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Cohesion policy led to a long term

reduction in disparities
(Regional GDP, Theil index)
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+Thematic focus
+Results
+Long term results

+Cooperation
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Innovation



Territorial patterns of innovation in Europe
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Low Carbon.



Regional GHG emissions, 2008
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Resource & materials

efficiency .
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Regional green economic performance
Aggregate typology (quantils)
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Intervention logic.

Value for
money

Economy

Minimising the
costs of resources.

Efficiency

Getting the most from
the available resources.

Effectiveness

Meeting the objectives and
achieving the intended results.
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NEED
RATIONALE
OBJECTIVES
INPUTS
ACTIVITIES

OUTPUTS

RESULTS
L

Definition of the change
needed in the territory.

Reasons why the proposed change
matches NWE objectives and why
it needs NWE money.

Qualitative description
of the change

Budget, time, capacity

Work plan, work packages

The project’s tangible and final products,
services or solutions

The societal benefit of using
the project’'s main outputs.
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What Big Change do you want
to produce in
North-West Europe?
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Thank you!



