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Dear Presidency, Dear Commissioner, dear Ministers,

I would like to share with you messages related both to the context of the 

negotiations of legislative framework and to the new negotiating box and the 

November Council.

First, our message to the November Council must be today very clear and 

strong. Cohesion policy is a common European investment policy. It is an 

investment tool with a maximum leverage value. This policy is an investment 

pillar of the European economic governance.

In the European Parliament we are strongly committed to strengthening the 

link between cohesion policy and European semester or, more broadly, 

European economic governance.

To ensure that this policy performs this role, we must make it a part of

European economic debate, both in the Council and in the Parliament.

And this takes me to expressing strong support to establishing a Council 

formation that would become a political platform for debating and monitoring 

of cohesion policy, thus contributing greatly to addressing one of the major 

challenges of this policy which is its accountability and transparency.

There is no justification for continuing the inherited situation when in such 

areas as agriculture, fishery and employment Ministers work together in 

formal settings, while those responsible for regional and urban development

depend on the good will of the presidency if they want to meet.
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In the years to come, there will be a lot of work related to the EU2020 and 

European semester and it is a moment to launch a formal political platform.

As you probably know up to know the major debate on the cohesion policy in 

the European Parliament takes place in the context of the Court of Auditors

discharge report. Formalizing the role of cohesion policy as a fully fledged 

element of European governance system, would give us a chance to have 

also the debates on how this policy is contributing to economic agenda of 

Europe.

Secondly, let me comment briefly on the negotiating box.

As you probably know, the EP does not support the current edition of the 

negotiating box. When voting its position two weeks ago, the Parliament 

asked for maintaining the current level of the budget for cohesion policy 

investment, convinced that this is the critical mass of investment we need 

from the EU budget to put the economy on growth and structural change 

paths.

What is on the table is the third cut of cohesion funding after what was 

presented in both proposals of the European Commission. 

On this basis it will not be possible to reach the agreement.

My third message is related to the fact that for the first time all cohesion policy 

regulations are negotiated through the ordinary legislative procedure putting 

the Parliament on equal footing with the Council as legislators.

For a year now we have been raising the issue of a potential political and

legal conflict if negotiating box covers issues which belong to the ordinary 

procedure. We are in such a situation now.

Let me say once more that bringing legislative policy issues into the limited 
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scope of MFF regulation will be rejected by the European Parliament as a 

breach of the Treaty.

My fourth point is related to what we all care for. You call it better spending.

We in the EP call it better investing.

For years, all reforms of cohesion policy have been focusing on making it a 

better policy. This time around it is more important than ever. That is why we 

strongly support most of the reform measures taking us forward toward a 

better investment.

We are convinced that for a better spending the ex ante conditionality can be 

a very powerful tool. But the definition of what is applicable as conditionality is 

essential.

We also insist on the flexibility allowing to address specific local and regional 

situations.

We do not support macroeconomic conditionality.

Over the last two years I have presented arguments for this attitude. I have 

pointed to the legal mess decisions on freezing or cutting both payments and 

commitments will produce in the middle of projects implementation. I have 

pointed to the impact the uncertainty of funding continuation will have on 

private sector involvement as well as on propensity of banks to provide bridge 

funding. Let me add one more which is the lack of rationale behind the idea of 

making cohesion policy projects hostages to some of structural reforms. We 

cannot see the rationale behind a situation when suspension of funding is not 

accompanied by interruption of n plus two rule.

We insist on attributing the highest importance to the partnership 

arrangements. .

We insist on giving a very practical meaning to the use of Common Strategic 
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Framework as a tool for strategic orientation and coordination among funds 

and policies.

We insist on a better balance between thematic concentration and territorial 

specificity, key for mobilizing growth.

On Connecting Europe Facility let me say the following. We agree we need to 

invest much more in interconnecting Europe better.

Our problem is the value added of the transfer from the national allocations of 

the cohesion fund. All elements of the new approach can be incorporated into 

the cohesion regulation without any transfers. I refer the to the mandatory 

cross border nature of the projects, to the list of projects, to the potential role 

of n plus two/three mechanism. These three elements can be part of cohesion 

regulation. We see the risk that eventually the maturity of project and not its 

relevance will be decisive. This has nothing to do with efficiency and better 

spending The same is true for any centrally decided ringfencing of individual 

funds. What will be the value added of introducing a central additional

bureaucratic level to the policy - we have not yet received the answer from 

the Commission.

Let me conclude by underlining the importance of a timely decision on a 

decent budget. For this policy time matters as for none another.

And let me also reiterate our EP commitment to spare no efforts to finalize our 

discussion with the Presidency on the major part of the new framework by the 

end of the year. I would like to thank the Presidency and in particular Adonis 

Constantinides for the openness and commitment to finding ways towards 

efficient negotiation process. 


