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2. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Project objectives

The object of this project has been to develop Dfamish model for environmental
management on municipal level, Dogme 2000, to @ll¢vat can be used by other
European municipalities to meet high standards siastainability and to implement
environmental management and reporting.

The outcome of the project was to establish andatesanual, consisting of a range of
models and tools that can be used of European ipatfites for inspiration to establish

systems and ways for reducing environmental impants implement new methods to
achieve a more sustainable performance for theentmihmunity.

The project has achieved to produce and test theuahdDogme 2000, A manual on
municipal environmental cooperation in progreskgttcan lead to a more sustainable
community. The manual includes furthermore methaus indicators that can show how
the progress to achieve a sustainable communitypedallowed and measured, and how
the process can lead to new improvements.

Project methods

The project was established in October 2004 an@atiip between the five original
Danish Dogme 2000 municipalities; Albertslund, Balip, Fredericia, Herning and City
of Copenhagen municipalities, and as external pestwere Stad Neumunster (Germany)
and Siauliai Municipality Administration (Lithuanighosen. From January 2006 the two
incoming Dogme 2000 municipalities Kolding (Denmadnd Malmd (Sweden) were
actively cooperating with the project as observers.

The project has been organized with a Steering Gttean Project Owners Group, a
Project Manager and a Project Secretary and develpopand testing were done through
a set of five working groups on five central issu€seen Accounts, Chemical Plan,
Anchorage, Audit and Dissemination. Furthermoreweking group on Audit has done
a comparison of the Dogme 2000 model with the Eemdyement and Audit Scheme
from the European Union. The results from the fixaking groups have been the input
to the manual “Dogme 2000, A manual on municipalirammental cooperation in
progress”.

Problems encountered and dissemination

One of the dominant problems has been to anchom2a2000 in the interest groups;
politicians and employees in own municipalities,cdb citizens and business
communities, that actually were pointed out todrgét groups, and there have been done
a lot to solve these problems. A method used teesthie problems has been using a very
broad and intensive dissemination effort in theolagd municipalities and also towards
relevant external partners. Another effort has beeade by using articles and
participation on conferences with presentationsgoslers.



3. INTRODUCTION

Municipalities play increasing roles in the envinoental impacts in Europe due to the
increasing populations and consumption and are ralatcentral players in local
environmental activities. Furthermore their rolesl dasks have become more complex
and versatile, because municipalities are resplansibr both compliance with
environmental legislation and promotion of envir@mtal activities such as sustainable
planning and development and cooperation with I8cgnda 21 groups.

From this follows that many municipalities feel @ed for management systems to give
the needed order of priority and coordination déalthe many activities and tasks. And

due to the public concern and awareness on theasitrg impacts there is a need for
continuous observation and documentation of acts/énd results.

In 2000 five Danish municipalities developed anditpally adopted the Dogme 2000
model, and the model is based on some few and sigricepts that can be further
reduced to the three simple Dogmas, i.e. basiensite and indispensable rules:

1. Human impact on the Environment must be monitoretiraeasured

2. An Agenda 21 plan must be drawn up

3. Environmental work must be locally anchored

The three dogmas are described in the statutoryundest for the Dogme 2000

cooperation, or the statute for the cooperatiorreH described the conditions for and
the obligations in the Dogme 2000 cooperation, @hthe member municipalities. City
Councils have adopted the statutory document. Chlgation for members of the

Dogme 2000 cooperation is, that there has to betimm@mus environmental

improvements. Improvements are in this case ndtijaprovements in the municipals
own environmental performance but improvementshi énvironmental performance
from the whole municipal area.

The Dogme 2000 model has been of great significkmtiee participating municipalities
in there daily work for a more sustainable planniagd development and for
documentation of this. Among the results adoptidngmeen procurement policies,
guidelines for sustainable new construction, snatde adoption of “Agenda 21 plans”
for the entire municipalities and implementationeoivironmental management systems
complying with the EMAS regulation in a range ostitutions. However, several of the
environmental activity areas; chemical substan€gen Accounts, organic food in
municipal canteens and other servings, anchoringerofironmental awareness and
environmental audits on city level have been pradifficult to manage in the same way,
because knowledge and specific guidelines for theicpal activities are lacking.

Through this project the Dogme 2000 model has bedher developed and tested in
cooperation with other European cities. The resaitd tools have been described in a
Dogme 2000 manual, so the model can be passed arumdicipalities in rest of the
European Community and be wused for inspiration td#/asustainable urban
management.



4. LIFE-PROJECT FRAMEWORK

This LIFE project has focused on developing andirgsof the Danish Dogme 2000
model and the result of the project published Dagme 2000 manual that can enable
municipalities throughout Europe to work systeméticcompliance with environmental
legislation and promotion of environmental actegtisuch as sustainable planning and
development and cooperation with local Agenda 2Ligs.

Focus areas of the Dogme 2000 manual are the fioliptepics:

« A model for Green Accounts with indicators for teevironmental state of the
municipality.

« A chemical plan containing specific tools for thetiaties in the municipalities
concerning reduction of the use of chemicals

« A catalogue of ideas containing methods of anclgattre environmental activities
among citizens, the business community and the e¢ipalities’ own institutions.

« A new audit model for “Dogme 2000”

Another element of the LIFE project has been tsatisnate the knowledge to the
Dogme 2000 model and this LIFE project on furthevelopment of the model. This has
been done by writing articles for magazines, pigditng in conferences with
presentations of posters and arranging seminars.

The LIFE project has followed the following overathe schedule:

2005: Development of models and specific guidelines

2006: Test of the developed models and specifidejuies

2007: Evaluation, incorporation of test resultssdmination, production of the
Dogme 2000 manual and reporting on the project

Picture 1. Meeting with all project participants
in Copenhagen, May 2005

Five Danish municipalities; Herning and Frederidath situated in Jutland and
Albertslund, Ballerup and City of Copenhagen sidain Greater Copenhagen Area,
started the project in 2004 together with the Eaempmunicipalities Neuminster from
Germany and Siauliai from Lithuania. The Danish moipalities were all members of the
Dogme 2000 collaboration and have constituted tre partners, which have manned
the working groups in the project. The municipabtiof Neumunster, Germany, and
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Siauliai, Lithuania, have participated as extenpattners and have continuously been
informed of the development of the project actestand have met with representatives
from the Dogme municipalities to discuss and coote with knowledge to the technical
projects.

From January 2006 the two incoming municipalitiegshie Dogme 2000 collaboration;
Kolding from Denmark and Malmd from Sweden activeboperated with the project
and have had the status of observers relating doptbject, i.e. they were not active
partners. However, they have participated in worcpss with comments and have
contributed with their know-how and results in i@egme manual.

The project has been organised with a Steering Atisena Project Owners Group, a
Project Manager, a Project Secretary and an Adtratisn Group and five technical
working groups which have been organised aroural divb-projects which each having
its own sub-project manager. Members of the StgeZiommittee are two representatives
from each of the five starting municipalities: alif)cal representative, typically the
chairman of the Technical and Environmental Conemitand an officer, typically the
environmental director or the technical directouring the project there have been held
the following meetings in the Steering Committee:

September 1832007, City of Copenhagen

June 14 2007, Brussels

April 19" 2007, Malmé Municipality

February ' 2007, Herning Municipality

December 18 2006, City of Copenhagen

September 1832006, Albertslund Municipality

June ¥ 2006, Fredericia Municipality

February ¥ 2006, Ballerup Municipality

December 12 2005, City of Copenhagen

August 24' 2005, Herning Municipality

May 19" 2005, Ballerup Municipality

January 21 2005, City of Copenhagen

November 2004, Albertslund Municipality

In addition, a Project Owners Group has been astedal, consisting of the officers from
the Steering Committee supplemented typically byo#ficer from the environmental

department. During the project there have beentheldollowing meetings in the Project
Owners Group:

November 28 2007, Ballerup Municipality

May 24" 2007, City of Copenhagen

April 12 2007, Malmé Municipality

January 11 2007, Herning Municipality

November 2% 2006, City of Copenhagen

August 3¢' 2006, Albertslund Municipality

May 18" 2006, Malm& Municipality

March 16" 2006Ballerup Municipality

January 18 2006, Kolding Municipality

November 11 2005, Fredericia Municipality

October 14 2005, Albertslund Municipality

August 11" 2005, Ballerup Municipality

April 27" 2005, City of Copenhagen

March 14" 2005, City of Copenhagen



January 19 2005, Fredericia Municipality

A Project Manager was appointed for the overaljgmtoand each working group was
chaired by a sub-project manager. In addition te fire technical sub-projects, an
administration group has been established with gasicipation of all five original
partner municipalities, which has ensured an efficiadministrative procedure. The
Project Secretary was also the secretary of theiddtration Group.

Steering
Committee

Project Owners
Group

Project Manager ,
Project Secretary
Administration Group

SPM
Anchorage

SPM
Green Accounts

SPM
Chemicals

SPM
Auditing

SPM
Dissemination

Figure 1. Project organisation.
4.1. Project change

The project partners applied on Octobel’ 2006 for modifications in the project. The
legal status for the partner Herning Municipalitgshbeen changed due to a merge of
Herning Municipality with three minor municipalise the new Herning Municipality
took over all obligations that the old Herning Mcipality had.

In the budget there was a need for a change imukget category External assistance,
where the foreseen costs for “Consultancy on lagmak text for the Dogme-handbook”
and “Translation of progress-, interim and finghag” were reduced by 11.000 € which
were used for “Setting up procedures for projechagement”.

The Commission approved the modifications at Deeeriid” 2006.

The project partners applied on Februari' 260 for postponement of delivery of the
Final Report due to unforeseen problems with fmag the report and internal
distribution of signed financial forms.

The Commission approved the postponement at Feb263r2008.



5. TECHNOLOGY

The project were organised with a Steering Commitie Project Owners Group, a
Project Manager, a Project Secretary and an Adtratisn Group and five technical

working groups. The technical working groups haaehebeen responsible for one of the
five sub-projects; Green Accounts, Chemicals, Anage, Auditing and Dissemination.

Each of the technical working groups have beenretidiy its own sub-project manager
which has been appointed from five original Danmhnicipalities and each of the

Danish municipality has been represented in eaatkiag group. This organisation has

ensured that all municipalities have contributedivaty in all sub-projects and has

ensured good coordination and anchorage in thenmajon.

The Steering Committee met approximately evendthionth where all major decisions
were taken concerning the project management apiebag of technical issues such as
models, tools and tests. Prior to the Steering Citieen meetings there were held
meetings in the Project Owners Group to ensuregpagipn of the following meeting and

the agenda.

Picture 2. A workshop at the internal
seminar in Copenhagen, October 2005

The project manager and the five sub-project masabeld meetings approximately
every second or third month, and at the meetingsraanent agenda item was, status of
the sub-projects and interface checks betweenitfezaht sub-projects. This were done
to ensure that the projects could benefit mutudtlyn each others results and
experiences in the working groups, and the mettuagyollso gave the opportunity for
interplays between the working groups to be idesttiind effectuated.

The technical working groups held meetings at alleggoasis agreed in the groups and
depending on the needs and workload.

From January 2006 two incoming municipalities ire tbogme 2000 collaboration;
Kolding Malm¢ started active cooperation with theojpct and had the status as
observers to the project, i.e. they were not aghaeners, but have participated in work
process with comments and have contributed withr tkikow-how and results. The
municipalities of Neumuinster and Siauliai have cardusly been informed of the
development of the project activities and have maettt representatives from the Dogme
municipalities to discuss and contribute with knesge to the technical projects.
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All five technical working groups have used the samethodology to prepare the models
and instruments concerning the different sub-ptsje©verall objectives and specific
targets were identified so that they could be wgmetationally in the development of the
results. At regular meetings the working groups ehaliscussed specific proposals,
actions, models and tools and decisions were takewhich were considered to be the
most appropriate to meet the overall objectives.pémiods between working group
meetings the group members have prepared proptsate discussed on the next
meetings, and partners and associated memberse dDdlgme cooperation have been
requested to comment on the use and quality afethdts.

The working groups have made sub-results and tia inodels for the major workshops
in the springs of the project years and seminarhénautumns where the results and
models have been discussed. The major workshopssamihars have also had the
objective to coordinate and anchor the project igdesults in and between the project
groups.

Picture 3. Internal Seminar October 2006 in Kolding

The two external partners, Stad Neumunster andi&iddunicipality Administration,
and the municipalities with observer status, Kajdend Malmd, participated in the
seminars and other meetings. The personal coritectease in these meetings and the
direct and informal communication brought a lot Enefit to the project. The four
municipalities were also used for testing the mea@eld tools, before they were finalized
and described in the Dogme 2000 manual.

All meetings, workshops and seminars have takenepla an informal and relaxed
atmosphere that had ensured untraditional and weotional ideas and various
proposals have been put on the table and discussed.



6. RESULTS
6.0 Summery of deliverables

In the following tables there is a summery of b# foreseen deliverables in the project,
including information on initial due date, actualkddate and information on submission.

In the tables there are references to "Dogme 20Gh -handbog om et kommunalt
miljgsamarbejde i udvikling” and “Dogme 2000 — a rma on a municipal
environmental cooperation in progress. These twaigations are the main product form
this LIFE project and they are available in botlni@d versions and on the web address
www.dogme2000.org/lifeTo the web based versions there are more linkaténmals
available and in the tables there are referenctsege links.

Model for Green Accounts

Deliverables Initial due| Actual due | Published where?
date date
Detailed milestone scheme November Published on the internal project
st H
Green Account Milestone 1> 2004 websitewww.dogme2000.dk
scheme. Latest update from Jun&'8
2005. Included in appendix
6,1,1.
Internal report on selection of June ¥ June 2005 | Published in Progress Report|1,
themes and indicators 2005 appendix 1 and 2. Included in

Annex 1 Brief description on th appendix 6,1,2,1 and 6,1,2,2.

topics in the model.

11°]

Annex 2 Proposal for
benchmarks and indicators
model for green account.

Internal report containing October ¥ | 1%half of | The work notes have been
calculation methods for the 2006 2006 published on the internal website
selected indicators www.dogme2000.dkinder the

eight topics, and they are
included in the appendixes
6,1,3,1t06,1,3,8.

Work notes, including methods
for collecting data and
calculations for the selected
indicators, on each of the eight
topics, in Danish.

Green Accounts 2006 based on  July I An introduction note has been
the model 2007 published in the green account
for 2006 for the municipalities;
Albertslund, Ballerup, Frederici
and Copenhagen. The green
accounts are included in the
appendix 6,1,4,1 to 6,1,4,4.

D
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Internal report with an account| September| July 26" | Linked material to "Dogme 200D

of the model 1°' 2007 2007 — en handbog om et kommunalt

» Samlet notat for test af 25 miljgsamarbejde i udvikling”, in

T . : Danish, on

indikatorer for miljgmaessig ’ .

baeredygtighed”, in Danish www.dccl)_qnp]eZOO?.l()Jrq/IltheTheI Ly

(collected note on tests of 25 ?p[éenl_lxh as dn_o theer:c rans? g

indicators for a sustainable state) 10 English and 1S theretore no
included in the English version
“Dogme 2000 — a manual on a
municipal environmental
cooperation in progress”. The
material is included in appendi
6,1,5.

Chemical Plan

Deliverables Initial due | Actual due | Published where?

date date
Detailed milestone scheme November | January 18 | Published on the internal projet
st H

Chemical plan — Milestone 172004 2005 websitewww.dogme2000.dk

Scheme. Included in appendix 6,2,1.

Internal report on experiences | March £ February | Internal report published on the

with reduction of chemical use 2005 2005 internal project website

in municipalities. www.Dogme2000.dk

Erfarings- og vidensindsamling The Annex 3 Summery of

Kemikalier, in Danish, experience and knowledge

(Gathered experience and gathering — chemicals was

knowledge), dated February published in Progress Report 1],

2005. June 27 2005.

Annex 3 Summery of experince Included in appendixes 6,2,2,1

and knovledge gathering — and 6,2,2,2.

chemicals, undated.

Internal report: draft proposal for June f! - There has not been made a

chemical plan and indicators 2005 formal report with proposals for

concerning chemical pressure

test but in the test plan, see next
row, all the planned test areas
are described.

Published on the internal project
websitewww.Dogme2000.dk

11
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Internal report: plan for testing | September| Undated | Test plan containing detailed

of tools. 1% 2005 description on the tests of the

Testplan — Kemikalier. selected test areas. Published
the internal project website

Test plan — Chemicals, English www.Dogme2000.dk

t . .

summary, undated The English version is a
translation of the original Danis
plan and includes a summery g
all the proposed test areas.
Both included in appendix
6,2,3,1 and 6,2,3,2.

Internal report: Evaluation of March T September| The test report is a part of the

tests 2007 2007 final chemical plan, see next

, row. A Danish summery has
Danish summar . .
! N y been made, and is included in

appendix 6,2,4

Final proposal for chemical plapn ~ July I September| Linked material to "Dogme 200

“Reduktion af kemikalietrykket | 2007 2007 |- en handbog om et kommunalt

— forslag til indsats i mllje_fsamarbejde i udvikling”, in

kommunerne”, in Danish, Danlsg, on 2000.ora/lif

(reduction of the chemical whnnr. dogme orgrie

pressure - proposal for municipal The material is included in

achievements) dated Septembs
2007

=

appendix 6,2,5.

The appendix has not been
translated to English and is
therefore not included in the

English version “Dogme 2000 —+

a manual on a municipal
environmental cooperation in

D

progress”.
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Methods of anchoring the environmental work amatigens and the business community

Deliverables Initial due| Actual due | Published where?
date date
Detailed milestone scheme November Published on the internal proje
st H
Anchorage Milestone scheme 1> 2004 websitewww.dogme2000.dk
2005-2007, version 4 Included in appendix 6,3,1.
Internal report: Gathered June & | June ¥ | Published in Progress Report
experiences 2005 2005 no.l. Is included in appendix
Gross list of anchorage 6.3.2.
instruments, Annex 4, Jun&' 7
2005
Internal report: Draft proposal gn November | September | The catalogue is published as
catalogue of ideas 1%'2005 | 2007 linked materials to "Dogme
Inspirationkatalog om iOOO N enlthar_llt_jbog ombet_ dei
forankring, in Danish, dated gm{(‘;“”? _mlljjﬂs_aLnar cjdet
September 2007 (Catalogue or uavi (ljng ' mzoggls /(I)? Th
ideas for Anchorage) www.dogme -orgriire. The
catalog is included in appendix
6,3,3.
Internal report: Presentation of| February I' | November | All internal reports have been
selected tools and plan for 2006 14" 2005 published on the internal projeq
testing of ideas November weéa;tewww.glo?n:je%o_oo.dk
Indikatorer for forankring, i 4™ 2005 ngeng?:(fgeslzcluto% én 43
Danish, dated October 12005 March 2006 A RS

(Anchorage Indicators)

"Testplan, Forankringsgruppen
Dogme-Life”, in Danish, dated
November 4 2005 (Test plan,
working group for Anchorage)

"Detailplaner for enkelt testene
marts 2006”, in Danish, dated
March 2006 (Detail plans for
tests, March 2006)

—+
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Internal report: Evaluation of March T October | All tests are reported as linked
tests 2007 2007 materials to "Dogme 2000 — en
handbog om et kommunalt
miljgsamarbejde i udvikling”, in
Danish, on
www.dogme2000.org/life. All
materials are included in

Evaluering af Grgnt Diplom i appendix 6,3,5,1 to 6,3,5,6.
boligforeninger i Kgbenhavn

(Evaluation of Green Diploma
for housing associations in

Forankringsredskab, beskrivelge
og evaluering; (Tools for
anchorage, Description and
evaluation);

The materials have not been
translated to English and are
therefore not included in the

nhagen . )
Copenhagen) English version “Dogme 2000 +
Evaluering af Grgnne Butikker a manual on a municipal
(Evaluation on Green Shops) environmental cooperation in
Etablering af Bjgrnebander i progress”.

Fredericia (Initiation of hogweed
groups in Fredericia)

Evaluering af Brugergrupper
(Initiation of citizens groups i
housing association areas in
Albertslund)

Evaluering af et
netveerk/organisering, som en
metode til at inddrage borgere
bjgrnklobekaempelse (Evaluation
of the use of networks as a
method for control of hogweed

Unge og beeredygtighed,
"Vedvarende energi og
energibesparelse i
husholdningen” (Youth and
Sustainability; Renewable
Energy and Energy Savings in
Households)

Internal report: proposals for June ¥ Undated | Send to the Steering Committee
specification of the Dogme-goals 2007 for the Dogme 2000 Cooperation

concerning anchorage. The proposal is included in

"Forankringsgruppens forslag til appendix 6,3,6.
reformulering af Dogme 37, in
Danish.
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New audit model for “Dogme 2000”

Deliverables Initial due| Actual due | Published where?
date date
Detailed milestone scheme November | November | Published on the internal proje¢t
st h :
Audit Milestone scheme, dated| L 2004 16" 2004 | websitewww.dogme2000.dk
November 18 2004 Both milestone schemes are
Audit Milestone scheme, dated |6r12Iu1d2ed in appendix 6,4,1,1 ar\d
January 11 2007 e
Internal report: draft proposal for June f! January | Both published on the internal
audit model 2006 2006 project website
Forslag til ny revisions- September www.dogme2000.dk
procedure, in Danish, dateret 22"92005 | Included in appendix 6,4,2,1 arjd
januar 2006 (Proposal for new 6,4,2,2.
Audit Procedure)
Eksempel pa baggrundsnotat, in
Danish, dated September"22
2005 (Examples on background
notes)
Internal report: results from February I' | March 3¢ | Both the internal test report and
audits in the Dogme- 2007 2007 all the Dogme audit reports are
municipalities reported as linked materials to
"Evaluering af test af Ny Dogme 2000 — en handbog om
Revisionsmodel” in Danish et kommunalt miljgsamarbejde|i
' dvikling”, in Danish, on

ted March 362007 u ! 9
dated March 30200 www.dogme2000.org/life
D it ts; .

ogme audit reports; All reports and the test report ig
Albertslund, included in appendixes 6,4,31 1o
Ballerup, 6,4,3,6.
Fredericia, The materials have not been

_ translated to English and are

Herning, therefore not included in the
Copenhagen English version “Dogme 2000 —+

a manual on a municipal
environmental cooperation in
progress”.

15



Final audit model

"Revisionsprocedure for
Dogmerevision”, in Danish,
dated May 3% 2007

"Audit procedure. New audit
model — proposal for audit
procedure” in English, dated
May 31 2007.

Baggrundsdokumenter til
revision af Dogme 2000

(Background documents for theg
three dogme’s), in Danish, datq
May 31 2007.

d

June !
2007

May 31
2007

The procedures are reported as
linked materials to respectively
"Dogme 2000 — en handbog on
et kommunalt miljgsamarbejde
udvikling” and “Dogme 2000 —
manual on a municipal
environmental cooperation in
progress”, both on
www.dogme2000.org/life.

Background documents are
reported as linked materials to
"Dogme 2000 — en handbog on
et kommunalt miljgsamarbejde
udvikling”, on
www.dogme2000.org/life

All materials are included in
appendixes 6,4,4,1 to 6,4,4,3.

O——

— —

Compare Dogme 2000 and
EMAS

"Uddrag af rapport,
Sammenligning af EMAS og
Dogme”, med bilag

“Extract of report, Comparison
of EMAS and Dogme”, with
appendix

The reports are linked material
to respectively; "Dogme 2000 —
en handbog om et kommunalt
miljgsamarbejde i udvikling”

and “Dogme 2000 — a manual (
a municipal environmental
cooperation in progress” both g
www.dogme2000.org/life

The materials are included in
appendix 6,4,5,1 and 6,4,5,2.

U7
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Dogme-handbook

~—+

)

Q.
—

a

~+

Deliverables Initial due| Actual due | Published where?
date date
Detailed milestone scheme November Published on the internal proje
st ;
Part of the Dissemination 1> 2004 websitewww.dogme2000.dk
Milestone scheme Latest update from May {0
2005. Included in appendix
6,5,1.
Internal report: draft proposal for June f! May — Published on the internal proje¢
handbook 2007 August | websitewww.dogme2000.dk
Dogme-handbog 2007, 2006 The draft materials are includec
projektbeskrivelse, in Danish, in appendix 6,5,2,1 and 6,5,2,2.
dated May 2% 2006 (Dogme
Manual 2007, Project
description).
LIFE Handbog — udkast august
2006, in Danish, dated August
2006 (LIFE Manual — draft
August 2006)
Final Dogme-handbook October ' | October 28 | Both manuals were published &
"Dogme 2000 — en handbog om 2007 2007 thegnfllbcon;%rgggi in F(;ederlc
et kommunalt miljgsamarbejde|i on Lctober ; and are
udvikling” available on the website
www.dogme2000.org/life
“Dogme 2000 — a manual on a Th | . di
municipal environmental 6 5e3m1anu2 Z grg g‘ appendix
cooperation in progress. 29,1 aNd 6,9,3,2.
Dissemination strategy
Deliverables Initial due | Actual due | Published where?
date date
Detailed milestone scheme November | May 10" | Published on the internal proje¢
st .
“Dissemination Milestone 1> 2004 2005 websitewww.dogme2000.dk
scheme”, in Danish Latest update from May {0
2005. Included in appendix
6,6,1.
A list over network the externall| November | December | Published on the internal proje¢
partners and Dogme muni- 1% 2004 16" 2004 | websitewww.dogme2000.dk

cipalities are participating in

"Oversigt over netvaerk” in
Danish, dated December"16

2004 (Summary of Network)

Included in appendix 6,6,2.

~—+
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Establishment of a web site at | January I | January I | The internal website has been
www.dogme2000.dk 2005 2005 used of all working groups to
Internal project website at share documents and as archiv
www.dogme2000.dk The open website has a Danisk
Open website at ?‘r]:d an Engllshtﬁlde w_herteh
www.dogme2000.org/life information on the project have
been placed and the results fro
the project have been publishe
Minimum 6 papers for networks 2005, 2006, In appendix 6,3,3 a list of all
homepages and networks news 2007 dissemination activities is
letters attached, including a copy of th
published papers, all included i
appendixes 6,6,4,1 to 6,6,4,7.
Production of Introductory February ' | February | The introductory booklet has
booklet 2005 2005 been produced in both Danish
Miljgledelse pa kommuneniveau 2:3 ig?';?eﬁggrjge\éeﬁ'ons'
— et Lifeprojekt under Dogme .
2000 IinpDa:nishu g appendix 6,6,5,1 and 6,6,5,2. A
o electronic copy can be
Environmental management at downloaded from the webpage
municipal level —a LIFE projecf www.dogme2000.org/life
under Dogme 2000, in English
Production of final booklet April 1% December | The final booklet, or layman’s
2007 2007 report, have been published in

Dogme 2000, et kommunalt
miljgsamarbejde i udvikling

Dogme 2000. A municipal
cooperation in development.

February 2008 in both a Danisl
and an English printed version
and in electronic versions whic
can be downloaded from
www.dogme2000.org/lifeThe
booklets are included in
appendix 6,6,6,1 and 6,6,6,2.
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Administration, reporting and project management

2Ct

Deliverables Initial due| Actual due | Published where?
date date
Detailed milestone scheme November undated Published on the internal proje
« . | 1%2004 websitewww.dogme2000.dk
Master plan for Dogme LIFE ancluded in appendix 6,6,7,1.
Progress report July'l June 27 | Published on the open website
2005 2006 www.dogme2000.org/life
Intermediate report April®l | March 29" | Published on the open website
2006 2007 www.dogme2000.org/life
Progress report January 1 December | Published on the open website
2007 21°'2006 | www.dogme2000.org/life
Final report December October 28 | Published on the open website
1%'2007 2007 | www.dogme2000.org/life
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6.1. Model for Green Account

The overall goal was to prepare a common moddhi®igreen accounts from the Dogme

2000 municipalities to picture the environmentatet The following sub-targets have

been set up for this area:

» Selection of approximately 10 areas, which can givdull picture of a given
municipality’s environmental state

» Selection of 10-15 indicators, which can give arcaaite description of the selected
areas

» A description of calculation methods for the sedeldndicators

» A test of the indicators in 2006, which can be rggubin the green accounts in 2007

» Adjustments of the model on background of expegsrfcom the test and comments
from internal and external partners.

Results

It has been a more comprehensive process to establiew model for green accounts
than it was anticipated from the beginning of thgjgxt. The experience from the partner
municipalities have shown that for several areagxamples can be mentioned noise and
anchorage of environmental awareness, it can hyediiicult to establish and report on
indicators. For noise it is very expensive to gstilicient number of measurements to
create a reliable indicator for a whole city arBlae problem for establishing an indicator
for anchorage is first of all to define anchoragd then define the level of anchorage of
environmental awareness.

Resource and environmental quality areas

Figure 2. The figure demonstrates the connectitwdsen the six resources
and environmental quality areas and the two cragtsag areas.

Altogether eight areas and twenty five indicatoesevselected for further description and
testing. Testing have been done in the partner cipalities by staff personnel that have
experience with green accounts and most of the Wwavie been done by using already
existing data. The areas consist of the six regsuaad environmental quality areas:
energy, air, noise, nature, soil and groundwatetenals (subdivided into Chemicals and
Waste),and the two cross-cutting areas: anchorage anaiplgnn figure 2 the
interconnection of the 6 resources and 2 crossguéireas are demonstrated and in
appendixes 6,1,3,1 to 6,1,3,8 there are includedrg#ions on all areas and indicators
and methods for collecting data and calculatiothefindicator.
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During the project period it was decided to pre@ameodel, or method, that can show
how a municipality is performing due to a sustaladevel, see figure 3. In the model the
level of sustainability is shown on a figure, se®lw, where indications on the eight
areas demonstrates how close, or how fare, theaipaitity is from a situation defined as
a sustainable municipality. In order to strengtttenmodel, benchmarks have been
added to each of the areas to establish overadtbbgs. Together, the benchmarks
describe an ideal state of sustainability thathedlmunicipalities commit to working
towards. One or more indicators have been chosdedcribe the development in
direction of each benchmark. Each municipality prep individual objectives for each
benchmark, describing more concretely how to atteéndeal state. In this way, each
municipality can prioritise its own areas of effort

Even though it is called a model, or method, ineybe more correct to say that it is a
common understanding of which indicators one hayar¢sent in a green account and
how they have to be calculated.

8 selected areas:

Energy, "'. 4 »
Materials,
soil and groundwater,
A,
o
— . sustainable *—|
Flanning, state
Anchoring
[ Objectivas [ ) e
—_ Indicators b ”
®

Figure 3. The figure demonstrates the connectitwdsn the six resources
and environmental quality areas and the two cro#i$ag areas.

The model is further described in the document fDed@000 — A manual on a
municipal cooperation in progress”

The 25 indicators have been tested and the testseshthat 15 of the indicators were
suitable for use. The 15 indicators are also desdrin the document “Dogme 2000 — A
manual on a municipal cooperation in progress™Juty 2007 a report (in Danish) was
finalised with description on the twenty five indiors, calculation methods and test
results of all indicators. The report also contangcommendation on the 15 indicators
to be used, and the report is included as appdhiljs.

The vital strength of the model is that it becommsssible to make individual
prioritisations of areas for effort as we knowat £xample in EMAS, and the different
municipalities are still kept tight to their commiénts about working towards common,
general objectives within the nine areas.

Some of the indicators have been used in the greeaunts for municipalities in the
Dogme Cooperation. Some of the chosen indicatore wkeady in use, but for other
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indicators it were not possible to include themthe green accounts due to the long
production time. In the green accounts from Alderid, Ballerup, Fredericia and
Copenhagen municipalities there are a note on tRE& Iproject and a link to projects
homepage for further information. The Municipaldy Herning has not made a green
account for 2007 due to the merge with neighbounioipalities. In appendix 6,1,4,1 to
6,1,4,4 the green account from the four citiesrackided.

Lessons learned

It has been a very difficult task to develop a# b indicators and test them to see if they
all were suitable for all municipalities. This isial to the fact that there are major
differences between the municipalities because sufrtteem mostly consist of city areas
and others have major rural areas, and the diffeeetween the municipalities also
influence the choice of what can be considerecleyant or useful indicators. The result
of this can be seen in the differences betweemytben accounts from the partner cities
and the choice of indicators.

Another major challenge has been the area ancherhgee it has been very difficult to

find indicators that were useful or were measuraBid it is the working group’s belief

that this is important areas for which there astrang need to find indicators and tools
to handle and measure. And this also shows thite ar a situation as “sustainable” is
very hard to define and measure and in some areaeds more work to handle this
problem. In cases were it is difficult to definedameasure, it is difficult for a group or

cooperation of municipalities to agree on sustdlitaland to move in common to the

planned state or situation of sustainability.

During the project it was realized that it were possible to make only one single model
of a green accounts and we needed to give the ipahies a possibility to create their

one model but in respect of a common understandfinghat is necessary to include in a
green account. The model, or method, that was ledted and described, gave this
individual freedom but also on the other hand miag®ssible to compare the different
green accounts due to common indicators and walyaradling and calculation them.
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6.2. Chemical Plan

The overall goal was to develop a plan containingans and tools applicable for
municipalities to reduce the use of chemicals endity itself and among citizens and the
business community. During the project the follogvgub-targets were set up:

* Internal report on experiences with reduction aroftal use in municipalities

» Draft proposal for chemical plan and indicatorsagning chemical pressure

* Plan for testing of minimum five specific tools

» Development of the final chemical plan

Results

In February 2005 a report on Experience and KnogdeGathering on Chemical was
finalised and published (in Danish) on the DogmEH_Ihomepage, including detailed
descriptions on experience and knowledge on the problematic chemical substances.
The report is included in appendix 6,2,2,1 and amliBh summery is included I
appendix 6,2,2,2. The experience has been gaindteifive Dogme municipalities, as
well as experience from selected stakeholdersenatiea of reduction of the chemicals
consumption. The report focused on what types aina¢hat have been implemented in
order to reduce the use of chemicals and how ssitdehese means were. From the
gained experience it was decided to focus on eleaegas of efforts, including
electronics, toys, soft PVC products. textile, nieg agents and products for auto
maintenance, cosmetics and pharmaceuticals, amteethi chemicals or groups of
chemicals, such as mercury, chlorinated solventd;l,Poil products, pharmaceutical
ingredients and Phthalates.

As a result of this focusing a draft proposal faCleemical Plan to reduce the chemical
pressure, including indicators for the further wonkas published on the homepage in
June 2005. The tests were selected within areasevthe chemicals are known to be
particularly problematic in relation to the subseguimpacts on human health and the
environment. The areas covered individual substnsebstance groups and product
groups, with the examples as mercury, pesticides crsmetics/products for personal
care. The tools were tested in different ways dmel tests included information in
pamphlets, on websites, in advertisements and @mwiental management systems.
Some of the tests were conducted by use of groutbslarge credibility in the target
group, as example nurses within the children ceza,and the use of Agenda 21 groups,
to evaluate direct contacts to citizens and busigesnmunities. In appendix 6,2,5 there
is included a booklet from Ballerup Municipalitygaluced as part of the project where
parents can get information on shopping of toysyew born and small children.

The results of the all this efforts and tests wesed to finalise a plan to reduce the
chemical pressure in municipalities, launched igést 2007. The plan includes methods
and tools targeting citizens and local businessneonities as well as the municipals own
institutions. The plan is included in appendix 5,2,

There has been a problem in the project becass®vted not to be possible to make any
tests of the chemical plan in cooperation with éxéernal partners. This problem was
mainly caused by lack of information on procurement the external partner

municipalities and therefore lack of information cmemicals in procured products and
use of chemicals in the daily operations. Anotheason was the differences in areas
where the municipality is the responsible authp@aty an example the children care area.

Part of the work with chemicals done in connectioth children care products and toys
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for small children. But the proposals for the plamgethods and tools together with the
results from the tests have been discussed on hapksand internal seminars. A leaflet
from Ballerup Municipality is attached in appenéi2,6.

Lessons Learned

It has been possible to gather expertise and kmigelefrom other interests:
municipalities and other public stakeholders thtotlge source process in the beginning
of the project, and there have been a great intBrethe whole project.

A challenging part of the project has been the liomgscale for the project that has been
giving problems and challenges to keep up the spaddenthusiasms in the project, and
also has given problems with a rather high ratexahange among the working group
members.

Many of the methods tried in the work with prepamatof a chemical plan and the work

with fulfilling it have been the same as the wadnlkattthe Working group on Anchorage

has done. In a bigger perspective it can not berotke since the chemical plan builds
on awareness and understanding of the problemdamgkrs that chemical subsistence’s
can have. These are just the same issues thaated m the definition of Anchorage that

the Working group on anchorage established.
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Figure 4. The figure illustrates the process féeceng thirteen most imported
substances or groups of substances and the elmanda efforts
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6.3. Methods for Anchorage the Environmental Work amongcitizens and
the Business Community

The overall goal was to develop a catalogue of Sdeaethods and tools for the

municipalities to help them anchor the environmewark in the city itself and among

citizens and the business Community. The followsn-targets have been set up:

* Gathering experience of work with anchorage of emrnent work

» Elaborating a draft proposal for catalogue of ideasthods and tools

* Present and discuss the draft proposal with extgragners and select tools for
testing in practise

» Final development of a catalogue of ideas, metlaodstools

» Proposals for specification of new Dogme 2000 tigrge

Results

In June 2005 an internal report on experiences afitthorage of environmental work
and anchorage tools has been finalised, includikagneles from Danish and European
municipalities.

A test plan for seven tests with four anchoragéstbas been finalised in November 2005
and tests in all five partner municipalities weegfprmed through out 2006, and reported
in June 2007. The results from both the gatherashgkes on anchorage instruments and
the performed tests have been used as backgroulkef@®ogme 2000 manual, and the
results are reported as appendixes in the Danisiovneof the manual and are included in
appendixes 6,3,5,1 to 6,3,5,6.

In June 2007 a draft proposal for revision on tlogime 2000 document text on Dogme 3
was finalized and it has been used in the furtkersion on the Dogme 2000 model
December 2007. The proposal states that the maisith the existing document are
good and gives sense but the municipalities inci@peration should be given more
individual freedom to define where and how ancherafyenvironmental awareness can
be done. The proposal is included in appendix 6,3,6

Lessons learned

Two major challenges have been the short time sdbefbr the project because
anchorage projects typical have a long time tabteiavolves processes in organisations
and among people. Due to the short time schedulast a challenge to evaluate the
anchorage tools from the start of planning andl timéi final results have been registered,
and in some cases the working group had to evatuageing or finalised project. The
involved processes made it very difficult to makeutitative evaluations and the tested
anchorage tools had instead to be evaluated bytajpixad measures which again made it
necessary to first of all establish a common undeding and definition of what
anchorage means.

An interesting issue meet in the process in thekingrgroup has been the differences
between the five municipalities in their way of idgig and handling anchorage of

environmental topics among their citizens and lobakiness communities. These

differences have given both mutual inspiration aadsed challenges in the process to
achieve a common definition and understanding oharage.
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One of the major experiences the working groupeagath during the project was that the
preconditions define nearly all; Information andthedge on the given topic are crucial,
ownership to and responsibility for the topic i®ded. The earlier the stakeholders can
be involved in the process the better is the ch#mateprocess can be followed by real
anchorage. It is also obvious that personal invoket, decision competence and
possibilities for showing real benefits from thegess have great influence on the
results. When anchorage projects are planned tloeving advices have to be
considered:
« Political and management support have to be secured
« Sufficient resources have to be granted
» The mutual expectations among the project initiatad the target group have to be
harmonized, or at least to be coordinated.
* It is not crucial but a high level of engagemenbamthe project staff and the target
group will bring the project further and ensure enanchorage over the coming
periods.

The proposal for a new text on Dogme 3 is mainlyldng on the fact that
municipalities, even they have the same tasksgatniins to their citizens and the same
legislative rights and tools, are also differentdese they have political managements
that conduct their management in view of their @oliThis means in practise that even if
the goal and purpose is the same the methods adrrap” to achieve it will in many
cases be different.

The new text proposal for Dogme 3 tries to hankile teality by giving the cooperation’s
municipalities a broader range of goals and tamisperate with.
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6.4. New Audit Model for “Dogme 2000”

The overall goal was to develop a new audit model’Dogme 2000” to improve the

accuracy of the measurement of progress in worleutite three dogmas and the nine

sub-dogmas in the Dogme 2000 model. An additicauagett is to study what it will take

for the Dogme model to develop into an EMAS at &iyel. In the work towards a new

model the following sub-targets have been set up:

* Elaborating a draft audit model

» Test of the new audit model

* Final development of the audit model based on testlts and input from all
participants and observers

» Elaborating a report describing what additional kvsrneeded in order for the Dogme
2000 model to develop into an EMAS at city level

Results

In May 2006 a draft audit model was finalised, utthg audit procedures with
description on selection of auditors, frequency #ardits, timing and selection of
interviewees and a set of background documentsitdasreach Dogme and sub-Dogme
to serve as a guideline during the audit.

The new audit model was tested in all five Dogmenitipalities in September 2006.

Tests were prepared as a combination of exterralirgernals audits and full scheme
audits and topic audits, to evaluate the advantagesdisadvantages of the different
methods. The full audit means that all 3 dogmasveedited in all relevant areas of the
municipality, as have been the case so fare, wiopie audit means that only the chosen
was audited in relevant areas. As an example, syid with the topic Organic food was

only made in municipal owned cantinas and kitchemd no other of the Dogme 2000
topics were audited.

The below table shows the outlines of the audistes

Project participant External / internal audit Full / Topic audit
Albertslund External audit Topic audit: Anchorage
Ballerup External audit Topic audit: Organic food
Fredericia Internal audit Topic audit: Organic fooc
Herning External audit Full audit

Copenhagen External audit Full audit

The internal audit in Fredericia was conductedvay internal auditors from Ballerup and
Herning. Before the internal audit the two interaatitors had attended a course at Det
Norske Veritas. The external audits were as usoakdy auditors from Det Norske
Veritas. All audit reports are included in apperdiX,4,3,2 to 6,4,3,6.

In March 2007 an evaluation of the Dogme 2000 testlits done on basis of the draft
model finalized, the report is included in appendj#,3,1, and on basis of the tests and
discussions in the group and with external partaasobservers a final audit model was
prepared and finalised in May 2007. The audit mbasl two elements;
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* A description on how the audit has to be perfornmecluding how to staff the audit,
preparing the audit, when and where it has to beedand a guideline for which
people has to be audited and what materials halve pyepared.

* A collection of background documents describingthiee dogmas and the sub-
dogmas, including guidelines for what need to bengred and how the findings
have to be evaluated.

The final audit model is included in appendixes44to 6,4,4,3.

Comparison of the Dogme 2000 model and EMAS, arad additional work is needed
to develop the Dogme 2000 model into an EMAS atthacipal level.

A systematic comparison of The Dogme 2000 model BREAS has been conducted
with offset in the EMAS systematic and the comparisf the two systems has shown a
large number of similarities in the requirementsEMAS and Dogme. Both systems
build on progress and quantification of environmaéninprovements by focusing on
targets and areas for some efforts. However, tipgoaph differs because EMAS has a
wide scope for setting up environmental targetsrestiee Dogme 2000 model sets up
specific areas for efforts. The comparison showas tiere are especially six focus areas
where the two systems can learn from each othemmmnication, Legislation,
Management review, Management elements, Agenda l2ds pand holism in the
environmental efforts and at last Committed enwimental cooperation. In appendix
6,4,5,1 and 6,4,5,2 the six focus areas are destnibmore detail.

Lessons learned

It has been a major challenge in the work thatatindit model had to be prepared at the
same time as the other working group’s prepared megels and tools, because of the
overall time schedule for the project. The solutiorthis challenge was to establish an
audit systematic that was independent of backgralaedments that had to be used. This
showed to be at very stable methodology sincenbis possible to make changes in the
Dogme 2000 model without changing the audit model.

Comparisons between internal and external audawslthat internal audits can give the
same results as the external but there is a neeal Wery strong focus on the resources
that have to be provided for task. An external aigdoften more expensive but will be

more credible to the public. The test also show tiyic audits gives a better insight in

the different topics and their progress, but atdame time it demonstrated that not all
topics were suitable to be tested in this way.

The establishment of background documents for edfidche three Dogmas; Dogme 1:
Human impacts on the environment must be measubsdime 2: A plan for
improvement of the environment must be establisbedyme 3: The environment work
must be anchored gave a much more uniform andpaaast audit report in the end. This
can be used to secure more political acceptanteeafesult and can be used as a tool to
insure political commitment to gain progress indezbtopics.

There is still needed a strong management focuensure that time schedules and
agreements connected with a full audit processliD@me municipalities are kept and
that time and expenses doesn’'t escalates, evemgtihthhere have been established an
audit model and background documents that haveoweprthe needed planning.
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6.5. Dogme-Handbook

The overall target was to prepare a Dogme manuajetiag at all European
municipalities wishing to apply the Dogme modetheir daily environmental work. The
following sub-targets in the work of preparing bhegme manual have been set up:

* Prepare a draft Dogme manual

» Discuss the draft Dogme manual with partners fraaminster and Siauliai

* Prepare a final draft Dogme manual

It was original planned to publish a printed Dog&@0 manual but the Commission
approved by letter of November®2005 that the manual can be published in eleatroni
form at the Dogme2000.org/life homepage.

Status:

A template for the Dogme 2000 manual was made tunan 2006 and the draft version
of the manual was filled in over the period. Inisgr2007 the draft manual was
discussed with the external partners: Neuminsted &iauliai and observer
municipalities: Kolding and Malmd, to secure thia¢ tmanual can be used by a broad
variety of European municipalities.

The Dogme 2000 manual was launched at the Dogméefdmee October 252007 in
Fredericia, Denmark. The Dogme 2000 manual hasbattish and English versions and
can be found at Dogme2000.org/life. Appendix 6bghd 6,5,3,2 contain hard copies of
the Danish and English version of the manual.

Lessons learned

From the beginning of the project it was decideat #xperience should be collected, new
ideas and methods developed and these should tee #&sd evaluated and the results
from this work should be used as input in drawipgtile Dogme 2000 manual as the
final result from the project. During the projecshowed up that this work method gave
rise to coordination challenges because when thkimgpgroup for dissemination had to
establish the structure for the manual where tfferdnt working groups could tell their
stories and experiences. When the structure wabletted the other four working
groups could started to prepare there materialdibuitdn the structure.

The template for manual and the web based manude ntavery easy to update the
materials and to make links to additional matergaild other web pages.

It has given good input to the Dogme 2000 manualomperate with externals partners
and the cooperation has secured that the manual djdt to internal in examples and
ideas for progress.

During the process to prepare the Dogme 2000 mahwads decided to include other
materials on Dogme 2000 scheme than just the expms gathered and materials made
during this LIFE supported project. The final Dog2@0 manual includes therefore also
a general description of the Dogme 2000 cooperadiwh descriptions and experiences
from other part of the Dogme 2000 cooperation. fihal content of the Dogme 2000
manual is as follows:
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Preface
Introduction
What did we learn - and how do we move on

Part one - Introduction to Dogme 2000

The three dogmas

Organisation

Communication

Strengths of Dogme cooperation’s and its potentials

Part two - Results and experience from working grops
Dogme 1 - Human impacts on the environment mushéasured
- Common model for Green AccountdRE supported)

Dogme 2 - A plan for improvement of the environnamtork must be established:
Agenda 21

- Chemicals I(IFE supported)

- Organic food

- Sustainable building

Dogme 3 - The environmental work must be ancharedlly

- Anchoring CIFE supported)

- Business community

- Environmental management in municipal institusion

- Auditing (LIFE supported)

Much of the experience gained in this LIFE projeatve been placed in the manual as
linked materials on the homepage which means thatweb based manual is more
comprehensive than the printed version. And sinostrof the materials are in Danish

the Danish version Dogme 2000 Handbog have moks timan the English version. This

solution with links on the web based versions & Banish and English Dogme 2000
manuals was chosen because it will allow the Do@®@0 cooperation to update the
manuals easily over time, whereas the printed eensill stay as they are printed.

Dogme 2000

en hindbog om ot kommunalt miljosamarbejde | udvikling

Dogme 2000

ronmental cooperation In progress

A manual on a m

Figure 5. Dogme 2000 manuals

30



6.6. Dissemination Strategy

The overall goal was to disseminate the projeailtesnd the knowledge to the Dogme

2000 model to municipalities in Denmark and thé oé€urope. The following activities

have been set up to achieve this:

1. Establishment of a group of external partners tdrdaute to the development of the
technical part of the project

2. Establishment a website atvw.dogme2000.dor the project

3. Compile a summary of networks in which the five DB@gmunicipalities and the

partners from Siauliai and Neumdinster take part

Present the results from the project on homepauggsewsletters

Produce an introduction booklet and as a resuh@project a booklet containing

information on achieved results

6. Arrange a mini-seminar in Brussels with differerganisations to discuss the Dogme
2000 model and the Life project

7. Arrange a final meeting in Brussels with the Euagp€ommission among others to

discuss how the Dogme 2000 model could be appkcablan environmental

management model for European municipalities

Publish a Dogme manual with the results and maaldigeved in the project

Arrange a final conference where the results froengroject are presented for

discussion in a range of workshops.

S

©

Part of the above mentioned goals do overlap widtiviies concerning bullet 6.5
Dogme-Handbook, and will also be treated there.shibuld also be noted that
dissemination is an integral part of the projentsianchoring requires dissemination to
relevant stakeholders. Therefore the participanthié project incorporate dissemination
of the Life project in many other activities.

o ——

Picture 4. Meeting in Copenhagen May 9 to 11" 2005
with the external oartner municipalities

Results

As described in the section 2 and 4 a group ofrlipamunicipalities and two external
partner municipalities was established in autum®2énd from January 2006 two
incoming Dogme 2000 municipalities have participads observes in the group. The
project group has functioned with great focus andicommitment through out the
whole project period.

A project web page in Danish and English has ba&hugp, available form
www.dogme2000.diandwww.dogme2000.org/liferespectively. The websites have
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through the project period been updated frequemttyall the major findings are
available in both Danish and English

An overview has been produced of all the netwohkd the Dogme municipalities and
Neuminster and Siauliai participate in and aftex thunicipalities of Malmé and
Kolding have started active cooperation with thejgut the overview has been extended
with the networks and working groups that theyaapart of.

| appendix 6,6,3 there is an overview of articlpssters and conference participation
related to the project.

An introduction booklet has been prepared in Daiisti English in respectively 3000
copies and 2000 copies. The booklets have beemibdigtd to all networks and
workgroups that the partner municipalities, NeuntéinsSiauliai, Kolding and Malmo
are a part of. Furthermore the booklet has also lbéstributed at various meetings and
conferences in Denmark and abroad where employees the partner municipality’s
environmental departments have participated. Thaklpts, in Danish and English, are
enclosed in appendix 6,6,5,1 and 6,6,5,2.

Picture 5. Meeting in Siauliai City Hall,
September 13 to 15" 2006.

In May 9" to 11" 2005 there was held an introduction seminar inédbpgen with
participants from all 7 partner municipalities; Attslund, Ballerup, Fredericia, Herning,
Copenhagen, Neumunster and Siauliai municipaliiéshe seminar all partners made a
presentation on their municipality and their expece and the topics in the project ware
discussed in workshops. Appendix 6,6,7 includestimgeninutes and list of participants
from the seminar.

A mini-seminar was organised in Brussels on Jurfé Z0D6 with the participation of

staff members of the office for the thematic sggten the urban environment and from
the Commissions DG Environment EMAS office. In diahi, a meeting was held with

the eco-label secretariat with the purpose of disicl)y anchorage. Appendix 6,6,8
includes meeting minutes and a list of participants

In addition a visit was paid to our partners inuliE on 13" to 18" September 2006,
where the sub-results of the project were discus8eg@endix 6,6,9 includes meeting
minutes and a list of participants.

In autumn 2007 the Dogme 2000 manual was finaksetlit was launched at the Dogme
2000 Conference in Fredericia, Denmark, at Oct@58r2007. The model summarize all
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results and findings from this project, and it @ns ideas and models for municipalities
in Europe to work with in their way to achieve amnsustainable environmental level.

At the 2 days Dogme 2000 conference in Frederid@ Reople from Danish and

European municipalities participated. The agendastfday of the conference was about
climate change and how municipalities can act as #md at the second day of the
conference the Dogme 2000 manual was launchednenaesults from this project were
discussed in different workshops through out thg dde discussions have further on
been used in the work for establishing a new reviB®gme statutory document.

Appendix 6,6,10,1 includes the agenda of the foaiference and appendix 6,6,10,2
includes a list of participants at the conference.

In late 2007 the layman’s report was finalized watsummary of the project’s results.
The Layman’s report has been produced in DanishEarglish versions and they can be
found on the homepagesww.dogme2000.dkand www.dogme.org/life They are
included in appendix 6,6,6,1 and 6,6,6,2

Changes to planned activities

In the application from Juneé"&004 there was planned a final meeting with Euaape
Commission to discuss the Dogme 2000 model angbisible use as an environmental
management model for European municipalities.

However it was decided in beginning of 2007 to ehtlce meeting in the autumn 2007
because the issues on Dogme 2000 and dissemirzditeady have been discussed at the
meeting with the Commission on June 21006 in Brussels. Furthermore the issue is
discussed in connection with the comparison of Eneopean EMAS and the Dogme
2000 model which is reported in this Final Report

Lessons learned

There has been a great interest for the Dogme Z206fect from other European
municipalities when ever the project has been piteseat conferences and seminars, and
there have been many useful discussions with reptasves from other municipalities.

From the beginning of the project there should haeen a greater focus on the
communication plan and cooperation with the otherkimg group to secure article and

papers on the project. The lacks of focus and aadipa have some times caused lack of
commitment from the other working groups to pregateles and papers.

It gave new dimensions in the discussions on dissdion that other European
municipalities were invited to participate in th@nking group but also new challenges
due to linguistic problems and cultural differenbesween the partners.
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6.7. Administration, reporting and project management

The overall goal was to secure compliance withtithe schedule and the goals, activities

and reporting to the Commission. To ensure compdiaga number of sub-targets have

been set up:

» Arrange an internal seminar in 2005

» Arrange an internal seminar in 2006

* Ensure that all project groups prepare a numbéntefnal reports with a summary in
English to be uploaded to the project website a®tldor dissemination activities.

Results

In the beginning of the project it was realisedt thaternal assistance was needed to
establish administrative routines and prepare psxgrand interims reporting to the
Commission. COWI A/S Consulting Engineers was @mried to the task.

The Commission approved this change in administmatind external subcontract by
letter dated December “12006.

As one result of the assistance a Project Managemdandbook was made with
descriptions on administrative routines and prooesiu

At June 2% 2005 the T Progress Report was send to the Commission and the
Commission responded by letter dated Augtis2@05.

The Interim Technical and Financial Report was senthe Commission on March 29
2006 and the Commission responded by letter datee &' 2006. In the letter the
Commission raised a number of questions that ateeckin chapter 11.

The 2 Progress Report was send to the Commission onnilemre12' 2006 and the
Commission responded by letter dated Febru&n2®07. The questions raised in the
letter are replied in chapter 12.

On October 27 2005 an internal seminar were held on Base Canfppenhagen where
the projects working groups and representatives ftiwe partner municipalities and the
external partner municipalities participated in ka&brops and discussion groups,
appendix 6,7,2 the program for the seminar is ohetls At the seminar there were in total
245 participants and appendix 6,7,3 contains afiparticipants.

The internal seminar in 2006 was placed in Kolditglotel Cromwell on October 96
2006 and 185 participated from the projects worlgrmups together with representatives
from the partner municipalities and the externatmex municipalities in workshops and
discussion groups. The appendix 6,7,4 includesogram for the seminar and appendix
6,7,5 contains a list of participants.
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7. DISSEMINATION ACTIVITIES AND DELIVERABLES

Disseminations activities and deliverables haveariost issues been described in chapter
6.2 Dissemination Strategy. In the applicationite Commission nine specific activities
were to be carried out during the execution ofggigect and the activities have in many
cases been performed by the working group on dissgion.

It has from the beginning of the LIFE project beletided that dissemination should be a
central and integral part of the project since anicly requires dissemination to relevant
stakeholders and this was one of the reasonsdblisst a working group to perform this
task.

The nine specific activities are summarised in t&ap.6 and the status of the activities
are given there. As a supplement to the nine &ietsva more detailed task plan was made
in spring 2005 which has been review and revisednwteeded during the project. The
original task plan is attached in appendix 6,6,1.

Picture 6. Poster and Project Manager Susanne Boies Petersen on the Fifth
European Conference on Sustainable Cities and Townklarch 2007

The projects web page; dogme2000.org/life have fowaryears of total project time had
following numbers of unique visitors:

2004 2005 2006 2007

Number of unique visitors 28, started 605 729 1245
in Nov.

35



8. EVALUATION AND CONCLUSIONS
Project implementation

The project has proceeded over a three years pamodin this period the partner
municipalities have had a new selection for théy councils. One the partners merged
with three minor neighbour municipalities to formnaw municipality, and all Danish

municipalities have been through a major chandbere structure and task portfolios.

Even though considering the long project perio@&nges in structures and et cetera there
have all along the way been a strong commitmetieégroject and a whish to fulfil the
planned activities and tasks.

One reason for this is probably the detailed plag@ind hearing process in the group of
partner municipalities that were done in front bé tapplication for support from the
Commission. The city councils of all five partndérad adopted the application and the
politicians and officers have had a strong belrettte Dogme 2000 project that had been
transferred to the project.

This has also been seen in the management strumftuhe Dogme 2000 LIFE project

where there has been a great interest in the prajet its progress from the Steering
Committee and the Project Owners Group. Throughptiogect period there have been
changes in the members of the Steering Committegvibliout lack of commitment and

drive in the process.

In some of the working groups there have been nwjanges among the members due to
changes in employments, job tasks et cetera bptaalhed tasks have been finalised with
only small delays if any.

Even though there have been some reported chafleoggroblems due to lack of
coordination or overlap in establishing initiativetsd evaluation of the same topics, the
management structure with a central project managersub-project managers chairing
the working groups has proven to be stable andieffi. The project manager and the
five sub-project managers have had meetings appaigly every second to third month
with fixed agenda items such as status of the sajeqts, interface checks between the
different sub-projects and exchange of experieacgsknowledge. This has been a very
efficient structure and process that have solvedtrabthe challenges and problems up
front.

From the beginning of the Dogme LIFE there had smme concern about the relatively
long geographic distances between the partnesatiel that a lot of time would be used
on travel and not on project work, but the work imoek described a bow solved most of
the problem. The same methods also made it podsilblave more benefit of the external
partners; Neumdinster and Siauliai and later on iKgldnd Malmé.

The methods used in the project with project waylgnoups, where the actual work were
done showed to be very productive and efficiente Tifferent working groups had

discussion meeting, where gathered experiences avecassed and conclusions taken,
and between the meetings draft materials were pedp@osted by e-mails and could
then be discussed at the meeting. During the pgrgecod there have been seminars,
both where all working groups participated and miseminars where only a single

36



working group participated, in some cases combinid a visit to one of the external
partners.

During the project many of the new ideas and meth@Ve been tested. There have been
internal tests in the municipalities to evaluate déivailability of the needed data, this have
been the case for Green Account and Chemical pdeas and methods concerning the
areas; Anchorage, Dissemination and Chemical Rlamg been tested in trials with
public groups as targets groups. The tests shownest gimilarities between the partner
municipalities and this support the belief that tlesv Dogme 2000 manual can be used
in municipalities through out Europe.

Since all four external partners didn’t have hag arperience with the Dogme 2000
model before the project, the analysis and judgésnehthe proposed action and ideas
from the working groups were of great value. Thestdtations and discussions with the
external partners have in many ways made it bdblevéhat the final Dogme 2000

manual will be of value not only for Danish mungiies but can be used by

municipalities through out Europe.

But still the social-cultural differences betwedre tdifferent regions; North, South,
Middle and East, of the European community havebéotaken in account when
implementation of environmental management and taomdtidels or systems are in
guestions. The means and methods between theediffeegions, and also inside the
regions, differ and it is therefore crucial thag suggested models or methods can handle
this. With the proposed changes to the Dogme 2068eimand cooperation, that this
project have delivered, it is the belief that thegbhe 2000 model can be used in all
regions of the European community.

It was originally planned to issue a printed Dogg@0 manual in both Danish and

English versions but during the beginning of thejgut the idea was changed and the
Commission approved that there would be issued dqitinted paper version and a web
based version, both in Danish and English. The ghavas partly due to the idea that it
will be easier to update a web publication in theufe to ensure that it would be easier
for interested municipalities to find the manualtbe web through a web source than to
find the paper version.

During the project it has been possible to fulélrly all of the goals and objectives that
were laid down in the original application. In avf@ccasions there have been made
minor changes such as consulting external partoershas not been possible to develop
indicators for specific topics as intended. As &erall conclusion the project has meet
the goals and objectives as intended.

Dissemination of the project has been a major fagesa and from the beginning of the
project one of the five working groups had as aomgjsk to coordinate and organize the
dissemination activities. In appendix 6,6,3 is st bver all the external dissemination
activities over the project period.

As described in the chapter After-LIFE Communicati®lan this project has already
initiated new initiatives and changes in the Dog2®®0 cooperation, as much as the
Steering Committee for the Dogme 2000 cooperatiddecember 2007 decided to adopt
a new statutory document. The new statutory doctimetudes several changes directly
linked to this project concerning Green Accountbefical plan, Audit model and a
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form of Management Review. Further on the Stee@uognmittee has decided to start
new initiatives with inviting new municipalities toe part of the cooperation.

Analysis of long-term benefits

The LIFE project on the Dogme 2000 manual is agatoyvith indirect and qualitative
impacts. Implementation of Dogme 2000 ideas andhatst brings no need for technical
solutions in its self but more from the adoptiorn amplementation of the Dogme 2000
model.

In this project the sub project areas with mostiremvnental impact consequences was
reporting in green account and the chemical pressam use of different products. The
part on green accounts has included a model tatreposustainable development and
achievement of a sustainable situation whereapdneon chemicals described how to
prepare a chemical plan and instruments to rechecerpacts from chemicals.

The sub project area on anchorage of environmevagh among citizens and business
communities was focused on methods and instrumentanchorage of environmental
awareness is a very important method to reduce@nwiental impacts from the daily life
with shopping, cooking, cleaning and washing ete. ditizens and procurement and
production for businesses and industries.

The Dogme 2000 LIFE projects impacts on policy sretc. comes mostly from the
influence the good examples and lessons learnetergat in the Dogme 2000
municipalities. The Dogme 2000 manual includesemibns of ideas and methods on
how to prepare green account, a plan for reductlmn chemical pressure, secure
anchorage of environmental awareness etc. The rhaanabe used by municipalities
through out Europe and when these municipalitiehénfuture through their work, and
maybe their adoption of the Dogme 2000 model, Haeeight new ideas, instruments
and methods these can disseminated to again nevwipalities.

By this the Dogme 2000 model and municipalities kvaith it can bring new best
practice up and bring inspiration to national andrdpean decision makers on
environmental issues.

Long-term sustainability

The Dogme 2000 cooperation had no time limits idetliin its first statutory document
but instead an obligation for the municipalitieslie cooperation to at any time seek for
improvements in their environmental performancefalt it is possible to be excluded
from the cooperation if there are no continuousrowpments, and in practice it means
that membership of the Dogme 2000 cooperation ledt to long term improvements.
Improvements are in this case not only improvemeintsthe municipals own
environmental performance but the environmentalfoperance from the whole
municipal area.

For this reason most of the effects from a memigershthe Dogme 2000 cooperation
will be in form of indirect impacts towards citizerand business communities in the
involved municipalities. Anchorage and dissemimatectivities are therefore central
elements in the Dogme 2000 agenda and the centoalugt from this project has

therefore been the new Dogme 2000 manual whichudled ideas and methods for
Anchorage and Dissemination. One example from then@ical plan can be mentioned
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to show Anchorage activities because there have besed methods to reduce the
chemical pressure from perfumes and other substamtech are used in skin and

washing articles for babies. This have been dogesducating nurses and other health
care staff to inform and help parents to babiexhnosing products with only few

suspected ingredients.

Besides the activities directed towards citizensd dousiness communities the

municipality has to show the way by adopting sumstble operation, techniques and

planning. This can be done by adopting and prorgothethods for Sustainable New

Construction and Refurbishing and Green Procurenitems that already are included in

statutory document that Dogme 2000 is based ontaidas been reviewed and changed
in the light of this project.

Replicability, demonstration, transferability, caption

During this project tests have been conducted eas&nd methods concerning the areas;
Green Accounts, Chemical plan, Anchorage and Audibdel in the partner
municipalities. These tests have shown a greatedegi conformity in the results in the
different test municipalities indicating that trleeas and methods have a high degree of
uniformity in them.

Discussing the results with the two external parmanicipalities and the two observer
municipalities have showed the same although theicipalities are placed in different
countries with different cultural background. Thesa strong indication on that the ideas
and methods can be transferred from the 5 Danisinggamunicipalities to other
European municipalities. An indication that is sogipd by the fact that City of Malmo
has joint the Dogme 2000 cooperation during thgeptgeriod and also has started the
adoption of the new Dogme 2000 Statutory document.

Innovation

The Dogme 2000 model has already from its beginmr&P00 showed innovation in the
way cooperation works since the participating mipailities have committed themselves
to have continuous environmental improvements eyeer and be audited on it. If a
member municipality fails in showing continuous moyements it can be excluded from
the cooperation.

Other exiting municipal cooperation or municipatwerks have included obligations on
improvement but the Dogme 2000 model is the firs that has systematic and periodic
audit included. The periods between the audits tardoe decided by the Steering
Committee for the Dome 2000 cooperation but forlis¢ 5 years there have been yearly
audits. The audits evaluate and conclude on theinggenvironmental work in the
cooperative municipalities and measures if the eéedmprovements in the
environmental performance are in place.

During the LIFE project there have been developetitasted new ideas and methods to
strengthen the Dogme 2000 model and this includesngst other; new methods to
demonstrate improved environmental performanceha dgreen accounts, methods to
reduce chemical impacts, way of anchorage and miss¢éion and audit methods to
ensure transparency between the cooperation clifesideas and methods have all been
described in the main product from the project;Dogme 2000 manual.
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9. AFTER-LIFE COMMUNICATION PLAN

The original purpose with the Dogme 2000 manuaELfffoject was to improve several
key elements of the Dogme 2000 statutory documenthe areas Green Account,
Chemicals and Anchorage and at the same time deatt,and finalise a Dogme 2000
manual as an inspiration tool for European munltipa. The statutory document for the
Dogme 2000 cooperation, or the statute for the edn, describe the conditions for
and the obligations in the Dogme 2000 cooperaidom, all the member municipalities
City Councils have adopted the statutory document.

The participating municipalities in the Dogme 20@®peration had original decided to
prepare a process with evaluation of the Dogme 2@8tutory document during 2008
followed by a revision of the document and evented adoption in the City Councils
in spring 2009.

But in spring 2007 it became clear for the combipeaject Steering Committee and the
Dogme 2000 Steering Committee that there were nieeds sooner improvement of the

Dogme 2000 model both concerning the ways of cadjmer, the methods mentioned in

the statutory document and stated goals for theni2ogooperation. In June 2007 all

seven Dogme 2000 municipalities agreed on a new sichedule where it was stated that
the Dogme 2000 statutory document had to be ewauand revisions had to be

implemented before the end of 2007.

During autumn 2007 the Steering Committee has la#ral meetings and a 2 days
seminar in November 2007 to discuss the neededyekan the statutory document and a
final adoption of a new statutory document was nakeDecember 2007. On the Dogme
2000 Steering Committee meeting on Februd2@08 the process concerning adoption
of the new statutory document was discussed andirtiee schedules for this process.
Since the statutory document will lead to bindirgnenitments for the municipalities in
the cooperation it has to be adopted in the Cityr€ds of all the cooperation’s
municipalities, and the first adoption is expectedin March or April 2008 and all
municipalities are expected to have finalized ttheption before summer 2008.

The new Dogme 2000 statutory document has incoipdraany elements from the LIFE
project and in the following some of the elemenil stortly be mentioned.

As learning from the work with Green Accounts thewnDogme 2000 statutory

document has a clear vision and mission statedlibgion a definition for sustainable

environmental development. The new document incduldeth clear topic areas for

sustainable environmental development with defigedls and time settings. As an
example can be mentioned, that the goal for impigimg organic servings in municipal

canteens has been redefined and time set and thgoa is that at least 75 % of the
food served have to be organic before the end d2 2 the old document there was no
time setting.

Concerning the Chemical Plan there has been a mgusion in the statutory document
that the cooperative municipalities have to essabtilans concerning the thirteen critical
chemicals or chemical groups to minimize or talarttout of use. The first stage of the
plan will be to analyze the consumption in all nuippalities before the end of 2010 and
try to find substitutes or reduce the consumptiothe next stage, but there has not been
taken any decisions on this stage yet.
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In connection with the audit model in Dogme 2008r¢éhhave been made two major
changes in the new statutory document. First it teen stated that there have to be
prepared background documents describing whatchlas achieved to fulfil the different
levels of improvements for a sustainable develognf@econd it has been stated that the
Steering Committee for the Dogme 2000 cooperatfter avery year external audit has
to make a decision on which efforts that have kernain the following year for all the
municipalities in the cooperation. This decisiorkirtg procedure in the Steering
Committee for the Dogme 2000 cooperation can bepeoed to the Management
Review in the Environmental Management and Auditehae.

As part of the ongoing dissemination plan in thegide 2000 cooperation it has been
decided that a number of municipalities, mainly Barand Swedish municipalities, will
be contacted and offered a visit from one of thigipans from the Steering Committee,
giving an introduction to the cooperation, and ¢waly offered the possibility for a
membership of the Dogme 2000 cooperation.
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10. COMMENTS ON FINANCIAL REPORT

The budget for the project was modified due to gplieation from October 302006 for
changes in the budget in the category Externasi@ssie. The two posts for “Consultancy
on layout and text for the Dogme-handbook” and fiBtation of progress-, interim and
final report” were reduced by 11.000 € which wasferred to “Setting up procedures
for project management”.

The Commission approved the modifications at Deeerid” 2006.
Comments on calculation of unit costs for personnel

In the previous reports there have been used afampersonnel on 1 day and due to
consultation with the External Monitor for the poj it was decided to change this in the
final report, and use the unit 1 hour instead dfisTchange itself does not has any
influence on the total costs incurred for persorthelng the project since the registered
working hours in the project ware recalculated &ysdby using a factor 7,4 hours pr.
working day, but the change gives less deviationthe calculations where “0” working
day can generate 100 € in cost.

But during the change of unit it showed up thatéheas been made a error in calculation
of unit cost because especially for the Danish eygas the yearly salary has been
divided by 221 days to give a unit cost but thdfsteployed in the project have an
employment contract also covering ordinary salaryHolidays and bank holidays. The
yearly salary should in fact have been divided 69 8ays which is the average number
of possible working days. This is also the readwt there is used a number on 1924
hours in the calculations of the unit cost. FordBtdeumiinster and Siualiau there have
been used the actual number of yearly working htheg have provided the project with.

The difference between 221 days and 260 is 15 %tasdjives a change in the financial
overview when the final reports are compared wli interim reports but for nearly al
partners the difference is leas than 15 % becau#w®eire-registration and re-calculation
there have been found working notes that have @en lbegistered earlier in the project.

Project costs incurred

Cost category Total cost according to Costs incurred in the %
All costs in € the _C_ommission’s project
decision
1. Personnel 751.710 783.467,16 104
2. Travel 59.478 57.689,70 97
3. External assistance 46.711 50.522,73 108
4. Durables: total _non- -

depreciateatost

- Infrastructure sub
tot.

- Equipment sub-tot. -

- Prototypes sub-tot. -
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Consumables 88.053 86.727,16 98

Other costs 6.712 9.296,43 139
7. Overheads, 7 % 66.687 68.586,33 103

subiotal cost for |}

partners

TOTAL 1.019.351 1.056.289,51 104

Table 1 Project costs incurred

In table 1 are there an overview of all costs inediduring the project, and in total there
have been an additional consumption on 14 %. Infdhewing there will be given a
short description on the different cost categasied the development in consumption.

“Personnel costs” have had an additional consumgiio 4 %. At the project stages of
the interim report and "2 Progress Report the incurred costs on personnsl wa
approximately as planned and this has followedtigect through to the end.

“Travel costs” are nearly on budget with a smalllemconsumption on 3 %. There have
been additional costs to travel for meetings inwmoeking group and to dissemination
activities but this has outweighed by a less comsion for travels for the external
partners Neumdinster and Siauliai.

Cost for “External assistance” has an additionahscmption on 8 %. The major
differences have been due to higher costs for geapbnsultancy for publications,
translation and printing and Project Management

“Consumables” have under-consumption on 2 %. Thawe not been consumables costs
connected to the mini-seminar in Brussels as ferese the budget; travels and
accommodation connected with the mini-seminar ¢émeega under the category “Travel
Costs”.

The category “Other costs” includes costs for exkfinancial auditing, and have an
additional consumption on 39 %. The audit process taken more time that predicted
mainly because the time unit has been changesgiiimnaudit process.

For comments on “Overheads”, se next section.
Calculation of overhead

In the application for support from LIFE Environmewnlated June "8 2004 there is
assumed an overhead due to 7 % of the sum of tospersonnel, travel, external
assistance, consumables and other costs. The Ceiomiwas in the letter dated Jurfe 8
2006 asked for a yearly calculation of the overhdamksed on the costs for; estate,
canteen, postage/copy/journal and IT plus license.

There has been an email correspondence with Mr.mr8ejersen, Financial Desk
Officer in the LIFE-unit, DG ENV E4 on MarcH"2007, April 23 2007 and April 23
2007 concerning the calculation on overhead, amdpibssibility to use one uniform
percentage of project turnovers for calculationrbeads for all Danish municipalities in
the project.
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In the following table 2 there is a calculationarerheads concerning the Environmental
Department in City of Copenhagen. The costs usethécalculation of overheads have
been taken from the annual accounts for 2004 to/2@fcluded, and because the
environmental department is located at two floors irented building it is easy to find
the exact costs for the department. The costsdiates include rent, electricity, heating
and water consumption. The costs for canteen, gestapy, journal and IT and license
have been taken from the yearly account and hage pet in the City of Copenhagen’s
internal ABC-model to calculate the costs for ttwe financed area, since the fee financed
area, mostly concerning waste administration aadrphg, are not allowed to cover costs
generated from the ordinary municipal administratmd operation. The City’s internal
ABS-model is audited yearly by City of Copenhagefglit administration.

The man years for the Environmental Departmenipaogided from the budgets for the
same years since there is no registration on wtaking hours in the department. To
calculate the number of man years from hours smendhe LIFE project an average
number on 1430 working hours for a man year is uséis number comes from on

average nearly 41 workings weeks with 35 workingreolt should be noticed that the
number of hours for a man year cannot be comparnéd tive numbers of hours in

calculation on the salary because the Danish peetarsed in this project are employed
with paid holydays, bank days etc.

All numbers in €, 2004 2005 2006 2007
and for City of

Copenhagen,

Environmental

Department

Estate 1.031.744 1.057.504 1,083.935 1.111.037
Canteen 67.888 69.633 71.,377 73.121
Postal/copy/journal 252.905 259.211 265.651 272.359
IT plus license 641.318, 657.284 673.652 690.557
In total 1.993.855 2.043.631 2.094.615 2.147.074
Man year in budget 181 177 177 164
Hours on Dogme 565 hours 3.540 hoursf 2.723 hours 1,605 hours
projects/man year| 0.40 man yea 2.48 man year 1.90 manyeal 1,12 man year
Project percentage 0,22 % 1,40 % 1,08 % 0,68 %
of total use

Yearly overhead 4.386,48 25.749,75 21.993,45 14.600,10

calculated for the
Dogme Project

Table 2. Calculation on overhead in City of Copeygma

The actual calculated overhead for City of Copeehagan be calculated to constitute the
following percentages:

Percentage of personnel costs 26 %

Percentage of sub-total costs 16 %.
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Since the actual overhead exceed the maximum allawverhead percentage on 7 %
there have been made a refund of the surplus cagrihehe calculation of overhead. For
Albertslund, Ballerup, Herning and Fredericia Mupadities the overhead has been
calculated as 7 % of the eligible costs since tlaeeno registration of the costs for
estate, canteen, postage/copy/journal and IT picsnde. As shown for City of
Copenhagen the actual overhead would properly dfgehithat the maximum percentage
on 7 %.

In the correspondence with Mr. Tommy Sejersen tiogept manager Susanne Boiesen
Petersen asked for permission to use the calcnolatiothe overhead for City of
Copenhagen as proof for the size of overhead ithalDanish partner municipalities, and
this was accepted if it could be proven that thetcstructure in the Danish partner
municipalities is the same.

All Danish municipalities are regulated by natiotegislation for their funding; taxes
and tariffs, for their salaries, estate costs aglscfor daily operation. And there is also a
very strict regulation on what services can andtnmesoffered and how they shall be
funded. All the participating Danish municipalitibave very identical structures even
though their size varies, and all the participatiegpartments have nearly identical tasks
to perform; they are in general technical and emvitental departments with planning
and inspections as their main tasks. All departméave also tasks in connection with
citizen’s contacts, Agenda 21 planning and envirental awareness activities. Most of
the staffs are academic educated and have mdse ¢ite desk table work to do and use
mostly the same type of IT and software in thdir. jo

Due to all this similarities it has been decidedise the same overhead percentage for all
Danish partner municipalities. Because of the diffiees between the municipalities and
the much lower level of activities there has beppliad for coverage of overhead costs
for Neumunster and Siauliai Municipalities, anditltiwerhead have not been calculated.

External financial audit

The external financial audit has been conducteBdisionsinstituttet, Skagensgade 1,
DK-2630 Tastrup, Denmark, and the Long-Form AudipBrt is included as appendix to
the Final Financial Report. The audit has inclu¢tpied from the Long-Form Audit
Report):

We have audited the project accounts presentedébiianagement of the Beneficiary
(Environmental Protection Agency of Copenhagenjterproject “Dogme 2000 — a
model for environmental management on the munidgyal”, LIFE0O4 ENV/DK/000071
for the period 1 October 2004 - 1 December 20074¢ckwhomprises the items personnel,
travel, external assistance, consumable materiad, @verheads.

The project accounts include activities carried byt
Beneficiary: City of Copenhagen (Environmental Protection Agency City of
Copenhagen)
Partner: Albertslund Municipality
Ballerup Municipality
Fredericia
Herning Municipality
StadNeumunster
Siauliai Municipal Administration.
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The audit has lead to the following opinion (copiiexn the Long-Form Audit Report):
4. Compulsory statement and reproduce of the proggaort
We have submitted the project account with thevioig report:

We have audited the project accounts presentedébiianagement of the Beneficiary
(Environmental Protection Agency of Copenhagenjterproject “Dogme 2000 — a
model for environ mental management on the murlitépal”’, LIFEO4 ENV/DK/000071
for the period 1 October 2004 - 1 December 20074¢ciwhomprises the items personnel,
travel, external assistance, consumable matertfigiocosts and overheads. The project
accounts have been prepared in accordance witlstaedard Forms for the use of LIFE
lIl Project Beneficiaries and the Standard Admirasive Provisions/En 01/04/2003.

The Management of the Beneficiary is responsilslénto preparation and fair
presentation of the project accounts in accordanith the Standard Forms for the use
of LIFE Ill Project Beneficiaries and the LIFE Stéard Administrative Provisions/En
01/04/2003. Our responsibility is to express amapi on the project accounts based on
our audit.

Basis of opinion

We conducted our audit in accordance with Danishdithug Standards and the

instructions in Standard Audit Report for projefimded in 2004 and the commitment
letter of 2 September 2004. Those standards artdugi®ns require that we plan and

perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurana the project account is free from

material misstatement cf. the contribution prousi@nd the commitment letter of 2

September 2004. An audit includes examining orstltasis, evidence supporting the
amounts and disclosures in the project accounts.

An audit also includes assessing whether the adsaupolicies used comply with the
LIFE Standard Administrative Provisions, as wellesluating the overall presentation
of the project accounts.

We believe that the audit evidence we have obtaimesifficient and appropriate to
provide a basis for our audit opinion.

Our audit has not resulted in any qualification.
Opinion

In our opinion, the Project Accounts have been @mésd in accordance with the
Standard Forms for the use of LIFE Il Project Bgoaries and the Standard
Administrative Provisions/ En 01/04/2003, and gaveue and fair view of the project's
financial results according to these regulations.
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11. ANSWERS TO THE COMMISSIONS QUESTIONS FROM JUNE 8TH 2006
Question, Technical Aspects, Task 3

| understand that a comprehensive test plan has epared for seven tests with four
anchorage instruments directed at different targetaips. However this plan is not
attached to the report. Please provide it.

Answer

In the Dogme 2000 manual, page 33, there is attnthe test plan; Annex 7 Test plan
Anchorage, Outline of planned tests.

A copy in UK is attached as appendix 6,3,4,3,2.
Question, Technical Aspects, Task 6

You inform that an overview has been produced coricg the networking of the project
participants. Please provide a copy of this documen

Answer

There have been made overviews of the differentwordss that the partner
municipalities’ joints through out the project pmtiand the incoming new external
municipalities Malmd and Kolding have included letoverview. The last overview,
dated January 15th 2007 is attached as attacteggpasdix 6,6,2.

Question, Personnel

Please prove the figure with decimals for numbetirok units assigned to the project.
Several employees have worked 0 days, but havedingoto the financial report still
generated costs for the project.

Answer

All time registrations have been change from thé tday” to unit “hour” which will
minimize this problem. Se also chapter 10 for meqglanation for this subject.

Question

Please provide supporting documents, i.e. salgrg §r other documentation for yearly
gross salary), calculation of obligatory social rgjes and time sheets, for the following
staff: Henriette Lenz, Lill Dueholm, Carl Aage Geegen, Jesper Thomsen, Jgrgen Lund
Madsen, Gerd Sigel and Zydrome Staniene.

Answer

There are provided statements on salary for thedaskaff and relevant years in the
appendixes 11,1 Henriette Lenz, 11,2 Lill Duehold,3 Carl Aage Gregersen, 11,4
Jesper Thomsen, 11,5 Jgrgen Lund Madsen, 11,6Sigetland 11,7 Zydrome Staniene.

Question
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Please explain why Lill Dueholm is listed twice £004.
Answer

Originally there ware calculated a yearly salanydeery month staff personnel have been
involved in the project. This has been change & Fimal Report where a calculated
yearly salary has been used, based on the actiagy $ar the whole yearly, as can be
seen in appendix 11,1 to 11,7. There will in theaFreport only be one registration pr.
Year pr. task.

Question, Travel

It is noted and accepted that for some of the traxpenses you are not able to provide
invoice numbers, but please make reference to ymwrnal accounting documents
referring to the costs marked with asterisks.

Answer
Internal accounting references have been provided tnvoices.
Question

Please indicate what means of transport has bes train ticket, use of own car etc.
and explain in detail your internal rules for reumbéement/paying travel tickets

Answer
Means of transportation have been applied.
The internal roles in the project for transportatéwe as follows;

Local transportation should first of all be by btrajn or taxi, if the last option is the only
realistic way of travel. If there is a specific deer it will mean substantial shorter travel
time, private car can be used if the car ownerpgeasission for use of private car in the
employment. Local transportation will most likelg m Greater Copenhagen area.

Nation transportation should be by bus or traithdfre is a specific need, or it will mean
substantial shorter travel time, private car camded if the car owner has permission for
use of private car in the employment.

International transportation should be by trairmioplane. From Neumdtinster to Denmark
it could mean substantial shorter travel time byngisprivate car, due to few train
connections.

Question
Please provide invoice 166 and AST12687 and prbpagment
Answer

Both invoices are attached.
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Invoice 166, appendix 11,8, concerns dinner duitgseminar with external partners on
May 9" to 11" 2005. The invoice has been redrawn from the projéiee invoice 1021
has also been redrawn.

Invoice AST12687, appendix 11,9, concerns hotgl staconnecting with the internal
seminar on October #72005.

Question

Please also provide the invoices 6274006 and 9f@rb your partner NE and explain
the difference in amounts for similar purpose.

Answer

Both invoices, included in appendix 11,10, are embted to a meeting in Copenhagen
from May 9" to 11" 2005.

Mr. Arne Lewandowski and Mr. Detlev Schulz travdlldrom Neumdunster to
Copenhagen on May'@ogether in Mr. Schulz car.

On May 11" Mr. Lewandowski travel in the morning from Copegéa to Neuminster
alone by train, this is the invoice on 57,60 €.

Mr. Schulz travel back from Copenhagen to NeumiirmteMay 11" in the afternoon in
his car. The invoice on 292,40 € covers ferry twikigttgarden — Rgdby, parking in
Copenhagen and one way driving for two person aredveay driving for one persons.

Question, External assistance

The service relating to “Project Management” anaviated by COWI is not foreseen in
the budget. First of all please explain (in techh&nd financial terms) why these costs
are not foreseen in the budget, as normally on$gsctoreseen in the budget are eligible
for co-funding.

Answer

Shortly after the beginning of the project thereowgbd up a need for external

consultancy, and the project applied on Octobdt Z006 for this modifications. In the

application a change in the budget concerning “faete assistance” was suggested,
where the foreseen need for “Consultancy on lapoult text for the Dogme-handbook”

and “Translation of progress-, interim and finghag” were reduced by 11.000 € which
would be used for “Setting up procedures for proppanagement”.

The Commission approved the modifications at Deeerid” 2006.

Part of term “Project Management” covers activittesset up a Project Handbook,
describing procedures for administration, econond/@roject responsibilities.

Question

Please describe the services declared as “Projacaiement” more in detail and the
selection procedure employed when selecting theaitactor.
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Answer

COWI, A/S, was chosen as consultant from a combéwaduation on their reputation as
consultants and their knowledge to projects findnog LIFE. The City of Copenhagen
has en an earlier LIFE project used COWI A/S asahant.

From other projects etc. it is known that the salfor all the major consulting
engineering companies in Denmark is almost equal

Question

Please also provide a copy of the invoice 51122bpaof of payment. The related costs
(€2.751,48) are not considered eligible for co-fagduntil the submission of satisfactory
documentation and justification.

Answer
The invoice and proof of payment are attached peragix 11,11.
Question, Consumables

In note that €26.729.30 are declared under theggoate'Consumables” for the internal

seminar at Base Camp in Copenhagen held on 270®/@8sk 7). Please justify these
costs more in detail and provide a copy of theviaié invoice/receipt. The costs are not
considered eligible for co-funding until the subsiis of satisfactory documentation and
justification.

Answer

In the application dated Jund' 004 there was under task 7 described two internal
conferences during the project period and one finaference was described under task
6. The three conferences were estimated to apped&iyn25.000 € each.

In Denmark it is used not to rent localities sef@feom servings etc. but instead to order
and pay for a number of “meetings units”. One “rimggunit” includes costs to cover
rent for locality, servings and technical assistafiom the conference place. The invoice
2336, appendix 11,12, for the internal seminarnides;

195 whole day meetings, inclusive lunch and din@&r099 €. This means 195 persons
for one day including locality, lunch, dinner etc.

61 day meetings, inclusive lunch, 4.313 €. Thismse&l persons for one day including
locality, lunch etc.

Costs for additional servings and water, 391 €sTiave mostly been for journalists,
speakers and presenters at the workshops.

Costs for additional tables and technical assista®27 €.

A copy of the invoice is attached as appendix 11,14
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Question, Overhead

The overheads are provided per man year, but fbalaton of the overheads from total
costs unit costs are not shown. Please do thagferpbly backing these figures up with
appropriate references to annual activity repaoids the cost elements relating to estate
expenses, canteen, postage/copy/journal (partty)'er+ license seems to be relevant to
the project, but costs relating to library, receptiadministration and economy (economy
manager is already allocated to the project undesgmnel) seems not to be fully relevant
to the project. Please justify the costs elemehthe second group you want to include
in the overhead calculation.

Answer

In the Final Technical Report and the final FinahdReport there are calculation and
explanation on the overhead.

Question

Furthermore, the calculation of the overheads @mplies to your organisation with
regards to structure, size, costs structure etc.

Answer

See the comments in the Final Technical Report thiedfinal Financial Report on
calculation and explanation on the overhead.

Question

It is not evident either why only €66.687 out afadculated total of €126.132 is included
as overheads, please explain.

Answer

The reason for only include €66.687 in the tables Wet this was the only amount that
could be reimbursed.

In the table with financial overview in the Finagport the total calculated overhead is
applied and regulated by a negative number to essuttie overhead to 7 % of the total
costs.
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12. ANSWERS TO THE COMMISSIONS QUESTIONS FROM FEBRUARY 9™ 2007
Question, Reporting

The Technical report is generally of good qualdpwever | would ask you to include all
the foreseen deliverables both on the project welasid to submit their final versions
also in paper format with the Final Report.

Furthermore, please address all the issues ramsedei Commission’s letter dated on
08/06/2006 in the Final Report.

Answer

The two websites will be equal as fare as posdibkethere will be minor differences
because some of the deliveries will be only in Barand only included in the Danish
website.

Concerning issues raised in the letter from the @esion dated June82006 are
addressed in chapter 11.

Question, Project website

As we accepted that you present material in eleiriormat although it was originally
foreseen to be printed (cf. our letter of 14/1180Q@he website should be particularly
well developed and contain complete documentafbease quickly ensure that both the
Danish and the English versions of the project vtelase fully updated — and is possible
contain the same information. You are also invil@dsummarize project results under
each relevant section of the project.

Answer

The Dogme 2000 manual, the main product from thggept, is both printed in 200
examples on Danish and English and is placed orwttesite, dogme2000.org/lifie
Danish and an English version.

The website dogme2000.org/life is updated withldise deliveries.
Question, Layman’s report

Please submit the layman’s report with the finpbré as | understand that the application
wrongly indicates 01/04/2007. It should follow thi@scription of the SAP Article 11 and
contain a reference to the project website wheteth@ deliverables, including the
Dogme-handbook, can be found.

Answer

The Layman’s report’s are attached as appendi%.8,&nd 6,6,6,2, and are as prescript
in SAP Article 11.

Question, Leaflet about toys and chemicals
| note that the leaflet about toys and chemicalsdpced under task 2 in 2006) has been

disseminated to the target group of parents witlmgochildren. Please inform with the
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final report, how many copies of this leaflet hdeen printed, distributed and what has
been the public attitude to this dissemination mite

Answer

The leaflet has been printed in 6.000 copies andlse available on the website for
Ballerup Municipality, linkhttp://www.ballerup.dk/get/29150.html. The leaflet is attached as
appendix 6,2,5.

The leaflet has mostly been distributed throughnilneses visiting parents with new born
children and through meeting groups for mothers.

The leaflet has also been placed in bibliothecagdéyeral practitioner doctors and in
presents for all one year old babies and therengsmne Ballerup Municipality

The leaflet has been well accepted by the targmipg; parents to babies and nurses for
small children.
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13. APPENDICES

Appendix 6,1,1.
Appendix 6,1,2,1.
Appendix 6,1,2,2.

- Appendix 6,1,3,1.
- Appendix 6,1,3,2.

- Appendix 6,1,3,3.

- Appendix 6,1,3,4.

- Appendix 6,1,3,5.

- Appendix 6,1,3,6.

- Appendix 6,1,3,7.

- Appendix 6,1,3,8.

Appendix 6,1,4,1.
Appendix 6,1,4,2.
Appendix 6,1,4,3.
Appendix 6,1,4,4.
Appendix 6,1,5.

Appendix 6,2,1.

Appendix 6,2,2,1.

Appendix 6,2,2,2.

Appendix 6,2,3,1.
Appendix 6,2,3,2.
Appendix 6,2,4.

Green Account Milestone schemestatpdate from Jund'@005.
Annex 1 Brief description on tbhpics in the model.

Annex 2 Proposal for benchmarigiadicators model for green
account.

Work notes, including methods for collecting dartal calculations
for the selected indicators, on each of the eigics, in Danish.

Dogme Life: Adhoc arbejdsgruppergi (Note on Energy)

Forslag til pejlemaerke og iraddcer om Jord & Grundvand
(Proposals on bearing marks and indicators for &udl
Groundwater)

Indikatorer for forankring (indtors on Anchorage)

Notat vedr. indikatorer til leenaerke for kemikalier. (Note on
indicators for bearing mark for Chemicals)

Notat vedr. forslag til feeltemntrale indikatorer for omradet luft
(Note with a proposal for commen indicators for)Air

Notat vedr. forslag til feeltentrale indikatorer for omradet natur
(Note with a proposal for commen indicators Nature)

Forslag til feelles indikatofer planleegning (Proposal for commen
indicators Planning).

Dogme Life: Ad hoc arbejdsgresbaj (Note on Noise).
Green Accounts 2006 for AlbertsldMunicipality, In Danish
Green Account for Ballerup Mupadity, in Danish.

Green Account for Fredericia Mupelity.

Green Account for Copenhagener.

Samlet notat for test af 25 inddkat for miljgmaessig
baeredygtighed, in Danish (Collected notes on 2Eatdrs for a
sustainable state)

Chemical plan — Milestone Scheme.

Erfarings- og vidensindsamlingnikalier, in Danish, (Gathered
experience and knowledge), dated February 2005.

Annex 3 Summery of experince lamovledge gathering —
chemicals, undated.

Testplan — Kemikalier.
Test plan — Chemicals, Englishhsary, undated

Status for test i DOGME-life-kemiektet pr. august 2006, dated
August 21st 2006
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Appendix 6,2,5.

Appendix 6,2,6.

Appendix 6,3,1.
Appendix 6,3,2.
Appendix 6,3,3.

Appendix 6,3,4,1.

Appendix 6,3,4,2.

Appendix 6,3,4,3,1.

Appendix 6,3,4,3,2.

- Appendix 6,3,5,1.

- Appendix 6,3,5,2.

- Appendix 6,3,5,3.

- Appendix 6,3,5,4.

- Appendix 6,3,5,5.

- Appendix 6,3,5,6.

Appendix 6,3,6.

Appendix 6,4,1,1.
Appendix 6,4,1,2.

Reduktion af kemikalietrykket —diag til indsats i kommunerne, in
Danish, (reduction of the chemical pressure - psapfor municipal
achievements) dated September 2007

En indkgbsguide til foraeldre. Legél babyer og smabgrn. Ballerup
Kommune (A shopping guide for parents. Toys for i@ and
small children. Ballerup Municipality)

Anchorage Milestone scheme 2005/200rsion 4
Gross list of anchorage instrumehimex 4, June72005

Inspirationkatalog om forankring,Danish, dated September 2007
(Catalogue on ideas for Anchorage)

Indikatorer for forankring, in lish, dated October 42005
(Anchorage Indicators)

Testplan, Forankringsgruppen grbe-Life, in Danish, dated
November 4 2005 (Test plan, working group for Anchorage)

Detailplaner for enkelt-testadarts 2006, in Danish, dated March
2006 (Detailed plans for tests, March 2006)

Test plan anchorage. Outlinglafned tests. Undated
Internal report: Evaluation of tests

Forankringsredskab, beskrivetsevaluering; Evaluering af Gragnt
Diplom i boligforeninger i Kgbenhavn (Evaluation®@feen Diploma
for housing associations in Copenhagen)

Forankringsredskab, beskrivetsevaluering; Evaluering af Grgnne
Butikker (Evaluation on Green Shops)

Forankringsredskab, beskrivetsevaluering; Etablering af
Bjgrnebander i Fredericia (Initiation of hogweedgrs in Fredericia)

Forankringsredskab, beskrivetsevaluering; Evaluering af
Brugergrupper (Initiation of citizens groups i hmgsassociation
areas in Albertslund)

Forankringsredskab, beskrivetsevaluering; Evaluering af et
netveerk/organisering, som en metode til at inddbaggere i
bjarnklobekeempelse (Evaluation of the use of ndtsvas a method
for control of hogweed)

Forankringsredskab, beskrivetyevaluering; Unge og
beeredygtighed, Vedvarende energi og energibesparels
husholdningen (Youth and Sustainability; Renew&lergy and
Energy Savings in Households)

Forankringsgruppens forslag tibrefulering af Dogme 3, in Danish
(Proposal from the Working Group for Anchorage eformulating
the Dogme 3).

Audit Milestone scheme, dated é&doler 18 2004.
Audit Milestone scheme, datedidan11" 2007
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Appendix 6,4,2,1.

Appendix 6,4,2,2.

Appendix 6,4,3,1.

Appendix 6,4,3,2.
Appendix 6,4,3,3.
Appendix 6,4,3,4.
Appendix 6,4,3,5.
Appendix 6,4,3,6.
Appendix 6,4,4,1.

Appendix 6,4,4,2.

Appendix 6,4,4,3.

Appendix 6,4,5,1.
Appendix 6,4,5,2.

Appendix 6,5,1.

Appendix 6,5,2,1.

Appendix 6,5,2,2.

Appendix 6,5,3,1.

Appendix 6,5,3,2.

Appendix 6,6,1.
Appendix 6,6,2.

Appendix 6,6,3.

Appendix 6,6,4,1.

Appendix 6,6,4,2.

Appendix 6,6,4,3.

Forslag til ny revisions-procegjun Danish, dateret januar 2006
(Proposal for new Audit Procedure)

Eksempel p& baggrundsnotat, inisha dated September®2005
(Examples on background notes)

Evaluering af test af Ny Revisimodel in Danish, (Evaluation on
test of new Audit model) dated March"™32007.

Dogme 2000 Audit report on Alskmd Municipality.

Dogme 2000 Audit report on BalfeMunicipality.

Dogme 2000 Audit report on FrezigmMunicipality.

Dogme 2000 Audit report on Heglvhunicipality Municipality.
Dogme 2000 Audit report on CityCopenhagen.

Revisionsprocedure for Dogmeienisin Danish, dated May 31
2007

Audit procedure. New audit moederoposal for audit procedure in
English, dated May 312007.

Baggrundsdokumenter til revissbidogme 2000 (Background
documents for the three dogma’s), dated May 3107.

Uddrag af rapport, Sammenlig@hg§MAS og Dogme, med bilag.
Extract of report, ComparisoreMAS and Dogme, with appendix
Dissemination Milestone scheme

Dogme-h&ndbog 2007, projektbeslse, in Danish, dated May 33
2006 (Dogme Manual 2007, Project description).

LIFE Handbog — udkast august 200Banish, dated August 2006
(LIFE Manual — draft August 2006)

Dogme 2000 — en handbog om etkonalt miljgsamarbejde i
udvikling

Dogme 2000 — a manual on a mpai@nvironmental cooperation in
progress.

Dissemination Milestone schemd)amish

Oversigt over netvaerk in Danistieddecember 1652004
(Summary of Network)

Dissemination activities during thegme 2000 LIFE project:

1 million to Dogme 2000, publidhe; News from Copenhagen,
Issue 1, February 2005

EU blastempler DOGME (EU acknalgie DOGME), published in;
Copenhagen International, no. 18, November 2004.

Visionaert miljgsamarbejde: Dod280 - for kommuner og milja
(Visionary environmental cooperation: dogme 2008 -
municipalities and environment), published in: Staal
Havneingenigren 8, 2005.
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Appendix 6,6,4,4.

Appendix 6,6,4,5.

Appendix 6,6,4,6.

Appendix 6,6,4,7.

Appendix 6,6,5,1.

Appendix 6,6,5,2.

Appendix 6,6,6,1.
Appendix 6,6,6,2.
Appendix 6,6,7

Appendix 6,6,8
Appendix 6,6,9.
Appendix 6,6,10,1.

Appendix 6,6,10,2.

Appendix 6,7,1.
Appendix 6,7,2.

Appendix 6,7,3.

Appendix 6,7,4.
Appendix 6,7,5.
Appendix 11,1
Appendix 11,2
Appendix 11,3
Appendix 11,4
Appendix 11,5
Appendix 11,6
Appendix 11,7
Appendix 11,8

EU-projekt forbedrer kommuner§atedelse (EU project improves
municipal environmental management), publishe&ommunerne
& Europa, no. 5, Oktober 2005

Test af redskaber til forankritest of tools for anchorage),
published in: Lokal Agenda 21 Nyhedsbrev 47, Ma§&0

Kommunerne skal ga foran i milpggdet (The municipalities have
to be in front in the environmental work), publigha: Teknik &
Miljg, Miljg og Klimaindsats

Life projekt lgfter det kommunatdjgarbejde (LIFE project gives
air to the municipal environmental work), publishedTeknik &
Miljg, Miljg og Klimaindsats

Miljgledelse pa kommuneniveat Lifeprojekt under Dogme 2000,
in Danish

Environmental management at mpaldevel — a LIFE project under
Dogme 2000, in English

Dogme 2000, et kommunalt miljgadrajde i udvikling
Dogme 2000. A municipal cooperain development.

Introduction seminar in Copenhadéay 9" to 11" 2005, meeting
minutes.

Mini-seminar in Brussels, Juné' 2006, meeting minutes.
Meeting in Siauliai 130 18" 2006, meeting minutes.

Final conference in FrederiGatober 24 and 28' 2007, conference
program.

Final conference in FrederiGatober 24 and 2%' 2007, list of
participants.

Master plan for Dogme LIFE

Internal seminar in Copenhageriofer 21" 2006, conference
program.

Internal seminar in Copenhageriofer 27" 2006, list of
participants.

Internal seminar in Kolding, Oatol26" 2006, conference program.
Internal seminar in Kolding, Oatol26" 20086, list of participants.
Salary Henriette Lentz

Salary Lill Dueholm

Salary Carl Aage Gregersen

Salary Jesper Thomsen

Salary Jgrgen Lund Madsen

Salary Gerd Siegel

Salary Zydroné Staniene

Invoice 166
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Appendix 11,9 Invoice AST12687
Appendix 11,10 Invoice 6274006 and 9325
Appendix 11,11 Invoice 511226

Appendix 11,12 Invoice 2336
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14. FINAL REPORT: LAYMAN 'SREPORT

The Layman’s report is attached as appendix 6,64616,6,6,2.
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