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Ladies and Gentleman,

It is great pleasure to see you again. It will bgear soon when we first
met in Ulm, seems like yesterday. | am delightetidwee this opportunity
to address you - participants of a conference wiopglns a series of
events aiming at the preparation of the EU Stratiygythe Danube
Region. Today's discussions and workshops havengiga insight into
the process of the creation of the Strategy. Yorelsso had the chance
to give your first inputs on what should be theopty areas of

intervention addressed by the Strategy.

As you probably all know, as Commissioner for RegioPolicy | was
deeply committed to bringing the Baltic Sea Stratedpo life and equally
strongly involved in the launch of a strategy foe Danube region. It is a
pleasure to see the progress that has been madsorMyatulations to all
of you, to the colleagues in partner organisationghe regions and
Member States as well as in the Commission, for ymihusiasm and
commitment and for the preparatory work that | kndwas been

accomplished.

But | am here not because of the past, but becaluiee future of the
Strategy. | am deeply convinced about the ratiof@l¢his strategy. And
| see two major arguments here. First, there areenmot less new
challenges, problems and opportunities that do metognise
administrative and political borders. As they atared they require
shared solutions. What you are working on now giusesa chance to
identify territories in which this shared approamn be most effective
and efficient. Secondly, if we need shared solgtisle must aim at a

deeper territorial cooperation that could go beytearning from each



other - important as it is - and sharing experiet@&ards joint projects,
effective coordination of actions, exploitation sfnergies between
policies and funding. If we look around - into tigeobal context of
European development and into Regions 2020 and@®0 documents -
what comes out is that main trajectory towards #ebefuture is
cooperation. We need more cooperation in Europse,wivell thought
through, based on better use of our resources)amed vision and shared

responsibility.

We are at the beginning of this exciting journay] &uckily we can draw
- as much as we need - on the experience of thecBa¢a Strategy.
There are numerous valuable lessons that can mdeoed, and if you
allow | would like to highlight some key elemenitsis very important to
understand the value of the process itself. | khloat what matters are
results but we must also exploit the added valub@process of working
jointly on the strategy. It strengthens politicatlssocial capital needed to
find common solutions. We must bring together aodrdinate not only
stakeholders from different territories but alsakeholders from different
policy areas, from different sectors. This holisigproach would mirror
the real life situation, the fact that the issuesackle are interrelated and
cannot be addressed in an isolated manner throagbng in single
sectors or single regions or Member States. | tiimkimportant to use
this process to gradually build a governance mashanWorking
together on preparing the strategy increases tlancels to have a
successful implementation of agreed actions. Weuldhaise the
preparatory process to stimulate involvement ofil ceociety. Their
involvement in both, preparatory process and implaation of the

strategy, can generate seeking of ownership apdmegbility. In the case



of Danube Strategy the opening towards and invobrérof civil society

IS even more relevant.

The process of drawing up the Baltic Sea Stratemgdred a very

intense dialogue among numerous partners in teis. dthis aspiration to
do concrete project and to have a genuine cooparatihich to me was a
prime example of partnership, helped a lot in drewap a truly action-

oriented comprehensive Strategy. A Strategy thatcedalyse actions that
can replace the often too fragmented policy respo@asid can contribute
substantially to deepening regional integratiorersithened cohesion and

better use of available resources.

There are of course limits to the extent the madi¢he Baltic can inspire
us or be replicated here, solutions need to beéptmsed", tailored to the
realities and perspectives of the territory. We kalbw it and the real
challenge is to strike the right balance betweeatwhan be learned from
the Baltic strategy and what will be the DanubecHmity. Here, the

Commission's role will be essential in providingeasonable and well
justified link, this connection in a well-balancethnner. | am sure we

can trust its wisdom and expertise.

Of course with this work on the Danube Strategydeenot enter a virgin
territory. There are well established existing feavorks of cooperation
In the area, many steps toward exchanging ideaseapdrience had
already been undertaken in the past. Europeannagimlicy provides a
programming framework and substantial part of feianresources for
projects in the area. We know weakness of thebetkveen programmes
of regional policy, where more funding is availglitee objective 1 and 2

programmes, but which do not allow for internatioc@operation, and



the territorial cooperation objective which has ited financial
allocation. Nevertheless, however is available, tnmesused even better
and we should link better with other sources ofding. A macro-
regional strategy offers a framework for deepermpevation and a better
link between the territorial cooperation objectased core programs. But
this process goes well beyond the programs, pjectd funding
provided by the cohesion policy. All European pelkcare doing their job
here along the Danube. This strategy is also afesir capacity to better
coordinate all those facilities and actions andbétter use the synergies

that cooperation can deliver.

You have already identified your basic prioritigeddist of projects is
emerging. Three pillars have been defined aiming iraproving

connectivity and environmentally sustainable comication systems, at
protecting the environment, preserving water resesirand preventing
natural risks as well as reinforcing socio-econgmimman and
institutional development. If would be useful ifyrathree pillars could be
supplemented with concerns of a more horizontalreaBut | am sure it

will be a living strategy, open to new ideas andngres.

We are here with the intention to offer this pdrEarope a better future.
We have here flourishing urban centres, historigaiversities, a rich
tradition of cultural relations, good transport @& and water resources
and many other assets. There is room for improemgperation, too. |
would like to encourage you to put more emphasighencooperation
between cities and towns, many of them share Dababks. | am sure
we all want to see more cooperation in research dawklopment and

innovation.



Finally, we should also look at this exciting exsecin a broader context.
As | said earlier, the macro regional approachisaaced by the fact that
development challenges do not recognise politiced administrative
borders. The most obvious example is environmegud#ltion, but one
could name others, that require solutions sharetivds: regions,
countries, businesses and their global partnersaWedrawing up this
strategy at a time of the debate on the future siohepolicy in the
context of Europe 2020 strategy where territoriahahsion of policies
will be enhanced. Certainly it is the right timedask questions about the

relevance of this approach in the future architectid cohesion policy.

| see two basic options. This bottom-up approachldcaeplace the
transnational strand of the objective 3, bringingpiregional policy a
functional geography approach. Or it could be alldwon exceptional

basis as a specific bottom-up initiative in thei@ol

As Chair of the Committee on Regional Developmenthe European
Parliament, | can assure you that we will be witlu yn this search of

better use of European regional policy potential.

You might know that already in 2006 the Europeariidaent urged the
Commission to come up with a proposal for an EU—tiB&@ea Strategy,
and when the Communication on the Strategy was ighdd the
Committee on Regional Development welcomed and iomarsly

endorsed it. We are currently working on an inN@atreport on "The
European Union Strategy for the Baltic Sea Regiahthe role of macro-
regions in the future of cohesion policy" (rapparteWojciech Michat

Olejniczak, S&D). This report will allow Parliamend express its in-



depth views on the concept of macro-regions ana thk in the future

architecture of cohesion policy.

As regards the Danube Strategy, the EP has adapteabtion for
resolution at the end of the last term, stating #maintergroup be set up
for the promotion of the Danube River. Until th@mrhal framework of
cooperation is established MEPs already have tlamaehto exchange

ideas in an informal structure, called the Danubeifn.

You might also be aware that last week, in its @lgnsession in

Strasbourg Parliament has adopted a resofutiona European Strategy
for the Danube Region. The EP stressed the needdbve regional and

local stakeholders in the Danube region throughwhele process. We
have emphasized the need of a 'governance strufutbe strategy that
would consolidate regional and local dimensiorhef $trategy and ensure
active involvement of cities and regions, as welbH partners: academic

community, business world and civil society.

Thank you for your attention.

! European Parliament resolution of 21 January 2018 &uropean Strategy for the Danube
Region, P7_TA-PROV(2010)0008



