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PRESS RELEASE 
Galati, 24 June 2005 Ref : CRPMCOM050065 

“COHESION: MORE VITAL THAN EVER” 

The Political Bureau of the Conference of Peripheral Maritime Regions of Europe met on 24 June in Romania at 
the invitation of Galati and Tulcea County Councils. 
Speaking on the breakdown of the negotiations on the financial perspectives for 2007-2013, Ene Dinga, 
Romanian Minister for European Integration, stated: “We are in a paradox situation: while the often small and 
poor new Member States were prepared to make concessions, the big wealthy states failed to agree on the 
proposed solutions”. “Regional policy must not serve as an adjustment variable in the trade-off between the 
CAP and the British cheque” underlined Jean-Yves Le Drian, President of Brittany Regional Council (F), joining 
the view of Roland Andersson, Chairman of Västra-Götaland (S). “The danger would be to forget the European 
Commission’s initial proposals,” added José António Campos Correira, President of Algarve Region (P).  

The representatives of the peripheral maritime regions adopted the following declaration: 

- “Firstly, the CPMR deplores the Council’s inability to conclude an agreement by a date which would, for 
the first time ever, have made it possible to enter into effective commitments regarding jointly-agreed resources 
as from 1 January 2007 (…). 

- It was with a great sense of insight and realism that the European Commission proposed, on 17 
February 2004, a budget based on the figure of 1.14% of the Union’s Gross National Revenue. It is clear that 
this percentage in itself falls short of the ambition required for the integration of twelve new members, if it is to 
be hoped that they are to make progress at the rate that Spain, Ireland, Greece and Portugal did before them 
(…). 

- It is necessary to review the entire budget in order to consider cohesion policy and the solidarity within 
the regions of Europe. It is evident that no new ambition concerning expenditure can really emerge without the 
development of a new and fair basis for EU budget receipts. 

- Research, major infrastructure projects, external action and cohesion are among the policies which 
have progressively been sacrificed by the Presidency’s successive proposals to date. One after the other, and 
all together, they have been traded-away in order to please the net contributors, who, in spite of everything, 
were incapable of concluding an agreement! The CPMR again asserts that all of these policies are absolutely 
vital for ensuring the success of the European venture and for enhancing the Union’s global in the 21st century. 

- Concerning cohesion policy, the CPMR has noticed that the European Commission’s initial proposals 
have been progressively undermined during the negotiations. 

- This having been said, the Third Report on Cohesion confirms that there is a general increase in 
territorial disparities in light of the Lisbon strategy 
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- In view of the draft Community Strategic Guidelines, it might be feared that the need for territorial 

cohesion is being forgotten. 

- The failure of the negotiations provides an opportunity to reflect upon the shape of future regional 
policy. Six priorities must prevail if Europe’s territorial divide is to be narrowed: 

1) Funds should continue to be divided fairly between the different objectives. 
2) Funds available under the regional competitiveness and employment objective should be concentrated in 
the least competitive territories. 
3) The “economic diversification” part of rural development policy should be transferred back to regional 
policy. 
4) The ERDF budget should be ring-fenced. 
5) Transnational and interregional cooperation should be reinforced as proposed by the European 
Commission. 
6) The Community Strategic Guidelines for the 2007-2013 should be made binding again. 

- (…) As during the preparatory discussions in 2003, there have unfortunately been new calls to do away 
with the Union’s territorial dimension. They question the benefits of a regional policy which, after previous 
enlargements and in face of the constant need to adapt to globalisation, has demonstrated the virtues of a 
decentralised approach. Nothing, bearing in mind other types of approach tried out in recent years, justifies 
the trial cohesion policy is subjected to in terms of its efficiency: the implementation of the Lisbon Strategy 
via open intergovernmental coordination has demonstrated the latter’s limits, and even failure. The peripheral 
and maritime regions would like to encourage the next six-month Presidencies to give cohesion, 
competitiveness and employment policy a large place in the proposals they will have to make.  

- Lastly, at a time when many of our fellow citizens are having doubts about a Union which is too distant 
from their concerns, where the questions raised are far-reaching and require an overall reflection on what 
European integration means, the CPMR Political Bureau can only insist that the forthcoming negotiation 
arrangements should not be restricted to intergovernmental circles. Mechanisms should be established, 
both at European level and within each Member State, to enable the regions and their inhabitants to be 
stakeholders in this common venture. It invites the European Commission, Parliament and Council – 
particularly through its six-monthly Presidencies – to display an innovative and audacious vision in this 
regard. In particular, the Member States should demonstrate their commitment to the elements of progress 
they embraced in the draft Constitutional Treaty, both concerning the role of the regions and the cities in the 
Europe’s institutional edifice and the assertion of the principle of territorial cohesion. (…). Any cession of 
efforts made by sub-state tiers of government would accentuate even further the isolation and loss of 
legitimacy of the over-restricted circles who work to further European integration. 

- This is why the CPMR Political Bureau acknowledges the British Presidency’s intention to open a far-
reaching debate on the most appropriate European policies for ensuring the Union’s modernisation, while 
respecting the specific nature of its model, and to this end, requests in particular that regional policy be 
taken into account accordingly in the light of the conclusions of the third report on cohesion. The Political 
Bureau asserts its desire and availability to participate in this debate. It gives its President a mandate for early 
contacts. It invites the British Presidency to contribute to the debate which the CPMR will organise at its next 
General Assembly on the subject of the future of European integration and the role of the regions in this 
process.” 
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