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0 8 0 1 W A T C O N H H 2 0 0 9 N 0 R T O 
 

Indicator name 

Consumption of water per capita, water supply to households (in cubic metres per 
inhabitant) 

Type of issue 

Classical (sectoral) 
issues 

Category 

Environment, hazards 

Reference 

 

Data source(s) 

Eurostat Regio Database 
(table env_watq3) 

Year(s) 

2009 

Spatial level 

NUTS-0 

Spatial coverage 

ESPON Space 

Gaps 

 

General availability 

1998-2009 

Indicator definition, indicator calculation (methodological remarks) 

Consumption of water per capita in cubic metres per inhabitant, including public 
water supply to households only. 

Description / comment 

The water consumption per capita across Europe differs significantly between 
European countries, ranging from 19 cubic metres per capita in Lithuania to more 
than 100 cubic metres in Iceland. Norway, Finland, Switzerland and Italy also 
show very high consumption figures, while Western Balkan countries, and 
Romania only have consumption between 20 and 30 cubic metres per capita. 
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0 8 0 1 W A T C O N A L 2 0 0 9 N 0 R T O 
 

Indicator name 

Consumption of water per capita, total water supply (in cubic metres per 
inhabitant) 

Type of issue 

Classical (sectoral) 
issues 

Category 

Environment, hazards 

Reference 

 

Data source(s) 

Eurostat Regio Database 
(table env_watq3) 

Year(s) 

2009 

Spatial level 

NUTS-0 

Spatial coverage 

ESPON Space 

Gaps 

 

General availability 

1998-2009 

Indicator definition, indicator calculation (methodological remarks) 

Consumption of water per capita in cubic metres per inhabitant, including total 
public water supply, which is not only supplied to households but also to industry, 
services, and other types of usages. 

Description / comment 

Generally the per-capita rates of freshwater consumption are higher compared to 
the previous indicator. Countries like Sweden, Iceland, Ireland, UK, Switzerland, 
Croatia or Latvia now have the highest consumption with more than 80 cubic 
metres per capita. Estonia and Lithuania are, on the other end of the spectrum, 
those countries with the lowest per-capita consumption in between 30 and 35 
cubic metres. Generally, new EU Member States have a lower per-capita 
consumption compared to the old member states. 
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0 8 0 1 R E S P O T W A     N 0 R T O 
 

Indicator name 

Residents connected to potable water supply systems (%) 

Type of issue 

Classical (sectoral) 
issues 

Category 

Environment, hazards 

Reference 

 

Data source(s) 

Europstat Regio 
Database (table 
env_wat_pop) 

Year(s) 

2009 (latest available 
year) 

Spatial level 

NUTS-0 

Spatial coverage 

ESPON Space 

Gaps 

Data missing for CH, ES, 
FI, LV, SI and Western 
Balkan. 

General availability 

1998-2009 

Indicator definition, indicator calculation (methodological remarks) 

Resident population connected to public potable water supply systems (in %). 

Description / comment 

Despite the huge data gaps, the map shows that for many countries more than 90 
% of resident population is connected to potable water supply system, in some 
countries even 100%. Shares for Norway, Sweden and Ireland, as well as for 
Baltic States, are somewhat lower probably due to the difficult topographic and 
climatic conditions, as well as the extremely low population density, which makes it 
difficult to connect all buildings in peripheral and sparsely populated areas to the 
potable water supply systems. For Romania, however, one can argue that the 
extremely low percentage is really an indicator of underdevelopment. 
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0 8 0 1 R E S D E N S  2 0 0 6 N 3 R T O 
 

Indicator name 

Residence density 

Type of issue 

Classical (sectoral) 
issues 

Category 

Environment, hazards 

Reference 

 

Data source(s) 

Own calculation based 
on European 
Environment Agency 
(EEA) 

Year(s) 

2006 

Spatial level 

NUTS-3 

Spatial coverage 

ESPON Space 

Gaps 

n.a. 

General availability 

1990, 2000, 2006 

Indicator definition, indicator calculation (methodological remarks) 

The indicator is defined as the share of settlement areas on regional area (in %). 
Settlement areas are taken from Corine land use layer. Settlements are defined as 
continuous and discontinuous urban fabric (=Corine grid codes 1 & 2). 

Description / comment 

The variation of settlement density across Europe is very high, ranging from close 
to zero percent in Scandinavia, Spain, Portugal or in the Alps, towards 80 % for 
the main cities in Benelux or Germany. Regional cities in other countries such as 
Poland, Portugal, or Italy are also highlighted.  

 

 



ESPON 2013 139 

 

0 8 0 2 C L C H     2 0 1 0 N 0 R T O 
 

Indicator name 

Areas with high ecological value (%) 

Type of issue 

Classical (sectoral) 
issues 

Category 

Environment, hazards 

Reference 

 

Data source(s) 

Eurostat Regio Database 
(tabke env_bio1) 

Year(s) 

2010 

Spatial level 

NUTS-0 

Spatial coverage 

ESPON Space 

Gaps 

Data are missing for non-
EU countries. 

General availability 

2003-2010 

Indicator definition, indicator calculation (methodological remarks) 

The indicator is defined as the share of protected areas for biodiversity on the 
overall national territories in percent, according to the biodiversity directive. 

Description / comment 

There are great disparities in the share of areas of high ecological value within the 
EU. The majority of the West European countries, including Germany, France, UK, 
Benelux, and Czech Republic, have shares of less than 10%. Slovenia, Bulgaria, 
and Spain, on the other hand, have the highest share of more than 20% of their 
territories designated as areas of high biodiversity.  
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Indicator: NATURA 2000 
 
The indicator is defined as the share of NATURA 2000 areas on total NUTS-3 region area, 
where only landside NATURA 2000 areas are considered. 
 
The share varies for most regions between 10 and 30 percent, with some regions yielding 
lower shares, some higher shares. Very few regions have shares of more than 50 percent. 
Many of these regions are coastal regions (in fact many NATURA 2000 areas extend into the 
sea), some regions with higher shares are also hilly or mountainous regions. The map also 
highlights the high proportion of Natura2000 area in the new EU Member States, and the low 
proportions in Scandinavia regions. 
 
The variations within the countries at NUTS-3 level are significant, often with 30, 40 or 50 
percentage points or more (Figure 1). Sweden, Romania, Italy and Germany are those 
countries with the highest disparities, the Baltic States those with the smallest. 
 

 
Figure 1. NATURA 2000 areas: variations within countries at NUTS-3 level. 

 
 

These findings are also reflected in the coefficients of variation at national level, which are 
shown in Figure 2, which are rather high for all countries. 
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Figure 2. NATURA 2000 – Coefficients of variation at national level. 
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0 8 0 1 N A T U R A   2 0 0 9 N 3 R T O 
 

Indicator name 

Natura 2000 area 

Type of issue 

Complex territorial issues 

Category 

Natural assets, natural & 
technological hazards 

Reference 

5th Cohesion Report 

Data source(s) 

European Environment 
Agency (EEA) 

Year(s) 

2009 

Spatial level 

NUTS-3 

Spatial coverage 

ESPON Space 

Gaps 

Missing data for AT, CH, 
NO, UK, TR and Western 
Balkans 

General availability 

2009 

Indicator definition, indicator calculation (methodological remarks) 

Share of NATURA 2000 areas on total NUTS-3 region area in %. Only landside 
NATURA 2000 areas are considered, seaside areas excluded. 

Description / comment 

The share of Natura2000 areas on total NUTS-3 areas varies for most regions 
between 10 and 30 percent, with some regions yielding lower shares, some higher 
shares. Very few regions have shares of more than 50 percent. Many of these 
regions are coastal regions (in fact the NATURA 2000 areas often extend into the 
sea), some regions with higher shares are also hilly or mountainous regions. The 
map also highlights the high proportion of N ATURA 2000 area in the new EU 
Member States, and the low proportions in Scandinavia regions. 
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Annex 14. Expected deliveries of the INTERCO projec t 
Excerpt from the Annex III of the INTERCO Subsidy Contract : 

31 August 2010 (Inception Report): 

Twelve weeks after the Kick-off Meeting the Inception Report shall be delivered 
covering the results of Part I, the design phase, which is the following: 

- A proposal on a clear and consistent terminology in relation to territorial 
indicators and indices. 

- An overview and a first review of existing territorial indicators and indices, 
including integrated / composite indicators referring to the above mentioned 
thematic scope and general objectives; 

- A well-founded proposal of feasible territorial indicators and indices, including 
integrated / composite indicators that should be further considered to meet 
the scope of the project. 

- A plan to involve stakeholders in the search for and the testing and 
implementing of indicators and indices. 

- A detailed work plan until the Interim report, a more global work plan until the 
final report, description of the project, and a timing of the necessary dialogue 
with policy makers from the MC; 

On the basis of this Inception report the MC will select indicators and indices to be 
incorporated in Part II of the project, exploring. 

31 March 2011 (Interim Report): 

The Interim report shall cover the results of Part II, the exploratory phase, which is 
the following: 

- A complete review of existing territorial indicators and indices referring to the 
above mentioned thematic scope and general objectives; 

- Results of the testing of territorial indicators and indices, including integrated / 
composite indicators meeting the best the scope of the project. 

- Examples of visualisation of indicators and indices. 

- Recommendation, based on the completed review and testing results, of a set 
of appropriate and operational territorial indicators and indices that would best 
mirror the European policy aim of territorial cohesion and that could be used 
to measure, communicate and report this aim to policy makers and other 
stakeholders. 

- Work plan until the Final report. 

On the basis of this Interim report the MC will make the final selection of the 
indicators and indices to be incorporated in Part III of the project, implementing. 

30 November 2011 (Draft Final Report): 

- The Draft Final report will take into account feed-back on the Interim report 
from an ESPON seminar and ESPON CU. The report is supposed to cover 
the following: 

- Report (max. 50 pages) on the main results of implementing the selected 
territorial indicators and indices including the results of analyses, tests, data 
considerations, reporting, communication aspects, etc. Particularly important 
are findings for policy makers, which could provide the basis for interventions 
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related to opportunities for improving European competitiveness and 
cohesion. 

- An executive summary (max. 10 pages) summarising the main results of the 
project that can be communicated to a wider audience of stakeholders. This 
summary should be based on the report mentioned above. 

- Scientific report documenting the scientific work undertaken in the project 
including elements such as: 

o Literature, definitions and methodology/theory used. 

o Methodologies and concepts developed and used. 

o Tools and models used or developed. 

o An overview of all indicators and indices selected, each described in a 
structured way including the aspects given in the Annex, its way to 
visualise, communicate and report, its test results, etc. 

o Maps produced in support of the results, covering the territory of EU 
27, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway and Switzerland. 

o Future research avenues to consider, including further data 
requirements, filling of possible data gaps, building time series, 
improving weak aspects in the selected set of indicators and indices 
and further developments linked to the database and monitoring. 

Once the Draft Final Report is delivered to the ESPON Coordination Unit, the report 
will be presented for the ESPON MC for discussion. 

29 February 2012 (Final report): 

The Final Report will be a revision of the Draft Final report on the basis of comments 
received. 

The ESPON 2013 Programme foresees in Priority 4 also capitalisation of project 
results including events, printed reports, website facility, etc. The Programme 
includes, in other words, substantial dissemination activities at Programme level 
which all projects should make use of and support. This means that the project’s 
dissemination activities shall ensure consistency and avoid overlaps with and 
repetition of respective activities organised at Programme level. The project team 
shall refer to the objectives of Priority 4 of the ESPON 2013 Programme 
“Capitalisation, ownership and participation: Capacity building, dialogue and 
networking” when considering dissemination activities and closely coordinate these 
with the ESPON CU. 
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The ESPON 2013 Programme is part-financed 
by the European Regional Development Fund, 
the EU Member States and the Partner States 
Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway and Switzerland. 
It shall support policy development in relation to 
the aim of territorial cohesion and a harmonious 
development of the European territory.  

ISBN  




