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Professor Jerzy Buzek, President of the European Parliament  

Mr Barroso, President of the European Commission 

Ms Bieńkowska, Polish Minister for Regional Development, 

Ms Hübner,  

Mr Hahn, 

Members of the European Parliament and of the Committee of the 
Regions,  

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

 

On behalf of the Committee of the Regions, I am very pleased to 
welcome you to the opening session of the 9th European Week of 
Regions and Cities, which is also a plenary session of the Committee of 
the Regions. 

Cohesion policy is always at the centre of debate and deliberation at 
Open Days. This year, this will be all the more the case since we are 
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meeting five days after the Commission's adoption of the draft legislative 
package. 

As a result, our session is an ideal opportunity to find out more, to ask 
questions and to share our first impressions of the proposals for future 
cohesion policy, as far as 2020.  

I would like to thank Danuta Hübner for her support in enabling us to 
use the hemicycle again. I would also like to thank Professor Buzek, 
Mr Barroso and Ms Bieńkowska for finding the time to be with us. 
I would also like to thank them in advance for addressing the meeting. 

As we enter the autumn of 2011, each day brings us its daily dose of 
bad news about the financial markets, budgetary and monetary 
imbalances and prospects of economic recession, unemployment and 
exclusion. Now more than ever, the European Union must rise to the 
challenge with a strong and unequivocal affirmation of its values, 
working methods and determination. 

Mr Barroso, you put this very clearly last week. I believe that your 
message was well understood by the members of the European 
Parliament. And today, the members of the Committee of the Regions 
endorse your statement and support you on this path. 

The Europe 2020 Strategy has set us on course and now we need to 
secure the financial resources – that is to say, a budget that - at 
least – matches the 1.05% of GNP proposed last June.  

For the purposes of this venture, there is ever greater need to view the 
heft of cohesion in its three – economic, social and territorial – 
dimensions as an asset for the European Union. It is necessary, if not 
sufficient, for our economic competitiveness in a globalised world, the 
health of our democracies, our fellow citizens' quality of life and, 
ultimately, our desire to live together in peace and diversity. 

This is why we should not absolve ourselves of the need to make a 
realistic and complete diagnosis of the reasons for Europe's difficulties. 
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Contrary to what some might argue in order to justify attitudes of 
national retrenchment or free-riding, the Union does not suffer from 
a surfeit of cohesion or an overgenerous cohesion policy. Sadly, 
it suffers from widening social and income inequalities; it also suffers 
from a concentration of problems and disadvantages in certain cities or 
regions. 

As elected local and regional politicians, we are frontline witnesses to 
the importance and added value of cohesion policy. More than any other 
EU policy, cohesion policy makes European integration visible in the 
regions and to citizens by offering a calibrated and coordinated response 
to their needs. 

It is the only development policy that can counter the negative effects of 
the Internal Market and, at the same time, help regional actors to seize 
the opportunities it creates. It is doubly necessary in a crisis: 

- to help us to offer a future to those who have been hit hardest in 
their jobs and their daily lives, and 

- to support investment that will deliver more energy-efficient and 
technologically and socially innovative development in the medium 
term. 

It is therefore in the light of these expectations – already flagged up by 
the Commission in its 5th Cohesion Report and the draft multiannual 
financial framework, and by the Committee of the Regions in its many 
opinions – that I will cast a swift glance over the proposals currently on 
the table. 

I would like to express my annoyance before stressing the many positive 
innovations that the Commission's proposals entail. 

The red rag of macroeconomic conditionality is being waved 
before us (as though we were fighting bulls). I deeply regret that 
neither the Committee of the Regions' opposition, nor the European 
Parliament's, nor that of other partners largely affected by cohesion 
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policy has been heeded. The Committee of the Regions has no 
alternative but to reiterate that it is unacceptable for local and regional 
authorities to suffer the consequences of their national governments' 
incapacity to meet their EMU obligations. 

In a time of crisis, how are we to explain to business leaders, who put 
money into creating jobs, or to young trainees that they are less 
protected than farmers, who receive direct aid, or researchers, who 
benefit from European loans? 

Although the current proposal seems to open the door to a more 
collaborative approach, with the possibility of reaching an agreement on 
a change to the partnership contract, national governments continue to 
hold all the cards….. The alternative is for us to be in a position to force 
national governments to make changes and to alert the Commission. 
Negotiations have only just begun and we intend to make our voices 
heard. 

I would now like to touch on the many welcome aspects of these new 
documents: 

- 1) Of course, there is the Common Strategic Framework, 
which encompasses the five funds, covering cohesion policy, rural 
development, and maritime policy and fisheries. This unifying 
framework seems to herald greater simplification and enhanced 
multi-sectoral integration and targeting;  

- 2) recognition, as yet to be confirmed in practice, of the 
partnership with local and regional authorities and the 
introduction of the principle of multilevel governance in the 
framework of partnership contracts and operational programmes. 
I have also noticed that the territorial pacts have their place in the 
ESF; 

- 3) confirmation of the territorial dimension in the 
partnership contracts through the coordination of the five funds 
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and other EU funding sources, support for an integrated approach 
to territorial development, local development and the identification 
of regions with geographical specificities 1  (urban, rural, coastal, 
island, mountain, low population density regions, etc.) and explicit 
recognition of the territorial dimension of social exclusion and 
poverty; 

- 4) the creation of a new category of regions - transition regions 
(with GDP of 75-90% of the EU average); 

- 5) linking the ESF with cohesion policy, with a view to 
regional allocations and an adapted set of priorities; 

- 6) strengthened EU territorial cooperation, the widest variety 
of instruments (including macro-regional strategies, sea basins and 
the EGTC) and recognition for its key role in innovation within 
governance; 

- 7) finally, and albeit surprisingly, internal conditionality. 
According to the Barca Report, ex-ante and ex-post conditionality 
could provide local and regional authorities with a tool for 
monitoring Member States. It is up to us to put forward proposals 
to make this possibility a reality. I am thinking mainly of social 
issues, where, for example, it is pointless for the ESF to support 
projects to counter exclusion and help people get back to work if 
national laws tolerate or encourage the creation of "bad" jobs. 

 

Ladies and gentlemen, 

Such a vast subject cannot be covered in an introduction of just a few 
minutes.  

                                                 
1  In accordance with Article 17 TFEU 
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Professor Buzek, Mr Barroso, and Ms Bieńkowska, I am anxious to hear 
your views as well as those of the other 1000 people who will be 
listening to you today.  

Thank you for your attention. 
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