priority and measure structure of the Programmes.

The findings from the study further confirm that the established appraisal mechanisms emphasise strategic fit and relevance of projects with domestic and regional policy objectives. Regional Government Office representatives assess each project application with regard to its reflection of regional policy and economic development strategies. 

Also UK Contact Points, responsible for guiding project applicants through project development, see it as one of their priorities to ensure that each project is developed in its regional context and relevance. 

UK project managers are aware of their projects’ strategic linkage, mostly relating to regional spatial planning aspects. The projects’ ability to contribute to existing policy objectives is mainly anticipated on a local level, closely related to the dominance of local authorities in project partnerships, but also at a European level, mainly represented via the transnationality of the projects and the perception that projects address problems of a European scale, such as the pollution of the North Sea.

The established project appraisal mechanisms and the perceptions of strategic partners and UK project managers are positive indications that Interreg IIIB project activity will be able to contribute to the implementation and achievement of UK domestic policy objectives.

4.15.2 Consolidating Strategic Relevance through Project Involvement

Indicating strategic fit at project application level is the first step to ensuring that projects will be relevant to their national and regional policy environment, it is, however, equally important to facilitate that there is a two-way process of influence and that project achievement is related back to policy levels, and to inform future policy-decision-making at national and EU-level.

In this context, the representation of relevant regional stakeholders in project management structures is important. Here, the study identified some interesting differences to projects operated in other Member States. In the UK, local authorities are the most dominant players in project management in all three Interreg IIIB Programmes, whilst abroad regional authorities carry much more responsibility.  Whilst, in itself, local authority involvement is appropriate, it is in the context of influencing policy makers at regional level, where an increased involvement of Regional Development Agencies, Regional Government Offices and their equivalent players in the devolved administrations would be desirable. This is not only with regard to disseminating the more tangible outcomes of projects, but also in context of raising the awareness of regional policy decision makers regarding the importance of transnationality and the added value transnational work can bring to the UK.  

	REcommendation 1:
Encourage RDA’s and their equivalent bodies in the devolved administrations to take a more active involvement in Interreg IIIB project activity in their regions.


A good example of how some projects plan the dissemination of results, is presented in case study 1 of this report, where the final project report stage includes a promotional programme and international conference of findings. 

The Programme’s aspiration to create synergy between spatial planning and economic development is discussed below in more detail, it is however worthwhile mentioning that economic development agencies are only rarely represented in project partnerships.

4.15.3 Measuring Strategic Fit through Performance Indicators

Policy relationships and strategic fit is also established through the direct measurement of project performance indicators and to what extent they contribute to the existing range of quantitative policy targets. At this point of the study, this has not been pursued in detail, but will become more relevant during the following years once projects come closer to their completion time with more apparent outcomes available for assessment.

The type of performance indicators currently pursued by surveyed projects is comprehensive in scope ranging from general, easily measured activity indicators to very complex and indirect project impacts. The wide range of indicators identified in projects most likely ensures that project outcomes, if measured correctly, will contribute to domestic targets. 

At the moment, every project has set up its individual partnerships, websites etc. and, at times, even anticipates to actively inform regional stakeholders and policy makers of project outcomes and achievements. At a more strategic level, however, there is currently no mechanism in place to ensure that project findings are communicated to relevant policy making authorities and that the bridge between individual project activity and regional and domestic strategies is build. Only in very few regions, strategic partners reported that relevant mechanisms are being thought about and in progress of being established. There were also suggestions that IIIB groups and UK Contact Points could take on this particular role, as a natural progression from facilitating project development and application processes. We support this point of view, particular as this group approach could be most relevant in a regional setting, gathering and aggregating data from all IIIB projects taking place in their region, and at the same time, being able to report on the more specific benefits and impacts gained from transnational working.

	REcommendation 2:
Establish regional groups to oversee and monitor Interreg IIIB activities on a regional basis and to set up appropriate links to policy-making levels.


4.15.4 Regional Spatial Planning and Economic Development

In addition to supporting transnationality and tangible outcomes, the Interreg IIIB Programme is designed to bring both spheres of economic development and spatial planning closer together. This is particularly interesting and welcomed by strategic partners involved in the management of the Programme.

The study gathered some views in this respect, which were primarily, concerned with the question how to bring professionals from both spheres working closer together, and how to make this theoretical objective reality through project implementation.  The impression was that regional planners were not sufficiently involved due to resource issues. 

However, findings from the study survey revealed that more project managers see their project relating to regional spatial planning than to economic development, and indeed the involvement of local enterprise agencies in project activity is very limited.

During the course of the study a number of good examples for integrating economic development and spatial planning have been found. For instance, a favourite linkage between the two areas is made via improvements of the environment, which will have an impact on quality of life with regions becoming more attractive to visitors and tourist, which, in turn, will have a positive economic impact. 

Further examples representing the transnational nature of the Programme very well, are transnational cluster developments and transport links, where the transnational economic activity has a direct impact on the spatial development within and between the partner regions and countries.

	REcommendation 3:
Encourage existing Programme structures, such as the UK-Liaison group, to develop a more pro-active approach in identifying and exploring synergies between spatial planning and economic development.


4.16 THE PROCESS, QUALITY AND IMPACT OF TRANSNATIONAL CO-OPERATION AT PROJECT LEVE

4.16.1 The Process of Transnational Co-operation

There was common agreement amongst strategic as well as project partners that the development of transnational projects is a lengthy, often complicated, and laborious, time-consuming process, without guarantee that afforded efforts will be successfully recognised through project approval. In this context, the availability of ODPM award funding was regarded as most helpful and instrumental in keeping interested parties involved. At a number of times, project managers regretted that at this crucial stage not more and intensive guidance was available to project applicants, informing them earlier and more thoroughly about timing issues, and potential frustrations and implications of working on a transnational scale, which for many is for the first time.

Once approved, the process of transnational co-operation is, according to the survey findings, primarily based on relatively conventional methods, such as partnership meetings, visits to each other’s partner region and regular telecommunication and e-mails. Additionally, the development of joint websites to assist effective dissemination of project information is pursued by almost all projects surveyed by the study, representing a relatively new tool of project co-ordination and management. 

Telephone surveys and case study consultations also highlighted the complexity of project management structures in a transnational setting. The larger the partnership, the more sophisticated forms of project implementation processes are developed, including project internal networks, national sub-structures, monitoring committees, and thematic umbrella projects with a considerable number of individual pilot projects and sub-groups as focal parts of the projects’ delivery systems at local, regional, and transnational levels. 

The connection and linkage between these often multi-layered project systems are usually provided through partnership meetings, thematic workshops, conferences and more tangible project outcomes, such as development manuals, best practice handbooks, and project reports. The complexity demonstrated by some of the project structures is remarkable, and possibly under-estimated by many project applicants at the outset.

4.16.2 Quality of Transnationality

At the time of this study, most surveyed projects had set up their project management systems and around half of all project managers confirmed that know-how transfer has already taken place, mainly in the area of exchange of information and design of project tasks and objectives, and the setting up of project management structures themselves.

The quality of transnationality is, at this early stage, difficult to assess, but there are some interesting question arising from the review of projects and findings from project manager surveys, these include the following:

· to what extent does the size of partnerships influence the effectiveness of projects to achieve tangible project outputs?;

· how is transnationality, or the quality of transnationality defined? Are there any legitimate trade-offs between the ‘softer’ outcomes of transnational co-operation and the ‘harder’ project targets?;

· how does the assessment of transnationality differentiate between co-operation with partners of similar cultural background versus co-operation with partners of quite different cultural backgrounds?; and

· is the quality and effectiveness of transnationality affected by the type of organisations involved in the project, i.e. does it matter if project partner organisations in one region are of a different nature than project partner organisation in another region?    

These questions will guide the forthcoming studies in year 2005 and 2006, once transnational partnerships are more established and in pursuit of their project targets.

4.16.3 The Impact of Transnationality

The impact of transnational project activity can be explored at two levels, one relating to the more tangible project outcomes, achieved through know-how transfer and joint project activity, the other relating to the more intangible benefits derived from working in partnership. The intangible benefits are mainly reflected in indicators such as increased awareness, better understanding and knowledge of the wider, European context of project themes and development issues, as well as the more general benefits in learning how to work in a transnational setting.

The Programme application requirements and the appraisal process are clearly focused on achieving tangible project outcomes and impact, and the wide range of indicators pursued by projects represents this objective well. The extent to which a project’s transnational aspects are incorporated in project indicators is, however, more complicated. 

Whilst activity indicators more frequently relate to a project’s transnationality, such as ‘number of partnership meetings held’, ‘number of multilingual publicity material developed’ etc., aspects of transnationality are more rare to be found amongst tangible results and impact indicators. 

Having said this, the study did not have access to full sets of indicators for each project, or even on a Programme basis, and relied mainly on telephone interviews with project managers to ascertain this sort of information.

	REcommendation 4:
Undertake a detailed review of project indicators to identify how well transnationality aspects are represented through existing indicator sets.


Most project managers and strategic partners perceived the key benefits of transnationality to be in the area of intangible outcomes, which are perceived as crucial for increasing creativity and innovative approaches, but are much more problematic to measure.  Even ‘know-how transfer’ can be interpreted in different ways, in the form of new information gained through informal discussions with project partners, as well as, in the form of a particular, well defined technique, or specific approach. 

Despite their intangibility, participating individuals are very positive that these, more informal outcomes are most valuable in achieving higher quality performance and innovative thought amongst participants. The main strengths of Interreg IIIB is seen in its ‘softer’ aspects of partnership development, gaining of information, learning from each other, etc., often relating more to personal /professional development aspects of participating individuals, than SME development and job creation. 

	Recommendation 5:
Ensure that softer project outcomes and impacts are appropriately recognised and monitored to fully represent the additional benefits of transnational working.


In many occasions, project managers expect that more tangible results, such as SME development are not achieved directly and immediately, but through follow-on project development from the original Interreg IIIB activity. The anticipated long-term impact of transnational project activity relates particularly to economic development and the environment.

	Recommendation 6:
Establish tracking systems to identify long-term impacts of transnational partnership work.


An additional and significant result of transnationality is undoubtedly also the improvement of project management skills of project leaders. The bigger the transnational partnership, the more complex and challenging project management becomes. In some projects, project management skills and the experience of managing large-scale partnerships can almost become more central to the project leader than the contents of the project itself. An example for this is Case Study 2, due to the project’s substantive partnership, the tasks of project management are in danger of marginalising the tangible benefits of the project itself. In such a context, the question of purpose of transnationality and its proportionate costs versus tangible project benefits must be asked.

4.17 THE ADDED VALUE OF UK MATCH FUNDING AND PROJECT ACTIVITY IN LIGHT OF DOMESTIC POLICY DEVELOPMENT
4.17.1 Perceived Additionality of ERDF and OPDM Award Funding

Study consultations with strategic partners and survey findings from project participant organisations confirmed strongly that without Interreg IIIB, the existing projects would not have been possible to undertake. It is, therefore, unlikely that transnational activity would have been funded from elsewhere without any European support.

Although small in comparison, ODPM funding has also received a majority vote in favour of additionality, with many recipients of ODPM awards stating that their project would not have gone ahead, and often would not have gone ahead with the intention to project lead, if ODPM would not have been available to assist the complicated and time-consuming transnational project development process.

The overall visibility and clarity of the application process of ODPM Award funding was perceived as low, but it was also acknowledged that the overall management of ODPM Awards has changed and was now perceived as much better than it was at the outset of the Programme.

4.17.2 Perceived Added Value of Project Activity

Despite the fact that most projects have clearly identified performance indicators and targets and are monitored in quantitative terms, the overwhelming majority of strategic and project partners feel that the distinct added value of transnational partnership work is firmly established through qualitative impacts, such as increased awareness, access to know-how, and improved understanding of concepts and approaches in spatial planning and economic development. 

Essentially, the perceived added value of Interreg IIIB is manifested in its learning qualities and opportunities to increase knowledge. It is expected that these highly qualitative outcomes, will add value to domestic project design and delivery and, eventually will inform domestic policy developments. 

The forthcoming studies will investigate further, how this learning process is recognised and identified by strategic partners, or if mechanisms to track gained experience and know-how will be established, in order to assess if the perceived added value of transnationality has an impact on project delivery and is able to inform and, if necessary, change domestic policy. This is closely related to Recommendation 2 made earlier in this chapter and recommending the set up of regional groups to oversee and monitor these sort of questions.

4.18 The Up Take and Performance Levels of the Programmes regarding UK Participation Levels

This will mainly relate back to our analysis of databases on website, but also reflecting on how people perceive the visibility of the Programmes.

4.18.1 Quantitative Analysis of Up-Take

Despite delays in the Atlantic Area Programme, all three Interreg IIIB Programmes are being well accessed with a total of 113 projects with UK participation. At the time of the study, January 2004, a total of 34 projects were led by UK-partners, which represents 30% of all projects with UK partners.

The distribution of projects across the various Programmes is relatively even, with 39 projects with UK involvement represented in both, the Atlantic Area and the North West Europe Programme, and 35 projects approved under the North Sea Programme.

The financial analysis of project up-take, in terms of ERDF resources, was limited to the total expenditure of UK-led projects only, due to unavailability of appropriately disaggregated data. The data provided to the consultants did not allow an analysis of crucial questions, such as how successful are UK regions in accessing ERDF under Interreg IIIB, and how much is the share of UK contributions to transnational projects. These questions could only be pursued within the framework of the study survey, which only covered 23% of the total project volume.

	Recommendation 7:
Make available financial data to review UK draw down of ERDF resources and UK share in project funding, to allow for a more meaningful analysis in the context of this study.


In terms of size of projects, the total of projects with UK participation have a total expenditure of €724 million, of which the 34 UK-led projects could attract a total of €109 million ERDF allocations distributed amongst all participants.

Assuming ERDF intervention rate was on average 50%, projects with UK participation accessed 95% of the overall ERDF budget available in the three Programmes. Regarding UK led projects this percentage is 28%. 

Although project lead of other Member States was not reviewed by this study, a 28% share of total resources in relation to 13 Member States participating in the Programmes can be regarded as a reasonably successful UK involvement and up-take of resources. However, a more useful figure to compare financial up-take would have been ‘ERDF-accessed by UK regions’. 

The perception of strategic partners is that post 2006, the demand for Interreg-type of Programmes will increase drastically due to the reduced availability of European funding under mainstream funds.

From a geographical point of view, all UK regions are involved in at least six Interreg IIIB projects at the time of the study. With Scotland, East of England, and Wales participating in most transnational projects. In terms of leadership, East of England is leading most UK-led projects (6), whilst West Midlands does not lead any of its projects. 

Financially, regions without any access to European mainstream funding, such as Objective 1 or 2, access funds most successfully under Interreg IIIB. However, data used for this analysis was restricted to UK-led projects and the total (not the UK) ERDF commitment for projects.

Once Programmes will have been fully committed, the analysis of financial commitment regarding ERDF and overall expenditure should be undertaken on a UK-regional basis, in order to allow for a more meaningful analysis.

According to survey findings, UK match funding has primarily been sourced via local authority contributions, national agencies, and charities/trusts.

4.18.2 Thematic Preferences of Up-Take

Thematically, almost all UK regions are involved in projects representing the three key ESDP themes, of ‘Polycentric Development’, ‘Access to Infrastructure /Know-how’, and ‘Environment and Cultural Heritage’.

In terms of preferences, environmental projects are particularly popular and are represented by 49 projects with UK representation. Scotland, East England, and South West of England are particularly engaged in this theme.

The theme ‘Access to Infrastructure/know-how’, apart from East Midlands, each UK region has a number of projects financed under this theme, with Scotland and Wales implementing most projects under the Atlantic Area Programme.

The lowest up-take, with 27 projects, has so far occurred under ‘Polycentric Development and Town-Country Relationships’.

4.18.3 Programme Differences in Access and Up-Take

Although study findings indicate that there is a tendency to prefer the North Sea Programme for its more familiar management style and closer cultural background of partner countries, the quantitative analysis of projects approved under the remaining Programmes does not confirm any such bias.  Indeed, although the application process of the Atlantic Area and the North West Europe Programmes did not receive as positive a feedback, they have approved more projects with UK participation than the North Sea Programme. (39 under AA and NEW, 35 under NSP).

4.18.4 Up-take as leader or up-take as participant?

The up-take of projects in a leadership capacity is generally regarded as a more dynamic expression and positive commitment towards transnational project working. Currently, 30% of all projects with UK involvement are UK-led and the general perception received from strategic partners is that it would be desirable to see more UK partners take the lead in projects. This is also reflected in the type of financial information made available to the team, which was more informative on UK-led projects than non-UK led initiatives.

Whilst we agree with the view that project leadership is a key indicator of commitment and buy-in to transnationality, we would like to ask the question if the mere participation in a project is affecting the effectiveness and/or performance levels of projects more negatively than in a leadership capacity?

In terms of benefits, project managers perceive the differences between leadership and participation as negligible. Whilst more freedom of thematic choice and more control can be exercised as a project leader, a project participant has the advantage of a less work-intensive project management role. As we have seen through the survey and the case studies, project management of a sizable transnational partnership is a very considerable task. Only very few survey respondents favoured the role as leader and many individuals were of the opinion that their project objectives were adequately incorporated into the non-UK led project design, indicating that the partnerships work mostly on a democratic and inclusive basis, where partners are able to pursue their own interest as well as the interest of the partnership.

The study findings also demonstrate that most projects operate effectively in their regional settings, with project management and steering groups in place, involving regional stakeholders, and often with a demanding agenda of work tasks to achieve overall project objectives, at times including the management of a substantial amount of pilot projects.

In addition, the surveys did not identify any differences in the way project leaders managed the project regionally in comparison to project managers. The study did not find any evidence that participant project managers are less involved, or less engaged with the project outcomes than project leaders.

We can, therefore, conclude that project management is taken seriously at regional as well as on transnational basis. It would be, therefore, inappropriate, in our view, to prioritise or focus exclusively on UK-led projects only.
4.19 THE EFFECTIVENESS OF PROGRAMME MANAGEMENT PROCESSES
4.19.1 The UK-Interreg IIIB Administrative Structures

Programme management processes around mid-term of programme implementation are at a transitional stage. Most commonly at this stage, the Programme’s promotion, application and appraisal processes have been set up and established and programme management is moving towards establishing procedures and processes concerned with reviewing progress, monitoring outcomes and facilitating projects to complete in time and on target.

Programme management of Interreg IIIB is complicated with a considerable number of administrative layers and national representations involved. Project managers usually relate more often to their Programme-specific Programme Secretariats, all three are based outside the UK, because quarterly progress reports and financial claims are processed there. In addition, there is a comprehensive administrative structure in place in the UK facilitating and overseeing the promotion and development of project applications through the ODPM. 

As the various Programme Secretariats are naturally more concerned with their programme-specific objectives and performance targets, the role of the ODPM is to provide an overview and feedback on UK-Interreg IIIB project activity. The study found that many project managers and strategic partners would like to receive more information from the ODPM with regard to the overall performance of the Interreg IIIB Programmes on a regional basis. This sort of information could relate to regional ERDF draw down, and project linkage to other Interreg IIIB projects elsewhere in the UK, or informing project partnerships of the existence of other Interreg IIIB projects in their own region. Equally, some strategic partners felt that the ODPM could be more inclusive in terms of working with already established local authority networks and groups to get the transnational message across more effectively.

	Recommendation 8:
Consider the ODPM to inform project managers and stakeholders more regularly on overall Interreg IIIB project activity, ERDF draw down, to create a better awareness of transnational project activity on a regional basis. Information should also facilitate project linkage on a regional and national basis across the three Interreg IIIB programmes. 


There have also been some views that the existing management structures involve too many individuals and that bodies such as the PMC and PSC are too separated to allow for a more efficient review and monitoring of project activity. Bodies such as the UK-Liaison group, which has so far not been included in the study’s consultations, could possibly become more visible and take on a clearer role with regard to recommendation 8. It is anticipated, that forthcoming studies will explore the role of the UK-Liaison group in more detail and will consult relevant partners.

UK-Contact Points have been perceived as very helpful in supporting the promotion of Interrreg IIIB and in developing project applications.  

Their knowledge of existing projects could now be applied in a new role relating to recommendation 2 and the need to establish regional mechanisms or groups to facilitate the monitoring of project achievement and to disseminate findings and inform policy decision-making levels in a co-ordinated manner.

4.19.2 The Application Process ERDF and ODPM
In terms of various aspects relating to the application processes, the North Sea Programme, received the most positive feedback from project managers, also indicating that transnational work with countries of more similar culture and background, unsurprisingly, is less problematic than with partners from further a field. Key improvements for the application process for all three Programmes were similar and focused on better, more intensive advice and information and more clarity on eligibility and budget matters.

With regard to the ODPM Award fund, recipient project managers were relatively critical about the overall clarity of funding criteria and the promotion of the scheme. However, many commented that since its start, major improvements have been made to the application process and that the fund itself was regarded as often vital to proceed as project-leader, or to be able to afford the complex project development of a transnational project. More feedback and more regular information was one of the often-received improvements regarding the ODPM.
4.20 INTERREG IIIB IN RELATION TO INTERREG IIIA AND IIIC

According strategic partners, the relationship between the various INTERREG III strands is well established.

There are, however, only very few projects which crossover between Interreg programmes (for example, Maritime Safety connecting activity within Interreg IIIB and IIIC in the Atlantic Area and North Sea Programmes). And very few project managers identified any project linkage with any other Interreg III project.

Project linkage to other Interreg initiatives seems currently better established through the involvement of large, regional or national organisations, such as the Environment Agency, who is involved in a number of Interreg IIIB and other projects, and able to draw lessons from their individual project involvement internally, with the potential of influencing their strategy and policy-decision making levels.

In comparison to the UK, non-UK project managers have mentioned more often project linkage to other Interreg IIIB projects and initiatives funded under other Interreg strands, such as IIIA and IIIC. A project link only rarely identified by any UK project manager, which might indicate a missed opportunity or an information gap relating to ODPM information and feedback mechanisms to UK project managers. Recommendation 8 relates to this fact.
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� Appendix 1


� This lesson is paralleled in the Flood Risk Management case study, where consultants were brought in to provide the necessary expertise.


� Kane P (2003) NAVE NORTRAIL Project Development, Presentation to the Interreg IIIB seminar ‘Planning and Development in Europe: Opportunities for the East Midlands to Access European Funding’, Nottingham, 10 April 2003.


� Lessons are drawn from Kane P (2003) op. cit. and from the interviews which were undertaken.


� Additional reporting may be requested if the Interreg IIIB Secretariat requires an update at a time outside this 6-monthly calendar.
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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regiontable

		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead

										12		2

										6		0

										19		4

										23		4

										7		2

										31		4

										9		1

										10		1

										8		2

										26		6

										7		3

										11		5
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Chart 2.5: No. of Projects by Region/Programme



Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532
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		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE				UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL																								1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw						Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL																										2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI																								4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B																										5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL																										6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B																										8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL																										10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW				UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D						UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E				Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN				Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal				IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw																								14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE				DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW				Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE				NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW																								10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO																								12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW																								9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO																								10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL																								7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E																								9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH																								3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E																								2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E																								3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW																								13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW																								12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E																								2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW																								9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI																								4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE																								19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N																										904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D																										4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,																										5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands																										10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH																								4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO																								4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE																								1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO																								1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO																								3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,																								3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E																								8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E																								4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E																								2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM																								5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO																								5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE																								11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO																								7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E																								1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E																								1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E																								1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM																								2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM																								4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E																								10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM																								6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO																								7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH																								7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE																								7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E																								5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F																										592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP						see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW				see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW																						13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW				UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW				UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW																								752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO				UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO				UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL																								1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM																								1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL				UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL				UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM				UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW				UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW				UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI				UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW																								2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW				UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO																								2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW																								1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW																								3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW																								3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW																								2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW																								1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO																								968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO																								2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

																																																																										540,384,972
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead

										12		2

										6		0

										19		4

										23		4

										7		2

										31		4

										9		1

										10		1

										8		2

										26		6

										7		3

										11		5
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Chart 2.5: No. of Projects by Region/Programme



Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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inter-regional partnerships

		Projects by ESDP Theme

				UK-Led		Non-UK led

		Polycentric		8		18

		Access		11		27

		Environment		15		34

		Total		34		79

				NW		NS		AA

		Polycentric		10		11		6

		Access		10		8		21

		Environment		19		17		14
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All Projects

				Thematic breakdown by region

		NWEP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P		1		1		1				2				2		3		2		2				2

		A		1		2		1				2		1				3		4		4		2		3

		E		1		3				2		3		1				7		1		5		4		4

		NSP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				2		3		3						4		4

		A				5		1		2								1

		E				6		3		3						2		8

		AA

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				1																		1		5

		A		2		3						4		4										5		6

		E		2		8						1												7		3

		ALL

				NI		SCO		NE		YH		NW		WM		EM		EE		LDN		SE		SW		WAL

		Polycentric		1		4		4		3		2		0		6		7		2		2		1		7

		Access		3		10		2		2		6		5		0		4		4		4		7		9

		Environment		3		17		3		5		4		1		2		15		1		5		11		7

				7		31		9		10		12		6		8		26		7		11		19		23
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All Projects Analysis

		NWEP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal
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		NSP partnerships
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		Trans-regional Parterships (All Programmes)

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal
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		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE				UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL																								1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw						Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL																										2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI																								4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B																										5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL																										6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B																										8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL																										10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW				UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D						UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E				Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN				Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal				IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw																								14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE				DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW				Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE				NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW																								10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO																								12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW																								9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO																								10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL																								7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E																								9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH																								3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E																								2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E																								3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW																								13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW																								12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E																								2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW																								9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI																								4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE																								19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N																										904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D																										4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,																										5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands																										10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH																								4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO																								4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE																								1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO																								1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO																								3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,																								3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E																								8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E																								4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E																								2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM																								5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO																								5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE																								11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO																								7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E																								1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E																								1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E																								1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM																								2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM																								4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E																								10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM																								6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO																								7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH																								7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE																								7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E																								5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F																										592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP						see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW				see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW																						13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW				UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW				UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW																								752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO				UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO				UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL																								1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM																								1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL				UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL				UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM				UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW				UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW				UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI				UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW																								2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW				UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO																								2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW																								1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW																								3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW																								3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW																								2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW																								1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO																								968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO																								2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

																																																																										540,384,972
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL		UK Environment Agency, Ministerie van de Vlaamse Gemmenschap, Provincie Zuid Holland																						9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead
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										19		4

										23		4
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										31		4
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										8		2

										26		6
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										11		5
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Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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		Projects by ESDP Theme

				UK-Led		Non-UK led

		Polycentric		8		18

		Access		11		27

		Environment		15		34

		Total		34		79

				NW		NS		AA

		Polycentric		10		11		6

		Access		10		8		21

		Environment		19		17		14
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				Thematic breakdown by region

		NWEP
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		A				5		1		2								1
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		P				1																		1		5

		A		2		3						4		4										5		6

		E		2		8						1												7		3

		ALL

				NI		SCO		NE		YH		NW		WM		EM		EE		LDN		SE		SW		WAL

		Polycentric		1		4		4		3		2		0		6		7		2		2		1		7

		Access		3		10		2		2		6		5		0		4		4		4		7		9
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		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE		Dover Harbour Board, Kent County Council, Port Authority Brugges-Zeebrugge, Province of West Flanders, Region Nord Pas de Calais, South East England Regional Assembly, Dover District Council, Calais Chamber of Commerce & Industry, Port of Dunkerque, Port		UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni, orgs in germany ireland and the netherlands																						1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw		SE, LDN. EM, E		University of Amsterdam, University of Heidelberg, Universite Paris-1, Urban Institute Ireland, NSL (Netzwerk Stadt u. Landschaft), Institut f. Landes-und Raumentwicklung, Institut d. Landes- und Stadtentwicklungsforschung des Landes Nordrhein-Westfalen (		Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE		Hampshire County Council, Environment Agency, Regional Landschap Zenne, Zuun en Zonen, South East Climate Change Partnership,  SE England Regional Assembly, Surrey County Council, Waterschap Rivierenland, West Sussex County Council, Minsterie van VROM, Ba		UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL		SE, E		Essex County Council + others																						2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE		Office National dse Forets (France) Alterra (NL), The Countryside Agency (UK), Comite Departementale du Tourisme-Role Sud Seine et Marne (F)		UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI		Fermanagh DE, Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd + others																						4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B		WAL, E		Harlow DC, Stevenage BC, Basildon BC, organisations in France, the Netherlands and Belgium																						5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL		WAL, SW, E		Torfaen County Borough Council, Devon County Council Further organisations with canal interests from the Netherlands, Belgium and the Republic of Ireland.																						6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B		NI, WAL, SCO, NE, E		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS), Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI), English Nature, Envision Mapping Ltd, National Museums and Galleries of Wales, Natural Environment Research C																						8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		SE, LDN, E		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW		Conseil General du Finistere, Cornwall County Council, Devon Wildlife Trust, Moy Valley Resources LDP Dpet., South Hams District Council, Teignbridge District Council		UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D		SE, LDN		Cross River Partnership (UK) London Borough of Newham (UK) Kent County Council (UK) Ashford Borough Council (UK) City of the Hague (NL) City of Heerlen (NL) City of Aachen (D), Leiedal Intercommunale B, Privincie West-Vlaanderen B, Government Office for L		UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen,		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE		Comite Regional du Tourisme des Pays de la Loire, Surrey County Council, Somerset County Council Cheshire County Council, Die Freunde des National Trust in Deutschland, Ministerium f. Verkehr, Energie u. Landesplanung des Landes NRW, National Council for		DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW		Essex County Council, Lancashire County Council, LB Southwark, City of Edinburgh Council, Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust + others																						10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO		Renfrewshire Council + others																						12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW		British Waterways, Glasgow City Council and others																						9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO		Forestry Commission for Scotland + others																						10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL		Torfaen County Borough Council _ Others																						7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E		Torfaen County Borough Council, Employers for the Environment (Stevenage) + others																						9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH		Central Science Laboratory (York) + others																						3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E		Torfaen County Borough Council, Essex City Council, Telford and Wrekin BC, University of Manchester + others																						2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E		Essex County Council, Gemeente Mortsel																						3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities, _ others																						13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW		Mersey Basin Campaign, Liverpool City Council, Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council, Forestry Commission, Liverpool Sailing Club. + others																						12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E		Norwich City Council, City of Nottingham, ODPM Urban Policy Directorate + others																						2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW		City of Chester + other cities																						9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI		Queens University Belfast, Rural Community Network (NI) _ othres																						4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE		Torfaen County Borough Council, Medway DC + others																						19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		SCO, YH, E		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D		SCO, NE, YH		Herriot Watt uni, Gateshead Council, Kingston upon Hull CC, +other cities																						4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		SCO, NE, YH		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		EM, E		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH		Adger Research Foundation(N), Humber Trade Zone (UK), Mariko Ris (DE), Port Authority Brugges-Zeebrugge, British Waterways, Institute for Transport Studies in Padbord (DK), NV Zeekanal en Watergebonden Grondbeheer Vlaanderen (B), Port of Goteborg (S)																						4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO		Alfa College (NL), Bildungswerk Osterholz (DE), Edinburgh Telford College, MKB Noord (NL), Rogaland Training and Education Centre (RKK) (N), Arvika Naringslivcentrum EK For (S), Dalaneradet (N), Landkeis Osterholz, NETZ Zentrum fur innovative Technologie																						4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E		Suffolk County Council + 6 others																						8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM		British Waterways, Insel und Halligkonferenz eV Region Uthlande (DE), North Jutland County Council, Nardengervidda Centre (N), Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park, Provincie Overijssel (NL)																						5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO		Alterra Texel Marine and Coastal Zone (NL), Keep Scotland Beautiful, Skagen Uddannelsescenter (DK), Foundation for Environmental Education (N), KIMO: Local Authorities Environmental Organisation (DK), Swedish Environmental Protection Agency																						5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE		City of Goteborg, Municipality of Deventer, Uk Environment Agency																						11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO		Aberdeenshire Council, North Jutland County Council, Lansstyrelsen Vastra Gotaland (S), Norwegian Institute for Water Research (NIVA)																						7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), UK Environment Agency, Provincie Drenthe																						1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E		Environment Agency, National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK), MVG (B), RWS (NL), Kystdirectoratet (DK), NLWK (DE)																						1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E		Essex County Council, Province of West Vlaanderen, Province of Oost Vlaanderen, Rijkswaterstatt, DirectieZeeland																						1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH		UK Environment Agency, Ministerie van de Vlaamse Gemmenschap, Provincie Zuid Holland																						9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM		Leicester CC +others																						2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL), Norwich City Council																						10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM		Matlock Council, University of Sheffield + others																						6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO		Aberdeenshire Council, _ 2 others																						7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH		North Yorkshire County Council + 4 others																						7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE		Hartlepool Borough Council + others																						7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E		Norfolk County Council + 4 others																						5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F		WAL, SCO, SW		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales], Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland], Central fisheries Board [Ireland], Xunta de Galicia [Spain], University of Oviedo (Spain), V Villas (Spain), Maison de la Riviere [France]																						592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP		WAL, SCO		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences, IFREMER (F), University College Cork, Cosejeria de Agricultura y Pesca, Seville		see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW		ICAM at Natest, ENCSI at Limoges (F), University of Aveira (P), University of Salamanca (ESP), Materials Ireland Research Centre, Univrersity of Bristol		see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																				13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW		Gloucestershire County Council, Orgs in Sp, P, F		UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL		Aerospace Wales Ltd, Organisations in Spain and France		UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW		Bath Mind, Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester, Magalhaes Lemos Hospital, Porto P		UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW		Cornwall County Council, Somerset,  Argyll and Bute, Wales + 15 others																						752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association, other orgs in S, F, I		UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland, other orgs		UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL		Pembrokeshire County Council + 14 regions		UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL		Cardiff City Council, Brest (F), Vigo (P), Gijon (Esp)		UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth, + partners		UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM		Coventry University Enterprises + orgs in P, ESP, an dF		UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow, UMIST Ventures Ltd, Partners in Sp, F, Irl, P		UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW		Derry City Council, Wirral Borough Council, Donegal and Galway, Donstia and LaRioja		UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM		BIC Birmingham, Organisations in Ireland, Sp and P		UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI		Northern Ireland BIC, Other orgs in S, P, and I		UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM		Advantage West Midlands, Orgs in I, P, S		UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW		Agricultural Research Institute of NI, Scottish Agricultural College, Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton, other orgs in Sp, F, Irl, and P		UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO		Dumfries and Galloway Council, other partners																						2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL		University of wales, cardiff + others																						1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW		Bournemouth uni, 4 others																						1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL		OAKE Europa + others																						1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW		West Country Rivers Trust + 8 others																						3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW		West Country Rivers Trust + others																						3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW		Severn Wye Energy Agency + others																						2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW		West Country Rivers Trust + othres																						1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO		Shetland Fisheries Training Association + others																						968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO		Glasgow City Council and others																						2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

																																																																										540,384,972
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Chart 4. 1: Financial Volume of Surveyed Projects
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Chart 2.6: UK-Led Projects ERDF Commitment
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL		UK Environment Agency, Ministerie van de Vlaamse Gemmenschap, Provincie Zuid Holland																						9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead
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										23		4
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										31		4
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										11		5
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Chart 2.5: No. of Projects by Region/Programme



Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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inter-regional partnerships

		Projects by ESDP Theme

				UK-Led		Non-UK led

		Polycentric		8		18

		Access		11		27

		Environment		15		34

		Total		34		79

				NW		NS		AA

		Polycentric		10		11		6

		Access		10		8		21

		Environment		19		17		14
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All Projects

				Thematic breakdown by region

		NWEP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P		1		1		1				2				2		3		2		2				2

		A		1		2		1				2		1				3		4		4		2		3

		E		1		3				2		3		1				7		1		5		4		4

		NSP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				2		3		3						4		4

		A				5		1		2								1

		E				6		3		3						2		8

		AA

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				1																		1		5

		A		2		3						4		4										5		6

		E		2		8						1												7		3

		ALL

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		Polycentric		1		4		4		3		2		0		6		7		2		2		1		7

		Access		3		10		2		2		6		5		0		4		4		4		7		9

		Environment		3		17		3		5		4		1		2		15		1		5		11		7

				7		31		9		10		12		6		8		26		7		11		19		23





All Projects

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Polycentric

Access

Environment

Region

Projects

Regional Participation by ESDP Theme



All Projects Analysis

		NWEP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal
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		NSP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1 1		bx, x, x		x, x, x						b		b, x

		ne						1, 1, 1		x, x								b

		yh								2, 1, 1, 1						b		x

		nw

		wm

		em														1, 1, 1		b

		ee																121111111

		ldn

		se

		sw

		wal

		AA partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		1, 1		x						b												x

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1						b												x, x, x, x		x, x, x, b

		ne

		yh

		nw										3, 1												b

		wm												1 1 1 1

		em

		ee

		ldn

		se

		sw																						11111111111		xxx

		wal																								1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1

		Trans-regional Parterships (All Programmes)

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal
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		sco				16		bx, x, xx		x, x, x		b				b		b, x, x		x				x, x, x, x,b		x, x, x, b

		ne						4		x, x								b,x
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		wm												4				x,x								x
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		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE		Dover Harbour Board, Kent County Council, Port Authority Brugges-Zeebrugge, Province of West Flanders, Region Nord Pas de Calais, South East England Regional Assembly, Dover District Council, Calais Chamber of Commerce & Industry, Port of Dunkerque, Port		UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni, orgs in germany ireland and the netherlands																						1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw		SE, LDN. EM, E		University of Amsterdam, University of Heidelberg, Universite Paris-1, Urban Institute Ireland, NSL (Netzwerk Stadt u. Landschaft), Institut f. Landes-und Raumentwicklung, Institut d. Landes- und Stadtentwicklungsforschung des Landes Nordrhein-Westfalen (		Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE		Hampshire County Council, Environment Agency, Regional Landschap Zenne, Zuun en Zonen, South East Climate Change Partnership,  SE England Regional Assembly, Surrey County Council, Waterschap Rivierenland, West Sussex County Council, Minsterie van VROM, Ba		UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL		SE, E		Essex County Council + others																						2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE		Office National dse Forets (France) Alterra (NL), The Countryside Agency (UK), Comite Departementale du Tourisme-Role Sud Seine et Marne (F)		UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI		Fermanagh DE, Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd + others																						4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B		WAL, E		Harlow DC, Stevenage BC, Basildon BC, organisations in France, the Netherlands and Belgium																						5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL		WAL, SW, E		Torfaen County Borough Council, Devon County Council Further organisations with canal interests from the Netherlands, Belgium and the Republic of Ireland.																						6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B		NI, WAL, SCO, NE, E		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS), Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI), English Nature, Envision Mapping Ltd, National Museums and Galleries of Wales, Natural Environment Research C																						8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		SE, LDN, E		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW		Conseil General du Finistere, Cornwall County Council, Devon Wildlife Trust, Moy Valley Resources LDP Dpet., South Hams District Council, Teignbridge District Council		UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D		SE, LDN		Cross River Partnership (UK) London Borough of Newham (UK) Kent County Council (UK) Ashford Borough Council (UK) City of the Hague (NL) City of Heerlen (NL) City of Aachen (D), Leiedal Intercommunale B, Privincie West-Vlaanderen B, Government Office for L		UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen,		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE		Comite Regional du Tourisme des Pays de la Loire, Surrey County Council, Somerset County Council Cheshire County Council, Die Freunde des National Trust in Deutschland, Ministerium f. Verkehr, Energie u. Landesplanung des Landes NRW, National Council for		DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW		Essex County Council, Lancashire County Council, LB Southwark, City of Edinburgh Council, Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust + others																						10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO		Renfrewshire Council + others																						12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW		British Waterways, Glasgow City Council and others																						9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO		Forestry Commission for Scotland + others																						10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL		Torfaen County Borough Council _ Others																						7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E		Torfaen County Borough Council, Employers for the Environment (Stevenage) + others																						9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH		Central Science Laboratory (York) + others																						3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E		Torfaen County Borough Council, Essex City Council, Telford and Wrekin BC, University of Manchester + others																						2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E		Essex County Council, Gemeente Mortsel																						3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities, _ others																						13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW		Mersey Basin Campaign, Liverpool City Council, Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council, Forestry Commission, Liverpool Sailing Club. + others																						12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E		Norwich City Council, City of Nottingham, ODPM Urban Policy Directorate + others																						2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW		City of Chester + other cities																						9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI		Queens University Belfast, Rural Community Network (NI) _ othres																						4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE		Torfaen County Borough Council, Medway DC + others																						19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		SCO, YH, E		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D		SCO, NE, YH		Herriot Watt uni, Gateshead Council, Kingston upon Hull CC, +other cities																						4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		SCO, NE, YH		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		EM, E		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH		Adger Research Foundation(N), Humber Trade Zone (UK), Mariko Ris (DE), Port Authority Brugges-Zeebrugge, British Waterways, Institute for Transport Studies in Padbord (DK), NV Zeekanal en Watergebonden Grondbeheer Vlaanderen (B), Port of Goteborg (S)																						4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO		Alfa College (NL), Bildungswerk Osterholz (DE), Edinburgh Telford College, MKB Noord (NL), Rogaland Training and Education Centre (RKK) (N), Arvika Naringslivcentrum EK For (S), Dalaneradet (N), Landkeis Osterholz, NETZ Zentrum fur innovative Technologie																						4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E		Suffolk County Council + 6 others																						8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM		British Waterways, Insel und Halligkonferenz eV Region Uthlande (DE), North Jutland County Council, Nardengervidda Centre (N), Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park, Provincie Overijssel (NL)																						5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO		Alterra Texel Marine and Coastal Zone (NL), Keep Scotland Beautiful, Skagen Uddannelsescenter (DK), Foundation for Environmental Education (N), KIMO: Local Authorities Environmental Organisation (DK), Swedish Environmental Protection Agency																						5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE		City of Goteborg, Municipality of Deventer, Uk Environment Agency																						11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO		Aberdeenshire Council, North Jutland County Council, Lansstyrelsen Vastra Gotaland (S), Norwegian Institute for Water Research (NIVA)																						7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), UK Environment Agency, Provincie Drenthe																						1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E		Environment Agency, National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK), MVG (B), RWS (NL), Kystdirectoratet (DK), NLWK (DE)																						1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E		Essex County Council, Province of West Vlaanderen, Province of Oost Vlaanderen, Rijkswaterstatt, DirectieZeeland																						1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH		UK Environment Agency, Ministerie van de Vlaamse Gemmenschap, Provincie Zuid Holland																						9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM		Leicester CC +others																						2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL), Norwich City Council																						10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM		Matlock Council, University of Sheffield + others																						6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO		Aberdeenshire Council, _ 2 others																						7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH		North Yorkshire County Council + 4 others																						7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE		Hartlepool Borough Council + others																						7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E		Norfolk County Council + 4 others																						5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F		WAL, SCO, SW		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales], Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland], Central fisheries Board [Ireland], Xunta de Galicia [Spain], University of Oviedo (Spain), V Villas (Spain), Maison de la Riviere [France]																						592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP		WAL, SCO		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences, IFREMER (F), University College Cork, Cosejeria de Agricultura y Pesca, Seville		see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW		ICAM at Natest, ENCSI at Limoges (F), University of Aveira (P), University of Salamanca (ESP), Materials Ireland Research Centre, Univrersity of Bristol		see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																				13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW		Gloucestershire County Council, Orgs in Sp, P, F		UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL		Aerospace Wales Ltd, Organisations in Spain and France		UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW		Bath Mind, Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester, Magalhaes Lemos Hospital, Porto P		UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW		Cornwall County Council, Somerset,  Argyll and Bute, Wales + 15 others																						752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association, other orgs in S, F, I		UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland, other orgs		UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL		Pembrokeshire County Council + 14 regions		UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL		Cardiff City Council, Brest (F), Vigo (P), Gijon (Esp)		UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth, + partners		UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM		Coventry University Enterprises + orgs in P, ESP, an dF		UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow, UMIST Ventures Ltd, Partners in Sp, F, Irl, P		UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW		Derry City Council, Wirral Borough Council, Donegal and Galway, Donstia and LaRioja		UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM		BIC Birmingham, Organisations in Ireland, Sp and P		UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI		Northern Ireland BIC, Other orgs in S, P, and I		UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM		Advantage West Midlands, Orgs in I, P, S		UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW		Agricultural Research Institute of NI, Scottish Agricultural College, Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton, other orgs in Sp, F, Irl, and P		UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO		Dumfries and Galloway Council, other partners																						2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL		University of wales, cardiff + others																						1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW		Bournemouth uni, 4 others																						1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL		OAKE Europa + others																						1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW		West Country Rivers Trust + 8 others																						3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW		West Country Rivers Trust + others																						3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW		Severn Wye Energy Agency + others																						2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW		West Country Rivers Trust + othres																						1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO		Shetland Fisheries Training Association + others																						968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO		Glasgow City Council and others																						2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL
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&L&P&C&D



		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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regiontable

		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead

										12		2

										6		0

										19		4

										23		4

										7		2

										31		4

										9		1

										10		1

										8		2

										26		6

										7		3

										11		5





Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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inter-regional partnerships

		Projects by ESDP Theme

				UK-Led		Non-UK led

		Polycentric		8		18

		Access		11		27

		Environment		15		34

		Total		34		79

				NW		NS		AA

		Polycentric		10		11		6

		Access		10		8		21

		Environment		19		17		14





All Projects

				Thematic breakdown by region

		NWEP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P		1		1		1				2				2		3		2		2				2

		A		1		2		1				2		1				3		4		4		2		3

		E		1		3				2		3		1				7		1		5		4		4

		NSP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				2		3		3						4		4

		A				5		1		2								1

		E				6		3		3						2		8

		AA

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				1																		1		5

		A		2		3						4		4										5		6

		E		2		8						1												7		3

		ALL

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		Polycentric		1		4		4		3		2		0		6		7		2		2		1		7

		Access		3		10		2		2		6		5		0		4		4		4		7		9

		Environment		3		17		3		5		4		1		2		15		1		5		11		7

				7		31		9		10		12		6		8		26		7		11		19		23
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All Projects Analysis

		NWEP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		2, 2		x		x										x								x

		sco				1, 1, 1		x				x						x,x		x				b,x		x

		ne						2										x								x

		yh								1		b

		nw										5, 1		b, x				x,x		x		x		xx		x

		wm																x, x								x

		em																x, x		x		x

		ee																1, 1		x,x,x		b, x, b, x, x		x,x		b, x, bx, x, x

		ldn																		1, 1		b,x,xx,bx		x

		se																				4, 6, 2		x		x

		sw																						1, 4		x

		wal																								2, 1, 1

		NSP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1 1		bx, x, x		x, x, x						b		b, x

		ne						1, 1, 1		x, x								b

		yh								2, 1, 1, 1						b		x
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		wal

		AA partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		1, 1		x						b												x

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1						b												x, x, x, x		x, x, x, b

		ne
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		nw										3, 1												b
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		ee
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		wal																								1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1

		Trans-regional Parterships (All Programmes)

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		4		xx		x				b						x						x		x

		sco				16		bx, x, xx		x, x, x		b				b		b, x, x		x				x, x, x, x,b		x, x, x, b

		ne						4		x, x								b,x

		yh								5		b				b		x

		nw										3		b,x				x,x		x		x		x,x		x

		wm												4				x,x								x

		em														3		b,x,x		x		x

		ee																13		x,x,x		b,x,bx,x,x		x

		ldn																		2		b,x,x,bx		x

		se																				4		x		b

		sw																						10		x, x, x,x

		wal																								13





		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE				UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL																								1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw						Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL																										2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI																								4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B																										5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL																										6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B																										8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL																										10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW				UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D						UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E				Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN				Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal				IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw																								14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE				DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW				Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE				NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW																								10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO																								12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW																								9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO																								10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL																								7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E																								9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH																								3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E																								2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E																								3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW																								13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW																								12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E																								2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW																								9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI																								4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE																								19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N																										904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D																										4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,																										5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands																										10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH																								4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO																								4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE																								1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO																								1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO																								3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,																								3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E																								8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E																								4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E																								2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM																								5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO																								5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE																								11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO																								7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E																								1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E																								1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E																								1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM																								2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM																								4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E																								10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM																								6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO																								7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH																								7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE																								7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E																								5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F																										592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP						see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW				see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW																						13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW				UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW				UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW																								752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO				UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO				UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL																								1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM																								1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL				UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL				UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM				UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW				UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW				UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI				UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW																								2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW				UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO																								2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW																								1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW																								3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW																								3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW																								2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW																								1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO																								968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO																								2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

																																																																										540,384,972
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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regiontable

		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead

										12		2

										6		0

										19		4

										23		4

										7		2

										31		4

										9		1

										10		1

										8		2

										26		6

										7		3

										11		5





Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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inter-regional partnerships

		Projects by ESDP Theme

				UK-Led		Non-UK led

		Polycentric		8		18

		Access		11		27

		Environment		15		34

		Total		34		79

				NW		NS		AA

		Polycentric		10		11		6

		Access		10		8		21

		Environment		19		17		14
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				Thematic breakdown by region

		NWEP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P		1		1		1				2				2		3		2		2				2

		A		1		2		1				2		1				3		4		4		2		3

		E		1		3				2		3		1				7		1		5		4		4

		NSP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				2		3		3						4		4

		A				5		1		2								1

		E				6		3		3						2		8

		AA

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				1																		1		5

		A		2		3						4		4										5		6

		E		2		8						1												7		3

		ALL

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		Polycentric		1		4		4		3		2		0		6		7		2		2		1		7

		Access		3		10		2		2		6		5		0		4		4		4		7		9

		Environment		3		17		3		5		4		1		2		15		1		5		11		7

				7		31		9		10		12		6		8		26		7		11		19		23
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All Projects Analysis

		NWEP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		2, 2		x		x										x								x

		sco				1, 1, 1		x				x						x,x		x				b,x		x

		ne						2										x								x

		yh								1		b

		nw										5, 1		b, x				x,x		x		x		xx		x

		wm																x, x								x

		em																x, x		x		x

		ee																1, 1		x,x,x		b, x, b, x, x		x,x		b, x, bx, x, x

		ldn																		1, 1		b,x,xx,bx		x

		se																				4, 6, 2		x		x

		sw																						1, 4		x

		wal																								2, 1, 1

		NSP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1 1		bx, x, x		x, x, x						b		b, x

		ne						1, 1, 1		x, x								b

		yh								2, 1, 1, 1						b		x

		nw

		wm

		em														1, 1, 1		b

		ee																121111111

		ldn
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		wal

		AA partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		1, 1		x						b												x

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1						b												x, x, x, x		x, x, x, b

		ne

		yh

		nw										3, 1												b

		wm												1 1 1 1

		em

		ee

		ldn

		se

		sw																						11111111111		xxx

		wal																								1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1

		Trans-regional Parterships (All Programmes)

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		4		xx		x				b						x						x		x

		sco				16		bx, x, xx		x, x, x		b				b		b, x, x		x				x, x, x, x,b		x, x, x, b

		ne						4		x, x								b,x

		yh								5		b				b		x

		nw										3		b,x				x,x		x		x		x,x		x

		wm												4				x,x								x

		em														3		b,x,x		x		x

		ee																13		x,x,x		b,x,bx,x,x		x

		ldn																		2		b,x,x,bx		x

		se																				4		x		b

		sw																						10		x, x, x,x

		wal																								13





		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE				UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL																								1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw						Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL																										2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI																								4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B																										5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL																										6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B																										8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL																										10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW				UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D						UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E				Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN				Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal				IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw																								14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE				DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW				Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE				NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW																								10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO																								12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW																								9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO																								10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL																								7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E																								9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH																								3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E																								2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E																								3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW																								13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW																								12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E																								2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW																								9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI																								4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE																								19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N																										904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D																										4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,																										5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands																										10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH																								4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO																								4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE																								1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO																								1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO																								3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,																								3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E																								8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E																								4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E																								2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM																								5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO																								5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE																								11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO																								7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E																								1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E																								1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E																								1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM																								2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM																								4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E																								10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM																								6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO																								7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH																								7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE																								7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E																								5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F																										592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP						see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW				see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW																						13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW				UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW				UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW																								752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO				UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO				UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL																								1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM																								1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL				UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL				UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM				UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW				UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW				UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI				UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW																								2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW				UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO																								2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW																								1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW																								3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW																								3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW																								2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW																								1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO																								968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO																								2,486,646				n
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665





regional

		NW		NW		NW		NW		NW		NW

		WM		WM		WM		WM		WM		WM

		SW		SW		SW		SW		SW		SW

		WAL		WAL		WAL		WAL		WAL		WAL

		NI		NI		NI		NI		NI		NI

		SCO		SCO		SCO		SCO		SCO		SCO

		NE		NE		NE		NE		NE		NE

		YH		YH		YH		YH		YH		YH

		EM		EM		EM		EM		EM		EM

		EE		EE		EE		EE		EE		EE

		LDN		LDN		LDN		LDN		LDN		LDN

		SE		SE		SE		SE		SE		SE



AA Partner

AA Lead

NSP Partner

NSP Lead

NW Partner

NW Lead

No. of projects

Chart xx: Regional Participation in Interreg IIIB

3

2

7

0

4

0

2

0

10

3

5

1

12

2

7

2

3

1

2

1

12

0

10

3

5

1

6

1

2

0

7

1

2

0

4

2

2

0

10

3

10

3

4

3

6

5



regiontable

		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead

										12		2

										6		0

										19		4

										23		4

										7		2

										31		4

										9		1

										10		1

										8		2

										26		6

										7		3

										11		5





Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE				UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL																								1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw						Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL																										2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI																								4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B																										5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL																										6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B																										8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL																										10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW				UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D						UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E				Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN				Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal				IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw																								14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE				DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW				Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE				NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW																								10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO																								12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW																								9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO																								10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL																								7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E																								9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH																								3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E																								2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E																								3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW																								13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW																								12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E																								2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW																								9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI																								4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE																								19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N																										904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D																										4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,																										5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands																										10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH																								4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO																								4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE																								1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO																								1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO																								3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,																								3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E																								8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E																								4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E																								2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM																								5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO																								5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE																								11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO																								7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E																								1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E																								1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E																								1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM																								2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM																								4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E																								10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM																								6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO																								7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH																								7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE																								7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E																								5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F																										592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP						see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW				see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW																						13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW				UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW				UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW																								752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO				UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO				UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL																								1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM																								1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL				UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL				UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM				UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW				UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW				UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI				UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW																								2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW				UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO																								2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW																								1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW																								3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW																								3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW																								2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW																								1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO																								968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO																								2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

																																																																										540,384,972
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36
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Sample

		Draft project selection

				UK LED (Target 18)		NON-UK LED (Target 12)

		IIC (9)		SAIL II (A) (NWE)		LIRA II (A) (NWE)

				TARGET II (A) (NSP)		HiTrans (A) (NSP)

				SAUL (P) (NWE)		Geoshare (A) (NSP)

				NAVE NORTRAIL(E) (NSP)		ReUrba II (P) (NWE)

						TEN 3 (E) (NSP)

		POLYCENTRIC (4)

		growth points (1)				SDEA (ATL)

		urban system (2)		Liveable City (NSP)		Water City International II (NSP)

		town/country (1)				Town-Net (NSP)

		ACCESS (6)

		transport (3)				HST Platform (NWE)

						SEAPLANE (NSP)

						NMc-NSR (NSP)

		innovation (1)				CIEI (ATL)

		Ict (2)				TESIS (NWE)

						SENSITIC (ATL)

		ENVIRONMENT (8)

		opportunities (5)		Making Waste Work (NSP)		JAF (NWEP)

				North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)		AMEWAM (NWEP)

				FLOWS (NSP)		COASTATLANTIC (ATL)

		heritage (3)		Canal Link (INSP)		CO2 (NSP)

		ERDF >2m (3)		ICRW (ATL, E)		Save the North Sea (NSP, E)

				CFM (NEW, E)

		Longitudinals

		Polycentric		Liveable City (NSP)		SAUL (NWEP)

		Access		Sail II (NWEP)		TARGET II (NSP)

		Environment		ICRW (ATL)		North Sea Fisheries Partnership (NSP)

		Case Studies

				CFM (NWEP) (E)		Nave Nortrail (NSP) (E)





Selected details

		Programme		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																												OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION				CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

																						COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		Title		Forename		Surname		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		COUNTRY		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		UK		British Waterways		Mr		Glenn		Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		UK		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356		UK		S, NL, B, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4211220?		2,105,610		ODPM £89,721		development of tourist linkages; improved canal accessibility for owners and tourists; investigate feasibility of establishing a permanent tourism promotion structure for inland waterways.

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		Mr		John		Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		UK		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		UK		S, DK, N, DE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088				highlight importance of sustainable waste management at all levels of community, set baselines for comparison and improvement and run local projects to explore and test new methods. Practical outcomes: best practice guide for waste management; infrastruct

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Mr		Kevin		Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		UK		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 729		UK		S, NL, N		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		ODPM £151,166		new techniques to help manage flood prone areas - integration into decision support systems for spatial planning. Technical outcomes - development of improved mapping and modelling systems for flooding and land use, retro fitting of existing properties to

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				NL		City Region Haaglanden		Mr		Jan		Termorshuizen		Project Manager		Grote Marktstraat 43		Postbus 66		Den Haag		2501		Netherlands		jan.termorshuizen@lira-2.com		+31 70 7501 500		http://lira-2.com or www.lira-network.com		UK, B, NL		Province of Limburg, Province of Gelderland, Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive, East Lancashire Partnership, Wolverhampton City Council, Province of Vlaams Brabant, Brussels Capital Region, The Hague Tramway Company		Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								1,981,680						develop an assessment tool for planners; expert planning and design sessions; programme of international flying experts  with exp in implementing rapid transit; proceed with Pilot Action Trails to identify bariers in the local transport networks.

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				NL		Province of Gelderland		Ms		Carol		van Eert		HST-Platform Project Manager		Nieuwe Oeverstraat 56				Arnhem		6811 JB		Netherlands		cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		Province of Utrecht, Province of N. Holland, Province of S. Holland, Province of Limburg, Ministry of VROM, City of Arnhem, City of The Hague, City of Breda, Walloon Region, Staatskanzlei Northrhine-Westphalia, Thames Gateway Partnership, Heerlen/Aachen		Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000						improve internal accessibility of NWERegion - feedering of passenger traffic from other modes to high speed rail, intergrated ticketing systems, reduction of short haul air travel, exploitation of tourist and cultural activities; branding and marketing of

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		Mr		John		Glynn		TESIS Project Manager		Na Forbacha				Gaillimh				Ireland		s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		Gcom Teoranta (IR), Business and Innovation Centre (IR), iTeams Ltd (IR), Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Antwerp-Waasland (BO, Brainwin (B), Activa BV (NL), Syntens Enschede (NL), Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK		IRL		see lead organisation																		1 356 311.20						application of technology, benchmarking, innovation and e-business in SMEs to stimulate economic expansion. Support for SMEs through programme of activities; establish transnational clusters of SMEs; awareness campaign; audit of Smes needs; develop online

		INSP		NON		A		OK		<		y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Per		Froyland Pallesen		HI Trans Project Manager		PO Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		pfp@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 5151 6681		www.hitrans.org		Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Arhus County Council, City of Helsingborg (S), Jernbaneverket (S), NEXUS (UK), Edinburgh, Sunderland, NBS (N), Oslo Sporveier (N), Statens Vegvesen, Rogaland (N), Stavanger and Sandnes City Councils (N)																						1,100,550						best practice guide on HQPT in medium size cities and urban regions to be applied by transp. Auths, local and reg govts, leading to change in policy in favour of new concepts in HQPT. Website for exch of info, etc

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport		Mr		Wulf		Blumenstein		SEAPLANE Project Manager		Friedrichswall 1				Hannover		D-30159		Germany		wulf.blumenstein@mw.niedersachsen.de		+49 511 120 5585		www.seaplane-project.net		Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		Stavanger, Kippans Kommun(S), Kronoberg County Council (S), More and Romsdal Kylkeskommune (N), Provincie Drenthe (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B), Highland Council, Kristianstad Airport (S), Ministry for Economy and Ports (DE), Municipality of Vaxjo (																						1,440,332						identify possible developments in NSR air transport network re region's socio-economic and spatial structure, imrpoving regional airport efficiency, economic sustainability, quality and inter-modality function to enable them to fulfil role as nodes in the

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Norvald		Skretting				Po Box 130		Peder Klowsgt. 27		Stavanger		N-4001		Norway		nosk@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 6600		www.northern.maritime.corridor.no		UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		Aberdeenshire Council, City of Cuxhaven (G), Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), Provincie West Vlaanderen, Sor-Trondelag Fylkeskommune (N), Amsterdam Port Authority, Groningen Seaports, More and Romsdal Fylkeskommune (N), Sogn and Fjordane County Municipality (																						3,077,000						new concepts for transport and logistics for transport of seafood, new maritime transport concepts in petroleum sector, implement and harmonise risk management strateges to secure sustainability and safety of northern maritime corridor. International netw

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				CIEI Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		Portugal		AURN		Mr		Jose		Novais Barbosa		CIEI Project Manager		Rua de Salazares 842				Porto		4192-002		Portugal		aurn@aurn.pt		+351 22 615 32 80				UK, FR, ESP		Coventry University Enterprises +6 others																						1280000		853000		427000		virtual centre of economic intelligence and innovation. Based on an internet portal. - siz clusters of SMEs provided with intelligence services; 60 technological audits; 10 good practice exanples; 200 SMEs chosen to set up ec and tech intelligence service

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication		Mr		Herve		Le Guyader		SENSITIC II Project Manager		23, Parvis des Chatrons				Bordeaux		33074		France		herve.leguyader@aecom.org		+33 5 57 57 01 01				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		Carmartenshire + 5 others																						1148970		722403		426567. ODPM £24,763		identify priorities and good practice. Surveys and analysis; seminars for dissemination; brochures; communication and pedagogical materials; cartography and GIS tools.

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality		Mr		Lars		Hustveit		Geoshare Project Manager		Fylkeshuset				Leikanger		N-6861		Norway		lars.hustveit@sf-f.kommune.no		+47 57 65 62 52		www.geoshare.net		DE, N, UK, NL		Centre for Computing Technologies (G), Der Senator fur Bau und Umwelt Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Western Norway Research Institute, City of Edinburgh Council, Provincie Groningen																						3,397,060						specifications for IT framework and tool sets for management of services within NSR - online mapping, data storage, data analysis techniquesfor management and sharing of geographical data.

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				NL		Waterschap Regge en Dinkel		Mr		Piet		van Erp		JAF Project Manager		Postbus 5006				Almelo		7600 AG		Netherlands		p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946		www.jaf.nu		UK, DE, F		Water Board Velt en Vecht (NL), Water Board Groot Salland (NL), Somerset County Council (GB), Wasserverband Eifel-Ruhr (DE), Parc Marais du Contentin (FR)																						14,116,739						better spatial planning to promote multifunctional land use; restoration of rivers, new technologies and policies to improve flood management; inc public awareness and support for new measures; support for new measures and policies through communication

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				Germany		Town of Schwaigern		Mr		Johannes		Hauser		AMEWAM Project Manager		Podtfach 1163				Schwaigern		74193		Germany		Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		Morley Research Centre, UK; Dienst landelijk Gebied Limburg (NL); Community of Sulzfeld (D)		Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905						integration of agricultural measures for water management into spatial planning - develop and evaluate a set of transferable measures for water management; regional guidelines for site and field specific evaluation of water management measures; coherent l

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Ben L J		Van Os		TEN 3 Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL 9400 AC		Netherlands		b.os@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365 665				DE, NL, UK		Bezirksregierung Weser-Ems (DE), Provincie Groningen (NL), Senator fur Bau u. Umwelt (DE), Norfolk County Council, Provincie Overijssel (NL), Suffolk County Council																						4,004,000						knowledge and expertise to help evaluate existing techniques for management of water systems; projects to create ecological corridors; new techniques resulting from pilot projects; improvement in water management leading to improved conditions for endange

		INSP		NON		E		OK		<		y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		Norway		Rogaland County Council		Mr		Eli		Viten		CO2 Project Manager		PO Box 798				Stavanger		N-4004		Norway		evi@rfk.rogaland-f.kommune.no		+47 51 51 66 88		www.northsea-cycle.com		DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		Deutsches Kustenland, Hallands Trust (S), Nordseebaderverband Schleswig Holstein (DE), Ringkjobing County Council (DK), Fiets Platform (NL), Highland Council, Provincie West Vlaanderen, Suffolk County Council																						2,051,280				ODPM - Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996		development of permanent management structure to oversea integration of NSCR as a high quality project in NSR - transfer knowledge through website, newletters, conferences etc. physical improvements of infrastructure. New services and special cycle tour p

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				COASTATLANTIC Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias		Mr		Francisco		Gonzalez Buendia		Coastatlantic Project Manager		C/Coronel Aranda 2,1E				Oviedo				Spain		francigb@princast.es		+34 985 10 54 90				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		Highland Council, Cardiff University + 10 others																						2535079		1753809		781270.  ODPM £59,600		create databases identifying problems and natural and environmental resources; organise demonstration of integrated coastal zone management; organise forums between participants and international conferences; create newsletter and website

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				NL		Province of S. Holland		Mr		Wouter		de Herder		ReUrba 2 Project Manager		Zuid-Hollandplein 1		Postbus 90602		Den Haag		2509 LP		Netherlands		ReUrbA@pzh.nl		+31 70 441 6845		www.reurba.org		UK, DE, NL		Newcastle City Council, Saarland (GIU GmbH), English Heritage, City Development Corporation Rotterdam (Spaanse Polder)		NL		see lead organisation																		4,895,935						improve and implement a network of urban regeneration proposals to cope with needs of network economy; clustering existing knowledge to make it more accessible. 10 subprojects concerning establishment of flying experts, theme meetings, resource centres an

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net		action, strategy		2/26/03		5/31/06		NL		Provincie Drenthe		Mr		Yellie		Alkema		Town-Net Project Manager		Postbus 122		Westerbrink 1		Assen		NL-9400				y.alkema@drenthe.nl		+31 592 365417		-		Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		Aust-Agder Fylkeskommune, Municipality of Karlstad, Province of Fryslan, Derby City Council, Municipality of Struer, Senator fur Bau und Umwelt																						4,504,074						improved public transport links between project towns and other areas through coordinated route planning, construction of small scale transfer facilities. Marketing and promotion. Economic outcomes - strengthened cooperation between the towns, new economi

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		NL		Provice of Fryslan		Mr		Hans		van Meerendonk		Water City International II Project Manager		PO Box 20120		Tweebaksmarkt 52		Leeuwarden		NL 8900 HM				j.h.vanmeerendonk@fryslan.nl		+31 58 292 5290		www.watercity.org		Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		Emden (DE), Leeuwarden (NL), Odense (DK), Sneek (NL), Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research TNO, Goteborg (S), Malmo (S), Skien (Nor), Stockton on Tees (UK), NIDO (NL)																						10,298,950						improve water systems in partner cities; use value of water in urban spatial planning as tool to stimulate social/ec dev. Enhanced recreational opps on urban water networks. Guide .

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe		Mr		Xavier		Gizard		SDEA Project Manager		6, Rue Saint Martin				Rennes		35700				secretariat@crpm.org		+33299354050				FR, PT, ESP, UK		Cornwall County Council + 15 others																						752000		454900		297100		development plan for atlantic regiosn, policy proposals and recommendations for promoting polycentricity.

		Case Studies

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Mr		Gordon		Mackie		NAVE NORTRAIL Project Manager		Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		UK		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,		Aberdeen Council, Arhus County Council, Halland (S), More and Romsdal Fykeskommune (N), North York Moors, Ribe Amt (DK), Rogaland County Council (N), Amt Karrharde (DE), Fife Council, Hordaland Fylkeskommune (N), North Jutland County Council, Northumberla																						5,419,122		2,105,610				number of networks - pathways network to identify physical structures that enable access; heritage network will identify locations of cultural importance and strengthen cooperation between national institutions; accommodation network contributing to under

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				UK		Environment Agency UK		Ms		Sarah		Lavery		CFM Project Manager		TE2100. Old School Building		Thames Barrier, Eastmore Street		London		SE7 8LX		UK		sarah.lavery@environment-agency.gov.uk		020 8305 4119		www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		Fulda, Diemel Watersheds, Hessen Ministry of Environment, Agriculture and Forest & Federation Baunatal FRP Kassel University, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management & Fisheries (NL), Ministry of Flemish Community, Waterways and Marine Affairs (B)		Uk		see lead organisation																		8,795,930		4,397,965		ODPM £110,388		develop a master plan for Thames Gateway, potentially buildings designed to allow for flooding, controlled inundation of land, public info, emergency evacuation procedures

		Longitudinal Studies

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				UK		Essex County Council		Mr		Kevin		Jones		SAIL Project Coordinator		County Hall				Chelmsford		CM1 1QH		UK		kevin.jones@essexcc.gov.uk		01245 437 524		www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL		Colchester Borough Council, University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership, Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership, Kent County Council, Espace Naturel Regional, Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Administratie Waterwegen en Zeewezen, AMINAL, Gem																						10,293,311		5,146,656				develop integrated coastal zone management partnership; encourage widespread participation inpolicy formulation and implementation; platform for exchange and cooperation; improve understanding of coastal and marine processes; promote strategic approach to

		NSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2		best practice		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Ms		Alison		Pilling		Target II Project Manager		Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE				alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		Norway, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712				exchange of info and best practice on mobility management activities, new travel options for businesses, postitive attitudes to sustainable transport modes in community,incr use of public transport to tourist, heritage destinations, offering urban dweller

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		ICRW improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		UK		Environment Agency		Mr		Robert		Runcie		ICRW Project Manager		Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH				liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester), Preston City Council, Blackpool Borough Council,  + 15 others																						8520809.45		4932259.97		ODPM £90,199		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		UK		Norwich City Council		Ms		Sophie		Conroy		Liveable City Project Manager		City Hall		St Peters Street		Norwich		NR2 1WP				sophieconroy@norwich.gov.uk		01603 212545				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands		City of Emden, Lincoln City Council, Trondheim Kommune, City of Odense, Stad Gent																						10,000,000		5,000,000		ODPM £150,000		improve the public domain in historic urban areas. Expertise, knowledge, good practice for application in any NSR historic town; innovative signing, area theming; innov. Facilities for users of public spaces; transnational events prog.

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Mr		Clive		Fox		London Development Manager		1 Kennington Road				London		SE1 7QP				cfox@groundwork.org.uk		020 7922 1230		www.saulproject.net		DE, NL, Lux		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		ODPM £170,000		improve public realm and public open space through coll. Planning;demonstration projects; develop regional strategies; transfer; good practice guidance

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ms		Ann		Bell		North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership Project Manager		Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB				abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341		www.northsea.org/fisheriespartnership		DE, DK, B, UK, S, N		Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fisherei (DE), Danmarks Fiskeriforening, Dept of Sea Fisheries (B), Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK), Institute of Marine Research (S), Norges Fiskarlag, CEFAS (UK), Danmarks Fiskeriundeersogelse, Deutscher Fi																						904,657		452,282				cross-sectoral exchange of views between fishers, scientists and other stake holders ; dialogue between fishers from different countries will also be promoted and scientific advice on state of fish stocks further developed. Evaluate costs and bens of diff

		INSP		NON		E		OK		>				FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		Mr		Andries		Bouma		Dienst Landelijk Gebied		PO Box 3010				Voorburg		NL - 2270 JB		NL		a.p.bouma@dlg.agro.nl		+ 31 70 337 1324		no		Uk, B, NL																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665
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regiontable

		TABLE XX: REGIONAL PARTICIPATION IN THE INTERREG IIIB PROGRAMMES

		UK Region		AA				NSP				NW

				Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead		Partner		Lead

		NW		3		2						7		0

		WM		4		0						2		0

		SW		10		3						5		1

		WAL		12		2						7		2

		NI		3		1						2		1

		SCO		12		0		10		3		5		1

		NE						6		1		2		0

		YH						7		1		2		0

		EM						4		2		2		0

		EE						10		3		10		3

		LDN										4		3

		SE										6		5

										Total

										All		Lead

										12		2

										6		0

										19		4

										23		4

										7		2

										31		4

										9		1

										10		1

										8		2

										26		6

										7		3

										11		5





Partners

		LA: Local Authority; P: Private: U: HE/FE/Research; RP: Regional Partnership; PO: Public Org; C: Charity; UK: UK Govt; GOR: Govt Office for Regions

		NAME OF ORGANISATION		Programme		Type

		Advantage West Midlands		ATL		RDA/RA

		Aerospace Wales Ltd		ATL		P

		Agricultural Research Institute of NI,		ATL		U

		Antur Teifi Cyf - Carmarthenshire Enterprises		ATL		LA

		Association of West Coast Fisheries Trusts [Scotland]		ATL		P

		Bath Mind,		ATL		P

		BIC Birmingham		ATL		LA

		Biognossis Community Education Service Aberystwyth		ATL		LA

		Blackpool Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Bournemouth uni		ATL		U

		Cardiff City Council		ATL		LA

		Cardiff University		ATL		U

		Carmartenshire		ATL		LA

		Cornwall County Council		ATL		LA

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Coventry University Enterprises		ATL		U

		Derry City Council,		ATL		LA

		Dumfries and Galloway Council,		ATL		LA

		Glasgow City Council		ATL		LA

		Gloucestershire County Council		ATL		LA

		Highland Council		ATL		LA

		Institute of Grassland and Environmental Research, Okehampton,		ATL		U

		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd		ATL		P

		Mersey Basin Campaign (Manchester),		ATL		RP

		Northern Ireland BIC		ATL		LA

		Northern Lighthouse Board, Scotland		ATL		P

		OAKE Europa		ATL		P

		Pembrokeshire County Council		ATL		LA

		Preston City Council,		ATL		LA

		Scottish Agricultural College,		ATL		U

		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		ATL		P

		Scottish Association of Marine Sicences		ATL		P

		Severn Wye Energy Agency		ATL		C

		Shetland Fisheries Training Association		ATL		P

		South East Regional Authoirty		ATL		RDA/RA

		Startech Partners Ltd, Glasgow,		ATL		P

		Toucan Rueqop Ltd, Manchester		ATL		P

		UMIST Ventures Ltd		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor		ATL		U

		University of Wales, Bangor [Wales],		ATL		U

		University of wales, cardiff		ATL		U

		Univrersity of Bristol		ATL		U

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		West Country Rivers Trust		ATL		C

		Wirral Borough Council		ATL		LA

		Aberdeen Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Aberdeenshire Council		NSP		LA

		Derby City Council,		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh		NSP		LA

		Edinburgh Council		NSP		LA

		Essex County Council		NSP		LA

		Fife Council		NSP		LA

		Gateshead Council		NSP		LA

		Hartlepool Borough Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council		NSP		LA

		Highland Council,		NSP		LA

		Kingston upon Hull CC		NSP		LA

		Leicester CC		NSP		LA

		Lincoln City Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Norfolk County Council,		NSP		LA

		North York Moors		NSP		LA

		North Yorkshire County Council		NSP		LA

		Northumberland County Council		NSP		LA

		Stockton on Tees (UK)		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Suffolk County Council		NSP		LA

		Sunderland		NSP		LA

		NEXUS (UK)		NSP		P

		Scottish Fishermans Federation		NSP		P

		British Waterways		NSP		PO

		British Waterways,		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency		NSP		PO

		Environment Agency,		NSP		PO

		National Centre for Risk Analysis and Options Appraisal (UK),		NSP		PO

		Humber Trade Zone (UK)		NSP		RP

		Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park		NSP		RP

		CEFAS (UK),		NSP		U

		Edinburgh Telford College		NSP		U

		Fisheries Research Services Marine Laboratory (UK),		NSP		U

		Herriot Watt uni		NSP		U

		uni		NSP		U

		University of Sheffield		NSP		U

		Ashford Borough Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Basildon BC		NW E		LA

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		British Waterways		NW E		PO

		Carmarthenshire County Council Regeneration Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Carmarthenshire County Council, Lifelong Learning and Leasure Dept (UK)		NW E		LA

		Central Science Laboratory (York)		NW E		U

		Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Agriculture Science (CEFAS)		NW E		U

		Cheshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Chester		NW E		LA

		Colchester Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Colchester BC		NW E		LA

		Cornwall County Council		NW E		LA

		Cross River Partnership (UK)		NW E		RP

		Department for Agriculture and Rural Development of Northern Ireland (DARDNI)		NW E		PO

		Devon County Council		NW E		LA

		Devon Wildlife Trust		NW E		C

		Dover District Council		NW E		LA

		Dover Harbour Board		NW E		P

		East Lancashire Partnership		NW E		RP

		Edinburgh Council		NW E		LA

		Electronic Commerce Innovation Centre at Cardiff uni		NW E		U

		Employers for the Environment (Stevenage)		NW E		P

		English Heritage		NW E		PO

		English Nature		NW E		PO

		Environment Agency		NW E		PO

		Envision Mapping Ltd,		NW E		P

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Essex County Council		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh DE,		NW E		LA

		Fermanagh Lakeland Toursim LTd		NW E		P

		Forestry Commission		NW E		PO

		Forestry Commission for Scotland		NW E		PO

		Glasgow City Council		NW E		LA

		Government Office for London		NW E		GOR

		Government Office for the Sough East		NW E		GOR

		Greater London Authority		NW E		RDA/RA

		Greater Manchester Public Transport Executive		NW E		RP - PTA

		Hampshire County Council		NW E		LA

		Harlow DC		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council		NW E		LA

		Kent County Council (UK)		NW E		LA

		Lancashire County Council		NW E		LA

		LB Southwark		NW E		LA

		Liverpool City Council,		NW E		LA

		Liverpool Sailing Club		NW E		P

		London Borough of Newham (UK)		NW E		LA

		Loughborough University		NW E		U

		Maldon DC		NW E		LA

		Medway and Swale Estuary Partnership,		NW E		RP

		Medway DC		NW E		LA

		Mersey Basin Campaign		NW E		RP

		Morley Research Centre, UK;		NW E		U

		National Museums and Galleries of Wales		NW E		PO

		Natural Environment Research Council.		NW E		U

		Newcastle City Council		NW E		LA

		Norwich City Council		NW E		LA

		Nottingham		NW E		LA

		ODPM Urban Policy Directorate		NW E		UK

		Office of DPM,		NW E		UK

		Queens University Belfast		NW E		U

		Renfrewshire Council		NW E		LA

		Royal Devon and Exeter NHS Trust		NW E		PO

		Rural Community Network (NI)		NW E		RP

		SE England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		Somerset County Council		NW E		LA

		Somerset County Council (GB)		NW E		LA

		South East Climate Change Partnership		NW E		RP

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South East England Regional Assembly		NW E		RDA/RA

		South Hams District Council		NW E		LA

		Standing Conference of South Pennine Authorities,		NW E		RDA/RA

		Stevenage BC		NW E		LA

		Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Surrey County Council		NW E		LA

		Teignbridge District Council		NW E		LA

		Telford and Wrekin BC		NW E		LA

		Thames Gateway Partnership		NW E		RP

		Thames Gateway Strategic Executive		NW E		RP

		Thanet DC		NW E		LA

		The Countryside Agency (UK),		NW E		PO

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Torfaen County Borough Council,		NW E		LA

		Transport for London		NW E		RP - PTA

		University College London working with Thames Estuary Partnership		NW E		U

		University of Manchester		NW E		U

		West Sussex County Council		NW E		LA

		Wolverhampton City Council		NW E		LA

		Organisations Participating in >1 Project

		2		10

		3		8

		4		1

		5		3
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commitments

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A. Polycentricity		B.     Mobility		C. Environment		D.  Identity		Total

		Total Budget		28.2		33.6		29.3		18.4		109.4

		Total Committed		26.2		8		26.7		4.2		65.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.4: ATLANTIC AREA COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC C) (є million)

		Priority		A.		B.		C.		D.		Total

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		22.1		6.5		18.8		4.2		51.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		4.1		1.5		7.9		0		13.5

		Remaining Budget		2		25.6		2.6		14.2		44.3

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1 Polycentricity		2 Mobility		3 Water and Flood		4 Nature and Heritage		5 Maritime		Total

		Total Budget		78.5		64.2		77		51.5		44		315.2

		Total Committed		42.8		36.5		72.8		42.1		28.9		223.1

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3		61.3

		Remaining		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1		92.1

		TABLE 2.6: NORTH WEST EUROPE PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS ( PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.		5.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		28.8		22.8		68.4		29.3		12.6

		Committed to UK-led Projects		14		13.7		4.4		12.8		16.3

		Remaining Budget		35.7		27.7		4.2		9.4		15.1

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1. Spatial Strategies		2. Communic-ations		3. Resources and Culture		4. Water Management		Total

		Total Budget		34.6		27		29.5		37.1		128.1

		Total Committed		34.6		17		19.8		22.9		94.2

		Commitment to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9		33

		Remaining		0		10.0*		9.7*		14.2*		33.9

		TABLE 2.8: NORTH SEA PROGRAMME ERDF COMMITMENTS (AFTER PSC 4) (є million)

		Priority		1.		2.		3.		4.

		Committed to non-UK Led Projects		21.9		13.1		8.3		18

		Committed to UK-led Projects		12.7		3.9		11.5		4.9

		Remaining Budget		0		10		9.7		14.2
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themeprog

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		North West Europe

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		Atlantic

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric

		Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		North Sea Programme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		Access										3873712

		Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Lead Partner Projects - Volume of Commitments by Theme

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

		Total		3760822		8864114		872088		6452195		5149496		1050000		2014636		10778174		11998420		20492583		13716408		24087677

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		NW Polycentric		0		1324391		0		0		0		0		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		0

		AA Polycentric

		NS Polycentric				2012000								1050000												9600000

				0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000

		NW Access		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1054813		7866138		14861820		0		9563889

		AA Access								1519935								1289125		3336011

		NS Access										3873712

				0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889

		NW Environment		2809258		0		0		0		0		0		2014636		2014635		0		5630763		4397965		0

		AA Environment		951564		0				4932260						0		2911903		796271

		NS Environment				5527723		872088				1275784														4923788

				3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788

		Theme		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE		Total

		Polycentric		0		3336391		0		0		0		1050000		0		3507698		0		0		9318443		9600000		26812532

		Access		0		0		0		1519935		3873712		0		0		2343938		11202149		14861820		0		9563889		43365443

		Environment		3760822		5527723		872088		4932260		1275784		0		2014636		4926538		796271		5630763		4397965		4923788		39058638

		Region		NI		SCO		NE		NW		YH		EM		WM		WAL		SW		SE		LDN		EE

		ERDF		3.86		8.86		8.76		6.45		5.15		1.05		2.01		10.78		12		20.49		13.72		24.09
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inter-regional partnerships

		Projects by ESDP Theme

				UK-Led		Non-UK led

		Polycentric		8		18

		Access		11		27

		Environment		15		34

		Total		34		79

				NW		NS		AA

		Polycentric		10		11		6

		Access		10		8		21

		Environment		19		17		14





All Projects

				Thematic breakdown by region

		NWEP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P		1		1		1				2				2		3		2		2				2

		A		1		2		1				2		1				3		4		4		2		3

		E		1		3				2		3		1				7		1		5		4		4

		NSP

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				2		3		3						4		4

		A				5		1		2								1

		E				6		3		3						2		8

		AA

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		P				1																		1		5

		A		2		3						4		4										5		6

		E		2		8						1												7		3

		ALL

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		Polycentric		1		4		4		3		2		0		6		7		2		2		1		7

		Access		3		10		2		2		6		5		0		4		4		4		7		9

		Environment		3		17		3		5		4		1		2		15		1		5		11		7

				7		31		9		10		12		6		8		26		7		11		19		23
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All Projects Analysis

		NWEP partnerships
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		ee																1, 1		x,x,x		b, x, b, x, x		x,x		b, x, bx, x, x

		ldn																		1, 1		b,x,xx,bx		x

		se																				4, 6, 2		x		x

		sw																						1, 4		x
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		NSP partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni

		sco				1 1 1 1 1 1 1		bx, x, x		x, x, x						b		b, x
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		AA partnerships

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		1, 1		x						b												x
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		Trans-regional Parterships (All Programmes)

				ni		sco		ne		yh		nw		wm		em		ee		ldn		se		sw		wal

		ni		4		xx		x				b						x						x		x

		sco				16		bx, x, xx		x, x, x		b				b		b, x, x		x				x, x, x, x,b		x, x, x, b

		ne						4		x, x								b,x

		yh								5		b				b		x

		nw										3		b,x				x,x		x		x		x,x		x

		wm												4				x,x								x

		em														3		b,x,x		x		x

		ee																13		x,x,x		b,x,bx,x,x		x

		ldn																		2		b,x,x,bx		x

		se																				4		x		b

		sw																						10		x, x, x,x

		wal																								13





		REGION		UK/NON		OBJECTIVE		TIME		ERDF		IIC		PROJECT TITLE		TYPE OF PROJECT		START DATE		COMPLETION DATE				TOTAL PARTNERS		LEAD APPLICANT ORGANISATIONS																						OTHER PROJECT PARTNER ORGANISATION						CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROJECT MANAGER																				TOTAL ANT. PROJECT EXP		TOTAL ERDF CONTRIBUTION (euro)		ODPM Award		OTHER SOURCES OF FUNDING		PROJECT OUTCOMES

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				FINESSE (Freight Intermodal & Interoperable Freight Trains)		research and implementation		6/4/03				5		11		UK		South East England Development Agency		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				B, F		SE				UK		See lead organisation																		832,296		416.148		SEEDA £26,667

		NW E		UK		A		NO		<				EPROC								2				UK		Antur Teifi Cyf																				UK, DE, IRL, NL		WAL																								1,704,451		1054813		Antur Teifi £32,611

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				POLYNET (Sustainable management of European Polycentric Mega-City Regions)		study		6/4/03				2		9		UK		Institute of Community Studies		Peter Hall								London				phall@icstudies.ac.uk		+44 20 8980 6263				UK, B, F, IRL, NL, Sw						Uk		see lead organisation																		2,129,770		1,022,798		Inst. Comm. Studies £151,450

		NW E		UK		P		NO		<				DART								1				UK		South Ayrshire Council																				IRL, DE		SCO		Orgs in Cork and the Hunsruck in germany																						2,304,707		1324392		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO						ESPACE (European Spatial Planning: Adapting to Climate Events)		strategy		6/4/03				7		12		UK		Hampshire County Council		Bryan Boult												Bryan.boult@hants.gov.uk		+44 1962 846772				NL, UK, DE		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		4,750,000				Hampshire £373,836

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<		Y?		PLANARCH 2								2				UK		Kent County Council																				B, DE, F, NL																										2,578,549		1373906		Kent £73,000

		NW E		UK		E		NO		<				PROGRESS (Promotion and Guidance for Recreation on Ecologically Sensitive Sites)		best practice, pilots		9/4/03				2		5		UK		Forestry Commission		Bruce Rothnie												bruce.rothnie@forestry.gso.gov.uk		+44 2380 28 3141				F, NL, UK		SE				UK		see lead organisation																		3,767,784		1,883,892		Forestry Commission £249,731

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>				Geoparks								3				UK		Geological Survey of NI																				IRL, DE		NI																								4,083,011		2809258		n

		NW E		UK		P		NO		>				NEWTASC								4				UK		Torfaen Borough Council																				UK, F, NL, B																										5,548,101		3507698		n

		NW E		UK		E		NO		>		Yes		CROSSCUT		guidelines		9/4/03				3				UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar												glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201 1356				UK, NL, B, IRL																										6,997,410		4,029,271		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				MESH								7				UK		Joint Nature Conservation Committee																				UK, IRL, F, B																										8,465,687		4417233		n

		NW E		UK		E		OK		>				CFM (Creating new Landscapes for Flood Risk Management)		action		11/13/02				1				UK		Environment Agency UK		Rachael Hill		Fllod Defence and Water Resources Manager, Thames Region														www.environment-agency.gov.uk		DE, NL, B		LDN		Organisations in Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium																						8,795,930		4,397,965		Environment Agency £110,388

		NW E		UK		A		OK		>		Yes		SAIL II (schema d'Amenagement Integre du Littoral)				11/07/2002 (nb.approval date)				5		13		UK		Essex County Council		Francois Lantsoght		SAIL Project Coordinator														www.sailcoast.org		F, B, NL																										10,293,311		5,146,656		n

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				CYCLEAU		pilots, planning		6/4/03				5		7		UK		Environment Agency UK		Paul Stephens												paulh.stephens@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1208 78301				F, IRL		SW				UK		see lead organisation																		10,572,267		6,295,604		n

		NW E		UK		P		OK		>		Yes		SAUL (Sustainable & Accessible Urban Landscapes)		demonstration projects		11/13/02				1				UK		Groundwork UK Regional Office London		Clive Fox		London Development Manager						London								www.groundwork.org.uk		DE, NL, Lux		LDN		Hesse, North-Rhine Westphalia, Rhineland Palatinate, Saarland, Amsterdam, Luxembourg																						16,348,150		8,174,075		Groundwork UK £170,000

		NW E		UK		A		NO		>				HST Integration		investment		9/4/03				12		19		UK		SEEDA		Detlief Golletz												detlefgolletz@seeda.co.uk		+44 1483 484205				UK, NL, B, F, D						UK		see lead organisation																114,959,784		25,788,360		12,691,582		SEEDA £250,000						114,959,784

		NW E		NON		E		OK		<				AMEWAM (Agricultural Measures for Water Management and their Integration into Spatial Planning)		study		11/13/02				1		5		Germany		Town of Schaigern		Johannes Hauser												Johannes.Hauser@schwaigern.de		+49 7138 2151				Uk, NL, D		E				Germany		see lead organisation																		1,360,905				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				HST Platform		development		7/11/02				2		13		NL		Province of Gelderland		Carol van Eert												cveert@kan.nl		+31 26 3599661		www.hst-network.net		B, DE, UK		SE, LDN				Netherlands		see lead organisation																		585,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<				TESIS (Technology Supported Innovation and E-Business in the Information Society)		SME investment		11/13/02				2		10		IRL		Udaras na Gaeltachta		john Glynn												s.macgloinn@udaras.ie		+353 91 503 100				B, NL, UK		wal				IRL		see lead organisation																		1,356,311				n

		NW E		NON		E		OK		>				J.A.F. (Joint Approach for Managing Flooding)		testing new technologies and policy approaches		7/11/02				1		6		NL		Waterboard Regge and Dinkel		McP J J van Erp		Project Manager										p.J.P.vanerp@wrd.nl		+31546832946				UK, DE, F		sw																								14,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						EGHN (European Garden Heritage Network)		best practice, joint measures		6/4/03				3		9		Germany		Stiftung Schloss Dyck, Zentrum fur Gartenkunst und Landschaftskultur		Jens Spanjer												j.spanjer@stiftung-chloss-dyck.de		+49 2182824103				De, F, UK		SW, NW, SE				DE		see lead organisation																		2,720,000				Cheshire £49,086; Somerset £49,425; Surrey £48,715

		NW E		NON		A		OK		<		Yes		LIRA - II		study and pilots		7/11/02				3		9		NL		City Region Haaglanden																		http://lira-2.com		UK, B, NL		WM, NW				Netherlands		Buck Consultants International		Rob Sangen, jan Termorshuizen		PO Box 11718				The Hague		2502 AS								2,000,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		OK				Yes		ReUrba II (Restructuring Urbanised Areas)		information sharing, pilots		11/13/02				2		5		NL		Province of S. Holland																				UK, DE, NL		NE				NL		see lead organisation																		4,800,000				n

		NW E		NON		A		NO				Y		Optimum 2		project						5				NL																						UK		E, NW, L, SCO, SW																								10,553,891				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Urban Water		pilot						1				Germany																						UK, F, NL		SCO																								12,558,817				Renfrewshire £100,000

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Trust		demonstration projects						2				NL																						UK, B, D		SCO, SW																								9,981,292				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						SAFER		project						1				Germany																						UK, IRL, G, SWI		SCO																								10,416,195				Forestry Commission S £88,641

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Boundless Parks Naturally		project						1				NL																						UK, B		WAL																								7,428,696				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Encourage		information sharing						2				France																						UK, B, NL		WAL, E																								9,376,759				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						BERISP		planning						1				Belgium																						UK, NL		YH																								3,330,632				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						European Route of Industrial Heritage		network						4				Germany																						UK, B, NL		WAL, WM, NW, E																								2,616,735				Torfaen £120,078

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Crossing the Lines		project						1				NL																						UK, B, NL		E																								3,250,000				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO				Y		MAYA II		network						4				NL																						UK, B, F, IRL, NL		SE, E		Colehester BC, Maldon DC, British Waterways, Thanet DC																						10,971,100				n

		NW E		NON		E		NO						Sustainable Open Space (SOS)		network						1				NL																						UK, B, F, G		YH, NW																								13,204,075				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						ARTery		project						5				Germany																						UK, NL, F		NW																								12,547,181				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						EUROPOLIS		monitoring						3				France																						UK, D, B		EM, E																								2,426,000				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						Water in Historic Cities		demonstration projects						1				NL																						UK, B, IRL		NW																								9,393,815				Chester £83,390

		NW E		NON		P		NO						SPAN - Strategic Planning Action Network for Local Development		study						2				B																						UK, F, IRL		NI																								4,144,406				n

		NW E		NON		P		NO						REVIT - Towards more Effective and Sustainable Brownfield Revitalisation Policies		collaboration, development						2				Germany																						UK, F, NL		WAL, SE																								19,980,822				n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		<				BESST								2				UK		Peak District National Park Authority																				UK, S, N		EM		uni of Derby																						2,100,000		1,050,000		Peak District NPA £153,115

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				The Partnership (North Sea Commission Fisheries Partnership)		network		3/1/02		6/30/05		4		17		UK		Aberdeenshire Council		Ann Bell				Woodhill House		Westburn Road		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		abell.ped@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1224 665341				DE, DK, B, UK, S, N																										904,657		452,282		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		<				Making Waste Work		pilots/schemes		2/28/03		5/31/06		1		5		UK		City of Stockton on Tees		John Price				PO Box 34		Church Road		Stockton on Tees		TS18 1LE		john.price@stockton.gov.uk		+4 1642 391308		-		S, DK, N, DE		NE		Falkoping Municipality (S), Municipality of Aaskov (DK), Moss Kommune (N), TU Technology gmbH (DE)																						1,744,175		872,088		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Waterfront Communities								4				UK		City of Edinburgh Council																				UK, N, DK, S, NL, D																										4,014,000		2012000		Edinburgh £161,959

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				Canal Link		development		3/5/03		6/30/06		1		7		UK		British Waterways		Glenn Millar				Willow Grange		Church Road		Watford		WD17 3QA		glenn.millar@britishwaterways.co.uk		+44 1923 201356				S, NL, B, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Provincie Noord Holland, Stichting Recretietoervaart Nederland, Municipality of Langedijk (NL), Provincie West-Vlaanderen, Telemarks Fylkeskommune (N)																						4,211,220		2,105,610		British Waterways £89,721

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>		y		NAVE NORTRAIL (North Sea Coastal Path)		infrastructure development		10/1/02		30/04/02?		4		20		Uk		Aberdeenshire Council		Gordon Mackie				Woodhill House,		Westburn Rd		Aberdeen		AB16 5GB		gordon.mackie@aberdeenshire.gov.uk		+44 1467 628278				DK, S, N, DE,																										5,419,122		2,105,610		n

		INSP		UK		E		OK		>				FLOWS (Flood Plain Land Use Optimising Workable Sustainability)		applied research, strategies		9/30/02		6/30/06		1		4		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council		Kevin Scobell				Shire Hall		Castle Hall		Cambridge		CB3 0AP		kevin.scobell@cambridgeshire.gov.uk		+44 1223 717 719				S, NL, N		E		Lansstyrelsen Varmland (S), Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate (N), Provincie Flevoland (NL)																						7,541,750		3,770,875		Cambridgeshire £151,166

		INSP		UK		A		OK		>		y		TARGET 2				3/1/02		6/30/05		1		7		UK		West Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive		Alison Pilling				Wellington House,		40-50 Wellington St		Leeds		LS12DE		alison.pilling@wypte.gov.uk		+44 113 2517 367		www.eu-target.net		N, DE, NL, B, DK		YH		Goteborg (S), Freie Hansestadt Bremen, Municipality of Oostburg (NL), Stadt Brugge, City of Odense, Gemeente Schouwen-Duiveland (NL), Provincie West Vlaanderen (B)																						7,747,426		3,873,712		n

		INSP		UK		P		NO		>				Smartlife								2		6		UK		Cambridgeshire County Council																				UK, D, S		E		others																						9,200,000		4600000		Cambridgeshire £350,000

		INSP		UK		P		OK		>				The Liveable City				9/26/02		7/31/07		2				UK		Norwich City Council																				Germany, UK, Norway, Denmark, Netherlands																										10,000,000		5,000,000		Norwich £150,000						134,747,116

		INSP		NON		A		OK						REMARCC II (Network of Regional Maritime Centres)		strategic and marketing		9/30/02		11/30/05		2		9		Germany		Bremen Senator for Economics and Ports																				Norway, UK, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Sweden		YH																								4,187,040				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						ICTs for SMEs		SME investment		2/28/03		9/30/06		1		18		Germany		ProArbeit GmbH																				NL, DE, UK, N, S		SCO																								4,308,276				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		HiTrans		strategic development		3/1/02		9/30/05		3		13		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		SCO, NE																								1,100,550				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						SEAPLANE		study		9/30/02		4/30/05		1		13		Germany		Lower Saxony, Ministry for Economics, Labour and Transport																				Norway, Sweden, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Germany		SCO																								1,440,332				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK						NMc-NSR (Northern Maritime Corridor North Sea Region)		development		3/1/02		12/31/05		1		11		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				UK, Germany, Norway, Belgium, Netherlands		SCO																								3,077,000				n

		INSP		NON		A		OK				y		Geoshare - Interpreting Place Information		Strategic framwork and tools		9/27/02		12/31/05		1		6		Norway		Sogn & Fjordane County Municipality																				DE, N, UK, NL		SCO,																								3,397,060				n

		INSP		NON		A		NO						Shared Space		study						1		8		NL		Provincie Fryslan																				UK, D, DK, NL, B, D		E																								8,185,476				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		TEN 3 (Transnational Ecological Network III)		implementation/training		2/26/03		12/31/05		2		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				DE, NL, UK		E																								4,004,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK				y		CO2 (North Sea Cycle Route 2)		pilot/developmment		3/3/03		9/30/06		2		9		Norway		Rogaland County Council																				DE, S, DK, NL, UK, B		SCO, E																								2,051,280				Suffolk £17,604; Highland £14,996

		INSP		NON		E		OK						MOPARK (Mobility and National Parks)		technology development		3/12/03		9/30/06		2		7		NL		Province of Fryslan																				Uk, DE, DK, N, NL		SCO, EM																								5,658,200				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Save the North Sea		study/networking		2/27/02		12/31/04		1		8		Sweden		Keep Sweden Tidy Foundation																				NL, UK, DK, N, S		SCO																								5,706,366				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						PURE North Sea (Planning for Urban Rural River Environments)		pilot projects, guidelines		9/26/02		7/1/06		1		4		NL		Province of Groningen																				S, NL, Uk		NE																								11,557,836				Environment Agency £57,018

		INSP		NON		E		OK						NOLIMP (NS Regional and Local Implementation of the Water Framework Directive)		pilot projects		1/1/03		12/31/05		1		5		NL		Province of Fryslan																				UK, DK, S, N		SCO																								7,450,000				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						Water4all (Sustainable Groundwater Management)		research / pilot projects		9/26/02		12/31/05		1		4		Denmark		Aalborg Municipality EU Office																				DE, UK, NL		E																								1,486,601				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						COMRISK (Common Strategies to reduce the risk of storm floods in coastal lowlands)		exch of exp/pilots		2/25/02		6/30/05		2		7		Germany		Schleswig Holstein State Ministry of the Interior																				Uk, FL, NL, DK, DE, NL		E																								1,623,425				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						ESCAPE (European Solutions by cooperation and Planning in Emergencies for coastal flooding		development		9/27/02		9/30/04		1		5		NL		Province of Zeeland																				UK, B, NL		E																								1,241,102				n

		INSP		NON		E		OK						FRAME (Flood Risk Management in Estuaries)		action and demonstration		1/1/03		12/31/06		1		4		NL		Dienst Landelijk Gebied																				Uk, B, NL		YH																								9,788,645				Environment Agency £164,665

		INSP		NON		E		NO						ProBioEnergy		project						1				Sweden																						UK, DE, DK, S, N		EM																								2,039,680				n

		INSP		NON		P		OK						Town-Net				2/26/03		5/31/06		1		7		NL		Provincie Drenthe																				Sweden, Netherlands, UK, Denmark, Germany		EM																								4,504,074				Derby £37,500

		INSP		NON		P		OK				y		Water City International II		development/demonstration		2/27/02		9/30/06		2		10		NL		Provice of Fryslan																				Germany, Netherland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, UK		NE, E																								10,298,950				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						VISP		strategy						2				Sweden		Molndal Municipality																				UK, NL, N, B, D		YH< EM																								6,241,539				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						RevitHar		projects						1		4		NL																						UK, D		SCO																								7,204,399				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						URBAL		projects						1		6		NL																						UK, S, N, D, B		YH																								7,486,662				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						SEAPORT		strategy and development						1				NL																						UK, D, B		NE																								7,605,575				n

		INSP		NON		P		NO						NS RURAL		project						1		6		DK																						UK, N, S, NL, D		E																								5,034,808				n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				TRIDENT - Tripartite Marine SME Network and Database		SME development						1		6		UK		Business Link Devon and Cornwall		Andy Gough				Langdale, Meavy Lane		Yelverton		Devon		PL20 6AP		apgough@btopenworld.com		+44 1822 855168				IRL, F		SW		Marine Institute of Ireland, University of Brest, Oikos Environment Resources, Brest, La Tene Maps Ltd, County Dublin		see lead																				460,242		271,681		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				ASAP								3		8		UK		West County Rivers Trust																				IRL, UK, ESP, F																										592,670		355,602		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				SHARE - Sustainable Harvesting of Ensis		study						1		4		UK		Queens University		Dr David Roberts				The Queens University of Belfast				Belfast				d.roberts@qub.ac.uk		028 4272 9648				UK, P, ESP, IRL		NI		IPIMAR (P_, CIMA and Universidad de a Coruna (ESP), Bord Iascaigh Mhara (IRL)		see lead																				1,401,824		817,824		n

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				PREMI - Partnership in Sust, Dev		SME support						1		5		Uk		Cardiff University Manufacturing Engineering Centre		Tony Farrell				Queens Building		Newport Road		Cardiff		CF24 0YF		manufacturing@cf.ac.uk		029 2087 4641				F, ESP, P, IRL		WAL		ENIT (F), Tekniker (ESP), IDIT (P), UCD (IRL)		see lead																				2,282,809		1,289,125		Cardiff Uni £68,147

		ATL		UK		A		NO		<				E-Bygov		e-development						2		11		Uk		Lancashire County Council		Howard Booth		Infomration and Marketing Group		Environment Directorate, Guild House		Cross Street		Preston		PR1 8RD		howerdb@travelwisenet.com		01772 263649				UK, IRL, ESP		NW		South East Regional Authoirty, Clenmel, IRL; SAICAR, LA Rioja government, SP; ERNACT, Dongal, IRL;, Shannon Development Agency, Dhannon, IRL, other interested parties, Ventspils City Council, Latvia, Microsoft		see lead																				2,524,152		1,459,717		n

		ATL		UK		E		NO		<				Atlantic Arc Aquaculture Group		strategy development						2		5		Uk		University of Bangor		Dr Jonathan King				Centre for Applied Marine Sciences				Bangor				j.w.king@bangor.ac.uk		01248 713808				UK, F, IRL, ESP						see lead																				2,996,049		1,747,895		Uni of Wales Bangor £135,787

		ATL		UK		A		NO		>				MNAA - Materials Network for Atlantic Area		R&D network						2		7		UK		University of Exeter		Tony Warren				School for Engineering and Computer Science		North Park Road		Exeter		EX4 4QF		A.C.Warren@ex.ac.uk		01392 217965				F, P, ESP, IRL, UK		SW				see lead																				4,372,720		2,581,217		Exeter uni £165,000

		ATL		UK		E		OK		>		n		icrw improving coastal and recreational waters		pilots, study		4/1/03		4/1/06		4		19		UK		Environment Agency		Robert Runcie				Richard Fairclough House		Knitsford Road		Warrington		WA4 1GH		liz.o'neill@environment-agency.gov.uk		+44 1925 653 999				UK, PT, FR, ESP, IRL		NW																						13,455,321		8,520,809		4932259.97		Environment Agency £90,199		3588549.48		Common methodologies, standards and tools eg. Visit 1000 farms and advise on pollution, implement 200 pollution prevention schemes, raise awareness by 50 presentations, 30 field trials,etc		35,791,658

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				SSSAA - Short Sea Shipping in the Atlantic Area		shipping development						1				Spain		Gobierno Vasco																				UK, Esp, P, F		SW				UK Contact		Gloucester County Council		Colin Knight										cknight@gloscc.gov.uk		01452 425624				380,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				COAST - aeronautics		sectoral development						3		5		France		Adour Competitivite, Pau																				UK, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact		Aerospace Wales Ltd		John Whalley										aerospace.wales@btopenworld.com		01244 834521				440,000				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Red Telecem		telecentres						2		17		Spain		Fundacion INTRAS										Valladolid										UK, P		SW, NW				UK Contact		Bath Mind		Kate Brass										Bathmind@btconnect.com		01225 463525				445,200				n

		ATL		NON		P		OK		<				SDEA		strategy development		4/1/03		12/31/04		4				France		Conference des Regions Peripheriques et Maritimes de L-Europe																				FR, PT, ESP, UK		W, Sco, SW																								752,000		454900		n		297100

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				E-Aqua		SME - ecommerce						1				Spain		Centro Technologico del Mar - Fundacion										Vigo										Uk, ESP, F, IRL		SCO				UK Contact		Scottish Aquaculture Training Association		Douglas Macleod						Isle of Skye				DouglasMcLeod@aol.com		01471 844 324				997,459				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO		<				AT_LIGHTS - Atlantic Lighthouses		promotion, pilots						1		7		Spain		Club de Municipios de Excelencia Touristica de la Espana Verde										San Vicente de la Barquera										UK, F, IRL, ESP		SCO				UK Contact		Northern Lighthouse Board												douglas@nlb.org.uk		0131 473 3101				1,111,968				n

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				SENSITIC II Analyse de l'impact de la societe de l'information		ICT study		4/1/03		12/31/04		1		8		France		Aquitaine Europe Communication																				FR, ESP, PT, UK, IRL		WAL																								1,148,970		722403		Antur Teifi £24,763		426567

		ATL		NON		A		OK		<				Centro de Intelligencia Economic e Innovcao		virtual centre for SMEs		6/1/03		5/31/05		1		16		Portugal		AURN																				UK, FR, ESP		WM																								1,280,000		853000		n		427000

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				RTA - Atlantic Transnational Network				NEW				1		4		France		Arese																				UK,  FR ??		WAL				UK Contact		Welsh Development Agency		Richard Cranshaw												01792 222427				1,281,100				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				REVITA		innovation						1				Spain		Sevilla Global																				UK, F, P, ESP		WAL				UK Contact		Cardiff City Council		Kate Sullivan												029 2087 2691				1,380,739				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO		<				Red Local Plan		network						1				Spain		Sevilla Siglo XX1																				UK, P, IRL, ESP, F		WAL				UK Contact				Vivian Rees-Butterworth										Viv@crynllys.freeserve.co.uk		01790 636953				1,772,696				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				Cinco		innovation						2				Portugal		Instituto de Soldadura e Qualidade										Oeiras										UK, P, ESP, F		WM				UK Contact		Coventry University Enterprises		Keith Goodall										k.goodall@coventry.ac.uk		024 7623 6236				1,822,882				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				2-Extra - Technology Transfer Research Results Atlantic Area		technology transfer						2		5		Spain		Universidad Publica de Navarra										Navarra										Uk, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO, NW				UK Contact		Startech Partners Ltf		Gordon Eadie						Glasgow				gordon.eadie@startech.co.uk		0141 353 5230				1,959,110				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO		<				AA-ECONET		governance						1				Ireland		ERNACT EIIG										Donegal										UK, IRL, ESP		NI, NW				UK Contact		Derry City Council		Mark Lusby										Mark.Lusby@derrycity.gov.uk		028 7136 5151				2,068,570				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Techlink		innovation network						1				Portugal		Novas Empresas e Tecnologicas										Porto										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		BIC Birmingham		Alan White										alanw@astonsciencepark.co.uk		0121 260 6124				2,343,760				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantech		SME R&D						2		13		Spain		EUROCEI - Centro Europeo de Empresas e Innovacion																				UK, ESP, P, IRL		NI				UK Contact		Northern Ireland BIC		Dr Bernard Toal										barney.toal@nwifhe.ac.uk		028 7126 4242				2,505,206				n

		ATL		NON		E		OK		<				coastatlantic Integrated Coastal Zone Management: towards an Atlantic Vision		implementation/management		5/1/03		5/1/06		1				Spain		Gobierno del Principado de Asturias																				PT, FR, UK, ESP, IRL		WAL, SCO, SW																								2,535,079		1753809		Severn Estuary Partnership £59,600		781270

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Regina		R&D , innovation						1				Spain		Fundacion Labein										Bilbao										UK, IRL, P, ESP		WM				UK Contact		Advantage West Midlands		Mohammed yasin										mohammedyasin@advantagewm.co.uk		0121 503 3250				2,635,499				n

		ATL		NON		P		NO						AGRO (Rural Heritage)		strategies						3				Spain		Agrupacion para el Desarollo Sostenible y la Promocion des Empleo Rural																				UK		WAL		University of Wales, Bangor		UK Contact		University of Wales		Dr Michael Hale												01248 382447				2,642,000				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Green Dairy		study						1				France		Institut de L'Elevage										Le Rheu										UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		NI, SCO, SW				UK Contact		ARINI		Conrad Ferris										conrad.ferris@dardni.gov.uk		028 9268 2484				3,792,936				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Agate		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, F, IRL, P		SCO																								2,816,590				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Hermes		SME development						1		6		Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,877,092				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Atlantic Net		network						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		SW																								1,119,863				n

		ATL		NON		A		NO						Ruraltech		projects						1				Spain																						UK, F, IRL, P		WAL																								1,758,487				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Waterwaysnet - Managing Riverbank Habitats		study						1				France																						UK, IRL, ESP, P		SW																								3,046,304				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						INDICANG		study						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SW																								3,609,049				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Bioreg - Floresta		development						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, P		SW																								2,048,179				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						VALBIOMAR		projects						1				France																						UK, ESP, P		SCO		Integrim Advanced Biosystems Ltd																						1,951,023				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						SALAR		projects						1				Spain																						Uk, F, IRL		SW																								1,269,968				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Port Altantic		network						1				Spain																						UK, P, F, IRL		SCO																								968,427				n

		ATL		NON		E		NO						Cultur At		strategy						1				Spain																						UK, IRL, F, P		SCO																								2,486,646				n

																										COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		TITLE		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL		WWW		COUNTRY		UK Regions		NAME OF ORGANISATION		COUNTRY		ORGANISATION		CONTACT		ADDRESS		ADDRESS		CITY		POSTCODE		EMAIL		TEL

																																																																										540,384,972
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		Analysis of Interreg IIIB Project Data (source: interregiiib.org.uk; 08/01/04)

				Per Programme						Per Region

				NWEurope		NS Region		AA		E		EM		YH		L		NE		NW		SE		SW		WM		S		W		NI

		Number of approved projects (all)		39		35		39		25		8		11		7		9		12		11		19		6		32		22		7

		Volume of projects (all) (euro)		283,962,416		179,561,226		260,108,273

		ERDF (all)		n/a		n/a		n/a

		of which receiving ODPM awards		16		10		6

		Volume of ODPM awards (£)		1,977,017		1,347,744		543,496

										Lead Partner

		Number of projects (UK led)		16		10		8		3		2		1		3		0		1		5		3		0		4		4		2		28

		Volume of projects (UK led) (euro)		114,955,714		58,260,283		23,151,274

		ERDF (UK led)		60,918,256		29,135,095		13,455,321

		Themes		UK		NON UK

		Polycentric		9		18

		Access		11		28

		Environment		15		36






