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Foreword 
 
 
This document is the report on the ESPON trans-national ECP activity “ESPON YoungStars 
2 – Reach Each Other” which took place in Budapest, Hungary, on the 18th and 19th of May 
2006. The report attempts to present the idea, the concept, the programme, the realisation and 
the main outcomes of the seminar. 
 
The activity was supported by the ECPs of Hungary (lead partner), Belgium, Finland, 
Germany, Greece and Slovenia. 
 
The ECPs and the organisation team would like to take the opportunity to thank all persons 
and institutes that were involved in the work or supported the team. Particularly, we would 
like to make our acknowledgements to Mr Géza Tompai, the official ESPON Contact Point of 
Hungary at the National Territorial Development Office of the Hungarian Government, to Ms 
Ágnes Csanádi the CEO of VÁTI who made the organisation of the Seminar possible, and to 
Mrs Erzsébet Vajdovich Visy, the joint ESPON Contact Point of Hungary at VATI who 
supported our work in the application phase and in the project phase as well. 
 
Special thanks to all the colleagues from the administration offices at VÁTI in Hungary 
(secretaries, assistants) who worked hard and unconventionally to fulfil the formal 
requirements of the programme. 
 
The idea of ESPON YoungStars was born in 2003 and the first seminar was organized in 
2005 in Ljubljana by the German and Slovenian ECPs. Both ECPs wished to continue this 
activity. Nevertheless the leadership was transferred to VATI which is the background 
institute of the Hungarian ECP.   The organisers from VATI took part at the ESPON 
YoungStars 1 and utilised the experiences of this event. At the second seminar, all 
participants requested the continuation of the YoungStars activity in a possible ESPON II 
Programme. 
 
The ESPON Programme was launched in 2002, following the preparation of the European 
Spatial Development Perspective (ESDP), adopted by the Ministers responsible for Spatial 
Planning of the EU in May 1999 in Potsdam (Germany) calling for a better balance and 
polycentric sustainable development of the European territory. The programme is 
implemented in the framework of the Community Initiative INTERREG III C. Under the 
overall control of the Luxembourg authorities, the EU Member States have elaborated a joint 
application with the title "The ESPON 2006 Programme – Research on the Spatial 
Development of an Enlarging European Union". The European Commission adopted the 
programme on 3 June 2002. 
 
For more information, see: http://www.espon.eu 
(the “.eu” domain of ESPON was announced on the first day of the seminar by the 
representative of the ESPON Co-ordination Unit, so the ESPON research network is now 
avaailable on the EU network) 
 
The present report and the successful conduction of the second ESPON YoungStars seminar 
is the result of a team work of six ECPs with the lead partner’s role assigned to VATI.1 
                                                 
1 Alphabetical order by names or titles of the institutes  
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ECP Hungary (Lead Partner) 
VÁTI Hungarian Public Nonprofit Company for Regional Development and Town Planning 
Strategic Planning and Evaluation Directorate 
Contact person: Dóra Illés 
H-1016 Budapest 
Gellérthegy u. 30-32. Hungary 
Tel. +36 1 224 3255 
Fax +36 1 224 3290 
E-mail: dilles@vati.hu 
www.vati.hu 
 
ECP Belgium (Project Partner) 
Institut de Gestion de l’Environnement et d’Aménagement du Territoire (IGEAT) of the Université Libre 
de Bruxelles C.P. 246  
Contact person: Pierre Cornut 
Boulevard du Triomphe  
B - 1050 Bruxelles  
BELGIUM 
tel: ++32-2-6505077 
fax: ++32-2-6505092 
pcornut@ulb.ac.be 
 
ECP Finland (Project Partner) 
University of Joensuu (Karelian Institute & Department of Geography) 
Contact person: Timo Hirvonen 
PO Box 111 FIN-80101 Joensuu 
Tel: +358 13251 4160 
Fax: +358 13251 2472 
E-mail:timo.hirvonen@joensuu.fi 
 
ECP Germany (Project Partner) 
Federal Office for Building and Regional Planning (BBR) 
Section I 3 "European Spatial and Urban Development" 
Contact person:Lars Porsche 
Deichmanns Aue 31 – 37 53179 Bonn Germany 
Tel. +49.(0)1888.401-2351 
Fax +49.(0)1888.401-2260 
E-mail: Lars.Porsche@bbr.bund.de 
www.bbr.bund.de 
 
ECP Greece (Project Partner) 
Institute of Urban Environment & 
Human Resources (UEHR),Panteion University 
Contact person: Anastasios Giotis 
14 Aristotelous str. Kallithea, Athens  
GR-176 71 Athens Greece 
Tel: +30 210 9247450, 210 9248531  
Fax +30 210 9248781  
E-mail:E-mail: tgiotis@panteion.gr ; uehr@panteion.gr 
 
ECP Slovenia (Project Partner) 
Ministry of the Environment and Spatial Planning,  
Spatial Development Office 
Contact person: Tomaz Miklavcic 
Dunajska cesta 21, SI-1000 Ljubljana 
Slovenia 
Tel +386 1 478 7052 
Fax +386 1 478 7010 
tomaz.miklavcic1@gov.si 
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1. Summary 
 
Background 
The first YoungStars seminar was held in Ljubljana, May, 2005. The idea was to deepen the 
understanding of the ESPON Programme and to initiate the networking of young 
professionals and students. The seminar fulfilled its aim and turned out to be very successful. 
Thus it was decided to continue this idea and organize a second Young Stars seminar.  Six 
ECPs formed the project group, from which 3 ECPs were among the organisers of the first 
YoungStars Seminar. The Hungarian ECP (VATI jointly with the National Office for 
Regional Development) was the Lead Partner and Hungary was the host country. The activity 
was carried out in close co-operation with the partner ECPs, mainly with the German ECP. 
Initially, there had been concerns, that, the seminar, organized in the same part of Europe as 
the previous one, would not mobilise participants from other parts of the continent, but this 
fear did not materialize (see chapter 2) 
 
Based on the experience of the first YoungStars Seminar, the number of participants was 
restricted to 60 persons to secure an effective and productive seminar. Information was 
provided via the ESPON YoungStars web page (on the web page of the BBR2 and VATI3) 
and through e-mail to various groups, like the ECPs, the ESPON CU, a distribution list with a 
wide range of scientific institutes, organisations and networks. 
 
 The difference from the previous YoungStars Seminar was that while the first gave a general 
overview of the ESPON projects, this second focussed on one specific topic: accessibility in 
the broad sense. The majority of the plenary lectures and discussions, as well as the 
workshops were related to this topic, and its trans-national aspects. The dimensions of broadly 
defined accessibility will be an important priority of the Cohesion Policy from 2007. This is 
the starting year of the new Structural Funds programming period with more participating 
countries than before. The issue of accessibility is included in the Community Strategic 
Guidelines (CSG), the new regulations and the Lisbon Agenda and has a great significance in 
the ongoing programming and planning processes, especially in the new Territorial Agenda of 
the EU. Thus the seminar took place at a very convenient time. 
 
The main rationale concerning the choice of the theme of accessibility was the following: 
- The theme is trans-national, relating to globalisation and a wider and deeper integration 

of transport, information, culture and research. In these fields, innovation is not 
constrained by borders and co-operation between countries and regions is a prerequisite 
of development;  

- Several ESPON projects deal with accessibility in the broad sense: transport, 
telecommunication, information society. Thus, a seminar, highlighting these topics can 
create a solid ground for future co-operation; 

- Accessibility is linked to polycentrism which is one of the main elements and objectives 
of the ESDP (European Spatial Development Perspective) and thus of the ESPON 
research; this thematic focus could be regarded as a follow-up of the presentations of the 
previous YoungStar Seminar (projects 1.1.1. Polycentrism, 1.1.3. Polycentrism and 
Enlargement, 1.1.2. Urban-rural relationship) 

                                                 
2 http://www.bbr.bund.de/index.html?/raumordnung/europa/espon/youngstars.htm 
3 http://www.vati.hu/main.php?folderID=2742&articleID=7911&ctag=articlelist&iid=1 
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- Accessibility is a policy aim of the ESDP: “Promotion of integrated transport and 
communication concepts, which support the polycentric development of the EU territory 
are important pre-conditions for enabling European cities and regions to pursue their 
integration into EMU.” 

- Accessibility, including transport, telecommunications and the information society is a 
high priority in the next programming period also, which is also represented in the 
Community Strategic Guidelines, in the regulations of ERDF and ESF and in the draft of 
the Territorial Agenda of the EU; 

- Not only trends, but also policy impacts could be examined in the seminar. (Transport 
policy, R& D policy). This topic offers possibilities to study and to use the benefits of 
territorial impact analysis. 

- The topic is especially current in view of recent and future enlargement  processes, where 
accessibility is one of the major challenges of development and integration. 

 
The seminar 
The seminar took place on 18-19 May, 2006 in Budapest, Hungary. 
The seminar followed the “traditional” structure. The main elements were presentations of 8 
selected ESPON projects – by young project partners.  Time (10-15 minutes) was left for 
discussion. In view of general relevance of the theme, the target group was not restricted to 
those who are involved in ESPON and have ESPON experience. Every participant could  
contribute to the plenary discussion with his/her own ideas, thoughts, experiences,  and reflect 
on the presentations given by ESPON and non-ESPON lecturers. The discussion focused on:  

- spatial planning, territorial development and within it different dimensions of 
accessibility; 

- preliminary and final ESPON project results in the field of accessibility; 
- methodological issues of planning and assessing accessibility; 
- possible application of the results of projects in the planning and programming of 

operational programmes of the period 2007-2013; 
- expectations of the seminar participants concerning ESPON 2013 programme as 

well as suggestions for improvements.  
 
The formal part of the seminar was a 2-day event, including presentations, plenary discussions 
and workshops. The workshops were interactive so that more participants could be involved, 
could contribute with their opinion. The workshops took partly the form of World Café (see 
Chapter 3.2.). The topics were the ones which had been presented on the first day.  The final 
plenary session summed up and formulated the following conclusions : 
 

1. Europe is characterized by huge disparities of accessibility in different dimensions: 
a. Core – periphery 
b. Western Europe – Eastern Europe 
c. Urban areas and agglomerations – hinterland 

 
2. Good accessibility, however, does not guarantee alone the regional economic success 

and poor accessibility does not necessarily mean poor economic performance. The 
presence of other factors is also necessary for economic growth. 

 
3. The TEN-T network does not necessarily contribute to cohesion, because many 

empirical cases prove that it links the central regions with each other and not the 
periphery with the core. 
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4. Large increases in accessibility generate in urban territories only small changes in 
economic performance. A high or good accessibility does not always go along with 
economic growth, e.g. the Ruhr Area or parts of Bayern in Germany. Furthermore, 
economic growth does not always go along with improving accessibility. This is, for 
example, the case in the Baltic capitals and Warsaw, Budapest, Bratislava, Oslo, 
Stockholm and southern or northern Greece. 

 
5. Largest gains of the new member states are due to the accession itself, because it has 

reduced barriers for travel and goods transport. Persons and goods don’t have to stop 
at the border for hours because of custom and passport control procedures. The 
problem still is the joining to the Schengen agreement. 

 
6. While additional gains in accessibility in the core area bring only little additional 

incentives for economic growth, for regions at the European periphery or in the new 
member states a gain in accessibility brings significant progress in economic 
development. 

 
7. One of the tasks of the spatial policy of the EU is to deal with the goal conflicts of 

competitiveness and cohesion. 
 

8. Accessibility of small and medium sized cities should be developed 
 

9. There are difficulties of data availability especially in the field of Informa tion Society 
 

10. The spatial pattern of telecommunications is still very centralised, like that of transport 
 
In the end it was agreed that ESPON and within it the ESPON YoungStars activity should 
continue in the future. The future generation of spatial planners, policy makers might have an 
important role in shaping EU cohesion policy. 
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2. Idea and Concept 
 

2.1 Overall aims and objectives 
 
One of the main functions of the work of the ECPs is the dissemination of ESPON results. 
 
The YoungStars seminar was one of the activities of the ECPs which contribute to the 
extension of the discussion on ESPON issues within a broader public. 
 
The general aim of the YoungStars activity was to give young professionals and students of 
spatial planning and related fields a deeper understanding of ESPON and of the challenges of 
European spatial planning and territorial development. 
 
The target group of the YoungStars seminar was made up of young professionals, as well as 
students of spatial planning and related fields (geography, urban planning, economy, 
sociology, architecture, political science, civil engineering, etc.). The seminar intended to 
present the ideas and concepts of ESPON and give participants the opportunity to discuss the 
relevant topics of European spatial processes and planning issues.  
 
The seminar presented the results of ESPON projects to students and young professionals and 
gave them the opportunity to reflect on and discuss these results. The discussions therefore 
gave a feedback to the ESPON projects as well and fostered the exchange of thoughts and 
experiences between ESPON and the participating countries in both directions.  
Furthermore, the seminar enables for young professionals and students to make acquaintances 
and to build networks among themselves, which is essential for future cooperation in the 
analysis of European spatial development processes. 
 
As regards lecturers and moderators for the event, members of the ESPON family and 
professionals and practitioners from outside ESPON were invited. Since the focus was on 
“youngsters”, younger lecturers and moderators were chosen for this event.  

 

2.2 Date and place 

The second YoungStars Seminar – “Reach each other!” took place in Budapest on the 18-19 
May 2006 in the headquarter of VATI. This was the second time that the YoungStars Seminar 
was held in a New Member State. Budapest, located in the heart of Central Europe has good 
accessibility by airplane, by train, by car. Hungary is a close location to many of the 
practitioners from the new Member States. Apart from the rail and road transport, there are 
many discount airlines from almost all Member States. Thus the venue of the seminar could 
be linked symbolically also to the focus topic: accessibility. 
 
Advantage of the headquarter of VATI was mainly the cost efficiency so that there was no 
need to rent a separate conference room. Overnight accommodations (includ ing youth hostels) 
were available in the neighbourhood of the venue for fair price. 
 
In addition to young people from the Old Member States, several young colleagues from the 
New Member States as well as from non-EU member states of Eastern Europe had the chance 
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to participate. The participants represented a fairly good coverage of the European territory. 
See graphic 2. 
 
Altogether 61 people participated, including speakers and organisers, coming from 13 
different countries. The following figure illustrates the distribution of participants: 
 
Graphic 1: Distribution of participants according to place of residence 
 

Real distribution of participants
ESPON YoungStars2 Seminar

Budapest, 18-19 May 2006

Austria
2%

United Kingdom
2%

Greece
2%

Belgium
4%

Luxemburg
4%

Poland
4%

Sweden
6%

Finland
9%

Netherlands
13%

Germany
17% Hungary

37%

 
 
 
Feedback on the seminar was evaluated based on the questionnaire distributed among 
participants after the seminar. Results of the feedback assessment are presented in section 4.3 
Networking of the Conclusion Report. 
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3. The course of events of the seminar 
 
 
The duration of the seminar was two days. In the evening before the starting of the seminar an 
official welcome was offered by the ESPON Monitoring Committee Member of Hungary, Mr. 
Károly Misley. After the welcome speech there was possibility for a first informal “get 
together” and to get to know Budapest by going to the city, watching football match, and 
going to a restaurant. 
 

3.1 First day 
 
Plenary sessions and related discussions and related discussions were organised on the first 
day. The presentations gave a general overview of the territorial cohesion and the role of 
ESPON and ESPON projects in the analysis of spatial processes. In the second half of the first 
day the character and the topic of the presentations became more specific, focusing on the 
different spheres of accessibility within the 29 countries/ ESPON Space.   
 

 
Figure 1: Seminar Programme of the first day 
 

Thursday, 18 May 
 
8.30-9.00 
Registration 
9.00-10.30 
Opening and introduction  
Opening and introduction to the seminar by the hosting institution VÁTI (CEO: Ms Ágnes 
Csanádi, Mr Ádám Radvánszki) 
Territorial Cohesion in Europe. The role and position of ESPON  (Peter Schmeitz, ESPON 
Monitoring Committee, NL) 
Structural Funds support and territorial cohesion (Mr. Balázs Avar) 
10.30-11.00  Coffee break 
11.00-12.30 
"Polycentricity in ESPON and in INTERREG: potentials for mutual enrichment of the policy 
thinking" (Mr. Alexandre Dubois) 
Accessibility in an enlarged Europe (ESPON 1.1.3.) (Ms. Lisa van Well) 
Are regions with better accessibility really more successful than other regions? (ESPON1.2.1. 
Transport trends) (Mr. Klaus Spiekermann) 
12.30-14.00     Lunch 
14.00-15.00 
Telecom trends and Information Society development - lessons from the past and challenges 
ahead" (ESPON 1.2.2. and 1.2.3.) (Timo Hirvonen) 
How does change the spatial structure of Europe through improved transport (ESPON 2.1.1. 
Transport policy impact) (Klaus Spiekermann) 
15.00-15.30 Coffee break 
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15.30-16.30 
Some conflicts in the territorial governance of Hungary: the example of the Budapest 
Agglomeration Plan (ESPON 2.3.2.) (Ms. Hanna Szemzo) 
Does an interrelationship between accessibility and economic growth exist? (ESPON 2.4.2. 
Zooming) (Mr. Lars Porsche) 
 16.30-  
Discussion and short resume of the first day 
 
 
After the registration and the welcoming speeches, the first speaker, Mr. Balázs Avar.  
He gave a global overview of the preparation of the National Development Plans and the role 
of the Structural Funds. Accordingly, accessibility will be one of the main priorities of the 
Structural Funds if the new programming period. The presentation showed the difficulties of 
the planning and programming system. After the presentation a discussion took place about 
the shortcomings of the system.  
The second general presentation was made by Mr. Peter Schmeitz, the Dutch member of the 
ESPON Monitoring Committee and the member of the editorial group which is now working 
on a document entitled “Territorial Agenda of the European Union”. The recommendations of 
the Territorial Agenda will be based on an analysis embodied in the expert report document 
"Territorial State and Perspectives of the EU".  This expert report document contains elements 
of the ESPON research (maps, analysis). Detailed information regarding to this process can be 
found on the website of the German Federal Ministry of Transport, Building and Urban 
Affairs http://www.bmvbs.de/territorial-agenda. In his presentation Peter Schmeitz touched 
upon the topic of territorial cohesion: he gave an overview of the development of territorial 
cooperation in Europe, the ESDP, the role and position of ESPON, and the follow-up of the 
ESDP. The presentation gave an excellent conceptual framework to the seminar. It gave an 
overview of the development of the  territorial cohesion policy from the beginning (CEMAT4) 
through ESDP and ESPON. The participants could have an outlook to the future of ESPON: 
plans and possibilities for the next programming period. 
 
Afterwards two ESPON projects were presented. The first was a comparison of ESPON 
project 1.1.1. (Policentricity), with other INTERREG projects. The speaker was Alexandre 
Dubois, the research fellow of NORDREGIO, Lead Partner of Project 1.1.1. Policentricity is 
one of the basic objectives of the ESDP. ESPON and the other INTERREG IIIB projects 
represent two different perspectives of the issues of European spatial development. The 
INTERREG IIIB community, consisting mainly of local and regional policy-makers, used the 
ESDP concepts, as tools for enhancing local and regional development and implementing 
local policies in accordance with European objectives. The ESPON 1.1.1 project made major 
attempts to measure the degree of polycentricity in European countries, but it came to the 
conclusion that polycentricity remains largely immeasurable.  Mr. Dubois presented how 
polycentricity appears in INTERREG IIIB projects through empirical analysis and surveys. 
The results of the  lecturer’s research confirmed the lack of awareness of ESPON results 
among the INTERREG IIIB partners and this seems to be an obstacle for the dialogue 
between the two programmes. 
 
 

                                                 
4 European Conference of Ministers responsible for Regional Planning (eng) brings together representatives of 
the 45 Member States of the Council of Europe, united in their pursuit of a common objective: sustainable spatial 
development of the European continent 
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Figure 2: Relationship between ESPON and INTERREG programme 
 

 
 
 
The second speaker, Lisa van Well, examined accessibility in the EU enlargement area based 
on the results of the ESPON 1.1.3. project. Lisa van Well works for the Royal Institute of 
Technology, Stockholm which was the Lead Partner of this project. This project is  not only 
important from the point of view of polycentricity but also in respect to accessibility, since the 
successive enlargements of the European territory have highlighted the need for better 
accessibility, particularly of the new external border regions of Europe. That is why this 
project had been chosen to be presented. Similarly to the previous presentation, links to  trans-
national co-operation were highlighted. The critical situation of the new member states, 
especially at the external border, was emphasised in the presentation. The presentation 
stressed that accessibility and the connectivity of the disadvantaged regions, particularly in 
border regions, had an important role in European territorial development. Regions which 
become more closely connected show various potentials for integration. Accessibility may 
also be seen as a process of diminishing the importance of national borders to facilitate greater 
cooperation in terms of interregional trade and within the INTERREG programmes. 
 
During the third part of the first day, the trends and territorial impacts of different forms of 
accessibility: transport (ESPON 1.2.1., 2.1.1.,), telecommunications and information society 
(ESPON 1.2.2., 1.2.3), accessibility to political decision-making (ESPON 2.3.2.) were 
presented. Both projects on transport (trends and the policy impacts) were presented by Klaus 
Spiekermann. His institute participated in several ESPON projects. Concerning the transport 
trends, the speaker highlighted the increasing complexity of the relationship between transport 
infrastructure and economic development. There are successful regions in the European core 
confirming the theoretical expectation that location matters. However, there are also centrally 

Basis for territorial analysis 
(for benchmarking between 
regions for example) 

How to use concepts in 
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of the recommendations for 
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located regions suffering from industrial decline and there are also prosperous peripheral 
regions. The presentation included a discussion of different accessibility indicators and 
summarised the analysis of the current spatial distribution of accessibility ind icators across 
Europe and the relationship between these indicators and those of economic performance.  
 
 
Figure 3: Accessibility versus economic performance 
 

   

 
The second presentation by Klaus Spiekermann gave a short overview of the territorial 
impacts of EU transport policies. The speaker pointed out that although the development of 
infrastructure networks is a most ambitious initiative of the European Community, the TEN 
programme is not undisputed. Therefore, the assessment and the rational and transparent 
evaluation of likely socio-economic impacts of major transport infrastructure investments 
have acquired great political importance. The participants got acquainted with the SASI 
model which examines the territorial impacts of transport.  The research team contributed to 
the ESPON 3.2 project on spatial scenarios. The examined all policy scenarios including the 
cohesion scenario, which focuses on the reduction of  disparities in accessibility and GDP per 
capita between the old and new member states in relative terms. They have pointed out that, 
in absolute terms, the policy results in the widening of the gap in accessibility and GDP per 
capita between the old and new member states. After this presentation there was a discussion 
about the meaning of “relative terms” and “absolute terms”. It is very important to find out  
whether the differences between the old and new member states would grow or decrease in 
the future. 
 
The presentation of the Finnish ECP, Timo Hirvonen on telecommunication trends and ICT 
described the spatial patterns of ICT application. The territorial division (north-south, west-
east, core-periphery) was highlighted but also the difficulties of data availability and  
comparability were presented. Increasing availability and uptake of ICTs are often seen as a 
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key precondition for the information society development, and therefore, promoting the 
development of relevant infrastructures has become an important issue of public policies. 
Information society development is often seen benefiting particularly remote and peripheral 
areas, so that advanced ICTs compensate the deficits in physical accessibility. The results of 
both ICT projects do not fully confirm this view. In respect to both the supply and use of 
ICTs, the most densely populated regions, core areas, and biggest cities are in better position. 
 
The last presentation of this block was an interesting one, too, although the approach to 
accessibility was rather abstract. The speaker was Hanna Szemzo, researcher of the 
Metropolitan Research Institute in Budapest, and who was involved in the ESPON project 
2.3.2. This project was important from the point of view of enlightening the social and 
political aspects of the accessibility. The speaker illustrated some conflicts in the territorial 
governance of Hungary through the example of the Budapest Agglomeration Plan. The 
presentation highlighted some key issues related to the access to decision making: the legal 
conflict between self-determination of individual municipalities and the general public 
interest of a large region. Which principle is more important? The case study showed that the 
territorial governance is no t really functioning. Finally, the planning process highlighted the 
question, whether it is a good idea to separate spatial regulatory planning rigidly from spatial 
development, since these two processes are interdependent, building on each other. 
After the presentation some questions and comments were raised. It was not quite clear 
whether the strengthening of regional competence should be a bottom-up or a top-down 
process. Some of the participants noted that similar problems of the territorial governance 
existed in their countries too. 
The last presentation of the first day by Lars Porsche sought an answer to the question 
whether an interrelationship between accessibility and economic growth exists. The  
presentation was based on ESPON project 2.4.2. The target of this project was to analyse the 
specific weaknesses and opportunities of different subdivisions of the European territory. 
Three thematic issues were examined by the Regional Classification Analysis: economic 
situation, Lisbon performance and accessibility. 
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Figure 4: Relationship between accessibility and economic setting on macro scale in Europe 
 

 
 

 

3.2 Second day 

The second day gave the possibility to a more interactive and practical work of the 
participants. The workshop gave opportunity to the participants to get an introduction not only 
to the topics raised by ESPON, but they could experience some of the atmosphere of ESPON 
seminars in discussion about these topics with the chance of contributing their own ideas 
freely to the debate related to the topics mentioned in the plenary session. 
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Figure 5: Programme for the second day 

Friday, 19 May 
9.00-9.15 
Introduction to the second day 
9.30-11:00 
Workshop sessions (parallel sessions) 
WS1: “EU corridors and local feeder roads – Accessibility on macro and micro scale” 
Discussion and questions on transport networks and infrastructure 
WS2: “The virtual motorways of Europe” 
Discussion and questions on access to telecommunications infrastructure 
WS3: “How to apply the inexhaustible resource of development?” 
Discussion and questions on information society (including access to knowledge, public 
services) 
11.00-11.30 Coffee break 
11.30-12.30 
Continuation of Workshops  
12.30-14.00 Lunch 
14.00-15.00 
Short statements from each workshop and agenda for discussion 
15.00-16.00  
Territorial cohesion and the Lisbon Strategy: Scenarios for 2030 (ESPON 3.2.) (David Evers) 
Discussion and resume. Exchange of views about the place of accessibility in the    territorial 
cohesion from 2007 
Closing the seminar (Mr. Géza Tompai, ECP Hungary) 
 

After a short introduction on the method of carrying out the workshops, three parallel groups 
were set up. The three parallel workshops treated different aspects of the accessibility: the 
first discussed transport, the second discussed telecommunications and ICT, and the third 
discussed the general access to public services and information. These three dimensions were 
presented at the plenary sessions, and these dimensions have economic, social, and certain 
ecological aspects and have links to Lisbon performance, competitiveness and to cohesion as 
well. The objective of the workshops was to actively involve all seminar participants and offer 
a platform where everybody can give his or her reflections on the themes of the seminar and  
also launch new ideas. The workshops were organised according to the World Café technique 
in order to involve as many participants as possible in the discussion.  
At the beginning of the World café, the participants were shy so a bit of “ice-breaking” was 
needed. For this purpose, some initial questions were posed in relation to the topic. After a 
while the participants talked freely. There were two-three rounds in one workshop. So, the 
World Café was successful in the end. The reasons behind it may be the following: 

- the participants were young, thus open-minded and ready to  play; 
- the majority of the participants were not involved in any ESPON project, so they could 

approach the topic from the point of view of an outsider and they could bring fresh 
ideas. 
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Workshop 1:  
 
“EU corridors and local feeder roads” – Accessibility on micro and macro scale 
Discussion and questions on transport infrastructure 
 
Short resume of most important issues pointed out during the two sessions. 
 
Participants discussed different modes of transport and their territorial context and effects in 
general. They pointed out that primarily MEGAs (large metropolitan areas) have good 
connection with primary (TEN-T) and secondary traffic networks. High speed railway can 
compete with air flights in all over Europe, but currently, high speed railway is available only 
in Pentagon area. The accessibility of islands shows interesting picture: e.g. Sardinia is better 
connected since low cost airlines discovered the island. The question raised whether it could 
have a long term effect.  

 
The second main issue discussed was the social aspects of accessibility. It was pointed out 
that bad accessibility can lead to a conflict of interest between local people and tourists in 
case tourists aim to recreate themselves in remote areas while local people need to be 
connected to the European networks. Poor accessibility might result in social exclusion as 
beside social barriers they face also physical barriers in their aim for inclusion (e.g. 
segregated rural ghettos with poor accessibility in Hungary). One can observe the long term 
economic effect of bad accessibility which results the emigration of young people. It was 
highlighted that islands (e.g. Sardinia) are threatened with a risk of absolute dependence on 
the tourism sector since low cost airlines discovered these islands. The participants set out that 
the social aspect of accessibility is not enough discussed, it seems to be missing in ESPON 
research. 
 
The third topic of this workshop highlighted the relationship between accessibility and 
economic growth. It was pointed out that too much infrastructure does not mean direct 
influence on economic growth. There are other factors (e.g. innovation, research, enterprises) 
which stimulate economic growth and competitiveness. That’s why the connection between 
accessibility and economic growth exist only to a certain level. 

 
Finally, participants discussed the relationship between accessibility and sustainability. Some 
participants raised the idea that sustainability should be a limit of the quantitative growth of 
investments. The other issue raised was that the railway network is the only sustainable 
transport mode compared to motorways or air. Nevertheless the motorways are relatively 
flexible elements of accessibility. However, the question was raised whether motorways were 
really sustainable from economic, social and ecological point of view. 
 
Summarising this workshop 
- certain level of accessibility is important for economic growth, but it is not the only factor.  
- the infrastructure has to be adapted to the local realities. Important aspect is the level of 
energy prices which has to be taken into consideration. 
- people’s mentality has to change from using cars to take the train (public transport means). 
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Workshop 2:  
“The virtual motorways of Europe” - Discussion and questions on access to 
telecommunications infrastructure 
 
The initial questions were the following: 

1. Does any digital divide exist? If yes, what are its implications at micro, meso and 
macro levels? 

2. What are the reasons which may lead to these divides? 
3. What are the policies which affect this issue? How to make better the access to ICTs? 

 
The focus was on the first two questions. In general, two approaches were used: 

• from the point of view of the type of technologies 
• from the point of view of the spatial scale 

 
It was found that the digital divide is more apparent in terms of technology. The participants 
separated the old and new ICTs. 
Concerning the spatial scale, it was set out that ICT policy is mainly a micro level 
phenomenon, and local policies are the most important in this respect. Since differences 
between countries are obvious, national policies are also important.  Surprisingly, the role of 
European wide policies was not really discussed. Nevertheless it was acknowledged that a 
north-south, west-east, old and new member states and core-periphery divide exists. 
Concerning the policies, it was set out that cultural, social and educational policies may be 
effective on the long term to improve the accessibility to telecommunication and Internet. 
Some concrete topics were mentioned as well. 
 
Participants discussed the relationship between telecommunications and economy. Some new 
member states show similar features: the lack of competition among the telecommunication 
companies that is a barrier of the development, since the prices remain high and the majority 
of the population can’t afford them (Hungary and Poland). 
 
The second issue raised was the geographic patterns of telecommunications/internet. Compact 
cities are in better position, while sparsely populated and isolated areas are lagging behind. 
 
The third themes were the social aspects of telecommunication and internet. Participants 
pointed out that communication structure depends more on the social structure than on the 
territorial divide. Telecommunications and Internet make possible working at home enhancing 
suburbanisation and finally peripheral regions benefit from it. The question raised if e-mails 
make work faster or better. It was set out that these means of communication can reduce 
spaces. 
 
Finally, the relationship between Internet and other modes of accessibility were talked over. 
The role of Internet was discussed: does it replace other means of telecommunications?  Does 
it replace travelling or rather foster it? Does it replace physical transport or not? 
 
 
Workshop 3:  
 
The focus topic of the workshop was information society, access to information and public 
services. The moderators started the discussion with some very general questions that were to 
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be discussed by participants. There was an exchange of people between the two rounds of 
discussion, and the moderators decided to hide the results of the first discussion not to 
influence the way of thinking of the second group in any way in order to gather as many ideas 
as possible. 
 
The importance of information society was agreed among participants, however it was clear 
that the definition of information society is subject to arguments. Participants had the idea that 
ICT can be considered as the hardware of information and information society is the software 
of this sector. 
 
The development of information society depends on the infrastructure provided, the content 
available and the skills of people who use it. There was agreement that as the content 
available is growing in quantity, new skills of finding and evaluating information are to be 
developed. Information available is endless, but one has to know which content to trust. One 
has to filter information, check the reliability of data obtained from the network, but there are 
also harmful pieces of information which are ready to be used for immoral purposes. 
 
The development of e-services raised new questions of trust in e-medicine, e-surgery, e-
voting, etc. Trust in info society was agreed to be crucial not only in the case of services, but 
also in private relations, such as chats and e-dating. Another aspect of trust in information 
society is to trust the system itself concerning privacy. Questions concerning the „big brother” 
always watching you were discussed (e.g. cell phone companies always know where you are). 
The question of equal chances raised, but answers are not obvious. It remained a question how 
much the development of information society helps to decrease regional disparities. On one 
hand, developed info society could be a tool to provide public and private services and jobs 
also in remote areas, but on the other hand the skills and infrastructure are usually 
concentrated in areas with higher economic and social wealth. 
 
All groups had a fruitful discussion and agreed that information society is becoming a more 
and more important part of life and has significant effects on development even if the 
outcomes can be quite controversial. 
 
 
Photos of the World Café 
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The main findings of the three World Cafés were briefly presented in the plenary session by 
one of the moderators, but after that any of the participants could intervene if they wished. 
Flip chart papers have been hung on the walls so that everybody could see the results of other 
World Cafés. 
 
The last presentation of the seminar represented a look into the future. ESPON Project 3.2 
(Scenarios) was presented again, but from a new point of view. At the first YoungStars 
Seminar a general overview about the scenarios and the methods of making scenarios were 
addressed. This year the progress report was presented about economic processes and the 
impact of the Lisbon strategy. In the project a limited number of possible futures for European 
spatial development were elaborated. The first is the baseline scenario, assuming the 
continuation of the current trends and policy decisions. The other two scenarios focussed on 
the effects of a particular policy orientation, one focusing on competitiveness, the other on 
cohesion. Finally, a scenario was constructed visualising an ideal territorial structure. These 
scenarios were evaluated. In addition, models have been built for this project to simulate the 
effects of various trends and policy decisions. The most important of these are the MASST5 
model to predict future GDP at the regional level, and the KTEN 6 model to predict decision-
making on infrastructure and traffic flows. Based on these results, it should be possible to gain 
more insight into the content and effect of the Lisbon strategy and territorial cohesion.  
 
During the discussion following this presentation a comment was made about the maps 
representing the Cohesion scenario and the competitiveness scenario. One of the speakers, 
Klaus Spiekermann didn’t agree with them. He also proposed the application of relative and 
absolute indicators, which can measure competitiveness. Another comment was about the 
applied indicator. The question was raised whether:  the GDP/capita in exchange rate is the 
most appropriate indicator to measure the competitiveness or the GDP/capita measured in 
PPP. 

                                                 
5 Macroeconomical Sectoral Social Territorial Model 
6 Know Transeuropean Network Model 



 22 

After the discussion of the last presentation, the floor was given to a general discussion on the 
future of ESPON Young Stars activity, the networking and a general feedback on this 
seminar. The feedback was very positive and everybody who reacted said that it must be 
continued. This kind of seminar is useful on one hand to learn a lot about European spatial 
planning, spatial development, ESPON and - on the other hand - to build a network of young 
researchers, practitioners, public administrators and students, since young people will be the 
participants and the implementers of the next programming period. Nevertheless a written 
form of feedback was also distributed among the participants. For evaluation of answers see 
section 4.3.3. 
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4. Technical Aspects 
 
The technical aspects included organization, finances, networking as well as the development 
and maintenance of the ESPON YoungStars web space. 
 

4.1 Organization 
 
The activity was supported by six ESPON Contact points (Belgium, Finland, Germany, 
Greece, Hungary, and Slovenia). See list above. 
  
The organization of the seminar involved seven persons of the ECPs plus additional assistance 
from the ECPs, mainly from VATI (programme managers, secretaries). VATI took care of the 
local organization, venue, accommodation, supporting programme (informal dinners, city 
tour, etc.) as well as dissemination. All project partners were involved in the dissemination of 
the seminar programme and networking activity. A great part of the preparatory work was 
undertaken by the Federal Office for Building and Regional Planning, BBR. Lars Porsche 
distributed the flyers prepared by VATI to all participants at the ESPON seminar in Salzburg 
in March, he collected some addresses in different countries and addresses of scientific 
networks, and BBR ran a web space for ESPON YoungStars on the website of BBR. Most 
members of the project team had the role of moderation participated in moderating the 
plenary sessions and the workshops as well with the assistance of others. 
 
Figure 6: Project team of the ESPON organisation team 

Name Institute/Organisation Contact 

Radvánszki, Ádám VÁTI 
Hungary 

aradvanszki@vati.hu 

Illés, Dóra VÁTI 
Hungary 

dilles@vati.hu 

Cornut, Pierre Université Libre de Bruxelles-
IGEAT 
Belgium 

pcornut@ulb.ac.be 

Hirvonen, Timo  University of Joensuu, Karelian 
Institute & Department of 
Geography 
Finland 

timo.hirvonen@joensuu.fi 

Porsche, Lars Federal Office for Building and 
Regional Planning 
Germany 

Lars.porsche@bbr.bund.de 

Miklavcic, Tomaz Ministry of the Environment and 
Spatial Planning  
Spatial Development Office 
Slovenia 

Tomaz.miklavcic1@gov.si 

Anastasios Giotis  Institute of Urban 
Environment & 
Human Resources 
(UEHR),Panteion University 
Greece 

tgiotis@panteion.gr 
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Besides VATI, the Hungarian National Office for Territorial Development – which represents 
jointly with VATI the ECP tasks of Hungary - supported the seminar by financial means and  
by logistical services. 
 
Moreover, a Scientific Board was set up, which consisted of experienced people with a broad 
knowledge of the topic from a scientific and /or political point of view. 
 

4.2 Financial Management 

 

The financial management was undertaken by the lead partner of the ECP activity, VÁTI. For 
a specific list of costs see Annex no.6. 
 
Besides these costs, the welcome drink and the informal dinner was financed by the National 
Office for Territorial Development, the official ESPON Contact Point for Hungary. 
 

4.3 Networking 

4.3.1. Preparations  for the seminar 

Before the seminar, the lead partner disseminated - with the help of the partner ECPs - the 
flyers of the seminar at the ESPON Seminar in March, and via e-mails to the ECPs and to 
potential participants. 

4.3.2. During the seminar 

During the seminar the informal meetings and the city tour provided an atmosphere which 
helped the networking among the participants. At the end of the seminar, at the plenary 
discussion, the participants and the organizers agreed that ESPON YoungStars Seminars 
should continue in ESPON 2 as well. All agreed that networking should be broadened and 
deepened. A good method for this  can be a special web space or/and a mail list of the 
participants of the Ljubljana and the Budapest seminars. The BBR maintains the site of the 
YoungStars Seminar which contains information on other seminars, presentations, photos, list 
of participants. It would be good to update the information on ESPON events and links to 
other European associations. 
 
The new ESPON website contains all presentations and a list of participants. The new design 
of ESPON webpage with “.eu” was announced at the seminar by the representative of the 
ESPON CU, Sandra Di Biaggio. 
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Figure 6: The new ESPON website with information on ESPON YoungStars 2 Transnational Networking 
Activity  

 
 
At the end of the seminar, feedback questionnaires were distributed among the participants. 
These questionnaires – as in the last year – were anonymous. The seminar was very 
successful. The participants appreciated the good and also informal atmosphere, the chosen 
topic (i.e. accessibility), the World Café method of the workshops, and that the lecturers were 
mainly young. 
Some opinions: 

“good organization, fruitful workshops” 

“That was great!” 

“It was quite refreshing participating in the seminar.” 

The feedback was altogether quite good.  

Some replies to specific questions of the questionnaire: 
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Graphic 2 - Question no. 2 

As the chart shows, only 14% of the 
participants had participated at the 
first YoungStars Seminar in 2005 in 
Ljubljana, so the project fulfilled the 
criteria that mainly “new” 
participants were  reached and not 
only the same participants as in 
Ljubljana. 

 
Graphic 3 – Question no. 3 

The topic in focus (accessibility) 
was ranked good or very good, so 
this important topic which will be 
one of the priorities of the Structural 
Funds in the next programming 
period. Each of the three objectives 
was popular among the participants, 
since transport, ICT and public 
services are important factors of 
European integration and daily life 
too. 

 

Graphic 4 – Question no.5 

 

All workshops got good or very 
good marks. In the final discussion 
and some oral feedbacks after the 
seminar, the technique of World 
Café was appreciated. The remarks 
made in the questionnaire were 
about the preferability of more 
workshops (e.g. the whole second 
day). 

 
 
 
 

Did you participate at the first 
YoungStars Seminar in Ljubljana?

14%

86%

Yes
No

What do you think about the 
focus topic (i.e. accessibility)?

0% 9%

54%

37% Not good
Acceptable
Good
Very good

How did you like the workshops?

0%

20%

40%
60%

80%

100%

Transport networks
and infrastructure

Access to
telecommunication
and infrastructure

Information society

Very good Good Not good I didn't participate
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Graphic 5 – Question no.6 
The balance between 
presentations and discussions 
were also marked good (52%) 
and very good (42%). The 
participants suggested more 
plenary discussion, and not just 
at the end of the seminar and 
10-15 minutes after the lectures. 
All participants (100%) agreed 
in continuing this tradition of 
YoungStars. The participants 

suggested different topics, like sustainability, cohesion and competitiveness, cross-border co-
operation,  urban-rural areas, social cohesion, scenarios, governance, demographic topics. So, 
the organizers of the future Young Stars seminars have a wide range of variety to choose a 
topic in co-ordination with the ESPON CU. 
 
Graphic 6 – Question no. 1. 

How did you get to know about the seminar?

17

3

13
1

6

4

2

1

13

ESPON website

BBR's website

VÁTI's website

E-mail from the
Organisation Team
ECP's e-mail

other: colleague

other: ESPON CU
or CP
other: friend

other: flyers

 
It is interesting again to examine, how successful was the delivery of information before the 
seminar. It is apparent that most participants got to know about the seminar from the e-mail 
sent by the organisation team (13) and other means (13) which could be colleagues, friends, 
flyers (distributed on the ESPON seminar in Salzburg), ESPON CU. It’s interesting that not 
so many people consulted the websites except for BBR site (which is 7). The reason is that 
because BBR is the main responsible for YoungStars webpage and BBR was the main 
organiser of the first seminar, people consulted mainly this website to look for the 
opportunities. 

4.3.3. After the seminar, networking with other associations  

After the seminar, the EGEA (European Geography Association) invited a member of the 
Organisation team to the annual EGEA congress in September to give a lecture on ESPON 
and start networking between the two groups which have a special focus on young colleagues. 
EGEA is a network of geography students and young geographers and focuses on the  
exchange of geographical knowledge. EGEA organises congresses, seminars, student 
exchanges and has a forum website with activities and different links.  

What do you think about the balance 
between presentations and discussions?

6%

52%

42% Not so good
Good
Very good
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5. Results 
 
The second YoungStars Seminar was a real success. It was a continuation of the first, and was 
innovative in thematic approach and networking. Thereby it established a new platform of the 
discussion of ESPON themes, concerns and results.  
 
The preparations  for this activity were confronted with difficulties. The most important 
concerns were about the place of the venue. There was a worry about the “repetition” of the 
first YoungStars Seminar, as Budapest is near Ljubljana so it was feared that the same 
participants or the same geographical composition of participants would be represented. As 
the Graphic 2 shows, only 14% had participated at the first seminar and as the Graphic 1 
shows quite a large proportion of the participants came from Western and Northern Europe 
(Germany, the Netherlands, and Finland).  
 
The seminar reached its main goal, to contribute to the idea of European spatial planning by 
disseminating ESPON results among young people and to raise interest of the future 
generations of European spatial planners, administrators, scholars and politicians. The 
participants came from different fields of profession: geography, planning, economy, spatial 
development, etc., which showed a good balance of this multidisciplinary science. 
 
The majority of the participants were students and researchers, a smaller part worked in public 
administration. It is surprising that few private consultants were interested in the seminar. 
 
The main result of the seminar was that it offered an introduction to ESPON to young people 
the majority of whom were not engaged in ESPON, and gave an opportunity to discuss 
questions related to a broad theme in an informal, open atmosphere. 
 

5.1 Deliveries – Monitoring indicators  
 
In the proposal for this seminar, a number of indicators of measuring the success of the event 
have been indicated. In the following we briefly reflect on them: 
 
Feedback questionnaire: 
As discussed in the previous chapter a feedback questionnaire was handed out to the 
participants in order to get further insights on aspects of the seminar: which were more and 
which were less appreciated. The results of the questionnaire are very positive as reflected in 
the previous chapter. The questionnaire itself is available in the annex. 
 
Seminar Report: 
The present report sums up results and outcomes as well as lessons learned from the seminar 
and will be made available to the public. 
 
Web page: 
BBR maintains a site on its webpage for YoungStars activities, where all presentations, 
photos, list of participants can be found. The ESPON website also contains all this 
information. Besides, the website of BBR contains events for young professionals, 
documents, and links to other scientific networks. 
 
Number of participants: 



 29 

 
See chapter 2 
 
Quantified evaluation of the seminar 
 
The following table shows the targeted and achieved output indicators. The targeted indicators 
were established in the proposal in February 2006. The achieved indicators have been 
completed in the Conclusion Report. This table makes it possible to compare the expectations 
and the real results of the seminar and allow a concrete, quantified appraisal of the activity. 
 
OUTPUT INDICATOR 
 

TARGET ACHIEVED 

Seminar Report 1 1 
Attending participants 60  61 
Invited lecturers 8 8 
Represented institutions 20 38 
Number of countries 
covered 

10 11 

ESPON projects reported 
and discussed 

8 9 

Lecture papers distributed 4 3 
 

Added value  

 
What kind of added value can be noticed related to the first YoungStars Seminar? 
First, it was not a general ESPON seminar for young people. It had a main topic, namely 
accessibility. Accessibility has been understood in a broad sense: transport trends and their 
territorial impact, accessibility to the telecommunications and technology, accessibility to the 
information society, public services and the governance. The accessibility was the central 
common thread of the seminar which determined the content of the presentations and the 
workshops. Except for the introductory ones, all presentations of ESPON projects 
concentrated on the main topic. The same was the case in the workshops. 
Furthermore, the range of participants (concerning their country of origin) showed a more 
balanced picture than at the first YoungStars Seminar in 2005. 
 

Outlook 

The first experiences with the ESPON YoungStars Seminars showed a strong demand and 
high added value of such kind of educating and information activities. 

The two seminars which were organised as transnational ECP activities were successful, 
reaching the expected quantity and quality of participants as well as disseminating and 
discussing ESPON results. - 
 
The structure of the seminar in general has proved to be a success. According to the feedback 
of the participants, the mixture of lectures and workshops was good. The feedback of the 
seminar from the side of scientists and policy makers is very positive. The feedback 
questionnaire was a good tool to analyse the seminar and improve it. The continuation of the 
activity was supported by all the participants involved.  
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Nevertheless, feedback showed that some improvements are needed in the future: 
- it could be a bit longer event which makes possible a deeper discussion; 
- involvement of more kind of actors is important (policy-makers, private consultants, 

universities); 
- more discussion and workshops on the chosen topic; 
- greater publicity is needed: not only people connected with ESPON programme or people  

from the field from spatial planning should be addressed, but a broader public 
- project management should be simplified in case it is an annual activity. 
Detailed proposal on future activities of ESPON YoungStars is found in Annex 7. 
 
Annexes 
 
Annex 1: Programme of the Seminar 
Annex 2: Abstracts for the ESPON YoungStars Seminar 2 
Annex 3: List of participants 
Annex 4: Feedback questionnaire 
Annex 5: Flyer of the ESPON YoungStars Seminar 2 
Annex 6: financial plan and real costs 
Annex 7: Detailed proposal on future activities of ESPON YoungStars (“ESPON Young Days 
of Applied Research”) 
 
 
 


