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Presenter
Presentation Notes
1 – a brief overview of ESPON

2 – touch on some of the key ongoing policy debates in Europe and why these matter to Ireland

3 – Elaborate on ESPON research in respect of Second Tier Cities

4 – Outline some opportunities on how regional/local actors can get involved in ESPON research
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Territorial evidence matters. Why?
Europe’s future depends on the strength of its regions and cities.
People live in different places, we all come from a certain region or city and we all live in a region or a city. 
Places are very different – some are growing, others are declining, some prosper, others lag behind.
On the one hand, people shape places, on the other- they make choices to stay or to leave depending on the quality of life and well-being of these places. 
Ensuring the well-being of people and keeping our places alive requires an understanding of the dynamics and perspectives of the place, it requires a robust strategy to promote the vitality of the place, it requires learning and action.
Therefore, ESPON was created to develop and share knowledge on different places and thereby help them to grow. 
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There is a lot going on – 
Important year – MFF, Cohesion Policy post-2020, 7th Cohesion Report, Territorial Agenda
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So how does this impact Ireland
Put Ireland in larger European context
Interesting that the original NSS drew extensively from the nomenclature of the ESDP – gateways, hubs etc
We don’t hear too much about Europe in current national spatial planning debates
It is considered too abstract
We are of-course very familiar with the DIRECT spatial impact of EU directives e.g. habitats directive, WFD, SEA directive, UWT Directive etc.
What I want to touch upon today is 

- some of the other current ongoing strategic debates around EU Cohesion Policy – particularly Cohesion Policy post-2020 and the Urban Agenda
- Why these matter in the context of framing the NPF and R-SESs and what these might mean for the future of territorial development policy in Ireland


Urban Centres in the world by population size, 2015
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Cohesion Policy in the EU economic policy mix
consolidation survey
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Ex-ante conditionality - Budgetary Surveillance - Country Specific Recommendations - European Semester

Cohesion Policy is worth 350 billion over 1 billion to Ireland – this only tells part of the story – financial instruments 3.7 billion (2012-2016).

Closely aligned with the Europe 2020 strategy – Europe’s Growth Strategy

Juncker Plan



EU2020 Index - EU Targets, 2014  Rural Areas

Towns and suburbs

Bubble size is the share of national population living in the area @ Cities

9 X I
® B ¢ ...
90 -

85 5 DE DK ...

EE
© @ . 000 e
75 Ly

EUZE8

s : ® %
. @
5 AT HR .
RO

B0 ;
E5 BT
% Pa
45
ES BE
. &

35 MT T

30 EL
25

20

15

10

Source: Eurostal data

espf@N R

EURDPEAN UNION



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Jobs and growth

State’s are investing where they are most likely to make a return – that means cities, and by and large capital cities

Path dependency –  the response to the crisis was to ‘bail out’ Europe’s large cities while simultaneously imposing austerity on the regions.

- Europe 2020 are national targets it do not take into account the territorial divide and the different development challenges in Europe’s regions - spatial blindness. 

Cities are the new regions – reason for Urban Agenda – city regions/functional urban areas

Policy misalignment - Creating new, economic geographies in Europe – growing disparities 
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Since 2000, 9 million jobs were created in cities – as compared to all other regions together had a slight decrease
Cities boost productivity 
• More tertiary educated & more innovation 
• More high-growth firms 
• Higher employment rates 
• Better accessibility and connectivity 
• Low-income cities are catching up, but losing jobs 
• Medium- and high-income cities lag behind 
• Very-high-income cities maintain their lead


Middle-income trap

Awerage annual change 2000-2013, in %
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Coefficient of variation of GDP per head, employment rate (15-64),
unemployment rate, EU-27 NUTS 2 regions, 2000-2012
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Migration — Sending Regions & Unemployment Rate (2004)
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This comes at a cost
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Regional Inequalities in Europe are increasing
City regions are becoming more dominant – particularly in poorer EU countries
Increasing realisation that Cohesion Policy is not working – it is also too slow and inflexible
Diseconomies of scale – de-cohesion of Europe
Jobs and growth has simply set the stage for the next stage of the crisis – which is a political legitimacy crisis
BREXIT – 2014 Letter – GDP per capita in London is 321% the EU average and 5 times the poorest regions.
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Settlement structures in Europe
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Polycentric development potentials

Regional level: NUTS 3 (2010)

Source: ESPON EGTC, 2016
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Over centralisation and underdevelopment
Highly centralised system
Dublin dominant politically, economically, culturally
National policies not well integrated
Localised planning & weak national planning
Tax incentives physical development
Local authorities few powers & resources 

Successful cities have • sufficient autonomy, • sufficient funding and • govern at the functional (i.e. metropolitan) level





Local Autonomy Index in 1990, 2000 and 2014
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Public investment by local governments per country,

1995-2015
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Sub-national investment has plummeted
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Functional approach to urban governance
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Co-financed by the Evropean Reglonal Development Fund
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REGIONAL INDICATORS REPORT

MONITORING FRAMEWORK FOR IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE REGIONAL PLANNING GUIDELINES

2014
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Project Expert, ESPON EGTC
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