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MINUTES OF THE 32ND CPMR GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

23 & 24 SEPTEMBER 2004 – STAVANGER (ROGALAND, NORWAY) 
 
 
 

Thursday 23 September 2004 – morning 
 
 
SESSION I: Opening session 
 
Roald G. Bergsaker, Mayor of Rogaland County, welcomed everybody and presented Rogaland 
County. 
 
Erna Solberg, the Norwegian Minister of Local Government and Regional Development, thanked 
Rogaland County for organising the General Assembly and said she was delighted that so many 
regions’ representatives were present. She stressed that even though Norway does not belong to the 
European Union, EU affairs have a big impact and are the subject of intense interest. The country is 
consequently keen to participate in an active European policy. 
 
Claudio Martini, President of the CPMR, read out a message from the President of the European 
Commission, Romano Prodi. Mr Prodi stressed that the European Union needs everybody’s 
contribution during the difficult period Europe is currently going through. He was pleased that a new 
system of governance has now been established, in which the regions and regional and local 
authorities are new stakeholders. He highlighted the vital importance of cohesion policy and the need 
to ensure the fair redistribution of wealth within the Union. He also mentioned the European 
Constitution and the key role the regions’ will play in relaying information during the ratification 
process. 
 
The President of the CPMR, Claudio Martini, thanked Norway for its welcome, and commended 
northern regions for the active role they play in the daily life of the CPMR. He also thanked observer 
regions for attending, and the representatives of the Member States for their action regarding 
enlargement of the European Economic Area. He outlined the current overall situation in the EU. He 
stressed the importance of the Europe of the Sea issue and said he was delighted that calls made in 
Saint-Malo had been heard by the future President of the European Commission, José Manuel 
Barroso. He concluded by saying that he hoped the CPMR would become a real stakeholder at EU and 
international level, and then presented the programme of the General Assembly. 
 
Paul Willems, Administrator of the Committee of the Regions, read out a speech by the President of 
the Committee of the Regions, Peter Straub. Mr Straub was pleased that the draft Constitutional 
Treaty recognises the role of regions and cities. He hoped that the CPMR would explain and advocate 
the Constitution among citizens so that it is ratified, and noted the need to enhance the partnership 
between the CPMR and the Committee of the Regions with a view to achieving the goals of cohesion, 
territorial cooperation and sustainable development. 
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Start of the main proceedings of the 32nd CPMR General Assembly 
 
SESSION II: CPMR activity report 
 
Xavier Gizard presented a report on the CPMR’s activities during the 2003/2004 period, and outlined 
the priorities of the CPMR’s second medium-term action plan, which was adopted by the Umeå 
Political Bureau in July 2004. 
 
Debate  
 
Jordi Vaquer (Catalonia) wondered whether the CPMR was using available resources efficiently. He 
considered that some CPMR initiatives overlap with what other organisations are doing, and that it 
should not expand the number of action areas it deals with.  
 
Richard Westlake (Devon) asserted that the CPMR must respond to changes taking place in Europe, 
and it should consequently focus on priorities. He called for a clear development plan, with no budget 
increase.  
 
Harry Rees (Isle of Wight) proposed a new action area – tourism – which he said plays a vital role in 
ultraperipheral regions.  
 
Claudio Martini admitted that while the request for clarification was justified, a reduction in the 
number of action areas might cause certain member regions to lose interest. He stressed that this 
year’s activities had achieved results, and that if they were to be interrupted, the CPMR would run the 
risk of being marginalised and losing its influence vis-à-vis the institutions. He therefore wanted to 
open a more concrete debate on the big themes, and encouraged the regions to perceive their dues as 
an investment rather than an item of expenditure.  
 
Angiolo Marroni (Lazio) shared Claudio Martini’s view. He proposed that the CPMR should focus on 
specific themes in the context of enlargement, such as human rights. 
 
Jérôme Polverini (Corsica) stressed the fundamental difference between the CPMR – which brings 
together regions which share maritime and peripheral characteristics – and organisations which bring 
together regions lacking common characteristics, and in which it is impossible to reach a consensus. 
He said that it was not the case that there were too many action areas. To the contrary, with 
enlargement, it is becoming vital to deal with new issues such as employment and immigration. He 
proposed however that these themes should be listed in order of their priority.  
 
José Marìa Muñoa Ganuza (Basque Country) praised the CPMR’s efficient action in defending the 
regions’ interests. In turn, he stressed that it is difficult to compare the CPMR with other 
organisations, bearing in mind differences in issues dealt with and the resources available. He noted 
that while it is difficult to limit the number of issues dealt with, it would be important to avoid 
becoming too thinly spread. He concluded by asserting that the CPMR’s priority is still political 
lobbying, and this requires that everyone should support the President and the Secretary General. 
 
David Kirk (Hampshire) feared that by enlarging its range of activities, the CPMR will become a “jack 
of all trades, and master of none”, and he hoped that criteria would be established to assess the 
relevance of activities.  
 
Bianca Bianco (Sardinia) read out a message from the President. 
 
In conclusion, Xavier Gizard, CPMR Secretary General, said that the working topics are those which 
the regions want to work on. He felt that it was important to stress the CPMR’s selective nature, in 
that it prefers working through ad hoc groups as opposed to permanent working groups. He also 
mentioned the CPMR’s efforts to coordinate with other organisations when topics dealt with do not 
specifically come under the CPMR’s areas of competence. As far as the medium-term action plan is 
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concerned, he regretted that no responses had been received when it was sent out to the member 
regions after the Umeå Political Bureau last July. From a budgetary point of view, he refused to adopt 
a policy of “any old content as long as it comes cheaply”. 
 
SESSION III: Energy and Sustainable Regional Development 
 
The session was chaired by Alex Mac Donald  (Western Isles) and moderated by Philippe Cichowlaz, 
replacing Jean-Didier Hache, who had been prevented from attending. 
 
Alex Mac Donald introduced the topic by pointing out that this is a new field of concern for the 
Conference, but it is likely to be of major importance in the future. The introduction focused on the 
situation regarding renewable energies in Scotland and on the islands off the west coast of the country 
(10% of energy needs will be covered by such forms of energy in 2010). 
He identified two major aspects of this issue: research on marine technologies and energy storage 
technologies. 
 
Contributions 
 
The following people successively contributed to the discussion: Oluf Ulseth, Norwegian State 
Secretary for Energy; Stein Tønnesson, Director of the International Peace Research Institute; Josef 
Herkendell, Head of Unit at the North-Rhine Westfalia Ministry of the Environment; Panos 
Coroyannakis, Administrator at the OECD and member of the ISLEnet Network; Enrique Diaz 
Moreno, Director General of the Navarra Government’s Industry and Trade Department and Juan 
Manuel Revuelta Perez, Director General of the Presidency of the Community of Valencia. 
 
Oluf Ulseth focused his presentation on Norway’s contribution when it comes to supplying energy to 
Europe in forthcoming years. He emphasised the constant increase in the share of natural gas (30% in 
thirty years time) and the fact that it is shipped by sea. 
Following a presentation on the main projects currently being set up in Norway, including in the 
Barents Sea area, he called for the development of a strong, integrated energy market among Nordic 
countries.  
 
Stein Tønnesson talked about the links that exist between energy and global stability. Bearing in 
mind that petrol is something which is closely linked to armed conflicts from several points of view, 
he outlined a ten point plan for minimising the dangers of an energy war.  
 
Josef Herkendell spoke on behalf of the Network of Regional Governments for Sustainable 
Development (nrg4SD). He presented the conclusions of the 2004 Bonn Conference on renewable 
energies, and notably talked about the follow-up measures that had been agreed upon. He stressed 
that they only require a limited amount of infrastructure and technologies (it is therefore possible to 
implement them), that we need a database for exchanging information on good practice and different 
experiences, and that a communications tool is needed in order to bring this about. He finished by 
saying that he was convinced that CPMR regions can make a useful contribution to achieving these 
objectives.  
 
Panos Coroyannakis, Administrator at the OECD, presented the work of the ISLEnet network. He 
outlined the European Union’s objectives in the renewable energies field (relating to commitments in 
the context of the Kyoto Protocol) and emphasised the specific situation of islands. They have small 
and fragmented markets, but enjoy abundant potential renewable energy sources. He finished by 
advocating lobbying as a means of realising all this potential. 
 
Enrique Diaz Moreno presented the situation in Navarra, a region which covers 60% of its energy 
needs with renewable energies. He emphasised the conditions needed for pursuing such a pro-active 
approach (promotion of new technologies, reduction of the impact on the environment, creation of a 
new consumer culture, reduction of dependence on foreign energy sources and an innovative 
transport policy). 
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A regional strategy of this type has several indirect advantages: job creation (1,600 jobs directly in the 
energy sector, 24,000 indirect jobs), creation of extra revenue permitting more stable population levels, 
and improvement of the environmental situation (reduction of CO2 emissions by 10.7 million tons in 
2003). 
To conclude, he outlined the organisational set-up permitting the achievement of such results, notably 
regarding the creation of specialised public and professional companies.  
 
Juan Manuel Revuelta (Community of Valencia) presented the Community of Valencia’s plan for 
promoting the use of renewable energies in public administration, and outlined several ongoing 
projects supported by EU programmes such as LIFE. 
 
Debate 
 
The debate was initiated by Philippe Cichowlaz, who reminded participants of the reasons why the 
CPMR had decided to work on this issue: 

- Several regions are having problems regarding their energy supply; 
- Several regions have wide potential for renewable energies; 
- This is an important strand of the future Objective 3; 
- The CPMR is defending the regions’ role in the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategies.  

 
Pierre Vergès (Ile de la Réunion) supported what the nrg4SD is doing. He stressed the importance of 
climate change and announced that a conference should be held on the subject in Marseille towards 
the middle of 2005. 
 

Thursday 23 September 2004 – afternoon 
 
SESSION IV: Europe’s Maritime Dimension, chaired by Jean-Yves Le Drian, President of Brittany 
Regional Council. 
 
Jean-Yves Le Drian introduced the session. He traced the “history” of the CPMR’s effort regarding 
the notion of Europe of the Sea, which has been an integral part of its activities since 1973 and is at the 
heart of its medium-term strategy. The nomination of the Maltese Commissioner Joe Borg represents a 
great success and should lead to progress being made on the issue.  
Aside from declaring its intentions in this area, the CPMR is faced with the challenge of bringing 
together the various economic and scientific elements needed in order to underpin arguments on how 
to develop EU policies and make them more consistent with one another.  
 
Patrick Anvroin, Director at the CPMR, presented the areas of work which have simultaneously been 
launched by the CPMR: at political level, following the meeting with Joe Borg in Brussels on 10 
September; at scientific level, via the mobilisation of the Scientific Council; and at technical level, via the 
preparation of an application to the Interreg IIIc programme by a group of regions. 
He also said that the thematic work carried out by the CPMR and its working groups (fisheries, 
maritime safety, transport, research and interregional cooperation, notably in the context of the future 
territorial cooperation objective, which will be the third ERDF priority for the 2007-2013 period). 
 
Rui Azevedo, Director of the CPMR Forward Studies Unit, gave a more detailed presentation on the 
Interreg IIIc project and its expected results, which will be made available for the benefit of the Green 
Paper and relevant follow-up measures. He demonstrated how the project will make it possible to set 
out proposals on the development of EU policies, for the benefit of the Lisbon and Gothenburg 
strategies. 
 
Antonio Guedes Marques, President of the North Portugal Region, spoke of his region’s interest in the 
Interreg IIIc project, and said it was proposing to take on the project leadership. He invited the regions 
attending to respond positively to the call for expressions of interest sent out by the CPMR General 
Secretariat.  
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Luis Valente de Oliveira, President of the CPMR’s Scientific Council, outlined the demanding 
programme of the Scientific Council’s meeting on 11 October, and introduced the round table 
speakers. 
 
Aitor Uriarte Unzalu, Director of the Basque Country’s Transport Department, presented the 
interregional efforts aimed at re-launching Atlantic sea crossings. He called for a new approach to the 
management of transport in Europe, which should respect the need for territorial balance and be 
based on interregional cooperation. He provided an up-date on the perspectives for setting up sea 
motorways in the Atlantic, and stressed the need to develop a multi-modal approach and 
public/private partnerships.  
 
Ann Bell, Fishing Industry Coordinator at Aberdeenshire Council, is the coordinator of the North Sea 
Commission’s transport working group. She presented the progress made by the partnership between 
the players concerned in this zone, and outlined proposals on the creation of the future North Sea 
Regional Advisory Committee on fisheries. The cooperation between fishermen, scientists, regions, 
the European Commission and central governments – which is exemplary in this zone – offers an 
example of good practice that might be useful for the CPMR’s other geographical commissions.  
 
Geoffrey O’Sullivan (Irish Marine Institute) is a member of the CPMR’s Scientific Council. He runs 
Eurocean, a network of national research institutes working to promote the inclusion of the maritime 
issue in European R&D policy. He outlined the current major issues at stake in the different scientific 
disciplines concerned (fisheries, tourism, ecological diversity, biotechnologies, ocean management, 
etc.) and stressed that vast areas of research remain to be explored. He called on the regions to 
mobilise vis-à-vis their respective central governments regarding the preparation of the 7th R&D 
Framework Programme, which will run from 2007 to 2013.  
 
Debate  
 
A representative of Ile de la Réunion spoke of the need to take account of non-European seas and 
oceans, as well as climate change. He regretted that the Union is reducing its fishing effort, while at 
the same time establishing agreements with neighbouring countries which will allow them to increase 
their catches. Oceans are an important matter when it comes to sustainable development, and la 
Réunion is willing to provide its support to the CPMR on the Europe of the Sea issue.  
 
Jean-François Fountaine (Poitou-Charentes) invited the CPMR regions to a seminar in Poitiers on 8 
October on the contribution transnational cooperation can make to maritime safety issues. He stressed 
the need for coherent sectoral policies in coastal zones.  
 
Giovanna Debono (Gozo) said she believed that maritime policies should underpin territorial 
cohesion and employment, especially for islands.  
 
A representative of Rogaland mentioned sea motorways, saying that North Sea and Baltic regions 
want the Northern Maritime Corridor to be eligible for support under this new EU measure. 
 
A representative of Devon congratulated the CPMR on its action in this field, expressed support for 
legislation on integrated coastal zone management and stressed the need for prevention measures in 
the maritime safety field. He said that Devon will participate in the Interreg IIIc project being 
prepared by the CPMR. 
 
Esa Halme (Päijät-Häme) highlighted the dangers that exist in the Baltic Sea due to the growth of 
maritime transport of oil products coming from Russia. 
 
Lastly, Georges Pierret (Honorary Secretary General of the CPMR and member of its Administrative 
Council) spoke of the need to include integrated coastal zone management issues in the Europe of the 
Sea debate.  
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SESSION V: Election of the Political Bureau and its President 
 
In accordance with the provisions of the CPMR’s Organisational Charter, the Political Bureau was due 
to come up for renewal for the coming two-year period. Every country having CPMR member regions 
respectively nominated their full and substitute members (see attached list).  
 
The Political Bureau then met in order to elect its President.  
 

MEETING OF THE CPMR POLITICAL BUREAU 
 

1- Election of the President of the CPMR 
 

Claudio Martini, President of Tuscany Region, and President of the CPMR since 2002, had expressed 
a desire to put himself forward for another two years. The Political Bureau then proceeded to elect the 
CPMR’s President. Claudio Martini (President of Tuscany Region) was the only candidate. Claudio 
Martini was unanimously re-elected President of the CPMR for a two-year mandate. 
It was furthermore decided that the vice-presidents will be nominated at the CPMR’s next Political 
Bureau meeting in Santiago de Compostela (Galicia, Spain) on 14 January 2005. 
 

2- Adoption of the draft Final Declaration and accompanying resolutions 
 
Pascal Gruselle, Director at the CPMR, reported on the work of the Resolutions Overview Group. He 
presented the eight amendments to the draft Final Declaration proposed by the members, and the 
group’s position on them. The Political Bureau accepted the amendments. Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 
expressed reservations on point 7 of the draft Final Declaration. 
Concerning the position outlined in the draft resolution Sea Plane proposed by the North Sea 
Commission, the group felt that there was a conflict with CPMR positions, notably in the transport 
field. He proposed that the draft be withdrawn from the vote and that the CPMR’s transport group 
and geographical commissions should be asked to examine the text so that it can be submitted again 
to the Political Bureau at its meeting in Santiago de Compostella in January 2005, once possible 
changes have been made. 
The Political Bureau discussed this suggestion and approved it, and the draft Sea Plane resolution was 
consequently withdrawn from the vote.  
 

3- Financial decisions: adoption of the draft 2005 budget and the current years’ financial 
situation 

 
The draft 2005 budget was presented by Claudio Martini, the Secretary General and the President of 
the Administrative Council, Yves Morvan. Several options were noted regarding the increase of dues, 
namely an increase in line with inflation (about 2.5%), an increase of 4% or an increase of 7%. These 
options take account of new expenditure incurred as a result of the implementation of the second 
medium-term development plan, notably the introduction of new IT systems, and the doubling of the 
CPMR’s representation in Brussels (there are now two permanent members of staff, as opposed to one 
in the past).  
Further to discussion, it was agreed that an increase of 4% would be proposed to the General 
Assembly, together with a commitment to stabilise increases for a period of three years.  
 
Jacques Boulau, Treasurer, presented the situation regarding the current annual period, and 
estimated that it should end with a positive balance of 40,000 €. 
 

4- The next Political Bureau meeting 
 
Further to the invitation by Manuel Fraga Iribarne, President of Galicia Region (E), the CPMR’s next 
Political Bureau meeting will take place in Santiago de Compostella on 14 January 2005. President 
Martini warmly thanked Galicia Region and its President for this invitation. 
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Friday 24 September 2004 – morning 
 
SESSION VI-  1st Debate: the Future of Territorial Cohesion and Territorial Cooperation in Europe 
 
In introduction, Xavier Gizard presented the apology received from Ronald Hall, Commissioner 
Barrot’s Deputy Head of Cabinet, who had not ultimately been able to participate in the General 
Assembly because it clashed with meetings on the Union’s future financial perspectives. Xavier 
Gizard outlined the content of the main documents produced over recent months, notably concerning 
the financial perspectives and the draft Structural Funds Regulations. Without going into detail, he 
outlined the major issues at stake in the negotiations over the coming year, on which the regions must 
continue to be mobilised. Concerning the most recent developments, he felt it was important to 
highlight the following points: 

- the General Secretariat’s concern about the “building blocks” method proposed by the Dutch 
Presidency, which runs the risk of “unravelling“ Europe and turning the Commission’s 
proposals into an “à la carte Europe”; 

- the desire to forge a close relationship between “the Friends of Cohesion” over the coming 
year, extending beyond regional institutions alone (to include governments, members of the 
European Parliament, members of national parliaments, representatives of cities, the 
Committee of the Regions and other organisations representing regional and local 
authorities); 

- the publication of the CPMR’s book “Objective 2009: A Giant Leap for the Regions - One small 
step for the regions” in December 2004, in the framework of both budget negotiations and the 
debate on the regions’ involvement in globalisation.  

 
Richard Westlake (Devon) wanted to stress the quality of the CPMR’s lobbying on post-2006 cohesion 
policy over recent years, both as far as Brussels and national governments are concerned. He indicated 
his agreement with the overall approach and regretted that the British Government continues to have 
a negative position. He particularly stressed the importance of ensuring that subsidies remain 
proportional to the degree of severity of regional problems, in the framework of the future Objective 2 
on Regional Competitiveness and Employment.  
 
Ramon Luis Valcarcel Siso (Murcia) spoke of the major challenges facing Europe today, concerning 
both the future of the Constitutional Treaty and the funding of cohesion policy. He particularly 
emphasised the contradiction between some Member States’ positions on these two issues, notably 
when they advocate the renationalisation of these policies and at the same time call for more territorial 
cohesion and closeness to citizens in the Treaty. He stressed the importance of the future Objective 3 –
including its provisions for cooperation with the south – and the territorial issues at stake when it 
comes to the future of regional state aid and services of general economic interest. He lastly 
emphasised that it is necessary to give special attention to regions which are going through a 
transition phase.  
 
Roland Andersson (Västra Götaland) stressed the real added value of the Structural Funds for his 
region, at regional, interregional and transnational level. All regions should cooperate on the 
European strategy for cohesion and competitiveness, and at the same time they should pay more 
attention to the role of cities as a driving force for regional growth. He also indicated his support for 
the Commission’s proposals on how to link regional policy to the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategies. 
He emphasised that while the Swedish Government is against this, its position needs to be clarified. 
He called for a reform of agricultural and rural policies, and stressed the need to provide support to 
deal with the negative impact of offshoring by fostering R&D and innovation. He lastly called for 
ambitious future transnational cooperation programmes, notably in the Baltic and North Sea areas.  
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Sipke Swierstra (Drenthe, Noord-Nederland) emphasised the Dutch northern provinces’ support for 
the European Commission’s proposals. The EU level should play an important role in the delivery of 
regional policy by providing much more added value. For example, his region received 30 million 
euros under Objective 2 during the 2000-2006 period, which gave a strong boost to the region’s 
competitiveness. Although such regions are in so-called rich countries, they continue to lag far behind 
in terms of knowledge, innovation, employment and sustainable development. The added value of EU 
action through the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategies is totally vital. Mr Swierstra accordingly 
indicated his support for the CPMR’s proposals. He furthermore took a very positive view of the 
guidelines for the future Objective 3, the simplification of the funds and the inclusion of the urban 
dimension in close complementarity with the regional programme. Lastly, he advocated the 
development of effective consultation between national and regional levels.  
 
Janusz Kazimirez Krzyzewski, Marshall of Podlaskie Voivodeship, outlined his region’s main 
characteristics. It is the 6th biggest Polish region in terms of population and has a close relationship 
with the Baltic Sea and neighbouring Belarus. He said that his region was well prepared for 
supporting the difficult current restructuring process, and was convinced that it would use future 
cohesion policy grants effectively. Funding will increase fivefold in the next programming period, for 
projects in areas such as competitiveness, transport infrastructure, diversification of the tourism sector 
(through the improvement of natural areas), human resources and restructuring of agriculture. He 
confirmed that the region has a real ability to cope with change, but his only concern was that he 
could not be sure that people would keep faith in the future.  
 
Debate 
 
Jean-Yves Le Drian, President of the Britanny Region, said that all French regions support cohesion 
policy, notably for political reasons. It would ultimately be highly counterproductive if the budget of 
some common policies were to be drastically cut on one hand, while at the same time European 
citizens were asked to vote for a Treaty which is supposed to demonstrate the extent of Europe’s 
ambitions. This thorough contradiction should be exposed. He accordingly urged that the six Member 
States seeking to promote such a reduction should be contacted, notably in writing.  
 
Juan José Imbroda Ortiz, President of Melilla was very pleased about the new provisions for 
territories with a permanent handicap, but however regretted the restrictive nature of the definition 
agreed on (islands, mountain areas and sparsely populated areas). He considered that, given its 
specific geographical situation and accessibility problems, Melilla should also be able to benefit from 
the same provisions.  
 
Harry Rees (Isle of Wight) was very pleased that future regional policy will used as a means of 
accomplishing the Lisbon and Gothenburg objectives, and welcomed the desire to cover all regions 
when it comes to responding to the vital needs of competitiveness, growth and lifelong learning. He 
was also most satisfied that the cooperation objective has been opened up to maritime matters.  
 
Jérôme Polvérini (Corsica) emphasised that the reduction of differences in levels of development is a 
sustainable development policy in itself. He called on the CPMR to pursue its strategy of opposing 
limitation of expenditure to 1% of GDP, although it should at the same time seek to have fall-back 
solutions. He confirmed his opposition to any form of renationalistion and expressed his worries 
about the future of regional state aid.  
 
Roland Andersson (Västra Götaland) indicated his support for Jean-Yves Le Drian’s comments, while 
at the same time pointing out the need to give priority attention to infrastructure and capital 
investment in the framework of EU policies other than agriculture.  
 
Richard Westlake (Devon) spoke of the numerous questions being asked about cohesion policy and 
the CAP in the South-West UK Region. He confirmed that there really is a link between the future 
budget and support for the European project. 
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At the request of President Martini, Philippe Cichowlaz, Director in charge of regional policy at the 
CPMR General Secretariat, outlined some conclusions of vital importance for the forthcoming debates:  

- Firstly, the Commission wants to set out its European economic, social and territorial strategy 
towards the middle of 2005 and there is therefore a new need for the 27 States to prepare their 
national strategic framework. It will accordingly be essential for regions to try to be involved 
in preparing them in each of their Member States. The nature of this involvement should be 
considered henceforth. 

- Secondly, he stressed the importance of the draft Regulations published by the European 
Commission in July 2004 concerning the calculation of regional budget allocations. As the 
CPMR requested in December 2003, the Commission is proposing to provide Member States 
with indicative regional budget allocations using objective criteria established at European 
level. Such a provision should provide the regions with a safeguard against unfair allocations, 
even though tailoring to regional circumstances should be possible. 

- Lastly, he stressed the importance of the treatment given to territories with a permanent 
handicap, especially the planned 5% bonus regarding co-funding levels.  

 
He finally felt it was important to stress that while several regions have given their support to 
European competitiveness policies on transport and research, increases in this area should not be 
made to the detriment of competitiveness policies at regional level, nor should they give rise to 
extensive renationalisation of numerous development measures. The CPMR must remain watchful on 
this issue during the current budget negotiations. 
 
To conclude, Claudio Martini, called on the regions to remain attentive regarding their respective 
Member States’ positions. He furthermore stressed that Tuscany Region currently uses 100% of the EU 
funds allocated to it, and that this percentage is likely to be reduced to 50% after 2007. The European 
project should therefore continue to pursue the fundamental goal of offering sufficient and credible 
resources to promote a certain number of key EU objectives in the regions. Each region should 
accordingly entertain a dialogue with its government, as the Italian regions do. We should decide 
what we want to focus on at regional level and not just at national level, and our efforts should be 
targeted on the opportunities offered by the new cohesion policy.  
 
SESSION VI – 2nd Debate: the Future of Territorial Cohesion and Territorial Cooperation in 
Europe, chaired by Gunn Marit Helgesen, President of the CPMR’s North Sea Commission and 
President of Telemark County, and moderated by Rui Azevedo, Director of the CPMR’s Forward 
Studies Unit. 
 
Kim Traavik, Norwegian State Secretary at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, demonstrated how 
Norway is the EU’s most important partner when it comes to interregional cooperation, insofar as it 
mobilises some 220 million euros every year. 
More generally, as far as relations between the EU and Norway are concerned, he noted that a strand 
of opinion is in favour of membership. The national parliament could look into this matter in 2005. 
Norway is a member of the European Economic Area (EEA), which entails various drawbacks 
concerning obligations linked to the Single Market. Fisheries are not an area dealt with by the EEA, 
which has both some advantages and disadvantages.  
There are grounds for the EU and Norway to mutually exploit their respective experiences in the 
environment and health areas. Climate change is a priority for both of them, and the common 
challenge is to have Russia sign the Kyoto protocol. 
Norway participates in European maritime safety policy. It is the third largest exporter of gas and 
petrol in the world, and the EU is the biggest consumer.  
As far as the EU’s regional policy is concerned, Norway is in favour of a coherent policy, in which 
transnational cooperation is a priority, and it is particularly interested in the actions of the European 
Commission’s Competition Directorate-General.  
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Patrick Anvroin, Director at the CPMR, presented the CPMR’s initial reactions to the European 
Commission’s legislative proposals of July 2004. They include territorial cohesion as the third 
objective of the Structural Funds between 2007 and 2013. He pointed out that the CPMR is generally 
satisfied with the proposals, both in terms of their content and the budget. A number of major 
questions remain open, such as the future of thematic interregional cooperation, the role of the regions 
in delivery, and the contours of transnational cooperation areas. The regions and the geographical 
commissions are invited to debate these issues at a seminar on the subject on 21 and 22 October in 
Taormina (Sicily), which is being organised with the Association of European Border Regions.  
 
Michalis Angelopoulos, Secretary General of Anatoliki Makedonia & Thraki Region, said that the 
four Cs in the European Commission’s proposals on regional policy (cohesion, convergence, 
competitiveness and cooperation) should go hand in hand with a fifth C, namely competence. The 
existing legal framework should be exploited and applied simply to territories in order to promote 
balanced economic growth. It is furthermore important to involve citizens, especially young people, in 
transnational projects. 

It is also important to involve countries neighbouring the EU.  
After the lobbying phase, it will be time to set up specific projects.  
 
Inge Andersson, President of the CPMR’s Baltic Sea Commission, insisted on the need to increase the 
level of cooperation between Baltic and North Sea regions. Transport matters and links between the 
regions are crucial. The priorities for the future period are as follows: to continue support for both 
internal and external cross-border cooperation; and to put the new neighbourhood policy into practice 
by giving more attention to cooperation between Finland and Russia. The list of cooperation themes 
should be enlarged, notably to include the entrepreneurship and cultural sectors. There should be 
better coordination between the Baltic Sea and the Barents Sea, and the latter could constitute a sub-
area within a vast Baltic zone.  
 
Debate 
 
Piero Di Maggio (Sicily) invited the participants to attend the seminar in Taormina, where they will 
receive a warm welcome.  
 
A representative of Hordaland came back to the subject of the close links Norway has with the EU, 
and stressed that the last referendum on membership was only lost by a few points. Maritime issues 
are at the heart of Norway/EU relations, as is transnational cooperation. On the latter point, 
cooperation between the Baltic and the north of Norway should be encouraged.  
 
Fabrizio Pizzanelli (Tuscany) urged people to reflect on the future of cooperation, bearing in mind 
the evaluation of Interreg II and III. He called for an improved partnership between the regions and 
national and local authorities, in the framework of a strategic approach and improved coordination 
with other EU programmes. As for the map of post-2007 transnational cooperation areas, he warned 
against cutting the Mediterranean and the Balkans area off from each other. 
 
Jan Edoy (Norwegian mission to the EU) raised a series of queries about the draft transnational 
cooperation map, and said he was particularly in favour of maintaining the “Nordic peripheries” area. 
He wanted an Interreg IIIc-type programme to be maintained.  
 
To conclude the session, Rui Azevedo underlined the need to evaluate ongoing and completed 
programmes, in order to prepare for the following period. He emphasised five vital criteria by which 
the success of future programmes will be measured: the strategic framework, the clarity of objectives, 
the strength of partnerships, the quality of leadership and the effectiveness of administrative 
management. 
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• The Dutch Presidency and the Challenges of Territorial Cohesion, Bert De Vries, Deputy 
Director General of Enterprise & Innovation at the Dutch Ministry of Economic Affairs. 

 
Bert De Vries said he believed that “Europe is not our bank”. He declared that the Netherlands is in 
favour of targeting the Structural Funds on the least developed countries and regions, and supports 
capping. Strategic approaches, including interregional cooperation and relations with the EU’s new 
neighbours, should be prioritised.  
 
Transnational cooperation is particularly important. It should be founded on excellence and 
contribute to the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategies. It should take particular account of the 
peripheries, which are “at the heart of Europe”. 
 
Policies should take account of all territorial levels. The Lisbon strategy is above all a national one, and 
it would therefore be valid to complement it by territorial cooperation. Maritime policy is also of a 
fundamentally national nature.  
 
Mr De Vries concluded by saying that he considered every region and group of regions should set 
objectives, and the European Union can help them.  
 
 

Friday 24 September 2004 – afternoon 
 
SESSION VII: Presentation of new CPMR member regions 
 
The representatives of three new member regions presented their respective regions: 
Birger Westlund presented Finnmark Region (Norway); 
Stefan Tornberg and Folke Spegel presented the Swedish County of Norrbotten; 
Carol Thomas, CPMR Permanent Delegate in Brussels, read out the presentation of Odessa Region 
(Ukraine), whose representatives could not be present. 
 
SESSION VIII: Examination and adoption of the Final Declaration and Resolutions 
 
The Secretary General, Xavier Gizard, said that following the proposals of the Resolutions Overview 
Group and the decisions of the Political Bureau, the draft Final Declaration was the only text still to be 
submitted to a vote at the Assembly.  
He presented the eight amendments accepted at the Political Bureau meeting on 23 September, and 
pointed out that Mecklenburg-Vorpommern had expressed its reservations on point 7 of the text. 
 
Observations 
 
- The representative of Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, Birgit Schwebs, explained her reservations about 
point 7 and asked for her position to be noted in the Final Declaration. This reservation concerns the 
proposal of 0,41% of EU Gross National Income for cohesion policy, which is not inappropriate 
because the current level is 0.36%. On the 4% issue, this level should remain the norm for the new 
members, because that is what is currently in place.  
 
- The representative of Finland indicated his agreement concerning the CPMR’s support for the needs 
of sparsely populated regions and supported the CPMR’s position on maritime safety.  
 
The Final Resolution was unanimously adopted (with one abstentions).  
 
SESSION IX: Administrative and financial decisions 
 
Yves Morvan, President of the Administrative Council, reminded participants of the role of the 
Administrative Council. He presented the financial documents to be voted on by the Assembly, 
namely the draft 2005 budget, which provides for an increase in dues to cope with the following 
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expenditure: the doubling of the size of the representation in Brussels (from one two permanent 
members of staff), IT investment, and the creation of a position for the management of interregional 
cooperation.  
 
Jacques Boulau, Treasurer, presented the accounts for the 2003 annual period drawn up by KPMG 
and audited by the firm Audit Grand Ouest. There was a net positive balance of 58,152 €. The Political 
Bureau unanimously approved the accounts at their meeting in Umeå (Sweden) on 9 July 2004. 
The General Assembly unanimously approved the report on the 2003 annual period. 
 
As for the 2004 budget exercise, the document “Explanatory note on the 2004 accounts” shows that a 
positive balance of about 40,000 € is expected. 
 
The draft 2005 budget is a budget for development, in line with the CPMR’s second medium-term 
development plan. The Political Bureau proposed an increase of 4%,, of which about 2.5% corresponds 
to inflation. The real increase would therefore only be 1.5%, bearing in mind that the positive balance 
of the 2004 budget exercise (about 40,000 €) would be rolled over to the 2005 annual period and not 
added to the Reserve Fund. 
 
Claudio Martini outlined the decisions taken by the Political Bureau. It has estimated that an increase 
of 7% would be too high for little regions, and the Political Bureau had reached a compromise on a 4% 
increase in dues, on the condition that there would be no increases in coming years, other than those 
needed to match the rate of inflation. President Martini proposed that he would participate in 
information meetings to provide explanations on this subject to the CPMR’s national delegations.  
 
David Kirk (Hampshire) declared that he was reticent about a 4% increase. He recommended the 
principle of making savings in order to finance necessary growth. He stressed that from the British 
regions’ point of view, an inflation rate of 2.5% seemed high. He said that he agreed that an increase 
should be seen as an investment, as long as it is possible to measure the return.  
 
Richard Westlake (Devon) spoke of his reservations and concerns. He stressed that the regions of 
western England did not want an increase higher than 2%. However, he declared that he was ready to 
approve an increase if it was decided that increases will be frozen for the next three years. He asked 
the Political Bureau to develop a means of assessing what the CPMR’s best priorities should be, in 
order to ensure a return on investment. He asked for this point to be added to the agenda of the next 
Political Bureau meeting in Santiago de Compostella in January 2005.  
He said that, from his point of view, the General Secretariat should be given room for manoeuvre. He 
also stressed that the General Secretariat had indicated that five major themes were going to be 
selected and proposed as items of discussion at the next Political Bureau. 
He invited President Martini to come and have a discussion with the member regions from the United 
Kingdom.  
 
In response to a question by Harry Rees regarding the length of the freeze on increases in dues, it was 
confirmed that this would be for three years.  
 
Angiolo Marroni (Lazio) said that he could not make a commitment on the draft 2005 budget, and 
wondered why it was necessary to maintain the Reserve Fund.  
 
Claudio Martini provided the following specifications. Inflation will be calculated using official EU 
reference figures. He agreed that the Conference’s added value should be better identified, and 
believed that a political evaluation of the matter was necessary. He said he agreed that there should be 
a discussion on the working priorities. 
 
Jacques Boulau responded to the questions raised. Concerning the Reserve Fund, which now totals 
about 1 million euros, it is provided for in the Organisational Charter and corresponds to 60% of the 
CPMR’s annual budget, or the permanent staff’s salaries for one year.  
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He felt that there should be a debate on whether more flexibility and transparency is needed, with a 
view to making it easier to identify the return on investment.  
 
Yves Morvan specified that the average European rate of inflation calculated by Eurostat will be taken 
into account when working out inflation. The ISO 9001 certification process underway at the CPMR 
should strengthen transparency. He indicated his agreement on the need to set out the major priorities 
for the next three years.  
 
Xavier Gizard emphasised that the Conference has grown from 85 to 150 members and four to seven 
geographical commissions in recent years, thanks to a stable staff team. This was made possible 
through a strengthening of productivity. Evaluations tools have already been introduced, for the staff 
time and travel budgets, for example. Concerning the return on investment, he stressed that it is 
difficult to carry out an evaluation in anything other than political terms.  
 
President Claudio Martini submitted the draft 2005 budget to the General Assembly’s vote. It 
contained a proposal to increase the level of dues by 4% in comparison with 2004, or, in other words: 
- 0.009043 € per inhabitant; 
- minimum dues of 5,623 € for regions with less than 621,760 in habitants. 
It was unanimously adopted (with two abstentions).  
 
President Claudio Martini brought the work of the General Assembly to a close by thanking all 
delegates and Rogaland County for its warm welcome. He also thanked the regions of Madeira and 
Murcia, which will respectively organise the next General Assemblies in October 2005 and October 
2006.  


