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What is a good practice?

An initiative (e.g. methodology, project, process or 
technique) carried out under one of the programme’s topics: 
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Why submit your GP?

Great communication opportunity 

 Display project GPs on your website 

 Give visibility to the content of your cooperation

Source of inspiration and learning for European 

policymakers

 GP may be part of  good practice database 

(validated by Policy Learning Platform experts)
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Why submit your GP?

Progress reporting support

 Part of reporting task  submit GPs identified

 Policy officers validate number & overall quality of GPs 

indicator ‘number of good practices identified’

 Quality more important than quantity:

 Submit GPs with real added-value for partnership
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Who can submit a GP?

 Member of Interreg Europe

online community

 Project partners or stakeholders 

who identified GPs during 

exchange of experience

 Anyone with a GP which fits

the programme definition
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Who can submit a GP?

 Important: ideally the GP owner fills in the form

Please pass this info to your partnership!

 User profile of the GP author is linked to GP

 If your organisation is not in charge of GP,

indicate the relevant organisation in the form

 Your contact details are still linked to the GP

Remember: Name & contact details of GP author visible

to members of online community only
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Submit GPs any time before 

last progress report of phase 1

so… let’s get started! 

When to submit your GP?
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How to submit a practice?
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www.interregeurope.eu/account/dashboard/

1. Log in

 to Interreg Europe online community



10

2. Fill in the GP form
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Author contact information
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General information
Max 100 characters.
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Detailed information
Appears as a sub-title and offers a preview of the good practice. 

Max 160 characters.

• What is the problem addressed and the context 

which triggered the introduction of the practice?

• How does the practice reach its objectives and how it 

is implemented?

• Who are the main stakeholders and beneficiaries of 

the practice?

Max 1500 characters.

Amount of funding/financial resources used and/or the human 

resources required to set up and to run the practice. 

Max 300 characters.
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Why is this practice considered “good”? 

Factual evidence that demonstrates success e.g. measurable outputs/results.

Max 500 characters.

Difficulties encountered or lessons learned during 

implementation of the practice

Max 300 characters.

Which aspects are potentially interesting for other regions to learn from? 

Where possible, include information on:

 key success factors for a transfer

 potential obstacles to a transfer

 past transfers, specifying the country, region and organisation to which the 

practice was transferred

Max 1000 characters.

Detailed information
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440 x 450 pixels

Upload an image
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3. Submit your GP
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Validation process
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GP author
(GP connected 

to a project)

1. Web admin 2. JS Policy Officer

3. PLP Thematic

ExpertGP author
(GP not connected to 

a project)
Visible on 

database!

Visible on 

project 

website!

1. Web admin
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Following the validation process

 You can switch between your role as a 

GP author or web admin on user 

dashboard (if applicable)
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 Important: Connect 
GP to project acronym

 GPs proven successful 
with potential to 
inspire other regions

 Provide clear & 
meaningful information

 Quality over quantity! 

 GP author = GP owner

 Submit your GPs any 
time before last PR of 
Phase 1! 

Remember!

Key points to remember
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And now let’s put in practice what 

we just learnt!
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Solution to the exercise 

 GP n. 1 Contracting: Policy Academy Wiesbaden,

Hessen

Maybe – to be improved (not self-explanatory title,

confusing and unclear information on the main sections, no

responsible organisation)

 GP n. 2 “Fix the city”- City problem registry platform

& application

Maybe – to be improved (resources needed not indicated)

 GP n. 3 Manufacturing high-quality pasta respecting

tradition & improving local agriculture sustainability

No – to be removed (private initiative with no possibility of

public intervention)
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Common pitfalls
 No link to project topic

 Not actually a good practice i.e. is a report on project progress

 Not already implemented i.e. refers instead to a theory or proposal

 Main features of practice not described in enough detail

 Evidence of success not described in measurable 

quantitative/qualitative terms

 Initiative from a private company & unclear what a public authority 

could learn from the practice

 No reference to financial resources, staff numbers, equipment etc. 

needed
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Thank you!
www.interregeurope.eu


