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1. OPERATIONAL FRAMEWORK 

This document contains the Final Implementation Report for the INTERREG IIIA Programme 

Austria – Czech Republic covering the period January 1st 2000 to December 31st 2008. The 

programme was approved for the first time by the European Commission on September 27th  

2001 and amended six times during the implementation period: July 26th 2002; November 18th 

2004, December 5th 2005, May 23rd 2007, March 18th 2008 and November 27th 2008. In the 

course of the above-mentioned amendments of the programme document and due to financial 

shifts on measure level the Programme Complement (PC) was changed and sent to the 

European Commission (EC) for information. The final version of the PC was acknowledged by 

the EC on January 13th 2009. Costs arising on Austrian territory were eligible for ERDF-

cofinancing beginning with July 17th 2000, on Czech territory with January 1st 2004 and ended 

for all beneficiaries on December 31st 2008.  

At the date of closure the total budget of the programme according to the last approved financial 

plan amounts to 68.771.325 Euro (financial plan). The financial support from the European 

Fund for Regional Development amounts to max. 38.052.319 Euro, whereby 25.959.986 Euro is 

national public co-funding and 4.759.020 Euro stem from the private sector.   

The programme was managed by the Austrian Federal Chancellery (Bundeskanzleramt der 

Republik Österreich) in close cooperation with the National Authority in the Czech Republic with 

the support of the Joint Technical Secretariat (JTS). On project level the responsibility for the 

operative management stayed at the Intermediate Bodies. The programme was steered by a 

Monitoring and Steering Committee composed of representatives from the Czech Republic and 

Austria.  

The joint development strategy within the programme aimed at the overarching goal of 

promoting the development of the Austrian-Czech border area into a common, futureoriented 

economic and living space, improving the competitiveness of the border region within the 

European context and sustainably enhancing the living conditions of the residents in the area 

and thus preparing the border region in general for EU enlargement. 

 

Chapter 6 of this document reports on the activities of the programme in 2008. 

1.1 Changes in the general conditions in the Period 2000-2008 with 
relevance for the implementation of the assistance  

In general it can be noticed that the objectives, priorities and measures of the programme were 

always relevant and coherent with the challenges and potentials in the programme area.  

The most relevant change was without any doubt the accession of the Czech Republic to the 

European Union on May 1st 2004 (details see chapter 1.1.2.). 
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1.1.1. The main socio-economic trends 

The main socio-economic trends are descpribed in this chapter briefly. More detailed 

information can be found in the Operational Programme “Objective 3 Cross-Border Co-

operation Austria – Czech Republic 2007-2013” which was approved by the EC in December 

2007. 

Demography 

The most important demographic trends in the border region are: 

 aging population 

 increasing population due to migration 

 decreasing fertility rates 

 suburbanization processes 

 future perspectives: negative demographic trends 

Table 1 

Demographic trend 

 Population development (change in %) 

Regional unit 1991-2001 (AT) 
1995-2004 (CZ) 

2001-2005 (AT) 
2003-2004 (CZ) 

Nuts III region Total Women Total Women 

Mostviertel-Eisenwurzen 3.1 2.6 0.7 0.6 

Niederösterreich-Süd 3.9 3.8 1.5 1.3 

Sankt Pölten 3.6 2.8 2.0 1.8 

Waldviertel 0.2 -0.8 -1.0 -1.1 

Weinviertel 1.5 0.4 -0.3 -0.6 

Wiener Umland-Nordteil 11.0 10.5 3.0 3.0 

Wiener Umland-Südteil 7.7 7.3 3.3 3.4 

Innviertel 3.5 2.9 0.7 0.5 

Linz-Wels 1.4 1.7 2.4 2.2 

Mühlviertel 5.5 4.7 0.8 0.7 

Steyr-Kirchdorf 4.5 4.4 0.7 0.4 

Traunviertel 4.5 4.4 1.0 0.6 

Wien 0.7 -0.8 4.9 4.0 

Niederösterreich  4.9 4.3 1.5 1.4 

Oberösterreich 3.2 3.1 1.4 1.2 

AUSTRIA (total) 3.0 2.5 2.2 1.8 

South Bohemian region -0.2  -0.3  0.0  0.1  

South Moravian region -1.6  -1.8  0.1  0.0  

Vysočina -1.1  -1.3  -0.1  -0.1  

CZECH REPUBLIC -1.0  -1.2  0.1  0.1  

Sources: Statistics Austria, Czech Statistical Office 
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South Bohemia is the fifth least populated region of the Czech Republic and it thus forms 6.1% 

from the total number of inhabitants in the Czech Republic. From a long-term perspective the 

South Bohemian region shows a natural negative population growth. However, in last years the 

population number increases, i.e. the total population growth is positive due to the migration. 

In Austria the demographic development proceeds in an inhomogeneous way. While the central 

regions develop very dynamic the increase in the peripheral regions is weak or they are even 

losing population. Following a long-term trend the most dynamic regions are those near the 

urban centres. 

Economic structure and development  

The economic structure of the Austrian-Czech border is characterised by  

 a higher orientation towards agriculture than on the respective national average.  

 High shares of the secondary sector, traditional sectors and dynamic industrial development 

caused by foreign direct investment and new orientation  

 The industrial sector throughout the entire region has been undergoing structural changes 

for the past few years. In the course of active location policy and a comprehensive 

innovation and technology campaign, not only existing structures have been modernised and 

strengthened but also new areas of activity have been developed and funded.  

 The tertiary sector is expanding but still remains distinctly underdeveloped on both sides, 

with the exception of the urban regions  

Economic structure and trends in the Austrian-Czech border region are characterised by 

 marked regional disparities in prosperity and 

 a dynamic economic development  

The disparities are apparent on the one hand, in the distinct disparities between cities and the 

countryside on the other hand and in differentials in prosperity between the Austrian and the 

Czech border regions. The dynamic economic development has emerged  

 from the restructuring of industrial enterprises and foreign investment activities especially in 

the Czech border regions, 

 the development of a new basis of SMEs and 

 a growing service sector and new employment opportunities  
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Table 2 

Economic level 

Regional unit GDP (PPS) per capita 2003 GDP (PPS) per capita 2003 
Nuts III region Index national = 100 Index EU25 = 100 
Mostviertel-Eisenwurzen 69.0 83.4 
Niederösterreich-Süd - - 
Sankt Pölten 101.2 122.4 
Waldviertel 72.6 87.7 
Weinviertel 54.7 66.1 
Wiener Umland-Nordteil 69.7 84.2 
Wiener Umland-Südteil - - 
Innviertel 67.9 82.0 
Linz-Wels 127.3 153.9 
Mühlviertel 53.1 64.1 
Steyr-Kirchdorf 91.7 110.9 
Traunviertel - - 
Wien 141.4 170.9 
Niederösterreich  80.1 96.8 
Oberösterreich 93.3 112.8 

AUSTRIA 100.0 120.9 
South Bohemian region 89.7 60.9 
South Moravian region 93.6 63.5 
Vysočina 86.2 58.5 

CZECH REPUBLIC 100.0 67.8 
EU25 - 100.0 

Source: Eurostat 

Labour market 

The labour market situation in the border region is determined by  

 structural changes of the regional economies 

 the quantitative and qualitative supply of workforce and jobs 

 substantial disparities in wage and productivity level between Austria an the Czech Republic 

 inner regional and cross-border commuting relations 

In the past years the development of the labour market has been characterised by ongoing 

structural changes both at the economic sector and the corporate levels in the Czech border 

regions. These changes led to a marked decline of employment in the secondary sector and in 

agriculture while employment in the tertiary sector has expanded significantly. This structural 

changes and the advent of foreign investors were also accompanied by a change in business 

and corporate structures, leading to a significant increase in the number of small and medium-

sized enterprises in recent years.  

In the Czech border region the difference in the economic structure between South Bohemian 

and South Moravian regions is projected to the level of unemployment. In the western part of 
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the Czech border area (South Bohemia) the unemployment rate does not reach the nationwide 

average even though the situation in the labour market has deteriorated severely in Český 

Krumlov and Písek districts. In the Eastern part (South Moravia) the unemployment rate is much 

higher and it exceeds the all-republic average. The third Czech border region Vysočina reveals 

a level of unemployment lying between the level of South Moravia and South Bohemia. 

Most Austrian border regions to the Czech Republic offer unemployment rates which are lower 

than the nationwide average. The border regions Mühlviertel and Wiener Umland-Nordteil have 

got very low unemployment rates, whereas the border region Waldviertel reaches the 

nationwide average. Vienna shows by far the highest unemployment rate exceeding the 

nationwide average by nearly 100%.   

One can conclude that in the past years most of Austrian and Czech border regions reveal 

unemployment rates lying beneath the national level of unemployment. 

1.1.2. Changes in national, regional and sectoral policies  

Accesion of Czech Republic to the European Union on 1st May 2004 

The main change in 2004 was without any doubt the accession of the Czech Republic to the 

European Union on 1st May 2004 and thus the revision of the former Interreg IIIA/Phare CBC 

programme on the former external EU border into a full Interreg IIIA programme at the current 

internal EU border. 

Already in October 2002 the Federal Chancellery took initiative as Managing Authority to launch 

the process of Managing Transition for the four external border programmes of Austria (future 

internal borders) and organised a series of seminars and workshops in Vienna during the years 

2002 and 2003 (see also chapter 5.1 of the Annual Implementation Reports 2002 and 2003). 

Furthermore a bilateral Task Force (TF) was established by the Joint Monitoring Committee at 

the beginning of 2003 giving its members the mandate to launch the Managing Transition 

process that was finalised at the beginning of 2004. 

Consequently, the approved Joint Programming Document (JPD) for the Interreg IIIA/Phare 

CBC Programme had to be reviewed in the light of enlargement and the results of the mid-term 

evaluation. The Community Initiative Programme (CIP) that has been approved by the 

European Commission in its decision (C) 4523 of 18th November 2004 increasing the available 

ERDF amount to EUR 38.283.014,00. 

The Interreg IIIA Community Initiative Programme is therefore a revision of the Joint 

Programming Document Interreg IIIA / Phare CBC Austria-Czech Republic and was developed 

through participatory approach and active involvement of all stakeholders. 
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Furthermore the parties have agreed relations in a separate document – the Memorandum of 

Understanding (MoU) – in order to support an efficient and effective management and 

implementation of the programme. The representatives of the two member states officially 

signed this bilateral document on 5th October 2004 in Břeclav. 

While the differences between Phare and Interreg have been a handicap to the co-ordinated 

implementation of the Interreg and Phare CBC programmes in the past, the new phase set a 

solid foundation to achieve a real cross-border impact. The programme partners agreed that the 

implementation of genuine cross-border projects is one of the key objectives to be achieved in 

the Interreg IIIA programme Austria-Czech Republic. 

Programme relevant documents, e.g Programme Complement, Rules of Procedures for MC/SC 

were adapted accordingly. The main documents CIP, PC, application form could be downloaded 

from the common website www.at-cz.net. The MoU and the Rules of Procedure as well as 

annual reports could either be downloaded from the internal back-office area (for programme 

members only) or are available on request at the Managing Authority1. 

Additional priority “Special Support for Border regions” 

Before the programme was changed due to the Czech Republic’s accession to the EU an 

additional priority “Special Support for Border regions” was introduced to the programme in 

2002. Based on the Community action plan for border regions (communication by the EC on the 

request of the European Council December 2000) additional funds were allocated to all border 

regions of the “old” Member States in order to meet the challenges of the forthcoming 

enlargement.  

The financial allocation of the programme was increased by a total amount of 1,656.000 EUR 

(828.000 EUR ERDF and 828.000 EUR national co-funding). The funds for this additional 

priority had been allocated entirely for the year 2002. 

1.1.3. Changes in the INTERREG IIIA policy frame reference 

In March 1998 the European Union formally launched the process that makes enlargement 

possible. 

On 9th October 2002, the European Commission recommended that the negotiations on 

accession to the European Union have to be concluded by the end of 2002 with 10 countries 

including the Czech Republic. The negotiations with these 10 best-prepared candidates were 

concluded on the basis of their progress in implementing the acquis communitaire up to now, 

and on their commitment to continue doing so until their accession.  

                                                      
1 Until the end of 2008 the documents were available at the JTS. Due to the end of eligibility the JTS was closed on 

31.12.2008. 
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After the conclusion of accession negotiations, and the approval of the European Parliament, 

the Treaty of Accession with the first 10 candidates was signed by the member states and the 

applicant countries in Athens on April 16th 2003; it was then ratified by all the countries 

concerned.  

In the Czech Republic the referendum on accession was held on 13th to 14th June 2003 

resulting in 77,33% votes for accession with a voter turnout of  55,21%. 

This legal framework builds the basis for the Managing Transition process that was launched by 

the programme partners the Czech Republic and Austria in order to change the former Interreg 

IIIA/Phare CBC programme on the current external EU border into a full Interreg IIIA programme 

at the future internal EU border. 

1.2 Implication of changes for the mutual consistency of assistance  

During the programme period the changes described above had no implications for the mutual 

consistency of the assistance. 
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2. IMPLEMENTATION OF PRIORITIES AND MEASURES  

2.1 Achievements in relation to specific objectives and targets   

It can be noticed that the Programme has achieved its objectives and targets which is shown in 

this chapter.  

The projects, which were financed by this programme, were proposed by a variety of 

beneficiaries; amongst others: public administration and public bodies, research groups and 

other research bodies like universities, associations, trade unions and smaller acitity groups. 

Beneficiaries and project partners came from different state level: bodies and institutions of the 

national level (e.g. universities, ministries) as well as bodies of the regional/state level 

(Länder/Komitate) participated. Also the municipal level participated actively. The projects 

addressed different target groups (decision makers, SMEs, teachers and students etc.). Finally 

it can be noticed that a broad variety of outputs were produced, e.g. development of 

(management) tools, smaller investments, studies, training seminars etc. The aim to activate a 

broad set of interested project partners and to involve key players to work jointly in projects on 

common challenges was achived. 

It can be noticed that projects were implemented in all priorities and measures. 

The Programme consisted of 7 priority axes comprises a total number of 15 measures 

(including TA)   

 

 

 Cross-border 
Economic Co-

operation 

 
 

Accessibility 
 

 

 Cross-border 
Organisational 
Structures and 

Networks 

 

Human Resources 

 

Sustainable Spatial 
and Environmental 

Development 

       

P1/M1: 

Development and 
Support of Business 
Sites and Business 

Service 
Infrastructure in 
Border Areas 

 

P2/M1: 

Improvement of 
Cross- border 
Transport and 

Telecommunication 
Infrastructure 

 

P3/M1 

Support of Cross- 
border 

Organisational 
Structures and 
Development of 

Networks 

P4/M1 

Development of 
Regional Labour 

Markets within the 
Context of EU 
Enlargement 

P5/M1 

Resource 
Management, 

Technical 
Infrastructure and 

Renewable Energy 
Supply 

       

P1/M2: 

Cross-border Co-
operation of 

Enterprises (SMEs) 
and Counselling and 
Support for Cross-
border Business 

 

P2/M2: 

Transport 
Organisation, 
Planning and 

Logistics  

 

P3/M2: 

Micro-projects 
including People-to-
People Actions and 

Small Pilots  

P4/M2: 

Development of Co-
operation and 

Infrastructure in the 
Fields of Education, 

Training and 
Science 

P5/M2: 

Measures for Nature 
and Environmental 
Protection including 
National and Nature 

Parks 
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Activities 

       

P1/M3: 

Tourism and Leisure  
     

P5/M3: 

Cross-border Spatial 
Development in 
Rural and Urban 

Areas  

       

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 

TA 1 / TA 2 

 

In total 340 projects were supported. 69,7 Mio Euro have been verified as ERDF-cofinanced 

project costs; thereof 36,3 Mio Euro ERDF (= 95,3% of planned ERDF). The public national 

cofunding amounts to 29,7 Mio Euro (=114,5% of plan); private co-financing amounts to 3,7 

Mio. Euro (=77,5% of plan). 

Detailed information see Annex 1 Implementation – Number of Projects and expenditure on 

priority and measure level 

 According to Article 10 of INTERREG Guidelines (20% flexibility clause) the NUTS III 

regions Linz-Wels and Innviertel (Upper Austria) as well as St. Pölten and Mostviertel (Lower 

Austria) are considered to belong to the border area. Table 3 shows total funds committed and 

disbursed by the end of 2009. 

Table 3 

Art. 10 regions 

Art. 10 region Total expenditure Exp. in % of CIP 

Linz-Wels 652.538,03 0.95 

Innviertel 69.442,93 0.10 

St. Pölten 4.770,09 0.01 

Mostviertel 38.406,83 0.06 

Total 765.157,87 1,11 

2.2 Quantification of the related indicators on the level of output, 
results and impacts  

Indicators relevant for this Interreg Community Initiative Programme are to be distinguished on 
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four different levels:    

 Programme (1)- and Priority (2)-level (in the CIP),    

 Measure (3)- and Project (4)-level (both contained in the Programme Complement)  

These indicators have been used for both, the joint programme monitoring procedure as well as 

for the joint project selection process.  

The impact indicators were developed starting from the project level. This approach best 

permits to accommodate the great variety of expected effects. Subsequently, the question arose 

of how this wide range of individual impacts at the level of measures, priorities and programmes 

could be aggregated. In a next step content summaries based on the project indicators were 

formulated at the measures and priorities levels. Therefore the (partly quantified) programme 

objectives for the thus created “aggregated” indicators were defined at the priorities and the 

overall programme levels.  

Measure-specific objectives were laid down in the programme complement. In addition to the 

aggregated impact indicators, the output indicators were given at the programme or priorities 

level, which allowed for improved structuring of the supported projects.  

The types of indicators on the different levels can be summarised as follows: 

Table 4 

Indicators on the different levels 

Level Output Result Impact 
Programme x  aggregated 

Priorities x  aggregated 

Measures  x x 

Project  x x 

A basic set of output indicators, used in the monitoring procedure, contained the following 

information (descriptive):  

 total number of direct beneficiaries, broken down by main target groups [e.g. enterprises, 

citizens, institutions]   

 number of projects  

 financial monitoring (exploitation of means, financial steps of implementation)  

 an aggregate qualitative project-indicator, based on the classification of cross-border-

cooperation-intensity on the one hand and of expected cross-border-impacts on the other, 

thus forming a typology of 4 categories of projects - AA, AB, BA and BB-projects – which has 

been also used on project level in project selection process.   



Final Implementation Report  15 
 

 
Interreg IIIA Austria – Czech Republic 

 

The set of quality and impact indicators is focused on two dimensions:  

(a) Intensity of Cross-border Co-operation in project development and implementation. In 

developing and implementing Interreg -projects several distinct steps or phases can be 

distinguished:  

a. Preparation until application 

b. Planning the implementation 

c. Implementation / construction 

d. Financing 

e. Use / operation after completion of the project 

Each of these steps can be perfomed in a cross-border co-operative way or 

independently. The assessment will focus on the cross-border quality of the steps in 

project development, which will have to be demonstrated in the project application  

(b) Expected impacts on cross-border regional development – functional integration as 

crucial quality  

Projects contributing to functional (regional) integration are characterized by 

a. a project design focused on generating developmental impulses for the Interreg 

region as a whole, oriented towards a (mid-range) perspective of an economically 

and socially integrated space across borders; 

b. the combination of resources, partners or target groups from both sides of the 

border. 

In order to be funded through the Interreg III A programme, projects had at least to meet 

minimum standards in both of the above outlined dimensions. An overview over the quality of 

the aided projects is reached through a qualitative typology, which combines both dimensions, 

i.e. (a) the qualitity of co-operation in project development and implementation and (b) the 

expected impacts and and thus forms an aggregate quality indicator: 

Table 5 

Quality of cooperation in projects  

 Quality of cooperation in project development and 
implementation 

Expected cross-border integration 
impacts: 

Better: A Minimum: B 

Better: A AA AB 

Minimum: B AB BB 

In total, four different types of projects can be distinguished: AA, AB, BA, BB.  AA would label 
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top projects, AB and BA would be intermediate ranks, whereas BB marks projects which fullfil 

the minimum requirements only. 

2.2.1. Indicators for objectives on programme level 

Referring to the indicators for objectives on programme and priority levels the following progress 

can be stated: 

Table 6 

Indicators for objectives on programme level 

Indicator on programme level Planned figure Total  

Percentage of so-called AA-projects 25 to 30% of projects committed 294 projects (86%) 

Size of projects 5% large projects (total of public financial 
contribution above EUR 300,000) 

30 to 40%-share of (very) small projects (total 
of public financial contribution below EUR 
50,000) thereof 374 projects out of 
Kleinprojektefonds 

  57 projects (8%)* 
 

467 projects (65%)* 

* Basis: 714 projects = 340 “normal” + 374 “micro-funds” projects 

Project size 

The slightly higher number of large projects (total of public financial contribution above EUR 

300,000) can be explained by a number of so-called umbrella projects that comprise different 

modules. On the contrary the indicator of (very) small projects contains projects supported by 

the so-called micro-project funds.  

Cooperation indicator 

As can be seen from table 6 a high percentage of projects funded fulfil the criteria of being 

marked as an “AA” project (at least two out of five stages of cooperation and at least two impact 

indicators fulfilled).  

In the on-going evaluation the validity of these indicators in selected projects had been 

addressed in case studies. This revealed that most of these indicators indicated in the 

application were really accomplished in practice. 

When the five co-operation indicators have been analysed in more detail in the up-date of the 

mid-term evaluation, joint implementation and especially joint financing were the least frequent.  
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Following the recommendations of the mid-term evaluation the use of this indicator has been 

made more transparent by using joint standards for classifying and selecting projects 

introducing common terms for “joint, mirror and other projects”.  

 Joint projects: the project is developed jointly and foresees joint implementation of activities 

by participating project partners in large parts at the same time. The project partners shall 

nominate a functional lead partner responsible for the coordination of project activities. The 

project application is pre-assessed jointly and joint recommendation for ERDF funding is 

given by Intermediate Bodies. If the project is approved by Steering Committee, two 

separate subsidy contracts are concluded with the final beneficiaries in Austria and the 

Czech Republic.   

 Mirror projects: the projects are developed in co-operation, planning complementary 

activities to be implemented on both sides of the border but must not necessarily take place 

at the same time. Different  project applications are submitted by project owners to the 

respective Intermediate Body in Austria and the Czech Republic. Mirror projects can be 

approved to already existing projects.  

 Other projects: projects must show clear cross border impact, though they are financed only 

from one side with an ERDF subsidy contract. 

Table 7 outlines all projects that fulfil the above-mentioned criteria for joint or mirror project: 

Table 7 

Joint (J) and mirror (M) projects 

Project AT Project CZ Joint/ 
Number No. CMS Title No. CMS Title 

Approved 
in JSC 
(Date) 

4_J_001 4CBAA_0008 Kleinprojektefonds 2004-2006 
NOE 

4CADA_0019 Administrace DF v 
Jihomoravském kraji 

07/09/2004 

4_J_002 4TBAA_0002 Öffentlichkeitsarbeit der Abt. 
RU2-Geschäftsstelle für EU-
Regionalpolitik NOE 

4TBEA_0001 

 

4TBEA_0002 

Publicita pro INTERREG IIIA 
JMK, 

Informacni kampan pro 
INTERREG III A kraj Vysocina 

13/12/2004 

4_J_004 4CABA_0008 Institutionelle Förderung 
2005/2006 

4CADA_0011 Administrace DF CZ-A v 
Jihočeském kraji 

13/12/2004 

4_J_005 4ABBA_0004 Drei in BOS 4ABDA_0009 3 in BOS 02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_J_006 4EAAA_0005 Klimabündnis 
Schwerpunktregion 

4EADA_0005 Klimatický svazek DR-CR 
2005-2006 

02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_J_007 4CABA_0011 COOPAC Zusammenarbeit 
Österreich-Tschechien 

4CADA_0012 COOPAC Spoluprace ceskych 
a rakouskych inspektoru 
potravin 

02-
03/05/2005 

4_J_008 4EACA_0004 Förderung Nachhaltiger 
Holzprodukte 

4EADA_0004 Prosazovani dreva z setrne 
obhospodarovanych lesu 

02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_J_009 4TADA_0002 Gemeinsames Technisches 
Sekretariat 

4TAEA_0001+
4 

JTS 1+2. cast 02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_J_011 4BABA_0001 Sanierung der touristischen 
Grenzübergänge mit SB 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
2.1.00.1/0132 

4BADA_0005 

Infrastruktura turistickych 
hranicnich prechodu 

04-05/10/ 
2005 

4_M_001 4ABAA_0004 Grüne Lagune 4ABDA_0005 Zelená laguna 13/12/2004 
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Table 7 (continued) 

Joint (J) and mirror (M) projects 

Project AT Project CZ Joint/ 
Number No. CMS Title No. CMS Title 

Approved 
in JSC 
(Date) 

4_M_002 4ABAA_0012 SPOLU+ 4ABDA_0014 Gemeinsam + 13/12/2004 

4_M_004 4ABAA_0009 Österr. Qualitätsgetreidesorten 
f.d.tschech.Markt 

4ABDA_0006 Biogetreide für die 
tschechische Landwirtschaft 

13/12/2004 

4_M_005 4ABAA_0014 Grenzüberschreitendes 
Wirtschaftsnetzwerk II NÖ-CZ  

4ABDA_0001 

 

4ABDA_0013 

S hranicí v Evropě 
 

BEZ HRANIC 
Hospodářská komora Třebíč 

13/12/2004
 

02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_M_006 4EAAA_0003 Grenzüberschreitendes 
Energienetzwerk 

4EADA_0001 Centrum OZE 13/12/2004 

4_M_008 4CABA_0004 ACCC Austrian Czech Cultural 
Cooperation 

4CADA_0008 ACCC Hospodarska podpora 
kulturnich aktivit JC 

02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_M_009 4CAAA_0005 Interkommunales 
Internationales Zentrum IIZ 

4CADA_0011 Centrum pro preshranicni 
spolupraci 

02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_M_010  CERNET II 4DBDA_0002 Medien 02-03/05/ 
2005 

4_M_013 4DBBA_0007
 

4DBAA_0013 

Cross Border Life Science 
 

Zelluläre Biotechnologie 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
1.2.00.1/0143 

4ABDA_0010 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
4.2.00.1/0048 

4DBDA_0003 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
4.2.00.1/0049 

4DBDA_0004 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
4.2.00.1/0142 

4DBDA_0001 

CBTINFRA – Centrum 
biologickych technologii 

 

INFRA pro BIO 
 

 

CELBIOTECH 
 

 

Inkubator pro rasove 
biotechnologie 

04-05/10/ 
2005 

4_M_014 4CACA_0004
 

4CACA_0005 

Museums- und Ausstellungs-
kooperation 

Ressourcen – MAK-
Tschechien 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
3.1.00.1/0111 

4CADA_0002 

Spoluprace Mesta Brtnice a 
Rakouskeho muzea uzitho 
umeni (MAK) 

04-05/10/ 
2005 

08/06/2006 

4_M_015 4DABA_0000 Brücken in die Zukunft CZ.04.4.83/ 
4.1.00.1/0115 

4DADA_0002 

PŘESHRANIČNÍ SOCIÁLNÍ 
PARTNERSTVÍ 

04-05/10/ 
2005 

4_M_016 4DACA_0006 EXPAK CZ.04.4.83/ 
4.1.00.1/0122 

4DADA_0001 

Česko-rakouská akademie 
expertů 

04-05/10/ 
2005 

4_M_017 4ABAA_0183 Nachhaltiges Management 
Biogener Ressourcen 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
5.1.00.1/0151 

4EADA_0002 

Energie v Vysocinu 04-05/10/ 
2005 

4_M_018 4-NOE-192 
4EAAA_0007 

Energieeffizienzregion Auland 
Carnuntum –EnRegiA 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
5.1.00.1/0033 

4EADA_0002 

EkoWATT 
Energeticky soběstačné obce v 
příhraniční oblasti 

04-05/10/ 
2005 

4_M_019 4-NOE-191 
4EBAA_0007 

Besucherinfrastruktur im 
Nationalpark Thayatal 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
5.2.00.1/0219 

4EBDA_0004 

Turistická infrastruktura 
Národního parku Podyjí 

30/01/2006 

4_M_020 4-NOE-249 
4ECAA_0009 

Kommunales Geodaten- und 
Informationssystem 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
1.3.00.1/0222 

4ECDA_0004 

Komunalni Geodeta a turisticky 
informaci system 

30/01/2006 

4_M_021 4-NOE-263 
4ABAA_0022 

R&D – Ready for Research 
and Development 

CZ.04.4.83/ 
1.2.00.1/0379 

4ABDA_0016 

R&D – Ready for development 
(reserve project) 

08/06/2006 
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Contribution to horizontal priorities - equal opportunities and sustainability 

The mid-term evaluation put special attention to the environmental field: including also the 

methodological further development of programme-relevant assessment/indicator systems and 

the harmonisation and concretisation of objectives of relevance for the implementation of 

environmental/sustainability requirements. As the programme only allowed small scale 

infrastructure projects no significant impact on environmental indicators (e.g. on the reduction of 

CO2 equivalents etc.) were expected. The assessment of environmental relevance of projects 

had been achieved by a descriptive approach. 

Each project was assessed according to following categories by IBs with subsequent discussion 

of the applied category in the JSC: 

 neutral in terms of equal opportunities / environmental sustainability,  

 positive impact on equal opportunities / environmental sustainability,  

 the focus of the project content is on equal opportunities/environmental sustainability 

The tables below provide an overview on the share of projects in individual categories on 

measure level: 
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Table 8 

Impact of projects on environment 

 neutral positive 
impact 

focus of 
project 
content 

P 1 Cross-border Economic Co-operation 92 5 4 

M 1.1 Development and Support of Business Sites and 
Business Service Infrastructure in Border Areas 

12 0 0 

M 1.2 Cross-border Cooperation of Enterprises (SMEs) 
and Counselling and Support for Crossborder 
Business Activities 

31 2 3 

M 1.3 Tourism and Leisure 49 3 1 

P 2 Accessibility 19 6 5 

M 2.1 Improvement of Crossborder Transport and 
Telecommunication Infrastructure 

11 1 4 

M 2.2 Transport Organisation, Planning and Logistics 8 5 1 

P 3 Cross-border Organisational Structures and Networks 64 6 4 

M 3.1 Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures 
and Development of Networks 

45 4 4 

M 3.2 Micro-projects including People-to-People Actions 
and Small Pilots 

19 2 0 

P 4 Human Resources 29 4 3 

M 4.1 Development of Regional Labour Markets within the 
Context of EU Enlargement 

10 1 1 

M 4.2 Development of Co-operation and Infrastructure in 
the Fields of Education, Training and Science 

19 3 2 

P 5 Sustainable Spatial and Environmental Development 14 20 22 

M 5.1 Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure 
and Renewable Energy Supply 

2 5 13 

M 5.2 Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection 
including National and Nature Parks 

5 11 5 

M 5.3 Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and 
Urban Areas 

7 4 4 

P 6 Special Support for Border Regions 5 0 0 

M 6.1 Special Support for Border Regions 5 0 0 

P 7 Technical Assistance 38 0 0 

M 7.1 Technical assistance in general 19 0 0 

M 7.2 Technical assistance, further measures 19 0 0 

 261 41 38 
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Table 9 

Impact of projects on equal opportunities 

 neutral positive 
impact 

focus of 
project 
content 

P 1 Cross-border Economic Co-operation 92 5 4 
M 1.1 Development and Support of Business Sites and 

Business Service Infrastructure in Border Areas 
12 0 0 

M 1.2 Cross-border Cooperation of Enterprises (SMEs) 
and Counselling and Support for Crossborder 
Business Activities 

32 3 1 

M 1.3 Tourism and Leisure 48 2 3 

P 2 Accessibility 28 1 1 
M 2.1 Improvement of Crossborder Transport and 

Telecommunication Infrastructure 
14 1 1 

M 2.2 Transport Organisation, Planning and Logistics 14 0 0 

P 3 Cross-border Organisational Structures and Networks 59 10 5 
M 3.1 Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures 

and Development of Networks 
38 10 5 

M 3.2 Micro-projects including People-to-People Actions 
and Small Pilots 

21 0 0 

P 4 Human Resources 28 3 5 
M 4.1 Development of Regional Labour Markets within the 

Context of EU Enlargement 
8 2 2 

M 4.2 Development of Co-operation and Infrastructure in 
the Fields of Education, Training and Science 

20 1 3 

P 5 Sustainable Spatial and Environmental Development 49 6 1 
M 5.1 Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure 

and Renewable Energy Supply 
19 1 0 

M 5.2 Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection 
including National and Nature Parks 

18 2 1 

M 5.3 Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and 
Urban Areas 

12 3 0 

P 6 Special Support for Border Regions 5 0 0 
M 6.1 Special Support for Border Regions 5 0 0 

P 7 Technical Assistance 37 0 1 
M 7.1 Technical assistance in general 18 0 1 

M 7.2 Technical assistance, further measures 19 0 0 

 298 25 17 

Overall 41 projects with positive impact and 38 projects with a focus on sustainable 

environmental development have been financed by the programme. 25 projects have a positive 

impact and 17 have specific focus in project content on equal opportunities. The other projects 

are neutral in terms of horizontal priorities. 

2.2.2. Indicators on priority level 

Table 10 indicates if projects match with indicators for objectives on priority level. Following the 

recommendations of the mid-term evaluation a revised indicator system was included into the 
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CIP. This revised system has been used since the end of 2004. 

Table 10 

Indicators for objectives on priority level 

Indicator on priority level Number of 
projects or 

results 
obtained 

In % 

P1: Economic co-operation:  

Share of SMEs affected by projects of total of SMEs in the project area: 

5 to 10%-share of SMEs affected by projects of total of SMEs in the 
project area 

Share of SMEs of participating enterprises: >90% 

Number of projects: 40-50 

Share of impact: 

60% leading to market integration and/or integration of products 

20% leading to transfer of knowledge and/or technologies 

20% partner search and creation of networks 

 

 

 
 

 

101 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

52% 

18% 

30% 

P 2: Accessibility and Infrastructure: 

Number of projects: 5-8 

Thereof: 4-6 projects (studies) for strategic support 
1-2 investments projects 

Share of impact: 

40% links to international transport routes, improved CBC transportation 
links 

60% improving CB-mobility, accessibility and intelligent traffic solutions 
and integrated use of information technology and communication 
infrastructure 

 

30 

9 
18 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

72% 

 

28% 

 

P 3: Organisational structures and networks: 

Number of projects: 20-30 

Thereof: 6-8 supported Euregios/CB-development organisations, 
(GEO)/regional managements 

150 projects in supported within Micro Project Funds 

Share of impact: 

50% development of implementation structures for CBC cooperation 

30% generating and expanding networks 

20% pilot projects and testing of new forms of collaboration 

 

74 

15 
 

374 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

48% 

44% 

8% 

P 4: Human resources:  

Number of projects: 20-30 

40 to 60 participating institutions in the fields of labour market and 
training 

Share of impact: 

25% projects preparing the integration of labour markets 

75% projects providing qualifications/knowledge with specific relevance 
to the neighbouring region 

 

36 

221 

 

 

 

 
 

 

27% 

73% 

P 5: Sustainable development:  

Number of projects: 20-30 

Share of impact: 

33% development of the region and the environmental conditions 

33% applying environmentally friendly technologies or representing 

 

55 

 

 

 

 

 

38% 

26% 
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technical infrastructure projects 

33% improving natural resources and environmental conditions 
including national and nature parks 

 

 
 

 

 

36% 

The indicator “share of SMEs affected by projects of total of SMEs in the project area” could not 

be provided because of the missing base line indicator in that respect. SMEs were not 

addressed in the programme as final beneficiaries. The activities on project level undertaken in 

order to integrate SMEs as target groups in cross-border actions showed a broad variety: 

ranking from semiars, web sites, to common marketing and tourism development. It would be 

meaningless to aggregate the figures on priority level. Therefore it was renounced to produce 

this aggregated indicator.   

2.2.3. Indicators on measure level 

Referring to the indicators on measure level listed in the Programme Complement the following 

tables give an overview of the outputs achieved. Please see Annex 2 for best practice examples 

on project level.  

P1/M1: Development and Support of Business Sites and Business Service 
Infrastructure in Border Areas 

1 project providing physical support for SME (plant and equipment etc.) 

0 projects providing financial support to introduce environmental technologies or to develop eco-products 

8 projects providing business advisory services 

3 projects providing support for information networks, operational expenditure, technology oriented 
business databases, software, presentations, cooperation meetings, participation in fares etc. 

0 project providing support for building up or furnishing regional impulse centres 

0 projects providing new financial engineering (venture and seed capital funds, etc.) for SME;  

0 new business launched 

0 projects providing services in the support of the social economy (providing care for pendants, health and 
safety, cultural activities; 

0 vocational training and training projects 

0 trainees 

0 projects providing support for RTDI infrastructure; 

0 projects creating networks or services for knowledge transfer 

P1/M2: Cross-border Cooperation of Enterprises (SMEs) and Counselling and Support 
for Crossborder Business Activities 

0 project providing physical support for SME ( plant and equipment etc.) 

1 projects providing financial support to introduce environmental technologies or to develop eco-products 

23 projects providing business advisory services 
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4 projects providing support for information networks, operational software, technology oriented business 
databases, software, presentations, cooperation meetings, participation in fares etc. 

Number of projects providing support for building up or furnishing regional impulse centres 

0 projects providing new financial engineering ( venture and seed capital funds, etc.) for SME;  

2 new businesses launched 

0 projects providing services in the support of the social economy (providing care for pendants, health and 
safety, cultural activities; 

2 projects providing support for RTDI infrastructure; 

0 projects creating networks or services for knowledge transfer 

0 vocational training and training projects (rural development, forestry, SMEs) 

0 trainees 

4 projects providing services for promoting the adoption and the development of rural areas 

P1/M3: Tourism and Leisure 

20 projects providing support for tourism facilities, attractions, tourism business 

392,9 km of biking/hiking/horseback riding path constructed 

28 projects providing support for crossborder products and services for sporting, cultural and leisure 
activities 

0 vocational training and training projects (tourism) 

0 trainees 

5 projects providing support for rural tourism 

P2/M1: Improvement of crossborder transport and telecom infrastructure 

16 projects providing support for the improvement of rail, road, airport, urban transport, ports, multimodal 
transport intelligent transport systems; 

0 projects providing support for the improvement of Information and Communication technology 

0 projects providing IT services and applications for citizens (health, administration, education) 

0 vocational training and training projects ( information society) 

0 projects providing IT services and applications for SMEs 

P2/M2: Transport organisation, planning and logistics 

13 research and planning project providing support for the improvement of rail, road, airport, urban 
transport, ports, multimodal transport intelligent transport systems; 

1 research and planning project providing support for the improvement of Information and Communication 
technology 

0 projects providing IT services and applications for citizens (health, administration, education) 

0 vocational training and training projects ( information society) 

0 projects providing IT services and applications for SMEs 



Final Implementation Report  25 
 

 
Interreg IIIA Austria – Czech Republic 

 

P3/M1: Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures and Development of 
Networks 

36 projects providing support for information networks, SME cooperation networks, development concepts, 
stimulation and promotional services etc. 

17 projects providing support for regional development plans, concepts and studies, regional management 
EuRegios etc. 

P3/M2: Micro-projects including People-to-People Actions and Small Pilots 

374 Micro projects and 21 Micro Project funds incl. People to people actions and small pilots 

P4/M1: Development of Regional Labour Markets within the Context of EU 
Enlargement 

9 projects supporting studies, information systems etc. dealing with labour market policy or social 
integration 

0 cooperation projects, networks of SMEs or public administration dealing with labour market policy or 
social integration 

2 vocational training or training projects 

58 trainees 

0 projects providing IT services and applications for citizens (health, administration, education) 

1 centres for disabled people supported 

0 kindergartens supported 

P4/M2: Development of cooperation and infrastructure in the fields of education, 
training and science 

20 vocational training or training projects (information society) 

13,014 trainees 

4 projects providing IT services and applications for citizens (health, administration, education) 

P5/M1: Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure and Renewable Energy 
Supply 

1 project dealing with air pollution, noise reduction, improvements of urban and industrial waste disposal or 
recycling facilities, drinking water (collection, storage, treatment distribution) or the improvement in 
sewerage and purification 

5 projects providing financial support to introduce environmental technologies or to develop eco-products 

1 projects providing business advisory services 

2 projects dealing with land improvement, acricultural water resources management, preservation of the 
environment (land, forestry and landscape conservation, animal welfare, recovery after damage by and 
prevention of natural disasters) 

4 research and planning projects supported (dealing with biodiversity, protection measures, securing 
natural and cultural landscape, water resources management etc,) 
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1 project dealing with restoring forestry production potential damaged by natural disasters or fire and 
introducing appropriate prevention instruments 

0 km2 (ha) reafforested 

0 projects dealing with afforestation of non-agricultural land 

0 km2 (ha) reafforested 

1 project dealing with improving/maintaining the ecological stability of protective forests 

0 km2 (ha) reafforested 

5 projects supporting the use of renewable sources of energy, the improvement of energy efficiency, 
cogeneration and energy control as well as planning and know-how transfer projects 

0 reduction of CO2 equivalents t/a 

10,000 KW of new capacity created 

0 investment projects in plants and equipment or in environmental friendly technologies, clean and 
economical energy technologies 

0 production of solar energy MJ/a 

P5/M2: Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection incl. National and Nature 
Parks 

5 project dealing with land improvement, acricultural water resources, management, preservation of the 
environment (land, forestry and landscape conservation, animal welfare, recovery after damage by and 
prevention of natural disasters) 

0 projects dealing with restoring forestry production potential damaged by natural disasters or fire and 
introducing appropriate prevention instruments 

0 km2(ha) reafforested 

0 projects dealing with afforestation of non-agricultural land 

0 km2 (ha) reafforested 

0 project dealing with improving/maintaining the ecological stability of protective forests 

0 km2 (ha) reafforested 

16 projects dealing with prevention, upgrading and rehabilitation of natural areas, national and nature 
parks 

P5/M3: Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and Urban Areas  

7 research and planning projects dealing with upgrading and rehabilitation of industrial sites, rehabilitation 
of urban areas, biodiversity etc. or preservation of cultural heritage 

3 projects dealing with renovation and development of villages or protection and conservation of the rural 
heritage 

4 projects providing support for information networks, SME cooperation networks, development concepts, 
stimulation and promotional services etc. 

1 projects providing support for regional development plans, concepts and studies, regional management, 
EuRegios etc. 
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P6: Special Support for Border Regions 

This priority has been closed by the end of 2004. For more details see chapter 3.2 of the Annual 

Implementation Report 2004. 

0 providing physical support for SME ( plant and equipment etc.) [number of jobs created] 

0 projects providing financial support to introduce environmental technologies or to develop eco-
products 

1 projects providing business advisory services 

1 project providing support for information networks, operational expenditure, technology oriented 
business databases, software, presentations, cooperation meetings, participation in fares etc. 

0 projects creating networks or services for knowledge transfer 

a) 

1 vocational training and training projects (SMEs); number of trainees 

1 providing support for the improvement of rail, road, airport, urban transport, ports, multimodal 
transport intelligent transport systems; 

b) 

0 km of biking/hiking/horseback riding path constructed 

1 vocational education and training projects (number of participants). c) 

0 supporting intercultural networks and exchange programmes. 

2.3 Some remarks on the use of indicators 

All indicators were collected in the Central Monitoring System. Information was provided at the 

application stage and was updated with the closure of the relevant project. 

Based on the recommendation of the mid-term evaluation a proposal for improving the 

INTERREG indicator system was prepared and discussed within the Evaluation Steering Group. 

The proposal mainly oriented on defining joint standards and modifications of data input. It built 

the basis for the bilateral discussions on the joint monitoring system (see also chapter 2.2.1. 

and chapter 4.5. in this report). 

Nevertheless some weaknesses remained and were stated in order to initiate a learning 

process for the new programme period. 

 Quality indicator (share of AA projects): this aggregate indicator incorporated too many 

impact dimensions and the co-operation phases were not weighted. Joint standards for 

assessment were not elaboarated enough and subsequent checks during implementation 

were not foreseen. High rating could be obtained rather easily, thus usefulness for project 

selection is doubtful.  

 Aggregated impact indicators: due to potential multiple impacts of projects, it was not 

possible to produce absolute figures (number of projects) as foreseen originally in the CIP, 

but only relative shares by aggregating impact indicators at measure level. This relatively 

complicated calculation could only be done by the JTS and had therefore not a very high 

level of transparency. 
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3. FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATION 

This chapter gives an overview on the financial aspects of the INTERREG programme. 

Information is provided about allocations and commitments as decided by the MC and SC, 

payments made by the PA and payments received from the European Commission.  

Chapter 3.1. provides an overview of the programme’s financial allocations and commitments as 

well as the progress made at Priority and Measure level. It informs about the n+2 situation. The 

chapter also informs about the use of Euro. 

Chapter 3.2. gives a detailed overview of all claims of the Paying Authority and Payments made 

by the EC since the beginning of the Programme until the end of the Programme. It informs on 

the use of interests and on the use of Technical Assistance. 

Chapter 3.3. reports on activities which were implemented in the framework of PHARE CBC. 

3.1  General information on the financial implementation 

The total budget for the Programme is 68,77 Mio. Euro, 38,05 Mio Euro of which is ERDF 

(according to Commission Decision C(2008)7700 of November 27th 2008). 

The graph below provides an overview on the financial plan of expenditure (according to n+2 

targets), to commitments and to the actual expenditure. 

Figure 1 

Financial implementation 
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The implementation of the programme started with the approval of the Operational Programme 

in September 2001. In this year the EC submitted the advance payment of 7% of the total ERDF 

budget at that time. 

In 2002 already 30% of total programm budget time had been committed to projects (budget 

was increased in 2004 due to the accession of the Czech Republic to the EU). The expenditure 

started slowly but increased steadily to reach at the end of the years 2004 and 2005 the n+2 

target. In 2004 the priority “special support for border regions” was closed with a small reduction 

of 2,103 EUR ERDF. After the accession of the Czech Republic to the EU the committments 

increased again and reached already at the end of the year 2006 almost 90% of the budget. 

Beside the loss in Priority 6 “Special Support for Border Regions” at the end of 2004 at the end 

of 2006 and 2007 the n+2 rule could not be implemented successfully (yearly tranches 2004 

and 2005). Following the Art 31(2) of the Regulation (EC) no. 1260/1999 the Commission 

automatically decommitted from the allocation for the year 2004 10,047.0 EUR and from the 

allocation for the year 2005 218,544.0 EUR ERDF. The main reasons for these losses lie in the 

fact that due to findings of the financial control body some projects had been cancelled and had 

to pay back already received payments. 

3.1.1. Development of the financial tables 

Based on Commission decision C(2001) 2127 of 12th September 2001, the programme 

started with the approved ERDF contribution amounted to EUR 25,901.000. 

Prior to the accession of the Czech Republic to the European Union Community contribution 

(ERDF) was only available for Austria. For the year 2000 no funds have been allocated. 

The programme financial tables have been 

 revised by a Commission decision C(2002) 1703 of 26th July 2002  

An additional priority “Special Support for Border regions” was introduced into the programme 

on the basis of a decision of the European Commission from 26th of July 2002. 

As a consequence the financial allocation of the programme was increased by a total amount of 

1,656.000 EUR (828,000 EUR ERDF and 828,000 EUR national co-financing). The funds for 

this additional priority have been allocated entirely for the year 2002.  

The approved ERDF contribution amounted to EUR 26,729,000. 

 revised by a Commission decision C(2004) 4523 of 18th November 2004  

The main change in 2004 was the accession of the Czech Republic to the European Union on 

1st May 2004 and thus the revision of the Interreg IIIA/Phare CBC programme on the former 
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external EU border into a full Interreg IIIA programme at the current internal EU border. 

Consequently, the approved Joint Programming Document (JPD) for the Interreg IIIA/Phare 

CBC Programme has to be reviewed in the light of enlargement and the results of the mid-term 

evaluation. The Community Initiative Programme (CIP) was approved by the European 

Commission in its decision (C) 4523 on 18h November 2004 increasing the available ERDF 

amount to EUR 38,283,014.00 including now ERDF share for the Czech Republic and 

indexation. 

 revised by a Commission decision K (2005) 4972 of 5th December 2005      

The additional priority “Special Support for Border regions” which has only been valid for the 

Austrian side of the border region was closed by 31st December 2004. For this priority the 

Commission received a payment request which allowed only a total Community contribution of 

825.897 EUR ERDF and lead consequently to an automatic decommittment.  

The programme partners submitted a revised financial table approved by the Monitoring 

Committee which has been approved by the Commission on 5 December 2005 by a 

Commission decision K (2005) 4972 the approved ERDF contribution amounts to EUR 

38,280,911. 

 revised by a Commission decision K(2007) 2279 of 23th May 2007 

Based on requests of Czech and Austrian intermediate bodies on Chech Republic and Austrian 

side the Monitoring Committee approved the following changes in the financial tables on 17 

October 2006 and these were submitted to the EC for approval: 

 Remaining ERDF funds from priority 1 “Cross-border Economic Co-operation”, priority 2 

“Accessability” and priority 5 “Sustainable Spatial and Environmental Development” have 

been concentrated and focused in priority 4 “Human Resources” (+EUR 205.300,-). Due 

to this projects, which are already predictable and ready for decision could be 

implemented in the course of the remaining programme period within this priority. 

 Private co-financing means were reduced in priority 1 “Cross-border Economic Co-

operation” (-EUR 197.713,-) and priority 3 “Cross-border Organisational Structures”  

(-EUR 21.353,-) and increased in priority 4 “Human Resources” (+ EUR 286.033,-) and  

5 “Sustainable Spatial and Environmental Development” (+EUR 133.033,-). 

 Based on the current status of programme implementation and status of disbursement 

most of the remaining ERDF funds from priority 7 “Technical Assistance” have been 

shifted to priority 3 “Cross-border Organisational Structures” (+EUR 196.000). Due to this 

intensified support for the establishment of cross-border networks could be provided to 

stakeholders in the immediate border area. 

The changes have been approved by the Commission by 23.5.2007; the new financial tables of 

the Programme Complement were accepted by 20.8.2007 
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 revised by a Commission decision K(2008) 1155 of 18th March 2008 

The n+2 rule could not be implemented successfully in the year 2006 (allocation for year 2004). 

Following Art 31(2) of Regulation (EC) no. 1260/1999 the Commission automatically 

decommitted EUR 10,047.00 ERDF. The CIP was revised by a Commission decision K(2008) 

1155 of 18th March 2008. 

The approved ERDF contribution amounted to EUR 38.270.864. 

 revised by a Commission decision K(2008) 7700 of 27th  November 2008 

The n+2 rule could not be implemented successfully in the year 2007 (allocation for year 2005). 

Following Art 31(2) of Regulation (EC) no. 1260/1999 the Commission automatically 

decommitted EUR 218,544.00 ERDF.  

The programme partners submitted a revised financial table approved by JMC in written 

prodedure to the Commission. The approved ERDF contribution amounts to EUR 38.052.319. 

 Shifts within the financial table on PC level – amendment 2008 

The Monitoring Committee decided on the final amendments of the financial table in the 

Programme Complement in a written procedure that was closed on 10 October 2008 the final 

amendments of the financial table in the Programme Complement and submitted the new 

document to the EC for validation. These minor financial shifts were necessary in order to 

assure the complete use of funds. The coherence with the PC has been stated in a letter of EC 

by January 13th 2009. 

Table 11 shows the programme financial allocations (per Priority and Measure) as applied 

during the programme period and following abovementioned revisions approved by the MC and 

accepted by the EC in January 2009.
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Table 11  

Financial allocation according to the revised Programme Complement  

 

 

 

 

 

Total Costs
Total Public 
Expenditure ERDF National Total National Public National Private

Priority 
share of 

total

Priority 
share of 
ERDF

a=c+d b = c+e c d = e+f e f
1. Cross-border Economic Co-operation 20.263.204,00 18.219.617,00 11.367.602,00 8.895.602,00 6.852.015,00 2.043.587,00 29,46% 29,87%

1.1. Development and Support of Business Sites and Business 
Service Infrastructure in Border Areas 5.063.845,00 4.898.845,00 2.709.831,00 2.354.014,00 2.189.014,00 165.000,00 7,36% 7,12%

1.2. Cross-boder Co-operation of Enterprises (SMEs) and 
Counselling and Support for Crossborder Business Activities 5.710.959,00 4.964.672,00 3.052.766,00 2.658.193,00 1.911.906,00 746.287,00 8,30% 8,02%

1.3. Tourism and Leisure 9.488.400,00 8.356.100,00 5.605.005,00 3.883.395,00 2.751.095,00 1.132.300,00 13,80% 14,73%
2. Accessibility 8.229.637,00 8.229.617,00 4.962.142,00 3.267.495,00 3.267.475,00 20,00 11,97% 13,04%

2.1. Imrovement of Cross-border Transport and 
Telecommunication Infrastructure 3.990.516,00 3.990.516,00 2.698.758,00 1.291.758,00 1.291.758,00 0,00 5,80% 7,09%

2.2. Transport Organisation, Planning and Logistics 4.239.121,00 4.239.101,00 2.263.384,00 1.975.737,00 1.975.717,00 20,00 6,16% 5,95%
3. Cross-border Organisational Structures and Networks 9.904.489,00 8.819.842,00 5.688.911,00 4.215.578,00 3.130.931,00 1.084.647,00 14,40% 14,95%

3.1. Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures and 
Development of Networks 6.498.579,00 6.026.579,00 3.662.556,00 2.836.023,00 2.364.023,00 472.000,00 9,45% 9,63%

3.2. Micro-projects including People-to-People Actions and Small 
Pilots 3.405.910,00 2.793.263,00 2.026.355,00 1.379.555,00 766.908,00 612.647,00 4,95% 5,33%

4. Human Ressources 10.494.489,00 9.874.756,00 5.653.911,00 4.840.578,00 4.220.845,00 619.733,00 15,26% 14,86%
4.1. Development of Regional Labour Marktes within the Context 

of EU Enlargement 2.343.152,00 1.962.719,00 1.241.164,00 1.101.988,00 721.555,00 380.433,00 3,41% 3,26%

4.2. Development of Co-operation and Infrastructure in the 
Fields of Education, Training and Science 8.151.337,00 7.912.037,00 4.412.747,00 3.738.590,00 3.499.290,00 239.300,00 11,85% 11,60%

5. Sustainable Spatial and Environmental Development 15.298.378,00 14.287.345,00 7.905.856,00 7.392.522,00 6.381.489,00 1.011.033,00 22,25% 20,78%
5.1. Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure and 

Renewable Energy Supply 5.153.850,00 4.279.817,00 2.685.296,00 2.468.554,00 1.594.521,00 874.033,00 7,49% 7,06%

5.2. Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection including 
National and Nature Parks 8.514.744,00 8.409.744,00 4.372.872,00 4.141.872,00 4.036.872,00 105.000,00 12,38% 11,49%

5.3. Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and Urban Areas 1.629.784,00 1.597.784,00 847.688,00 782.096,00 750.096,00 32.000,00 2,37% 2,23%

6. Special Support for Border Regions 1.651.794,00 1.651.794,00 825.897,00 825.897,00 825.897,00 0,00 2,40% 2,17%
6.1. Special Support for Border Regions 1.651.794,00 1.651.794,00 825.897,00 825.897,00 825.897,00 0,00 2,40% 2,17%

Technical Assistance 2.929.334,00 2.929.334,00 1.648.000,00 1.281.334,00 1.281.334,00 0,00 4,26% 4,33%
Technical Assistance I 2.314.667,00 2.314.667,00 1.304.000,00 1.010.667,00 1.010.667,00 0,00 3,37% 3,43%
Technical Assistance II 614.667,00 614.667,00 344.000,00 270.667,00 270.667,00 0,00 0,89% 0,90%

TOTAL 68.771.325,00 64.012.305,00 38.052.319,00 30.719.006,00 25.959.986,00 4.759.020,00 100,00% 100,00%

Source

Priorities/Measures
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The following graphs show the share of total planned budget by measure at the time of approval 

of the CIP in the year 2004 and at the time of the last change in year 2008. It can be stated that 

the changes in the distribution have not been substancial. 

Figure 2 

Share of budget by measure – approval of CIP 2004 (total cost) 

Share of budget by measure - approval of CIP 2004 (total cost)
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Figure 3 

Share of budget by measure – programme closure 2008 (total cost) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.1.2.  Use of the EURO 

Payments to Czech project owners have been executed in CZK by the Sub-Paying Authority in 

Czech Republic. For the purpose of establishing a statement of expenditure by the sub-PA the 
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amounts of expenditure incurred in CZK have been converted in EUR using the exchange rate 

as defined in Article 2 of Commission Regulation (EC) No. 643/2000. 

3.2 Payments received and certified expenditure 

During the programme implementation period the Paying Authority submitted 22 interim 

payment requests to the European Commission. The following table provides an overview on 

the respective dates and amounts.  

Table 12:  

Reimbursement by the European Commission  

Payment 
requests to 

the EC

Date of 
submission to 

the EC
Amount of requested 

ERDF Date of receipt Amount of payment

7% in advance payment 16.11.2001 1.813.070,00

7% in advance payment for measure 6.1. amount Euro 57.960,-- date of transmission:2002-11-26

measure 6.1. was finished in 2004, therefore the advance payment is handled as a reimburs

1. 12.11.2002 980.010,30 15.11.2003 980.009,29

2. 27.02.2003 939.440,94 10.06.2003 939.440,94

3. 18.07.2003 940.221,33 25.09.2003 940.221,33

4. 12.11.2003 823.041,94 05.01.2004 823.041,94

5. 11.02.2004 1.866.585,88 25.06.2004 1.210.154,67

6. 09.08.2004 1.503.868,21 28.09.2004 954.004,24

7. 22.10.2004 1.516.405,07 20.12.2004 1.043.488,75

8. 22.12.2004 980.038,68 09.03.2005 465.982,72

9. 13.01.2005 1.097.054,24 18.03.2005 583.535,95

10. 04.04.2005 1.391.892,29 26.05.2005 964.416,90

11. 17.06.2005 1.098.208,47 15.07.2005 662.011,55

12. 04.08.2005 1.227.941,84 10.10.2005 1.083.948,93

13. 18.11.2005 1.051.049,24 16.12.2005 914.047,85

14. 28.12.2005 337.231,95 19.01.2006 206.010,63

15. 27.12.2006 7.742.187,63 19.02.2007 7.689.465,07

16. 02.08.2007 1.613.642,54 11.09.2007 1.484.816,24

17. 22.10.2007 939.461,90 14.12.2007 899.027,31

18. 27.12.2007 5.422.020,98 11.04.2008 5.400.150,34

19. 19.06.2007 2.175.595,30 23.07.2008 2.091.786,77

20. 22.09.2008 2.439.221,84 13.11.2008 2.326.910,46

21. 19.02.2009 2.349.106,81 08.04.2009 2.273.843,72

22. 09.06.2009 678.884,53 14.07.2009 400.317,45

final payment claim 1.902.615,95

total 36.149.703,05

advanced payment for measure 6.1. deducted, effectively received EUR 906.456,90

since 2 applications for payment were made in a row - without any reimbursement in between - the requested 
amount for the 6th application for pament originally was EUR 1.563.036,96
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In Annex 3 the total expenditure is broken down by field of intervention at measure level 

3.2.1. Information on the use of interests 

No interests on the account have been earned (account balance 31.1.2010). 

3.2.2. Report on the use of the Technical Assistance (TA)  

During the reporting period TA-1 was used for supporting both the Managing and the National 

Authority by the Technical Secretariat and for supporting both MA/NA and PA by the ERP-

Fonds acting as operative PA and Central Monitoring Body. The IBs used TA-1 budget to 

finance monitoring and project implementation as well as cross-border activities (e.g. 

organisations of meetings).  

Under TA-2 publicity and information activities have been supported (for details on public 

relation work see chapter 4.4). Furthermore external support for the drafting of the Operational 

Programme as well as for the ex-ante evaluation and the Strategic Environmental assessment 

for the next SF-period 2007-2013 has been paid under TA-2. 

Contracts concluded by the Managing Authority – core management 

In the framework of TA the MA has concluded the following contracts:  

 One to the ERP-Fonds concerning the set-up and implementation of the ERDF Monitoring 

and the fulfilling of tasks of a single ERDF Paying Authority (release of payments, financial 

management, forecast, n+2 reporting). This contract was extended to amend the Central 

Monitoring System (CMS) to the needs of a fully cross-border programme (set up English 

surface and reports, include Czech data, implementation of functions for the exchange of 

currencies and the automatic data transfer). 

 One to the ÖIR – Managementdienste GmbH (since 2008 metis GmbH) covering the tasks 

of a Joint Technical Secretariat for all four programmes at the new internal borders of the 

EU. The contract was also slightly extended in order to offer the Czech colleague of the TS a 

fully equipped working place at the premises in Vienna. The Centre for Regional 

Development acting on behalf of the National Authority directly contracted the Czech TS 

member. 

 One to the ÖAR-Regionalberatung GmbH to carry out the mid-term (including up-date) and 

on-going evaluation. 

 One to Regional Consulting GmbH to draft the Operational programme for the next SF-

period 2007-2013 

 One to ÖGUT to draft the Strategic Environmental Impact report for the next SF-period 2007-

2013. 
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In 2005 the National Authority of the Czech Republic concluded contracts for TA 1 and TA 2. Out 

of these framework contracts the National Authority of the Czech Republic contracted external 

experts for support in the programming process as well as to carry out the Ex-ante evaluation for 

the next programming period 2007-2013. Additional resources were allocated by the NA for the 

establishment of an XML-data interface between CMS and IS-MONIT. 

Additionally the Intermediate Bodies implemented tasks on regional level under TA 1 and TA 2. 

The full list of projects financed under TA is provided in Annex 4. 

3.2.3. Unfinished or non-operational projects at the time of closure 

At the time of programme closure all projects are finished and are operational.  

3.2.4. Project suspended due to legal or administrative proceedings 

There is no project suspended due to legal or administrative proceedings. 

3.2.5. Measures funded by EAGGF  

No measures have been funded by EAGGF Guarantee Section 

3.2.6. Measures funded by FIFG 

No measures have been funded by FIFG 

3.3 Report on Activities in the framework of the PHARE CBC 
Programme Austria - Czech Republic  

Allocation of Phare funds (2006) 

Programme Financing 
memorandum 

Allocation 
(EUR) 

Phare Funds 
Contracted 

in 2006 (EUR) 

Disbursed 
(EUR) 

Co-financing in 
2006 (Kč) 

CZ 0111 CBC 2001 CZ – Austria 4,000.00 0* 0 0*

CZ 2002/ 
000-583 

CBC 2002 CZ – Austria 4,000.00 0** 1,428,225.16 (EUR 724,901.56)
21,965.91

CZ 2003/ 
005-079 

CBC 2003 CZ – Austria 4,000.00 0*** 2,094,030.80 (EUR 733,530.11)
23,278.57

Total programmes Phare 12,000.00 0 –dtto – 3,522,255.96 (EUR 1,458,431.67) 
45,244.48 

* end of Contracting Date: 30.9.2003 
** end of Contracting Date: 31.5.2003 
*** end of Contracting Date: 30.11.2005 
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Phare CBC Programmes AT- CZ, 2006 implementation status 

Financing Memoranda/Commission Decisions Covered 

Number of FM title Contracting 
Deadline 

Disbursement 
Deadline 

CZ 2001/01.11 2001 CBC Programme between 
the Czech Republic and Austria 

30/09/2003 30/09/2003 

CZ 2008/000-583 for 
02.11.01 and 02.11.02 

2002 CBC CZ – AT 31/10/2004 
Add 1 – 31/05/2005 

31/10/2005 
Add 1 – 28/02/2006 

For 02.11.03 – dtto – Add 1 – 31/05/2005 Add 1 – 31/05/2006 

Projects covered 

Number  Title PF Revisions Current state of acti-
vities: finished/under 
implementation 

CZ 0211.03 Joint Small Projects Fund  Finished 

CZ 0379.01 Grant Scheme for Sustainable Development 
and Environmental Protection 

REV 1 – 07/02/2005 Finished 

CZ 0379.02 Grant Scheme for Development of Cross-
border Networks and Human Resources 

REV 1 – 07/02/2005 Finished 

CZ 0379.03 Joint Small Projects Fund  Finished 

The CBC Programme included priorities for several chapters of the NPAA (transport, 

environment, economic and social cohesion) and had relevance to the Internal Market chapter 

by helping the integration of the extensive border regions of the Czech Republic into the internal 

market. 

The Phare CBC programme objectives, as defined in EC Regulation 2760/98, were to promote 

cooperation of border regions in countries in central and eastern Europe with adjacent regions 

in a neighbouring country and thus to help the border regions to overcome the specific 

development problems which could arise, from their position within the national economies, in 

the interest of the local population and in a manner compatible with the protection of the 

environment; and to promote the creation and the development of cooperation networks on 

either side of the border, and the establishment of links between these networks and wider 

Community networks.  

Phare CBC helped to improve the adverse living conditions of the inhabitants of the border area 

due to their peripheral nature, a disadvantaged economic structure causing the increased 

unemployment rate, low-quality technical and transport infrastructure, and worse accessibility of 

health-care, social, educational and cultural facilities.  

Since 2000 the focus on preparation for the implementation of the Community Initiative Interreg 

IIIA has been strengthened (on the basis of the new Interreg directive of April 2000 and EC 

Regulation 2760/98, which enabled gradual application of Interreg procedures in the Czech 

Republic). The key step in preparation for Interreg was the elaboration and adoption of Joint 
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Programming Document for Phare CBC and Interreg IIIA for the period of 2000-2006. JPD was 

based on joint strategies and goals of development, aiming to create common integrated socio-

economic space. 

Implementation status of the programmes 

CBC Programme 2001 had been successfully finished and financially closed by 30 November 

2005.  

Projects within CBC 2002 Programmes had been already finished and closed by the end of 

2006. 

CBC Programme CZ 0379 contained grant schemes (Grant Scheme for Sustainable 

Development and Environmental Protection, Grant Scheme for Development of Cross-border 

Networks and Human Resources) and JSPF. JSPF and both grant schemes were implemented 

successfully. Projects related to them have been finished by end of 2006. 
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4. ADMINISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT 

4.1 Steps taken by to ensure the quality and effectiveness of 
implementation  

In this chapter the steps taken by the Programme Managing bodies to ensure effectiveness in 

delivery and to raise the impact of the programme activities on the programmes clientel are 

described. 

It reports the major problems encountered, the main activities conducted by the MA, the 

Programme Secretariat, the IBs and the MC. 

In general the management and steering of the Programme was a shared responsibility of: 

 the Managing Authority (MA) and National Authority on the Czech side (NA) 

 the Paying Authority (PA) and Sub-PA, 

 the Monitoring Committee (MC) and Steering Committee (SC) 

 the Intermediate Bodies (IBs) and the 

 Joint Technical Secretariat (JTS)  

These bodies have worked together to steer and manage the programme and were therefore 

responsible for the quality and effectiveness of implementation. 

4.1.1. Report on the activities of the Managing Authority and National Authority 

The Managing Authority (MA) within the meaning of Art. 9 lit. n and Art. 34 of Council Regulation 

No. 1260/1999 was given to the Austrian Federal Chancellery, Division IV/4 (Bundeskanzleramt 

der Republik Österreich, Abteilung IV/4). In order to fulfil the responsibilities of the Member 

State in the Czech Republic according to Art. 38 of Council regulation No. 1260/1999 and Art. 2 

of Commission Regulation No. 438/2001 the MA was assisted by the National Authority in the 

Czech Republic, the Ministry for Regional Devlopment – MRD.  

The location of the MA in Austria has proved to be efficient as the whole programme benefited 

of the experience and skills developed in the Austrian public administration sector. The Federal 

Chancellery was in the period 2000-2006 Managing Authority for three other cross-border-

programmes. Synergy effects could be used but also the effect of mutual learning was a benefit. 

Overall a tendency to operate according to a non-hierarchical approach (state government and 

regions) emerged which fitted appropriately with the programms’ management structure. 

With regard to the steps taken to ensure the quality and effectiveness of implementation the MA 

was in charge of setting up, running and adaption of the monitoring system (together with the 

PA). The MA took initative to amend Programme Documents (CIP, CP), it submitted the annual 

implementation reports to the EC. Furthermore the MA organised the evaluation (mid-term, up-

date and ongoing evaluation) and sent the reports in time to the EC. It had been in charge for 
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the communication regarding Art 5 and the day to day coordination between all programme 

bodies (including Financial Control Group).  

Regular meetings were usually held every two weeks between the Managing Authority and JTS 

to discuss ongoing issues. 

In addition to this the MA initiated workshops, some of them in cooperation with INTERACT, for 

the programme’s stakeholders such as workshops on strategic project development, cross-

border project development or financial control. 

4.1.2. Paying Authority (PA) 

The Federal Chancellery, Dept. IV/4, has been designated, pursuant to Art. 9, item o) of Council 

Regulation (EC) No 1260/99, to handle the financial aspects of the Programme INTERREG IIIA 

Austria-Czech Republic and to perform the tasks defined in Art. 32 of Council Regulation (EC) 

No. 1260/99 and is entitled to outsource these tasks to an external institution.  

The PA performed all tasks defined in Art. 32 of Council Regulation (EC) No. 1260/99, in 

particular making payments to final beneficiaries, submitting applications for payment and 

recording incoming and outgoing amounts. In this respect, the PA cooperated closely with the 

IBs. A separate account for the Programme was established with the PA. All Structural Funds 

resources were received at this account. Interest income, if any, were exclusively allocated to 

this account and, thus, to the Programme as required by the last sentence of Art. 32 (2). 

Appropriate organisational measures were to ensure efficient financial management so that the 

arising needs for financing could be covered by the advance payments of Structural Funds 

resources and a forfeiture of Structural Funds financing was prevented. 

The PA submitted the forecasts of applications for payment for the current year and the forecast 

for the following year according to Art. 32/7 Council Regulation (EC) No 1260/1999 to the 

Commission. 

Recommendations of the Financial Control according to Art. 10 of Commission Regulation No. 

438/2001 were discussed with relevant programme partners and were implemented with the 

respective body – e.g. during a revision of a project ERDF payments were suspended. 

4.1.3. Report on the activities of the Joint Monitoring Committee 

In accordance with the rules of procedure of the INTERREG IIIA Austria – Czech Republic 

Monitoring Committee for the Implementation of the INTERREG IIIA Programme Austria – 

Czech Republic 2000-2006 a Joint Monitoring Committee (JMC) was established for the 

implementation of the Community Initiative Programme INTERREG IIIA Austria – Czech 

Republic 2000-2006. In line with point 39 of the INTERREG guidelines, the JMC for the CIP as 
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described in point 28 has formed a single committee, which has performed the tasks as 

described in Article 35 (3) Council Regulation 1260/99.  

The main steps taken by the MC to ensure the quality and effectiveness of the programme : 

 proposal and decision on revisions of the JPD/CIP and the Programme Complement (PC), 

including changes of financial tables of the CIP and PC.  

 examination and approval of project selection / approval procedures as well as selection and 

priority criteria and project categories  

 revision of project results as an integrated part of the programming process.  

 discussion of the main findings and recommendations of the mid-term and on-going 

evaluation; 

Table 13 

Meetings of the JMC and the JSC by date and locality from 2001 until 2008 

Programme 
year 

JMC Total 
JMC 

JSC Total 
JSC 

Total JMC 
& JSC 

2001 26th of September in Linz / 
Austria 

1 27th of September in Linz/Austria, 

6th of December in Mistelbach / Austria 

2 3 

2002 10th of April in Třebíč / 
Czech Republic, 

25th of November in 
Drosendorf / Austria 

2 11th of April in Třebíč/Czech Republic,  

11th of July in Freistadt / Austria, 

4th of October in Brno / Czech Republic,  

26th of November in Drosendorf / Austria 

4 6 

2003 30th of September in 
Vienna 

1 17th June in Vienna / Austria ,  

2nd September in Brno/Czech Republic,  

9th December in Linz/Austria 

3 4 

2004 4th February in St. Pölten / 
Austria 

and 14th June in Břeclav / 
Czech Republic 

2 15th June in Břeclav/Czech Republic,   

7th September Brno/Czech Republic   

and 13th December in Vienna 

3 5 

2005 16th June in Linz / Austria 1 2nd – 3rd May in Cesky Krumlov/Czech 
Republic  

and 4th – 5th October in Retz/Austria 

2 3 

2006 17th October in Vienna 1 30th January – Linz / Austria,  

8th June – Mikulov / Czech Republix,  

21st November – Linz / Austria 

3 4 

2007 - - - - - 

2008 - - - - - 

Total  8  17 25 

Furthermore some of the decisions have been taken in written procedures. 
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4.1.4.  Report on the activities of the Joint Steering Committee 

In accordance with the rules of procedure of the INTERREG IIIA AUSTRIA – Czech Republic 

Steering Committee for the Implementation of the INTERREG IIIA Programme Austria – Czech 

Republic 2000-2006 a single INTERREG IIIA Austria – Czech Republic Joint Steering 

Committee (JSC) was set up as a body responsible for the joint selection of all INTERREG IIIA 

projects and co-ordinated monitoring of the projects’ implementation within the scope of the 

Programme. With the following tasks the JSC ensured the quality and effectiveness of the 

programme (tasks in compliance with points 29 and 38 of the INTERREG guidelines and with 

Chapter 9 of the CIP):  

 discussion and approval of projects applying the project selection criteria and the scoring 

system as defined in the Programme Complement and as approved by the JMC; 

 regular reports on projects approved with conditions and on necessary amendments;  

 strategic project development: a  workshop was organised to discuss helpers and hinderers 

in (strategic) project development; 

 on-going evaluation: discussion of results and recommendations. 

According to Chapter 10 of the CIP and pursuant to Annex II Art. 8 of the INTERREG-

Guidelines a JRC (Joint Regional Steering Committee) for Phare CBC for small-scale projects in 

the framework of the disposition funds (DF) was established as a sub-committee of the JSC. 

JRC was responsible for the confirmation of cross border impact, as well as compliance with 

content of JPD for people-to-people projects and SIPs (Small Infrastructure Projects) applying 

for funding from Phare higher than 15.000,- EUR. Projects below 15.000,- EUR were 

recommended by two Regional Steering Committees (Upperaustria/Southbohemia, 

Loweraustria, Vienna/Southmoravia). The sub-committee of the JSC regularly reported on its 

activities to the JSC.  

4.1.5. Intermediate Bodies (IBs) 

In the meaning of Art. 2 of Commission Regulation 438/2001 the Intermediate Bodies were 

responsible for the operative managemet of the programme at the project level. In this respect 

the IBs contibuted to the quality and effectiveness of the programme in particular with the 

following tasks: 

 advising potential applicants for funding with regard to the programme objectives and the 

terms and conditions attached to INTERREG assistance; 

 IBs registered all project applications into the Central Monitoring System (CMS) 

 pre-assessment of project applications according to the criteria defined in PC 

 concluding subsidy contracts relating to ERDF funds on the basis of the decisions by the 

JSC; 
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 auditing the project financial statements and reports that must have been submitted by the 

final beneficiaries of the assistance as well as confirming the correctness of the financial 

statements in terms of content and compliance with accounting regulations 

 Reporting to the Central Monitoring System 

 public relations work on a regional level. 

More information on the responsibilites of the IBs due to Art. 4 controls (FLC) is described in 

chapter 4.2. 

4.1.6. Joint Technical Secretariat (JTS) 

The JTS was contracted and supervised by the Managing Authority. From 2004 the Czech part 

of the the JTS was contracted and supervised by the National Authority of the Czech Republic. 

The purpose of the Secretariat was to act as a facilitator, organiser and ‘mentor’ for the 

programme. 

The JTS and its responsibility for day-to-day management of the programme was outsourced by 

the MA to ÖIR-Managementdienste GmbH, since 2008 metis Gmbh. Since 2004 the JTS Team 

in Vienna was completed by a JTS member in Brno to support the Czech programme bodies 

and beneficiaries locally. 

In accordance with the tasks described in the CIP and the Internal Manual for the Technical 

Secretariat INTERREG IIIA the JTS covered the following tasks: 

 secretariat to the Joint Monitoring and Joint Steering Committees: preparation of the 

meetings in close co-operation with the programme management bodies (MA/NA, PA/Sub-

PA) and IBs, preparation of decision making process in JSC, generation of project sheets 

as a basis for the decisions in the JSC, compilation of data on request (e.g. check of 

indicators); drafting the Annual Implementation Reports; management of translation 

services (many documents were provided in both languages); 

 organisation of bilateral task-forces, workshops and other events: e.g. information meeting 

for the priority “human resources” in 2002, numerous meetings of bilateral Task Forces 

within Managing Transition process, cross-programme seminars on specific questions 

(more information see below), workshops and task forces in preparation of the new 

programme 2007-2013  

 support of the MA/NA in drafting the revised programme documents (CIP, Programme 

Complement, and Art. V communication) and support in implementing the communication 

activities: folders, broschures, etc. (for more details see chapter 4.4.) 

 operating and up-dating of the web-site: www.at-cz.net 

 supporting efficient project management: drafting common standards and principles of 

cooperation (e.g. standardised formats like application form),  

 supporting external experts, e.g. mid-term /on-going and ex-post Evaluators; 
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 organisational support to the Financial Control Group 

 internal project management: quality control, communication and coordination: e.g. co-

ordination and co-operation with partners in the Ministry of Regional Development and the 

Centre for Regional Development as well with the Regional Representatives of Vysočina, 

Southern Bohemia and Moravia who were in charge of programming for Phare CBC 2002 

and 2003 and implemented the JSPF 2001); 

A main part of the TS-workload was covered by preparing and accompanying the Managing 

Transition process: in 2003 five Task Force meetings and one workshop were held with the 

Czech programme partners, two cross-programme seminars were organised.  

In order to find a common understanding of tasks and division of labour of the enlarged JTS and 

to discuss the inclusion of new team members into the JTS the MA invited programme 

stakeholders (NA and TS) to a working meeting that was held in Vienna on 24th March 2004. 

The cooperation between the Austrian and the Czech JTS team members were gradually 

improved over the years. From accession onwards the cooperation was tightened and the 

Czech member was fully integrated into the JTS-team. In the course of the Programme many 

meetings of the JTS XL were held in Vienna, among others the following items were on the 

agenda: common standards, principles of communication and cooperation, programme PR 

activities, organisation of work flows and project life cycle, possible role of JTS in future period 

2007-2013 (lessons learned); project documentation on programme web-site. 

With the support of the INTERACT programme (IP Managing Transition) several cross-

programme seminars were organised, eg seminar on Lead-Partner in 2005, seminar on 

indicators in 2006, programme on closure exercise in 2007 and finally the event “CBC so-far” in 

2008 (some more information see chapter 4.4.). 

Due to the fact that the eligibility of the programme ended on 31.12.2008 the JTS had been 

closed by the end of 2008. 

 

4.2 Programme Information and Control System 

4.2.1. Description of the Accounting and Information System    

On behalf of the MA a Central Monitoring System for the collection of data according to Art. 34, 

para 1, lit. a of Council Regulation No. 1260/99 was established at the – ERP Fund acting as 

operative PA. Ungargasse 37, A-1030 Wien. These functions were outsourced by the Federal 

Chancellery acting as PA in the framework of a contract for services and were performed by 

ERP-Fonds (gathering of data) and the TS (processing and evaluation of data). 

The technical framework as well as the structure and content of reporting to the Central 

Monitoring System (CMS) was agreed by the programme partners on the basis of given EU 
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standards. The MA and the IBs reported all data necessary to the CMS and confirmed the 

correctness of data. The data sent to the CMS was considered as official data. All data within 

the CMS were available via read access to the MA/NA, PA, JTS, IBs as well as to FCG 

members. Reports (e.g. on the commitment and payment situation) were sent to the MC and SC 

members. 

Regular reports for the n+2 status were programmed by the ERP-F and could thus be used by 

programme partners for continuous monitoring. 

4.2.2. Controls according to Art. 4 of Com. Reg. No. 438/2001 

In compliance with Art. 4 of Commission Regulation No. 438/2001 the IBs are responsible for all 

projects co-financed by ERDF funds under the INTERREG III A Programme Austria-Czech 

Republic. They secure compliance with the terms and conditions for assistance under the 

programme as well as the correctness of financial statements settled with regard to expenses 

eligible for assistance and assistance funds to be granted is continuously ensured both in 

factual and accounting terms and, if necessary, audited on site.   

With regard to the FLC the IBs were responsible for (other tasks of IB see chapter 4.1.5.):  

 advising potential applicants for funding with regard to the programme objectives and the 

terms and conditions attached to INTERREG assistance; 

 concluding subsidy contracts relating to ERDF funds on the basis of the decisions by the 

JSC 

 auditing the project financial statements and reports that must be submitted by the final 

beneficiaries of the assistance (with regard to their meeting the terms and conditions laid 

down in the subsidy contract and the evidence provided with regard to costs eligible for 

assistance and any other financing the project may have received) as well as confirming the 

correctness of the financial statements in terms of content and compliance with accounting 

regulations 

 prompting the disbursement of ERDF funds by the PA to the final beneficiaries as well as 

 demanding the repayment of ERDF funds if applicable.   

 Reporting to the Central Monitoring System 

In this context care has been taken to ensure the proper separation (and if applicable, also the 

organisational and functional separation) of the personnel conducting financial control from the 

project consulting activities and, in particular, from the project development in order to avoid 

conflicts of interests and to reduce the risk of irregularities.  

After examining a project’s implementation and the financial statements, the Austrian IB handed 

over to the PA the result of the control and a Certification of Expenditure (relating to all items 

mentioned in Article 9 Para. 2 lit. b of Commission Regulation (EC) No. 438/2001 (as 
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amended)) and a Payment Claim. On this basis the PA payed the ERDF funds to the account of 

the (Austrian) project owner. The project information provided in the (interim or final) financial 

statements as well as the payment executed by the PA was reported to the CMS.  

On the Czech side the 1st level control of the final beneficiaries´ applications for payments was 

executed by the IB Centre for Regional Development (CRD). The approved application for 

payment was forwarded to the MRD that carried out further checks and made payments to final 

beneficiaries. In accordance with changes of the methodology of financial flows and control, 

valid from January 1st 2006, the MRD made payments to final beneficiaries in advance from the 

national resources – the State budget. The MRD subsequently generated an aggregate 

payment application that was forwarded to the sub-PA. Based on that application the sub-PA 

made repayments to the MRD’s State budget.  

The payments were reported in the Czech monitoring system and transferred via data transfer 

into the CMS. 

On the basis of the reported data and a sub-Application for Payment and sub-Statement of 

Expenditure - which was sent in parallel to the data transfer - the PA reimbursed the ERDF to 

the Sub-PA.  

4.2.3. Controls according to Art. 10 and winding up   

A Financial Control Group (FCG) has been set up for the implementation of the Financial 

Control according to chapter IV and Winding Up of the Community Initiative Programme 

”INTERREG IIIA Austria – Czech Republic" according to chapter V of Regulation (EC) 

438/2001. The rules of procedure have been adopted by a decision of the delegations of both 

participating states on 19th May 2005. The FCG met at least once every year in order to discuss 

important findings and the drafts of the common annual reports before sending to the 

Commission. 

The FCG consists of a limited number of representatives from national authorities of the two 

Member States of the INTERREG IIIA Austria – Czech Republic programme. These national 

authorities are responsible according to their national regulatory requirements for 

a. Financial Control according to Chapter IV of reg. 438/2001 and those for 

b. issuing final declarations according to Chapter V of reg. 438/2001. 

The audits required pursuant to Chapter IV of Regulation (EC) 438/2001 have been conducted 

on the Austrian and the Czech side according to the annual audit plan of the respective years. 

Reports on the single audits were made and executive summaries have been sent to the 

European Commission.  
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In Austria some weaknesses were detected and reported. The necessary follow-ups and 

improvements within the Monitoring/Management and Control System which had been 

ascertained in previous years were carried out by the responsible Intermediate Bodies in close 

cooperation with the Managing Authority and Paying Authority.  

On the Czech side, the auditing process showed that the management and control systems 

were set according to the requirements of respective EC Regulations and in compliance with 

recommendations of the European Commission.  

Details to the weaknesses and the problems detected are described in chapter 4.3. 

  

4.3 Summary of significant problems  

Weakness within the FLC system at IB Vienna 

During the audits required pursuant to Chapter IV of Regulation (EC) 438/2001 which were 

conducted on the Austrian side according to the annual audit plan of 2006 some weaknesses 

were detected. 

Since the implementation of follow-up measures was lagging behind at this IB (in 2004 the Art. 

10 body reported that the Article 4 control activities were documented insufficiently), the 

Managing Authority and Paying Authority temporarily blocked all ERDF payments within the 

responsibility of this body in 2006. The concerned IB Vienna committed itself to send all Article 4 

reports to the MA/PA. Only on the basis of the approbation of the MA/PA that an adequate audit 

trail and documentation of the Article 4 controls was reported, the unblocking was done – on 

project level. With this temporarily stoppage of payments the financial implementation of the 

programme was lagging behind. By the end of 2006 the majority of projects were unblocked. 

The checks performed by the Managing Authority and Paying Authority were finalised by 

December 2007and ensuing all projects were unblocked. During this validation process 

irregularities were detected and some projects were cancelled. The ERDF money was 

reimbursed to the programme immediately.  

In 2008 the Art. 10 body repeated its audit and had no further comments to the control system 

of the respective IB Vienna. 

Set up of FLC systems took more time and efforts than expected 

It should be noticed that the set up of FLC systems took more time and efforts than expected. 

It took considerable time and efforts until the FLC systems in Austria and Czech Republic were 

installed properly: it was difficult to foresee systems that met both the national requirements of 

the single MS and the respective EU-regulations without clear provisions or guidance provided 

by the EC.  
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Especially at the end of each year the FLC bodies as well as the Sub-PA and PA were 

confronted with some lack of capacities: due to the fact that a number of projects submitted the 

progress and financial reports later in a year than expected (due to fulfilment of conditions or 

unforeseen events the implementation was lagging sometimes behind the plan), the FLC bodies 

had to check many reports especially at the end of the years.  

Based on the analysis several actions were taken in order to avoid any de-commitment, 

especially: 

 the programme bodies IBs, MA and JTS intensified assistance and guidance for approved 

projects (monitoring of project implementation, seminars on technical aspects of project 

implementation); 

 possibility of extraordinary reporting of expenditure was offered to the projects, i.e. to report 

costs additionally to the agreed reporting deadlines; 

 awareness-raising was done in the sense of making the project participants aware of the 

importance to report costs according to the approved budget plans and projects were closely 

monitored on that aspect by IBs;  

 intensified efforts were made to establish a well-functioning FLC system. 

Although considerable efforts were made by the programme bodies to avoid the de-commitment 

of funds the “n+2” rule led to a loss of ERDF-funds in 2004, 2006 and 2007 (more information 

see chapter 3.1.).   

 

4.4 Information and publicity activities undertaken (TA 2) 

A variety of information and publicity activities have been undertaken during the reporting 

period. Print media, websites and information events have successfully provided information to 

target groups as well as the interested public.  

Based on the communication plan in the Programme Complement the following activities were 

carried out:  

4.4.1. Activities of the MA/NA/TS 

Common brochure: the programme partners agreed already in 

October 2003 to produce a bilingual brochure at the occasion of the 

Czech Republic’s accession to the EC highlighting the successful 

cooperation under Interreg and Phare CBC so far. The brochure was 

published in May 2004 and 12.000 pieces were printed and 

distributed among programme partners and the wider public (only 
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500 pieces are still available at the JTS). The brochure can be downloaded from the programme 

website www.at-cz.net. 

 

Folder (2001, 2002) and folder for 

pupils (2007): JTS elaborated the 

concept and layout of a folder informing 

of the start of all four external border 

programmes (AT-CZ, AT-HU, AT-SK 

and AT-SI). 10.000 pieces of this folder 

were printed in November 2001 and 

were distributed to all responsible 

institutions at state and federal state 

level. A second edition of the 

programme foler was produced in 2002 

(3,500 pieces). 14.700 pieces of a bilingual INTERREG folder targeted to pupils aged 14 to 19 

years old and teachers were printed in April 2007. The folders were distributed to all 

communities, schools, beneficiaries and other partners in the programme area before the 

summer break 2007. An electronic version can be downloaded from the programme webpage 

www.at-cz.net. 

Project documentation and documentation of project results: In 2003 based on the 

information on committed projects in the CMS the JTS started to set up a project documentation 

comprising all relevant information which was used for different purposes (project description on 

the programme website, requests from institutions or organisations surveying INTERREG 

Programmes, information for politicians, etc.). This documentation was regularly up-dated. At 

the end of 2006 more than 90 projects were described. All projects of the already closed priority 

“Special support for Border Regions” were up-dated and can be downloaded from the 

programme website. Based on the already established project documentation the JTS started in 

autumn 2007 to complete it by adding results and outputs of nearly finalised projects. Project 

owners were asked to provide additional information (such as reports, studies, photos, websites 

etc.). The results were published on the programme website under projects/“Success Stories” 

(overview of projects by priorities and measures) and were regularly up-dated in 2008. For each 

project additionally a documentary archive (*.zip) were created so that project results can be 

downloaded.  
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Programme website www.at-cz.net: the website 

was on-line since February 2002 (closed in November 

2009) in German, Czech and English. Continuous up-

date of the website was done by the JTS where 

monthly web reports were available. Apart from the 

continuous up-date the JTS adapted the common 

website due to the accession of the Czech Republic in 

two ways: the graphic user interface and the 

Backoffice were adapted and made more user-friendly 

and the content was revised according to the revision of the programme documents. These 

modifications in Czech, English and German language were carried out in close cooperation 

with the Czech partners. Information on the SEA consultation process for the Objective 3 

programme “Cross-border Territorial Co-operation Austria – Czech Repulbic” was published on 

the INTERREG IIIA flash of the website. A common introductory page to both the INTERREG 

IIIA programme 2000-2006 as well as to the Objective 3 Territorial Cooperation Programme 

2007-2013 was installed.  

The Backoffice area under www.at-cz/Service/intern: from December 2002 until 

November 2009 the MA/JTS offered all Committee members an information repository which 

can be accessed through the programme website. Basically, it consists of a personal calendar 

and a file manager which contains all necessary internal programme information such as 

invitations to meetings and documents in a download section. A detailed user manual was 

elaborated and disseminated to all potential users. The Backoffice area has been widely used 

by programme partners and has also been regularly up-dated.  

Information events: in the framework of INTERACT, the JTS organized seven seminars with 

overall 593 participants – some of these seminars were organised in close cooperation with 

INTERACT. In detail the JTS held a seminar on indicators and selection criteria with 80 

participants, a seminar on labour market and qualification with 140 participants, a seminar on 

the Lead Partner Principle with 57 participants, a seminar on programme management in the 

framework of Managing Transition INTERREG IIIA with 84 participants, a seminar on financial 

control and project cycle management in the framework of Managing Transition INTERREG IIIA 

with 93 participants, a seminar on closing the Interreg IIIA programmes 2000-2006 with 70 

participants and the seminar “CBC so far” on the use of project experience from INTERREG IIIA 

Programmes with 69 participants.  

In the framework of INTERACT, the JTS attended six seminars on INTERREG IIIA programme 

management, Communication plan and tools for cross-border programmes, the situation 

between the EU enlargement and the new programme periods, territorial cooperation project 

management, as well as territorial cooperation programmes 2007-2013. The JTS also 

participated in an INTERACT conference on European territorial cooperation programmes 2007-

2013 in Budapest. Furthermore in the framework of INTERACT the JTS participated in a study 
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on monitoring systems in EU25. The JTS organized an information day for the representatives 

of social partners and NGOs in the JMCs. Moreover, the JTS organized in total six 

presentations and discussions with delegations from other countries, e.g. Latvia and Finland. 

Within the framework of INTERACT, a staff exchange to five INTERREG IIIA programmes for 

learning about the application of the Lead Partner Principle was also organised.  

Activities of JTS (branch Brno): The JTS (branch Brno) published an article in the Czech 

Industry journal, organized a travelling exhibition in the cross border region, and co-organized 

the INTERREG IIIA conference in Jihlava. It provided up-dated information on the programme 

website. 

Activities organised by the Ministry for Regional Development (NA): the NA organized 

15 seminars and provided regularly up-dated information on websites: www.mmr.cz and 

www.strukturalni-fondy.cz. It produced a cross-border programme information brochure, a 

booklet, and a leaflet. The Ministry for Regional Development advertised in central and regional 

newspapers, published in MRD periodical “EU funds”, and published articles in textbooks. It has 

also produced promotion articles (as calenders, flash discs, notepads, ballpens, T-shirts, bags, 

etc.). 

4.4.2. Activities of the Intermediate Bodies 

The IB Lower Austria provided information on INTERREG IIIA via internet: 

www.noel.gv.at/service/ru/ru2/strukturinterreg. The website has had a new address 

(www.noe.gv.at) - since 2007. A guide for submission of projects was elaborated and published 

(printed version and the information was available on the web-site).  A variety of description of 

projects, reports on seminars related to Interreg and articles were published in journals, for 

example in the journal “Raum&Ordnung”. Two newsletters were published each year from 2002 

until 2007. Information events were also organized including five events in the framework of a 

"road show" to present the programme "Objective European Territorial Cooperation 2007-2013" 

in the five main regions of Lower Austria and an event in the framework of the Euregio-forum in 

Poysdorf. A DVD on the successful implementation of the programme was produced and 

distributed among the interested public. Furthermore, a Video “Regionen im Aufwind“ (Regions 

starting up: glimpses of the European Regional Policy in Lower Austria) was produced including 

special editions for the different regions of Lower Austria. The IB also published two brochures 

including DVDs. 

The IB Vienna held two information days and two information seminars for potential applicants, 

as well as a workshop for project owner of already approved projects. A second call for projects 

under the Viennese Kleinprojektefond (Small Project Fund) was published. Information was 

provided on the website: www.magwien.gv.at/meu since 2002. Since 2007, the IB has used a 

new website: www.wien.gv.at/wirtschaft/eu-strategie/. The signing ceremony of the key umbrella 

project BAER - Building a European Region was attended by politicians from seven cities and 
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seven regions; the subsequent kick-off conference took place in Kittsee and was accompanied 

by press.releases.  

Activities of the IB Upper Austria comprised: on behalf of the Land Upper Austria the 

Euregio Bayrischer Wald – Böhmerwald – Sumava continued to publish its web based 

newsletter service – the EUREGIO Messenger at http://www.euregio.at. The Messenger 

informed periodically about activities of the EUREGIO Regionalmanagement Mühlviertel and 

provided detailed information about the implementation of the Interreg IIIA programme Austria – 

Czech Republic. The IB published a brochure called “aufgeräumt – eu-regionalpolitik in 

oberösterreich" that can be ordered online through http://www.land-oberoesterreich.gv.at/cps/ 

rde/xchg//ooe/hs.xsl/31111_DEU_HTML.htm.  

The main activities of the Czech partners: up-dated information was published on websites of 

the IB South Moravia, South Bohemia, and Vysocina: http://www.rrajm.cz; 

http://www.rera.cz; http://www.rda-vysocina.cz. Also, the websites of regional administrations 

were regularly up-dated with information: http://www.kr-jihomoravsky.cz; http://www.kr-

vysocina.cz; http://www.kraj-jihocesky.cz. The IBs held 17 workshops, five seminars, four 

conferences, and organized the event “Partnership Change”. Two leaflets, information 

brochures, press releases, a radio report and a TV documentation were published. The IBs 

produced promotion materials as notepads and ballpens, as well as souvenir items for the event 

“Partnership Change” such as T-shirts, data sticks, cups, T-shirts and paper bags with printed 

logos (EU logo, webpage).  

The IBs were also active in the INTERACT project IQ-train where they could exchange 

knowledge and experiences with neighbouring regions and present their own good practice. 

 

4.5 Evaluation on the programme  

According to the regulations the INTERREG IIIA Programme Austria-Czech Republic has been 

subdued to three evaluation exercises, all implemented by experts independent from the 

programme partners: 

 Ex-ante Evaluation (EaE); 

 mid-term Evaluation (MTE); 

 up-date of the mid-term Evaluation (update) 

In addition to these evaluations the evaluators of MTE were asked and contracted to support 

the programme bodies with some more detailed analysis within the so called “on-going” 

evaluation. 
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4.5.1. The main evaluations on the programme 

Ex-ante evaluation 

The ex-ante evaluation was conducted in close cooperation with the programming process and 

comprises of internal activities by the working groups that created the programme as well as 

external activities carried out by consultants not involved in the programming process. It was 

carried out by ÖAR-Regionalberatung. 

As a result of this close interlinking of programming and ex-ante evaluation, comments and 

recommendations by the evaluators were discussed in the Bilateral Workshops or with the 

experts involved, and its outcome was incorporated in the programming work in an on-going 

manner. Thus every new version of the Joint Programming Document (JPD) already contained 

the results of the foregone evaluation loop. Altogether the ex-ante evaluation has provided a 

valuable learning cycle for all partners involved, and led to notable improvements of the overall 

quality and coherence of the JPD.  

Mid-term evaluation  

Due to the involvement of Austria in four Interreg IIIA programmes on the external borders of the 

EU one single firm - ÖAR-Regionalberatung GmbH - was contracted by the MA in 2003 to 

prepare the mid-term and on-going evaluation for the Interreg IIIA programmes Austria with the 

Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary and Slovenia. Especially the on-going evaluation made use 

of synergy effects by covering cross-programme aspects. 

A cross-programme Steering Group Evaluation was set up consisting of the main programme 

partners of all five countries concerned (MA, PA, JTS, intermediate bodies, programme partners 

from the Czech and Slovak Republic, Hungary, Slovenia and Austria). 

The Group met twice in 2003:  

 a kick-off meeting was held on 30th June to present the mid-term evaluation team and the 

proposed methodology and to agree on a work plan for the mid-term evaluation.  

 A second meeting was held on 25th November to discuss the main findings2 and 

recommendations of the mid-term evaluation. 

The mid-term evaluation report Interreg IIIA Austria – Czech Republic was sent to the 

Commission on 22nd December 2003. The Commission confirmed completeness of the report in 

its letter dated 17.2.2005.   

 

                                                      
2 See Annex 7 for a summary of the mid-term evaluation 
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Main results of MTE3  

Recommendation of evaluators Implementation  

More transparency within 

project selection  

The project selection process was discussed and 

harmonised in the following way: In the pre-evaluation 

phase the compliance with formal criteria was checked. The 

Intermediate Bodies (IBs) examined the applications 

according to administrative criteria and eligibility criteria.The 

IBs evaluate the project also according to (a) core selection 

criteria, which is based on a standardised survey of the 

cross-border quality in the projects´ development, and 

implementation and (b) a survey and typology of the projects 

expected impacts on functionally integrated regional 

development. After completing the examination a summary 

assessment of these criteria was drawn up and reported by 

the respective IB to the Central Monitoring System (CMS). 

All projects with complete application form were reported in 

the CMS with status level 1 (first entry in CMS – obligatory) 

with defined minimum requirements. 

Shorten procedures for 

approval and contracting and 

project implementation   

The programme bodies intensified a regular contact with  

beneficiaries. Furthermore seminars and workshop were 

held to inform beneficiaries about necessary steps and 

requirements during implementation (e.g. reporting; FLC 

standards). Further to workshops individual consultation was 

offered by the IBs. 

Ensure transparency and wide 

publicity 

Information on selected projects and on projects results 

were communicated via different media (detailed information 

see chapter 4.4.)  

Improvements within the 

indicator system 

The use of the cooperation indicator was discussed and 

made more transparent by using joint standards for 

classifying and selecting projects; common terms for “joint”, 

“mirror” and “other projects” were defined and included in 

the Programme Complement – Chapter 3 (definition of the 

common terms see chapter 2.2. in this report)  

Integrate social partners in the 

operation of the programme 

Actually social partners were members of the JMC 

(representatives of the Chambers of Commerce from CZ 

and AT). 

                                                      
3 Detailed information on the recommendation and the implementation is given in the up-date MTE report (there chapter 

3)  
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committees The JTS offered these representatives (regular) information 

but in the end it had to be noticed that the representatives 

could not participate regularly in all the meetings. 

 

Up-date of the Mid-term evaluation 

According to Working Paper 9 of the European Commission the up-date of MTE addressed the 

following issues: 

 review of implementation of recommendations of MTE 

 analysis of outputs and results  

 analysis of impacts and likely achievement of objectives 

 conclusions on efficiency, effectiveness and impact 

It should be noticed that at the time the up-date MTE report was drafted most programme funds 

were already allocated to approved projects. Regarding project development and selection 

there was therefore little room for manoeuvre left. 

When the five co-operation indicators were analysed in more detail it was identified that joint 

financing was still the least frequent indicator (24%), even though it increased substantially 

since the mid-term evaluation (8.5%). The percentage of projects with joint implementation 

increased (from 77% to 80%), however the percentages of the other three indicators (joint 

application, joint planning, joint use) ranged from about 69% to about 82%. 

It turned out that still a high percentage of projects fulfilled the criteria of being marked as “AA” 

project (at least two out of five stages of cooperation and at least two impact indicators fulfilled) 

– see table 9 – chapter 2.3. in this report. 

With regard to the recommendation to analyse weaknesses of information flows and to agree on 

early cross-border exchanges of project information it can be reported that the IBs fostered 

bilateral informal exchanges. In these meetings they exchanged their views on the quality of 

project applications and they informed about project implementation. 

With regard to the recommendation to use irritations in programme implementation as a joint 

learning opportunity the partners discussed differences and identified advantages and 

disadvantages (to remain/to be changed) for the next period.  

The contact with project holders was intensified and they were assisted in case of interrupted 

partnerships and in identifying suitable replacements.  

The up-date of the mid-term evaluation report Interreg IIIA Austria – Czech Republic was 

finalised in due time and sent to the Commission on 22nd December 2005. The EC confirmed its 
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completeness in its letter of February 17th 20064.  

On-going evaluation  

In the framework of the on-going evaluation a research on the intensity and quality of cross-

border cooperation on project level were conducted in the first half of 2004. Interviews with 

Austrian and Czech project partners were performed. The findings and conclusions were 

presented and discussed in bilateral meetings.  

In the on-going evaluation the validity of the cooperation indicators in selected projects was 

addressed in case studies. This revealed that most of these indicators indicated in the 

application are really accomplished in practice. 

The evaluators concluded the on-going evaluation by organising so called “learning platforms”: 

One took place in Vienna and addressed the Austrian programme stakeholders; a second 

addressed the Czech programme stakeholders. Finally on January 31st 2006 in Linz all partners 

discussed the results and drew a common picuture. The workshops aimed at 

 a structured reflection of programme authorities at the end of the evaluation process, at the 

interface of current and new programmes.  

 a clarification of concerns/interests of programme partners and discussion of 

recommendations contained in the Up-dates of Mid-Term Evaluations. 

 an identification of main experience, which should be taken into account in the preparation of 

the new programmes and discussion of new requirements which are contained in the 

Commission proposals for the new Programme Territorial Co-operation (cross-border 

strand).  

 

                                                      
4 The conclusions on efficiency, effectiveness and impact as well as the recommendations of the up-date MTE report 

see Annex 8. 
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5. STATEMENT BY THE MANAGING AUTHORITY: MEASURES 
TAKEN TO ENSURE COHERENCE BETWEEN COMMUNITY 
POLICIES AND OVERALL COORDINATION 

It can be stated that the Managing Authority took the necessary measures pursuant to Art. 

37(2)e) of Council Regulation (EC) No. 1260/1999 to ensure coherence with the community 

policies pursuant to Art. 12 of Council Regulation (EC) No.1260/1999 and to ensure 

coordination with the overall Structural funds policy of the Commission pursuant to Art. 19(2) 

para 2 of Council Regulation (EC) No.1260/1999. 

In the course of pre-assessing project applications the responsible authorities verified whether 

the project had applied for additional subsidies or whether such grants had already been given. 

Thereby it was secured that projects did not get double-financing and thus did not receive 

support from other funds (such as the EAGGF). 

The MA took where applicable and within the scope of the Memorandum of Understanding 

appropriate measures within the framework of the assistance to ensure conformity with 

community policies (e.g. minimum requirements for subsidy contracts, rules for procedures for 

MC and SC). 

According to the programme and the programme complement a project should not be funded if 

the EU policies, including the rules on competition, on the award of public contracts, on 

environmental protection and improvement and on the elimination of inequalities and the 

promotion of equality between men and women, were not respected. 

Concerns of environmental protection, the promotion of equality between men and women, 

compatibility with the common rural policy, in particular with Art. 37, par. 2 of Council Regulation 

(EC) No. 1260/1999 and the contribution to the realisation of the European Employment 

Strategy were obeyed insofar as institutions/bodies/persons representing these concerns were 

represented in the programme committees. Project proposals were discussed by these 

committees during selection. 

In the project application among others, the contribution of the project to sustainable 

development and to equal opportunities had to be indicated. 

During the project evaluation process the above-mentioned aspects were carefully checked to 

ensure that projects not coherent or in contrast with the relevant regulations on the EU and 

national level were not selected. 

In the ERDF contracts beneficiaries obliged themselves to comply with the European Union’s 

and national legislation, especially structural funds regulation, competition and public 

procurement law.  

At the occasion of seminars bilateral contacts IBs, JTS and MA informed the project participants 

about legal provisions and programme rules that shall be observed by them. 
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During the project implementation phases the compliance of a project with relevant national and 

EU-regulations was checked by the first level control bodies (control according to Art. 4). In the 

course of the second level control (controls according to Art. 10) this aspect and the work 

performed by the first level control bodies were checked as well. 

The Managing Authority monitored the developments in EU competition and procurement law 

and also used the Interact-platform for an exchange of experiences and best practises with 

regard to these issues with other programmes and the EC. In this way, it was ensured that 

appropriate information was provided to the responsible programme bodies and actors in the 

member states as well as the project participant. 

The areas defined by the nature protection instrument Natura 2000 were respected by the 

programme administration and therefore, no negative effects are expected of the programme 

measures.  

 

5.1 Coordination within Austria and Czech Republic 

In th Czech Republic, the National Authority took appropriate steps in order to ensure the 

coordination of all the community structural supports which were distributed to Czech 

beneficiaries. With regard to coherence with other Programmes, the National Authority 

participates in the Monitoring Committees of other Community Initiatives in the Czech Republic 

such as Equal and assures coordination with the Agriculture and Rural Development OP that 

contains a Leader+ type measure. The National Authority had also direct access for the Czech 

Joint Monitoring and Information System of all the relevant OP’s of the CSF. Thus the overall 

information about the possible project list of the different instruments was concentrated in “one 

hand”.  

As an Austrian internal discussion forum the Austrian Conference on Regional Planning 

(ÖROK) had installed a specific working group for authorities participating in the management of 

the EU programmes. The working group met regularly to discuss topics and requests of interest 

from a cross-programme perspective for the stakeholders of the EU-programmes in the Austrian 

administration. It developed its role as an important information network, coordination 

framework and decision-making body. In the working group all Managing Authorities of 

programmes for Objective regions and Community Initiative Programmes plus the co-funding 

ministries at national level were represented.  
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6. REPORTS ON THE ACTIVITIES 2008 

The following chapter describes the activities carried out in the year 2008. 

The activities primarily focused on the following areas of work which are: 

 on project level 

-  sound finalization of projects including the reporting into the monitoring system 

 on programme level: 

- financial implementation (including payments to final beneficiaries, preparation of 

closure exercise)  

- information and publicity activities 

- support of new programme ETC Austria –Czech Republic 2007-2013 – knowledge 

transfer 

  

6.1 Changes in the general conditions with importance for the 
implementation of the assistance 

No significant changes in the general conditions with importance for the implementation of the 

assistance can be reported. Thus the objectives, priorities and measures of the programme are 

still relevant and coherent with the challenges and potentials in the programme area.  

Detailed information on the general trends of the last years is provided in the socio-economic 

analysis of the operational programme ETC Austria-Czech Republic 2007-2013 (which was 

approved by the European Commission in December 2007). A summary of the trends is 

provided in chapter 1.2 of this document.  

6.2 Progress at Priority and measure level 

General implementation went smoothly and according to plan in 2008. 

In the year 2008 6 new projects were approved by the Joint Steering Committee (JSC) 

furthermore for 3 already approved projects an increase of the ERDF co-financing was 

approved. 

Already at the end of 2007 it became clear that in some measures not all projects would use the 

originally planned (and therefore committed) budgets whereas in other measures more money 

could be spent. In order to make full use of the remaining funds another shift of financial 

allocation on Programme Complement level was initiated and approved by the Joint Monitoring 

Committee (JMC) in October 2008. The revised financial tables and the revised Programme 

Complement (PC) were sent to the Commission on 27.10.2008. The EC confirmed the revised 

PC in a letter dated 13.01.2009.  
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Detailed information on achieved Indicators on programme, priority level and measure level as 

well as information on the use of Technical Assistance is provided in chapter 3 of this document.    

6.3 Financial Engineering 

Annex 5 provides a detailed overview of the financial implementation on priority and measure 

level for the year 2008. Cumulated figures for the programme period 2000-2008 are provided in 

Annex 3. It can be noticed that in nearly every measure and hence in every priority (exception 

measure 2.1.) expenditure was effected in 2008. 

6.3.1 Forecasts and payments received in 2008 and 2009 

Table 14 a)-c) compares the annual forecast of application for payment for 2008, 2009 and for 

2008 and 2009 with payments received from the EU in 2008, 2009 and for these years as well 

as the cumulated payments 2001-2008/2009. The forecast was submitted on April 30th 2008. 

Due to delayed payments in 2008 an updated forecast was sent on October 15th 2008 with 

regard to payments for 2009.  

Table 14a 

Forecast for and Payments received in 2008 (in Euro) 

 

 

 

 

Table 14 b 

Forecast for and Payments received in 2009 (in Euro) 

 

 

 

 

 

Forecast 
(ERDF) 2008

Payments received 
in 2008 Date

Advance Payments 
received2001

Payments received 
2001-2008

Total ERDF 
allocation

12.440.000 5.400.150,34 11.04.2008 1.813.070,00 33.475.541,88 38.052.319,00
2.091.786,77 23.07.2008
2.326.910,46 13.11.2008

total
9.818.847,57

Forecast 
(ERDF) 2009

Payments received 
in 2008/2009 Date

Advance Payments 
received 2001

Payments received 
2001-2009

Total ERDF 
allocation

2.500.000 2.273.843,72 08.04.2009 1.813.070,00 36.149.703,05 38.052.319,00
400.317,45 17.07.2009

total
2.674.161,17
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Table 14c 

Forecast for and Payments received in 2008+2009 (in Euro) 

 

 

 

 

 

6.4  Steps taken by the Managing Authority and the Monitoring 
Committee to ensure the quality and effectiveness of 
implementation.  

For detailed information on steps taken by the MA (in close cooperation with the NA) and the 

MC to ensure the quality and effectiveness of implementation of the programme please see 

chapter 4 of this report.  

As already mentioned in chapter 6.2. the MA initiated and the MC approved a financial shift 

within the financial table on Programme Complement (PC) level in order to maximise the full use 

of the remaining funds. The revised financial tables and the revised Programme Complement 

were sent to the Commission on October 27th 2008. The EC confirmed the revised PC in a letter 

dated 13.01.2009.  

6.4.1. Report on the activities of the JMC and JSC 

No JMC or JSC meeting took place in 2008. Written procedures concerning amendments and/or 

changes of financial tables were launched on:  

 February 15th 2008 

 July 11th 2008 

 October 28th 2008  

The written procedures were launched for an approval of seven new projects, for an approval of 

the increase of the ERDF co-financing for twelve already approved projects and another already 

approved TA project, for the approval of the Annual Implementation Report 2007 and for an 

approval of the changes in the financial table of the PC. 

 

Forecast 
(ERDF) 
2008+2009

Payments received 
in 2008 + 2009 Date

Advance Payments 
received2001

Payments received 
2001-2009

Total ERDF 
allocation

14.940.000 5.400.150,34 11.04.2008 1.813.070,00 36.149.703,05 38.052.319,00
2.091.786,77 23.07.2008
2.326.910,46 13.11.2008
2.273.843,72 08.04.2009

400.317,45 17.07.2009
total

12.493.008,74
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Knowledge transfer between “old” and “new” programme: 

The Federal Chancellery in its function as the Managing Authority for four INTERREG IIIA 

programmes took initiative to organise a cross-programme seminar on the exchange of 

experience made in CBC projects in the programme period 2000-06 and to discuss how future 

programme partners can best build on this knowledge base. 

The seminar “CBC SO FAR” took place on October 16th 2008 in Eisenstadt.  

All programme partners of the INTERREG IIIA and Objective 3 programmes of Austria with its 

neighbouring countries the Czech Republic, the Slovak Republic, Hungary and Slovenia were 

invited. 

Hans Niessl, Governor of Burgenland, and Commissioner Danuta Hübner provided statements. 

Table 15 

Programme of the seminar „CBC SO FAR – lessons learned from the programme period“ 

Introduction Alexandra 
Deimel 

Federal Chancellery Setting the frame for the 
seminar 

Moray Gilland European Commission - 
Unit E1 

What does the 
Commission expect from 
good programmes? 

Katrin 
Stockhammer 

INTERACT Point Vienna Activities of INTERACT 
for the initiation of good 
projects 

Csaba Horváth VATI/former Hungarian 
JTS 

Project Rap – The 
experience in Hungary 

Morning 

Speeches 

Irene Brickner Der Standard 
(Press/Austrian 
Newspaper) 

What does the press 
need to sell good 
projects? 

What was and 
will be the main 
focus of CBC 
projects? 

Which were the most 
spectacular and which 
the most sustainable 
results of CBC projects 
in the thematic field of 
your table? 

What is important for 
good CBC projects? 

Environment Tourism & marketing Tourism & marketing 

Accessibility Governance & structures Governance & structures

Labour market 
& qualification 

Environment Accessibility 

CBC world café -  
discussion of 
good projects in 
five thematic 
fields: 

- Environment  

- Accessibility  

- Labour market & 
qualification  

- Governance & 
structures 

- Tourism & 
marketing 

 Labour market & 
qualification 

 

Hans Niessl Governor of Burgenland  

Afternoon 

Political 
Statements 

Danuta Hübner Commissioner  

 



Final Implementation Report  63 
 

 
Interreg IIIA Austria – Czech Republic 

 

As a result “food for thought” was provided to all programme partners of the old and the new 

programmes (see also Annex 6). 

6.5  Actions taken by the Financial Control 

The audits required pursuant to Chapter IV of Regulation (EC) 438/2001 were conducted on the 

Austrian side according to the annual audit plan of 2008. Reports on single audits were made 

and executive summaries have been sent to the European Commission. 

After meeting the Czech counterparts (the Financial Control Group meeting took place on June 

2nd 2009 in Vienna) the summarising annual report 2008 pursuant to Art. 13 of Regulation (EC) 

438/2001 was submitted by June 2009 to the European Commission under no. BKA-

403.621/0007-IV/3/2009. 

6.6  Summary of problems encountered in managing the assistance. 

No problems occurred during the reporting period. 

For more details on problems which occurred during the whole implementation period see 

chapter 4.3 of this report. 

6.7  Use of Technical Assistance 

Within priority 7 “Technical Assistance” no new project was approved in 2008. Within the 

projects of the MA/NA and the IBs activities were implemented and most of the activities were 

finalised in December 2008 as the eligibility ended at 31.12.2008 (e.g. JTS was closed in 

December 2008). Some management tasks (e.g. Central Monitoring System, costs of operative 

PA) will be financed by national means until the final payment of ERDF is received from the 

European Commission. 

Detailed information on the use of the TA within the programme is provided in chapter 3.2 of this 

report.  

6.8 Information and publicity activities undertaken 

6.8.1.  Project Documentation on Website 

Concerning the description of key projects the JTS started in 2007 with a “project 

documentation” collecting and compiling results and outputs of (nearly) finalised projects. For 

each single project additional information (such as reports, studies, photos, websites etc.) has 

been collected in an documentary archive. For that purpose the JTS has asked the project 

owners for relevant information. This information is available on the programme’s website 

www.at-cz.net under the heading “projects/results”. Below you find a screenshot of one of the 
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projects. For more information have a look at the programmes website www.at-cz.net5.   

 

 

 

6.9  Measures taken to ensure coherence between community 
policies and overall coordination 

See chapter 5.  

                                                      
5 Due to the end of eligibility of costs and due to the fact that the web site was visited once in a blue moon since summer 

2009 the web-site was closed in November 2009. 
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ANNEXES 

Annex 1  Implementation Number of projects and expenditure per priority and measure  

level  

Annex 2  Best practice examples on project level.  

Annex 3 Total expenditure broken down by field of intervention at measure level 

Annex 4 List of project implemented in priority Technical Assistance   

Annex 5  Financial implementation in 2008: Total expenditure broken down by field of 

intervention at measure level in 2008 

Annex 6 Results of the Seminar 2008 CBC SO FAR -“food for thought” 

Annex 7  Summary of results of mid-term-evaluation 

Annex 8:  Recommendation of up-date mid-term-evaluation
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Annex 1

Implementation: total number of Projects - expenditure on Priority and Measure

Number of 
projects Total Costs

Total / 
plan

Total Public 
Expenditure

total 
public / 

plan ERDF
ERDF / 
plan National total

National 
total / plan National public

national 
pulbic/ 
plan Private

private / 
plan

Priority 
share of 

total

Priority 
share of 
ERDF

a b = d + e c = d + f d e = f + g f g

1. Cross-border Economic Co-operation 101 20.802.685,77 102,66% 19.346.874,35 106,19% 10.677.690,89 93,93% 10.124.994,88 113,82% 8.669.183,46 126,52% 1.455.811,42 71,24% 29,86% 29,45%
1.1. Development and Support of Business Sites and Business 

Service Infrastructure in Border Areas 12 5.392.678,96 106,49% 5.291.343,18 108,01% 2.018.988,17 74,51% 3.373.690,79 143,32% 3.272.355,01 149,49% 101.335,78 61,42% 7,74% 5,57%

1.2. Cross-boder Co-operation of Enterprises (SMEs) and 
Counselling and Support for Crossborder Business Activities 36 5.552.543,96 97,23% 5.152.402,85 103,78% 2.994.045,78 98,08% 2.558.498,18 96,25% 2.158.357,07 112,89% 400.141,11 53,62% 7,97% 8,26%

1.3. Tourism and Leisure 53 9.857.462,85 103,89% 8.903.128,32 106,55% 5.664.656,94 101,06% 4.192.805,91 107,97% 3.238.471,38 117,72% 954.334,53 84,28% 14,15% 15,62%

2. Accessibility 30 8.301.971,29 100,88% 8.301.971,29 100,88% 4.858.620,95 97,91% 3.443.350,34 105,38% 3.443.350,34 105,38% 0,00 0,00% 11,92% 13,40%
2.1. Imrovement of Cross-border Transport and 

Telecommunication Infrastructure 16 4.315.030,00 108,13% 4.315.030,00 108,13% 2.730.837,93 101,19% 1.584.192,07 122,64% 1.584.192,07 122,64% 0,00 6,19% 7,53%

2.2. Transport Organisation, Planning and Logistics 14 3.986.941,29 94,05% 3.986.941,29 94,05% 2.127.783,02 94,01% 1.859.158,27 94,10% 1.859.158,27 94,10% 0,00 0,00% 5,72% 5,87%

3. Cross-border Organisational Structures and Networks 74 10.425.624,34 105,26% 9.529.996,46 108,05% 5.479.244,10 96,31% 4.946.380,24 117,34% 4.050.752,36 129,38% 895.627,88 82,57% 14,97% 15,11%
3.1. Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures and 

Development of Networks 53 6.736.806,54 103,67% 6.493.349,85 107,75% 3.466.464,87 94,65% 3.270.341,67 115,31% 3.026.884,98 128,04% 243.456,69 51,58% 9,67% 9,56%
3.2.

Micro projects including People to People Actions and Small 
Pilots 21 3.688.817,80 108,31% 3.036.646,61 108,71% 2.012.779,23 99,33% 1.676.038,57 121,49% 1.023.867,38 133,51% 652.171,19 106,45% 5,30% 5,55%

4. Human Ressources 36 9.326.890,28 88,87% 9.004.887,19 91,19% 4.961.384,97 87,75% 4.365.505,31 90,19% 4.043.502,22 95,80% 322.003,09 51,96% 13,39% 13,68%
4.1. Development of Regional Labour Marktes within the Context 

of EU Enlargement 12 2.118.090,02 90,39% 2.001.202,50 101,96% 1.119.052,67 90,16% 999.037,35 90,66% 882.149,83 122,26% 116.887,52 30,72% 3,04% 3,09%

4.2. Development of Co-operation and Infrastructure in the 
Fields of Education, Training and Science 24 7.208.800,26 88,44% 7.003.684,69 88,52% 3.842.332,30 87,07% 3.366.467,96 90,05% 3.161.352,39 90,34% 205.115,57 85,71% 10,35% 10,60%

5. Sustainable Spatial and Environmental Development 56 15.864.767,99 103,70% 14.849.991,86 103,94% 7.990.450,81 101,07% 7.874.317,18 106,52% 6.859.541,05 107,49% 1.014.776,13 100,37% 22,77% 22,04%
5.1. Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure and 

Renewable Energy Supply 20 5.145.139,94 99,83% 4.469.439,49 104,43% 2.602.170,01 96,90% 2.542.969,93 103,01% 1.867.269,48 117,11% 675.700,45 77,31% 7,39% 7,18%

5.2. Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection including 
National and Nature Parks 21 9.211.614,38 108,18% 8.980.560,29 106,79% 4.623.743,32 105,74% 4.587.871,06 110,77% 4.356.816,97 107,93% 231.054,09 220,05% 13,22% 12,75%

5.3. Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and Urban Areas 15 1.508.013,67 92,53% 1.399.992,08 87,62% 764.537,48 90,19% 743.476,19 95,06% 635.454,60 84,72% 108.021,59 337,57% 2,16% 2,11%
6. Special Support for Border Regions 5 2.208.537,07 133,71% 2.208.537,07 133,71% 768.495,46 93,05% 1.440.041,61 174,36% 1.440.041,61 174,36% 0,00 3,17% 2,12%

6.1. Special Support for Border Regions 5 2.208.537,07 133,71% 2.208.537,07 133,71% 768.495,46 93,05% 1.440.041,61 174,36% 1.440.041,61 174,36% 0,00 3,17% 2,12%

Technical Assistance 38 2.731.035,80 93,23% 2.731.035,80 93,23% 1.522.205,80 92,37% 1.208.830,00 94,34% 1.208.830,00 94,34% 0,00 3,92% 4,20%
Technical Assistance I 19 2.180.397,90 94,20% 2.180.397,90 94,20% 1.209.267,94 92,74% 971.129,96 96,09% 971.129,96 96,09% 0,00 3,13% 3,34%
Technical Assistance II 19 550.637,90 89,58% 550.637,90 89,58% 312.937,86 90,97% 237.700,04 87,82% 237.700,04 87,82% 0,00 0,79% 0,86%

TOTAL 340 69.661.512,54 101,29% 65.973.294,02 103,06% 36.258.092,98 95,28% 33.403.419,56 108,74% 29.715.201,04 114,47% 3.688.218,52 77,50% 100,00% 100,00%

Source

Priorities/Measures
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Annex 2 Best practice examples on project level 

Measure 1.1.  
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Measure 1.2.  
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Measure 1.3.  
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Measure 2.1.  
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Measure 2.2. 
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Measure 3.1. 
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Measure 4.1.  
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Measure 4.2. 
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Measure 5.1. 
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Measure 5.3. 
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Measure 5.3. 
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Annex 3

Total expenditure broken down by fields of intervention at measure level

(according to closure guidelines Annex 1, 5c)

data set 1.1.2000 - 31.12.2008 cumulative

in EURO
1 2 3=2/1 4 5 6

Priority / Measure Total allocation 1)

total eligible 
actually paid and 

certified 
expenditure 2)

% of eligible 
cost3)

other
field of 

interventi
on

field of 
intervention   

(in % ) 4)

I. Programme: Priorities (P) / Measures (M)

P1: Cross-border Economic Co-operation 20.263.204 20.802.686 102,66

M 1.1: Development and Support of Business Sites and Business 
Service Infrastructure in Border Areas

5.063.845 5.392.679 106,49

161 1,07

162 0,00

163 2,23

164 4,45

165 0,00

166 0,00

167 0,00

182 0,00

183 0,00

M 1.2: Cross-border Cooperation of Enterprises (SMEs) and 
Counselling and Support for Crossborder Business Activities

5.710.959 5.552.544 97,23

113 0,00

128 0,00

1305 0,07

1307 0,72

161 0,00

162 0,11

163 5,61

164 1,37

165 0,00

166 0,00

167 0,00

182 0,10

184 0,00

M 1.3: Tourism and Leisure 9.488.400 9.857.463 103,89

1310 0,35

171 6,26
172 1,87
173 5,67

174 0,00

P 2: Accessibility 8.229.637 8.301.971 100,88

M 2.1: Improvement of Crossborder Transport and 
Telecommunication Infrastructure

3.990.516 4.315.030 108,13

311 0,00

312 4,51
3121 0,00

3122 0,96

3123 0,73

313 0,00

314 0,00

315 0,00

316 0,00

317 0,00

318 0,00

319 0,00

322 0,00

323 0,00

324 0,00
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M 2.2: Transport Organisation, Planning and Logist ics 4.239.121 3.986.941 94,05

311 1,22
312 0,77

3121 0,00
3122 1,80
3123 0,00

313 0,00
314 0,00
315 0,00

316 0,29
317 0,00

318 1,62
319 0,00
322 0,02

323 0,00

324 0,00

P 3: Cross-border Organisational Structures and 
Networks

9.904.489 10.425.624 105,26

M 3.1: Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures and 
Development of Networks

6.498.579 6.736.807 103,67

164 9,67
M 3.2: Micro-projects including People-to-People Actions and 
Small Pilots

3.405.910 3.688.818 108,31

164 5,30

P 4: Human Resources 10.494.489 9.326.890 88,87

M 4.1: Development of Regional Labour Markets within the 
Context of EU Enlargement

2.343.152 2.118.090 90,39

21 2,37

22 0,00

24 0,44

36 0,23

M 4.2: Development of Co-operation and Infrastructure in the 
Fields of Education, Training and Science

8.151.337 7.208.800 88,44

181 3,96

23 3,43

24 0,00

32 0,00

323 0,78

324 2,18

P 5: Sustainable Spatial and Environmental 
Development

15.298.378 15.864.768 103,70

M 5.1: Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure and 
Renewable Energy Supply

5.153.850 5.145.140 99,83

125 0,03
126 0,00
127 0,18

1301 0,00

1308 1,67

1312 0,17
1313 0,00
151 0,00
152 0,00

162 1,78

163 0,05

332 0,97

333 0,97

341 0,00

342 0,00

343 0,47

344 0,00

345 0,00

353 1,10

M 5.2: Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection 
including National and Nature Parks

8.514.744 9.211.614 108,18

125 0,00

126 0,00

127 0,00

1301 0,00

1308 0,00

1312 0,67

1313 0,00

353 12,55
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M 5.3: Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and Urban 
Areas

1.629.784 1.508.014 92,53

1306 0,31

164 1,13

351 0,00

352 0,28

353 0,16

354 0,28

P 6: Special Support for Border Regions 1.651.794 2.208.537 133,71

M 6.1: Special Support for Border Regions 1.651.794 2.208.537 133,71

162 0,00

163 0,10

164 1,63

165 0,00

167 0,14

171 0,00

173 0,00

22 0,32

23 0,00

311 0,00

3121 0,00

3122 0,99

313 0,00

314 0,00

315 0,00

316 0,00

317 0,00

318 0,00

319 0,00

P 7: Technical Assistance 2.929.334 2.731.036 93,23

M 7.1: Technical Assistance I 2.314.667 2.180.398 94,20

411 3,13

M 7.2: Technical Assistance II 614.667 550.638 89,58

412 0,22

413 0,19

414 0,01

415 0,38

Total INTERREG III A 68.771.325 69.661.513 101,29 100,00

1) plan (total per measure) according to PC 

2) eligible certified EFRE/ESF/EAGFL co-financed projectcost (= actually paid expenditure)

3) relation of actually paid expenditure and plan figures according to PC

4) data refer to the total actually paid, eligible and certified expenditure
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Annex 4 List of projects implemented within Priority Technical Assistance 

 
CMS Report: Implementation Progress - Individual Projects (for a Certain Measure) 

M 7.1:  Technical assistance in general 
 
figures in EURO 
 approved ERDF- approved project financings: verified ERDF- expenditure: 
project code: project owner: cofinanced project  public funds cofinanced project  public funds 
 project title: status costs: totals ERDF national  costs: totals ERDF national  
4TAAA_0001 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 27.491,00 27.491,00 13.745,50 13.745,50 27.491,00 27.491,00 13.745,50 13.745,50 
 Technische Hilfe 1 

4TAAA_0002 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 51.639,12 51.639,12 25.819,56 25.819,56 51.639,12 51.639,12 25.819,56 25.819,56 
 Technische Hilfe 1 

4TAAA_0003 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 2.524,19 2.524,19 1.262,09 1.262,10 2.524,19 2.524,19 1.262,09 1.262,10 
 Technische Hilfe 1 

4TAAA_0004 Weinviertel Management 4 75.000,00 75.000,00 37.500,00 37.500,00 75.000,00 75.000,00 37.500,00 37.500,00 
 Gender Factor - Lehrgang f. INTERREG-AkteurInnen 

4TAAA_0005 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 31.033,73 31.033,73 15.516,86 15.516,87 31.033,73 31.033,73 15.516,86 15.516,87 
 Technische Hilfe 1 

4TAAA_0006 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 298.509,96 298.509,96 148.394,87 150.115,09 298.509,96 298.509,96 148.394,87 150.115,09 
 Technische Hilfe 1 NÖ - CZ 2006 - 2008 
4TABA_0002 Amt der OÖ Landesregierung, Koordinationsstelle für 4 2.187,18 2.187,18 1.093,59 1.093,59 2.187,18 2.187,18 1.093,59 1.093,59 
 Aktivitäten für Ausschuss-Sitzungen von BA, LA etc 
4TACA_0001 Stadt Wien - MA 27  EU-Strategie und  4 5.356,86 5.356,86 2.678,43 2.678,43 5.356,86 5.356,86 2.678,43 2.678,43 
 Aktivitäten für Ausschuss-Sitzungen 

4TACA_0002 Stadt Wien - MA 27- EU-Strategie und  4 48.740,26 48.740,26 24.370,12 24.370,14 48.740,26 48.740,26 24.370,12 24.370,14 
 Unterstützende Tätigkeit 1st level control ( CZ ) 

4TACA_0003 Stadt Wien - MA 27 - EU Strategie und  4 25.605,00 25.605,00 12.802,50 12.802,50 25.605,00 25.605,00 12.802,50 12.802,50 
 Externe unterstützende Tätigkeit FLC AT-CZ 
4TADA_0001 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 181.092,39 181.092,39 90.546,19 90.546,20 181.092,39 181.092,39 90.546,19 90.546,20 
 EFRE-Zahlstelle und Monitoring 
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4TADA_0002 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 951.501,13 951.501,13 475.750,54 475.750,59 951.501,13 951.501,13 475.750,54 475.750,59 
 Gemeinsames Technisches Sekretariat 
4TAEA_0001 Centrum pro regionální rozvoj ČR 4 143.102,22 143.102,22 107.326,67 35.775,55 7.575,32 7.575,32 5.681,49 1.893,83 
 JTS / 2004 
4TAEA_0002 Ministerstvo pro místní rozvoj 4 100.617,80 100.617,80 75.463,35 25.154,45 42.198,78 42.198,78 31.649,08 10.549,70 
 Řízení a hodnocení podpory ČR-Rakousko 
4TAEA_0003 Centrum pro regionální rozvoj ČR 4 216.847,23 216.847,23 162.635,40 54.211,83 195.921,62 195.921,62 146.941,19 48.980,43 
 Kontrolní činnosti CRR ČR, I3A ČR - Rakousko 
4TAEA_0004 Centrum pro regionální rozvoj ČR 4 274.037,66 274.037,66 205.528,52 68.509,14 116.990,30 116.990,30 87.742,72 29.247,58 
 JTS 2. část 
4TAEA_0005 Jihomoravský kraj 4 62.805,84 62.805,84 47.104,38 15.701,46 45.173,78 45.173,78 33.880,30 11.293,48 
 Administrace  INTERREG 3A  a příprava programu Cíl 
4TAEA_0006 Jihočeský kraj 4 48.926,85 48.926,85 36.695,13 12.231,72 47.630,69 47.630,69 35.723,00 11.907,69 
 Technická pomoc v Jihočeském kraji 
4TAEA_0007 Vysočina 4 35.281,09 35.281,09 26.460,81 8.820,28 24.226,59 24.226,59 18.169,91 6.056,68 
 INTERREG IIIA CZ-AT v kraji Vysočina 
 totals  M 7.1:  Technical assistance in general 2.582.299,51 2.582.299,51 1.510.694,51 1.071.605,00 2.180.397,90 2.180.397,90 1.209.267,94 971.129,96 
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CMS Report: Implementation Progress - Individual Projects (for a Certain Measure) 

M 7.2:  Technical assistance, further measures 
 

figures in EURO 
 approved ERDF- approved project financings: verified ERDF- expenditure: 
project code: project owner: cofinanced project  public funds cofinanced project  public funds 
 project title: status costs: totals ERDF national  costs: totals ERDF national  
4TBAA_0001 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 38.330,25 38.330,25 19.165,12 19.165,13 38.330,25 38.330,25 19.165,12 19.165,13 
 Öffentlichkeitsarbeit 
4TBAA_0002 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 12.081,55 12.081,55 6.040,77 6.040,78 12.081,55 12.081,55 6.040,77 6.040,78 
 Öffentlichkeitsarbeit - CZ 
4TBAA_0003 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 13.130,46 13.130,46 6.565,23 6.565,23 13.130,46 13.130,46 6.565,23 6.565,23 
 Öffentlichkeitsarbeit  Österreich-Tschechien 2005 
4TBAA_0004 Amt der NÖ Landesregierung, Abteilung  4 74.410,89 74.410,89 37.205,44 37.205,45 74.410,89 74.410,89 37.205,44 37.205,45 
 Technische Hilfe 2 NÖ - CZ 2006 - 2008 
4TBBA_0002 Amt der OÖ Landesregierung, Koordinationsstelle für 4 4.239,46 4.239,46 2.119,73 2.119,73 4.239,46 4.239,46 2.119,73 2.119,73 
 Kosten für Schulungen der RK OÖ 
4TBBA_0003 Amt der OÖ Landesregierung, Koordinationsstelle für 4 7.996,52 7.996,52 3.998,26 3.998,26 7.996,52 7.996,52 3.998,26 3.998,26 
 Öffentlichkeitsarbeit OÖ 2002 - 2003 
4TBDA_0001 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 90.860,61 90.860,61 45.430,30 45.430,31 90.860,61 90.860,61 45.430,30 45.430,31 
 Öffentlichkeitsarbeit der Verwaltungsbehörde 
4TBDA_0002 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 70.392,13 70.392,13 35.196,06 35.196,07 70.392,13 70.392,13 35.196,06 35.196,07 
 Evaluierung des Programmes 
4TBDA_0003 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 29.800,00 29.800,00 14.900,00 14.900,00 29.800,00 29.800,00 14.900,00 14.900,00 
 SUP Ziel 3 AT-CZ 
4TBDA_0004 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 35.520,00 35.520,00 17.760,00 17.760,00 35.520,00 35.520,00 17.760,00 17.760,00 
 Vorbereitung OP Ziel 3 AT-CZ 
4TBDA_0005 Bundeskanzleramt, Abt. IV/4 4 23.400,00 23.400,00 11.700,00 11.700,00 23.400,00 23.400,00 11.700,00 11.700,00 
 Vorbereitung Musterformulare  Ziel ETZ  AT-CZ 
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4TBEA_0001 Jihomoravský kraj 4 6.939,45 6.939,45 5.204,59 1.734,86 3.645,29 3.645,29 2.733,94 911,35 
 Publicita pro INTERREG III A ČR-Rakousko JMK 
4TBEA_0002 Vysočina, kraj 4 6.875,45 6.875,45 5.156,59 1.718,86 6.874,66 6.874,66 5.155,98 1.718,68 
 Informační kampaň pro INTERREG IIIA ČR - Rakousko 
4TBEA_0003 Ministerstvo pro místní rozvoj 4 9.302,81 9.302,81 6.977,10 2.325,71 8.851,05 8.851,05 6.638,28 2.212,77 
 INTERREG IIIA – informační a propagační opatření 
4TBEA_0004 Ministerstvo pro místní rozvoj ČR 4 5.664,38 5.664,38 4.248,29 1.416,09 1.768,05 1.768,05 1.326,04 442,01 
 INTERREG IIIA – školení IS MONIT 
4TBEA_0005 Centrum pro regionální rozvoj ČR 4 26.983,02 26.983,02 20.237,25 6.745,77 6.659,99 6.659,99 4.994,98 1.665,01 
 KAP JTS ČR-Rakousko 
4TBEA_0006 Centrum pro regionální rozvoj ČR 4 81.720,56 81.720,56 61.290,41 20.430,15 81.720,56 81.720,56 61.290,41 20.430,15 
 TA – MONIT, ČR-Rakousko 
4TBEA_0007 Ministerstvo pro místní rozvoj 4 26.753,01 26.753,01 20.064,76 6.688,25 26.741,57 26.741,57 20.056,18 6.685,39 
 Ex-ante hodnocení 
4TBEA_0008 Ministerstvo pro místní rozvoj 4 15.141,67 15.141,67 11.356,25 3.785,42 14.214,86 14.214,86 10.661,14 3.553,72 
 Zpracování dokumentace programu 

 

totals  M 7.2:  Technical assistance, further measures 579.542,22 579.542,22 334.616,15 244.926,07 550.637,90 550.637,90 312.937,86 237.700,04 
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Annex 5

Total expenditure broken down by fields of intervention at measure level

data set 1.1.2008 - 31.12.2008

 in EURO
1 2 3=2/1 4 5 6

Priority / Measure Total allocation 1)

total eligible 
actually paid and 

certified 
expenditure 2)

% of eligible 
cost3)

other
field of 

interventi
on

field of 
intervention   

(in % )4)

I. Programme: Priorities (P) / Measures (M)

P1: Cross-border Economic Co-operation 20.263.204 6.085.528 30,03

M 1.1: Development and Support of Business Sites and Business 
Service Infrastructure in Border Areas

5.063.845 1.873.834 37,00

161 616,89

162 0,00

163 0,00

164 46,54

165 0,00

166 0,00

167 0,00

182 0,00

183 0,00

M 1.2: Cross-border Cooperation of Enterprises (SMEs) and 
Counselling and Support for Crossborder Business Activities

5.710.959 1.408.717 24,67

113 0,00

128 0,00

1305 0,00

1307 0,00

161 0,00

162 12,28

163 201,65

164 8,06

165 0,00

166 0,00

167 0,00

182 0,00

184 0,00

M 1.3: Tourism and Leisure 9.488.400 2.802.978 29,54

1310 0,00
171 23,78

172 66,43
173 70,55

174 0,00

P 2: Accessibility 8.229.637 538.078 6,54

M 2.1: Improvement of Crossborder Transport and 
Telecommunication Infrastructure

3.990.516 237.868 5,96

311 0,00

312 0,00

3121 0,00

3122 0,00

3123 0,00

313 0,00

314 0,00

315 0,00

316 0,00

317 0,00

318 0,00

319 0,00

322 0,00

323 0,00

324 0,00
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M 2.2: Transport Organisation, Planning and Logistics 4.239.121 300.210 7,08

311 10,00
312 0,00

3121 0,00
3122 0,00
3123 0,00

313 0,00
314 0,00
315 0,00

316 0,00
317 0,00

318 0,00
319 0,00
322 0,00

323 0,00

324 0,00

P 3: Cross-border Organisational Structures and 
Networks

9.904.489 2.610.534 26,36

M 3.1: Support of Crossborder Organisational Structures and 
Development of Networks

6.498.579 1.611.982 24,81

164 24,81
M 3.2: Micro-projects including People-to-People Actions and 
Small Pilots

3.405.910 998.551 29,32

164 29,32

P 4: Human Resources 10.494.489 1.893.929 18,05

M 4.1: Development of Regional Labour Markets within the 
Context of EU Enlargement

2.343.152 605.362 25,84

21 61,81

22 0,00

24 13,01
36 0,00

M 4.2: Development of Co-operation and Infrastructure in the 
Fields of Education, Training and Science

8.151.337 1.288.567 15,81

181 41,87

23 30,45

24 0,00

32 0,00

323 27,26

324 0,00

P 5: Sustainable Spatial and Environmental 
Development

15.298.378 4.370.798 28,57

M 5.1: Resource Management, Technical Infrastructure and 
Renewable Energy Supply

5.153.850 648.419 12,58

125 0,00

126 0,00

127 0,00

1301 0,00

1308 0,00

1312 0,00

1313 0,00
151 0,00
152 0,00

162 141,60

163 11,32

332 18,43

333 19,54

341 0,00

342 0,00

343 0,00

344 0,00

345 0,00

353 0,00

M 5.2: Measures for Nature and Environmental Protection 
including National and Nature Parks

8.514.744 3.457.635 40,61

125 0,00

126 0,00

127 0,00

1301 0,00

1308 0,00

1312 0,00

1313 0,00

353 61,60
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M 5.3: Cross-border Spatial Development in Rural and Urban 
Areas

1.629.784 264.744 16,24

1306 0,00

164 140,93

351 0,00

352 0,00

353 0,00

354 0,00

P 6: Special Support for Border Regions 1.651.794 0 0,00

M 6.1: Special Support for Border Regions 1.651.794 0 0,00

162 0,00

163 0,00

164 0,00

165 0,00

167 0,00

171 0,00
173 0,00

22 0,00

23 0,00

311 0,00

3121 0,00

3122 0,00

313 0,00

314 0,00

315 0,00

316 0,00

317 0,00

318 0,00

319 0,00

P 7: Technical Assistance 2.929.334 820.532 28,01

M 7.1: Technical Assistance I 2.314.667 727.414 31,43

411 31,43

M 7.2: Technical Assistance II 614.667 93.118 15,15

412 20,65

413 1,55

414 0,00

415 17,60

Total INTERREG III A 68.771.325 16.319.398 23,73

1) plan (total per measure) according to PC 

2) eligible certified EFRE/ESF/EAGFL co-financed projectcost (= actually paid expenditure)

3) relation of actually paid expenditure and plan figures according to PC

4) data refer to the indicative f igures of the respective field of intervention per measure according to PC
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Annex 6 Results of the Seminar 2008 CBC SO FAR -“food for thought” 
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Annex 7 Summary of results of mid-term-evaluation 
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Annex 8 Recommendation of up-date mid-term-evaluation 
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