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20004 7|= Q17 (ME) 20134 7|= Q17 (ME) Hal2k (M) BUZ (%)
HI=2! 3,331.2 3,517 186.2 +56.0
HIEE Fuig 805.1 920 14.6 +14.2
HISZI Al 4,136.3 4,437 300.8 +73

Xt= Brandenburg State Office for Building and Transport 2014, Senate Chancellery Berlin and State Chancellery Brandenburg 2014

20014 7= QI3 (MEH) 2011 71E QI (M) 3 (M) B2 (%)
El=g=NCl 2,980.5 3,486.5 +505.9 +17.0
2 S £,191.6 4,6875 +495.9 +11.8
2 Al 7,172.0 8,173.9 +1001.9 +14.0

Xt= NOMIS, 2014, Official labour market statistics and online portal for UK Census. nomisweb.co.uk
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19981 SLHEEE= (%) 2013 fEHEEES (%) W32k (%) 2013 EZ/YREH 2EHE (%)
hsus 27 27 -0.1 39
225} 38 30 -8.4 34
o) 25 31 +6.0 14
A 10 13 +2.5 14

A Ao nESHEHE M3l
1998 fEHEEE (%) 20134 fEHEEIE (%) HSIE (%) 20134 E2/YFSY 2EHE (%)
bisus 33 45 +12 54.4
SEX 45 33 -12 32.4
=== 22 21 -1 9
KA 1 2 +1 4.2
A= Office for National Statistics, 2013; Transport for London, 2014
it5 BHO| XISX} 0|27 7h7ia HE}
20014 7IE 71 (R719) 2011d 719 (R719) 20014 74dH] 20114 4| St (%)
HH AR 1,321.6 1,464.9 49.9 55.7 +5.8
2E FHE 1,703.6 1,801.3 27.9 30.0 +2.1
i A 3,016.0 3,266.2 37.5 41.6 +4.1

Xt= Office for National Statistics, 2013; Transport for London, 2014
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AEN E5WE X[} 72 15 4 2 7 12.1 0.7
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M8 tERS KIEK
(pragmatic transit-oriented)

Berlin

120km

[( average
distance from centre)
12.7km

Survey average)

Average distance from rail network 0.7km (Survey average: 0.8km)

London

170km
(Group average
distance from centre)

Average distance from rail network Q.7km (Survey average: 1.0km)

7SR [ JHRIZE 2Rt
(technology focused individualists)

Berlin

N .

4 13.2km
{Group average
distance fromycentre
12.7km

urve‘ av&age)

Average distance from rail network 0.8km (Survey average: 0.8km)

London

Average distance frofm rail network 1.2km (Survey average: 1.0km)

SIS TN KB}
(innovative access-oriented)

Berlin

10.8km
(Group average
distance from cantre)

7km
urvey*average)
()

Average distance from rail network 0.7km (Survey average: 0.8km)

London

Average distance from rail network 0.8km (Survey average: 1.0km)
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