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1.INTRODUCTION

In line with regulatory requirements laid down in the draft Common Provisions Regulation (CPR), the
programme continued to involve relevant partners for preparing the new transnational cooperation
programme for 2021-27. Following a first involvement phase of the comprehensive partner involvement
process (completed in 2019 as defined in the partner involvement concept approved by the Working Group
CE21+) more than 1 000 additional stakeholders were involved in the second half of 2020 in two additional
phases.

In an overall second involvement phase between June and August 2020, the programme launched a two-
step consultation process, which built on thematic discussions and preliminary decisions taken by the nine
programme countries in the Working Group CE21+ in May 2020. The aim was to collect feedback on an early
draft version of the future Interreg Programme (IP - version 0.2), which already included a sketch of
transnational programme priorities, specific objectives and topics that will give direction to the funding of
cooperation actions in central Europe. Partners could also provide inputs and ideas on additional topics,
transnational cooperation actions and target groups.

In this involvement phase, a transnational survey first invited stakeholders from across central Europe to
provide feedback and inputs on the draft IP between 10 and 24 June 2020. 556 respondents from relevant
national, regional and local stakeholders had participated to the survey. They ranked the relevance of
transnational topics per programme specific objective and provided several qualitative inputs.

In a joint effort of the programme’s national contact point (NCP), dialogue was then further deepened with
490 public and private partners from all programme countries on the early draft IP version (version 0.2)". In
coordination with the MA/JS, consultation measures were organised in all programme countries in June and
July 2020, despite challenges posed by the COVID-19 pandemic. National partner dialogues (NPD) took place
in online formats such as webinars and direct mailings. They helped to collect information on actions and
target groups, to consolidate inputs from the survey and to gather additional qualitative feedback.

The two measures in this second involvement phase complemented each other in the following way:

e The survey focused primarily on quantitative feedback about the relevance of transnational topics per
Specific Objective (S0). In addition, respondents could include qualitative inputs on additional topics,
potential transnational actions and target groups (the questionnaire template is enclosed as annex 1)

e The national partner dialogues collected in-depth, qualitative inputs from experts to complement inputs
received in the transnational survey (dates and formats of NPDs are provided in annex 2).

The comprehensive partner involvement process finally concluded with the third involvement phase. The
latest IP version (version 12) was coordinated and consulted with transnational, interregional and cross-
border Interreg programmes, European Groupings for Territorial Cooperation (EGTC) and EU macro-regional
strategies (MRS) that geographically flank and overlap with the programme area. The focus of this phase

" IP version 0.2 included SO 2.5 (“green urban mobility”) under Priority 2, whereas in IP version 1 it was shifted to Priority 3 as
a new SO 3.2. Please note that despite this change, outcomes of all partner involvement phases with regard to “green urban
mobility” are documented under Priority 2 in this report.
2 Ditto
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was to raise awareness on the future programme, to collect further inputs from qualified partners, and to
coordinate potential synergies with Interreg programmes and territorially relevant instruments.

In October 2020, two surveys were launched to collect feedback from a qualified group of stakeholders at
MRS and EGTCs. 25 thematic and national coordinators replied from all MRS (EUSALP, EUSAIR, EUSBSR, and
EUSDR), with most answers and inputs received by EUSDR (13°) followed by EUSBSR (8) and two answers by
EUSALP and EUSAIR each. In addition, also six management bodies of EGTCs located in central Europe
responded to the survey. The programme’s thematic fields and planned actions were all considered highly
important.

A dialogue-oriented approach was taken to involve the management of overlapping transnational Interreg
programmes and Interreg Europe. In a focus group on 21 October 2020, these programmes exchanged on the
programming state of play and their draft strategies and intervention logics. The group also looked into
potential synergies and complementarities.

This final involvement phase then concluded with a dialogue with geographically overlapping cross-border
Interreg programmes in the frame of the Interact online conference “Cooperation and synergies in Central
and South Eastern Europe” on 3-4 November 2020. The event fuelled discussions on cooperation between
programmes in central and southeast Europe, including their contributions to the local macro-regional
strategies EUSDR, EUSAIR and EUSALP.

This stakeholder involvement report documents outcomes of the second and third involvement phases and
serves as a valuable source of information for fine-tuning the programme strategy and intervention logic in
IP version 2. Feedback and inputs received are clustered along SOs in line with the structure of IP draft
version 1 from September 2020. The notable exception are outcomes from exchanges with overlapping
Interreg programmes, which were overall more horizontal and thus covered in a specific chapter.
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2. INVOLVEMENT OUTCOMES PER SPECIFIC OBJECTIVE

SO 1.1: Strengthening innovation capacities in central
Europe

Ranking of topics according to the transnational survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 1.1 - Strengthening innovation capacities in Central Europe

Green economy [IIIIIIN22S N 103 14 2
Cross-sector cooperation {57 T 143 39 3

Industry 4.0, robotisation, mechatronics, digital technologies _ 138 41 10
(including loT, Al)

Technology transfer to SMEs ge"g; Onr'qlgwed access to transnational _ 134 49 10
Interregional partnerships along value chains _ 169 32 4
Cultural and creative industries _ 121 80 10

Smart specialisation strategies _ 162 65 6

Mew schemes to finance innovation _ 140 68 20
Key Enabling Technologies _ 153 67 10

Close to market solutions [q0Z7 139 88 6

Silver econamy _ 170 90 5

"4 - Important

3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics proposed (Survey) - WordCloud
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Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Designing and piloting joint labs and co-creation platforms for joint experimental research in the field of
green economy

Increasing cross-disciplinarity, joint research and trust in the field of electro-mobility

Coordinated tools for diagnosis of readiness of SMEs to implement changes (audits, benchmarks,
comparative analysis, etc.)

Integration of robotisation, mechatronics and Artificial intelligence into the existing range of services or
products

Development of new forms of cooperation between SMEs, industry and universities for a successful
participation in industry 4.0

Development of a system to collect technologies and research and to make easier the transfer from labs
directly to companies to be shared also at transnational level

Introducing innovative approaches and technologies into the development and management of cultural
and creative industries

Support the potential of new manufacturing start-ups, by delivering training, coaching and community
support
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Strengthening of autarchy and minimizing dependence on international value chains and development of
mechanisms to ensure long-term benefits for regional value generation

Development and/or pilot application of user-friendly technologies for older people to help overcome
social isolation and to increase digital skills for carers

Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey topics and outcomes
of partner involvement (survey
response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by the majority of the survey
participants.

The National Partner Dialogues sustained the relevance of the
topics offered and deepened the interpretation or further
detailed out certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

A very high percentage of survey participants found it very
relevant to focus - as a background that might also affect other
thematic ratings - on green economic aspects and/or cross-
sectoral approaches.

Silver economy was still acknowledged as mainly “rather
important”, but faced the lowest rank in the survey.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics
and actions

With regards to more specific aspects of topics and action
proposals, the following aspects can be stated:

- The relevance of social aspects was strongly underlined,
especially the focus on youth, silver economy and
marginalised groups, but also the focus on the general design
of innovative services (social aspects of industrial
innovation).

- A strong connection to the procedures of exploiting and
transferring existing knowledge was made. This was
expressed through cooperation design such as strong
integration of SMEs and universities, but also to the design
of more procedural aspects such as transfer of knowledge
and cooperative exploitation of knowledge e.g. through
development and learning hubs.
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The work along / integration of entire value chains was often
underlined as especially relevant.

To consider also financing aspects such as the development
of new instruments for KET financing.

Additional aspects mentioned were: cybersecurity,
quadruple helix, health, user-friendliness of technology.

Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs rate
Very high
the importance of the SO ey -

to implement specific High ] 3

actions?
Moderate 0
Low — 2
Number of “no answer”: 0
Interpretation / While 4 answers from EGTCs in Poland (Tatra Region), the multinational
Comment to rating “Central European Transport Corridor” as well as the multinational network

“Cities of Ceramics” rated the relevance “high” or “very high” for
implementing their EGTC specific actions, the French/German EGTC
“European Campus” as well as the territorially comparably small EGTC GO (in
Gorizia-IT/Nova Gorizia-Sl) did see a low importance.

It can be stated that the multinational, industry-oriented EGTCs as well as
the EGTC with a high need for innovation have rated this SO especially high.

With regards to the “European Campus”, the geography (France is not part
of the CE programme) might also play a role.

Concrete Proposals made | The Tatra Euroregion EGTC sees here the key to a better future development
by specific EGTCs of the region.
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How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the SO SO 1.1
to implement specific

i ?
no response
EUSBSR 1 2 2 E

Low
Moderate
eusale 11l High
®Very high
eusair |1 [l
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Interpretation / The majority of the respondents (74%) considered this SO of “high” or “very
Comment to rating high” importance for implementing the MRS specific activities. They were
issued by respondents with a wide variety of thematic responsibilities and

functions.

The other rankings were issued by Strategic coordinators with other thematic
responsibilities than those related to this SO such as environment, energy and
climate change or urban and spatial planning.

Concrete proposals made | The ideas for action fields that should be addressed did also touch a wide

by specific MRS variety of topics such as “networking with research”, digitalisation and
emission reduction in the shipping industry as well as innovative disaster
preparedness.
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SO 1.2: Developing skills for smart specialisation,
economic transition and entrepreneurship in central
Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 1.2 - Developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and
entrepreneurship in Central Europe

Sidls for green economy [IIIIAZSNNE 85 20 2

Skills development and adaptation to Industry 4.0 and digitalisation 55 106 13 5

Capacity-building and institutional learning (including vocational _ 99 30 1
training, lifelong learning etc. ) for smart specialisation
Matching skills to labour market needs [T 424 99 47 6
Demographic change, brain-drain, ageing society, regional (urban- _ 107 39 o
rural) disparities of human capital
Creative econorny and entrepreneurship [ qq6 97 56 8
Skills development for entrepreneurship _ 121 44 3
Capacities for social innovation and social enterprises, silver _ 117 44 -

economy and healthcare

Capacity building for sustainable tourism 108 108 52 16

Migration and social integration _ 94 70 15
Counterbalancing job loss due to automation and digitisation _ 112 56 12
=4 - Important

3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud
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Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Develop systems for assurance and standardisation of e-learning and online materials that support the
digital transition of SMEs, e.g. through co-creation approaches

Peer learning approaches emphasising the relevance of green economy and ecological innovation transfer

Creation of a creative “open space approach” to organising trainings and workshops on improving digital
competences

Development of transnational and cross-border learning labs, tailoring knowledge transfer from
universities for specific territorial needs

Development of creative solutions for labour market adjustments

Counteracting unfavourable developments such as brain drain and demographic change through
innovative and creative approaches

Developing entrepreneurial attitudes among young people including digitalisation and exploitation of
options in future economic developments

Conceptualising and piloting open access to digital learning environments, thereby interlinking learners
and teachers with each other

Design of workable forms of collaboration between profit and non-profit industries to facilitate job
inclusion of migrants, youth and women

Economically relevant approaches to integrate migrants into the regional labour market
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Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey  topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by the majority of the survey
participants.

The National Partner Dialogues sustained the relevance of the
topics offered and deepened the interpretation or further
detailed certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

A very high percentage of survey participants found it very
relevant to focus - as a background that might also affect other
thematic ratings - on green economic aspects in the survey.

The management of migration (skill development) and social
integration was acknowledged as mainly “important or rather
important”, but faced the lowest ranking in the survey, together
with “counterbalancing job loss due to automatization”.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

With regards to more specific aspects of action proposals, the
following aspects can be stated:

- The relevance of social aspects was mentioned repeatedly in
different contexts, especially the focus on migrants and
youth. Furthermore, the implementation of discrimination-
free approaches was emphasised in particular.

- Specific attention was paid to the design of new and
cooperative processes of capacity-building and learning.
Here, also culture and CCl were mentioned several times as
possible sectors.

- It was considered relevant that the action topics keep a
strong focus on development of entrepreneurship.

- The need to develop and agree on credible documentation
and comparable certification of certain achievements was
underlined (diplomas, certificates)

- Additional aspects to the main thematic foci mentioned
were: tourism, generational learning, situation of rural areas

Page 13



llll.Elle-

ropean Unlon
Regional

CENTRAL EUROPE &

e TAKING COOPERATION FORWARD

Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions? (No. of Answers)

Very high [ 1
High ] 2
Moderate L] 2
Low ] 1

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The picture is similar to SO 1.1: While the multinational, industry-oriented
ETGCs (especially “Cities of Ceramics”) as well as the Tatra Region ETGC rate
this SO of “moderate” to “very high” importance for the implementation of
the EGTC specific objective, the German-French EGTC “European Campus”
rates it “low”. Also here, a possible explanation for the latter might be the
geographical location both inside and outside of the programme area.

Concrete Statements
made by specific EGTCs

The “Cities of Ceramics” underlines especially the skill transfer to SME,
mainly in the craft sector.

The Tatra Region EGTC underlines the relevance of smart technologies.

How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions?

SO0 1.2
EUSBSR 1 1 4 - no response
Low
Moderate
eusale [ High
uVery high
eusarR 1 [l
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The overall statistic shows a strong support of the MRSs for this SO in terms
of importance for implementing MRS specific actions with 65% ratings of “very
high” to “high”. Also here, the rating “low” or “moderate” were issued by
stakeholders with different thematic foci, mainly “environment” or “urban
and spatial planning”.

Concrete proposals made
by specific MRS

Two aspects were underlined:

- The relevance of being the frontrunner for digitalisation and
automation (EUSBR)

- Relevance of co-creation as a relevant method.
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SO 2.1: Supporting the transition to a climate neutral
central Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 2.1 - Supporting the transition to a climate neutral Central Europe

o
(]

Renewable energy production and usage

Improved energy efficiency of buildings and public
infrastructures

]
o
5]

Reducing greenhouse gas emissions from industrial
production processes

r
-1
N

Climate neutral energy planning at local/regional level

Improved energy and demand side management and
behavioural change

w
o
r

w
o
~I

Financing schemes for energy efficiency and renewable
energy investments

‘ hry
jry
®

-
- S

Smart integration of low-carbon solutions across sectors

Alleviating energy poverty

3

4 - Important

=3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud
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Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Piloting creative sources of renewable energy production for the local and regional level, e.g. energy
generation from movement

Assessment and testing of practical tools and methodologies for climate friendly agricultural production,
e.g. use of electric farming tools, treatment of green waste, near-natural or biological weed control etc.

Development of seamless approaches for cross-border and transnational data-based cooperation in energy
efficiency management (e.g. smart street lightning, cross-border smart grids)

Development and implementation of roadmaps for harmonised energy efficiency standards in the building
industry

Coordination and improved cooperation with financing institutions, thereby developing harmonised
schemes and support programmes including decentralised local and regional financing schemes

Joint coordination of local territories with similar assets (e.g. climate, geographic) for developing, pooling

and exchanging of approaches on climate change mitigation, e.g. the implementation of Climate action
plans)

Introducing toolkits for supporting coordinated transfer of knowledge to the local and regional level about
energy efficiency and energy usage

Training activities and capacity building in municipalities for strengthening competences in energy
efficiency technologies to preparing follow-up investments
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renewable energy sources

Local and regional deployment of hydrogen strategy, hydrogen cell and fuel developments as well as

Exchange of best practices to ensure access to suitable renewable energy sources in specific territories

Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic  compliance between
proposed survey topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by the majority of the survey
participants.

Generally speaking, since the different specific objectives of
priority 2 are partly interconnected, stakeholders provided
several inputs which could be assigned also to other SOs.

The assessment of the National Partner Dialogues revealed that
the contributions sustained the relevance of the topics offered
and deepened the interpretation or further detailed certain
aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

The specific objective summarises several energy aspects and can
be applied to a wide range of possible sectors. This broadness is
reflected in the proposals and comments made.

It is relevant to keep a clear focus on the energy aspects and to
have a clear distinction between SO 2.1 and SO 2.2.

The production and usage of renewable energies as well as the
increase of energy efficiency were rated very high.

The aspects of “alleviating energy poverty” were ranked lowest
in the survey, which might be explainable by the abstract
character of the topic.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

With regards to more specific aspects of action proposals, the
following aspects can be stated:

- The relevance of revisiting industrial procedures regarding
energy efficiency, especially in manufacturing and
production, was underlined.
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- The relevance of actions in urban areas for the achievement
of climate resilience was repeatedly emphasised

- A stronger connection between the energy demand and
production side was emphasised, often in line with capacity
building and trainings.

- The relevance of data management in relation to energy
efficiency was highlighted.

- The relevance of the territorial aspect was highlighted
repeatedly, namely both in terms of specific territories such
as rural areas, but also with reference to the relevance of
the local level.

- Additional aspects mentioned were: hydrogen, embedding of
energy efficiency and renewable energy in agricultural
operations, energy storage.

Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs
rate the importance of
the SO to implement
specific actions? (No.
of Answers)

Very high [ 1
High B 1
Moderate O 2
Low L] 2

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The overall picture does indicate that - except for the ratings from the Tatra
Region EGTC - the SO is not considered of specific importance for implementing
the EGTC’s specific activities.

The other EGTCs rated this SO “moderate” to “low” importance for the
EGTC activities. This might be explainable through the lack of topical
closeness of the EGTCs, because of their specific thematic profile.

Concrete Statements
made by specific
EGTCs

Especially the Tatra Region EGTC underlined the general and overall relevance
of the energy transition.
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How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the
SO to implement
specific actions?

SO 2.1

Low
Moderate

eusale [ = High

mVery high
eusair [

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The support of the MRSs to the SO is very high with 78% ranking the topic “high”
or “very high” importance for implementing specific MRS actions. Support was
issued by all MRS.

Concrete proposals
made by specific MRS

The following statements were made:

- Emphasis on the fact that the topic should enter all working routines “it
is our everyday task”

- Urgency of the climate issue

- Need to explore further potentials of renewable energies.
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SO 2.2: Increasing the resilience to climate change in
central Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 2.2 - Increasing the resilience to climate change in Central Europe

Climate change adaptation measures

H ‘

Climate-proof landscape and urban planning

Natural hazards and disaster prevention and resilience

[
(=]

o
—_
—_

Socio-economic impacts of climate change

Extreme rainfall events and floods, landslides

Risk awareness, risk prevention and risk management

[
(]

N

Draughts and water scarcity, wildfires

w
L]

o
—_
[

Weather (including heat) extremes and health implications

4 - Important

=3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud
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\® o D
g Isasters ~rOo>5
sxcultural heritage -:.: » 3
3% 1:Contc:mmcmts %8 0

5 % farmingcoolin

S phytoremedlqtloggro U I’?tq ‘(—.-Or

biogeochemical g geo-hazards

Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Transnational promotion of the transition to close-to-nature, carbon neutral and climate-smart
management of forests and agriculture with benefits for local communities

Promoting and piloting of water efficiency in households, land management and industry

Restoration and re-establishment of agro-forestry systems to increase climate resilience and biodiversity
of landscape

Coordinated strategies for climate proofing of urban and metropolitan areas (FUAs) and spatial planning
and reduction of soil sealing, increase of green areas, sustainable cooling mechanisms and urban micro-
climate

Coordination and deployment of financing schemes for climate change adaptation measures

Joint and cross-disciplinary assessment of the vulnerability of regions to climate induced natural hazards
and local/regional climate change forecasts

Co-design and joint implementation of trainings, education and new approaches to local and regional
response to natural hazards and climate induced risks

Development of strategies for adapting the cultural heritage management to climate change effects
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Integrated actions for supporting social resilience and counteracting socio-economic impacts of climate
change through facilitating e.g. ecosystem services

Transnational planning and implementation of local education and awareness raising among citizens with
a focus on individual self-responsibility in the context of climate resilience

Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is rated “good”.

If the ratings “important” and “rather important” are
summarised, more or less all topics were considered as of similar
relevance.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

The rather broad thematic topic of “climate change adaptation
measures” received the highest ranks in the category
“important”, while “weather (including heat) extremes and
health implications” received lower rankings in the survey.
However, it needs to be emphasised that all topics were
considered important.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

With regards to more specific aspects of action proposals, the
following aspects can be stated:

- The relevance of the procedural aspects of implementation,
trainings, diagnosis and assessment, coordination and
financing of climate change adaptation measures were
mentioned repeatedly.

- The promotion of behavioural change was repeatedly
mentioned.

- The use of nature-based solutions for a better climate
resilience as well as the seizing of ecosystem services and
their integration into the overall socioeconomic planning was
underlined.

- Topics that circled around the theme of water were
mentioned repeatedly and in various contexts: water
scarcity, water re-use and efficiency, extreme weather and
water runoff, etc.
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- Additional aspects mentioned were:
o Forecasting and “Nowcasting” of extreme weather events
o Climate induced release of contaminants and
deterioration of drinking water due to extreme weather
events
o existence of multiple, climate-induced hazards at the
same time
safeguarding of cultural heritage against climate risks
social impacts of climate change
financing schemes for climate change adaptation
climate change impacts on agriculture, forestry and agro-
forestry

o O O O

Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions? (No. of Answers)

Very high 0
High ] 1
Moderate T 2
Low — 3

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The overall picture does not indicate a full support of the relevance of this SO
for the implementation of specific EGTC activities, except for the ratings from
the Tatra Region EGTC.

The other EGTCs rated this SO “moderate” to “low” importance for the
implementation of specific EGTC activities. This might be explainable through
the lack of topical closeness of the EGTCs, because of their specific thematic
profile. Furthermore, the energy intensive sectors such as transport or ceramics
are considering future challenges.

Concrete proposals made
by specific EGTCs

No specific proposals made
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How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the SO S0 2.2
to implement specific

i ?

Moderate
eusace [ = High
mVery high
eusair [
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Interpretation / Also here, the support to the SO with regards to the implementation of MRS
Comment to Rating specific objectives is very high (90%).

It is also interesting to point out that the three respondents not providing an
answer to this rating originated mainly from experts with different thematic
foci.

Concrete Proposals made | Specifically, the vulnerability of the region and hence also the relevance of the
by specific MRS topic was expressed by EUSAIR.

In addition, the differentiation between “adaptation” and “mitigation” was
considered relevant and the prioritisation of “adaptation” vs. “mitigation” was
emphasised.
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SO 2.3: Taking circular economy forward in central Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 2.3 - Taking circular economy forward in Central Europe

Waste management and recycling, recovery of raw
materials, zero-waste approaches

w

Repair and re-use 27

Circular economy value chains

w
—_

Clean production processes and closed loop systems
(energy, materials, water)

r
-

Water reuse

[
(]
r

Sustainable products and eco-design

Water-energy-food nexus

[+:] |
(]

5]

—
el

r

Urban mining

4 - Important

=3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud
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Selection of 11 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Integrated approaches to minimising (food) waste and cooperative (food-)waste management

Circular approaches to waste management on local level (recycling communal and industrial waste and
by-products) including local waste prevention actions

Shortening of supply chains especially for rural areas, based on transnational cooperation and exchange
towards more local economic circles, e.g. for food production.

Integrating the circular economy thinking into product development (from the level of university
education to training of professionals)

Integrating circular economy approaches in other policies, e.g. related to innovation, business
development, renewable energies

Reducing waste produced by manufacturing - developing clean production at factory level

Working towards the elimination of water intensive materials that are used only once

Harmonised incentive schemes and pilot programmes for local and regional waste prevention

Coordinated revitalisation of post-industrial areas with circular economy approaches

Promoting of repair and reuse by legal or alternative value generation mechanisms for the production
side, e.g. through servicing

Developing innovative technologies for recycling of end of life products
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Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPD)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by the majority of the survey
participants. The National Partner Dialogues sustained the
relevance of the topics offered and deepened the interpretation
or further detailed out certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

The specific objective offers a lot of entry points, both
thematically (waste, technology, etc.) or procedural (closing of
existing economic cycles from production to re-use or
development of new and green economic cycles, rearrangement
of value chains, etc.) This wide range is reflected in the
multitude of interpretations and proposals given. This is
explainable through the different stages in which central
European regions are tackling the topic of circular economy and
the different sectors with the strongest territorial needs.

Waste-related topics were rated the highest which is also
reflected through the high amount of waste-related action
proposals.

The topics “urban mining” and “water-energy-food-nexus”
received the lowest ranks in the survey, which might be further
explainable by the complexity of the topic.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

Waste related topics were strongly connected to the local and
regional level.

Furthermore, the relevance of behavioural change and their
support were often mentioned in connection with thematic
aspects.

Although complex and integrated topics such as “water-energy-
food-nexus” were not rated highest, many proposals and
comments made references to the importance of an overall
connection and integrated approach between different topics
and sectors.
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Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs
rate the importance
of the SO to
implement specific
actions? (No. of
Answers)

Very high 0
High L] 2
Moderate L] 2
Low I 2

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The result of the ranking shows a mixed picture with regards to the importance
of EGTC specific activities. While the EGTC “Central European transport corridor”
does not consider this SO a top-priority for its further work (rating “low”), the
EGTC “Cities of ceramics” does presumably consider the SO as highly relevant for
its activities. This might be related to the potential for using regional value chains
and that the thematic focus of the EGTC “Central European transport corridor” is
on transport and mobility management.

Concrete proposals
made by specific
EGTCs

Similar to SO 1.2, the EGTC “Cities of Ceramics” underlines the relevance of skill
transfer to SME.

How did the MRSs
rate the importance
of the SO to
implement specific
actions?

SO 2.3
tusor 1 A S
Low
Moderate
eusae [ = High
mVery high

eusar [

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The importance of this SO for implementing MRS specific actions was mainly
ranked “high” to “very high” (71%) with a significant number or “moderate”
rankings (5).

Concrete proposals
made by specific
MRS

It was considered specifically relevant to encourage “green procurement”.
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SO 2.4: Safeguarding the environment in central Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 2.4 - Safeguarding the environment in Central Europe

Loss of biodiversity | NOTMNN 95 21 3

Natural heritage, protected areas and habitats, Natura 2000 areas  [NGEN 100 34 2

i, ater, o and nise poluton | EZM O3 27 4

Sustainable land management and landscape planning [ 112 28 2

Green and bl nfrasructures 22 1

Sustainable tourism and use of natural resources [ 103 43 6

itegrated water management. | SERM N ZE I 33

Ecosystem services (including forests) SIS 41 2

Variety of landscapes and multi-national initiatives (e.g. European _ 54 2
Green Belt, Carpathian Convention)

Urban spraw, soit seating - |NRNNNN T4 TNT 54 8

brovwnfied rerabitation [ SIISII 60 9

4 - Important

=3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud

UNESCOe

contamination
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geodiversity =ity
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Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Awareness raising and triggering of behavioural change to understand the socioeconomic impact of the
loss of biodiversity

Local and regional contributions to policy networks ensuring transnational connectivity of habitats (e.g.
Green Belt, Carpathian Convention, Alpine Soil Partnership)

Safeguarding and developing geo-heritage and geodiversity

Rethinking NATURA-2000 territories (flood protection, changes in forest composition, effects of climate
change, etc.)

Managing and monitoring sustainable tourism in natural protected areas i.e. innovative tools for low-
impact sustainable tourism

Integrated strategies for green recovery, monitoring measures and the assessment of socioeconomic
impacts from COVID 19 or comparable threats on local level

Collect and apply good practices for raising awareness and promoting an evidence-based approach to
knowledge transfer, like eco-museums and landscape observatories

Cross-sectoral and multidisciplinary approaches for sustainable land management and the prevention of
urban sprawl
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Improvement of holistic models for cultural landscape management as a way for integrated sustainable
use of local natural and cultural resources

communities

Elaborating practical methods and tools for the evaluation of eco-system services for local and regional

Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by the majority of the survey
participants. The rehabilitation of brownfields received the
lowest rank in this context and the loss of biodiversity highest.

The National Partner Dialogues sustained the relevance of the
topics offered and deepened the interpretation or further
detailed out certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

Besides specific action proposals, the overall description and
interpretation of the SO showed two aspects, which are
considered both equally important:

- The relevance of “traditional” forms of consequent and
impactful protection of species and habitats. In this context,
the consequent halt of a further loss of biodiversity was
repeatedly underlined.

- The relevance of integrating environmental protection
policies with other sectors was underlined. In this context,
the socioeconomic valorisation of ecosystem services or
measures that focus on the impact of specific sectors such as
agriculture was highlighted.

Furthermore, many comments emphasised the relevance to
establish a strong and useful connection to multi-national
political networks such as the Carpathian Convention.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

A wide range of additional aspects were proposed that could be
considered in the specific objective:

- Establishment of proper wilderness stewardship
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Green Recovery subsequent to COVID-crisis

Light pollution as equally relevant compared to other forms
of pollution

Valorising of Geo-Heritage

Management of invasive species

Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs
rate the importance
of the SO to
implement specific

i ?
actions? (No. of Moderate _ 3

Very high 0

High

Answers)

Low

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation / The rating shows a mixed picture with regards to the importance of this SO for
Comment to rating implementing EGTC specific actions with a tendency to “moderate” and “low”
and only with the Tatra Region EGTC rating the SO of “high” importance. This
might be explainable with the specific thematic profile of EGTCs that is not
focused on environmental protection and valorisation. On the other side, the
rather integrated territorial approach of the Tatra Region EGTC action
programme that also includes aspects of nature-related tourism might explain the
high ranking given to this SO.

Concrete proposals No specific proposals were made
made by specific
EGTCs
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How did the MRSs

rate the importance SO 2.4

of the SO to

e specific sor. |
actions?

EUSBSR 3 _ no response

Low
mHigh
eusae [
mVery high
eusaR 1 [l
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Interpretation / All MRSs issued proposals of overwhelming support of the importance of this SO

Comment to Rating (95%) for implementing MRS specific actions with three “non-answers” that arose
from participants with other backgrounds.

Concrete proposals Especially the EUSALP representatives underlined the relevance of “Green
made by specific MRS | infrastructure” and its role as provider of economically valuable ecosystem
services.

Furthermore, it was underlined that this “ecosystem service knowledge” needs
to be transferred into policy making. Here, also the valorisation of Ecosytem
Services for maintaining the tourism industry was mentioned.

In addition, the reduction and monitoring of pollution was highlighted by EUSDR,
mentioning a wider range of pollutant and hazardous substances such as micro-
plastic, PFOS (Perflourooctane / Perfourooctyl Sulfonate, etc.). It was underlined
that urban wastewater treatment should be upgraded and wastewater treatment
in small settlements should be further enabled.

Page 33



interreg >y

European Union

CENTRAL EUROPE Gzt TAKING COOPERATION-‘:QRWARD

SO 2.5 (IPv1 3.2): Greening urban mobility in central
Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 2.5 - Greening urban mobility in Central Europe

Quality and efficiency of public transport services — 31
Sustainable urban mobility planning _18 1
Improved connections between urban and peri-urban areas _20 1
Smart mobility and commuting solutions [ 10016 2

Multimodal mobility in functional urban areas _ 20
Reducing traffic congestion as well as greenhouse gas and _ 29 3

pollutant emissions in functional urban areas

Accessibility for elderly and disabled people _ 32 1

Smart traffic and mobility management [GEE 114 28
Smart and sustainable urban freight and logistic solutions _ 24 3
Greening of last mile |NNNNNESINNNNN o9 34

w

4 - Important

=3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud
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Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Harmonization of ticketing and information systems of green urban mobility solutions

Integrating urban development governance concept with sustainable urban mobility concepts, leading to
redistribution of public space, promoting of zero-emission transport modes (cycling, walking) and
encourage local recreation (in the immediate vicinity)

Influencing urban mobility behaviour through educational campaigns

Exploiting MaaS (Mobility as a Service) as a hew concept to integrate, manage and distribute private and
public mobility alternatives using intelligent digital technologies and its future implications for the local
and FUA level

Green solutions to commuting, based on a cooperative reflection of the FUA approach

Counteracting transport poverty through multimodal combinations of public transport services for urban
areas in context of their wider surroundings.

Green City logistics considering delivery services etc.

Promotion of zero-emission urban mobility through cycling or walking

Strategies for an affordable adaptation of improving accessibility for elderly and disabled people to public
transport systems in urban areas
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to become smart cities

Supporting smart urban mobility models, including viable solutions for municipalities that cannot afford

Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by a very high majority of the
survey participants.

The National Partner Dialogues sustained the relevance of the
topics offered and deepened the interpretation or further
detailed certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

The general topic of managing commuters and rethinking
commuting was considered very relevant and was highlighted
multiple times. A relevant aspect in this context is the strong
connection of this topic to further sectors such as IT-based
technologies, but also city planning.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

A wide range of additional aspects were proposed that could be
considered under the specific objective:

- The use of hydrogen

- Zero-emission urban transport

- Noise reduced ways of transport

- Concept of “Mobility-as-a-service”

- Concepts of financial incentives for green urban mobility
solutions

- Concepts for influencing behavioural change of urban
mobility

- Affordable commuting
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Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions?

Very high e 2
High N 1
Moderate N 1
Low I 2

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

This ranking shows the most diverse distribution of feedback, although the
reasons are quite self-explanatory. The EGTCs “European Campus” as well as
the “Cities of Ceramics” had rated the importance of this SO “low” regarding
their EGTC specific activities, but this is explainable through the thematic
focus of those two EGTCs. On the other hand, ratings of regional EGTCs (Tatra
Region and “GO”/SI-IT) do emphasise the relevance of this SO for the
implementation of their EGTC specific actions.

Furthermore, the Central European Transport Corridor Limited Liability EGTC
has a specific profile and the SOs 3.1 and 3.2 (initially SO2.5) are at the core
of its activities and therefore of highest importance.

Concrete proposals made
by specific EGTCs

Especially the Italian-Slovenian EGTC “GO” underlined the potential for
tourism that comes with an improvement and a digitalisation of urban
mobility.

How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions?

SO 2.5/3.2

EUSDR 2 3

Nno response

Low
Moderate

eusae  [[ENN u High
mVery high

eusaR 1 [l

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

This SO is rated by 71% of “high” or “very high” importance for implementing
the MRS specific actions.

Concrete Proposals made
by specific MRS

Specifically mentioned were the topic of hydrogen-fuelled mobility as well as
the sustainable multi-modal mobility for the entire functional area, based on
commuter patterns.
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SO 3.1: Connecting central European regions to EU
transport corridors (IPv1: Improving transport connections
of rural and peripheral regions in central Europe):

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational cooperation in Central Europe

SO 3.1 - Connecting Central European regions to EU transport corridors

Regional multi-modal, demand responsive sustainable transport

[y ‘

[y
= w
= w

Improved digital accessibility for remote and rural areas

‘
(=}
w

Integrated regional mobility approaches
Accessibility of remote and rural regions

Cross-border transport barriers and links

)
=
w

Connecting peripheral regions to TEN-T network
Coordination of transport stakeholders and spatial planning

Strategic transport planning and investment preparation

95}
=]
ra

Transnational logistic chains

B 4 - Important

m 3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1- Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance
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Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud

Investments
INnfrastructure

Crossbusborder

e-mobility dlgltollsatlon

Cltlzensf re Iwg terrgwig\%:ille

legislatiot
Q/@fo/bé | tC)r'tSmlcro mobility

waterways

Q}chndreno Mobility-as-a-Service
last mile

Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Connection and integration of isolated and scattered public transport services

Sustainable, climate-friendly and smart complementary developments concepts and plans related to the
CEF programme

Coordinated removal of cross-border transport barriers and combination of multiple border crossings in a
transnational context

Development of intelligent/smart transport systems, including multimodal terminals (hubs), their
development and modernization of freight transport

Integrated solutions to connect peripheral areas and to seize socio-economic benefits

Assess, define and exploit relations between TEN-T axes and local nodes (considering e.g. ITC,
environmental issues) to ensure that infrastructure nodes are intertwined with the urban nodes

Coordinated improvement of secondary transport networks in a wider transnational context

Improve navigation and traffic management to make better use of the existing infrastructure (e.g.
improve the availability of fairways in a transnationally coordinated way)

Reaching more strategic solutions in favour of the use of railway freight transport

Assessing and seizing socio-economic potentials for secondary ports as drivers of development
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Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPD)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

The overall compliance and consistency between the needs
expressed in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences
of the stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by a very high majority of the
survey participants.

The National Partner Dialogues sustained the relevance of the
topics offered and deepened the interpretation or further
detailed certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

No substantial differences of ranking could be diagnosed between
the topics offered in the survey. The positioning of the SO with
regards to the investment-heavy aspects of further realisation
and implementation is calling for a particularly close
coordination with other funding instruments. In this regard, the
programme could e.g. support the preparation and development
of sustainable transport investment plans.

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

A wide range of additional aspects were proposed that could be
considered under the specific objective:

- Relevance of rural and remote areas
- Relevance of ports

- Cross-border transport

- Planning of the last mile

- Digitalisation and data management of logistic chains and
transport hubs
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Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs rate

the importance of the SO Very high — 2
to implement specific Hi
gh ] 2
actions?
Moderate 0
Low — 2
Number of “no answer”: 0
Interpretation / This SO has received very high ratings in terms of importance from EGTCs
Comment to rating that are connected to transport and mobility: The EGTCs “Central European

Transport Corridor”, “ETGC GO” as well as the Tatra Region ETGC (more
detailed explanations in the next box).

i

Furthermore, the EGTC “European campus” has rated this SO of “low’
importance for its actions, presumably due to a lack of topical closeness as
well as the geographical position both outside and inside of the central
European programme area.

Concrete proposals made | The specific and differentiated proposals were made:

by specific EGTCs - The Tatra Region EGTC highlighted the relevance of “Involving those

who live in rural or peripheral regions in central Europe” being a main
key to economic development.

- Furthermore, the geographically small and cross-border-oriented
EGTC underlines the relevance of all forms of connectivity (cross-
border, urban interconnectivity” as relevant, thereby emphasising
the tourism aspects in the region.

How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the SO SO 3.1
to implement specific

actions? EUSDR | 1 3 4 1 -

EUSBSR 3 1 3 - no response
Low
Moderate
EUSALP 2 High
B Very high
EUSAIR ' 1 ['1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
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Interpretation / The rankings showed a high or very high relevance of the SO for 55% of the
Comment to rating participants. Even though this percentage is slightly lower than for other SOs,
the very positive feedback comes from representatives of all four MRS. Four
survey participants (most of them from EUSBR) did not rate this SO, due to
their different thematic background.

Concrete proposals made | It was underlined to that the programme should aim at counteracting
by specific MRS negative effects of regional development. For example, the programme
should make sure that effects of regional development of e.g. increasing
urbanisation should not negatively impact the connected periphery.
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SO 4.1: Strengthening governance for integrated territorial
development in central Europe

Ranking of topics according to the survey

Importance of the suggested topics for the transnational
cooperation in Central Europe

SO 4.1 - Strengthening governance for an integrated territorial development in
Central Europe

Participatory decision making processes and citizen _ 90 %5 4
involvement

Reduction of administrative barriers and better policy _ 93 371
making and cooperation beyond administrative borders

Integrated strategies for public services of general interest _ 102 37 4

(e.g. health, education, social services)
Multi-level governance structures and solutions beyond _ 119 30 4
administrative borders
Digital governance including smart cities, smart territories _ 110 o 4
approaches
Integrated territorial development strategies addressing _ 102 45 5
demographic change challenges
Integrated territorial development strategies building on _ 103 47 6
tourism and cultural assets
Capacity building of governance stakeholders _ 119 37 2
Multi-sector governance processes and cooperation among _ 132 32 3

areas with functional ties

= 4 - Important
3 - Rather important
2 - Rather not important
1 - Not important

Results of the transnational survey _ Ranking of topics by importance

Page 43



llll.Ell!:.':,-

ope n Unlon

CENTRAL EUROPE & apmer TAKING COOPERATION FORWARD

Additional topics received (survey) - WordCloud

el pynbureaucratic.
a\® \' Q il iresg\ife
N Q & Q- sg, QthC‘ ractices

ollutio p
ICPDR Bfoo IP n Jransparency

pollcy /ﬁ OCQlclimate
5. CoMB G B2 2. TC 0 multi-level %o,
security / Q. »n o 6 o X Decision- moklng
O (2= 7 7/ Inn .Tourism
Z oo\0 DCultureC Q %8 /% d)lndtcotorsot Oon
%%C}Oindustrlei’& .Lj%?bgngpandemlc
A\o,« eo € policy-making

- repn‘\otevﬁl)czges:3 sectors d‘enfomement

Q.
o) environment

%o momtormgmul’“—sectoralco design
2

NUTS-2/NUTS-3Alpine Conventioneducation

Selection of 10 representative actions proposed by survey and national
partner dialogues

Pooling and exchange of expertise with regards to benefits and management of participatory approaches
and citizen involvement

Creation of mechanisms to finance “people-to-people” networks

Cooperative governance in cross-border and transnational functional areas, also represented through
EGTCs or comparable cooperative structures

Improving policy systems in order to allow a better and more efficient implementation of governance
strategies with more flexibility and autonomy of governance processes

Improving the coordination of governance responses to the COVID-19 and other health and safety risks

Harmonisation of approaches to integrate digitalisation into governance processes (smart cities, smart
territorial approaches)

Addressing complex issues such as urban sprawl, rehabilitation of derelict quarters or settlement
structures and food production in a transnational and integrated governance approach

Governance approaches to promote and deploy digital devices/services in the health sector (e.g.
hospitals, elderly homes, telemedicine)

Strengthening digitalization of public administration to reduce administrative barriers
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Improving the impact of transnational policy networks such as the Carpathian Convention or the ICPDR as
instruments for coordinated governance processes and for regional and local policy making

Summary of input received in survey and national partner dialogues

Thematic compliance between
proposed survey  topics and
confirmation through partner

dialogues (survey response and NPDs)

good medium low

More detailed explanation to the
above, if necessary

Although the SO allows a wider range of topics to be covered, the
overall compliance and consistency between the needs expressed
in the territorial analysis and the thematic preferences of the
stakeholders is good.

All topics offered in the transnational survey were rated either
important or rather important by a very high majority of the
survey participants.

The National Partner Dialogues sustained the relevance of the
topics offered and deepened the interpretation or further
detailed certain aspects through action proposals.

General aspects and remarks for
further consideration in IP
development

A wide range of contextual frames were proposed: multinational
policy networks, forms or organisation (e.g. EGTC), thematic
governance issues such as for disaster response or health issues
as well as procedural aspects such as methodologies of
participation.

It needs to be emphasised that the SO should address actions
focusing on multi-sectoral, territorial and integrated governance
aspects

Further specific aspects with regards
to additional or more specific topics

A wide range of additional aspects were proposed that could be
considered under the specific objective:

- Thematic areas: Demography, health, urban (and urban-
rural) issues, tourism & culture

- Improvement of organisational governance frameworks:
EGTCs, management of FUAs

- Organisational aspects: cross-border cooperation, complex
planning issues, participative procedures, un-bureaucratic
and informal ways of cooperation for relevant issues, such as
participatory governance of e.g. of small villages

- Cooperation with and within large political networks: e.g.
Carpathian Convention, ICPDR, Alpine Convention.
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Points of attention: Feedback from EGTCs and MRSs

How did the EGTCs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions?

Very high ] 2
High N 1
Moderate N 1
Low — 2

Number of “no answer”: 0

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The relevance of this SO for implementing activities envisaged by EGTCs
covered a wide range from “very high” to “low” importance.

Concrete Proposals made
by specific EGTCs

The Slovenian-ltalian EGTC “GO” underlined the set-up of common
interregional services and the joint valorisation of cultural infrastructure.

The EGTC “Cities of ceramics” highlighted the skill transfer to both SME and
Public administration for the craft sector.

How did the MRSs rate
the importance of the SO
to implement specific
actions?

SO 4.1
eusor. [0S0
no response
eusssk 3 [ [
Low
Moderate
eusate [ m High
mVery high

eusar 1 [l

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Interpretation /
Comment to rating

The SO received a ranking that expressed importance for implementing MRS
specific actions (76%).

by specific MRS

Concrete proposals made

It was emphasised to also support the MRSs themselves, either through
interesting project ideas or the support of the governance of the EUSALP
itself.
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Coordination and synergies with partially overlapping and

neighbouring transnational Interreg programmes and
Interreg Europe

Focus group meeting with partially overlapping transnational Interreg
programmes and Interreg Europe

An online focus group was organised and all partially overlapping transnational Interreg programmes as well
as Interreg Europe were invited. The meeting was held on 21 October 2020 and representatives of the
following programmes participated:

e Alpine Space Programme

e Interreg Baltic Sea Region Programme
e Danube Transnational Programme

e Interreg MED Programme

¢ Interreg North-West Europe Programme
e Interreg North Sea Region Programme

e Interreg Europe

The focus group focused on the following main three objectives:

e Exchange of information on the state of play of programming

¢ Inform neighbouring transnational programmes and Interreg Europe on the draft Interreg CENTRAL
EUROPE programme strategy and intervention logic

o |dentify potentials for synergies between programmes

As a preparatory activity, a general overview table was compiled, depicting the choice of Policy Objectives
and ERDF specific objectives of the respective programmes. The first phase of the workshop was dedicated
to the joint update of the state-of-play with regards to the thematic choices as well as the challenges
encountered and the time line for the IP preparation.

This involvement activity revealed that the main areas of common interest belong to ERDF PO1, PO2 and
ISO1. Most programmes will be thematically concentrated on these. For each of these POs and ISO1 a more
in depth discussion took place, focusing on potential synergies and complementarities. The results were
summarised in real time and the main conclusions are shown in the following table:

Policy Objective Key issues discussed

General remarks | Generally spoken, thematic discussion and exchange between programmes during
applicable to all | programming and especially during implementation are considered helpful and
POs crucial for the identification of synergies and complementarities.
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Some exchange targeted the degree of focus of the SOs. One approach is to develop
the IP as a thematic framework and to then further focus the calls (e.g. specific
topics, territory types etc.).

PO1 PO1 activities aim in several programmes at supporting the innovation process
towards a greener society.

It was considered relevant to establish a link between PO1 and the SO on circular
economy in PO2.

The development of skills within PO1 is foreseen in several programmes, but each
programme area faces specific territorial challenges to be addressed due to its own
geography.

Some thematic fields (tourism, culture, digitisation) are subject to options of either
being addressed in PO1 or horizontally.

PO2 PO2 is considered the backbone and main focus of most programmes, concerning
the thematic foci as well as the planned fund allocation. PO2 bears a good potential
for synergies between the programmes.

Many topics were commonly addressed, e.g. energy transition, renewables, climate
change adaptation, biodiversity and water management.

The objective of a societal and economic transition towards a circular economy was
considered either as a specific SO or integrated into other SOs, but generally
relevant for all programmes.

In a comparison, territories and target groups to be addressed will make the
difference between the programmes.

ISO1 ISO 1 is still under development and further fine-tuning is needed for many of the
programmes. The development foci cover a wide range of options:

- Coordination of programmes

- Capitalisation platforms

- Thematic communities and networks

- Support of a better policy uptake and mainstreaming

- Strengthening of multilevel governance

- MRS governance support and enhancement of the capacities of MRS
stakeholders.

Overall, the following could be concluded from the exchange:

Territorially based approaches, focusing on peculiarities and needs of the various areas addressed,
represent the backbone for complementarity.

A further exchange - especially between “thematic” JS staffs - is welcomed, also in view of having a
common understanding of types of actions.
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= The sharing of ideas on cross-cutting topics (e.g. digitalisation, social dimension, tourism) is considered
promising.

Interreg CE will further pursue exchange and further reflect on how to integrate results into the programme
in order to strengthen synergies.
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Exchange on potentials for cooperation and synergies with

partially overlapping cross-border Interreg programmes

The following picture* shows that the geographic area of the Interreg CE Programme covers 18 partially or
fully overlapping cross-border programmes:

Exchanges with CBC programmes took place in the framework of the Interact conference on “Cooperation
and Synergies in Central and South Eastern Europe”® on 3-4 November 2020. The event was dedicated to
discussions on possible cooperation between programmes in central and south-eastern Europe, including
contributions to the macro-regional strategies.

Interreg CE contributed to the conference with a testimonial on the programme approach to synergies and
coordination, also presenting experiences made in the current funding period 2014-2020.

A wide variety of insights could be collected, the most interesting ones being the following:

“ More information at: https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/graph/poster2014/cbc/eu28_cbc_2014_2020.pdf
° http://www.interact-eu.net/events/cooperation-and-synergies-central-and-south-eastern-europe-area
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- Trustful, personal, effective and efficient cooperation routines are a success factor
- The most relevant starting point is the reflection of the common territory and therefore also
common needs.

The two days of exchange revealed, that it is promising to further explore options for cooperation in order
to increase territorial impact. It was agreed to further pursue networking opportunities and to focus on
concrete exploitation of synergies.
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ANNEX 1 - Survey questionnaire

miterireg &

CENTRAL EUROPE &5
Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE 2021-27: Partner Involvement Survey

Fields marked with * are mandatory.

Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE has supported transnational cooperation in central Europe for more than 20
years.

Our funding helps regions and cities to become stronger and more resilient without reinventing the wheel.
We are building trust beyond borders and connect people in the fields of innovation, low carbon, natural

and cultural heritage as well as transport and mobility.

Now the time has come to take our successful transnational cooperation forward, together with you! In May
2020, representatives from all programme countries agreed on a set of preliminary programme priorities
and specific objectives that are deemed most relevant for transnational cooperation in central Europe.

With this survey we invite stakeholders from the European, national, regional and local levels to provide us
with feedback and inputs on our draft programme strategy. We want to collect inputs and ideas for future
transnational actions and target groups from experts on the ground.

Before filling in the survey, we recommend to read the attached summary of the draft programme strategy
and to watch the short presentation video. We expect that filling in the survey will take about 10-15 minutes.

For more information on your possible involvement in the Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE programming
process, please refer also to our website at www.interreg-central.eu/CE21-27.

>> Watch introductory video

(8 minutes)

>> Download
Summary of Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE 2021-27 Draft Programme Strategy

Summary.pdf
>> Download

Presentation from the introductory video
Presentation.pdf
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Personal information

*Which country are you from?
') Austria
©} Croatia
© Czechia

Germany

Hungary

Italy

Poland

Slovakia

GG

3 O (

Slovenia
Other

* Please specify:

* Which type of organisation do you represent?

Local/regional public institution
National public institution
) Sectoral agency

/ Infrastructure and (public) service provider
! Interest group including NGO

DGO 000 ® 6 3

Higher education and research institution

Education/training centre or school
' Large enterprise

Small and medium enterprise (SME)

Business support organisation

European Grouping for Territorial Cooperation (EGTC)

~ International organisation or European Economic Interest Grouping (EEIG)
@ Other

* Please specify:

*Have you been previously involved in Interreg projects? (Multjple choice possible)
[C1 CENTRAL EUROPE projects approved in the 2007-2013 period
[C] Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE projects approved in the 2014-2020 period
[Z] Projects of other Interreg programmes

[ No

* Are you considering applying for funding in the future Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE Programme?
) Yes
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2 No
@ Maybe

Priority 1: A smarter central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 1.1
Strengthening innovation capacities in central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high” or "rather high" you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field

Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe

1 - Not 2 - Rather 3 - Rather 4-

important not important important Important
Interregional partnerships along value chains @ ® 3] ©
Smart specialisation strategies ® © @ o

Industry 4.0, robotisation, mechatronics, A A o A
digital technologies (including loT, Al)

Key Enabling Technologies © (&) @ @]

Technology transfer to SMEs and improved -
access to transnational networks )

Cross-sector cooperation » ® [ = @ ®
New schemes to finance innovation © © @ ©
Close to market solutions © l © o @]
Green economy ® @] & (&)

Silver economy e e L) (&)

Cultural and creative industries ® (8] (@] (@)

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum
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Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Priority 1: A smarter central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 1.2
Developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship in
central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high" or "rather high” you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field

© High
© Rather high
) Rather low
) Low
© None
Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe
2 -
1-N Rath 4-
: ot ather Rather
important not . Important
. important
important

Capacity-building and institutional learning
(including vocational training, lifelong learning etc.) & © &) O
for smart specialisation

Skills development and adaptation to Industry 4.0 = -
and digitalisation ) ) -

Skills for green economy L] © @] (&
Matching skills to labour market needs @® e &)
Skills development for entrepreneurship @ ® ® ®
Creative economy and entrepreneurship © © @ (@]

Counterbalancing job loss due to automation and -~
digitisation )
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Capacities for social innovation and social &
enterprises, silver economy and healthcare

Demographic change, brain-drain, ageing society, = =
regional (urban-rural) disparities of human capital

Migration and social integration ® (6] & (@]
Capacity building for sustainable tourism ® © @) @)

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (Optional)

250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Priority 2: A greener central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 2.1
Supporting the transition to a climate neutral central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field

If you choose "high" or "rather high" you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field
© High
© Rather high
) Rather low
@ Low

© None

Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe

1 - Not 2 - Rather 3 - Rather 4 -
important not important important Important

Improved energy efficiency of buildings and =
public infrastructures
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Reducing greenhouse gas emissions from
industrial production processes

Renewable energy production and usage

Financing schemes for energy efficiency and
renewable energy investments

Alleviating energy poverty

Climate neutral energy planning at local
/regional level

Improved energy and demand side
management and behavioural change

Smart integration of low-carbon solutions
across sectors

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (Optional)

250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)

500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)

250 character(s) maximum

Priority 2: A greener central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 2.2

Increasing the resilience to climate change in central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field

If you choose "high"” or "rather high” you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field

) High

) Rather high
) Rather low
) Low

’ None
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Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe
1 - Not 2 - Rather not 3 - Rather 4-

important important important Important

Risk awareness, risk prevention and
risk management

Climate change adaptation measures © © © ©

Natural hazards and disaster =
prevention and resilience

Draughts and water scarcity, wildfires @ @

Extreme rainfall events and floods, & & =
landslides

Weather (including heat) extremes and -
health implications

Climate-proof landscape and urban
planning

Socio-economic impacts of climate
change

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Priority 2: A greener central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 2.3
Taking circular economy forward in central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high" or "rather high" you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field
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Suggested Topics

Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe

1 - Not 2 - Rather
important -
po important

Circular economy value chains

Clean production processes and closed loop @
systems (energy, materials, water) ) B

Water-energy-food nexus ©
Sustainable products and eco-design ©
Repair and re-use © @

Waste management and recycling, recovery of =
raw materials, zero-waste approaches —

Urban mining

Water reuse © O

iz
4 -
Rather
’ Important
important

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list

them below (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)

500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)

250 character(s) maximum

Priority 2: A greener central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 2.4
Safeguarding the environment in central Europe
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Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high” or "rather high” you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field

@) High

@ Rather high

© Rather low

) Low

© None

Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe
1 - Not 2 - Rather 3- 4-
. not Rather
important . ) Important
important important

Natural heritage, protected areas and habitats, P ® & P
Natura 2000 areas ) ) ) -
Loss of biodiversity & (3] @ @]
Green and blue infrastructures ® @ @
Variety of landscapes and multi-national initiatives
(e.g. European Green Belt, Carpathian L&) Lo e o
Convention)
Ecosystem services (including forests) © © © ®©
Sustainable land management and landscape . . - .
planning ) - ) B
Urban sprawl, soil sealing ®© ® @ @)
Air, water, soil and noise pollution ® ® ® ©
Integrated water management ® ® (@]

Brownfield rehabilitation ® ® © ®
Sustainable tourism and use of natural resources @ &
Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list

them below (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum
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Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Priority 2: A greener central Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 2.5
Greening urban mobility in central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high" or "rather high" you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field

' High

© Rather high

) Rather low

@ Low

© None

Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe
2 3
1 - Not Rather 4 -
; Rather
important not y Important
. important
important

Sustainable urban mobility planning ® © (&) ®
Smart mobility and commuting solutions © (] © ®
Multimodal mobility in functional urban areas © ® ®© ®
Improved connections between urban and peri- &
urban areas ‘ ) ) -
Smart traffic and mobility management © © @ ®
Smart and sustainable urban freight and logistic P - & .
solutions )
Greening of last mile @ @ (@] @]
Quality and efficiency of public transport services © © ® ©

Accessibility for elderly and disabled people © ® ® ®

Reducing traffic congestion as well as greenhouse
gas and pollutant emissions in functional urban © @ @ o
areas
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Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (QOptional)
250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Priority 3: A more connected Europe through cooperation

* Specific Objective 3.1 (decision pending)
Connecting central European regions to EU transport corridors

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high" or "rather high" you will be asked to rate the importance of topics relevant for this field

© High

© Rather high
© Rather low
D Low
Z) None

Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe

1 - Not 2 - Rather not 3 - Rather 4-
important important important Important

Connecting peripheral regions to TEN-T o P - ®
network ’

Accessibility of remote and rural regions O O © ©

Regional multi-modal, demand - = . ®
responsive sustainable transport ) ) :

Integrated regional mobility approaches

Strategic transport planning and P P
investment preparation 7

Coordination of transport stakeholders
and spatial planning
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Cross-border transport barriers and links @ @ @
Transnational logistic chains @ @ @ (&)

Improved digital accessibility for remote o & -
and rural areas 7

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum

Priority 4: A better governance for cooperation in central Europe

* Specific Objective 4.1
Strengthening governance for an integrated territorial development in central Europe

Please rate the level of your expertise in this specific field
If you choose "high" or "rather high" you will be asked to rate the imporitance of topics relevant for this field

© High
© Rather high
@ Rather low
D Low
) None

Suggested Topics
Please rate the importance of these topics for transnational cooperation in central Europe

2-

3 =
1 - Not Rath 4-
im ort(;nt Ertoter Aathier Important
|
P . important o
important

Multi-level governance structures and solutions
beyond administrative borders
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Multi-sector governance processes and ® @ @
cooperation among areas with functional ties

Capacity building of governance stakeholders (&) © @ (@]

Integrated territorial development strategies = @
addressing demographic change challenges

Integrated territorial development strategies
building on tourism and cultural assets i

Integrated strategies for public services of general & - -
interest (e.g. health, education, social services) _ »

Digital governance including smart cities, smart =
territories approaches )

Reduction of administrative barriers and better
policy making and cooperation beyond © © & @,
administrative borders

Participatory decision making processes and &
citizen involvement

Are any additional topics relevant for transnational cooperation in this specific objective? If yes, please list
them below (QOptional)
250 character(s) maximum

Which transnational actions do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
500 character(s) maximum

Which target groups do you consider most relevant in this specific objective? (Optional)
250 character(s) maximum
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ANNEX 2 - Formats and dates of NPDs

Austria Online event 22 June 2020

Croatia Direct mails August 2020

Czech Republic Online event + direct mails 29 June 2020
Germany 4 online events During July 2020
Hungary Direct mails June-July 2020

Italy 2 online events 30 June and 2 July2020
Poland Online event 30 June 2020

Slovakia Online event 8 July 2020

Slovenia Direct mails June-July 2020
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ANNEX 3 - Questionnaire EGTC survey

mniterreg H

CENTRAL ELUROPE ===

Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE 2021-27: Involvement of EGTC actors

Fladati ik with * & Saisiony.

Europasn Groupings of Tamiorial Cooparnation (EGTOS) ane key siakeholders Ior iransnalionsl coopanmibion
in caniral Eunoga. In Ena with requinsmanis et oul in ihn regulaicry framewor for EL cohesion pobcy 2021 -
27, wi Taarafons Soek CONCTen inpuls spocifically from wos onganisabion o further Tnoiurs tha drad
iniorwaniion logic for tha raes Iniameg CENTRAL BUROFE Programimi.

Wi this siirey wia prorvicke wou with an apporiundy o comment on and furthar irspine ouwr fuiure fending.
Wi e looking forwand o hsaring trom you aboul acddiiional iransrational aciions thal you dosm impoiani
in s frama of our latest AN SUAIROC YRTEWOTK

PLEAEE FILL IH THIS BAMRVEY BEFORE 12 DCTOEER 204 (EDE)L
4 Pulcied |nalicabs whilchi EGTC youl s Ineobisd with:

* Phisied |ndicabs [nowhilch counbry your EQTC |8 sstaliishad:

T Bacaa
T Croatian
T O Rt

Tty
__hw
3':“],-

Shreakia

Shrwriba

O

* Pheasn Spocity Dioldow:
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apacific objectives

Platss rla the importancs of the fedewing spacific objectives of Inlermeg CENTRAL ELUROPE 2021-
LT for impdamaniing sctions planned in your EGTE:

Speciflc ctgective 1.1
Sbrengthening innovation capacities in central Ewropa

iy high
High
Pdenter ata
Lara

Fleaso indicabe whaoiher any simiegically importam (fekd of) acion should bo addressed af tho
raranational keval in thi Tubure Iniemeg CENTRAL ELUROPE Programma i suppor aclons plarcad in

wour BETE and axpdain wiy:

SN e e R T iR

Specifc otuective 12
Dewveloping =kliis for smart spaciali=ation, Indwstrial transition and entreprensurship in
central Europa

Wiy high
High
Pedonten aln
Lira

Fleasn indicabe whilhesr any simingcally mportan (fhekd of) acion shold bo addressad of o
raranasonal kevol in tha fubure Inlamag CENTRAL ELROPE Programma 10 Suppon aions plannad in
wour BGTE and asplain why:

S ST i R

Specific cbjective 21
Supporting the energy traralon to a climate-neutral central Europe

Ve high
High
Pdenter ata
L
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Pleasn indicate whalhe ary simiagically impotan (Tedd of) acton shoukd bo addressad f tha
raranatonal kol in tha Tutune Ininmeg CENTRAL EUROPE Programmd o Suppor aclions plarrad in

wour BETC and axplain wihy:
S o Y R e

Specific ctoective 22
Increasing the reslllance to climate change in central Europe

2 Wary high
© bigh
R T R
0 L

Pleasn indicabe whinther 2y simiagcally imporan (Tekd of) acton should bo addressad of tha
raranatonal el in tho fulune Ininmag CENTARAL ELUROPE Progamma i suppor aclions plarrad in

wouwr BETE and axplain why:
S o Y i L e

Specific ctoective 23
Taking circular economy forward In central Europe

2 Wary high
& High
TU et it
U L

Plaasn indicabe whalhes ary simingically importan (fedd of) acton should ba acdressed &f tho
raranatonal kel i tha tulune Iniemag CENTARAL ELROPE Progrmma i Suppor aclions plarmad in

wour BETE and axpdain wihyt
SN e R i o

Epeific cbjmctive 2.4
Safeguarding the environment in central Europe

2 Wary high
£ High
T Pbentr il
0 Lo
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Fanss irefices snadeer ayy emeegicaly mooren |Bsid of) sctdon shoald &e scidreasssd w18
el bevel i ohe fuors: insemeg CERTRAL OUSGFT PograrsTs: b0 supsnor acsors. parras] i
year COTE mred mepiain why:

Skl e SR

Scmciic objsche 11
impreving Fareapor connecSons of rursl and periphenal regions In central Europs

Wy high
agr
LS ]
Lo

Fanss irefices snadeer ayy emeegicaly mooren |Bsid of) sctdon shoald &e scidreasssd w18
el bevel i ohe fuors: insemeg CERTRAL OUSGFT PograrsTs: b0 supsnor acsors. parras] i
year COTE mred mepiain why:

Sl e MR

Soecic objsohe 15
Oreening urban mobility s cestrel Esrops

‘winy high
hgr
LS ]
Lo

Fanss irefexts st sy erwegicalls imoormrs | Beld of) soton sheld e sddreass] « 4w
el bevel i ohe fuors: insemeg CERTRAL OUSGFT PograrsTs: b0 supsnor acsors. parras] i
yer DOTE mrd mepian why:

Skl o SR

Seacific chjmat 41
Exrengithaning govemann o imsgraied srefonal devalopman in cestral Europa

‘wny high

hgr
LS ]
Lo

L

Fanss irefices snadeer ayy emeegicaly mooren |Bsid of) sctdon shoald &e scidreasssd w18
el bevel i ohe fuors: insemeg CERTRAL OUSGFT PograrsTs: b0 supsnor acsors. parras] i
year DO mred mepiain why

Skl e SR
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ANNEX 4 - Questionnaire MRS survey

witerreg

CENTRAL EURDPE ===

Interreqg CENTRAL EUROPE 2021-27: Involvement of the EU macro-reglonal

strategles actors

| Fladeb rarksend with * s earstry.

The programma ansa of Inserrng CENTRAL ELRCPE geographically svaraps in lago parts wih inmiones

of all four aeisbing BU maceo-rogonal sinogies. For mon e 3 years, o progeamimia has ofensd
finarcing and suppo for rarsralional Conperalion on COmMon chaltrgas and niosds in ceniml Eumpa.
HMaarty all of ms projocts alnsady confribuio o realising coopiration actons Bal an prontsed by the EL
TarD-ragaonal Sinalngns.

Micew, W vl o inla Thin fnsitul cooncination Babwoon cur raranabonal progrmmd and EL masm-
FEgEnnial Sramgeed forwand Nk T Now PPOQRRmming paniod. In End with reguinemants. Sal ol in ihe
rigialabory framiowo for EL cohimicn pokoy 2021 27, wi afn Sooking concmio inputs spacilically from
Tramatic axpets in Macro-mgonal sirabegica 10 fuher Snolua o daefl programima inlsnsention kogic for
Bl AW ORI .

IR i SLIPery Wil PRTvicks 0 wATH 2 opporiundy I0 Commsnt on and furthar irsping our fuiurs fending.
'Wio arn Inoking fonward o haaring trom you abowl addional ransnational aclions thal you does mporan
in Tl frama of our lakesl dmfl siaingic o

PLEASE FILL M THIS BURVEY BEFORE 12 DCTOEER 202 (EDE)L

* Phakss Indbcabs which mssro-regicnal SErabegy you are inwolved with: imuitiok cfoee)
1 L Eaxvatungy Yor tus sirisnic: sl fomian Fuagien [ELISAIF]
71 EL Gxvabugy Vor s i Aagien (EUSALF)
i EL) Crratiagy bor thes Balti: Ban Regon (ELESRA)
"1 EL Exvatngy Yor e Darashs Ragion (EUSDRA]
* Phisieion Iroclicabe your rols Bn this mscro-negionsl Strabesgy:
U Simegy coordinaor ey PAC, HAC, sz
P o] e

S

« Ploasin Spociy hoiow:
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* Plamss Indicabe your fald of sxpariise: draolisie o)

| i

| Efriranimedil

| Emmargy and dimaim changa
Trafuigasi

| Wb il il planiig

* Pleaso spocity holow:

Spacific obhjectives

Psicid rit tha importancs of ths fellcwing apecific objsctives of Inlermes CENTAAL EUROPE 2i21-
I7 Por Imphemanding sctions planned in your macro-regional sirsisgy:

Specifc ctvective 1.1
Strengihening innovation capacities in central Europs

Wy high
High
Pidenlon aln
Lira

e indicals whaller any sddldonal (Beid of) aciion fom pour Marr-ragons Sirakegy's aton plan should
b ahclrucktind i e [ubore inieerag CENTRAL ELIROPE Programme and axphin why,
(B Ficsile & Cle ekl I M S0 e e e 0 I BERLS St )

RN R R L

Bpreciflc cbysctive 1.2
Developing skills for smart specialisation, Indwstrial transition and entreprensurship In
oentral Evunope

ey hilgh
High
Pdonter atn
Lirat
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[P il whal i iy Sddldonal | labd o) RS G P Mas-Pigoni Sinaky's o phan shaukd
I bk i i [ulicr InlieTieg CEMTHAL ELIROPE Prograimem dnd aapiain why.
i IR & RPN I N SO OENRe A CERI 0 e BT SRENT DAL

S ey i s

Specific objective 21
Supporting the energy transition to a climate-neutral central Europe

i Wary high
i High
T Mt il
I Low

[P il whal i iy Sddldonal | labd o) RS G P Mas-Pigoni Sinaky's o phan shaukd
I bk i i [ulicr InlieTieg CEMTHAL ELIROPE Prograimem dnd aapiain why.
i IR & RPN I N SO OENRe A CERI 0 e BT SRENT DAL

Se? ey i LR

Sprecifli: obyective 22
increasing the reslllence to climate change in central Europe

i Wary high
£ High
T Mt il
I Low

[P irnZicdd whal i ary Sddldonal | labd of) Boiin I pour Mam-ragons Sinaky's o pan shoukd
b ahelucand i el futisrs Iiserisg CENTRAL ELIRDPE Programime and apiain why.
i P & SRR I W R0 O AT RN 0 e BT RN el

S ey i s

Sprecifl: obyectlve 23
Taking circular economy forward in central Europe

2 Wy high
L High
T et
I Low
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Py ndicabs whalhar afy sddldonal (bekd o) S2iion irom sour Mao-regons sirakegy's oo pian shoukd
b chciuckiand i D Tulura Blerneg CENTRAL ELIRDFE Programime and axplain why.
i A o R R i W D O e e 0 D TS T

R el R T LR

Specific cbpective 24
Sateguarding the environment In central Europe

25 Ny hiigh
£ High
B T SN
O Low

P ot whhltei afvy ischelltond] (B of) Selion from wour Mt righensl Sinakey's oo plan shauld
b ki i e T IlisTieg CENTRAL ELIROPE Prograimm aned aaphais vy,
i PRt o AR O N S0 O e e 0 D MRS acvine PR

SO i R A TR

Specific ctpective 51
improving transport connactions of rural and peripheral regions In central Europe

i ary high
i High
T Delentnr i
0 Lirw

Pk adicads whalhir arrp Sddidonal (Beld of) aciion From pour Macs-regaene sinakedy's oo phan should
b Adhiickiint i D Tulisn Plieneg CENTRAL ELIRDPE Programime dnd ki sy
i P o R IR i N D O e e i e RS dn

SR o R TR LR

Speciflc cpective 5.2
Greening urban moblitty In central Europe

7 Wy high
i High
B T SR
0 Lirw
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P radhcal wharltesr arry Sddldons] (lald of) aclion fom e Mmacs-regaenel sindegy's o plan shoukd
bl achcirickiae] i M Tulia inliemey CENTRAL ELIRDPE Programime and apsii whi.
(i P o AR i AT e O D 10 e BT T L

SN efic R & s

Specifc cbuective 4.1
Strengthening governance for Integrated territorial development in central Europe

7 Wary high
© vigh
T Plenter it
0 L

Pl ticabes whaltei ary sddldonl (Bdd of) Sciion o ol MACT-ragonal sinaedy's acton plan should
o acherickiand] i e Tubuna inieemig CENTRAL ELIROPE Programime and apiain why.
(D Pl & AR RO {0 N S0 DR ek SR 50 P BS AN D)

SN ok R e
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ANNEX 5 - Agenda of the focus group meeting with

transnational Interreg programmes and Interreg Europe

TIME ITEM

9:30 Welcome and meeting objectives

This meeting is organised by the Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE MA and JS in the context of partner dialogues
in compliance with Article 6 of the draft CPR and Article 17(4)(h) of the draft Interreg Regulation. Main
objectives of the meeting are to:

= Exchange information on the state of play of programming

= Inform neighbouring transnational programmes and Interreg Europe on the draft Interreg CENTRAL
EUROPE programme strategy and intervention logic

. Identify potentials for synergies between programmes

9:40 State of play of programming

In a tour de table, participants will inform about their programmes’:

= State of play of the programming process and current challenges

= Thematic orientation (ERDF POs and SOs selected/under discussion)
. Possible timeline for programme submission to EC

10:00 Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE 2021-27: Introduction to programme intervention logic, synergies and
complementarities in the programme area

A brief presentation by Interreg CE JS will set the frame for the ensuing thematic discussion.

10:10 Programme intervention logic: Exchange on “PO1 - Innovation”
Participants will exchange on:
= Possible thematic areas addressed within the concerned PO and selected SOs
. Possible approaches for designing the “types of actions” to be included in the IP
. Potential synergies and complementarities

10:50 Courtesy break

11:00 Programme intervention logic: Exchange on “PO2 - Environment”
See above

11:50 Programme intervention logic: Exchange on “ISO1 Cooperation governance”
See above

12:15 Conclusions and way ahead for synergies and complementarities in

central Europe

The Interreg CENTRAL EUROPE MA/JS will summarise the outcomes of the thematic discussions, trying to
also identify potential synergies and complementarities between programmes.

12:30 End of meeting
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ANNEX 6 - Agenda of conference on “Cooperation and

synergies in Central and South Eastern Europe”

Cooperation & synergies in CE and 5EE
bl 03 - November 2020 [ L0:00-13:00 GET)
Oinline

Movamibsr In

Thes frnt day of our swent i dedicated to dsoussion ard reflecton aonc
* Optsone fo cooperats and resp baneiio from eynsg@ess slong the Policy
Dnpactivss (PO) repactively the Intarmsg-apescefic Ghject v (B3]

e gonaigder @ also sa heating grownd for Inferssds Cowly # it make s=nae fo gevelon 2
metwork feither topisa) or MRE-reished] in 2 Iav@sr zons supDorting onoss-orogramme
soopersbon?

0930 - 10,00  Clook-in fo wirtual masting reom and toolneoel settings

Fisgas poin ths virlual meseting room in good tams bo bt snd
ansurs thet the tachnical setitngs snobls you to actirsly partacpats
in thes msatding. The noom wal be open kalf-sn-How bafors ths
mesating will start. I you havs sny Bohnics qusst-on, Disess uos
the chat furnction (an the virtus | messting room] to comtsct the
Orgcnmsrs.

10.00 - 10,20  Introduotion
Budding thes comtert snd carifying sxpesctetsong and masting
obpsctovea,
Imtroductory reflectons on Cooperabon ard oyn e s

10,30 - 1115 Frogramme testimomi=l{s)

Erf tsatimonsal(a) on programms aporoachsa to harvsak aynsrhss
Hhroush croas-EroEramimes cooneraton,

Q&&
1115 - 1145  Group work along POs)

Wa geaums that it i the moat popular POs whees aynangsa will
menet Ealy matsralas

11 4512 30 Lenodi braak
12 30 - 13215  Definition of snobor poants bo oontinogs
Elaborgtson cn which types of coopsnaibon would meks moot ssnos

1215 - 13220 Wrap-ap and msaxt steps
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mmes Gooperation & synergies in CE and SEE

03 - November 2020 (10:00-13:00 CET)
Y Onlime

MOveamibsr 18

On the sacond day of thes svant we w3 sxplors the opticns to obrengthen the tes
bebeemiman parogngmimess @nd macore redional shratssisa (MBS L Ws ol maks uss of tha
regults from Day 1:

0920 - L0000 Cheok-im to virtual mesting rocm and teohnseal sottings

Fisgos poin ths virlual measting room in Sood tame i teet cnd
prvurs thet ths tschnical ssttings snable you to actvely partcpats
in ths masting. The room w3 ba open balf-an-hour bafors tha
mesaking will obart. i you heva any tachnicel qusetion, places uss
the chigk function (on the wirtusl mastng room) to contact thes
OrEariinsrs,

10,00 - 10D 45 Introduction to contaxt @and objeotives
Erest antroducticn to msating approech ond obesctiven

ey nobe on MAES by Sommimaeon reoreasnbetsee
10,45 - 1145 ‘Work im stratepfy reoms

W will et up thrss brsgk-out reoma for the thirss 3irotegieae, 8.
MA2 ELEDR, ELLZALF and ELZAIR and wa inwils you o joen the

i I T PR M

In s@chi of the roome @ repressniative of the Stratedy oo wall oo @
rapragsntatnes of the fleeding” transnetiongl Drogramims W
provids @ key nots on smbeddong @nd ths shZnmant batwesn
prog@remme and stretesy cnd then = invits you 10 brainetorm,
dincuas @nad refisct with et

1145 -12.30 Luonol braak
12,30 - 1315 Findings and definition of anchor points to eontines

W willl try to digtill the meen fndenge from the dsousssons and
togsthar with cur descusasnts from the Stratsgdsss and the TH
profremmes we will try to defime & limited rumbas of anchor points
to continue our supEort to feymergs-building®.

1215 - 1330 Wrap-mp and next steps
EraaT ovaryvess an nbsract activitise redatsd o MRS
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