il
,P

CoesiolNet

*x X

Datar [i] SciencesPo.

CNRS

COESIONET
RESEAU D' ETUDES ET DE RECHERCHES SUR LA COHESION ET LES TERRITOIRES EN EUROPE

Workshop synthesis
March 28 - 14h00 — 18h00

Crises and territories: what impacts of the Europea cohesion policy?

Regional case studies have been carried out tredres (France, Germany, Italy) trying to
focus on different categories of regions: developeels, less developed ones and
intermediary regions. The case studies presenteel thve following ones:

Federal organisation of the| Centralised / decentralised
State organisation of the State

High development Baden-Wirtemberg Veneto

Rhéne Alpes
Catch-up development Apulia

Lorraine
Weak development Mecklembourg-Vorpommern Calabria

Limousin

Four issues were addressed in each case study:
- the impact of the crisis in the different regions
- the governance to implement European cohesionigslic
- territorial cooperation
- and services of general interest

The lessons drawn from the presentation of thedfreBerman and Italian case studies and
discussed during the debate are the following ones:

- the impacts of the crisis and the resilience ofténgtories vary in the regions
according to the development paths chosen previptgsthe vulnerability of the
regions to external influence (globalisation, exposupply chain etc.) and to the
abilities of the national and regional actors tdrads the crisis

- the implementation of the European cohesion palggyends on:
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legacies of the territories (institutional, econopadministrative, political,
structural deficits etc.)
regional administrative and institutional capaeityd resources
mobilisation of the actors
partnership both vertically and horizontally and thuration of it
0 geographic positions of the territories (centrerighery)
the efficiency of the EU cohesion policy:
o itis difficult to distinguish the contribution &U cohesion policy from the
national or regional policies even though positesults are obvious
o the difficulty to identify the appropriate evaluaticriteria: the use of the GDP
is all the more insufficient since the impact o 88U cohesion policy seems to
have particularly strong impacts on the governdemuse it enables the
actors to use different ways of work and cooperati®ut how to take this
element into account in the evaluation criteria?
the impact of the EU cohesion policy depends pantlthe amount of the national
financial allocation which is very small comparedhe national funds in the most
developed countries. Its contribution to territbcahesion has to be analysed in the
broader national context taking account of the ngonal redistributive mechanisms
between regions and territories
there is a tension between the objectives of teatéon of disparities at the inter-
regional and at infra-regional level: the caseisitend to show that if disparities are
reduced between the Member States, disparitiedratriegional level are increased.
There is a constant trade-off between competitise@ad cohesion
The “place based approach” has been questionedtdhbetter adapt the European
framework to the local needs and resources?
What should be the tasks of the national State?
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