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Introduction

The ever-growing transfrontier movements of goods and people lead to the necessity to expand
transport links and to co-ordinate trangport infrastructure in the border aress. Moreover,
arangements have to be made to take into account certain activities having an environmental and
economic impact across the frontier. There is, hence, an increasing requirement for a joint and co-
ordinated gpproach in the regiona and spatial planning of border areas. The territoria authorities at
the border which have firg-hand information and knowledge of frontier problems, are becoming
increesngly involved in the process of transfrontier regiond/spatid planning.

The concept of regiona and spatia planning is defined in the European Regiond/Spatid Planning
Charter of the Council of Europe,” as follows:

“Regiond/spatid planning gives geogragphica expresson to the economic, socid, culturd and
ecologicd policies of society” and “it is a the same time a scentific discipling, an
adminigrative technique and a policy developed as an interdisciplinary and comprehensive
approach directed towards a balanced regiond development and the physica organisation
of gpace according to an overall Strategy”.

In the specific objectives gppended to the European Regiond/Spatid Planning Charter, it is
stipulated that border areas need a policy of co-ordination between states, in order to open up the
frontiers and ingtitute transfrontier consultation and co-operation and a joint use of infrastructure
fecilities. Furthermore, it is argued that states should facilitate direct contacts between the regions
and locdlities concerned in accordance with the European Outline Convention on Transfrontier Co-
operaion between Territorid Communities or Authorities of 1980 in order to promote increasingly
close contacts between the populations concerned. The Preamble of the Outline Convention refers
to the importance of co-operation in the fidld of regiond, urban and rurd development,
environmenta protection and the improvement of public facilities. Specific modd agreements on
intergovernmenta and interregiond co-operation in spatia planning were drawn up by the Council of
Europe and gppended to the European Outline Convention for guidance to the respective
authorities.

Alongside the Council of Europe's Regiona/Spatial Planning Charter of 1983, there are severa key
reference documents which raised awareness in the fidd of European spatid development. These
include, the Regiond Panning Strategy endorsed by the CEMAT in 1988, and the European
Commission's communications of Europe 2000 (1991) and Europe 2000 plus (1994). Within the
framework of the European Union, a Committee on Spatid Development was created in 1994 to
prepare an outline on a European Spatia Development Perspective (ESDP). The firgt officia draft
of the ESDP was presented at the informa meeting of ministers responsible for spatia planning of
the member states of the European Union in Noordwijk, in June 1997. The Council of Europe and
the European Union are working in close co-operation in order to make sure that the objectives and
principles of the European spatid planning perspective is extended to central and eastern European
countries.

1 The charter was adopted by the European Conference of Ministers responsible for Regional Planning
(CEMAT) in 1983 and subsequently endorsed by the Committee of Ministersin its Recommendation No. R (84) 2
to member states.
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The European Union aso provides financia support for projects concerning transnationd co-
operation in regiond planning covering the frontier areas of the European Union member states
(Interreg |1 C," enclosed as an appendix hereto). Some examples include, the North Sea Region
Programme (Sweden, Denmark, Germany, the Netherlands, Norway and United Kingdom), the
NorthhWest Metropolitan Area Programme (the Republic of Irdand, France, Begium,
Luxembourg, Germany, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom), the Atlantic Area Programme
(France, Spain, Portugd, the Republic of Irdand and the United Kingdom), Bdtic Sea Region
Programme (Denmark, Germany, Finland, Sweden and the Bdtic states) and the Barents Sea
Programme (Finland, Norway, Russia, Sweden). Under the TERRA Programme,” the European
Commission aso gives financid support to regiond or spatid planning projects. Some examples
include the Northern Periphery Programme (Finland, Sweden and the United Kingdom), Eastern
Alps (Audtria, Germany and Italy), Centra and Eastern Mediterranean Space (Greece and Italy)
and Co-operation between Portugd and Spain. The programmes cover aress involving coastd
aress, river basins, areas where natural or culturd assets are endangered, rural areas and aress
subject to erosion.

It is dso worth noting that severd conferences were organised on European regiond planning. The
conferences covered the following topics transborder co-operation within  sugtainable
regiona/spatia planning in central Europe (Vienna, 1993),% the development perspectives for the
wider European territory (Dresden, 1993)* and the regiond planning of greeter Europe in co-
operation with the countries of centrd and eastern Europe (Prague, 1995).” A recent conference
was organised by the CLRAE on the role of regions in European regiona/spatia planning from 3
5 April 1997 in Poznan (Poland) and a declaration was adopted in this regard.

This report intends to contribute to the ongoing discussons on transfrontier co-operation between
dates and local and regiond authorities in the field of regiond planning. The report is structured so
that the first part includes a synthesis of the findings of the survey concerning firdly transfrontier co-
operation in regiond/spatid planning; changing notions of frontiers and their impact on loca border
traffic, and the involvement of territorid authorities in the trandrontier impact assessments. The
second part includes generad conclusions that can be drawn from the survey and concluding
remarks.

1 Official Journal of the European Communities 96/C 200/07, 10 July 1996.
2 Official Journal of the European Communities, No. 96/C 119/08.
3 Reports and Conclusions of the colloquy organised by the Council of Europe within the framework of

the European Conference of Ministers responsible for Regional Planning (CEMAT), European Regional Planning
Series No. 55, Council of Europe.

4 Conference jointly organised by the Council of Europe and the European Commission, Luxembourg
Officefor Official Publications of the European Communities, 1995.

5 The proceedings of ajoint conference between the Council of Europe and the European Commission,
Luxembourg, Office for Publications of the European Communities, 1996.
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PART I
Synthesis of the findings of the survey
l. Transfrontier co-operation in regional/spatial planning
This section includes mechanisms edtablished for transfrontier co-operation on regiona/spatia

planning between dates (see item 1) and between loca and regiond authorities (see item 2). It dso
provides certain results and achievements that can be consdered as exemplary (seeitem 3).

1. At intergovernmental level: types of intergovernmental commissions, agreements
and programmes on regional planning

Trandfrontier agreements on regiond planning between western European countries date back to the
late 1960s and 1970s. These intergovernmental agreements paved the way for intergovernmenta
commissons on regiond planning. The earliest one was established between the Benelux countriesin
1969. Gradudly, other regiond planning commissons were established between Belgium and
Germany (1971); Switzerland and Germany (1973); Audtria and Germany (1974); and the
Netherlands and Germany (1976). Other intergovernmenta commissions which ded with regiond
planning alongsde other topics involve those established between France and Geneva (Switzerland)
(1973); France, Germany and Switzerland (1975); France, Germany and Luxembourg (1980);
France and Italy (1981); and France and Spain (1994).

In central and eastern European countries some regiona planning commissons were established in
the mid-1980s and 1990s. These were established between Austria and Hungary (1985); Germany
and Poland (1992), the Slovak Republic, Poland and the Czech Republic (1992), Poland and
Lithuania (1994), the Sovak Republic and Poland (1994), the Sovak Republic and Hungary
(1995), and the Czech Republic and Poland (1995).

The Visons and Strategies around the Baltic Sea 2010 (VASAB) processinitiated in 1992 involves
Bdarus, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Poland, Russia, Sweden.
The process which seeks to establish aframework for spatid development in the Bdtic Searegion is
monitored and guided by conferences of ministers respongble for oatid planning from the countries
of the Bdltic Searegion.

VASAB is not based on an intergovernmental agreement. The implementing body of the VASAB
process is the Committee of Spatiad Development/Bdtic Sea region. The Committee is assisted by a
gmall secretariat in Gdansk (Poland).
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. Infarma warking groups and committees

The Land of Bavaria has crested a working group on regiond planning with the Czech Republic.
The working group is based on informa contacts and agreements between the Bavarian Ministry for
regiond development and environmentd issues and the Czech Minigry for regiona development.
Three sets of bilaterd and trilaterd development concepts were designed and implemented in three
different parts of the BavarianCzech frontier.

An informa committee was aso crested between Germany and Poland. The GermanPolish
Committee for Frontier Questions has the purpose of discussing possible projects. Suggestions for
transfrontier projects are sent to this committee. The territorid authorities in charge are the Land
Brandenburg and the Voivodship of Stettin.

o ontier o ished

The Council for the Internationd Park of Lower Odertd: an intergovernmenta body between
Germany and Poland to form a protected area near the lower Oder. Co-operation takes place at
the level of nationd minigries (Federd Minigry for Germany) where the relevant frontier regions

aso participate.

The Trandfrontier Conference on the Mont Blanc was initiated by the Minidtries of the Environment
of France, Switzerland and Italy. Its statute is currently being defined. One of the priorities of the
conference is to establish a transfrontier system of connections among natura areas that are linked
or can be linked to the Mont Blanc massf by taking into account environmenta consderaions.
Trangfrontier co-operation between loca communitiesis aso encouraged.

Ancther dgnificant indrument of trandfrontier co-operation concerning mountainous aress is the
Convention on the protection of the Alps signed by Audtria, Switzerland, France, Germany, Itay,
Sovenia, Liechtenstein and the European Union. Its am is to draw up a generd policy for the
preservation and the protection of the Alps on a preventive and co-operative bass taking into
account the interests of the Alpine countries. Protocols to the convention envisage transfrontier co-
operation on regiond planning and sustainable development of the Alpine regions.

Some trangfrontier agreements which concern regiona planning questions are expected to be sgned.
Slovenia, the Slovak Republic and the Czech Republic are expected to Sign agreements with Audtria
in this regard. The Czech republic aso envisages Sgning asmilar agreement with Germany.

Among those states having replied to the questionnaire, transfrontier agreements and bodies on
regiond planning do not exig in Edtonia, Irdand, Romania, Portugd, Turkey and the United
Kingdom.
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2. At local and regional level: decentralised transfrontier co-operation in regional
planning

The intergovernmental regional planning commissons are generdly plit into geographicd sub-
committees such as the West, Centre, East and South sub-committees of the Benglux or the North
South sub-commissions of the Dutch-German Regiond Planning Commisson. The territorid
authorities do participate in the sub-commissons or expert committees, as in the case of the
Austrian-Hungarian Commission. They take part in the working groups which prepare the work of
the commissons. The find decisons are taken a intergovernmentd level. There is no detaled
information, however, on the participation of territorid authorities and their actua impact on the
decison-making mechanism of the intergovernmental commissons.

The intergovernmental bodies generally encourage decentralised co-operation for two basic reasons.
Firgly, it helps to establish an effective srategy on planning of the border territories where nationa
and locd interests are taken into account from the very early stages of planning. Secondly, once
locd and national consensus is reached, there are fewer misunderstandings or disputes in the
implementation of the decisions between the two levels. Some examples are mentioned below.

The Bendux Intergovernmental Commission crested a working group for the spatid planning of the
frontier cities of Maedtricht-Heerlen- Aachen-LUttich-Hasdt-Genk (MHAL) in 1988. The working
group works on the establishment of a transfrontier development concept and includes the Benelux
dates, the Dutch province of Limburg, the Begian regions of Handers and Walonia, the Land
North-Rhine Westphdia, the didrict planning authority of Cologne, the city of Aachen and the Kreis
of Duren.

The representatives of loca municipdities Stuated a the Lithuanian-Polish border are directly
involved in the decison-making mechanism of the Lithuanian-Polish Commisson on Teritorid
Panning. They influence the process of planning & an early stage and ensure public participation in
decisonrmaking which is demanded by the Law on Territorid Planning. They aso participae
actively in the project teams. The loca co-ordinators representing loca municipdities co-operated
with nationd co-ordinators equaly effectively, in the case of the cross-border project between
Lithuania, Latviaand Bdarus.

A concrete example of encouraging decentralised transfrontier co-operation in regiond planning
concerns the Polish-German Regiond Planning Commission. The Intergovernmenta Commission
encourages co-operation between the cities of Guben (Germany) and Gubin (Poland) where land
use plans are co-ordinated.

The sgning of the transfrontier co-operation agreement between the Sovak Republic and Poland in
1994 gave rise to co-operation a county levd in drawing up urban sudies and solving
regiond/spatia planning problems, notably of the counties of Bardgov and Svidnik and Cadca
County.
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Severd Euregios, working communities or transfrontier councils are established a regiond and
locdl level and ded with transfrontier agpects of regiond planning.

Among regiond co-operation, examples incdlude the Working Communities of Centrd Alpine
Regions (Arge Alp), of Eagern Alpine Regions (Alpen-Adria) and of Danube Regions
(Donauléander). Other examples are the Council for Co-operation of Border Regions (Estonia,
Latvia and Russa), the Euregio Egrenss (Bavaria and the Czech Republic), Euregio
Bayerwad/Bohmerwad (Bavaria-the Czech Republic and the Land OberOsterreich), Euregio Inn-
Sdzach (Bavaria- Oberdgterreich), the Regiona Council of the Audtrian Land of Burgenland and the
Hungarian regiond authorities of Gyor-Sopron-Maoson and Vas, induding the cities with regiond
datus Szombathely, Gyor and Sopron; the Working Community of Regio Insubrica between the
Swiss Canton of Ticino and the Itaian Provinces of Como, Varese and Verbano Cuiso-Ossola.

3. Exemplary achievementsand results

Studies on commaon development concepts: Some exemplary studies and Strategies on transfrontier
regiond planning and development include, the Second Bendux Structurd Ouitline of 1996; co-

ordination of the development aong the PolidhCzech and Polish-Slovak border regions,
establishing principles of spatid development dong the Poland- Belorussian border; and study on the
economic development of the Euregio Spree-Neisse-Bobr.

Recommendations: Mogt intergovernmenta regiond planning commissions adopt recommendations
to centrd government. Some significant recommendations of the Regiona Commisson Saar-Lor-
Lux-Tréves’'West Pdatinat concern information and co-ordination of spatia planning in border areas
(1978) and anather one mutud information and harmonisation of local spatia planning (1986).

Concrete projects: A good practice example of transfrontier co-operation in regiond planning
concerns the creation of the “Trandfrontier Agglomeration of the European Development Pole”
which was created with the agreement of the Governments of France, Luxembourg and the Belgian
region of Waloniain 1993. It concerns revitalisng the regiona economy of the trandfrontier area by
restructuring the transfrontier space.

The VASAB process mentioned above has given rise to severa concrete projects between Belarus,
Latvia and Lithuania, in the Gulf of Bothnia and in the Tamper-Hesinki- Tdlinn-Riga Devel opment
Corridor. Moreover, Finland has negotiated with Russa four smultaneous transfrontier spatia
planning projects concerning the development of transport corridors from Finland to St Petersburg
(and Moscow), Petrozavodsk (Karelia), Archangel sk and Barents Sea (Murmansk).
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. Changing notions of frontiersand their impact on local border traffic

The 1990s will be recalled by the changing nature of the frontiers in Europe. In western Europe, the
Schengen Agreement came into effect on 26 March 1995. The Schengen countries currently include
Audtrig, the Bendux gstates, France, Germany, Italy, Spain and Portugd. Moreover, the five Nordic
countries have recently acceded to the tresty.

The Schengen Agreement led to the abalition of control of the so-caled “internd frontiers’ and
strengthened the control of the “externd” frontiers of the Schengen countries. The survey revedsthat
where there are agreements on low volume border traffic across the externa borders of the
European Union, such as across most of the Polish frontiers or between France and Switzerland, the
entry into force of the Schengen Agreement has not dtered loca circulation of persons.

In centrd and eastern Europe too, frontiers have gone through some changes. New frontiers have
been crested to demarcate the boundaries of the newly-formed states. Paradoxicdly, in some
central and eastern European countries Smultaneous negotiations with neighbouring countries have
started in order to create a policy towards the so-cdled “low volumetraffic’ or “loca treffic’ giving
privilegesto frontier populations to facilitate the crossing of frontiers.

Facilitating the crossing of bordersis an essentid factor for establishing socid, economic and culturd
links across the frontier. This is the reason why arrangements and measures to facilitate loca border
traffic and the involvement of local authorities on decisons concerning the crossing points play avita
rolein the promotion of transfrontier co-operation.

The following is an analyds of the effects of the changing nature of frontiers in western and eastern
Europe on local border traffic and the role of locd authorities in the opening and closing of crossing
points.

I. Arrangements and measires for loca border traffic
Special agreements and measres Severd agreements have been sgned to enable the free

circulation of low volume border traffic. Examples are the agreements between France and
Switzerland (1946, recently revised), the Czech Republic and Germany (1994), the Czech Republic
and Poland (1995), Latvia and Lithuania (and Latvias other neighbours), Germany with Poland,
Austria and Switzerland, Italy with France, Switzerland, Austria and Sovenia; Spain and Morocco,
Turkey with Syriaand Iran.

New agreements are envisaged between Poland and the Sovak Republic.

In some countries specia agreements or measures granting local border traffic privileges do not yet
exig. Thisisthe case with Bulgaria, Estonia, Irdand and the United Kingdom.

Purpose of speciad agreements and measiures Specid crossng points under the name of “green
crossing points’ or tourist paths are arranged which facilitate the passage of frontier citizens for

severd purposes such as bicycling and trekking, tourist excursons, for those working daly on the
other sde of the frontier, for family meetings and other specid occasons. In Latvia, resdents living
in border areas are allowed to cross over the border outside the customs checkpoints. They are
controlled by the border guards. In some cases, as in the Slovak Republic, loca authorities are
entitled to exceptiondly request the crossng of the border due to socid and sporting events.

Moreover specia crossing points are reserved for light cross-border motor vehicle traffic aswell as
local lorries and vans with local regidration plates.



There are twenty-seven crossing
points baween Saxony and the Czech Republlc (another one is expected to be opened in 1998),
elghteen crossing points exist between Bavaria and the Czech Republic, three between Poland and
Germany, twenty-sx between Poland and the Czech Republic, nine across the Polish-Slovak
frontier, five across the Ukrainian-Polish border, four on the PolisBelorussan frontier, and three
on the Polish Russian frontier.

The juridiction of the specid arangements The definition of border zones vary according to
agreements. In the Polish-Czech Convention of 1995, the crossng of frontier populations is

fecilitated in border areas which extend to fifteen kilometres, whereas in the case of the agreement
between Poland and the Soviet Union of 1985, the border zone has a diameter of fifty kilometres.

The decision to open and close international crossing points comes under the exclusive competence
of nationd authorities. In federd dates, such as Germany, the regions (Lander) are systematicaly
associated with decisonsto open or close border crossings and the conclusion of the corresponding
agreements with neighbouring countries.

Locd authorities can generdly exercise palitica influence in the opening of crossng points and can
submit proposas (Audria, Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Germany, Lithuania, Poland,
Portugd, the Slovak Republic), and in some cases their informa agreement is required (Austria and
Germany). They are mogt influentid in the opening and closing of minor crossing points such &
tourist paths, “green crossng points’ and those reserved for light motor vehicles (Audtria, the Czech
Republic and Germany).

In Latvia, border crossing points are opened and closed according to the bilaterd agreements and
the law on State borders.

Among the Schengen countries, following Article 136, the States party to the agreement have to be
informed of the decision to close or open crossing points.



13
[I1.  Theinvolvement of territorial authoritiesin the transfrontier impact assessments

The Community Directive 85/337," which has been amended by Directive 97/11/EC of
3 March 1997°, on the assessment of environmenta impact stipulates that a specific consultation
procedure involving the other member state should be applied whenever consderable impact effects
on the environment of another member dtate is expected. The member dtate in turn informs and
conaults its citizens. It is envisaged that the citizens of the “affected party” are informed and can
express comments or objections to be duly taken account of by the “originating party” when making
the find decison after a consultation phase among the parties.

Similarly, the United Nations Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary
Context (25 February 1991) or the Espoo Convertion, provides for consultation with frontier
citizens, and establishes a procedure for admitting complaints from a foreign country on the
transfrontier impact of a congruction. It also encourages the conclusion of bilateral and multilatera
agreements with a view to setting up inditutional arrangements or enlarge the mandate of existing
ones in order to give full effect to the convention. The convention, which entered into force on 10
September 1997, has currently been ratified by twenty countries and the European Community”.

The following are some examples of gpplying the legd obligations mentioned above:
I. Right to be infarmed and consulted

Lega provisons granting loca and regiona authorities on the other sde of a border the right to be
informed about relevant congtruction do not exist in the Czech Republic and Estonia.

There are various conventions which are binding on Finland that contain provisons for providing
information and negotiations concerning the environmental impact of a project. These are the
Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context, the Convention on
the Protection of the Marine Environment of the Baltic Sea Area, Convention between Finland,
Norway, Sweden and Denmark on the Protection of the Environment and various agreements on
transboundary waters and on the communication of security matters of nuclear power plants.

1 OJNo. L 175, 5.7.1985, p. 40. Directive as | ast amended by the 1994 Act of Accession.
2 Council Directive 97/11/EC on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the

environment; OJ of the European CommunitiesL 73 14 March 1997, p.5.

3 According to the state of ratification of 13 May 1998, the following countries have ratified the Espoo
Convention: Albania, Armenia, Austria, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Denmark, Finland, Geece, Hungary, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Republic of Moldova, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom;
the European Community.
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In Germany, section 4 of the Federd Spatid Planning Act provides for mutud information and
discussion in the case of plans and measures affecting neighbouring states. Foreign locd authorities
have no legd right to information or participation in spatid planning. However, the regiond planning
departments in the neighbouring state which will be affected by a given plan are supposed to be
associated with the planning process and the subsequent voting. These departments are then free to
bring in the rdlevant locd authorities, if they seefit.

Irish planning legidation under Article 31 of the Locd Government (Planning and Development)
Regulations, 1994, obliges locd authorities to give the Miniger for the Environment notice of any
planning gpplication in respect of development which is likdy to have significant effects on the
environment in another member gtate of the European Union. For Irdand, this article in practice
relates to the transboundary effects in Northern Irdland of development and vice versa. The
consultation in such cases is between the Irish locd and public authorities and the Northern Ireland
Department for the Environment, the planning authority for thet jurisdiction.

Public natification procedures in Irdand ensure that territorid communities and authorities are
informed of the exigence of an environmenta impact assessment which may have transfrontier
effects. It is open to any individua or community, regardless of where the person(s) live(s) to
comment on the application.

In Itdy, locd authorities participate in the procedure for trandfrontier environmenta impact
assessments by sending written comments to the relevant authorities.

In Luxembourg, the Convention on the Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary
Context, is trangposed into the Law of 29 July 1993. Hence the provisons of this Convention on
Conaultation with Frontier Citizens, and the procedure for admitting complaints from a foreign
country on the transfrontier impact of a congtruction, are to be applied.

In the Netherlands, according to the Spatial Planning Act, communities and authorities on the other
Sde of the border have the right to be informed about or participate in spatial planning matters. In
the same way complaints from German or Belgian communities or authorities are dlowed and taken
account of in the planning procedures on the same basis as those from Dutch communities and
authorities.

In Portugd, environmental impact sudies are made if it implies alarge territorid area. Projects such
as communication routes, polluting industries and dams require impact studies. In this case, centrd
adminigration, the Commission for Regiona Co-ordination, local authorities, associations for natural
protection and citizens play a Sgnificant part in initiating and encouraging exchange of information
and debates between the two countries.

In Romania, exiging regulations require the assessment of the impact of certain projects on the
environment, but studies for the transfrontier impact of such projects are not envisaged. There are no
explicit regulations to dlow the right to direct information by the territorid authorities and
communities with regard to projects having a transfrontier impact. However, there are possibilitiesto
inform the foreign authorities about the activities with a trandfrontier impact. This is executed by
bilaterd committees created within the framework of the sgned hilaterd conventions on the
protection of the environment (e.g. the Romanian and Moldavian joint committees).
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In the Sovak Republic, the right to be informed and to take part in planning of the relevant
condruction (building, equipmert or any other activity) islaid out by Act 127/1994 Dg concerning
the impact on the environment.

Sweden dso implements the provisons of the European Union Directive (85/337/EEC) and of the
Espoo Convention where the establishment of consultation procedures are required.

In Switzerland, for hydraulic plants, dl bilaterd agreements envisage responsibility for consultations
and for providing of information. A amilar principle was adopted in the federd law concerning
regiond planning.

In Turkey, no kegd provisons exig to inform the loca authorities of a neighbouring country on the
trangfrontier impact of a project.

In the United Kingdom, the Department of the Environment (Northern Irdland) has a reciproca
arrangement with the Republic of Irdland whereby natification is given of any proposed devel opment
which islikely to have dgnificant environmentd effects

. Right ta file a complaint

In Bulgaria, complaints can be recaved from foreign countries due to severd internationd
agreements to which Bulgariais a party, such as those concerning the ozone layer, trandfrontier air
pollution, industrid accidents, protection and use of transfrontier water currents and international
lakes.

In principle, national courts of the Czech Republic may admit complaints from abroad according to
the Act on Internationd Private Law and Procedural Rules (No. 97/1963).

In Germany, the nationa courts admit gpped's from neighbouring states on the same terms as those
lodged by nationals. No complaint procedure is available for spatid planning decisons, ether from
“home” or abroad.

The Convention on Environmenta Protection signed by Denmark, Finland, Norway and Sweden in
1974 provides that those exposed to an environmental disturbance from another country have the
right to complain to courts or authorities in the country of activity, in principle on the same conditions
as domestic complaints.

In Romania, legal procedures through which complaints from foreign states concerning transfrontier
impact due to specific congruction, are not yet in force.

In Switzerland, there is no legd arrangement to dlow complaints from a foreign country on issues
concerning the environmental impact of certain constructions. However, according to the Swiss law,
thisright is not excluded.
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. Trandrontier impact assessments and sudies

In Austria, transfrontier studies on the economic, spatia and environmenta impact of projects are
rare. Recently, studies were conducted concerning transfrontier parks and power statiors.

In Bulgaria, trandfrontier air pollution studies were made, particularly in the city of Rousse area.
Some of the studies are made by regiond authorities or by regiona inspectorates at the Ministry of
Environmertt.

The county of Parnu (Estonia) is intending to initiste an impact study concerning the planned harbour
condruction in Ainazhi (Latvia). It is intended to include: environmental impact assessment, socio-
economic impact assessment, anadyss of possihilities for participation in the free-trade zone.

An intergovernmental commission was st up between Italy and France in 1996 which is charged
with the preparations for the congtruction of a high-speed train link between Lyons and Turin.

In Germany, participation in a project spanning the Brandenburg border is being planned by the
supreme regiona planning authority in agreement with its counterpart in the neighbouring country,
under Article 4 of the Decree on the Execution of Spatid Planning Procedures. This means that
neighbouring Polish voivodships will be involved in preparing and executing spatia planning
procedures. This has dready happened in the projects concerning a commerciad park, atransfrontier
ring road and in the cregtion of a Euro-transport and trade centre. German road- building authorities
in the Land Brandenburg also select their projects in close co-operaion with the Polish road-
building departments. This ensures that the Polish and German bodies conduct their environmental
impact studies smultaneoudy. The German road-building authorities extend their impact studies
regarding new roads with new border crossings up to the border.

Latvia Sgned an agreement with Edtonia on the Environmenta Impact Assessment in a
Transboundary Context on 14 March 1997. This agreement covers activities in the area within
fifteen kilometres of the common border. Some activities include: thermal power stations, processng
and trandformation of asbestos, indudtriad inddlations, congruction of motorways and airports,
wade digposd inddlations, water regulation projects in certain rivers, drainage of wetlands, and
extraction of water and mineral resources.

An agreement has been sgned by Lithuania, Latvia and Belarus for the monitoring of the Igndina
nuclear power plant. Other transfrontier impact studies are to be included in the transfrontier regiona
development projects.
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PART 11

General conclusions of the survey and
concluding remarks

Different types of institutional and other mechanisms ar e established to co-ordinate
regional planning between the member states

The survey reveds that there are a variety of structures established to co-ordinae regiond planning
across the border. Some of the observations are as follows:

1.

Both in western and in centrd Europe the intergovernmentd regiond planning commissons
are widespread. They are sometimes divided into sub-committees according to distinct
geographica zones (north/south or east/middie/west) and are supported by severd
gpecidised working groups. The commissons adopt recommendations and establish
common principles and gods for trandfrontier regiona planning.

The cregtion of regiond planning commissons is not a sina qua non for co-operation. The
mesetings and decisons reached between the heads of governments and the rdlevant
minigters can also form abasis for co-operation in the field of spatid planning.

Trandfrontier co-operation does not have to depend on intergovernmenta agreements either.
It requires firg and foremost a strong political will for co-operation. For ingtance, the
Visons and Strategies around the Baltic Sea Region 2010 (VASAB) was designed on the
bass of the conclusons of minigerid meetings and is not based on any internaiond
agreement.

Bilaterd committees may dso be edtablished through informa contacts and agreements
between the relevant ministries. Several committees were established which have conducted
dudies to establish a transfrontier development concept. It must be underlined, however,
that bilaterd or multilatera committees are not essentia to undertake a study on the
development of trandfrontier areas. In some cases, intergovernmenta  committees are
established after atransfrontier study has been made.

Some examples show that transfrontier bodies are established for specific purposes, such as
to protect and manage a transfrontier nature park, or to protect the environment of a
mountain chain

Thelocal and regional authorities areinvolved in transfrontier regional planning in
various ways

They participate in the work of the intergovernmental commissons (ther sub-commissions
and working groups);
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They form Euro-regions and establish working groups on regiond planning;
They establish informal contacts across the frontier.

Good examples of transfrontier co-operation in regional/spatial planning

The findings of the survey point to several good practice examples that can be used for guidance by
centra, regiona and local authorities and for smilar purposes in other transfrontier regions:

1.

For the purpose of establishing atransfrontier zone of development, that is a zone which has
the purpose of creating employment, atracting investment and increasng economic
activities, a good example is the European Development Pole based on a joint resolution
sgned by the Governments of France, Luxembourg and that of the Walloon region.

For co-operation across the mountain chains, a good example is the Protocol to the
Convention on the Protection of the Alps. The protocol envisages transfrontier co-operation
on regiond planning and sustainable development of the Alpine regions. Another good
practice concerns the Conference on the Mont Blanc which was initiated by the Ministries of
the Environment of France, Switzerland and Italy.

For trandfrontier co-operation in regiond planning across a seq, a good example is the
Visons and Strategies around the Bdtic Sea Region 2010 (VASAB) adopted by the Bdltic
Sea states (1994).

For establishing a common framework of transfrontier regiond planning in populated aress,
agood exampleis the 2nd Bendlux Structura Outline (1996).

On local border traffic the following conclusions can be drawn from the survey:

The Schengen Agreement has congderably diminated the obstacles for free flow of goods
and people between the origina Schengen countries.

Strengthening of the external Schengen frontiers and the congtruction of new frontiers of the
newly formed states have the effect of dowing down transfrontier passage and, in some
cases, blocking the circulation of goods and of people.

A degree of tolerance towards low volume border traffic eases the effects of intensfied
border controls. This concerns specid privileges for the trandt passage of frontier citizens
and vehicles with locd regigtration.

Some member states have adopted certain measures to ease congestion. These include;

aranging spaces or zones a the frontier where vehicles can wait until congestion has
stopped (the German Staur&ume);
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- opening a separate line for difficult and long cases,

- aranging a specid crossng point for light motor vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians (tourists,
transfrontier workers, persons visiting their family, and so on).

5. Mogt of the responses stated that local authorities are mogt influentia in the opening and
closure of minor crossing points, such as tourist paths and “ green crossing points’.

V. Theinvolvement of territorial authoritiesin transfrontier impact assessments

1. Generdly, information is provided to neighbouring states on the environmental impact of
certain projects.

2. Such information is more regular if there is a bilateral or multilateral commission for regiond
planning.

3. Locd authorities generaly cannot receive information directly on constructions that will have
atrandrontier effect. They can only be informed by their central governments which should
be informed by the authorities of the neighbouring Sate.

4, Mogt nationd courts admit complaints from abroad.
5. Trandfrontier impact assessments are not widespread.
Concluding remarks

Transfrontier co-operation in regiond planning is along-term learning process. It takes time to move
from the initid steps of establishing contacts, exchanging information, preparing joint sudies, to
reech the more developed stages of co-ordination, harmonisation and establishing common
gructurd plans, in short, forming a planning community.

The transfrontier development studies which are conducted in most of the member dtates are a step
in the right direction. There gill remains an immense effort to be made to diminate obstacles to
transfrontier co-operation in regiond planning (establishing common grategies, concepts, principles,
collecting and harmonising Satistica data, overcoming indtitutiond, cultural and political problems).

The involvement of locad and regiond authorities which have firg-hand information and experience of
frontier aress, is essentia in trangfrontier regiond planning. Only then can decisions be gpplied in an
effective and efficient way. Following on from this argument, it is clear that a strengthening of locdl
and regiond sdf-government in the field of regiond planning is required.

Findly, and most importantly, the fundamental requirement of transfrontier co-operation, in any field,
is the freedom to cross the frontiers. Physical frontiers should not be barriers and obstacles to
achieving good neighbour relations. With this in mind, establishing specid crossing points for frontier
citizens and taking steps to increase the efficiency of border controlsis essentid for the devel opment
of trandfrontier co-operation, in particular, and for the creation of atolerant and prosperous Europe,

ingenerd.
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COMMUNICATION TO THE MEMBER STATES

laving down guidelines for operational programmes which Member States are invieed 1o
eseablish in the framework of a Community Interreg imitiative concerning transnational coop-
eration on spatial planning

ANTERREG I C)

(96/C 200:/07)

At i meetng on § May 1996, the European
Commission  decided 0 develop the initative
concerming cross-border cooperation and selecged
energy networks w include a third strand (here-
inafter seferred to as Interreg I ) concerning
transnational  coopeéradon  on spatial  planning
within the meaning of Amicle 11 of Regulation
{(EEC) Mo 4233/88, last amended by Regulation
(EC) No 3193/94, and Anticle 3 (2) of Regulation
(EEC} Mo 4254/88, amended by Regulation
(EEC) No I082/93, and Anicle 5 of Repgulation
(EEC) Mo 4254/88, amended by Regulation
(EEC) Mo 2085/93,

In the context of Intecreg II, Communigy
assistance in the form of leans and grams and
technical assistanee is made available for measures
and in areas which respect the puidelines laid
down in this notce, and which are included in
operational  programmes  submived  sngly  or
jointly by Member States and approved by the
European Commission

In terms of i objectives, as well a3 s
programmes, [nmerreg [1 C is entirely distinc from
sirands A (cransnational cooperaton) and B
{selected energy nerworks), as much by the exten
of the area covered and the types of parmerships
which it secks o promote as by the emphasis it
places on the development of a strategic vision for
the spatial planning of the areas in question.

In effect, the concepr of spaval planning was first

imroduced in the regulations an the Structoral
Funds with a wiew 10 undertaking explocatory
siudies  (Aricle 10 of the ERDFL It then
developed at the Community level through we
Commigtion  commumeatiant (Eurcpe 2000 and
Europe 2000+), the conclusions of eight
successive  informal  miniszerial  mestings, in
particular  in  Leipzig  (Seprember 19947 and
Strasbourg (March 1995), a5 well a5 the interest
shown in the maner by the European Parliament
and the Comminee of the Regions.

The implementation of the Community Initative
Interreg 11 C is achieved within the framework of
the competence of each Member State as regards

spatial planning. Tt will net prejudice other actions
in this field which are the responsibilicy of the
Member States,

I DEVELOPMENT AlMS
The aims of this strand of the mitavve are:

— to help restore the balance berween different
areas of the European Union theough struc-
ruring measures that serve Community interests
by comtributing to the promation of econome
amel social cohesion. Whar s invelved is 10 seek
an ordered and optimum allecation of actvites
in spaual 1werms, the development of adequate
communication  nétwork:  besween  thess
activities, and the correction of l:lispa:ritil:s and
development differences, i 2 strazemy for the
sustainable  development of the Union's
territory, that it is desired] o make balanced
and competitive,

— to foster transnational cooperation initated in
this field by Member States and other auth-
orities with responsibilivies for spatial planning
within 3 framework of common territoral
development pricrites adopred for conunuous
geopraphical enoives covering areis o more
than one Member Seate,

— to improve the impact of Community palicies
on spatial development,

— 1o help Member Szates and their regions ke a
preventive and cooperative approach to the
problems of water resources management
posed by floods and droughe.

Interreg I C is thus made up of three elements:

— spatial planning and transnational cooperation
T ASUTES,

— spatial planning and transnational cooperatien
ggainst flooding,
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— spatial planning and action against drought,

Spatial planning and transnational cooperation
MEASUTES

Several Member States have signed uansnacional
COOPETaticn agreements covernng wide
peographical areas (eg the Alps, Medierrancan
sea, Balic sea) in relation to termtonal devel-

opment and more specifically spatial planning.

Creer  and  shove these agreements, what s
imvolved is support for the joint development of
pther transnaticnal groupings going bevond smple
cross-border  cooperation and ing groupings
invalving at least three States (ar leam wo

witich are Member Seases), wking account of the
size of possible rermones imvolved i cooperation,

Spatial planning and tramemational esoperation
against Hlooding

Fur several yeras now varous Member Stares have
been facing an incresse in spatal development
problems relating to flooding. The orgin of these
prablems has at least in par been aterbuted to the
lazk of planning and development measures for
rirer basing, in particular wheee the lamer run
through several Member States.

The objective of Community participation is 1o

promaore thres types of measures:

— jomnt deafting and implementation of coop-
erative plan: and programmes for the devel-
apfient af river basing,

— sparial planning meissres that help prevent
floods,

— cooperation betwesn Member Stares amd local
and regional awherides aimed a1 developing
the abovemenuoned measures, in parnicular
through the pooling of know-how  and

EXPETIENCE,

Spatial planning and action against drought

The regions of the Mediwerranean area have been
particulary  affecied  for  several  years by
ncreasingly seriouns drought conditions,

Cheer and above chmatic fretocs, the worsermg
consequences of this phenomenon are generally
artrbuted, at least in pan, o a series of inappro-
priate spatial planning practices, and a lack of

11.

coordinaton between the partners concemed, in
regard 10 the management of waler resources,

The abjective of Community parmicpation is w
promote two types of measure:

— actions contnbuting to suamable termonal

development, through the aveidance of
Excasave water consumpeion, while
encouraging a  rauonal  and  equitable

distrbution of water resources,

— ¢ooperation berween Member States and focal
and regional aurhormies on the abovemen-
toned measures, in particular through the
pooling of know-how and  experience,
including that of Evropean and Mediterranean
nen-member countries.

1. FRESENTATION OF PROGRAMMMES

When prepanng  operational progeammes  for
whmission onder the Imerreg 1 C  imiiative,
Member States and regional and local authortes
will present a join strategy related e the area in
quesuon and proposals derived from o

For each operational programm: a  joint
management strucmre will be competent for all
the tereitory in question for implemen ing the joint
strategy of the tansnavonal programme and
facilitate the implementation of the joim projeces
berween the Member States. I functioning and
the management methods should be defined taking
into accousn the peculiarities of each siuatan,
with a pragmatic approach.

Prigrity will be given 10 proposals made in coop-
eration with regromal and local auchericies which
inclade the creation of development of shared
mstitutional or  adminstrawve  stroctures, where
possible within existing cooperadion frameworks,
for implementing broader and deeper transnational
cooperation, supported, where approprate, not
only by public institudons but alse by private and
voluntary organizasions and agensies.

[n addition, the Commission wishes w develop
joint procedures  for wanseational cooperation

where appropniate,

Measures assisted under this mmative should be
designed 10 have a global impact so that ome
Membe:s State can  benefit  from  assistance
provided on the termiory of another S
Pamicular avention will be grven to measures thar
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benefic the mos remote regions, even if the
measures are not implemented an the errimoey of
those regions.

IIL DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE AREAS

On the basis of proposals drawn up jomdy by the
Member Saawes concerped, the Commsgmen wall
adope a hst of 2 hmied pumber of wansnaional
grovpings of geographically  concimuous  areas
mvalved in cooperatcr covernng in principle at
leass three Seaves (ar beast wwo of which are
Member  Staes)k  Ome  Member  Stae  may
participate in  several transnational cooperation
groupings. Within this group of States, coop-
eration berween a smaller number of Swawes on
particular aspects will be possible

The regions targeted by the flood mitgason
actions are the drainage basins of the rvers in
question,

In addition, a list of regians ehigble for measures
condusted 3t national level conceming the fight
ag.inmt drought will be drawn wp by the
Coemmission  from  the  eligible  regions, and
epecially from Objectve 1 repons, on the bass of
properly-documented proposals from the Member
Staces concerned  (Portugal, Spain, Iialy  and
Gresce).

Special males will be adopred by the Commission
o promote the paricipation of European and
Medierranean non-member countries in these
transnational cooperation groupings in the Union.
In such cases, an application from a minimum of
oo Member States may suffice to establish the
transnational  cooperaton area  with  thoss
countries. However, 1t should be recalled that
Community  assistance under the Imereg 1T C
i-rljl'—'lli-r-i-"ﬂ an ml}' b‘C g.l'il:ltﬂd el I}JDE.' pars U‘:I: ';['Ir:
ares siwaied I the European Union

IV, ELIGIBLE ACTIONS AND MEASURES

17, () spatiad planning and teninations! cooperation

The choice of measures selected for the purpose
of preparing an operational programme from
cligthiliy fist defined below will be carried out
actording to priorties and imegrated strategics
joinily esiablished by the Member States. All
measures should be consiseent with a long-12rm
sustainzble  developmemt of the transnanional
TEgEan in quesnon.

— Preparatory actions for the implementation
of transnational strztepies, nowbly the ident-
fication (through dewiled studies, definition
of common crteria and the development of
planning  methods) of  environmenally
sensitive areas or areas that may benefic from
priofity measures 1o assist spatial planning,

— messures for the improvement of the cerri-
toral  impact  of Community  policses,
excluding the financing of infrastructures, for
example:

— feasibifity smdies on the improvemem of
secondary land transporn routes,

— measures for the development of sea
trangport, in particular insofar as they are
of interest to the penpheral regons,

— actoas  for  the
mulumodal transport,

development  of

— promotion of air links between regional
airpors for the benefic of peripheral
regions,

with a1  view
mabiliry,

0 promoting  sustainahbbe

— AEtons o improve the werrivorial
management of the manne zeis a1 the
periphery of the Union, from he pomnt of
view both of economic develspment and
environmental protection and improvement,

— measures to develop the coasal areas of the
Evuropean Union, for example:

— imegrated coamal development.
— prevention and control of sea pollubon,
= protection of the environment,

— development of transnanonal land admines-
wration sysems and regularions as o basis for
decimons on  land-use, planning, economic
development 2nd management of land.

Where &t 15 demonsrated that  cransnational
cooperaton contributes o their effectiveness and
their rerrnionial impac 1 substantial:

— measures o resiore, develop and  protect
areas affected by permanent  geopraphical
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handicaps {e.g. mouwntams, Arctic areas) and
to manage the countryside,

incegrated measures preparing, promotng or
accompanymg  sustainable  economic  devel-
opment and the integrated management of
réscainced in given categones of zones (eg
wetlands, coastal  aress, tourist  areas)
belonging 1 the same  cransmacional
geographical area,

economic development measures with 4 view
to sustainable development, for example:

— promotion of high-guality wourism,

— development of networks of medium-
sized Lowns,

— drversification in rural areas,

— cooperation  using  information  and
communication  technologies, eg  in
TOUFLEm,

measures for sastainable development of the
MOUNTLINOUS egions of the Union as Iiving
areas, economic areas and natural areas,

measures for improving transnational coop-
eration in the field of spanal planning with
the non-Member States,

the promoton of echoology transfer and
COOpEration networks, research and l‘ﬁghcr
education and technology cransfer centres,
and the ereation of information systems
benefiting in particular remote areas. This
could inclede ERDF and ESF support for
studies, pilot projecs and the development of
human resources;

(h) spatual development plannmmp ard  (ransmational
conperation against fooding

and

i¢) spatial development planning and action apainst
drought

=== MEASUNSy Concermmng:

— the identification of sensitive areas or
areas that may benefit from priornoy
mezsures o assist spacial planning [b + ¢,

— sudies on the hyvdraulic and ecological
balance of major river basins, on the
cause of flooding, i particular i relaton
ter land wse policies and practices, prep-
aration of joint plans feasibility swdies,
application of expertse, expenence and
technigues relating 1o warer conservation

b + ],

— drawing up guidelines and  measures
concerming the definion of priorities and
smrategies on the use of land and spanial
planning  for  sustainable  hydrological
management [b + ¢],

— preparation of joint integrated plans for

the  sustainable  development  and
improved wse of availlable resources, with
a wiew 1o avoiding overuse (between
relevant  authorities, eg.  authorides
respongible for spatial planning or water
resource manzgement) [c,

— improvemen: of measures relating o the

prevention of flooding in drainage basins
isuch as improvement of dykes and warer
management measures), especially when
‘hese are awrbuable o poor physical
slanning, including [b]:

— measures armed at lowenng  water
levels through the resoration  of
natural overflows and the redwction
of intensive land use having 1 negacive
effert on water retention levels,

— 2 coherent  set of environmentally
friendly measures for undvked river
sysLems,

— smdies on the water resource and ecological

balance in areas with low rainfall [¢];

improvement of irfgation echniques, careful
choice of ¢rops and culivation methods,
reduction of consumprion,  reduction of
Ipsses from supply systems, management of
seasonal peaks, reuse of used water, idencifi-
cation  of measures  with  quantfiable
econemic objectives and value as examples,
in paricular in the agriculral secror b +

' H
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— promosion of good practice:

— svstems of supervision, eoordination and
exchange of information ({in partscular
wsing computer sysiems), as well as
emergency intervention planning,

— protection and  preparation. of  the
sustainable restoration of sensiuve areas,

— measures to rase the awareness of the
groups particularly concerned,

— joimt  defimiion  of  basic  training

requirements,

— promaotion of implementation that can be
used for demonstration purposes,

— INCENUVE MEAsures.

With regard 1w technical assismance for all the
eligible measures the Commission will:

— help the Member Staes and regional and local
authorities, pamicularly i Objectives | and &
regions, w  prepare  and  implement
Programmes,

— encourage  and facilitawe the esxchange of
information znd experience on transnational
COOPETATIon,

— organize mubilateral meeting between Member
Srates o faciliare cooperation.

COMMUNITY CONTRIBUTION T
FINANCING OF INTERREG 11 C

THE

Interreg 11 C operational programmes and projects
will be jointy financed by Member Scaucs and she
Community. The twoal conibution of the
Community Stroctaral Funds o sirand © of the
Ieterreg I inmatve for 1995 w 1999 45 estimaned
at ECU 415 million. Community expendimre in
regions not classified as eligible under Cfjectives
1, 2, 5b and & must represent a minorty share of
the Community contribusion. In the case of the
countries of Central Eastern and Europe, the Cl5
and the Mediterranean, transnational activities
may be financed under the DPhare, Tacis and
MEDA programmes respectvely.

20.

at.

The Commission decision on the amount of
Community  assimance 10 be allocated 1w the
various operational programmes will be made on
the basis of the populaton and level of devel-
opment of the areas concerned, as well as the
quality  of the programmes subeied.  The
amounts allecared will be decided in accordance
with the provisions of the Regulavons governing
the Structwral Fonds and depending onm  the
financial capacity of the nauonal and regional
zuthories concerned. In evaluating the quality of
the programmes, the Commission will consider the
following factors in partacular:

— the existence of a joimt structure covering the
whole of the termtory concerned and evidence
of joint cooperanon and financing procedures
as well as common medalities for the
implementation of the programme,

— the ewistence of a coheremt strategy for the
area concerned, consdered as an muegrated
geographical unit, with an appropriate combi-
navion of measures and a clear definidon of
the development objectives, quantified where
appropriate, in which the objectives of the
operational  programmes have been properly
integrated,

— the forecast impacr of the measures proposed
within the areas under Interreg 11 €, 1aking
aceount of the problems to be solved and the
objectives ser for chis strand,

— the complementzriy  of  the  assistance
requested  from  the Community  with  the
contrbutions granted by the national and
regional authorities o support the operational
PrOEramme, .

— the forecast efficiency of the ammangements for
the implementation, monitoring and assessment
of the programmes and the degree of
invalvement af local and regional authorities in
thar implementation,

V1. IMPLEMENTATION

Member Stares wishing o benefic from assistance
under this strand of Interrsg 11 are invited 1o
submit detailed operavional programme proposals
within aix months of the date of publicavon of this
notce in the Ofical fowmal of the Exropean
Communitier. Cperational programme  proposals
submitted after that date will net necessarily be



26

No C 20028 [EN | Official Journal of the European Communies 10 7.9

2.

Frit.

24,

considered by the Commission. The C strand of
the Inserreg I initacve will be administered sepa-
rately from the ather vwo strands of the inigacve.

The costs relating to zones covered by Objectve [
will be indicated separaely in the programme.
Where appropriate, expendiure relating to areas
not eligthle under Objectives 1, 2, 5b and & should
alsa be indicated separarely.

Third enuntries cooperatng in the mmplementation
of a programme and recewing fanding under other
Community programmes, in parucular  Phare,
Tacis and MEDA, should submit their applications
for assistance under the laer following the
procedures  governing  them. To faclnate  the
implementation of the transnavional or cross-
border projects or measures the Member Staes
and third countries invobeed should adogr appro-
priate coordination procedures in association with
the Commission.

The proposals should include an assessment of the
situzdon and indicate their objectives. They should

be zccompanied by a schedule and a siawerment of
the criteria and procedures for implementation,
monioring and assessment. During and afer the
programming period, the Commission will assess,
in partnership with the Member States, the results
of the programmes submited. The European
Parliament, the Maragement Comminee for
Community initiatives  and  the  monionng
committees will be informed of the resulis of the
assessment and the measures taken as @ conse-
quence,

25, All correspondence relating o this notice should
be addressed 1o

Mr E. Landiburu

Director-General

Direciorae-General for Regional Palicy
and Cohesion

Eurcpean Commission

200 Rue de la Laoi

B-1049 Brussels.

Recapitulation of current tenders, published in the Supplement to the Official fournal of the
European Communities, financed by the Furopean Community under the European Devel
opment Fund (EDF) or the European Communities budget
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