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| criteri chiave «relevance» e «quality of
design»
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Sintesi delle principali caratteristiche del bando

Obiettivi

Commissioner
Ferreira

In a statement on Twitter, European
Commissioner for Cohesion and
Reforms Ms. Eli reira has

highlighted the of the TEX-MED
ALLIANCES project to tackle the
shortage of personal protective
equipment amid the COVID-19
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Rafforzamento reti istituzionali: potenziali e
limiti

Identificazione dei risultati e Joint
Operational Programme (SWOT)

Disseminazione strategica (studio delle
migliori pratiche)
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Sintesi delle principali caratteristiche del bando

COVID-19

23 302 projects 107 ammes
84% of all projects 8 programme:
ji programmes
Go to partn -
Your source for Interreg, Interreg-IPA cross-
Q
since 2000, updated every

How to work out project
financial data from

keep.eu?

1 How to find the right
partner for your project?

| PROGETTI CTE

PER L’EMERGENZA
COVID

1
E » Riferimenti al Covid-19 e possibili risposte

di INTERREG disponibili su KEEP

e Uso di politiche e indicatori specifici per
valutare i risultati anche in quest’ambito

* Report dell’Agenzia per la Coesione
Territoriale per evidenziare il contributo
della CTE

* Ageria fior ts



https://keep.eu/projects/
https://ec.europa.eu/info/files/policy-measures-against-spread-coronavirus_en

Idea progetto e coinvolgimento dei partners (e associati)
Profeti o maghi




Ricerca e sviluppo

Idea progettuale e coinvolgimento dei partners (e associati)

* Place-based analisi

e Massimo 40% di costi in
risorse umane e procedura
ad uno step




Ricerca partners

Affidabilita e competenze

5 Paesi, 10 attori ed (eventuali) associati

 Esperienze pregresse nel settore di
Intervento

 Anche un solo partner ineleggibile
determina l'esclusione di tutto il progetto
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Analisi dei progetti ENPI, ENI e altri

ToRs e capitalizzazione come learning process

Call 1 - 37 standard projects  Call 2 - 19 strategic projects Call 3 - 39 standard projects

Oltre 80 progetti per sviluppo e
: > ) ‘,, ’ testing; engagement; analisi e
It is worth mentioning that 29 projects - mostly financed within the second and third call for pro- benCh m a rki n g ; pol icy awa reness

posals - benefited from a project extension beyond December 2015. This opportunity allowed the
full implementation of all scheduled activities.

interreg &
/MVediterranean -

PRIMA

ACTING TOGETHER
FOR THE MEDITERRANEAN

ANALYSIS AND PERSPECTIVES
OF CROSS-BORDER COOPERATION

Ultimi riferimenti per la
capitalizzazione: INTERACT

£ veommone LATEST NEWS

WESHTMED

* Ageria fior ts



http://www.interact-eu.net/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Newsflash:%20June%202020
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Ulteriori riferimenti 1/2

( RRI Tools LANDING ON RRI TOOLKIT TRAINING RRI COMMUNITY REGISTER/LOGIN

RRI Toolkit

Built with and for the Community of Practice
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EVERYDAY LIFE TURNED

W Project NMOG aﬂ!Sdn
@ Library Element o ) 1

Useful for: ® _— — I )
Spinning off under RRI Principles: PULSE exhibition and research project
Applied Nanoparticles case

Showing 1-12 of 52 results 1

APPLIED NANOPARTICLES
slocas®

Filter resources by:

Type: ©

| Tool
¥ Inspiring Practice

Rural mobility - policy design

@ Policy Makers
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B Business & Industry
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Ulteriori riferimenti

« Provide guidance material and good practice examples

« Inform strategy formation and policy-making

« Facilitate peer-reviews and mutual learning

ESPON - Policy themes

ESPON delivers territorial evidence for actual policy needs in various areas. The subjects of our user oriented research projects are
+ Train policy-makers defined by the European Union, the 32 member states of the ESPON programme or even directly by local authorities via so called

analysis proposals. This is to guarantee a high usability for the European policy makers who can use ESPON evidence as input to e.g.

local development plans.
Interregional Guidance Targeted
Cooperation Support

« Support access to relevant data

iepon & Publications

ESPON projects are divided into long term general “Applied Research Projects” and more specific “Targeted Analyses”.

All of them together have in common that they serve you, whether you are a local policy maker, a government representative, an
- academic or just someone interested in territorial politics on an European level. ESPON projects follow a place-based approach and
'RIO - Research & encourage capacity building. In order to help you navigate through our various projects, they have been clustered in the following

Innovation Observatory CRe;

3 Platform
g .s-’-_.__ @S3Platform
+ EU Countries registered in S3P: 19 : £is
) w;z“wnm”w;m;i7 Want to take part of the Regional Social & Environmental Flows & Transition
+ NonEU Regons regteredn 330 #smartspecialisation communiy? Have Economy f§ Cultural challenges Interaction & Change
« S3P Peer-reviewed Countries: 16 alook to our latest S3 Newsletter and
+ S3P Peer-reviewed Regions: 75 S3 Beyond EU Governance find out 22 how to turn the #COVID-19

threat into an opportunity for S3, new
publications, the editorial by

(@CoR_President and much more E3 WHAT ? HOW ? WHY ?

Smart Regions
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RELEVANCE (20)

QUALITY OF DESIGN (20)

OPERATIONAL AND FINANCIAL CAPACITY (20)
EFFECTIVENESS (20)

SUSTAINABILITY (15 points)

COST EFFECTIVENESS (15 points)

TOTALE: 110

Soglia: 80/110




1.1 Does the proposal have a real cross-border approach and added value? To A PROJECT SUMMARY
h i stitutional itv buildi q le-to- | i 1.1 COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROGRAMME
what extent are institutional capacity building and people-to-people cooperation . - TErMS OF REFERENCE
taken into account? 1.3 CROSS BORDER IMPACT
1.4 EXPECTED CHANGE
1.5 INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY BUILDING

1.2 How clearly defined and strategically chosen are the proposals’ target groups? 1.6 TARGET GROUPS
Does the proposal define their needs and address them adequately taking into 1.7 CROSS-CUTTING I5SUES
account cross-cutting issues and the cross-border context?

1.3 Will the proposal ensure valuable, new and/or innovative solutions for the 1.2 METHODOLOGY

final beneficiaries that go beyond the existing practice in the sector and/or in the 1.8 FINAL BENEFICIARIES
concerned territories? To what extent the proposal will positively impact the 1.9 INNOVATIVE APPROACH
identified final beneficiaries?

1.4 Are synergies and links with other initiatives at all levels e.g. international / 1.2 METHODOLOGY
EU/ national and local well demonstrated and likely to be exploited with 1.10 SYNERGIES
potentially far-reaching effects and benefits in the partners’ territories? How does

the project add value through building upon previous/on- going investments and

initiatives?



2.1 Are the project outputs consistent with the needs of the target groups and
the Programme objectives and performance framework?

2.2 Are the outputs foreseen likely to contribute to the achievement of the
expected results and desired impact? Is the timeframe for the delivery of the
proposed outputs logically connected and realistically planned?

2.3 Are the results indicators realistically quantified and achievable with the
planned financial resources?

2.4 Are the partners’ competences, experience and expertise consistent with
their contribution to the delivery of the outputs and the achievement of the
expected results?

1.6 TARGET GROUPS
2.1 LOGICAL FRAMEWORK

2.1.3 PROJECT RESULTS AND OUTPUTS
1.4 EXPECTED CHANGE
2.5 OVERVIEW OF THE ACTIVITIES

2.1 LOGICAL FRAMEWORK

2.1.2 EXPECTED RESULTS AND INDICATORS
2.1.3 PROJECT RESULTS AND OUTPUTS 2.2
POTENTIAL RISKS AND EXTERNAL CONDITIONS
2.4 BUDGET PER WORKPACKAGE

2.1.2 EXPECTED RESULTS AND INDICATORS
2.1.3 PROJECT RESULTS AND OUTPUTS 2.1.2
EXPECTED RESULTS AND INDICATORS (PROJECT
LEVEL)

2.3.3 COMPETENCES AND EXPERIENCES

2..3.4 ASSOCIATED PARTNERS
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Conclusioni

* |dee semplici, realistiche ed aderenti al
contesto territoriale scelto

* Uso dei ToRs e dei criteri di valutazione
in combinazione con le domande
dell’application form

* Preparazione e verifica continua
dell’idea progettuale con i partners
tramite il summary o una scheda
progetto

* Ageria fior ts




