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FOREWORD

This report gives a summarised picture of the discussions and projects presented at the second Baltic Sea Region INTERREG III B Partner Search Forum that took place in Tromsø during two never-ending days – the midnight sun was evidently at hand –  in the beginning of June 2002. The complete Programme of the Partner Search Forum can be found enclosed at the end of this report. All other presentations given in the plenary session at the Forum are not attached to this report but could be downloaded direct from the BSR INTERREG III B homepage: www.spatial.baltic.net
Many thanks to Ms Ann Irene Sæternes (report-coordinator), Mr Odd Godal, Mr Bjørn Reisz, Ms Irina Karelina, Mr Leon Aurdal and Mr Harry Ekestam for making their notes available being integrated this report.
Karlskrona in October 2002,
BSR INTERREG III B Joint Secretariat

Bo LÖWENDAHL & Mattias ALISCH

SECOND PARTNER SEARCH FORUM IN THE BALTIC SEA REGION
INTRODUCTION
On 6-7 June 2002, Tromsø in northern Norway was the venue for the second Baltic Sea Region INTERREG III B Partner Search Forum (PSF) for bringing together prospective project ideas and professionals in regional development and spatial planning. Mr Anders Eira, State Secretary of the Norwegian Ministry of Local Government and Regional Development, opened the Forum by setting out the Norwegian views and key aspects of regional and spatial policy.

The Baltic Sea Region's INTERREG III B Joint Secretariat had in close co-operation with the Eastern Norway County Network, the Executive Committee for Northern Norway (Landsdelsutvalget), the Barents Secretariat in Kirkenes and the Pomerania Region in Poland invited interested project owners to meet potential partners at place in Tromsø, to present their project ideas and to collect information on funding options for those projects that require financial contribution from various EU instruments promoting transnational cooperation in the Baltic Sea Region (BSR). 
The one and a half day long Partner Search Forum attracted about 140 participants and was divided into two sessions (one afternoon - and one full day session). The Friday afternoon session was dedicated a number of key presentations. 
The audience could take note of e.g. Mr Geir Knutson, Chairman of the Regional Barents Council, Nordland County, Barentsregion and Mr Brunon Synak, Chairman of BSSSC (Baltic Sea States Sub-regional Co-operation) presentations, focusing on north-south sub-regional co-operation in the BSR. 
In addition Ms Catherine Bodson, programme coordinator Tacis CBC SPF at the Europe Aid Cooperation Office of EC and Ms Valentina Chaplinskaya, St.Petersburg Liaison Office of EC Delegation in Russia presented updated information on bridging the instruments.
Out of all Project Idea and Partner Search Forms submitted to the Joint Secretariat before the 10 May a Project Idea Catalogue to facilitate partner search was produced and disseminated among the participants. The catalogue is available for downloading at the BSR INTERREG III B homepage by entering Project ideas:  http://www.spatial.baltic.net
FOCUS
The focus during the two-day conference was put on project presentation and discussions. In addition to the key presentations on Friday, a thematic expert contribution was made by Mr Håkan Rodhe, associated professor at Lund University in Sweden. In the company of contemporary experiences and case-studies from the Baltic Sea Region (BSR), Mr Rhode gave examples on methods and concepts of sustainability, e.g. how to overcome conflicts between environmental and economic development in the long-term perspective. 
On Saturday participants were split up into five theme-relevant workshops, also relating to the BSR INTERREG III B programme priorities and measures. 
Concrete partner search activities were promoted and funding options were explored. Practical advice was given on project application and related conditions by professionals on the INTERREG III B, PHARE CBC and TACIS programmes. 
THE WORKSHOPS
The five workshops were an important element of this second Partner Search Forum (PSF) coordinated within the Baltic Sea Region INTERREG III B programme.
Aim of the workshops: 
· For potential partners it was of high interest to be acquainted with other project ideas and countries, regions and people involved in new projects. About 60 project ideas were presented at the Forum and had been collected in the Project Idea Catalogue, prepared for the participants. This gave possibilities to merge forces to joint projects and/or helped to start an exchange of knowledge between related projects on relevant focus and partnerships.
· For programme stakeholders and the Joint Secretariat (JS) the PSF workshops provided an opportunity to get a comprehensive picture on which projects are “in the pipeline”. It also served for an extension and up-dated Project Idea Catalogue and the also the INTERREG III B homepage, containing today about 150 more or less anchored and developed project ideas (PIFs).
· For all participants the workshops was useful for providing actual information on eligibility and project selection criteria and discussions on how to proceed with joint projects towards successful applications for the BSR INTERREG III B, PHARE CBC and TACIS programmes, but also to discuss common problems in the generation process.
All workshops were additional asked to take into account the thematic issue of sustainability in their discussions – based on the thematic expert contribution given by the associated professor at Lund University Mr Håkan Rohde in the plenary session on Friday. His concluded message was that all projects should be considered along the lines of: 
Demonstration, Continuation, Dissemination and Transnationality
These four dimensions provide good guidelines when completing an application for the programme. Reports from the workshops given in the plenary session also included results from the discussion on this issue. 
WORKSHOP 1 - “Tourism and Nature and Cultural Heritage”
Facilitator: Wilfried Görmar, Germany

Resource person: Mia Karlsson, Joint Secretariat

Reporter: Ann Irene Saeternes, Norwegian sub-committee

INTRODUCTION
Mr. Görmar gave a short presentation of the two Measures 1.2 and 2.1 to be handled in this workshop and also outlined the purpose of the workshop. He underlined that the interest for projects within the measures is very high and that the money available is limited. The presentation of project ideas for other participants will therefore be important to encourage co-operation between projects and to stimulate creation of some larger, innovative and high quality projects. 

PROJECT PRESENTATION
First one out was a general presentation from the National Heritage Board in Sweden made by Mr. Per-Olof Remmare. He underlined that they are involved in and also support project ideas and development of projects within cultural heritage co-operation around the Baltic Sea. More information to be found under: www.cbss.st with link to heritage information.
Page references given to the project description in the Project Idea Catalogue
1. Managed Bike Network of Baltic Sea Region (page 89) made by Wojtczak Zbigniew, Suwalki-Poland    

2. Development of spatial planning along the “Blue Road” international tourist route (page 23) made by Nadezhda Mikhailova, Karelia-Russia
3. Developing the international cultural tourism route “Northern Lights” (page 24) both made by Nadezhda Mikhailova, Karelia-Russia 

4. Ancientimes in the Baltic Sea Region (page 86) made by Kyrre Dahl, Kalmar-Sweden 

5. Waterways (page 78) made by Giodo Sempell, Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, Germany 

6. Northern Bronze Age Route (page 95) made by Carina Johansson/Susanne Larsen, Halland-Sweden 

7. Riverbanks made by Tartu, Estonia

8. SUSBALTIC  - eco-tourism (distributed at the workshop) made by Juka Pirkkamaa, MTT Agrifood Research, Finland 

9. Investment Plan for Cultural and Sports Facilities (page 85)  and

10. Development of thematic family parks and adventure tourism in small rural communities (page 81) made by Estonia 

11. Development of the SMEs cooperation network – Sergey Balanev, St.Petersburg-Russia  

COMMENTS TO THE PRESENTATION
· Keep in mind the spatial development perspective of the INTERREG III B BSR programme.
· Search for transnational problems and solutions – focus on Baltic Sea Region as such and not on regional problems/challenges to be solved on regional basis.

· Point out the aspects of sustainability in the projects.
· Composition of partnership is important – strategic collection of partners, transnational relevance (natural connection between regions) and innovative partnership. 

· Consider involving national institutions, sector interests, business and educational institutions in the project partnership.

· Look at the project ideas already presented on www.spatical.baltic.net and in the Project Idea Catalogue – find partners with similar project ideas or try to connect the idea to a project for example within measure 1.1 Macro regions. 

· Already excepted projects might also be open to more partners – especially from PHARE CBC /Tacis regions/countries. Make up contact with the lead partner!

· When developing projects involving already existing tourism routs or products - there will be a need to promote the new aspects (innovative focus). New products, enlarged network, marketing and publicity, combination of INTERREG with PHARE CBC /Tacis. Tourism route-project ideas should also consider the measure 2.2 – transport corridors.
Participants:

	Name

	Region/institution
	Country

	Kyrre Dahl
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Guido Sempell
	Schwerin, Mecklenburg-Vorpommern
	Germany

	Katrin Fahrenkrug
	Institut für Raum & Energi 
	Germany

	Helmut Berends
	Bremen
	Germany

	Marianne Josefson
	Uddevalla
	Sweden

	Gintaras Skamarocious  
	Nemunas Euroregion 

	Lithuania, Belarus, Poland, Russia

	Nerijus Pacesa
	Kaunas
	Lithuania

	Rita Merca
	Cecis 
	Latvia

	Bozena Wroblewska 

	Suwalki
	Poland

	Wojtczak Zbigniew
	Suwalki
	Poland

	Øystein Dalland
	Nordreisa
	Norway

	Andy Karjus 
	Cooperation of Boarder regions
	Latvia, Estonia, Russia

	Juka Pirkkamaa
	MTT Agropolis Science Park
	Finland

	Indrek Ranniku
	Tartu
	Estonia

	Per-Olof Remmare
	National Heritage Board
	Sweden

	Sergey Balanev
	St.Petersburg
	Russia

	Nadezhda Mikhailova
	Karelia
	Russia

	Susanne Larsen
	Halland
	Sweden

	Inese Vitola
	Jekabpils District
	Latvia

	Matti Salomaa
	Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
	Finland

	Rune Rafaelsen
	Barentssekretariatet
	Norway

	Svetlana Gorlonova
	Arkhangelsk
	Russia

	Elena Selivansva
	Arkhangelsk
	Russia

	Toomas Kivimägi
	Pärnu
	Estonia

	Aasmund Halvorsen
	Andante TeleNetTjenester
	Norway

	Anita Løkvoll 

	Andante Musikk
	Norway

	Karl Johan Johansen
	University College of Sør-Trøndelag
	Norway

	Urmas Ahven 

	Tartu
	Estonia


WORKSHOP 2  - “Communication links for improved spatial integration, transport and ICT”

Facilitator: Matti Lipsanen, Finland

Resource person: Susanne Scherrer, Joint Secretariat

Reporter: Leon Aurdal, Norwegian sub-committee

INTRODUCTION
Matti Lipsanen outlined the aim of the workshop as well as the Measure 2.2.

Measure 2.2 – Creating sustainable communication links for improved spatial integration – concentrates on multi-modal transport and transport axes in relation to settlement structures and environment, and on territorial conditions and consequences for development of telecommunication:
· efficient communication links

· modal split according to the specific BSR conditions

· elimination of  bottlenecks

· Pan-Baltic inter-modal transport strategies

· improvement of transport links and axes

· telecommunication

He also emphasised that all projects should be considered along the lines introduced by ass. professor Håkan Rohde – demonstration, continuation, dissemination as well as the fourth line of consideration; transnationality. 

PROJECT PRESENTATION
Page references given to the project description in the Project Idea Catalogue
1. EuroLoN – European High Tech Logistics Network (page 111) 

2. Small Baltic Ports – strengthening and new ways of activity (page 96) 

3. Local and Regional Railways – seeking for a new formula of functioning (page 88) 

4. Baltic+: Vision,strategies and action programme for a transnational macro region in the Southern Baltic Sea Region (page 25).

5. Rail Baltica (page 39)

6. Cycle Route around the Baltic Sea: a strategy for more cycles in the transport system
developing health, recreation, economy and sustainability (page 76) 

7. “Greeen wave” (page 84) 

COMMENTS TO THE PRESENTATION
So far, there are not many good transport projects. In the workshop, however, the seven discussed projects are promising projects concentrating on transport, sustainable development and ICT.

Though only 10% of the participants of the PSF chose workshop 2, it should be noticed that after the second approval round of the steering committee (30.05.2002), one third of the remaining ERDF budget is in Measure 2.2!

Susanne Scherrer gave an orientation from the JS on different issues, emphasising the steering committee’s role in giving directions as well as decisions. She also reminded on the possibility of  “Seed money” (up to 5’ Euro), the next round opening July 1st, closing September 1st. 

Be also aware of connecting and looking to the Northern Periphery as well as the North Sea programmes when developing projects under INTERREG IIIB BSR.

The aspect of sustainable development was a key feature to most of the projects. INTERREG might almost be seen as a counter-force to the major development trends as far as transportation concerns. While the major trends is increased use of automobiles – both for person transportation as well as transportation of goods, the INTERREG projects focus on alternative transportation means.

Participants
	Name

	Region/institution
	Country

	Monica Emanuelsson
	Västra Götaland
	Sweden

	Carina Johnsson
	Skåne
	Sweden

	Juhani Nevala
	Oulu South
	Finland

	Yuri Kudryashov
	North West Association
	Russia

	Mikhail Pimonenko
	North West Association
	Russia

	Per Strømhaug
	Nordland
	Norway

	Carinne Lancereau
	Technical Department Örebro Municipality
	Sweden

	Gunnar Persson
	City Planning Department Örebro Municipality
	Sweden

	Jãnis Miezeris
	Riga
	Latvia

	Ojars Kligins
	Riga 

	Latvia

	Radomir Matczak
	Govern Centre for strategic studies
	Poland

	Harry Ekestam
	Ministry of Interior
	Finland


WORKSHOP 3 -”Environmental and Sustainable Use of Nature Resources”

Facilitator: Mats Henriksson, Sweden

Resource person: Marta Plichta, Joint Secretariat

Reporter: Irina Karelina, Russian sub-committee

INTRODUCTION
Welcoming speech and introduction to the workshop was made by Mr Mats Henriksson. The main idea of the workshop was that “project initiators should look for connection between their project and workshop participants. It will unite both for further project realization”.
The focus of the workshop was related to Measure 2.3 in the INTERREG III B programme –Enhancing good management of cultural and natural heritage, valuable landscapes and natural resources and Measure 1.2: Promoting sustainable spatial development of specific sectors

Measure 1.2 concentrates on sectors where transnational spatial development actions are specifically required e.g. promotion of specific profiles and of integrated concepts for sustainable BSR tourism. Measure 2.3 concentrates on the use, preservation, maintenance and enrichment of the natural and cultural heritage and on sustainable use of natural resources.

Page references given to the project description in the Project Idea Catalogue
PROJECT PRESENTATION AND COMMENTS
1. System Analysis of the Baltic Sea for optimal allocation of resources in action plans
 (page 15) made by Ronald Wennersten (Sweden). Ronald Wennersten remarked that this project has educational, scientific and evaluating goals.  

Discussion:

The project has contact with universities from Poland, Estonia, Ukraine, Belarus and Sweden. Comments given were that the project’s problems are transnational, but that is may be too education-oriented. If there were users of results – it can be treated as a project for Interreg IIIB. Mr. Wennersten pointed out that the indicators will be developed in cooperation with users. They are evaluated in case studies together with municipalities. Need of environmental investments – we have to see connections. Seed Money will be good to prepare the project.

2. Improvement of ecology safety of Baltic Sea (page 17) made by Georgij Psarev, St.

Petersburg. Georgij Psarev remarked that all Baltic countries may have been interested in 

the creation of Baltic Oil Spill System.  

Discussion:

May be connected with the previous project. One of the problems is to face the local effects of oil transport (not only BSR risk).

3. Policy and development strategy for Barents Region up to 2010 - made by Brigitte 

Nilsson, Västerbotten. The project was decided by the Barents Regional Council and a follow-up of the evaluation of the regional co-operation in the Barents Region 1993-2000.   

The project is linked to some other projects:
· Barents information services "BIS" A gateway to Barents information (INTERREG III A Kolarctic): The project aims at co-ordinating systematically a network of the information providers of the region in an illustrative user-friendly www-portal.  

· Sustainable transport in the Barents Region: The aim is to identify mutual needs for transport network and service development and to assist in planning and development of more effective transport infrastructure.  

· Trade and business in Barents (not yet planned)

· Indigenous people (not yet planned)

Discussion: 

BSR Interreg IIIB has approved four other macro region projects.  It will be useful to check 

them for this proposal.

4. Post-military and Closed Areas - spatial integration and development measures - made by Madalena Jezierska, Poland. Magdalena Jezierska remarked that they are looking for interest and partners from Russia, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia and Germany.

Discussion:

There are connected problems in Sweden with good experience. The project initiator’s has got some expertise, but it is very difficult to get information. There was a survey in Eastern Germany, and this might help with results. Analyze of risks assessment should be done. Contact EU delegation in Poland – to understand EU strategy in this direction. This project was looked upon as very interesting for further discussion.

5. Regional program for ground water management and protection of artesian wells 

made by Maja Zalamane, Latvia. Preparation of recommendations for planning documents of local municipalities in ground water management; contamination and pollution risk assessment for ground water; inspection and auditing of artesian wells in Vidzeme region.
Discussion:

It is necessary to strength the spatial aspect.  As far as this problem is the local one – there should be an explanation how it can be used for BSR countries in this project.

6. NewCoast –New Business in Industrial Coastal Regions - made by Anders Lindholm, Sweden. 


Discussion:
We can transfer our experience to the benefit of all the BSR states. Spatial planning is a combination of physical and economic development. There is an approved Intereg IIB project  “BaltCoast” (Germany), and this project should make up contact with its initiators. It might be included there. It will be difficult for such a project to become approved for the next round.

7. Wind energy in the Baltic Sea Region - made by Kristine Koebe, Germany. 

Improvement of the conditions & promotion of the wind- energy- idea & exchange of know- 

how and experiences. Kristina Koebe remarked that this project has already received Seed 

Money and network has been created. They need partners – mostly local authorities. 

Application will be completed in fall of 2002.

8. Technogenic pollution from mining and industrial objects of different types in 

Finland and adjacent regions of Russia - made by Igor Bogatyrev, Russia. Mapping, modelling of distribution and developing methods of express-control of ecological situation in industrial areas. 

9. Waste disposal with a holistic approach made by Jan Martinsson, Kalmar-Sweden.   

Problems to deal with: motivation, transport, industry, selling market. This project shall find indicators: to make process more effective, to make Kalmar as Waste Free zone - other regions may follow.

10. “Support for sustainable land use planning by delineating risk areas for afforestation – SOILPLAN” made by Philipp Schmidt-Thom, Finland.
 

11. A project dealing with some problems of three rivers in Estonia, Russia, Latvia, Lithuania - presented by Dalland Øystein; Nordreisa, Norway. It is of great importance to check how does their method implement in the BSR countries.

Participants
	Name
	Region/institution
	Country

	Catherine Bodson 
	European Commission
	Belgium

	Igor Bogatyrev
	State Company Mineral
	Russia

	Nils Brandt
	Div. of Industrial Ecology, Royal Institute of Technology
	Sweden

	Valentina Chaplinskaya
	St.Petersburg Office of EC Delegation in Russia
	Russia

	Jørgen Dahl
	Finnmark County Council
	Norway

	Øystein Dalland
	Nordreisa Municipality
	Norway

	Denis Davydov
	Barents Secretariat (MFA of Russia)
	Norway

	Goran Folbert
	Kalmar County Administration
	Sweden

	Visvaldis Gerkans
	Livani district Council, Boardmember of BSSSC
	Latvia

	Kristin Høiby 
	Storvik & Co. AS
	Norway

	Ruta Ivanovaite
	Penevezys County Governors Administration
	Lithuania

	Magdalena Jezierska
	VASAB 2010 Secretariat
	Poland

	Kristina Koebe
	Interreg IIB-project “Wind turbines in the Baltic Sea Region BSRWT”
	Germany

	Anders Lindholm
	County Administration of Vasternorrland
	Sweden

	Jan Martinsson
	Municipality of Kalmar
	Sweden

	Birgitta Nilsson
	County Administration of Vasterbotten
	Sweden

	Georgij Psarev
	Exrenal Affairs Committee, St.Petersburg
	Russia

	Philipp Schmidt-Thom
	Geological Survey of Finland (GTK)
	Finland

	Ronald Wennersten
	Div. of Industrial Ecology, Royal Institute of Technology
	Sweden

	Maja Zalamane
	Vidzeme Development Agency
	Latvia


WORKSHOP 4 - “Balanced Settlement Structure, ICT and R&D”

Facilitator: Knut Halvorsen, Norway

Resource person: Mattias Alisch, Joint Secretariat

Reporter: Bjørn Reisz , Norwegian sub-committee
INTRODUCTION
Mr Knut Halvorsen outlined the aim of the workshop as well as the Measure 2.1.

Measure 2.1. – Promotion of territorial structures supporting sustainable BSR development integration – promoting balanced polycentric settlements concentrates on covers urban regions, rural areas and urban-rural partnerships:
· co-operation between clusters of cities on specific development problems
· improvements of business environment

· new forms of organisation and institutional co-operation

· proper utilisation of local and regional R&D capacity

· more polycentric BSR development

· gateway cities in the BSR

· strengthening competitiveness of cities in the east

· better integration of remote and rural areas.
He also emphasised that all projects should be considered along the lines introduced by ass. professor Håkan Rohde – demonstration, continuation, dissemination as well as the fourth line of consideration; transnationality. 

Page references give to the project description in the Project Idea Catalogue.
PROJECT PRESENTATION
1. BALTACC: Sustainable visiting industry – an accelerator for innovative regions round the

    Baltic (page 93) made by Kåre Hellstrøm, Sweden
 

2. Business-Cluster Research (page 80) made by Kristina Mänd, Estonia

3. Tourism Product Development (page 101) made by Kristina Mänd, Estonia



4. Baltic Ecological Recycling Agriculture (page107) made by Artur Granstedt, Sweden


5. Baltic Life Science network – an engine for growth (GROWTH ) – biotech in BSR 

    (page 4) made by Andreas Schubert, Germany.



6. Skilled immigrant employees as a source of innovation in the Drammen area (distributed 
    during the workshop) made by Hilde Ballière Farner, Buskerud-Norway.

COMMENTS TO THE PRESENTATION
· The transnational aspect will be critical – not just a question on how many partners from different countries but also the nature of problem, do you find these sort of problems/possibilities in other regions round the Baltic? 

· Involvement of the private sector – might give added value. How can we get them interested and involved?

· Remember this is a spatial development –programme – be careful with the concept “research” – use other alternative – e.g.  “mapping “ in some cases this will give a better understanding of what you are going to do – this could be a part of a project.

· Be sure your project does not copy other projects 

· Take care of the cross-sectorial approach – do not let any single sector dominate the project e.g. health or more specific inter-sectorial aspects. 

· Try to use tourism as part of a strategy for regional development

· Split the project in different work packages, have a clear split in obligations, written agreements with institutions not persons.

The facilitator challenged the concept sustainability with in the framework of the III B – programme as such, underlining that it is a question on both sustainability and development e.g. a more balanced development within the BSR. The working group took the BERAS- project as a starting point in the discussion of sustainability. BERAS – will move towards a redefinition on the art of consumption – trying to establish new forms of local production and decrease the amount of fertilizer used in the production of farm products, special attention on milk production and the development of local products. 

Participants
	Name

	Region/institution
	Country

	Andreas Schubert
	Rostock
	Germany

	Kåre Hellström
	Karlstad University
	Sweden

	Owe Westberg
	Uddevalla
	Sweden

	Kristina Mänd
	Harju 

	Estonia

	Margo Uuseri 

	Paide
	Estonia

	Urmas Kase
	Pärnu
	Estonia

	Marika Toots
	Rapla
	Estonia

	Hilde Ballière Farner
	Buskerud
	Norway

	Knut H. Østhagen
	Buskerud
	Norway

	Alf S. Johansen
	NKU/Østfold
	Norway

	Ilgonis Steinbergs
	Riga
	Latvia

	Arthur Granstedt
	Swedish University of Agriculture
	Sweden

	Barbro Molinder
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Sarmite Ozolina
	Saldus District
	Latvia

	Kristin Høiby
	Storvik & Co
	Norway


WORKSHOP 5 - “Institution Building and Macro Regions”

Facilitator: Wictor Szydarowski, Poland

Resource person: Bo Löwendahl, Joint Secretariat

Reporter: Odd Godal, Norwegian national sub-committee

INTRODUCTION
The focus of the workshop was related to Priority 3 in the INTERREG III B programme –Transnational promotion of institution building, strengthening the capacity for special development activities and Measure 1.1,  Promotion of spatial development approaches and actions for specific territories and sectors - Supporting joint strategies and implementation actions for larger development zones (macro-regions). The workshop had a good and thorough discussion on the different aspects of institution building and development of concepts and concrete pilot actions for larger development zones or macro-regions within the Baltic Sea Region. The need for sustainability and good quality projects was stressed. Other issues, which were discussed, were eligibility and BSR related PHARE CBC /Tacis programmes. 

PROJECT PRESENTATION AND COMMENTS
1. Barents 2010 - presented by Västerbotten county administration. Main objective is a comprehensive base for planning and designing long-term programmes for improved integration in the Barents Region. The project will prepare a well-defined strategy for future co-operation development in the Barents Region. Barents 2010 is an umbrella project based on the pillars environment, communication, health and youth.  Within these pillars pilot-action will be taken. Environment as one of the pillars will influence the whole project.    

The project covers the whole Barentsregion, but only one partner from each region is envisaged. Västerbotten county administration will be lead-partner.  

2. Promotion of spatial cohesion and balanced development of trans-border 

Euroregions “Bug”, “Neman” and “Land of Lakes” - Border regions in Belarus, Poland, Lihuania, Latvia and the Ukraine have established the three Euroregions of”Bug”, Neman and Land of Lakes. The project was presented by Irina Tanskavya, Belarus, Euroregion of Bug. The main purpose of the project is:

To promote co-operation, which will further the territorial integration of the territories covered by the Euro-regions.  Strengthening the management of interregional co-operation and promote exchange of experience. Assist areas and settlements, which are important for sustainable development. The project seeks partners in the EU.

3. Baltic Business Link – BBLINK – presented by Kai Harju, Regional Council of Northern Ostbothnia, Finland. t. The aim of the project is to help internationalisation of SME’s by creating business network in the participating regions. The project is searching partners in Norway. The project will consist of the following work packages: Company meeting, partner search, international fairs, E-mail magazine. 

4. Integrated transnational promotion of spatial planning - presented by Wiktor Szydarowski, Regional Authority Office, Pomerania Region, and Poland. Idea is to develop an integrated, updated and accessible database for spatial development. Central objectives are to collect best practise examples for storing and diffusing spatial planning and development data, development system architecture, data exchange and access procedures and monitoring change and issuing periodicals.The project is seeking partners in the BSR outside Poland.

5. East-West spatial planning forum for sustainable development - presented by Odd Godal on behalf of Irina Karelina, Leontief Centre, St. Petersburg, Russia. The aim of the project is to make Russian officials and politicians better prepared to participate in BSR co-operation and projects. The project will involve practitioners and trainers in the field of regional development from the BSR. The Forum will work as an arena for exchange of knowledge and experiences in the field of spatial and regional development to stimulate partnership and increase the possibilities for co-operation and networking between North-West Russian authorities and BSR countries. The project aims at: Providing an exchange of experience in strategic planning and policy making, networking, strengthening the institutional framework 

Marusz Kaspryzk oriented the listeners about the relationship between INTERREG and PHARE CBC/Tacis.

Participants
	Name
	Region/institution
	Country

	Martti Ahokas
	IR III B BSR/Steering Committee
	Finland

	Gediminas Macys
	Ministry of the Interior  
	Lithuania

	Jolanda Kriskovieciene
	Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
	Lithuania

	Alexander Kamenetsky
	Director of FORMAP
	Russia

	Andrei Soloviev
	Northern State Medical University, Archangelsk
	Russia

	Valdis Saplans 
	Riga City Council
	Latvia

	Kai Harju
	Council of Oulu
	Finland

	Jarilslaw Czochanski
	Regional Authority Office, Pomeranian
	Poland

	Evita Grzibovska
	Union of Local and Regional
	Latvia

	
	Governments 
	

	Rune Rautio
	The Barents Secretariat
	Norway

	Irina Kottsova
	Murmansk Barents Infocentre 
	Russia

	Andry Shalyou
	Barents Infocentre, Archangelsk
	Russia

	Artur Usanov
	East-west Institute
	Russia

	Kjell Lindgren 
	Västerbotten County admin.
	Sweden

	Anders Helsing
	Gothenburg region Association of local authorities
	Sweden

	Svetlana Morlanovc
	Archangelsk Region Adm. 
	Russia

	Elena Selivanova
	Archangelsk Region Adm. 
	Russia

	Olga Kordas
	The Royal Institute of Technology
	Sweden

	Urmas  Ahven
	Tartu City Government
	Estonia

	Inna Tanaevskaya
	Inst. for Regional&Urban Planning, Minsk
	Belarus

	Mariusz Kaspryzk
	Implementing Authority for Phare CBC 
	Poland


SUMMERY AND CONCLUSION
Mr. Harry Ekestam from the Finnish Ministry of the Interior began his concluding remarks by thanking the organisers for the opportunity to take part in the Partner Search Forum. Being a veteran of INTERREG II C and INTERREG IIIB implementation, but mostly on the programme level, he found this type of event most useful for getting a feeling for what was going on, on the ground. 

The main target group of the PSF:s are of course the project developers, and the important activities are taking place at workshops, during coffee pauses and meals, in fact everywhere where two or more participants meet to discuss joint interests and ideas. It is very difficult, almost impossible, for one person to make any meaningful summary of all this, and there may not even be a need for one. Still, it is possible to make some reflections on some central features and themes, partly general and partly particular to this event.

In addition to the over-riding theme of ”sustainable development”, this PSF also highlighted two central geographical aspects of the programme: the east-west dimension and the north-south dimension. 

The strong emphasis on east-west co-operation (and integration) is a main characteristic of the BSR programme and differentiates it from most other INTERREG III B programmes (except CADSES). It was already a major concern of the preceding II C-programme, but in the new programming period considerable progress has been made in this respect. This was seen in the programming phase and is now evident in the implementation phase. Co-ordination of INTERREG, PHARE and Tacis has become more concrete and operational. I goes without saying that much remains still to be done, but the participation in this event, with almost half of the participants from the PHARE- and Tacis-countries and twenty from Russia alone, is living proof of the great interest for east-west co-operation. 

Maybe less evident from the programme document, but also very central to the BSR programme is the north-south dimension. The Tromsø PSF has put special attention on this aspect. This dimension puts the focus on the special needs of the vast and sparsely populated Barents region and also connects the BSR programme to the implementation of the European Union’s Northern Dimension. The challenges are twofold: to increase cohesion within the vast Barents region, particularly in the east-west direction, and to bind this area closer to the southern parts of the Baltic Sea region. The first challenge also involves coordination with relevant INTERREG III A programmes. The latter challenge will need a lot of attention in the coming years. Some promising ideas where already presented at this PSF.
The BSR INTERREG III B programme’s seed money facility, with one of its specific criteria to assist promising and high quality projects aiming at finding solutions to bridge the various financial instruments objectives at interest of the BSR, is a great resource in this respect. 

Mr. Ekestam also raised another type of issue, summing up signals sent by many speakers representing the programme administration. It could be summarised in a few words: increased competition. The statistics speak for themselves: in the first application round six projects were approved out of 39, in the second 21 out of 60. 
The ”approval percentage” has thus been considerably lower than in the preceding II C-programme. This is partly due to tougher requirements and selection criteria, partly to the high demand for funding and a simultaneous need to spread programme spending fairly evenly over time. Funding is thus not assured just by fulfilling basic requirements and eligibility criteria, but projects that can demonstrate better transnationality and higher value added will be prioritised. By now, already a sizeable part of the programme budget has been committed and for some measures the scope for new projects has narrowed considerably. 
This is the case for e.g. tourism projects, but possible reallocations later in the period may increase the scope again. 
The message at this point is primarily: be aware of the increased competition for funds and take it into account when designing your project. It could be better to invest a little more time and effort in building up a truly transnational project with high value added than to try to rush to the next application round. Careful preparation can also be valuable in itself, even if it does not result in immediate success, as it can give rise to new co-operation networks and new co-operation ideas.

Mr. Ekestam wrapped up his part of the closing ceremonies by concluding that the Tromsø PSF had been a most useful and successful event and by thanking for his part the sponsors, organisers, speakers, facilitators and all others concerned for making it happen. He then handed over the word to the Chairman of the BSR INTERREG III B Steering Committee, Ms. Helle Fischer from the Danish Ministry of Environment, who closed the conference.

Enclosure:

PROGRAMME
Friday 7 June, 2002, Scandic hotel, Tromsø, Norway
14:00 Plenary session 
 Moderators: Eirik Fiva, Executive Committee for Northern Norway and
                       Ann Irene Saeternes, Eastern Norway County Network 

Welcome to Tromsø and Northern Norway by Mr Ronald Rindestu, 

chairman of the Executive Committee for Northern Norway(Landsdelsutvalget)

Opening speech given by Mr Anders Eira, State Secretary of the Norwegian Ministry of Local Government and Regional Development. 

14.30 Main purpose of the second PSF by Mr Bo Löwendahl, BSR INTERREG III B

Joint Secretariat –Transnational co-operation on spatial development with support of intervention on sustainability. Introduction to workshops next day.

Barentsregion – focus on north-south co-operation in the BSR by Mr Geir Knutson, chairman of the Regional Barents Council, Nordland County, Norway

Sub-regional co-operation in the Baltic Sea Region – focus on south-north co-operation in the BSR by Mr Brunon Synak, chairman of BSSSC (Baltic Sea States Sub-regional Co-operation), Pomeranian Region, Poland.

16.00
INTERREG III B – PHARE and TACIS: Combination of EU instruments for transnational co-operation in the BSR – focus on contribution to strengthen 

north-south integration as well as east-west by Ms Marta Plichta, BSR INTERREG III B Joint  Secretariat, Ms. Catharine Bodson, Head of Europe Aid Cooperation Office of EC and Ms. Valentina Chaplininskaya, St Petersburg Liaison Office of EC Delegation in Russia.

16.45
Sustainable development – How to overcome conflicts between environment and economic development - experiences and case studies from the BSR, presented by Håkan Rodhe, associated professor at Lund University, Sweden.

17.30 Reflections given by Mr Björn Fossli, Head of Polar Management Section

          Norwegian Polar Institute in Tromsø.
Saturday 8 June, 2002, Scandic hotel, Tromsø, Norway

09:30 Parallel workshops 


	      Workshop

	Facilitator

	1. Tourism and nature and culture heritage

	Mr Wilfried Görmar, DE

	2. Communication links and ICT

	Mr Matti Lipsanen, FI

	3. Environment and sustainable use of nature resources

	Mr Mats Henriksson, SE

	4. Balanced settlement structure, ICT and R&D

	Mr Knut Halvorsen, NO

	5. Institution building and macro regions

	Mr Wictor Szydarowski, PL


15:00 
Plenary session 
Moderator: Ms Helle Fischer, Chairmanship of the BSR IR III B Steering Committee.  
Presentation of results from the five workshops focusing on how the issue on sustainability have been dealt with. Final comments by Prof., Håkan Rodhe.

15:50 Concluding remarks given by Mr Harry Ekestam, Finnish Ministry of the Interior
and member of the BSR INTERREG III B Steering Committee.

16:00 End of session
Please note the speeches and presentations from the first day are to be found on the website: www.spatial.baltic.net
-----------------------------------------------------------
BSR INTERREG III B Joint Secretariat

Amiralitetstorget 27, 371 30 Karlskrona, Sweden
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