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Structure of the presentation:

I.  Changing approaches of planning in Hungary

ll. Perspectives: National Spatial Development
Concept (2005) - prespectives

lll. Spatial physical structure: National Spatial
Plan (2008)

IV. Opening up: Co-operation in spatial
developent planning at V4+2 level
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I. Changing approaches

Periods of spatial development planning in Hungary

* Precedents of regional development planning in
the socialist era ( 1945 -1990) — total planned
economy

* Ad hoc development, crisis management in the
early nineties (1990 - 1995) — avoiding planning

» Establishing EU conformable planning system
(1995- 2001)

* Programming for EU funds (2000 - ) — bugdet
driven planning

» Towards territorial cohesion - ??
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Il. Prespectives: The National Spatial
Development Concept

1998, 2005

http://www.vati.hu/static/otk/eng/letoltesekeng.html
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Continuous process

* 1st National Spatial Development Concept (1998)

* Reports for parlament on spatial processes, on
implementation of spatial development policy (2001, 2004)

Revision of former National Spatial Development Concept
(2004)

Analysis of external trends and EU policy (2004)

»New” concept (2005)

Settlement network concept + Revision concept (2008 - 2010)
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Experiences before 2005.

* Unsatisfying efficiency of spatial (regional) policy
Reasons:
— regional policy is only one of the policies — and it
does not integrate others
— it focus only on reducing regional differences
— it works mainly on central (national) level
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Change of GDP per capita by counties
(on 2002 prices)
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Types of growth based on deviation
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Average growth

Growth high above average
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Changes in economic spatial structure from 1998

Change of economic spatial structure 1998-2002
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Policy level:

GDP per head in EU average (%) 2004. (measured in pps)




Structure of the Concept

I. VISION (2030)

RALL OBJECTIVES OF SPATIAL P
(2020)

l
ATIONAL TERRITORIAL AND REGIO
OBJECTIVES

!

-ONCEPTS OF THE REGIONS (NUT-

l
’RINCIPLES FOR INSTITUTION SYS
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VISION

Territorial Harmony:

In 2020 Hungary has a harmonous spatial
structure in social-economic-environmental
terms

+ which is integrated to the European territory organically
and effectively

* which is based on polycentric urban system, and
competitive and harmonic regions

« in which there are no unacceptable regional disparities
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The spatial development policy

+ Consistent system of territorial objectives and
priorities of the country

+ Pillars of achieving these territorial objectives:

— Classic spatial development instruments
— Sector policies with a territorial integration
— Spatial physical planning

— Policies of the regions

— Rural development

— Urban development

Principles: Sustainable land use

- Changes in land use, brown field vs. green field
investments

— Does the project improve the access to public properties,
public utilities or events of public interest and the approach
on foot, by bike, public transport or that of disabled
people?

- Does the project contribute to reserve the local resources
of the micro-region, does the project build upon the
resources of the micro-region?

— Does the project contribute to reduce the traveling and
transport needs or rather it contributes to fulfill these needs
by public transport, bike or the combination of both?

— Does the project contribute to deepen the knowledge of
natural and cultural values of the settlement or the micro-
region and to enhance the public responsibility of the
settlement, the micro-region or the region?




OVERALL OBJECTIVES (2020)

1. Territorial competitiveness — each region can utilize their
strengths, potentials

2. Levelling up underdeveloped regions: additional support
for valorising their assets along their unique strategy

3. Sustainable spatial development and protection of
regional heritage

4. Integration into the European territory

5. Decentralisation and regionalism

Objectives for each areas with different territorial
potentials: Mid term objectives

1. Competitive metropolis: Budapest and its agglomerating
region
2. Strengthening regional development poles and axises

3. Integrating and promoting internal and external peripheries
and underdeveloped regions

4. Long term competitiveness of Balaton region by ensuring
sustainability

5. Sustainable development of underdeveloped zone along
river Tisza and Danube

6. Development priorities for special types of rural territories
7. Territorial priorities for sector policies




Towards: policentric development:
Regional development poles

Regional development poles and axes
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Monocentric structure

The division of the mas! important socio-sconomic indices between the capltal and different parts of the country:
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Levelling up most underdeveloped regions

Legend
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Utilizing resources of areas having rich natural and
landscape heritage

Areas with a high natural or landscape value

Legend

I National Park

Landscape Consenvation Area
2 Hewddy forested areas

¢ Wiountain and hill country
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Preserving values, changing function, and equal
opportunities in small village areas

Areas with settlement structure characterized predominantly by small villages @

Seitiements with 3 pogulation of less than 500.
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Revitalization of areas having “tanyas” (dispersed)
settlement system

Areas with ,tanyas”, dispersed settlement
system

17-06-2009 Wien

Integration of “roma regions”

Regions with high proportion of gipsy
population

Proportion of population who identified themselves as of gipsy nationality at the census 2001 is more than double (NUTS4 level), or triple (NUTS5
level) of average

17-06-2009 Wien
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Regions with special geographic conditions
Tisza river region

Balaton region and Tisza zone

: Balaton region,
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National regional development subsidies per head
(HUF) 1996 - 2008

Egy fore juté tamogatas kistérségenként, 1996-2008
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Subsidies from domestic and EU funded
programmes per a head (HUF) 2006.

Osszes tamogatas egy fére juté értéke
és a hatranyos helyzet( kistérségek, 2006
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Territorial cohesion manual

* High level ambitions of influencing the whole range of
governmental policies

* Low level of success in influencing sector policies

» Horizontal realization of NSDC in programmes
projects
» Kit for programme and project level

Preparation for further development of
the document
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Balance of Migration : Suburbanisation

A telopiiléshals beliili népességmozgisok, szuburbanizécio 1995-2006 @
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Gravitation of main cities in the
surrounding space
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Accessibility of the nearest urban centre
with min. 20.000 inhabitants (in minutes by car)

A legkizelebbi legalabb 20 ezres hazai varos eléerhetosége

Takgtorbos
Razygye o
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Tarsadalmi-gazdasagi szempontbdl leszakadé telepiilések @
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Munkaerépiaci vonzaskorzetek és a kistérség-hatarok
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National Spatial Plan

= = Act XXVI of 2003 (revision 2008)

= Contains the plan of the national spatial structure, as
well as the national zones and the related national
zoning regulations - legally binding

= Revision at least every 5 year
= Map based. Land use plan for
=Designating location of main technical networks of

the country
=Territorial limits of spatial development (e.g. natural

areas)
i salamin, VATI Kh

Main objectives of the revision

= To strengthen and make the hierarchical links
stronger between spatial and local physical plans.

* To make the integration of regional and sectoral
planning more effective.

= To establish a closer link between the theoretical
background and practice of spatial plans and spatial
development plans through points of linkage.
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The Plan of the National Spatial
Structure

= Includes national land-use categories, national
technical infrastructure networks and individual
technical facilities in scale 1: 500 000

Géza Sala 17-06-2009 Wien

The Plan of the National Spatial
Structure

ORSZAGOS TERULETRENDEZESI TERV
Az Orszag Szerkezeti Terve




National zones

a) National ecological network

b) High-quality arable land

c) High-quality forest area

d) Area of complex landscape rehabilitation

e) Landscape protection area of national importance

f) Cultural heritage sites

g) Area of specially sensitive subsurface waters under
water quality control

h) Catchment area of surface waters under water quality
control

i) Area of mineral resources management

j) Urban area requiring co-ordinated planning

k) Existing defense area of special importance

Tha 300 of Eha natianal scslopical ratwork A % Ths anem of high-guality arssls land

The zone of national ecological network The zone of high-quality arable land

The zone of landscape protection areas

The zone of high-quality forest areas of national importance

Tha 30ss of Righ-guality forest areas
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The anes of cultural hertage wiss

The zone of mineral resources management

The zone of existing defense areas
of special importance

The zone of cultural heritage sites

The zone of urban area requiring
co-ordinated planning

The 2one of Integrated urban areas
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IV. Co-operation in spatial
developent planning at V4+2 level
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Objectives

The co-operation could result in :

= Updating of the national spatial development
documents

= Debate about spatial development and cohesion
policy — common strategy for reform processes

= Implementation an revision — TSP, Territorial Agenda
of the EU, ESDP

= Updating of the TEN-T

1st phase: Common document co-
ordinated by Czech partners

= Aims of the document:
= Cross border links
= Common language - glossary

= |dentifying spatial structure elements with transnational
importance

= The document deals with:

= 1) delineation of development areas and development axes
of a transnational importance

= 2) delineation of transport corridors of a transnational
importance
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June 2008, Ministerial meeting in
Prague, Czech Republic
Conclusions (Article 8):
~We recognize the importance of
spatial planning in strengthening
territorial cohesion and are

committed to elaborate a common
document on spatial development of .°*
the Visegrad group countries, which
also includes Bulgaria and Romania .
and which may be extended to other *
neighbouring Member States in the
future.”

V4:

= BEGINNING -
March 2008, meeting in Bratislav
a

= Steering group (ministries)
= May 2008, meeting in Brno

V4+2:
= Working group (compilers)

= Meetings:
- October 2008, Budapest
- June/July 2009 ?, Warsaw

= Finalization: end of the 2009 or
spring 2010?
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2, WORKING DRAFT

Development ar
eas and axes

DEVELOPMENT AREAS AND DEVELOPMENT AXES OF A TRANSNATIONAL IMPORTANCE
Metropolis State borders

Main european roads
Other important cities Waiers

% Development area
== Development axe

A 1
Gézat 1-71 No continuation of development axes

Cities outside of the V42 countries

n.--

Delineation of transport corridors

= Railways, roads, inland water ways, airports

= Takes over the corridors from:

- agreements (paneuropean multimodal transport
corridors, TEN-T, EEC OSN — AGC, AGTC, AGR, AGN)

- other documents (e. g. national high speed lines

networks, and others)
= |dentifies no - continuations

= Suggests changes and/or supplements
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Railway corridors of a
transnational importance

[Map Al Railway corridors of a transnational importance - total
s i

Road corridors of a transnational
importance

Map 13 Road sarridors of 8 ransnational imporiance - otal
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Airports and inland waterway
corridors of a t. i.

Map C3: Alrporis ar and waterway corfidars
of a i 0@ = T

nd infand
ansnational imporanos = tolal

Going further: 2nd phase

One year Hungarian presidency from july 2009:




Hungarian proposal for widening V4+2
co-operation in territorial planning

Activities for co-operation

Common analysis and policy
building activities (2009-2011):

« Regional socio-economic
disparities, ways of levelling up and
mobilizing territorial capital of the
V4+2

« Settlement structure, policentricity of
the territory

« Natural resources, climate change
« Challenges of demographic
changes

« Accessibility - transport corridors

Common messages to
revision of TA, ESDP,
new cohesion policy

Preliminary evaluations
(2008-2009)

< national documents,

« spatial/regional development
plans,

« co-operations so far.

N 7

V4+2 common declaration
on regional development
strategy
(2010)

Adaptation in
national policies,
development of regions, cities

Continuous co-operation:

« Conferences, workshops, know
how transfer on territorial
cohesion and planning

« Territorial cohesion working
group

« Unified spatial planning
terminology (terminology,
planning systems and best
practices)

V4+2 common regional
development strategy (2011)

Further co-operative
actions in
spatial development:

(3
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