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Brussels, 

MARE D1/DG  D(2011) 
Minutes of 1st Meeting of national contact points of Adriatic Ionian countries for the development of the maritime strand of an Adriatic Ionian macro-region, 

10 October 2011, DG MARE

Participants:
Azra Ikovic (DG ELARG), Joanna Mouliou (DG REGIO), Gerhard Frauerwieser (DG ELARG), Silvia Scalco (DG MARE), Anna Manoussopoulou (DG MARE), Beate Gminder (DG MARE), Daniela Gritti (DG MARE), Christos Kontorouchas (GR), Isabelle Perret (DG MARE), Gregor Krajc (SLO), Katarina Goli (SLO), Marco Rusconi (IT), Dimitris Mackrynikolas (GR), Stamatia Kontopanayotou (EL), Sofia Loukmidou (EL), Davos Vidis (HR), Tatjana Borbas (HR), Neda Skakelja (HR), Igor Banovic (MNE), Dragan Stojovic (SRB)
Summary
· Discussion on working basis: 1) preference for a dedicated maritime pillar within a macro-regional strategy (option 1); 2) Informal lead on priority areas: IT (safer sea), GR (fisheries), SLO (environment), HR (blue growth, with a focus on maritime tourism).

· Joint vision: working together in the Adriatic Ionian seas focusing on sustainable fish conservation, good environmental status of the sea, a safer sea and innovating growth. 

· Draft scoping paper: Commission will redraft it according to the comments given by the countries. A summary will be prepared in view of the meeting on 6 December 2011. 

Agenda points
1. Introduction and comments to the draft scoping paper
COM explained the work carried out by and with GR, IT and SLO, specifying that Albania and Bosnia and Herzegovina have also been informed and will be kept fully updated.  She stressed that the scoping paper is a partial document, without the ambition of being fully comprehensive, and asked countries to decide what to do about it.

COM (DG REGIO) presented the event that Commissioner Hahn, together with Commissioner Damanaki, will host in Brussels on 6 December. 

SLO highlighted that the document is too complex and too broad to have a unified position on it.  A couple of important political issues need to be clarified, such as the one related to the LNG terminal in the Trieste bay. SLO proposed to reduce the length of the scoping paper to make it easier to understand by putting the information related to the projects in annex. The regional development authority expressed the worry that the strategy might prejudge their possibility to decide how to allocate cohesion funds. SLO will not be able to take a final decision on the priority area on which to take the lead before a new government is formed (around February 2012).

GR found the scoping paper unbalanced, not containing enough information on Greece and the Ionian Sea. With regard to fisheries, it was noticed that some issues still needs to be decided, such as how to use discards. Information on the IMP Financial Regulation 2011-2013 should also be added. 

IT stressed that it should be made clearer that the maritime work is a strand of a larger macro-regional strategy, including by mentioning the European Council Conclusions of June 2011.

HR asked that its special status of soon-to-be member of the EU should be acknowledged in the document.

Changes needed to the scoping paper:

· projects to be put in annex 

· Structure to be clarified by pooling information on the different countries and by highlighting the following elements: political message (and reference to the European Council Conclusions of June 2011), joint vision, priority areas and projects. 

· These latter should be divided between past, ongoing and future. 

· For each pillar the state of play, the objectives and proposed actions should clearly appear. 

· A disclaimer should be added to stress that the scoping paper doesn’t prejudge the use of future funding possibilities. 

It was decided not to present the scoping paper during the event on 6 December 2011 organised by DG REGIO. Instead, a 2-3 page summary should be circulated at the event in order to inform ministries of the ongoing work.

2. Structure and content of the strategy

COM reminded about the two options for the structure of the strategy presented in annex to the minutes of the previous meeting. A general preference for option one (divide the strategy into pillars and have a dedicated maritime one) was expressed, but the decision was left open to future decision. 

SRB asked clarification on the envisaged width of pillars.  Maritime security within the framework of fight against organised crime is for SRB a relevant maritime issue. 

GR reminded that the maritime strand will be developed within the scope of the wider macro-regional strategy and that all Adriatic Ionian countries have an equal status in this exercise.

HR, in light of its strong maritime dimension, is interested and supports the ongoing process. HR asked clarification on SRB participation, which GR clarified with its membership and current chairmanship of the AII as well as with the variable territorial coverage of macro-regional strategies according to the topic dealt with. HR pointed out the presence of important mistakes in the draft scoping paper. 

MNE explained that they will need to liaise with various ministries to coordinate this exercise.

IT highlighted the challenge to set-up a working and inclusive framework while avoiding too many priorities (lesson learnt from the Baltic). It also stressed the need to narrow down the “blue growth” pillar to few specific areas. In this regard, GR specified that maritime transport shouldn’t be excluded. 

SLO draw the attention to the need for closer connection with the implementation process of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive and the marine and maritime research strategy. SLO also asked to reflect on whether research should figure in the environment pillar or the blue growth one.  GR prefers not to narrow down too much the blue growth pillar. 

COM proposed to rename the “maritime safety and security” pillar into “safer sea”. This pillar would include issues such as port safety, motorways of the sea and development of CISE. The “blue growth” pillar could focus on maritime tourism and innovative maritime sectors such as non-wind renewable energy or deep-sea mining. COM also stressed the need to have a joint vision underlying the maritime strand of the strategy and summarised it as follows: working together in the Adriatic Ionian seas focusing on sustainable fish conservation, good environmental status of the sea, a safer sea and innovating growth.  Finally, COM asked if there are areas where countries see the need to work more together. 
SLO referred to the exercise simulating an ecological disaster being carried out in Croatia and involving various Adriatic Ionian countries. 
COM (DG REGIO) stressed the need to find a solid common ground on which to build the content of the priority areas. GR replied that the Adriatic Ionian Initiative provides such a structure. 

3. Workshops
COM explained it will be able to finance events for stakeholders' consultation but needs to commit the money by the end of the year and thus needs clear indications on their duration, schedule, venue and size. Countries agreed to organise national workshops with international speakers.  The event could foresee a first plenary session followed by 4 parallel sessions animated by a rapporteur in charge also of preparing the work as well as drawing and presenting the conclusions.
IT stressed the importance of mobilising political commitment at various levels. GR stressed the role of AII in ensuring contact with civil society. 

No reply was given to the proposal of organising visits to the countries in November/December 2011.  
4. Next procedural steps

It was agreed to proceed with the following steps:

· COM to invite AII to next meeting
· COM to correct the draft scoping paper and draft a 2-3 page summary 

· GR, IT, SLO to provide by beginning of November venue, number of participants and possibility to co-finance the workshops foreseen in the first trimester of 2012.
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