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First workshop
“Cross-border Cooperations” group

Evaluation of the INTERREG Programmes
Philippe Doucet, GEPHYRES

1. Evolution of the INTERREG Programmes

The management of the INTERREG programmes has ajtgdoecome more complex and now
covers broad, overlapping transnational areas.

There has been a slight increase in INTERREG progres, from 2% for the 2000-2006
programming period to 2.42% for the 2007-2013 progning period.

The notion of proximity has an important place iioss-border cooperation.

2. Ex Post Evaluation of INTERREG 3
Evaluation
The aim was to evaluate the political and territioimpact of cross-border cooperation.

Axis A: the evaluation emphasized:
- Very general and global strategies;
- The direct effects of physical investment on theetigpment of cross-border areas and direct;
effects of less material soft cooperation (creatibnetworks, exchanges etc.);
- The intensity and depth of cooperation is quitedgbot varies according to the level of joint
initiatives or lack of them.
Axis B: the evaluation emphasized:
- Strategies are not adequately targeted,;
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Budgets are too small;
- Direct effects tend to result from soft cooperation
The most significant effect is the creation of Brgustainable networks;
- Above average levels of cooperation as strong aatipa was directly linked with the project
rather than the programme.
Axis C: the evaluation emphasized:
- Very broad issues;
- Low intensity and depth of cooperation;
- Management of the cooperation was emphasized tatnenent of content;
Indirect effects on the territory.

Recommendations

The recommendations proposed on the basis of thisa&ion were as follows:
- Cross-border programmes need to better targetifgoand objectives;
- Project development (as opposed to a purely reaptgture) needs to be developed,;
- Synergies between programmes need to be developed;
- Joint strategies need to be anticipated and warkid
- Indicators to better measure the results and pegoce of cooperation and relations between
regions need to be developed.

Governance tool:

EGTC could contribute to the sustainability of cegiion. EGTC could be a good tool for promoting
better governance but governance systems haveddjbsted on a case by case basis.

There is a clear need to reinforce the territaridgration of the respective areas. The macroregi

tool could be very useful in this regard. Theralso a need to strengthen links between the various
EU interventions.

Financial tool:
FEDER means should be directly allocated to prograsrather than to Member States.

Evaluation:
It is necessary to evaluate not only the progranmnésiso the projects.

3. Conditions for Cooperation

Several reasons lead regions to cooperate:
- Opportunistic cooperation because available FEDES;
- Given increasing territorial interdependence, thisra genuine need for strategic cooperation
for better territorial integration.

To reach this second objective, a place-based apprthat goes beyond administrative borders is
necessary. Whatever the administrative bordersdrmafipbe, cooperation between territories needs to
be based on relations and flux in order to develgposs-border cooperation strategy based on shared
issues.

4. Discussion Issues

- What are the competences and skills necessaryritp @at sound transnational cooperation
development?
o Skills need to be strengthened.
o Intercultural exchange is complex and requires.time
o Training/diplomas must be oriented towards thetetiia dimension of territorial
cooperation rather than simply focus on programagament.
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- What are the dynamics of cross-border cooperatiothé new Member States? Are such
programmes adapted to this area?
o Developing cross border cooperation while at threesaespecting community rights
has been difficult.
0 The main question is how the new members see fhede and role in European
institutions.
- Doesn't the significant, ongoing economic competitibetween regions impede territorial
integration?
o ltis difficult to integrate the economic level énoss-border relations due to divergent
rules (taxes, salaries etc.)
0 Local and regional administrations are not readghiare rules, laws, etc.
- What type of conditionality can increase the effigiy of such a programme?
0 How is conditionality to be developed without inatiors?
0 How can territorial integration be evaluated?
0 The place-based approach is interesting but there@funds available to finance it.
In the Baltic Sea, cooperation existed long beftrectural funds: historical links are
the best opportunity for organizing cross-bordespayation. But in most other cases,
there would have been no cooperation without atrattfunds — i.e., without
obligations, cooperation may fail.
0 The place-based approach may also represent anrtopipy for bringing actors
together around a common territorial objective.

References:

Duhr, S., Colomb, C., Nadin, V. (201(uropean Spatial Planning and Territorial Cooperation.
London: Routledge

INTERREG 1] Community Initiative (2000-2006), BExeBt Evaluation,
http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docdenaluation/pdf/expost2006/interreg_executive_s

ummary_fr.pdf

Second workshop
« Governance » group

Current State of Discussions and Preparations forite 2014-2020 Cohesion Policy
Jean-Charles Leygues

Evolution of the Institutional Framework

The projects that are to be implemented are inorgigscomplex, decisions are taken at multiple
levels and the infra-national level is increasinglyder pressure. In such a complex environment,
public policies are facing a crisis of legitimacyterms of cohesion and the national policy tools.
Everywhere, there is a trend towards decentratimatias promoted by the Structural Funds.
Decentralization can take various forms but a comelement is that it requires working in networks.

Coordination of Public I ntervention

Sector-based public intervention represents a moastacle and brake to the political action of
cohesion. It increases disparities and privilegkaralful of development poles.

There is a need to favour common effort among #us levels of decision-making and competence
and to accept and recognize competencies (bothcpaid private). This will allow us to bring all
available and complementary competencies to beavayking together on a common project. And
this requires genuine political will and leadership
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Added Value of Cohesion Policy?
What is the added value of cohesion policy? Inflicdit economic context, structural investment may
not be sustainable. There is a need for qualitadditionality for strategic orientation.

EU2020 Strategy

EU2020 Strategy remains at a very general levekbeityone agrees on its main goals: environmental
protection and the promotion of a sustainable anllisive society.

If we demand that cohesion policy strengthen coitipatess and reduce disparities, we are requiring
something for which it is not equipped.

How to Finance Cohesion Policy?

Discussions of how to finance cohesion policy withbably lead to maintaining financial distribution
rules. Moreover it will be difficult for Member S&s to transfer funds to the Community level for
2014-2020. But if the Member States agree on th@(R0 Strategy, there is a need for coherence
between national budgets and the strategic chofc€smmunity policies.

Two options concerning conditionality can be disaas

- Macro-economic conditionality on the basis of macanomic criteria;

- Is there a specific conditionality in the area ohesion policy? In order for this specific
conditionality to be fair, the same conditionalityist be applied in all Member States. It thus
requires common, clear and credible indicators. ditlg credible indicators are those of the
structural reforms linked with the EU2020 Strateflyis implies that there should be an initial
contract (“partnership contract”) between the EesopCommission and the Member States to
distribute funds at the regional level. The natlopartnership contract will force major
strategic discussions. Subsidiarity will be orgadisFor the three main priorities of EU2020
Strategy we need to develop one indicator and eseltr objective. According to this result,
funds can be reinforced or reduced.

Is There Compatibility Between or an Alternative to the Various Forms of Conditionality?

It probably will not be applied to all policies hbuiis certain to be applied to cohesion policy.

The macro-economic sanction can only be symbolicdiven the climate of mistrust among Member
States and the budget crisis, it will exist. In@ necessarily negative if it encourages the regio
make efforts to transpose Community policies inrthee of structural funds and acts as an incentive
for Member States to make changes that they haye ieductant to adopt.

Discussion:

- EU2020 Strategy represents general objectives taddepto all but is not an integrated and
complete strategy as such.

- What are the particular objectives of conditioy@iSince inclusion and innovation also have
to be taken into consideration, it can not be basechacro-economic indicators.

- Does the EU2020 Strategy meet the expectationseohéw Member States or does it rather
favour the countries of the “competitiveness olyet?

- What is the place of the new Member States in ttoegss of decentralisation? Do they
represent an opportunity to deprive the Europeamr@igsion of responsibility to transfer the
responsibility to the States?

- The European Commission establishes norms and buteso longer refers to any dynamics
of action. Isn’'t the European Commission facindabgl crisis (financial, reference, etc.)?

- Does it mean a return to the place-based approach?

- Cohesion policy methodology seems to focus on timéral and oversight rather than on new
development strategies or new strategies of colleetction.
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- The European Commission seems to no longer betad/és the question of content. Is this
explained by the position of States that say “taee of the criteria, we take care of the
contents of the policies”?

- What is the role and place of the “confidence amitrbetween the European Commission
and the Member States?

- There is a need for real political debate conceriive role of cohesion policy, which may
otherwise become an indiscriminate financial tool.

- Do we want community-level governance or not?

- How to translate the EU2020 Strategy given its@doased approach? Does the “partnership
contract” help reduce the risk of sector-based siomepolicy?

- It seems that cohesion may encourage increasedetitivgness, polarization and divergence:
can we still talk about cohesion in that case? Vithdie role of territories? If we consider the
convergence and reduction of disparities, it isezde see the role of the territory.

- What is the importance of territorialised policiésector policies prevail? It is not only an
issue of subsidiarity.

- With the new perspective of strategic alignmenhwtommunity policies based on EU2020
Strategy, there is a change in paradigm: how do bégiStates react to that?

- How can we have “a good” cohesion policy witholarger budget?

- What would be the nature of macro-economic conuitity? How can it be implemented in
concrete terms?

Third workshop
“Crises and territorial cohesion” group

I. Moving beyond Crisis: A Territorial Approach to Finance
Olivier Crevoisier, Neuchatel University

An increasing portion of industry is influencedthg financialization of the economy.

The financial industry has built channels to exptloe mobility and liquidity of capital across berd.
Companies are no longer territory-based.

Company owners are being replaced by managerslénga groups.

Paradoxically, these changes contribute to inangabioth transparency and opacity. Indeed, the
financial industry is based on transparency butféioe of distance between investor and investment
increases opacity. Increasing diversity in the neimbf sectors, products and intermediary actors
involved similarly contributes investment opacity.

The global city dominates producing regions ane#ers.

The crisis has led:

- To promises of developing the green economy,adlgcresponsible development and financial
sustainability. But sustainable and socially resiae development, on the one hand, and finance, on
the other, run counter to one another in term$eir tspaces of action, criteria of analysis, actorg
mode of governance.

Financial actors try to adapt market finance to sesial demands, such as sustainability.

- to a second scenario, characterized by the fratatien of financial channels: How are territorial
bonds to be understood? Loyalty and confidencéher@eew key words.

But one central question remains: how are confideartd loyalty to be restored between investors,
entrepreneurs and financial intermediaries? Tetaitdoonds characterized by new spaces and a new
temporality might be an answer. There is a neethter- and intra-regional channels.

Discussion:
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- “Dark pools” and the European directive on finahtials aimed at breaking monopolies.

- Returning to the territory to restore loyalty: de weturn to the model of the 70s or are
previously existing institutions to be restored?

- Returning to the value of loyalty and social cdpithat will happen in territories where these
values are weak? What could be the effects in tefrasncentration?

- To what extent are cohesion policies meaningful gamad to the development of financial
tools?

- What is the role of micro-finance and alternativeancial means in the examination of
financial channels?

- How to move beyond perspectives that are constlainethose of “real” economy and
financial economy actors?

- Is there a risk that the trend set by big investuitsbe followed, with the result that small
innovative projects (investment in the green econatrthe moment) will be neglected?

Il. The Dynamics of the Industrial Economy after the Financial Crisis
Pierre Veltz, LATTS Ecole des Ponts, OIN de Saclay

What is going on in the real economy? On the omel hidnere is a disconnection between the financial
and real economies and between the level of thekSExchange and the actual situation of
companies. But both terms of these pairs are ih dlxsely interrelated. There is at the moment
financial “liquidification” and “liquidification” d the processes induced by the pressure of theablob
market. This leads to a reduction of transactigtscbinked to transport.

The global world is characterised by:

- A movement of “unblending activities”: the produstiprocess can be totally fragmented and
distributed geographically in an open and fragm#ntay. The main reference is the value
chain, with a strong focus on the client — a sigaift development compared to some years
ago, when suppliers came first. Paul Krugman empésshe change from trading goods to
trading tasks.

- A movement of organizational and project “fluiddicon”: projects are based on a hard core
in large networks of activities. These take moreroand more flexible organisations into
consideration, with pressure exerted to lower szdar

Such changes have strong destructuring effecthi@netritories and are linked with uncertainty and
unpredictability. Because of the developments meetil above, crises can have an impact on any
company and any territory. This impact is all therenimportant given the fact that there is a latk o
collective action and expression due to the séageaf the working world. The impact of the crisss
therefore fragmented, both from a geographical tpoih view and when considering affected
populations and companies.

The territorial impact is differentiated: capitati€s in France are better off than regions integta
into large international networks. Social shockasbers played their role as well (see study carried
out by L. Davezies and the present author's prasient of its results at an earlier CoesioNet
conference). Manufacturing regions are sufferirggrtiost. The fact that social shock absorbers played
their role gives a false impression that there limlance in France, a notion that is questionaivieng

the fact that this redistribution system only wonkghe event of employment. A degrading industrial
situation will lead to a worsening redistributiwestem.

How can territories be considered a counter-balatwethe general process of economic
“liquidification™? Some territories resist bettdrain others. Metropolitan cities are better off lbsea
there is a congruity between the metropolitan eocgnand the new form of the global economy.

Three models of territorialisation can be distirsingid:

- Confronted with fragmented channels, we could favehort channels based on local
solidarities that are likely to lead to protect&miand not counterbalance global effects;

- Some resisting territories are doing well, as inr@y: they have strong SMEs with
important territorial relationships and they bendfom a high level of global industrial
demand;
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- A development model linking industrial sectors @editories (health, education, energy and
mobility): packages of goods and services can emetgyritories are not excluded from
international networks. The role of public polisydrucial.

Discussion:

- Was the model of development of Baden Wirttembengiqularly hit by the crisis? The
notion of social capital is central.

- Where does German companies’ money come from wienare not on the Stock Exchange?

- What can be done by territorial actors in termslo$ters and other territorial tools? Do these
tools have a structuring role?

- What can public actors do? How could territoriesbnrsidered differently? Do macro-regions
have a role to play? Territories need to be thoo§im terms of networks. There is a need for
large scale industrial policy at the EU and natidenzel.

- Couldn’t the three models presented above be congritary?

lll. After the crisis, will territorial cohesion be a victim of structural adjustment or rather a
guiding policy consideration?
Roberto Camagni, Politecnico de Milano

What is new is the fact that a structured systemcocdlapse because of increased “liquidification”.
The equity/efficiency trade off exists today butyoim the short run.

Territorial cohesion needs to be better defined.

In the longer run, the territory should be placethea centre of development strategy because:

- Territories compete on the basis of an absoluteciplie rather than competitive advantage, as
is the case of individual countries, and they rtae tisk of desertification in case of
inefficiency;

- Territories experience growing imbalances due tegration and economic liberalisation;

- The crisis has increased disparities. This may Itrelsu protectionist intervention by
governments.

How should EU policies intervene? The same recipesdhot apply in all territories because they
present different territorial capital assets.

Territorial cohesion is an important principle ot Bntervention but needs to be better defined.
Territorial cohesion could be considered as thetdeial dimension of sustainability and is compadse
of three main elements:

- Territorial efficiency linked to competitivenessdaattractiveness, external accessibility;

- Territorial quality, i.e., the quality of the livinand working environment and accessibility to

SGl;
- Territorial identity involving social capital, a ated vision of the future, common heritage,
etc.
These dimensions could be associated with reddiltators in order to assess policy performance and
impact.

Territorial cohesion can therefore become the Hasia smart, long term development strategy. This
approach refers to the importance of the “placediaapproach discussed in the Barca report.
In this way, territorial cohesion could contribtibeovercoming the crisis.

Discussion:

- In France, the development of certain territoredinked with the development of tourism.
What does this mean for territorial cohesion amdjuralities between territories?

- The crisis originated in the service-based modelethe low salaries of the sector, should
tourism represent the basis of development?

- Germany has been a model of East-West solidarityatVgolidarity model is to be used to
locate aids? How is the quantity and quality okamlbe defined?

- Whatis to be done to ensure that territorial pesican adjust to present mobility needs?

[Europe

Ce programme est co-financé par I'Union Européetares le cadre d’Europ’Act.
L’Europe s’engage en France avec le Fonds eurageteiéveloppement régional



References
Davezies L., La crise et nos territoires, premienzacts, 2010. Can be downloadeavw.adcf.org

Theurillat T, The Negotiated City: Between Finatisition and Sustainability, GRET, WP 02/2009.
Can be downloaded:
http://www2.unine.ch/webdav/site/socio/shared/doents/publications/workingpapers/wp_2009 02

e.pdf

Barca F. (2009)An Agenda for a Reformed Cohesion Policy. A Place Based Approach to Meeting
European Union Challenges and Expectations DG Regio report. Can be downloaded:
http://www.eurada.org/site/files/Regional%20devetent/Barca_report.pdf

Fourth workshop

“Services of General Interest and Cohesion” group

I. Services of General Interest and Economic, Sodiand Territorial Cohesion
B. Sak, M. Abada, CIRIEC

Two studies have been conducted of Services of @eimerest (SGI) and cohesion:

- The first study, “Contribution of Services of Gealelnterest to Economic, Social and
Territorial Cohesion”, was carried out in 2003-20064the DG Regio and sought to assess the
extent to which SGIs contribute to improving ecoigrsocial and territorial cohesion in the
context of liberalisation. The study was basedanethodology of comparative analysis of 9
countries (Finland, France, Germany, Hungary, Jtahpland, Portugal, Spain, United
Kingdom) and 4 sectors (transportation, energgcthmunications and postal services);

- The second study, “The Inter-Relationships betw8tnctural Funds and the Provision of
Services of General (Economic) Interest” was cotetiagn 2009-2010 for the European
Parliament and examined the link between SGls addrdgional policy. It analysed case
studies in 27 Member States in 4 sectors (tranapont environment and energy,
telecommunications and social infrastructures)henldasis of available statistics (mainly from
2006).

The objectives of these two studies broadly diffdvat their conclusions remain relevant today.

1. Study “Contribution of Services of General Interestto Economic, Social and Territorial
Cohesion”

The study established a list of common indicators:
Universality and general accessibility: complemgniadicators are needed.
Affordability and price equalization: difficult tanalyze.
Social accessibility: people with special needs.
Territorial accessibility: for both densely and igedy populated regions and urban/rural
differentiation, with special attention to remogégions.
5. The continuity and quality of provision: how to rseee them on the basis of available
indicators.
6. Spatial cohesion and development.
This study revealed problems stemming from the ipao€ available statistics and raises the question
of what can be measured on their basis.

PwnE

General cross-sector considerations regarding sibdég and affordability:
- Needs vary according to the type of population landtion;
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- Substitutable means (with different economic andlipuinterest policy impacts) exist to
satisfy particular needs but are difficult to comga
- Difficulty finding data on the percentage of peopteterritories without access to or not using
a given service.
- Notion of affordability varies over time and spacwl is itself subject to social change.
- The provision and use of SGIs have consequenagasciafly on the competitive activities of
an entire territory. They also affect the issuetasfitorial attractiveness. They can have a
cumulative effect on cohesion and structural orggtion.
SGI provision has crucial effects on spatial plagnieconomic activities and thus the competitive
profile of a given country or region. There is amuulative effect of cohesion and structural
organisation of space, with results for territoatitactiveness.
With the exception of positive evolutidar mobile phones, other sectors have exhibitela lithange
in regards to the above indicators.

General Conclusions:

One of the conclusions of the study was that weillshfmcus on the service provided rather than sn it
objectives and its means (operators).

More generally, in remote and peripheral region$ régional policy invests in infrastructure butrine

is little oversight. Moreover, in new Member Statesme population categories can not pay the price
when a service or improved service is provided ¢wataste).

Cross-sector issues need to be tackled:

- Ina more liberalized and globalized world, it ism@ difficult to get comparable data.

- Universal service: what does a public service @bign contain? How should it be financed?

- Attention must be paid to territorial polarizatiom order to guarantee consumers’ rights to
equal treatment.

- When competencies are transferred and subsidigitymplemented, financial resources
should be used. But what is the appropriate lemetléfining policy options and subsidies?

- In a context marked by technological change andh@wmic liberalization, what type of
solidarity mechanisms should be implemented? Whiotial groups or regions should be
supported? And who should pay the “full” price? Talesence of a public service lobby
renders answering such questions all the morecdiffi

2. “The Inter-Relationships Between Structural Funds ad the Provision of Services of
General (Economic) Interest”

As a general methodological concern, the study alevéhat the up-to-date data necessary to
conducting economic studies and developing puldicies is lacking. Also, regional averages tend to
mask infra-regional disparities and European siesislo not always compare the same thing.

The differing situations of old and new Member &saaire evident but equally important spatial and
territorial gaps in SGI provision can also be fowardong old EU countries and between rural and
peripheral regions. Inter-connexion and borderisesvalso present their own particularities.

The highest level of provision can be found in 8eandinavian and Nordic countries and in the
capital city regions of the EU-15 countries.

Considering the four sectors examined:

- Telecommunications: disparities are stronger imis Member States;

- Social services and infrastructure: no pattern ge®erDisparities exist between European
countries but clear distinctions can not be madsvéen EU-15 and EU-12 countries nor
between more or less remote/densely populatedrregio many respects, they depend on
local policies;

- Environment: in the new Member States some impoftasblems remain (waste and water
treatment). Investments (especially those co-fiedriy EU policies and conditioning the use
of Structural Funds on the respect of certain emvirental norms) help reduce the gap;
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- Energy: clear leadership from the EU in supportrefiewable energies, which are still
underdeveloped in most EU countries;

- Transportation: significant differences exist, witfore pronounced gaps in the EU-12 (road
transportation) / EU-10 (rail transportion).

General Conclusions:
- Territorial cohesion is improved when accessibitityservices is equally guaranteed to all
citizens whatever their location;
- Social cohesion is ensured where people are notirdisated against and have access to all
services. Equal access to SGls is a pre-condifiso®al cohesion.

Considering the existing disparities among the HElUjs necessary to consider investing in

infrastructures to bridge gaps. Such investmergsasured by the EU policies and Structural Funds.
They contribute to the provision and quality of SGh sectors that are lagging behind, including
telecommunications, social infrastructure and tpans Yet finding a balance between financial

sustainability and affordable tariffs remains allgmge once infrastructure has been financed. This
remains a key issue in SGI provision.

Further SGI evaluation should address the (chahgiegds of citizens and consider the issue of
technological development. It should also use migltcriteria to reflect the demandsd expectations

of the various stakeholders. Evaluation shouldssstee effects on EU public policy SGI objectivés o
European legislative measures. First of all, howehese objectives must be made clear and explicit

European level observatories with links to the oral, regional and local levels are necessary.
Moreover, user committees need to be developedderdo get the various stakeholders involved in
overseeing the evolution of SGls.

Discussion:
- EU cohesion policy does not deal with affordapilivhat could be a solution to help people pay
for the services? Is there any possibility of &ftaubsidy?
- How could policies impact the equal access agattnent of all citizens?
- What are the effects of the crisis on SGIs?
- Given the disparities between the EU-15 and EUHEween centres and peripheral regions,
what is the relevance of efficiency-equity?
- Are territorial disparities greater betwethan within regions?
- Why should the EU Parliament order this study?

II. Public Private Partnerships and Their Contribution to Cohesion
Reinier d’'Haussonville, Directeur Europe, Veolia Ewvironment

Veolia Environment is a private company, one of ¢gihabal leaders in 4 main SGI sectors: water,
heating, waste and public transportation.

The company’s activity is mainly concentrated irrdpe and its main clients are the municipalities
that delegate the management of public servic¥stdia.

What does public-private-partnership mean? In thk iE covers any type of partnership enabling
public and private actors to be associated in cayeav another.

Therefore to what extent do public-private parthgs contribute to cohesion?

PPP represents a balanced way to combine two temirziples: enabling competition while
maintaining public ownership of the service.

How can PPP ensure provision of high quality pukkevices and guarantee social and territorial
cohesion?

[Europe

Ce programme est co-financé par I'Union Européetares le cadre d’Europ’Act.
L’Europe s’engage en France avec le Fonds eurageteiéveloppement régional



PPP experience and political legitimacy: publichauties define and validate the needs and
terms of references;

By opening tenders to private operators, publibauties have access to experience, research
and development and economies of scale. In the Member States, Veolia has thus
organised a transfer of know-how;

PPP also represents a transfer of risks and reggddres with an obligation to produce results
Economic dynamics: if the operator reaches itsgyqabfits can be redistributed;

PPP can represent a way for public authoritiesrientate and attract private investment on
the basis of the principle of additionality;

Capacity of the PPP to serve as a social modelnwba manage a public service, you need
to be up to that mission and to find solutions toatever challenges present themselves,
particularly in the social realm. Mechanisms nemdbé identified in order to avoid counter-
social mechanisms of accessibility and affordapilithere is a need to find the right balance
between public and private partnership in ordgguarantee equal treatment and access for all.
PPP should thus not be considered as a way fguiié actor to disinvest certain sectors. On
the contrary, public support is needed but canrlented towards the definition of needs and
following up on the mission in order to maintaincisd and territorial cohesion. Without
public investment or EU financial support, manyttod objectives of general interest services
would not be reached;

The quality of expenditure also benefits;

Rules for the use of structural funds in the framewof a PPP need to be revised to guarantee
that funds seek to guarantee access to servicedl fiather than increase profit margins for
the private operator.

Discussion:

What can / should be the balance in a PPP betwddit @nd private actors?

What about the reality of PPP in contexts charaetdrby bad governance and corruption?
What are the needs and capacities of public andatgrifunding in regards to the issue of
cohesion policy conditionality?

The contribution of structural funds to infrastwe investment and maintenance.
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