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Programme goal: two-fold monitoring

« Systemic changes brought via job or growth creation, having an impact
on cohesion

« Stimulation of jobs, growth, GHG emission,
resource-use, etc.

To facilitate a link between:

« Policy demand |
- Territorial challenges - Consistency
« Existing indicator framework
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Identification of :

« Complementary information required from projects

* Foundations for the impact evaluation established

.. putting NWE in a broader cohesion context...
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Deliverables:

« Set of existing context indicators
« ETC variables

« Storyline framework for 2 cohesion dimensions:

competitiveness and balanced development

Contribution to impact model used => NWE impact evaluation



o interreg B
Context indicators North-West Europe

1. ldentification of context indicators...
... based on cohesion dimensions

« Competitiveness

« Balanced development

2. Selection of most suitable indicators
 INTERCO project : 32 indicators under 6 objectives

* Prof. Medeiros model : 27 indicators under 4
dimensions
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A few conditions:

* Relevance to cohesion dimensions

« Easy to understand

« Adequate to Priorities

« Data available (target: NUTS 2, year 2014)

« Continuation of data availability until 2020

19 indicators selected and presented as maps
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ETC variables - enablers: North-West Europe

Both competitiveness & sustainable development:

« More effective cooperation
« Improved coordination between stakeholders

« Enhanced governance capacity

...to test and/or implement solutions, technologies, methods, strategies,
approaches...
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ETC variables, common to all Programmes:

« Improved coordination between stakeholders

« Their enhanced governance capacity

* More effective cooperation (partnerships, clusters, networks) to

share good practice and learn
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European Regional Development Fund

Project Project Specific Contribution of projects Contribution to the ‘Competitiveness’ Territorial cohesion
activities outputs Objectives to enabling conditions dimension of territorial cohesion indicators for
for territorial cohesion ‘Competitiveness’
ongg;jeEg:tMs. Nzl:zeu:sof ~ SO1: To enhance Enabling Increased number of resources and
enterprise.s‘. receiving — innovation Pe‘f_‘)"“aﬂce I condition: better »  people dedicated to research and
support, Number of e O;OH“Q'NWP"*SE . and more development of measures T Gross
enterprises co- oughout e effectn?-: = R&mge o0
operating with research co:perahpn More competitive companies and
institutions, Number of » I(p:t netrs 'r‘:s’ —»  SMEs through new technologies and
enterprises supported = cluster) to Share improved processes and products
to introduce new to the S02: To facilitate the good practices, _| Wi ucated
market products, implementation of low- transfer : populahoeu-ed .
—| Number of enterprises — carbon, energy and — knowledge and More and better suited
supported to introduce climate protection learn » technologies, _products and —
new to the firm strategies SOCES T
products, Number of a SMEs
o cre_ated nial Enabling Increased capacity level of the | | collaborating
e(;‘lonognéc sfef:tgrs, = condition: more > public authorities in NWE in with others
UIToer ai0ns SO3: To facilitate the and enhanced implementing low carbon measures
—y malntar_ned in all uptake of low carbon N governance
economic sectors, »| technologies, products, capacities (e.g. Epoumen B
Amount of funding processes and services public green 5| Promotion of green | | technology and
leveraged by the in sectors with high procurement) ”|  public procurement > knowledge-
project (in €), Number energy saving potential intensive
of households with sectors
improved energy Enhancing public acceptance and
classification, Enabling —» removing barriers to the adoption of
—
Decn_'ease of annual O o e condition:: hatter low carbon technology deployment |SQ 14001
pnma?' enefrgybl_ i ion of coordination »  registered
consumption of public : isati
iy B — transnational low-carbon —— between Better developed competences in the Sloats aion
buildings etc. BRI per capita
—>| solutions in transport stakeholders to transport sector to facilitate the use of low =
Aggregated I »
qualitative outputs: systems — ) teslt and carbon solutions in the transport systems
e.g. increased TRL telg‘:]:::;:s Recycling rate
= level of new e ' ¥ of e electronic
technologies, new » Mitigated negative environmental | waste
partnerships, reduced SO5: To optimise nl):tlzts)dasr'md > impact of resource intensive
—»| risks for innovations, — (re)use of material and ‘:)?oc edres industrial sectors
raised awareness, natural resources in
explore new markets NWE
—> etc. Accelerated transition of the NWE
> economy to a more competitive =
circular model

Contribution to impact: Project => Cohesion indicator
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Conclusions:

« Priority 1- Innovation - covered — indicators found and sufficient

« Priorities 2 and 3 problematic — some indicators found — insufficient
as proxies

Low carbon
Resource and material efficiency
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Missing indicators and data:
* Energy: consumption, production, investments, efficiency...
* GHG emissions

« Mobility

* Products recycled/re-used, LCA
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Also:

« Social innovation, entrepreneurship
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Consequences: Impact complex to prove
« No indicators = no data
« No data = Incomplete NWE context

* Incomplete NWE context => Difficulty to prove NWE impact
or biased approach

Specifically:
« Contribution of Priority 2 and 3 projects
« To detriment of sustainable development axis
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Findings:

Programme:

« A prelude to impact evaluation
« Deeper analysis required to prove impact (surveys and case
studies) — Prio 2 and 3

« Need to fine-tune the contribution analysis tool

Projects:

* Reporting: Additional questions (cohesion indicators) in final report

... more material for contribution analysis needed...
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Conclusions and recommendations :

1. Propose EUROSTAT to harmonise data on energy and resource
efficiency subjects, on at least NUTS 2 level, for all EU MSs

2. Add the proposed cohesion indicators to the already existing
project monitoring framework

3. Use the report and its findings to feed the discussion about the
relevance of the Programme to solving territorial challenges and
reduction of disparities

4. Use the proposed storyline framework for the impact evaluation
based on the contribution to impact model



