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EU-Funds Programmes 2007-2013 in Austria / with Austrian

participation
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Structural Funds European Agricultural Fund for
Programmes (25) Rural Development (EAFRD)

e — m— —

i T i
Objective 1 Objective Regiom J

Convergence/Phasing Competitiveness and Objective European
p Territorial Cooperation
Out” Burgenland employment

I ™, s ‘ I "
1 fﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂl OP | ERDF 8 reﬂiﬂnal OPs / ERDF \ 7 0OPs Ei{:ij;::::rrticipatinn
" / . A . v

" r ™y . Y
1 reginnal OP / ESF = 1 national OP / ESF 3 OPs lirt?nrli;:::::rlicipatinn
oy ., A b A

4 OPs with Austrian participatio

Network Programmes
n
-

-
i



BREIK

Structural Fonds for Austria 2007-2013

SF in Mio €
Objective Current prices
Convergence / Phasing Out 177,1
of which ERDF 125,0
of which ESF 52,1
Regional Competitiveness and Employment 1.027,3
of which ERDF (incl. 168 mio. € for border regions) 555,0
of which ESF 472,3
Territorial Co-operation 256,6
of which cross-border Co-operation 2239
of which trans-national Co-operation 32,7
Total: 1.461,1
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Dieses Projekt wird von der - = B
“ Eurgpdischen Union kofinanziert U (— |
— -

2007-2013 & 2014-2020
main changes (selection)

Partnership agreement for all funds

Concentration EU 2020 => 11 thematic
objectives

ex ante & macroeconomic conditionalities

strengthening performance framework
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Strategic Framework 2014-2020

Common MQE Framework (CSR)
ic objecti

strategic
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Architecture of European
Structural- and Investmentfunds 2014-2020

ESI-Funds
2014-
2020

Common
Agricultural
Policy

Maritime &
Fisheries

Ppliw

Cohesion-
policy
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Funds
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STRAT.AT 2020 Partnership Agreement

Objective:

Obijective:
European

Common

1= Objective: Investment for growth and Objective: Policies for the maritime
-[Ecﬂ;::lnn jobs (1GJ) development of rural area and Prngra mme
(ETC) L= objectives

policy

ERDF
European Regional Development Fund
Cross-border [CBC), MNational
transnational (TM]), .
interrezional Operational
strands Programme
- Programme
specific MA: OROK-Office IEUEI
ERDF [indicative ERDF:
g;:-‘l: . approx. 536 m EUR
- ';'"" - m (at current prices)
prices)
TH: approx. 35 m
EUR [at current
|_prices)

Baumgartner/Maier (OROK-Office), Stand: 08,2014
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European Structural Investment Funds (ESI) Austria 2014-2020
Plan data

ESI-Funds Austria in Mio € (current prices)

European Agricultural Fund for Rural 39376
Development (EAFRD) o
European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) 793,2
of which IGJ 536,2
of which Territorial Cooperation (ETC) 257.0
European Social Fund (ESF) (1GJ) 442 1
European Maritime and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) 6,9
Total 5.179,8
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What we have to keep in mind ...

= Cohesion policy = congestion of (too)
many policy objectives, e.qg.
= Contributing to almost all EU policy goals
Highly innovative projects
Full absorption of EU-Funds
Easy access to funds for project owners

Highest possible evidence about correct use
of funds

--> many conflicting goals increasing
complexity!
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Why are ERDF-interventions as

they are?
» Extensive Framework conditions of EU
regulatory
» Multi-level approach means also multi-level
regulations, audit & control
» Strong restraints at operational level

* This leads to increasing risk averse funding
behaviour and reservations with regard to EU-
funding

* The most innovative measures are implemented
outside of the ERDF-framework
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Four points to be emphazised

. Division between strategic and operativ tasks
-- > ,Agencyfication”

. Balance between formalization and informal

coordination

. Active management of project pipeline /
implementation

. Focus on communication & coordination

(horizontal, vertical) -- > OROK, STRAT.AT
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Lessons learnt for 2014-2020

= Concentration of programme administration (from 9
to 1)

= Concentration of programme contents

» Strong focus on capacity-building (training, exch. of
know-how, guidance for intermdiate bodies, ...)

= |mprove the legal basis, e.g. eligibilty rules

= Nevertheless: build on the tradition of informal
coordination!



2. Spatial Planning in Austria (0] =)0 <<

Governmental Levels in Austria

a) Federal Republic of Austria Member of the European Union since
b) Parliament: National Assembly and 1995
Federal Assembly National Basis: Federal Constitution
c) Federal Government (Bundesverfassungsgesetz B-VG)
d) Federal Chancellery and Ministries

L

) 9 States (Bundesldnder)
) 9 State Parliaments
)
)

(=)

9 State Governments

o O

9 Office of the State Governments

(a) Temitorial Authority

)
(b) Legislative a) 2.357 Municipalities (Gemeinden)
(c) Executive ¢) Municipal Council
(d) Administration d) Municipal Office (Magistracy®)

* In towns with own Statute )
Source: OROK 1998
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Austria - Federal Republic consisting of 9 Federal States
(Bundeslander)

aTLasS &
RAGMBE L,o_),. i1 ume Bundesiander von Osterreich 2013
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Austria — Municipalities (2.357)

L QATLES  gomeinden von dsterreich 2013

Zeichenerklsrung Ceskad Republika

— SNAMLLreNUR

— Burdesragrene
Polsische Beckkgrence mit 1D
Cmrreincngranse

Deutschland

Schwelz

Qualir Satistik Ausira ' -] w » 100w

Baumesnheltere Comeinden (Sebetsstand 2013) i 1
Herausgeltsr Ceschufissiobe aor Ostarn schochwn Raumerdnungskenferens (ORCK) Bearbeiiung wrd Kartographe ook ! k’Qg"—"
| wwwoerok-atis at cne |
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Spatial planning in Austria:
legal-administrative frame

Distribution of legal competences
(according to the Constitution)

Il States — Lander: | lll Municipalities

| National Level:
Spatial Planning as Self-governmental

Sectoral policies &

planning if explicitely not further mentioned | rights in local spatial

mentioned, e.g. high- policy agenda is planning (under
ways, railways, water, given to the Lander supervision of the
Lander)

electricity
national sectoral laws 9 spatial planning
laws Art. 118

Art. 10to 12
JGeneralklausel” Art. 15
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Spatial planning in Austria: Types of Instruments

Responsibility
Territorial focus Europe

MNational Level

States - Lander

Municipalities

National level

ESDP, EU2020
TA2020
%

Lander level

Regional level

Local level

pt ,OREK 2011"

OEK; local dev. concept
: zoning plan
BBP: detailed building plan

15



Institutional Framework in Austria AT
ot e

* Planning at 3 levels: I e e
— Municipalities (2.357), ot L LT e T

— Federal States (9), e et S s W o

— National level g e

* Bund (national level) and Lander have competences for
legislation and execution, communities have executive
competences

* Allthree levels can launch private economic actions,
e.g. run business support schemes etc.

= Strond need for coordination and cooperation!

16
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Austrian Conference on Spatial Planning
(Osterreichische Raumordnungskonferenz, OROK)

» Fundation: 1971 — informal, but high-level steady conference

* Members (each of them stakeholders in Austrian (spatial) policy
» Federal chancellery

* Federal ministries s

» Lander (provinces) B, o]

= Association of Cities and Towns, — | F]
= Association of Municipalities [s«:;i - T[mﬁ ]
= economic and social partners —— P e )

* QOrganization:
= political board
= several administrative sub-commities & working groups
= OROK-office

» Main Tasks: Coordination of spatial planning and regional policy
among the different governmental levels in Austria

18
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OROK today ...




OROK: Organisation & Products

« Austrian Conference on Spatial Planning
(OROK, since 1971):
— Political agreement, no legal entity
— Both political and administrative representation
— Supported by secretariat/office
— Basis: internal rules of procedure (Geschaftsordnung)

« Main Tasks & Products:
— Coordination of measures with spatial impact & regional policy
— Preparation of Austrian Spatial Development Concept (OREK)
— Information exchange & knowledge transfer
— Research (Studies on issues of spatial relevance)
— Policy recommendations
— Information & Publicity (Atlas, Reports, ...)
— Spatial Monitoring — see www.oerok-atlas.at




3. Vienna and the Danube Region
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WETTBEWERB: .CHANCEN FUR DEN DONAURAUM WIEN'

INTERDISZIPLINARES PROJEKT MIT BURGERBETEILIGUNG

Schema zum Verfahren des dreiteiligen Wettbewerbs mit Biirgerbeteiligung
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donauianse
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The DonauHanse®
Network

DonauHanse® -
Member City

DonauHanse® -
Partner City for CUPA

Danube
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4. Cross-Border Cooperat

CENTROPE

Die politischen Spitzerwertreter der

CENTROPE-Regicnen in Pamhagen



centrope bis 2009 centrope seit 2009




ALLE AR LDUNGEN © CENTROPE AGENCY

Politisches centrope Board

Steuerungsgruppe

P centrope
\ Agentur

centrope

Koordinations-




CENTROPE -Stadte
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5.Living Conditions in Vienna

it frii Wien!
‘(Sﬁgdzi:::ammenhang mit fruheren voraus StaDt+Wien

Stadtentwicklung

JWiener Lebensqualitats-Studien™ (Sammelbegriff)

1995 ,Leben in Wien" (LIW)
2003 ,Leben und Lebensqualitat in Wien"™ (LLQW)
2008 ,Sozialwissenschaftliche Grundlagenforschung I (SoWi I)

2012 ,Spiegelbefragung”™ im Wiener Umland (tw. vergleichbar)

[2013 .Sozialwissenschaftliche Grundlagenforschung II" (SoWi II)]

Koordination: MA 18 - Referat Stadtforschung und Raumanalyse



Project partners

Projektbeirat - 16 Mitglieder

MA 18 Uniwv.-
(Geschafts Rektorat Univ.-

MD BD -stelle) Dekanat
Univ.-Inst.
MD OS /Projekt-
leitung

MD .
Prasidial Dienst-| Koop.- U“'I:’;
blro stellen | partner Projektbe-
auftragte
Urnwelt Geschafts- Integra-
srippen tion
Stadtent-
wicklung Wohnen
Gesund- _
: Finanz
heit

Bildung  Kultur



Wien!
voraus

Stadtentwicklung

(1) Zufriedenheit mit dem Wohngebiet
(2003-2013)

F111: Wie gerne leben Sie in Wien — sehr gerne, gerne oder nicht so gerne?

2013
2008
2003
1995

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Esehr gerne mgerne

F112: Und in IThrem Wohngebiet?

2013
2008

2003

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

msehr gerne mgerne



(1) Zufriedenheit mit dem Wohngebiet mgﬂs
nach Wohnbezirk (2003-2013)

Stadtentwicklung

F112: Wie gerne leben Sie in Ihrem Wohngebiet — sehr gerne, gerne oder nicht so
gerne?

Zufriedenheit 2013
("sehr gerne" in %)
40 - 54
55-64
B 65-74
B s-e0

Verénderung seit 2003
(in Prozentpunkten)

‘ 8 oder mehr

L 3bs79
A Obis 2,9
Obis -29

' -3 oder weniger

» Zunahme der Zufriedenheit mit dem Wohngebiet v.a. in den

Innenbezirken, aber auch in Hernals und Wahring



(3) Wohnungswechsel Wien!

voraus
Angestrebte Wohngegend
Stadtentwickiung
F115: Und welche Wohngegend wird da angestrebt?
egal gleiche

Wohngegend
35%

Umland-
gemeinde
in NO
8%

dicht

Stadtrand- et
leti ebautes
g?.r"t?’lighm Stadtgebiet

22% 17%




Thank you very much for
your attention



