Minutes of the Network of Territorial Cohesion Related Contact Points – 3 February 2009


EU Working Level Meeting on Territorial Cohesion

NETWORK OF TERRITORIAL COHESION RELATED CONTACT POINTS

Prague, 3 February 2009
Minutes of the Meeting

of the Network of Territorial Cohesion Related Contact Points (NTCCP)

held on 3 February 2009

On 3 February 2009 at the Prague Congress Centre the meeting of the Network of Territorial Cohesion Related Contact Points took place.
Participants: attached to this minutes is the list of participants

Mr. Josef Postránecký (Director of the Department of the Regional Policy and Development; Chairman): Welcomed the participants. 
Mr. Emil Horčička (Director General): Informed about the role of Ministry for Regional Development of the Czech Republic (regional policy, housing policy, spatial policy etc.). Cohesion policy is one of the priorities of the CZ PRES. Mentioned the need to react on the actual challenges (ex. financial crisis and economic stagnation). At the informal ministerial meeting it is necessary to find the common agreement in the next measures in CP. Mr. Horčička mentioned the proposals of EC which contain the amendment of 3 regulations concerning the problems of structural funds (now discussed in EP). Priority of CZ PRES is come to agreement in these proposals. 
Presentation of CZ PRES priorities:
· future of cohesion policy

· effective realization of this programming period by exchanging of information and good practices (COCOF) 
· discussion about the territorial cohesion

· meet the obligations of LC and TA

Related activities:

· cooperation of MS in the field of spatial planning (document about the spatial development of the Central Europe states is being prepared)

· coordination of multilateral international cooperation (ex. OSN)
Mr. Josef Postránecký: Introduced the draft agenda of the NTCCP meeting and asked if there are some comments.
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portugal): Offered to include the topic about the clarification of the relation of the NTCCP to CP.

Mrs. Gabriela Fesus (European Commission): Presented the activities of the EC in the field of territorial cohesion and cohesion policy during the 2009. The priorities of DG REGIO are firstly how effectively implemented the cohesion policy in the situation of financial and economic crisis, what is its role in this situation and secondly how to lay the basis for the future CP in the period post 2013. DG REGIO encouraged MS to the best use of existing tools. EC proposed the legislative package which is now discussed in EP. EC presented key dossiers and key events of DG REGIO in 2009 and the preparation on the future of cohesion policy. EC mentioned the publication of 4th cohesion report in 2007, orientation paper that will be presented by Mrs. Danuta Hübner the 6th progress report (May 2009), 5th Cohesion Report (2010/2011) and other outputs concerning the cohesion policy. Also were mentioned the key policy questions for reflections this policy (effectiveness; added value; rationale and objectives; CP and other policy goals; future of territorial co-operation; questions related to policy delivery). One of the questions about the objectives was defined as what type of challenges could be best tackled by territorial cooperation. For EC one of the most important policy delivery is how to best combine administrative efficiency with financial management.
Mr. Patrick Salez (European Commission): Informed about 3 activities in the field of TC that will begin in the first half of 2009:

· Debate on Green Paper. EC received 25 answers to the questions in the GP; the report will be finished by the half of March. Mrs. Danuta Hübner will elaborate the report for the ministerial meeting in April.
· EC is involved in the issue of urban-rural relations; on the EC level were organized 2 seminars; 3th seminar will be held during the CZ PRES.
· The preliminary date of the TCUM meeting is on 23 March (confirmed as soon as possible). Working reports of 4 subgroups will be elaborated.
Mr. Didier Michal (France): Informed about the FR PRES objectives (concept of territorial cohesion, implementation of AP1; future of cohesion policy), outputs of the informal ministerial meeting in Marseille and the meetings on working level in territorial cohesion. 
FR PRES have not worked out all the outputs of its three activities 2.4. c) d) f) (development of rural territories; sustainable development strategy post 2011; Lisbon strategy post 2010). 5 methodological recommendations were adopted in Marseille where was decided that the work on 2.4. key dossiers will continue. It is necessary to transform these recommendations into the political documents; the aim is that these documents will be accepted by the ministers for spatial planning who are according to FR PRES legitimate to do so. The question is how to transfer these recommendations to other ministers (ex. agriculture, housing). FR PRES would like to receive the reactions of CZ PRES to these documents. FR PRES asked the question if the ministers for regional development are able to accept these recommendations. FR PRES would like present these documents at the DG meeting. 
Mr. Postránecký: The results of FR PRES shifted the understanding of spatial planning and the discussion on future of CP. MR. Postránecký agreed with the FR PRES proposals; the legitimacy of ministries in field of spatial development is different in the states, therefore it will not be easy to find the consensus. It is necessary to try to ensure the process everything will not be finished during the CZ PRES.
Mrs. Irene Demetriou (Cyprus) – Asked FR PRES whether they expect by the end of February just the agreement or disagreement with the proposed documents or the position as well.
Mr. Didider Michal (France) – France expects the position whether these documents are acceptable for ministers. In case they are not FR PRES expect to be given the propositions of amendments. 

Mr. Postránecký: Opened the discussion on the implementation of the First Action programme for the Implementation of the Territorial Agenda of the EU mainly on the actions that will be included to the DG meeting and informal ministerial meeting.
Mr. Pavel Novotný (CZ PRES): Presented the action 1.1.a) (urban-rural relations) of AP1 which is closely linked to the already finished action 1.1. There are still missing the proposal how to coordinate the urban-rural activities. First mention about this issue was in the European Spatial Development Perspective. The objective of this action is to elaborate political measures which will lead to the coordination of urban and spatial development. Secondly the objective is the polycentric development and the networking between cities and regions. On 13 October was held the first 1.1.a) meeting in Prague. Currently is elaborating a reflection of documents and studies (at EU and national level). Next step is the evaluation of case studies dealing with this issue and the proposal framework of further direction of urban-rural relations with the link to the outputs of the SI PRES (action 1.1.). Second meeting of the action 1.1.a) will be held in Prague on 3 March 2009. The Interim report will be presented at the Conference on future of the Cohesion Policy and the Territorial Cohesion. The date of the Final report has not been scheduled yet. Also was mentioned close cooperation with EC.      
Mrs. Louisa Crijns-Tan (Netherlands): Presented the new contact person of action 2.2. Mrs. Anke Willemstein (Anke.willemstein@minvrom.nl). This action is concerned on territorial impact (TI). Several meetings of the task group; the output was the questionnaire focused on experience in countries with territorial impact and was focused on existing instruments. 20 countries and 3 regions have answered. An informal discussion was elaborated and will be the input for the discussion of the seminar 2.2. that will be held on 5 March 2009 in Amsterdam. Several stakeholders (OECD, ESPON etc.) have written papers to the TI which will be the inputs for the seminar as well. The main task of the meeting is exchange knowledge in the field of territorial impact (workshops). The recommendation for the ministerial meeting in April will be formulated after the seminar. The discussion paper (3 questions) and the conclusions of this paper were presented. More information about seminar on the following website: 

http://www.parthen-impact.com/eventure/welcome.do?type=participant&congress=90_018&page=index 

European Commission: GP refer to the analysis of TI which is an important technical instrument. EC mentioned the work of ESPON in this field. Also the procedures and the legislation on national level in this field is important question.

Mr. Postránecký: CZ PRES will try to find the NL the appropriate form how to present the outputs at the ministerial meeting. 

Peter Mehlbye  (ESPON): Program involve 31 states. Presented the actions 4.1. a 4.2. AP1. The objective is to create the scientific platform in the field of TC policy. There are 6 themes of the applied research including also Territorial Impact Assessment of Policies (exploratory study) which will be presented at the seminar of the action 2.2. Final output will be presented in the summer 2009. Monitoring Committee is making the first step in projects of political demand. During spring 2009 will be new call for interest in 10-11 themes of applied research. One of the important project is to develop the ESPON database. Major activities 2009 were presented (ex. the Open Seminar on 3-4 June 2009 in Prague, Internal Seminar on 2-4 December 2009 in Sweden) and Mr. Mehlbye pointed out the Transnational Networking Activity projects implemented by the ESPON Contact Point Network. The examples of population development were also presented where the migration is the key driver. There is the possibility of participation of private partners in subsidies projects. 
Mr. Postránecký: Appreciated the attention that was given to the migration 
European Commission: The new priorities which are focused on targeted analyse and which are different from the actions 4.1. and 4.2. The question about the first balance of the ESPON activities.
ESPON: It is very early to make some kind of states on the first experiences but they have had a number of expressions of interest in the first call. 6 of the activities are more advanced that the 3 others.
Thiemo Eser (Luxembourg): Information about the action 1.2.a) Polycentric cross-boder metropolitan areas which is the part of ESPON project. The project was selected in December 2008 and now in the process of being contracted and will present the inception report at the beginning of April.  
Zsuzsanna Drahos (Hungary): Information about the action 4.3. and 5.3. for which Hungary decided to take responsibility. This action is closely linked to each other therefore only one working group and one drafting team will be established by March 2008. 
4 phase of these actions:
· preparatory phase (2009)
· working phase
a) TSP revision – sythesis report in 2010; draft TSP 2011

b) TA revision  - draft TA 2011

· Adaptation phase (HU PRESS – Q2 2011)
· Dissemination and implementation phase (from Q3 2011)

Participants were asked to take part in the working group and express this intention until the end of March 2009 and also express the interest in taking part or being lead partner in preparation of priority 2 ESPON project.

Mickael Vaillant (FR PRES): Asked CZ PRES to inform about how many working groups were established, how many reports is being prepared and about the evaluation of AP1.
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portugal): Remembered that at the DG meeting during the SI PRES was the proposal for indicators to asses the implementation not of the AP1 but the TA. There was no agreement of that and the SI PRES should prepare a new version that will be discussed later, but it has not been done yet. Portugal offered to initiate discussion with SI PRES if they are continuing in this issue.
Thiemo Eser (Luxembourg): We have to clarify the issue (semantic). TA is implemented by AP1. If we discussion the revision of TA but it is necessary to discuss whether it imply also AP1 updatation. It is imbalanced when the revision of TA will be done without the revision of AP1.
Martijn De Bruin (Belgium): Belgium which is in trio presidency with Hungary supports the actions 4.3. and 5.3. Belgium do not give the commitment to be the participant in the working group but it will be discussed.
Zsuzsanna Drahos (Hungary): The Progress report is prepared for the ministers in order they are informed about the work procedure. Hungary will contact SI PRESS in case of its initiative that Portugal spoken about. Time frame for the AP1 is 2007-2011, at the end the Hungary has to revise the TA. 
Thiemo Eser (Luxembourg): AP1 is related to this version of TA. If we discuss about new version of TA then it is maybe the time for AP2.
European Commission: Put comments on the Luxembourg reaction. The discussion before the acceptance of AP1 was about the action 5.3. but the revision of AP1 was not the issue of this discussion.

FR PRES:  Commented the Portugal call for the discussion with SI PRES. FR PRES has already discussed with the SI PRES and DE PRES the usefulness of these indicators. It is too late to their constitution.
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portugal): Portugal (action 5.2.) still does not have enough information in order to put the portal of AP1 in work condition. Portugal needs by the end of February the right names of the NTCCP members and the names and contacts on national administrators who will be put the documents into the portal. This portal will be linked to national websites. 

Mr. Zoran Nerandžič (CZ PRES):  The Progress Report (PR) will be the input for the ministerial meeting. Presentation of the PR thesis. CZ PRES would like to have the answers to the questions which were sent to the responsible partners and MS by 18th February 2009.  Draft of the PR will be finished until 12th March 2009. This draft will be sent to the NTCCP members for the comments. For the ministerial meeting the PR draft will be elaborated until 10th April 2009. Presentation of the structure of individual AP1 actions and of the questions that were sent to the responsible partners and MS. PR will be focused on the qualitative aspect of the actions therefore CZ PRES ask the responsible partners of the finishing actions will mentioned in the final report how the action contributed to the definition of territorial cohesion and common understanding of this issue. 
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portugal): Decided to change the deadline for the names of national administrators to the 18th February. Mrs. Festas would like to present the PR on the website.
European Commission: Need to specify the question in the last slide of the PR presentation. 

Mr. Zoran Nerandžič (CZ PRES):  The PR output should be the fact that the individual action also help to answer the questions of the GP (1-2 pages). Some contributions have been already said like TIA. 

European Commission: Commentary to the PR. Mentioned the existence of ministerial meeting. The activities that are the content of PR, there are the activities with relatively political character (ex. 2.4.e)). Problem is that we have not had the possibility to be detailed informed about the documents of the Germany action and therefore we do not know if there is something in that case that can be shared on the ministerial meeting. On the other hand the action 1.1.a) is the situation analysis but not the political recommendation. In the PR is not much that will be interesting for ministers on their meeting in April.    
Mrs. Louisa Crijns-Tan (Netherlands): Question about the deadline of contribution for the PR. On 5 March they organize the seminar and they need time to draft some input for the ministers, therefore the deadline is quite impossible for NL. 

Mr. Postránecký: The PR should contain the question about the enlargement of the outputs and the AP1 results about which will be necessary inform in the practice of the whole spatial planning. 
Mr. Zoran Nerandžič (CZ PRES): Knows that the terms are tense but we will try to find the appropriate form how to present the NL outputs at the ministerial meeting.  

Mr. Odd Godal (Norway): Question about what CZ PRES expecting as a commentary.

Mr. Martijn De Bruin (Belgium): Mentioned another working group concerning the issue of urban sprawl, where the lead partner is Belgium. 12 answer to the questionnaire; ready to have recommendation to the ministerial meeting. 
Mr. Thiemo Eser (Luxemburg): Insist on thinking what political meaning of the PR is? Ministers contemplate with regard to the AP1 and GP whether the achievement of the AP1 relates to what is discussed in the GP (if it is complementary). 

Mr. Zoran Nerandžič (CZ PRES): PR should have the political dimension and we are aware of the different outputs of technical and political actions. CZ PRES think that the technical actions should be presented as well.  CZ PRES welcome the suggestions how to elaborate the PR.
Mr. Didier Michal (FR PRES): The issue of the implementation of the AP1 was enough discussed in the first part of the meeting; Hungary have proposed the methodology of the evaluation. What is the usefulness of the revision of TA and the AP1. We still have problems with the agreement what should be the input for the ministerial meeting. We have different actions that will have different outputs as EC mentioned. The question is when the action is finished and how effective it is. It is important to support
Mr. Postránecký: Discussion about the ways how to implement the outputs of the actions is strong political topic at the ministerial level. 

European Commission: EC support the FR PRES position. It is important to ensure the effectiveness of the actions of the political recommendation (ex. actions of SI PRES and FR PRES) there is the question about the horizontal coordination; in is necessary to ensure the discussion of the recommendation with the sectoral ministers. TC has more and more the dimension horizontal. 
Mr. Mickael Vaillant (FR PRES): Question is, what is the usefulness of the actions. We should discuss the question of legitimacy and mainly the question of the paternity.
Aleksandras Gordevicius (Lithuania): The presented actions by CZ PRES are seemed to be out of the direction of spatial planning. How the DG and ministerial meeting will look like, which DG and which ministers will be invited?   

Mr. Zoran Nerandžič (CZ PRES): We are not expecting the changes of AP1 during the CZ PRES but we are open to discussion. We will focus on running actions and on new actions (Hungary). 

Daniela Grabmüllerová (CZ PRES): Presented two most important activities of the CZ PRES related to the cohesion policy and territorial cohesion. At the working level was prepared 5 questions; CZ PRES would like the answers will be sent by 18 February 2009. Other terms concerning the first, second and third draft Communiqué were presented.

· DG meeting – Prague, 25 March, 2009
· discussion on the 2nd draft of the Communiqué
· implementation of the AP1; discussion on the draft PR
· presentation of the detailed program of both two activities
· Conference »Future of THE Cohesion Policy and Territorial Cohesion« - Prague, 26-27 March,2009
      -    26 March – two discussion panels in the field of the future of cohesion policy: »The past and the present – lessons learned« and »The future«
      -     27 March – »Integrated territorial development«
· Informal meeting of Ministers in charge of regional policy – Mariánské Lázně, 23-24 April, 2009
      -      23 April – »Future of the Cohesion Policy« (contribution of EC, EP, CoR, OECD)  
      -      24 April – »Territorial cohesion« (preliminary outcomes on the GP; PR on the AP1; SE PRES presentation)
Aleksandras Gordevicius (Lithuania): Discussion on CP is the case of Lithuania´s Ministry of finance; the case of TC in the field of Ministry for spatial planning and Ministry of finance are involved; AP1 and TA is field of Minister for spatial planning. Lithuania is not sure about the possibility to give the answers on question for ministerial meeting.  
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portuga)l: Question of the role of NTCCP. This WG was created during the PT PRES as a network for informal support of the the cooperation between the ministers for spatial planning to implement the TA and AP1. In case of Portugal is unable to give any contribution on the questions. Under the FR PRES when started the discussion on CP and the contribution of the ministers for spatial development. Portugal has the same question as Lithuania; we have to clarify the role of the NTCCP and who will attend the DG and ministerial meeting.
Mrs. Louisa Crijns-Tan (Netherlands): NL would not be able to answer the questions because ministry for spatial planning is not responsible for this issue. They will have a problem who will attend the DG.

Zsuzsanna Drahos (Hungary): Support the Portugal and Netherlands opinion.   
Mr. Erst holzinger (Austria): Thanked to the ambitious programme of CZ PRES. Secondly Austria think that some of the 5 questions are easily in time to give the answer but some are of too technical nature to be posed already now. Consequently it could be the case that Austria cannot give an answer to these questions in due time.
Mickael Vaillant (France): The debate on CP is out of the legitimacy of the NTCCP. In many states will be necessary to invite all the ministers concerning the discussion topics. FR mentioned that CZ PRES will not obtain the answers till 18 February 2009 because it is based on large consultation process. FR will not be able to give the answers as well.   
European Commission (Mr. Salez): NTCCP became the hybrid group; cumulation of the functions. The NTCCP members are able to give the answers in case of TC but not in the case of regional policy. We are in the risk that the final output will be of a low quality. EC expected the discussion strategic like the discussion on the Green Book, TC etc. We have to re-evaluate the role of the NTCCP.
European Commission (Mrs. Fesus): EC encourage CZ PRES to reconsider and reformulate the questions (to ensure better conclusions) and follow in the outputs of Maribor. DG REGIO is ready to assist in this activity. EC asked CZ PRES where the draft Communiqué will be discussed (which formations).

Mrs. Rossella Rusca (Italy): In case of Italy they do not have problems with the participation because there was a broad discussion on TC and TA where the TC – the Italy position is that TC is the governance of economical and social cohesion. But at the national level it is very complex architecture of discussion. NTCCP is becoming to be unclear; we have Lisbon Treaty, TC and it is necessary to reconsider the role of this WG. For Italy there is not enough time for give the answers to the CZ PRES questions; It gave the national contribution for the public consultation and on 18 February there will be the meeting on national level to the Green Book. IT asked CZ PRES to reconsider the term for the questions.     
Mrs. Ivana Liovic (Croatia): Croatia also has the problem with the deadline for the answers. Maybe it is time to think about the creation economic and social cohesion contact points because we need complex consultations at home. 

Mr. Thiemo Eser (Luxemburg): TC has the Green Paper and TA. in case of GP on national level Luxembourg is in the process of elaboration of a position that will be presented at the end of February. The term 18 February for the answers is not fortune because of discussions on the reactions on the GP. We should also discuss how the TP can influence the sectoral policies (CP is also one sector policy). What exactly CZ PRES means by Communiqué; what are the objectives. It is necessary to make a decision about the balance of the ministerial meeting issues (CP and TC) at the conference.   
Mr. Mette Kragh (Denmark): Denmark also have different ministers; not able to give the answers. It should be consider to invite two ministers.

Mrs. A. Bukovska (Latvia): Share opinion with Italy and Croatia; Latvia do not see the problem in the complex discussion on territorial, social and economic cohesion. 
Mrs. Rea Orfanou (Greece): Greece has no problem with the participation at the ministerial meeting. Support PT, NL, LT that the deadline is very short. 
Mrs. Magdalena Lotocka (Poland): Support colleagues that the origin role of the NTCCP was different than CP. In Poland case it is not a big problem because they have the same DG and minister but the deadline is short and the questions should be comment by the states. 
Daniela Grabmüllerová (CZ PRES): There is no informal networks for economic and social cohesion; presentation was for the information for the participants because there is no another informal platform for these tasks. CZ PRES would like to put stress on the future of cohesion policy therefore the main person should be from the ministry for cohesion policy, but it is on personal choice who will create the national delegation. In case of questions we know very well about the outputs of SI PRES and FR PRES, but the time has changed, some of the states have the national position on CP, new economic situation. We know the NTCCP is first of all oriented on TC, TA, spatial development but CZ PRES kindly ask you to inform colleagues about these questions. Preparation for the informal ministerial meeting should be prepared in the informal structures and not in the formal party B5. In case of the time for the questions it must be said that the discussion is at the very beginning. We would like to know the opinion now so we would like you to send us any contribution by the end of February (national position; answers of colleagues). The outputs will be the background for the future work. In case of Communiqué we would like that ministers would share some common and basic principles on the future of cohesion policy. If not we are prepare to create the conclusion of the CZ PRES reflected the political debate of the ministers. 
Mr. Postránecký: CZ PRES will consider the composition of delegation.
Mr. Sverker Lindblad (SE PRES): SE PRES with many open questions (new EU Parliament; new EU Commission; EU treaty; GP on TC; financial and economic crisis). Presentation of SE PRES priority themes in the 18-month programme, SE PRES priorities in TC (do something more that PR), meetings and conference related to TC and the plans in the assessment of the AP1.
The activities will be coordinate with the CZ PRES.
Mr. Postránecký: Emphasize the comment of EC and other participants that we should thing about the future sphere of activity.
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portugal):  Need to clarify the deadline for the answers.
Daniela Grabmüllerová (CZ PRES):  Deadline for answers - end of February.
Mr. Thiemo Eser (Luxemburg): The role of NTCCP is very well described (TA and AP1); at the moment there is no need to discussion of its role. 

Mr. Postránecký: Clarified that we have not spoken about the change of NTCCP role but open the discussion on possible manners of the implementation because the realization phase of AP1 and TA is close now.  

Mr. Martijn de Bruijn (Netherlands): Support the position of Luxembourg that the NTCCP has the clear role. NL does not see the point to have a discussion in the question of redefining its role. There exists the council working group on CP. 
Mrs. Maria José Festas (Portuga)l: Support the opinion of Luxembourg and Netherlands in the issue of redefinition of the NTCCP role because it supports the ministers of spatial planning/development. 
Mrs. Zsuzsanna Drahos (Hungary): Logistical problem – Mrs. Drahos will send the questions to the responsible colleagues but she cannot take the responsibility for giving back the answers. HU offers to use the permanent representation in Brussels to forward these questions to the institutions concerned.
European Commision: It is needed to clarify that we do not speak about the change of NTCCP role but the opening of the discussion about the function.  
Mr. Aleksandras Gordevicius (Lithuania): Support the opinion that the role of NTCCP is clearly defined. COCOF deals with tasks of CP (can be use). Lithuania will try to pass the information to colleagues 
Mr. Postránecký: Thanked to the participants.
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