Workpackage 1: Diagnosis and Evaluation

> Qualitative and quanitative indicators are necessary

> Status quo, development tendencies and strategies ( follow-up
of objectives) should be observed.

> Comparability between different cities has been dis cussed —
differentiation between global and local indicators possible
(example Baro’Metropole Rennes). BUT: necessary to  verify that
objectives are the same (a shrinking city has diffe  rent
objectives (e.g. on housing market) than a growing city.

> Not too many indicators should be used — differentia tion
between indicators used for analysis and interpreta tion, and
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those indicators used for communication/shown in pu blic.
> The process to build the indicators should be open to be
accepted.
> An intelligent interpretation and communication of the

outcomes are necessary!
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Workpackage 1: Diagnosis and Evaluation

> Next steps: some partners test eXplorer and/or deli  ver
data to Workpackage leader Go6teborg to enable ates
comparing different cities.

e.g. with:
> General: Data of city borders, number of inhabitant s

> Ecologic: waste in kilo per person (if possible
differentiated btw. household and commercial)

> Economic: income average (not salary) and/or
unemployment rate

> Social: education levels (university level finished )
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