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"Greets the partcipants,

R
ainl

floor to Mrs.

3 P 7 5
4_ e
et
S T
osting the meeting. Gives the

5
the agenda ovenian delegation for b
Rener for conduction of the session.

A e S R e

expresses the Slovenian pleasure o host IPA Pro 's 8 Counies and

hopes most of the documents will be approved, as they are crucial for the programme implementation
and the beginning of the funds using. Ilustrates the agenda mentioning zll the numerous points to be
discussed. Informs that the technical meeting of the previous daywas very useful. Informs that before
the lunch break, the representative of Slovenian Ministry of Environment will make a presentation.
fisks if there are any obseryations on the agenda. Asks the table 1o start with the First point of the

Agenda and 1o approve the Minutes of the JMC meering of 08.07.2008.

Informs the wble that the corrections to the Minutes were made,

‘ Alppravcs the agenda of the meeting and the minutes of £.7.2008, taking into account the
s

oVveE.

nian request to insert in the MoU a sentence on the availability of official Programme
tﬁeE glish Janguage only. y

Assistance Plan.

Informs thar following to the negative feedback of the written procedure on TA, the agenda of the
meeting has 2 new point concerning the discussion and the approval of the Technical Assistance Plan
proposal Explains that upon Slovenian request the JMC budger has been increased to 128 000 euros
to allow interpretation service in the 8 official languages of the panicipating counudes. JSC budget
amount has been increased to 150 000 due to added working days during the theee planned Call for
proposals; JTS travel budget is increased to 127 500 euros for attending INTERACT training courses,
Reminds thar the JMC decided that each country will submit to the MA a specific project for that pare
of the TA that will have to be structured on a single rerritory. Illustrates the new ‘I;'A budget with the
items increased for each country: Arises the issue on the eligible period for the TA from 2009 to 2016,
June 2017 even if Mrs. Corda said that the maximum eligible expenditure period was ser up on 2015.

Asks explanations on the applicagion of IN+2 or IN+3 rule, as the second one was meant to be applied. |

Explains thatarticle 89 of IPA ation 718 talks about the third following year to the allocation.
ﬁ.ﬁ that N+3 has to be applied even if the eligibility expenditure is for the year 2015, Explains
that the progmmme refers 1o 2007 éven if it starts on 2009 and even if the first Call for proposal is

published in 2009,

Asks if it is the combination of n+2 and n+3 roles meaning that for the first three years, vndl 2010,
the rule n-+3 is applied and after that, the rule n+2 is applied. That is why the expenditures are elipible
undl 2015,

APRILE

Explains that in this mauer confusion might arise because: art. 89 of IPA regulation n. 718 talks about
the expendirure eligibility between 1 January 2007 and 31 December of the third year following to the
last budgerary commitment; art. 137 of IPA Regulation talks abour the final de-commitment of the
Programme; art. 93 of Regulation 1083 referring to N43 rule until the year 2010 and N+2 rule for the
years 2011, 2012 and 2013. Asks among all these rules which is to be applied.

| ATTARDI

Refers that art. 137 of IPA Regulation n. 718 on the automatic de-commitment refers to Regulation
1605/2002 in particular article 166 comma 3 where it is laid down that a financial agreement
undersigned with a third beneficiary country has got three years 1o spend budget commitment. So, if
the financial agreement is undersigned on January 2013 with-a Croatian beneficiary we need to know
when it can submit the last accounting report.

On this maner she prefers 1o give an official answer in writing, Clarifies that in any case IPA
implementing regulation is to be applied.

AFPRILE

Says that according to art 89 of IPA implementing regulation the date for eligible expendiure s
meant the year 2016,

ATTARDI

Considers that if deadline is set up, for the 2016 in this case the 1S and UFGPL should be opened
until December 2016 in order to complete the programme implementation.

ANDREOLA

RENER

Thinks that if the JMC, the J15 and in part the UCPL are the structures that will have
the end of the it is necessary to make a new financial plan for the TA.
Asks the méléamm from the MA about the TA. projects each country is supposed to present

to work up ro

regarding the Info Point, FLCO and the Communication Plan.




se each country should submit 2 shor prosect
e used in the interest of each country paticipating to the programme,

RENER Reminds the rable about the proposal of the Jeave the bigger amount for the Contngency reserve that

can be later used easily: Asks the counmies 0 express thejr needs regarding the TA allocation. ]
SIELLA Explains that if the deadline for the eligible expenditure s up to 2015 it means 7 year costs and not §

years costs as calculated in the financial plan,

CORDA Explains that there is a financing agreement draft that the European Commission will send to the
countries participating in the propramme in which article 137 & H’ARE;EE_]aﬁon is mentioned,
ANDREOLA Aslss Stella if Croatia has particular needs on the TA in order to close negobations,

STELLX Explains that they need 2 info pofts, 7 first control officers for sach county, 1 first control officer at 2
| Y national level, so it implies an increase amountin to 300 000 euros per year,
RENER Proposes to hear the presentation of Mr. Arcan_'ﬂg and the new calculation of the TA furds,

Suggests to leave the document as already agreed and later when other nceds should arise jt can be
modified. It considers thar it is premarure o amplify budget ftems and vse all the reserve fund, i
should be better to wait the programime progress and in that case the JMC may decide to change the
budget according to countries’ needs. :
RENER Thanks for the intervention. Gonfirms that the contingency reserve Is necessary for everybody and can
be allocated according to the different needs of the countries that arise during the Programme
: implementation. Tnvites the countries ro give their comments to the new TA-funds caleulation,
ATTARDI Explains thar the document in the folder includes only the change discussed concemning Serbian
delegation request 1o include a Task Measager within the JTS. In case of N+3 rule we supposed to ser{ .
up the structures from January 2009 to December 2016 with the exception of three structures that | -
should probably work until June 2017 for closing Programme activities. So he refers that there is a
reserve of 1M 385 000 euros that it is not sufficient to accept the single Croatian request. On the
lied the reserve fund would amouat to 4 euros, because in this case |

contrary if N+2 rule is to be app
we have 1o take amgfmmthis amount 1 year of activity of the all programme structures.
JURISIC ers that Croatia its request based on the caléulation for 7 riod. :
MEDVED Expresses his opinion that the ;E of the Advisor and the rasks of the JIS are overlnp&i:i a?d ﬂ&:ﬂ
or the

the costs of the Advisor are to high. If a cost-benefit analysis js made, the allocated

: service are far bigger than the benefits gained by it. Proposes to cut the costs for the Advisor 10 1,5
; MEuro and to put the rest to the contingency reserve or to allocate it to the I'TS or the Info Points,
CHA' AN | Says that Greece needs an increase of 15.000,00 per year meaning 70,000,00 euros for the entire

AR programme period for an info point and'an officer.

SODNIE - Says ther also Slovenia needs 15.000,00 per year meaning 70.000,00 euros overall for the Info Pomr
and an FLCD. :

ANDREGLA Rerminds that in Budva, Croatia submited the request for 3 info points with junior employees, thaz il

also cover the activities other than informing the applicants, with minimum two years of experience
and annual salary of 15 000/20 00D euros, caleulated on the average salary in Croatia. Explains all the

_ various activities of the Advisor.

SIELLA

CANCELLARIO

RENER ;

ic needs,

HALILGVIC [ Agrees with Slovenia 1o Incronss JIS budger for waining courses. Thinks that the rask of infg points is
very important so it is necessary to increase the budget especially for those that will help the
applicants. Moreover, she expleins thar in BH bilareral programmes the salaries are higher. 5o, she
requests to have an increase of 20 600 per year for info points and first level contro] office,

CORDA ¢ thinks that countries 100 many requests for increasing nfo points and thar this means that

they are not prépared 1o give appropriate information and the same service could be provided by the
JIS in their place, .
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Considers that it is not n-m'sc the stakes because

R A R
the priority is to share funds a

leave a reserve fund in case of necessity considering that there are many years to come and we w.
have to cope with possible unexpected events that might arise. Besides, he recalls that the component
A of the Advisor comes upon PAO request in order to avoid a transitional management and thar
during the Task Force held in Puglia it was decided to allocate a part of the funds for a sort of
twinning in order to provide the experience by the Community countrizs. Thinks it is bener to avoid
allocating all the funds today, considering that possible needs could arise during the programme

implementation.

ANDREQLA

Refers that it is not possible to accept the request submitted by BH as it was already decided o
allocare 880 000 euros for Bosnia and Herzepovina. Proposes 1o leave the amount for each Country
as it has already Been negotiated considering thar all requests have already been eccepred. Besides, she
thinks that info points can be closed on 2015, Croatian proposal to increase the amount from 175 000
curos to 210 000 euros per year is accepted, so the total amount will be equal to 1 680 000 euros.
Besides, she proposes to accept Slovenian and Greece request. She recalls that money will be allocated
according to the requests accepted but only once the countries will submit a project on the TA for the
first chree years and that he MA is responsible for the way the funds are speat.

TURK,

Reminds it 15 not necessary to allocate all the 1A funds at once. Goes back to the issue of the Advisor,
Tt is the fact the services of the Advisor are necessary but it is better to cut the finds foreseen in half
and leave 1,5 MEuro for the reserve and give the option to the countries to request the assistance

upon the needs that arise,

ANDREOLA

Explains that the positions have already been expressed ad that the countries asked for the assistance.

RENER

Reminds that the members of the IMG decide how the funds will be allocared.

Exxplains that he only wanted to remind the members of the JMC to use the funds wisely and not =
allocare so much funds for a type of the activity that is maybe not necessary.

ANDREOLA

Eaplains that the Advisor is a figure envisaged and agreed with the integrated approach, It is not
possible to turn back on what decided together with the countries.

STELLA

Agrees 1o accept 210 000 euros,for info points, but they consider Advisor budget too high and the
amount may be allocated in the reserve fund. Agree with the opinion of Slovenia.

Thinks that & is important to hear everybody’s needs mostly considening that we are dealing with &
new programme in the view of good results. Reminds that the projects must be implemented as soon
as possible, That is why the Croatia needs the FLCO.

RENER

Reminds that the official indication from the EC is expected on the expenditure eligibility duration.
Since this issue is not yet clear, it would be good 1o leave the bigger contingency reserve.

LORENZON

Agrees with Slovenia to allocate the resources for the first three years and then to take decisions
according to the needs, as many inconveniences might arise during programme implementation,
Besides, he says thar the component A of the Advisor is to be meant a5 an articulation of the activities
thar from one side will envisage a shadowing by public administration having an experience in this
field and on the other side 2 permanent assistance on the teritory. )

RENER

Thinks that everybody agroe the Actvitis of the Advisor under the lewer A) “Special Assisiance 1o the
EU Countries” are necessary. Activities from the Jetters B and C overlap with the acuivides of the JT5.
Asles the countries that will be the main recipicnts of the services provided by the Advisor, the OCand

the POC to express their opinions and and how to o?anisc the TA.
a first

BOJANIC

Refers that in many occasions it emerged the necessity of level control office, but modalities and
budget funds have not been decided. Besides, she says that they need assistance, but it is also true that

they can not quantify the amount

ANDREOLA

Answers that the figures on the TA have already been decided in Bosnia and Harzegovina,
Montenegro and Albania, so they reflect all needs according to standard salary approved by the

European Unior.

Gives the floor to the representanve of Monienegro.

SERULOVIC

Conlirms the amounts set up with the MA. for info points and first Jevel control office. Says that the
costs for travel are mixed up and the relative items are not split up, She agrees in allocating the amount
for the Advisor 1o a reserve fund and venfy the needs in the years to come. |

STELLA

Croatia did the new calculation and their needs reach the total amount of 1 700 000 Ewro.
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Agrees for financial all
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bania and invites the othercuunmu-_'a to take 3 final decision
on this matter. As concerns the Advisor they think thar its activities may overlap with the JT5, even if
they consider that Advisor would be necessary for the first three years,

All the countries agree that type of assistance is necessary. Anyway, the modalities 1o give the
assistance and the funds to finance it do not have to be decided during the present meeting, Proposes
to take the document regarding the Advisor out of the TA decision that must be taken and 1o decide
upon it later. Reminds about the accepted requests of Serbia to have a Task Manager in stead of the
Info Point and informs that the funds were increased from 35.000,00 to 45.000,00 Euro, The funds
for both Greece and Slovenia were increased for 15.000,00 per year to cover the Info Point and the
FLCO. The request of BH was not accepted. The funds for Croatia were increased for 300.000,00
overall but the Info Point will end their work in 2015, Regarding the Advisor, asks the MA. to examine
once again the needs of the main recipients of these services and asks the counrres to express in detail
their needs. Asks to see the final TA allocations.

CANCELLARIO

RENER

Asls if the amount for the Advisor is temporarily allocared to contingency reserve fund and it will be

evaluated in the future, mostly considering the inteprated approach was chosen.
Confirms that was the proposal and 1o have the next IMC meeting with clear needs of the countries,

ANDREOLA

Proposes to send to everybody 2 more detalled document on the Advisor activiiies in order to give
more tifme to countries to think over their real needs and take a decision on the next meeting. Says thar
ac least up to item N they should rake a final decision.

ATTARD]

Summarises the new financial plan for the TA. Specifics that the JTS will consist of 17 full-time
persons with Serbian Task Manager with a forecast cost from January 2009 to December 2016 of
6 080 000 euros included the last ftems for the travel ransfer budget increased to 55 000 euras per
year. Then, there are the expenditures envisaged forthe JMC meetings for 8 years amouating to
1128 000 euros and 500 000 euros for the possible JSC meetings for projects selection (included the
expenditure for external experts). For the FLOO in Taly there is an amount of 5 920 000 enros.
For each country, for info points and FLOO: for Croatia for the first six yeats an amount of 225 000
euros per year and forthe last rwo years the allocation will amount to 175 000 euros for a total amoint
of 1 700 000 euros; for Albania 2 total amount of 1 320 000 euros of which 175 000 for the first six
years and 135 000 for the last two years; for Bosnia a total amount of 880 000; for Montenegro,
Slovenia and Greece a total amount of 560 000 eures each (70 00D euros for 8 years); Serbia hasn’t got
any TA budget as it was accepred the request of including @ TA within the JTS; Advisor budger is
excluded; an amounr of 360 000 euros for the managing/monitoring computer system Call for Terider;
an amount of 300 000 for the Interim Evaluariom; an amount of 2 100 000 ewos for the
Communication plan; an amount of 520 000 euros for the Certification Authoﬁry; an amount of 80
000 evros for the Audit Authority and a reserve amount of 3 800 000 eucos {including 3 000 000 euras

for the Advisor).

ANDREOLA

Recalls everybody 1o send the name of the group of auditors for cach PAcipating eountry and
specifies that fund allocated for it is not included i the financial plan summarized by Mr. Anardi.

CORDA

Reminds to the non-EU countries that the budger allocarion has to be meant Fram the date of the
signature of the financial agreements

RENER

Undedines that the contingency reserve amounting 3.500,000,00 Buros = not 06 much and that the
JMC members must be careful in allocating it in order to use them effectively. Proposes to approve
the TA plan as presented end 1o go to the thitd point of the Agenda.

Approves the financial plan of the TA and the proposal that the conniries propose projects for
the implementation of the TA and to allocate the 3 MEuro foreseen for the services of the
Advisor to the contingency reserve, Attached to the present Minutes of the Meeting,
SRS L (N e, s e L TR
Describes the JTS staff, requirements and tasks, Reminds about the proposal to assign 1o the OICS
the task of managing and selecting the JTS staff. Esplains thar OICS will publish a notice for the
personnel selection, to make a first aeriod examination and then 1o proceed with the interviews, The
OICS will carrying out all the payments for meeting organizations and the travel costs reirnbursemment
for the TMC members. Recalls that in the previous programme OICS covered these tasks and made it
possible to facilitate and accelerate the administrative procedure. The proposal of the convention to be
signed with the OICS is presented among the documents prepared for this mecting, Reminds that the
Task Managers of BH, Croatia and Montenegro that now work in the JTS were selected in this way
and that these countries have already familiar with this procedure, ¢ lig

£
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ere are a;lycr; ents;::;r aeed for
further clanfication. Notes that the documents for the Final Beneficiaries are foreseen in English and
Tralian language. Since the official Janguage is English, asks why the documents are prepared also in
Tralian lan .

g,
“Explains Eﬂ the interpreting service and the translation of the documents will be ensured in the §
languages of the participating counties and specifies that it will be specified in the document.

Asks if the documents will be prepared in all the languages and weather the application will bt made i
English language only:

Confirms this is correct,

Asks how the JTS staff wall be eniployed, Which procedure will be followed and what are the
advantages,

ANDREOLA

Explains that they will be employed and contracted in accordance with the rules in force in Ttaly,
whereas for the TA implemented in the each country; the country will submit a project that will be
approved. OICS and all participating countries will publish a public notice on JTS staff selection, a5
well as on the programme websire. ’l%ue candidares that are interested to participate to the selection will
send the oovodien o OICS and it will arrange # first examination of tlf: apriada, a yestricted
Commission will be set up and it will provide to carry out the interviews according to the ranking list

CANDRECLA

of the aariada submitted by OICS,

Asls if this procedure will be used for the employees in the counties, 1o0.

Explains that the Task Managers employecs thar will work within the 15 will be contracted by the
OIS, according to the Italian law in force in the labour scope. The employees that will work in other
countries will be contracted according to the national law of the country in which they worlke

SODNIK

Informs that Slovenia would need five days to examine the tasks of the 19 and the tasks of the
Advisor for the overlapping, in order to approve the terms of reference for the JIS. ]

ANDREGLA

Conlirms that Advisor is not an overlzpping of the JTS tasks, So proposes to go ta the approval of the
JTS selection procedure and postpone the decision on the Advisor once Cangellario will preparé the
new proposal for Advisor task. If the JTS terms of reference are approved, the personnel can be

RENER

TORESIC

| contracted before the Christmas. N
Asles I it s possible to add to the Minutes the revised version of the J TS tasks deseription.
As concems Janguage skills of the JIS swaff, Croatia proposes to request a very good ledlge of

English and good knowledge of Iralian.

RENER

Repeats the proposal of the Croartan delezation, for major clanty.

BARALDI

Esplans that the selection criteria will require an excellent kmowledge of English and = good
Jnowledge of Italian and for the Task Manager an excellent knowledge of the language of the country
they have o represent. Specifies that in the Call for proposal OICS will also indicate a score for the
several featurcs required and the general interview will be preceded by technical interviews where
English knowledge, Italian -knowledge, other languages knowledge, computer literacy etc...will be
verified in order o obrain a score, Once reached a score the oral interview will take place,

RENER

Asls if the staff of che JTS wall be employed using the OICS thar will act in the name of the
Pro e. The knowledge of Ttalian language does not have 1o be berter than the lmowledge of the
English, since the official language is English. According to the explanation of the Mr, Baraldi, it
would be possible to except the proposal of Croatia. Proposes to approve the methed for the JTS staff

employment.

ANDEREOLA,

As regards Junguage skills she propoeses to start from a good knowledge of English and then to give
higher score 1o those having better language lmowledge, Besides, before publishing the notice, the

QICS will prepare an evaluation grid according to the scores.

JURISIC

Specifies that Croata proposal was for a very good Imowledge of English and not an excellent
English, which leaves good mnge of candidates.

RENER

Proposes to check once again the tasks of the JTS against the tasks of the Advisor. The language skills |
will be tested during the interview.

ANDREOLA

Confirms thar Advisor profile and tasks will be writien ex novo in order 10 avoid the overlapping of
JTS tasks and not to block the approval of the JTS descriprion. .

CORDA

Specifies that as concerns component A on the Advisor everybody agree, Whereas the issues anse on

component B and Cbecause it might overlap what the JTS is going to do.
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what already said. The Ad

Confirms
confusion will be writien once again. Reminds that, without the approval, it will be no longer possible
to have the JTS after 31/12/2008.

not fulfl JTS tasks and all the parts I can m

RENEL

Propases 1o add 1o the tasks of the )15 the management of the other terms of reference for the TA |
stafl, according to the indications of the MA. The tasks not covered by the JTS can be later covered
by other terms of the reference that can be decided Jater.

CANCELLARIO

Confirms that there will not be an overlapping

useless 1o write in the document thar the sks are differentiated.

between the JTS and the Advisor, so he thinks it 5

MIGLICRI

programme. As concerns the Advisor it

JTS these will be deleted.

The JIS is the joint and main technical body working in the interest of all the Participaring countries
and its staff must have the capacities to carry out the

be mer later. Cnce the EE is defined it will be easy 1o define what else is needed.,
Considers that it is absolutely erucial to approve JIS job description in order to start up the
was decided to set aside this figure once a new proposal will

be submited. Should they realize that there is an overlapping of the tasks between the Advisor and the

tasks. If the need arises for the further TA, it can

will carry out all the activities required.

Thinks that it is useless to mdicate that we are dealing with different wasks, considening that the TS|

of Italian language. Approves the entrustme

Asks for the opinion of the JMC members, Repeats that the request for the Imowledpe of English|
language will be put before the Ttalian with the very good level requested, since a good level of Tralian
s requested. ‘The documents will be prepared in ail the of the participating countries.

Approves the JTS job description and requisites as submitted to the JMC members with the
amendment to indicate that very good knowledge of English Ia

the sclection of the JTS perspnnel through the open public call and the selection Commission.

nguage and good knowledge

nt of employing the staff to the OICS, meaning

; Decides that the JTS will perform all the tasks necessa for the Progrmmme implementation.

COCCO Thanks the Slovenian delegarion for the organisation of the meeting. The implementation of this
programme s not simple but there are great expectations from this programme that increase the
responsibilities, Invites the paricipating countries to worlk together, synchronise the activities and
avord the duplication of the initiatives and work. o

RENER Invites the JTS to present the draft of the first Call for proposal and its main chatacrerstics. -

i DI Explains how the first draft of Call for ordwary project proposals was strucured and refers that some

MARCANTONIO s are lacking because they still have 1o be discussed, Specifies that the document contains all the

parts

can be modified and there are some comme
description of the Programme, the priorities, the
submitted to the Jtalian relevant Ministry on the

cligible area in order to wake part 1o the projects.
e ser up only for the duration of the. projec
problems incurred to explain beneficiaries what

strategic elements on which the table should pive an opinior. The draft of the document starts from
the approved documents: the OP and the implementing manual in accordance with whar established
by the EC Regulation 718. Hz also refers that for completeness purposes a comparison with other
European Ogl;ngmmnu was also carried out. Explains that there is a provisional rag

i nts coming from our evaluations to be examined, Explains
that the Draft of the Call for Proposal is structured on single priorities. The first part deals with a

one measure, we were answered that it is possible, nevertheless for managing, information and
monitoring reasons the beneficiary will be required to Present a project on one measure, even we can

give the beneficiary the possibility to develop argumenms (proposes synergies) that are deal in the
other measures, so it will be an added value for the project. As concerns the financial budget the table

will decide how much to allocate for each priority, paragraph 5 deals with the programime eligible area
and quotes what already mentioned in the OP with a further evaluation on the possibility for
beneficiary, having a registered office ouside the eligible area, 10 set up an operating office in the

Thus also implied problems for expenditure eligibility.

le of content thar

measures and the objectives, Following 1o the query
possibility to present project proposal on more than

Manual establishes that the operating office can even
t. Explains that in the previous programme many
features they were required for the operating offic.
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Refers that with the previous programme the Independent Auditor did notcertly expenditures for
administrative personal working outside the eligible area. So, he proposes to draw up features for the
operating office. Says that 10% flexibiliy rule can also help: all the subjects outside the eligible area
ﬁnc!udug areas in derogation) cen participate to the programme up to 10% limit on the budger

allocated.

Invites the table to think over the possibility 1o leave this 10% open for the territories outside the
eligible area.

DI
MARCANTCNIO

| to what laid down in the manual 2 doubr arises on division between Public Bodies and Local

It is up to the 1able decide on the possibility to ser up a Limit, as 10% hasn't any geographic Limits in
the eligible beneficiaries, The problem could arise for those subjects having administrative competence
on the eligible territory, such as ministies and regional capitals ctc...In other programmes this
problem was solved by allowing this kind of subjects to participate to the Call for proposals as
partness without any financial limits, Besides, it is up to the table o decide whether to apply 10% limir
to these subjects 100 or consider them as partners. There is also another question on this marter for
wide-adminisrative compétence subjects concerning University that often has a decentralized
organization, so we might have Universities with a legal office outside the eligible area accointing non
eligible expenditures for the programme, so we could think over operating a derogation for the
Universities too, All this concerns the territorial eligibility. As regards eligible beneficiaries compared

Authorities, because from a judicial point of view they are both public bodies, So we could propase to
p them together under the same name “Public bodies” and 25 second category “Equivalent
odies”, then we have private organizations for which the i nanims” principle can be applied {thar
implies to assign funds also to private bodies, requiring a easier procedure). As concerns international
organizations we often found out an international Organization operating in accordance with the
international law and others operating under the law of the country where they are registered. On this
matter we might propose: eicher inc%ucling only those international organizations having an eligible
office in the eligible area or, as used in the Cenrral Ewrope programme, requiring an international
organization to make 2 written éliecl'axmion in ‘which it commits ftself to respect some rules of the

programime,

ANDREOLA

Asks if there are any comments up to this point,

CORDA.

As concerns the participation of private bodies she Suggests 1o cope with this problem by invitng in a
separate meeting the comperent authorites for having the appropriate information such as the D.G.
Enlarpement. -

oI
MARCANTONIO

| mot be assigned contribution higher than 200 000 Euros in the last three years, We could also think

Clarifies that as concerns the State 2id and “& 7@ principle it has to be applied only for Member
States and not for third countries, Even if we could also think over giving this possibility in the
agreements 16 be sipnéd with the Commission. According to the “de miinzs” rule private subjects can

aver the possibility to include this financial limit in the Call for Proposals o include also the third

| Countries to beneiit from this rule, e
Rule on competition and “e narinzs” rule are applied ia the Programme also for third countres as

they benefit from IPA funds,

RENER

Reminds of the possibility presented by the EG, on wsing 2 nimes 2 2 best solnton for the first Gall
Proposes to have a special meeting regarding that state aid issue where the situation in all the
participating countries would be examined. It is important to take into consideration all the state aid
allocated. Asks why the Calls are planned for each Priority separately?

MARCANTONIO

Specifies that even in the OP it was decided 1o launch 2 call for proposal on only one priority in order
to avoid problems for possible legal appeals. In fact, if the same call for proposal covers all the
priorities we may risk blocking the validity of the all ranking lists, So, if we follow the first solution we
will have three distinct ranking lists with three distiner administeative decisions.

REMNER

Asls weather all the Calls will be published at the same time and weather the docoments for cach of
the Calls are going to be different. Asks what will be the funds of the first Call for proposal.

ANDREOLA,

Explains that financial resources will be established in the same way for each priority. Says that a first
call could cover the years 2007, 2008 and 2009 if the Call will be published after January 2009.
Besides, she invites 1o submit more infrastrucrural projects and less study projects as also requested by

EC..." Proposal to change the word “infrastrucrural projects” with "investment projects”,

e
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Specifies thar for subjects outside the elipible arez there s 2lig 3 Problem concerning administrarive
control on expenditure and co-financing, So when we wjl decide which tenitories outside the
eligible area are to be admired for financing we should glso decide to which narional system of first
level control they will haye to account their expenditures and who will be responsible for its co-
Flmnc:in ‘
LIOF Referring to the Call for Proposal on page 4, paragraph 5 v in GXCEPLion 10 the general e, .~
&g ministrics, regiopal capitals, etc)”, specifies that i this case the regional capiral is Bologna and i j
has no competences in the eligible terzitory of the four Provinces of the region. So ha Lﬁlnks itis
necessary to refer to the regio i ) i _
modify the taxt by mentioning whar already laid down in the implementing manyal when we say thar
the exception concerns: regional and administragve bodies having thejy com also in the
teiritories,

NOZIC Refers that Tor South Ean Programme the same question raised and the decision was on
: considering where the activiry js goin E 10 haye its impact in the eligible rerritory:
IDI MARCANTONIO - Proposes to decide whe er minisiries, regiopal authorities etc, have o be considered eligible
J il : : L

(REﬂE-R Informs that Slovenia, according 1o the Previous &

expenences, has the same understanding a5
presented by Mr. Miglior. The JMC can decide if allow the 10% 1o be spent out of the IpA Adnatie
eligible rerritory. The diture of these in detail
thar the decision on ose bodies that can Pparticipate with 10% sho 1 a5 quure as
possible, because it is nop €y to evaluate their Pparticipation in the Project implementaripn,
Proposes 1o postpone the discussion on the jssue,

He agrees on limig the participation of these bodies, mostly if we consider accounting problems
that may arise, Thiuﬁ-,- L in case 2 project really need the Participation of particular body thar js
crucial for the project implementation, the Tesd Beneficiary conld make an sgreement with this
body and assien it some works as service supplier:

Asks for the opinion - the JTS will prepare the documents according 1o the indications of
the TMC Since the i i b '
carefully, proposes 1o have a Task Force meetng. The one o IWO representatives of all the

countries would worl on aring the document thar will than b resented to the TMC
Remin,

e table thar a Task Force or discussing on the Cal] for proposal is an emergency
| considering that we are already Jate for faunching the first Call.
Asks the TTS whey the documents for the L including the Guidelines for applicants, and|
Application 2, will be ready.

In order not to be [are he PrOposes 1o work first on the contene of the Galf for Proposal and Jater gn
the

forms that are nor 5o u:Eaur. Eie also suggests 10 indicare if the projects have to be submitted in
electronic £ or only in hayd copy.

She also supgests 1o decide if examining the Projects according 1o two steps (the provisiomal
Proposal and later 3 final project) ortoa single step, thar means on the whole prcc?ect, and after it
will be possible 1o prepare the forms, Specifies thar the first solution was 1 opted in other

¢s and caused some troubjes oa the evaluation outcome.

Refers that, a5 indicated in the OP, for ordmary projects the single step was meant 1o be followed,
even if it can sill e discussed,

Discourages to follow the two-step procedure, because thers 5 o risk 1o extend time needed.
Proposes the One-step approach for the ordinary projects,

the countries to send their observations regarding the Gl Proposes during the nex; wook
JIS will take into account when Prepanng the documens for the TF meeting, Proposes 1o

set the dare for this meerin in November,
~—— 20T 1§ meeting in N g = SR
{ '

s

ers must be cxplained in d

CORDA

RENER
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Proposes to accelerate time for publishing the first Call for proposals to avoid launching the Call
very close 1o Christmas time and Abnrzzo Region elections thar will take place at the end of
November,

All the countries are ready to assist to the preparation of the documents in order 1 publish the Gall |
as soon as possible. Proposes 1o fix the date one month in advance, in order to give enough time to
everybody to prepare for the meeting and give their conoribution.

ANDREOLA

Informs that within 5 days all the comments on the Call for Proposal will have to be sent,
meanwhile the MA will provide 1o send an amended 1ext by the 20th of October. Invites to plan a
date around November, 6% to set meeting where all the aspects will be discussed.

CANCELLARIO

Asks a commitment from the JMC members to approve the Gall for proposals within the end of
November.

RENER

‘[ 7as not requested by the EG, everybody agree it is needed for the successful implementation of the

I’m z x
R R e e R e R ﬂ
Refers that on this mater for the drawing u of Reference Regulation n. 163/2006

Everybody agree that the publishing of the Gill is urgent It is important to have all the
documentation ready for the meeting and than it will be easy 1o approve it. Proposes to examine the
Communication Plan and the Terms of Reference regarding it Although the Communication Plan

531

(thar gives force 1o the directives 17 and 18) on public procurement was taken into consideration.
She also informs that a query was sent to the Fralian Antitrust Authority and a eapy to the Italian
Ministy for Economic Development and that PRAG application will cnable using the procedure of
EURATOM decision. Considering that the Call for tender will be published on several public
journals, on the official journal of the EUJ and on the official journal ofP the Ttalian Republic. All the
activities mentioned in the terms of reference of the Communication Phn will be wken into
consideration excepred the share amounting to 350 000 euros that each country could use upon
presentation of a short project. So, the call for tender should amount to 1 600 000 euros (including
TAV) then we draw up the criteria for subminting the tenders, the kind of scoring was also decided
and how 1o evaluate the forms in the lighe of the art, 83 of the Legislative Decree with 2 maximum
score of 80 out of 100 for the technical tender and other technical modalities always under
regulation 163. Besides, before taking a decision on public procurement procedure the JMC will
have 1o wait the official opinion of the European Commission on PRAG application.

AR Bl of e 0,

T A L

CORDA Refers that even if the JMC has to wait the official answer for PRAG application, she contirms that
' in any case PRAG rules have to be applied except for point 2.8.2 of Regulation 2342/2002 where
the exzernal aid applies in terms of services, good and works procurement both for beneficiaries and
programme authorities when they need 1o purchase oursource.
RENER Reminds the JMC must decide on how to check the quality of the offers that wilk apply to the public

{-tender for the Communication Plan implementation. Before the public tender
must receive the answer from the Italian public authorities and the EC on

is published, the MA
wgir:h procedure to

SO ek R T b\?.-?":.q 3

a short prese Marine Strategy Directive, 3
Protection of the Adriatic Sea and Coastal Areas Apainst Pollution. She distributed z list of seven
project ideas in line with the Marine Strategy and which are seen as priodty by the Trilateral
Commission and acrually in search for project partners 1o apply on the IPA Adratic CBC

rogramme.
CORDA Reminds JMC members to appoint the group of auditors and how important it s,
ANDREOLA She explains that it is urgent to know which Ministy will be competent for the 2nd level control,
considering that up to know only Slovenia answered.
RENER The dates for the following JMC meeting for the approval of the Call for Proposal will be decided
—_— during the TF meeting in November, Proposes to have the [MC meeting as soon as possible.
ANDREOLA Proposes to timetable the meeting in I’ Aquila for the possible dates of 4, 5 or 6 of MNovember and

thanks Slovenia for hosting the meeting, Ask the countries to send the names of the TF members.

ol
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work of the JMC during the meeting. Thanks the members of the IMC for their
conswructive participarion. Fopes the common agreement will be reached during the next meeting
regarding all the points that were discussed but not decided, Thanks 1o the interpreters for their
hard work

ANDREOLA

Thanks the Slovenian delegation for the exceptional organisation, to 2l the JMC members and
confirms that all the necessary informarion will be provided a5 soon a5 possible, Closes the macting, |

LT
T

S

A

BOREIINET

&
g

A




