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Baltic Sea Region - Territorial Monitoring

7 Indicators
e Based on BSR TeMo

Changes in GDP

Multimodal accessibility
potential

127 largest cities

* Population over
100,000 including
suburbs (urbanised
areas).

e For countries with
lower population
densities (NO, SE, Fl,
EE, LV, LT ) cities with a
population > 50,000 Changes in

unemployment

At-risk-of-poverty rate

Data for 2005-2015
where available
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Demography Population change in cities

performance
and
dynamics

Sl

Population with tertiary
education

Employment in technology
and knowledge sectors
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DEMOGRAPHY

Significant growth, active
suburbanisation

* Bergen, Stavanger, Oslo, Stockholm,

Malmo

e (Cities in Poland, population around
Riga, Vilnius, Tallinn and Tartu.

Moderate growth

* Warsaw, Berlin, Hamburg, Rostock,
Kaliningrad

Decline

e (Cities in Eastern Germany, Poland’s
former industrial centers
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Population of cities (urban areas) *

thousands

Areas with low Data: own calculations using data from different sources

(Norway, Sweden, Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania — more than 50 000) L population density (latest available data from National statistics offices etc.)
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VISION & STRATEGIES
AROUND THE BALTIC SEA
2030: Territorial development perspective

Population

* Population size is the key variable for many
policies, especially for provision and
maintenance of public and private services.

 Demographic development patterns are
showing depopulation mainly through ageing
and outmigration processes especially in the
new EU member states in BSR

Development of the Gini Concentration Ratio and the Atkinson index L
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ECONOMIC PERFORMANCE ACCSSIBILITY
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GDP/PPP per capita change, ; Multimodal accessibility potentlal
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KNOWLEDGE BASED ECONOMY SOCIAL COHESION
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Share of population with tertlary-level education
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Findings:

* Localised issue important for BSR as a such -
for its territorial cohesion

e BSR countries use a wide variety of methods,
focus on various aspects, emphasise various
needs.

+  But, the goal is common — bringing deprived | #4&4%
and neglected parts of the cities back to life 17
and vitality.

* There is no commonly agreed name:
revitalisation, regeneration, rehabilitation

* |t requires multi-level partnerships (relational &
governance as proposed by Faludi!!!!

Thus revitalisation will gain importance as a key element of territorially sensitive
development policies in the BSR and in the EU.
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2015-2016

Policy pointers:

* revitalisation requires a multi-governance
approach and participation;

* monitoring and open method of coordination

* spatial planners may inspire and facilitate it as
specialists on stakeholders’ engagement;

* BSR is of a right geographical scale to
exchange experience on revitalisation

* EU and macroregional policies should be
asked to consider their impact on
development of the cities, their networks and
urban regions.

e For instance EU Strategy for the Baltic Sea Region can be asked to prepare an
overview of the impact on its actions on the Baltic cities and adjust its strategy
implementation in line with the findings.
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