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1- Summary details

OPERATIONAL PROGRAMME

Objective concerned
European Territorial Cooperation

Eligible area concerned
MED area*

Programming period
2007-2013

Programme reference (CCI Code)
2007CB163P0045

Programme title
MED

ANNUAL IMPLEMENTATION
REPORT

Reporting year
2011

Date of approval of the Annual
Monitoring Committee:

Report by the

> List of eligible ERDF regions:

- the whole territory of Cyprus, Greece, Malta &tdvenia
- the regions of Abruzzo, Apulia, Basilicata, CalapCampania, Emilia-Romagna, Friuli-Venezia
Giulia, Lazio, Liguria, Lombardy, Marche, Molise mlria, Piedmonte, Sardinia, Sicily, Tuscany,

Veneto (Italia)

- the regions of Algarve and Alentejo (Portugal);

- Gibraltar (United Kingdom);

- Ceuta, Melilla, Andalusia, Murcia, Valencia, ataa, Aragon, Balearic Islands (Spain)
- Corsica, Languedoc-Roussillon, Provence-Alpess@zur and Rhéne-Alpes (France).

> List of eligible IPA regions

- the whole territory of Albania, Bosnia-HerzegajiCroatia and Montenegro.

» List of acronyms

- AA > Audit Authority

- AIR > Annual Implementation Report

- CA > Certifying Authority

- CBC ENPI > Cross-Border Cooperation with the EuespBeighbourhood and Partnership

Instrument
- SC > Selection Committee
- DB > Database
- DG > Directorate General

- DIACT > Inter-ministerial Delegation for the Develment and Competitiveness of the

Territories
- EC > European Commission

-  EGCT > European Grouping of Territorial Cooperation

ESF > European Social Funds

GOA > Group of Auditors

IPA > Instrument for Pre-Accession Assistance
JTS > Joint Technical Secretariat

LO > Liaison Office
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- LP > Lead Partner

- MA > Managing Authority

- MC > Monitoring Committee

- MS > Member States

- NCP > National Contact Points
- OP > Operational Programme
- TA > Technical Assistance

- TN > Transnational

- WG > Working Group

- WP > Written Procedure

> Appendices

- MED Programme meetings 2011 (Monitoring Committe®slection Committees, NCP
meetings) (No. 1)

- Table of indicators (No. 2)

- Interim report “In itinere evaluation” (No. 3)

- CeSPI Inception report ‘capitalisation’ (No. 4)

- Communication (No. 5)

- Categorization tables (No.6)

- Complete list of programme activities in the pap@ating countries (No. 7)

2 - Overview of the implementation of the operatioal programme

2.1. Achievements and analysis of progress

The MED Programme began in 2008 (OP approved o@@H2ecember2007 — C52007 6578). Two
calls for proposals were issued between 2008 amd® 2@dth almost 950 applications received.
During this period, all procedures were finalisguipcesses were reinforced and background
documentation drafted and approved by the Monigpfommittee. Controls and reimbursements
were put in place with the Managing Authority, fBertifying Authority, the Audit Authority and
the Member States. In short, by the end of 2009 MED Programme was fully operational with
approximately fifty on-going projects.

In 2010, another 52 ‘standard’ projects were setbais the result of thé%all for proposals (one

of these projects was deprogramed in January 20hE).same year, the programme launched its
first call for strategic projects on the topicsrefewable energies / energy efficiency, and magitim
safety. The methodology developed for the calls dwwategic projects was the fruit of several
discussions and reflexions within the Monitoringn@uittee, and was elaborated with the help of
an external expert in charge of drafting the Teofheference for the call. The key methodological
elements for the calls for strategic projects wheslerms of referencthat established in detail the
content of the call and made links with other Ewanp programmes and policies, and gsbeinars

of ‘brainstorming’ organised for key actors in the concerned sectorgtder to get relevant input
for the contents of the call.

Another call for strategic projects was launche@@i1 for the topics of transport and accessibility
both physically and by means of new informatiorhtetogies. During this®@year of programme
implementation, there were no longer open callsdibrPriority Axis of the OP, but a specific
methodology and framework for strategic projects,which the programme is hoping to get
experience on top-down priority projects with viltp and an impact over the whole programme
space. The method is of course experimental andjiwé the necessary feedback to the programme
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authorities, who will shortly have to determine thest relevant types of calls for the next peribd o
programming.

Apart from programming the different priorities tife OP, the other milestones during the year
2011 were the finalisation of preparation of theegnated management of IPA funds, the effective
launching of the programme level capitalisationivéoés, and a new campaign of in itinere
evaluation, this time on projects programmed in(R8A4d strategic projects.

The necessary modifications for the operationabmme, for the audit trail and the financial
circuits, including the Presage monitoring systemere carried out in order to implement an
integrated management systehboth ERDF and IPA funds within the MED programnAll
preparation work was finalised by September 20lith an advance payment system that seeks to
facilitate the participation of IPA partners to MEProjects, validated by the Monitoring
Committee. However, while programming the firstjpots under this new system in October, the
IPA partners were de facto prevented from parttangato kick-off activities, as the Commission
had not finalised the Financing Agreement that khiwe signed also by the Managing Authority
and each participating IPA country. By the end lté tyear there was still no certainty on the
timetable and no final version of the Agreementlatée for signatures.

With the help of a group of external experts, thegpamme organised twaapitalisation seminars
during the reporting year, in June with a themagiproach, and in November with a proposal to re-
group the projects in clusters. The capitalisatiasion’ has been developing gradually; within the
programme staff as well as amongst the projects,ctincept has been widely discussed and
different approaches and expectations identifiednthe point of view of the programme, the
importance of promoting and disseminating projesiuits is underlined. It is understood that our
projects do not have many links between each @heérdo not very often seek to share results or to
exchange. The capitalisation process of the programromotes clustering and tries to enhance the
use of the results of single projects by encoutiem to learn from each other.

In parallel, we recognise the need to organise @pdervethe results of the projecis order to
provide a source of information and inspiratiorfuture project operators. Med programme started
in early 2008, in a situation where no structurgdrmation was provided from the previous period,
and the projects could not be constructed on teslmd already accomplished studies / state of the
art. We are convinced that such a basis for inftionas crucial in order to avoid overlapping and
to reach more concrete results in the future. Thishy the programme has started to elaborate a
database with key statistical information on detides and results of projects, and a library gf ke
deliverables themselves. This ‘programme memoryl eantribute to the preparation of the next
operational programme and provide a baseline faraadls for proposals.

Finally, theln Itinere evaluationhas continued through the year, and develope&k@ected, real
methods of accompagnying the programme. Whereaprggamme is felicited for its strong and
flawless management and support to on-going pmjeataknesses are identified in promoting the
quality of project results. It is to answer to thedbservations that the programme has developed the
capitalisation approach that we now have. The anggevaluation team has continued to revisit
projects, during 2011 mainly the standard projéo the 29 call that now have passed their mid-
term. In the last months of the year, a new evadoatampaign was prepared, this time targeted to
strategic projects and for the second time, to r@anogne authorities. The results of these will come
out during 2012.

In summary, the different points that will be adsdred in the overview of this report are as follows:
a) management and monitoring;

b) strategic projects;

c) integrated management of ERDF and IPA funding;
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e) capitalisation and the lessons learned
f) in itinere evaluation.

A) Management and monitoring

Controls carried out:

As each year, the programme audft’(®vel control) was carried out during the firsiftaf the
year. 13 structures were controlled with a randame established by the Audit Authority. The
audit was carried out by the Deloitte company, unide responsibility of the Audit Authority. The
outcome was reassuring, as no irregularities wetected and the error rate of the programme was
declared to be 0%. Following this, the Group of Aot decided to lower the pourcentage of the
expenses to be audited, to 8% in the year 2012 pidgramme management was deemed solid and
the error risk particularly low.

The Certifying Authority carried out 4 controls @projects, on the quality of certification of
expenses. From an amount of 119.894,55 € contyd@$% was found ineligible, corresponding
to 1.030,13 €.

Apart from these standard controls carried out ly programme authorities, the Commission
performed controls on Italian national first levabntrol system of four European territorial
cooperation programmes, including 9 Tuscan strestiseing partners in MED projects. The total
amount controlled in this framework was 695.70961No irregularities were found, but the
Commission gave some general recommendations teovapthe transparency of staff cost
allocations and public procurement procedures.

As there were no particular doubts about the prdectioning of the audit trail, the Managing
Authority carried out fewer on the spot visits @12 than in 2010, only in dtructures, but each
participating to several projects. More visits again foreseen for 2012.

Monitoring on-going projects:

The T call projects programmed in early 2009, starte¢dme to their end during 2011. Even
though most of the projects that foresaw less 8@&months of operational time, had asked for (and
obtained) prolongations in order to finalise thagtivities, the first project ended in the end waliy,]
followed by 15 others by the end of the year. Abjpcts from the first call will be ending during
the first half of the year 2012. It seems that st vaajority of projects need three years, even if i
the beginning they count for less time, in ordergspect their work plan and carry out all foreseen
activities. It is frequent in cooperation projedtgt the launching period is long and the partmprs
takes time to become structured and learn to wogether. It is also clearly visible that many
structures are in financial difficulty, with budgetits, and either have to proceed more slowly in
their activities, or even retire from partnerstglowing the economic crisis.

(More of this theme, and a detailed list of modifions of projects, later in this report)

Nevertheless, the programme faced no decommitnsninr 2011 but declared to the Commission
more expenses than the minimum amount needed td dgcommitment.

In global, the programme team continues to cartyseueral day-to-day management tasks:
1) drafting of documents ardct sheets;
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2) reception and processing of progress repoots ongoing projects as well as modifications to
budgets or partnerships;

3) participation of the JTS at Steering Committdes ongoing projects and project Final
Conferences;

4) information and training events for projectsl &r MA and JTS members;

5) activities conducted by liaison offices in Teal®niki and Valencia,

6) activities to improve the two on-line tools fthe Programme (PRESAGE CTE and the
www.programmemed.ewebsite).

The closure of the projects has been anticipatectdsting a Final Report, composed of three parts:
a qualitative summary of project results, publidbablements to be used by the programme
communication team and a table of key deliveratilas the project operators wish to propose for
the programme library. The final report is discorted from the last progress report and payment
claim submitted by Presage, and seeks to promqtelitative approach to the project results. This
is also a consequence of recommendations fromrteefaluation report.

By the end of the year, only 5 Final reports hadrbeeceived. It is becoming evident that a lot of
projects have difficulty in providing the final ¢iéicates of all partnership within the two months
that has been allocated to the administrative psthis is especially true for partners in cow#ri
were the first level control is centralised.

B) Strateqic projects

As already mentioned, the programme launchedris ¢all for strategic projects in April 2010, on
renewable energies/energy efficiency, and on magitisafety. For the first programming of
strategic projects, the Selection Committee metdwin January 2011 Madrid, and in February in
Valencia, Spain. The first meeting was held in otdediscuss and exchange over the impressions
of the delegations of the eligible projects, andrathe programming proposal of the JTS. As there
were only three projects on renewable energieseaedgy efficiency to be proposed for selection,
the Committee could take time for a content andityugpproach.

For the Maritime safety, the situation was compblmnd needed exchange with the selection
Committee. None of the eligible projects were pagabto selection, as the JTS estimated that their
guality was not sufficient for programming. In teecond meeting of the selection Committee in
February, the three energy projects were selebtigidafter discussion, the Committee decided to
follow the JTS proposal and to declare the callnfaritime safety without result. It was decided to
launch again the call, with the same Terms of Reiee and with a two-month submission time.
Finally there were 6 project proposals that wetenstted again, and one of them was considered a
quality project. It was programmed in the meetirfgttte Selection Committee in October in
Barcelona. There were two eligible projects evaddor this meeting, and in order to decide over
their programming, the Committee invited the Leadtiers of these two projects to an interview,
in order to clarify questions that did not find ithanswer in the application form. Both projects
could have in theory been selected, but duringrttezview it came out that the Lead Partner of one
of them was no longer willing to take in chargelod project.

The methodology to obtain strategic projects is aeaimg to the project operators and also requires
much effort from the programme authorities. Onlyrfetrategic projects were programmed in

2011, however, with an ERDF allocation of 20,8M€e Blrrently start to see the strong points of
this approach but also points to improve. It isaclihat by reducing the number of proposals, the
programme instances can really concentrate onahieiot of the projects and keep higher standards
in selection. The partnerships are very large, whie this can enhance the impact of the project
and its visibility, it also presents a serious rade to the management of the operation. As the
budget is concentrated on few big projects inst#fatiany smaller ones, the risk of crisis within a
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partnership is higher and the impact on the progranmore considerable. However, despite the
constraints, it seems obvious that the programneglsidagship projects and that the method of
elaborating specific Terms of Reference is bringiagults as it is clearly orienting the project
proposals towards a more ambitious approach.

In June the programme launched its last call fiategic projects in the theme of accessibility; by
means of transport and information technologiegé@lves 3.1 and 3.2). The call closed in the end
of September, with 11 proposals received. Unfotteigadespite the fact that there was additional
flexibility brought to the standard programme rufes the submission of strategic projects, 8
proposals proved to be ineligible. The Selectiom@uttee was to meet in January 2012.

By the end of the year, 76% of the ERDF funds alled to the programme (excluding the
Technical Assistance budget), have already beemitbed to projects.

C) Integrated management of ERDF and IPA funding:

The preparation towards the fully integrated manseyg system of both ERDF and IPA funds
pursued in 2011. The specific IPA Subsidy contrveas created, and the programme management
and control system completed with the information amntrol systems in the participating IPA
countries. An advance payment of 10% for IPA pagnt® be paid by the kick-off meeting of the
project, was proposed in order to facilitate thetip@ation of these partners to projects, and
validated by the Monitoring Committee. The mechiamier the advance payments was then created
in the Presage system. The modified OP was vatidagethe Commission on the L&f March
(C2011 1706), and Technical assistance templaézgedt. An enlargement of perimeter of controls
and payments was foreseen with Deloitte/the Auditarity, and with the Certifying authority.

The description of the management and control systas updated during the second half of 2011
to reflect the integration of the management of IRMds. The Audit Authority prepared the
evaluation report and issued the compliance asssgsom the 7th November 2011, subject to the
signing of the "Financing agreement” between theogean Commission, the Managing Authority
and each of the four IPA countries participatingne MED Programme.

All modification and preparation work was complet@ad the programme was ready to start to
implement the integrated system, while the firsbjgets with IPA partners were selected, in
October 2011. Unfortunately, despite the estimatbrihe Commission that the draft Financing
Agreement should come out from the DG Regionaldydégal service in early 2011, the very first

draft version was communicated to the MED staffyanithe end of August. This draft was not yet
specific for MED programme and had to undergo cthasons within the programme staff and

with the IPA countries taking part to the programme

By the end of the year, the final version of theadficing Agreement was still not proposed, and the
Commission could not give any timetable estimafamits finalisation. Meanwhile, as several IPA
partners were taking part to strategic projectseurevaluation, the programming proceeded but
without the possibility to consider the costs oédé partners eligible. Because of this delay
corresponding the start of several strategic ptgjege regret to observe that at the moment it has
become even more difficult for the IPA partnersparticipate to MED projects, whereas the
objective of all the preparation effort was to fidate their participation!

D) Capitalisation and lessons learned

Clustering process and accompanying exchange betpregcts:
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In the Annual Report 2010, we evoked the followvigh:

It would be preferable that several programmes dqarticipate and contribute to the same area
of capitalisation in a transnational territorial @peration. This would require coordination which
could only really come from the EC or another badyking exclusively towards this objective
such as the Interact Programme.

During 2011, we did see certain activities of theetact programme, especially the Valencia office,
towards thematic capitalisation over a larger coafen space. But as there still is no global
structure of capitalisation between ETC programntes; MED programme launched its own
capitalisation effort. A group of experts was canted to carry out accompanying measures and to
help project clusters to emerge. Two capitalisageents were organised: in June (in Rome) a
thematic event with four thematic workshops fétchll standard projects (the most advanced in
implementation). The newly programmed strategiggmts were also invited, as they all have a
capitalisation work package and should envisagapéalisation approach since the beginning of
their activity. In November, following a proposdi dustering developed by the experts, another
event was organised in Marseille.

The on-going MED projects showed a great interesfatds the subject of capitalisation and an
overall willingness to create clusters. In shdré majority of our projects wish to know more about

what the other projects are producing, and welcoapmrtunities to exchange information and

experiences. This willingness has led the mostvacprojects to spontaneously seek other
partnerships, most often grouping projects finanoeder the same objective, and to propose
structured exchange with them. It is clear that thpwsjects expect the programme instances to
facilitate this exchange, by providing information other projects, and by proposing topics for
clusters.

The Capitalisation Day in November brought togetsigrgroups of projects, the grouping being
proposed by the experts in charge of the accompgmtiocess. The programme staff was in fact
hoping for clusters that would share an approacbre than just working on the same theme or
sector. It was considered that the sectorial graypivhich seems the most natural for projects, does
not always give real opportunities to share, astype of project objectives and results might be
very diverse. The result of this ‘top down’ horitainclustering proposal was mitigated. Some of
the project groups seemed more relevant and capéisteucturing their exchange, whereas others
did not really understand the proposal. As a resulhe Capitalisation Day, several clusters sthrte
to emerge, but only part of them following the kontal approach.

Whereas the clustering process has an aim in,iigelfringing together projects and helping them
to enhance their results by joint action, it isoatseant to prepare partnerships that could answer t
a specific call for capitalisation projects, tolaenched in 2012.

The programme library:

The JTS has started to create a database enablorganise the ‘memory’ of the programme. This
database contains statistical information about ghegect contents and deliverables, organised
thematically and by types of outputs/results. Toregeen results of each project are compared with
what is in reality delivered in the end. We feedttlit is as necessary to provide this content
information, as it is to have a clear follow-upfimfancial progress of a programme. We expect this
structured information to be helpful in several wj@pn particular it should:
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- Help the project operators answering to futuresgcadi find information about what has been
produced, and to profit from existing results

- Facilitate contacts and exchange between on-gomjggis

- Provide a reliable source of information for statel analysis, both for the programme
instances and for research purposes

- Provide the general public a structured way to batlabout the results of the programme

- Contribute to the preparation of the next genenatibthe MED programme

Once the projects end, their key outputs and delbles will be kept in the on-line programme
library, and they can be consulted with both théeregproach and by types of outputs. Most often,
these are state of the art studies, identificabbrbest practises, followed by guidelines, action
plans, shared strategies, memorandums of undenstarithtabases, and so on. By providing them
to the use of future partnerships, we hope to ptenaostep towards concrete implementation of
project results, which only few projects manageetly exploit before they come to their end. The
work on this library is on-going and hopefully @dy provides results (at least from standard
projects) in 2012 and especially in 2013, in ortercontribute to the preparation of the new
programming period.

E) In itinere evaluation

The first interim report of the In Itinere evaluati delivered in 2010, made observations about the
programme performance. These have been detailetiein2010 Annual Report. In 2011, the
evaluation continued with sample-based intervieWshe standard projects, and a new round of
strategic projects evaluation started in the enth@fyear.

As the evaluation report had concluded, three npaimts of the programme seemed to need
improvement:

1) Better definition of programme indicators;
2) More analysis of project content and qualitativeestss (enhancement);
3) Greater flexibility in the application of norms atiee creation of tools.

During the year 2011, the programme has concedtitgesfforts in these aspects. Firstly, even if
the programme indicators can only be seriouslynsiciered when preparing the next period, new
specific indicators for strategic projects werebelated and included in the application form.

The work on the programme library, and the sepdfatal report, is a first step towards content
analysis, and a quality approach. As it is not gdssfor the reasons of limits in the Technical
Assistance budget, to foresee separate staff fotent/quality issues and for basic monitoring of
projects, an intermediary solution has been prapose the Monitoring Committee and
implemented. The JTS has been enlarged with twgranome and project officers, a new profile
reaching towards horizontal tasks and quality issaad the staff has been re-organised in project,
financial, and communication units. It is cleartthraregard to the size of the programme, the JTS
has been until recently too underresourced to devahy quality aspects beyond strict monitoring
of projects. Now this issue has been partly adéessd the results are seen in the programme
capitalisation activity.

The JTS has also created new tools for stratedis, ¢he Application form has been completed
with qualitative information, and new flexibilityni submitting project proposals has been
authorized. However, this last point needs stith@e profound analysis, as we have noted that the
increased flexibility did not reduce the quantifynon-eligible proposals. The rules and procedures
of the programme should and will be fundamentadlipoked, but to ensure coherence between
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existing tools and in treatment of applicants, thagnot be completely changed during this period.
It is also understood that the suggestions of tladuation team can be addressed partly during this
period, and more substantially, in the preparatibthe next programming.

The In ltinere evaluation accompanies the improvan@ocess and will shortly give more
observations on the efficiency of the first stefise evolution of types of projects towards strategi
projects, and its impact on programme performaisogyrrently under analysis.

Information on the physical progress of the operatial programme:

By the end of 2011, 105 projects had been finararedl 15 of them already finished. The three
strategic projects programmed in February hadtatted their activities before the summer and
were on-going. The fourth strategic project prograad in October was finalising the contracting
procedure. The programme had reached a 76% commniitofigts ERDF budget (excluding the

Technical Assistance).

The first 15 standard projects that had ended theivities, reached an average level of ERDF
absorbtion, of 87%. Taking into account the diffi@s of public sector structures in the middle of
an economic crisis, the programme considers thassgasod score for the standard projects.

By the end of 2011, all standard calls and strategils for projects had been carried out. The
preparation of a targeted call for innovation andrgy efficiency was in its last phases, with d cal
foreseen in early 2012. The rest of the remainiRIPE budget shall be committed to the targeted
calls, and a capitalisation call organised in 26fi@uld be financed with ERDF returning from the
finished projects of the®icall.

Quantifiable indicators and in particular, key icattiors: please see Excel spreadsheet in appendix 2

Financial information (all figures are in euros)

Expenditure paid by
Corresponding | the body responsiblg
public for making
contribution payments to the

beneficiaries

Expenditure paid out by
the beneficiaries included
in payment claims sent to

the managing authority

Total payments received
from the Commission

Priority axis 1

State the fund concerned 13.681.670,86 13.681.670,86 7.824.259,35 6.9131021,
ERDF

Priority axis 2

State the fund concerned 9.181.015,06 9.181.015,06 4.721.874,10 3.893.464,27
ERDF

Priority axis 3

State the fund concerned 2.781.172,77 2.781.172,77 1.013.772,14 939.491,37
ERDF
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Priority axis 4
State the fund concerned
ERDF

5.464.484,82

5.464.484,82

4.484.166,05

3.721.670,05

Priority axis 5 (TA)
State the fund concerned
ERDF

2.609.944,08

2.609.944,08

1.968.045,82

1.045.644,38

total amount

33.718.287,59

33.718.287,59

20.012.117,46

16.513489

Total in transitional regions
in the grand total

Total in non-transitional
regions in the grand total

Total of the expenses which
are part of the ESF where t
operational programmed is
co-financed by the ERDR
the grand total

[]

Total of the expenses which
are part of the ERDF where
the operational programmed
is co-financed by the ESF in

the grand total

1

Fill in this field where the operational prograens co-financed by the ERDF or the ESF if usethagle of the
possibility set out in article 34, paragraph 2h&f {EC) regulation no. 1083/2006.
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Information on the breakdown of the use of fundingy category
This information is only partially applicablas there is no possibility, in a transnational
programme, to provide categorisation by differeimehsions. As it can be seen in the initial
categorisation of ERDF allocation in the OP, theitmrial dimension cannot be identified
following the NUTS nomenclature, as all cooperatipimjects include several territories.
Thematic categorisation of funding, for the 20XlLiation, is provided annexed to this report.

It reinforces the same message that we are regeirom data compiled in the project database:
some categories foreseen in the OP have not receiigible/programmable proposals, and
there are very few or no projects in these categoBy Priority, the most important categories
with few projects (in proportion to what was foresen the OP) are the following:

In the Innovation and support to SME’s; the prggeteating innovation from scientific and

technological point of view (categories 01 and &&® rare, even if projects that treat innovation
as a procedure, are frequent. There are only v@my grojects on information technologies,
(categories 11-14), although quite many projectehothis domain but consider the ICT as a
tool to achieve other objectives.

In Transport, in general there are few projects rmnidti-modality is not treated as frequently as
was estimated in the OP. In Environment, therenarprojects on solar energy (40) but projects
dealing more generally on energy efficiency arearfoequent than foreseen (43).

Finally, there are no projects dealing with cudfunfrastructure (59) , and even if the projects
from divers sectors address governance issuesr riadtgiently, there are only few projects

directly concerned by capacity builing (81)

Assistance by target groups — not applicable
Assistance repaid or re-used — not applicable

Qualitative analysis:

Despite the difficult economic situation touchingparticular the South European countries,
the MED projects have successfully continued thhmiplementation. So far, no project has
interrupted their activities because of the cridist it is clearly visible that most public
structures are facing budget cuts and this is ngakire work in projects more difficult. A
certain number of delays in activities are dueuddet cuts and cash flow problems. This has
often been combatted with a demand to allow thgeptdo continue its activities until the 36
months, when the original duration has been shémger 3 years. Allowing project extensions
has helped many partnerships to carry out mostedf foreseen activities.

In many countries, especially with centralisedtfiesel control system, the delays of certifying

expenses are long, and this is creating strairespect of submission deadlines for payment
claims. But in an overall way the projects are dilgaadvancing and the first level projects are

now almost all in the phase of organising finalfeoences and ending their activities.

The biggest challenges, during the current programmplementation, are the strategic
projects. They have large budgets, between 4 an@ @MERDF, and higher number of

partners, on the average over 20 structures gaatiog from more than 6 countries. It is to be
noted with satisfaction that despite the size efghartnership, the four projects programmed in
2011 have all been able to organise themselvekiguand have launched their activities

rapidly after signing their contracts. However,dtclear that they face the same risks and
constraints as standard projects, potentially sl budget cuts, political constraints and
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delays in certifying expenses. It remains to bensédhey can really present a risk to the
programme implementation by concentration of futmldew bigger operations. In order to
follow their progress in real time and to answapidly to any risk factors observed, each
strategic project is followed by two persons frome tJTS: a project officer and a financial
officer. On top of this, the Managing Authority isore directly involved in their follow up,
contrary to standard projects. The experience lemsodstrated that the programme team is
often able to facilitate solutions if problems digecovered rapidly.

The indicators of the MED programme that are shawthe OP, are grouped by Priority Axis. In
Presage, the online monitoring tool, all projedisase their indicators (more detailed) in a single
list. We have extracted this list with all indicedcand filtered it by priority Axis and by type and
unit of indicator, to find the correspondence witie OP tables.

Some indicator values in the OP are shown in thesfmsumber of projectsin these cases, the

value used is extracted from the programme databaseontains information on all on-going and
finished projects (end 2011 situation). Informatiercategorized by main sector of activity of the
project, by means of action and by its objectived also by deliverables, which allows extracting
information in coherence with the OP indicators.

We observe, as it was already observed via our ranoge database, that only a few
projects/activities are financed on integrated tada®nes management, on ICT solutions, and more
gIobaI(ij, in the domain of transport. We were alipaware of these lacking activities after tfie 1
and 2° call, and the strategic project calls have alrgaalyly addressed this situation. For the rest,
an analysis of our stakeholders, based on our ds¢alis being carried out to draw conclusions on
the reasons.

Finally, the extraction of indicators declared byeM partners as already realized, are in certain
cases largely above those estimated in the OP. i$his particular the case for the number of
SME’s concerned by project activities. In a morebgll way, the quantity of networkspoperation
activities, joint plans and studies is far beyamel ¢stimations of the OP dating from 2006.

Given that the programme has a big Priority Axisdf innovation, and that the majority of these
projects work directly with enterprises, it shoub@ considered logical that the number of
enterprises involved in project activities is athgdeyond 1000.

Summary tables on indicators are found in Axxekthie report.

2.2. Information about compliance with Community lav — not applicable

2.3. Significant problems encountered and measurésken to overcome them:

The difficulties encountered by the programme drtgvo main categories:
a) internal difficulties;
b) external difficulties.

a) As for the first category, the year 2011 has begerax of restructuring the JTS staff. The
staff turnover rate in early 2011 was high withurghry departures of staff members and
also with the end of contract for four persons véha®rk contract was not renewed. This
destabilized the programme team and led into rigkysfonctioning. It has to be underlined
that in an overall way the JTS was underresourneggard to the size of the programme,
and the number of calls and on-going projects. &by the capacity of the staff to develop
content issues was limited by their number, butrtiege amount of staff departures put at
risk the follow-up of on-going projects and treatihef payment claims.
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Facing this situation, the MA proposed a restruoguand an enlargement of the JTS staff. The
Monitoring Committee accepted the proposal, andirdarnal audit was carried out. In
consequence, the staff was organised in three: anfigoject unit where two new staff members
were recruited, a financial monitoring unit, angd@mmunication unit. Horizontal tasks were
enhanced with internal working groups, in particular evaluation and capitalisation. The
restructuring was succesfull and allowed to stabithe staff and prevented the workload from
concentrating on few persons only.

The Presage monitoring tool has been steadily iwgatothroughout the programme
implementation and has clear advantages, as mlineoand decentralised. But the successive
improvements demand a lot of effort from the progmae team, and the governance of the tool
iIs complex, as it is commanded and paid by the mowent level in France and several
programmes use the same tool. It is not easy to fgadamental improvements, and the team
has the feeling that the tool is sometimes guidiggcontents, instead of being a mere technical
support. Meetings are foreseen with the Presadgeitsad team, to discuss a more substantial
improvement of the tool.

Internal difficulties have been observed equallyhwart of the public tenders that the MA is
contracting for the programme. Firstly; it is coeypfor the Managing authority, to be in charge
of the tender for programme audits, as they arecaoied out under the responsibility of the
MA but that of the Audit authority. There has beserme dissatisfaction in regard to tools and
methods provided by Deloitte; but after several tmgs with the experts and with the AA, the
latter has become more demanding towards the exped has started to clarify the quality
issues with determination.

Secondly, the programme team is also facing sofffieudiy with the tender for capitalisation
experts. As the subject of capitalisation is experital, and there is a diversity of objectives
and approaches towards the issue, it has providi#éidud to obtain from the group of
capitalisation experts, the type of tools that M&/JTS is demanding. It seems that the
programme staff has a different understanding gfitasation especially in regard to
accompanying projects, than have the capitalisaiqrerts. Clarifying the situation and better
focusing the command are underway, with principabns of bilateral meetings and exchange
with the experts.

b) The premium external difficulty continues to be ttemsequence of the economic crisis to
public structures. These form the main target betaey group of our programme, and are
in much difficulty in finding and committing budgetor cooperation activities. Even though
all on-going projects continue their activitieseté is a relatively high rate of changes of
partners, following from the incapacity of certatructures to continue financing project
activities. In the medium term, the ERDF absorbtiate of the projects is likely to suffer
from these difficulties, and the risk could be matarly high for strategic projects. This is a
global situation that goes beyond the control & pinogramme instances, hence the only
way to address them is to follow closely our onagprojects and try to facilitate solutions,
in cooperation with national delegations, whendlriiculties arise.

The delays in certifying expenses, as already rapatl, extend the closing procedure of the
finished projects. By the end of the year, only\bey first projects that ended in July and in
August, had submitted their final reports and ckiand even for these projects, there still
were certifications pending in some partner coestrirhe closure of a project is supposed
to start, with all the financial elements senthie TS, within two months after the end of
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activities. In reality, this period is much longerd extends beyond 6 months in many cases.
The consequences are not yet so harmful, in regatide finishing projects of the®'kall,

but towards the end of the programming period thelidbe more difficulties. If the national
control systems in centralised countries cannoedpg the procedures, at some point the
programme will be compelled to close operationsretadl partners have not been able to
certify all their expenses. This means money ititiegpent for project actions, lost for the
partner and unused for the programme.

Finally it has also been quite hard to obtain emoelgyible strategic projects in the two calls
launched in 2011. The ineligibility rate remaingthidespite numerous programme efforts to
reach out towards the project operators and dissgminformation, and regardless of the
programme maturity. The additional flexibility bight to submission procedures has not
changed the situation either. The analysis on reaso this situation has not yet been
finalised, however, there are two plausible reasdither the ‘extra large’ partnership

demands too much effort from the Lead Partner wbeschot manage to obtain from the
partners, and to verify, all administrative elenserdr then, the partnerships do not put
enough serious effort to the exercise of submitangtrategic project. This is a plausible
reason for errors, as the calls for strategic jptsjdave a single submission of a final
application, without a pre-application. They do mitba simple project idea, but there is no
two-step validation procedure, and thus all therefput into the full application can be

futile if the project is not selected in the end.

In order to draw conclusions and seek solutionsstieneed to see if the targeted projects
(also launched with Terms of reference and a ose-girocedure) face the same
problematic, or if it is inherent to strategic f@cis.

2.4. Changes in the context of the implementationfahe operational programme (if
relevant) — not applicable

2.5. Substantial modification under Article 57 of Fegulation (EC) No 1083/2006 (if
relevant) — not applicable

2.6. Complementarity with other instruments
Collaboration with INTERACT —Med Lab Group

The draft legal package suggests for next ETC pragring period a thematic concentration and it
supports cooperation with the Union’s neighbourBrgl countries. By these means, the Joint
Capitalisation Pilot Action will be a platform tmalyse projects, policies, etc. in the field of gyye

in the Mediterranean area, including the whole gaplgc area (ETC and neighbouring
programmes and the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM

In regards with this joint Pilot Action, in ordeo define and to shape it, the Liaison Office of
Valencia has participated to the several meetingswere held in Valencia in 2011

Concrete topic: “Energy Efficiency in Buildings”;

Methodology to start the analysis;

Visual impact: a 1 minute promotional video;

Broaden the scope considering also IPA programmes.
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As to the JTS team members, they have activelyogzated to the seminars and training sessions
organized by INTERACT in 2011:

1. Workshop IPA CBC Public procurement in sharedshagement: Brussels, t24February
2011;

2. Project application and Assessment in ETC Progres: Prague *and 29 March 2011;
3. European Cooperation: Growing Smart: Budapésh @nd 26th May 2011;

4. Future Working Group on Programme Managementstardam, 2 and 3 November
2011;

5. European Transnational Cooperation Strategicomgp: Rome, 1l November 2011.
Liaison Office Valencia

According to the Operational Programmes(OP), thaisbn Office (L.O.) for E.U. MED
PROGRAMME(MED) and ENPI CBC Mediterranean Sea Bd&NPI CBC-MED), located in
Valencia, “will ensure the coordination betweenhbptogrammes (MED and ENPI CBC-MED) in
order to develop synergies and maximise their m@spe contribution. It will also realise
communication work with project partnerships, intrdoutes to capitalisation and it coordinates the
existing implementation tools”.

The activities developed by the Liaison Office Bil2 showed a slight difference from the previous
years. It is important to underline some relevants:

* The ENPI CBC MED Programme approved their 1st@fditandard projects and mostly all
of them signed their subsidy contract and starteaehes activities, also it launched its
strategic and 2nd standard calls. Even so, thewme leck of information between ENPI
programme and the MED LO Office and data is notvigled, what makes difficult the
coordination between programmes.

* The Spanish Delegation held the programme’s prasydéor 2011, which meant that many
activities were organised in Spain and coordinaiethe Liaison Office Valencia.

* MED Programme capitalisation activities startedw@ESPI as external expert.

* The debate on the future EU funds is open and momcantribution to is very welcome and
useful, in this sense, the MED programme contridbute the Joint Transnational Event
during the Polish Presidency and the LO in Valersu@gested a closer collaboration
between INTERACT Med Lab Group and the MED programto develop a Joint
Capitalization Action in the Mediterranean Seahia field of energy efficiency in buildings.

Taking into account the above mentioned situatiod #he Liaison Office Working Plan; the
activities developed by the LO for 2011 were mostiated to Communication and Capitalisation.
A detailed description of such activities is praaddn the next paragraphs:

|. Liaison Office Valencia in the MED activities:

* The L.O carried out daily administrative work (tséations, reports, expenses control, etc.)

* The L.O. followed up the monthly coordination mags between the JTS, MA and LO in
Marseille.
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* It supported the Spanish Presidency and JTS immigg the MED Programme Selection
and Steering Committees (Valencia, 22nd -23rd bfdrary 2011).

» Currently, the LO by mandate of the Spanish Presigleoordinated together with the JTS
and Generalitat de Catalunya and Spanish Presidahdke logistical aspects for MED 7th
Steering and Selection Committees and Annual E28at (Barcelona, 17th, 18th,19thof
October 2011). To coordinate 3 trips were orgatosBarcelona in order to coordinate with
all the people involved. (May, July, September 2011

* It took part on the JTS Strategic Projects WG, @Gdipation WG and Future WG
collaborating to the related documents and brainmstg sessions. In this regard the LO
participated in several capitalisation, future W@d astrategic projects meetings and
seminars :

» Informal meeting of NCP to discuss the Energy edficy and Maritime risks
Strategic projects, organised by the Spanish Rresidof the MED Programme, on
the 18th of January 2011, in Madrid (Spain).

» MED launching seminar of the 2nd and 3rd Stratétadls related to accessibility,
axes 3.1 and 3.2, and Maritime Safety on the 7tRAprfil and 5th of July, in
Marseille (France)

> VI Med Lab Group seminar on capitalisation: naturaks-fire prevention and
maritime risks, organised by Interact Valenciatlos 20th of April in Genoa (ltaly).

> At Marie SP kick off meeting on the 20th of May,Barcelona (Spain).

» 1st and 2nd Future WG meetings, on the 6th of daty 29th of November, both in
Marseille (France).

» 2nd seminar for capitalisation of the MED programmehe topics of innovation
and accessibility-transport, organised by the JIG@ESPI (external expert) on the
30th of June and 1st of July in Rome (Italy).

> In Capitalisation meetings between the MA, JTS, BEternal expert), on the
20th of September and 30th of November of 2011 boMarseille (France).

» The LO together with the JTS took part of a worki@goup, to support the MED
Programme’s participation in the Joint Transnatiolavent, which was held next
September, in Katowice (Poland). This event wastlyiorganised by the 13 ETC
Transnational Programme and for its coordinatioves® Steering (general aspects) and
Communication Groups (video, website, press, eibib)i meetings, were carried out in the
headquarters of the programmes involved (Brus§€®penhagen, Porto, Munich) The LO
attended to these meetings representing the MEDr&rame. Its aim as in the Open Days
Conference was to demonstrate the territorial ihpadhe transnational programmes and
projects all around Europe and neighbours.

* As every year, the LO participated in the RegiddpEn Days, to mention in particular the
conclusion Conference and final meeting of thetJdiansnational Working Group.

* It participated at FEPORTS Capitalisation Semiraar, maritime transport, the 11th of
September 2011, in Valencia (SPAIN)
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« The LO , also as a capitalisation activity, papate at the Conference organised by the
Sicilian Region and CRPM “Vecchi e nuovi Attori ndiediterraneo che cambia: il ruolo
dei Popoli, delle Regioni e dei Soggetti locali, @everni e delle Istituzioni sovranazionali,
in una strategia integrata di sviluppo condivisahere EU Institutions and European and
neighbourhood countries participants were pres@atania, 8th and 9th of December of
2011 (ltaly).

ll.Liaison Office Valencia in joint activities witNPl1 CBC MED

 The L.O. followed up ENPI's CBC Med Programme, irder to ensure the necessary
compatibility between MED and ENPI MB Programmes;aading to the article 9.3 of the
ENPI Regulation. In particular checked projectsnfrboth programmes in order to find
complementarity and for future capitalisation puegs

* It also up dated the KEEP data base with MED infdron and the common
EuroMediterranean Data base with MED and ENPI CBEDVapproved projects, to check
multiple participation, detect clusters and infotima to foster capitalisation in the
Mediterranean area.

» It developed the content for the Liaison Office MEEINPI CBC MED web space.

* Following the idea of the 1st brochure of the L&,comparative tool and very useful for
project partners and stake holders , the LO stdréelldrafted its 2nd Brochure “MED and
ENPI CBC MED PROGRAMMES STRATEGIC CALLS. Around 1@M®rochures were
printed in EN and FR version. And the 1st brochwes reedited and printed 1000 copies
also in both languages.

* To feed and support both programmes newslette@s@mn Office space) with basic and
updated information of the MED and ENPI CBC MED.

* It informed the potential beneficiaries about MED ENPI CBC-MED key features; in
order to steer them to the right programme. Thessutations have been usually through
out email and telephone consultations.

» The L.O. also participated at the bilateral meetingfween MED-ENPICBC MED,
organised by the French delegation of the ENPI fraraghe, on the 15 of April 2011, in
Marseille (France)

* It also participated as observer at the ENPI CB(MMEeering Committee, on the 13th and
14th of April in Marseille (France), where the neall of Strategic Projects was discussed
and the situation of the standard projects up dated

Liaison Office Thessaloniki

The Thessaloniki Liaison Office 2011 achievemen&enbased on the work done in 2010. The
successful integration of the IPA funds by the paogme produced a new situation in the
management. The main concerned parties are that@dtlA partners. Therefore the LO’s main
objective was to inform them and the potential L@aditners with all possible ways. In parallel the
LO served as a Liaison between the LPs and theptthers in order to facilitate the partner search
and the matchmaking process between them.

The most effective way for the awareness raisirthesorganization of events. The LO contributed
to the organization of a joint transnational (fdir&1PA countries) and to several national level
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information events in the IPA countries. The idicdition and invitation of the potential IPA
stakeholders was the first step afther which the pr@duced an IPA partners’ database (this
contains the contact details, the nature and istiedethematic area of more than 200 potential IPA
partners by this time) with the objective to enstime highest participation in the first ever MED
IPA event. This event was held in Tirana last Maactd was connected to the opening of the
second call for strategic projects and to the remgeof the call on maritime safety.

After the Tirana seminar that was a complete sucties LO concentrated its activities on two

objectives. Firstly to contact the LPs of the maré safety project ideas in order to convince them
about the added value of involving IPA partners] aacondly to connect the LPs with the chosen
IPA partners.

The success in the maritime safety call implicdteébllow the same route also in the case of the
transport and ICT call. In the meanwhile the LOaabecame operational on the website and the
IPA partner database was further developed anduged as a tool for partner search.

This time the LO contributed to organization of idagal Info days in the IPA countries. The first
National Information seminar was held in CroatigSibenik within the frame of the “Days of the
regional development”. Later another seminar wae afganized in Croatia in Zagreb exclusively
dedicated to the MED Programme. During this semimesides the presentation of the call and the
programme the LO also presented the already swdaimipproject ideas and collected which
participant interested in which proposal. The pgyttion was very high in both events and finally
Croatia had the most partners in the submitteceptgroposals. However the LO could not appear
physically in the Montenegrin info days it helpdtke torganization by providing the necessary
information on the project ideas. Then in closepavation with the Montenegrin NCP the LO
received “identification forms” from the interest&tbntenegrin partners indicating which project
interests them and who they are in general. Assaltref the above activities besides one in all
other submitted project proposals there are IPAnpes.

After the closure of the call for strategic progetiie LO turned to the capitalization and elabarate
a detailed proposal on the capitalization actigitregarding IPA. Within the proposal the LO
concentrates on the added value of the IPA parttieesEU integration and on the importance of
the interaction with other IPA related programmaring the Capitalization Day in Marseille in
November the LO presented partly the proposal égptirticipants. In parallel the LO made several
proposals to the external experts on the involveénoérthe IPA issue in the clustering process.
These proposals are under negotiations at this mome

Besides the call for proposals and the capitabmatihe LO also contributed to the communication
activities. The LO together with the JTS and the kfiresented the MED Programme in the Joint
Transnational Conference in Katowice at the enlaegg workshop. It had also contributed to the
organization of the MED Annual Event. Finally th© lcould conclude the content of a brochure
about the added value of IPA partners to the pragra. This brochure contains the activities and
achievements of all IPA partners so far in the pmogne. This publicity tool will be a fine
instrument during the 2012 activities.

2.7. Monitoring and evaluation
Controls in compliance with Article 60 of Regulation (EC) No 1083/2006
Analysis of periodic payment claims

The description of management and control systenmmpliance with Article 71 of Regulation
(EC) No 1083/2006 requires the examination of mkciopayment claims which include the
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payment claim per se, a progress report, certiindrom the auditors for each of the partners and
appendices. As was indicated last year, an intenaalitoring tool (checkgrid) has been created for
the assessment of requests for payment.

This checkgrid starts by covering all the assessmsges right from the beginning to identify at
which moment each of the parties has been assasddaly which person in the JTS. It also enables
the auditor to see the payment claim in its entir@hd the respect of submission deadlines
established in the Subsisdy Contract.

Progress report assessment focuses primarily opaioiity between the activities undertaken and
those anticipated and described in the workplanth{a application form). Differences between
planned activities and those delivered, are alsonéxed in each 6-month period, as are differences
between budgeted and incurred expenditure. If thigerences are not justified in the report,
clarification and additional justification of thése requested from the Lead partner.

Similarly, the checkgrid enables the certificatioh expenditure of all project partners to be
assessed, thereby guaranteeing that the spedfisatif the first level control systems (terms and
conditions for certification by auditors, certiftaan processes, eligibility of expenditure, etd.}ce
Member States have been respected by all the partne

In addition, Lead partners must append their psgyreports with documents and other annexes
which prove that the activities described have abtutaken place (e.g., meeting agendas,
attendance lists, notes of meetings, studies phealisfolders disseminated, edited promotional
material, etc). The websites for each project &e ehecked.

The 50 projects from the first call for proposalsre/required to submit two payment claims, on the
31% of May and the 30 of November. The 51 projects from the second fealiproposals had to
submit their payment claims on the"™6f June and by 31of October, in compliance with the
deadlines established for the projects from eacltheftwo calls. The 3 first strategic projects
(Objective 2.2) were to submit their first claims October. More flexibility and individual
submission timetables have been given to strajggiects, as they combine large partnerships.

All of the projects from the first and second dall proposals submitted payment claims in 2011,
and all three strategic projects have certifiedesmsges for the first claim. Assessment of these
payment claims enabled the effectiveness of thekgrel to be verified and improved, with a new
version adopted internally in October. By the eh@@il1, practically all projects from the 2nd call
had submitted the last claim of the year foreseetheé Subsisdy Contract, whereas 17 were still
missing from the first call. This is at least pariue to the end of the projects and the tendemcy t
regroup the semestrial payment claim with the dast

Assessment of the payment claim as mentioned aboables the project manager to verify the
operational and financial progress of the projestmpleting the follow-up on a daily basis with the
Lead partners.

In parallel to this type of monitoring, the JTS imped the existing monitoring system which

enables to have an overall view of operations (o) progress from the running projects. This
allows to identify different problems which can hddressed in a proactive manner and to give
precise information to national-level coordinattwodies for better follow-up.

These tables also enable objective monitoring whschot limited to the person following the
project (in the JTS) by facilitating the transfdrtbe project to another member of the team, if
required.

The JTS uses 3 common tables for all the projeittsrwthe same call for proposals:
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1.

3.

A table for certified amountgsompared to progress of activities by partner.sTiable
enabled a rapid assessment to be made of eaclempartid therefore to identify, in liaison
with the lead partners, any partner lagging behind.

The table also enables problems to be detectednatianal level on which the national
authorities are systematically alerted in orddirtd a coordinated solution.

A table to monitor progress reports. This tablevfates the total amount certified for each
project for the period concerned, the cumulativtalteince the start of the project and the
level of progress (in %) when compared to the totalget allocated to the project.

A table to monitor the financial progress of pragefinishing in 2011. 28 projects from the
first ‘traditional’ call for proposals were to be@mpleted in 2011, but as extensions were
asked for, only 15 finished by the end of the yedEnding projects require special
monitoring in order to prevent any significant urgpending.

Participation in project Steering Committees and Fnal Conferences

In 2011, JTS members attended 17 project Steermmndttees in an effort to provide better
technical supervision of approved projects.

1.
2.

3.

8.
9.

Med Governance: Rome, 23rd March 2011
ICS, lktimed, Wide: Ancona, 29th March 2011

Philoxenia: Larnaca, 7th and 8th April 2011

. Smilies: Syros, 28th and 29th April 2011

Agro-environmed: Avignon, 17th May 2011
Qualigouv: Marseille, 26th May 2011
Free-MED: Tle sur la Sorgue, 17th June 2011
SEATOLAND: Valletta, 22% July 2011

Elih-MED: Larnaca, 22nd and 23rd September 2011

10. Sylvamed: Chania, 29th and 30th September 2011

11.CYCLO: 4" October 2011

12. MEDIWAT: Marfa, 5th October 2011

13. TEXMEDIN: Prato, 18 November 2011

14.FREIGHT4ALL: Naples, 2% and 28 November 2011

15. Proforbiomed: Ptuj, 23rd and 24th November 2011

16.C.U.L.T.U.R.E: Pisa, 22November 2011

17.MARIE: Marseille, 25th November 2011
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The JTS has also participated to the kick-off nmggtiof the MED strategic projects:
1. Elih-MED: Rome, 16th and 17th May 2011
2. MARIE: Barcelona, 20 May 2011
3. Proforbiomed: Murcia, 6th and 7th July 2011
Equally, the JTS has patrticipated to the Final €merices of the projects ending in 2011:
1. Teenergy Schools: Lucca, 7th April 2011
2. CAT-MED: Mélaga, 1st July 2011
3. Med Governance: Barcelona, 7th July 2011
4. MED-IPPC-NET: Bruxelles, 14th September 2011
5. INNOVATE MED: Bruxelles, 15th September 2011
6. CHORD: Bruxelles, 15th September 2011
7. RURURBAL: Barcelona, 25th November 2011

In compliance also with the description of managa&mand control systems of the MED
Programmepn-the-spotvisits are carried out by the MA/JTS. The structuvesited are decided
following a common methodology which was previousiyidated by the Monitoring Committee in
2009. The visits enable assessments to be cardedith the beneficiaries of procedures put in
place by the project partners to deliver the appdoprojects in compliance with the decision of
approval and the Subsidy contract (quality of pgbjeanagement). Each on-the-spot assessment is
summarised in a report using a template which wss approved by the Monitoring Committee in
2009.

In 2011, following the very low irregularity ratebserved by other controls, and the general
workload of the MA/JTS staff under restructuringwivisits were performed:

1. PACA Region Marseille, 18' March 2011
Projects concerned by the check
IC MED
MED GOVERNANCE
CREPUDMED
NOVAGRIMED
FORET MODELE
MAREMED
ENERMED

2. Marche Region 29"and 3¢' March 2011
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Projects concerned by the check
CYCLO

IKTIMED

ICS

MAREMED

WIDE

3. Slovenian First Level Control system 12" April 2011 - a compliance and performance
check

4. Piraeus Port Authority: 4" October 2011
Projects concerned by the check
MEMO
CLIMEPORT
TERCONMED
PORTA
SEATOLAND
Coordination activities with national delegations

In addition to the monitoring of project activitigsoordination activities with national delegations
were undertaken to inform the relevant partnersupoocedures and financial eligibility rules to
follow. The following events and activities incledithe participation of the MA/JTS staff:

On 15th March 2011, the MED MA and JTS participatethe IPA seminar that was hold in Tirana
(Albania) to inform about the second call for S&at projects that had been launched

During the seminar, the Albanian National Coordoratpresented the challenge of the new
integrated phase for the IPA countries. The Thesddl Liaison Office and the National
Coordinators of the IPA Countries explained theipigation of the IPA structures under the non-
integrated phase. The MA presented the transibahe integrated management of the ERDF/IPA
funds and the JTS the technical characteristiqliebeoopened call at that moment. Around 60
people participated to this seminar, which provesl énormous expectations of the IPA structures
regarding the MED Programme.

The MED MA and JTS took advantage of this semimaorganise a meeting with the National
Coordinations of Albania, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Cinand Montenegro, with the participation also
of the First Level Control responsibles in Albaaiad Montenegro. The main items of the agenda
were the management of the IPA Technical Assistatiee possibility of pre-financing for IPA
partners under the integrated phase and the oegamf the national First Level Control systems.

Modifications to approved projects
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For all modifications to the decision to approvéested projects, the Selection Committee gave a
favourable opinion to the following changes:

10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

17.

18

19.
20.

21.

22

27.
28.

29.
30.
31.
32.

33.
34.
35.
36.

SHIFT: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved ori'Zanuary 2011.

MED TECHNOPOLIS: Change to the project partnership and redistioutf ERDF
grant approved on 37January 2011.

INNOVATE-MED: Redistribution of ERDF grant apEroved dfiBebruary 2011.
CHORD: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved ori"®ebruary 2011.

ETHIC: Withdrawal of a partner and reduction in ERDF grapproved on 2% February
2011.

SMILIES: Change to the project partnership and extensidnetgroject duration approved
on 22" February 2011.

RIMED: Withdrawal of a partner and redistribution of ERBfant and reduction of ERDF
grant approved on EQFebruary 2011.

PLANET DESIGN: Change to the project partnership, redistributbicRDF grant and
extension to the project duration approved off E2bruary 2011.

MET 3: Extension to the project duration approved off Z2bruary 2011.

TRANS:It: Extension to the project duration approved off E2bruary 2011.

Med Lab: Extension to the project duration approved off Z2bruary 2011.

BIOLMED: Redistribution of ERDF grant and extension to phgect duration approved
on 22" February 2011.

In.FLOW.ENCE: Change to the project partnership approved dhMars 2011.

INS MED: Withdrawal of a partner and extension to the mtojkiration approved on 18
Mars 2011.

CYCLO: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved df/&pril 2011.

COASTANCE: Change to the project partnership, redistribut@inERDF grant and
reduction in ERDF grant approvel! Mars 2011.

MEDOSSIC: Extension to the project duration approved ofi April 2011.

. WINNOVATE: Change to the project partnership, redistribut@inERDF grant and

extension to the project duration approved of &ril 2011.

NOVAGRIMED: Extension to the project duration approved Bh\eay 2011.

DEVELOP MED: Withdrawal of a partner and extension to the mtogriration approved
on 10" May 2011.

PROTECT: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved ori"28ay 2011.

. Teenegy SchoolsRedistribution of ERDF grant approved dhRine 2011.
23.
24.
25.
26.

PAYS.MED.URBAN: Extension to the project duration approved ofi 20ne 2011.
TEXMEDIN: Extension to the project duration approved ofi 3Gne 2011.

.C.E.: Extension to the project duration approved off 2aly 2011.
AGRONVIRONMED: Withdrawal of a partner, reduction in ERDF grandl @xtension to
the project duration approved on"28uly 2011.

MED GOVERNANCE: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved orl"2Zly 2011.
INNOVATE-MED: Redistribution of ERDF grant and extension to pheject duration
approved on 28 July 2011.

TRANS:It: Extension to the project duration approved 8r6@ptember 2011.

MED TECHNOPOLIS: Withdrawal of a partner approved orf1September 2011.

Free MED: Extension to the project duration approved ofi $8ptember 2011.
RURURBAL: Redistribution of ERDF grant, reduction in ERDRugirand extension to the
project duration approved on2%eptember 2011.

CHORD: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved od23eptember 2011.

|.C.E.: Budged modification up to 10% approved off' September 2011.

Innonautics: Budged modification up to 10% approved off September 2011.

PORTA: Withdrawal of a partner approved ori"2Beptember 2011.
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37. ENERMED: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved dh®ctober 2011.

38. C.U.L.TU.R.E: Change of Lead Partner, redistribution of ERDFgreeduction in ERDF
grant and extension to the project duration appiamel?h October 2011.

39. MED-IPPC-NET: Budged modification up to 10% and extension to phgect duration
approved on 18 November 2011.

40. MEID: Withdrawal of a partner approved orfMovember 2011.

41. QUBIC: Redistribution of ERDF grant approved orl"Movember 2011.

42. MEDISS: Reduction in ERDF grant and extension to the ptajeration approved on 22
November 2011.

Since 2010, partners have tried out different swhst to address economic and administrative
difficulties in order to respect their original coritments to either their project implementation or,

in a wider sense, the strategic repositioning efrtbrganisation. In fact, last year the JTS natice

an increase in the modifications to project profsgareviously approved by the Selection

Committee. During 2011 this upward trend has comth and showed the relevance of these
modifications for the subsistence of some projects.

These requests mainly concern withdrawals and eepiants from projects and/or the reduction in
funding commitments as well as extensions to impletation timetables. In this particular case, all
requests resulted in written procedures for thenstin of the Selection Committee, and involved a
consequent administrative procedure to set up ttieseges.

In particular, the majority of modification appralé 2011 concerned projects from the first call
for projects that requested a prolongation of trgegget's duration in order to achieve all actistie
planned and a redistribution of the budget amontnhpes to adapt it to partnership needs. In very
specific cases (8 projects) a reduction of the ERjEdnAt, those reductions have had an impact into
programmation tables.

Finally the MA/JTS proposed the possibility of make budget adjustment (budget
lines/components) at the end of the project; orditmm that the adjustment does not modify the
total budget of the partner and that the total amhof modifications that the project has undergone
during its life span is not exceeding the (alreagplied) threshold of 30% of its total eligible
budget. This proposal was accepted by the SeleG@onmittee on the J0September 2011.

Controls in compliance with Article 61 of Regulation (CE) No 1083/2006

The description of management and control systemthe@ MED Programme states that the
Certifying Authority “will assess the quality of m#ications with specific controls called
“Certification Quality Checks.”.

In 2011, the following projects were controlled:
MAREMED (October 2011)
- PACA Region (France)

- Conférence des Reégions Périphériques MaritimeBurdpe (CRPM) —Commission
Interméditerranéenne (France)

The results of this control were expressed in antephich gave a satisfactory conclusion after the
contradictory procedure, with no ineligible expendk found.
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TOSCA (October 2011)

- Pole Mer PACA - Toulon Var Technologies (France)

- Conseil National de la Recherche — Institut desr®es Marines (Italy)

The results of this control have been expressadr@port which led to the ineligibility of 1030.13€

Controls in compliance with Article 62 of Regulation (EC) No 1083/2006

The number of projects having declared expenditoirtne European Commission in 2010 (47 in
total) constituted the basis for a sampling exercisdertaken by the CICC in January 2011 which
was then validated by members of the Group of Awsdiin February 2011.

6 operations out of 47 were controlled in 2011.sThontrol involved 6 Lead partners and 7
partners, based in 5 countries participating toMiie® Programme (Spain, Italy, France, Slovenia
and Cyprus) for an amount of € 1.630.146,49, cpording to 26,2% of the expenditure declared
to the Commission in 2010 (€ 6.224.988,26).

The projects selected were:

Under the random sample:

MED NET IPPC operation
- FREE MED operation
- CAT MED operation
- DEVELOP MED operation
- QUALIGOUYV operation
Under the complementary sample:
- Technical Assistance

No irregularity was detected within the framewofkre audit works. The error rate was 0%.

As the annual control report indicates, the rexafithe operation controls led to the conclusicat th
there was a high level of reasonable assuranceenung the correctness of the system and the
effectiveness of implemented management and cosystéms.

The Group of Auditors met in Marseilles on thd Rovember 2011, where the results of the

auditing exercises undertaken in 2011 were predeatel a workplan for audits in 2012 was
established.

2.8. National performance reserve - Not applicable

MED annual report 2011 first draft -27 -



3 — Implementation by priority (see Excel spreadsheet No2, Indicators by pricaitgd by

objective)

The MED Operational programme has 4 priority axas projects (and the fifth for Technical
assistance), with altogether 10 Objectives. Apamnfthe thematic classification, the observations
from the In Itinere evaluation identify three typasprojects:network projects, innovation projects
and ‘atypical projects’. These were detailed in 2080 Annual report. The difference between the
two first categories, that constitute the main sy our projects, seems to be that networking
projects propose a continuous ‘discussion forurat ttarries out networking activities throughout
the programmes and programing periods, whereadnhevation projects’ punctually develop a
transferable product, method or strategy. The @esegory is problematic when it tries to combine
a durable activity with punctual financing, butcan, through a maturing process, reach good
visibility and promote serious transnational p@gi The weakness of more ponctual innovation
projects is that they do not always reach condremementation but finish on the level of the
‘prototype’ and disappear without continuity. Howeyif their results were sustainably promoted
and put into practise, their value added would wharably increase.

3.1. Priority 1: Strengthening innovation capacities

3.1.1. Achievement of targets and analysis of pregg
Information on the physical and financial progresthe priority

For each quantifiable indicator in the prioritycliding key indicators: (see Excel
spreadsheet, appendix 2, Indicators by priority landbjective)

Indicators 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2004 2015 Tdtal

Indicator 1| Achievement
Selected
Projects

Objective

Baseline

Indicator 2 Achievement

Objective

Baseline
Indicator 3 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 4 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 5 Achievement
Objective

Baseline

Qualitative analysis:

In 2011, 45 projects from both th& and 2° “traditional” calls were part-funded under prigrit.
7 projects of the axis 1 of thé' tall ended their activities by the end of the y&e priority has
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been quite popular, with a spontaneous respongets' and 2° call that committed over 85% of
the total budget allocated to the Priority 1. Tkenaining budget, 8,6M€, would not have been
sufficient to open a call for strategic project$ieh is why the programme MC decided to allocate
it to a Targeted call under this theme. The Taxetdl preparation started in 2011, but the call is
only launched in 2012, as other calls for Strat@gajects preceded it during the reporting year.

The projects under Priority 1 overwhelmingly tréla¢ conditions of the SME, either by direct
accompanying measures or by cooperation of publibcaities for legal and policy frameworks

that facilitate the creation or the competitivene$senterprises. The concept of innovation is
largely understood from the point of view of progezs and methods: only a few projects
concentrate on technological innovation. Mostly fivejects deal with concepts such as KBE
(Knowledge-based economy), BA (Business angelg}ceacept, among others. They attempt to
provide solutions to lack of financing mechanismasccess to innovation, clustering,

internationalisation and market search, using aesting methods that are claimed to be
innovative.

The Priority 1 projects provide technical and regiloanalysis, identify best practises, and propose
coordinated solutions such as guidelines, strageay@ actiomlans. There are three main approaches:

- By sector of activity: (farming, furniture desigiextile industry, cultural enterprises, promotidracomatic
plan products..)

- Non-sectorial approach, concentrating on legalstag technological solutions for enterprises

- Framework cooperation between public authoritiesthe private sector

Roughly 20% of these projects have finalised tlaetivities by the end of the reporting year. In
order to gather precise information on what thggmtchave achieved and if all foreseen outputs and
results have been implemented, the JTS has startminpile both the baseline and the target value
information, allowing in the medium term both stfital and quality analysis on project and
programme results. As alf'Icall projects end in 2012, we hope to posses®inesmonths, an
inclusive database of about half of the Prioritgrdjects, and provide the first full analysis irkhe
year’s reporting.

An example of project

Agr D-Env‘iﬂronmed

Leaders in eco-innovation

AGRO-ENVIRONMED
http://www.agroenvironmed.eu/

Priority 1: Strengthening innovation capacities
Objective 1.1: Dissemination of innovative techrgiés and know-how
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The main objective of the AGRO-ENVIRONMED projestto encourage eco-innovation in Agro-
food sector companies of the Mediterranean, pdatiguUSMES, by the creation of a platform which
promotes the transfer of technologies and best remviental management practices.

AGRO-ENVIRONMED developed project activities in grafood subsectors: Olive oil, Wine,
Meat, Fruit and Vegetables and Diary Product inN@vRegional Authorities, Technology &
Innovation Centres, Public Agencies, Entreprene&ssociations and Research Centres,
representing 11 regions and 6 countries within Mexiterranean area (France, Greece, lItaly,
Portugal, Spain and Slovenia).

The project presented its online multilingual pbath http://agro.geoenvi.org/ during its final
conference on February 29th 2012. For each selestbdector of the agro-food sector the
plateform offers a catalog of Best Available Tedogaes and Best Environmental Practices in the
matter of “Raw Material Consumption”, “Air Emissigh “Noise Emissions”, “Water
Consumption”, “Waste Water Emissions”, “Energy Qamgtion” and “Waste”. The database
includes a list of Technological Providers and Szt have successfully implemented the BEP or
BAT. The project also developed a joint methodoldgytransfer technologies and initiatives to
SMEs.

This project will transfer the results of the pajénto a sample of SMEs within the sub-sectors,
validating the results of implementing eco-innovatmeasures in the MED SMEs. 90 compagnies
have been involved and 10 will carry out the p#otivities.

In terms of communication and capitalization atiéd, in addition to the Website, newsletters,
articles and brochures, the project's organizedonat conferences and partners made bilateral
contacts with authorities.

3.1.2. Significant problems encountered and measutaken to overcome them

Most problems encountered by MED projects are mitrify-specific. As already stated earlier,
cooperation projects are frequently subject totjgali, economic and cultural problems that affect
at least one partner and cause delays and constiriimplementing activities. The economic crisis
has obliged most public structures to cut annuallgbts and created difficulties in their
participation to project activities. Treasury prainls are common and can cause departures from the
project partnership, of structures that can no morglement activities. This concerns equally
public authorities. Political changes affect loaatl regional authorities and can prevent them from
implementing activities, as they need to wait foe hew power structure to establish. A major
reform of public sector in Greece has made manycsires to disappear, to merge with other
existing institutions, and created delays in prgewhile the formal modifications have been
submitted and treated.

Cooperation projects can also suffer from lackfo€ient information circulation, being very much
dependent on the efficiency and motivation of tlead. Partner. Sometimes the human resources
allocated to the project are not sufficient to gasut efficiently the project activities. While the
economic and political problems are beyond therobof the partner structures but also that of the
programme management, the problems arising fromvdak coordination of the LP are most often
detected by the JTS during the follow-up and maimtp of the project. In these cases, the JTS
seeks to participate to the project meetings oeratise contribute by reaching out to the LP and
identifying main problems with him. Several solusocan be proposed, from mediation between
partners, to modification of budget lines to theofpr of sufficient human resources. This
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accompanying work is often carried out in cooperatwith the national coordination of the LP
country.

*k%k

3.2. Priority 2: Environmental protection and promotion of a sustainable territorial
development

3.2.1. Achievement of targets and analysis of pregg
Information on the physical and financial progresthe priority

For each quantifiable indicator in the priorityclimding key indicators: (see Excel
spreadsheet, appendix 2, Indicators by priority landbjective)

Indicators 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Tdtal
Indicator 1| Achievement

Selgcted Objective
Projects

Baseline

Indicator 2 Achievement

Objective

Baseline
Indicator 3 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 4 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 5 Achievement
Objective

Baseline

Qualitative analysis:

The biggest priority with 34% of the global ERDRoahtion to the programme, the Priority
2 has been popular and received numerous propdsaig) the 2 first calls for projects, but
not evenly distributed between the four Objectivesder the priority. Most projects
proposed and selected are found under Objectivep2atection of natural resources and
heritage, while the objectives for promotion ofeaable energies and combating maritime
and other natural risks, have not spontaneouskived lots of proposals. Of 31 projects
selected under the Priority Axis 2, more than ) concern the Objective 2.1. Following
this situation, after two first calls, the MC deeiblto launch a call for Strategic projects, for
renewable energies and energy efficiency, and anddin Maritime Safety projects.

It has been rather surprising that in an area siscthe Mediterranean, combating natural
risks has received such a weak answer. Structucekirvg for protected areas such as
natural parks are almost totally absent from pastnips, and protection of coastal zones is
not particularly addressed by projects.
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Following the call for Strategic projects, threejongorojects were selected in February
2011 for the Energy theme. For the Maritime safeliyyough five full applications had been
received, three of them were ineligible and theehdid not show sufficient quality to be
programmed. The Selection Committee decided toenredpe call. All these full proposals
were resubmitted, together with a completely neappsal. After the evaluation of the
projects, the Selection Committee programmed omagesgfic project on Maritime Safety, in
October.

An example of project

CAT-MED

Change Mediterranean
Metropolis Around Time

CAT-MED

http://www.catmed.eu/

Priority 2: Environmental protection and promotion of a sustainable territorial development
Objective 2.1: Protection and enhancement of natesaurces and cultural heritage

The CAT MED Project (Changing Mediterranean Metigas Around Time) is aimed at
identifying operational solutions that can be ugedhange urban behaviours so as to lower
the environmental impact of urbanisation and lignéenhouse gas emissions (GHG).

The project built a common geographic informatigatem from identified indicators and
data available on the participating territories.

With key players in sustainable development sucluragan utilities service companies -

water, transport, energy, waste management - pagkacies, energies, urban planning, etc.
- national government agencies, the regional ailieé®rthe local authorities, chambers of
commerce, universities, etc. and with institutioncharge of transport, urban planning,

urban projects, citizen participation, environmeeit;, the partners created working groups
to contribute to building the Green Apple model).

Sharing the indicator system build within the pobjend a methodological guide to
sustainable neighbourhoods, this institutional oekwof cities thus created helped building
the cooperation online platform (GIShttp://www.catmed.eu/systeme-transnational-
indicateurs/plateforme-transnationale.httinét gathers the project results. The pilots took
place in 12 cities.
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In terms of communication and capitalization atigd, in addition to website, articles,
publications, transnational seminars and final ewarice, the project had cities authorities
signed a political charter for sustainable urbaretipment on February™72011.

3.2.2. Significant problems encountered and measutaken to overcome them

*k%k

3.3. Priority 3: Improvement of mobility and of territorial accessibility

3.3.1. Achievement of targets and analysis of pregg
Information on the physical and financial progresthe priority

For each quantifiable indicator in the priorityclmding key indicators: (see Excel
spreadsheet, appendix 2, Indicators by priority layndbjective)

Indicators 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Tdtal
Indicator 1| Achievement

Selgcted Objective
Projects

Baseline

Indicator 2 Achievement

Objective

Baseline
Indicator 3 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 4 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 5 Achievement
Objective

Baseline

Qualitative analysis:

The ERDF allocation for the Priority 3 amounts t8%2 of the global budget of the
programme. In the two open calls for standard ptsj@nly 21 project proposalsut of
almost 950 submitted, were proposed on the Pri@rigight projects were selected, four in
the first call and four in the second. The Objeetior the accessibility by new technologies
was even less successful, and only two projecte lhaen selected under it. The projects
under Objective 3.1 mostly treat the questions dithko port authorities, either the
connections between ports and their hinterlandsustoms clearance and other procedures
where harmonization of models and software couldngbrmore efficiency and
competitiveness. Only one project is more targetadtban mobility.

The first call projects being in the final phasetlogéir implementation, their final results
should be soon available for a global analysis.o8itve feature is that practically all these
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projects have joined the initiative of one activatper (taking part in several of them) to
develop a joint cluster. This initiative is one thfe most advanced in the context of
capitalisation, and has emerged in parallel wite tunching of the programme level
capitalisation process.

Example of project

&
.. P
[ |

Il B BackgrRounDsH H
~———————
= |

BACKGROUNDS

http://www.backgrounds-project.eu/

Priority 3: Improvement of mobility and of territor ial accessibility

Objective 3.1: Improvement of maritime accessipifihd of transit capacities through
multimodality and intermodality

BACKGROUNDS aims at developing a governance maaaliving ports and port infrastructures
within the Mediterranean basin and targeting aebetitegration of existing poles (small and
medium hubs as well as larger ones) with their tavritories and the relevant productive clusters.
Thus the project aims to providing tools to facedtional, operational and organizational problems
related to the traffic of goods and passenger®ihnggions. These instruments should reduce roads
congestions through the implementation of a comommmunication protocol.

Based on databases on the demand of goods andhgasdransports, on a Harbour system
analysis and studies on intermodal transport aosidels, logistic chains, opportunities offered to
local production systems by the globalized traffie project established a Network model of Sea
Roads and Intermodal Interconnections with the Ivea territories. It resulted in the creation of a
web GIS software to describe the freight flows 0bds and passengers between the ports (Online
Tool) http://www.backgrounds.imet.griThis tool addresses to a series of stakeholdeth as
regional decision makers, port operators, consgndecal producers, shipping agencies,
transporters and forwarders to the wider publid anable to visualize the existing road/ rail and
maritime network in the background area. It alsovytes freight and passenger traffic data from
the background ports and trade data from the canhareas of the background ports. Through the
tool, it is possible to evaluate the optimum routiesterms of cost) and to create forecasts and
scenarios for the assessment of potential newssgas throughout the backgrounds basin.
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The scenarios are being tested and will enable rtavige economical and environmental
assessments.

In terms of communication and capitalization atitéd, the project will disseminate a network
model among operators and users as well as handibogkod practices. In addition, it will build
an online knowledge community the themes “AcceBibtransport, logistics, security”.

3.3.2. Significant problems encountered and measutaken to overcome them

The weak number of proposals received for PriaBitprojects has constituted a problem to the
programme to use relevantly the ERDF allocationthis priority. Whereas all programme
stakeholders agree that the theme is of major itapoe to the programme space, the lack of
interest of the potential partner structures is ifleah Beyond port authorities, accompanying
structures such as the chambers of commerce, agidnat authorities, the participation is
extremely rare from the national level authoritiest mostly have the necessary competence to treat
the transport and accessibility issue on the trathsmal scale.

During the reporting year, the MC decided to enkahgs priority by launching a call for Strategic
projects. Eleven full applications were submittadd this amount could theoretically have been
sufficient to provide enough quality projects irder to commit the available budget. However,
eight of these proposals proved to be ineligiblee Teasons for this situation are not known exactly
and not yet thoroughly analysed, but it is likeyatt the partner structures have not been able to
invest enough time and resources to elaborate @nmpbposals with large partnerships, as the call
had a one-step submission procedure that requiteth ffort and thus contained a high risk for the
partnership to fail to be selected.

The programming of the projects proposed underddlisvas to take place in early 2012.

*kk

3.4. Priority 4: Promotion of a polycentric and integrated development of the Med
space

3.4.1. Achievement of targets and analysis of pregg
Information on the physical and financial progresthe priority

For each quantifiable indicator in the priorityclding key indicators: (see Excel
spreadsheet, appendix 2, Indicators by priority layndbjective)

Indicators 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 20014 2015 Tatal
Indicator 1| Achievement

Selected Objective
Projects

Baseline

Indicator 2 Achievement

Objective

Baseline
Indicator 3 Achievement
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Objective

Baseline
Indicator 4 Achievement
Objective

Baseline
Indicator 5 Achievement
Objective

Baseline

Qualitative analysis:

The Priority 4 is financially the smallest prioritwith only 10% of the ERDF budget
allocated to it. This limited budget was mostly semed during the*land the 2 standard
calls, leaving less than 1M£ left in the budgete Babjects of integrated development, and
territorial governance, have been very popular ajabstakeholders and especially public
authorities. A high number of proposals were resgiin particular for the Objective 4.1.,
during the open calls. The theme allows coopanatiderritorial planning and governance,
which seems to be much in demand. The projectsruti®e Objective are from several
sectors and focusing on the governance aspecthéO1T projects programmed under the
Priority 4, only three are under the Objective 4atich is surprising in regard to the
importance of cultural heritage in the MED coopieragarea.

Example of project
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PHILOXENIA

http://philoxeniamed.tpa-kepi.gr/index fr.html

Priority 4: Promotion of a polycentric and integrated development of the Med space

Objective 4.1: Coordination of development policasl of territorial governance

The project Philoxenia foresaw the financial, techhand cultural support of 90 persons, wishing
to install themselves in the rural areas to créad& own micro-projects and also to contribute to
the vitality of these territories.

It aimed at implementing a Common Operational Madrma of reception of activities building an

online toolbox that includes tutorial and guideshsas theMethodological guide to familiarise
candidates for installation in Mediterranean ranr&as and their tutors with individualised tutoring
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Thus the partners provided an individualised tagprio new arrivals, who wished to create their
own micro-activities in the five rural target zoneaking into account their personal life, their
professional project and the interaction of the wih the reception territory of Philoxenia.

In terms of communication and capitalization atig, the project has organized a capitalization
seminar on March 0 and 1" 2012 in Lithopos, Greece in addition to their whsand
publications. The aims of this event are to shaeskinow-how of Philoxenia project partners with
the other EU speakers in the matter of welcomingies and the various experimentations which
have been already hold or are still in procesgjdfine the content of the transfer as regards the
welcoming policies and the territorial attractivity the European Union, to know the methods for
the implementation of these policies accordingh® meeds, contexts and strategies of each actor
and to spread good practices of Philoxenia prageothers participants in the seminar.

The seminar gathered a quite large puplic from mg@k candidates for installation in the
countryside to local, regional and national autiesi

3.4.2. Significant problems encountered and measutaken to overcome them

Projects under this priority have been in many sgs®posed by partnerships constituted by
Regions and other territorial administrations. Theye potential to policy impact by coordinated

activity of Regions, but have a high vulnerabilitgk towards political changes amongst the partner
structures, during the project duration. These eastagnation of activities and with changing

political objectives, can undermine the result bé tproject. The delivery of results is better

guaranteed when the partnership also includes ogperof structures than administrations, as the
concrete implementation tasks are easier to deddgan institutional to operational partners.

There is no immediate action that can be takenrasvaverpolitization’ of governance projects. In

medium term, evaluation and selection criteria eestowards different profiles of partner
structures can guarantee more stability to theeptonplementation.

*k%k

3.5. Priority 5: Technical assistance

3.5.1. Achievement of targets and analysis of pregg
Information on the physical and financial progresthe priority

for each quantifiable indicator in the priority inding key indicators:

Indicators 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010| 2011| 2012| 201:? 20FL4 20]}5 Tqtal
Indicator 1: | Achievements Number of meetings held on transnational level**
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7 10 10 13 34
(6 Task | (2 MC+ (2MC+ (2MC+3
force + 1| 2SC+ 2SC+ SC+1G
kick off | 1GOA+ 2GOA+ | AO+IN
conferen | 4WG 1WG+ | CP+5CA
ce) + 2BS+ P+1
Annual +1 Annual
event) Annual Event)
event)
Target 30
Baseline
Indicator 2: | Achievement Number of operations
proposed Tcall | 2% call [ 3%call /
531 447 12
eligible Tcall | 2% call | 3%call /
277 330 6
financed / Tcall | 2° call | 3%call 104
50 51 3
Target 150
Baseline

* MC = Monitoring Committee; SC = Selection Committ€&0OA = Group of
Auditors ; WG = Working Group ; BS = Brainstormiofjstrategic projects

The total sum of Technical Assistance directly cattad by the MA/JTS for 2011 was XX
Qualitative analysis:

See point 6. Technical Assistance

3.5.2. Significant problems encountered and measutaken to overcome them

*k%k

4. ESF Programmes: compliance and concentration
Not applicable

5. ERDF/Cohesion Fund Programmes: major projects firelevant)
Not applicable

6. Technical assistance

In compliance with Article 46 of Regulation (EC) N@83/2006, TA funding can cover activities
related to the preparation, management, monitoravgluation, information and control of the
operation programme as well as activities to stiteey administrative resources required for the
implementation of funding. In this framework, #ie activities undertaken for the management of
the programme on a daily basis comply with thiogty of the OP and are therefore detailed
elsewhere in the present report. It is thereforenteel unnecessary to repeat them in this section.
Nevertheless, a list of written procedures from Mwnitoring Committee is included hereafter as
well as a list of important notifications which lemot been subject to a decision.
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MED Monitoring Committee Written Procedures 2011
e 2008 and 2009 Annual report abstracts on the MEDBsite — 14/01/11
» Capitalisation MED public procurement — proposaafiassessment — 18/01/11
» Final validation ToRs strategic projects — 25/03/11
« Minutes 8" Monitoring Committee — 18/04/11
* Framework consultation MC MED - 19/05/11
» Advance payment for IPA partners — 01/06/11
« Documents to add to thé%all for SP — 03/06/11
* Approval 2010 Med Annual report — 10/06/11
« Minutes of the MS informal meeting off 6uly — 25/07/11
* Minutes 7th Monitoring Committee — 29/11/11

Other consultations and notifications from the MAGommittee in 2011 :
* Seminar MED in Albania AND annual exam of the peagme — 01/02/11
* Orientations proposal following the last MC meetin{4/03/11
» JTS recruiting interviews (project officer) — 18/0B
» Departure and replacement in the JTS staff (firerafficer) — 29/04/11
« Discussion paper for the informal meeting on thelély — 23/06/11
» Information about Polish Presidency working meefaing invitation — 17/08/11
» JTS coordinator recruitement organisation and tesul7/10/11
* [PA financing agreement draft — 01/12/11
* Decision jury JTS (assistant and programme/prajegelopment manager) — 07/12/11
* MA/JTS Management — 16/12/11

National activities delivered:

For more information on the MED National Contact Hots activities and tasks during 2011,
please refer to the annex 6. Only public events,etiggs and seminars organized by national
delegations are listed below.

France

In 2011 the French National Contact Point carriettbe following public activities on the national
level:

* Preparation and organization of the national cone®# “first call
strategic projects "(January 2011 and October 2011)

* Attendance and organization of the national congmitin the future
programmes MED and ENPI (November 2011);

* Preparation and organization of a meeting with MieD national
partnership (November 2011).

Italy
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In 2011, the Italian National Contact Point carraed the following public activities on the natidna
level:

» Joint organisation with National Committee of aibhséorming meeting for
ltalian potential partners - Second Strategic-april 21, 2011 — May 5,

2011,

« June 18 2011- TN MED - dissemination seminar — Regionali$é -
Campobasso;

* December 9th and 10th, 2011- dissemination semirRRegione Siciliana —
Catania.

Malta

The Maltese National Contact Point attended a numbgroject meetings and events organised by
Maltese partners.

Portugal

In 2011 the Portuguese National Coordination edraut the following public activities:

* Realization of one training seminar for partnerd arternal controllers, held
in Lisbon on the 18 and 17" of May, with the purpose to raise awareness on
the eligibility of expenditure, on public procuremigorocedures control and
on first level control procedures.

Slovenia

The Slovenian National Contact Point carried oatftllowing public activities on the national level

* Four thematic workshops were organised to whickestalders from different levels
were invited. Topics of the workshops, which wemgplemented from February till
April 2011 were the following: Workshop Developmetentials of nature and culture
conservation areas, Workshop Daring Slovenia (latiow), Workshop Accessibility,
Workshop Natural risks.

 Programme MED, its events and calls were promolsa & other events dedicated to
transnational territorial cooperation programme®iliganisation of the Ministry of the
Environment and Spatial Planning. Programme MED wa&011 presented in this way
at national info days and conference dedicatedtdlSEast Europe, Central Europe and
Alpine Space programme, as well as at the natid&*ON conference in Ljubljana.
Programme MED was also presented through contabutf Ms. Margarita Ja at
the transnational eLivingLab conference dedicate@anube Strategy which was held
in Ljubljana.
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Spain

The Spanish National Contact Point carried oufdlewing public activity on the national level:

» Organization of Information Day for the externaldaars of the projects, with the
support of Interact Point.

Greece

The Greek National Contact Point attended a nuraberoject meetings and events organised by
Greek partners in Greece.

Cyprus

The Cypriot National Contact Point carried out fbléowing public activities:

* Organisation of Information Day in Cyprus concemithe 2nd Call for Strategic
Projects, May 2011.

Gibraltar

The Gibraltar National Contact Point attended aiSanorganised by the EU Programmes Secretariat in
conjunction with the Gibraltar Chamber of Commeaod the Gibraltar Federation of Small Businesses
where all EU co-funded programmes were presentédgpeomoted including dissemination of brochures and
literature to the local business community and pidépartners (6th October 2011).

Croatia

The Croatian National Contact Point carried out tHeofeing public activities:

* national information events, such as the Infornmatiay for potential applicants in the
Strategic Call for proposals in the Axis 3, Measlyén September, in the premises of
the NA/Ministry for Regional Development, Forestand Water Management, in
Zagreb;

* in close cooperation with the Programme's IPA L@resentation of the various aspects
of the Programme was organized during the Natidiagl of regional development, in
May in Sibenik, to interested participants from tho€roatia' coastal counties and the
respective development agencies ;
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* Programme MED was also promoted at other eventisated to transnational territorial
cooperation programmes in organisation of otheionat stakeholder institutions, such
as the Central Finance and Contracting Authonityagreb in June.

Albania

The Albanian National Contact Point carried outfthilowing public activities:

* Realization of a seminar for IPA countries, held@irana on the 15th of March 2011, on
“Integrated Management with the ETC MED Programme”.

Bosnia and Herzogovina

The Bosnian National Contact Point carried outféllewing public activities:

» Organisation of an informative seminar on the MEDgoamme for potential applicants
in BiH (20th of January 2011 in Sarajevo). Benefifsthe Territorial Cooperation
Programmes were presented through the exampleaif.Spn overview of preparation,
implementation and management of MED Projects wiaengby the experienced
Spanish experts.
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7. Information et publicité

7.1 Participation and contribution to joint events

7.1.1 Joint Transnational Conference

The MED Programme actively participated in the argation of the first conference jointly
arranged by the 13 Transnational Cooperation progras. This event took place on 15th and 16th
September 2011 in Katowice, Poland, and featurgt evel speakers and panels including EU
Commission representatives and Polish Ministriesias arranged in cooperation with and hosted
by the Silesian Region and the city of Katowice @sdan accompanying event of the Polish
Presidency of the EU Council.

The aim was to jointly demonstrate how transnatiaoeaperation helps to improve quality of life
in European regions. The conference focused onntaim questions: What has been achieved by
transnational cooperation so far and what is theéupotential?

The event reached almost 1000 people (includingtiiee audience participating via live stream).

The MED programme participated very actively in @berational working groups responsible for
the event preparation: the ‘content’ and ‘commutndcegroups as well as the ‘steering committee’.
The MED staff was responsible for the developmek @oordination of media relations as well as
for the setup, coordination and management of tbefecence websitevww.transnational-
cooperation.euncluding the live streaming. Since only 600 pesscould participate on spot, the
live streaming was an essential tool to achievaciive participation in all Member States.

Various MED projects were presented in workshoghijlbgtion and the event videos. However, it
has never been the aim to promote individual ptsjec programmes, but to highlight examples of
added value of cooperation in all areas.

1.1.2 Open days 2011

The conclusions of the first Joint Conference wenetly presented during the OPEN DAYS 2011
during a workshop organised and held by the 13rarogies. Since this workshop took place only
shortly after the publication of the CommissionkEgislative package of the new programming
period, the programmes managed to give voice to tbaclusions and to actively demonstrate and
discuss added value and impact of transnationaperadtion with the representatives of the
Commissions, the Parliament and Polish Presdicehttye EU Council.

1.1.3 Continuation of joint efforts in event orgasation

The MED Programme intends to continue and actiyelticipate to these cooperative activities
with other programmes.

Thus, it initated a joint communication training faroject partners together with the Alpine Space
Programme in Marseille in spring 2012.

Moreover, the MED Programme actively supported diegelopment of joint activities of ETC
programmes initiated by INTERACT resulting in theganisation of the Eureopan Coooperation
Day 2012.

In late 2011, first discussions on a possible jdarinual) event in 2012 together with the ENPI
CBC MED Programme were initated, too.
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7.2 Organisation of MED Programme events

7.2.1 MED Annual event 2011

Beside the Joint Transnational Conference in Katewihe MED annual event in Barcelona was
one communication highlight of the year 2011.

For the first time, the MED annual event focused ame specific theme. In order to allow a
thematic focus, but also crosscutting discussianghe future programming period in general, the
theme of INNOVATION was chosen. The event offetiee possibility to inform about how the
EU aims to boost 'smart growth’ and how Territor@boperation in the Mediterranean can
contribute to reach this aim.

Moreover, the participants found out on past are$gmt developments: what has been reached by
the Med’s “classical” projects aiming to innovateviarious fields, what is about to be implemented
by the pioneer strategic projects selected in 20M@ project panels were presented, focusing on
INNOVATION and on ENERGY EFFICIENCY. These presdiuias offered a baseline to discuss
and further shape the targeted call (on innovagioergy) launched in 2012.

The event was participated by 300 persons.

7.2.2 Transnational IPA Seminar

After the decision on a new management system ratieg IPA funds in a shared management
with ERDF funds, a first MED IPA seminar was orgad in March 2011 in Tirana, Albania
aiming to inform potential IPA partners about ogpaities and modalities of the new management
system of IPA funds within the MED Programme. ArdufO potential IPA partnes participated to
the event.

7.2.3 Applicants’ seminars

Two transnational applicants’ seminars were orgahi®r the open calls on strategic projects in
Marseilles:

In April 2011, a first launching seminar for thellclr strategic projects on priority 3 offered
general technical information as well as individoahsultation on project contents during the draft
project phase, the first step compulsory periogdvben April and May 2011.

In July 2011, a second seminar was organised aitoingorm project developpers that submitted a
draft project about improvement potentials anddientify possible syenergies between the various
proposals.

7.2.4 (Lead) Strategic project partner seminars

Four strategic projects had been approved in 2Uhiis, a small, but very intense facilitation
format for technical seminars had been chosen.pnl And December 2011, the JTS invited lead,
but also workpackage responsible project partreebslateral project meetings in Marseilles.

7.2.5 Capitalisation Events

As already mentioned above capitalisation evenis baen organised. A first serie of four thematic
workshops (one for each thematic priority) tookcplan Rome in late June/beginning July 2011.
The workshops were - as a starting point - onlgrefdl to first call projects in an advanced stage. |
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November 2011, a clustering and capitalisation deags organised in Marseilles. Around 100
project partners participated and actively exchdngeseveral thematic working groups.

7.3  Online publications and website

7.3.1 Website improvements and management

Various website amendments and modifications weaetesl in 2011 and have partly been
finlalised, partly to be finalised in 2012 (e.dudtrative modifications on the starting page and
improvement of the menu, updates in the projedlttee, installation of an online registration form
and a photo gallery etc.).

7.3.2 Social networks

The programme started to create sites and/or psofiithin the following social networks:
Facebook, Twitter and LinkedIn. Thus, digital netkgowith MED projects, ETC programmes and
other relevant platforms have been created. Additiefforts will be undertaken to develop online
exchange platforms and discussion forum for thgepts.

7.3.3 Online Newsletter

Three online editions of the MED Newsflash werelghied and disseminated to the contact list, in
June, October and December 2011:

After the decision on the new shared managemeergiating IPA funds, the the June edition
focused on IPA informing on the management systeenresponsible contact persons, relevant IPA
events etc.

The October Newsflash focused on the MED capitidisawith descriptions on the ongoing
capitalisation process on programme level, begttige capitalisation examples from the MED
project world and capitalisation with the ENPI MEIBC Programme.

The third Newsflash resumed on the MED year 20dl@ovided an outlook on activities planned
for 2012.

7.4  Other activities

The MED image brochure has been updated and regrirdtome facts and figures on ‘what
happened so far’ have been integrated.

Moreover, the MED Programme’s corporate design eaamspleted and refreshed (e.g. creation of
combined logo versions for projects, logos for thaison Offices, image for the capitalisation
activities etc.).

7.5 Evaluation of communication activities
7.6 Evaluation of communication activities

With the annual report 2010, provided in 2011, gnegramme’s communication approach and
activities were evaluated. The main conclusions:

Tools to better identify and target stakeholderallsbe developped, in general a more targeted
communication approach shall be followed.
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Media and public relations shall be better deveatfope

Project partners shall be provided with more exglegpossibilities as well as support and guidance
for their project communication.

A boost of communication efforts and improvementtioé aspects mentioned above requires
updates in the programme’s communication stratagyoordination between the transnational and
national level. Relevant actions are about to h@emented.

*k%k

Projects ongoing in 2011

All information concerning current projects is dable from a database on the programme website
at the following address: http://www.programmematbejets/base-de-donnees.html?no_cache=1

This includes a tab for project statistics and laisldpy beneficiary.

—
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TRADITIONAL PROJECTS - 1ST CALL

cror | Maonaco | o croate | Cpalanco || PA | Momenearinco | Totl elgible
1 2 1G-MEDO08-012 AGRISLES 932 500,00 282 625,00 1215 125,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-014 AGRO-ENVIRONMED 972 953,76 310 674,99 1283 628,75
3 1 1G-MEDO08-034 BACKGROUNDS 1 075 999,00 340 678,00 1416 677,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-040 BIOLMED 1119 382,47 354 747,49 1474 129,96
4 2 1G-MEDO08-046 C.U.LT.UR.E 1078 335,86 359 445,28 1437 781,14
2 4 1G-MEDO08-048 CAT-Med 1628 225,00 542 741,67 2170 966,67
4 2 1G-MEDO08-052 CHORD 987 750,01 329 249,99 1 317 000,00
2 2 1G-MEDO08-060 CLIMEPORT 1239 221,00 371 233,00 1610 454,00
2 4 1G-MEDO08-062 COASTANCE 1320 636,61 417 687,53 48 940,00 8 636,47 68 000,00 12 000,00 1875 900,61
4 1 1G-MEDO08-069 CREPUDMED 1104 000,00 368 000,00 1472 000,00
3 1 1G-MEDO08-085 DEVELOP-MED 1 015 698,20 304 673,80 1320 372,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-117 ETHIC 659 051,61 219 683,87 878 735,48
1 2 1G-MEDO08-129 Flormed 1 400 000,00 466 665,00 1 866 665,00
4 1 1G-MEDO08-133 FORET MODELE 976 500,00 325 500,00 45 900,00 8 100,00 1 356 000,00
2 1 1G-MEDO08-134 FREE-MED 940 770,00 313 590,00 1 254 360,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-161 I.C.E. 1175 164,99 361 763,70 1536 928,69
1 2 1G-MEDO08-164 IC-MED 1424 998,50 474 999,50 1 899 998,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-182 INNOVATE-MED 822 559,50 274 186,50 1 096 746,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-185 INS MED 917 317,00 305 773,00 1223 090,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-216 MACC BAM 1 072 500,00 357 500,00 1430 000,00
4 2 1G-MEDO08-231 MED EMPORION 1238 949,00 412 983,00 1651 932,00
4 1 1GMED-08-264 Medgovernance 1208 148,75 402 716,25 1610 865,00
2 1 1G-MEDO08-273 MED-IPPC-NET 930 000,00 293 727,20 1223 727,20
1 1 1G-MEDO08-276 MEDISS 1230 900,00 410 300,00 1641 200,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-280 MedLab 1 300 000,00 379 867,00 1679 867,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-289 MEDOSSIC 905 579,00 221 002,00 10 901,25 1923,75 1 139 406,00
2 3 1G-MEDO08-307 MEMO 1 008 750,00 318 991,00 1327 741,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-309 MET3 1 286 250,00 428 750,00 1 715 000,00
4 1 1G-MEDO08-349 NOVAGRIMED 1 355 037,00 501 682,47 1856 719,47
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4 1 1G-MEDO08-370 PAYS.MED.URBAN 1224 999,00 408 333,00 1633 332,00
4 1 1G-MEDO08-376 Philoxenia 1567 323,00 398 266,00 1 965 589,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-377 Planet Design 989 437,50 329 812,50 1 319 250,00
2 4 1G-MEDO08-387 PROTECT 1171 105,00 364 435,00 64 260,00 11 340,00 1611 140,00
4 1 1G-MEDO08-392 QUALIGOUV 1 363 500,00 454 500,00 1818 000,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-395 QUBIC 1273 749,00 424 583,00 1698 332,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-419 RIMED 1061 222,50 306 007,50 1367 230,00
4 1 1G-MEDO08-425 Rururbal 1278 334,12 426 111,38 1704 445,50
2 3 1G-MEDO08-437 SECUR MED PLUS 1222 500,00 394 167,00 1616 667,00
2 1 1G-MEDO08-445 SHIFT 898 707,00 299 569,00 1198 276,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-454 SMILIES 1263 500,00 392 300,00 1 655 800,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-458 SOSTENUTO 1179 210,00 355 578,51 112 000,00 19 764,00 1666 552,51
2 1 1G-MEDO08-463 SusTEn 1210 500,00 384 300,00 1594 800,00
2 2 1G-MEDO08-477 Teenergy schools 999 500,00 306 500,00 1 306 000,00
3 1 1G-MEDO08-478 TERCONMED 1162 628,00 369 206,00 1531 834,00
1 1 1G-MEDO08-482 TEXMEDIN 1426 312,50 475 437,50 1901 750,00
3 1 1G-MEDO08-495 TRANSIt 1013 152,50 286 840,12 1299 992,62
4 1 1G-MEDO08-511 WASMAN 1250 095,00 366 866,00 1616 961,00
2 1 1G-MEDO08-515 WATERINCORE 773 375,00 235 125,00 1 008 500,00
1 2 1G-MEDO08-525 WINNOVATE 1152 950,00 368 670,00 1521 620,00
2 1 1G-MEDO08-533 ZERO WASTE 1 000 000,09 305 596,80 1 305 596,90
Fkk
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2 1 2G-MED09-003 2Bparks 1 623 500,00 490 500,00 2114 000,00
1 2 2G-MED09-004 2InS Clusters 1 369 800,00 438 200,00 1 808 000,00
2 1 2G-MEDO09-015 AGROCHEPACK 880 300,00 277 700,00 1158 000,00
2 1 2G-MEDO09-026 APICE 1711 065,00 570 355,00 2281 420,00
1 2 2G-MED09-062 CreaMED 1 005 000,00 295 000,00 1 300 000,00
3 1 2G-MED09-069 CYCLO 696 250,00 208 750,00 905 000,00

2 4 2G-MED09-070 CypFire 1 012 000,00 318 000,00 1 330 000,00
1 1 2G-MEDO09-086 EASY FINANCE 739 250,00 231 750,00 971 000,00

1 2 2G-MEDO09-091 ECOMARK 1 260 443,57 401 251,86 1661 695,43
1 1 2G-MEDQ9-093 ecomovel 725 833,49 241 944,51 66 515,90 11 738,10 1 046 032,00
1 2 2G-MED09-098 EMMA 933 017,48 311 005,85 1 244 023,33
2 2 2G-MEDQ09-102 ENERMED 1165 600,00 368 400,00 22 935,79 4 047,49 1560 983,28
2 1 2G-MEDO09-103 enerscapes 1 393 625,00 366 875,00 1760 500,00
2 4 2G-MEDO09-117 FOR CLIMADAPT 1 300 500,00 433 500,00 1734 000,00
3 2 2G-MEDQ09-119 FREIGHT4ALL 1287 000,00 413 000,00 1 700 000,00
1 2 2G-MED09-139 HIDDEN 1 230 000,00 410 000,00 1 640 000,00
1 2 2G-MED09-148 ICS 1 365 000,00 455 000,00 1 820 000,00
1 2 2G-MEDO09-152 IKTIMED 1419 075,00 432 425,00 1851 500,00
4 1 2G-MEDQ09-157 In.FLOW.ence 1483 074,05 443 034,25 1926 108,30
1 2 2G-MEDO09-164 InnoNauTICs 739 125,00 246 375,00 985 500,00

1 1 2G-MEDO09-174 IP-SMEs 820 275,00 273 425,00 1 093 700,00
1 1 2G-MEDQ9-175 IRH-Med 742 620,37 247 540,13 54 730,31 9 658,29 1 054 549,10
1 2 2G-MED09-189 KnowInG 1 362 892,50 454 297,50 1817 190,00
1 1 2G-MEDO09-190 KnowlInTarget 1 336 100,00 425 900,00 1762 000,00
3 2 2G-MED09-196 LiMIT4WeDA 1 268 100,00 356 900,00 1625 000,00
3 1 2G-MEDO09-199 LOSAMEDCHEM 1 301 053,00 367 127,00 1 668 180,00
2 1 2G-MEDQ09-209 MAREMED 1 498 600,00 483 400,00 1982 000,00
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1 1 2G-MEDQ9-225 MED TECHNOPOLIS 1 500 000,00 500 000,00 2 000 000,00
2 2 2G-MEDO09-241 MEDEEA 1142 532,65 314 181,11 1456 713,76
2 1 2G-MEDQ9-262 MEDIWAT 1139 000,00 341 000,00 1480 000,00
1 2 2G-MED09-263 MED-KED 948 488,22 285 469,64 1233 957,86
2 1 2G-MEDO09-270 MEDPAN NORTH 1814 915,00 565 910,00 2 380 825,00
4 1 2G-MEDQ09-282 MedStrategy 833 531,00 257 524,00 1 091 055,00
1 1 2G-MED09-291 MEID 958 532,00 305 644,00 59 500,00 10 500,00 1334 176,00
2 1 2G-MED09-302 MODELAND 1 364 004,50 417 425,50 1781 430,00
2 1 2G-MEDO09-327 OSDDT-Med 1 028 662,25 326 108,75 1354 771,00
4 1 2G-MED09-328 OTREMED 1 281 400,00 413 600,00 1 695 000,00
1 2 2G-MEDQ09-331 PACMAN 1224 441,50 384 928,50 1609 370,00
3 1 2G-MED09-348 PORTA 1111 155,00 345 849,00 1457 004,00
1 1 2G-MEDQ9-353 R&D Industry 1 059 125,00 293 375,00 1 352 500,00
1 2 2G-MED09-357 REINPO RETAIL 979 550,00 312 450,00 1292 000,00
1 2 2G-MEDQ09-362 Responsible MED 1 034 052,50 324 637,50 1 358 690,00
2 2 2G-MED09-381 SCORE 1278 057,75 388 579,25 1 666 637,00
3 1 2G-MEDO09-382 SEATOLAND 1274 850,00 388 150,00 1 663 000,00
2 1 2G-MED09-410 SylvaMED 974 589,50 303 536,50 1278 126,00
1 2 2G-MEDO09-419 TEMA 840 718,07 280 239,35 1120 957,42
2 3 2G-MED09-425 TOSCA 1 758 750,00 586 250,00 2 345 000,00
2 1 2G-MEDQ09-445 WATERLOSS 1436 841,00 409 947,00 1 846 788,00
1 2 2G-MEDO09-447 WIDE 1172 530,50 390 843,50 1563 374,00
1 2 2G-MEDQ09-451 WOODE3 952 404,00 295 188,00 1247592,00
2 2 2G-MED09-452 ZeroCO2 1 403 560,73 467 853,58 1871414,31
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2 2 1S-MED10-002 MARIE 4511 098,00 1402 782,00 123 454,00 21 786,00 6 059 120,00

2 2 1S-MED10-009 PROFORBIOMED 4 239 550,85 1347 632,15 5587 183,00
2 2 1S-MED10-029 ELIH-Med 7 375972,00 2282 124,00 9 658 096,00

*kk

2 3 25-MED11-01 MEDESS-4MS 4716 158,15 1318 159,60 95 200,00 16 800,00 6146 317,75

*kk
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