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Comparison of Economic Contribution from Urbanization: Indonesia & Developing Countries S
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In Indonesia, every 1%
population growth can only

increase per capita GDP by 1,6%.

Highlight:

Areas.

1) Urbanization in Indonesia has not been able to provide benefits to national economy like other country
Opportunities in Indonesia:
1) Proportion of urban population on each island in Indonesia is estimated to be above 50% in 2045, except for Maluku;
2) Based on UN DESA (2020), urban populations in developing countries are facing challenges: (1) poverty and inequality; (2) lack of basic

infrastructure and housing; (3) climate change; (4) demographic bonuses; (5) unsustainable Metropolitan Urban Areas and Non-Metropolitan
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Java Development Roadmap to Achieve the 2025-2029
Economic Growth Average of 8% Per Year

2025-2029 Vision (national goals/objectives)

ECONOMIC GROWTH 8%

Outcomes Average economic growth rate of Java 5.3 - 7.4% per year
- Industrial Tourism Activity
. Productivity Development Development of new growth centers Enhancement Program
Strategi / P
Program
Prioritas Development of Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Water, Energy, and Industrial Development of Metropolitan Development of Non- Toﬁ?svnilgﬁgg?égiive

Superior Commodity

Development Areas

Urban Areas

Metropolitan Areas

Economy Areas

Areas Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Superior Commodity h
Water, and Energy Areas Growth Area
| 1 | I I
1. Banten (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Water, and 1. Cirebon-Majalengka
Energy) (Sugarcane) 1 abuan-Tanjunalesung
2. Citarum-Cimanuk-Cisanggarung (Food Self- 2. Kendeng Mountains 1. Cilegon-Serang- . ~
sufficiency Areas, Water, and Energy) (Sugarcane) Tangerang ; (Kigfe?v(\)lgnSerang 2 . \J akarta
3. Pemali-Comal (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, and 3. Lingkar Kelud-Kawi- 2. Bogor-Bekasi- 3' Bogor-Sugkabumi .
water) o N Arjuna-Welirang Karawang-Purwakarta- 4 CGirebon G IObaI Clty
P . t L '[ 4. Cltanduy—C|quar:i—C|Iak| (l):ood Self-sufficiency (Sugarcane) Subang-Patimban 5. o oy
rori ocation Areas, Water, and Energy 4. Tapal Kuda (Sugarcane) 3. Cirebon-Kertajati ’
y Dieng-Serayu-Bo(?owonto)(Food Self-sufficiency 5. Indramayu-Cirebon (Blue % Bandung BasiJn 1 . J abOd etabe k g (P:Efrwokerto U rban
Areas, Water, and Energy, : . ilacap .
6. Jratunseluna (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Water, Economy) 5. Batang MA 8. Pekalongan-Batang TO urism
and Energy) 6. Pati-Rembang (Blue 6. Kendal-Semarang- 9. Surakarta 3 Bogor-Sukabumi-Cianjur
7. Bengawan Solo (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Economy) Demak-Kudus 2. Bandung Basin MA 10. Yogyakarta . Bandung basin and
Water, and Energy) 7. Pacitan-Trenggalek- 7. Surakarta-Boyolali- ang. . )
3. Kedungsepur MA 11.  Malang-Batu surrounding areas
8. Brantas (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Water, and Tulungagung (Blue Karanganyar- 4 Gerbangkertosusila MA 12, Kediri S
Economy) Sukohario : : ! 5. Borobudur and Dieng
Energy) Y ] 13, Madiun
9. Tapal Kuda (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, Water, 8. Lamongan-Tuban (Blue 8. Gresik-Surabaya- 14, Sumenep plateau
and Energy) Economy) Sidoarjo-Mojokerto- 15- Pl 6. Solo-Sragen-
10. Progo-Opak (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, and 9. Sumenep (Blue Pasuruan 16. Remban Karanganyar
Water) . Economy) 9. Singasari-Lawang ' 9 7. Yogyakarta
11. Priangan Barat (Food Self-sufficiency Areas, 10. Banyuwangi (Blue 8. Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
Water, and Energy) Economy)

The downstreaming and diversification of natural resource-

Issues based processing industries is not yet optimal

Development of inefficient growth centers

©Direktorat Regional |, 2024 Kementerian PPN/Bappenas | 3



Jakarta's performance in the global city constellation n
be able to compete with the growth of cities in ASEAN.

eeds to be improved to
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Key Takeaways

Urban
Growth

Qource : World bank, 2022/
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The transformation of Jakarta into a global city should
enhance its competitiveness while also mitigating
negative impacts such as environmental degradation
and social and spatial segregation.

Jakarta as a global city should improve the quality of
life for all its citizens, be attractive to the
international community, be friendly to local
residents and Indonesian culture, and support both
global-scale businesses and micro, small, and
medium enterprises

The master plan for agglomeration area development
(RIPKA) in Jakarta has the potential to adopt 'good city'
indicators and themes. How about other cities that
also aim to improve their urban management
performance to be a good city?

This workshop aims to explore both the positive and negative aspects of the process toward
Jakarta as a global city, as well as to formulate concrete steps to overcome various barriers in
achieving a green, livable, and inclusive city.
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A good global city for all layers of Jakarta's citizen. No one left behind
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JAKARTA GLOBAL CITY

A Livable and Resilient City for A New Economic Node in ASEAN
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