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INTRODUCTION 
 
The feedback and awareness survey of the Estonia ς Latvia Programme was arranged and performed in 2009, 
one and half years after launching the Programme. Its main idea was to assess the awareness of the potential 
beneficiaries about the Programme and obtain useful feedback regarding their general interest in cross-border 
cooperation with partners in Estonia/ Latvia, as well as assess interest in participating with projects in the 
Estonia ς Latvia Programme and track the potential obstacles for participation. 
 
Methodology 
 
The survey was carried out within the Programme area in Estonia and Latvia during August and September 
2009, and it involved altogether 500 respondents (250 from each country). The respondents were selected on 
the basis of a stratified sample, i.e. random selection with certain pre-defined quotas for representation of 
certain groups (sector, region etc.). A detailed overview of the sampling methodology and fieldwork can be 
found in Annex 1. The survey was phone-based, since it was important to get responses from the managerial 
level representatives of the randomly selected organizations/ business companies.  
 
The questionnaire used for the interviews consisted of different question blocks, focusing on 1) awareness of 
the Estonia ς Latvia Programme, as well as other ETC (European Territorial Cooperation)/ INTERREG and general 
EU programmes, 2) interest and readiness to engage in cross-border cooperation with partners in Latvia/ Estona 
and also other countries, and 3) obstacles to participate/ submit projects in the Estonia ς Latvia Programme and 
also the EU programmes in general. 
 
Although the survey was mainly targeted at the potential applicants of the Programme, it unavoidably involved a 
wider sample, as there are no statistical classifications and categorizations directly corresponding to the areas 
supported by the Programme. However, we consider this obstacle rather as an advantage, since the advanced 
statistical analysis actually helps us to draw some better profile of the potential applicants of the Estonia ς Latvia 
Programme.  
 
Besides the general overviews, the  survey tracked correlations of factors and differences between sector/ 
country and other respondent groups.  Thus the results allow to see, for example, how interest in cooperation 
relates to the sector the organization comes from, how certain obstacle to participate in the Programme relates 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘΩǎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ etc. There is also Multi Dimensional Scaling methodology applied in one of the charts 
in order to show how various obstacles for participation in the Programme tend to group. 
 
The findings of the survey are presented according to the main question blocks with illustrative charts, 
comments and explanations where relevant. Part of the presented charts show general overviews, while others 
look at the group differences and relations between different factors.  For the latter charts, άϝέ ǎȅƳōƻƭ ƛǎ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǘ 
the chart labels to indicate the statistical significance of the differences between the particular groups. It is 
important to note that not all the charts that look like demonstrating some pattern, actually show a real 
statistically supported tendency. Therefore it is impoǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŎƘŜŎƪ ǘƘŜ άϝέ ǎȅƳōƻƭ (added where statistical 
significance has been shown by the calculated indicators) when looking at particular curves. The overall 
summary and conclusions of the survey are provided at the end of the report and supplemented by some 
ŦŜŜŘōŀŎƪ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩǎ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǎŜƳƛƴŀǊǎ. 
 
The field work of the survey was carried out by the Tarty based social and market research company Klaster (in 
cooperation with subcontracted partners in Latvia, Factum Group). The statistical data analysis was performed 
by an expert in social research analysis, Associate Professor of the University of Latvia, Ivars Austers. 
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SURVEY RESULTS 
 

1. Awareness: Estonia ς Latvia Programme, ETC (European Territorial 
Cooperation)/ INTERREG and EU programmes 
 

The first question block of the survey focused mainly on the general awareness of the Estonia ς Latvia 
Programme, also in the context of their awareness about other ETC/ INTERREG programmes and the EU 
programmes in general.  Also some open questions were added at the beginning of the survey, to ǘǊŀŎƪ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ 
general feelings and associations regarding cross-border cooperation and EU contribution.  
 
The survey started with a question of what associations respondents had ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άŎǊƻǎǎ-border 
ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀ ŀƴŘ [ŀǘǾƛŀέΣ in order to see what the general notions are (apart from the 
Programme).  The following chart shows the general associations in a summarized way.  
 

 
 
 
It is interesting to see that people very often think immediately in terms of projects and funding, even though 
the phrase itself does not imply any projects or help from some supporting institution (and, since this was the 
first question of the survey, no such hints were given). The nŜȄǘ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦǊŜŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ άƴƻǘƘƛƴƎέ 
ƻǊ άƻǘƘŜǊέ όƛΦŜΦ ǾŀǊƛŜŘ ǊŀƴŘƻƳ ŀƴǎǿŜǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧŀƭƭ ǳƴŘŜǊ ŀƴȅ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅύ. Another group of the respondents 
(though significantly smaller, below 40) had mentioned some particular field-specific cooperation in their free 
associations. The following chart reflects those respective fields. 
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Another open question respondents were asked to answer was about the fields in the context of which they 
have heard about EU funded programmes in general  (as feedback about the general EU contribution). The 
following chart summarizes the answers.   
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The awareness level about the Estonia ς Latvia Programme, as well as about the other ETC/ INTERREG 
programmes was measured according to ŀ ǎŎŀƭŜΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ м ƳŜŀƴǘ άƘŀǾŜ ƴƻǘ ƘŜŀǊŘέΣ н - άƘŀǾŜ ƘŜŀǊŘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎέΣ 
3 - άƘŀǾŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛǾŜ ŜǾŜƴǘǎΣ ǊŜŀŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎέΣ п ς άƘŀǾŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ƻǊ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜŘέΦ The 
following charts show the awareness level of the respondents about the respective programmes. They also look 
separately at the respondents from each country. Later in this report, the awareness level will also be analyzed 
in its correlation with other aspects, like interest in potential cooperation, sector etc. 
 
Regarding the level of awareness about the Estonia - Latvia Programme, it is important to remind here, that 
even though the survey was mainly aimed at the potential applicants of the Programme, it could not avoid a 
much more general sample of respondents (due to the wide variety of fields the potential applicants could 
technically come from). Thus it is understandable that many of the respondent organizations work on a very 
local level, have never been thinking in the direction of cross-border cooperation and have not shown active 
interest in relevant support programmes.  
 
As could be expected with this wider sample and the rather narrow scope of the Programme (compared to 
ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ƳŀƛƴǎǘǊŜŀƳ 9¦ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜǎύΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎΩ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ƭŜvel about the Estonia ς 
Latvia Programme is relatively low. At the same time, it is the same as for the already longer operating and 
altogether wider INTERREG/ ETC programmes, which can be regarded as very positive for the relatively new 
Estonia ς Latvia Programme. 
 
The results are presented in the further charts. 
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Looking at the awareness level about the EU programmes in general, of course, the picture is different. Since 
there is large amount and variety of the EU programmes, practically everyone should have heard about the EU 
contribution in some field. The answer scale was consequently based on the assumption that all organizations 
have normally heard at least something about the EU programmes, even if they do not know anything more and 
have never had interest in them. The chart below shows that there is, in fact, quite large amount of those who 
do not have more than very vague knowledge that such programmes exist, and have apparently little interest in 
finding out more (since for those, who do have interest to find out more, there are various sources, 
intermediaries and info centres available). 
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As can be seen, the general awareness pictures are rather similar in both countries. There are some differences 
regarding the number of organizations that have applied or participated in the Estonia ς Latvia or ETC/ 
INTERREG programmes , which might be related to the generally smaller and thus more concentrated 
Programme area in Estonia.  
 
Another visible country difference can be noted for respondents that have attended various seminars and 
informative events on the EU programmes in general. It could be explained by seminars and informative events 
being generally more typical form of communication about various programmes in Latvia, also due to the fact 
that the EU programmes are administered by a variety of different institutions and often the optimal solution is 
bringing the information to the potential applicant. Meanwhile in Estonia, there is active regional representation 
of Enterprise Estonia1 (including county development centres), which serves largely as a one-stop-agency for 
very different kinds of support programmes.  
 
The following table summarizes the main sources of information about the Estonia ς Latvia Programme and 
INTERREG/ETC programmes (those who have received it) and the EU programmes in general. 
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As shown in the chart above, media, internet, intermediary organizations and business contacts generally serve 
as the most popular sources of information about different programmes, including the Estonia ς Latvia 

                                                 
1
 Enterprise Estonia (EAS) is one of the largest institutions within the national support system, promoting business and 

regional development in Estonia. It provides financial assistance, advisory, cooperation opportunities and training for 
ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊǎΣ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘǎΣ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǊŘ ǎŜŎǘƻǊΦ 9!{ ƛǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǎ ƛƴ WƿƘǾƛ 
and Tartu, as well as closely cooperates with development centres in each county. 
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Programme. In Estonia, an important intermediary is Enterprise Estonia, which was distinguished by many 
respondents. A group of respondents have also received information about the Estonia ς Latvia Programme 
through seminars and direct emails, just like about other ETC or INTERREG programmes. Various business/ 
professional contacts is another source of information mentioned by the respondents of both countries. The 
sources of information are generally similar for the Estonia ς Latvia and other programmes. 
 
The next type of charts show correlations between various factors, and the one below looks at how the level of 
awareness about the Programme relates to the sector and the country. There are two curves, one showing the 
tendency in Estonia, the other in Latvia. The answers are measured in scale from 1 ς άƭƻǿέ ǘƻ п ς άƘƛƎƘέ and 
shown on Y axis. 

 
Looking at the awareness level and sector, it is visible from the chart (as well as shown by the statistical 
indicatorsΣ άϝέ ǎȅƳōƻƭ ōŜƛƴƎ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǎǘŀǘƛǎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǎignificant differences) that there are significant differences 
ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎΦ bŀƳŜƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƛǎ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ όǘƘŜ άŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘέ Ƙŀǎ 
heard about the Estonia ς Latvia Programme and sometimes also attended events or studied information 
ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎύΣ ǎƻƳŜǿƘŀǘ ƭƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bDh ǎŜŎǘƻǊ όάŀǾŜǊŀƎŜέ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƘŜŀǊŘ ƻǊ has heard 
ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǾŀƎǳŜƭȅ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜύΣ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ƭƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ όǘƘŜ άŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ 
ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘέ Ƙŀǎ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƴƻǘ ƘŜŀǊd about the Programme).  
 
As the private sector forms an important target group for the Estonia ς Latvia Programme, the survey looks at 
ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ Ƴŀƴȅ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŀƴŀƭȅȊŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƴƪ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊΩǎ 
awareness level and interest in cooperation. 
 
The same tendency for sector differences is observable also for awareness about the INTERREG/ ETC 
programmes and the EU programmes in general. We explain this difference by the fact that the INTERREG/ ETC 
and also the EU programmes in general are more often aimed at the public sector, and the private sector 
companies have traditionally used their own sources of income or national programmes for various kinds of 
activities. With the changing economic situation and the special support programmes available in specific 
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business fields, the interest from the private sector is likely to increase. However, in order to successfully get the 
message about the Programme to the potential private sector applicants, it is important to both use the events 
of the entrepreneurs and coordinate the efforts with relevant umbrella/ support organizations or agencies, 
which private businesses approach first to learn about the available support programmes (such as Enterprise 
Estonia and Latvian Investment Development Agency). 
 
The next charts look at the same sector differences with regard to ETC/ INTERREG and other EU programmes. 

 

 
For both questions there are significant public and private sector differences in case of Estonia2, and in both 
countries the public sector is most and the private ς least aware about the programmes.  
 

                                                 
2
 Although the curves look similar, statistical indicators in both questions show significant sector diferences only for Estonia. 
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The respondents have been divided in 2 general groups ς those from the border area (bordering regions/ 
counties) and those who are further or more distant. It was technically not possible to create more levels and 
have more precise divisions within this survey, yet also these 2 general groups show some statistical tendencies.   
 
The survey shows that the awareness about our Programme is significantly linked to the distance from the 
border ς organizations in the border areas have heard of the Programme more. The chart also shows slightly 
higher level of awareness among Estonian respondents; however, this difference is of no statistical significance. 

 
 
This tendency is quite understandable, as 1) a lot of cooperation projects have already taken place near the 
border and a number of information activities have also been carried out there; 2) people in the border areas 
are also more interested in the cross-border cooperation (as will be shown later) and consequently ready to 
search for information and make efforts to attend the available seminars about the Programme.  
 
The previous tendency is no more in place when looking at the awareness about the ETC/ INTERREG 
programmes - this is logical, as ETC/ INTERREG programmes focus on different regions and border areas, 
therefore closeness to or distance from Estonian ς Latvian border is no more relevant. Regarding the EU 
programmes in general, the awareness is linked to the distance from the border in just the opposite way ς the 
more distant from the border, the higher is awareness about the EU programmes. It can be explained with the 
ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭκ ƳŀƛƴǎǘǊŜŀƳ 9¦ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜǎΩ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ ǎŜƳƛƴŀǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ƛƴ ǘhe 
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bigger cities further away from the border area, as well as concentration of the active organizations and capable 
applicants in urban areas. These latter findings are illustrated in the charts below. 
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2. General interest in cross-border cooperation  
 

TƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ōƭƻŎƪ ƻŦ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎΩ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ŎǊƻǎǎ-border cooperation with 
partners in Latvia/ Estonia, as well as partners in other countries. 
 
The first question of this block asked the respondents to indicate their cross-border cooperation interest with 
different countries or country groups. The aim of this question was to have a general overview of the cross-
border interest and country preferences respondents have. 
 

 
 
This is an important chart, showing the general interest in cross-border cooperation with various countries for 
both Latvian and Estonian respondents. It can be seen that cooperation interest does not differ greatly with 
regard to cooperation partners. The calculated correlations (Appendix 3) show that interest in cooperation with 
any country is linked to interest in cooperation with any other country, and this tendency is characteristic for the 
whole sample. 
 
This means that stronger cooperation interest with, for example Lithuania or Finland, generally does not imply 
less interest in cooperation with Latvia or Estonia, but on the opposite - the organization is more cross-border 
oriented in general and thus more interested in any cooperation. In other words, these survey findings show 
that the cross-border cooperation interest is not so much geographically, culturally or historically determined as 
it might be assumed. 
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The next group of charts show the cross-border interests in relation to ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ country, sector and the 
distance to the border. 
 
A somewhat surprising finding is that the general interest in cross-border cooperation significantly differs 
between Estonia and Latvia.  It also differs significantly between the sectors, as will be shown in the following 
charts, yet it is not significantly related to the distance from the border. 
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Interesting that the differences between Estonian and Latvian respondents are significant also with regard to 
cross-border cooperation with partners in other countries.  This finding suggests that Latvian organizations are 
generally more eager to cooperate across the border, regardless of the partner country. Only with regard to 
cooperation with Finland, the interest is shown to be similar for Latvian and Estonian respondents. 
 
While there might be some also some cultural differences involved, it is very important to note that the survey 
included only respondents in the Programme area, whƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ŎƻǾŜǊǎ wơƎŀΣ 
but does not cover Tallinn. Understandably, many of the more internationally focused organizations in Estonia, 
as well as just larger public bodies and associations, are based in the capital outside the Programme area, and 
have therefore been excluded from the sample. 
 
The general tendency is presented in the next charts (which understandably show irrelevance of the distance to 
the EE-LV border, yet significant differences between the Latvian and Estonian respondents and the sectors).   

 

    
 
The next charts show a clear tendency for the public and NGO sectors to be more interested than private sector 
in the cross-border cooperation in general.  
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Another related question in this blocƪ ŀǎƪŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ άǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻǊ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎέ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ [ŀǘǾƛŀ ƻǊ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀΦ The interest was measured, considering the 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǊŜŀŘƛƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǎƻƳŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘΣ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŦƻǊ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΣ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘŜ Ŏƻƴǘŀct etc. 
 
The next chart presents the overall picture regarding this general interest in cooperation with partners in Latvia 
or Estonia. The other following chart shows the cross-border cooperation experience the respondent 
organizations have had, which was the next question. Both of these charts present a generally similar pattern, 
with Latvian respondents claiming to have more cooperation interest, as well as more cooperation experience 
(possibly with Estonian partners outside the set area). 
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1 - No interest 
2 - We would be interested to attend joint events and meet with such organizations/ maintain contacts or cooperate as far 
as it does not require any special effort from us 
3 - We would be ready to invest some effort to search for such organizations and establish contact (using joint events or 
visits to the other country, giving calls etc.), initiate some ideas and take part in joint projects 
4 - We would be ready to invest greater effort and use all available tools to find such organizations (also through calls or 
visits of the local municipalities or other intermediaries in Estonia/ Latvia), actively attend and initiate joint events to 
maintain the contact, propose ideas and initiate joint projects 

 

 
1 ς None 
2 - We have heard about such organizations or had some occasional meetings (in thematic events, occasional visits etc.) 
3 - We have established some cooperation with such organizations 
4 - We have a regular strong cooperation and joint projects (planned or ongoing) 
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Similarly as for the previous question, assessing cross-border interest in context of various countries, there are 
statistically significant differences in the cooperation interest with similar organizations in EE/LV and relevant 
experience between the countries and sectors (distance to the border being of no relevance). 
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Respondents were also asked about the possible obstacles for cooperation with partners in the other country 
(EE/LV). Here, the question is not yet about the participation in the Estonia ς Latvia programme (that will be 
assessed in the next question block), but the generall cooperation interest. 

 
 
Respondents also had an option to give their own answer for this question. Several of the Estonian respondents 
mentioned the different levels of development as the reason for not being interested in cooperation. One of the 
private sector respondents said άthe ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊǎ ƛƴ [ŀǘǾƛŀ ŀƴŘ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀέΦ 
 
Some other open answers - άhur local nature ς ǿŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜ ŜǾŜƴ ƻǳǊ ƻǿƴ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎέ, ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƴƻ ǎǳŎƘ 
projects in ǘƘŜ .ŀƭǘƛŎ {ǘŀǘŜǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƳŀƪŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƛƴƎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎέ, ά[ŀǘǾƛŀƴǎ Řƻ 
ƴƻǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǳǎέ,  ά[ƛǘƘǳŀƴƛŀƴǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƭƻǎŜǊέ (though the latter answer does not correspond to the 
general tendency shown before). 
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3. Interest and obstacles for participation/ submission of projects 

 
The third question block looked at the interest in participation in the Estonia ς Latvia Programme, as well as 
various obstacles organizations face.   
 
The first question looked at the general interest in the Programme and readiness to possibly participate in it 
with projects. The answers demonstrate very similar country and sector differences as in the previous block 
questions about the general cooperation interest. 

 
The further charts look again at how this interest in the Programme/ willingness to search for the information 
and readiness to get involved is linked to other factors ς country, sector and distance from the border. The 
interest is measured in scale 1-4, 1 meaning άno interestέ, 4 ς άhigh interestέ. 
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The above chart shows statistically significant difference between the countries, distance from border is not 
relevant, while the chart below shows statistically significant difference also between the sectors. 
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The next question assessed various obstacles for participation in the Estonia ς Latvia Programme. Some of these 
are related to the cooperation factors discussed before, but some are more linked to the aspects of the 
Programme. The respondents were provided with a following list of possible obstacles (based on the feedback 
aƴŘ ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǎŜƳƛƴŀǊǎ ŀƴŘ Ŏƻƴǎǳƭǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƻƳŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƳŜŘƛŀǊƛŜǎύ ŀƴŘ 
asked to assess the significance of those. There was also an open answer option. 
 
Lack of information about the participation possibilities 

We would not have our own co-financing 

We would not have our own pre-financing 

Due to the current situation/ regulations our organization/ company is not allowed to take any financial commitments 

Lack of cooperation partners 

We are afraid of too complicated project administration procedures 

¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ƻǳǊ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴκ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ŦƛƴŘǎ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ όLŦ ŎƘŜŎƪŜŘΣ άǇƭŜŀǎŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴέύ 

Lack of time/ human resources to write a project 

Lack of time/ human resources to implement a project 

Lack of project writing skills 

Lack of English language skills 

It is hard to get support for our intended investments 

Our company/ organization is currently not interested in cross-border cooperation 

Latvians/ Estonians are not our target group 

Other (please specify!)... 

 
The following overview charts show general obstacles faced by different respondent groups according to their 
country, sector, and interest (those who in the previous questions had expressed high interest in cross-border  
cooperation with partners Latvia/ Estonia (3 or 4) and those who had expressed low interest (1-2)). A separate 
chart looks specifically at the private sector respondents with high interest in cross-border cooperation that are 
one of the target groups of the Programme.  
 
The overall picture is similar for all the different groups ς lack of co-financing, pre-financing and difficulties to 
get support for investments are the major problems, followed by lack of information and cooperation partners, 
restrictions for financial commitments, lack of human resources and other obstacles that are quite equally 
regarded as of medium importance.  
 
[ƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ǿƛǘƘ ƘƛƎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΣ ƻŦ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ άǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ 
ƳƻǊŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ƻǊ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜǎέΦ As all respondents, who regarded this as an obstacle, were also 
asked to mention the particular other programmes, these will be reviewed further in this report. 
 
The importance of the ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ άƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƻǎǎƛōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎέ ƛǎ generally regarded 
by the respondents as between 2-3 in the 4-point scale, and it is faced by the private sector somewhat more 
than the public and NGO sectors. It is understandable in the overall context, where the EU programmes are 
generally aimed more at the public and third sector, and private companies follow the information on those less 
actively. It confirms the need for the Programme to continue active work with the business intermediaries and 
distribute the information through sources that are commonly used by the private sector companies. 
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The following two charts compare the overall situation with that regarding the EU programmes in general, and 
we can see that the obstacles faced are rather similar to the previous, both  in the sector and country view. 

 

 



 

 

26 

The next charts look at how the importance of these various obstacles (mentioned in the chart titles) is linked to 
the country, sector and distance from the border of the organization.  

 
wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ άǿŜ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƻǊǎέΣ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ 
the distance from border does not real play a significant role. Though it might seem that organizations in the 
border areas feel less like competitors, also from the chart above, there is no statistically significant link. 
 

 
The above chart shows that lack of time and human resources as obstacle for developing cooperation is more 
typical for Latvian organizations in the border regions, whereas in the case of Estonia the tendency is opposite ς 
the obstacle is faced less in the border regions, but more in other parts of the Programme area.  
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Even though it might seem that organizations in the border area are feeling more like cooperating with partners 
in the specific neighbouring country, while otherǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎ ŀǎ άǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ƻƴŜǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ 
ǿƛǘƘέΣ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǎƘƻǿ ŀƴȅ ǎǘŀǘƛǎǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴŎŜ ǘƘƛǎ όƛΦŜΦΣ ƴƻ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ōƻǊŘŜǊύ. 

 
 
The language barrier, however, has been demonstrated to be a more important obstacle for the organizations in 
the border area. There is also statistically significant difference between the countries ς the language barrier is 
faced as a more important obstacle by Latvian respondents. 
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Lack of information about potential partners is a more important obstacle for Latvian organizations, as well as 
for those further from the border.  

 
 
Somewhat surprisingly, the importance of physical distance as an obstacle ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ 
closeness to the border. This obstacle is generally of rather low importance for the respondents. 
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The need for cross-ōƻǊŘŜǊ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ άŘƻ ƴƻǘ ǎŜŜ ŀ ƴŜŜŘέΣ ƛǎ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ 
from border - organizations closer to the border see more of this need.  There is also statistically significant 
difference between the countries, which shows that Estonian respondents see less need for cooperation. 
 

 
 
¢ƘŜ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ άǿŜ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƻǊǎέ ǾŀǊƛŜǎ ǎignificantly between the 
sectors. It is clearly visible from this chart that private companies in both countries face this obstacle a lot more. 
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Interesting, that the private sector respondents are also most sceptical about cooperation with the partners in 
Latvia/ Estonia, especially Estonian private companies, as can be seen in the chart above.  Estonian respondents 
see that the others are not the primary ones to cooperate with as significantly more important obstacle. 

 

 
There is statistically significant difference shown between the sectors in the lack of time and human resources as 
an obstacle for participation in the Programme, showing that private sector faces it less. This is somewhat 
surprising in the context of often received feedback that private businesses do not have the time and extra staff 
to take on some EU projects that require a lot of administrative work. However, it has to be remembered that 
the respondents evaluated this in the context of other obstacles, and for the private sector a significantly more 
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important obstacle has been the lack of interest in cooperation. It is therefore likely that the other obstacles are 
consequently assessed by the private sector respondents as less important. However, in case the interest was 
higher, the whole picture could also be very different and the perceived importance of the other obstacles for 
the private sector could rise significantly. 
 
The chart below, in turn, shows that language barrier is a significantly more important obstacle for Latvian 
respondents, but is not linked to the sector of the organization. 

 
As can be seen from the two charts below, neither lack of information about the potential cooperation partners, 
nor the physical distance significantly differs among the sectors or countries. 
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The last chart shows statistically significant difference between the sectors and countries regarding the 
ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ ά²Ŝ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǎŜŜ ŀ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŎǊƻǎǎ-ōƻǊŘŜǊ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ among 
sectors and countries, and links to the findings before. 

 
It is visible that Estonians in this study see much less need for cooperation in any activities than Latvians (as has 
been shown already at the previous question block), and likewise the private sector companies see much less 
need for cooperation in any of their activities than organizations of other sectors. This sector difference relates 
to the other finding in this survey, that private companies in Estonia and Latvia see themselves much more as 
competitors than other sector organizations. Consequently, the interest to share things and cooperate is 
generally low in private sector. 
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Grouping of various obstacles 
 
The chart below, based on multi-dimensional scaling methodology, reflects the general grouping of different 
obstacles for participation in the Estonia ς Latvia Programme. The physical closeness of the points indicates their 
correlations, and the overall picture allows to see what obstacles usually go together. 
 
 

 
 
Here, we can observe a grouping into 3 more notable groups of obstacles: 
 1) Various financial obstacles ς pre-financing, co-financing, investment support, financial commitments in the 
current situation;  
2) Lack of interest - in the Estonia - Latvia Programme compared to other programmes, in cross-border 
cooperation in general and in cooperation with Latvians or Estonians specifically; 
3) Technical, informative and human resource barriers ς lack of time and human resources to write and 
implement project, lack of information and partners, lack of project writing and English skills. 
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One of the possible obstacles for participation in the Programme ǿŀǎ αǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƻǳǊ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƛƴŘǎ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜέ. This answering option was marked by 169 Estonian and 33 
Latvian respondents. Those, who marked the option, were also asked to specify the according programmes. 
Below is the summary of the answers.  
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As national or local programmes were the most common Ψbetter alternativesΩ, the further chart summarizes 
those local or national programmes mentioned by the Estonian respondents. 
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Regarding Latvian respondents, there were too few open answers to make an overview. Other national/ local 
programmes in Latvia were mentioned as more appropriate only 10 times, and the ones mentioned are Cultural 
Capital Fund, some local municipality support, rural support programme, as well as funding from the sports 
council and relevant ministry. 15 Latvian respondents mentioned as more appropriate other EU programmes, 9 
respondents reffered to other international (non-EU) funds, and 1mentioned private sector support.  
 
(Full listof all the open answers is attached in Appendix 4). 
 
 
Open answers 
 
The respondents were also able to mention other obstacles preventing them from participation in the Estonia ς 
Latvia Programme. The provided open answers tend to form certain groups.   
 
Majority of the respondents who did mentioned any other obstacles, referred to exaggerated bureaucracy, too 
complicated requirements and administration proceduresΦ CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ άtǊƻŎedures are so complicated that I 
ŘƻƴΩǘ ŜǾŜƴ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǎǘŀǊǘ ƛǘ ŀƭƭέΣ άLǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ Ǉŀȅ ƻŦŦΤ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘŜŘ ǿƻǊƪ ƛǎ ƳǳŎƘ ōƛƎƎŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘέΦ  Several 
respondents had also mentioned thematic and other restrictionsΣ ƭƛƪŜ άƻǳǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ Ŧŀƭƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇorted 
ŦƛŜƭŘǎέ ƻǊ άǿŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎέΦ {ƻƳŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ άƭƛƳƛǘƛƴƎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ƴƻǊƳŀǘƛǾŜ ŀŎǘǎέ ƻǊ Ƨǳǎǘ 
ά[ŀǘǾƛŀƴ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴέΦ 
 
Another group of additional preventing factors is related to the lack of interest, which has been already 
discussed before.  
 
Finally, many respondents, who gave the open answers, expressed concerns about the evaluation process and 
chances for their potential projects to get supportedΦ {ƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊǎΥ άL ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƘƻǇŜέΣ ά¢ƻƻ 
ƳǳŎƘ ǊƻōōƛƴƎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ α5evelopmeƴǘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƻƴέέ, άLƴŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘέ, ά²ƘŜƴ ȅƻǳ ǎǘŀǊǘ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 
ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΣ ȅƻǳ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƘƻǇŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŜƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛǎ ǊŜŦǳǎŜŘΣ ȅƻǳ Ŧŀƭƭ ƛƴǘƻ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴέ, αL ŦŜŜƭ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƻǊǊȅ ŦƻǊ 
ǘƘŜ ǿŀǎǘŜ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪΣ ǿƘŜƴ Ƴȅ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƎŜǘǎ ǊŜƧŜŎǘŜŘέ. 
 
Seminar feedback 
 
The open answers, as well as the quantitatively measured obstacles are similar to those that have been 
ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōȅ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǎŜƳƛƴŀǊǎΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ŀǎƪŜŘ ǘƻ 
fill a feedback sheet, as well as just often use the occasion and provide their oral feedback. 
 
A number of potential applicants and seminar attendees have claimed that the Programme has become more 
bureaucratic, that it is hard to prove the financial sustainability of a project in the given economic situation, as 
well as hard to start the project without advance payments. 
 
The NGO sector participants have expressed particular concerns about the financial aspects (co-financing, pre-
financing and sustainability) due to their normal dependence on donations and grants. Another feedback 
received from the NGO sector has been lack of NGO representative in the Latvian delegation of the 
tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩǎ aƻƴƛǘƻǊƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜΦ 
 
The private sector participants have stressed that the unavoidable administrative burdens prevents them from 
participation, and the 50% co-financing does not encourage enough to overcome this challenge. One of the 
potential applicants said it felt too risky to lose more than win, as business always involved risks, plus the 
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company did not have previous EU project experience and some funding could be denied as ineligible due to 
mistakes in project administration. Another serious obstacle mentioned by a private sector participant with a 
perspective project idea was timing, i.e. innovative ideas cannot wait months for the funding decision, but have 
to be implemented as soon as they emerge (but costs are eligible only after the official approval).  
 
During the seminars, there has been certain scepticism expressed also on behalf of the public sector participants 
from the small municipalities in the border regions of [ŀǘǾƛŀΣ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǿƘƻƳ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩǎ 
ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǎ άŀ ŎŀƴŘȅ ǘƘŀǘ ȅƻǳ ǎƘƻǿ us, but that ǿŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƎŜǘέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǳƴǎǘŀōƭŜ 
financial situation that significantly limits the available pre-financing, co-financing and financial sustainability for 
projects. 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
 

Awareness 
 
The overall level of awareness about the Programme in the studied sample is generally low, as it could be 
expected considering the wide respondent ǎŀƳǇƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΩǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǎƳŀƭƭ ǎƛȊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŎǊƻǎǎ-
border nature. The awareness about the Estonia ς Latvia Programme is equal to the awareness about the ETC/ 
INTERREG programmes altogether (which face exactly the same context). 
 
The awareness of the Estonia ς Latvia Programme is also linked to the interest in cross-border cooperation with 
Estonia or Latvia, as well as with the readiness to search for information (medium correlation). 
 
There is, of course, higher awareness of the EU programmes in general, and many of the respondents have 
applied or participated in some of those. The programmes, in which the respondents have participated, and also 
the fields, with which they associate the EU programmes, vary greatly. It can be concluded that people do have 
the general awareness of the EU programmes/ contribution; however, one normally does not differentiate 
among the large variety of different and field-specific EU funded programmes. 

 

Interest and readiness for cross-border cooperation 
 
The findings show that the interest in cooperation with similar organizations (potential project partners) in the 
other country varies greatly among the sectors, as well as among the countries.  
 
The interest is significantly lower in the private sector, which is linked to the fact that private companies more 
often see themselves as competitors or simply do not see a need for any cross-border cooperation in their field.   
 
The interest in cooperation is significantly higher in Latvia than in Estonia. It is also very visible that Latvian 
organizations are generally more interested in cross-border cooperation with various countries, and are more 
ready to search for information and partners to initiate such cooperation. This tendency can be at least partly 
explained by the fact that the survey respondents represent the Programme area, which does not include 
Tallinn, and the highest international activity is usually concentrated in the capital cities. However, it is also 
visible from the survey that Estonians do not have a very high interest in cooperation, specifically with partners 
from [ŀǘǾƛŀΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎƻƳŜ ƻǇŜƴ ŀƴǎǿŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ άƻǘƘŜǊέ όŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ 
about obstacles to participate in the Programme), some of which referred to different business cultures or lower 
development level in the corresponding fields in Latvia. It is therefore more likely to have the initiative on behalf 
of the Latvian partners in our projects. This finding also helps to understand and explain the requests on behalf 
of the potential applicants from Latvia for help with the partner search. 
 
There is also significant link between the interest and cooperation experience. This can be easily explained by 
the fact that organizations with higher interest are more likely to get cooperation experience, but it can also 
suggest that cooperation leads to successful experience that increases the interest to cooperate further (and we 
certainly hope that this is also the case). 
 
Despite the notion that more interest in cooperation with partners in Lithuania and Finland could diminish 
ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘǎΩ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ƻǳǊ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΣ this survey proved the opposite. There were surprisingly high 
positive correlations between interest in the Estonia ς Latvia cross-border cooperation and international 
cooperation with other countries. It allows to conclude that organizations interested in cross-border 



 

 

38 

cooperation with other countries are also more likely to engage in cooperation with Estonian/ Latvian partners. 
This finding strongly supports joint efforts of the European Territorial Cooperation programmes, such as shared 
information seminars and other events that our Programme already practices. In the light of this survey, it is 
very realistic that our applicants come from the organizations already active in other cross-border programmes 
(as they have the cross-border interest and also familiarity with the general framework and requirements).  

 

Obstacles for participation  
 
While generally the respondents have assessed the various obstacles for participation in our Programme and 
other programmes rather similarly, there are various significant differences among the groups and these are 
important to consider when trying to reach out to and work with the specific target groups. For example, it is 
visible that the private companies are often attracted more by other more appropriate or convenient 
programmes and/or lack the information of the Estonia ς Latvia Programme, which has to be addressed through 
continuous cooperation with business intermediaries and information centres on the EU funding, presentations 
at their seminars etc. At the same time, private companies are also more prevented by the difficulties to get 
investment support, which is something that the Programme is not quite meant for, therefore the rules have to 
be explained clearly along with the general information.  
 
While Latvians are generally facing more problems to find the potential partners, Estonians see less need for 
cross-border cooperation in general and also with the Latvian partners specifically.  The private sector 
companies in both countries feel more like competitors and are therefore reluctant to develop cooperation. 
 
From sector comparisons, private companies seem to be suffering less from the common obstacles like lack of 
time, human resource, pre-financing and co-financing, however, it is important to consider here the fact that 
various obstacles have been assessed according to their relative importance for the moment. Once the 
respondent companies felt they were not interested in cooperation, the other obstacles probably were 
ultimately assessed as less important. It is very hard to say what the results would be like in case there was a 
serious interest in cross-border cooperation ς the same companies could then face and assess highly the 
obstacles they had not been considering before.  The survey shows that the private sector respondents, who 
had expressed relatively high interest in cross-border cooperation, have marked the co-financing and pre-
financing obstacles as dominating, just like the need for investments and preference of other more appropriate 
or convenient programmes. 
  
The obstacles for participation in the Estonia ς Latvia Programme tend to group, which was shown by the Multi 
Dimensional Scaling. The respondents can be generally divided in three main groups according to the kinds of 
obstacles they are facing, and these are: 

1) Various financial obstacles ς pre-financing, co-financing, investment support, financial commitments in 
the current situation;  

2) Lack of interest - in the Estonia - Latvia Programme compared to other programmes, in cross-border 
cooperation in general and in cooperation with Latvians or Estonians specifically; 

3) Technical, informative and human resource barriers ς lack of time and human resources to write and 
implement project, lack of information and partners, lack of project writing and English skills. 

 
While those organizations or companies less interested in cross-border cooperation are also less interesting to 
the Programme, the other two groups could have the potential and interest for cooperation, but are struggling 
with specific problems. Knowing the tendency for these problems to group, it is easier to plan some possible 
support measures, as well as plan the further communications activities. 
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APPENDIX 1: Fieldwork overview 
 
 
Method: Telephone survey  (CATI) 

Sampling: Stratified quota sample 

Sample size: 250 respondents in Latvia; 250 respondents in Estonia 

Fieldwork regions: KurzeƳŜΣ tƛŜǊƛƎŀΣ wƛƎŀ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŘȊŜƳŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ [ŀǘǾƛŀΤ  IƛƛǳΣ WƿƎŜǾŀΣ [ŅŅƴŜΣ tƿƭǾŀΣ 
tŅǊƴǳΣ {ŀŀǊŜΣ ¢ŀǊǘǳΣ ±ŀƭƎŀΣ ±ƛƭƧŀƴŘƛ ŀƴŘ ±ƿǊǳ ŎƻǳƴǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀ 

Fieldwork period: 3-18.09 2009 in Latvia; 31.08-22.09 2009 in Estonia 

Fieldwork statistics:  

Table 1: Latvian distritcs (planned and completed) 

  Planned Completed 

!ƭǹƪǎƴŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 16 17 

/Ţǎƛǎ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 16 17 

Gulbene District 16 14 

YǳƭŘơƎŀ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 17 19 

[ƛŜǇņƧŀ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 17 21 

[ƛƳōŀȌƛ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 17 16 

Madona District 17 16 

Ogre District 17 15 

Riga District 17 18 

Saldus District 16 16 

Talsi District 16 18 

Tukums District 17 16 

Valka District 17 15 

Valmiera District 17 17 

Ventspils District 17 15 

SUM  250 250 
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Table 2: Latvian locations (planned and completed) 

  Planned Completed 

Rural 125 113 

Urban 125 137 

SUM 250 250 

Table 3: Latvian sectors (planned and completed) 

  Planned Completed 

Public  80-85 84 

Private 80-85 95 

NGO 80-85 71 

SUM 250 250 

Table 4: Estonian districts (completed and planned) 

  Planned Completed 

Hiiumaa 25 25 

WƿƎŜǾŀƳŀŀ 25 25 

[ŅŅƴŜƳŀŀ 25 25 

tƿƭǾŀƳŀŀ 25 25 

tŅǊƴǳƳŀŀ 25 25 

Saaremaa 25 25 

Tartumaa 25 25 

Valgamaa 25 25 

Viljandimaa 25 25 

±ƿǊǳƳŀŀ 25 25 

SUM  250 250 
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Table 5: Estonian locations (planned and completed) 

  Planned Completed 

Rural 125 124 

Urban 125 126 

SUM 250 250 

Table 6: Estonian sectors (planned and completed) 

  Planned Completed 

Public  80-85 82 

Private 80-85 85 

NGO 80-85 83 

SUM 250 250 

 
 
Field work implemented by market and social research company Klaster 
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APPENDIX 2 - Questionnaire used for the phone-based interviews 

EE 

Vanus 
Sugu 
Rahvus 
Haridus 
Riik / endine rajoon 
Linn/maapiirkond 

{ǘŀƴŘŀǊŘƎǊǳǇƛŘΣ Ƴƛǎ ƧŅǊƎƛǾŀŘ ǸƭŘƛǎŜƭǘ ƪŀǎǳǘŀǘŀǾŀƛŘ ƪƭŀǎǎƛŦƛƪŀǘǎƛƻƻƴŜ 
wƛǇǇƳŜƴǸǸŘ 

Sektor όŀǾŀƭƛƪΣ ŜǊŀΣ ǾŀƭƛǘǎǳǎǾŅƭƛƴŜύ 

Tegevusala wƛǇǇƳŜƴǸǸ ǾŀǎǘŀǾŀƭǘ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳƛƎŀ ƪŀŜǘǳŘ ŀƭŀƭŜ όƧŀ ƪŀ ǎŜƪǘƻǊƛǎǇŜǘǎƛƛŦƛƭƛǎŜŘΚ Yǳƛ αŀǾŀƭƛƪέΣ ƴŅƛǘŀō 
ƴŅƛǘŜƪǎ αƭƛƴƴŀ ǇƭŀƴŜŜǊƛƳƛǎǘκŀǊŜƴŘǳǎǘέΣ ƪǳƛ αŜǊŀέΣ ƴŅƛǘŀō ŀƛƴǳƭǘ ŅǊƛǾŀƭŘƪƻƴŘƛ ƧƴŜύ 

 
1. blokk: Teadlikkuse hindamine programmi osas/ tagasiside Euroopa Liidu panuse kohta 
 

aƛƭƭŜǎǘ ƳƿǘƭŜǘŜΣ ƪǳƛ ƪǳǳƭŜǘŜ ŦǊŀŀǎƛ αǇƛƛǊƛǸƭŜƴŜ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ 9Ŝǎǘƛ Ƨŀ [Ņǘƛ ǾŀƘŜƭέΚ Vaba tekst 

 

tŀƭǳƴ ƳŅǊƪƛƎŜΣ ƪǳƛ ǇŀƭƧǳ ƻƭŜǘŜ ƪǳǳƭƴǳŘ ŀƭƭƧŅǊƎƴŜǾŀǎǘΦΦΦ 

α9Ŝǎǘƛ - [Ņǘƛ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳέΚ 1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Ei ole kuulnud Olen midagi kuulnud Olen osalenud 
ǘŜŀōŜǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜƭΣ ƭǳƎŜƴǳŘ 
ǘŜŀōŜƳŀǘŜǊƧŀƭŜ Ǿƿƛ 
ǎŀŀƴǳŘ ǘŅǇǎŜƳŀǘ ǘŜŀǾŜǘ 
muude allikate kaudu 

Olen raha 
ǘŀƻǘƭŜƴǳŘ Ǿƿƛ 
projekti(de)s 
osalenud 

Kui vastus on 2-4, siis millistest allikatest olete teavet saanud? Vaba tekst 

Euroopa territoriaalse 
ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳƛŘ Ǿƿƛ 
INTERREG? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Ei ole kuulnud Olen midagi kuulnud Olen osalenud 
ǘŜŀōŜǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜƭΣ ƭǳƎŜƴǳŘ 
ǘŜŀōŜƳŀǘŜǊƧŀƭŜ Ǿƿƛ 
ǎŀŀƴǳŘ ǘŅǇǎŜƳŀǘ ǘŜŀǾŜǘ 
muude allikate kaudu 

Olen raha 
ǘŀƻǘƭŜƴǳŘ Ǿƿƛ 
projekti(de)s 
osalenud 

Kui vastus on 2-4, siis millistest allikatest olete teavet saanud? Vaba tekst 

Euroopa Liidu poolt 
rahastatud programmid 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Ei ole kuulnud 
Ǿƿƛ ƻƭŜƴ 
kuulnud ainult 
ǸƭŘƛǎŜƭǘ Ƨŀ 
rohkem ei tea 

hƭŜƴ ƪǳǳƭƴǳŘ ƳƿƴŜŘŜǎǘ 
konkreetsetest 
programmidest Ǿƿƛ 
ǘŜŜƳŀŘŜǎǘ Ǿƿƛ ƭǳƎŜƴǳŘ 
teavet, ent ilma erilist 
ǘŅƘŜƭŜǇŀƴǳ Ƨŀ ƘǳǾƛ 
ǇǀǀǊŀƳŀǘŀ 

Olen osalenud 
ǘŜŀōŜǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜƭΣ ƻǘǎƛƴǳŘ 
teavet 

Olen raha 
ǘŀƻǘƭŜƴǳŘ Ǿƿƛ 
projekti(de)s 
osalenud 

Millistest allikatest olete teavet saanud? Vaba tekst 

tŀƭǳƴ ƳŅǊƪƛƎŜ ŅǊŀ ǾŀƭŘƪƻƴƴŀŘ, mille kontekstis olete Euroopa Liidu poolt 
rahastatavatest programmidest kuulnud 

Vaba tekst 
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2. blokk: ¢ŜƛǎǘŜ ǊƛƛƪƛŘŜ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǇŀǊǘƴŜǊƛǘŜƎŀ ǇƛƛǊƛǸƭŜǎŜ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ ƘǳǾƛκǘƿŜƴŅƻǎǳǎŜ ƘƛƴŘŀƳƛƴŜ όҌ 
takistused) 
Milline huvi on teie 
organisatsioonil/ 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘǘŜƭ ǊŜƎǳƭaarse 
ǇƛƛǊƛǸƭŜǎŜ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ Ǿŀǎǘǳ 

{ƪŀƴŘƛƴŀŀǾƛŀ ǊƛƛƪƛŘŜƎŀ όǾƿƛ ƳƿƴŜƎŀ ƴŜƛǎǘύ 

Soomega 

[ŅǘƛƎŀ 

Leeduga 

Venemaaga 

Muu(de) Euroopa riigiga/riikidega 

aǳǳŘŜ ǊƛƛƪƛŘŜƎŀ ǾŅƭƧŀǎǇƻƻƭ 9ǳǊƻƻǇŀǘ 

1 ------------ 2 ------------ 3 ----------- 4 

Ei ole huvi                      Suur huvi 

Milline huvi on teie 
organisatsioonil/ 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘǘŜƭ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ Ǿŀǎǘǳ 
sarnaste 
organisatsioonide/ 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜǘŜƎŀ [ŅǘƛǎΚ 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Ei ole 
mingit 
huvi 

Oleksime huvitatud 
ǸƘƛǎǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜǎ 
osalemisest ja selliste 
organisatsioonidega 
kohtumisest / 
kontaktide loomisest 
Ǿƿƛ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǎǘ ǎŜƴƛΣ 
kuni see meilt erilist 
ǇƛƴƎǳǘǳǎǘ Ŝƛ ƴƿǳŀ 

Oleksime valmis 
ǇǸƘŜƴŘŀƳŀ ǾŜƛŘƛ ŀŜƎŀ 
selliste 
organisatsioonide 
otsimisele ja kontaktide 
loomisele (ǸƘƛǎǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜ 
Ǿƿƛ ǘŜƛǎǘŜ ǊƛƛƪƛŘŜ 
ƪǸƭŀǎǘŀƳƛǎŜΣ 
helistamise jms kaudu), 
ŀƭƎŀǘŀƳŀ ƳƿƴƛƴƎŀƛŘ 
ideesid ja osalema 
ǸƘƛǎǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƛŘŜǎ 

hƭŜƪǎƛƳŜ ǾŀƭƳƛǎ ǇǸƘŜƴŘŀƳŀ 
ǊƻƘƪŜƳ ŀŜƎŀ Ƨŀ ƪŀǎǳǘŀƳŀ ƪƿƛƪƛ 
olemasolevaid vahendeid selliste 
organisatsioonide leidmiseks (ka 
kohalike omŀǾŀƭƛǘǎǳǎǘŜ Ǿƿƛ ƳǳǳŘŜ 
ǾŀƘŜƴŘŀƧŀǘŜ ƪǸƭŀǎǘŀƳƛǎŜ Ǿƿƛ ƴŜƛƭŜ 
ƘŜƭƛǎǘŀƳƛǎŜ ƪŀǳŘǳ 9Ŝǎǘƛǎκ[ŅǘƛǎύΣ  
ŀƪǘƛƛǾǎŜƭǘ ƻǎŀƭŜƳŀ ǸƘƛǎǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜǎ Ƨŀ 
ƴŜƛŘ ŀƭƎŀǘŀƳŀΣ Ŝǘ ǎŅƛƭƛǘŀŘŀ 
ƪƻƴǘŀƪǘŜΣ ǇŀƪƪǳŘŀ ǾŅƭƧŀ ƛŘŜƛŘ Ƨŀ  
ŀƭƎŀǘŀŘŀ ǸƘƛǎǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŜ 

Milliseid kogemusi on teie 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜκƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘsioon 
Ƨǳōŀ ǎŀŀƴǳŘ Ǿƿƛ ƳƛƭƭƛǎŜƛŘ 
ǎƛŘŜƳŜƛŘ ƭƻƻƴǳŘ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǎ 
sarnaste 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜǘŜκƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛƻƻƴƛ
ŘŜƎŀ [ŅǘƛǎΚ 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Puuduvad Oleme sellistest 
organisatsioonidest 
kuulnud ja oleme 
ƴŜƴŘŜƎŀ ƳƿƴŜŘ ƪƻǊǊŀŘ 
kokku puutunud 
όǘŜƳŀŀǘƛƭƛǎǘŜƭ ǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜƭΣ 
ƧǳƘǳǎƭƛƪŜƭ ƪǸƭŀǎǘǳǎǘŜƭ ƧƴŜύ 

Oleme selliste 
organisatsioon
idega 
ƳƿƴƛƴƎŀǘ 
ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀŘ 
teinud 
 

aŜƛƭ ƻƴ ǊŜƎǳƭŀŀǊƴŜ ǘƛƘŜ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ 
Ƨŀ ǸƘƛǎǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƛŘ όǇƭŀƴŜŜǊƛǘǳŘ Ǿƿƛ 
kestvad) 

aƛƭƭƛǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǇƿƘƛƭƛǎŜd 
ǘŀƪƛǎǘǳǎŜŘ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀƪǎ 
sarnaste 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜǘŜκƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛƻƻƴƛ
ŘŜƎŀ [ŅǘƛǎΚ 

tŀƭǳƴ ƳŅǊƪƛƎŜ ƛƎŀǸƘŜ 
ƧǳǳǊŘŜ ǎŜƭƭŜ ǘŅƘǘǎǳǎΦ 

9ƛ ƴŅŜ ǾŀƧŀŘǳǎǘ ǇƛƛǊƛǸƭŜǎŜ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ ƧŅǊŜƭŜ 
ǸƘŜǎƪƛ ƳŜƛŜ ǘŜƎŜǾǳǎŜǎ 

CǸǸǎƛƭƛƴŜ ƪŀǳƎǳǎ 

Teabe puudumine sarnaste 
organisatsioonide kohta 

YŜŜƭŜōŀǊƧŅŅǊ 

[ŅǘƭŀǎŜŘ Ŝƛ ƻƭŜ ƳŜƛŜ ǇŜŀƳƛǎŜŘ 
ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǇŀǊǘƴŜǊƛŘ 

!Ƨŀ Ǿƿƛ ƛƴƛƳǊŜǎǎǳǊǎǎƛŘŜ ǇǳǳŘǳƳƛƴŜ 
ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ ŀƭƎŀǘŀƳƛǎŜƪǎ Ƨŀ ŀǊŜƴŘŀƳƛǎŜƪǎ 

9ƛ ƻƭŜ ƘǳǾƛǘŀǘǳŘ ǇƛƛǊƛǸƭŜǎŜǎǘ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǎǘΣ 
kuna oleme konkurendid 

Muu(d)__________________ 

tŀƭǳƴ ǘŅǇǎǳǎǘŀƎŜΗ 

1 ---------------- 2 ------------------ 3 ---------------- 4 

 
3. blokk: Eesti - [Ņǘƛ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳƛǎ ƻǎŀƭŜƳƛǎŜ ƘǳǾƛκǘƿŜƴŅƻǎǳǎŜ ƘƛƴŘŀƳƛƴŜ όҌ ǘŀƪƛǎǘǳǎŜŘύ 
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aƛƭ ƳŅŅǊŀƭ ƻƴ ǘŜƛŜ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛƻƻƴκŜǘǘŜǾƿǘ
e valmis otsima teavet 
ja osalema Euroopa 
Liidu programmis, mis 
ǘƻŜǘŀō ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀŘ [Ņǘƛ 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜǘŜκƻǊganisatsi
oonidega? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

9ƛ ƻƭŜ ǘƿŜƴŅƻƭƛƴŜ Valmis otsima 
rohkem teavet ja 
osalema 
ǘŜŀōŜǸǊƛǘǳǎǘŜƭ 

Valmis osalema juba 
ǾŅƭƧŀ ŀǊŜƴŘŀǘǳŘ 
projektis ja 
panustama 
ƳƿƴƛƴƎŀǎŜ ǘǀǀƎŀ  

Valmis algatama ja 
ƧǳƘǘƛƳŀ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƛΣ 
leidma lahendusi 
ǾƿƛƳŀƭƛƪŜƭŜ ǘŀƪƛǎǘǳǎǘŜƭŜ 
(partnerite leidmine, 
kaasrahastamine jms) 

Palun kasutage 
antud skaalat 
taotlemisel tekkivate 
ǘŀƪƛǎǘǳǎǘŜ ǘŅƘǘǎǳǎŜ 
hindamiseks oma 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜκƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛ
ooni jaoks: 

{ƪŀŀƭŀƭ м όǸƭŘǎŜ ƳƛǘǘŜύ ƪǳƴƛ п όǾŅƎŀ ǘŅƘǘƛǎύ Euroopa Liidu 
programmis, mis 
ǘƻŜǘŀō ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀŘ [Ņǘƛ 
ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜǘŜκƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘ
sioonidega 

Euroopa Liidu 
ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳƛŘŜǎ ǸƭŘƛǎŜƭǘ 

 

¢ŜŀōŜ ǇǳǳŘǳƳƛƴŜ ǘŀƻǘƭŜƳƛǎǾƿƛƳŀƭǳǎǘŜ 
kohta 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Meil ei oleks raha projekti 
omafinantseeringuks 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Meil ei oleks raha projekti tegevuste 
eelrahastamiseks  

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

tǊŀŜƎǳǎŜ ƻƭǳƪƻǊǊŀκŜŜǎƪƛǊƧŀŘŜ ǘƿǘǘǳ Ŝƛ ƻƭŜ 
minu organisŀǘǎƛƻƻƴƛƭκŜǘǘŜǾƿǘǘŜƭ ƭǳōŀǘǳŘ 
ŦƛƴŀƴǘǎƪƻƘǳǎǘǳǎƛ Ǿƿǘǘŀ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

YƻƻǎǘǀǀǇŀǊǘƴŜǊƛǘŜ ǇǳǳŘǳƳƛƴŜ 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Kardame liiga keerulisi projekti haldamise 
toiminguid 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aƛƴǳ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛƻƻƴƛκŜǘǘŜǾƿǘǘŜ ŀǊǾŀǘŜǎ ƻƴ 
ǘŜƛǎƛ ƳǳƎŀǾŀƳŀƛŘ Ǿƿƛ ǎƻōƛǾŀƳŀƛŘ 
programme (kui jah, siis palun nimetage) 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Aja/inimressursside puudus projekti 
kirjutamiseks 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Aja/inimressursside puudus projekti 
ƭŅōƛǾƛƛƳƛǎŜƪǎ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Projekti kirjutamise oskuste puudumine 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Inglise keele oskuse puudumine 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

On raske saada toetust meie planeeritud 
investeeringutele 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aŜƛŜ ŜǘǘŜǾƿǘŜκƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛƻƻƴ Ŝƛ ƻƭŜ ǇǊŀŜƎǳ 
ƘǳǾƛǘŀǘǳŘ ǇƛƛǊƛǸƭŜǎŜǎǘ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀǎǘ 

1------2------3------4  

[ŅǘƭŀǎŜŘ Ŝƛ ƻƭŜ ƳŜƛŜ ǎƛƘǘƎǊǳǇǇ ƪƻƻǎǘǀǀ 
tegemiseks 

1------2------3------4  

Muu(d) ς Ǉŀƭǳƴ ǘŅǇǎǳǎǘŀƎŜ! 
_________________________ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 
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LV 
 
Vecums  
Dzimums  
¢ŀǳǘơōŀ  
LȊƎƭơǘơōŀ  
wŀƧƻƴǎ όǇŢŎ ǾŜŎņ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘơǾņ ƛŜŘŀƭơƧǳƳŀύ 
5ȊơǾŜǎǾƛŜǘŀ ǇƛƭǎŢǘņκ ņǊǇǳǎ ǇƛƭǎŢǘŀǎ 

{ǘŀƴŘŀǊǘŀ ƎǊǳǇŀǎ ǇŢŎ ǾƛǎǇņǊǇƛŜƸŜƳǘŀ ǎǘŀǘƛǎǘƛǎƪņ ƛŜŘŀƭơƧǳƳŀ 

Sektors όǇǳōƭƛǎƪŀƛǎΣ ǇǊƛǾņǘŀƛǎΣ b±hύ 

5ŀǊōơōŀǎ ƧƻƳŀ {ǘŀƴŘŀǊǘŀ ƪƭŀǎƛŦƛƪņŎƛƧŀ ǇŢŎ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛǎƪņǎ ŀƪǘƛǾƛǘņǘŜǎ όƛŜǎǇŢƧǳ ǊƻōŜȌņǎ 
ǇƛŜƭņƎƻƧƻǘ ƛȊƭŀǎƛ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŀǎ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƛņƭƻ ƛŜǎƴƛŜŘȊŢƧǳ ǇǊƻŦƛƭŀƳύ 

 
1.bloks: LƴŦƻǊƳŢǘơōŀ ǇŀǊ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳǳκ 9{ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņƳκ ƛŜƎǳƭŘơƧǳƳǳ 
 

Yŀǎ WǳƳǎ ƴņƪ ǇǊņǘņΣ ŘȊƛǊŘƻǘ ŦǊņȊƛ άLƎŀǳƴƛƧŀǎ ǳƴ [ŀǘǾƛƧŀǎ ǇņǊǊƻōŜȌǳ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀέΚ !ǘǾŢǊǘǎ ƧŀǳǘņƧǳƳǎ 

 

[ǹŘȊǳΣ ƴƻǾŢǊǘŢƧƛŜǘΣ Ŏƛƪ Wǹǎ Ŝǎŀǘ ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧǳǑƛ ǇŀǊ ǎŜƪƻƧƻǑƛŜƳ ƧŢŘȊƛŜƴƛŜƳ Ǿŀƛ ƴƻǎŀǳƪǳƳƛŜƳΥ  

αLƎŀǳƴƛƧŀǎ ς Latvijas 
ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŀέΚ 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Neesmu 
ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧƛǎκǳǎƛ 

Esmu kaut ko 
dzirdŢƧƛǎκǳǎƛ 

9ǎƳǳ ǇƛŜŘŀƭơƧƛŜǎκǳǎƛŜǎ 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘơǾƻǎ ǇŀǎņƪǳƳƻǎΣ 
ƭŀǎơƧƛǎκǳǎƛ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘơǾǳǎ 
ƳŀǘŜǊƛņƭǳǎ Ǿŀƛ ǎŀƸŢƳƛǎκǳǎƛ 
ǎơƪņƪǳ ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳ ŎŀǳǊ  
citiem avotiem 

Esmu pieteicies/pieteikusies  
ŦƛƴŀƴǎŢƧǳƳŀ ǎŀƸŜƳǑŀƴŀƛ Ǿŀƛ 
ǇƛŜŘŀƭơƧƛŜǎκǳǎƛŜǎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŀǎ 
ŀǘōŀƭǎǘơǘƻǎ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƻǎ 

Ja atbildes ir 2-пΣ ƴƻ ƪņŘƛŜƳ ŀǾƻǘƛŜƳ Ŝǎŀǘ ǎŀƸŢƳƛǎκǳǎƛ ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳΚ !ǘǾŢǊǘǎ ƧŀǳǘņƧǳƳǎ 

9ƛǊƻǇŀǎ ¢ŜǊƛǘƻǊƛņƭņǎ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀǎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŀǎ 
vai INTERREG? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Neesmu 
ŘȊƛǊŘŢjis/usi 

Esmu kaut ko 
ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧƛǎκǳǎƛ 

9ǎƳǳ ǇƛŜŘŀƭơƧƛŜǎκǳǎƛŜǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘơǾƻǎ 
ǇŀǎņƪǳƳƻǎΣ ƭŀǎơƧƛǎκǳǎƛ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘơǾǳǎ 
ƳŀǘŜǊƛņƭǳǎ Ǿŀƛ ǎŀƸŢƳƛǎκǳǎƛ ǎơƪņƪǳ 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳ ŎŀǳǊ  ŎƛǘƛŜƳ ŀǾƻǘƛŜƳ 

Esmu pieteicies/ 
pieteikusies vai 
ǇƛŜŘŀƭơƧƛŜǎκǳǎƛŜǎ 
ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņ 

Ja atbildes vismaz ǾƛŜƴŀƳ ƴƻ ŀǳƎǎǘņƪ ƳƛƴŢǘŀƧƛŜƳ ƛǊ н-пΣ ƴƻ ƪņŘƛŜƳ ŀǾƻǘƛŜƳ Ŝǎŀǘ ǎŀƸŢƳƛǎκǳǎƛ 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳΚ 

!ǘǾŢǊǘǎ ƧŀǳǘņƧǳƳǎ 

ES fondu programmas 1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Esmu tikai 
ǾƛǎǇņǊơƎƛ 
ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧƛǎκǳǎƛ, 
bet neko 
ǾŀƛǊņƪ ƴŜȊƛƴǳ 

9ǎƳǳ ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧƛǎ ǇŀǊ ŘŀȌņƳ 
ƪƻƴƪǊŢǘņƳ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņƳ Ǿŀƛ 
ŀǊ ǘņƳ ǎŀƛǎǘơǘņƳ ƭƛŜǘņƳ Ǿŀƛ 
ƭŀǎơƧƛǎ ƪņŘǳ ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳΣ ōŜǘ 
ōŜȊ ơǇŀǑŀǎ ƛŜŘȊƛưƛƴņǑŀƴņǎ ǳƴ 
nopietnas intereses 

9ǎƳǳ ŀǇƳŜƪƭŢƧƛǎκǳǎƛ 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘơǾƻǎ 
ǇŀǎņƪǳƳǳǎΣ 
ƳŜƪƭŢƧƛǎκǳǎƛ 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳ 

Esmu pieteicies/ 
pieteikusies vai 
ǇƛŜŘŀƭơƧƛŜǎκǳǎƛŜǎ ƪņŘņ 
ƴƻ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņƳ 

bƻ ƪņŘƛŜƳ ŀǾƻǘƛŜƳ Ŝǎŀǘ ǎŀƸŢƳƛǎκǳǎƛ ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳΚ !ǘǾŢǊǘǎ ƧŀǳǘņƧǳƳǎ 

[ǹŘȊǳΣ ƳƛƴƛŜǘ ƧƻƳŀǎΣ ǎŀƛǎǘơōņ ŀǊ ƪǳǊņƳ Ŝǎŀǘ ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧǳǑƛ ǇŀǊ 9{ ŦƻƴŘǳ 
ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņƳΗ 

!ǘǾŢǊǘǎ ƧŀǳǘņƧǳƳǎ 
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2. bloks: Interese un ƎŀǘŀǾơōŀ ƛŜǎŀƛǎǘơǘƛŜǎ ǇņǊǊƻōŜȌǳ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōņ ŀǊ ƪŀƛƳƛƸǾŀƭǎǘƛ όҌ ǑƫŢǊǑưƛύ 
 
YņŘņ ƳŢǊņ Wǹǎǳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀƛκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳŀƳ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢ 
ǊŜƎǳƭņǊŀ ǇņǊǊƻōŜȌǳ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀ ŀǊ ǎŜƪƻƧƻǑņƳ 
ǾŀƭǎǘơƳ Ǿŀƛ Ǿŀƭǎǘǳ ƎǊǳǇņƳΥ 

{ƪŀƴŘƛƴņǾƛƧŀǎ Ǿŀƭǎǘƛǎ όǾŀƛ ƪņŘŀκǎ ƴƻ ǘņƳύ 

Somija 

Igaunija 

Lietuva 

Krievija 

Citas Eiropas valstis  

/ƛǘŀǎ Ǿŀƭǎǘƛǎ ņǊǇǳǎ 9ƛǊƻǇŀǎ  

1 ------------ 2 ------------- 3 ------------- 4 

bŜƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢ                         ^ƻǘƛ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢ 

YņŘņ ƳŢǊņ Wǹǎǳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀƛκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳŀƳ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōƻǑŀƴņǎ ŀǊ ƭơŘȊơƎņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳ LƎŀǳƴƛƧņΚ 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

bŜƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢ    aŢǎ ōǹǘǳ ƛŜƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢǘƛ 
ŀǇƳŜƪƭŢǘ ƪƻǇơƎǳǎ 
ǇŀǎņƪǳƳǳǎ ǳƴ ǘƛƪǘƛŜǎ 
ŀǊ ǑņŘņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳΣ 
ǳȊǘǳǊŢǘ ƪƻƴǘŀƪǘǳǎ ǳƴ 
sadarboties, kŀƳŢǊ 
ǘŀǎ ƴŜǇǊŀǎŀ ơǇŀǑǳ 
ǇƛŜǇǹƭƛ ƴƻ Ƴǹǎǳ 
puses 

aŢǎ ōǹǘǳ ƎŀǘŀǾƛ 
ƛŜƎǳƭŘơǘ ȊƛƴņƳŀǎ ǇǹƭŜǎΣ 
ƳŜƪƭŢƧƻǘ ǑņŘŀǎ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀǎ ǳƴ 
ƳŢƒƛƴƻǘ ƴƻŘƛōƛƴņǘ 
kontaktus (izmantojot 
ƪƻǇơƎǳǎ ǇŀǎņƪǳƳǳǎ Ǿŀƛ 
braucienus uz 
ƪŀƛƳƛƸǾŀƭǎǘƛΣ ȊǾŀƴƻǘ 
ǑơƳ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳ 
ǳΦǘΦǘΦύΣ ƴņƪǘ ƪƭŀƧņ ŀǊ 
iŘŜƧņƳ ǇƛŜŘŀƭơǘƛŜǎ 
ƪƻǇŢƧƻǎ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƻǎ 

aŢǎ ōǹǘǳ ƎŀǘŀǾƛ ƛŜƎǳƭŘơǘ 
ƭƛŜƭņƪŀǎ ǇǹƭŜǎ ǳƴ ƛȊƳŀƴǘƻǘ 
Ǿƛǎǳǎ ƛŜǎǇŢƧŀƳƻǎ ƭơŘȊŜƪưǳǎΣ ƭŀƛ 
ŀǘǊŀǎǘǳ ǑņŘŀǎ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀǎ 
όŀǊơ ŀǇȊǾŀƴƻǘ ǳƴ ŀǇƳŜƪƭŢƧƻǘ 
LƎŀǳƴƛƧŀǎ ǾƛŜǘŢƧņǎ ǇŀǑǾŀƭŘơōŀǎ 
Ǿŀƛ ǎǘŀǊǇƴƛŜŎơōŀǎ ƛŜǎǘņŘŜǎύΣ 
ŀƪǘơǾƛ ŀǇƳŜƪƭŢǘ ǳƴ ƴo savas 
ǇǳǎŜǎ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŢǘ ƪƻǇơƎǳǎ 
ǇŀǎņƪǳƳǳǎΣ ƭŀƛ  ƴƻǎǘŀōƛƭƛȊŢǘǳ 
ƪƻƴǘŀƪǘǳǎΣ ƴņƪǘ ƪƭŀƧņ ŀǊ 
ƛŘŜƧņƳ ǳƴ ƴƻ ǎŀǾŀǎ ǇǳǎŜǎ 
ƛƴƛŎƛŢǘ ƪƻǇơƎǳǎ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘǳǎ  

YņŘŀ ƛǊ Wǹǎǳ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀǎκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳŀ ǇƛŜǊŜŘȊŜ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōņ ŀǊ ƭơŘȊơƎņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳ Ǿŀƛ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳ LƎŀǳƴƛƧņΚ 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Nav 9ǎŀƳ ŘȊƛǊŘŢƧǳǑƛ ǇŀǊ ǑņŘņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳ Ǿŀƛ ƪņŘǊŜƛȊ 
ǘƛƪǳǑƛŜǎ όǘŜƳŀǘƛǎƪƻǎ 
ǇŀǎņƪǳƳƻǎΣ ǾƛŜƴǊŜƛȊŢƧņǎ 
ǾƛȊơǘŢǎ Ǿŀƛ ǘƳƭΦύ 
 

Esam 
ƴƻŘƛōƛƴņƧǳǑƛ 
ȊƛƴņƳǳ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōǳ ar 
ǑņŘņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳ 

aǳƳǎ ƛǊ ǊŜƎǳƭņǊŀ ŎƛŜǑŀ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀ ǳƴ ƪƻǇơƎƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƛ 
όǇƭņƴƻǘƛΣ ǳȊǎņƪǘƛ Ǿŀƛ ơǎǘŜƴƻǘƛύ 

YņŘƛ ƛǊ ƎŀƭǾŜƴƛŜ ǑƫŢǊǑưƛ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀƛ ŀǊ ƭơŘȊơƎņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳ LƎŀǳƴƛƧņΚ 

[ǹŘȊǳΣ ƴƻǾŢǊǘŢƧƛŜǘ ƳƛƴŢǘƻǎ 
ǾŀǊƛŀƴǘǳǎ ǇŢŎ 
ƴƻȊơƳơƎǳƳŀΗ 

bŜǊŜŘȊŀƳ ƴŜǇƛŜŎƛŜǑŀƳơōǳ ǇņǊǊƻōŜȌǳ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀƛ ƴŜǾƛŜƴņ ƴƻ Ƴǹǎǳ ŀƪǘƛǾƛǘņǘŢƳ 

CƛȊƛǎƪņ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ 

LƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧŀǎ ǘǊǹƪǳƳǎ ǇŀǊ ǑņŘņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳ 

Valodas barjera 

LƎŀǳƸƛ ƴŀǾ ǇƛǊƳƛŜΣ ŀǊ ƪƻ ƳǳƳǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢǘǳ 
sadarboties  

[ŀƛƪŀ ǳƴ ŎƛƭǾŢƪǊŜǎǳǊǎǳ ǘǊǹƪǳƳǎΣ ƭŀƛ ƛƴƛŎƛŢǘǳ 
un atǘơǎǘơǘǳ ǑņŘǳ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōǳ 

bŜŜǎŀƳ ƛŜƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢǘƛ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōņ ŀǊ ǑņŘņƳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧņƳκ ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳƛŜƳΣ Ƨƻ ŜǎŀƳ 
konkurenti 

Cits(i) variants(i)________________ 

[ǹŘȊǳ ƳƛƴƛŜǘΗ 

1 -------------- 2 ---------------- 3 ------------- 4 



 

 

47 

3. bloks: LƴǘŜǊŜǎŜ ǳƴ ƎŀǘŀǾơōŀ ƛŜǎƴƛŜƎǘ ǇǊojektus Igaunijas ς [ŀǘǾƛƧŀǎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņ όҌ ǑƫŢǊǑưƛύ 
 
YņŘņ ƛǊ Wǹǎǳ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀǎκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳŀ ǾŢƭƳŜ ǳƴ 
ƎŀǘŀǾơōŀ ƳŜƪƭŢǘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳ 
ǳƴ ǇƛŜŘŀƭơǘƛŜǎ 9{ 
ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņΣ ƪŀǎ ŀǘōŀƭǎǘŀ 
ǎŀŘŀǊōơōǳ ŀǊ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊƛŜƳ 
LƎŀǳƴƛƧņΚ 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Neesam gatavi 
Ǿŀƛ ƴŜǾŢƭŀƳƛŜǎ 

9ǎŀƳ ƎŀǘŀǾƛ ƳŜƪƭŢǘ 
ǇƭŀǑņƪǳ ƛƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧǳ 
ǳƴ ǇƛŜŘŀƭơǘƛŜǎ 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘơǾƻǎ 
ǇŀǎņƪǳƳƻǎ 

Esam gatavi 
ƛŜǎŀƛǎǘơǘƛŜǎ ǳƴ ƛŜƎǳƭŘơǘ 
ȊƛƴņƳǳ ŘŀǊōǳ Ƨŀǳ 
ƛȊǎǘǊņŘņǘņ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀǎ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘņ  

9ǎŀƳ ƎŀǘŀǾƛ ƛƴƛŎƛŢǘ un 
ǾŀŘơǘ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀǎ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘǳΣ ŀǘǊƛǎƛƴņǘ 
ƛŜǎǇŢƧŀƳņǎ ǇǊƻōƭŢƳŀǎ 
όǎŀƳŜƪƭŢǘ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǳǎΣ 
ƭơŘȊŦƛƴŀƴǎŢƧǳƳǳ ǳΦǘΦǘΦύ  

[ǹŘȊǳ ŀǊ Řƻǘņǎ ǎƪŀƭŀǎ 
ǇŀƭơŘȊơōǳ ƴƻǾŢǊǘŢƧƛŜǘ 
ŘŀȌņŘǳǎ ǑƫŢǊǑưǳǎ Wǹǎǳ 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀƛκ ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳŀƳ 
iesniegt projektus... 

Skala 1-4,  1 ς ƴŜƴƻȊơƳơƎǎ ǑƫŢǊǎƭƛǎ,  4 - ưoti 
ƴƻȊơƳơƎǎ ǑƫŢǊǎƛǎ 

...9{ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņΣ ƪŀǎ 
ŀǘōŀƭǎǘŀ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōǳ ŀǊ 
ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊƛŜƳ LƎŀǳƴƛƧņ 

...9{ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳņǎ 
ƪƻǇǳƳņ 

LƴŦƻǊƳņŎƛƧŀǎ ǘǊǹƪǳƳǎ ǇŀǊ ƛŜǎǇŢƧņƳ 
iesniegt projektus 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǳƳǎ ǘǊǹƪǎǘ ǎŀǾŀ ƭơŘȊŦƛƴŀƴǎŢƧǳƳŀ 
projektam 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǳƳǎ ǘǊǹƪǎǘ ǎŀǾŀ ǇǊƛŜƪǑŦƛƴŀƴǎŢƧǳƳŀ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŀ ŀƪǘƛǾƛǘņǘŢƳ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

tŀǑǊŜƛȊŢƧņ ǎƛǘǳņŎƛƧņ Ƴǹǎǳ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀκ 
ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳǎ ƴŜǾŀǊ Ǿŀƛ ƴŜŘǊơƪǎǘ ǳȊƸŜƳǘƛŜǎ 
ƴŜƪņŘŀǎ Ŧƛƴŀƴǎƛņƭņǎ ǎŀƛǎǘơōŀǎ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

{ŀŘŀǊōơōŀǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊ ǘǊǹƪǳƳǎ 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

.ŀƛƭŜǎ ƴƻ ǇņǊņƪ ǎŀǊŜȌƒơǘņƳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘǳ 
ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊņŎƛƧŀǎ ǇǊƻŎŜŘǹǊņƳ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Ir citas finŀƴǎŢƧǳƳŀ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜǎΣ ƪŀǎ 
Ƴǹǎǳ ƎŀŘơƧǳƳņ ƛǊ ŀǘōƛƭǎǘƻǑņƪŀǎ Ǿŀƛ ŢǊǘņƪŀǎ  

ό[ǹŘȊǳΣ ƳƛƴƛŜǘΗύ  

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǳƳǎ ǘǊǹƪǎǘ ƭŀƛƪŀ Ǿŀƛ ŎƛƭǾŢƪǊŜǎǳǊǎǳΣ ƭŀƛ 
ǳȊǊŀƪǎǘơǘǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘǳ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǳƳǎ ǘǊǹƪǎǘ ƭŀƛƪŀ Ǿŀƛ ŎƛƭǾŢƪǊŜǎǳǊǎǳΣ ƭŀƛ 
ơǎǘŜƴƻǘǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘǳ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǳƳǎ ǘǊǹƪǎǘ ǇǊŀǎƳƧǳ Ǿŀƛ ƛŜƳŀƸǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŀ 
ǊŀƪǎǘơǑŀƴņ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǳƳǎ ǘǊǹƪǎǘ ŀƴƎưǳ ǾŀƭƻŘŀǎ ǇǊŀǎƳƧǳ 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

LǊ ƎǊǹǘƛ Řŀōǹǘ ŀǘōŀƭǎǘǳ ƳǳƳǎ 
ƴŜǇƛŜŎƛŜǑŀƳŀƧņƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘơŎƛƧņƳ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

aǹǎǳ ǳȊƸŢƳǳƳŀƳκ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊņŎƛƧŀƛ ǑƻōǊơŘ 
ƴŜƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŢ ǇņǊǊƻōŜȌǳ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀ 

1------2------3------4  

LƎŀǳƸƛ ƴŀǾ Ƴǹǎǳ ƳŢǊƫŀǳŘƛǘƻǊƛƧŀ ǎŀŘŀǊōơōŀƛ 1------2------3------4  

Cits variants(i) ς ƭǹŘȊǳ ƳƛƴƛŜǘ! 
_________________________ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 
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ENG 

 
Age 
Gender 
Nationality 
Education 
County/ former district 
Rural/urban location 

Standard groups, following the generally used classifications 
Drop-down lists 

Sector (public, private, NGO) 

Field of activity Drop-down list, adjusted to the fields covered by the Programme 

 
Block 1: Assessing awareness about the Programme/ feedback on EU contribution 

What comes in your ƳƛƴŘ ǿƘŜƴ ȅƻǳ ƘŜŀǊ άŎǊƻǎǎ-border cooperation 
ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀ ŀƴŘ [ŀǘǾƛŀέΚ 

Open 

 

Please indicate how much have you heard about the following... 

α9ǎǘƻƴƛŀ ς [ŀǘǾƛŀ tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜέΚ 1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Have not heard Have heard 
something 

Have participated in informative 
events, read information 
materials or received more 
detailed information through 
other sources 

Have applied or 
participated 

If the answer is 2-4, from what sources have you received the 
information? 

Open 

European Territorial 
Cooperation programmes? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Have not heard Have heard 
something 

Have participated in informative 
events, read information 
materials or received more 
detailed information through 
other sources 

Have applied or 
participated 

INTERREG? 

If the answer is 2-4 at least in one of the 3 above, from what 
sources have you received the information? 

open 

EU funded programmes 1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Have not heard, 
or have heard 
only very 
generally but 
ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 
anything more 

Have heard about some 
specific programmes or 
issues, or read some 
information, but without 
devoting any special 
effort/interest 

Have attended 
informative events, 
searched for 
information 

Have applied or 
participated 

From what sources have you received the information? open 

Please indicate the fields of support in the context of which you have heard 
about the EU funded programmes  

open 
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Block 2: Assessing interest in/ likelihood of cross-border cooperation with partners in the other 
country (+ obstacles) 
What interest does your 
organization/ company 
has in regular cross-border 
cooperation with 

Scandinavian countries (or certain from them) 

Finland 

Estonia 

Lithuania 

Russia 

Other European country/ countries 

Other non-European country/countries 

1 ------------ 2 ------------- 3 ------------- 4 

No interest                        High interest 

What interest does your 
organization/ company 
have in cooperating with 
similar organizations/ 
companies in Latvia/ 
Estonia? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

No 
interest 

We would be 
interested to attend 
joint events and 
meet with such 
organizations/ 
maintain contacts or 
cooperate as far as it 
does not require any 
special effort from us 

We would be ready 
to invest some effort 
to search for such 
organizations and 
establish contact 
(using joint events or 
visits to the other 
country, giving calls 
etc.), initiate some 
ideas and take part in 
joint projects 

We would be ready to invest 
greater effort and use all 
available tools to find such 
organizations (also through calls 
or visits of the local 
municipalities or other 
intermediaries in Estonia/ 
Latvia), actively attend and 
initiate joint events to maintain 
the contact, propose ideas and 
initiate joint projects 

What experience/ ties has 
your organization/ 
company already had in 
cooperating with similar 
organizations/ companies 
in Latvia/ Estonia? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

None We have heard about such 
organizations or had some 
occasional meetings (in 
thematic events, occasional 
visits etc.) 

We have established 
some cooperation 
with such 
organizations 
 

We have a regular 
strong cooperation and 
joint projects (planned 
or ongoing) 

What are the main 
obstacles for cooperation 
with partners in Estonia/ 
Latvia? 

Please indicate the scale 
of importance for each. 

Do not see a need for cross-border 
cooperation in any of our activities 

Physical distance 

Lack of information about such similar 
organizations 

Language barrier 

Latvians/ Estonians are not the primary 
ones to cooperate with 

Lack of time or human resources to initiate 
and develop cooperation 

We are not interested because we are 
competitors 

Other(s)__________________ 

Please specify! 

1 ---------------- 2 ------------------ 3 ---------------- 4 
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Block 3: Assessing the interest in / likelihood of participation in the Estonia ς Latvia programme (+ 
obstacles) 
To what extent is your 
organization/ company 
willing to search for 
information and get 
involved in an EU 
programme that 
supports cooperation 
with partners in EE/LV? 

1 -------------------------- 2 ------------------------------- 3 ---------------------------- 4 

Not likely Ready to search for 
more information 
and attend 
informative events 

Ready to participate in 
an already developed 
project and contribute 
with some work  

Ready to initiate and 
lead a cooperation 
project, find solutions 
for possible obstacles 
(finding partners, co-
financing etc.) 

Please use the given 
scale to indicate the 
importance of various 
obstacles for 
participation: 

Scale 1 (not at all) to 4 (very important) In EU programme 
that supports 
cooperation with 
partners in EE/LV 

In EU programs in 
general 

 

Lack of information about the participation 
possibilities 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

We would not have our own co-financing 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

We would not have our own pre-financing 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Due to the current situation/ regulations 
our organization/ company is not allowed to 
take any financial commitments 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Lack of cooperation partners 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

We are afraid of too complicated project 
administration procedures 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

There are other programs our organization/ 
company finds more convenient or 
ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ όLŦ ŎƘŜŎƪŜŘΣ άǇƭŜŀǎŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴέύ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Lack of time/ human resources to write a 
project 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Lack of time/ human resources to 
implement a project 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Lack of project writing skills 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Lack of English language skills 1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

It is hard to get support for our intended 
investments 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 

Our company/ organization is currently not 
interested in cross-border cooperation 

1------2------3------4  

Latvians/ Estonians are not our target group 1------2------3------4  

Other(s) ς please specify! 
_________________________ 

1------2------3------4 1------2------3------4 
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APPENDIX 3 ς correlation and cross-tabular overview tables 
 

 

Correlations 

 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 

1. How much have you 

heard about the following...  

ŀύ α9stonia ς Latvia 

tǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜέΚ 

1     

     

2. What interest does your 

organization/ company have 

in regular cross-border 

cooperation with 

Estonia/Latvia? 

,287
**

 1    

,000 

    

3. What experience/ ties has 

your organization/ company 

already had in cooperating 

with similar organizations/ 

companies in Latvia/ 

Estonia? 

,315
**

 ,446
**

 1   

,000 ,000 

   

4. To what extent is your 

organization/ company 

willing to search for 

information and get involved 

in an EU programme that 

supports cooperation with 

partners in EE/LV? 

,215
**

 ,448
**

 ,340
**

 1  

,000 ,000 ,000 

  

5. Lack of information about 

the participation 

possibilities. 

-,319
**

 -,025 -,129
**

 -,006 1 

,000 ,592 ,005 ,903  

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
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Correlations 

  To what extent is your 

organization/ company 

willing to search for 

information and get 

involved in an EU 

programme that supports 

cooperation with partners 

in EE/LV? 

What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

regular cross-border 

cooperation with Scandinavian 

countries (or certain from 

them)? 

 ,367
**

 

 ,000 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 

Correlations 

  1. 2. 3. 

1. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

regular cross-border 

cooperation with 

Estonia/Latvia? 

 1   

 

   

2. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

cooperating with similar 

organizations/ companies in 

Latvia/ Estonia? 

 ,614
**

 1  

 ,000 

  

3. To what extent is your 

organization/ company willing 

to search for information and 

get involved in an EU 

programme that supports 

cooperation with partners in 

EE/LV? 

 ,448
**

 ,580
**

 1 

 ,000 ,000 

 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
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Correlations 

  1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 

1. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

cooperating with similar 

organizations/ companies in 

Latvia/ Estonia? 

 1      

 

      

2. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

regular cross-border 

cooperation with 

Estonia/Latvia? 

 ,614
**

 1     

 ,000 

     

3. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

regular cross-border 

cooperation with Russia 

 ,441
**

 ,601
**

 1    

 ,000 ,000 

    

4. To what extent is your 

organization/ company willing 

to search for information and 

get involved in an EU 

programme that supports 

cooperation with partners in 

EE/LV? 

 ,580
**

 ,448
**

 ,344
**

 1   

 ,000 ,000 ,000 

   

5. Our company/ organization is 

currently not interested in 

cross-border cooperation. 

 -,336
**

 -,493
**

 -,366
**

 -,250
**

 1  

 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000   

6. Latvians/ Estonians are not 

our target group. 

 -,457
**

 -,528
**

 -,288
**

 -,381
**

 ,498
**

 1 

 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000  

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
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Correlations 

  1. 2. 3. 

1. What experience/ ties has 

your organization/ company 

already had in cooperating with 

similar organizations/ 

companies in Latvia/ Estonia? 

 1   

 

   

2. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

regular cross-border 

cooperation with 

Estonia/Latvia? 

 ,446
**

 1  

 ,000 

  

3. What interest does your 

organization/ company have in 

regular cross-border 

cooperation with Russia? 

 ,251
**

 ,601
**

 1 

 ,000 ,000 

 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 
 

Correlations 

  1. 2. 3. 

1. To what extent is your 

organization/ company willing 

to search for information and 

get involved in an EU 

programme that supports 

cooperation with partners in 

EE/LV? 

 1   

 

   

2. Our company/ organization is 

currently not interested in 

cross-border cooperation. 

 -,250
**

 1  

 ,000   

3. Latvians/ Estonians are not 

our target group. 

 -,381
**

 ,498
**

 1 

 ,000 ,000  

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 
 



 

 

55 

Crosstab 

   Country 

Total    Estonia Latvia 

info_source_EE_LV 0 Count 147 147 294 

Expected Count 147,0 147,0 294,0 

Media/ internet Count 42 55 97 

Expected Count 48,5 48,5 97,0 

Intermediaries Count 30 15 45 

Expected Count 22,5 22,5 45,0 

Intermediaries/ local 

governmen 

Count 0 4 4 

Expected Count 2,0 2,0 4,0 

Intermediaries/ EAS Count 10 0 10 

Expected Count 5,0 5,0 10,0 

Business contacts Count 12 13 25 

Expected Count 12,5 12,5 25,0 

Potential partners Count 3 1 4 

Expected Count 2,0 2,0 4,0 

Personal contacts Count 1 2 3 

Expected Count 1,5 1,5 3,0 

Seminars/ direct emails Count 0 9 9 

Expected Count 4,5 4,5 9,0 

Other Count 5 4 9 

Expected Count 4,5 4,5 9,0 

Total Count 250 250 500 

Expected Count 250,0 250,0 500,0 
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Crosstab 

   Country 

Total    Estonia Latvia 

info_sources_INTERREG ,00 Count 133 127 260 

Expected Count 130,0 130,0 260,0 

Media/ internet Count 48 64 112 

Expected Count 56,0 56,0 112,0 

Intermediaries Count 31 27 58 

Expected Count 29,0 29,0 58,0 

Intermediaries/ local 

governmen 

Count 0 5 5 

Expected Count 2,5 2,5 5,0 

Intermediaries/ EAS Count 11 0 11 

Expected Count 5,5 5,5 11,0 

Business contacts Count 14 9 23 

Expected Count 11,5 11,5 23,0 

Potential partners Count 2 0 2 

Expected Count 1,0 1,0 2,0 

Personal contacts Count 4 1 5 

Expected Count 2,5 2,5 5,0 

Seminars/ direct emails Count 0 10 10 

Expected Count 5,0 5,0 10,0 

Other Count 7 7 14 

Expected Count 7,0 7,0 14,0 

Total Count 250 250 500 

Expected Count 250,0 250,0 500,0 
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Crosstab 

   Country 

Total    Estonia Latvia 

info_sources_EU_prog ,00 Count 58 71 129 

Expected Count 64,5 64,5 129,0 

Intermediaries Count 138 112 250 

Expected Count 125,0 125,0 250,0 

Intermediaries/ local 

governmen 

Count 0 8 8 

Expected Count 4,0 4,0 8,0 

Intermediaries/ EAS Count 24 0 24 

Expected Count 12,0 12,0 24,0 

Business contacts Count 20 23 43 

Expected Count 21,5 21,5 43,0 

Personal contacts Count 4 2 6 

Expected Count 3,0 3,0 6,0 

Seminars/ direct emails Count 6 30 36 

Expected Count 18,0 18,0 36,0 

Other Count 0 4 4 

Expected Count 2,0 2,0 4,0 

Total Count 250 250 500 

Expected Count 250,0 250,0 500,0 
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Crosstab 

   Sector: 

Total    Public Private NGO 

info_source_EE_LV 0 Count 62 143 89 294 

Expected Count 97,6 105,8 90,6 294,0 

Media/ internet Count 46 20 31 97 

Expected Count 32,2 34,9 29,9 97,0 

Intermediaries Count 28 3 14 45 

Expected Count 14,9 16,2 13,9 45,0 

Intermediaries/ local governmen Count 2 1 1 4 

Expected Count 1,3 1,4 1,2 4,0 

Intermediaries/ EAS Count 7 2 1 10 

Expected Count 3,3 3,6 3,1 10,0 

Business contacts Count 11 6 8 25 

Expected Count 8,3 9,0 7,7 25,0 

Potential partners Count 1 3 0 4 

Expected Count 1,3 1,4 1,2 4,0 

Personal contacts Count 1 0 2 3 

Expected Count 1,0 1,1 ,9 3,0 

Seminars/ direct emails Count 5 1 3 9 

Expected Count 3,0 3,2 2,8 9,0 

Other Count 3 1 5 9 

Expected Count 3,0 3,2 2,8 9,0 

Total Count 166 180 154 500 

Expected Count 166,0 180,0 154,0 500,0 
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Crosstab 

   Sector: 

Total    Public Private NGO 

info_sources_INTERREG ,00 Count 57 118 85 260 

Expected Count 86,3 93,6 80,1 260,0 

Media/ internet Count 52 31 29 112 

Expected Count 37,2 40,3 34,5 112,0 

Intermediaries Count 27 8 23 58 

Expected Count 19,3 20,9 17,9 58,0 

Intermediaries/ local 

governmen 

Count 2 1 2 5 

Expected Count 1,7 1,8 1,5 5,0 

Intermediaries/ EAS Count 8 2 1 11 

Expected Count 3,7 4,0 3,4 11,0 

Business contacts Count 11 6 6 23 

Expected Count 7,6 8,3 7,1 23,0 

Potential partners Count 1 1 0 2 

Expected Count ,7 ,7 ,6 2,0 

Personal contacts Count 0 3 2 5 

Expected Count 1,7 1,8 1,5 5,0 

Seminars/ direct emails Count 5 1 4 10 

Expected Count 3,3 3,6 3,1 10,0 

Other Count 3 9 2 14 

Expected Count 4,6 5,0 4,3 14,0 

Total Count 166 180 154 500 

Expected Count 166,0 180,0 154,0 500,0 
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Crosstab 

   Sector: 

Total    Public Private NGO 

info_sources_EU_prog ,00 Count 25 66 38 129 

Expected Count 42,8 46,4 39,7 129,0 

Intermediaries Count 91 73 86 250 

Expected Count 83,0 90,0 77,0 250,0 

Intermediaries/ local governmen Count 4 2 2 8 

Expected Count 2,7 2,9 2,5 8,0 

Intermediaries/ EAS Count 14 6 4 24 

Expected Count 8,0 8,6 7,4 24,0 

Business contacts Count 13 19 11 43 

Expected Count 14,3 15,5 13,2 43,0 

Personal contacts Count 2 2 2 6 

Expected Count 2,0 2,2 1,8 6,0 

Seminars/ direct emails Count 16 9 11 36 

Expected Count 12,0 13,0 11,1 36,0 

Other Count 1 3 0 4 

Expected Count 1,3 1,4 1,2 4,0 

Total Count 166 180 154 500 

Expected Count 166,0 180,0 154,0 500,0 
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APPENDIX 4 ς open answers for άƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜέ όƛŦ 
checked that answering option)   
 
The terms for the positive application results are very carefully worded and strict. In other words it 
means that people working in the same sector should be treated the same, but are not.   
For example the Norwegian cooperation programme is solid and tested. Estonian-Latvian 
programme is new and unknown for us.  

I know that medicine projects do not get any funding.  

LEADER-programme, Fishery Union 

National programmes 

I can remember it know, but maybe some World Bank programmes or European Development Bank. 

PRIA 

Estonian Kultuurkapital, local programmes,  PRIA (Leader programme) 

Local programmes, but the funding you can apply for is not very substantial.  

²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀƴ ŦǳƴŘǎΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ 9ƳŀƧƿŜ CǳƴŘΦ 

We would not get any funding from EU. Beer industry is considered too rich to support it.  
There are programmes in Estonia where you can apply for funding. Although Estonian 
Kultuurkapital is not very keen anymore to give any money out.   

Grundtvig, Mediterranean programme 

Local programmes, Estonian kultuurkapital, gambling tax support 

Local programmes 

Local program, Estonian Kultuurkapital. Although they are not very keen to give money out. 

Local programme 

Local programme, Environmental Investment Centre , culture. 

Local programme. 

Estonian Kultuurkapital, Gambling tax Fund  

EAS(Enterprise Estonia) , PRIA 

Gambling tax Fund, Estonian Kultuurkapital 

Gambling tax Fund 

Local programme, Gambling tax Fund 

Gambling tax Fund 

Gambling tax Fund 

Gambling tax Fund 

Local programme, Gambling tax Fund, Environmental Investment Centre. 

Open Estonian Foundation 

Estonian Kultuurkapital 

Environmental Investment Centre , Gambling Tax Fund, Estonian Ministry of Education and Research 

Estonian Kultuurkapital, local programme, Gambling tax Fund 

We get support from the local government.  

Estonian Kultuurkapital, Integration Fund 

Estonian Kultuurkapital and also from local city budget.  

Estonian Kultuurkapital (support is very substantial), sponsors 

EAS (Enterprise Estonia), Norwegian Fund 

I can't remember any, but I was recently introduced to one programme which is not to do with EU. 

LEADER programme 

Estonian Ministry of Education and Research 

Estonian Olympic Committee 

Local government 

EAS(Enterprise Estonia) 

I know that the application process is much easier for Latvians and you don't need to submit the 
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reports as often , twice a year I think.  

You shouldn't ask money from other parties and should manage with everything yourself!!! Ei tohi 
ǸƭŘǎŜ ƪǳǎƪƛƭǘ ǊŀƘŀ ǘŀƻǘƭŜŘŀΣ ǇŜŀō ƛǎŜ ƘŀƪƪŀƳŀ ǎŀŀƳŀΗΗΗ Ϧ¢ŀǎǳǘŀ Ƨǳǳǎǘ ƻƴ ǾŀƛŘ ƘƛƛǊŜƭƿƪǎǳǎΗϦ Wŀ ǎŜƭƭƛƴŜ 
see EL toetus ongi. 

EAS, Start-up support for new businesses 
The State Chancellery of the republic of Estonia is offering some support through which we are also 
applying. 

Gambling Tax Fund, Estonian Kultuurkapital 
EAS (Enterprise Estonia) , Local governments should have some kind of a programme for 
developments, for example - harbours. At the moment the cross-border programmes only support 
culture, science and seminars. 

IŀǎŀǊǘƳŅƴƎǳƳŀƪǎǳ bƿǳƪƻƎǳΣ YǳƭǘǳǳǊƪŀǇƛǘŀƭΣ YƻƘŀƭƛƪ ƻƳŀǾŀƭƛǘǎǳǎ 

Estonian Kultuurkapital 
Estonian National Culture Foundation, Estonian Kultuurkapital, local expert group, Estonian Ministry 
of Culture 

Kultuurkapital, PRIA, EAS 

Estonian Kultuurkapital (the support is small, but the process easy and quick) 

Estonian Ministry of Culture 

EAS (Enterprise Estonia etc) 

National programmes, Gambling Tax Fund, and local programme. 
Nordic Council of Ministers' Office in Estonia. Also Sweden Development Institute Sida had good 
programmes, but they do not fund Estonian projects anymore unless Russia or Belarus are included 
into the project.  Then there was also this Norwegian Finance Fund, also some from USA, then Open 
Estonian Foundation, there are also international sponsor-ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ  ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ άƴŅƛǘŜƪǎ 
IƻƭƭŀƴŘƛ ƘŜŀǘŜƎŜǾǳǎƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘǎƛƻƻƴΣ ƪŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƻŜǘŀƴǳŘ ǎƛƛƴ ǎƻǘǎƛŀŀƭǘǀǀŘέΦ 

EAS (Enterprise Estonia) 

Gambling Tax Fund, logal government investment support 
Nordic Council of Ministers' Office in Estonia, EAS, Norwegian Finance Fund, Environmental 
Investment Centre   

Cohesion Fund 

Norwegian Finance Fund, local funds, but these have also decreased over the years 
Gambling Tax Fund,  Environmental Investment Centre, but they do not offer as much support as 
they did before.  

Nordic Council of Ministers' Office in Estonia 

Gambling Tax Fund 

Local government programmes - you do not have to have your own funding do apply. 
Local government investment fund -you have to pre-apply for it. It means that on that basis they will 
decide if you have a chance to get support or not.  Then if you do apply you know that you are not 
wasting your time.  

Norwegian programme 
National programmes, but their aimed group is bit different. For example, local programmes are for 
3rd sector, Water programme for private organisations, Gambling Tax Fund for NGO-s.  

Gambling Tax Fund, National Heritage Board 

Union of Rural Municipalities of Setomaa 

Open Estonian Foundation 

Gambling Tax Fund 

Gambling Tax Fund, Rotary club 

Netherlands fund 

Gambling Tax Fund 

Environmental Investment Centre 

Comenius 

Nordic Council of Ministers' Office in Estonia 
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Comenius 

Environmental Investment Centre 

Gambling Tax Fund 

Open Estonian Foundation 

Sponsors - ǿŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜƳΣ ōǳǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘΦ Lǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ǘƘŜ best. 

Comenius 

Valga County Development Agency  

Gambling Tax Fund, Estonian Kultuurkapital 

Estonian Kultuurkapital. 

Environmental Investment Centre 

projects of the State Council of Ministers, EU community program 

aŜƭƛƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ŀƴŘ ϦaŜǎ ơǎǘŜƴƻƧŀƳ [ŀǘǾƛƧņϦ 

Programs, which do not ask for co-funding/the Ministry of Environment, the Minsitry of Transport 
Society Integration Foundation, the Latvian Community Initiative Fund/sports programs, cultural 
programs 

The State Culture Capital Foundation 

The Leaders program/Leader 

Soros Foundation/closed competitions, European rural money development 

The European Regional Development Fund 
Rotary movement/ROTARY - supports human resources, Leonardo da Vinchi, suopporting projects 
for youth 

European Economy Zone/European Economy Zone, European Social Fund 

Comenius, Leonardo Da Vinci, Grudtvig/Comenius, Leonardo da Vinchi, Grundtvig 

Rural and Region Support programs 

Youth in Action/the program "Youth in Action" 

The state programs of Latvia/The Rural Support Service program 
KNHM - Netherland fund/rural development, environment protection, the State Culture Capital 
Foundation 

Training of unemployed persons/don't know 

Comenius 

Comenius 

Norwegian Financial Instrument 

The Leader program 
The State Rural Net/the State Rural Net, the State Culture Capital Foundation, the Society 
Integration Foundation, the Norwegian Financial Instrument 

The European Foundation for Landscape Architecture 

JES funds, Socratis 

The Central Region of Baltic Naval 

Comenius, Leonardo da Vinci 

The State Culture Capital Foundation, Latvians fund 

Comenius 

Local government funding 
Local government, sports council, financial support for sports activities, children's agencies/to work 
inside Latvia 

Local charity projects/the Leader program, INTERREG 

 


