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Integrative Mechanisms for ——
Addressing Spatial Justice and : 1maj
Territorial Inequalities in Europe
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Gross domestic product (GDP) per inhabitant in purchasing power standards (PP 5) in relation to the |
EU-28 average, by NUTS 2 regions, 2015 i
(% of the EU-28 average, EU-28 = 100)
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Eligibility for C(;hesion Funds, 2014-2010

T

[ Less developed regions (GDP per inhabitant, < 75)
[ Transition regions (GDP per inhabitant, 75 — < 90)
I More developed regions (GDP per inhabitant, = 90)



A

o
. oL [ £
U454 9% % 5004










Regional Inequalities and Spaces " .
of Flows
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Flg 1. Average annual funding received and net contributions by
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Financial flows as producers of
inequalities
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The UK's Extraordinary Imbalance in Transport Expenditure
Spending per head of the English population on transport infrastructure by region” (in GBP)

East Midlands - £218.94

West Midlands . £184.96

Yorkshire and

the Humber £160.29

North West . £99.19

East of England I £30.07

North East ‘ £5.01

@ @ @ *projects involving public sector funding

@statistaCharts Source: HM Treasury
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Migration flows as indicators of
inequalities L
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Migration flows and addressing

inequalities

Where the money goes

This map shows where some of the $500bn of remittance money,

sent home by migrants across the world in 2011, went $23.16bn
sent from UK $0.74bn
523 4b1‘l £ _to Bongladesh
sent fra ; = = $174bn
$4.03by $3.90bn =
Mmmn . Stk - 1o Uikraine $11.44bn
from Russia
—
S143bn
$1.92bn & $1.76b
to Philippines I o $21.74bn to Tqukns:'.:n
Sl.rsdbn from Germany N
to France N
. $07bn .
$13.45bn $1.34bn
to China $19.99bn ey i .
sent from France > 3
$0.95bn Sl \
| | ta Tunisia 8052bn
3.14b 520500 | . e
ot oo 5 tetswa N $4.99bn \ $11.09bn ~
rom Jordan '\_ sent from Japan
$2.66bn \
to Egypt $]8 22bn hY
$10.04bn $388b s/O sentfromUAE @ \ e
ta Philippines >Bhn $2.60bn $14.26bn \ o China
to Nigeria to Pakistan e \\ $1.08bn
1o Algeria $3.96bn b to Philippines
to Egypt .
$23.17bn $24.19bn d [
ta Mixico sent from |
$6.13bn Saudi Arabia
to Nigeria 51-:‘;?"2.1?:‘
$0.596n
to Bangladesh
Top 10 recipients of migrant remittances in 2011
$2.65bn
$63bn $61bn $1084bn to Philippines
to India

Total remittances

$508bn

$24bn [ $23bn
$21bn [ $19bn
AR $12bn [ $12on
£8.1bn
Mexico [ Philippines France Bangladesh il UK (15th) o

$2.15bn

to China

$14.63bn

sent from Australia

31%
29% 27%
2% 21% 21%
18% § 18%
Tajikistan Liberia W Kyrayzstan fl  Lesotho Moldova Samoa Haiti Lebanon Kosovo

$1.25bn

Top 10 recipients of migrant remittances as a share of GDP 1o Indla
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Receilving Europe...

One-third (US$36.5 billion) of flows remain in Europe

“The most
remittance-reliant
countries have a

Source: IFAD




Regional Inequalities and
Territorial Cohesion :
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Regional Inequalities and
Territorial Cohesion
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Spatial Justice
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Spatial Justice
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Spatial Justice
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Conclusions
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