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Background

The South East Europe transnational cooperation programme (SEE) is in its finabfstage
implementation. All 1st call projects have finalised their activities and are soon to be followed
by 2nd call projects. Projects approved in two more calls are still in progress. Enough critical
mass has been accumulated by project outcomes and achkrgsetn allow for proper
examination and analysis. Therefore, it may be useful to investigate the specific contribution
SEE projects have made to tackle major seconomic challenges in the region. On the one
hand, programme stakeholders, e.g. Monitordgmmittee members, will have at their
disposal proof of the benefits of transnational cooperation for the target area. On the other
hand, such analysis can help programme communication and dissemination efforts by

providing readyfor-use examples of SEERievements.
Aim

This paper aims to analyse the measures undertaken by SEE projects to approach ithe socio
economic Aweaknesseso, identi fied t hrough
Programme. The intention of this paper is to be a useful tookfmodstrating the relevance

of transnational cooperation in the target area.
Methodology

The analysiSshall be regarded as a process of examining in detail, for the sake of hetter u
derstanding, projedisesponse to common challeng@fie proposed approads to cdlect
gualitative dataaboutSEE projectgdbackground and issues, challenges addresstditias
carried out, outputs producethyrough desk research of application forms, project progress
reports and project websites. The data is presentaccommunicatiofiriendly mannerthat
highlights throughwhat transnational actiorthese challengelsave beereddressed At the

end of the paper a table summasitige response of SEE projectstte programme aréa
develpmentfi w e a k n e girmedramefor completing the analysis is roughly 5 months

from April to September 2013Last (pdates were introduced in November 2013.

* http://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/analysis
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The point of reference for cataloguing project outcomes is the SWOT analysis, summarising
the socieeconomic potential and chafiges of the target area, which can be found in SEE
Operational Programme:

=~
Strengths Woaknos7/ \
— Diversified economic structure and dynamic devel- - Existencd of a imbalances within the proghamme
opment area - dstinct economic disparities as ting
- Location advantages — important crossroad be- (€.g. economic disparities along the EU
tween Northem and Western Europe and the Far ext borders, between old and new
A AR Bt statesfand candidate countries, within countries, ur-

. centre-periphery)

- Strong and thriving capital regions as carriers of e e ol ca

economic growth

- Strong polycentric system and a leading role of the
small and medium-sized citles

- High labour force potential

- Presence of universities and research institutes with  _
high levei of intemnationalisation and broad supply of vic:

and missing R&D concepts and/or imple

{esp In some candidate countries)

K accessibility and poor quality of basic ser.
(transport, information, telecommunicationy in

education facilities general and especially In the candidate countnief,
— R&D infrastructure well developed in the central bujalso in rural/peripheral regions
regions - Lags i quality and quantity of high developed wfira-

— Existing strategy by definition of TEN and Pan- stnfcture (rail, road, water ways, air transpor.
Eufopean Comdors compmunication) and insufficient maintenance ofjex-
— Access to the sea, Important high-capacity ports g transpoft nfrastruchure

- Quality
— RIVERS Sl for freioht tation, the Da- ,) t;fn:alurd assel;m(e'g‘ozaler, soll, air, b
nube, as an important international inland waterway i rcsnli
— Broad biod ty and abundance of natural re- - :zw effg exploitation of renewable energy ind of
sources of high environmental value ey

- In ate management and lack of
- Presence of a great varety of valuable cultural idorsoct Tt ol et and Gl assets

hentage
- Insumcidnt co-ordination in the protection JGainst
and the vention of natural disasters
- Institution Ruilding process 1s lagging bejlind (candi-
date and countries)
- Very slow of Pan-
European C ancial means
Opportunities Threats
- Better access to (urban) services and information - Depopulation process and loss of the economic
through “technological progress and European Inte- base and worsening social disparities and isolation
gration of peripheral regions
- Mobility of the labour force through EU Membership - Existence of a lot of border regions with historical
and approximation burdens
- Dynamic FDI activities - Decline and aging of population with pressure on
- Intensive trade relations among neighbouring coun- labour markets, social and health services
tnes and regions - Increasing sub-urbanisation process cause increas-
_ Sustainable tourism ing commuting activities with negative environ-
R&D infrastruct d (transnational, regional A D
- infrastructure an: Snal i
Know-how transfer ) - Social segregation due to economic problems, mi-

ion, missing or low integration of ethnic minori-
- Intemationalisation process of the economy, the gésm -

education and research system

- Qualified human resources as basis for promoting
enlrepreneurial skills - Low adaptability of the labour force to the new re-

~ quirements of prospective empioyers
- Construction and upgrading of Pan-European Corri- N ¢ A g
aars (in accordance with TEN networks) - Discrepancies in income level and distribution —
strong Increase of economic and income differences
- The development of inter-modal transport and 10giS-  among the regions, population
gf’s‘u@. mugﬁwg? 'mthep emgm"” important pOSIoN _ & ~in drain - migration of skilled labour forceAwell
E tally friendly transport syst iy, Ay e
— Environmen systems an g
potential of inland waterways (e.g. Danube) for sus- — High densily and increasing traffic flows (urban
tainable international transport areas, transnational routes...)
i Sxiliea soureesToraming renewabl - High environmental burdens caused by increasing
sources and applying environmental fiendly tech- traffic

- Delayed integration in the common market

nologies - Very slow construction and upgrading of Pan-

— Coordination of intemational/nationatiregional inter-  EUrOpean Corridors due to lacking financial means
ests - Lack of co-operation between decision makers

- Capadity bullding and strong institutions — Diverging and conflicting International/national and

regional interests
- Technological nsks and risks of natural hazards




Why this point of reference? The so@oonomic SWOT analysis was the beginning of gver

thing. It outlined the possible aresi mpr ovement (fiweaknesrgaeso) t
tion among countries in this part of Europe in ordemeetdevelgpment needs. So there is a
direct relation between (Th & greatvertentkkenderdifed s 0 an
Aweaknesseso influenced t he f dvenhelsgedficmn of t
jectives, and the programme areas of intervention. By tracinggpense oSEEprojects to

the Aiweaknesseso identified through thde SWO

response takes

However, one should bear in mindatht wasthe EU Regulation No. 1080/2006 on the &ur
peanRegionalDevelopment FUNGERDF) that finally tipped the balance for definiting key

areas of cooperation for all transnational cooperation programmes in the perie8@&7

This means that ceini w e a k n &resasideessed through the defineidpties and areas of
intervention in a straightforward manner, e.g. the physical construction and upgrading of Pan
European Corridors or counterbalancing the economic disparities as sepasatiagteStill

SEE projectendeavouto tackle these issues albeit indirectly or horizontally and with the
limitations imposed by thepecificactions ERDF can support in the framework of transn

tional coopestion.

Thereforethe approach towards selection mbjects to be presented in this paper has to
necessarily reflect these complexities. The analysis puts emphasis on compfetadl) (1
projects thatdirectly address the SWQdlefined i we a k n.eGngomg Projects with
sufficient maturity of outputs {2 call projects drawing to an end) have also been considered.
Projects with indirect contributioe.g. specific project action) meeting socieconomic
challenges are briefljnentiored. This analysis can be considered as work in progress, that is,

it has the potential to gradually encompass ajjgquts.

2 SEE Operational Programme, section 3.2 Challenges for the cooperation area
3 http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L :2006:210:0001:0001:EN:PDF
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The SEE area exhibits a range of disparities in terms of economic performance and level of
preparedness of innovation strategies. Most of the countries in the area, i.e. new member
states and candidateuntries, experience high economymdmics and deep transformational
processes of economic structures. Key factors for staying competitive for many of them are
low wages and taxes in combination with availability of qualified labour force. However, in
the long run such factors will not prove sustainalri@ers of competitiveness The region
needsproductivity growth . What drives productivity in many casesimsovation, better
institutional and business environment, improved managerial practices, and aess to

ICT*. In addition, in the specific case of European Union countries, entrepreneurship and
small and mdium-sized enterprisesSSMES) are increasingly recognised as the main drivers

of the EU's economic performance and as engines of innovation

To make sure we are not sailing in uncharted waters, however, it is necestsdey stock of

what already exists how effective it is, what the need for impenvent is.

(EE)Es The SEE IFA Network studied theeeds and
11] “r: ((—“' gaps regarding innovation finance for micre
wimll S network

kD and small and mediumsize enterprises

(MSMEsSs) in fourteenSEE area countries: Italy,
Austria, Slovakia, Hungary, Slovenia, Romania, Bulgaria, Greece, Croatia, Serbia, &onten
gro, Bosnia & Herzegovina, the Former Yugoslav Ripuof Macedonia, and Albanidn

this way the project is able to gie® overview ofgapsin terms of innovatioand technology

developmensupport tools

The analysis is complemented byamples of successful business support programmes

and finance instrumentsat workin Southeast Europe. Partners describe schemes to support

business in industrial research activities, experimental product/services developmemt, and o

ganisatiomal innovation.

“ http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/newsroom/cf/_getdocument.cfm?doc_id=4058

® http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/newsroom/cf/_getdocument.cfm?doc_id=4058



http://www.see-ifa.eu/_uploaded/_editor/file/Synthesis%20Report%20of%20Country%20Studies_final.pdf?&wtok=6d0ea9fde5d13d53db37c7d473b5baf5&wchk=798a32f8b4149a3968989bdeaa8186dc
http://www.see-ifa.eu/_uploaded/_editor/WP4%20OUTPUT%20%28INSTRUMENTS%29.pdf?&wtok=6d0ea9fde5d13d53db37c7d473b5baf5&wchk=798a32f8b4149a3968989bdeaa8186dc
http://www.see-ifa.eu/_uploaded/_editor/WP4%20OUTPUT%20%28INSTRUMENTS%29.pdf?&wtok=6d0ea9fde5d13d53db37c7d473b5baf5&wchk=798a32f8b4149a3968989bdeaa8186dc
http://www.see-ifa.eu/_uploaded/_editor/WP4%20OUTPUT%20%28INSTRUMENTS%29.pdf?&wtok=6d0ea9fde5d13d53db37c7d473b5baf5&wchk=798a32f8b4149a3968989bdeaa8186dc
http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/newsroom/cf/_getdocument.cfm?doc_id=4058
http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/newsroom/cf/_getdocument.cfm?doc_id=4058

SEE IFA Networkplaced special focus on tle&change of experiencbetween old, new EU
Member States, and candidate countriesn particular project partners fronsreece, Si-
venia, HungaryRomania, Bulgaria, Croatigerbia and the FormeYugoslav Republic of
Macedoniaused the above mentioned analysis and pool of good practices to dpxelop

feasibility studies of selected support schemes

. Hungary
Slovenia Innovation Support
Metadistretti Program
Varazdin County Romania
Metadistretti
New Instrument
Vojvodina Bulgaria
Seed Fund Seed Fund
FYROM Western Greece
. ’/ ’ = — .
Innovation Support — —--- Innovation Support
Program Program

Instruments selected for feasibility studies per cou8BE IFA Network Report

To support them improking the possibility and conditions for setting up Innovation and F
narce Agenciesor innovation support programmes, SEE IFA Network organised several
study visits andinternships (for IPA countries only). In this way less experienced partners
couldlearn first-hand about concrete good practicegspplied in more experiencedrpzer

countries.

Furthermorerain -the-trainer sessionswere held for the staff of partner institutions from
new member states and IPA countries. In this &@gtaff membersincreased their capa-

ity in deliveringinnovation support services for MSMEs.

SEE IFA Network had more strategic ambitions, as well. Project partners sought to enhance
the operating environment for MSMESs in Southeast Europe by settingropsborder pat-

ent and licence fund i.e. SEE.IP fund. Partners first collected informationnational reg-

lations concerning intellectual property rights, technology transfer and patent Rartiser
stakeholdersi ministries, patent offices, chambers of commerce, universities, development

agencies, technologgstitutes as well as venture dab companieswereinterviewed about



their service demand and were consulted on the prerequisites for establishingledess
patent financial instment. With the assistance of external experts the preliminary analysis
and stakeholder input was irporated into a fulfeasibility study. The study looks at diffe

ent business models from around the world, matching the demand from stakeholdeks and ta
ing into account the legal frameworks in SEE region countries. Then a concept for a SEE.IP

fund is proposed and its elements described in detail.

m = 5000 Invention entries Acquisition &
Preselecting

~300 patent applications
{— Stage Guse ¥ Crastion
g ~25-40 projects
<: Stage-Gate Development
g = Stage Gate Implementation

Fig. 17: Stage Gate Model of the SEEIP Fund

[ Inventions

( Technology requests

chi alisation

.\, \/
Technology Transfer Platform

Source SEE IFANetwork

Recommendations for future actionsregarding the SEE.IP fund are outlined in a separate

document.

Business support structurescome in a vaety of administrative and organisatiorsatups,
e.g. business parks, business innovation centres, regional development agencies, business i
cubators. What is important is that they answer the specific needs of the area and have the

understanding and support of all relevant stakeholders.


http://www.see-ifa.eu/_uploaded/_editor/file/SEE_IP_Fund_Feasibility_Study.pdf
http://www.see-ifa.eu/_uploaded/_editor/Recommendations%20Cross-border%20Patent%20Fund.pdf?&wtok=6ca96a9da84a9e5af88e34068b0c523f&wchk=d800a561b2e9b39ed742a9725563fc8a

B FIDIBE project partners, representing

&
;O Hungary, Italy, Slovakia, Slovenia,oR
F l Dl BE mania, Greece, and Croatiaxchanged
practices and knowhow on setting up
and managindpusiness mnovation parks. They believe that business innovation parks can
offer effective solutons to SMEs struggling to remain copetitive, for instancdollowing

thestartup phase.

Partners began their cooperation by comparing experiences. They developed studies of the
innovation potential of each partner region and by proposing measuresrtove identified
battlenecks. The work on th&tudieswent in parallelwith the collection ofgood practices

for business innovation structuresexistent in partner countries. This process involved also
local stakeholders. The outcomes of the innovationnpalestudies and the good practice

selection are published in two sets of documents available @ndjeet website

In order tohelp both decisionmakers and practitioners make an informed chog, FIDIBE
partners pooled together their kndvow to developa Manual for Business Innovation
Parks. This Manual gives advice for each stage of a bssipark lifecycle: making am-

formed decision of starting such an initiative (based on local ®mtoomic data, available

funding, and selection of ideal location); developing the service portfolio, marketing-and f
nancial planning; aspects to be coesatl in the operational phase like governancea-infr
structure, and incubatiom addition, good practices from partner regions serve as examples

and give credibility to the manual. Partner language versions of the Manual are also available

upon request.

Bazed on the
decizion direct
preparatory &
launching
steps are
taken {concept
miight be also
adapted)

Setting
frameworks Running the
IBP
(developing

the operation)

Il. Decision
IV. Operation

ldea arise,

Preparation
for decision
making

SpONSors
approached

lll. Implementation

Lifecycle of a Business Innovation Park (without final stage: closure).
Source: FIDIBE Manual


http://www.fidibe.com/outputsandresults
http://www.fidibe.com/news/fidibe-manual-innovative-business-parks-available-download
http://www.fidibe.com/news/fidibe-manual-innovative-business-parks-available-download
http://www.fidibe.com/news/fidibe-manual-innovative-business-parks-available-download

A specialjoint trai ning on the content of the Manual was organised for project partner staff
combined with astudy visit to VEGAPARK in Venice (IT). The training prepared partners
for disseminating FIDIBE knovhow to local stakeholders, e.g. local andioeal public a-
ministrations, business support structures, managing authorities of mainstream dund pr

grammes.

At the same time the partnership commissiofeedibility studiesfor theextension of exis

ing or setting up of brandnew innovative businesgarks, according to indixdual partner
needs. This process was accompanied by permatak&tholder consultation processDed-
sion-makers were consulted on the possibility to found such a park and its operational
framework.Small and mediumsize enterprises from partner areas were interviewed as to
what services they might need for improving their innovation capacity and, so could be i
cluded in the portfolio of a park. Each project partner benefited from this activity and some
even reported early successrges. For instance, the Croatian partner managed to geaits fe
sibility study shortlisted for EU funding. The Slovakian study on setting up a creativity and
future visions centre has been incorporated into the Trnava University Science and-Techno

ogy Pak framework, as well as into the Regional Innovation Strategy.



Regional Development Agencie@RDA) can also lend a helping hand and ainnovation

intermediaries.

q W SR ke The Asviloc Plus project partners, repr
REGIONAL & LOCAL ECONOMIES i A
LO C P LU S senting 13 development agencies and-ce

tresfrom Austria, Italy, Hungary, Slovenia,

Romania, Bulgaria, Greece and @tra, have a proof of this.

Through transnational meetings and study visits, #gyoredconcrete examples of how
RDA can motivate SMEs to innovate and bring them closer to reseah and develp-

ment results. Theoutcome ighis good practice cataloque

The catalogue comprises practices from the fieldaravation governarce use of inforna-
tion and communication technologid€T), clusters and cooperative networkagccess to
finance, as well asSME-training and awareness raising measures. The niddneasees of

this collection are RDAs.

To disseminate the knowledge ga#itbrat transnational level, each partner organiseeé-a R
gional Laboratorybringing together different innovation actors, such as businesse®-r
gional development agencieand research centres. In the framework of th&sgional
Laboratories specialcapacity building workshops for public administration anttainings

for busnesses were organised.

Regional Laboratories were the main enginesooél pilot actions organised in the frag:

work of AsviLoc Plus project. For instance, the Italian regions of MaadideRovigo dected

local SMEs to test an innovativ@ustomer Relation Management tool Marche region also
introducedthdiagent f or ¢ han g serveqwhichdsawtlee lifoysenteain t 0
ing of professionals who look after thengpetitiveness of aampany. The efforts of riuli
Venezia Giulia Regiowere directed into supporting tleeeation of a clusterandpromoting
public-private partnerships in innovation in the health sector. Similar actions were unde
taken by the Eastern Macedonia and Thragens (EL), who focused on industrial infortha

ics, whereas North East Region (RO) sought to support the development of their Transylvania

Furniture Cluster.

10


http://www.asvilocplus.eu/images/stories/20120620_AsviLoc_Good_Practice_Catalogue_Final.pdf

Austria Wirtschaftsserviceworked

on a competence map for the
mechatronics cluster in Lower Au \
tria. Thanks to this npping new

potential applications were detecte |
and local SMEs started working o
collaborative R&D pojects. Varna !
Economic Development Agenc

(BG) organised foucapacity build-

ing seminarsfor local SMEs on if Testing of new training programmes in North East Regior
. . . (RO)
nancing innovation and eated a Photo credit: AsviLoc Plus project

web-platform as a memg point for public and private actors participating in the innovation
process (e.g. companies, research facilities, localgseérnment).Thematic seminars,
workshops and specialisedtraining programmes were carried out ab in the Greek &
gions of Eastern, Central Medonia and Thrace, the Romanian North East Region, as well as
in South Transdanubian Region of Hungary. In addition, Greek Humtarian partners
hosted events for local stakeholdersl&fine guidelines and ation plans for promoting pi-

vatepublic partnerships arfdstering participation in R&D .

11



AStrengthening knowledge exchange a@terda-tr ans/f
tionalising their knowledge networkffers SMEs new opportunities to inrovated . hisTs
one of the conclusions of a PRO INNO EUROPE consultaiiopublic support for inn@a+

tion carried out on behalf dfie European Commissidn

In this vein, he aim of ADC project partners

.‘ *ﬂ AD‘ to establish sectoral cluster networksn the

o ) Adriatic-Danubian compound, which cauay
Adriatic-Danubian Clustering

the role of effective transnational value

chains The point of departure was that when businesses work integrated production
system, they would b&ore competitiveandattractive for foreign direct investment

ADC partnes analysed the economic sectors that had potential for such transnationat cluste
ing in the target geographic area. The results pointed towards fodugtion areasagro-
food, logistics, mechatronics and modern housingADC projectfimappe@ the cacenta-

tion of companies that could be involved in traatemal cluster activities like this:

A ADC = M ADC o1

AGRD SO0 CLUATER NETWORES PARTNERY MM I RN O LT TT R B TR PAR T e

® Making public support for innovation in the EU more effective, Lessons learned from a public consultation for action at Community level, EC Staff Working Document,
SEC(2009)1197 of 09.09.2009

12



M ADC 0] M ADC O]

A CMATRONSCR C1UATER WETWORE PARTRESY VOBMPEE CLURTER N TR A il

J r

P ~7‘

To prepare the institutional and business environrfarthe planned Adriati®anubian cls-
tering as well as ta@reate transnational links between compamisfrom partner regions, the
ADC consortium adopted a mixture of a bottam and a toglown approachAt project
level four sectoral working groups were set up andt partner level further regional focus
groups were formedengagingSMES, universities, reaech centres, cluster managers,mha
bers of commerce, financial institons, and public authoritieé\t joint transnational events
project partnergliscussed and demonstratedthrough study visitsluster governance
models, good practices and case studieAt local partner levestakeholder activitiesin-
cludedraising awarenessabout the opportunities created by transnational clusters;amAd

sultation on SME needs and expectations.

As a result of the stakeholden-e

gagement procesdour transna-

tional cluster partnership agree-

ments were signedand the ADC
territorial marketing strategy was
agreed upon. The strategy will be
implemented with the support of
help desksset up in partner cou

tries.

in Maribor (SI), 2010
Photo credit: ADC project
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http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=A.D.C&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1&x=24&y=5
http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=A.D.C&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1&x=24&y=5
http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=A.D.C&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1&x=24&y=5

It is generally agreed that knowledge transfer betwR&D institutionsand industry is of
utmost impatance for boosting competitiveness, as well as for increasing the effectiveness of
public researchAlthough finumerous initiativegsre being taken aiming at promoting cobtiab
ration between research institutions andithessesg acrossthe EU, these remaimostly at

national leveFiand fail toaddress the transnational dimension of knowledge transféf.

Establishing links between research bodies and ente

’ prisesto enablegechnologicatransfer andimprove inno-

vation capecity in the agro-food sectoris man aim of

'O the TECH.FOOD projectProject partnespecific interest
f d lies within the field of bio prodtion and traditional food,
OO packaging, functional foods, logistics, ICT andanative

marketing solutions, magag subproducts and energy production, tosafety.

They studied thestate of playof the agrefood sector in partner countries, i.e. Italy, Austria,
Romania, Hungary, Greece, Croatia and Serbia with regaoyation capacity andpartici-
pation. Besides desk research they also organisggingeyto checkinnovation needsand
potential of local enterprisesfrom the sector.

To facilitate the contact with local stakeholders, i.e. enterprises, researchers, relevant public
institutions, each partner developkxtal nodes for technology transferand local focus
groups. Local nodes organisdtle engagement process through meetings, trainings and tec
nical seminars tackling a wide range of specific topics, e.g. ICT forfagdbmarketing, new
technologies for food monitoring and food packaging, innovation in-herseest technok

gies. On the e hand, local nodes disseminated knowledge from the transnational level to
local stakeholders. On the other hand, they were stakeloidsmsengetsbefore the transa

tional focus groups.

" http://ec.europa.eufinvest-in-research/pdf/download _en/knowledge_transfe_07.pdf

14


http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=TECH.FOOD&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1&x=13&y=5
http://ec.europa.eu/invest-in-research/pdf/download_en/knowledge_transfe_07.pdf

Having analysed regional needs, partners seléotddlfor fostering innovation in the agro-
food sectorand promoted them in the form ah Innovation Toolbox. These tools can be

used forassessing enterpg e s 6 i n n o v g taisumer cenfidenicet, effeciveness of
institutionalinnovation support, etc. The Innovation Tioox was widely disseminated among
local partner stakeholders thanks to the local nodes for technology trartefause of these

toolsis facilitated througlvideo tutorials.

A still from video instruction on Fit fomnovation Selassessment Tesbdl (AT), TECH.FOOD project

Based on the transnational kntwww exchange and stakeholder input TECH.FOOD Ideve
opedguidelinesfor innovation in the agrfood sector anduggested synergies between-pr

posed actions.

The SEE Shared Innovation Synergieslocument reflects also on problems reportedisy e
terprises and researchers amdommends measures for improving the innovation env
ronment in partner regions/ countries The main addressees of this document are regional

and national policy makers.
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http://www.techfoodproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=16&Itemid=30&lang=en
http://www.techfoodproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=20&Itemid=34&lang=en
http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=TECH.FOOD&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1&x=13&y=5

Transforming research results into innovative productsrequires also some specific types

of knowledge, for instance, how to assess the technical feasibility of an inventiorip how
evaluate its market potential, or how to apply for a patent or sign a license agreement with a
company.

This issue is addressed by the partnership of

InterValue reve ros: oo ve wosar

Inter-reglonal cooperation for valorisation of R&D of partners from Greece, lItaly, Hungary, |Bu
garia, Romaia, Serbia and the Former Yaxg

slav Republic of Macedonia. Their mission is to bring research out of the academic world and
integrate it into the product market. help researchers valorise their resultsinterValue

partnershave developed aveb-basedplatform, which facilitates thanteraction between

researchers, companies and experts

oo

Vfier te oy couperstion ty cgrastion of RAD

EUROPE

Ve [ —e Sy 9T

InterValue 7 g ¥ O S omes

"
[ Oy ——

©% InterValue Platform

Collaboration for the Valorisation of R&D

The INTERVALUE Pustiorm supports the process of valonsation of reseanch results o s
oot ondy 3 meta-reposfiory of RAD resufts. but a0 a colaboraive space facitating the
e ion Deteten reseathers COmMpanes and eperts Improving ihe cotaboration and
Inowedge Shanng and SEPPONNG 2 Culhure of MNOVEToN AMONY MEM. L1 mire »

16


http://researchvalue.net/

Project partners held a seriesméetings with scientific centres, universities, innovative
entrepreneurs to collect reseach and development projectsand ideas seeking business
promotion. R&D results from various market sectiofsom textile manufacture to health and
social service$ are now awaiting their sponsors in fileR & D r e p @fghe tnerivalue
platform Projecttechnologyproviders, from univeries and other R&D institutions, caon-
tinue submiting information aboutesearch products and services. At the sametgetend-
ogy users, from both the private and public sector, carsac¢hes information and coittute

to the develpment of new products, production processes and services.

TheAd Val or i s a tfunation all®ns eesearchers and creativéwould-be) entrepre-
neurs to check the marketability of their innovative ideas Project experts give detailed
feedback to the ideas in terms of technical feasibility, intellectual property protection; pote
tial market and fundingThe valorisation methodology was developed jointly by therdnte
Value partnersMore than 300 ideashave already beemssessethanks to tke services of the
InterValue platform and more than half of them were brought to the attention of potential i
vestors. To make this happen the project organisdatdi@rage eventsto match researd-

ers and business operators

When the interaction betweeasearch and business reaches the phase of cooperatien agre
ment, it is time to consider thetellectual property rights aspectThe InteValue platform

offers general guidance through two online guidese explains the practical side of intelle

tual pioperty rights, including through case studies, whereas the other describes the process of
bringing a new product to the market. Both can be found undér th® A gr efenment s 0

tion.
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When the knowledge transfer process enters its decisive phase, i ifotinesearch bodies
and entrepreneurs to sign a collaboration agreerivkgteemeis should clearly delineate the
distribution of rights between the parties includingownership of he background knokw
edge broughto the projectand ownership and accesghtsin relation to nventions, results

and knowhow arising from thepartnership (and any associatedights)o®

The IPRforSEE partnership addresses the need for
Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) i related sup-
port services for SMEsin South East &rope. D-

gether the partners from ltaly, Austria, Romania,
Greece, Hungary and Serbia have developed five new

services to meet the needs of their regional SMEs.

The service development was preceded by camapping and analysis of existing IPR
servicesin partner countries and beyond. Service providers were interviewed, so that partners
could get better understanding of what was on offer. At the same timexpleeience of

SMEs in obtaining such services was also analysed in order to ideptifgific needs and
servicegaps The outcomes of this analytical stage are collectedstudy reportlt is on the

basis of the report recommendations that the IPRforSEE partnership set out to tlegelop

new IPR-related services for SMEs

IP for startupsis a training module thatonsuls startups on utilising basic IP protection
mechanismsrelevant to their busines$rade Fairs and IP Protectiors aservice provided
throughan onsite consultation meeting. Knowledge transfer experts from business iniermed
ary organisationgstructcompaniesiow o preventunwanted knowhow flows(e.g.copying,
counterfeiting or other IP infringemeintat trade fairsIP Prédiagnosis for Creative Indu
tries addresses the specific needs of creative industries.

Based on the ent er piR.CECedchingé& clubdefieestailor-md@l® need
coaching unitandgives access to an online networking platform for exchange of experience
including with renowned experts in IPBaining competitive advantageusing IPmakes it

possible forSMEs to participte in a theeday workshop, which cultivates skills monitar-

Bﬁlmproving knowl edge transfer between research institutions and industry across Europeo
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ing intellectual property rights in business environmiengaincompetitivaness.All services
can be requested through #akearning platform set up byhe project

9 Ipq oo Nicola Redigolo [l

Home Guide to lsarning plattorm Training modules Lagistation Glossary All Courses
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All services have beetested in reatlife environment. Project partners selected business

intermediary organisations from their regions and trained their staff in working with- the e
learning platform and material. Then these organisatwogided the five IPRforSEEse-

vices for free to 372 SMEs. The tests were jointly planned, monitored and evaluated.
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Knowledge transfer can be anticipated and planned in line with future cooperation priorities.
This approach gbrogramming the future based a the evidence of the strengths and capac
ties existent in South East Europe buitdgical mass for innovation andcounteracts pcs-
sibleinnovation fiwhite spots.

I3E project promotesnnovation in the indus-

PR - trial informatics and embedded systems se
Nl s |
tors by making sure thatesearch efforts are
: ‘«AA‘, . aligned at transnational level between Greece,

Austria, Bulgaria, Romania, Slovenia, Italy,rSe

WWW.i3e.eu bia and Ukraine.

Already before the formal start of the project, partners start@dotoe the state of playof

the taget research field in their countries. As soon as the project was launched, the partne
ship agreed on a methodology fwllecting good practicesn transforming research results
into innovation and each partner contributed to jiigt knowledge exploraion process In
parallel, during transnational meetings and workshops a first draft of a common Strategic R
search Agenda was elaborated. This draft dvesussedn detail atl7 localconsensus bud-

ing activities where partners gathered local, regioaatl nationapolicy makers, industry
representativesand academiaand research actors.Finally, the combination of tranan

tional and local networking made it possible to agne@Strategic Research Agendacom-

mon for the whole of Southeast EuropeThe Agendadefinesspecific areagowardswhich
the existingpotentialcan be directed, e.g. nomadic environments, public infrastructure, pr
vate spaces, and industrial systems. At timesime it outlineemerging application areas
such as flexible maffiacturing and green technologidsalsoses future research priorities

for Southeast Europe in the field of industrial informatics and embedded systems sectors.

In order b assist paner countries in implementing the Strategic Research Agepegific

National Profileswere preparedThese take into cordgrationavailable critical massin

each country and treomplemertarities that could becreated at transnational level
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Capacity building inWiener Neustadt (AT), May 2012
Photo credit: I3E project

To ensure thapolicy makers, industry and researchers have the laune to put the agenda

into practice, project partners organiseccapecity building activities.

In total, 504 represedtives of the research field, public authorities and businesses took part

in these activities. 178 of the participants espnted SMESs.

The capacity building wasupported thougla jointly developedi Me t Hogyd Guide on
| nnov aThis&unide explains thergress oftransforming a research result into an
innovative market product/ servicein an easy to understand manrealso gives inforra-

tion on existing innovation support programmes and structures in Southeast Europe.
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Since 2006 DG Research hasberomoting a specific method foansnational level
innovation policy review andfuture policy orientation, socalled6 f o r e. BForgsight 6
[activities] formulate and explore visions of the development of scielecbnology and
society. These visionaim to recognise promising technology amgplication areasnt
cluding the likelihood of success of the developmentelphasising the relevant inresv
tion system structures and forms ofa@perationamongst different playexs. This method

relies on the articipatory approach to debate on the future and shape future policies.

This is the approach at the heart of the

F V RS E E FORSEE project, which brings together

: ; : partners from 8 Southeastern European
Regional ICT Foresight exercise for SEE countries o _ _
countries, i.e. Greece, Austria, Slovenia,
Hungary, Rorania, Bulgaria, Sebia and Montenegro. All partnership members agree that
there isneed for reform in the policy for information and communication technologies
(ICT), if Souheast Europe is to achieve sustainable growth in the framework of rapidly
globalising ecaomy. Specific topics of interest amdigital content, e Government, and

e-Health.

First, project partnerassessed tHET innovation systemsin each partner regm country

in terms of policies in place, human resources, knowledge flow, key actors and iofrastru
ture, innovation and businessveonment The syntlesised assessment report points out
that weak collaboration culture of policy-makers, science and indos affects the

cy of innovation framework contons. This is where FORSHtaitners step in.

An important part of the pject startup phase has been thstablishing of staleholder
networks in each partner region/ country including potitykers aademia and industry
representatives. At the same time the project setRgliay Steeing Committee in view

of the ultimate project goal. To harmonise their approach and ensure guidance in the local

participatory process, partners have developethaforesight methodology.

? http://ec.europa.eu/research/social-sciences/pdf/ntw-using-report_en.pdf
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In the past two year®llow-

ing this common methodlo Step 1
ogy project partners have = == RO e
initiated a wideconsultation v
processon regional and ar = °“"J’N l S
tional level (the project will QS ST hnel
be finalised by the end o Aesewa 1 Ae-Crontad quesions
2013. Project partner stak —_— '
holders have been engage = = i
through open consuation Futires por Thame
events, minbrainstorming
workshops, and collaborative Siep 4 ;
12081 Fnvourwtie . Mast Favourable Future por Theme
meetings. This gives thepo SR—
portunity to build critical |
mass by establishing links = ‘. |
between education instit o
tions, lesearch centres an Excerpt from FORSEE joint foresight methodylo

the business, i.eso called

knowledge triangle Stakeholderdiave catributed to pinpointing regional and national
competitive advantages and possible camgintarities with other SEE countridsterma-
tional experts support the discussions byielgatheir experience as well as good practice
cases that could inspire future action. Through these opesultationspartner sta&-
holders have the opportunity to take part in t@ew of current policy initiatives and
help decide on the future orientationof ICT innovation in the egion. Stakeholder input

will be collected in a synthesis report.

At present FORSEE partners have reached step 4 of the joint foresight exercisg as illu
trated by the image on thpage The first transnational Futures Workshomp the topic of
digital contentwas held in Sofia (BG) in March 2013. Further workshops en e
Government and-klealth will follow. At the end of the project, the partnership \aék

velop policy recommendatiorisr the future of the ICT setor in Southeast Euroge align
capacities between countriesd. help plan human resources, investment in a compleme
tary way). To ensure support for implementation of these recommendations, partners will

study the feasibity of setting upRegional Foresight Catres.
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fAs policy makers struggle to improve the performancéeir innovation systems, and in
particular to help firms in their countries become more intiewand more able to draw
uponscience and technology ihg enhancement of their competitiveness, massurprs-
ing that there is atrong desire to know what worksid how to make it work better [.1t]
this environmentthe expectations placed upon thaluation of innovation and techné

ogy policiesare ligh.6"

Fostering Evaluation Competencies EVAL-INNO consortium tackles the issue

of insufficient RTDI evaluation capacities
EVAL- I N NO in SEE area. That is why the partners from
in Research, Technology and Austria, Greece, Bulgaria, Hungary, kto
Innovation in the SEE Region tenegro and Serbia focus oocapacity

building and institutional support.

They pronote the role ofRTDI evaluation asa crucial condition for aeflexive learning
innovation systemand providewith relevant knowhow decisioamakers, innovation po

icy deliveryinstitutions and (potatial) RTDI evaluators

Their work began with formulein of
RTDI Evaluation Standards. These sta

TECHNIQUES

dards refer to the functions of an ewwlu

Foressgh Oeiveditn Gmemusbukin  embendeime HION €Xercise, possibléevels of evala-
techaoiogy wenan: v reduce uncertainty undes Jox RYD breakthroughs
asesunent difterent scenanios

s gy tion, as well as commoavaluation crite-
o d prvate domain .
Artculaton and mad w0 rla )
png of new technology
development
o Wl i, gttt A separate chapter deals witkffective

peofe & cost
estimates nierventon Some degree of judge-

et e et planning of evaluation including take up

the effioescy of an imer- depends largely on a3~
vention sumphom made

DASRA Y e of evalwtion results. The guidebook also
gives advice on procuring the evaluation
process (e.g. what to include in the Terms

of reference). Finally, there are recommations for developing agvaluation road map.

®ipolicy Evaluation in Innovation and Technology: Towards Best Practicesodo, OECD Report,
http://www.oecd.org/science/inno/policyevaluationininnovationandtechnologytowardsbestpractices.htm
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Excerpt fromEVALINNO RTDI Evaluation Sta

dards

EVAL-INNO partners have organised
transnationatrainings for innovation pol-
icy/ programme operatorsand for poten-
tial innovation policy/programmevalua-

tors, attended by 46 people

Before the enaf the project in 2014, -
jed partners will also develouidelines
for Innovation Programme Evaluation
completed with useful checklists. Here
feedback from the local trainings will be
constdered. These Guidelines will be used
in evaluating 3 concrete RTDI pn@nmes

from project partneregions.

In addition, EVAL-INNO plans to putd-

gether a Manual for Benchmarking,

whose purpose is to allow for measuring and compdhagoerformance of intermediary

innovation orgaisations (e.g. regional innovation agengies
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Richness of biodiversity and natural resources in South East Europe is still strelegth
according to the analysis in the Operational Programme. However, where rapitcand

trolled industrialisation took place, th&eonsequencesre visible in tle presence of e
taminated areas, threatened water reserves, deforestation and soil erosion. Adding to these
the growingeffects of climate changde.g.droughts, floodslandslides) the current good
quality of natural assetsappears to be under constanteat of deterioration. Furthe-

more, theincreasing demand in energyprovision means that an environmentally
conscious economigevelopments only possible through a wider use of renewable energy

sources and depfment of energy efficiency measures

Environmentalissues cannot be treated in an isolated marieprudentuse of natural
resources and the protection thie global ecesystem together with economic prosperity
and a balanced social development are a conditiosustainable developmedit: There-
fore, anintegrated approach should be considered to allow feconomically efficient

environment preservation measuresas wellasfoo gr eeni ngdé of the econc

NATREG project partners are convinced that

( . N /S\T RE( | natural assets angrotected areas can be

drivers of sustainable regional develpment.

Partners exchanged experiencensanaging protected areasn Slovenia, Austria, Italy,
Croatia and Serbia on the occasion of joint seminars, workshops and study visitsain prep
ration for these meetings partsarollected data on the management of protected areas in
their region or country together with a list of problems fadéds process was pported
actively bylocal stakeholders, e.g. farmers, farmer associations, landowners, mimicipal
ties, tourist orgasations. During the transnational project meetings partners discussed

common problemsand thedegree of success different solutions applied.

1 sixth Community Environment Action Programme, Decision No.1600/2002/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council
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By pooling and benchmarking their experiences project partners were able to design a
commonmodel for a protected area management planit describes the steps, which
partners believeompulsoryfor an efficient (also in economic terms) plan, égilding a
common vision, taking stock of existing framework (institutions involved, natural assets,
sociaeconomicsituation, evaluation of past preservation actions), defimmueimentation

steps incl. finances, implementation monitoring, esiédn and review.

Workshop for developing Joint Strategy for Integrated Management of Protectasl, Ar
April 2010, Venice (IT)
Photo credit: NATREG project

The model is part of NATRE® Joint Strategy for Integrated Management of Po-
tected Areas in he Souheastern European Regionwhich consists of arintroductory
Handbookandfour sets of guidelines While the Introductory Hndbook gives the ovall

strategy framework, the guideline papers address crucial moments in the strategy impl
mentation, i.e. designing@otected area business planevaluating theeconomicvalue

of natural assets engagingstakeholders, as well as craing ecological corridors be-

tween protected areas including when these are located between two regions in the same

country or along the border of two or more countries.
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The work on the strategy required studying management practices from arouné.Europ
Some of these wengsitedand studiedirst-hand by the partnership. Some were identified
through the meetings with local stakeholders. The full list of more than 65 practices has

been fed into apnline good practicerepository.

Before testing the newly elaborated strategy, project partners went thrgogtt self-
assessment exercisasing integrative protected area management software. Stakeholders
from the designated pilot areas were also m&dlin this transnational activity. In the run

up to the test phase the project organised also a setiesnifigs and capacity building

eventsfor project partners, as well as for important local staldens]

Parters and Pilot Areas - Map

For detall information
move mouse cursor
over dot or region.

Venice

Bolagna
gna °

Pilot actions were carried out using agdine participatory approach. The project enabled
the development of management plan$or partner protected areas including for cross
border regions (ATSI). Ecological corridors were jointly planned and included imp-u
dated spatial plans (AT). Bringing diffent sector stakeholders to tiscussiontable
helpedharmonise biodiversity protection measurestourism activities, agriculturalca
tivities, minerals exploitation (HR, Sl). In addition, NATREG krbeow helped the gene

ation ofnew investment ideasn line with the integrated nature protection principles-pr
moted by the project (HR, SR). The results of the pilot actions as well as concrete follow

up initiatives are described in detail in fin@al project publication
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Engaging stakeholdersis of utmost importance for nature protection projects. A 2007
Eurobarometer survey showed that only 35% of EU citizens knew fihadiversity losg
actudly meant'? So it comes as no surprise that allig East Europe projects on the topic
have strong stakeholder involvement components. As illustrated by the NATREG example
above, very important in this sense is the engagemgaint small scale demonstration

projects.

% fﬁx The participatory approach is dso the

DANUBEPARKS

= # W @ L‘f key to success for DANUBEPARKS par
network of protected areas  nership, which covers Austria, Slovakia,

Hungary, Bulgariaand Romania, as well abserver cganisations frontsermany, Serbia
and Cratia.

Project partners selected five topics of joint interest on which #iegx¥changeof know-
how at transnational levelas neededRiver Morphology andRevitalisation, Floodplain
managementand Habitat Network, Conservation of Danube Flagship Specied/oni-
toring andNATURAZ2000, and Danub&lature Tourism. This exchange was magoss

ble through joint transnational events, such as workstetpgdy visits(e.g. to restoration
sites) andstaff exchangedn addition, synergies with parallel initiatives, e.g. supported by
LIFE+ programme, BirdLife International and World Wild Furvdere also eploited to the
benefit of all partners.

All along the partnership has sought
to engage local stakeholders in project
activities. Onthe-spot advice of vist

ing project partners and foreigrx-e
perts contributed teaising the inter-

est and suppat of local stakehold-
ers in nature preservation actions
e.g. removing check dams in Dura
Drava National Park (HU, SK); se

Bird rlngmg in Persma Nature Park (BG)
Photo credi: DANUBEPARKS project toring wetland and grassland areas

(HU); ringing of young whitaailed eagles, fixing observation points aatficial nests

12

http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/flash/fl 219 en.pdf
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(RO, BG; forming agreement on creb®rder conservation plans (AT/SK, HU/CRO,
HU/RS).

In addition, @rtner local stakeholders hag

the opportunity to meet andarn from [
each other duringransnational activities
organised by DANUBEPARKS. Oné
such activity waghe joint ranger trai n-
ing, which took place in 2010 in severas
locations along the Danubg Austria, |
Slovakia, Hungary and Serbia. Fourte®s

rangers from five protected areasda-

Lw=

went intensive Qjay tralnlng on nature i¢;’i :
Ranger trainingon the Danube
management, restoration activitiesand Photo credit: DANUBEPARKS»roiect

visitor infrastru cture.

Towards the end of the project rangers and tourist guides could already make use of a new
online platform which the partners of DANUBEPARKS created to promuotetected

areas andnature tourism along the Danube

This interlinkage of transnational and local exchange of knowhow proved very useful

for the collection of good and bad practi@s of Danube river restorationprojects. This

is an inspiring reding for local decisiormakers planning a revitalisation project to adjust
the river bed and banks. If such a project is initiated, a recommended hefénenceis
DANUBEPARKSS Strategy on_Conservation and Navigation It emphasesthe nerits

of reconciling the interests of inland waterway transport and protected area presea¢
tion projects. The imigmentation of the Strategy is underway in the folapv SEE
project DANUBEPARKS STEP 2.0 and includes cresstoral metngs with navigation

stakeholders.
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Thetransnationatharacter of DANUBEPARKS network proved essential foraberdi-
nated monitaring of endangered habitats and specieblatura 2000areas In this way
data collected locally respects common international standards shade and compared
among countries.

This is useful when assessing the
overall ecosgtem status of the
Danuberiver basin, when ao-
paring preservation measures and
plaming coadinated restoration
actions between countries. $p
cies in focus for
DANUBEPARKS patners were
two birds T the Littleringed

Plover and the Sand Martin as

well as two mammals the Eum-

sian beaver and the European mink. Th#comes of this joint monitoring activity have

been translated into several project outputs

Furthermore the partners prepared a special Whailed Eagle Action Rin to emphasise
the need for protection of one of only two places in Europe where this rare bird o prey
nesting, i.e. Danube wetlands in the border area Hur@argtiaSerbia. This plan has

been adopted by the Council of Europe.
The partnership actities related to the effective management of Natura 2000 and other

protected areas along the river Danube has been recognised in the Action Plan to the EU

Strategy for the Danube Region.
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One of the challenges dfatura 2000 networkis the lack of clar common management
principles for designated areas across the EU. f{tministrations responsible for the
management of Natura 2000 sites throughout the EU are confronted with similar, and in
some cases iddntl, problemé&'. For instance, who should méhister Natura 2000 sites

and how, especially in comparison to the management of national parks and eature r
serves? Establishing common masragnt criteria could become even a greater challenge

when vulnerable species inhabit a termitencompassing seval countries.

This challenge is accepted by the BeNatut-par
nership, which representBlatura 2000 sites
from Hungary, Austria, Greece, Italy, Bulgaria, and Romania, as well as one protected area

from Serbia.

The focus of BeNatur partners is speces unique for Southeast Europe wetlandgiv-

ers, lakes and coastal shores), such as the White 8terRymy Cormorant, and theue
ropeanpondturtle. Improving the situation of a species needs to be consitlagether
with the whole rebitat or group ofhabitats where the species appear. Thereforgegt
partners are workingp ensure coordated effortdor the preservation oboth thespecies

in focus and their habitats.**

There are several key conditiotieat need to be considered in this regdndparticulag
project partnersagreethat there is need fastablishingcommon understanding and rsta
dardswith regardprotected area management @amn addition they are united in their

belief thatsufficienthumancapacty must be ensuret put the phns into practice.

Partnersstarted fromcomparing management structures andpractices applied in their
respective Natura 2000 sites. sdudy visit programmehas allowed for handson expe-
rience exchange armdemonstration of local good and bad pretices It has also made it
easier to pinpoint and discuss existo@gpsin managing dtura 2000 siteshat could be

tackledwith joint efforts, e.g. gaps in legislatioarganizationaktructure, and ecological

13ﬁlntegrated management of Nat ur ana@re prdects(R00%,s, The contri bution of LIFE

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/life/publications/lifepublications/lifefocus/documents/managingnatura_Ir.pdf
 The project ends in 2014.
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assessment. Thggp analysisreport available also in partnésnguage versions, an im-

portant input for dfining the joint transnational action plans currently under preparation.

et S - |
Workshop on joint strategy, June 2012, Preveza (EL)
Photocredit BeNatur project

In parallel partners have been working onoat strateqy for better management and

implementation of Natura 2000 sitesThe strategy seeks to harmonisanagement pca

ticesand standards, as well mstitutional frameworks from country to countiyis can-

plemented bya common _monitoring tool for ecological statuscheck which is currently

being tested tloughthe project pilot actities.

Pilot interventions are being realised followinfjve jointly developed action plansfor

the conservationf habitats and species in focus. For instanogept partnerare resto

ing grassland in drkeve (HU), settig up a rehabilitation centre for injured storks in
Timikoara (RO) reintroducing Adriatic sturgeon in RerRiver in Italy. Also a transae-

tional event dedicated to the reconciliation of agricultural interests within the Natura 2000
network has been held \ithe participation of stakeholders from Austria, the Czeeh R
public, Bulgaria, Croatia and the Republic of KosoVeainings for local stakeholders
have also taken place as part of the action plans implementation, which resufteckin
than 100 people beer skilled to participate in Natura 2000 managment, as well as in

monitoring and safeguarding endangerebitiats and specian focus
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http://www.be-natur.it/downloads/Be-Natur_WP3_1-%20FINAL_Gap-Analysis.pdf
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http://www.be-natur.it/downloads/Monitoring_Tool.pdf
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Awarenessgaising activity
Photo credit: BeNatur project
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In parallel, project partners have
organised  awarenessraising
campaigns in their regions to
attract the atterdn to the impo

tance of ecosystems in Natura

- 2000 sitesMore than 300 pupils

took part took part in study tours,
visits to nature park centres,esp
cial woikshops. Specific idactic
and informative materialsvere

produced for these occasions



Following the resource efficiency principlepnservation should preferably gtéand in

hand with management of other activitiesor resources e.g. agriculture, water manag
ment, forestry, construction or engineering works. That is to saytegrated manage-

ment approach is needed, one that reconciles nature protection and regional economic
development. Elements of this approach can be found in NATREG and DANUBEPARKS

projects, previouslyebscribed.

The partners of the Green Mountain project,

though, have embcad this approach in its
m totality. They are in search ofsastainable
. GREEN MOUNTAIN devdopment model for exploiting the
HHTAE R A mR s economicvalue of natural assets without
affecting their quality. The model should also be specificatlgsigned for mountain

areas like the terribries represented by the partners from Italy, Austria, HungaryaBulg

ria, Romania, Greece, Slovakia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Mgrden

Partners analysed current apprazsto development in their regions during exchange and
thematic working group metings. They also looked into existing Europgand practices
and initiatives irdeveloping sustainable economic activities

In this respecttransnational
study visits have been most
appreciated by project par
ners. Together they explored
exampls of local product
branding, sustainable tourism,
restoetion actions within m-

frastructural interventions,

Homemade cheese as an example of a sustainable loodupt, ~ Stakeholderawarenessaising,
study visit to Gumpenstein (AT), February 2013

Photo credit: Green Mountain project envircamental education and

training.

35



The visits have been an opportunity to bring along local deemigkers from partnerer
gions and bring them closer to Green Mt@inG ideas. Finallyl2 practiceshave been
consideredrelevant and feasible for transferto individual partners andescribed in

greater detail im good practiceeport

However, these practices cannot stand alone. They need to be incorporated/émadin o
vision for the sustainable development of a given area. Therefore, Green Mountain par

ners developed @@mmon sistainable development and management modsdt is based

on the shared needs and understanding of project partners but gives enough spiace for ta

loring to territoryspecific conditions

Local traditions

Figure 1: Pillars of sustainable mountain development and the background of cultural identity

Excerpt from Green Mountain Common Sustainable Development and Managerdeht

For those who need a bit more detailed instruction Green Moutdarioped a specific
toolbox, which explains how to prepare the ground for a sustainable development plan
(stakeholder particgiion), what factors to analyse during filanning phase, what steps to
undertake during and after the plmnmplementation. This toolbox is the main aid for

partners in developing thamdividual management plans which are expected to lh@a-
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http://www.greenmountain-see.eu/wp-content/uploads/2012/01/EUROPEAN-GOOD-PRACTICE-DEF-PER-SITO.pdf
http://www.greenmountain-see.eu/wp-content/uploads/2012/01/The-Common-Sustainable-Development-and-Management-Model6.pdf
http://www.greenmountain-see.eu/wp-content/uploads/2012/01/ToolBox.pdf

lised by the end of 2013At the same time,@ne ofthe activities, included in these plans,
are being testeas pilot actions. For instance Domogled ValeaCernei National Park
(RO), the Slovak Environmental Agency, and Sélktéaler Nature Park (AT) organised sem
nars for local economic actots inspire then with @reerd businessdeas.Partners held
training sessiolwn how tostart@a greerbusines8or reorientcurrent entrepreneurial activ

ties in Smolyan (BG) and Grofsolk (AT).

In addition, project partners are reaching to local decisiwakers, econoraiplayers and

the general public through a broad information campaign. The public and private sector
have #&ready been consulted on thpecificpartner management plans. M@eareness

raising activities are planned before the end of the year such asnateon days, seminars

and mainstreaming workshopshe mainstreaming workshops aim at presenting Green
Mountairts sustainable development model as well as individual partner management

plans and encougiang the takeup of the modeht national level.
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The integrated management approach can be applied to the overall development strategy of

a given region oby targeting only the economic system of this region.

caviPPeq P, Raising the awareness of public administration and the
o 0 . . .
ar . % eanomic sector about thepact of production areas on
~
5 environment is the mission of SEPA partners. The-R
= manianled partnership comprised representatives esf r
o gional (business) development organisations from Greece,

Italy, Hungary, Sbvenia, Bulgaria and Serbia. Many local

SEFA and regional pubti authorties from the partner regions

were involved as obseazrs.

The objective of the partnership wasdevelop a model for a sustainable and ecolbg
cally-equipped production area(i.e. SEPA) that would rely on edaendly enterprises

and poduction pactices. Such experience exists in different parts of the world, although

before SEPA it was not adapted to the characteristics of Southeast Europe. So partners co

lected data on examples @fological industrial zonedncluding zones organised as eeg

neration of browfields. They studied the legal conditions for setting up such an entity in

partner couatries and debated on the possible management structures. At the same time
partners explored ow a producti on zone c awintfodecingiec ol ogi
measures for energy saving and efficiency, adopting specific practices for wasteemanag

ment and recycling, orgesing more efficient transport services, and taking habitats and

landscape into consideration in creatingasfructure.

All discussionat transnational level were continued and enriched at local level through the
stakeholder networks, which each partner created. These networks were useltlifoy
consensu®n the SEPA concept and preparing the ground for ilogaent. For instance,
stakeholders were invited to project trainings on the SEPA methodolbgy. werealso

engaged in selecting test sites for the concept on partner territories
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This is the transformation of a contaminated brownfield site into Lavrian Technological and Cultural
in Attica (EL). Another transformation is under way to turrstRark into a sustainable and ecologically
equipped poduction area using SEPA methodology.
Photo credit: SEPA project

Pilots made it possible tstudy the feasbility forthes el ect ed si tesd t

transformation. Sucbktudieswere prepared for ggiano industrial area in BasilicateR

gion (IT), Amaro area in Friuli Venezia Guilia Region (IT),g8ea Incubator (Sl), Varna
West Industrial Zone (BG), B&i Jarak (RS), Lavrian Technological and Cultural Park in
Attica Region (EL), Central TransdanulfidU), as well as for the indtrgal area of Baia
Mare (RO).

To attract enterprises and potential investors fordlaéisation of the study recommeiad
tions, partners organised busings$usiness meetings and disseminated special bid books

advertsing their wouldbe SEPA locations.

The exchange of SEPA partners, their stakeholders and the findings of the feasibility st
dies have been incorporated@uidelines for setting up a sustainable and ecologically

equipped production area
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http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=SEPA&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1&x=42&y=7
http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?page=2&call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=SEPA&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1
http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?page=2&call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=SEPA&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1
http://www.southeast-europe.net/en/achievements/outputs_library/?page=2&call_no=0&select_project_acronym%5b%5d=SEPA&select_project_topic%5b%5d=0&select_type_of_results%5b%5d=0&all_regions=1

Rejuvenating brownfield sitesi which have been previously used failitary, mining,
industrial or commercial purposes and are now often beset by soil and water contamination
T falls under the umbrella ajreen’ and innovate solutions for economic growthEmpty
brownfield sites, if rehabilitated, could create jobstfa nearby communities, improve the
environment and promote innovatidnThis is the position of the European Parliament
which has been arguirig favour ofmore funds for brownfield revitalisation in thetdre

programming period

With the changes irhe security andiefence policiesn Southeast Europe in the past 20
years (i.edalling of the Iron Curtaid, a large number diormer military bases and in-
stallations have been dismantlest disarmedThese sites fell intdegradationsometimes
causingan economic drop of activity in neighbouring areas, which are often located near
borders and country periphery. Public authorities have been tryinghtbilitate these

sites andintegrate them backin urban and economic planning However, oftentimes

sudh a site caostitutes a brownfield, i.e. real propetiye expansion, redevelopment, or
reuse of which may be complicated by {petential) presenceof hazardous substarge

polluted soil, etc. On top of that, site property rights are not always easysbetr.

‘ The F.A.T.E. consortium, covering Italy, Slovenia,
_LI v Greece, Hungary, Romania, Croatia, Serbia, and Bosnia
e ‘ ‘ and Herzegovina, was intent on finding a waymtii-

WV

< ‘ ‘ tary brownfield revitalisation in SEE. Their aim was to

vvv develop specific measures to sogrt the conversion of
.L military brownfields into Business Support Centres
From Army To Entreprenaurship

(BSC) orBusinessincubetors (Bl) and so intopivotal

assets for local eaoomy.

F.A.T.E. partners all come from regions with fornmeilitary bases. Tdetter understand
theeconomt and entrepreneurial contextof these installations project partners analysed
the main regional economic sectoegjstingbusinesssupport centresndustrial property
markets, SME policiesThis regional level SWOT analysisvas developed in close quo
eration with partner stakeholders, e.g. local public authorities, chambers of commerce, |

cal and egional development agencies, technology parks, through the organisation of focus

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnn Doc.do?pubRef=-%2F%2FEP%2F%2FNONSGML%2BCOMPARL%2BPE-514.854%2B01%2BDOC%2BPDF%2BV0%2F %2FEN

40
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groups. During transnational project meetings, the findings of the analgses@mpared
and dscussed to allow for a common approach. The project produced individual SWOT

analyses for partner regions, as weltasparative context analysis

Following a common methodology F.A.T.E. partners assessed exstlitgry brown-
fields in their regions focusing also docation, infrastructuréacilities, economic andre

vironmental stateThis effort resulted irl0_assessment reportamost of whichcomple-

mented by maps

The comprehensive brownfield sites analysis was followedeagilility studies and pilot
actions. This second phasé®.A.T.E. project aimed giaving the way tothe setting upof
strategies fostarg entrepreneurship and investments and to the identifying of operational
plans and investment projects for the rehabilitation and transformation of military-brow

fields intoBusiness Support centres (BSC) mzubators (Bl).

The partnership investigated
case studies of restructu
ing former military bases
from past projects. They
were parttularly interested

——

- - A ' in critical factors that might

’;, . & “= influence the restructuring

Study visit tOsijek (HR) where former military district has been process In addition, poject

converted into a unersity campus .
Photo credit: F.A.T.E. project partners examined good

practices of entrepneurial support systems and measures, as well as examples of policies

fostering entrepreneurshigll findings have been collected inGase Study Handbook

In November 2011 F.A.T.E. organised a transnational workshop in Murska Sobota (SI)
where project partners discussed at large public authority services to promote entrepreneu

ship andattract foreign direct investment in regions witilitary past. Different strategies

were conglered andspecific policy measures defined. Transnatiobahinstormingand

exchange of knowledge was capturedwo project publicationsi Re gi on al Measur

promote entr apufi dacragesme pto and Technol-ogi cal
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http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=109&Itemid=89.
http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=100&Itemid=77
http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=104&Itemid=80
http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=108&Itemid=88

ness Support Centresand Business Inculat o r. Bhis workshop formed a ma&ne for

the project, after which pilot actions wenrgiated.

One of the main issues, which F.A.T.E. pilots addressed,the property ownership
transfer rights from national to local level. Project partners dedicated several joikt wor
ing sessionsmdeliberating on tools and measures for managing the entire process of co
version including models fdransferringthe ownership rights. As a result@anmon pos-

tion paper was produced offering some examples and methodology for this process

During thepilot actions activities have been carried out in the following regions/cities:
Friuli Venezia Giulia(Latisana), Umbria (Casermette Colfiorito and Mwe@r(IT), Mura

and Murska Sobota (SlI), Drama and Kavala (EL), Nagykanizsa, Zalaegerszeg, Kesztely,
Laktanya (HU), and CartSeverin(RO).

Project partners initiated thropertyrightstransfer processes and the restaunctionphase
for military brownfidds and together with local stakeholders, including potential investors,
worked onprogramming the rehabilitation of the esst in spatial development plaasdon
designing BI/BSCs strategieBetails on the progress of each pilot site can be faumnithe

project website
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http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=102&Itemid=79
http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=102&Itemid=79
http://www.fateproject.eu/index.php?option=com_phocadownload&view=category&id=56&Itemid=82

Another type ofbrownfield typical for Southast Europedue to the transition from
planned to market economy fermer large-scak industrial production sites Usually
such sites are located close to urban centres but still remain unexploited. Similarly to mil
tary brownfields, these too can become economic drivers following apiaethed and
structured reconversionguess.
To find out an easily transferabigodel for brown-
field revitalisation was the main goal of ReTInA
partners coming from Hungary (Csepel district of
Budapest), Romanialéft andGaldi), Italy (Ferrara
* and Parma), Slovakia (§ge), Slovenia (Maribor),
Bulgaria (Penik) and Greece (Komotini). While
mETI N A project partners focused on revitalisation and i
vedment plans for pilot areas, the project metiodo
ogy can be applied by argjty in SEE fa&ing similardevelopmentaind restructuring cla

lenges. The only condition is to ensure stakeholder patiioip

ReTInA partners set up three task force groups to tackiepth the three elements of
brownfield redevelopmentlegal, finartial and ownership issues; urban and enviramme
tal issues; imaging and brandirgupported by external experts each task force group had
the task to make an overview of partner brownfields through benchmarking anagpeer r
view. At the occasion of joint tranational meetings each task force group shared their

findings with the rest of the partnership.

To facilitate knowledge exchange the tpal
nership followed a specific schedulef
transnational benchmark visits and mas-
ter classes In this way project pamers got
acquainted with brownfield revitalisation |sss,
plans or initiatives inlaft (RO), Kojce
(SK), Maribor (SI), Budapest (HU) and PPe
nik (BG).

B

Study visit to Csepel Island in Budapest (HU)
Photo credit: ReTInA project
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In addition, each partner set up a brownfield stakeholder group. These groups met regularly
to follow the progress of the project and support it through local expertise and feedback.
Whenever possible these local stakeholder groups took part in transnational evants org

nised in the framwork of ReTInA project.

Project partner and stakeholder exchange resulted in the developméntegfional case
studiesand3 transnational case studis (one per task force group). Regional case studies
consist of a general part describing the regiamgtitutionalframework, economic system,
existing development strategiegmbgraphic system and labour market. The nspeific
second half deals witthe brownfield zone in focus for ReTInA activities in terms of exis

ing revitalisation plans and stakeholder engagement processes. Regional Case studies co

stituted a first stage in the brownfield revitalisation process.

The transnational case studies &énalised by end of July 2011 and address the topics of
legal, financial and ownership issues; urban and environmental issues; imaging @id bran
ing. They discuss the relevant EU policy documents and regulations concerning brow
fields, describe and evaligathe state of play of partner brownfield sites, and point out

problems and opportunities for-development.

Both regional and transnational case studies are available for download fr@elitres

rablessection on the project websitéttp://www.retinasee.eu/

The work on the case studies helped project partners develdpetfieA Brownfield
Revitalisation Method comprising aModel Master plan and atool for stakeholder en-
gagement. A ReTInA Knowledge Centre wita help desk was created at the University of
Maribor to support partners ideveloping individual brownfield revitalisation plans
and investment programmes Local stakeholders participated actively in the design of
these strategic documents, while a mastass assisted project partnersganing the

skills to apply the mject brownfield revitalisation method in practice.
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The Sixth Community Environment Action Programrmaéso calls forintegrating envi-
ronmental concerns into economic development pi@ies One of the identified concerns

is theincreasing pollution of water resources, soil, air, and pollution caused by inadequate
waste management. The programme promotes the principtetdication of pollution at

sourcel®

The ECOPORT 8 partnerghcommitsto preventing
’ pollution and thuspreserving natural resourcesin
6 C K’fm partner sea port areas located in Italy, Bulgaria,
B gm Greece, Romania, Albania, and Montenegro. Partners
p é |- worked to providesea portauthorities withguidance

and skills for environmental management.

Project partners exchanged knowledge on the vaeowsonmental protection meas-

ures and practices applied gea porton their territories. They found it useful to discuss
also identifiedweaknessesn applying environmental policies iport management sy
tems. This rchange was accompanied by ardapth study of relevant EU and national
regulatory franaworks, as well as international conventions and environment management

systems.

LL T |
LA, | "

Project partner meetings
Photo credit ECOPORT 8 proiect

During PAN Europeaiforathe patnership studied different parameters and methodologies
for environmental risk assessmenand management, applicable to port activities. Local
stakeholders from the host region were also invited to these transnational meetings. Mun

cipality representativegort authorities and subsidiary organisations, related business a

16 . . . ) - ' .
Sixth Community Environment Action Programme, Decision No.1600/2002/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council
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tors, as well as environmental organisations became part of the ECOPORT 8 knowledge
exchange process. At the end of this process partners knew betteamwinabhment pa-
metersneeded clser monitaring in order to follow thelevelsand trends ofvater and air
pollution, pollution due to waste and noise, soil contamination, pollution caused by cargo
handling and bunkeringn addition, partners and their stakeholders increased their-kno
ledge on theopportunitiesoffered byenergy efficient measures, polluted area rehabilitation
and biodiversity protection in port areaslhe conclusions from this first phase of the
project are collected in@ontext Analysis paper

The next step was to select aedt on the ground suitablmethodsandtools for moni-
toring the quality of waterair, waste management procedures, dredged sedimeamérga
and energy consumption

o Two pilot plants, one in Burgas Rulgarig
and the other in Bar (Montenegro)yere
equipped andarried out samplings according
to a jointly agreedMionitoring Plan In add-
tion, the Italian port of Bari and the Albanian
port of Durres alsamplementedest moiitor-
ing activities.In line with EU Water Fram-
work Directive monitoring tests covered oil
and chemical terminals, bunkering locations,
wastewater discharge sites andtreated or
contaminated sediment areas. Theports
from these testsare published on the
ECOPORT 8 website

Equipment purchased thanksECOPORT 8 The joint monitoring exerciseogether with
project forthe pilot in Burgas (Bulgaria)

Photo credit ECOPORT 8 project the context analysis contributed to the design

of a commonMonitoring Plan, which outlines sensitivearameters to be checked on

regular basis, provemodes of measurementrecommendecdhstruments andmeasuring
standards. The plan highlightslé environmental criteria ranging from water and air
guality to enegy consumption andoil contaminationThe plan has been formally adopted
by port authorities from partner regions andcorporated it into their daily work act iv-

ities.
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http://www.ecoport8.eu/page_files/WP5-Testing_Monitoring_Surveys_on_Site-GMP-Final_Draft.pdf

In order to be able to carry out the monitoring tasks described in the plan, however, port
staff from partner port authorities needed to undgngmtical training So ECOPORT 8
partners developed a specittarriculum for port environmental managers 18 junior
experts from 6 partner and observer countries successfully finished the course, which co
binedregular classewith hands-on training during work ing visits in partner port sites.

Video testimonialgrom the training activities can be found on the project website.

To facilitate the adoption of the environmental Monitoring Plan by other port authorities

beyond the partnership, ECOPORT 8 partners developé&tt@risuideline document It

explainshow to implement an environment management systemithin portsin Souh-
east Europelt also includesdectedgood practicesin ensuring water cplity in territorial
waters dealing with poriwaste deployingenergy efficiencyneasuresetc.

TEN_ECOPORT project, approved in the last call for proposals of SEE prograamae,

taliseson the achievements of ECOPORT 8 by enlarging the territorial sobplee pat-
nership and further developing the tools produced by its predecessor.
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In Southeast Europ@land navigation encounters similar challenges as maritime revig
tion, i.e. contributing to a sustainable economic development through the introdofction
environmental management and risk prevention measuresMoreover, inland navey

tion seeks to maintain its reputation as environmedntldly mode of transport.

WANDA partners, representing nav
) W an d a gation professionals from Austria,ds|
' Waste management for inand navigation on the Danvoe - ygkja, Hungary, Rmania, Bulgaria,
Croatia, and Serbia, note that tba-
nube transport corridor witnesses atncrease in transport volumesin recent years
Although this is an economic opportunity for the region, it also poses some saEmous
ronmentalrisks. For instancancreased transport volumes may mean tight deliverg-sch
dules with limited stogover time attransit ports. What is with the ship waste then?
WANDA consortium points to the lack of coordination in and common practicesof

aging ship waste in Danubeountries, which lead tallegal ship waste dcharge.

WANDA partners see a straightforward response to this challerggrmonisation of

national regulations and exchange ofknow-how about managing shifporne waste at

tran snational level.

The knowhow exhange took
place attransnationalvorkshops
and study visits qaported by an
advisory expert group consis-
ing of representatives from the
International Comnssion for
the Protection of the Danube
River, the Danube Commissign

the Central Commission for tre

Photo credit: WANDA pject Navigation on theRhine, the

International Sav&iver Basin Commission and the German Federal Waterways apd Shi
ping Administration. Apart from engaging theéei nt er nat i on apafhersst akeho
made a lot of efforts to involve also thamtional and local stakeholders e.g. ministries,

executive agencies, navigatiorxperts.
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Transnational meetings were an opportunity to compare existing natiarad transport
regulations includingship waste managemeptovisions. Discussions focused also upon
waste treatment practices and relevant pdrastructure In addition, partners explored the
experience in the field of other river basins, notably the Rhine and Sava rivers. This anal
sis provided a strong basis for eemulation of aharmonisedinternational framework
concept for ship waste management along the Danub&his common concept became

the backbone for theational ship waste management compts of Austria, Hungary,

Slovakia, Bulgaria, Romania, Croatia and Serbiaborated also thanks to WANDA

project.

Beforefinalising the national concepts, however, partners wanted to make sure wdat pra
tices would work on their territory. Thereforeseries of pilot actions were implemented in

the pper, middle and lower stretch of the Danube River.

For instance,mobile waste ct
lection services free of charge
were provided along a Bnube
stretch of 700 kilometers (Linz to
Méhacs) for the first tira ever.In
addition, stationary collection
points were set up in the Austria.

Thus between June/ September

2011 approx. 400 m3 of bilge a+

P 3 -

Skipper at Waste Collection Poiint Austria, ter, 69 m? of waste oils and more
Photocredit: A.Paltram WANDA project than two tos of solid oily and

greasy shigborne waste was tlected instead of rigng it being disposed of in the Danube

or around ports.
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http://www.wandaproject.eu/about-wanda/main-achievements/national-ship-waste-concepts/

As part of the WANDA pilots @ Gr e e n
T er mi waa bpéned in Baja, (Hu
gary) in May 2011, offering the cotte

tion and handling of hazdous and
nonthazardous ship wasfer the sum-

mer months

Mobile waste collection services were
tested also in the crot®rder area &
L Green Terminal, Baja (HU)
tween the ports of Guirgiu (RO) and Photocredit WANDA project
Ruse (BG). In Giurgiwa stationary facility for the collection and treatmentodf and
greasy sip waste was also put into opon. A total of 109 m3 ship wasteasgcollected
and treated in this crog®rder pilot ation. At the same time in the Romanian ports of
Galati and Tulcea mobile and statary
waste collection facilitiesook care of
more than 73 bilgewater In addition,
stationary waste disposal serviced-co
lectedhazardous ship wastecyclables,
waste waters and domestic wastem

vessels

WANDA pilot activities proved very

useful and receivedxcellent feelback th)it'gig‘jfﬁ T,V(iangt,L(Eroo’J?ect

from service recipients Still, project

partners were aware that such services cannot be provided for free in the long ren. Ther
fore, the challenge was to definecammon financing modelto cover waste dsposal
costsand to be jointly applied in the Danwe basin WANDA consortium propees to
combine the PolluterPaysPrinciple andan Indirect Payment schemanto a Vignette
system This model will be tested in the follewp project also supported by SEEopr

gramme’ CO-WANDA.
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