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I am delighted to be here and to have been asked to launch the Best Practice Guide because I already feel a strong sympathy for and affinity your LoTUS 2000+ project.  As a “Green” party MEP I am obviously very committed to the pursuit of sustainability and environmental quality, and the fact that these 2 objectives have underpinned all of your projects has been particularly welcoming.





I was here in this splendid setting on November 1 last year when Lord Falconer launched one of your earlier documents “Heroic Change”.  What I heard that day and my subsequent reading of that document led me to believe that here was a Partnership and a project that had a lot to offer to the emerging policy debate about environmental sustainability and regeneration, particularly on the edge of major metropolitan areas.  Although I have not yet had the opportunity to read in any great detail, your Best Practice Guide, which we are here to launch today, my early scan of it confirms that belief. 





 I was particularly pleased to see the statement in the Quality Standards and Urban Ecology chapter that the single most important piece of best practice is the belief that “successful regeneration must be holistic in nature: it must embrace economic, social and environmental objectives and seek successful outcomes in all 3.  Precisely





I also welcome the fact, as a member of the European Parliament ,that your work has been developed within the context of the RECITE 2 European Funding programme - sentiments I am sure which are echoed by my fellow MEP Signor Francesco Musotto, who is also the President of the Provincia of Palermo and whom it is particularly pleasant to see present here today.





There is an increasing interest at the EU level in the subject of social inclusion and other related issues (not least because governments are concerned about the future cost of pensions and the demographic forecasts which show a maturing workforce and therefore want to see as many people in work as possible!) Many of you should find yourselves involved in the consultations for the next national action plan on Social Inclusion due next year - if not, ask why not?





My concern is that the action plans which concern employment and social inclusion must also take account of the environmental dimension. Last year's Gothenburg Summit declared that all future Spring Summits would be sustainability summits: that appeared to be forgotten in Seville this year, where it was hard going to maintain the idea of better integration of economic and social decision-making. The prospects for the Johannesburg Sustainability Summit in August are not good. Yet we all know that we face enormous environmental problems, so why is it so hard for governments to really take action that faces up to that fundamental truth?





This is why joint initiatives at the local and regional level are so important in showing what can be achieved when people put their mind to it.





The RECITE 2 European Programme is not a particularly high spending initiative but it is one which, because its objectives are about the transfer of skills, knowledge and experience between European regions, goes to the heart of the European ideal.





I am pleased to know that, in carrying our the wide range of environmental projects which you have implemented in each of the 4 partner areas, schemes have been informed and improved by interactions between the partners.  Thus the design of the pollution monitoring scheme in Aspropyrgos has been informed by existing good practice in London, approaches to Forestry in both Thames Gateway and Leipzig have been assisted by knowledge of Palermo’s experience.





However, these demonstration projects are, in a sense, of a largely local significance, important for local populations but of little wider significance in themselves.





However you have chosen to distill the lessons you have learned from designing and implementing these schemes and to produce them in the form of this Best Practice Guide.  This document does have a much wider significance because it offers useful advice to regeneration practitioners elsewhere in Europe who may be facing similar problems to the ones which you faced at the start of your project.  Ray’s foreword to the document acknowledges quite rightly the many positive interventions you have made in your areas but its suggestion that you are not in a position to offer the experts view to others may in my view underplay very positive benefits of the guide.





You may well not be able to offer a template for success but it does seem to me that the approaches which you have sought to adopt in your projects and which you commend to others in this document are strong, practical, and worthy of serious consideration.





It is our job to help you spread this information as widely as possible: the Parliament and Commission are very keen on the dissemination of best practice and we need all the help possible to make a difference to both the present and the future.





Ray says in his foreword  “This document is part of our legacy.  I sincerely hope that it will be widely read and be both informative and useful to others.”





I share these wishes and am confident that they will be realised.  I commend the document to you and am delighted to formally launch it.


