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Eesti konkurentsivoime globaalsel
ajuturul

Inimvara = strateegiline ressurss
Praegune trend — vaikne lahkumine
Eesti ambitsioon — olla magnet, mitte tsentrifuug!

Mis teeb Eesti kui elupaiga atraktiivseks —
eestlastele, tulijatele

Noorte pilk — haridus, t60, thiskonnakorraldus

Vihjeid Eesti Ghiskonna tugevustest ja
murekohtadest

Suur pilt: vordluspohine valisvaade
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Allikas: H. Aru, ettekanne konverentsil
Eesti Euroopa korgharidusruumis
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Ulidpilaste rande suunad

opas

Figure 15 %—:3

Comparing
students flows

by largest group of
respondents

Importers El
Balanced

Exporters m

7 A
TP
[ ]

D

Euro

,Eurodata studv”.

EESTIKOOSTOOKOGU

C



Haridus

Population (25-64) with tertiary education, EU countries 2007,
allikas: OECD Education at Glance, 2009

Finland 36%
Estonia 33% (N39/M26!)
Denmark 32%
Ireland 32%
UK 32%
Belgium 32%
Sweden 31%

Netherlands 31%
Spain 29%
France 27%

Luxembourg 27%
Germany  24%

Greece 23%
Slovenia 22%
Poland 19%
Hungary 18%
Austria 18%
Italy 14 %
Czech Rep 14%
Slovakia 14%
Portugal 14%
(Japan 41%)
(USA 40%)
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Ireland 1, 1
Denmark 2, 1
Finland 7, 1
Estonia 5 6
Netherlands 4, 7
Sweden 12,1
UK 3, 13
Belgium 8, 9
Austria 9, 10
Germany 11, 11
Lithuania 14, 8
Cyprus 10, 15
Latvia 18, 10

Vabadus
(1-majandusvabadus, 2-ajakirjandusvabadus)

(Koht EL riikide pingereas, allikad: Economic Freedom Index, Heritage Foundation; 2009
Press Freedom Index, Reporters Without Borders, 2009)

CzechRep 16, 14

Hungary
Spain
Portugal
Slovakia
France
Slovenia
Greece
Poland
Bulgaria
Romania
Italy

17, 15
13, 23
19, 17
15, 22
21, 21
23, 20
25, 18
26, 19
20, 26
22, 25
24, 24
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Press Freedom Index, 2009

(Reporters Without Borders,2009)

1
|.___ -
. . y L
! __.'_
L] EI ...:' _.:I
| J
T Le=zz Restraints i
r] i, ‘
J’ lelore Bestraints

<

EESTIKOOSTOOKOGU



Majandusvabadus

(Heritage Foundation, 2008)

DISTRIBUTION OF ECONOMIC FREEDOM
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Korruptsioon : Corruption perception index

(Transparency International,2009)

Denmark 9,3 e Spain 6,1
Sweden 9,2 e Portugal 5,8
Finland 8,9 « Malta 5,2
Netherlands 8,9  Hungary 51
Luxembourg 8,2  Poland 5,0
Germany 8,0 e CzechRep 4,9
Ireland 8,0 e Lithuania 4,9
Austria 7,9 o latvia 4,5
UK Tals e Slovakia 4,5
Belgium 7,1 o ltaly 4,3
France 6,9 « Greece 3,8
Estonia 6,6 * Bulgaria 3,8
Slovenia 6,6 « Romania 3,8
Cyprus 6,6
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Corruption perception index 2008

(Allikas:Transparency International)
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Vordsus : Ginl index

(Human Development Report, 2009, data 2007)

Denmark 24,7  France 32,7
Sweden 25,0  Belgium 33,3
Czech Rep 25,8 « Greece 34,3
Slovakia 25,8 « Ireland 34,3
Finland 26,9 e Spain 34,7
Germany 28,3  Poland 34,9
Austria 29,1 e Latvia 35,7
Bulgaria 29,2 e Lithuania 35,8
Hungary 30,0 o taly 36,0
Luxembourg 30,8 * United Kingdom 36,0
Netherlands 30,9  Estonia 36,0
Slovenia 4.2 e Portugal 38,5
Romania 31,5 * (Russia 37,5)
(Eesti 2003 — 37,6; 2005 — 37,2; 2007 - 35,8;
2009 - 36,0)
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VOordsus : meeste ja naiste palgatase

- Pay gap between women and men in unadjusted form in EU Member States - 2007
Q9 (Difference between men's and women's average gross hourly earnings as a percentage of men's average gross hourly earnings)
@
o

30

25

20

15
10 -
5 |
0 -

T MT PL PT SI BE LU BG RO LV FR HU [ EU27 ES DK SE LT EL WK DE CY CZ NL SK AT EE

Source: Eurostat. Structure of Earnings Survey 2006 and national sources (2007) for yearly SES-comparable estimates. Provisional data for
EU-27, BE, BG, EE, EL, ES, FI, FR, IT, MT and UK. See introductory text of the statistical annex for detailed information.
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Tajutud diskrimineerimine: Eesti vs EL27

Eurobarometer, 2008

i Discrimination Results for Estonia

A : =y Number of interviews: 26.746 Number of interviews: 1.000
in the European Union 2008 &2z () Fegwer. 18 February - 22 March 2008 = @ Fieldwork: 22 February - 17 March 2008

1. PERCEPTION AND EXPERIENCE OF DISCRIMINATION

QA1 For each of the following types of discrimination, could you please tell me whether, in your opinion, it is very widespread,
fairly widespread, fairly rare or very rare in (OUR COUNTRY)? Discrimination on the basis of. ..
Answer: Total “very + fairly widespread”

62%
51%
45% g g
MN% 200 40% 42% 6% 42% 36%
26%
17% I
Ethnic origin -~ Sexual orientation Disability Age Religion or Gender
(for example being belief
gay or lesbian)
®
- -
EU27 EE

Perceptions of the extent of discrimination vary in Estonia, depending on the type of discrimination under consideration. Overall, all types of
discrimination are seen as widespread by a significantly lower share of Estonians than the share recorded across the EU. This is especially

EESTlKOOSTOOKOGU(J



Eluga rahulolu

Eurobarometer, 2009

EESTIKOOSTC")C")KOGU‘(J



Rahulolu : Satisfaction with Life Index (perceived
happiness)

(EU, ranking among 178 countries, by Adrian G. White, University of Leicester, 2006)

Denmark 1 o |taly 50
Austria 3  France 62
Finland 6 « Slovenia 67
Sweden 7 o CzechRep 77
Ireland 11  Greece 84
Luxembourg 12  Poland 99
Malta 14  Hungary 190
Netherlands 15 « Slovakia 129
Norway 19 « Romania 136
Belgium 28  Estonia 139
Germany 35 o Latvia 154
United Kingdom 41 e Lithuania 155
Spain 46 * Bulgaria 164

Cyprus 49



Satisfaction with Life Index
by Adrian G. White, University of Leicester, 2006



Kokkuvotteks

Eestil on olulisi tugevusi elupaikade konkurentsis, Eestil
on (sageli meist endist soltuvaid ja seega ehk ka
korrigeeritavaid??) murekohti

Siiski - valisvaade ilusam kui sisepilt!

Tsentrifuugist magnetiks — teema vaarib ststeemset
anallusi ja strateegilist tegutsemist.

Paneelile:

— mis on Eesti tugevused globaalses ajukonkurentsis, kuidas neid
edasi arendada?

— Millised asjaolud meid Ghiskonna ja elupaigana paremast
euroopast eristavad ja seeldabi meie konkurentsivboimet
alandavad?

— mis on need meie eriparad, mida ei tasukski vanaeuroopalikuks
lihvida vaid hoopis meie konkurentsieeliseks muuta?



Tanan kaasamotlemast !



