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SETTING REGIONS IN MOTION
Baltic Sea INTERREG Ill B project conference
16.-17. May 2006, Malmd/Sweden





The participants were welcomed by Uno Aldegren, President of the Regional Executive Board of the Region Skåne: “The position of Skåne is strategic. It is important for our development to cooperate with the Baltic Sea area. The support of the EU is important to make this cooperation work. We couldn’t achieve our aims in terms of regional development if it wasn’t for the financial means that Interreg offers us.”

Olle Lundgren, representative of the Swedish Ministry of Industry, Employment and Communication stated that we have to remember that although many projects don’t seem concrete enough, we still need a programme such as Interreg IIIB Baltic Sea Region in order to get in contact with each other and to create a strong platform for cooperation to build upon. The next question is: “who takes the responsibility to implement the results of the Interreg Baltic Sea Regions’ work?”
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Philipp Schwartz and Gabriele Kötschau, CBSS
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Susanne Scherrer, Programme Director
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Ann-Kerstin Myleus, DG Regional Policy: “In 2008 a financial review of the programme will take place. We will then have to show that the programme is making a shift into the right direction: move away from planning, focus on concrete projects with an impact on the community. The time is short, we have to start this shift today.”

What can old and new member states learn from each other?

Mariusz Kasprzyk, Chairman of the Steering Committee: “The old member states know how to work professionally and how to organise events. New member states are often more enthusiastic about European cooperation, are less institutionalised and have much experience working with Russia and Belarus.”
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Rob Engelsman, Northern Netherlands Assembly

“The Netherlands have always been focused on trading with the Southwest European Pentagon. The Northern Netherlands, however, are the gateway to the Northern and East of Europe. We could be the intermediate between the Baltic Sea Programme and the North Sea Programme.”

What can Interreg learn from CBSS?





Gabriele Kötschau: Interreg would need more political support and political input. 


Politics are responsible for the framework, but the regions have to implement, because they understand what is happening in the regions. 














Susanne Scherrer, Programme Director: “Despite of economic, administrative, political and religious differences, a 120 projects have been approved within the Interreg Baltic Sea Region. Over 2900 project partners are now involved. This touches the lives of more than 100 million inhabitants throughout the region.”





Matti Lipsanen: “International cooperation is nothing mysterious: by using international programmes you can broaden your domestic market. The dilemma is how to create tangible results. Today, all speakers have addressed the same point: we have to become more concrete. But this isn’t new: six years ago, we discussed the same.





In the 2007-13 period we will need to show our competitiveness as a region. We have to show that we are innovative, that private partners are incorporated in our projects. These are the main points of the Lisbon agenda, which we are bound to. That might create some positive change compared to the last period.”














Matti Lipsanen, Regional  Council of Häme





WP2, Our Sea


All participating projects have come up with new proposals. General statement: planning still matters as a part of the process.





WP4, Lessons Learned 


Michael Koch-Larsen: 


The workshop has shown that projects can achieve tangible results, such as the increase of jobs, growth and competitiveness. 





WP1, Challenges and Risks 


Mia Stavert


We’ve discussed if existing projects need funding time and time again. With an abundance of new project ideas, the time might have come to fund the new projects instead of those that are institutionalised. 
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