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DECLARATION  
 

THE FUTURE OF MARITIME TRANSPORT IN THE LEAD-UP TO 2020  

EUROPEAN MARITIME REGIONS ARE SEEKING AN AMBITIOUS MARITIME AND PORT 

PACKAGE  

Having met on 15th April 2011 in Gijón with the representatives of European institutions and 
professionals from the maritime transport sector, the CPMR Regions wish to contribute to the 

preparation of legislative proposals for the post-2013 period 

On 28th March 2011, the European Commission published a prospective White Paper on the future 
of European Transport Policy. The Gijón Declaration presents a series of options designed to give 
substance to some of the proposals in the White Paper and highlight the areas in which the 
European Union’s action should be more ambitious. 

1.  If the EU wants to develop the mobility of goods and people and reduce the carbon footprint of 
the transport sector, the development of maritime transport is essential.  

2. The White Paper recognises the need to reduce congestion (§ 11) and improve the sustainability 
of the transport system (§ 13), but it does not appear to fully realise the efforts required to achieve 
a massive changeover of transport from road to sea. The specific objectives that it announces are 
inadequate in terms of both maritime transport services and the investments requiring support, 
notably in ports. 

3. It is undoubtedly necessary to remove the administrative and Customs barriers that are still 
penalising intra-European maritime transport compared to road transport (§ 19), and the “Blue 
Belt” concept is relevant here. However, it is more important to allow for incentives to minimise 
the financial risks for players in the sector e.g. harbour authorities, ship owners, freighters, 
transport organisers and other haulage firms (especially road haulage). 

4. According to the White Paper, infrastructure shapes mobility (§ 10). The form taken by the future 
“Core” European port network is therefore a crucial issue. The maps presented in Gijón clearly 
show that using purely statistical and arithmetic criteria to select priority ports, as envisaged at 
the present time, would ignore entire sections of coastline. The CPMR again draws attention to 
the fact that ports not only serve a logistical purpose; they are also focal points of regional 
development. Infrastructure generates development. We therefore have to develop a balanced, 
polycentric European harbour structure in which each of the seaboards will reach its full 
potential. This structure will allow for the development of short and medium intra-European 
shipping, and the European funding supporting the concept cannot concentrate solely on ports 
engaged mainly in international trade. As rightly pointed out in the White Paper (point 27), “On 
the coasts, more and efficient entry points into European markets are needed, avoiding 
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unnecessary traffic crossing Europe.” Limiting the concept to ports that are already powerful 
would lead to the stagnation of peripheral territories. 

5. The European Union is asked to seek coherence between the multimodal corridors of the future 
core network and those of the core port network, to ensure that the maritime territories are fully 
integrated into the core network. Furthermore, infrastructure projects and programmes that help 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions should be encouraged and supported. 

6. The European Commission is therefore being invited to undertake all useful consultations before 
integrating a map of priority ports into the future TEN-T guidelines. These consultations should 
not be limited to bilateral negotiations with each of the Member States. A real European port 
network should not be the sum of national networks or a collection of points of departure and 
arrival of transnational multimodal corridors, constituting the “terrestrial” section of the TEN-T. 
Organised in maritime basins, European Regions should be consulted to extend the thought 
process. The Regions have a role that is all the more legitimate given that they, like the Cities, are 
playing an increasing part in the funding of port infrastructures and links to hinterlands.  

7. In § 24, the White Paper considers that, for distances of less than 300 km, shipping cannot really 
compete with road transport. However, could we not consider short and very short sea shipping 
and sea-river transport as valid options, a means of avoiding mountainous areas and 
conurbations for example, or crossing fjords and estuaries? At a time when the European 
Commission is seeking ideas for “blue growth”, the development of this type of transport could 
provide a means of supporting the innovative shipbuilding sector. 

8. The White Paper specifies that the “Motorways of the Sea” (MOS) will constitute the maritime 
dimension of the TEN-T “Core Network”. Since their “invention” in the 2001 White Paper, the 
definition of the MOS remains vague and fluctuating. The key question is: what Community-
based system can be used to support the launch of new shipping routes in situations in which the 
market alone is not sufficient to make this viable, particularly because of the insufficient amounts 
of freight being carried? A consistent package of European measures needs to be introduced here, 
covering both the framework for public grants and an upgrading of the Marco Polo programme, 
with the study of a European “eco-bonus”, greater emphasis on risk reduction for ship owners 
during the start-up period etc.  

9. In this respect, specific “treatment” should be given to Outermost and Island Regions. Indeed, we 
have to consider Europe’s Outermost Regions as advanced bridgeheads in relation to the “rest of 
the World”. In a global coherent package (“TEN-T/Cohesion/Support for transport 
infrastructures”) and with a tailored approach based on territorial characteristics, the criteria of 
extreme remoteness and insularity should, of course, be treated with a high level of priority and 
the regulations applied to the Funds should address this very clearly. 

10. The confirmation that an MOS can be recognised as a Service of General Economic Interest would 
enable the authorities (at local, regional and national level) to play their part in funding links that 
are clearly instrumental in developing the European territory. The Franco-Spanish motorways of 
the sea demonstrate the need for State involvement when it is a question of creating a durable 
public transport service (likened to an infrastructure) designed to bypass a mountain range. 

11. Improving the accessibility of regions, even by sea, does not completely remove the 
environmental footprint resulting from access to these Regions “as if by magic”. Technological 
developments in engines and fuels must be encouraged as part of blue growth. Efforts to reduce 
sulphur levels in fuel, by application of Annex VI of the IMO’s MARPOL Convention, must of 
course be continued but the European Union must make efforts to try and offset the increased 
costs incurred by these regulations for ship owners operating in the Baltic Sea, English Channel 
and North Sea. 
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12. The maritime Regions and their professional partners will be paying close attention to future 
developments in the instruments designed to support maritime and multimodal transport 
services, and they wish to see the Marco Polo Programme extended and broadened beyond 2013. 

13. The meeting in Gijón has shown a high level of convergence in the points of view expressed by a 
wide spectrum of players in the maritime transport sector within the various maritime basins in 
Europe. The CPMR will therefore continue to chair a group considering these subjects. This 
group of players, constituting both a “think tank” and a “lobby group” will be able to put 
forward to the European institutions, ideas which will already have achieved consensus between 
transport professionals and territorial players. Other meetings are on the cards … 


