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PART A - DATA REQUIRED EVERY YEAR ("LIGHT REPORTS") (Article 50(2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013) 

1.  IDENTIFICATION OF THE ANNUAL/FINAL IMPLEMENTATION REPORT 

CCI 2014TC16M4TN001 

Title Interreg Mediterranean: MED 

Version 2 

Reporting year 2016 

Date of approval of the report by the monitoring 
committee 

21 juin 2017 

2.  OVERVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COOPERATION PROGRAMME (ARTICLE 50(2) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013 AND ARTICLE 14(3)(A) OF 

REGULATION (EU) NO 1299/2013)  

Key information on the implementation of the cooperation programme for the year concerned, including on financial instruments, with relation to the 
financial and indicator data. 

Apart from thematic concentration in three main themes: innovation, low carbon economy, and environment, the programme proposes a new approach 
for the types of projects. ‘Modular’ projects concentrate on one type of action: studying, testing, or capitalising; but modules can also be combined to 
longer projects. Horizontal projects accompany a thematically oriented group of Modular projects and help them to summarize joint results and messages 
and create synergies while they are implemented. This architecture is provided in order to increase the visibility of individual project results and improve 
their impact.  

This mechanism brings out the results of the projects and programme in a structured way that facilitates their use in policy-making. The results of projects 
thus provided, feed also the top-down coordinated activity foreseen within the Governance priority of the programme.  
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The first call of the new programme was launched in September 2015 and closed at the beginning of November for the Modular projects. A call was 
open from November to January 2016 for Horizontal projects. These two parallel calls followed a different procedure: the Modular projects submitted a 
full application that was evaluated in two steps (strategic and operational evaluations), and Horizontal projects had two application rounds, with pre-
application and full application to submit. Between these phases, after the Steering Committee had pre-selected 14 Horizontal Projects, a seminar was 
organized to inform the applicants of the requirements for the full application.  

Following technical difficulties of the Synergie CTE tool observed during the submission of the applications for Modular projects in 2015, the Monitoring 
Committee requested a healing procedure for all ineligible applications. The procedure took place in the spring 2016: the Synergie tool was reopened to 
all applicants having submitted a proposal and requesting the reopening in order to correct errors that had caused ineligibility. In parallel, the originally 
eligible applications were evaluated for pre-selection and the Steering Committee then pre-selected a list of 114 of these operations.  

In September 2016, the Steering Committee made a final selection of the originally eligible Module projects, selecting 49 of them. Also the final selection 
of 8 Horizontal projects was confirmed, and the originally ineligible applications having gone through the healing procedure, were pre-selected: 36 
proposals were accepted to undergo the full evaluation. Of these, 12 more Modular projects were ultimately or finally selected in December 2016, 
bringing the overall number of selected Modular projects to 61. 

With this second part of the selection, the programme had committed altogether 121M€ of ERDF and 3,5M€ of IPA funds to the programming of the 
first call for Module projects and the Horizontal projects. These amounts correspond respectively 58% and 43% of the available ERDF and IPA resources 
to the projects under the priority Axis 1,2 and 3. More than 80% of the total resources allocated to the Axis 2 (energy) were committed.  

The programming of Modular projects resulted in significant amount of projects in the priority Axis 2 and 3, and slightly less in the Axis 1. The results 
confirmed that with an integrated architecture of the programme and with specific thematic Terms of Reference for each theme and specific objective, 
the programme could receive more quality proposals than in the previous programming period. In the end of the programming of the 1st call, the original 
indicative budget allocation of ERDF reserved for the 1st call, was increased by a decision of the MC. 

However, within the 61 Modular projects selected, only 3 represented the Capitalization module. The vast majority of projects were of the Pilot module 
(Module 2 i.e. “Testing”) or combined study and pilot/testing modules. 

For the projects selected in September, the JS organized a seminar for Lead Partners in November, bringing together the thematic groups of Modular 
projects, with their Horizontal project. In reality the implementing of these projects selected under the 1st call started towards the end of 2016. 
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Although the drafting of the Description of management and control system started in 2015 right after the validation of the CP, the designation process 
of the MA was not concluded during the reporting year. The 1st version of the DMCS was submitted to the Audit authority in June, but the on-the spot 
audit visit was only carried out in October. Hence the final version was in preparation until the end of 2016 and the designation of the MA is foreseen to 
intervene during the first half of 2017. 

A public tender was launched by the MA in 2015 to contract experts in order to develop a web portal of the programme: this tool will host the websites 
of all programmed projects, and that of the programme, making capitalisation and data production efforts more efficient. Following a complex internal 
decision-making procedure, the MA finally launched the work with the experts in June 2016 and by the end of the year, the overall structure of the web 
portal was developed. The projects are expected to open their websites in parallel with the programme website, in the spring 2017. 

In May 2015, the Programme’s new logo was adopted by the Members States and the programme’s branding subsequently developed. This new logo is 
in line with the Interreg branding created with Interact and observed by most cooperation programmes. The project logos will also follow this integrated 
approach whose objective is to make territorial cooperation programmes more visible. All projects selected in September had received their logos by 
December.  

The programme evaluation plan was adopted by the MC in the spring 2016, and the JS proposed a working group of some participating States, in order 
to accompany and advice the drafting of the Terms of Reference for the evaluation tender. The first WG meeting was held in December and the outline 
of the ToR drafted. The operational evaluation is foreseen to start in mid-2017 and a separate impact evaluation will be prepared for 2019. 

The consolidated version of the financing agreements to be signed by the Commission, each participating IPA country and the MA were not yet presented 
by the Commission in 2016. 

3.  IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PRIORITY AXIS (ARTICLE 50(2) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013)  

3.1. Overview of the implementation  
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ID Priority axis Key information on the implementation of the priority axis with reference to key developments, significant problems and steps taken to address these 
problems 

1.1 Innovation   

ID Priority axis The first call for projects launched in late 2015 was open to all sub-themes of the innovation priority axis. Whereas the amount of proposals received 
under the call for Module projects was proportional to budget of this Axis (32% of ERDF and of IPA), a lower amount of operations was selected after 
the evaluation of projects. The overall quality of project proposals was lower than in the other Priority axis. Probably one of the reasons for this 
result was that the Terms of Reference provided as a guidance to beneficiaries, contained all sub-themes of the Axis (Blue and green growth, creative 
industries and social innovation), which necessarily meant that the ToR remained less focused than in the other Axis.  

In terms to thematic response, projects working on Blue growth and social innovation were not as represented as those on creative industries and 
Green growth. 

In Axis 1 as in the two other thematic priority axis open in this call, only very few Module 3 (Capitalisation) projects were proposed. 

In Axis ‘Innovation’, 171 Modular projects and 6 Horizontal projects were submitted under the call, with 16 Modular projects and 3 Horizontal 
projects selected. The percentage of programmed projects in regard to submitted was thus only 10,73% in the first call.  

Starting from these observations, the second call for Modular projects (2017) must highlight the importance of missing sub-themes or actors, such as 
SME requesting support in the framework of GBER instead of De minimis rule. 

2.1, 2.2, 
2.3 

Low carbon 
economy 

  

 

ID Priority axis The three specific objectives of the priority axis ‘low carbon economy’ were open for proposals in the 1st call for projects. Each of them received a 
balanced amount of proposals in regard to the budget of this axis (20% of ERDF and IPA), however, the overall amount of the proposals was quite 
high in relation to the overall budget of the axis which is the smallest thematic priority. Since each Specific Objective had its own Terms of Reference 
and the guidance was quite focused and explicit for the expected types of actions, the project proposals were of good quality and allowed financing a 
high amount of them. As an outcome of the 1st call, 80% of available ERDF resources were engaged to selected projects.  

In this axis, 89 Modular projects and 3 Horizontal ones were submitted. All three Horizontal projects were selected, and 22 Modular projects. The 
percentage of programmed projects amounts to 27,17% of those submitted. 

Due to this result that exceeded expectations, the Axis will not be open for projects in the 2nd Modular call (2017) 



Interreg MED Programme 2016 Annual Report – April 2017 

9 

3.1, 3.2 Environment   

 

ID Priority axis Both specific objectives of the Environment axis were open under the 1st call for projects. Both received adequate and proportional response in 
regard to the overall resources (34% OF ERDF AND IPA). However, the Specific objective on sustainable tourism received a higher amount of 
proposals than the objective for biodiversity protection. In the latter objective, certain key actors such as research centres working with Protected 
Areas are present, but the participation of managers of protected areas in partnerships remains limited, taking into account that they are the 
primary target group of this objective. The limited participation is explained with the scarcity of available staff resources in many protected areas. 
Although the importance of participation of managers of protected areas will be highlighted in the second call for Modular projects (prepared in 
2016 but launched in early 2017), the programme will have to monitor closely how the different tools and practises provided by the selected 
projects actually reach the managers of protected areas, if they are not direct partners.  

In this axis, 115 Modular projects and 5 Horizontal projects were submitted under the 1st call. Two Horizontal projects were selected and 23 Modular 
projects, bringing the percentage of submitted/selected projects to 20,83%.  

Following these results, only Module 3 projects will be accepted in the Axis 3 during the second call, and additionally some M2 projects under the 
objective biodiversity protection, if they represent partners who are not yet sufficiently present in selected projects, emphasising this in the specific 
Terms of Reference.  

4.1 Governance  

ID Priority axis The programme States have decided to carry out a ‘top-down’ framework project under the Governance priority. The objective of this specific 
project is to improve multilateral governance mechanisms in the Mediterranean. The themes of this project are chosen by the States and linked to 
identified Mediterranean priorities, but should also correspond the thematic priorities of the programme, in order to use efficiently the results 
stemming from the Modular and Horizontal projects, as material for policy-making (evidence-based approach). 

The drafting of the project outline and budget, and decision on its key themes by the MC took until September 2016. By then, each country had also 
identified the partner structures, and the first Platform partnership meeting took place in November under the coordination of Spain, chosen to take 
the role of the Lead Partner for the initial phase. The second partner meeting is held on February 2017 with the launching of the operation estimated 
in July 2017. The key themes chosen for this initial phase are Maritime surveillance and Coastal and maritime tourism, each Work Package being 
coordinated by one of the partner countries. Migration has been chosen as a cross-cutting theme. The Working Groups of the project will identify 
potential Strategic projects that might later be financed from the Axis 4 budget (decisions subject to the MC) 
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5 Technical 
assistance 

 The Technical assistance priority axis has been used to cover programme expenses linked to the preparation and launching of the programme, 
contributing namely to: 

- Staff costs for the implementing team (JS) 

- Kick-off event 

- Production of programme documents and tools and their translation 

The MC agreed that the MA will provide the elements of the ‘TA project’, namely the application form, the TA guide, and the TA agreement between 
the States and the MA. (All the follow-up of the TA costs shall be made through the online Monitoring tool Synergie). These elements have been 
developed at the end of 2015 and validated by the MC in 2016. The creation of National and transnational TA projects has started in Synergie tool at 
the end of the reporting year, but the MC still needs to validate these projects before expenses can be declared within.  

Training to NCPs on how to fill in the application form for TA (National Expenses) on Synergie CTE tool was organized by the MA in December 2016. 

Participation of the JS to national seminars and organization of the Lead Partner seminar further to the selection of the 1st call projects, were covered 
from the Axis 5 budget.  

No TA expenses have yet been claimed from the EC, the MA designation process not being finalized in the end of the reporting year. 

 

3.2. Common and programme specific indicators (Article 50(2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013) 

Data for common and programme-specific indicators by investment priority transmitted using the tables 1 to 2 below. 
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TABLE 1: Result indicators (by priority axis and specific objective); applies also to technical assistance priority axis  

 

Automatic from SFC ANNUAL VALUE  

ID 
Indicator Measurement 

Unit 

Baseli
ne 

Value 

Baseline 
Year 

Target 
Value  
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 

1.1.1. 

Share of innovative clusters (i.e. 
including RDI activities) offering to 
their members a consolidated mix 
of involved in transnational 
activities concerning in key sectors 
of the MED area 

Innovative 
clusters (%)  

50.00 2014 66.00 50.00 50.00 50.00       

 The CP has been approved in 
June 2015, the 1st Call for 
Proposals has been launched 
in September 2015 and 69 
projects programmed by the 
end of 2016 (in September 
and in December) 

2.1.1  
Share of regional, sub-regional and 
local energy efficiency action plans 
including initiatives adapted 
measures for public building stock  

Regional 
plans (%)  

16.00 2014 34.00 16.00 16.00 16.00       
 

 

2.1.2 

Share of regional, sub-regional and 
local energy efficiency plans 
including adapted measures for 
public building  

Local plans 
(%)  

29.00 2014 39.00 29.00 29.00 29.00       
 

 

2.2.1  
Share of renewable energy from 
local sources, in energy mix of MED 
islands and rural areas  

% of local RES 
in energy mix 
strategies in 
islands  

7.24 2014 19.77 7.24 7.24 7.24       

 

 

Automatic from SFC ANNUAL VALUE  

ID 
Indicator Measurement 

Unit 

Baseli
ne 

Value 

Baseline 
Year 

Target 
Value  
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 
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2.2.2  
Share of renewable energy from 
local sources, in energy mix of MED 
islands and rural areas  

% of local RES 
in energy mix 
strategies in 
rural areas  

7.28 2014 12.89 7.28 7.28 7.28       

 

 

2.3.1  
Share of urban plans which include 
low carbon transport and 
multimodal connection soft actions  

Plans 
providing soft 
actions for 
sustainable 
transport (%)  

23.00 2014 47.00 23.00 23.00 23.00       

 

 

3.1.1  
Level of sustainability of tourism in 
MED coastal regions  

%  26.70 2014 35.80 26.70 26.70 26.70         

3.2.1  

Share of protected areas meeting 
their conservation goals and 
objectives (thanks to their 
improved management)  

Land based 
Natura 2000 
sites (%)  

73.50 2014 85.00 73.50 73.50 73.50       
 

 

3.2.2  

Share of protected areas meeting 
their conservation goals and 
objectives (thanks to their 
improved management)  

Marine 
Protected 
Areas (%)  

65.00 2012 80.00 65.00 65.00 65.00       
 

 

4.1.1  
Number of joint thematic action 
plans allowing to implement 
coordinated strategic operations  

Joint action 
plans 
(number)  

7.00 2014 10.00 7.00 7.00 7.00       
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TABLE 2: Common and programme specific output indicators (by priority axis, investment priority); applies also to technical assistance priority axes).  

 

 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value1 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

Selected 
operations 
[forecast 
provided by 
beneficiaries] 

1.1.a 

Number of 
operational 
instruments to 
favour innovation 
of SMEs 

Instruments 44 0 0 92        

The CP has been approved in June 2015, the 
1st Call for Proposals has been launched in 
September 2015 and 69 projects programmed 
by the end of 2016 (in September and in 
December). Forecast is available via the 
application forms in Synergie and compiled in 
the table. 

 
1.1.b 

Number of 
enterprises 
receiving grants 

Enterprises 35 0 0 15        
 

 
1.1.c 

Number of 
enterprises 
receiving non-
financial support 

Enterprises 4.000 0 0 1232        

 

 

1.1.d 

Number of 
transnational 
innovation 
clusters 
supported 

Clusters 10 0 0 16        

 

 

2.1.a 

Number of 
available planning 
tools to monitor 
and manage 
energy 
consumption in 
public buildings 

Tools 5 0 0 14        

 

  

                                                 
1 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value2 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 

2.1.b 

Number of 
strategies 
supporting plans 
on energy 
consumption 
management for 
public buildings 

Models 5 0 0 11        

 

 

2.1.c 

Number of target 
groups  
participating in 
capacity raising 
activities on 
energy efficiency 
for public 
buildings 

Participants 570 0 0 411 

        

 

2.1.d 

Number of 
regions and sub-
regions engaged 
(through charters, 
protocols, MoU) 
in developing 
energy efficiency 
plans/strategies 

Territories 176 0 0 170 

        

 

2.2.a 

Number of 
planning tools to 
develop energy 
plans including 
local RES 

tools 5 0 0 6 

        

 
2.2.b 

Population of 
islands covered 
by plans 

population 

1.600.000 
(15% of 

populatio
n) 

0 0 
1.102.

500 

        

                                                 
2 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value3 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 
2.2.c 

Population of 
rural areas 
covered by plans 

population 

1.200.000 
(5% of 

populatio
n) 

0 0 
1.455.

000 

        

 

2.2.d 

Number of 
models to 
develop action 
plans including 
local RES in 
energy mix 

models 5 0 0 6 

        

 

2.2.e 

Number of 
regions and sub-
regions engaged 
(through charters, 
protocols, MoU) 
in increasing 
share of local RES 
in energy mix 

territories 192 0 0 94 

        

 

2.3.a 

Number of 
instruments 
available to foster 
the use of LC 
transport 
solutions, 
including 
multimodal ones 

instruments 5 0 0 10 

        

  

                                                 
3 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value4 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 

2.3.b 

Number of 
models to 
develop urban 
plans including 
low carbon 
transport and 
multimodal 
connections soft 
actions 

models 10 0 0 7 

        

 
2.3.c 

Population 
involved in 
awareness raising 
activities 

population 300.000 0 0 64.680 

        

 

2.3.d 

Number of urban 
areas engaged 
(through charters, 
protocols, MoU) 
in developing 
urban 
plans/strategies 
including low 
carbon transport 
and multimodal 
connection soft 
actions 

territories 80 0 0 27 

        

  

                                                 
4 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value5 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 

3.1.a. 

Number of 
instruments 
available to 
enhance the 
development of 
sustainable and 
responsible 
tourism 

Instruments 17 0 0 30 

        

 

3.1.b 

Number of tourist 
destinations 
covered by a 
sustainable 
tourism 
evaluation tool 

tourist 
destinations 

108 0 0 109 

        

 

3.1.c 

Number of 
strategies 
applying 
sustainable 
tourism 
management 
criteria 

Strategies  11 0 0 12 

        

 

3.1.d 

Number of 
regions and sub-
regions engaged 
(through charters, 
protocols, MoU) 
in implementing 
sustainable 
tourism plans  

Territories 144 0 0 97 

        

  

                                                 
5 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value6 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 3.2.a 
Number of joint 
governance plans 

Plans 36 0 0 8 
        

 

3.2.b 

Surface of 
habitats 
supported to 
attain a better 
conservation 
status 

Hectares 1.250.000 0 0 
2.548.

414 

        

 

3.2.c 

Number of 
protected areas 
engaged (through 
charters, 
protocols, MoU) 
in implementing 
management 
strategies 

Protected 
Areas 

50 0 0 58 

        

 

4.1.a 

Number of 
stakeholders 
(structures) 
involved in 
supported 
initiatives (per 
category 
representing 
public and private 
stakeholders) 

Organisatio
ns 

1.200 0 0 0 

        

 5.a 
Established Joint 
Secretariat 

No. 1 0 0 1 
        

 
5.b 

Appels à 
propositions 
lancés et clôturés 
aves succès 

Nombre -- 0 1 1 

       2015 : modular project call (multi) 2016 : 
horizontal projects call 

                                                 
6 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value7 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 
5.c 

Opérations 
validées après 
appels à 
propositions 

Nombre 140 0 0 69        

 

 

5.d 

Rapports 
périodiques 
d’avancement des 
opérations suivies 
et financées 

Nombre 600 0 0 0        

 

 

5.e 

Outils et mesures 
d’information et 
de 
communication 
développés 

Nombre -- 0 0 1        2016: web platform 

 

5.f 

Évaluations 
indépendantes du 
programme mises 
en œuvre (ex-
ante et pendant 
le  programme) 

Nombre 2 0 0 0        

 

 

5.g 

Système de suivi 
en ligne du 
programme 
développé et mis 
en place 

Nombre 1 0 0 1        

 

 
5.h 

Réseau de 
contrôleurs 
nationaux créé  

Nombre 1 0 0 1        
 

  

                                                 
7 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 
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 ID 
Indicator (name 

of indicator) 
Measurem

ent unit 

Target 
value8 
(2023) 

CUMULATIVE VALUE 
 

Observations (if necessary) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 

 

5.i 

Audits du 
système de 
contrôle et de 
gestion du 
programme et 
des opérations 

Nombre -- 0 0 0 

       

 

 

5j 

Information 
documents 
addressed to 
applicants and 
beneficiaries 

  0 9 3 

       

2016 : ToR Horizontal call; Synergie guide, 
Programme manual 

 

5k 

Consultation, 
information, 
training and 
exchange 
workshops for 
applicants and 
beneficiaries 
organised 

  0 3 3 

       

2016 : LP seminar, Applicant seminar, French 
Info day 

 
5l 

Established 
national Contact 
Points 

  0 10 10 
       

 

 

5m 

Studies, reports 
and surveys on 
strategic matters 
concerning the 
programme 

  0 0 1 

       

2016 : Framework Document PANORAMED 
project (Axis 4) 

                                                 
8 Targets are optional for technical assistance priority axes. 



Interreg MED Programme 2016 Annual Report – April 2017 

21 

3.3 Milestones and targets defined in the performance framework (Article 50(2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013) – submitted in annual implementation reports from 
2017 onwards 

Reporting on financial indicators, key implementation steps, output and result indicators to act as milestones and targets for the performance framework 
(submitted starting with the report in 2017).   

 

TABLE 3: Information on the milestones and targets defined in the performance framework  

 

Priority 
Axis 

Indicator Type 
(Key 

implementation 
step, financial, 

output or, 
where 

appropriate 
result indicator) 

ID 
Indicator or key 
implementation 

step 

Measurem
ent unit, 
where 

appropriat
e 

Milestone 
for 2018 

Final 
target 
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 

1 

Number of 
operational 
instruments to 
favour 
innovation of 
SMEs 

1.1.
a 

Operational 
instruments: tools 
and services 
effectively created 
or adapted from 
existing ones, 
implemented and 
assessed in 
supported clusters 
and networks, with 
measurable benefit 
for SMEs targeted 
in supported 
actions 

Instruments  8 44 0 0 0        

The CP has been approved 
in June 2015, the 1st Call 
for Proposals has been 
launched in September 
2015. First operations 
selected in late 2016. 
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Priority 
Axis 

Indicator Type 
(Key 

implementation 
step, financial, 

output or, 
where 

appropriate 
result indicator) 

ID 
Indicator or key 
implementation 

step 

Measurem
ent unit, 
where 

appropriat
e 

Milestone 
for 2018 

Final 
target 
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 

1 
Expenses 
declared to the 
EC 

1 

Expenditures 
declared by the 
Certifying Authority 
to the EC for Axis 1 

Euros 12.667.625 
84.450.83

3 0 0 0         

2 

Number of 
available 
planning tools 
to monitor and 
manage energy 
consumption in 
public buildings 

2.1.
a 

Available planning 
tools: planning 
tools include 
specific and 
targeted actions 
plans, IT solutions 
allowing data 
collection for 
auditing and 
assessment, 
assessment grids, 
monitoring and 
management tools 
for public 
authorities, building 
managers and 
users, guides and 
other information 
supports 

Tools 3 5 0 0 0         
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Priority 
Axis 

Indicator Type 
(Key 

implementation 
step, financial, 

output or, 
where 

appropriate 
result indicator) 

ID 
Indicator or key 
implementation 

step 

Measuremen
t unit, where 
appropriate 

Milesto
ne for 
2018 

Final 
target 
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 

2 

Number of 
planning tools 
to develop 
energy plans 
including local 
RES 

2.2.
a 

Planning tool: 
Planning tools are a 
part of action plans 
and can address 
assessment, auditing, 
training, management 
documents or IT 
tools. 

Tools 3 5 0 0 0         

2 

Number of 
instruments 
available to 
foster the use 
of LC transport 
solutions, 
including 
multimodal 
ones 

2.3.
a 

Instruments: tools 
and services created 
or adapted from 
existing ones for 
transport users and 
managers (traffic 
information, 
integrated 
information systems 
on public transports, 
car sharing 
management tools…) 

Instruments  3 5 0 0 0         

2 
Expenses 
declared to the 
EC 

2 
Expenditures 
declared to the EC for 
Axis 2 

Euros 
7.917.2

66 
52.781.77

1 0 0 0         
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Priority 
Axis 

Indicator Type 
(Key 

implementation 
step, financial, 

output or, 
where 

appropriate 
result indicator) 

ID 
Indicator or key 
implementation 

step 

Measuremen
t unit, where 
appropriate 

Milesto
ne for 
2018 

Final 
target 
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 

3 

Number of 
instruments 
available to 
enhance the 

development of 
sustainable and 

responsible 
tourism 

3.1.
a 

Instruments: tools 
and services created 

or adapted from 
existing ones for 
facilitating the 

development of 
sustainable and 

responsible tourism 

Instruments  10 17 0 0 0         

3 
Number of joint 

governance 
plans  

3.2.
a 

Governance plan: set 
of roles, 

responsibilities and 
processes to involve 

relevant stakeholders 
in the conservation 

goals (objectives and 
legal framework, 

stakeholders 
conditions for 

participation in 
management bodies, 
conflict management 

procedures, 
governance activities 

and reporting,…) 

Plans  18 36 0 0 0         

3 
Expenses 

declared to the 
EC 

3 
Expenditures 

declared to the EC for 
Axis 3 

Euros  
13.459.

352 
89.729.01

2 0 0 0         
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Priority 
Axis 

Indicator Type 
(Key 

implementation 
step, financial, 

output or, 
where 

appropriate 
result indicator) 

ID 
Indicator or key 
implementation 

step 

Measuremen
t unit, where 
appropriate 

Milesto
ne for 
2018 

Final 
target 
(2023) 

2014 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 Observations (if necessary) 

4 

Number of 
stakeholders 
(structures) 
involved in 
supported 

initiatives (per 
category 

representing 
public and 

private 
stakeholders)  

4.1.
a 

Stakeholder: 
structure involved in 
supported initiatives, 
ranged by public or 

private status 

Organisations 200 1.200 0 0 0         

4 
Expenses 

declared to the 
EC 

4 
Expenditures 

declared to the EC for 
Axis 4 

Euros  
3.166.9

06 
21.112.70

8 0 0 0         

 

* Member States submit cumulative values for output indicators. Values for financial indicators are cumulative. Values for the key implementation steps are cumulative if the key 
implementation steps are expressed by a number or percentage. If the achievement is defined in a qualitative way, the table should indicate whether they are completed or not.  
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3.4. Financial data (Article 50(2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013)  

TABLE 4: Financial information at priority axis and programme level as set out in Table 1 of Annex II to Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 
1011/20149 [Model for transmission of financial data]10 and table 16 of model for cooperation programmes under the European territorial cooperation 
goal. 

 The financial allocation of the priority axis based on the operational programme Cumulative data on the financial progress of the operational programme 

Priority axis Fund 

Basis for the 
calculation 

of Union 
support 

Total funding (€) 
Co-

financing 
rate (%) 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Proportion of the 
total allocation 
covered with 

selected 
operations (%) 

Public eligible cost 
of operations 

selected for support 
(€) 

Total eligible 
expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries to 
the managing 

authority 

Proportion of the total 
allocation covered by 
eligible expenditure 

declared by 
beneficiaries (%) 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

1 ERDF Total 84,450,833.00 85.00 36,699,128.30 43.46 35,120,861.17 0.00 0.00 19 

1 IPA(e) Total 3,081,906.00 85.00 833,633.52 27.05 833,633.52 0.00 0.00 7 

2 ERDF Total 52,781,771.00 85.00 46,208,971.47 87.55 45,083,983.17 0.00 0.00 25 

2 IPA(e) Total 2,201,364.00 85.00 1,884,645.21 85.61 1,884,645.21 0.00 0.00 11 

3 ERDF Total 89,729,012.00 85.00 50,333,990.22 56.10 48,308,851.15 0.00 0.00 25 

3 IPA(e) Total 3,742,313.00 85.00 920,218.33 24.59 920,218.33 0.00 0.00 6 

4 ERDF Public 21,112,708.00 85.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 

4 IPA(e) Public 880,544.00 85.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 

5 ERDF Public 16,824,190.00 80.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 

                                                 
9 OJ L 286, 30.9.2014, p. 1. 
10 Structured data required for the report on YEI which is to be submitted in April 2015 in accordance with Article 19(3) and Annex II of Regulation (EU) No 1304/2013. 
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 The financial allocation of the priority axis based on the operational programme Cumulative data on the financial progress of the operational programme 

Priority axis Fund 

Basis for the 
calculation 

of Union 
support 

Total funding (€) 
Co-

financing 
rate (%) 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Proportion of the 
total allocation 
covered with 

selected 
operations (%) 

Public eligible cost 
of operations 

selected for support 
(€) 

Total eligible 
expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries to 
the managing 

authority 

Proportion of the total 
allocation covered by 
eligible expenditure 

declared by 
beneficiaries (%) 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

5 IPA(e) Public 1,100,680.00 85.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 

Total ERDF  264,898,514.00 84.68 133,242,089.99 50.30 128,513,695.49 0.00 0.00 69 

Total IPA(e)  11,006,807.00 85.00 3,638,497.06 33.06 3,638,497.06 0.00 0.00 24 

Grand total   275,905,321.00 84.70 136,880,587.05 49.61 132,152,192.55 0.00 0.00 93 

 

Where applicable, the use of any contribution from third countries participating in the cooperation programme should be provided (for example IPA and 
ENI, Norway, Switzerland). 

The Interreg MED Programme is a transnational programme co-financed by the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF). Furthermore, the 
programme includes in its eligible territory Mediterranean States candidates or potential candidates to the EU participating with the Instrument for Pre-
Accession assistance funds (IPA Funds). The management of these funds is integrated into the system of management and control of the Interreg MED 
Programme and is under the responsibility of the Managing Authority, as it was established during the 2007-2013 period. 

For the 2014-2020 programming period, the total budget of the Programme is of € 275.905.320 (€ 224.322.525 of ERDF, € 9.355.783 of IPA Funds, € 
42.227.012 of national counterparts).  

The breakdown of this budget by priority axis has been done based on the assessment for the preparation of the Cooperation Programme, and taking into 
account the potential of each thematic in the MED area as well as other funding sources existing at European, national and regional level. In consequence, 
it was decided to allocate 32% of the budget to Priority Axis 1 (“Promoting Mediterranean innovation capacities to develop smart and sustainable growth”), 
20% to Priority Axis 2 (“Fostering low-carbon strategies and energy efficiency in specific MED territories: cities, islands and rural areas”), 34% to Priority 
Axis 3 (“Protecting and promoting Mediterranean natural and cultural resources) and, finally, 8% to Priority Axis 4 (“Enhancing Mediterranean 
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Governance”). The Axis 5 (Technical Assistance) receives 6% of the ERDF budget. The % of IPA assistance and co-financing provided for each Priority Axis is 
proportional to the ERDF assistance, except in the Axis 5, where the IPA TA amounts to 10% of the whole envelope.  

24 of the 69 projects programmed by the end of 2016 (in September and in December) involved 24 partners coming from IPA countries. This is 35% of 
approved projects included with IPA partners. A total amount of EUR 3 092 722,65 was programmed (around 40% of the total IPA budget of the 
Programme).  

No advance payment could be processed in the absence of the signature of the financing agreement between the European Commission, the Managing 
Authority and each IPA Participating State.  

 

TABLE 5: Breakdown of the cumulative financial data by category of intervention (Article 112(1) and (2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 

5 of Regulation (EU) No 1304/2013) as set out in Table 2 of Annex II to Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 1011/2014 [Model for transmission 
of financial data] and tables 6-9 of Model for cooperation programmes.  

Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

1 ERDF 060 01 01 07 01  18 EL232 2,998,237.00 2,879,254.50 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 060 01 01 07 01  22 ES511 1,050,400.01 939,071.91 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 060 01 01 07 01  23 ITF47 1,440,390.00 1,403,257.50 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 060 01 02 07 01  22 EL300 2,396,104.00 2,321,617.90 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 062 01 01 07 01  22 ITI43 1,411,764.71 1,335,797.43 0.00 1 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

1 ERDF 062 01 02 07 01  07 ITC4C 2,050,000.00 1,916,500.00 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 062 01 02 07 01  22 ITH42 2,087,855.00 2,010,080.00 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 01 07 01  01 FR824 1,031,825.00 1,010,420.00 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 01 07 01  04 ITI15 2,221,050.00 2,043,270.00 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 01 07 01  22 ITI19 2,407,425.00 2,368,987.50 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 01 07 01  23 ITH3 2,711,815.33 2,659,875.53 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 01 07 01  23 ITI43 600,000.00 594,000.00 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 03 07 01  01 EL300 2,008,200.00 1,940,407.50 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 063 01 06 07 01  24 FR824 599,972.50 549,758.13 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 065 01 02 07 01  01 ITI43 2,438,360.51 2,129,945.73 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 065 01 02 07 01  22 ITH35 2,230,312.00 2,161,889.80 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 067 01 01 07 01  23 ITH44 2,317,222.00 2,279,656.00 0.00 1 

1 ERDF 067 01 02 07 01  01 ITH55 2,001,146.24 1,904,243.24 0.00 1 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

1 ERDF 078 01 01 07 01  18 ITI21 2,697,049.00 2,672,828.50 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 060 01 01 07 01  18 EL232 206,550.00 206,550.00 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 060 01 01 07 01  22 ES511 49,599.99 49,599.99 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 060 01 01 07 01  23 ITF47 58,650.00 58,650.00 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 062 01 01 07 01  22 ITI43 58,823.53 58,823.53 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 062 01 02 07 01  22 ITH42 165,000.00 165,000.00 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 063 01 01 07 01  01 FR824 141,350.00 141,350.00 0.00 1 

1 IPA(e) 067 01 01 07 01  23 ITH44 153,660.00 153,660.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 010 01 02 05 04  22 ITF51 1,868,512.00 1,672,921.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 010 01 03 05 04  22 CY000 1,991,077.25 1,960,969.10 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 011 01 03 05 04  22 ITG12 2,048,847.48 2,024,084.36 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 012 01 03 05 04  22 ITI43 599,573.00 599,573.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 EL122 2,087,645.00 1,999,353.50 0.00 1 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 ES511 3,591,689.35 3,550,614.29 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 FR823 1,092,250.00 1,037,901.25 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 HR041 826,849.86 826,849.86 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITC11 1,943,112.50 1,912,550.21 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITH34 1,099,811.75 1,069,811.64 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITH43 550,400.00 550,400.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITI43 8,054,670.85 7,932,608.35 0.00 3 

2 ERDF 013 01 01 02 06  22 EL300 2,013,194.00 2,013,194.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 023 01 02 05 04  22 ES523 1,926,245.45 1,860,525.26 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 023 01 02 05 04  22 SI012 3,417,859.03 3,311,750.91 0.00 2 

2 ERDF 043 01 01 02 04  22 ES617 1,165,000.00 1,133,500.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 043 01 01 02 04  22 ITH36 2,215,512.50 2,215,512.50 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 043 01 01 02 04  22 ITH44 4,775,624.95 4,656,899.85 0.00 2 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

2 ERDF 044 01 01 02 04  22 ITF63 545,150.00 545,150.00 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 044 01 01 02 04  22 PT171 1,927,608.75 1,847,598.75 0.00 1 

2 ERDF 044 01 01 02 04  22 SI024 2,468,337.75 2,362,215.34 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 013 01 01 02 04  22 EL122 170,450.00 170,450.00 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 013 01 01 02 04  22 EL300 209,669.00 209,669.00 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 013 01 01 02 04  22 HR041 104,750.51 104,750.51 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITH34 100,873.00 100,873.00 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITH43 49,600.00 49,600.00 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 013 01 01 02 04  22 ITI43 210,000.00 210,000.00 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 023 01 02 05 04  22 ES523 87,177.70 87,177.70 0.00 1 

2 IPA(e) 023 01 02 05 04  22 SI012 356,385.00 356,385.00 0.00 2 

2 IPA(e) 043 01 01 02 04  22 ITH44 595,740.00 595,740.00 0.00 2 

3 ERDF 085 01 02 05 06  22 ES523 2,293,630.00 2,278,819.23 0.00 1 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

3 ERDF 085 01 02 05 06  22 ITH35 598,536.50 598,536.50 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 02 06  15 SI021 2,218,473.66 2,027,121.19 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  02 HR041 561,596.51 553,181.51 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  02 ITI43 3,500,000.00 3,314,562.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 ES511 2,503,753.53 2,411,464.03 0.00 2 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 FR813 596,750.76 559,727.42 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 FR815 2,826,080.49 2,726,553.47 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 HR031 1,485,672.36 1,374,400.01 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 ITC34 2,402,741.83 2,322,957.02 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 ITH35 2,252,046.00 2,124,420.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 04 06  22 ITI43 2,663,093.33 2,663,093.33 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 05 06  22 ES617 1,402,250.00 1,359,050.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 085 01 03 05 06  22 ITI43 2,360,000.00 2,156,000.00 0.00 1 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

3 ERDF 091 01 02 05 06  15 ITG12 2,041,550.00 1,639,110.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 091 01 02 05 06  15 ITI14 2,650,000.00 2,627,500.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 091 01 03 04 06  15 EL142 2,797,549.00 2,745,844.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 091 01 03 05 06  15 ES618 2,578,131.89 2,528,995.25 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 092 01 01 05 06  15 HR035 600,000.00 600,000.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 092 01 02 05 06  15 EL113 3,000,000.00 2,969,400.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 092 01 02 05 06  15 EL433 2,388,116.60 2,354,721.50 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 092 01 02 05 06  15 MT001 2,447,000.00 2,256,350.00 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 092 01 03 05 06  15 CY000 2,755,320.41 2,705,347.34 0.00 1 

3 ERDF 092 01 03 05 06  15 ES511 1,411,697.35 1,411,697.35 0.00 1 

3 IPA(e) 085 01 03 04 06  22 FR815 149,491.00 149,491.00 0.00 1 

3 IPA(e) 085 01 03 04 06  22 HR031 267,554.00 267,554.00 0.00 1 

3 IPA(e) 085 01 03 05 06  22 ES617 58,823.33 58,823.33 0.00 1 
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Priority axis 
Characterist

ics of 
expenditure 

Categorisation dimensions Financial data 

 Fund 
Interventio

n field 
Form of 
finance 

Territorial 
dimension 

Territorial 
delivery 

mechanism 

Thematic 
priority 

dimension 

ESF 
secondary 

theme 

Economic 
dimension 

Location 
dimension 

Total eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

Public eligible 
cost of 

operations 
selected for 
support (€) 

The total 
eligible 

expenditure 
declared by 

beneficiaries 
to the 

managing 
authority 

Number of 
operations 

selected 

3 IPA(e) 085 01 03 05 06  22 ITI43 140,000.00 140,000.00 0.00 1 

3 IPA(e) 091 01 02 05 06  15 ITG12 116,350.00 116,350.00 0.00 1 

3 IPA(e) 092 01 02 05 06  15 MT001 188,000.00 188,000.00 0.00 1 

4 ERDF             

4 IPA(e)             

5 ERDF             

5 IPA(e)             

Total ERDF         133,242,089.99 128,513,695.49 0.00 69 

Total IPA(e)         3,638,497.06 3,638,497.06 0.00 24 

Grand total          136,880,587.05 132,152,192.55 0.00 93 

 

  



Interreg MED Programme 2016 Annual Report – April 2017 

36 

 

TABLE 6: Cumulative cost of all or part of an operation implemented outside the Union part of the programme area  

1 2 3 4 5 

 

The amount of ERDF support* 
envisaged to be used for all or part of 

an operation implemented outside 
the Union part of the programme 
area based on selected operations 

(EUR) 

Share of the total financial allocation  
to all or part of an operation located 

outside the Union part of the 
programme area 

(%) 

(column 2/total amount allocated to 
the support from the ERDF at 

programme level *100) 

Eligible expenditure of ERDF support 
incurred in all or part of an operation 
implemented outside the Union part 
of the programme area declared by 

the beneficiary to the managing 
authority  (EUR) 

Share of the total financial allocation 
to all or part of an operation located 

outside the Union part of the 
programme area 

(%) 

(column 4/total amount allocated to 
the support from the ERDF at 

programme level *100) 
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* ERDF support is fixed in the Commission decision on the respective cooperation programme. 
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4. SYNTHESIS OF THE EVALUATIONS (ARTICLE 50(2) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013) 

Synthesis of the findings of all evaluations of the programme that have become available during 
the previous financial year, including the name and reference period of the evaluation reports 
used. 

The Ex Ante evaluation of the programme was carried out during the preparation phase in 
2013-14 and has been used to draft the CP, in particular to justify the strategic framework, the 
intervention logic, and the choice of priorities for the programme. The Ex Ante evaluation also 
contained a strategic environmental assessment.  

The main findings having had an impact on the drafting of the cooperation programme can be 
summarized as follows: 

The programme strategy shows an improved focus on pooling and knowledge of results: the 
capitalization mechanisms are structured in the intervention logic. The result-oriented approach 
is clearly justified  

The priorities and objectives chosen are coherent with the results of the SWOT analysis 

The thematic concentration is sufficiently high for all thematic priorities, but the domain of 
intervention is larger in the Axis 3 and will need further focusing (which has been done with the 
Terms of Reference for the 1st call) 

The Axis 4, Governance, was not chosen on the basis of the SWOT analysis but by a political 
choice of the participating States 

The feasibility of chosen priorities is relatively high 

Result indicators are coherent, although in some of them (Axis 2) there might be difficulties to 
obtain the result indicator as an immediate outcome of projects, which are financing processes.  

SEA: the large majority of measures have only positive impact. Negative impacts are marginal 
and concentrate in the Axis 2 measures.  

The EVALUATION PLAN was adopted by the MC in May 2016. 

The IN ITINERE evaluation: the public tender documents were drafted during 2016, with the 
first meeting of the evaluation Working group held in December. This group is composed of 
experts or representatives of some of the programme States on a voluntary basis. The tender 
documents are to be validated by the MC in early 2017 and evaluation to start in June 2017. 

 

 

5. ISSUES AFFECTING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE PROGRAMME AND MEASURES TAKEN (ARTICLE 

50(2) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013) 

a) Issues which affect the performance of the programme and the measures taken 

The programme preparation phase was on-going until September 2014 when the CP was 
submitted to the EC, and the validation process of the CP took eight months to be completed. 
The programme was only validated by the EC in June 2015. Although parallel preparations were 



Interreg MED Programme 2016 Annual Report – April 2017 

 

39 

made during 2014-15 in order to open the first call for projects as soon as possible after the 
validation, it was not possible to conclude the selection of operations within 2015. The 69 
projects selected further to the first call (49 in September, 12 in December 2016), were still in 
the contracting phase at the end of the current reporting year. Concerning the output and 
result indicators, there is a significant delay, as the values calculated in 2014 for the 2017 
milestones, were based on an estimation of projects starting in the beginning of 2016. It is 
therefore likely that the programme will have to adjust the 2017 indicator values to the fact 
that there is an additional delay in launching the first projects, in regard to what was foreseen 
when the CP was submitted. The projects will not yet have sufficient implementing time in 
2017, allowing them to match the estimation of output and result indicators. However, the 
programme is expected to gain some of the time lost in preparation delays, as a result of 
significant programming of the 1st call. The expected number of projects and the indicative 
budget allocation to the call were exceeded.  

The designation processes for the MA and the CA have not been concluded within 2016, hence 
no payment claims to the EC would have been possible before the end of the accounting year 
2015-16. The description of management and control system was submitted to the Audit 
Authority in early June 2016. Equally, putting in place the national systems in the IPA countries 
that participate in the programme, has been hindered because of the lack of the Financing 
Agreement with the Commission.  

The delays of all processes linked to the call for projects, evaluation, selection, and also 
providing all necessary legal and guidance documents for the new programme, could not be 
shortened, because of the limits of availability of human resources in the JS staff and because 
of the unreliability of the Synergie CTE tool during the 1st call (resulting to additional healing 
procedures).  

The JS staff is in parallel implementing the new period and proceeding the closing of the 2007-
13 programming period.  

Moreover, the natural turnover of the transnational staff creates a regular deficit of human 
resources within the JS, as the recruiting delays following the transposition of MA and 
programme procedures are still long: 7 months on the average. In 2015-16: six persons have 
left the JS and had to be replaced. The limited availability of human resources is a factor creating 
delays in the implementation. 

b) OPTIONAL FOR LIGHT REPORTS, otherwise it will be included in point 9.1 (Article 50(4) of 
Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013)  

An assessment of whether progress made towards targets is sufficient to ensure their 
fulfilment, indicating any remedial actions taken or planned, where appropriate  

Apart from delays in programming, that might affect 2017 indicator values, as explained above, 
some preliminary estimations can be done on the basis of projects submitted during the 1st call : 

As compiled via the online monitoring tool Synergie CTE, the selected projects have foreseen 
(in their work plan) to contribute to the Programme output indicators, thus to the performance 
framework. Projects have declared their expected contribution to the Programme Output 
Indicators, based on their objectives, activities and expected outputs.  
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The Programme has established a methodology for monitoring the Programme Output 
Indicators, in order to ensure targets are met. 

The methodology consists in the following elements: 

 Validation process of outputs contributing to Programme output indicators: through a 
set of qualitative criteria, established for each output indicator, and an online 
validation in the Programme web platform 

 on-line registration tool for projects’ events and participants to projects’ activities, in 
order to record in a harmonized way data regarding final beneficiaries of projects. 

 A monitoring tool within the JS, to monitor the fulfilment of output indicators, during 
the Programme cycle and establish corrective or incentive actions, when and where 
needed. 

Furthermore, the specific Programme architecture (Modular / horizontal projects) and the 
process of having specific terms of reference per S.O. in each Call for proposals, are tools that 
were established to ensure a good delivery of projects and Programme outputs and results. 
The 2nd call for proposals launched in 2017 has already taken into account the gaps of the 1st 
call for proposals in its specific terms of reference.  

From the forecast of projects approved in 2016 (see table 2), some Programme targets are 
over-covered, while others are under-covered.  

More specifically, from the forecast we can observe that: 

 There is a likely overestimation, on projects’ side, regarding the production of 
instruments, tools, models and strategies. This is mainly due to the Application Form 
structure and the Intervention logic, where each output need to be linked to an 
output indicator. The Programme will ensure that outputs declared contribute to the 
Programme output indicators based on the quality criteria established, using the 
validation process set up. This validation will occur twice per year, during the progress 
reports verification, and will certainly provide more realistic figures.  

 There is a likely underestimation, on projects’ side, regarding the number of regions or 
sub-regions / areas or target groups engaged. This gap will be filled in with the 
horizontal projects, which do not contribute directly to the output indicators, except 
precisely to those regarding engagement of areas and target groups. Their forecast 
was not included in table 2 due to their indirect contribution character, but during 
implementation, the Programme monitoring tools and procedures will allow to 
identify their direct contribution to such indicators. We can be reassured from the 
figures of horizontal projects’ forecast, that the targets set should be met by the end 
of the Programming period.  

The actions taken or planned in order to balance this 1st forecast with expected realizations are: 

 A Call for proposals was prepared in late 2016 and launched in 2017, restricted to 
Module 2 (testing and transferring) and Module 3 (Capitalising) projects, as well as to 
Integrated projects (Modules 1, 2, 3) in order to fill the gaps observed from the 1st call 
for proposals.  

 Launch of targeted call(s) by 2018 (eg to enhance the participation of enterprises 
under GBER; and to enhance the development of joint governance plans in S.O.3.2.) 
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 Enhanced monitoring and accompanying of approved projects with initiatives targeted 
to the involvement of final beneficiaries and the engagement of public authorities (eg 
via the activities of the clusters supported or developed for the enterprises; support 
from the thematic communities in awareness raising activities, …) 

 

6. CITIZEN'S SUMMARY (ARTICLE 50(9) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013) 

A citizen's summary of the contents of the annual and the final implementation reports shall 
be made public and uploaded as a separate file in the form of annex to the annual and the final 
implementation report  

 

7. REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS (ARTICLE 46 OF REGULATION (EU) NO 

1303/2013) 

Where the managing authority decided to use financial instruments it must send to the 
Commission a specific report covering the financial instruments operations as an annex to the 
annual implementation report 

N/A
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8. WHERE APPROPRIATE, PROGRESS IN PREPARATION AND IMPLEMENTATION OF MAJOR PROJECTS AND JOINT ACTION PLANS (ARTICLE 101(H) AND ARTICLE 111(3) OF 

REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013 AND ARTICLE 14(3)(B) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1299/2013) 

N/A 

8.1. Major projects 

TABLE 7: Major projects 

Project CCI 

Status of MP 

1. completed 

2. approved 

3. submitted 

4. planned 
for 
notification/ 
submission 
to 
Commission 

 

Total 
invest
ment
s 

Total 
eligible 
costs 

Planned 
notification/ 

submission 
date 

(if 
applicable) 

(year, 
quarter) 

Date of 
tacit 
agreement
/  approval 
by 
Commissio
n 

(if 
applicable) 

Planned 
start 

of 
impleme
ntation 

(year, 
quarter) 

Planned  
completion 
date 

(year. 
quarter) 

Priority 
Axis/Inve
stment 
priorities 

Current 
state of 
realisatio
n – 
financial 
progress 

(% of 
expendit
ure 
certified 
to 
Commissi
on 
compare
d to total 
eligible 
cost) 

Current state of 
realisation - 
physical progress 

Main 
implementation 
stage of the 
project 

1.completed/in 
operation; 

2.advanced 
construction; 

3. construction; 

4. procurement; 

5. design 
 

Main 
outputs 

Date of 
signature 
of first 
works 
contract
11 

(if 
applicabl
e) 

Obser
vation
s (if 
neces
sary 

               

 

                                                 
11 In the case of operations implemented under PPP structures the signing of the PPP contract between the public body and the private sector body (Article 102(3) of Regulation (EU) 
No 1303/2013). 
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Significant problems encountered in implementing major projects and measures taken to overcome them. 

  

 

Any change planned in the list of major projects in the cooperation programme  
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8.2. Joint action plans  

N/A 

Progress in the implementation of different stages of joint action plans 

<type='S' maxlength=3500 input='M'> 

 

TABLE 8: Joint action plans 

Title of 
the JAP 

CCI Stage of 
implementati
on of JAP 

1. completed 

2. > 50% 
implemented  

3. Started 

4. approved 

5. submitted 

6. planned  

Total 
eligible 
costs  

Total 
public 
support 

OP 
contributio
n to JAP 

Priority 
axis  

Type of JAP 

1. normal 

2. pilot 

3. YEI 

[Planned]  

submission 
to the 
Commissio
n 

[Planned] 
start of 
implementati
on 

[Planned] 
completion 

Main 
outputs and 
results 

Total 
eligible 
expenditure 
certified to 
the 
Commission 

Observation
s (if 
necessary) 

              

Significant problems encountered and measures taken to overcome them  
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PART B - REPORTING SUBMITTED IN YEARS 2017, 2019 AND FINAL IMPLEMENTATION REPORT 
(Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4) of Regulation (EU) No 
1299/2013) 

 

9. ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COOPERATION PROGRAMME (ARTICLE 50(4) OF 

REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013 AND ARTICLE 14(4) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1299/2013) 

 

9.1 Information in Part A and achieving the objectives of the programme (Article 50(4) of Regulation 
(EU) No 1303/2013)  

 

FOR EACH PRIORITY AXIS - Assessment of the information provided above and progress towards 
achieving the objectives of the programme, including the contribution of the ERDF to changes 
in the value of result indicators, when evidence is available from evaluations 

Axis 1 

 
The first calls for modular and horizontal projects were launched at the end of 2015. The 
evaluation and the following selection procedures took place until late autumn 2016, but the 
first projects have been selected at the end of September. 
 
The two calls for projects were definitively closed with the selection of 69 projects in total at 
the beginning of December 2016. 
 
As to the axis 1, 16 modular projects have been selected out of 53 eligible projects and 3 
horizontal projects. 

From a qualitative point of view and in comparison with the other axis, the axis 1 does not meet 
the expectations. It is possible that the lack of more targeted actors and / or objectives in the 
vast innovation sector did not favor the submission of operational proposals (although 4 sub-
objectives have been specified in the Axis 1 Terms of Reference in addition to the Cooperation 
Programme).  

If the number of proposals submitted under the Axis 1 "Innovation" was proportional to the 
budget allocated (32%), the projects’ approval rate was lower. Therefore, the projects on the 
sub-themes of blue growth and social innovation were few in number. 

However, the dimension of the Objective 1.1 has probably led to a renewal of the applicant 
organisations (sometimes more accustomed to the procedures of the EU thematic programmes 
than to the procedures of the Structural Funds) and to more up-to-date proposals in 
comparison with the 2007/13 programming period. However, the main gap of the 
programming remains the participation of the private sector (SMEs), which could be more 
important. 

On the other hand, the new Interreg MED Programme’s architecture relies much more than 
before on a process of integration and thematic cooperation of the projects within the same 
objective (or sub-objective). This could compensate these initial difficulties. 
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Indeed, more than in the past, the Axis 1 projects particularly will be confronted with other 
experiences, other territories and other stakeholders all along their implementation through 
the horizontal projects’ activities. Thus, the Axis 1, as well as all the axis of the Interreg MED 
Programme, will not only base its performance on the results of each project, but also rely more 
on dialogue, exchange and synthesis within its thematic community. 

Moreover, the possibility to focus on more targeted calls, with more restricted Terms of 
Reference, will allow, if necessary, a rebalancing of the gaps that will probably be identified 
after the first year of implementation. Prior to this, it will be necessary to measure the reaction 
capacity of the current projects. 

The arrival of the last type of projects (integrated projects) at the end of 2017, proposed by the 
Interreg MED Programme, could totally modify the outcome and prospects of the expected 
results. Therefore, this may bring changes to the sectors of blue and green economy, cultural 
industry and social innovation. 

The aggregation of the main milestones and intermediate values of the performance 
framework by the projects of the first call by the end of 2018 can only be confirmed by the end 
of 2017 once the projects will have benefited from a full year of implementation. 

 

Axis 2 

The first calls for modular and horizontal projects were launched at the end of 2015. The 
evaluation and the following selection procedures took place until late autumn 2016, but the 
first projects have been selected at the end of September. 

The two calls for projects were definitively closed with the selection of 69 projects in total at 
the beginning of December 2016. 

Under the Axis 2, 22 modular projects have been selected out of a total of 42 eligible projects 
and 3 horizontal projects. 

The Axis 2,"Low-carbon economy", which is the less provided thematic priority among the three 
priorities proposed (20% of the total envelope), received the highest number of quality 
proposals, resulting in the mobilization of 86% of the available dedicated funds. 

Indeed, the Axis 2 has also probably benefited from a significant investment made by the same 
Programme in the previous period.  

A strategic call focused on renewable energies and energy efficiency had mobilized actors and 
territories with an approximate investment of about thirty million euros. 

It is normal that these same actors/agencies, having benefited from this opportunity, could also 
benefit from the renewal of these same expectations for the 2014/2020 programming period.  

However, it is important to underline that there is good qualitative and quantitative 
participation in the Objective 2.3 (sustainable urban transport), which was the real novelty of 
the axis. 

From a general point of view, we can therefore say that the Axis 2 has a very good start and can 
benefit from a very important cohesion between the issues raised and the territories because 
of the large experience both in European cooperation and in the themes addressed by the 
partners. Moreover, the work of horizontal projects in the different communities of each 
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objective will be a real added value to create bridges on totally transversal subjects and outside 
the axis as well, whether in terms of innovation or sustainable tourism. 

The only note that is a little more measured on this axis concerns the lack of a real capitalization 
initiative, which is often underestimated. 

Once again, it will be the mission of horizontal projects to stimulate such initiatives. 

The aggregation of the main milestones and intermediate values of the performance 
framework by the projects of the first call by the end of 2018 can only be confirmed by the end 
of 2017 once the projects will have benefited from a full year of implementation. 

 

Axis 3 

The first calls for modular and horizontal projects were launched at the end of 2015. The 
evaluation and the following selection procedures took place until late autumn 2016, but the 
first projects have been selected at the end of September. 

The two calls for projects were definitively closed with the selection of 69 projects in total at 
the beginning of December 2016. 

Under the Axis 3, 23 modular projects have been selected out of a total of 46 eligible projects 
and 2 horizontal projects. 

The ratio between projects submitted and validated for the Axis 3 was proportional to the Axis 
2 and the budget allocated (34%). 

Within the framework of this axis, which has also worked rather well in terms of meeting 
expectations and targeting territorial problems, we are nevertheless confronted with a 
particular situation. 

Indeed, the protection of the environment is undoubtedly a priority for the Mediterranean 
area, but the lack of a measure dedicated to tourism on the one hand (objective 3.1) combined 
with the great enthusiasm and openness to a sector very experienced in more thematic 
programmes such as LIFE for the protection of maritime areas (objective 3.2) on the other hand,  
has probably created some kind of competition between the two objectives of the same axis. 

This possible "tourism" connotation of the axis has probably taken over and penalized, to a 
lesser extent, the participation of institutional actors on the second objective.  

Undoubtedly, the system of governance of protected areas is also more closely linked to project 
holders who are less familiar with the ETC and who have not been sufficiently targeted by the 
programme's communication at first. 

Nevertheless, at the end of the programming of the first modular call, although a certain 
imbalance persists between the two objectives, the mobilization is strong on both sides, with 
quality projects and organisations able to respond to the challenges launched by the 
Programme. 

It is also important to emphasize that under this axis, spontaneous synergies have been 
organised right from the start between the projects selected under the two objectives. 

Actually, permeability is quite strong and promising at the working level also in horizontal 
projects. The latter have already organised meetings, open to all the modules of the axis their 
the ambition is to enlarge the exchanges also to some Axis 1 and Axis 2 projects. 
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The aggregation of the main milestones and intermediate values of the performance 
framework by the projects of the first call by the end of 2018 can only be confirmed by the end 
of 2017, once these projects will have benefited from a full year of implementation. 

For all the axes, it will be a priority to support the projects in the construction of their 
capitalisation, whereas for the 3 priority axes, the majority of the projects submitted were 
actions under Module 2 (test/pilot), analysis projects (Module 1) or a combination of both. The 
capitalisation project proposals (Module 3) were less frequent than expected, and only three 
projects have been selected under this call. 

 

Axis 4 : 

 

As to the Priority Axis 4: improving the Mediterranean governance, the first phase of action 
consists of preparing and programming of a major' top-down' governance project designed for 
direct participation by the national (Ministries) and regional levels of Mediterranean public 
authorities. The project concept and framework have been progressively discussed and 
elaborated by the Programme Monitoring Committee since the validation of the CP in June 
2015. The second phase will consist of programming the strategic projects previously identified 
through the thematic working groups within the governance project and resulting from the 
proposals of these groups.  

For this axis, it is indeed a new dimension for a territorial cooperation programme: the direct 
design of a platform/forum for exchange between decision-makers for the duration of the 
programming period. This forum will take into account the data and results from the Modular 
projects financed by Interreg MED, through thematic grouping and the conception of 
summaries by horizontal projects specifically designed for this animation and support of 
'Modular' thematic projects. The Axis 4 governance project is thus part of an integrated 
approach to the Interreg MED 2014-2020 Programme, where the capitalisation approach is 
structured in the Programme's architecture. 

This dimension being innovative and requiring the Monitoring Committee to work with a new 
approach, the elaboration of the framework took more time than foreseen by the performance 
framework. The governance project' Panoramed' was not scheduled until June 2017, although 
the Monitoring Committee reached preliminary agreement on its operational framework and 
indicative budget allocation among participating countries in September 2016. However, it was 
only after this date that the Panoramed partnership, composed of the initial phase of the 12 
Mediterranean States and 5 Regions, was able to begin to meet in order to build the complete 
application.  

The operational phase of the project thus started about a year later than planned when the CP 
was submitted to the Commission for validation. It would therefore be unlikely that Panoramed 
could arrive at the values of the milestones of the two indicators assigned to it in the 
performance framework. If at least one strategic project could be identified and proposed to 
the Monitoring Committee after one year of implementation, i. e. around mid-2018; it will be 
possible to reach a commitment of private and public actors that would approximate the value 
of indicator 4.1.a (200 structures involved). It is possible that this value will not be fully reached 
before 2019, given the delay in the start of the operation, but we can still keep this milestone 
as an objective that would be achievable.  
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As for the financial indicator, it would be unlikely that the partnership would be able to raise 
€3.16 million of expenditure in the payment requests that would allow this amount to be 
included in a call for funds before the end of 2018. This amount would correspond to one third 
of the total of Panoramed project budget for the 5 years of implementation. Without wishing 
to change the target value, the MA proposes to take into account the delay in the development 
and launch the Panoramed project and to revise this indicator downwards in order to 
correspond to an increase in expenditure foreseen for the year of the actual implementation 
of the project. The annual financing plan of the application form validated in June, foresees 
expenses to be declared to the MA amounting to 1.2M€ (ERDF and IPA combined) for the 1st 
year of the project implementation. The managing authority therefore proposes to consider 
this value as realistic for the financial indicator of the Axis 4 included in the performance 
framework. We would also like to stress that the target values should remain the same: it would 
only be a question of admitting the delay in starting this innovative operation and its 
consequences for the increase in expenditure. 

 

Axis 5 (AT) 

During the reporting period (2016), the Programme was not yet able to launch its' in itinere' 
evaluation. The evaluation plan was validated by the Monitoring Committee and the first 
version of the Terms of Reference was drawn up for the first part of this evaluation 
('operational'). A working group on' Programme evaluation', made up of some national experts 
from the participating States, met in December and validated the draft Terms of Reference. 
However, the evaluation exercise is only expected to begin in 2017, following the fact that the 
first project programming only took place in September and December of the reported year. 

In terms of information and publicity, the Programme had created its website in 2015 and 
information about the Programme calls and events were published on the website. The 
Programme organised two transnational events for applicants during the calls, and a seminar 
of selected projects’ Lead Partners was held in 2016. In order to launch the first Modular Call 
for Proposals followed by the Horizontal Call for Proposals, an applicant handbook was drawn 
up and published, as well as the forms and documents necessary for a submission of a proposal 
under these two calls. However, the website published in 2015 was only designed for a start-
up period of the Programme. In line with the communication strategy, the MA embarked on 
the development of a Programme web portal, which would eventually house the website of the 
Programme as well as the websites of the programmed projects. 

The portal has been under development throughout 2016 with the selected external service 
providers since May. This portal is a cornerstone of the communication strategy, with its 
workspaces dedicated to projects and Programme authorities, and for the collection of 
information and data to complete statistics on project progress and results. All key project 
deliverables will also be available in the form of a Programme library. The sites of a' thematic 
community' of projects (according to the specific objectives or sub-themes of the Axis 1) will 
be managed and animated by horizontal projects. As this portal is an ambitious and technically 
complex construction, it was not yet completed by the end of 2016.  

During the year, the Programme closed two calls for projects with a massive approval of 61 
modular and 8 horizontal projects, with an additional envelope to the planned indicative 
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reserve. Although this massive programming started only in 2015 (it involved more than 50% 
of the ERDF available for the Axes 1,2 and 3 and 40% of the IPA fund), the Programme was able 
to catch up with the planned implementation, with enough projects now underway to meet 
the performance framework by the end of 2018. Generally, these projects plan to make an 
adequate contribution to the Programme indicators, if their start-up and implementation 
progress without significant delays. Yet, it is difficult to say whether this will indeed be the case, 
but the MA is putting in place the appropriate measures to support the Lead Partners, and 
therefore, at this stage, there is no evidence that it would lead to a downward revision of the 
performance framework values.  

Involvement of partners in the Programme’s implementation: 

With the contribution of the Axis 5, the States participating in the Programme have set up 
national mechanisms that allow the consultation of partners at the national level, even if the 
degree of management differs from one country to another. In Italy, Slovenia and France, for 
example, the national and territorial authorities as well as some socio-economic partners are 
consulted in advance on the documents and tools provided by the MA. All identified national 
authorities and NCPs receive the Programme documents and tools in the proposal phase and 
are able to share these mechanisms at the national level. In 2016 the Monitoring Committee 
did not include measures for the direct participation of partners (because of the size of the 
Committee, which already includes more than 40 members of delegations from national 
authorities). However, in February 2017 the Committee decided to invite partners located in 
the territory where the Programme organizes a Committee meeting. These meetings will take 
place alternately in different States of the Programme, following the rotating annual 
chairmanship of the Monitoring Committee.   

 

9.2. Specific actions taken to promote equality between men and women and to promote non-
discrimination, in particular accessibility for persons with disabilities, and the arrangements 
implemented to ensure the integration of the gender perspective in the cooperation programme 
and operations (Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4), subparagraph 2, 
(d) of Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013) 

An assessment of the implementation of specific actions to take into account the principles set 
out in Article 7 of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 on promotion of equality between men and 
women and non-discrimination, including, where relevant, depending on the content and 
objectives of the cooperation programme, an overview of specific actions taken to promote 
equality between men and women and to promote non-discrimination, including accessibility 
for persons with disabilities, and the arrangements implemented to ensure the integration of 
the gender perspective in the cooperation programme and operations  

 The programme has structured the equal treatment/gender equality principle as part of the 
evaluation process. Project applications must explicit the measures they will take to ensure the 
respect of these principles and estimate their impact (negative, neutral, positive). There is a 
specific section in the evaluation grid giving an assessment and a score to this aspect. 

Apart from the application phase, the programme provides an online assessment tool to 
projects. This tool is an online survey (available in early 2017) that each project uses in the 
beginning of its implementing phase, measuring the intensity of its contribution to the equality 
principles. The survey is a self-evaluation and awareness tool, although the programme can 
compile statistical data of the answers and include these information in annual reports. The 
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main aim is to raise awareness of the projects and improve their positive impact on horizontal 
principles. The situation is again measured with the same method, at the end of each project. 
Most projects declare a neutral or slightly positive impact on the matter, and do not always 
foresee specific measures within their implementing. The tool contributes to encouraging the 
projects to develop methods and models to a greater positive impact on equality.  

 

9.3. Sustainable development (Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4), 
subparagraph 2, (e) of Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013)  

An assessment of the implementation of actions to take into account the principles set out in 
Article 8 of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 on sustainable development, including, where 
relevant, depending on the content and objectives of the cooperation programme, an overview 
of the actions taken to promote sustainable development in accordance with that Article. 

As for the horizontal principle of equal opportunities/gender equality explained in 9.2, the 
programme has included the assessment of the measures taken by the projects, in the 
evaluation of applications, and has also elaborated a tool to measure the level of sustainability 
in projects and in particular its improvement during the implementing. This tool is an online 
survey (available in early 2017) that each project fills in, according to the intensity of its 
contribution to these principles.  

The programme has a priority axis (3) on sustainable development, with 34% of the whole 
ERDF/IPA allocation. The axis contains two specific objectives, sustainable tourism and 
biodiversity protection, and the actions within are strictly aligned with sustainability principles, 
to which all the projects of this axis have to contribute positively. The intensity and type of 
contribution is monitored with the output indicators of this axis.  

 

9.4. Reporting on support used for climate change objectives (Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) 
No1303/2013) 

Figures calculated automatically by the SFC2014 based on categorisation data. 

Optional: clarification on the given values – <type='S' maxlength=3500 input='M'> 

 

9.5 Role of partners in the implementation of the cooperation programme (Article 50(4) of Regulation 
(EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4), subparagraph 1, (c) of Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013)  

Assessment of the implementation of actions to take into account the role of partners referred 
to in Article 5 of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013, including involvement of the partners in the 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of the cooperation programme 

The Interreg MED programme having 13 participating states, each one allowed to include up 
to 4 persons to their national members of the MC, the Committee already includes more than 
30 delegates. The States where Regional administrations exist compose their delegations with 
both State and Regional level representation. But for practical reasons (not to expand the MC 
beyond reasonable size) the MC has not been enlarged to include social and other partners 
from all programme States. The MC has decided to invite local and national partners to its 
meeting when hosted by one of the programme States. There is a rotating annual Presidency 
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of the MC taken in charge by each programme State, which means that each country hosts at 
least one Committee during the whole programme cycle.  

Another structured means to involve partners from participating states is to invite them, 
according to the themes on the agenda, to the meetings of the thematic working groups put in 
place within the Axis 4 Governance project. These working groups are composed of State level 
country coordinators and other State and regional level actors, and they are using Interreg MED 
project results as a basis for joint policy-making exchange. 

Finally, in each of the Interreg MED participating states, there are regular meetings between 
the national authorities and regional and local partners, both to prepare country positions in 
the MC, and to diffuse information about the programme implementing.  

 

10. OBLIGATORY INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT ACCORDING TO ARTICLE 14(4), SUBPARAGRAPH 1 

(A) AND (B), OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1299/2013 

 

10.1 Progress in implementation of the evaluation plan and the  
follow-up given to the findings of evaluations 

The Evaluation plan was validated in May 2016 and a Working Group constituted, including 
some of the Programme States on a voluntary basis. The aim of the WG is to contribute to the 
Terms of Reference of the programme evaluations and to reinforce the monitoring of 
evaluations when on-going. The Terms of Reference for Public tender for operational and 
impact evaluation were drafted in 2016 and the first WG meeting held in December. The 
Terms of Reference were validated and tender launched in March 2017, evaluation is 
foreseen to start in July 2017. 
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10.2 The results of the information and publicity measures of the Funds carried out under the 
communication strategy 

 

11. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION WHICH MAY BE ADDED DEPENDING ON THE CONTENT AND 

OBJECTIVES OF THE COOPERATION PROGRAMME (ARTICLE 14(4), SUBPARAGRAPH 2 (A), (B), (C) AND 

(F), OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1299/2013) 

 

11.1 Progress in implementation of the integrated approach to territorial development, including 
sustainable urban development, and community-led local development under the cooperation 
programme 

 

 N/A 

 

The visual identity of the Programme, projects and thematic communities were accomplished 
as foreseen in 2016, including production and delivery of the 1st call projects' logos provided 
by the programme. Also, two brochures and a roll up were produced, to be used by the JS and 
Programme Authorities in events. 

The social media profiles and pages of the Programme have been regularly updated, following 
Programme events and the interaction with the community of followers and those participants 
the Programme follows. The numbers have been increasing each year. To improve this activity 
there is yet to draft and set in place a specific strategy for social media communication. This 
was foreseen for 2016 but drafting had to be transferred to 2017. 

Following the opening of the first call and the 1st selection of projects, two seminars were held 
in 2016: a candidate’s seminar for Horizontal projects and a Lead Partner seminar after the 
approval of all projects.   

Moreover, each programme State organized national information seminars for the 1st call, with 
the participation of the JS to each of them. 

The Programme has participated in several external events (European Energy Week; European 
week of Mobility and European Tourism Day, EuropCom conference, Interact meetings, DG 
Regio INFORM meetings), as participant and as a speaker. We also participated to the 
European Maritime Day, organised by DG Mare, held in Finland, where the Programme 
produced a joint participation with the Interreg ADRION Programme. For this occasion a 
brochure on both blue growth actions in both programmes, was produced. 

The development of the Web platform of the programme, containing websites to all modular 
and horizontal projects, with interactive parts, was on-going from June 2016. The websites are 
expected to be fully operational in the spring 2017. The web platform is a vast capitalization 
tool which is expected to raise the visibility of MED projects and further highlight the thematic 
communities coordinated by Horizontal projects. All visual and technical support; logos, 
branding, and individual websites within the platform, are provided by the programme. The 
projects provide the contents to their own websites.  
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11.2 Progress in implementation of actions to reinforce the capacity of authorities and beneficiaries to 
administer and to use the ERDF 

 The programme has developed a series of tools and guidance for project operators and 
stakeholders, a programme implementing Manual, templates and checklists that have as 
objective to make the use of funds easier to beneficiaries. The basis of the templates provided 
has been developed together with other Interreg programmes (Harmonized implementing 
tools), in a joint preparation work coordinated by Interact. As a result, beneficiaries who are 
eligible in several programmes, find more coherence in the Application Forms, control 
checklists, payment claims, and all related templates. 

Towards the national and regional authorities in charge of the programme implementation, 
several targeted actions are carried out or foreseen: 

In 2016, a training to the national authorities/NCPs in using the Synergie CTE monitoring tool 
in follow-up and monitoring partners from their territory, was organized by the Managing 
Authority 

In 2017, it is foreseen to put in place the network of nationally responsible contacts for FLC, in 
order to harmonize national interpretations on eligibility of costs and on procedures 
implemented in each country, to diffuse information, and to ensure timely certification of 
expenses when payment claims are submitted. The JS will coordinate and moderate the 
exchange within this network. 

 

11.3 Contribution to macro-regional and sea basin strategies (where appropriate) 

 

Although the Interreg MED programme is not aligned geographically with a macro-regional 
strategy, the programme is concerned by several strategies. First of all the EUSAIR which is 
almost completely under the MED eligible area. To some extent also our eligible area is 
covering the Alpine and Danube macro-regional strategies. The Interreg ADRION programme 
is supporting directly the governance of EUSAIR, but MED recognizes the strategy by 
identifying in the application forms for projects, whether the activities proposed by our 
projects correspond the objectives of EUSAIR and contribute to them. The same question is 
asked for the Alpine strategy. Furthermore, exchange of data is proposed between the JS of 
MED and ADRION, to compare selected projects and to identify those who can create 
synergies and contribute relevantly to the EUSAIR objectives. Each programme will encourage 
identified projects to come together in order to enhance their impact. However, at this stage 
and for the projects already selected in the 1st call, their relevancy to macro-regional 
strategies is indirect and general. This is mainly due to the fact that no macro-regional 
strategies cover the whole cooperation area, and the need for equal treatment to all 
stakeholders, whether situated within a MRS or not.   

The MED programme has opted for the thematic objective 11, governance, and put in place a 
priority axis for this objective. Within the Axis 4, a large-scale governance project including 
directly state level bodies from all our programme states, is foreseen. The project partnership 
and outline have been consolidated during 2016, in order to launch the operation in 2017. DG 
MARE in charge of developing the WEST MED sea basin strategy, participates to the 
governance project as observer, and synergies are systematically sought. The governance 
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project will identify strategic projects and eventually finance them: they will necessarily have 
to be enhancing WEST MED and EUSAIR objectives.  

The governance project will also have a ‘liaising’ activity with other Interreg programmes in 
the Mediterranean area, which will provide additional possibilities to contribute to existing or 
upcoming strategies.  
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11.4 Progress in the implementation of actions in the field of social innovation 

In addition to the horizontal principles defined in the European regulations, the Partner States 
of the Programme wished to address other cross-cutting issues, within the investment 
priorities, specific to the challenges and needs of the MED space. 

Thus, in the field of social innovation, the programme wants to favor the involvement of social 
enterprises or the implementation of actions improving the conditions of groups facing 
difficulties of economic and social integration. 

In the first call for proposals, the final selection in 2016 contained 6 modular projects and 1 
horizontal project in the "Social and Creative" theme of the innovation axis. 

More specifically for the social innovation aspect: 

 The Coworkmed project, whose ambition is to promote coworking processes and their 
transnational structuring as a lever for social innovation in the Mediterranean, is 
positioned on a Module 1 "Study". It proposes to develop new models of 
entrepreneurship and social innovation by encouraging exchanges and operational 
bridges between public actors, universities and research centers, "classical" clusters 
and civil society. 

 The Prominent MED project focuses on the use of Public Procurement for Innovation. 
Based on the "Study" and "Test" Modules, it proposes to study and implement public 
procurement procedures, transferable in the MED area, for local authorities in order 
to stimulate the development of innovative technological systems and solutions. 

Obviously the actions of these projects are just beginning, and in 2016 there has been no 
significant development, but the horizontal project Talia, in charge of the Social and Creative 
theme, has already begun a networking of actors working for Social innovation with, for 
example, the creation of a brochure in the form of a newsletter (TALIA policy briefing n ° 1), 
distributed in early 2017 to the whole thematic community to facilitate possible synergies. 

The year 2017 will see the launch of the second call, which will again include the Innovation 
axis and its "social and creative" theme in order to continue the selection of operations 
promoting social innovation. 

 

12. FINANCIAL INFORMATION AT PRIORITY AXIS AND PROGRAMME LEVEL (ARTICLES 21(2) AND 22(7) OF REGULATION 

(EU) NO 1303/2013)  

N/A in 2017 

For the purpose of assessing progress towards the achievement of milestones and targets set 
for financial indicators in the years 2018 and 2023, table 4 of Part A of this Annex shall have the 
following two additional columns: 
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13 14 

Data for the purpose of the performance review and performance framework 

Only for report submitted in 2019: 

Total eligible expenditure incurred and paid by 
beneficiaries and certified to the Commission by 

31/12/2018  

Article 21(2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 

Only for final implementation report: Total 
eligible expenditure incurred and paid by 

beneficiaries by 31/12/2023 and certified to the 
Commission 

Article 22(7) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 

 

N/A in 2017 

 

 

PART C - REPORTING SUBMITTED IN YEAR 2019 AND FINAL IMPLEMENTATION REPORT (Article 
50(5) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013) 

 

13. SMART, SUSTAINABLE AND INCLUSIVE GROWTH  

Information and assessment of the programme contribution to achieving the Union strategy 
for smart, sustainable and inclusive growth. 

  

 

14. ISSUES AFFECTING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE PROGRAMME AND MEASURES TAKEN – PERFORMANCE FRAMEWORK 

(ARTICLE 50(2) OF REGULATION (EU) NO 1303/2013) 

Where the assessment of progress made with regard to the milestones and targets set out in 
the performance framework demonstrates that certain milestones and targets have not been 
achieved, Member States should outline the underlying reasons for failure to achieve these 
milestones in the report of 2019 (for milestones) and in the final implementation report (for 
targets). 

 

 

 


