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* What policy for regional
development?

* What governance for regional
development?
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TRENDS IN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
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TDB Territorial Data Base -- The Territorial Scheme




The Territorial Scheme For OECD analysis

covers the

ntir 30 Member countries




The Territorial Scheme For OECD analysis

I

‘““
D

Local communities ‘



The Territorial Scheme For OECD analysis

OECD
covers the
entire M .
ember countries ;
OECD territory Z\l;\;lo)nal

redominanhllntermediate redominantly
Rural \ Urban

Regions
>

Local communities



REGIONAL COMPETITIVENESS
AND COHESION

1. Trends

2. A new paradigm for regional policies

3. A multi-level governance
" 2 S



PARADIGM SHIFT IN REGIONAL POLICIES

Traditional
regional policies

New
paradigm

Objectives

Balancing
economic performances by
temporarily compensating
for disparities

Tapping under-utilised
regional potential for
competitiveness

Integrated development

Strategies Sectoral approach orojects
Tools Subsidies and state aids | Soft and hard infrastructure:
Actors Central government PLSISAASIEE

of government




REGIONAL COMPETITIVENESS
AND COHESION

1. Trends

2. A new paradigm for regional policies

3. A multi-level governance
" 2 s



