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1 - Why Sustainable Development Strategy?



Crisis: which possible iIssues?

2007-08 Business

as usual is
Downturn xpected by

economists!

Until now

New paradigm
Integrated
Sustainable

Development?

Nn19290
_ options?
solutions (permanent
but In recession,
different nationalism,
proportions xenophobia,
and ways! racism, war)



Functional and sectorial ways of doing are
inefficient. We have to deal with complexity
and to invent integrated approaches!

At the same moment we have to face with many
challenges concerning : economic iInnovations,
social cohesion, environmental stakes, climate
changes, pollution, water stress, demographic
trends, crises of values, etc. Short term and long

term objectives have to be tackled together at
local and global levels!

As was saying Hans Jonas, we have to organize
compromises between people at the end of their

ife and generations who are not born yet.
Impossible task !



The Challenges

Objective EU 2020
-20% Sobriety, -20% Efficiency, -20% Renewable
We have less than 7 years to reach the goal!

Objective EU 2050

Divide by 4 Energy Consumption and Pollution:
We have less than 40 years to reach the goal!

Considering the actual trend to improve
the building stocks,

150 years and more are needed!
How to escape this path dependancy?

~ Atriple lack :
Investments, innovative skills, governance

A necessity
Behavior changes!



The Challenge 2020 concerning Energy
3 X (0 20%) (7 years from now)

- 20%

Efficiency
- 20%

Renewable
- 20%

The goal!



2 - What is a Sustainable Development
Strategy?



Economic realities The Toward sustainable
built in the last centuries development

main
challenge
The State The planetary
sociatdemocratic sustainab_le
compromise compromise
(18701970 needed now
(20142020

XHnpno

conom
Social

Environment

Environment

Empowerment of communities

Theeconomic sphere idominating _> Which kind of new compromises
Socialand environmentalspheres are needed?

are like constraints. Which spatial and temporal scales
Disjointed management of spheres. to do that?



Regqulating jointly
economicg socialand environmentalmatters




Regulating economical and social spheres

Economy  COMpetitivness » Unemployment
Productivity Exclusion
Richness

Social Contributions €#—m—m—m—m Cgﬁ&%n
Sphere Taxes Policies

What kind of social and political coalition is needed for that?



Regulating economical and environmental spheres

Economy Competltlyness > Spatial
Productivity fragmentation.
Pollutions
Environment Taxes — cgﬁggﬁ)'n
Policies

What kind of social and political coalition is needed for that?



Regulating social and environmental spheres

_ Social
Social Taxes > Cohesion
Policies

. Spatial
Environment Taxes R ————— Cohesion
Policies

What kind of social and political coalition is needed for that?



3-Ur ban and Rur al RUharse!l |
Issue and the need to recycle old
representations?



EC N

La nouvelle typologie urbaine-rurale
pour les régions NUTS 3 (')

Reglons 3 Ince urbaine; poputation
furde de moins de 20 % e 1a population totale

Reglons Intermedialres: populaion rurale
entre 20 et 0% G2 13 populaton totale

Réglons 3 predominance
furaie de pius 02 SO % oe 13 population totale

rurale: poputation

Cantographie: Eurceist — GISCO, 032010
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Paris and its Region. Riotsin 2005

Seine-Saint-Denis

Aulnay-sous-Bois

Le Blanc-Mesnil

Elubign:.r@ I Bondy

Maontfermeil

Meuilly-sur-Marne

Hauts-de-Seine —

Val-de-Marne
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London and its region. Riots in 2011

La géographie des violences coincide avec les frontiéres socio-économiques
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A Transitional RUban Sustainable Territory

Part des salariés travaillant dans I'agglomération grenobloise selon le territoire de résidence
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4 - Are cities richest part of the world?



Countries and NUTS 2 Regions Distribution in Relation with Gross Domestic
Product per Capita (GDP)
and Households Disposable Income (DI) in 2008
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Belgium (B) and Brussels
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita and Net
Disposable Income (NDI) per household
(1999-2010)
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Great Britain (GB) - London Great Britain (GB) - London

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita
and net Disposable Income (NDI) per household and Net Disposable Income (NDI) per household
(1999-2010) (1999-2008)
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Deutchland (D) - Berlin
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita
and Net Disposable Income (NDI) per household
(1999-2010)
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Czech Republic (C2)

- Praha

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita and Net
Disposable Income (NDI) per household (1999 -
2010)
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Greece (GR) - Attiki
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita

and Net Disposable Income (NDI) per household
(1999-2010)
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5 - Sustainable Development
and Community -led Local Development



Community -territory related to

Sustainable Development

Constituents

Place
(environment)

People and Gender
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Institutions
(public and private,
economic and social)
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In unstable equilibrium
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Multiscale approach of sustainable
development
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Learning from
Africa

Resources
of a
Community
territory

Gender
and
Economies
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6 - How to Built Sustainable Development?
Interaction Project/Community  -territory
(the Clinician or Gardner Algorithm)






