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Good morning ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Chatzopoulos, members of DEVE,

First of all, I would like to express - also on behalf of my colleagues in PURPLE- our gratitude to the Prefectural Local Authority of Rodopi-Evros for inviting me here. I am sure that this seminar will advance Europe's regions in policymaking and practical implementation of the Lisbon strategy, especially in rural and peri urban areas.

I represent a group of regions with a shared interest in agriculture and rural issues in areas that experience significant urban pressure.  These regions have organised themselves in The Peri-Urban Regions Platform Europe, known as PURPLE. Today I will tell you somewhat more about this PURPLE initiative and elaborate on how our member regions have worked out peri-urban peculiarities in their Rural Development Programmes. I will conclude with our developing policy agenda vis à vis the coming reforms of the Common Agricultural Policy.

So what is PURPLE? PURPLE was founded in 2004 during a conference on City and Countryside that Regio Randstad organised in cooperation with the Committee of the Regions. PURPLE brings together regions from across the EU including: Catalunya, Flanders, Frankfurt Rhein/Main, Île de France, Mazovia, MHAL (Province of Limburg), Nord Pas de Calais, Regio Randstad, Rhône-Alpes, South East England, Stockholm and West Midlands. These regions are working together to maximise the advantages resulting from their location in proximity to large urban areas while minimising adverse impacts on the urban-rural character, landscape and environment that make them distinct and special. 

Peri-urban regions in Europe are facing excessive pressure in their rural areas. The balance between sustainable open space, sustainable agriculture and urban spatial and economic dynamics is out of balance and needs to be re-established. There are opportunities as well as challenges for those living and working in peri-urban regions, which should be reflected in policies and strategies at European, national, regional and local levels and in particular within the new European regulations on rural development and structural funds. 

In our view, there has been insufficient recognition in European institutions of the need for specific policies or support for peri-urban regions. Yet they constitute the interface between the 75% of EU citizens living in Europe's urban areas and the adjacent countryside, which is increasingly valued for its local produce and resources, its diverse landscapes, rich cultural heritage, and quality of life and on which the sustainability of urban life depends for. Therefore, the PURPLE-network is currently working to raise awareness of the specific peri-urban agenda at European, national and regional levels. Moreover, PURPLE -mindful of the Lisbon Agenda- believes that competitive regions are attractive regions and attractive regions cannot be but competitive. The peri-urban regions are by definition competitive since they have to incorporate the pressure of the cities and the issues of the countryside. Innovation will be the key to preserve the attractiveness of these regions.

For peri-urban areas we can state that the pressures on our rural areas are different to lagging and remote areas. The high pace of change in land use, the loss of farmers, the conflict and lack of understanding between neighbouring land uses, the importance of recreation and biodiversity and the need for dialogue between the urban and rural population are just some of the specific issues. We are working to translate these issues into the drafts Rural Development Programme's for the 2007-2013 period that our 12 regions do work with or have to work with. I would like to highlight some of our findings. 

First of all, there are striking differences between those member states where regions do not control of EAFRD funding, who suffer from frustration at the lack of both information and influence.  On the other hand, in member states where regions have greater control, many have complete satisfaction with the process of preparing and implementing the programme. One positive example is the strong consultative process in The Netherlands where both the national government and the regions write the national strategy in a joint committee. 

Second, regions differ enormously in their approaches of the particular problems of rural development in peri-urban areas. I will give you some examples to illustrate the different ways in which jobs have been created in these rural areas:

· In Flanders farmers provide social care with activities for disabled people, childcare nurseries and residential care for the elderly;

· Nord Pas de Calais invests in high quality purpose-built student accommodation and meeting/conference facilities on farms for the 12 universities in the region. This has revitalised some local communities;

· Also in Nord Pas de Calais farmers are contracted by public authorities to perform services such as maintenance of paths and public parks; 

· In Stockholm farmers are hired to help with snow clearance;

· Whereas in English regions farmers pay educational visits to local schools;

· And around Paris there is a special agri-environment measure which supports farmers dealing with the problems of farming near urban populations, such as damage by vandalism;

Not all the peri-urban regions have previous experience of the Leader programme, although many seem to be interested in making use of the opportunity offered in the new regulation. The Leader approach seems particularly suited to the need for different local interests to work together in peri-urban areas, yet even the regions experienced in Leader are uncertain about using it. As president of PURPLE I want to stress that we must use the opportunity for innovative and maintain the flexibility of Leader. We must secure the secure the ‘mainstreaming’ of successful projects.

It is encouraging that the diversity of the twelve regions of PURPLE in their approach to rural development is mirrored in the scope and apparent flexibility of the new EAFRD regulation, which has a greater range of measures than any previous rural development regulation, although it is more tightly tied to EU policy (particularly on the environment) and may be constrained by the Financial perspective. Our short study of the regions proposals for 2007-13 has thrown up a number of policy issues that we have to be conscious of:

· The new emphasis on EU environmental policy as the justification for Axis II (particularly on water and renewable energy) can be used to the peri-urban regions’ advantage in securing funding;

· PURPLE members should make full use of the wider scope of EAFRD, for example more support for the forestry sector, integration of supply chains, support for entrepreneurs, innovation, training and advice, tourism and rural and cultural heritage;

· PURPLE challenges the emphasis on support for young farmers, since future land-uses will be wider than just farming;

· PURPLE must integrate support from different axes for individual beneficiaries while responsibility for policy, funding and delivery is often fragmented between different levels of government or different agencies at the same level; a regional programme needs to benefit from relative pararity between the axes, otherwise a balanced approach to Sustainable Development will not emerge. This would appear to be a particular problem with some of our regions;

· PURPLE states that rural development support alone is not sufficient to safeguard rural land uses in peri-urban areas. We must integrate this support with land use planning, landscape and nature protection and other regulations.

PURPLE will continue its work, taking into account these issues. Nevertheless, standing in front of such a well informed audience, I hope to exchange views with you after this session.

It is also relevant for PURPLE to continue our work on the EU policy agenda, because new mid-term evaluations of the European programs as well as more fundamental reforms of the CAP are in sight. From the start, PURPLE has been a wide scope network aiming to be the “voice of the peri-urban regions”. We overlook the possibilities of our own peri urban agenda in Brussels and act when necessary.  Now we face the fact that one of the conclusions of the December 2005 Council agreement was a new discussion about a possible new reform of the CAP.  For PURPLE it is essential to ensure a turnabout in the basic assumptions underlying the CAP. The main points for PURPLE regarding this possible reform of the CAP are:

I) that peri-urban regions are not “ lagging behind” in economic terms, but have indeed serious spatial and environmental problems to solve. PURPLE wants recognition for these issues in Europe’s policy for both Regional and Rural Development instead of the dominant focus on economic issues;

II) (Another point is) That the CAP could be transformed earlier then 2013 into a better balance between its first and second pillar (Rural development). Since we don’t have food shortages in Europe anymore, such as the one after the Second World War, it is no longer essential to steer and control farming at the level of Brussels. There is no reason left to keep the future of farmers the responsibility of Brussels only: member states and regions can take their part as well;

III) Therefore, a follow up decision is needed about EU regulations in the CAP: when greater parts of the CAP will be decentralised, the regulations could also be simplified at EU level. European over-regulation and bureaucracy will be reduced, while other levels of government (national and regional) become co-responsible for the CAP. It is another organisation of the European policy-field CAP which will bring it closer to Europe’s citizens and farmers.

So far, we have been successful in our lobbying regarding this shift towards more holistic rural development. Peri-urban issues are mentioned in the Rural Development Fund and are a point of attention in some of the NSP’s. Now, we have the ambition to develop a peri urban policy agenda regarding this coming CAP reform. Not a short term ambition indeed, but we envisage to deliver our ideas by the end of 2007.

It is warming to be in Greece now and to see that more and more countries subscribe to the view that rural and agricultural development of Europe will not suffice with a focus on agriculture alone, but that it is about a balance between regional economic viability and maintenance of the landscape.

Thank you for your attention, and I wish everybody a pleasant debate and fruitful conference.




























