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Outline

= Urbanization and economy

= Relationship between infrastructure and poverty

= Poverty incidence

* Transport and poverty

= Framework development: catch up or go strategic?
= Visioning & benchmarking

= Application in the Philippines

= Where do we invest?
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Economic performance
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Relationship between infra & Poverty incidence vs. Regional GDP
poverty "

There is a strong
relationship between GDP
and poverty

Poverty Incidence

Higher GDP =>» Less poverty
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Poverty Incidence o S p—

(NSCB, 2013) i~y - Provincial Center

Highest 10 Provinces

— Lanao del Sur (68.9%) — ARMM :é"
— Apayao (59.8%) — CAR vigen (48 o coereo
— Eastern Samar (59.4%) — Reg. 8 can

— Maguindanao (57.8%) — ARMM Fernando
— Zamboanga del Norte (50.3%) — Reg. 9
— Davao Oriental (48.0%) — Reg. 11

— Ifugao (47.5%) — CAR

— Saranggani (46.5%) — Reg. 12

N, 3(- Lucena:

— Negros Oriental (45.3%) — Reg. 7 Batangas (4
— Masbate (44.2%) — Reg. 5 calspal > @¥Boac
. {-\ )j' _g‘l\?\ombloﬁ x : ( ) Ca(arman
Lowest 10 Provinces Sty M
— Cavite (4.1%) — Reg. 4A - a'éf{é“( B Borongan
— Benguet (4.3%) — CAR | ': ' WRloban

— Laguna (6.3%) — Reg. 4A
— Pampanga (6.4%) — Reg. 3 puerto Princesagls i
— Bulacan (6.7%) — Reg. 3 .
— Bataan (7.3%) — Reg. 3
— Rizal (7.6%) — Reg. 4A
— llocos Norte (11.0%) — Reg. 1

Bacolod

— Tarlac (14.0%) — Reg. 3 Jamboanga @
— Nueva Vizcaya (17.0%) — Reg. 2 ;
Pangasinan (17.0%) — Reg. 1 ooy - .

Reference: NSCB, 2012



Poverty in terms of population*
(NSCB, 2013)

Highest 10 Provinces
— Cebu (933,480 / 22.4%) — Reg. 7

— Negros Occidental (761,860 / 26.2%) — Reg. 6

— Lanao del Sur (643,017 / 68.9%) — ARMM

— Camarines Sur (610,495 / 33.5%) — Reg. 5

— Negros Oriental (582,860 / 45.3%) — Reg. 7

— Leyte (570,742 / 31.9%) — Reg. 8

— Bukidnon (562,551 / 43.3%) — Reg. 10

— Maguindanao (546,048 / 57.8%) — ARMM

— North Cotabato (538,438 / 43.9%) — Reg. 12
— Davao del Sur (516,911 / 22.3%) — Reg. 11

Lowest 10 Provinces

— Batanes (3,554 / 21.4%) — Reg. 2

— Siquijor (22,403 / 24.6%) — Reg. 7

— Camiguin (29,249 / 34.9%) — Reg. 10

— Benguet (31,073 / 4.3%) — CAR

— Biliran (33,485 / 20.7%) — Reg. 8

— Quirino (38,363 / 21.7%) — Reg. 2

— Guimaras (42,692 / 26.2%) — Reg. 6

— Bataan (50,187 / 7.3%) — Reg. 3

— Mt. Province (53,658 / 34.8%) — CAR
— Kalinga (59,275 / 29.4%) — CAR

*Based on 2012 poverty incidence and 2010 population

Reference: NSCB, 2012
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Budget —where is it going?
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Transport and Poverty
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Local roads provide access for commumtlfes

1 Apcess toqz
Educatior

Jobs/employment
-Other soclal services

Reference: NSCB, 2012 and DPWH, 2013
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Required:
Framework for Transport Infrastructure Development

STRATEGIC or

How?
Visioning - Future image of cities and transport

Case Characteristic Policies Future Image for Transport

LARGE CITY | A Railtransit (MRT or LRT) Large cities will have mass

, introduced starting 2025, targeting transit systems;
perhaps at least 2 lines for each Modern jitneys will serve feeder
city by 2050. routes;

B. BRT and bus are introduced electric tricycles will serve
starting 2020 and 2015, residential areas and local

e

respectively. streets;

C. EV is pursued as dominant mode Significant number of cars will be
for modern jeepneys and tricycles. hybrid or electric.

D. Hybrid and electric cars will Walkable and bicycle-friendly
replace conventional cars though cities
not as widely as in Metro Manila.




FUTURE SCENARIOS

Estimated mode share in the Philippines by 2030

“Car “Rail “Bus “Jeepney “Tricycle “Taxi “NMT = Others

Transit-oriented o 21% et 105 3% 22%

Biking/Walking % 11% 11% 3% 25%

Car-oriented 9% . 26% 9% 3% 22%

Baseline o 11% 11% 3% 21%

1%

13%

19%

14%

Source: WB, Transport Infrastructure Framework and Roadmap for the Philippines, Interim Report, 2013

This assumes that there is no aggressive push for rail
development in the country both for urban and long
distance services.
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How?
Benchmarking...\What are our neighbors doing?

Example: Singapore

Strategic thrusts
Making public transport a choice mode
Managing road use
Meeting the diverse needs of the people

FIG. 1.2
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National
Physical Plan

National Spatial

Fram ework S, o W GOAL:
(Karim, 2012) T N

The establishment of
an efficient, equitable
and sustainable
it i e National spatial
HATIONAL GROWTH CONURBATION W MR . & . o SS, // framework to guide
N ) O | the overall
development of

The country towards
achieving developed
nation status by 2020

POPULATION 2020¢ 10 MILLIN

IP1: NATIONAL SPATIAL FRAMEWORK 2020

IP1: NATIONAL SPATIAL FRAMEWORK 2020
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Economic Master Plan
(2013)

Irelorvsia’s Ecanamic Cormdar Deselepment: The develapmient of main eionemic actnmses in the cenbern of ecanamg
grovath accompanked by strengtheming the conmectisity betaeen ccomomilc centers, the lecation of the main ecomomic
activities and supporting fagilitieg
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Economic Master Plan
(2013)
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Strategic Framework and the Policy of Connectivity Strengthening

The alms and objectives of the National Connectivity Strengthening are:

1. Connecting the centers of major economic growth based on the principles of integration and not
similarity, through “inter-rmodal supply chaln systems”.
Expanding econormic growth through accessiblity improvernent from the centers of growth to the
hikmterlamad.




Master Plan
(2013)

Posture Forming Components of the National Connectivity

—m RPN o TR icT
[RPIBN and RTRWHN)
1. [h!lﬂ-l!l!l!'[ . Lossal Ecanarrmy 1. Migratian Towand
iCar s i e Irmgrovermnearil Corvengence
2. Strengthen Logistic . Human Resauroe . Eguitable focpss and
5 Capacity Building Services
3. Infrastructure - ati . Infrastructure . Broadband Network

Development Development
. Institutional Capacity . Improving Network
Buwilding Security and Information

. Imgrovement af Syslirm
Access o Warking . Integration af
Capital Infrastructune Apgplication,
. Imgroving Basic Social and Matianal Data
Facilities G, Increasing e-literacy,
independent damestic
ICT industry, BCT HE
availability
. Synengy al Mational ICT
Activiies and Investrmeants

Strengthening National Connectivity Carried Out by Integrating and Synergizing Sislognas,
Sistranas, Regional Development, and ICT Plans
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Coconut Industry Roadmap: Farmer Beneficiaries
Province of Northern Samar Legend
Ex. Clusters Access to the national highway (CPH, 2010)
accessible by [ less than 2km
local roads and - 3 2-5km
connected to = more than 5km

national roads ’ , I don't know
7 EEl no access
Ja‘ J

Road surface type (DPWH, 2011)
Concrete

i = Asphalt
PALBLIA Gravel

2 — Earth
w ¢ Road Condition (DPWH, 2011)
Good

A s F %
. AA‘ A\A“A‘A air
Ex. Communities ‘s Poor
with limited : S— b
accessibility by Agro-Enterprise (s,h,m)

i  1Dot=1 tf
local or national ot = 1 coconut farmer
SEA-K (s,c,m,fl,h,wpl)

+ 1 triangle = 1 coconut farmer
oy Philhealth (nc,fl,h)
Ex. Communities - 1 triangle = 1 coconut farmer
with limited or no Cash-for-Work (ns,nc,h,m,fl)
accessib”ity by . 1 triangle = 1 coconut farmer
local roads S Scholars (ns,nc,m,fl,h,wpl)
+ 1 triangle = 1 coconut farmer
Kaanib Sites (PCA, 2013)
[Z3 Kaanib site in bgy Washington, Catarman

O|I Mllls Capacity (PCA, 2013)

&5 Sanvic Oil Mill: 36000 MT
o Catarman Oil Mill: 54000 MT

Source: NSO CPH, 2010 and RSBSA, 2012 s: secured land tenure; ns: without land tenure; h: with less than 1.5 farming lands; m: monocrop farmer; c: cct beneficiary; nc: non-cct; fl: farm
A NAPC generated map using QGIS 1.8.0 laborer; wpl: without poultry or livestock) Secured tenurial status are classified farmers who are the registered owner, heir of registered owner,

. rent-free occupant, occupant of forest land based on CBFMA or occupant of forest land based on stewardship agreement
Reference: NAPC ent-fi r ! f forest lana a pant of fore d basea : p agree




Transport and inclusive Legend:

. - - - Regional/provincial Center
development in a provincial or 23"py

@ - Community

reg I O n al S ettl n g mm mm - Primary transport link

- Secondary transport link

- Community level transport Iinf;’ Economic
cluster

Toledo City

rt
Seapo Mactan Cebu

International
Airport

Economic
cluster

(Base map Source: DPWH, 2013)
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JICA estimate* of losses due to congestio
Metro Manila:
Bulacan, Laguna, Rizal, Cavite:

How do we make
commuting

Easier? (comfortable)
Affordable? (inexpensive)
Efficient? (less travel time)
Etc.

Ex. Efficient transport to
address:

Issues on relocation > il
Issues on sprawl

*JICA (2013) Transport Infrastructure Framework and Roadmap .
for the Greater Capital Region etwork of_Ropia Tronsi




Backcasting and visioning outcomes for carbon reduction

1.6

1.4

1.2

AGGRESSIVE BUT

1.0

0.8

REALISTIC POLICIES
AND PROGRAMS

0.6

0.4 -

TTW CO2/capita (tCO2/yr/person)

0.2

M—” T —— DOUBLE EFFORT!
\-—:ﬂ

UNREALISTIC?
DESIRED RESULT

0.0

2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050

BAU —o—AlternativeTarget Target =—-— Alternative

Further reduction requires, for example:
Doubling passengers shifting from 2W/3W to bus and rail
Significant shift of freight transport from truck and air to rail

Reference: ITPS (2014) A Study on Long Term Action Plan on Low Carbon Transport in ASEAN

21



Where do we invest?

Where do we need to invest?
All weather national roads and bridge
High quality local roads
Farm to market roads
Access roads to tourism areas
Urban transport systems
Mass transport (BRT and Rail)
Pedestrian and cycling facilities
Modern airports and ports
Upgraded passenger terminals
Improved capacity for aircraft and|sea

/ 3 '“-‘2 A"‘r“ "-"w aw

Challenges
What to prioritize?
How to prioritize?
‘_| Approach should be evidence- based| 4 '
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Philippines Transport Infrastructure Framework Plan
(WB, Interim Report, 2013)

To provide an integrated, responsive, effective, and efficient transport system that
fosters and supports inclusive growth and poverty-reduction, continued regional and
national economic development to create opportunity for all system users, safely and
securely transports people and goods, is environmentally responsible and improves
quality of life, optimizes existing transport assets, and that is implemented by trusted
entities accountable to the citizens of the Republic of the Philippines.

VISION

Economic Vibrancy Safety and Security Project Delivery

Maintenance and Environmental and
Operations Social Sustainability




Philippines Transport Infrastructure Framework Plan
(WB, Interim Report, 2013)

OUTCOMES

Improving Efficiency/
Transport  Inclusive Urban Resilient Effectiveness of
for Growth Growth Transport  Transport  Transport Sector

Economic Vibrancy

A4 b A4
Maintenance and
Operations -’

Safety and Security

GOALS

Environmental and
Social Sustainability

Project Delivery




Salamat po sa inyong pakikinig!
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