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. Cooperation with the EU

EU PROGRAMMES FOR CITIES AROUND THE
BALTIC SEA - UBC Project Manager reports

During the last years, the Baltic Seaences between the
region has got more into the focus ofprograms, depend-
the interest of the Commission of theing of the source of
EU. This is reflected in the increasemoney. In pro-
of funding and programs available forgrammes that are
local and region authorities in the re-financed only from
gion. Phare or Tacis, the

Itis difficult to have an overview of main beneficiary
the new possibilities. New programsshall be the CEC or
are implemented, and old ones phaseNIS partners. How- [
out, but as a general there is a steadgver, the reason for
increase. the EU partner to

This article intends to give an over-engage should be|
view of the EU programs available for mentioned. Other-
cities and other local and regional auwise the Commis- |
thorities. sion might wonder

In addition to these, there is awhyanEU partneris
number of EU programs where localinterested of engag-
authorities are not the main targetsing in projects in UBC Project Manager in action trying to describe
LIFE, the EU program for environ- eastern Europe. intricacies of the EU programmes.
ment, is heavily engaged in the Baltic In projects fi-

Sea, and the UBC Commission on Ennanced by DG XIV, there must be atne opligations of membership, in-
vironment has been granted fundingclear benefit also for the EU partnercjyding adherence to the aims of po-

from LIFE. to engage. The stress is on cooperajtical, economic and monetary un-
In general, the funding for the tion, not aid, as in Phare or Tacis fi-jgp
projects with cities and regions in thenanced projects. Even if the criteria for the projects

Baltic States and Poland comes from The Phare projects should also havenay differ between each program,
Phare. Projects where Russian cities: clear connection to the EU enlargethere are some general, common char-
can take part are funded from Tacisment. The focus is set to meet the acycteristics that should be met.
The participation of cities from the EU cession process, only simple aid is not |y general, emphasis is laid on co-
is funded from Directorate-General enough. The Commission states, in itgperation and exchange of experi-
XIV. Agenda 2000, that: ences. Investments can only be a mi-
The programs listed in the table be-  “The applicant country must havener part of the project budget. The ex-
low are often combination of theseachieved stability of institutions change should concentrate on the such
sources, and since the general baclguaranteeing democracy, the rule ofgreas that facilitates democratic and
ground and rules differ between Pharelaw, human rights and respect for economic development. Projects that
Tacis and DG XIV, many of the rules and protection of minorities; has the main goal only to fight poverty
of the programs are influenced by com- It must have a functioning market a5 sych have limited possibilities to be
promises and the often difficult pro- economy, as well as the capacity togpproved.
cesses inside the Commission to putope with competitive pressure and |y general, there are some main
the programs together. market forces within the EU; characteristics of projects that are ap-
There are some fundamental differ- It must have the ability to take on proved by the Commission. One such
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is innovative actions. It is clear thatplace, that dissemination of experi- The table below shows the main pro-
when experts in Brussels evaluateences have limited meaning. grams that are aimed at cooperation
maybe 100 applications, and spend The experts, who are never knownbetween local or regional authorities,
maybe 45 minutes on each applicationbeforehand, have a very strong influ-and where cities can cooperate.
the projects that in some way or an-ence on which projects will be cho- The Interreg IIC differs somewhat
other stand out as being more intersen. Only if the experts recommendfrom the other programs in many re-
esting than others have greater chancesore projects than there is money, thespects. In terms of funding available it
to catch the eyes of the experts. A&ommission makes its own selectionwill be the largest, 24 million Ecu for
one expert told me, if you have read The guidelines for each program areEU partners. Also the time-perspec-
25 applications on Business Developvery extensive and should be read withive is longer, the projects may con-
ment Centres or Waste managementare. The guidelines for the smallestinue for one or two years into the next
and find one that have "something speprograms, BSPF Micro and Tacis CBCmillennium.
cial”, it is more likely that you feel Micro, covers 20 pages, loaded with Additional funding for Interreg IIC
more interested. information. In addition to that, there CEC or NIS partners must come from
An other good aspect is a "bottom-are 10 pages of detailed guidelines orPhare. This process is not yet clear,
up” perspective. The projects shouldhow to fill the forms, which in turn are and at the UBC Board Meeting in
be concrete and practical. Also,minimum 23 pages. However, if readKotka, the Board member cities urged
projects that could give experiencescarefully, the guidelines and instruc-to write to the Phare authorities in their
also to others have an advantage. It iions are of great help when preparingespective countries in order to show
very difficult to get approval of a the application. the demand for funding for Intereg also
project that is so unique to a special for CEC and NIS countries.
Also the CREDO programme dif-
fers in the sense that an EU partner in
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Program EU Contribution Maximum EU contribution

BSPF-Micro, Tacis CBC Micro <10 000 ECU 80%

European Twinning Grant <20000 ECU 7%

Tacis Twinning Grant

CREDO <5000 ECU 80 - 90 % (depending on project)
Phare Micro/Ecos Ouverturell <50 000 ECU 80, 75, 50% (depending on partrjer)
BSPF (Phare) <100 000 ECU 80 %

Tacis CBC SPF <200 000 ECU 80 %

Ecos-Ouverture Il <500 000 ECU 80, 75, 50% (depending on partngr)
Interreg IIC Not decided

Further information: E-mail: bspf@dial. pipex.com E-mail: strazdas@pub.osf.It

Juhan Janusson

UBC Project Manager,

Tel. +46 480 83438

Fax +46 480 83233

E-mail: juhan.janusson@ubc.
kalmar. se

You can also turn to the BSPF in-
formation office in your own coun-

try for more information. These

are:

General
Tel. +44 121 200 2737
Fax +44 121 200 2370

Estonia

Mati Blumfeldt

Tel. +372 6 563387
Fax+372 6 563393
E-mail: mati@tln.bas.ee

Latvia

Sandra Priede

Tel: +371 7 222466
Fax +371 7 224533

Lithuania
Rolandas Strazdas
Tel./Fax +370 2 759353

Poland

Ewa Rad

Tel. +48 58 314861/463231
Fax +48 58 311341

E-mail: ewa@arpg.gda.pl

Russia

V. Volonski

Tel. +7 095 2469410

Fax +7 095 2450988 (Moscow)

or M. Salimakki
Tel +7 812 3199835
Fax +7 812 3102069 (St.
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