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INTRODUCTION 

The final evaluation of the Interreg BSR 2014–2020 Programme was carried out and the beneficiaries 
survey was part of the evaluation. This document, Annex 3 Programme beneficiaries survey, supplements 
the final evaluation report. A horizontal online survey was implemented within the second task, evaluating 
the Programme impact, with the Programme beneficiaries (lead partners and project partners). It included 
special sections dedicated to each task designed for evaluating the Programme impact. The methodology 
is discussed more thoroughly in Annex 1 Methodology report of the Final Evaluation Report. The survey 
questionnaire is also included in the Annex 1 Methodology report. 

Programme beneficiaries’ survey was sent to projects’ participants, lead partners and regular project 
partners. In total, 305 responses were received. The content questions were answered by 258 respondents, 
out of which 119 were under Priority 1 “Capacity for innovation”, 91 under Priority 2 “Efficient 
management of natural resources” and 48 under Priority 3 “Sustainable transport”. The respondents, who 
did not know under which specific objective the project was, were automatically directed to the last 
question. The survey had 19 questions, last one being open-ended question about best practices and the 
answers for this question were used in the main report of the final evaluation, other questions were about 
project implementation (e.g. pilot activities and project platform) and the Programme’s impacts in general 
(e.g. online-shift and unintended effects). Also, many questions were supplemented with the option to give 
additional information or opinions, which were also used in the main report of the final evaluation.  

The Annex 3 has five content chapters. The first chapter presents descriptive characteristics that describe 
the general profile of the respondents (priority, SO, type of the project, country etc). The second chapter 
focuses on the impact of the Programme (e.g., capacity building process or engaging target groups). The 
third and the fourth chapter are more specific, concerning those who implemented pilot activities or 
project platforms. The last chapter has general feedback questions about the Programme. 

1. PROFILE OF THE SURVEY RESPONDENTS 

This chapter describes the characteristics of the survey respondents. The characteristics are often 
combined together. The questions and the characteristics are: 

Question 1: Role of the organisation in the project: lead partner or project partner  

Question 2: Country 

Question 3: Type of the organisation 

Question 4: Type of the project: regular, platform or extension 

Question 5: Specific objective and Priority 

QUESTIONS 1 & 4: PARTNER ROLES PER PROJECT TYPE IN THE PROGRAMME. (N=305) 

Project type/Project partner Lead partner Project Partner Total 

 Count Percentage Count Percentage Count Percentage 

Regular project 44 14.42% 212 69.51% 256 83.93% 

Project platform 1 0.33% 17 5.57% 18 5.90% 

Extension stage project 4 1.31% 11 3.61% 15 4.92% 

I do not know 1 0.33% 15 4.92% 16 5.25% 

Total 50 16.39% 255 83.61% 305 100% 
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QUESTIONS 1 & 5: PARTNER ROLES PER PROJECT PRIORITY IN THE PROGRAM. (N=305) 

Priority/Project partner Lead partner Project Partner Total 

 Count Percentage Count Percentage Count Percentage 

Priority 1 “Capacity for 
innovation” 

23 7.54% 96 31.48% 119 39.02% 

Priority 2 “Efficient 
management of natural 
resources” 

12 3.93% 79 25.90% 91 29.83% 

Priority 3 “Sustainable 
transport” 

9 2.95% 39 12.79% 48 15.74% 

No answer 6 1.97% 41 13.44% 47 15.41% 

Total 50 16.39% 255 83.61% 305 100% 

 

 

QUESTIONS 2 & 5: SPLIT OF COUNTRIES AND PRIORITIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=305) 
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QUESTION 2: COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=305) 

 

 

 

 

 

QUESTIONS 2 & 4: SPLIT OF COUNTRIES AND PROJECT TYPES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=305) 

 

Estonia ithuania

  

 ermany  inlandPoland  atviaSweden  enmar  orway

      

   

   

  
    

  

91%

84%

69%

81%

86%

70%

85%

96%

88%

12%

8%

4%

10%

7%

4%

6%

9%

12%

8%

11%

13%

2%

4%

12%

8%

4%

8%

7%

6%

Norway (N=11)

Latvia (N=25)

Denmark (N=26)

Estonia (N=26)

Lithuania (N=28)

Finland (N=40)

Sweden (N=46)

Poland (N=51)

Germany (N=52)

 Regular project  Project platform  Extension stage project  I do not know



 

6 
 

 

 

 

QUESTIONS 3 & 5: ORGANISATION TYPES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME SPLIT PER PRIORITIES. (N=305) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

7 
 

QUESTIONS 3 & 5: ORGANISATION TYPES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME SPLIT PER PRIORITIES, IN %. 
(N=305) 
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QUESTIONS 3 & 4: ORGANISATION TYPES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPES, IN %. 
(N=305) 
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QUESTIONS 1 & 3: ORGANISATION TYPES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME SPLIT PER PARTNER ROLES, IN %. 
(N=305) 
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QUESTIONS 4 & 5: SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPES, IN %. 
(N=258) 

 

QUESTIONS 4 & 5: PRIORITIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPES, IN %. (N=258) 
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2. THE PROGRAMME’S IMPACT 

This chapter depicts the impact of the Programme in beneficiaries’ opinion about the funding, reaching 
target groups and factors and activities maximising the capacity building process etc. The answers are given 
in total Programme, Priority, SO, project type and country level. 258 answers were gathered. This chapter 
includes some insights into a specific option, which stood out from others. The topics and questions under 
this chapter are: 

Question 6: Would your organisation have implemented similar activities, with its own resources 
or other funding?  

Question 7: The difficulty of finding and engaging target groups in the activities. 

Question 8: The extent of success in providing the target groups with the following benefits in the 
whole Programme. 

Question 9: Factors that contributed to maximising the institutional capacity-building process at 
the level of the target groups. 

Question 10: The main challenges to the institutional capacity-building process. Answers split per 
priority. 

Questions 11: Types of activities that were most useful for increasing institutional capacity 
according to participants. 

Question 12: Extent to what participants agree with the following statements. 

 

QUESTION 6: IN YOUR OPINION, IN THE ABSENCE OF THE FUNDING FROM INTERREG BSR, WOULD YOUR 
ORGANISATION HAVE IMPLEMENTED SIMILAR ACTIVITIES, WITH ITS OWN RESOURCES OR OTHER FUNDING? 
ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITIES, IN %. (N=258) 
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QUESTION 6: IN YOUR OPINION, IN THE ABSENCE OF THE FUNDING FROM INTERREG BSR, WOULD YOUR 
ORGANISATION HAVE IMPLEMENTED SIMILAR ACTIVITIES, WITH ITS OWN RESOURCES OR OTHER FUNDING? 
ANSWERS SPLIT PER SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, IN %. (N=258) 

 

QUESTION 6: WOULD YOUR ORGANISATION HAVE IMPLEMENTED SIMILAR ACTIVITIES, WITH ITS OWN 
RESOURCES OR OTHER FUNDING? ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITIES. (N=258) 
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resources” 

9 3.49% 80 31.01% 2 0.78% 91 35.27% 

Priority 3 “Sustainable 
transport” 
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Total 28 10.85% 222 86.05% 8 3.10% 258 100% 
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QUESTION 6: IN YOUR OPINION, IN THE ABSENCE OF THE FUNDING FROM INTERREG BSR, WOULD YOUR 
ORGANISATION HAVE IMPLEMENTED SIMILAR ACTIVITIES, WITH ITS OWN RESOURCES OR OTHER FUNDING? 
ANSWERS SPLIT PER COUNTRY PARTICIPANTS ORIGINATE FROM, IN %. (N=258) 
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ANSWERS SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=258) 
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QUESTION 6: IN YOUR OPINION, IN THE ABSENCE OF THE FUNDING FROM INTERREG BSR, WOULD YOUR 
ORGANISATION HAVE IMPLEMENTED SIMILAR ACTIVITIES, WITH ITS OWN RESOURCES OR OTHER FUNDING? 
ANSWERS SPLIT PER PARTNER‘S ROLE IN THE ORGANISATION, IN %. (N=258) 
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QUESTION 7: THE DIFFICULTY OF FINDING AND ENGAGING TARGET GROUPS IN THE ACTIVITIES. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PRIORITIES AND SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, IN %. (N=258) 
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QUESTION 7: THE DIFFICULTY OF FINDING AND ENGAGING TARGET GROUPS IN THE ACTIVITIES. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 
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QUESTION 7: THE DIFFICULTY OF FINDING AND ENGAGING TARGET GROUPS IN THE ACTIVITIES. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PROJECT TYPES, IN %. (N=258) 
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QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS 
INSIGHT INTO AN OPTION “BETTER ABILITY TO ATTRACT NEW FINANCIAL RESOURCES”. ANSWERS SPILT PER 
PRIORITY AND SPECIFIC OBJECTIVE, IN %. (N=258)  
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QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS 
INSIGHT INTO AN OPTION “BETTER ABILITY TO ATTRACT NEW FINANCIAL RESOURCES”. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=258)  
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QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS, IN 
%. PRIORITY 2 “EFFICIENT MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES”. (N=91)  

 

QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS, IN 
%. PRIORITY 3 “SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT”. (N=48) 
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QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS, IN 
%. PARTICIPANTS REPRESENTING REGULAR PROJECTS. (N=221) 

 

QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS, IN 
%. PARTICIPANTS REPRESENTING PROJECT PLATFORMS. (N=16) 
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13%

6%

31%

56%

19%

50%

31%

38%

25%

31%

31%

19%

19%

13%

6%

25%

6%

6%

38%

6%

25%

6%

Enhanced institutionalised knowledge and
competence

Improved governance structures and
organisational set-up

More efficient use of human and technical
resources

Better ability to attract new financial resources

Increased capability to work in a transnational
environment

5 - Very successful 4 3 2 1 - Very unsuccessful I do not know
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QUESTION 8: THE EXTENT OF SUCCESS IN PROVIDING THE TARGET GROUPS WITH THE FOLLOWING BENEFITS, IN 
%. PARTICIPANTS REPRESENTING EXTENSION STAGE PROJECTS. (N=14) 

 
 

 

21%

29%

7%

21%

64%

57%

21%

29%

64%

7%

14%

36%

50%

7%

7%

7%

7%

7%

7%

21%

7%

7%

Enhanced institutionalised knowledge and
competence

Improved governance structures and
organisational set-up

More efficient use of human and technical
resources

Better ability to attract new financial resources

Increased capability to work in a transnational
environment

5 - Very successful 4 3 2 1 - Very unsuccessful I do not know
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QUESTION 9: FACTORS THAT CONTRIBUTED TO MAXIMISING THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS 
AT THE LEVEL OF THE TARGET GROUPS. OVERALL PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

1%

7%

10%

14%

16%

19%

21%

27%

28%

33%

35%

40%

42%

60%

77%

I do not know

Existence of “champion” organizations to lead 
the up-take /institutionalization of results

Capitalization of previous results

Partners’ location

Ownership and commitment of target groups
over outputs and results

Support from external stakeholders (political,
institutional, other)

Collaborations / linkages / synergies to other 
initiatives (Horizon …etc.)

Previous experience of the target groups

Multi-dimensional approach of activities: 
individual – institution – policy

Partners’ experience in implementing 
transnational projects

Partners diversity (as type of institution,
location, type of activity performed, size etc.)

Level of interest and engagement of the target
groups

Success of the pilot activities in demonstrating
results

Partners formal and informal linkages and
networks with the target groups

Partners’ expertise and experience in the 
specific topic of the project
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QUESTION 9: FACTORS THAT CONTRIBUTED TO MAXIMISING THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS 
AT THE LEVEL OF THE TARGET GROUPS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITIES, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

 

2%

15%

8%

21%

17%

29%

23%

29%

21%

33%

40%

40%

35%

50%

75%

1%

14%

7%

15%

15%

15%

14%

29%

30%

35%

35%

42%

34%

64%

76%

1%

4%

8%

10%

16%

18%

26%

27%

28%

30%

34%

43%

45%

61%

78%

I don’t  now / I don’t want to answer

Capitalization of previous results

Existence of “champion” organizations to lead 
the up-take /institutionalization of results

Partners’ location

Ownership and commitment of target groups
over outputs and results

Support from external stakeholders (political,
institutional, other)

Collaborations / linkages / synergies to other 
initiatives (Horizon …etc.)

Multi-dimensional approach of activities: 
individual – institution – policy

Previous experience of the target groups

Partners’ experience in implementing 
transnational projects

Partners diversity (as type of institution,
location, type of activity performed, size etc.)

Success of the pilot activities in demonstrating
results

Level of interest and engagement of the target
groups

Partners formal and informal linkages and
networks with the target groups

Partners’ expertise and experience in the 
specific topic of the project

Priority 1 Priority 2 Priority 3
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QUESTION 9: FACTORS THAT CONTRIBUTED TO MAXIMISING THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS 
AT THE LEVEL OF THE TARGET GROUPS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

14%

14%

14%

43%

71%

29%

43%

57%

86%

29%

7%

7%

29%

14%

36%

21%

29%

29%

43%

64%

43%

79%

6%

25%

13%

19%

13%

19%

19%

44%

25%

6%

31%

31%

13%

44%

75%

0,5%

7%

8%

14%

17%

19%

23%

26%

29%

34%

35%

40%

43%

62%

76%

I do not know

Capitalization of previous results

Existence of “champion” organizations to lead 
the up-take /institutionalization of results

Partners’ location

Ownership and commitment of target groups
over outputs and results

Support from external stakeholders (political,
institutional, other)

Collaborations / linkages / synergies to other 
initiatives (Horizon …etc.)

Previous experience of the target groups

Multi-dimensional approach of activities: 
individual – institution – policy

Partners’ experience in implementing 
transnational projects

Partners diversity (as type of institution,
location, type of activity performed, size etc.)

Level of interest and engagement of the target
groups

Success of the pilot activities in demonstrating
results

Partners formal and informal linkages and
networks with the target groups

Partners’ expertise and experience in the 
specific topic of the project

Regular project Project platform Extension stage project I do not know
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QUESTION 10: THE MAIN CHALLENGES TO THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS. OVERALL 
PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

 
 

5%

5%

10%

14%

14%

18%

24%

29%

30%

34%

42%

55%

I do not know

Insufficient credibility of project partners for
the target groups

Insufficient visibility/ notoriety of the partners

Overall level of the socio-economic
development of the area in which activities

were implemented

Insufficient experience/ expertise of the project
partners in developing and delivering the

outputs/results

Insufficient experience/ expertise of the project
partners in promoting the results

Insufficient ownership and commitment of
target groups over outputs and results

Insufficient understanding/appreciation of the
activities and outputs by the target groups

Insufficient support from relevant stakeholders
(political, institutional etc.)

Insufficient interest of the target groups

Insufficient capacity (human, financial,
technical) of the target groups to internalize the

changes / maintain results

COVID-19 - related restrictions
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QUESTION 10: THE MAIN CHALLENGES TO THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PRIORITY, IN %. (N=258) 

 
 

 

 

4%

4%

6%

15%

10%

17%

21%

33%

38%

35%

40%

56%

3%

7%

9%

16%

14%

19%

27%

33%

38%

24%

43%

53%

8%

5%

13%

13%

14%

18%

22%

27%

30%

31%

42%

57%

I do not know

Insufficient credibility of project partners for
the target groups

Insufficient visibility/ notoriety of the partners

Insufficient experience/ expertise of the project
partners in developing and delivering the

outputs/results

Overall level of the socio-economic
development of the area in which activities

were implemented

Insufficient experience/ expertise of the project
partners in promoting the results

Insufficient ownership and commitment of
target groups over outputs and results

Insufficient support from relevant stakeholders
(political, institutional etc.)

Insufficient interest of the target groups

Insufficient understanding/appreciation of the
activities and outputs by the target groups

Insufficient capacity (human, financial,
technical) of the target groups to internalize the

changes / maintain results

COVID-19 - related restrictions

Priority 1 Priority 2 Priority 3
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QUESTION 10: THE MAIN CHALLENGES TO THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

 

 

 

14%

14%

14%

29%

14%

29%

57%

57%

7%

0%

29%

7%

7%

21%

43%

21%

29%

36%

79%

13%

6%

6%

13%

19%

38%

38%

25%

56%

38%

69%

5%

6%

11%

14%

15%

19%

23%

28%

32%

33%

42%

53%

Insufficient credibility of project partners for
the target groups

I do not know

Insufficient visibility/ notoriety of the partners

Overall level of the socio-economic
development of the area in which activities

were implemented

Insufficient experience/ expertise of the project
partners in developing and delivering the

outputs/results

Insufficient experience/ expertise of the project
partners in promoting the results

Insufficient ownership and commitment of
target groups over outputs and results

Insufficient understanding/appreciation of the
activities and outputs by the target groups

Insufficient support from relevant stakeholders
(political, institutional etc.)

Insufficient interest of the target groups

Insufficient capacity (human, financial,
technical) of the target groups to internalize the

changes / maintain results

COVID-19 - related restrictions

Regular project Project platform Extension stage project I do not know
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QUESTION 10: THE MAIN CHALLENGES TO THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS INSIGHT INTO AN 
OPTION “INSUFFICIENT CAPACITY (HUMAN, FINANCIAL, TECHNICAL) OF THE TARGET GROUPS TO INTERNALISE 
THE CHANGES / MAINTAIN RESULTS”. ANSWERS SPLIT PER SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 
 

 

42%

45%

22%

23%

60%

60%

36%

56%

58%

37%

44%

29%

48%

Total programme (N=258)

SO3.5. (N=11)

SO3.4. (N=9)

SO3.3. (N=13)

SO3.2. (N=5)

SO3.1. (N=10)

SO2.4. (N=11)

SO2.3. (N=16)

SO2.2. (N=12)

SO2.1. (N=52)

SO1.3. (N=45)

SO1.2. (N=28)

SO1.1. (N=46)
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QUESTION 10: THE MAIN CHALLENGES TO THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING PROCESS INSIGHT INTO AN 
OPTION “INSUFFICIENT INTEREST OF THE TARGET GROUPS”. ANSWERS SPLIT PER SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, IN %. 
(N=258) 

 

 
 

 

 

34%

55%

22%

38%

20%

40%

36%

38%

33%

40%

27%

29%

35%

Total programme (N=258)

SO3.5. (N=11)

SO3.4. (N=9)

SO3.3. (N=13)

SO3.2. (N=5)

SO3.1. (N=10)

SO2.4. (N=11)

SO2.3. (N=16)

SO2.2. (N=12)

SO2.1. (N=52)

SO1.3. (N=45)

SO1.2. (N=28)

SO1.1. (N=46)
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QUESTION 11: TYPES OF ACTIVITIES THAT WERE MOST USEFUL FOR INCREASING INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY 
ACCORDING TO PARTICIPANTS. OVERALL PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

QUESTION 11: TYPES OF ACTIVITIES THAT WERE MOST USEFUL FOR INCREASING INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY 
ACCORDING TO PARTICIPANTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITY, IN %.  (N=258) 

 
 

 

1%

26%

34%

39%

49%

62%

62%

I do not know

Promoting the new/improved products,
services, processes, tools etc.

Communication activities

Training activities

Activities related to jointly developing various
outputs in the project

Networking activities

Pilot activities, i.e., activities related to testing
new solutions (e.g. technologies)

25%

38%

25%

56%

63%

65%

2%

27%

37%

40%

45%

55%

64%

26%

29%

45%

50%

66%

59%

I do not know

Promoting the new/improved products,
services, processes, tools etc.

Communication activities

Training activities

Activities related to jointly developing various
outputs in the project

Networking activities

Pilot activities, i.e., activities related to testing
new solutions (e.g. technologies)

Priority 1 Priority 2 Priority 3
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QUESTION 11: TYPES OF ACTIVITIES THAT WERE MOST USEFUL FOR INCREASING INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY 
ACCORDING TO PARTICIPANTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=258) 

 

43%

29%

29%

71%

71%

14%

29%

43%

21%

79%

50%

57%

6%

19%

19%

44%

44%

50%

56%

41%

26%

34%

62%

63%

49%

I do not know

Training activities

Promoting the new/improved products,
services, processes, tools etc.

Communication activities

Pilot activities, i.e., activities related to testing
new solutions (e.g. technologies)

Networking activities

Activities related to jointly developing various
outputs in the project

Regular project Project platform Extension stage project I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING THE WHOLE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

14%

29%

26%

39%

52%

53%

26%

36%

37%

29%

30%

37%

28%

21%

23%

22%

13%

6%

16%

10%

7%

7%

4%

3%

7%

3%

1%

2%

1%

9%

2%

5%

1%

1%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PRIORITY 1 “CAPACITY FOR INNOVATION”, IN %. (N=119) 

 

 

 

 

14%

29%

18%

37%

50%

49%

18%

32%

39%

25%

32%

38%

37%

24%

26%

28%

13%

8%

15%

12%

8%

6%

5%

4%

9%

3%

2%

3%

1%

1%

6%

1%

6%

1%

1%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree
Neither agree or disagree Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PRIORITY 2 “EFFICIENT MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES”, IN %. (N=91) 

 

 

 

 

 

15%

33%

32%

41%

57%

57%

33%

41%

35%

31%

26%

34%

19%

15%

18%

21%

11%

4%

18%

7%

9%

5%

3%

2%

4%

2%

1%

1%

2%

11%

2%

5%

1%

2%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PRIORITY 3 “SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT”, IN %. (N=48) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

13%

25%

35%

42%

46%

54%

33%

35%

33%

35%

31%

40%

23%

23%

25%

13%

19%

6%

13%

10%

2%

10%

4%

6%

4%

13%

2%

4%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT INSIGHT INTO AN 
OPTION “INVOLVING PARTNERS FROM ECONOMICALLY WEAKER RURAL AREAS IN THE INTERREG BSR PROJECTS 
IS MORE DIFFICULT THAN IN THE CASE OF STRONGER, URBAN AREAS”. ANSWERS SPLIT PER SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, 
IN %. (N=258) 

 

 

22%

8%

20%

20%

18%

19%

8%

15%

16%

14%

13%

55%

11%

46%

20%

20%

38%

25%

40%

20%

21%

15%

9%

44%

15%

20%

30%

18%

31%

17%

15%

31%

36%

43%

9%

11%

8%

20%

20%

18%

13%

33%

15%

16%

14%

15%

9%

20%

10%

18%

8%

2%

11%

11%

7%

18%

11%

23%

27%

8%

12%

7%

4%

7%

SO3.5. (N=11)

SO3.4. (N=9)

SO3.3. (N=13)

SO3.2. (N=5)

SO3.1. (N=10)

SO2.4. (N=11)

SO2.3. (N=16)

SO2.2. (N=12)

SO2.1. (N=52)

SO1.3. (N=45)

SO1.2. (N=28)

SO1.1. (N=46)

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT INSIGHT INTO AN 
OPRION “INVOLVING PARTNERS FROM ECONOMICALLY WEAKER RURAL AREAS IN THE INTERREG BSR PROJECTS 
IS MORE DIFFICULT THAN IN THE CASE OF STRONGER, URBAN AREAS”. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPES, IN %. 
(N=258) 

 

 

 

14%

6%

15%

43%

21%

31%

26%

14%

29%

25%

29%

14%

21%

19%

15%

14%

14%

6%

6%

14%

13%

9%

I do not know (N=7)

Extension stage project (N=14)

Project platform (N=16)

Regular project (N=221)

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree
Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

 

14%

14%

11%

35%

9%

4%

8%

5%

27%

16%

26%

14%

11%

30%

48%

26%

27%

23%

24%

27%

28%

29%

33%

15%

17%

35%

27%

28%

31%

31%

16%

29%

11%

10%

9%

26%

22%

20%

11%

11%

7%

11%

5%

13%

8%

13%

9%

9%

14%

22%

5%

4%

9%

8%

13%

7%

7%

All (N=258)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=20)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=40)

Poland (N=45)

Germany (N=45)

Involving partners from economically weaker rural
areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more difficult

than in the case of stronger, urban areas

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

 

29%

29%

28%

35%

13%

17%

30%

30%

36%

36%

36%

43%

33%

20%

26%

30%

32%

38%

42%

44%

21%

29%

22%

30%

26%

30%

27%

15%

16%

13%

10%

17%

10%

22%

17%

11%

10%

2%

4%

3%

9%

4%

5%

2%

2%

2%

5%

4%

3%

2%

All (N=258)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=20)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=40)

Poland (N=45)

Germany (N=45)

The location of the project partners (in terms of
country, region and/or its respective level of

economic development) influenced the choice of
topics and activities in projects

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

26%

29%

6%

15%

13%

30%

22%

23%

44%

33%

37%

43%

39%

55%

39%

39%

41%

38%

27%

31%

23%

14%

39%

10%

30%

22%

22%

28%

22%

18%

7%

11%

5%

4%

9%

5%

13%

7%

7%

1%

5%

4%

2%

5%

14%

6%

10%

9%

11%

9%

All (N=258)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=20)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=40)

Poland (N=45)

Germany (N=45)

Having a national authority as a project partner will
highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

39%

43%

33%

30%

26%

61%

46%

38%

42%

33%

29%

29%

33%

35%

39%

26%

27%

33%

29%

20%

22%

29%

28%

20%

22%

13%

19%

23%

20%

31%

7%

10%

9%

3%

3%

9%

16%

2%

6%

5%

5%

1%

5%

4%

All (N=258)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=20)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=40)

Poland (N=45)

Germany (N=45)

Having a higher education institution (university) as
a project partner will highly increase chances of

implementing a successful project

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know



 

43 
 

QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

52%

29%

28%

65%

48%

52%

43%

55%

67%

49%

30%

71%

56%

10%

35%

35%

30%

28%

20%

29%

13%

17%

15%

17%

13%

16%

13%

11%

11%

4%

5%

8%

3%

2%

11%

1%

5%

3%

3%

All (N=258)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=20)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=40)

Poland (N=45)

Germany (N=45)

Having a diverse partnership structure will increase
chances of implementing a successful project

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=258) 

53%

43%

50%

45%

57%

48%

51%

50%

69%

47%

37%

43%

39%

40%

35%

35%

38%

48%

24%

38%

6%

14%

6%

15%

4%

13%

5%

4%

7%

3%

6%

4%

4%

3%

3%

4%

3%

1%

2%

4%

All (N=258)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=20)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=40)

Poland (N=45)

Germany (N=45)

Different types of organisations had different roles
in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING REGULAR PROJECTS, IN %. (N=221) 

 

 

 

15%

30%

28%

40%

53%

53%

26%

34%

36%

29%

30%

37%

29%

22%

24%

22%

12%

5%

15%

10%

6%

7%

5%

3%

6%

2%

1%

2%

9%

1%

6%

1%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PROJECT PLATFORMS, IN %. (N=16) 

 

 

 

6%

31%

6%

25%

38%

44%

31%

44%

63%

31%

25%

56%

25%

13%

6%

31%

31%

19%

6%

13%

6%

6%

6%

6%

6%

13%

6%

6%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 12: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING EXTENSION STAGE PROJECTS, IN %. (N=14) 

 

 

 

 

14%

36%

21%

36%

50%

57%

21%

43%

36%

36%

29%

14%

29%

14%

36%

21%

14%

29%

21%

7%

7%

14%

7%

7%

Involving partners from economically weaker
rural areas in the Interreg BSR projects is more

difficult than in the case of stronger, urban
areas

The location of the project partners (in terms
of country, region and/or its respective level of
economic development) influenced the choice

of topics and activities in projects

Having a national authority as a project partner
will highly increase chances of implementing a

successful project

Having a higher education institution
(university) as a project partner will highly

increase chances of implementing a successful
project

Having a diverse partnership structure will
increase chances of implementing a successful

project

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the capacity building process

Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree or disagree

Somewhat disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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3. PILOT ACTIVITIES 

The chapter is dedicated to projects which implemented pilot activities. This section has two questions. 
Under Question 13 the beneficiaries had to decide if they agree or disagree with the five given statements 
(Likert scale: 0-5, where 0 is strongly disagree and 5 is strongly agree). The answers are given by total 
Programme, Priority, type of the project and country. Under Question 14 the beneficiaries had to choose 
top 3 factors which they considered the most important for the project. The answers are given by total 
Programme, Priority, SO and type of the project. This question includes some insights into a specific option, 
which stood out from others. 
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS (1-2). ANSWERS 
SPLIT PER PRIORITY AND TOTAL PROGRAMME, IN %.  

 

39%

34%

51%

33%

30%

20%

41%

26%

40%

44%

33%

43%

41%

51%

36%

41%

12%

10%

7%

16%

18%

17%

13%

21%

2%

5%

2%

5%

5%

3%

6%

1%

1%

7%

7%

7%

6%

6%

7%

6%

6%

All (N=213)

Priority 3 (N=41)

Priority 2 (N=72)

Priority 1 (N=100)

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local
sta eholders to contribute to the project…

All (N=211)

Priority 3 (N=41)

Priority 2 (N=70)

Priority 1 (N=100)

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal 

linkages with the relevant stakeholders at …

Strongly agree Agree

Neither agree or disagree Disagree

Strongly disagree I do not know



 

50 
 

QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS (3-4). ANSWERS 
SPLIT PER PRIORITY AND TOTAL PROGRAMME, IN %.  

 

9%

15%

4%

11%

31%

32%

37%

26%

23%

20%

31%

18%

48%

51%

39%

52%

30%

29%

27%

33%

13%

10%

13%

15%

19%

17%

17%

21%

1%

3%

1%

4%

6%

4%

1%

15%

20%

15%

13%

7%

7%

7%

6%

All (N=212)

Priority 3 (N=41)

Priority 2 (N=71)

Priority 1 (N=100)

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

All (N=212)

Priority 3 (N=41)

Priority 2 (N=71)

Priority 1 (N=100)

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS (5). ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PRIORITY AND TOTAL PROGRAMME, IN %.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

30%

22%

34%

30%

44%

56%

44%

39%

16%

12%

10%

21%

2%

2%

3%

2%

8%

7%

10%

7%

All (N=211)

Priority 3 (N=41)

Priority 2 (N=71)

Priority 1 (N=100)

The results of the pilot activities have
been/ will be further transferred, to

other locations, or to other stakeholders

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree
Disagree Strongly disagree I do ot know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS (1-2). ANSWERS 
SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %.  

39%

67%

31%

55%

38%

30%

17%

23%

40%

30%

40%

17%

38%

18%

42%

41%

50%

46%

20%

42%

12%

23%

9%

11%

18%

17%

23%

18%

2%

8%

2%

5%

8%

10%

4%

1%

1%

7%

17%

18%

6%

6%

17%

30%

5%

All (N=213)

I do not kow (N=6)

Extension stage project (N=13)

Project platform (N=11)

Regular project (N=183)

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

All (N=211)

I do not know (N=6)

Extension stage project (N=13)

Project platform (N=10)

Regular project (N=182)

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS (3-4). ANSWERS 
SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %.  

9%

8%

10%

31%

33%

23%

36%

31%

23%

17%

23%

36%

22%

48%

50%

54%

45%

47%

30%

17%

38%

9%

31%

13%

17%

15%

9%

13%

19%

23%

27%

19%

1%

2%

4%

17%

4%

1%

15%

50%

8%

27%

14%

7%

8%

9%

7%

All (N=212)

I do not know (N=6)

Extension stage project (N=13)

Project platform (N=11)

Regular project (N=182)

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

All (N=211)

I do not know (N=6)

Extension stage project (N=13)

Project platform (N=11)

Regular project (N=181)

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS (5). ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

30%

33%

54%

30%

44%

33%

31%

45%

45%

16%

15%

18%

16%

2%

17%

9%

2%

8%

17%

27%

7%

All (N=211)

I do not know (N=6)

Extension stage project (N=13)

Project platform (N=11)

Regular project (N=181)

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

39%

43%

20%

61%

37%

32%

48%

30%

43%

41%

40%

47%

33%

32%

41%

41%

45%

40%

46%

12%

29%

33%

6%

16%

23%

15%

3%

8%

2%

14%

3%

6%

3%

7%

14%

16%

5%

11%

6%

9%

3%

All (N=213)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=15)

Denmark (N=18)

Estonia (N=19)

Lithuania (N=22)

Finland (N=27)

Sweden (N=33)

Germany (N=35)

Poland (N=37)

The location of the pilot actions depends on the
capacity and willingness of the local stakeholders to

contribute to the project activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know



 

56 
 

QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

30%

29%

33%

33%

21%

19%

37%

18%

32%

41%

41%

14%

33%

28%

47%

43%

33%

58%

47%

38%

18%

43%

27%

28%

16%

24%

19%

15%

12%

8%

5%

7%

6%

10%

9%

8%

3%

6%

14%

6%

16%

5%

11%

9%

3%

All (N=211)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=15)

Denmark (N=18)

Estonia (N=19)

Lithuania (N=21)

Finland (N=27)

Sweden (N=33)

Germany (N=34)

Poland (N=37)

The location of the pilot actions is selected based 
on partners’ formal or informal lin ages with the 

relevant stakeholders at local level

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

9%

17%

11%

10%

4%

3%

11%

19%

23%

29%

7%

17%

26%

24%

26%

6%

17%

46%

30%

14%

47%

17%

32%

38%

41%

30%

34%

16%

19%

29%

27%

17%

11%

19%

22%

24%

23%

8%

4%

7%

6%

5%

9%

6%

15%

29%

13%

28%

16%

10%

7%

27%

9%

11%

All (N=212)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=15)

Denmark (N=18)

Estonia (N=19)

Lithuania (N=21)

Finland (N=27)

Sweden (N=33)

Germany (N=35)

Poland (N=37)

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the case

of stronger, urban areas

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

31%

14%

27%

33%

26%

14%

30%

33%

31%

43%

48%

57%

60%

33%

42%

71%

48%

42%

54%

35%

13%

14%

13%

22%

16%

10%

15%

15%

6%

14%

1%

4%

5%

3%

7%

14%

11%

16%

5%

4%

6%

9%

3%

All (N=212)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=15)

Denmark (N=18)

Estonia (N=19)

Lithuania (N=21)

Finland (N=27)

Sweden (N=33)

Germany (N=35)

Poland (N=37)

Different types of organisations had different roles
in the generalisation and transfer of results,

including those of pilot actions

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
COUNTRIES REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

30%

14%

20%

50%

21%

43%

19%

36%

29%

28%

44%

57%

60%

28%

53%

24%

52%

42%

51%

39%

16%

14%

20%

17%

11%

29%

15%

6%

11%

22%

2%

3%

3%

8%

8%

14%

6%

16%

5%

15%

12%

6%

3%

All (N=211)

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=15)

Denmark (N=18)

Estonia (N=19)

Lithuania (N=21)

Finland (N=27)

Sweden (N=33)

Germany (N=35)

Poland (N=36)

The results of the pilot activities have been/ will be
further transferred, to other locations, or to other

stakeholders

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PRIORITY 1 “CAPACITY FOR INNOVATION”, IN %. (N=100) 

 

30%

26%

11%

26%

33%

39%

52%

18%

41%

43%

21%

15%

33%

21%

16%

2%

1%

21%

6%

2%

4%

7%

6%

13%

6%

6%

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PRIORITY 2 “EFFICIENT MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES”, IN %. (N=70) 

 
 

 

34%

36%

4%

41%

51%

44%

40%

31%

36%

33%

10%

13%

27%

13%

7%

3%

3%

16%

3%

1%

6%

1%

1%

9%

7%

16%

6%

7%

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PRIORITY 3 “SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT”, IN %. (N=41) 

 
 

 

 

 

22%

32%

15%

20%

34%

56%

51%

20%

51%

44%

12%

10%

29%

17%

10%

2%

17%

5%

5%

7%

7%

20%

7%

7%

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING REGULAR PROJECTS, IN %. (N=182) 

 
 

 

 

30%

31%

10%

30%

38%

45%

47%

22%

42%

42%

16%

13%

31%

18%

12%

2%

2%

19%

4%

2%

1%

4%

1%

1%

7%

7%

14%

5%

6%

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING PROJECT PLATFORMS, IN %. (N=10) 

 
 

 

 

 

30%

40%

50%

50%

50%

40%

20%

20%

20%

10%

10%

10%

10%

20%

10%

20%

10%

30%

30%

20%

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 13: EXTENT TO WHAT PARTICIPANTS AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING EXTENSION STAGE PROJECTS, IN %. (N=13) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

54%

23%

8%

23%

31%

31%

54%

23%

46%

38%

15%

15%

38%

23%

23%

23%

8%

8%

8%

8%

The results of the pilot activities have been/
will be further transferred, to other locations,

or to other stakeholders

Different types of organisations had different
roles in the generalisation and transfer of

results, including those of pilot actions

Implementing pilot activities in economically
weaker rural areas is more difficult than in the

case of stronger, urban areas

The location of the pilot actions is selected 
based on partners’ formal or informal lin ages 

with the relevant stakeholders at local level

The location of the pilot actions depends on
the capacity and willingness of the local

stakeholders to contribute to the project
activities

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree

Disagree Strongly disagree I do not know
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QUESTION 14: TOP 3 FACTORS WHICH WERE CONSIDERED BY PARTICIPANTS THE MOST IMPORTANT FOR THEIR 
PROJECT. OVERALL PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=201) 

Question 14: top 3 factors which were considered by participants the most important for their project 
insight into an option “Communication and dissemination activities carried out as part of the project”. 
Answers split per project types, in %. (n=201) 

 

 

9%

9%

10%

21%

26%

32%

34%

35%

36%

51%

I do not know

Existence of formalized commitments (signed
agreements, regulatory requirements etc.)

Existence of similar products / services /
solutions

Costs associated with the up-take /
implementation / maintenance

Linkages/ synergies with other projects or
initiatives

Type of solution the project offered

General level of interest / awareness of the
public in respect to the topic

Involvement of national / international /
sectoral agencies in the process

Linkages of project partners to other locations /
entities

Communication and dissemination activities
carried out as part of the project

51%

33%

42%

25%

54%

All (N=201)

I do not know

Extension stage project

Project platform

Regular project

Responses
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QUESTION 14: TOP 3 FACTORS WHICH WERE CONSIDERED BY PARTICIPANTS THE MOST IMPORTANT FOR THEIR 
PROJECT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITIES, IN %. (N=201) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5%

13%

10%

26%

31%

31%

23%

36%

31%

56%

8%

8%

12%

23%

26%

31%

35%

35%

38%

54%

11%

10%

6%

18%

24%

42%

34%

32%

34%

46%

I do not know

Existence of similar products / services /
solutions

Existence of formalized commitments (signed
agreements, regulatory requirements etc.)

Costs associated with the up-take /
implementation / maintenance

Linkages/ synergies with other projects or
initiatives

Linkages of project partners to other locations /
entities

Type of solution the project offered

General level of interest / awareness of the
public in respect to the topic

Involvement of national / international /
sectoral agencies in the process

Communication and dissemination activities
carried out as part of the project

Priority 1 Priority 2 Priority 3
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QUESTION 14: TOP 3 FACTORS WHICH WERE CONSIDERED BY PARTICIPANTS THE MOST IMPORTANT FOR THEIR 
PROJECT INSIGHT INTO AN OPTION “COMMUNICATION AND DISSEMINATION ACTIVITIES CARRIED OUT AS PART 
OF THE PROJECT”. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITIES AND SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, IN %. (N=201) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

51%

40%

50%

70%

75%

56%

33%

69%

75%

49%

39%

45%

54%

56%

54%

46%

All (N=201)

SO3.5. (N=10)

SO3.4. (N=6)

SO3.3. (N=10)

SO3.2. (N=4)

SO3.1. (N=9)

SO2.4. (N=9)

SO2.3. (N=13)

SO2.2. (N=8)

SO2.1. (N=35)

SO1.3. (N=38)

SO1.2. (N=20)

SO1.1. (N=39)

Priority 3 (N=39)

Priority 2 (N=65)

Priority 1 (N=97)

Responses
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QUESTION 14: TOP 3 FACTORS WHICH WERE CONSIDERED BY PARTICIPANTS THE MOST IMPORTANT FOR THEIR 
PROJECT. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=201) 

 
 

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

33%

17%

17%

33%

33%

42%

33%

33%

33%

33%

33%

42%

33%

8%

17%

42%

42%

17%

17%

25%

8%

9%

11%

20%

27%

32%

35%

36%

38%

54%

I do not know

Existence of formalized commitments (signed
agreements, regulatory requirements etc.)

Existence of similar products / services /
solutions

Costs associated with the up-take /
implementation / maintenance

Linkages/ synergies with other projects or
initiatives

Type of solution the project offered

Involvement of national / international /
sectoral agencies in the process

General level of interest / awareness of the
public in respect to the topic

Linkages of project partners to other locations
/ entities

Communication and dissemination activities
carried out as part of the project

Regular project Project platform Extension stage project I do not know



 

70 
 

4. PROJECT PLATFORMS 

The chapter is dedicated to project platforms and this section has two questions. Under Question 15 the 
beneficiaries had to decide if they agree or disagree with the five given statements (Likert scale: 0-5, where 
0 is strongly disagree and 5 is strongly agree). The answers are given by total Programme and Priority. 
Question 16 is about the role of public authorities in the project platforms.  

QUESTION 15: EXTENT TO WHAT PROJECT PARTICPANTS CONSIDER PROJECT PLATFORMS. RESPONDENTS 
REPRESENTING TOTAL PROGRAMME, IN %. (N=16) 

 
 

 

 

31%

25%

25%

25%

38%

44%

50%

44%

25%

19%

19%

19%

6%

13%

6%

13%

Successful in increasing the impacts and extending
the effects of the regular projects

Influenced/impacted directly certain policy
changes (e.g. new/amended policy documents,

strategies, initiated new legislation, changes in the
procedures)

Helped develop synergies with projects from
different funding sources (e.g. other Interreg

programmes, BONUS, Connecting Europe Facility,
Horizon Programme)

Helped reach organizations outside of Interreg
BSR, informing them about the results of projects

combined in the project platform

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree Disagree
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QUESTION 15: EXTENT TO WHAT PROJECT PARTICPANTS CONSIDER PROJECT PLATFORMS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
PRIORITY, IN %. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

25%

33%

25%

20%

31%

33%

50%

44%

33%

50%

40%

38%

33%

25%

60%

19%

13%

40%

25%

33%

13%

40%

13%

33%

13%

6%

13%

All (N=16)

Priority 3 (N=3)

Priority 2 (N=8)

Priorty 1 (N=5)

Influenced/impacted directly certain policy
changes (e.g. new/amended policy documents,
strategies, initiated new legislation, changes in…

All (N=16)

Priority 3 (N=3)

Priority 2 (N=8)

Priorty 1 (N=5)

Successful in increasing the impacts and
extending the effects of the regular projects

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree Disagree
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QUESTION 15: EXTENT TO WHAT PROJECT PARTICPANTS CONSIDER PROJECT PLATFORMS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER 
PRIORITY, IN %. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

25%

33%

38%

25%

33%

38%

44%

67%

13%

80%

50%

67%

38%

60%

19%

38%

19%

13%

40%

13%

13%

20%

6%

13%

All (N=16)

Priority 3 (N=3)

Priority 2 (N=8)

Priorty 1 (N=5)

Helped reach organizations outside of Interreg
BSR, informing them about the results of

projects combined in the project platform

All (N=16)

Priority 3 (N=3)

Priority 2 (N=8)

Priorty 1 (N=5)

Helped develop synergies with projects from
different funding sources (e.g. other Interreg
programmes, BO US, Connecting Europe…

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree Disagree
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QUESTION 16: THE ROLE OF PUBLIC AUTHORITIES INDICATED BY THE PROJECT PARTICIPANTS. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PRIORITIES, IN %. (N=16) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

6%

13%

38%

19%

38%

31%

50%

33%

67%

33%

33%

33%

33%

13%

13%

25%

25%

25%

50%

63%

40%

60%

40%

Securing additional funding to ensure
implementation of the project platform

findings

Introducing into the daily work the
approaches and tools which were collected in

the project platform

Developing/consolidating the established
networks to address challenges

Taking on strategic directions in various areas,
assumed at a high political level

Developing the platform project

Proposing changes in the legislation in a
specific thematic area

Developing (and approving) new agreements/
standards or policies in a specific thematic

field

Priority 1 (N=5) Priority 2 (N=8) Priority 3 (N=3) All (N=16)
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5. GENERAL FEEDBACK 

Last chapter has questions about the effects of the shift to digital tools (Questions 17, Likert scale) and if 
the beneficiaries encountered any unintended effects (Question 18). The answers are given by total 
Programme, Priority, SO, country and type of the project. Question 18 includes some insights into an 
option, to get better understanding how the answers were split. 

QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. PROGRAMME LEVEL, IN %. 

 

8%

7%

7%

8%

39%

40%

39%

33%

28%

22%

32%

24%

9%

11%

13%

12%

10%

12%

4%

15%

6%

8%

5%

8%

 Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

 Outreach and engagement of target groups

 Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

 Networking with other projects or
stakeholders

I do not know/does not apply Negative Neutral

Positive Strongly negative Strongly positive
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PRIORITIES, IN %.  

 

6%

9%

6%

6%

8%

9%

8%

8%

5%

6%

3%

6%

8%

6%

7%

9%

9%

13%

7%

9%

11%

9%

10%

13%

13%

15%

8%

16%

12%

23%

8%

11%

28%

17%

30%

30%

22%

23%

20%

22%

32%

36%

30%

32%

24%

19%

28%

24%

39%

38%

36%

42%

40%

40%

37%

42%

39%

32%

44%

38%

33%

32%

33%

33%

10%

19%

10%

5%

12%

15%

15%

9%

4%
6%

3%

3%

15%

15%

13%

16%

8%

4%

10%

7%

7%

4%

9%

6%

7%

4%

10%
6%

8%

4%

12%

7%

All (N=249)

Priority 3 (N=47)

Priority 2 (N=86)

Priority 1 (N=116)

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

All (N=249)

Priority 3 (N=47)

Priority 2 (N=86)

Priority 1 (N=116)

Outreach and engagement of target groups

All (N=249)

Priority 3 (N=47)

Priority 2 (N=86)

Priority 1 (N=116)

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

All (N=249)

Priority 3 (N=47)

Priority 2 (N=86)

Priority 1 (N=116)

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Strongly positive Positive Neutral

Negative Strongly negative I do not know/does not apply
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. ANSWERS SPLIT PER PROJECT TYPES, IN %.  

 

7%

7%

14%

7%

8%

7%

6%

7%

8%

7%

10%

7%

13%

21%

7%

13%

14%

14%

13%

14%

29%

47%

27%

29%

29%

27%

21%

14%

36%

33%

32%

29%

21%

53%

23%

57%

64%

40%

37%

29%

43%

47%

40%

57%

36%

60%

37%

14%

43%

27%

33%

14%

11%

14%

21%

20%

11%

14%

4%

14%

14%

20%

15%

14%

7%

8%

14%

8%

14%

8%

29%

8%

I do not know (N=7)

Extension stage project (N=14)

Project platform (N=15)

Regular project (N=213)

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

I do not know (N=7)

Extension stage project (N=14)

Project platform (N=15)

Regular project (N=213)

Outreach and engagement of target groups

I do not know (N=7)

Extension stage project (N=14)

Project platform (N=15)

Regular project (N=213)

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

I do not know (N=7)

Extension stage project (N=14)

Project platform (N=15)

Regular project (N=213)

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Strongly positive Positive Neutral

Negative Strongly negative I do not know/does not apply
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS (1-2). ANSWERS SPLIT PER COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

 

 

14%

6%

11%

4%

4%

6%

3%
12%

5%

14%

12%

11%

9%

9%

3%
8%

12%

5%

29%

6%

11%

17%

17%

3%

13%

5%

5%

29%

6%

11%

22%

22%

8%

13%

7%

5%

29%

41%

26%

26%

17%

33%

8%

19%

51%

29%

12%

32%

22%

13%

36%

8%

10%

37%

14%

47%

42%

43%

52%

44%

51%

33%

21%

29%

65%

32%

35%

39%

36%

49%

38%

37%

14%

5%

4%

11%

15%

12%

14%

6%

16%

9%

13%

14%

13%

14%

12%

5%

9%

4%

3%

10%

19%

5%

4%

4%

3%

10%

19%

5%

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=17)

Denmark (N=19)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=36)

Sweden (N=39)

Germany (N=42)

Poland (N=43)

 Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=17)

Denmark (N=19)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=36)

Sweden (N=39)

Germany (N=42)

Poland (N=43)

 Outreach and engagement of target groups

Strongly positive Positive Neutral

Negative Strongly negative Does not apply / I don't know
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS (3-4). ANSWERS SPLIT PER COUNTRY REPRESENTED IN THE PROGRAMME, IN %.  

 

12%

5%

13%

8%

3%

5%

2%

14%

12%

11%

13%

4%

6%

8%

5%

7%

57%

6%

11%

39%

4%

6%

15%

10%

7%

43%

12%

5%

17%

17%

11%

10%

17%

5%

14%

35%

26%

17%

52%

28%

28%

21%

51%

14%

35%

32%

22%

39%

19%

15%

14%

35%

29%

47%

58%

30%

26%

47%

38%

43%

30%

29%

41%

42%

22%

22%

39%

31%

29%

37%

4%

8%

5%

2%

5%

11%

17%

13%

19%

23%

17%

12%

9%

4%

3%

10%

19%

5%

9%

4%

6%

13%

19%

5%

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=17)

Denmark (N=19)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=36)

Sweden (N=39)

Germany (N=42)

Poland (N=43)

 Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=17)

Denmark (N=19)

Estonia (N=23)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=36)

Sweden (N=39)

Germany (N=42)

Poland (N=43)

 Networking with other projects or
stakeholders

Strongly positive Positive Neutral

Negative Strongly negative I do not know/does not apply
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. RESPONDENTS REPRESENTING PRIORITY 1 “CAPACITY FOR INNOVATION”, IN %. (N=119). 

 

QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. RESPONDENTS REPRESENTING PRIORITY 2 “EFFICIENT MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES”, 
IN %. (N=91) 

 

 

8%

6%

8%

6%

11%

15%

13%

9%

24%

31%

22%

29%

32%

37%

41%

41%

16%

3%

8%

5%

9%

8%

8%

9%

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Outreach and engagement of target groups

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Strongly positive Positive Neutral Negative Strongly negative I do not know

7%

3%

8%

5%

8%

8%

10%

7%

27%

30%

20%

30%

31%

42%

35%

34%

12%

3%

14%

10%

15%

14%

13%

14%

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Outreach and engagement of target groups

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Strongly positive Positive Neutral Negative Strongly negative I do not know
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. RESPONDENTS REPRESENTING PRIORITY 3 “SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT”, IN %. (N=48) 

 

 

QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. RESPONDENTS REPRESENTING REGULAR PROJECTS, IN %. (N=221) 

 

 
 

6%

6%

8%

8%

23%

15%

8%

13%

19%

35%

23%

17%

33%

33%

42%

40%

15%

6%

15%

19%

4%

4%

4%

4%

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Outreach and engagement of target groups

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Strongly positive Positive Neutral Negative Strongly negative I do not know

8%

5%

8%

7%

13%

13%

12%

10%

22%

32%

20%

26%

32%

36%

39%

36%

14%

4%

10%

10%

11%

10%

10%

10%

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Outreach and engagement of target groups

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Strongly positive Positive Neutral Negative Strongly negative I do not know
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QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. RESPONDENTS REPRESENTING PROJECT PLATFORMS, IN %. (N=16) 

 

 
 

QUESTION 17: PARTICIPANT‘S RATING REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF THE SHIFT TO DIGITAL TOOLS AND ONLINE 
MODE OF COOPERATION (“ONLINE-SHIFT”), LARGELY DUE TO THE COVID-19-RELATED CHALLENGES, HAS HAD ON 
THE PROJECTS. RESPONDENTS REPRESENTING EXTENSION STAGE PROJECTS, IN %. (N=14) 

 

 

6%

6%

6%

50%

31%

25%

44%

25%

56%

44%

38%

19%

19%

6%

6%

6%

13%

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Outreach and engagement of target groups

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Strongly positive Positive Neutral Negative Strongly negative I do not know

7%

7%

14%

21%

7%

21%

36%

29%

29%

43%

36%

43%

64%

14%

7%

21%

Networking with other projects or stakeholders

Capacity building process, including uptake of
results

Outreach and engagement of target groups

Carrying out project activities, including pilot
activities

Strongly positive Positive Neutral Negative Strongly negative I do not know
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QUESTION 18: RESPONDENTS ASKED IF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT PRODUCED ANY UNINTENDED 
EFFECTS, EITHER POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE, THAT WERE NOT FORESEEN AT THE PROJECT’S START. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PRIORITY AND TOTAL PROGRAMME, IN %.  

 

 

QUESTION 18: RESPONDENTS ASKED IF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT PRODUCED ANY UNINTENDED 
EFFECTS, EITHER POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE, THAT WERE NOT FORESEEN AT THE PROJECT’S START. INSIGHT INTO AN 
OPTION “YES” ANSWERS SELECTED AND SPLIT PER PRIORITY & SPECIFIC OBJECTIVE, IN %.  

 

24%

25%

28%

21%

41%

35%

36%

46%

35%

40%

36%

33%

All (N=254)

Priority 3 (N=48)

Priority 2 (N=89)

Priority 1 (N=117)

Yes No I do not know

24%

27%

11%

23%

20%

40%

18%

31%

27%

29%

16%

36%

16%

25%

28%

21%

All  (N=254)

SO3.5. (N=11)

SO3.4. (N=9)

SO3.3. (N=13)

SO3.2. (N=5)

SO3.1. (N=10)

SO2.4. (N=11)

SO2.3. (N=16)

SO2.2. (N=11)

SO2.1. (N=51)

SO1.3. (N=44)

SO1.2. (N=28)

SO1.1. (N=45)

Priority 3 (N=48)

Priority 2 (N=89)

Priority 1 (N=117)
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QUESTION 18: RESPONDENTS ASKED IF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT PRODUCED ANY UNINTENDED 
EFFECTS, EITHER POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE, THAT WERE NOT FORESEEN AT THE PROJECT’S START. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER COUNTRY PARTICIPANTS REPRESENT, IN %. (N=254) 

 

 
 

QUESTION 18: RESPONDENTS ASKED IF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT PRODUCED ANY UNINTENDED 
EFFECTS, EITHER POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE, THAT WERE NOT FORESEEN AT THE PROJECT’S START. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PROJECT TYPE, IN %. (N=254) 

 

 
 

29%

22%

32%

23%

26%

22%

26%

20%

24%

43%

56%

21%

32%

39%

43%

31%

55%

40%

29%

22%

47%

45%

35%

35%

44%

25%

36%

Norway (N=7)

Latvia (N=18)

Denmark (N=19)

Estonia (N=22)

Lithuania (N=23)

Finland (N=37)

Sweden (N=39)

Germany (N=44)

Poland (N=45)

Yes No I do not know

14%

36%

19%

24%

57%

43%

31%

41%

29%

21%

50%

35%

I do not know (N=7)

Extension stage project (N=14)

Project platform (N=16)

Regular project (N=217)

Yes No I do not know
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QUESTION 18: RESPONDENTS ASKED IF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT PRODUCED ANY UNINTENDED 
EFFECTS, EITHER POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE, THAT WERE NOT FORESEEN AT THE PROJECT’S START. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PARTNER ROLES, IN %. (N=254) 

 

 
 

QUESTION 18: RESPONDENTS ASKED IF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROJECT PRODUCED ANY UNINTENDED 
EFFECTS, EITHER POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE, THAT WERE NOT FORESEEN AT THE PROJECT’S START. ANSWERS SPLIT 
PER PRIORITIES AND SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES, IN %. (N=254) 

 

 

32%

22%

43%

40%

25%

38%

Lead partner (N=44)

Project partner (N=210)

Yes No I do not know

24%

27%

11%

23%

20%

40%

18%

31%

27%

29%

16%

36%

16%

25%

28%

21%

41%

27%

56%

46%

40%

10%

27%

38%

45%

35%

50%

36%

49%

35%

36%

46%

35%

45%

33%

31%

40%

50%

55%

31%

27%

35%

34%

29%

36%

40%

36%

33%

All  (N=254)

SO3.5. (N=11)

SO3.4. (N=9)

SO3.3. (N=13)

SO3.2. (N=5)

SO3.1. (N=10)

SO2.4. (N=11)

SO2.3. (N=16)

SO2.2. (N=11)

SO2.1. (N=51)

SO1.3. (N=44)

SO1.2. (N=28)

SO1.1. (N=45)

Priority 3 (N=48)

Priority 2 (N=89)

Priority 1 (N=117)

Yes No I do not know


