
 

Draft Summary Minutes 
European Network of Environmental Authorities –Managing Authorities (ENEA-MA) 

Plenary Meeting 
Budapest, 12-13 April 2011 

 
Participants 
 
48 participants: 32 representatives of environmental authorities (18 MSs: MT, SI, CY, HU, RO, ES, NL, BG, 
BE, DE, PL, AT, CZ, LV, EE, FI, IT, LT); 9 representatives of managing authoritities (7 MSs: BE, IT, MT, 
HU, GR, SI, BG); 2 representatives of NGOs (WWF and REC); 5 persons from the European Commission 
(DG ENV and DG REGIO). 
 
Co-chairing 
 
A.Nychas (DG ENV, Deputy-Head of Unit, A3 Unit, Cohesion Policy and Environmental Impact 
Assessments) and   Csaba Nemes (Head of the Environmental Development Department, Ministry of Rural 
Development, Hungary.)  
 
12 April 2011 
 
The plenary meeting focused on issues related to the future Cohesion policy, including: 

• Preparations for the future cohesion policy: The presentation made by A.Kelemen (DG REGIO) looked 
at future cohesion policy, including its major milestones: new regulations, Common Strategic 
Framework, Partnership Contract, negotiations with MSs. It was very well received by the participants 
with several follow-up questions regarding the timing and scope of the documents. 

• Conclusions from the High level meeting on the future of cohesion policy (31 March 2011). It was made 
by the representative of the Hungarian Presidency (Attila Szakáts, Advisor, National Development 
Agency).  

• Resource efficiency agenda: A general introduction was made by A.Payne on the Communication “A 
resource-efficient Europe” and Roadmap to a Resource Efficient Europe (ENV). It was followed by the 
presentation on the Sustainable Growth Communication, made by E.Buatas Costa from DG REGIO. 

• Climate change and future cohesion policy. It was a presentation delivered by A.Payne (DG ENV) on 
behalf of DG CLIMA (unavailable for the meeting). There is a lot of interest among ENEA-MA 
members in climate proofing issues/climate proofing methodologies and their applicability to 
the next programming period. The participants of the ENEA-MA expressed a need that DG CLIMA is 
represented at future ENEA-MA meeting, taking into account that environmental authorities in many 
cases also deal with climate change and it is regarded as one of their priority themes.   

• Funding needs for the next programming period. It was a presentation made by I.Izabel (DG ENV) on 
the basis of the DG ENV 2011 reports on funding needs (wastewater, waste and nature reports; a 
drinking water report is under preparation so it was not presented). In the context of this presentation, 
A.Nychas raised two issues:  

o Do ENEA-MA/MSs have their estimates of the 'environmental' funding needs for the next 
programming period? If not, it is necessary that such estimations are made, in particular for the 
major beneficiary MSs of EU funding for environmental infrastructure. 

o The Network should be aware of the European Court of Auditors reports on urban waste water 
treatment and drinking water and lessons learnt in these two areas. Both MS and the 
Commission have to pay particular attention in respecting the EU legislation and ensuring the 
maximum efficiency. A follow-up will be organised with detailed presentations/discussion on 
such projects at the next plenary meeting. 

 
In addition, the Hungarian co-organisers of the meeting organised a presentation on the complementarity of 
funding. Specifically, a case study was presented on cohesion policy, environment and territorial 
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development in an integrated approach in the town of Mórahalom, Hungary (Zoltán Nógrádi, Mayor, 
Member of the Hungarian Parliament). 
 
In the concluding session of the first day, A.Nychas (DG ENV) focused specifically at modifications of 
operational programmes and SEA Directive requirements to ensure that modifications falling within the 
scope of the SEA Directive are subject to an SEA screening and/or a full SEA (if required). This point will 
be followed up by a DG ENV letter on the applicability of an SEA Directive to modifications of OPs to be 
sent to DG REGIO to ensure that this requirement is followed by MSs and is well-known to all geographical 
units of DG REGIO. He also raised an issue of re-allocation of funding from environmental sector to other 
sectors to make sure that isuch cases are closely followed by environmental authorities.   
 
13 April 2013 
 
The second day of the plenary was devoted to the presentation of the results of the two WGs: 1) biodiversity 
and Cohesion policy (presentation by L.Holsbeek) and 2) Future Cohesion policy (combined presentation by 
G.Gyene, L.Mueleman, T.Szabo and A.Payne). These presentations were followed by the discussion. 
Specific comments of the participants will be incorporated in the deliverable of these two WGs:  
• A Position paper on the future cohesion policy (WG on future cohesion policy); and  
• Paper on improving the integration of biodiversity and EU biodiversity goals into European Cohesion 

Policy – strategic analysis and 10 recommendations for current and post 2013 Cohesion Policy planning 
(Biodiversity WG Paper).  

   
Follow-up 

• A draft Position paper on future cohesion policy will be updated (on the basis of the discussions in 
Budapest) and sent to all ENEA-MA members for comments. 

• A finalised Paper will be transmitted to DG REGIO at the end of April/beginning of May 2011. 
• A Biodiversity WG paper will be sent for consultations to ENEA-MA members in April with an aim to 

finalise it. 
• A Note will be sent to DG REGIO on The implementation of the SEA Directive and cohesion policy in 

April 2011. 
• Next Plenary ENEA-MA Meeting: October 2011 (specific date to be agreed after the meeting/May).  


