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Abstract

Results of an extensive assessment process of trends and futures dreams of the youth are
documented in this report. Previously, a long list of trends (1,560 observations) affecting rural
development across Europe was identified and assessed for their impacts by the
RURALIZATION consortium. In addition, an extensive inventory (2,208 responses) of the
futures dreams of the youth aged between 18 and 30 years was carried out in 10 countries
and 20 regions. Now these regions were revisited to find out the views of their stakeholders:
how to benefit from the trends and how to make the dreams come true. All in all, 351
stakeholders assessed the trends and figured out actions and actions to promote rural
regeneration on the basis of trends and dreams of the youth in 20 regional futures workshops.
They identified 1,257 actions and named 2,584 actor groups to carry out the actions. In
addition, three thematic workshops discussing challenges in rural employment, access to land
and rural agency were organised to expose the causal texture underlying the challenges.
Finally, international research conference was organised to get additional insights on ‘root
causes’ of the difficulty of rural regeneration and how to overcome these. While many of the
actions are context-specific, some universalities can be identified at rather high level of
abstraction. These are discussed in the report and supplemented by detailed findings of the
workshops.
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1 Objective and approach in the assessment of trends
and dreams

The foresight activities of the RURALIZATION project that are carried out in the Work Package
4 have included identification and analysis of trends and inventory of futures dreams of the
youth. All in all, 1,560 trends that are relevant for rural regeneration were identified and
assessed for their impacts across Europe. These were further analysed, synthesised, reported?
and transformed into 60 trends cards which are openly available (www.ruraltrends.eu).
regarding the futures dreams of the youth aged 18-30 years, an inventory was carried out in
20 regions. As much as 2,208 responses were received featuring the livelihood,
accommodation and lifestyle dreams as well as obstacles for the realisation of the dreams.
These were also analysed, synthesised, tuned into profiles for different types of regions as
destinations of the dreams and finally reported?. The outputs provide a rich set of ingredients
for designing and promoting positive futures for diverse rural areas.

In order to encourage and instruct the stakeholders interested in rural, regional and local
development, task 4.3 in the WP4 presents a series of assessment events to turn the trends
and the dreams into tool for making futures. The main idea was to put the trends and the
dreams back to different types of contexts (environmental, economic, demographic, political
etc.) to find out ways to benefit from the trends and to make the dreams come true (Figure
1). The trends — especially the megatrends — have some degree of universal impact across
different kinds of regions, but the incidence of each trend differs among the regions. For
example, the incidence of remote work depends on the economic structure, organisation
culture, infrastructure (internet connections) and many other place-specific and region-
specific factors. It is an illusion that there could be one trend which could ‘save the world’ or
bring about rural regeneration in all European regions.

In envisioning, designing or planning positive futures for the regions and places, the context is
the key.

2 D4.1 Trend analysis, technical report: https://ruralization.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/RURALIZATION D4.1 Trend-
analysis_technical-report v1.0-1.pdf, D4.2. Trend analysis, summary report: https://ruralization.eu/wp-
content/uploads/2021/03/RURALIZATION D4.2 Trend-analysis summary-report v1.0-1.pdf

3 D4.3 Dream inventory, technical report: https://ruralization.eu/wp-
content/uploads/2021/03/RURALIZATION D4.3 Dream-inventory technical-report v1.0-1.pdf, D.4.3 Dream inventory,
summary report: https://ruralization.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/RURALIZATION D4.3 Dream-
inventory summary-report_v1.0-1.pdf
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Promising practices and
policies to promote
Categorisation and analysis rural regeneration
of the dreams: report

Putting back to the contexts
to find out possibilities

Taking out of the contexts
to find out universals

~_ et S _/ _dme— 4
4 St Selule: - <_‘ e o S _—
e
e 4 "\/ i T o
o B Rt T >
Surveys of futures dreams and obstacles Evaluation of dreams in regional 20 contexts
by the youth in various contexts to find out ways to make them come true

A straightforward participatory foresight analysis process consisted of three parts: regional
futures workshops, thematic workshops and international research conference (Figure 2).
These events attracted hundreds of stakeholders to come together and assess the trends and
the dreams from diverse viewpoints and in diverse contexts. The results of this process are
documented in this technical report.
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Figure 2. The assessment process of trends and dreams
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2 Methodology of the interaction and assessment

Assessment of the trend and the dreams included several steps and many participants of
RURALIZATION project were involved in the process. The methodology of this process and
main features of the assessment data will be described in this section.

The assessment took place in three arenas: 1) 20 regional workshops, 2) three thematic
workshops and 3) international conference. These will be discussed briefly next.

2.1 Regional futures workshops

The inventory of the futures dreams of the youth was carried out in 20 regions in 10 Member
States. These were Finland (UTU), France (CNRS), Germany (ILS), Hungary (UNIDEB), Ireland
(NUIG), Italy (UNICAL), the Netherlands (TU Delft), Poland (UWr), Romania (EcoRur) and Spain
(XCN). In each of the 10 Member States, two study regions were selected, resulting in 20
regions. To ensure diversity of regions, these two NUTS3 level regions in each country
represented different categories in the urban—rural typology. These same regions were used
to assess the trends and the dreams to have the possibility observe regions specific aspects of
the dreams (Figures 3 and 4).
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Figure 3. Areas where the regional futures workshops were organised, general map
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Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend
Source: European Environmen Agency, Copernicus Programme
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Figure 4. Areas where the regional futures workshops were organised, land use map

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642




D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS a

Participants who were invited to the regional futures workshops included competent actors
that may play a role in the novel or modified activities. These could include representatives of
regional administration, local policy makers, place-bound companies, various development-
oriented organisations and NGOs. Representatives from these bodies were to be invited to
the workshops in a balanced way. The target audience of the 20 workshops was 400, i.e. 20
participants per workshop, but this could vary a lot depending on the characteristics of the
region, overlapping events etc. In some occasions it was quite difficult to motivate
stakeholders in the region to participate in online workshops which was the only option due
to Covid-19 pandemic. Actual amount of the participants was 351, ranging between 19 and 44
per country. Falling slightly below the target numbers was compensated by very good
stakeholder representation among the participants. About 21% of the participants
represented regional or national administration, 14% were farmers or entrepreneurs, 14%
local policy makers (e.g. mayors, members of the municipality councils), 13% came from
educational or research organisations (e.g. local or professional schools, universities), 11%
from NGOs, 7% from the LEADER groups, 5% from development or advisory organisations, 3%
from professional organisations (e.g. farmers’ and entrepreneurs’ associations), 8% from
other organisations and 4% were private persons without organisational affiliation. This
profile of stakeholders is very relevant for the assessment work of trends and dreams. The
number of the participants is presented in Table 1 and background of the participants is
presented in Figure 5.

Type of region (NUTS3)

Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly

urban regions regions rural regions Share, %

Finland 9 16 25 7
France 20 21 41 12
Germany 8 11 19 5
Hungary 18 10 28 8
Ireland 16 22 38 11
Italy 22 22 44 13
Poland 30 11 41 12
Romania 22 15 37 11
Spain 21 19 40 11
The Netherlands 22 16 38 11
Total 93 152 106 351 100
Share, % 26 43 30 100
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Professional organisation NGO with environmental
3% focus
2%

NGO with economic focus
1%
Private person
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organisation
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administration
21%

LEADER group
7%

NGO with civic focus
8% Farmer, entrepreneur

14 %

Other organisation
8%

Educational/research
organisation
13%

Local policy maker
14 %

The workshops were organised in a standardised way to collect comparable information for
analytical purposes. Key issues to be discussed in the workshop included:

J Which aspects of the trends (megatrends, trends and weak signals) provide
potentials for this particular region to promote rural regeneration? Which actors
have agency in organising the required actions?

J How this particular region could respond to futures dreams of the youth in terms
of their livelihood recipe, accommodation recipe and lifestyle recipe? How this
particular region could remove the obstacles the youth experiences in realising
their dreams? Which actors have agency in organising the required actions?

The participants had a pre-assignment upon registration. They were first asked to choose the
type of the region they were most interested in for the assessment of the trends and the
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dreams: 1) city areas, 2) rural areas close to city (commuting distance), 3) rural villages or 4)
remote rural areas. Then they were asked to rate the 60 trends presented in the trend cards
(www.ruraltrends.eu) from the viewpoint of this specific type of region with 5-point Likert-
type scale (not at all promising ... extremely promising). The exact question was ‘How
promising are the following trends regarding positive development and rural regeneration’ in
the selected type of area. About 64% of the registered participants assessed the trends.

The participants were allocated to groups of 4-7 persons (if possible) based on the type of the
region they preferred. A simple procedure was used for this task (Figure 6). This resulted in 50
groups in the 20 workshops. The workshops were organised online in March—June 2021 and
there was a shared basic schedule for the event which was subject to revision if needed of
preferred by the organiser (figure 7). The results of the workshops were documented in a
standard format and the analysis presented in section 3 is based on this input. The workshop
data is not based on a representative sample of the European regions but represents a
diversity of contexts. The data is primarily feasible for qualitative analysis of insights and
emerging issues. These may be used in the policy evaluation and design to promote rural
regeneration through responding to potentially beneficial trends and futures dreams by the
youth — the measures to remove the obstacles of the dreams have an intimate link to
measures to change practises and set up or revise policies. The analysis of the workshop data
is based on content analysis methodology, which makes it possible to take a higher level of
abstraction to find out universals e.g. among same types of regions.

CASE 1

Which type of area is most interesting to you in assessing the

trend and the dreams (choose one option)? @ One group

[] City areas — 5 interested —//’

[] Rural areas close to a city (commuting distance) — 6 interested —~

[] Rural villages — 13 mterested Q One
group

[] Remote rural areas — 5 mterem
PARTICIPANTS TOTAL 29

Q Q Two
parallel
groups

One group

CASE 2

Which type of area is most interesting to you in assessing the

trend and the dreams (choose one option)?

[] City areas — 1 interested One group
[] Rural area close to a city (commuting distance) — 5 interested —7

[] Rural village — 22 |nterested

[] Remote rural area—7 |nterested
PARTICIPANTS TOTAL 35
Four
parallel
groups
One group
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TRENDS AND DREAMS S

— making a positive future for our region RURALIZATION

How to benefit from the contemporary and emerging trends?
How to respond to the futures dreams of the youth? How to remove their obstacles?

Online workshop, March 25th at 9-12

@ 09:00-09:15 Welcome and introduction
¢ A very brief introduction of the RURALIZATION projects and the materials
(note that the participants have studied the materials in advance)
¢ Description of the workshop assignment (next steps)

@ 09:15-10:15 Session 1: Look at the trends!

¢ Split the participants into breakout rooms with one facilitator in each of room

¢ Present the 3 most high ranked trends (ref. pre-assignment) in each group
(facilitator presents the trends; 5 min)

e List actions and competent actors to deliver the promise for each trend
(facilitator makes notes; 40 min)

e Close the breakout rooms; facilitators report the results (15 min, e.g. 5 groups
a 3 min)

@ 10:15-10:30 Coffee break

@ 10:30-11:30 Session 2: Make the dreams come true!

e Split the participants into same breakout rooms as in session 1

¢ Present the profile of the dream in each group according to the type of the area
(facilitator presents the profile; 5 min)

e List actions and competent actors to make the livelihood, accommodation and
lifestyle recipe to come true and the obstacles to become removed
(facilitator makes notes; 40 min)

e Close the breakout rooms; facilitator of each group makes a brief report of the
output in each group (15 min, e.g. 5 groups a 3 min)

@ 11:30-12:00 Closing discussion
* General reflection and additional remarks; chairperson of the workshop will
facilitate discussion (one of the facilitators will make notes)
¢ Remind that the participants will get the output to assist their work for the future

2.2 Thematic workshops

The three international thematic stakeholder workshops were discussing three themes that
were considered important in the rural regeneration processes: 1) futures of rural
employment, 2) futures of rural land use and access to land and 3) agency in creating positive
rural futures.

The stakeholders expected to be present in the workshops were expected have relevant
information and evaluative capacity in each theme and, generally, regeneration of rural areas
(e.g. representatives from relevant regional and local administrative and political
organisations, various professional organisations, research organisations, LEADER groups,
development and advisory organisations, educational organisations, financial organisations,
foundations, NGOs). Participants were invited via various professional and stakeholder
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networks by the RURALIZATION consortium members. The workshops were organised online
as a row on the 9% of June, 2021. There were 10 registered participants from six different
countries (Finland, Hungary, Italy, Lithuania, Poland, the Netherlands): eight persons from
universities, one person from LEADER group and one person from private research
organisation. Finally, only half of them actually participated (from Finland, Lithuania, Poland
and the Netherlands). The target audience was 20 per workshop.

Causal maps were used as analytical devices in the workshops. Causal maps were constructed
using consecutive why-questions, starting from a key question in each theme. These key
questions were:

J Why do we have too few attractive rural employment opportunities?
J Why do we have too limited access to land in many areas?
J Why do local rural actors have too little agency?

Each workshop was started with scanning of most important or obvious reasons. This resulted
in 6-8 reasons per topic. After simple voting, one of these was selected for the causal map
analysis. Each of the three causal maps were constructed interactively. The causal maps are
presented in Section 3 and they may provide some insights for the ‘root causes’ underlying
the challenges in the three themes.

2.3 Conference

International thematic research online conference was organised on the 10t of June, 2021.
The title of the conference was ‘Rural and urban futures — place-based challenges and
solutions’ (RUFUS2021). The conference was organised by Finland Futures Research Centre,
University of Turku and by the RURALIZATION project. Call for abstracts as well as conference
program was published on the conference website www.rufus2021.eu and the conference
was widely promoted e.g. in the social media (Figure 8).
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KEYNOTES:

Scenario thinking and
regional development

— Toni Ahlqvist, Finland
Futures Research Centre

Building a shared EU rural
vision for highly diverse
rural areas

— Alexia Rouby,

European Commission

SEVEN THEMATIC SESSIONS:
Rural communities and local agency
Landscapes and heritage

The youth

Regional development and planning
Farms, farmers and farming

Regional development trends and patterns
Food systems

AcE-BASED CHALL

3 www.rufus2021.eu
FINLAND FUTURES & The project RURALIZATION has received

b A A funding from the European Union’
ESEARCH CENTRE RURALEZRSION A 2020 research and Imgmnpgggsr;‘rz':eo"

under Grant Agreement No 817642,

Figure 8. Poster of the RUFUS conference

Two members of the Scientific Committee of the conference reviewed all submitted abstracts
and approved studies were presented in the conference. The committee included several
members of the RURALIZATION project:

o Research Director Tuomas Kuhmonen, Finland Futures Research Centre,
University of Turku (Chair)

o Professor Toni Ahlgvist, Finland Futures Research Centre, University of Turku

. Professor Maura Farrell, National University of Ireland Galway

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS e

J Professor Willem Korthals Altes, Delft University of Technology, The Netherlands

J Professor Imre Kovach, University of Debrecen, Hungary

o Adjunct Professor Sari Puustinen, Finland Futures Research Centre, University of
Turku

J Associate professor Silvia Sivini, University of Calabria, Italy

There were 21 submitted abstracts, which were all accepted, but one presentation was
cancelled for personal reasons. So, there were finally two keynote presentations and 20
presentations in the plenary or parallel sessions. The programme of the conference is provided

below.

Programme, CET

09:00-09:15

09:15-10:00

10:00-11:30

11:30-12:00

Welcome and opening of the Conference

Keynote lecture 1: Professor Toni Ahlqvist, Finland Futures Research Centre,
University of Turku: Scenario thinking and regional development

Parallel sessions 1 and 2
Parallel session 1: Rural communities and local agency

Ground Tests: Is this a matter of design? Place based research in context of Jhabua
Shafali Jain*; NID Ford Foundation, Shivganga, Jhabua, India

Rural past for rural future — Building agency and community with local knowledge:
Participatory action research in a Hungarian village
Pdl Géza Balogh*, Anna Borbdla Hernddi; Department of European Ethnology —
Cultural Anthropology, University of Pecs, Hungary

Parallel session 2: Landscapes and heritage

Post epidemic territories: Aspirations and futurability in Salento after Xylella
Chiara Vacirca*; Human and Social Sciences, University of Salento

The Reuse of Religious Buildings: Socio-economic and symbolic aspects
Gilda Catalano*; University of Calabria, Italy

What do landscapes say?
Yue Mao*, Rachel Bacon, Ksenia Kopalova, Nataly Lakhtina, Maria Malkova, Vera
Mennens, Radha Smith, Naomi van Dijck, Polina Veidenbakh, Nomaos research

collective, The Netherlands

Lunch break
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12:00-12:45

12:45-14:15

14:15-14:30

14:30-16:00

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Keynote lecture 2: Research Programme Officer Alexia Rouby, European
Commission: Building a shared EU rural vision for highly diverse rural areas

Plenary session: The youth

Imagining rural futures: Dreams of young Dutch people in urban and rural areas
Maarten Koreman*; TU Delft, The Netherlands

Young people’s thoughts and expectations related to place based future images
Katariina Heikkild*, Ira Ahokas; Finland Futures Research Centre, University of Turku,
Finland

Territorial disparities of youth subjective wellbeing in Lithuania
Gintaré Vaznoniené*; Faculty of Bioeconomy Development, Vytautas Magnus
University, Lithuania

Coffee break
Parallel sessions 3 and 4
Parallel session 3: Regional development and planning

The demands of doing better: Overcoming spatial and mobility lock-in by empowering
sustainable futures in Ireland
Tadhg O'Mahony*; Finland Futures Research Centre, Finland/Ireland

From rural to urban with a new perspective: Towards an alternative strategic
framework for the regeneration of the valleys Impero and Prino in the province of
Imperia, Liguria, Italy

Johanna Pieritz*; Cologne, Germany

Place-based development and the visions of future by locals — Experiences from
Hungary

Bernadett Csurgd, Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social Sciences, Hungarian
Academy of Sciences; Noémi Loncsdk, Department of Sociology and Social Policy,
University of Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary; Imre Kovdch, Department of Sociology and
Social Policy, University of Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary and Institute for Sociology,
Centre for Social Sciences, Hungarian Academy of Sciences; Boldizsdr Megyesi*,
Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social Sciences, Hungarian Academy of Sciences;
Gabriella Nemes-Zambd, Department of Sociology and Social Policy, University of
Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary

Parallel session 4: Farms, farmers and farming
Is there an alternative future leading to a growing number of farmers in the

Netherlands?
Willem Korthals Altes*; TU Delft, The Netherlands
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16:15-17:45

17:50-18:30
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Can social organizations help small farmers in food system transition? Evidences from
Kenya

Chiara Caterina Razzano*, Nunzia Borrelli, Maura Benegiamo; Universita degli Studi di
Milano — Bicocca, Italy

Peasant agroecological farms: Drivers of rural development through

generational renewal, employment, and social connections. The case of Terre de Liens
farms in France.

Alice Martin-Prével*, VVéronique Rioufol, Thibaud Rochette, Fédération Nationale Terre
de Liens, France; Silvia Sivini, Annamaria Vitale, Universita della Calabria, Italy

Coffee break
Parallel sessions 5 and 6
Parallel sessions 5: Regional development trends and patterns

New development trends in peripheric rural areas in SW Poland
Agnieszka Latocha*, Katarzyna Kajdanek, Robert Szmytkie, Dominik Sikorski,
Przemystaw Tomczak, Paulina Miodorska,; University of Wroclaw, Poland

Small industrial towns in Moravia: A comparison of the production and post-
productive era

Antonin Vaishar*, Milada Stastnd, Mender University in Brno, Czechia; Jana
Zapletalovd, Institute of Geonics, Czech Academy of Sciences, Czechia

Gentrification of city and its socio-economic, financial and legal aspects — A chance or
threat for the future development of the Polish cities
Krystyna Niziot*; Faculty of Law and Administration, Szczecin University, Poland

Parallel session 6: Food systems

Alternative agrifood futures: Case studies in Southern Italy
Alessandra Corrado*, Mario Pullano; University of Calabria, Italy

New agro-ecological approaches in a wine region in Hungary

Bernadett Csurgo*, Adrienne Csizmady, Szabina Kerényi, Andrds Baldzs, Botond
Palaczki, Veronika Kocsis; Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social Sciences, Eétvés
Lordnd Research Network, Hungarian Academy of Sciences Centre of Excellence,
Hungary

‘Young return’ to the land and multifunctional agriculture: Re-centralizing peripheral
territories

Francesca Uleri*, Susanne Elsen; Free University of Bolzano, Italy

Closing of the Conference
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The speakers (excluding the keynote speakers) came from 11 different countries (Table 2).
There were 105 registered participants in the conference from 24 different countries (Table
3). About 86% of the participants were from the EU countries. About 64% of the participants
represented educational or research organisations, 13% came from development or advisory
organisations and 10% from NGOs (Figure 9). So, there was a large diversity present both
among the speakers and the audience. The book of abstracts can be found in Annex 2.

Number of
(o]114113% presentation
Czech Republic 1
Finland
France
Germany
Hungary
India
Ireland
Italy
Lithuania
Poland
The Netherlands
Total

AWN 201 W

N
o

Number of
Country participants
Finland 24
Hungary 14
Italy 13
India
Ireland
The Netherlands
France
Poland
Romania
Germany
Lithuania
Czech Republic
Latvia
Spain
Ukraine
Austria
Belgium
Iran
Kenya
México
Portugal
Moldova
United Kingdom
South Africa
Total

O = 2 2 2 a2 a2 a2 aAa NDMNNDNOWWPAERAMMOODO ©

—
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Other Local policy maker - Private person

Farmer, organisation 2% 2%
entrepreneur 39
3%

NGO with
environmental focus
6%

NGO with civic focus
7%

Development or
advisory organisation
13%

Educational/research
organsation
64 %

There was a number of interesting insights in the conference presentations which may assist
crafting proposals for novel practices and policies to promote rural regeneration in various

contexts of the EU. A review of the conference input from this perspective is provided in
Section 3.
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3 Results

3.1 Regional futures workshops

3.1.1 Incidence and potential of the trends

Table 4 presents the results of the trend assessment by the type of the region where the
workshop was organised. It appears that the stakeholders of intermediate regions assessed
the 60 trends by far most positively. The set of trends turned out less promising for the
predominantly urban and predominantly rural areas. Intermediate regions have both urban
and rural characteristics and locations, and these regions may benefit from ‘urban’ trends and
‘rural’ trends.

The top-5 most promising trends for all regions were alternative food systems (average rating
3.91), community-based action (3.83), caring for the environment (3.80), natural and cultural
heritage (3.77) and remote work (3.73).%

The most promising trends in the assessment of the stakeholders of predominantly urban
regions were alternative food system (4.28), community-based action (3.98), caring for the
environment (3.81), natural and cultural heritage (3.77) and care services (3.61). In the
intermediate regions the top-5 trends were rural tourism (3.98), remote work (3.89),
community-based action (3.88), search for better quality of life (3.88) and food tourism (3.88).
Top-5 trends in the predominantly rural regions were rural tourism (3.74), caring for the
environment (3.73), alternative food systems (3.70), remote work (3.68) and community-
based action (3.68). These results indicate the overall assessment of the possibilities to benefit
from the trends among the stakeholders of different types of regions (Figure 10).

Another way to profile the regions is to look at the deviations between the types of regions.
Trends that were most positively assessed in the predominantly urban areas compared the
other areas included alternative food systems, local paradigm and community-based action.
The intermediate regions were profiled by food security, social enterprises and entrepreneurs
and e-commerce, whereas the predominantly rural regions were profiled by pandemics and
epidemics, ageing population and rural in the social media. Even though many of these trends
were not among the top-5 most promising trends, they were considered especially promising
in each type of region.

4The rating scale was: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately positive, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely
positive.
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Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly Total
Trend urban region region rural region
1. Ageing population 3,03 2,89 2,77
2. Alternative food systems 3,86 3,70 3,91
3. Benefiting from globalisation 2,59 3,06 2,83 2,85
4. Benefiting from urbanisation 2,77 3,20 2,80 2,94
5. Care services 3,61 3,57 3,43 3,53
6. Caring for the environment 3,81 3,86 3,73 3,80
7. Changing gender roles 2,88 3,41 2,82 3,05
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 3,23 3,51 3,12 3,29
9. Circular economy 3,30 3,71 3,29 3,44
10. Climate change 3,32 3,49 2,94 3,24
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 3,61 3,73 3,54 3,63
12. Community-based action 3,98 3,88 3,68 3,83
13. Counteracting unequal development and
rural decline 2,82 3,60 3,16 3,24
14. Creative economy 2,65 3,35 3,02 3,05
15. Degrowth 2,77 3,16 2,82 2,93
16. Digital economy 3,05 3,80 3,62 3,54
17. Diversification of rural economy 3,20 3,75 3,42 3,49
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,11 3,73 3,47 3,47
19. DIY movement 2,56 2,96 2,81 2,80
20. e-commerce 2,81 3,78 3,31 3,35
21. Ecovillages 3,00 3,23 2,76 3,00
22. Educational farms 3,12 3,69 3,28 3,39
23. Food security 2,84 3,78 2,88 3,19
24. Food sovereignty 2,75 3,67 3,31 3,30
25. Food tourism 2,96 3,88 3,48 3,50
26. Growing food demand 2,89 3,28 3,20 3,15
27. Heritage tourism 3,07 3,71 3,32 3,40
28. Infrastructures, ac.ce55|b|I|ty and 334 363 2,95 329
connectedness of regions
29. Integration of immigrants 3,09 3,44 2,94 3,16
30. Local paradigm 3,60 3,44 2,95 3,30
31. Manifestations of new technologies 2,47 3,35 2,88 2,95
32. Meaning and experience economy 2,66 3,40 2,93 3,03
33. Micro- and small units 3,20 3,37 3,32 3,31
34. Migration patterns 2,59 3,06 2,42 2,70
35. Multi-local living 2,41 3,04 2,76 2,78
36. Multifunctional forests 3,18 3,47 3,13 3,26
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,77 3,86 3,67 3,77
38. New governance models 2,57 3,37 3,15 3,09
39. Pandemics and epidemics 2,74 3,28 3,31 3,16
40. Place branding 3,32 3,65 3,29 3,43
41. Policy incidence and effectiveness 3,25 3,49 2,95 3,22
42. Pop-up culture and gig economy 2,32 3,03 2,59 2,68
43. Public goods 2,87 3,52 3,01 3,16
44, Remote work 3,58 3,89 3,68 3,73
45. Resilience 3,00 3,60 2,98 3,21
46. Rural artisans 3,59 3,80 3,38 3,59
47. Rural business succession 2,88 3,49 3,04 3,16
48. Rural energy communities 2,70 3,59 3,29 3,26
49. Rural hubs 2,93 3,58 3,24 3,28
50. Rural in the social media 2,96 3,60 3,51 3,40
51. Rural lifestyle 3,42 3,58
52. Rural tourism 3,00 é 3,64
53. Search for better quality of life 3,48 ,88 3,58 3,66
54. Self-sufficiency 2,70 3,58 3,15 3,20
55. Sharing economy 2,74 3,16 2,74 2,89
56. Smart solutions in rural space 2,59 3,68 3,33 3,28
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 2,96 3,81 3,17 3,35
58. Sustainability transition 3,39 3,70 3,51 3,55
59. Technology-intensive farming 2,48 3,16 2,66 2,80
60. Transparency of the food system 3,47 3,69 3,47 3,55

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest rank in each group encircled.
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Diverse community-, delivery, diet- and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime

| Communiity-based initiatives and actions serve
| shared interests, capacities, identity,
i and ity in many d

© CARING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENT

Ideciogies, policies and practices 1o reduce
eenironmentsl degradation, 10 safeguand warth
Systerms and to kmprove the status of the environment

o NATURAL AND
CULTURAL HERITAGE

Natural and cultural heritage carry on valuable
enviroemaeets, fabrics and artefacts from the past which
comtribute to identity and attractiveness of places

© CARE SERVICES

Diversified set of activities with many rural
and novel models: green care, homecare,
telemedicine, mobile services
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> Infermediate
y regions

_Q“ © RURAL TOURISM (.)

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and sttractions
in the rural environment: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting, horseback adventures etc.

Working from cutside of a traditional office
environment e.g. from home or in rural hubs, which
saves commuting time and the environment

@ COMMUNITY-BASED ACTION (

Community-based initiatives and actions seeve
shared interests, capacities, identity,
participation and communality in many domains.

o SEARCH FOR BETTER
QUALITY OF LIFE

Stress, crime, pollution, loneliness and other
discomforts drive people to search for
alternative pathways to better life

© FOOD TOURISM

Touristic activities organised around food:
routes, tours, festivals, visits, cookery
experiences, local specialties etc.

Figure 10. Top-5 trends by type of region

Predominantly
rural regions

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and attractions
in the rural environment: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting, horseback adventures etc.

CARING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENT

Ideclagies, policies and practices to reduce
enviconmental degradation, to safeguard earth

systees and to improve the status of the environment

Diverse community-, delivery-, diet- and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime

@ REMOTE WORK
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There was a large diversity of stakeholders present in the workshops. Since all of them have
arolein the local, regional or national rural development activities, it is interesting to see how
each stakeholder group thinks about promising trends. These results are provided in Table 5.

In general, there were quite remarkable differences between the stakeholder groups in the
assessment. As much as nine different trends received the highest ranking as the most
promising trend among 12 stakeholder groups. Smallest variation took place in the
assessment of search for better quality of life, transparency of the food system, place
branding, co-operatives and partnerships, educational farms, growing food demand as well as
infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of the regions (based on coefficient of
variation). So, the stakeholders were quite unanimous about the promise these trends had for
positive development and rural regeneration. Many of these trends offer positive prospects
for broad audiences and do not ask for withdrawing resources from somebody else. Most
disagreement (highest coefficient of variation) about the potential concerned degrowth,
ecovillages, multi-local living, pop-up culture and gig economy as well as sharing economy.
Many of these trend imply changes in the structures, practices or resource allocations. Overall
rating of the trends was most positive among stakeholders coming from ‘other’ organisations,
among private persons and among regional or national administration. NGOs with economic
focus as well as farmers and entrepreneurs were by far most pessimistic about the potential
of the 60 trends.

As a conclusion, it really matters who is involved in the assessment of future prospects and
possibilities e.g. in the preparation of policy measures.
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Development NGO with NGO with Regional or

oradvisory  Educational Farmer, LEADER Local policy NGO with economic  environmental Other Private Professional national

organisation organisation entrepreneur group maker civic focus focus focus organisation person organisation administration Total
1. Ageing population 2,92 3,16 3,15 2,41 2,73 1,33 2,33 2,88 9 2,60 2,91
2. Alternative food systems 3,92 3,59 3,90 3,70 3,82 4,67 4,67 3,56 £433 3 3,40 3,87
3. Benefiting from globalisation 3,08 2,84 , 3,15 2,73 2,73 2,00 2,33 2,88 ,9 3,20 3,20 .8
4. Benefiting from urbanisation 2,92 3,08 2,53 3,15 3,04 2,73 1,33 2,33 2,69 2,55 2,60 3,34 2,94
S. Care services 3,92 3,43 3,07 3! 3,70 555 4,33 £ 3,56 3,45 20 3,52 3,53
6. Caring for the environment 3,58 3,59 3,43 # 3,70 373 3,33 500 4,00 4,25 3,89 3,80
7. Changing gender roles 3,33 2,84 2,41 b 2,89 3,18 2,00 ,6 3,63 3,75 4,00 B85} 3,05
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second hc 3,25 3,11 2,69 3,85 3,19 2,91 2,67 3,00 3,50 3,17 3,40 3,74 3,29
9. Circular economy 3,75 3,35 2,66 3,65 3,30 3,73 2,00 4,33 3,56 4,27 3,40 3,66 3,44
10. Climate change 2,83 2,89 2,72 3,80 3,15 B 3,67 3,67 3,38 3,33 2,80 255 3,24
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 4,00 3,35 2,93 4,10 3,52 3,64 3,33 4,00 394 3,83 3,60 3,91 3,63
12. Community-based action 3,92 3,78 3,55 4,10 3,56 3,91 3,00 4,67 £4,31 3 3,92 3,40 3,89 3,83
13. Counteracting unequal development 3,42 3,19 2,38 3,60 3,31 3,00 167 3,00 3,80 3,50 3,20 3,49 3,24
and rural decline
14. Creative economy 3,25 2,97 2,17 3,15 3,07 3,18 2,00 2,67 3,73 3,50 3,60 3,19 3,05
15. Degrowth 2,83 2,65 2,07 3,05 2,85 3,27 2,00 4,33 3,80 3,67 2,20 321 2,93
16. Digital economy 3,92 3,70 2,80 3,70 3,74 3,45 2,67 2,33 3,87 2,91 3,80 3,77 3,54
17. Diversification of rural economy 3,25 3,57 2,72 3,95 3,50 3,00 2,00 3,00 4,00 3,58 3,80 3,77 3,49
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,75 3,68 3,13 3,26 3,19 3,09 3,00 3,33 4,25 3,75 3,20 3,52 3,47
19. DIY movement 2,75 2,73 2,10 2,85 2,63 2,91 1,67 2,67 3,93 3,33 1,80 3,04 2,80
20. e-commerce 3,33 341 2,86 3,50 3,07 3,64 133 2,00 3,93 3,33 3,60 3,65 3,35
21. Ecovillages 3,00 2,70 2,34 3,20 2,59 3,36 1,33 3,67 3,81 3,83 2,40 3,32 3,00
22. Educational farms 255 3,33 3,00 3,21 3,39 3,36 3,00 4,00 875 4,00 3,40 3,43 3,39
23. Food security 3,00 3,05 2,33 3,60 2,81 3,45 2,00 3,00 3,81 3,83 3,60 3,57 3,19
24. Food sovereignty 3,17 3,19 2,87 3,40 3,00 3,27 2,67 3,67 3,88 4,08 3,40 3,43 3,30
25. Food tourism 3,50 3,57 3,17 3,70 3,27 3,55 2,67 2,00 4,13 3,92 2,80 3,57 3,50
26. Growing food demand 3,08 3,16 3,00 3,10 3,07 3,09 3,67 2,33 3,38 3,33 3,00 3,24 3,15
27. Heritage tourism 3,42 3,49 2,73 3,45 3,48 3,27 2,67 2,33 3,94 3,83 3,40 3,52 3,40
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and 3,25 3,05 2,57 325 331 373 3,33 3,67 3,56 3,67 3,40 3,65 3,29
connectedness of regions
29. Integration of immigrants 3,17 3,11 2,17 3,60 3,26 3,55 2,00 2,00 3,63 4,00 3,80 3,20 3,16
30. Local paradigm 3,08 3,03 2,66 3,40 3,52 3,36 3,67 4,00 3,81 3,42 2,80 3,56 3,30
31. Manifestations of new technologies 3,17 2,95 2,07 3,10 2,93 3,18 2,33 1,33 3,19 3,17 3,60 3,26 2,95
32. Meaning and experience economy 3,00 3,11 2,17 3,42 2,89 2,82 2,00 1,67 3,56 3,50 3,40 3,31 3,03
33. Micro- and small units 3,50 3,11 3,03 3,10 3,35 3,70 2,00 3,33 3,88 4,09 2,80 3,33 3,31
34. Migration patterns 2,33 2,73 1,76 3,15 2,46 3,18 2,00 2,67 3,25 3,42 3,20 2,78 2,70
35. Multi-local living 2,67 2,56 2,17 3,30 2,92 2,70 1,33 1,33 3,19 2,75 3,00 3,09 2,78
36. Multifunctional forests Bis3) 3,14 2,33 4,00 3,55 2,67 3,00 3,69 3 3,60 3,43 3,26
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,83 3,56 3,17 4,10 3,50 4,67 4,33 4,06 é 3,40 3,85 3,77
38. New governance models 3,50 2,94 2,73 3,30 ,96 3,20 1,33 2,33 3,53 A 3,60 3,13 3,09
39. Pandemics and epidemics 3,67 3,00 2,69 3,20 3,20 3,10 1,67 2,67 3,13 3,42 3,20 3,48 3,16
40. Place branding 3,67 3,28 3,53 3,30 3,27 3,40 3,33 2,67 3,67 3,67 4,00 3,42 3,43
41. Policy incidence and effectiveness 3,50 3,00 2,64 2,89 3,56 2,73 3,33 3,33 3,75 3,64 3,20 3,43 3,22
42. Pop-up culture and gig economy 2,75 2,78 1,80 2,50 2,46 2,70 2,00 1,33 3,40 3,42 3,20 3,02 2,68
43. Public goods 0 3,22 2,27 3,10 3,08 3,00 3,00 3,67 3,63 4,08 0 4 3,16
44. Remote work 3,76 3,28 3,85 3,56 4,00 2,67 3,33 3,69 3,58 £4,20 J % 3,73
45. Resilience 3,58 3,22 2,48 3,50 3,00 2,33 3,67 3,50 3,55 3,40 B 3,21
46. Rural artisans 3,50 3,39 3,77 3,70 3,38 @ 3,00 3,33 3,88 3,92 2,40 3,60 3,59
47. Rural business succession 3,17 2,92 2,66 3,30 2,89 3, 2,67 3,00 3,75 3,50 3,00 3,48 3,16
48. Rural energy communities 3,42 3,33 2,41 3,55 3,23 3,20 2,33 3,67 3,63 3,25 3,40 3,47 3,26
49. Rural hubs 3,83 333 2,24 3,75 3,46 3,40 2,67 2,33 3,75 3,73 3,20 3,28 3,28
50. Rural in the social media 3,67 3,41 2,90 3,65 3,11 3,55 4.6 2,67 4,00 3,75 3,00 3,40 3,40
51. Rural lifestyle 75 3,33 3,60 3,44 3,82 4,00 BiE 3,92 2,40 3,79 3,58
52. Rural tourism 3,92 @ 2,97 3,70 3,74 3,36 ,0 2,33 4,25 3,67 3,20 3,81 3,64
53. Search for better quality of life 3,92 3,58 3,07 3,65 3,65 3,80 3,67 3,67 4,13 3,75 3,60 3,85 3,66
54. Self-sufficiency 3,67 2,97 2,37 3,30 2,62 3,60 2,33 3,33 3,94 4,27 2,80 3,55 3,20
55. Sharing economy 2,83 2,78 2,00 3,10 2,50 3,20 1,67 4,33 3,31 3,27 3,40 3,32 2,89
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,67 3,20 2,52 3,70 3,15 3,00 2,00 2,67 3,44 3,45 3,40 3,66 3,28
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,42 3,36 2,45 3,65 3,12 3,40 2,33 3,88 3,82 3,40 3,66 3,35
58. Sustainability transition 3,83 3,27 3,07 3,45 3,41 3,91 3,33 @ 4,00 3,64 3,80 B} 3,55
59. Technology-intensive farming 3,17 2,81 2,10 2,95 2,50 2,55 3,00 1,67 2,69 2,58 3,20 3,40 2,80
60. Transparency of the food system 3,92 3,08 3,50 3,55 3,56 3,82 4,00 4,00 3,69 4,25 3,40 3,53 3,55

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest rank in each group encircled.

Further on, there were striking differences in the assessments between the countries (Table
6, Figures 11-12). Only in Germany and Italy the same trend was chosen as the most promising
one (caring for the environment), whereas in all other countries a unique trend received the
highest rating: multi-local living in Finland, alternative food systems in France, remote work in
Ireland, rural tourism in Poland, ageing population in Romania and co-operatives &
partnerships in Spain. Beyond specific trends, there were some cross-cutting themes in the
top-54 trends: ‘rurality’ in Finland and Ireland, the environment in France, Germany and Italy
as well as the rural economy in Poland and Spain. This gives an idea of the role of the context
and regional incidence of the promise of the trends.

Smallest variation took place in the assessment of rural lifestyle, pandemics and epidemics,
place branding, natural and cultural heritage as well as rural artisans. The trends with most
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disagreement (highest coefficient of variation) were ageing population, migration patterns,
multi-local living as well as meaning and experience economy. Overall, highest ratings were
given by the Italian and Spanish participants and lowest ratings by the French and Romanian
participants. Variation of the ratings was slightly higher among the countries than among the
stakeholder groups, so the differences between the countries did not arise solely from the

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

varying composition of the participants. The context matters.

Finland

France

Germany

Ireland

Italy

Poland

Romania

1. Ageing population 2,92 66 2,95 2,53 2,77 2,90 L 4,45 3 2,77
2. Alternative food systems 3,56 4,54 3 3,68 3,21 4,21 3,83 ,0 3,91
3. Benefiting from globalisation 3,28 ,68 3,26 3,03 3,21 3,00 2,18 2,85
4. Benefiting from urbanisation 2,92 2,02 3,42 2,55 3,21 3,59 2,73 2,94
5. Care services 3,60 3,34 9 3,08 4,26 3,25 2,27 3,53
6. Caring for the environment 3,56 3,51 3,24 04,56 J 3,77 3,09 3,80
7. Changing gender roles 3,04 1,73 3,58 3,66 ,9 2,41 2,27 3,05
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 4,12 2,46 3,11 2,58 4,26 3,17 2,36 3,29
9. Circular economy 3,52 2,34 3,63 3,32 4,40 3,31 2,82 3,44
10. Climate change 3,56 2,17 3,95 3,05 3,47 3,40 3,27 3,24
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 3,52 2,88 4,11 3,34 4,26 3,60 3,18 3,63
12. Community-based action 3,80 3,37 4,11 3,87 4,30 4,00 2,45 3,83
13. Counteracting unequal development and

rural decline 2,84 2,20 3,53 3,08 4,02 3,66 2,64 421 3,24
14. Creative economy 3,24 1,83 3,26 3,21 3,88 3,00 2,55 3,40 3,05
15. Degrowth 3,28 1,63 3,58 2,97 3,49 3,03 2,27 3,67 2,93
16. Digital economy 3,64 2,90 3,53 3,50 4,00 3,80 2,64 4,07 3,54
17. Diversification of rural economy 3,32 2,49 3,58 3,45 4,17 3,79 3,00 4,33 3,49
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,48 2,76 3,21 3,42 3,98 3,87 3,55 3,57 3,47
19. DIY movement 3,12 1,73 3,21 3,00 3,37 2,82 1,73 3,27 2,80
20. e-commerce 3,84 2,34 3,32 3,32 3,74 3,79 3,18 3,60 3,35
21. Ecovillages 2,76 2,00 3,47 2,87 3,95 3,07 2,64 3,20 3,00
22. Educational farms 3,04 2,80 3,32 3,24 4,19 3,61 3,00 3,21 3,39
23. Food security 3,64 1,56 3,37 3,03 3,98 3,80 2,91 3,87 3,19
24. Food sovereignty 3,20 2,61 3,47 2,95 3,79 3,68 3,00 4,00 3,30
25. Food tourism 3,72 2,37 3,32 3,61 4,31 3,81 3,00 3,60 3,50
26. Growing food demand 3,28 2,68 3,05 2,79 3,51 3,59 3,00 3,47 3,15
27. Heritage tourism 3,48 2,24 3,32 3,55 426 3,43 2,64 413 3,40
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and

connectedness of regions 2,96 2,37 4,16 2,71 3,86 3,83 3,18 4,20 3,29
29. Integration of immigrants 3,04 2,00 3,84 3,11 4,07 3,07 2,18 4,07 3,16
30. Local paradigm 3,00 2,93 3,37 2,87 4,02 3,61 1,55 4,40 3,30
31. Manifestations of new technologies 3,40 1,56 3,37 3,00 3,56 3,40 2,36 3,07 2,95
32. Meaning and experience economy 3,80 1,63 3,05 3,08 4,08 3,14 1,73 3,33 3,03
33. Micro- and small units 3,36 3,00 3,53 3,18 3,98 3,10 2,36 3,36 3,31
34. Migration patterns 276 1,22 3,47 2,82 3,42 2,86 1,73 3,71 2,70
35. Multi-local living 2,00 2,68 2,16 3,58 2,50 1,91 2,91 2,78
36. Multifunctional forests b 1,80 4,11 3,32 4,02 2,86 2,45 4,20 3,26
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,56 3,44 3,84 3,50 4,40 3,87 3,27 4,00 3,77
38. New governance models 2,76 2,63 3,47 2,74 3,88 3,10 2,64 3,45 3,09
39. Pandemics and epidemics 3,64 2,95 3,21 2,84 3,19 3,43 3,00 3,10 3,16
40. Place branding 3,48 3,24 3,11 3,39 3,90 3,33 3,09 3,45 3,43
41. Policy incidence and effectiveness 2,64 2,71 3,11 2,84 3,98 3,36 3,45 4,21 3,22
42. Pop-up culture and gig economy 3,04 1,29 3,26 2,95 3,40 2,87 2,09 2,45 2,68
43. Public goods 3,20 2,10 3,42 2,84 3,86 3,60 3,09 3,82 3,16
44. Remote work 4,20 3,12 411 <ED 3,77 3,73 2,55 413 3,73
45. Resilience 3,32 2,12 3,58 ,0 4,02 3,30 3,00 3,73 3,21
46. Rural artisans 3,52 3,34 3,58 3,50 4,12 3,72 2,82 3,27 3,59
47. Rural business succession 3,28 2,41 3,32 2,76 3,74 3,32 3,00 3,93 3,16
48. Rural energy communities 3,28 2,15 3,58 3,42 3,79 3,52 2,82 3,82 3,26
49. Rural hubs 3,32 2,24 3,37 3,79 4,02 3,17 2,09 3,82 3,28
50. Rural in the social media 3,52 2,63 3,32 3,45 3,91 3,39 3,64 3,73 3,40
51. Rural lifestyle 3,68 3,22 3,84 3,45 3,79 69 3,27 3,87 3,58
52. Rural tourism 3,84 2,76 3,47 3,53 4,21 L 406 3,27 4,00 3,64
53. Search for better quality of life 3,68 2,95 4,16 3,50 4,28 3,84 3,18 3,55 3,66
54, Self-sufficiency 3,48 1,63 3,68 3,00 3,76 3,75 4,00 3,64 3,20
55. Sharing economy 3,08 1,71 3,53 2,95 3,40 2,84 2,82 3,91 2,89
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,36 2,41 3,16 3,39 3,86 3,48 2,73 3,82 3,28
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,08 2,17 4 3,42 4,12 3,70 3,45 4,00 3,35
58. Sustainability transition 3,36 3,17 L4,26 ] 3,05 4,05 3,67 2,55 433 3,55
59. Technology-intensive farming 3,12 1,56 2,89 2,76 3,14 3,71 2,09 3,27 2,80
60. Transparency of the food system 3,96 3,02 3,95 3,05 4,09 3,29 4,00 3,73 3,55

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest rank in each group encircled.
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é © MULTI-LOCAL LVING (5

Seasonal or periodic living in urban and
rural residences

© REMOTE WORK

‘Working from outside of a traditional office
| emvironment e.g. from home or in rural hubs, which
| saves commuting time and the environment

o CHEAP RURAL HOUSING AND
RURAL SECOND HOMES

Affordable houses, second homes or holiday

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Germany
X X CARING FOR THE R4
© ALTERNATIVE FOOD svsrems_@_ i _Q R s Q )

Diverse community-, delivery-, diet- and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime

Ideclogles, policles snd practices 1o reduce
emvironmental degradation, to safeguard earth
systems and to improve the status of the enviconment

0 © CARING FORTHE

ENVIRONMENT (b €D SUSTAINABILITY TRANSITION
e

Ideologies, pelicles and practices to reduce
envisonmental degradation, 1o safeguard earth
systems and 10 impeove the status of the environment

é @ NATURALAND (@) SEARCH FOR BETTER
o CULTURAL HERITAGE QUALITY OF LIFE

Stress, crime, poliution, loneliness and other
discomforts drive people to search for

Matural and cultural haritage carry on vakusble

houses close to nature and away

o TRANSPARENCY OF
THE FOOD SYSTEM

Transparency of the food system in terms of origing,
production methods, compliance (laws, standards)
and distribution of value added in the food chain

@ MULTIFUNCTIONAL FORESTS (;

Use of forests . sodial, and

fabrics and artefacts from the past which
of placs alternative pathways to better life

8 o INFRASTRUCTURES, ACCESSIBILITY
- AND CONNECTEDNESS OF REGIONS

Community-based initiatives and actions serve
shared interests, capacities, identity,
participation and communality in many domains

Availability and quality of roads, railways, water,
eloctricity, telecommunications etc.
necessary for settlements and economic activities

cultural purposes: timber, fuel, food, health, recreation,
conservation, carbom sink, hiking. education

Community-based initiatives and actions serve
shared interests, capacities, identity,
participation and communality in many domains.

ified set of activities with many rural
and novel models: green care, homecare,
telemedicine, mobile services

Figure 11. Top-5 trends by country, part 1
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@ REMOTE WORK
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e.g. from home or which
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@ CHANGING GENDER ROLES

Evolving traditional and modern gender roles
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@ FOOD TOURISM

Tourlstic activities organised around food:
routes, tours, festivals, visits, cookery
experiences, local specialties etc.




Italy

0 CARING FOR THE 0
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Ideclogles, policies and practices to reduce

systems and to improve the status of the emvironment

o NATURAL AND
CULTURAL HERITAGE

Natural and cultural heritage carry on vahable
ovironments, fabrics and artefacts from the past which
contritnte ta identity and attractiveness of places

© CIRCULAR ECONOMY

Economic model based on recycling, reuse,
sharing and repair of previously extracted
materials

@ FOOD TOURISM

Touristic activities organised around food:
routes, tours, festivals, visits, cookery
experiences, local specialties etc.

Community-based initiatives and actions serve
shared interests, capacities, identity,
participation and communality in many domains

@) RURAL TOURISM

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and sttractions
in the rural environment: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting. horseback adventures etc.

£ BN -

‘ Community-based initiatives and actions serve
1 shared interests, capacities, identity,
| participation and communality in many domains
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o CULTURAL HERITAGE
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(s DIVERSIFICATION,
SPECIALISATION OF FARMS

Diversification (on-farm and off-farm) and
specialisation are the two main farm business
and livelihood strategies

QSEARCH FOR BETTER
QUALITY OF LIFE

AZHCE OF N

Stress, crime, poliution, loneliness and other
forts drive people to search for
alternative pathways to better life

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Average age of the population is quite high
and increasing in many rural regions, which
increases the demand of targeted services

Better se¥-sufficlency at various levels (individual,
howrehold, farm, region, maticm, Lurcpe) in food, snargy,
competences etc. Increates costs but reduces risks

o TRANSPARENCY OF
THE FOOD SYSTEM

Transparency of the food system in terms of origing,
production methods, compliance (laws, standards)
and distribution of value sdded in the food chain

Diverse community-, delivery-, diet- and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime

Q RURAL IN THE SOCIAL MEDIA

Presence, visibility and profing of the rural
activities, actors, places and communities in
the social media platforms

Figure 12. Top-5 trends by country, part 2
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e D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Participants of the workshops chose type of the area they were most interested and the actual
workshop activities were organised based on this preference (usually the top-3 most
promising trends based on the rating of the trends in the pre-assignment). Table 7 and Figure
13 present rating of the trend by type of the area. Each type of area had a unique most
promising trend: alternative food system in city areas, community-based action in rural areas
close to city, rural lifestyle in rural villages and remote work in remote rural areas. While
community-based action, rural tourism as well as natural and cultural heritage were among
the top-5 trend in three of out four types of areas, there were also surprising results. Remote
work was a top-5 trend not only in remote rural areas but also in city areas. Caring for the
environment was not a top-5 trend in more stressed and densely populated city areas and
rural villages but in rural areas close to city and remote rural areas. Of course, the results
depend on the composition of the reviewers of the trends and different people would have
made different rating, but the results still provide some interesting insights for the policy
agendas targeted to different types of areas. The rating results of the 20 workshops are
provided in Annex 1.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rural area Remote rural

Trend City area close to city  Rural village area Total
1. Ageing population ] 2,67 2,90 2,92 2,77
2. Alternative food systems (4,227 3,96 3,80 3,83 3,91
3. Benefiting from globalisation A 2,82 3,00 2,94 2,85
4. Benefiting from urbanisation 2,75 3,05 2,93 2,94 2,94
5. Care services 3,19 3,44 3,68 3,61 3,53
6. Caring for the environment 3,56 3,96 3,71 3,90 3,80
7. Changing gender roles 2,25 3,19 3,25 3,08 3,05
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 2,53 3,31 3,40 3,57 3,29
9. Circular economy 2,94 3,46 3,55 3,58 3,44
10. Climate change 2,84 3,09 3,46 3,31 3,24
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 3,78 3,50 3,54 3,82 3,63
12. Community-based action 3,22 3,81 3,96 3,83
13. Counteracting unequal development and

rural decline 2,44 3,29 3,43 3,38 3,24
14. Creative economy 2,53 2,98 3,14 3,29 3,05
15. Degrowth 2,38 2,95 3,05 3,08 2,93
16. Digital economy 3,16 3,40 3,68 3,71 3,54
17. Diversification of rural economy 3,03 3,56 3,54 3,60 3,49
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 2,97 3,51 3,56 3,61 3,47
19. DIY movement 2,16 2,86 2,89 3,00 2,80
20. e-commerce 3,09 3,19 3,45 3,53 3,35
21. Ecovillages 2,59 3,02 3,04 3,15 3,00
22. Educational farms 2,96 3,27 3,51 3,56 3,39
23. Food security 2,56 3,23 3,20 3,55 3,19
24. Food sovereignty 2,88 3,21 3,39 3,50 3,30
25. Food tourism 2,75 3,40 3,69 3,75 3,50
26. Growing food demand 2,69 3,09 3,14 3,53 3,15
27. Heritage tourism 2,69 3,28 3,50 3,80 3,40
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and

connectedness of regions 2,97 3,33 3,43 3,24 3,29
29. Integration of immigrants 2,59 3,13 3,26 3,38 3,16
30. Local paradigm 3,00 3,28 3,37 3,38 3,30
31. Manifestations of new technologies 2,53 2,91 3,07 3,04 2,95
32. Meaning and experience economy 2,25 3,05 3,13 3,34 3,03
33. Micro- and small units 2,97 3,15 3,41 3,54 3,31
34. Migration patterns 2,03 2,63 2,85 2,94 2,70
35. Multi-local living 2,28 2,73 2,79 3,10 2,78
36. Multifunctional forests 2,56 3,14 3,42 3,58 3,26
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,81 3,55 3,84 3,87 3,77
38. New governance models 2,78 3,00 3,17 3,25 3,09
39. Pandemics and epidemics 3,25 3,11 2,97 3,42 3,16
40. Place branding 3,63 3,38 3,42 3,37 3,43
41. Policy incidence and effectiveness 3,09 3,14 3,36 3,16 3,22
42. Pop-up culture and gig economy 2,19 2,62 2,78 2,90 2,68
43. Public goods 2,97 2,98 3,24 3,16
44, Remote work 3,84 3,43 3,62 {4,157 3,73
45, Resilience 2,94 3,21 3,21 ,38 3,21
46. Rural artisans 3,13 3,70 3,66 3,63 3,59
47. Rural business succession 2,84 3,02 3,37 3,19 3,16
48. Rural energy communities 2,59 3,23 3,30 3,62 3,26
49, Rural hubs 2,69 3,38 3,40 3,38 3,28
50. Rural in the social media 2,56 3,54 3,62 3,42 3,40
51. Rural lifestyle 3,06 3,46 3,60 3,58
52. Rural tourism 2,88 3,70 ,/6 3,86 3,64
53. Search for better quality of life 3,38 3,52 3,75 3,87 3,66
54, Self-sufficiency 2,44 3,20 3,28 3,54 3,20
55. Sharing economy 2,81 2,84 2,99 2,87 2,89
56. Smart solutions in rural space 2,77 3,38 3,38 3,31 3,28
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 2,81 3,34 3,47 3,52 3,35
58. Sustainability transition 3,31 3,49 3,59 3,69 3,55
59. Technology-intensive farming 2,06 2,84 2,98 2,92 2,80
60. Transparency of the food system 3,38 3,47 3,60 3,67 3,55

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest rank in each group encircled.
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scale and benefits of specialisation and
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© PLACE BRANDING

Development, management and
‘communication of images, affections and
brands related to specific places

Rural‘areas close to city
(commuting distance)
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shared intarests, capacities, identity,

participation and communality in many domains

Diverse community-, delivery-, diet. and

practice-oriented food systems challenge the

dominant food regime

o CARING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENT

Ideclogies, policies and practices to reduce
environmental degradation, to safeguard earth

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and attractions
in the rural enviroament: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting, horseback adventures etc.

D RURAL ARTISANS

Astisanal and craft production of food, beverages
and traditionsl products malntain small businesses
and vitality of the rural areas, skills and cultures

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rural idyll, space, nature, peace, animals, housing,
safety, traditions and communities contribute to
social welfare and attract new residents

0 NATURAL AND
CULTURAL HERITAGE

MNatural and cultural heritage carry on vahsable
erwironements, fabrics and artefacts from the past which
contribute to ientity and attractiveress of places

t-) @ COMMUNITY-BASED ACTION

Community-based initistives and actions serve
shared interests, capacities, identity,

Diverse community-, delivery-, diet and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime

) RURAL TOURISM

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and attractions
In the rurs! environment: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting, horseback adventures etc.

Figure 13. Top-5 trends by type of area
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0 NATURAL AND
CULTURAL HERITAGE

Natural and cultural heritage carry on vaksable
wviroerments, fabrics and artefacts from the past which
contribute to identity and attractiveress of places

oSEARCH FOR BETTER
QUALITY OF LIFE

A2k OF NN

Stress, crime, poliution, loneliness and other
discomforts drive people to search for
alternative pathways to better life
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The previous analysis was based on averages of the ratings of the trends. Figure 14 provides a
more detailed analysis of the incidence of the trends among different types of areas. Some
of the trends can be described as very promising in many contexts. An arbitrary criteria for
identifying these trends was an average rating higher than 4 (implying ‘very promising’ or
‘extremely promising’) in 6—7 out of 16 regions. This criteria was met by only three trends:
caring for the environment, alternative food systems as well as cheap rural housing and rural
second homes.

Obviously, there is no ‘silver bullet” or magical trend that would be expected to bring about
positive rural development and regeneration across all areas in Europe.

Another set of trends can be described as very promising in specific contexts. These trends
had an average rating higher than 4 in 4-5 out of 16 regions. This criteria was met by ten
trends: remote work, co-operatives and partnerships, infrastructures and accessibility,
community-based action, natural and cultural heritage, search for better quality of life,
diversification of rural economy, circular economy, multifunctional forests and ageing
population.

Further on, some of the trend can be described as not promising in specific contexts. Due to
generally positive character of the trends, an arbitrary criteria for identifying these trends was
an average rating less than 2 (implying slightly promising’ or ‘not at all promising’) in 2 out of
16 regions. These trends were local paradigm, rural hubs, food security and changing gender
roles. So, there were regions that had specific challenges in benefiting from these trends.

Finally, there were trends that can be described as not promising in many contexts. These
trends had an average rating less than 2 in 3—4 out of 16 regions. This criteria was met by three
trends: migration patterns, meaning and experience economy as well as pop-up culture and
gig economy.

Even though the classification is arbitrary, it gives some idea of the challenges of policy design.
Most regions can potentially benefit moderately from many prevailing trends, but very
promising trends tend to be rather context-specific.
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Figure 14. Analysis of the regional incidence of the trends
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3.1.2 Actions and actors to benefit from the trends

Participants of the workshops defined actions to benefit from the trends and actors, who
could be in charge of the actions. As much as 630 actions were identified; these are described
in detail in Annex 1. The responses were classified by means of conventional content analysis
without predefined categories, i.e. the categories were iterated on the basis of the data. The
needed topics of actions could be abstracted into 26 broad categories (Table 8). As the needed
actions are context-specific, these abstract categories do not suggest a direct policy recipe for
a specific type of area or country, but rather provide an overview of the general types of
actions that were deemed to be necessary to benefit from the trends.

Topic of action Description

Accessibility Possibility to have access to specific locations; being connected
Bureaucracy Regulatory burden; restrictions; ambiguity

Co-operation Organised concerted action to reach mutual benefits or common goals
Coherence Adoption of shared view; harmonious or integral approach

Communality

Maintenance of social bonds; shared identity; feeling of belonging

Communication

Provision of information through personal interaction or via media platforms

Compliance

Compliance with norms; avoidance of fraud

Conservation

Preservation of ecosystems, landscapes, milieus, buildings etc.

Coordination

Getting various actors to work together in a meaningful way

Decentralisation

Process of localisation; process toward more dispersed structures

Diversification

Process toward more diverse actions, actors or structures

Education

Various forms of providing people with new knowledge, skills and competences

Envisioning

Design and evaluation of alternative futures

Facilities/investments

Provisions of prerequisites for various actions often asks for investments

Financial support

Public support for specific actions or actors

Flexibility Latitude to choose place to live or work, mode of work etc.

Framing Putting things in a new perspective e.g. to avoid narrow or path dependent view
Incentives Various rewards connected to specific kind of action

Integration Process of becoming part of community

Involvement Process of taking part in local decision making or community activities

Jobs Creation of employment opportunities

Market access Possibility to enter specific supply chains or markets to sell one’s products
Networking Creation of relationships between various actors to serve some ends

Organisation, setting up

Process of arranging resources and actors to set something new

Promotion

Advancement of something in various ways to make it more visible or popular

Regulation

Activities of the public sector used to reach societal goals via law or norms

Facilities/investments was to most frequently identified topic of action that was needed to
benefit from the trends in all types of regions were workshops were organised (Table 9). Other
topics of action in top-5 included promotion, organisation & setting up, communication and
education. Besides these, financial support, regulation, incentives, coordination and framing
were also considered important topics of specific actions in many regions.

Regional profiles were not very different. Compared to the average of all regions,
predominantly urban regions were profiled by the importance of facilities/investments,
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financial support and communication, two first of which were a bit surprising as these areas
often have better facilities and resources than other types of areas. Intermediate regions were
profiled by the importance of promotion, market access and compliance. Predominantly rural
regions were profiled by coordination, financial support and integration.

Each type of the regions where the possibilities to benefit from the trends were assessed had
some topics of action that were considered more important than in other types of regions,
but the differences between the types of regions were not very significant.

Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly
urban region region rural region

Facilities/investments
Promotion
Organisation, setting up 6,7 7,3 5,9 6,7
Communication 8,5 4,5 5,9 6,0
Education 3,0 6,1 5,9 5,2
Financial support 7,9 2,0 6,4 51
Regulation 3,0 5,7 4,6 4,6
Incentives 6,7 4,0 2,7 4,3
Coordination 4,3 2,8 5,5 4,1
Framing 1,8 4,9 5,0 4,1
Co-operation 4,9 2,4 3,7 3,5
Involvement 4,3 0,8 5,9 3,5
Market access 1,2 5,3 2,7 3,3
Accessibility 3,7 2,0 3,2 2,9
Networking 3,0 2,8 2,7 2,9
Decentralisation 3,0 2,4 1,8 2,4
Integration 2,4 1,2 3,7 2,4
Conservation 3,0 0,8 3,2 2,2
Communality 0,6 2,0 3,2 2,1
Diversification 0,6 3,2 1,4 1,9
Jobs 0,0 2,8 14 1,6
Coherence 0,6 1,6 1,4 1,3
Envisioning 0,0 1,6 1,8 1,3
Flexibility 1,2 1,6 0,9 1,3
Compliance 0,0 2,8 0,0 1,1
Bureaucracy 1,2 0,8 0,9 1,0
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 164 247 219 630

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Each workshop group selected a specific type of area as the context of assessment: city area,
rural area close to city (commuting distance), rural village or remote rural area. The results are
summarised in Table 10. The most important topic of action to benefit from the selected
trends was related to promotion in city areas and facilities/investments in all other types of
areas. Top-5 topics of action in city areas included promotion, facilities/investments,
communication, framing and decentralisation. The most important topics of action in rural
areas close to city were facilities/investments, promotion, organisation & setting up,
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education and regulation. In rural villages, the top-5 list included facilities/investments,
promotion, organisation & setting up, communication and financial support. Finally, in
remote rural areas the most promising measures to benefit from the trends included
facilities/investments, framing, promotion, communication as well as education, regulation
and incentives.

Compared to the average of all types of areas, the city areas were profiled by the importance
decentralisation, promotion and framing. Rural areas close to city were profiled by
diversification and education as well as regulation, market access, accessibility and
communality. Rural villages were profiled by facilities/investments, promotion as well as
organisation & setting up, financial support, co-operation and compliance. Remote rural areas
were profiled by framing, incentives, involvement and regulation. The most outstanding
difference was the importance of framing in remote rural areas, followed by incentives,
regulation and involvement as important topics of action.

Altogether, the differences between the types of areas in the importance of the topics of
action to benefit from the trends were not very pronounced.

Rural area close to

city (commuting

City area distance) Rural village  Remote rural area Total
Facilities/investments 8.6
Promotion 3 3
Organisation, setting up , 7,3 7,5 3,4 6,7
Communication 8,6 4,7 6,0 8,0 6,0
Education 1,7 6,9 4,0 6,9 5,2
Financial support 3,4 5,2 6,0 3,4 5,1
Regulation 1,7 6,0 3,2 6,9 4,6
Incentives 5,2 3,9 3,6 6,9 4,3
Coordination 5,2 5,2 3,6 2,3 4,1
Framing 6,9 2,6 2,4 11,5 4,1
Co-operation 3,4 3,0 4,4 2,3 3,5
Involvement 5,2 2,1 3,6 5,7 3,5
Market access 3,4 4,7 3,2 0,0 3,3
Accessibility 3,4 4,3 2,0 1,1 2,9
Networking 1,7 3,4 3,2 1,1 2,9
Decentralisation 6,9 0,9 3,2 1,1 2,4
Integration 1,7 2,6 2,0 34 2,4
Conservation 3,4 2,6 2,0 1,1 2,2
Communality 1,7 3,4 0,8 2,3 2,1
Diversification 0,0 3,9 1,2 0,0 1,9
Jobs 1,7 2,1 1,6 0,0 1,6
Coherence 1,7 0,4 1,6 2,3 1,3
Envisioning 0,0 0,4 2,0 2,3 1,3
Flexibility 3,4 0,4 0,8 3,4 1,3
Compliance 1,7 0,4 2,0 0,0 1,1
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,9 1,6 0,0 1,0
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 58 233 252 87 630

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
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Differences in the relevance of various types of action were more pronounced between the
countries than between types of areas (Table 11). This is partly due to varying compositions
of the participants of the workshops and partly due to country-specific administrative
structures, endowments of infrastructure and other resources, cultural tendencies etc.
Facilities/investments was considered as the most important topic of action in most countries
with some exceptions: framing in Poland, promotion in Romania and financial support in
Spain. Looking at the deviations from the average of all countries, the diversity was high while
most countries had a specific topic of action that was considered especially important in this
country: regulation in Finland, coordination in France, involvement in Germany, conservation
in Hungary, framing in Ireland, organisation & setting up in Italy, coherence in Poland, financial
support in Romania and Spain as well as facilities/investments in the Netherlands.

The
Finland France  Germany Hungary Ireland Italv Poland Romania Spain Netherlands Total

Facilities/investments 9 K 42 X 14,9
Promotion 8, , f 8 A , 10,5
Organisation, setting up 4,0 9,1 5,9 3,8 1,6 12,8 5,3 9, 0,0 1,8 6,7
Communication 9,3 91 2,9 0,0 4,8 6,8 53 9,5 0,0 3,6 6,0
Education 2,7 3,0 0,0 5,7 4,8 9,0 7,0 9,5 0.0 3,6 52
Financial support 1,3 4,0 2,9 0,0 9,5 53 1,8 14,3 1,8 51
Regulation 17,3 1,0 2,9 1,9 0,0 38 35 71 b, 0,0 4,6
Incentives 2,7 3,0 8,8 3,8 1,6 3,8 8,8 0,0 16,7 5,4 4,3
Coordination 1,3 9,1 59 1,9 3,2 3,0 4,8 5,6 1,8 4,1
Framing 53 1,0 5,9 5,7 11,1 0,8 0,0 0,0 3,6 4,1
Co-operation 53 51 2,9 1,9 1,6 4,5 ,8 2,4 11,1 0,0 35
Involvement 2,7 2,0 8,8 5,7 9,5 2,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 5,4 3,5
Market access 8,0 3,0 0,0 7,5 0,0 0,8 7,0 4,8 0,0 1,8 33
Accessibility 2,7 4,0 2,9 5,7 0,0 0,8 3,5 2,4 0,0 71 2,9
Networking 2,7 3,0 59 0,0 0,0 7,5 0,0 2,4 0,0 0,0 2,9
Decentralisation 0,0 6,1 5,9 0,0 0,0 0,8 3,5 2,4 11,1 1,8 2,4
Integration 1,3 2,0 2,9 1,9 4,8 1,5 53 0,0 0,0 3,6 2,4
Conservation 0,0 4,0 0,0 9,4 0,0 0,8 3,5 0,0 0,0 3,6 2,2
Communality 1,3 2,0 0,0 7,5 4,8 0,8 1,8 0,0 0,0 1,8 2,1
Diversification 2,7 2,0 0,0 1,9 1,6 2,3 0,0 0,0 5,6 3,6 1,9
Jobs 0,0 1,0 0,0 7,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,4 0,0 71 1,6
Coherence 0,0 1,0 2,9 0,0 0,0 0,8 8,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,3
Envisioning 0,0 2,0 0,0 0,0 3,2 0,0 3,5 0,0 5,6 1,8 1,3
Flexibility 0,0 0,0 59 0,0 7,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,8 1,3
Compliance 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 32 2,3 0,0 4,8 0,0 0,0 1,1
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 5,9 1,9 0,0 2,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,0
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 75 99 34 53 63 133 57 42 18 56 630

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

All the previous analyses disregard the trends to be benefited from. So, they indicate some
broader tendencies which are related to resources, practices, policies, administrative
capacities etc. Each of the 50 groups in the 20 workshops selected three (some four) most
promising trends for further analysis; this resulted in 157 trends. The most common trends
were ageing population, community-based action, alternative food systems, search for better
quality of life and remote work (Figure 15). As much as 47 different trends of the 60 available
trends became selected, i.e. were included in top-3 most promising ones at least in some
region.

As a rather broad set of trends was assessed to be promising in only 20 regions, the European
regions may benefit from rather many trends.
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1. Ageing population

12. Community-based action

2. Alternative food systems

53. Search for better quality of life
44. Remote work

58. Sustainability transition

28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of regions
52. Rural tourism

8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes
10. Climate change

16. Digital economy

60. Transparency of the food system
11. Co-operatives and partnerships
25. Food tourism

3. Benefiting from globalisation

35. Multi-local living

37. Natural and cultural heritage

51. Rural lifestyle

54. Self-sufficiency

6. Caring for the environment

27. Heritage tourism

50. Rural in the social media

17. Diversification of rural economy
22. Educational farms

29. Integration of migrants

30. Local paradigm

36. Multifunctional forests

40. Place branding

46. Rural artisans

5. Care services

9. Circular economy

14. Creative economy

20. e-commerce

23. Food security

24. Food sovereignty

26. Growing food demand

32. Meaning and experience economy
33. Micro-and small units

38. New governance models

39. Pandemics and epidemics

4. Benefiting from urbanisation

41. Policy incidence and effectiveness
47. Rural business succession

48. Rural energy communities

49. Rural hubs

57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs
7. Changing gender roles
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Since the trends are different, so are the topics of action to benefit from them (Figures 16—
18). Facilities/investment was considered to be the most important type of action to benefit
from quite many trends (ageing population, remote work, infrastructures and accessibility,
rural tourism, rural housing, digital economy, multi-local living, care services, creative
economy, e-commerce, urbanisation and rural hubs). Further on, involvement was ranked as
the most important action to benefit from community-based action and bureaucracy to
benefit from alternative food systems and changing gender roles. On the other hand, each
trend was profiled by a unique set of needed actions. For example, benefiting from remote
work asks actions related to facilities/investments, promotion and flexibility. It is worth of
noting that the results are based on different number assessments, indicated in the figures.

Obviously, benefiting from most trends asked for several types of action.

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



© AGEING POPULATION

'*})\J‘?‘d

Average age of the population is quite high
and increasing in many rural regions, which
increases the demand of targeted services
Facilities/investments 28%
Coordination 22%
Diversification 9%
Education 9%
Financial support 9%
Framing 9%
Jobs 6%
Pomotion 6%

5

@ REMOTE WORK

Working from outside of a traditional office
environment e.g. from home or In rural hubs, which
saves commuting time and the environment
Facilities/investments 74%
Promotion 15%
Flexibility 10%

© CHEAP RURAL HOUSING AND
RURAL SECOND HOMES &

Affordable houses, second homes or holiday
houses close to nature and away from crowds

Facilities/investments 67%
Communication 24%
Promotion 9%

13

0 CO-OPERATIVES AND
PARTNERSHIPS

Oul\on models to reach economies of
scale and benefits of specialisation and
co-operation or to facilitate mutual interests
Education 55%
Organisation & setting up 30%
Networking 15%

Community-based initiatives and actions serve
shared Interests, capacities, identity,
participation and communality in many domains.
Involvement 29%
Networking 18%
Communality 15%
Incentives 15%
Co-operation 12%
Coordination 9%
Integration 3%

i-s 0 COMMUNITY-BASED ACTION (;

and mobility system; ging up fosud economy.

Accessibility 25%
Education 25%

Financial support 25%
Involvement 20%
Facilities/investments 5%

impacts on food vrodumon.'l'nlr: use, policies
and lifestyles
Coordination 70%
Financial support 20%
Facilities/investments 10%

@ FOOD TOURISM o

Touristic activities organised around food:
routes, tours, festivals, visits, cookery
experiences, local speciaities etc.

Promotion 62%

Organisation & setting up 24%

Coherence 14%
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Diverse community-, defivery-, diet- and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime

Bureaucracy 21%
Facilities/investments 19%
Market access 16%
Incentives 14%
Organisation & setting up 12%
Conservation 9%
Promotion 9%

7

\ o INFRASTRUCTURES, ACCESSIBILITY N
AND CONNECTEDNESS OF REGIONS &

Availability and quality of roads, railways, water,
electricity, telecommunications etc.
necessary for settiements and economic activities
Facilities/investments 61%
Coordination 32%
Accessibility 7%

o @ DIGITAL ECONOMY

Economic activities facditated by digital
and tools; provides
gains and platforms for new economic activities

Facilities/investments 88%
Market access 13%

() @ BENEFITING FROM
GLOBALISATION

Finding ways to benefit from open markets and
specialisation while acknowledging various
adverse effects and risks of interdependency

Facilities/investments 100%

n=33

SEARCH FOR BETTER i
O oWIWGE™ &

AZHCE OF \?\f&

Stress, crime, pollution, loneliness and other
discomforts drive people to search for
alternative pathways to better life
Incentives 36%
Framing 30%
Financial support 21%

Accessibility 6%

Promotion 6%

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and attractions
in the rural emvironment: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting, horseback adventures etc.
Facilities/investments 26%
Communality 22%
Coordination 22%
Co-operation 17%
Framing 13%

TRANSPARENCY OF
THE FOOD SYSTEM

Transparency of the food tystem in terms of origing,
production methods, compliance (laws, standards)
and distribution of value added in the food chain
Regulation 53%
Compliance 41%
Market access 6%

16

Seasonal or periodic living in urban and
rural residences

Facilities/investments 40%
Framing 27%

Jobs 20%

Regulation 13%

Figure 16. Topics of action to benefit from the trends by trend, part 1
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Q NATURAL AND
CULTURAL HERITAGE

Natural and cultural heritage carry oo vaksable
fabrics and artefact which
contribarte to keatity and attractiveness of places

Communication 38%
Conservation 25%
Coherence 19%
Framing 19%

Historical attractions based on nature,
industries, buildings, milleus, culture, food etc.

Organisation & setting up 46%
Networking 38%
Facilities/investments 15%

© INTEGRATION OF IMMIGRANTS (=)

Integration of immigrant to local labour market
and civic society promotes inclusive social fabric
and the possibility to make a societal 5

Rural Idyll, space, nature, peace, animals, housing,
safety, traditions and communities contribute to
social weifare and attract new residents

Promotion 33%
Accessibility 27%
Facilities/investments 27%
Communality 13%

() © RURAL IN THE SOCIAL MEDIA O

Presence, visibility and profiling of the rural
activities, actors, places and communities in
the social media platforms

Promotion 56%
Communication 44%

© LOCAL PARADIGM

Territorial, holistic and lnlt[rlthn approach to
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Better self.sutficiency at various levels (individual,
Rocsabeld, farm, region, sation, Europe) in food, energy.
o but red

Education 33%
Co-operation 29%
Involvement 19%
Regulation 19%

23

DIVERSIFICATION OF X
0 @ RURAL ECONOMY 0

Many rural regions have diversified economies
and the importance of non-agricultural
activities has increased

Education 60%
Diversificatio 40%

Use of forests for economic, soclal, environmental sed

promote

Framing 64%
Integration 36%

" \lWi’c Ultl"l b

Artisanal and craft production of food, beverages
and traditional products maintain small businesses
and vitality of the rural areas, skills and cultures
Coordination 50%
Market access 50%

media, bqalneu, ities etc.

Decentralisation 100%

Diversified set of activities with many rural
and novel models: green care, hos
telemedicine, mobile services

Facilities/investments 56%
Jobs 44%

htaral : timber, fuel, food, health, recreation,
‘conservation, carbon sink, Niking, education
Communication 90%
Incentives 10%

Economic model based on recycling, reuse,
sharing and repair of previously extracted
materials

Organisation & setting up 67%
Promotion 33%
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e} CARING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENT

Ideologies, policies and practices 1o reduce

systems and to kmprove the status of the environment

Education 47%
Organisation & setting up 32%
Conservation 21%

6 0 EDUCATIONAL FARMS

Co-opention between farms and schools
o and
education about food, environment, technology ete.

Incentives 67%
Education 33%

Development, management and
communication of images, atfections and
brands related to specific places

Coherence 67%
Envisioning 33%

Nests of artists, creative work and creative
class in the countryside

Facilities/investments 100%




Online markets remove the need for a physical
presence and allow reach of distant customers

Facilities/investments 100%

o MEANING AND EXPERIENCE
ECONOMY

Markets of stories, meanings, experiences,
roles, identities and may

Availability of food for all at all times is
constantly challenged by the weather,
diseases, crises, markets, polices and inequality

Compliance 100%

Small farms, businesses, neighbourhoods and civic
benefits:

traditional livelihood and business conceptions

Financial support 100%

o BENEFITING FROM
URBANISATION

Increase of cities in terms of people and land
use will make ‘rural’ more rare and valuable
but challenge rural economy and autonomy

Multh-purpose spaces offering coworking and
meeting faciities, broadband access, workstations,
activity arenas and possibly some business seevices

Facilities/investments 100%

tamiliarity, lexibility, sutonomy, participation

Organisation & setting up 100%

POLICY INCIDENCE
AND EFFECTIVENESS

The challenge of effective policy design and
delivery in service of several objectives while
also facing large diversity of contexts

Coordination 100%

o @ SOCIALENTERPRISES
o AND ENTREPRENEURS

Rural areas provide fabrics for many kinds of
social enterprises to improve heaith,
rehabilitation and social inclusiveness

Compliance 100%

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Antithesis to corporate food regime; emphasis
in culturally embedded food systems governed
by producers and consumers

£

The challenge of finding an appropriate governance
model for contradictory topics related to regions,
use of land and natural resources, advocacy etc.

Networking 100%

Global food demand increases and is expected
10 Increase further along with population
growth
Communication 90%
Incentives 10%

n=5 40

More frequent or more dangerous epidemic diseases
would affect whele socisties and could increase
preference for sate rural living environments

Coordination 100%

Large share of farmers and rural
will retire soon providing opportunities for
people ke their

2 i wind farms, solar energy
systems and bioenergy plants contribute to

young

Bureaucracy 100%

Evolving traditional and modern gender roles
in private life and working life

Involvement 100%

Promotion 100%

Figure 18. Topics of action to benefit from the trends by trend, part 3
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Besides the specific actions also specific actors are needed to realise the actions to benefit
from the trends. Actors were identified by means of summative content analysis with
predefined logical categories. Table 12 presents the actor groups which have been assessed
to be involved in the actions by type of region in which the workshops were organised. As
much as 1,312 actor roles were defined for the 630 specified actions, i.e. 2.1 actor groups per
action on the average. Local public sector was the most important actor group to benefit from
the trends in all types of regions. Top-3 list of actors in the predominantly urban areas and
predominantly rural areas included local public sector, national public sector and private
sector. Top-3 actors in the intermediate regions were local public sector, private sector and
regional public sector.

Public sector comprised almost two thirds (63%) of the specified actors to benefit from the
trends, followed by private sector (17%), non-profit sector (10%), citizens (5%) and for-benefit
sector® (5%). Among the three types of regions, local actors as well as regional and European
actors were assessed to be most important in intermediate regions and national actors in
predominantly urban regions; the range was most often not specified in predominantly rural
regions.

As a conclusion, the stakeholders of all types of regions put the public sector in main charge
when benefiting from trends is considered.

5 For-benefit or fourth sector includes organisations which aim at maximising social benefit via participating in markets,
development activities, social action etc. The group includes, for example, community development companies, social
enterprises, civic corporations, solidarity businesses and value-based organisations.
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Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly

Actor group urban region region rural region

Local public sector 24,8
National public sector 16,5
Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 16,1 16,8 14,9 16,0
Regional public sector 5,6 15,3 2,8 8,6
Public sector 6,7 4,3 13,5 7,9
European public sector 7,2 7,8 0,0 51
Citizens 1,7 5,5 71 5,0
Local non-profit sector 6,1 5,7 2,6 4,8
For-benefit sector 1,4 1,1 9,2 3,8
Non-profit sector 10,0 0,0 2,8 3,7
Regional non-profit sector 0,0 2,1 2,1 1,5
Local private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 0,0 2,6 0,9 1,4
Regional for-benefit sector 0,0 2,1 0,0 0,8
Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 16,1 19,5 15,8 17,4
Public sector @ 63,0
Non-profit sector 16,1 7,8 7,6 10,0
For-benefit sector 1,4 3,2 9,2 4,6
Citizens 1,7 5,5 7,1 5,0
Local actors 33,1 L 38,4 J 35,5 36,0
Regional actors 5,6 19,5 5,0 11,0
National actors 20,0 12,1 19,1 16,5
European actors 7,2 7,8 0,0 51
Not specified 22,3 31,4
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 360 529 423 1312

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest sharein each group encircled. Citizens areincluded in local actors.

Each workshop group also selected a specific type of area as the context of assessment (Table
13). The most important actor group to benefit from the trends was local public sector in rural
areas close to city and in rural villages, national public sector in remote rural areas and private
sector in city areas. The role of the public sector was the higher the more peripheral the area
was: 50% of the specified actor groups in city areas but 79% in remote rural areas. Private
sector and for-benefit sector were considered most important in city areas, non-profit sector
in rural areas close to city and the citizens in remote rural areas. Stakeholders assessed the
role of private sector to be quite small or negligible outside the cities, towns and villages.
Regarding the range of action, local actors were considered as the most important actor group
in benefiting from the trends in rural areas close to city, regional actors in city areas; national
actors and European actors were most important in remote rural areas. The range was most
often not specified in rural villages.

The capacity of the remote rural areas, especially, to benefit from the trends was assessed to
be heavily dependent on the actors of the public sector.
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Rural area

close to city Remote rural
Actor group City area (commuting  Rural village area
Local public sector 0,8 15,0 24,8

National public sector 29,5 @ 16,5
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs @ 14,7 18,6 0,0 16,0

Regional public sector 19,7 51 9,7 6,2 8,6
Public sector 0,0 4,5 12,5 8,8 7,9
European public sector 0,0 1,8 4,8 17,1 5,1
Citizens 4,5 5,6 3,0 9,3 5,0
Local non-profit sector 0,0 1,1 6,5 11,9 4,8
For-benefit sector 3,8 5,3 3,9 0,0 3,8
Non-profit sector 0,0 6,5 3,5 0,0 3,7
Regional non-profit sector 0,0 4,5 0,0 0,0 1,5
Local private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 0,0 0,9 2,6 0,0 1,4
Regional for-benefit sector 8,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,8
Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 33,3 15,6 21,2 0,0 17,4
public sector 63,0
Non-profit sector 0,0 12,0 10,0 11,9 10,0
For-benefit sector 12,1 5,3 3,9 0,0 4,6
Citizens 4,5 5,6 3,0 9,3 5,0
Local actors 53 34,9 36,0
Regional actors 28,0 9,6 9,7 6,2 11,0
National actors 29,5 11,6 12,1 31,6 16,5
European actors 0,0 1,8 4,8 17,1 51
Not specified @ 31,0 @ 8,8 31,4
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 132 449 538 193 1312

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled. Citizens areincluded in local actors.

There were quite significant differences between the countries, but they were partly due to
different number of stakeholders involved in the assessment (Table 14). Still, public sector and
local actors had the main role in trying to benefit from the trends in most countries.
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The

Actor group Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain Netherlands Total
Local public sector 0,0 20,9 0,0 22,8 20,3 25,4 24,8
National public sector @ 21,8 0,0 22,8 6,6 16,5

Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 315 @ 16,1 38 51 96 0,0 @ 0,0 9.0 16,0
Regional public sector 63 )7 0,0 0,0 0,0 8,9 9,0 21,4 0,0 @ 8,6
23,8

Public sector 134 0,0 7,6 638 64 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,9
European public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 17,1 9,0 0,0 0,0 33 51
Gitizens 0,0 0,0 33,9 @ 153 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 038 50
Local non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 ,3 5,1 18,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 4,8
For-benefit sector 11,0 11,4 8,1 0,0 51 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,8
Non-profit sector 0,0 13,2 0,0 0,0 4,2 5,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,7
Regional non-profit sector 0,0 4,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,5
Local private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 0,0 0,0 0,0 51 0,0 4,3 0,0 0,0 51 0,0 1,4
Regional for-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 11,2 0,0 0,0 0,8

Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 315 259 161 89 51 139 00 @ 51 9.0 17,4

Non-profit sector 0,0 17,3 0,0 6,3 9,3 27,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 10,0
For-benefit sector 11,0 11,4 8,1 0,0 51 0,0 0,0 11,2 0,0 0,0 4,6

Citizens 0,0 0,0 0,8 5,0

Local actors 10,2 26,2 36,0
Regional actors 32,7 0,0 31,1 11,0
National actors 0,0 43,6 6,6 16,5
European actors 0,0 0,0 3,3 51

Not specified 11,4 21,2 21,0 0,0 0,0 31,4
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 ,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 79 118 281 166 98 39 122 1312

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled. Citizens are included in local actors.

While looking at the role of various actor groups by trend, the local, regional, national or
European public sector was most important in most trends (Figures 19—21). There were trends
in which other actor groups hold the prime role. For example, in the promotion of remote
work and rural lifestyle the private sector was considered most important and in the
promotion. For-benefit sector was considered most important in trying to benefit from
climate change and care services and non-profit sector in trying to benefit from digital
economy, co-operatives and partnerships as well as caring for the environment. Citizens were
not considered as the most important actor group in any trend. It should be observed that
assessments of the trends are based on varying number of stakeholders (indicated in the
figures).

As a conclusion, even though the public sector is very central in trying to benefit from the
trends, there are several promising trends where other actors should play a key role.
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@ AGEING POPULATION

g 2

S AT
'4}) 3"

Average age of the population is quite high
and increasing in many rural regions, which
increases the demand of targeted services
Public sector 28%
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 25%
Regional public sector 21%
Local public sector 16%
National public sector 9%

5 n=119

© REMOTE WORK

Working from outside of a traditional office
environment e.g. from home or in rural hubs, which
saves commuting time and the environment
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 50%
National public sector 45%
Public sector 5%

© CHEAP RURAL HOUSING AND X

RURAL SECOND HOMES

Affordable houses, second homes or holiday
houses close to nature and away from crowds

Local public sector 42%
National public sector 35%
Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 23%
Citizens 1%

n=63

CO-OPERATIVES AND

PARTNERSHIPS (b

ey
Organisation models to reach economies of
scale and benefits of specialisation and
co-operation or to facilitate mutual interests
Local non-profit sector 63%
European public sector 24%
For-benefit sector 13%

Community-based initiatives and actions serve
shared Interests, capacities, identity,
participation and communality in many domains
Local public sector 53%
Citizens 20%
Non-profit sector 15%
Regional public sector 8%
National public sector 4%

o SUSTAINABILITY TRANSITION

?5 @ COMMUNITY-BASED ACTION (5

and mobility systeens; gving up fossd economy

Local public sector 49%
Citizens 16%

National public sector 15%
Public sector 11%

Regional public sector 9%

impacts on food pm.'l'::! m: policies
and lifestyles
For-benefit sector 67%
National public sector 14%
European public sector 10%
Local public sector 10%

Touristic activities organised around food:
routes, tours, festivals, visits, cookery
experiences, local specialties etc.

Regional public sector 57%
For-benefit sector 30%
Local public sector 12%

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

n=193

O © ALTERNATIVE FOOD SYSTEMS {

Diverse community-, delivery-, diet- and
practice-oriented food systems challenge the
dominant food regime
European public sector 36%
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 35%
National public sector 11%
Regional for-benefit sector 10%
Local public sector 8%

o INFRASTRUCTURES, ACCESSIBILITY 2 $
AND CONNECTEDNESS OF REGIONS &

Avallability and quality of roads, rallways, water,
electricity, telecommunications etc.
necessary for settiements and economic activities
National public sector 36%
Public sector 35%
Local public sector 28%
Regional public sector 1%

@ DIGITAL ECONOMY

Economic activities facilitated by digital
technologies and tools; provides productivity
gains and platforms for new economic activities
Nonprofit sector 46%
Regional public sector 21%
Local public sector 17%
National public sector 17%

15 n=27

() © BENEFITING FROM
9 GLOBALISATION

Finding ways to benefit from open markets and
specialisation while acknowledging various
adverse effects and risks of interdependency

Public sector 41%
Regional public sector 33%

Citizens 19%
Local public sector 7%

4

(_5 o SEARCH FOR BETTER
[N QUALITY OF LIFE

Stress, crime, pollution, loneliness and other
discomforts drive people to search for
alternative pathways to better life
Local public sector 42%
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 21%

Citizens 13%
Public sector 12%
Regional public sector 12%

Touristic activities, resorts, routes and attractions
In the rural emvironment: farm holidays, festivals,
hiking, fishing, hunting, horseback adventures etc.
Local public sector 43%
Regional public sector 23%
Citizens 20%
Local non-profit sector 13%

TRANSPARENCY OF
THE FOOD SYSTEM

the food system in f origing,
production methods, compliance (laws, standards)
and distribution of value added In the food chain
National public sector 49%
Regional public sector 46%
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 5%

16 n=39

(-S Q MULTI-LOCAL LIVING é

Seasonal or periodic living in urban and
rural resil

National public sector 51%
Citizens 49%

Figure 19. Actors to benefit from the trends by trend, part 1
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Q NATURAL AND
CULTURAL HERITAGE

Natural and cultural heritage carry on valuable
fabrics and artefact which
contribute to Meatity and sttractiveness of places

Local public sector 41%
National public sector 30%
Non-profit sector 28%

Rural idyll, space, nature, peace, animals, housing,
safety, traditions and communities contribute to
social welfare and attract new residents

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 48%

Citizens 28%
National public sector 24%

n=53 22

€) HERITAGE TOURISM

Mistorical attractions based on nature,
industries, buildings, milieus, culture, food etc.

Local public sector 60%
Local non-profit sector 32%
Citizens 8%

Integration of immigrant to local labour market
and civic society promotes inclusive social fabric
and the possibility to make a societal contribution

Regional non-profit sector 63%
Local public sector 38%

Artisanal and craft production of food, beverages
and traditional products maintain small businesses
and vitality of the rural areas, skills and cultures

Local public sector 54%
Non-profit sector 46%

Presence, visibility and profiling of the rural
activities, actors, places and communities in
the sodial media platforms

Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 71%
For-benefit sector 29%

Territorial, holistic and integrative approach to
promote decentralisation and local autonomy,
governance, media, business, specialities etc.

National public sector 100%

Diversified set of activities with many rural
and novel models: green care, homecare,
telemedicine, mobile services
For-benefit sector 63%
Local public sector 37%

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Better self.sutficiency at various levels (individual,
Reusabeld, farm, region, sation, Europe) in focd, energy,
o but reduces risks

Local public sector 58%
Private sector incl.

farmers/entrepreneurs 31%
Citizens 10%

23

(7 DIVERSIFICATION OF
RURAL ECONOMY

Many rural regions have diversified economies
and the importance of non-agricultural
activities has increased
Public sector 61%
National public sector 31%

Use of forests for economic, soclal, environmental and
cultural purposes: timber, fuel, f0od, health, recreation,
conservation, carbon sink, Miing, education

Public sector 94%
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 6%

n=31

Economic model based on recycling, reuse,
sharing and repair of previously extracted
materials

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 71%
Non-profit sector 29%

é © MULTIFUNCTIONAL FORESTS E-S

) CARING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENT

Ideologies, policies and practices 1o reduce

systems and to kmprove the status of the environment

Local non-profit sector 70%
Local public sector 21%
National public sector 9%

Co-openation between farms and schools

to and
education about food, environment, technology etc.

European public sector 79%
National public sector 21%

, management and
communication of images, affections and
brands related to specific places

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 71%
Local public sector 29%

32

@ CREATIVE ECONOMY

Nests of artists, creative work and creative
class in the countryside

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 100%

Figure 20. Actors to benefit from the trends by trend, part 2
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Online markets remove the need for a physical
presence and allow reach of distant customers

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 100%

n=20 38

o MEANING AND EXPERIENCE
ECONOMY

Markets of stories, meanings, experiences,
roles, identities and may

Availability of food for all at all times is
constantly challenged by the weather,
diseases, crises, markets, polices and inequality

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 100%

(5 @ MICRO- AND SMALL UNITS

Small farms, businesses, neighbourhoods and civic
benefits:

traditional livelihood and business conceptions

Regional public sector 100%

o BENEFITING FROM
URBANISATION

rAaARas ad'a

Increase of cities in terms of people and land
use will make ‘rural’ more rare and valuable
but challenge rural economy and autonomy

Local public sector 100%

Multh-purpose spaces offering coworking and
meeting faciities, broadband access, workstations,
activity arenas and possibly some business seevices

Local public sector 100%

tamiliarity, lexibility, sutonomy, participation

Regional public sector 100%

POLICY INCIDENCE
AND EFFECTIVENESS

The challenge of effective policy design and
delivery in service of several objectives while
also facing large diversity of contexts

Local public sector 100%

o @ SOCIALENTERPRISES
o AND ENTREPRENEURS

Rural areas provide fabrics for many kinds of
social enterprises to improve heaith,
rehabilitation and social inclusiveness

National public sector 100%

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Antithesis to corporate food regime; emphasis
in culturally embedded food systems governed
by producers and consumers

Global food demand increases and is expected
to Increase further along with population
growth

Private sector incl. National public sector 100%

farmers/entrepreneurs 100%

The challenge of finding an appropriate governance
model for contradictory topics related to regions,
use of land and natural resources, advocacy etc.

More frequent or more dangerous epidemic diseases
would affect whele socisties and could increase
preference for sate rural living environments

Local public sector 100% Regional non-profit sector 100%

n=8 44

é o RURAL ENERGY COMMUNITIES

Large share of farmers and rural (¢ wind farms, solar energy
will retire soon providing opportunities for systems and bioenergy plants contribute to
young people ke their

National public sector 100%

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 100%

Evolving traditional and modern gender roles
in private life and working life

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 100%

Figure 21. Actors to benefit from the trends by trend, part 3

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS e

3.1.3 Actions and actors to make the dreams come true

Participants of the workshops also identified and assessed effective measures to make futures
dreams of the youth come true. These actions were abstracted using the categories that were
identified in the trend data by means of conventional content analysis. The actions were
analysed separately for the livelihood (181 items), accommodation (172 items) and lifestyle
dreams (114 items) as well as for the obstacles (160) to realising the dreams. All in all, the
stakeholders identified 627 actions to promote the realisation of the futures dreams of the
youth on their own region.

Actions to promote livelihood dreams

Regarding the type of region where the workshop was organised, facilities/investments were
evaluated to be the most important topic of action to make the livelihood dreams come true
in all types of regions and by far most important in predominantly rural regions (Table 15).
This was followed by diversification and promotion in predominantly urban regions and
intermediate regions and by networking and accessibility in predominantly rural regions. In
general, the top-5 topics of action cover 65% of the measures deemed necessary to make the
livelihood dreams come true: facilities/investments, diversification activities, education,
promotion and financial support.

Compared to the average of all regions, the predominantly urban regions were profiled by the
importance of diversification and promotion, whereas the intermediate regions were profiled
by communication and market access. The profile of predominantly rural regions was most
distinctive with high emphasis in facilities/investments and networking.

Obviously, the stakeholders assessed the needs of different types of regions to be somewhat
different in ways to make the livelihood dreams of the youth come true.
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Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly
urban region region rural region

Facilities/investments
Diversification 11,9
Education 8,6 10,2 7,7 8,8
Promotion 14,3 6,8 0,0 7,7
Financial support 11,4 0,0 7,7 6,6
Involvement 5,7 6,8 0,0 4,4
Networking 0,0 0,0 13,5 3,9
Coordination 0,0 5,1 5,8 3,3
Accessibility 0,0 0,0 9,6 2,8
Communication 0,0 8,5 0,0 2,8
Flexibility 7,1 0,0 0,0 2,8
Market access 0,0 8,5 0,0 2,8
Jobs 0,0 6,8 0,0 2,2
Regulation 2,9 3,4 0,0 2,2
Bureaucracy 4,3 0,0 0,0 1,7
Communality 0,0 5,1 0,0 1,7
Conservation 0,0 0,0 5,8 1,7
Organisation, setting up 4,3 0,0 0,0 1,7
Incentives 0,0 3,4 0,0 1,1
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 52 70 59 181

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Each workshop group selected a specific type of area as the context of assessment: city area,
rural area close to city (commuting distance), rural village or remote rural area. Surprisingly,
facilities/investments were considered to be the more important way to promote realisation
of the dreams the more central or urban the area was (Table 16). This was in line with the
dreams of the youth: the more central or urban the dream, the better local services were
wished for. Young people who were dreaming about more rural destinations did not expect
to have same services available as in the cities and towns. The stakeholders could have
reflected this setting in the assessment.

Each type of area had some topics of action that were more important than in other types of
areas (difference from the average share of all areas). City areas were profiled by the
importance of facilities/investments (share 55%, average 32%), conservation and organisation
& setting up. Rural areas close to city were profiled by promotion and facilities/investments,
whereas the profilers of rural villages included networking and education. Finally, important
means to promote livelihood dreams specific to remote rural areas included diversification
(share 54%, average 11%) , communication and bureaucracy.

The central role of diversification in the remote rural areas and facilities/investments in the
city areas were the most distinctive area-specific topics of actions to promote realisation of
the livelihood dreams of the youth.
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Rural area close

to city
(commuting
Citv area distance) Rural village  Remote rural area

Facilities/investments 3

Diversification 0,0 4,8 2,8 é 10,5
Education 0,0 9,5 13,9 0,0 8,8
Promotion 15,0 17,5 0,0 0,0 7,7
Financial support 0,0 6,3 11,1 0,0 6,6
Involvement 0,0 6,3 5,6 0,0 4.4
Networking 0,0 0,0 9,7 0,0 3,9
Coordination 0,0 4,8 4,2 0,0 3,3
Accessibility 0,0 0,0 6,9 0,0 2,8
Communication 0,0 0,0 0,0 19,2 2,8
Flexibility 0,0 0,0 4,2 7,7 2,8
Market access 0,0 0,0 6,9 0,0 2,8
Jobs 0,0 4,8 1,4 0,0 2,2
Regulation 0,0 3,2 0,0 7,7 2,2
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 0,0 11,5 1,7
Communality 0,0 4,8 0,0 0,0 1,7
Conservation 15,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Organisation, setting up 15,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Incentives 0,0 0,0 2,8 0,0 1,1
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 20 63 72 26 181

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The diversity of assessments by country is very high (Table 17). This is partly due to specific
characteristics of the countries (administrative structure, history, resource endowments etc.),
partly due to the qualities of the dreams and partly due to the varying number of participants
of the workshops.
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The
Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania  Spain Netherlands Total

Facilities/investments 11,1 20,0 0,0 0 16,7 31,5
Diversification 333 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 026,14 0,0 10,5
Education 0,0 18,8 0,0 0,0 0 21,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 8,8
Promotion 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 15,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 25,0 7,7
Financial support 0,0 0,0 0,0 0.0 25,0 8,7 29,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 6,6
Involvement 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 @ 4,4
Networking 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 15,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 ,0 3,9
Coordination 0,0 9,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 25,0 33
Accessibility 0,0 15,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,8
Communication 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,8
Flexibility 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 21,4 0,0 2,8
Market access 0,0 15,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,8
Jobs 0,0 0,0 0,0 20,0 8,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,2
Regulation 0,0 0,0 0,0 13,3 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,2
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 17,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Communality 0,0 0,0 0,0 20,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Conservation 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Organisation, setting up 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 15,8 0,0 0,0 1,7
Incentives 0,0 0,0 40,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,1
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 9 32 5 15 12 46 17 19 14 12 181

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
Actions to promote accommodation dreams

Top-5 topics of action to make accommodation dreams come true included
facilities/investments, (housing) market access, regulation, promotion and accessibility (Table
18). These accounted for 62% of all identified actions. There were some remarkable
differences between the types of regions. Actions needed in the predominantly urban regions
were profiled by the importance of facilities/investments and coordination, whereas the
intermediate regions were profiled by the importance of accessibility and promotion.
Predominantly rural regions were profiled by the importance of market access and
conservation.

Looking also at the weaker profilers and abstracting further, urban regions were challenged
by organisation, intermediate regions by accessibility and rural regions by reconfiguration to
realise the accommodation dreams of the youth.
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Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly
urban region region rural region

Facilities/investments

Market access 7,0 12,8
Regulation 14,0 9,9
Promotion 0,0 4,4 8,7
Accessibility 0,0 0,0 7,6
Financial support 5,3 5,7 4,4 5,2
Coordination 12,3 0,0 0,0 4,1
Flexibility 0,0 10,0 0,0 4,1
Decentralisation 0,0 7,1 0,0 2,9
Diversification 0,0 7,1 0,0 2,9
Involvement 8,8 0,0 0,0 2,9
Jobs 8,8 0,0 0,0 2,9
Conservation 0,0 0,0 8,9 2,3
Networking 0,0 5,7 0,0 2,3
Bureaucracy 5,3 0,0 0,0 1,7
Co-operation 0,0 4,3 0,0 1,7
Framing 0,0 0,0 6,7 1,7
Incentives 0,0 0,0 6,7 1,7
Communication 0,0 2,9 0,0 1,2
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 57 70 45 172

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Regarding the type of area, the results were again different from the regional results (Table
19). This is of course due to the fact that the regions where the workshops were organised
were large and included all types of areas, urban and rural locations. City areas were profiled
by the importance of facilities/investments (60% of the actions, average 23%), involvement
(20%, average 3%) and financial support (12%, average 5%). Rural areas close to city were
profiled by facilities/investments (39%, average 23%), promotion (20%, average 9%) and jobs
(9%, average 3%). Strongest profilers of rural villages included regulation (23%, average 10%),
coordination (9%, average 4%) and flexibility (9%, average 4%). In the case of remote rural
areas, the strongest profilers were decentralisation (28%, average 3%), market access (33%,
average 13%) and incentives (17%, average 2%). The profiles were logically more distinctive
than in the case of regions including many types of areas.

Summing up, the city areas need, especially, more facilities and organisation, rural areas close
to cities need more facilities and promotion, rural villages need more permissive norms and
policies whereas remote rural areas need incentives to stronger agency and better status to
contribute to the realisation of accommodation dreams of the youth.
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Rural area close

to city
(commuting
distance)

Rural village

53

Remote rural area

o

Total

Market access 0,0 9,3 12,8
Regulation 0,0 0,0 é 0,0 9,9
Promotion 8,0 20,4 0,0 11,1 8,7
Accessibility 0,0 7,4 12,0 0,0 7,6
Financial support 12,0 0,0 6,7 5,6 5,2
Coordination 0,0 0,0 9,3 0,0 4,1
Flexibility 0,0 0,0 9,3 0,0 4,1
Decentralisation 0,0 0,0 0,0 27,8 2,9
Diversification 0,0 0,0 6,7 0,0 2,9
Involvement 20,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,9
Jobs 0,0 9,3 0,0 0,0 2,9
Conservation 0,0 7,4 0,0 0,0 2,3
Networking 0,0 0,0 5,3 0,0 2,3
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 4,0 0,0 1,7
Co-operation 0,0 0,0 4,0 0,0 1,7
Framing 0,0 3,7 0,0 5,6 1,7
Incentives 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 1,7
Communication 0,0 3,7 0,0 0,0 1,2
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 25 54 75 18 172

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The country-specific results are presented in Table 20. Again, they are affected by the varying

number of participants in the workshops but also indicate some tendencies that are important
in each country. While facilities/investments were considered to be the most important way
to make accommodation dreams come true, regulation was considered to be even more
important in Romania and The Netherlands, promotion in Poland and accessibility in Italy. The
more detailed results in Annex provide additional information about the contents of the

actions.
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The

Finland  France Germany Hunsary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain  Netherlands  Total
23,3

Facilities/investments
Market access

, , , 0 135 12,8
Regulation 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 13,3 111 14,3 (18,9 2 9,9
L 44,4 4

Promotion 0,0 0,0 0,0 28,6 22,2 3 22,2 0,0 8,7
Accessibility 17,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,6
Financial support 0,0 0,0 25,0 0,0 0,0 10,0 5,6 0,0 0,0 5,2
Coordination 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 4,1
Flexibility 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 4,1
Decentralisation 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,9
Diversification 21,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,9
Involvement 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 13,5 2,9
Jobs 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,9
Conservation 0,0 0,0 0,0 28,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 22,2 0,0 0,0 2,3
Networking 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 22,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,3
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 10,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Co-operation 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Framing 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 33,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Incentives 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,7
Communication 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 22,2 0,0 0,0 1,2
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 23 24 8 7 9 30 18 9 7 37 172

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
Actions to promote lifestyle dreams

Top-5 topics of action to promote lifestyle dreams included promotion, facilities/investments,
involvement, framing and conservation. These counted for 67% of the actions. Different types
of regions had somewhat different profiles regarding the importance of the needed actions
(Table 21). The importance of conservation and accessibility was pronounced in the
predominantly urban regions, whereas facilities/investments and promotion had a
pronounced role in the intermediate regions. Predominantly rural regions were profiled by
the importance of involvement, education, framing and communality. The high importance of
conservation in city areas is in line with the dreams of the youth in which ‘nature nearby or
within nature’ was rather important both in urban and rural destination of the dreams.

In regions with many urban locations the platforms and frameworks for private life as well as
access to them were more important than in the rural regions, where people-centric activities
were more in need.

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



@ D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly

urban region region rural region

Promotion 11,8 21,1
Facilities/investments 8.8 19,3
Involvement 11,4
Framing 4,7 5,4 14,7 7,9
Conservation 18,6 0,0 0,0 7,0
Education 0,0 5,4 14,7 6,1
Accessibility 11,6 2,7 0,0 5,3
Co-operation 9,3 5,4 0,0 53
Organisation, setting up 4,7 0,0 8,8 4,4
Communality 0,0 0,0 8,8 2,6
Regulation 2,3 5,4 0,0 2,6
Communication 0,0 5,4 0,0 1,8
Financial support 4,7 0,0 0,0 1,8
Incentives 0,0 0,0 5,9 1,8
Envisioning 2,3 0,0 0,0 0,9
Networking 0,0 2,7 0,0 0,9
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 43 37 34 114

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The type of area or selected context of assessment for each group in the workshops is
associated with unique set of actions to make the lifestyle dreams come true (Table 22).
promotion was the single most important topic of action in rural areas close to cities,
involvement, facilities/investments in city areas and rural villages i.e. areas with dense
settlements and framing in remote rural areas. Compared to the average of all types of areas,
the actions needed in the city areas were profiled by the importance of conservation,
facilities/investments and financial support whereas the actions needed in the rural areas
close to city were profiled by involvement, promotion and education. Strongest profilers of
the rural villages included facilities/investments, accessibility and communality. Finally, the
actions needed in the remote rural areas were profiled by framing, incentives and education.
The most striking differences can be found in framing (40%, average 8 %) and incentives (20%,
average 2 %) in the remote rural areas as well as in conservation in city areas (27%, average
7%). Nature is logically most scarce in the cities, but still needed to realise the lifestyle dreams
of the youth.

Abstracting further, city areas are in need of more nature, rural areas close to city are in need
of concerted positive action, rural villages are in need of connections and communality
whereas remote rural areas are in need of new ideas and world models as well as incentives
to reach for them.
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Rural area close

to city
(commuting
City area distance) Rural village = Remote rural area
Promotion 13,3 £ 29,3 J 20,8 0,0 21,1
Facilities/investments @ 7,3 @ 10,0 19,3
Involvement 0,0 26,8 4,2 0.0 11,4
Framing 0,0 2,4 8,3 7,9
Conservation 26,7 9,8 0,0 0,0 7,0
Education 0,0 12,2 0,0 20,0 6,1
Accessibility 6,7 0,0 10,4 0,0 5,3
Co-operation 0,0 2,4 8,3 10,0 53
Organisation, setting up 0,0 4,9 6,3 0,0 4,4
Communality 0,0 0,0 6,3 0,0 2,6
Regulation 0,0 2,4 4,2 0,0 2,6
Communication 0,0 0,0 4,2 0,0 1,8
Financial support 13,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,8
Incentives 0,0 0,0 0,0 20,0 1,8
Envisioning 6,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,9
Networking 0,0 2,4 0,0 0,0 0,9
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 15 41 48 10 114

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The results by country differ a lot, partly due to varying number of assessments (Table 23).
There are several striking differences between the countries like e.g. the high importance of
facilities/investments in Finland (100% of the actions), promotion in Hungary (62%),
envisioning in Germany (50%), organisation & setting up in Romania (50%),
facilities/investments in Italy (40%) and framing in Ireland (38%). Due to limited number of
observations, these results should not be generalised recklessly.

The

Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain Netherlands Total
Promotion 0,0 0,0 0,0 333 0,0 0,0 21,1
Facilities/investments 17.9 0,0 @ 0,0 0,0 0,0 19,3
Involvement 0,0 0,0 0,0 10,0 0,0 0,0 @ 0,0 11,4
Framing 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 @ 0,0 @ 0,0 0,0 7,9
Conservation 00 2867 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,0
Education 0,0 0,0 0,0 38,5 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 6,1
Accessibility 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 11,1 5,3
Co-operation 0,0 14,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 5,3
Organisation, setting up 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 é 4.4
Communality 0,0 10,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,6
Regulation 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 2,6
Communication 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1 1,8
Financial support 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 ¢ 1,8
Incentives 0,0 0,0 0.0 0,0 25,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 ,0 1,8
Envisioning 0,0 0,0 20,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,9
Networking 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,9
Total, % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total, items 3 28 2 13 8 30 12 6 3 9 114

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
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Actions to remove obstacles of the dreams

Top-5 actions to remove obstacles to realise the dreams included facilities/investments,
incentives, diversification, regulation and education (for more detailed contents, please have
a look at Annex 1). The differences between the types of regions were more significant than
in the actions to make the dreams come true (Table 24). The predominantly urban regions
were profiled by (i.e. had most significant deviation from the average of all regions in) the
pronounced importance of involvement (20%, average 8%), financial support (10 % vs. 3%),
jobs (10 % vs. 3%) as well as organisation & setting up (8% vs 3%). The intermediate regions
were profiled by diversification (24 % vs. 12%), incentives (23 % vs. 15%) and
facilities/investments (29% vs. 22%). Strongest profilers of the predominantly rural regions
included education (23% vs. 9%), co-operation (10% vs. 2%) and communication (10% vs. 2%).

As a synthesis, the urban regions were profiled, especially, by the need to remove obstacles
for stronger social capital, the intermediate regions by the need to remove obstacles for
diversification and the predominantly rural regions by the need to remove obstacles for
stronger human capital.

Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly
urban region region rural region
Facilities/investments 18,4 L 28,8 J 9,7 21,9
Incentives 0,0 22,5 19,4 15,0
Diversification 0,0 23,8 0,0 11,9
Regulation 4,1 12,5 9,7 9,4
Education 4,1 6,3 @ 8,8
Involvement 0,0 6,5 7,5
Bureaucracy 8,2 0,0 6,5 3,8
Financial support 10,2 0,0 0,0 3,1
Integration 0,0 3,8 6,5 3,1
Jobs 10,2 0,0 0,0 3,1
Organisation, setting up 8,2 0,0 0,0 2,5
Co-operation 0,0 0,0 9,7 1,9
Communality 6,1 0,0 0,0 1,9
Communication 0,0 0,0 9,7 1,9
Coordination 6,1 0,0 0,0 1,9
Market access 4,1 0,0 0,0 1,3
Networking 0,0 2,5 0,0 1,3
Total, % 100 100 100 100
Total, items 49 80 31 160

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

There were some evident tendencies in the importance of obstacles among the various types
of areas (Table 25). For example, the importance of regulation and bureaucracy was negligible
in urban and urban adjacent areas (0-8%), in grew toward the rural end of the spatial
continuum: 16% in rural villages and as much as 78% in remote rural areas. This was the case
also in the futures dreams of the youth: the more rural the destination, the more important
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obstacle the society: 7-9 % of the obstacles in city and urban adjacent areas, 13% in rural
villages and 16% in remote rural areas. In the view of the stakeholders, the actions of the
public sector (or lack of them) were considered even more important obstacles for realising
the dreams than in the view of the young people themselves.

Each of the four types of areas had some topics of actions that were considered more
important than in other types of areas. Strongest profilers of the obstacles in the city areas
included diversification, facilities/investments, communality and jobs. In the rural areas close
to city these profilers were diversification, education, integration and organisation & setting
up. Removal of the obstacles in rural villages were profiled by the need of incentives,
involvement and financial support. Finally, remote rural areas were by far most in need of
action related to regulation and bureaucracy.

Summing up, cities and areas surrounded by them seem to need new facilities, more
diversification, more communality, more integration and better capacity for organisation;
more peripheral rural areas need more resources, more incentives and more permissive,
transformed public sector to remove the obstacles of the dreams of the youth.

Rural area close

to city
(commuting
City area distance) Rural village = Remote rural area
Facilities/investments 37,5 ) 17,3 0,0 21,9
Incentives 0,0 7,7 é 11,1 15,0
Diversification 29,2 @ 0,0 0,0 11,9
Regulation 8,3 0,0 10,7 9,4
Education 0,0 17,3 5,3 11,1 8,8
Involvement 0,0 3,8 13,3 0,0 7,5
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 5,3 22,2 3,8
Financial support 0,0 0,0 6,7 0,0 3,1
Integration 0,0 9,6 0,0 0,0 3,1
Jobs 12,5 3,8 0,0 0,0 3,1
Organisation, setting up 0,0 7,7 0,0 0,0 2,5
Co-operation 0,0 58 0,0 0,0 1,9
Communality 12,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,9
Communication 0,0 0,0 4,0 0,0 1,9
Coordination 0,0 0,0 4,0 0,0 1,9
Market access 0,0 0,0 2,7 0,0 1,3
Networking 0,0 3,8 0,0 0,0 1,3
Total, % 100 100 100 100 100
Total, items 24 52 75 9 160

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The country-specific obstacles had some striking differences, which were partly due to the
varying number of participants in the workshops (Table 26). For example, the share of
regulation in the identified obstacles was 66% in Ireland and 57% in Germany, the share of
organisation & setting up was 64% in Spain, the share of facilities/investments was 38% in
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Romania and the share of incentives was 35% in Poland. Again, caution is needed in the
generalisation of these results; more contextual description of the actions is given in Annex 1.

The

Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain Netherlands Total
Facilities/investments 0,0 5,9 0,0 23,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 21,9
Incentives 0,0 0,0 333 0,0 0,0 22,2 15,0
Diversification 0,0 0,0 0.0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 30,2 11,9
Regulation 0,0 0,0 L 66,7 0.0 0,0 10,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 9,4
Education 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 16,7 40,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 8,8
Involvement 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 12,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 15,9 7,5
Bureaucracy 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 12,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,8
Financial support 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,1
Integration 0,0 11.8 0,0 17,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,1
Jobs 0,0 £ 2904 2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,1
Organisation, setting up 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,5
Co-operation 0,0 0,0 0,0 17,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,9
Communality 0,0 17,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,9
Communication 0,0 17,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,9
Coordination 0,0 17,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,9
Market access 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,2 1,3
Networking 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 11,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,3
Total, % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total, items 0 17 3 17 16 18 10 10 6 63 160

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
Actors to promote livelihood dreams

Turning from actions to actors who could have a role in promoting the livelihood dreams,
these were categorised in several ways. First, directly from the observations including both
the range of action (European, national, regional, local; not specified) and the type of actor
(private, public, non-profit, for-benefit, citizens). Second, by type of actor (private, public, non-
profit, for-benefit, citizens) and third, by range of action (European, national, regional, local;
not specified).

The main role in making the dreams come true was granted for the national public sector
(28%), local public sector (22%), local non-profit sector (12%), citizens (11%) and ‘general’ non-
profit sector (8%) (Table 27). Differences by type of region were striking. As much as 45% of
the measures were expected to be done by the citizens and the non-profit sector in the
predominantly urban areas, whereas in the intermediate regions the local public sector and
the local non-profit sector counted for 57% of the actions; in predominantly rural regions the
national public sector was expected to organise 48% of the actions needed to promote the
realisation of the livelihood dreams of the youth. In general, the private sector and the for-
benefit sector were considered as most important actors in the predominantly rural regions;
the public sector and the non-profit sector were most important actor groups in the
intermediate regions and the citizens in the predominantly urban areas. Respectively, the
local, regional and European actors had most pronounced role in the intermediate regions,
whereas national actors had most important role in the predominantly rural regions; range of
action was most often not defined in the predominantly urban areas.
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In other words, local action is important in the intermediate regions and national action is
important in the rural regions to make the livelihood dreams come true.

Predominantly

Intermediate

Predominantly

Actor group urban region region rural region

National public sector £ 26,3 ) 14,1 47,73 27,6
Local public sector 13,2 @ 14,4 21,5
Local non-profit sector 0,0 24,4 5,4 11,5
Citizens 25,4 51 4,5 11,0
Non-profit sector 20,2 0,0 54 7,6
European public sector 0,0 9,6 3,6 5,0
Public sector 14,9 0,0 0,0 45
Regional public sector 0,0 10,9 0,0 4,5
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 12,6 3,7
Private sector incl. 0,0 32 63 31
farmers/entrepreneurs

Private sector incl. 0,0 32 63 31
farmers/entrepreneurs

Public sector L 65,8 63,0
Non-profit sector 20,2 24,4 10,8 19,2
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 12,6 3,7
Citizens 25,4 51 4,5 11,0
Local actors 13,2 19,8 33,1
Regional actors 0,0 10,9 0,0 4,5
National actors 26,3 14,1 L 47,7 ] 27,6
European actors 0,0 9,6 3,6 5,0
Not specified £ 60,5 4 8,3 28,8 29,9
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 114 156 111 381

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Differences were striking also between different types of areas or contexts of assessment
(Table 28). In each type of area, the most important group of actors was different: non-profit
sector in city areas, national public sector in rural areas close to city, local public sector in rural
villages and local non-profit sector in remote rural areas. More generally, private sector was
assessed to be most important contributor to realising the dreams in remote rural areas (share
still only 9%). Public sector was most important contributor in rural areas close to city, non-
profit sector in city areas, for-benefit sector in rural areas close to city and citizens in rural
villages. Further on, local actors were considered most important in remote rural areas,
regional actors in city areas and national actors as well as European actors in rural areas close
to city. Range of action was most often not specified in city areas. The most striking differences
were in the pronounced role of the non-profit sector in city areas and remote rural areas.

Summing up, local and national action is most important in the rural areas whereas non-profit
sector has a key role both in city areas and remote rural areas to make the livelihood dreams

come true.
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to city

(commuting
Actor group City area distance) Rural village = Remote rural area
National public sector 0,0 34,2 3 27,0 33,9 27,6
Local public sector 10,3 19,2 10,2 21,5
Local non-profit sector 0,0 5,0 8,6 11,5
Citizens 0,0 4,2 22,7 0,0 11,0
Non-profit sector 5,0 0,0 0,0 7,6
European public sector 0,0 12,5 0,0 6,8 5,0
Public sector 0,0 5,0 6,7 0,0 4,5
Regional public sector 30,8 4,2 0,0 0,0 4,5
For-benefit sector 0,0 5,0 4,9 0,0 3,7
Private sector incl. 0,0 58 0,0 85 31
farmers/entrepreneurs
Private sector incl. 0,0 58 0,0 85 31
farmers/entrepreneurs
Public sector 41,0 63,0
Non-profit sector £ 59,03 10,0 8,6 40,7 19,2
For-benefit sector 0,0 5,0 4,9 0,0 3,7
Citizens 0,0 4,2 22,7 0,0 11,0
Local actors 10,3 24,2 L 38,7 4 33,1
Regional actors 30,8 4,2 0,0 0,0 4,5
National actors 0,0 27,0 33,9 27,6
European actors 0,0 12,5 0,0 6,8 5,0
Not specified 25,0 34,4 8,5 29,9
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 39 120 163 59 381

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
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Country-specific differences were again significant for known reasons: varying number of
participants and varying contexts (Table 29). For example, national public sector was
considered extremely important actor in Germany (100%), Spain (79%), Romania (78%) and
Finland (77%) and local public sector in Poland (82%).
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The

Actor group Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain  Netherlands  Total

National public sector 27,3 9,7 18,0

Local public sector 0,0 22,1 @ 16,7 21,5
Local non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 28,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 11,5
Citizens 0,0 0,0 0,0 23,8 0,0 21,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 11,0
Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,6
European public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 18,2 13,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 5,0
Public sector 0,0 28,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 4,5
Regional public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 21,7 0,0 29,2 4,5
For-benefit sector 0,0 23,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,7
Private sector incl. 235 0,0 0,0 14,3 2,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,1
farmers/entrepreneurs

Private sector incl. 235 0,0 0,0 14,3 2,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,1
farmers/entrepreneurs

Public sector 28,3 @ @ 45,8 63,0
Non-profit sector 0,0 L 48,3 7 0,0 28,6 0,0 33,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 19,2
For-benefit sector 0,0 23,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,7
Citizens 0,0 0,0 0,0 23,8 0,0 21,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 L 542 2 11,0
Local actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 28,6 31,8 @558 3 @82,0 0,0 20,8 16,7 33,1
Regional actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 21,7 0,0 29,2 4,5
National actors 7659 00 €o00) 333 27,3 9,7 18,0 0,0 27,6
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 18,2 13,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 5,0
Not specified 23,5 £100,0 0,0 033139 22,7 21,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 L 54,2 J 29,9
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 17 60 4 21 22 113 50 46 24 24 381

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
Actors to promote accommodation dreams

In the case of making the accommodation dreams come true, top-5 actor groups included
local public sector (39%), national public sector (29%), citizens (15%), private sector (6%) and
non-profit sector (4%). These five actor groups covered as much as 92% of the identified actor
groups. Regarding the type of region, the local public sector was ranked as the most important
actor group to promote realisation of the dreams in the intermediate regions and
predominantly rural regions, whereas the national public sector was ranked first in the
predominantly urban regions. Taking broader categories, private sector, for-benefit sector as
well as citizens were ranked highest in the predominantly rural regions and public sector as
well as non-profit sector in the intermediate regions. Both local and national actors were
ranked most important in the predominantly urban and intermediate regions, whereas the
rage of action was most often not specified in the predominantly rural regions.

The most striking differences between the regions took place in the important role of private
sector and citizens in the predominantly rural regions in making the accommodation dreams
come true.

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



e D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly

Actor group urban region region rural region

Local public sector 37,6 39,2
National public sector L 38,53 29,1
Citizens 12,8 10,2 27,2 14,8
Private sector incl. 0,0 24 19,8 56

farmers/entrepreneurs
Non-profit sector 0,0 7,8 0,0 3,6
Local private sector incl.

11,0 0,0 0,0 3,4
farmers/entrepreneurs
Regional public sector 0,0 2,4 3,7 2,0
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 6,2 1,4
Public sector 0,0 0,0 3,7 0,8
Private sector incl. 11,0 24 19,8 9,0
farmers/entrepreneurs
Public sector 71,1
Non-profit sector 0,0 7,8 0,0 3,6
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 6,2 1,4
Citizens 12,8 10,2 27,2 14,8
Local actors L 48,6 J 32,1 42,6
Regional actors 0,0 2,4 3,7 2,0
National actors 38,5 33,5 7,4 29,1
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 12,8 20,4 56,3 2 26,3
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 109 167 81 357

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Turning to different types of areas, the local public sector was considered to be the most
important actor in all types of areas except remote rural areas, where the national public
sector was considered most important (Table 31). The role of the private sector was most
important in rural areas close to cities and in city areas the public sector was considered to be
the only actor that was needed to make the accommodation dreams to come true. Role of the
non-profit sector was assessed to be most important in the rural villages, role of the for-
benefit sector in the rural areas close to city and role of the citizens in the remote rural areas.

The more central or urban the location, the more pronounced the role of the local actors in
making the accommodation dreams come true.
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Rural area close

to city
(commuting
Actor group Citv area distance) Rural village = Remote rural area
Local public sector
National public sector 34,3 17,0 ,9 39,5 3 29,1
Citizens 0,0 10,4 17,9 25,6 14,8

Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs
Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 7,5 0,0 3,6

Local private sector incl.

0,0 18,9 0,0 0,0 5,6

0,0 0,0 6,9 0,0 3,4
farmers/entrepreneurs
Regional public sector 11,4 2,8 0,0 0,0 2,0
For-benefit sector 0,0 4,7 0,0 0,0 1,4
Public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,0 0,8
Private sector incl. 0,0 18,9 69 0,0 9,0
farmers/entrepreneurs
Public sector 100,02 @ 71,1
Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 ) 0,0 3,6
For-benefit sector 0,0 4,7 0,0 0,0 1,4
Citizens 0,0 10,4 17,9 25,6 14,8
Local actors 54,33 46,2 3 L 41,6 27,9 42,6
Regional actors /4 ,3 0,0 0,0 2,0
National actors 34,3 17,0 32,9 L 39,5 J 29,1
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 0,0 34,0 25,4 32,6 26,3
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 35 106 173 43 357

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The results by country vary a lot (Table 32). For example, in Germany and Spain the share of
the national public sector in the total number of identified actors in charge of the needed
actions was as high as 100%, whereas the share of citizens was 57% in Hungary and the share
of the local public sector was 76% in Poland. These manifest partly varying roles and resources
of the specific actors, partly qualities of the needs and partly varying number of participants
who made the assessments.
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The
Italy Poland Romania Spain  Netherlands  Total

Actor group Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland

Local public sector 18,4 0,0 0,0 9,1 28,4 39,2
National public sector 15,8 £100,02 0,0 @@ 29,1
Citizens 28,9 0,0 0,0 @ 31,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 39,7 14,8
Private sector incl. .ﬁm 0,0 0,0 42,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 18,8 0,0 0,0 5,6
farmers/entrepreneurs

Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 21,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,6
incl 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 14,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 34
farmers/entrepreneurs

Regional public sector 0,0 7,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 25,0 0,0 0,0 2,0
For-benefit sector 0,0 12,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,4
Public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 13,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,8
Private sector incl. 0,0 0,0 42,9 0,0 14,8 0,0 18,8 0,0 0,0 9,0
farmers/entrepreneurs

Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 21,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,6
For-benefit sector 0,0 12,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,4
Citizens 28,9 0,0 0,0 31,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 39,7 14,8
Local actors 18,4 42,5 4 0,0 0,0 9,1 43,2 /58 3 56,3 4 0,0 L 44,9 3 42,6
Regional actors 0,0 7,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 25,0 0,0 0,0 2,0
National actors 15,8 37,5 0,0 3,2 0,0 £100,0 15,4 29,1
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified L6538 9 125 0,0 £100,0 3 € 45,5 J 0,0 21,0 18,8 0,0 39,7 26,3
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 38 40 2 7 22 81 62 16 11 78 357

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
Actors to promote lifestyle dreams

Local public sector was assessed to be the most important actor group to promote the lifestyle
dreams in all types of regions (Table 33). In general, the more urban the region, the more
pronounced the role of the public sector and the more marginal the role of the citizens. This
is a bit surprising. Role of the local and national actors was most significant in the
predominantly urban regions, whereas the role of the regional actors was most significant in
the intermediate regions. The range of action was most often not specified in the
predominantly rural regions.

The most distinctive differences considered the important role of the local public sector in the
urban regions and the citizens in the rural regions when realisation of the lifestyle dreams was
considered.
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Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly

Actor group urban region region rural region

Local public sector 48,9
Citizens 16,0
National public sector 19,3 10,4 5,0 12,4
Regional public sector 0,0 24,7 0,0 8,4
Non-profit sector 8,0 0,0 11,7 6,2
Public sector 4,5 6,5 0,0 4,0
Private sector incl. 0,0 9,1 0,0 31

farmers/entrepreneurs
Local non-profit sector 0,0 2,6 0,0 0,9

Private sector incl.

0,0 9,1 0,0 3,1
farmers/entrepreneurs
Public sector @ 73,8
Non-profit sector 8,0 2,6 11,7 7,1
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Citizens 0,0 19,5 35,0 16,0
Local actors 29,9 L 48,3 2 49,8
Regional actors 0,0 24,7 0,0 8,4
National actors 19,3 10,4 5,0 12,4
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 12,5 46,7 29,3
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 88 77 60 225

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Profiles of the different types of areas as contexts of assessment were more diverse than the
profiles of the different types of regions where the workshops were organised (Table 34); this
is logical as each region contain many types of areas. In the city areas and rural villages where
the population density is highest, the local public sector was the key actor to promote
realisation of the lifestyle dreams of the youth. In the rural areas close to city the prime role
was given to the citizens and in the remote rural areas it was given to the national public
sector. As also in the case of accommodation dreams, the public sector was surprisingly
considered to be the only actor group needed to make the lifestyle dreams come true in the
city areas. The role of the public sector was smallest in the rural areas close to city (49%) and
again higher in the rural villages (82%) and remote rural areas (90%).

Summing up, public sector plays a key role in making the lifestyle dreams come true in both
ends of the spatial continuum: in the cities and in the rural villages and remote rural areas.
Local actors had the most pronounced role in the locations with high population density: city
areas and rural villages.
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Rural area close

to city

(commuting
Actor group City area distance) Rural village = Remote rural area
Local public sector
Citizens 0,0 0,0 10,0 16,0
National public sector 13,8 p 3,7 12,4
Regional public sector 13,8 0,0 14,0 0,0 8,4
Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 13,1 0,0 6,2
Public sector 0,0 0,0 3,7 25,0 4,0
Private sector incl.
farmers/entrepreneurs 0,0 2,9 4,7 0,0 3,1
Local non-profit sector 0,0 2,9 0,0 0,0 0,9
Private sector incl. 0,0 29 47 0,0 31
farmers/entrepreneurs
Public sector @ 44,9 @ £ 90,0 ) 73,8
Non-profit sector E 2,9 131 0,0 7,1
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0
Citizens 0,0 10,0 16,0
Local actors L 60,/ J 25,0 49,8
Regional actors 14,0 0,0 8,4
National actors 3,7 12,4
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 0,0 21,5 35,0 29,3
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 29 69 107 20 225

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Country-specific results vary a lot (Table 35). Public sector was considered to be the most
important actor group in all countries except Germany and Hungary, whereas local actors had
the prime role in all countries except Germany, Hungary, Ireland and The Netherlands.
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The

Actor group Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain  Netherlands Total
Local public sector

Citizens 5,6 16,0
National public sector 0,0 20,0 0,0 0,0 @ 0,0 25,0 0,0 40,0 22,2 12,4
Regional public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 24,2 0,0 30,8 0,0 0,0 8,4
Non-profit sector 0,0 20,0 £100,0 ) 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 6,2
Public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 @ 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 22,2 4,0
Private sector incl. 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 15,4 0,0 .@ 31
farmers/entrepreneurs

Local non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 8,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,9
Private sector incl. 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 15,4 0,0 27,8 3,1
farmers/entrepreneurs

Non-profit sector 0,0 20,0 L 100,0 8,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,1
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Citizens 0,0 10,0 0,0 L 92 0 0,0 9,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 5,6 16,0
Local actors 0,0 8,0 286 2,2 49,8
Regional actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 24,2 0,0 30,8 0,0 0,0 8,4
National actors 0,0 20,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 25,0 0,0 40,0 22,2 12,4
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 0,0 30,0 9,7 0,0 15,4 0,0 o> 29,3
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 6 60 2 25 14 62 20 13 5 18 225

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.
Actors to remove obstacles of the dreams

When focus is changed to the removal of the obstacles for realising the dreams, the results
will be slightly different (Table 36). Top-5 actor groups were assessed to be local public sector
(41%), national public sector (27%), private sector (12%), citizens (12%) and for-benefit sector
(4%).

Regarding the different types of regions where the workshops were organised, the local public
sector was the most important actor group in the predominantly urban and intermediate
regions and the citizens were the most important actor group in the predominantly rural
regions. In general, role of the private sector and non-profit sector was most pronounced in
the predominantly urban regions. The public sector ranked highest in the intermediate regions
and the for-benefit sector and the citizens in the predominantly rural regions.

It was again a bit surprising that in removal of the obstacles the role of the public sector was
considered highest in the regions where there were lots of urban settlements, whereas the
role of the citizens grew toward the rural space.
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Predominantly Intermediate Predominantly

Actor group urban region region rural region

Local public sector 14,3 40,8
National public sector 20,6 26,5
Private sector incl. 366 26 0,0 123
farmers/entrepreneurs

Citizens 0,0 9,2 12,0
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 19,0 3,9

Public sector 0,0 0,0 9,5 1,9

Non-profit sector 5,4 0,0 0,0 1,6

Regional public sector 0,0 2,0 0,0 1,0

Private sector incl. 366 26 0,0 123
farmers/entrepreneurs

Public sector 70,2
Non-profit sector 5,4 0,0 0,0 1,6

For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 19,0 3,9

Citizens 0,0 9,2 36,5 12,0
Local actors @ 14,3 40,8
Regional actors 0,0 2,0 0,0 1,0

National actors 16,1 35,3 20,6 26,5
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0

Not specified 11,8 L 65,1 3 31,7
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 93 153 63 309

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The local public sector was assessed to be the main actor group to remove the obstacles of
the dreams in all types of areas except the remote rural areas, where the national public
sector had the prime role (Table 37). Role of the public sector was highest (100%) in both ends
of the spatial continuum: in the cities and in the remote rural areas. Role of the private sector,
non-profit sector and for-benefit sector was most important in the rural villages, whereas role
of the citizens was most important in the rural areas close to city.

Removal of the obstacles was based on most diversified actor group in the rural villages, but
the cities and the remote rural areas were assessed to be fully dependent on the actions of
the public sector. Role of the local actors was highest in the cities and their surroundings.
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Rural area close
to city

(commuting
Actor group City area distance) Rural village  Remote rural area

Local public sector
National public sector 36,8 139 30,6 26,5
Private sector incl.

0,0 3,7 23,1 0,0 12,3
farmers/entrepreneurs
Citizens 0,0 34,3 0,0 0,0 12,0
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 8,2 0,0 3,9
Public sector 0,0 0,0 2,7 12,5 1,9
Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 3,4 0,0 1,6
Regional public sector 7,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,0
Private sector incl. 0,0 37 231 0,0 123
farmers/entrepreneurs
Public sector @ 70,2
Non-profit sector 0,0 0,0 3,4 0,0 1,6
For-benefit sector 0,0 0,0 8,2 0,0 3,9
Citizens 0,0 34,3 0,0 0,0 12,0
Local actors 32,0 37,5 40,8
Regional actors 7,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,0
National actors 36,8 13,9 30,6 26,5
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 0,0 38,0 L 37,4 J 12,5 31,7
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 38 108 147 16 309

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

The country-specific results are very mixed (Table 38). For example, in Germany, Ireland,
Poland and Spain the removal of the obstacles was considered to be fully in the hands of the
public sector. Depending on the country, either the local actors or the national actors played
the key role, whereas the role of the regional or European actors was negligible.
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The
Actor group Finland France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy Poland Romania Spain  Netherlands Total

Local public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 14,3 40,8
National public sector 0,0 54 @ 26,5
Private sector incl. 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 37,1 0,0 19,0 0,0 19,1 12,3
farmers/entrepreneurs

Citizens 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 5,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 12,0
For-benefit sector 0,0 10,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,9
Public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 28,6 0,0 0,0 B 0,0 0,0 1,9
Non-profit sector 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,6
Regional public sector 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 14,3 0,0 0,0 1,0
Private sector incl. 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 19,0 123
farmers/entrepreneurs

Public sector 0,0 @ p700,0) 54 -@’ 38,1 , ’ 70,2
Non-profit sector 0,0 16,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,6
For-benefit sector 0,0 10,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 @

Citizens 0,0 0,0 0,0 @ 0,0 5,7 0,0 0, 0 0 0,0 12,0
Local actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 14,3 0,0 76,9 7 54,53 40,8
Regional actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 B 14,3 0,0 0,0 1,0
National actors 0,0 23,3 100,03 54 @ @ 7,7 23,8 23,1 26,4 26,5
European actors 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 ,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Not specified 0,0 26,7 0,0 28,6 0429 2 0,0 £ 61,9 0,0 19,1 31,7
Total, % 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, items 0 30 3 37 21 35 39 21 13 110 309

NOTE: Above average shares highlighted, highest share in each group encircled.

Despite the context-specificity of the actions needed to make the futures dreams of the youth
come true and actions to remove their obstacles, there were some universalities at higher
level of abstraction. Part of the policy measures and new practices to be adopted are very
specific to the place or regions, the general level finding may assist in figuring out some
general ideas or guidelines in this effort.
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3.2. Thematic workshops

The thematic workshops were organised to get some additional insights of the causal texture
behind three important challenges of rural regeneration: rural employment, rural land use
and access to land and rural agency. This was captured by first figuring out some obvious
reasons and then choosing the most important of them (voting) and crafting causal maps
based on consecutive why-questions. The results of these exercises are reported in this
section.

3.2.1 Rural employment

Eight obvious reasons were identified for the scarcity of attractive rural employment
opportunities in the European context (Figure 22). Most of these causes were either economic
(scale economies in farming and services), social (weak appeal of rural jobs among many
people) or technological (bad infrastructure) in character.

Low income
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traditional
rural jobs

No people who
would be interested
in specific businesses
and industries,
e.g. earnings too
low

Number of farms
halves every ten
years or so in many
regions, this
reduces employment

Service sector
WHY

do we have too Depopulation,
few attractive not enough people

growth is a trend,
but asks for population

centre - jobs concentrate
in cities and towns rural employment

) for the jobs
along with opportunities? J
this tendency

to maintain demand

Farm work is
hard and very binding, Bad internet
little holidays why connection prevents
young people move many jobs
to the cities

Bad infrastructures
in many rural
areas, difficult to
access by road or
by public transport

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



Lack of interest for the rural jobs was chosen as the most important of the obvious reasons
and this was analysed further (Figure 23). Vast majority of the reasons for this setting were
social in character: unfamiliarity, culture, competence, initiative, communality etc. Small size
of the rural markets was the only economic cause for the setting.

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

The further away from the centre, the more ‘root cause’ for the other causes and for the
problem. One of the main root causes may deemed to be alienation from the rural jobs and
societies. It is hard to become fascinated about the peculiarities of a context that is very
unfamiliar. Many people do not have the competence and the initiative needed to access that
context either. Both these challenges are accompanied by the difficulty to become integrated
in the communities of this context.

Making the rural more familiar again for new people is not a bad idea.
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No familiar  community takes three
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enough to
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3.2.2 Rural land use and access to land

Limited access to land in many areas was driven by seven obvious reasons (Figure 24). The
setting was considered to be affected by political (regulation), economic (ownership and land
market), social (preferences) and environmental (limited, place-bound natural resource). All
these forces work together, in varying degrees and combinations, to make access to land
difficult especially for new actors in many places.

Landisa
limited resource

Regulations
concerning the Land is expensive
education you will (for young people)
have to pass to in many places
become a farmer

) WHY
Different do we have too Not all/many

ownerships affects:
state, private,
company

limited access to landowners are
land in many willing to sell land
areas?

Regional
Land is an authorities affect
investment asset: land use: conversion
speculation of agricultural land
takes place to residence land etc.

The role of land as an investment asset (encouraging speculation) was chosen as the most
important of the obvious reasons and this was analysed further (Figure 25). The family of
reasons for this setting was very diverse: political (regulation, policies), economic (markets,
expectations), social (preferences, conflicts) and environmental (limited, place-bound natural
resource). The causal chains remained quite short, so any ‘root causes’ are hard to find.
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Rather, the problematic outcome seems to be created and maintained by the special status
of land: it is a limited resource under several overlapping and contradictory force fields that
are beyond the control of any single actor as, for example, expectations, preferences or
market developments. On the other hand, several policy measures have an effect, and these
policies could be changed if path dependency could be broken.

Quality of the
areas gives General value
additional value of the nature
for the land: is rising
nice views and
Conservation landscapes
projects limit
supply

Touristic
infrastructures
and activities
ask for space
in many areas

Conflicts of interests,
e.g. lakesides and landscapes

Pandemic
Can not be
made more,
limited

Preference for
ones own private
land is growing
Land is an

Tax regulations investment asset:
etc. may give speculation

- takes place
benefits Agricultural subsidies

increase land prices,

paid per hectare Common

Agricultural
Policy (CAP)

Stable asset
compared to

many other assets Future development

values can be placed

Can not be made to land
any more and it
is real independently
of human action Expectation of
(e.g. business skills) new roads,
constructions etc.

Land demand
for food, energy,
carbon sinks place
additional claims
for land in many places
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3.2.3 Agency

Participants of the workshop identified six obvious reasons for the limited agency of local rural
actors (Figure 26). Five out of the six were social in character (preferences, personal and social
capital) and one was political (local authorities). Both information and capacity to organise
change seem to limit rural agency; besides these also difficulty in reaching critical mass for
making an impact is a problem.

Lack of People are
leadership, busy with their
‘one strong person’ own life sphere
and tasks

WHY
Lack of do local Less jobs

information, ordinary rural actors have in rural locations

people do not search too little means less

for websites change agents

agency?

Strong local
associations exists
in specific areas of life,
e.g. hobbies and
other 'soft' things

Local authorities
have not much staff
(low population and

resource base)

Lack of information and the fact that not all ordinary people search for websites to get the
information was chosen as the most important cause for the lacking agency (Figure 28). This
cause of the lacking agency was preceded by a web of other causes, which were mostly social
in character (preferences, traditions, culture, population) but included also economic
(ownership) and political causes (local authorities). The common ‘root cause’ for several of
the secondary causes underlying the setting could be called culture in various forms and
manifestations. Affecting the resources of local administration or ownership structure of the
land are within the sphere of what is possible to change by will, the cultures are certainly not.
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Cultures have a history and cultures are deeply rooted in the values, conventions and

practices. A real transformation or revolution is needed if these root causes are to be changed
to promote rural agency.

Overcoming the barrier:
newcomers with
fresh ideas may

become leaders in
local NGOs in some regions

Some regions are
difficult for 'outsiders’,
the information must
come from the region
itself; mentally more
closed/open regions

Local authorities
have not much staff
(low population
and resource base)

Culture: being
active to look for Pgople are
opportunities just lazy

vs. to wait and see sometimes
Lack of

information, ordinary
people do not search
for websites

Age structure,
cohort effects,
e.g. internet

Farm ownership:
state farms,
private farms Social media

Attachment to cogld be
the land is very 'biased'
different: personally
responsible or not
on the outcomes

Political history:
people are allowed,
expected or restricted
to be active and initiative

Historical tradition, how work
has been organized in the past
in the region, e.g. short-term
work contracts vs. entrepreneurial
independent farmers

* k %

The regional workshops revealed a large set of actions and actors to benefit from the trends
or to promote realisation of the futures dreams of the youth. The lists are impressive and may
look simple and easy, but actually making a change can be troublesome. The causal maps of
the thematic workshop revealed some of the underlying causal structures that resist change.
These causes may provide some insights for targeting the actions in the policy field. If there is
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an obstacle for rural regeneration, tackling the first and most obvious obstacle may not be
productive if there are ‘root causes’ that remain unchanged, maintain path dependence and
generate new obstacles. The causal maps may, in general, be used to find out more effective
policies and the examples can hopefully serve also that end beyond the three cases that were
demonstrated.
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3.3. International conference

Theme of the conference ‘Rural and urban futures — place-based challenges and solutions’
guided the contributing scholars to focus on spatial aspects of alternative futures. The
presentations were organised into six themes based on their contents: 1) rural communities
and local agency, 2) landscapes and heritage, 3) the youth, 4) regional development and
planning, farms, farmers and farming, 5) regional development trends and patterns and 6)
food systems. While the regional workshops provided ideas for the action and actors to
promote rural regeneration and the thematic workshops provided ideas for the primary and
secondary causes for the challenges to be tackled, the conference opened up avenues for
finding solutions.

The contributions were analysed for their potential contribution to the key theme of the
RURALIZATION project (Figures 28-29).

Most of the presentations provided some insights or ingredients for the key processes
facilitating rural regeneration: futures orientation, envisioning, framing, involvement,
networking, planning, organisation, decentralisation, diversification and transformation.

These are key concepts of rural regeneration processes that may affect the ‘root causes’
maintaining unfavourable institutions, structures, policies and practices. Many of the
presentations discussed the embeddedness of the practices, path dependency of the policies
and ways to break the institutionalised systems.

While many of the presentations provided examples of the historical path dependence and
structural inheritance, they also featured encouraging examples of positive transformations.

These can be studied in Annex 2 and further in the published studies by each author.
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Framing: how history maintains
self-representations and how
universalist design principles
erase disadvantages groups.
-Jain

Framing, planning: how
creative methods may narrate
and engage actors into cross-
territorial and cross-disciplinary
practices giving up e.g. urban-
rural divide.

- Mao et al.
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Social capital: how local
knowledge can be a tool
of empowerment in
local communities.

— Balogh et al.

Envisioning, framing: how
representations of crisis and
future-building capacities affect
reconfiguration of the relationship
between the humans and
the terrotory.

Vacirca

Cultural heritage, experience
economy: how reuse of abandoned
religious building may serve
economic, aestetic, symbolic,
cultural and identitity needs.

- Catalano

Futures orientation, policy:

how coherent are the futures
dreams of the youth and how
they meet the governmental

plans and policies.
- Koreman

Subjective wellbeing:
territorial differences are

not significant and wellbeing
is based on several factors.
~Vaznoniené

Involvement, planning:
how cultural landscapes
may become tools that
connect urban and rural
performances through
bottom-up cross-territorial
learning process.

- Pieritz

Futures orientation, planning:

how to observe the high importance
of nature elements in the

living environment of the youth
both in urban and rural locations

— Heikkila & Ahokas

Envisioning, path dependency:
how current institutional
arrangements reproduce lock-ins
and visionary futures-based
approach is needed to reach
transformative changes.
-0O'Mahony
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Envisioning: how future visions
of local people can be used to
find out effective development

strategies for rural areas.
— Megyesi et al.

Organisation, transformation:
how farm acquisition through
citizen investment may promote
rural regeneration by catalysing
social and territorial dynamics.
—Martin-Prével et al.

Transformation: how
socio-economic, financial and
symbolic/normative aspects
drive gentrification of cities.
- Niziot

Transformation: how less
favoured agricultural areas
in decline may start to attract young
farmers with specific motivations
and production models.

— Uleri & Elsen
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Envisioning: how the
downward trend in farm
numbers could be
reversed.

— Korthals Altes

Involvement, networking: how
social organisation may activate
networks of local actors to promote
sustainability transition among
small-scale farmers.

—Razzano et al.

Transformation: how decline
may turn into growth in a
peripheral region having
natural, landscape and touristic
competitive advantages.

- Latocha et al.

Decentralisation: how small
towns may gain ground in
post-productive transformation
and serve rural areas.

- Vaishar et al.

Diversification: how the
pandemic can work as a trigger
to launch ethical agri-food
supply chains, different from
intensive agriculture enclaves.
- Corrado

Transformation: how

generational renewal and more
sustainable rural milieu contribute
to endogenous rural development
and regeneration.

— Csurgé et al.

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS e

4 Synthesis and potentials matrix

4.1 Synthesis of the assessment process

During previous steps in Work Package 4 ‘Foresight analysis’, a long list of trends (1,560
observations) affecting rural development across Europe was identified and assessed for their
impacts by the RURALIZATION consortium. In addition, an extensive inventory (2,208
responses) of the futures dreams of the youth aged between 18 and 30 years was carried out
in 10 countries and 20 regions.® Now these regions were revisited to find out the views of their
stakeholders: how to benefit from the trends and how to make the dreams come true. All in
all, 351 stakeholders assessed the trends and figured out actions and actions to promote rural
regeneration on the basis of trends and dreams of the youth in 20 regional futures workshops.
They identified 1,257 actions and named 2,584 actor groups to carry out the actions. In
addition, three thematic workshops discussing challenges in rural employment, access to land
and rural agency were organised to expose the causal texture underlying the challenges.
Finally, international research conference was organised to get additional insights on ‘root
causes’ of the difficulty of rural regeneration and how to overcome these. The results of this
extensive assessment process are documented in this report.

While many of the actions are context-specific, some universalities can be identified at rather
high level of abstraction. These will be discussed next. The most interesting point of view from
the RURALIZATION project point of view is the incidence of the trends and profile of the
actions in different types of areas: city areas, rural areas close to city (commuting distance),
rural villages and remote rural areas.

Promising trends (stakeholder assessment)

° Based on the assessment, top-5 most promising trends for all regions were 1)
alternative food systems (diverse community-, delivery-, diet- and practice-
oriented food systems challenge the dominant food regime), 2) community-based
action (community-based initiatives and actions serve shared interests, capacities,
identity, participation and communality in many domains), 3) caring for the
environment (ideologies, policies and practices to reduce environmental
degradation, to safeguard earth systems and to improve the status of the
environment), 4) natural and cultural heritage (natural and cultural heritage carry
on valuable environments, fabrics and artefacts from the past which contribute to
identity and attractiveness of places ) and 5) remote work (working from outside
of a traditional office environment e.g. from home or in rural hubs, which saves
commuting time and the environment).

° It really matters who is involved in the assessment of future prospects and
possibilities. Different actor groups had different views and opinions. Composition
of the stakeholders or experts has an impact also in the assessment and design of
future policies.

6 These can be found at the project website https://ruralization.eu/deliverables-and-project-publications/
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There is no ‘silver bullet’ or magical trend that could be expected to bring about
positive rural development and regeneration across all areas in Europe. On the
one hand, most regions can potentially benefit moderately from many prevailing
trends. On the other hand, very promising trends tend to be rather context-
specific.

There were trends that were rated as very promising in many regions (caring for
the environment, alternative food systems, cheap rural housing and rural second
homes) and trends that were rated as very promising in specific regions (remote
work, co-operatives and partnerships, infrastructures and accessibility,
community-based action, natural and cultural heritage, search for better quality of
life, diversification of rural economy, circular economy, multifunctional forests and
ageing population).

Trends cards developed in the RURALIZATION project may be helpful in the
assessment of alternative futures open for specific areas: https://ruraltrends.eu

Actions and actors to benefit from the trends (stakeholder assessment)

As a broad set of trends was assessed to be promising in only 20 regions, the
European regions may benefit from many trends. Benefiting from most trends asked
for several types of action, on the average 4.0 types of actions per trend. Integrated
approach is needed to benefit from the trends.

Top-5 actions to benefit from all trends under assessment included
facilities/investments, promotion, organisation & setting up, communication and
education.

Public sector was put in the main charge of the actions to benefit from the trends
(63% of the specified actor groups). The more rural the area, the more pronounced
the role of the public sector.

There are several promising trends where actors outside the public sector play a key
role: private sector, non-profit sector, for-benefit sector or the citizens. Benefiting
from most trends asked engagement of several types of actors, on the average 2.1
types of actors per action. Concerted action is needed to benefit from the trends.

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true (stakeholder assessment)

Regarding the livelihood dreams, top-5 actions to make these dreams come true
included facilities/investments, diversification, education, promotion and financial
support. Strongest profilers between the types of areas included high importance of
diversification in the remote rural areas and facilities/investments in the city areas.
Public sector was granted with the prime role in making the livelihood dreams come
true (63% of the specified actor groups) and role of the public sector was most
pronounced in rural areas. Local and national level of action (rather than regional or
European level of action) were in the main role, especially in the rural areas.
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e Regarding the accommodation dreams, top-5 actions to make these dreams come
true included facilities/investments, market access, regulation, promotion and
accessibility. Strongest profilers between the types of areas included high importance
of facilities/investments and involvement in the city areas, facilities/investments and
promotion in the rural areas close to city, regulation, coordination and flexibility in
the rural villages as well as decentralisation and market access in the remote rural
areas.

e Public sector was considered to be in main charge of the actions needed to realise
the accommodation dreams (71% of the specified actor groups). The more central or
urban the location, the more pronounced the role of the local actors, whereas the
role of national level action was most welcome in the remote rural areas.

e Regarding the lifestyle dreams, top-5 actions to make these dreams come true
included promotion, facilities/investments, involvement, framing and conservation.
Profilers between the types of areas were clear: the city areas needed, especially,
more facilities and organisation, rural areas close to cities needed more facilities and
promotion, rural villages needed more permissive norms and policies and remote
rural areas needed incentives to stronger agency and better status to contribute to
the realisation of accommodation dreams of the youth.

e Public sector was expected to take the leading role in the implementation of the
actions to realise the lifestyle dreams (74% of the specified actor groups). Public
sector has the most pronounced role in making the lifestyle dreams come true in
both ends of the spatial continuum: in the cities and in the rural villages and remote
rural areas. Local actors had the most pronounced role in the locations with high
population density (city areas and rural villages) whereas national level action was
most in need in the remote rural areas.

e Regarding the obstacles of the dreams, top-5 actions to remove these included
facilities/investments, incentives, diversification, regulation and education. Different
types of areas had different profiles compared to other types of areas. Cities and
areas surrounded by them were in need of new facilities, more diversification, more
communality, more integration and better capacity for organisation; more peripheral
rural areas were in need of more resources, more incentives and more permissive,
transformed public sector to remove the obstacles of the dreams of the youth.

e Public sector was assessed to be the most competent actor to remove obstacles of
the futures dreams of the youth (70% of the specified actor groups). The cities and
the remote rural areas were assessed to be most dependent on the actions of the
public sector. Role of the local actors was highest in the cities and their surroundings,
whereas national action was needed most in the remote rural areas.

As a general comment, it was surprising how marginal the foresight activities were in the
action lists. Unless alternative, possible futures are consulted, there is a risk of past-based
behaviours, practices and policies that possible have an intimate relationship with the
existence (emerge, maintenance or reproduction) of the problems to be solved.
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Thematic considerations (expert assessment)

e Problem: few attractive rural employment opportunities and more specifically lack of
interest for the rural jobs. Rural employment and rural life have many peculiarities
which are not familiar to a growing number of people which causes problems
(competences, integration). Making the ‘rural’ more familiar again for new people
could help.

e Problem: limited access to land in many rural areas and more specifically the status
of land as an investment asset subject to speculation. Land is a limited resource
under several overlapping and contradictory force fields that are beyond the control
of any single actor as, for example, expectations, preferences or market
developments. On the other hand, several policy measures have an effect, and these
policies could be changed if path dependency could be broken.

e Problem: limited agency by local rural actors and more specifically lack of information
and the fact that not all ordinary people search for websites to get the information.
Cultures have a history and cultures are deeply rooted in the values, conventions and
practices. A real transformation or revolution is needed if these root causes are to be
changed to promote rural agency.

e The causal maps of the thematic workshop revealed some of the underlying causal
structures that resist change and solving the problems. If there is an obstacle for rural
regeneration, tackling the first and most obvious obstacle may not be productive if
there are ‘root causes’ that remain unchanged, maintain path dependence and
generate new obstacles. The causal maps may, in general, be used to find out more
effective policies.

Conference insights (researcher assessment)

Most of the presentations provided some insights or ingredients for the key
processes facilitating rural regeneration: futures orientation, envisioning, framing,
involvement, networking, planning, organisation, decentralisation, diversification and
transformation. These are key concepts of rural regeneration processes that may
affect the ‘root causes’ maintaining unfavourable institutions, structures, policies and
practices.
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4.2 Potentials matrix

Figure 30 introduces RURALIZATION potentials matrix as a synthesis of the assessment process
of trend and dreames. It may serve as a typology or benchmarking tool for the various types of
areas. It may be consulted to get a very general level idea of what was deemed to be beneficial
by the stakeholders, experts and researches. Of course, much more contextual solutions will
be needed to tackle context-specific issues. Hopefully it encourages and provides some
ingredients for the European, national, regional and local actors who are interested in rural
development to take foresight activities in their toolboxes to design several alternative futures
for their regions.
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Top-5 promising trends

Top-5 actions
to benefit from trends

Top-5 actors to
realise the actions

Top-5 actions to make
livelihood dreams true

Top-5 actors to realise
the actions

Top-5 actions to make
accommodation dreams true

Top-5 actors to realise
the actions

Top-5 actions to make
lifestyle dreams true

Top-5 actors to realise
the actions

Top-5 actions to remove
obstacles of the dreams

Top-5 actors to realise
the actions

General notices
(workshops, conference)

City areas

Alternative food systems
Remote work

Natural and cultural heritage
C tives and par hi

Plaur branding

Promotion
Communication
Facilities/investments
Decentralisation
Framing

Private sector

National public sector
Regional public sector
Regional for-benefit sector
Citizens

Facilities/investments
Conservation
Organisation, setting up
Promotion

Non-profit sector
Regional public sector
Local public sector

Facilities/investments
Involvement
Financial support
Promotion

Local public sector
National public sector
Regional public sector

Facilities/investments
Conservation

Financial support
Promotion
Accessibility/envisioning

Local public sector
National public sector
Regional public sector

Facilities/investments
Diversification
Communality

Jobs

Local public sector
National public sector
Regional public sector

p
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Rural areas
close to city

gl

o

Community-based action
Alternative food systems
Caring for the environment
Rural tourism

Rural artisans

Facilities/investments
Promotion
Organisation, setting up
Education

Regulation

Local public sector
Private sector
National public sector
Non-profit sector
Citizens

Facilities/investments
Promotion

Education

Financial support
Involvement

National public sector

Local public sector

European public sector

Private sector

For-benefit sector/local non-profit
sector/public sector (in general)

Facilities/investments
Promotion

Jobs

Market access
Accessibility/conservation

Local public sector
Private sector
National public sector
Citizens

For-benefit sector

Promotion
Involvement
Education
Conservation
Facilities/investments

Citizens

Local public sector
National public sector
Local non-profit sector
Private sector

Diversification

Education

Facilities/investments

Integration
Incentives/organisation, setting up|

Local public sector
Citizens

National public sector
Private sector

Rural
villages

Rural lifestyle

1 heri

Remote
rural areas

Remote work
C itv-b.

Natural and cul g
Community-based action

y d action
Caring for the environment

Alternative food sy
Rural tourism

Facilities/investments
Promotion
Organisation, setting up
Communication
Financial support

Local public sector
Private sector

Public sector (in general)
National public sector
Regional public sector

Facilities/investments
Education

Financial support
Networking
Accessibility/market access

Local public sector
National public sector
Citizens

Local non-profit sector
Public sector (in g

| and cultural heritage
Search for better quality of life

Facilities/investments
Framing

Promotion
Communication

e f2

National public sector
European public sector
Local public sector
Local non-profit sector
Citizens

Diversification
Communication
Bureaucracy
Flexibility
Regulation

Local non-profit sector
National public sector
Local public sector
Private sector

Regulation
Market access
Accessibility
Coordination
Flexibility

Local public sector
National public sector
Citizens

Non-profit sector
Local provate sector

Facilities/investments
Promotion
Accessibility
Co-operation

Framing

Local public sector

Regional public sector
Non-profit sector

Private sector

National public sector/public
sector (in general)

Incentives
Facilities/investments
Involvement
Regulation

Financial support

Local public sector
National public sector
Private sector
For-benefit sector
Non-profit sector

p public sector

Market access
Decentralisation
Incentives

Promotion

Financial support/framing

National public sector
Local public sector
Citizens

Public sector (in general)

Framing

Education

Incentives
Co-operation
Facilities/investments

National public sector
Local public sector
Public sector (in general)
Citizens

Regulation
Bureaucracy
Education
Incentives

National public sector
Local public sector
Public sector (in general)

Observe the ‘root causes’. Make rural familiar to new people, design and implement encouraging regulation and promote
open, encouraging practices and cultures. Strike the ‘root causes’ and obstacles with futures orientation, envisioning,
framing, involvement, networking, planning, organisation, decentralisation, diversification and transformation.
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Annex 1. Profiles of the regions

1E042: West

I N

Total area, km? 13801 69 797

Population Density,

persons/km? (2019) 33,9 71,9

Median age, years (2019) 39 37,6
Females 39,4 38,1
Males 38,6 371

1E062: Mid-East

Total area, km? 6891 69 797
Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 105,9 71,9
Median age, years (2019) 37 37,6
Females 37,4 38,1
Males 36,5 37,1
NL412: Midden-Noord-Brabant
NL412 NL
Total area, km? 933 41540
Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 529,2 507,3
Median age, years (2019) 42,5 42,6
Females 435 43,6
Males 41,5 41,7
NL342: Overig Zeeland
NL342 NL
Total area, km? 2057 41 540
Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 261,7 507,3
Median age, years (2019) 45,6 42,6
Females 46,7 43,6
Males 44,5 41,7
FR103: Yvelines
FR103 FR
Total area, km? 2284 633 187
Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 636,8 106,1
Median age, years (2019) 39,5 4,7
Females 40,6 43,2
Males 38,2 40,2

FRD12: Manche

Total area, km? #PUUTTUU! 633 187
Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 822 1051
Median age, years (2019) 47,2 41,7
Females ] ..489 | 42
Males 45,4 40,2
ES511: Barcelona
ES511 ES
Total area, km? 7728 505 944
Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 726,5 93,8
Median age, years (2019) 433 44,0
Females 44,4 45,0
Males 42,1 42,9
ES514: Tarragona
ES514 ES
Total area, km? 6303 505 944
Population Density,
persons/km? (2018) 129,4 93,8
Median age, years (2019) 433 44,0
Females 44,1 45,0
Males 42,6 42,9

FI1D3: North Karelia
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HU323: Szaholcs-Szatmar-Bereg

T HU323 HU
Total area, km? 21584 338 440 Total area, km? 5933 93011
Population Density, Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 9,1 18,2 persons/km? (2019) 94,1 107,1
Median age, years (2019) 474 42,9 Median age, years (2019) 41,2 42,9
Females 49,3 44,6 Females 43,2 44,9
Males 45,6 413 Males 39 40,9
F1197: Pirkanmaa HU211: Fejér
FI197 Fi HU211 HU
Total area, km? 14 613 338 440 Total area, km? 4358 93011
Population Density, Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 41 18,2 persons/km? (2019) 97,4 107,1
Median age, years (2019) 41,6 42,9 Median age, years (2019) 42,9 42,9
Females 43,2 446 Females 448 449
Males 40,1 413 Males 41,1 40,9
PL515: Jeleniogorski RO113: Cluj
PL515 PL RO113 RO
Total area, km? 5571 312679 Total area, km? 6674 238 391
Population Density, Population Density,
persons/km? (2019) 99,4 123,6 persons/km? (2019) 106,8 82,7
Median age, years (2019) 42,8 41,0 Median age, years (2019) 40,4 42,5
Females 44,7 a7 Females 415 441
Males 40,9 393 Males 39,4 40,9
PL812: Chelmsko-zamojski
: o - RO222: Buzau
RO222 (o]
Total area, km? 312679 =
Total area, km’ 6103 238 391
Population Density; Population Densit
persons/km? (2019) 66,2 123,6 P Y
persons/km? (2019) 68 82,7
Median age, years (2019) 41,9 41,0 =
Median age, years (2019) 45,5 42,5
Females 44,2 42,7
Females 47,6 441
Males 39,8 39,3
Males 43,6 40,9
DEAS52: Dortmund
ITC11: Torino
DEA52 DE
Total area, km® 281 357 376 3
Total area, km 6827 302 073
Population Density, Population Densi
persons/km? (2019) 2098,7 2352 P pensity:
- persons/km? (2019) 331 201,5
‘Medlan age, years (2019) 438 45,8 "
Median age, years (2019) 48,4 46,8
Females 45,6 47,4
Females 49,8 48,2
Males 41,9 44,2
— Males 46,9 453
DE725: Vogelsbergkreis
8 i e = ITF61: Cosenza
Total km? 1458 357 376 fis AL
el Total area, km? 6710 302073
Population Density,
Z::):s'/‘::n’ (2"3'12) 72,5 235,2 Eepulation bensity,
p : L persons/km? (2019) 104,5 2015
Median age, years (2019) 50 45,8 =
; | 474 Median age, years (2019) 46,2 46,8
':n;‘a = Z’: 44’2 Females 47,4 48,2
s z L Males 24,8 453
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North Karelia
regional profile

RURALIZATION FINLAND

RURALIZATION
Land use
Corine Land Cover 2018, Lagend North Karelia (NUTS32 FI 1D3)
Source: Agency, F
North Karelia is the easternmost region of
B 111 - Continucus urban fabric I 311 - Broad-eaved forest continental Europe. The region shares a 300 km
I 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I 312 - Coniferous forest stretch of frontier with Russia. Hilly landscapes
= :Z * x”‘:‘:‘ﬂm;‘:’“ s = :‘; " m"”“' covered with trees and dotted with rivers and
- a networks associal - grassands P . . .

et = i lakes are charact_erlstlc of North Karelia. Wlth_ln

124 - Airports 1 323 - Sclerophylous vagetation the region, the differences among the population
I 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324 - Transitional woodland-shrub structure and migration are remarkable. The
Il 132 - Dump sites 331 - Beaches, dunes, sands region has a rather large capital city of Joensuu
I 132 - Construction sitea 252 Balsrocks and extensive really peripheral areas. North

141 - Green urban areas 333 - Sparsely vegelated areas K I. h ff df d I t. f

L it e T — arelia has suffered from depopulation for years.

211 - Nondmigated arable land 335 - Glaciers and perpetualsnaw1NE POPUlation has clustered increasingly in

212 - Parmanently imgated land B 411 - Iniand marshes Joensuu and two of its neighboring municipalities

213 - Rico fikds I 412 - Poatbogs while the population decline seems to continue in
I 221 - Vineyards S mahas peripheral municipalities.
[0 222 - Fruit irees and barry plantations 422 - Salines
I 223 - Olive groves B 423 - Intertidal flats

231 - Pastures I 511 - Water courses

241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512 - Water bodies

242 - Complex cultivation patierns I 521 - Coastal lagoons

243 - Land principally occupied by agricultura, 5§32 . Estuarios

with signi areas of natural i 523 - Sea and ooean
244 - Agro-forestry areas 999 - NODATA
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Demographics Employment

. Employment (1000 persons)
180 000 Population by age group

160 000

140000
120000 o0
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100 000 years sector
a0
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60000 years 30 sector
40000 : 20 u Tertiary
20000 M Under A
15 years 10 2Rl
0
o

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
Economy Farming
GDP, €/inhabitant Number of farms
50000 (NUTS2: Pohjois-ja Itd-Suomi)
25000

40000 __,-/—"_I/ i

30000 ’/_’,_,h,—a——/ oo

20000 10000
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—FI1D3 —Fl
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Farming

Number of farms by size (UAA/farm), 2016
(NUTSZ: Pohjois- ja Ith-Suomi)
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4]

LT5 ha 5-9 10-19  20-29 30-49 50-99 GE 100

g

Source: derived from Eurostat data
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

000 050 100 150 200 250 3,00 350 400 4,50

35, Multi-local living 4,31
44. R work 4,19
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 4,13
36. Multifunctional forests 4,00
60. Transparency of the food sy 3,94
12. C based action 3,94
20. e 3,81
32. Meaning and experience 3,81
23. Food i 3,81
52. Rural ( 3,75
25. Food 3,75
53. Search for better quality of life 3,75
5. Care services 3,75
11. Co-op ives and par hi 3,75
51. Rural lifestyle 3,69
39, Pandemics and epidemi 3,69

2. Alternative food sy 3,69
16. Digital 3,63
6. Caring for the 3,63
10. Climate change 3,63
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,56
46. Rural arti 3,56
26. Growing food d d 3,56
18. Diversification/: of farms 3,50
27. Heritage i 3,50
54, Self-sufficiency 3,50
14. Creative 3,50,
9. Circular 3,44
50. Rural in the social media 3,44
17. Diversification of rural Y 3,44
15. Degrowth 3,44
40. Place 4 338
31. Manif ions of new technologi - 3,38
33, Micro- and small units 338
58. inability iti 3,38
45, Resilience 3,31
49, Rural hubs 331
47. Rural - = 331
43. Public goods 331
18. DIY 3,31
1. Ageing popul; 331
56. Smart solutions in rural space - - - 3,25
3. Benefiting from globalisati 3,25
48, Rural energy ities 325
24, Food ignty 3,19
29. Integration of immig 3,13
57. Social enterprises and entreprene 3,06
22, Ed | farms 3,06
59. Technol i ive farming 3,00
55. Sharing ¥ 3,00
30. Local paradig - 3,00
7. Changing gender roles 2,94
13.C ing unequal d and rural decli 2,94
42. Pop-up culture and gig economy 2,88
4. Benefiting from urbanisati 2,88
38. New governance fel 2,81
28, Infi s ibility and d of regions - 2,75
34. Migration patterns 2,69
21. Ecovillages 2,63
41. Policy incidence and effecti 2,63

m North Karelia All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Type of th of selected
Country ype 8 Name of the region Type.otiaslects Selected trend Action Actors
region area
Predominantly TR Bie e Provision of latforms, since 1t
Finland ekl North Karelia city | ing 20, e ce TONHIOIL T creammEros RRIUONE 5 m i Commercial firms
rural region necessary for many kinds of rural businesses
distance)
Development of farm-based online stores Farmers, logistic businesses
e e Local development agencies,
entrepreneurs
I of custs feedback sy iness firms
Provision of functioning internet connections R e flpport
needed)
Universities of applied sciences,
Devel of P d institutions (e.g. theses
works)
Establishment of online store for agricultural Cron R NE TNk aions
products
Predominantly Bl A ot (o 60. Trans of Central rnment, consumers,
Finland North Karelia city (commuting A i Sertification of transparent food systems L ! "
rural region the food system producers
distance)
Educating the entrepreneurs Regional development projects
Bredomisantly Rural area close to
Finland s North Karelia city (commuting 25. Food tourism C. igning to change itud NGOs in tourism business
rural region ditante)

More intensive marketing
Combination of activities: land sites,
cultural events, cycling routes, museums
Combination with major events, e.g. rock
festivals

Access to foreign markets and tourists

Networking of entrepreneurs

Serve new g

witt more positi
attitude toward using services

Organi

ion of larger

in co-op

Entrepreneurs
Entrepreneurs, regional
development projects

Event organisers, entrepreneurs

local d
agencies
Entrepreneurs, regional
development projects

Entrepreneurs

Advisory organisations, farmers
organisations, local devel
agencies, entrepreneurs’
associations, entrepreneurs,
customers, local communities
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the Name of the Type of selected

Country P region = Selected trend Action | Actors
8. Cheap rural
Pradominanthy Ewtension of optical fibre network for high
Flintand " N Morth Karelas rural ares and rural B : Coartral gonrermimeent
Participation of surmmer cottage cvwners (hollday
miakers) in the kocal decklon making e.g. via I umicipality
specHic committees
A meeting of local summer cottage owners
(hallday makers) ence & year —_
Irformmathon buleting s paer for the
- SR Muricipalty
cottage
Free tickets for the summes cottage owners for  Municipality, local communities and
‘the bocal svents asckn o
Making traveling possible ar At least kess
expenive (cne nesds 8 car) Central government, munidpeities
Ayraliability of plots for howsing alang the
Iakasides Landowners, munidpalties
oty e aluo near Muridpalties, ervironmental
e Wt s cemral gov
4 of ;
10 WM MEWOomHeTS Gaee
Securky b mpartant Central government, municpalities
Houses for the Im the rural areas; currently only
i the uilages svaliable Landowners, munkdpalties
of houses for s by the heldrs:
In case of ermpty houses: there would be & hame Hieslrs
for someone eiue
Fiodand oo™ poetharela  Remote ruralarea 35, MubtHocal bring Exteerbor of oatical fiore network Contral povesnment
Prosvhslon of adequste vfrastructure and ol
services; these are important B the stay Municipalities, Ertrepréneurs
bacormes longes ¢.g- halla year
Dernand of labour 5 highes than the supply
marmy rural areas; these people could help and »
begorme recrulted In the rural businesses and -
pubic bodict
Linderstanding that the other location may be
quits far a3 the conmectans get better ; P uicipalny
proemotion of the kdea
Campalgning agakst the old-fashioned artindes
that are not valld amy more concerning the non- N unicipalities, entreprensurs
avaliability of [obs in rural areas
Taking achvantage of the uncertalmty period
caused by Cowld pandemic e
Décussions 1o promaote shased understandings
Predominanthy 36, Multifunctional Sclentints, NGO, landowners,
multifuncionality
Finland Horth Barelia Remote rural area about the
Prassryvation of private cwnership of the
forests; external farest funds buy forests and
this may Bk te possiiies for Landramers, central fovermnment
ruhifunctionalty in the fusure
Establshment of carban market wonld p ovide
1 the for = for thelr Central gavernment, EU, UN
Rethons
Prowhibon af information sbout the exiting
abaitioes wwvich d and Medin, central government
use af forests; many misunder standings preval
Stop for free hunting and berry plddng in ol
forests; this waudd bring money and Incerthoes
o the forest owners to maintain i
muhtifunctianalny
Presenvation of the rights of the forest owmers in
hmdhﬂhmﬂ'mﬂmh Central government
the lminations
Co-op with & or
matural prodots mamiacturers would bring B Lrsch
Imscormies bo the: forest owners that are based an
muhtifunctionalny
Prevention of the athon of farest
onwrsership; this might limit musifunctional e of Cervral govrermiment
thie fiarest and put cost of them (x EUR fha/a)
Promcthon of the we of netursl products (&g £ P
Iberpies) would bring benefits akio to the forest H .
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country “'::a:he Name of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Predominantly Rural area close to city technical and professional jobs possible
Finland e Morth Karelia i Ak Livelihood e sl Firms, municipalities
Extension of optical fibre network Central government
Reversal of commuting: from the cities to the Citiena
rural areas via ch d attitudes and thinking
Accommodation Privision of plots for hobby cultivation Farmers
Provision of farms for rent Farmers
Privision of houses for newcomers by the heirs Hairs
in case of empty houses
Provision of houses for rent in the genuinely =
rural areas (not in the willages); currently not ﬂewxmmzmeI
available
More liberal land use planning system to Mu fas; anvivonmantsl
Sppart fuvel hotting, curentl oo festrichie administration, central government
e.g. along the lakesides
Giving up ion as political ideology in ipalities, enwvir ental
land use planning administration, central government
Encouragement of banks to supply loans also for ek
the rural housing
Privision of adequate local services for the rural Carvtral gosaraTant, m i
areas
Lifestyle
Obstacles
Predominantly Provision of information about the possibilities
Finland Morth Karelia Remote rural area Livelihood te make livelihood in the rural areas, targeted  Central government, municipalities
rural region
to the youth
Dewvelopment of non-traditional livelihood - g :
opportunities in the rural areas: natural Savslopm sot p
products, maintenance of the environment, _{“ﬁf‘"‘ e
ies, central it
remote work
Animal-based businesses could be a business
instead of a hobby: green case, P s, citizens
farms, social and health activities
Rural hubs to the village houses to have the s local S
opportunity to work and leave home for work
Mhmdemnru::r:.rhm for the remote e
Privision of houses for newcomers by the heirs
T in case of empty houses Wiy
Provision of houses for rent in the genuinely
rural areas (not in the villages); currently not R P
available AL
Experiments to live rural, e.g. for 2 ths try cipalities, local itii
Education and training for the rural newcomers
to have a realistic view about mai of  Municipalities, local communities
the roads and houses - a survival guide
Training wmhmln rural areas for the Ty s
&Wmofﬁlqu“::xmnuﬂ forithe Central government, municipalities
‘Common places, rooms and facilities for the
Lifestyle youth in the remote rural areas, especially for Municipalities, local communities
the winter time
Obetad
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Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Pirkanmaa
regional profile

FINLAND

Source: E Agency,
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban fabric | EL
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrports 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and leisure facilies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335
212 - Permanently irrigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fieids |
B 221 - vineyards 421
| 222 - Fruil rees and berry plantations 422
I 223 - Ofive groves B s22
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512
242 - Complex cultivation patterns s
243 - Land principally eccupiod by agriculture, 522
with significant areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grasslands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyflous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

= Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glagiers and perpetual snaw
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Balt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses

- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

RURALIZATION

25 50 km

Pirkanmaa (NUTS3: FI1197)

There are six intermediate NUTS3 regions in
Finland. Pirkanmaa is the northernmost of these
regions and it is characterized by a large capital
city Tampere, a diversity of urban adjacent areas
as well as several remote rural areas. Over nine
percent of the Finnish population lives in
Pirkanmaa region. The migration rate has been
positive for years on the provincial level but the
growth has clustered in Tampere and the
neighboring municipalities while the peripherial
rural municipalities have suffered from
depopulation.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 050 1,00 1,50 200 250 300 350 400 450 5,00

35. Multi-local living 4,33
44. R work 4,22
8. Cheap rural housing and rural d homes 4,11
52. Rural 4,00
60. Transp y of the food syst 4,00
20. e-c ce 3,83
32. Meaning and experience economy 3,78
9. Circular ¥ 3,67
16. Digital y 3,67
25. Food i 3,67
36. Multifunctional forests 3,67
40. Place brandi 3,67
50. Rural in the social media 3,67
51. Rural lifestyle 3,67
12.C ity-based action 3,56
37. Natural and cultural heritage = = = 3,56
39, Pandemics and epidemi 3,56
53. Search for better quality of life 3,56
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,56
6. Caring for the 344
10. Climate chang; 3,44
18. Diversification/: i of farms 3,44
27. Heritage — " 3,44
31. Manifi ions of new technologi 3,44
46. Rural artisans 3.44
54. Self-sufficiency 3,44
2. Alternative food sy T - — — - - - - 3,33
3. Benefiting from globalisation 3,33
5. Care services 3,33
23. Food security - 3,33
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connected of regi 333
33. Micro- and small units 333
42. Pop-up culture and gig ¥ 333
45, Resilience 3,33
48, Rural energy iti 3,33
49. Rural hubs 3,33
58. Sustainability ith - - - a3
59. Technology-i ive farming 3,33
7. Changing gender roles 3,22
24. Food ignty 3,22
47. Rural business succession 3,22
55. Shari 3,22

11. Co-op and par hig 3,11
17. Diversification of rural ec: ¥ 3ol
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,11
4. Benefiting from urb 3,00
15. Degi h 3,00
21, Ecovillages 3,00
22, Educational farms 3,00
30. Local | g 3,00
43, Public goods — — 3,00
29. Integration of immig 2,89
34. Mig patterns 2,89
14, Creative ec ¥ 2,28
19. DIY 2,78
26. ing food d d 2,78
13.C g unequal d and rural decli 2,67
38. New g e model 2,67
41. Policy incid and effecti 2,67
1. Ageing populati 2,22

m Pirkanmaa All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Type of the Hame of the Type of selected
Country o T e Selected trend Action | Actors
i 5 Rizal area clate o &, Choap rural
el tane] s Bomes
Land use planring ard regulation that allows e A T
T R SR RS e el b
ol waters flakes) o oo
Allpwing a posalbility to change holiday houses
and summer cottages o permanent houses  Ceniral governmen©d, municipalities
‘which are habited the year-round
Privision of houses for neweomers by the helrs  Hedrs, local proj ects promaoting the
in case of empty houies possibility
Prowislon of howses for rent bn the rural arcas
{onrtside villages), currently not existing M i -
i 2 Rural area close to ‘Regional sdminivtration, kecal
Flinland Prkanmaa ity (cormimising 52. Aural tourkem Development of rowes for hildng and cyding communites and assodations
eghan distance] [willages)
Reglonal adminkitration, local
Irngr everment of accessibiiny by bilke camminites and associations
(villages)
Huniting sned fishing a5 services (rather than
beasisd on own Inftathae) Local and reglonsl projects
DiversHication of farm incomes and actkies Farmers
| - Rural area chse o More fare distributlon of costs of the baske
distance] holiday malkers (having acoess to these services)
Making mult-ocal Fving "offidal”, new
statis o.g. I tatian e KT ST
Intermediste Pramoting new Instutianal srrangerment and
Finland Pirkanmaa Aural vilage a4 A wwori culture: part of the work at home Employers
and part of thie veark a1 the offio:
Extension of ogtical fire network for high
el It oo Central gowernment, municdipalities
L)
sing planeers as example o promote remote
Proviskon of hubs for remote work inthe vllage locad .
braries etc. where it b also possibie to meet 5 fath
other peapke
Pr owhsbon of extra high qualty internet
‘connections for specal needs in the vilage hiunicipadics
cEntres
Intermedivte B0 Tramsparency of
Finland TR Pirkanmaa Rural vilage the food system Indication of the arlgin in all foodstufls Central government
Making the food system more open abo for
small actors; new organised arcpund few lerge Central govermment
Bctors
Improving the possiblities of small producers o
hawve their products for sabe in the lsrge markets RN i mrm—
[Partnerships between small producers to sell
thsir products together and to readh higher Entreprentiars
wolumes
Adaption of the | tallan or Fremch oulture amnd al
meadel
dhhﬁm s Ertreprineurs, municipalites
Setting up a sakes hall alsa in the small villages Municipality, entrepreneurs
& s 4 Mew media cunure: preseming the diversiy of
Finland ! P Pirkanmaa Rural vilage b s = :* the courtry=ide rather than treating Ras one The media
ety simdar in all places
Mare Ber ol knd use planning allowing ©.g. Ermvironmental adminkration,
keeping of horses manicipaiities
[Effarts to atiract peophs who e the snimals;
rural areas provide better opportunities for this Muricipalty

thien the chtles
Provcision of adequate basic services |a safety

Muncipality, entrepreneurs

Diversity In land use planning, &.g. ‘sdtermative’  Ervironementad administration,
‘houting sohstiors municipslities
Targeting cfforts to attract new reskdents to
those who aze interested vs. o all i
Provcislon of realitic information about lving in local and
the countryside wilage s
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

T fth
Country '::;:on & Name of the region Type ofselected area Dream Action Actors
Intermediate Ruralarea close to ity
Finland reikon Pirkanmaa (e namitig distarice] Livelihood
Better public transport connections allowing
Accommodation it Tiotskigs shiared Ban ot Central government, municipalities
Communal construction of houses, common
heating sokitians, common animals New co-operatives, inhabitants
Mare houses for rent in the rural areas (outside Local communities e.g. village
villages) associatlons
Change in the local policies in favour of areas
outside the village centres, e.g. Investments, Mayar
development of infrastructure
Lifestyle
Obstacles
Intermediate Provision of good internet connections and
Finland . Pirkanmaa Rural village Livelihood e TS s yiaer ey Central government, municipalities
All Finnish loak like small tawns; makin
Accommoadation R e ok et ha e Municipalities, local communities
them maore personal and genuine
Trying to get rid of the disadvantages of the
citles in rural municipalities (no too tight, no Municipalities
urban houses)
Land use planning with large plots for houses;
plots less than 1,000m2 do not allow harses or Munieipalities
cars as a hobby
More marketing efforts about cheap housing
options in the rural areas eiciostim, lam o o
Provision of houses for rent in the genuinely
rural areas [not in the villages); currently not Municipalities
available
Transforming old factories and empty spaces for
|
Lifestyle hobby platiorms Municipalities, owners
Provision facilties for spum,le.g‘ tracs for cross- Municipalites, local co —
country skiing
Obstacles

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Source: P E Agency, C
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric 311
B 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations az2 -
| 223 - Ofive groves B a23 -
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512 -
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. 521
243 - Land principally cccupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523 -
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 698 -

Granville Terre et Mer & Coutances
Mer et Bocage (Manche
Department) regional profile

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS
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Coniferous forest
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- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyfious vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

= Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and perpatual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

Salines
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- Water courses

Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
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NODATA
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La Manche (NUTS 3: FRD12)

La Manche region is located on the margins, away
from the metropolises, predominantly rural, with a
relatively low population density (83.5 inhabitants
per km?) with a marked agricultural character and
also arich network of small towns and villages.
This department faces several current challenges:
social issues, such as aging population and the
place of young people in this society as well as
environmental issues, which are strongly
connected with agriculture and coastline.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50

16. Digital economy 4,14
2. food 4,10
6. Caring for the 4,10
58. Sustainability transition 4,10
22. Educational farms 4,00
38. New governance model 4,00
52. Rural touri: 3,76
33, Micro- and small units 3,76
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,76
5. Care services 3,67
3z. and cul | heri 3,62
24, Food ignty 3,62
39. Pandemics and epidemi 3,57
40. Place branding 3,43
a4, work 3.38
17. Diversification of rural economy 3,33
13.C cti | devel and rural decli 3,33
12.C y-based action 3,24
P and par I 3,24
51. Rural lifestyle 3,24
60. Transparency of the food system 3,19
53, Search for better quality of life 3,15
50. Rural in the social media 3,19
46. Rural artisans 3,14
18. Diversification/' | of farms 3,14
9. Circular ec 3,14
41. Policy incid and eff 3,10
25, Food i 3,05
49, Rural hubs 3.05
26. Growing food 3,00
47. Rural 3,00
48. Rural energy communities 3,00
27. i i 2,90
30. Local paradig 2,86
20. e-commerce 2,81
35. Multi-local living 2,71
8. Cheap rural h g and rural d homes 2,71
57. Social enterprises and P 2,67
14, Creative econom 2,62
4, Benefiting from urbanisati 2,48
45. Resilience 2,43
29. Integration of immigrants 2,43
43. Public goods 2,38
19. DIY t 2,38
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of regions 2,33
1. Ageing populati 2,29
32, Meaning and i 2,24
36. Multifunctional forests 2.19
7. Changing gender roles 2,14
54. Self-sufficiency 2,10
15, Degrowth 2,10
31. Manif ions of new technologi 2,00
21. Ecovillages 2,00
55. Sharing Y 1,95
3. Benefiting from globalisati 1.95
59. Technology: farmi 1,50
23. Food 1,48
10. Climate chang 1,48
42, Pop-up culture and gig 1,43
34. Migration 1,28

11. Co

m Granville Terre et Mer + Coutances Mer et Bocage (Mance Department) All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends
Country

“‘::'Tm"" Name of the reglon Type of selectedarea  Selected trend Action | Actors
Granville Terre et
Mer + Coutances  Rural area close to
Predominantly 38. New governance Make networking a reality: introduce exchanges
France Mer ¢t Bocage city [commiting local policy makers ; Manche Digital
teleconferences,
rural region { ditance) maodels via internet, messaging, etc.
Department)
Local palicy makars, national
Tnirlr;msinmwuluuardadime administration,
AL organisations
Local palicy makers, national
OFpacising. i Moces Snioiiecm of actcrs administration, NGOs
Ensure a balance between rural and urban
cammunities in decision-making e P
Imcalve associations and citizens from across the Haos
local territory
Granville Terre et
Mer + Coutances  Rural area clase ta MAccess to mebility for all inhabitants of the
France i 7 Mer et Bocage city [commuting e : territory with differentiated and adapted Local policy makers
¥ {Mance distanca) solutions
Department)
Think about the settlement of the territary, in
relation to activities and employment. Address
issues related to ageing, youth housing, social Local policy makers
housing, individual and collective housing. PLUI
Integrating these lssues.
Accels ‘the imipls of
liy friendiy pr in ilture: "
thinking about water, farming methods (na-till Flin,
craps), the watershed, etc,
Jointly deal with the 1l
linked to the coastal region and the rural and Local policy makers
agricultural hinterland
Reconciling soclal and environmental lssues Lol prficy sl
Granville Terre et
france | PTEOMInanty ":ﬁ'ﬁz"""' s ":;'im:mm 2. Alternative food  Organisation of organic and local production to  farmers, entrepreneurs, local palicy
rural region q & distance) . systems meet the needs of local collective catering. makers
Department)
Facilitating access to local/organic products for
disadvantaged or low ta middie income i mmﬁ::m" HEos
papulations (targeted meal vouchers)
Accelerate the implementation of
environmentally friendly practices in agriculture: Professional organizations, national
reflection on water, farming methods (no-till administration
crops), the watershad, ate.
Importance of local markets: revive, develop and
support these local marketing places, Including farmers, local palicy makers
arganic anes
Encourage installations with alternative models Professional unlons,
Granville Terre et
Mer + Coutances  Rural area close to e,
Predom inantly NGO economic fi
France S Mer et Bocage city [commuting 16, Digital econamy Setting up digital incub e tocal pok "
" {Mance distanca]
Department)
Broadband access everywhere manche numérique
Local business and community services (e.g. entrepreneurs, NGO economic
waste management] focus, local policy makers
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS
Country 1\':'::1! Name of the region Type of selectedarea  Selected trend Action | Actors
Granville Terre et
SAFER (departemental
Mer + Coutances Agriculture: allow Installation on small areas
France O w‘d“ ""';:' Mer ot Bocage Rural vitage M m“"”'“‘" outside the dominant farming system. Rent ""“i":"w'"m“']'": m""“l“'
B {Mance guarantes system for landlords Wadm ’ﬁh
Department) St
f the tal by several o ‘
farmers of a single entity, then divided inta s'“:“' Iwn{::uml
several lats, each viable with its ewn operating '”F' ) ’
system, netwarking, installation files
Granville Terre et
; Mer + Coutances
Franca Ly Mer ot Bocage Rural village 10, dimate change "‘"‘mf e e Chamber of Agriculturs, farmers
it {Mance e
Department)
Anticipation of the evolution of the coastline:
tand local palicy makers, SAFER
Bal d tourism davelop (hotter r
but not toa hat), invalvement of the "retro Local palicy makers, entrepreneurs
littoral™
Develap and share knowledge abaut the current
Research institut, farmars, fishers,
and future effects of climate change at local i
levels,
Develop and share knowledge about local energy h institut, professiy i
policy unions, NGO's and public authorities
h institu, professionnal
SR S ! unions, NGO's and public authorities
‘::’""“”""“ Thinking about settlement, housing and habitat:
E Predominantly T = 53. Search for better  impact on the cost of housing for newcomers, Local policy makers, logement
Lz rural region l oceae s quality of life soclal housing, hausing for young peaple and sacial
B ern) young workers, PLUI, housing for retired people
Preservation of the living environment: maintain
the current quality of life in the area with its
natural and maritime assets. Economic NGOS, Local policy makers,
development based on SMis, SMEs, small units
{including tourism)
Attracting young workers: in addition to the issue
o facalie. 1k ot mecou e Sccastbaity of L ET T '""':'"‘""‘“'"’"'
makKers
Maintain services, public services |post office,
schoals, ), medical services and suppart small it ml"‘:;:;;“ and
shaps in the villages e S
L"’"""Tm" Include in the education and training curses at all
Predominantly 22, Educational levels workshops, conferances and visits
France  rural region ""l:;“'w Rkcat s farms concerning the emvironment, food and the Maticn acesiolstration
Department| -
Link with farmer plying school and
pay farmers for thelr educational wark. agricuiteurs
blish a fink b R
education and education by the national
education system, as well as with assodatlons
that do eduecational work, and eoardinate Eccationsl organteations.
related to the envi
agricuftural and natural enviranments
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country T':::" Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Granville Terre et Promaote jobs related to care, In particular, home
Mer + Coutances  Rural area close to care and care for the elderly, but also garden
France rursh ¥ Mer et Bocage city (commuting 5. Care services maintenance services, green spaces, as well as Professional organisations,
{Mance distanca] de-it-yourself services, computers, ate., which
Department] create jobs.
Setting up a eare-related netwark (persanal
senvices), with eantinuows tralning and |pald) L o i
exchange networkd) o
Natlenal, departemental
Paying for travel and travel time for care ki e sarioa
arganisations
Natianal and departemental
Setting up a travel system for employeas of care s e ras
arganisations
‘Gramville Terrs ot
Mer + Coutances  Rural area close to . Tt mﬁ"hsdndl.mhu,lwm E s o
France ¥ Mer et Bocage city (commuting . the Y, the {eg- crganisations, NGOS
s {Mance distance) collecting waste in town ar an the beach)
Department)
_— slees e and
o W waste "
recycling
Set up ecolagical means of fixing the dunes
{ch tree operations, branches, etc.) focal polfey mahere
Granville Terra at
e Predominantly "h‘::e‘t n::::nmwmm 39, Pandemics and Set up ecological means of fixing the dunes Attitude Manche, local policy
rural region { distance) epidemics {Christmas tree operations, branches, etc.) makers
Department)
Welcoming candidates - active people - to settie:
arientation for howsing, services, employment for
the spouse: reinforcement of welcoming services local policy makers
‘taking Into account the influx linked to the
pandemic
Establisk it of new i: and
reinforcement of the old ones in favour of the associations, inhabitants
elderly and disabled,
Facilitate mobility within and outside the area  National administration, local policy
|ParisfGranville, Granville Avranches links). makers
the pandemic has increased direct sales and
market sales, including sales of ready-made local producers
meals
Importance of local medical infrastructure
highlighted and to be maintained et
‘Granville Terre et
Predominanthy ol e Mt i m:ﬁ‘mﬁﬂhle::mﬂfﬂh:nt,
France el Mer ot Bocage ity (commuting 52. Rural tourism e = PR Local policy makers
" {Mance distance] ” vy ot
Department) i
Optimising the use of natural areas but also
avolding too high a concentration on the coast

Strengthen the exchange and information of
multipte cultural events with a limited territorial NGOs, tourism agencies
scope
Enhance the role of towns in providing a widely
dispersed range of events and activities
|pramate Infarmation about the surraundling

NGOs, tourism agencies
‘countryside)
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT

OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country

Type of the
region

Predominantly
rural region

Name of the region Type of selected area Dream

Granville Terre et

Actors
Mer + Coutances
Rural area close to city help with CVs, cover letters, computer access,
'M:::.::". {commuting distance] Fhiaac and support In canvassing v
Department)
no discrimination in hiring, especially on the
question of previous experience et o b i
make the first steps towards hiring effective;
exit from apprenticeship, employment
as much as p ougt i
racruitment
Strengthen the links between youth social developement agenzies ,
workers and emplayers (e.g. job falrs) professional organisations
financial support during the transition to
S bhechies national administration
the kssue of youth i A
Into municipal policles Joc
Matching job demand and supply: skills NeiCs, Spancier, puolessionst
R arganisations, educational
organisation
no discrimination in hiring, especially on the
quastion of previous experience P

Flght agalnst the devaluation of young people

NGOs, agencies, professional
by the local society (lazy, little involved), for the

recognition

arganisations, educational

arganisation
access of young people to independent housing developement agencies, social
Accomeoacation and social hausing housing
devilop social housing adapted far young developement agencies, social
people in all types of territary housing

promate imergenerational housing
Measures allowing access to independent
housing for young people: FIT, relay
apartments,

local palicy makers, inhabitants

regional agencies, NGO's

promote intergenerational housing local palicy makers, elderly people
Listening to young peaple, giving them a place
Lifestyle in the decisions of the municipalities in which  Local policy makers, young people
they live.
Imvolve them and take into account their
asplrations, i.e. implement some of their Local palicy makers, young people
proposals
Inhabitants, particularly edrely
Tolerate thelr mode of expression and their
people, communication by local
cultural tastes (music, parties, cannabis, ...]
Encourage their travel (bicycle, ...) local policy makers:
Contribute financially to their leisure activities  National, regional administration
Develop cultural and sports activities adapted to
th by youth Young people, local policy makers
Ta set up places of conviviality for young
peaple, by young people, accessible to modest  Young people, local policy makers
incomes
Open spaces where young people can do free
“ Young people, local policy makers
Promaote access to integration paths through an
Obstacles Iintegrated policy: access to training, local policy makers, NGOs.
employment, housing
Development of broadband digital access
everywhere

Lack of creative spaces

local policy makers

local pplicy makers, NGO's
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country “:;:::h' Name of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Granville Terre et
Mer + Coutances
‘Predominanthy To allow the installation in agriculture of young
France B llh‘-ll!ﬂn Rural village Livelihood or meell e e Professional organisatiosn, SAFER
Department)
Encourage the succession/takeover of activities
and small businesses: provision of premises, Local palicy makers
financial support
Enable mobility to nearby employment areas, Lol
town centers, small towns. poseY

LFight against the devaluation of young peaple

o S el aaciutyr ey W vy e || (8 RIS 38 YRS R, S

palicy makers
Encourage the presence of young peaple selling  Professional arganisations, local
in the markets policy makers

Create adapted soclal housing: rental houses
Accommodation  with garden and apartments, accessible to low Local pallcy makers, Agencles

Iincomaes (villages)
Offer free land for gardens. Public autharities
Encourage the maintenance and development of
Lifestyle s NGO's, local policy makers
Allow travel to town centers and small towns.
o Local policy makers
Ta encourage creativity and autonomy in artistic
and cultural activities [animation, means, NGO's, local policy makers
places, travel]]
Ta make known and value the jobs in the ¢ "
5 agricultural sector, and the green jobs ¥

Improve working conditions in these sectors Prafessional arganisations
To highlight the “small" trades (home help,
sewing, ...) to accompany the project of the Prafessional arganisations
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend
Source: European Environmen Agency. Copernicus Programme
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10 20 km

Les Yvelines (NUTS3: FR103)

In region lle de France, near the metropolitan area
of Paris is facing huge urban pressure. On the plain
de Versailles, some farmers have launched
consultations and actions aimed at preserving
agriculture and promoting a sustainable
development project common to farmers, rural
inhabitants and city dwellers. Those engaged and
succeeded for several years in aremarkable
diversification of their farming method for urban
populations.
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Demographics
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Rating of the trends

0,00

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS
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5,00

food

3,55

46, Rural artisans

3,50
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3,25
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3,20

51. Rural lifestyle
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40. Place J

3,00

5. Care services

3,00

30. Local paradi

2,90

6. Caring for the envir

2,90,

10. Climate change

2,85

work

a4,

2,85

60. T parency of the food sy

2,70

53. Search for better quality of life

2,50

11. Co-operatives and par hi

2,40

28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of regions

2,35

18. Diversification/specialisation of farms

2,35

26. Growing food d i

2,30

39. Pand and

2,30

41. Palicy incidence and effecti

2,20

58. Sustainability transition

2,20

22. Educational farms

2,20

33. Micro- and small units

2,20

8. Cheap rural housing and rural i homes
50. Rural in the social media
21. Ecovillages

2,05

2,00
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43. Public goods
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E— s
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59. Technology-i ive farming 1,20
54, Self-sufficiency =——— 115
15, Degrowth e 115
42, Pop-up culture and gig ec ¥ 115
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19. DIY 1.05
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14. Creative economy =1 (0

1,00

1. Ageing populati

1,00

32. Meaning and

B Plain of Versailles (lle-de-France region)

All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country TY:‘:I:! Name of the region Type of selected area Selected trend Action Actors
France Predominantly H::;::::::::s Ruratvill 2. Alternative food  save agricultural land for the establishment of mayors, NGOs with agricultural
urban region S pa systerns local and subsistence farming focus
land development and rural
Promote installation of young farmers blish c ies, chamib
of agriculture, mayors
long-term financial support for the installation of State, land development and rural
young farmers establishment companies
Promaoting dialogue between the old and the new NGOs with agricultural focus,
ion of farmers farmers’ unions
Plain of Versailles
Predominantly increase local public investment for businesses”
France urban ragion |le-&-l=mgmmal Rural village 5. Care services gurchasa and 1 mayors
Eive ownership of businesses to tenants once the
loan (for the premise's construction) has been public institutions
repaid
set up a variety of services in the villages to e instizut
meet the needs Brolic Ins
build suitable and i i ises for food entraprenatirs
processors
build accessible housing for young entrepreneurs  construction companies, mayors
Pradominantly Plain of Versailles o :
France arban ragion (lle-de-France Rural village 51. Rural lifestyle offer quality accommodation companies, public institutions
region)
/maintain the natural heritage, the land: public instituti NGOs, farmers
limit the population in villages mayors
keep small and quiet villages mayors
AT Predominantly S‘l?::.o;\:rsalllas city ( d::::’ 2, Alternative food  build accessible housing for farmers (who have a construction companies, state,
urban region regian} distance] systems low income compared to urban residents) mayors
make small plots of land accessible for small Eﬂmalnpmem?m nL.nl o
farms
of agriculture, mayors
DuliAl Farrrsoes! e g oeiet T Faraee construction companies, state,
mayors
Improve communication between farmers and NGOs, farmers, public and local
city dwellers and prevent use conflicts insitution, schools
Plain of Versailles  Rural area close to promote exchanges between different farmers i
Predominantly ¥ 12. Community-= A NGOs, farmers, public and local
France {lle-de-France city {[commuting {organic / non-organic, cereal / market £
urban region Tkl distanca) based action Eaneners atey institutions, farmers' unions
highlight feedback for farmers who are often 5
facad with the same problams NGOs, farmers, farmers' unions
create a dialogue between agricultural
institutions and urban institutions that do not public institutions, state
speak to each other at all
. b the diff
administrative levals (municipalities, inter- mayors, public institutions, state
icipal authorities, dep ts, ete)
Plain of Versailles  Rural area close to i
France BESCCOMIIaBEN {lle-de-France city ([commuting 46, Rural artisans [ HC Dot Rt R A NGOs, local institutions, unions
urban region e distanca] raw materials locally

build suitable and inexpensi ises for food
artisans
strengthen the diversity of artisans to meet all
the local needs

ensure the presence of a large clientele with
significant purchasing power

construction companies, mayors

local institutions, mayors

local institutions, mayors, private
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country “z‘::- Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selectad trend Action Actors
3 Plain of Versallles
France sty (lbe-de-France City area 2 iue foud preserve agricultural land against urbanization state, local institutions, mayaors
urban region aiee] Systems
develop arganie farming around elties to feed Jocad nstit NGOs, 13
urbanites and protect them from polletion o
develop local and subsistance farming local institutions, NGOs, farmers
make city dwellers and media aware of
agricultural sctivities to reduce Incivility Fcal et Moy MG Us. freme s
Plain of Versailles
Predominantly Eglve more decision-making pewer and skills to
France region ‘IE—;:.I'ME City area 30. Local paradigm = and local it state
create spaces for direct democracies to integrate
tocal s 1 deci state, local institutions
‘work on the issue of agribashing with farrmers, :::;im{ "“;:‘ i
the media and local residents AR b "
rebalance decision-making powers between Jocal institutions.
small villages and large cities e
i Predarminantly "'::::E‘_'I:::LIL e 37. Natural and presenve natural land and |andscapes against state, reglon, local institution,
urban region SR n cultural heritage urbanization and urban spraw| MEYors
controd the arrival of new populations and state, reglon, local irstitution,
dewvelop public transpart networks Mayars
It the archi 1 he state, reglon, local institution,
Diphig i i - mayors, NGOs
develop local and nature-based tourlsm RS g by ool kndin iy
mayors, NGOs
Plain of Versallles
France: Predominantly (lle-de-France ity nren 2. Alternative food  ralse awarensss of local artisans and make their  entrepreneurs, local authorities,
urban region SRR ty systems products accessible to urban populations local NGOs
pratect agricultural land and iImprove access to
land for small faod businesses ity veglorml endincsl sothordties
pravide financial suppert to facilitate the loeal authorities, mayars,
purchase of agricultural land department
deudnpﬂ!pmﬂl:ﬂmfﬂlgﬂluﬂq.inhnd el foeal st .
Plain of Versallles
Predorminantly strengthen the visual identity of the territory entrepreneurs, bocal suthorities,
TRt urban region me;::—l::m EHmeen A1 Himoe rancing around the same definition for all stakeholders local NGDs
create a comman graphic charter and logos Entreprenewrs
strengthen solidarity between all local sellers by
Increasing common communications and cutlets ENTERE focel a3
make the territory & central element to be entrepreneurs, local suthorities,
wahused local NGDs
Plain of Versailles
Predominantly create co-working spaces in rural spaces and In
France =l ||Ie$:|lm City area a0, Remote work DA R, wafic ENITepreneurs, mayors

create synergles and joint projects between local
apribusiness companies
les must part-time teleworking
move the head offices of large companies to
rural communities to unblock cities

entrepreneurs, mayors, bocal NGOs
entrepreneurs, state
enirepreneurns
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Tv:"::'e Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Plain of Versallles
Predominantly Increase collective workspaces such as co- NGO's, private compagnies, local
France Rk et {I!—de—Frnlm:e City area Livelihomd g e
create petworks between companies in the NGO's, private compagnles, local
same bocality authorities
Increase cheap public transport services local authorities
create more meaningful jobs state, private compagnies
Increase collective workspaces such as co- NGO's, private compagnies, local
working spaces authorities
facilitate career development abroad state, private compagnies
NGO's, private compagnies, local
der nel ote arti I trades "
welop and promote artlsana G g
Imcrease mutual aid between small NGO's, entrepreneurs, local
entrepreneurs authorities
Improve small busi marketing NGO's and entrepreneurs
A micdatice Improve the quality of housing with more open local authoritles, private
Spaces compagnies
create places of exchange between nelghbors local authorities
create collective spaces for activities at the
s e local authorities
make city rents more accessible state
limit urban sprawl and the creation of suburban
A mayor, local authoritles, state

create accessible housing for young people at
‘the start of thelr careers or for single parents
limit urban sprawil mayor, local authorities, state

promote eollective housing mayor, local authoritles, state

mayor, local authorities, state

Increase the ber of il
ase the number of green spaces accessible miayor, local authorities, state

local authorities, local and small

Lifestyle create more |ocal services b
CreRte moce ol sk local authorities, local and small
compagnies
Increase green spaces local authorities and NGO's
preserve local agriculture famers, local authorities and NGO's
create more food short clrcuits famers, local authorities and NGOD's
Increase green spaces local authorities and NGO's
preserve local agriculture famers, local authorities and NGD's
create more food short clreults famers, local authorities and NGO's
avold urban densification mayors, local authoritles
Obstacles Increase job opportunities state, private companles
create employment assistance structures public authaorities
Increase the autonomy of munidpalities state

strengthen self-confldence In young people with

collective activities and support in projects local mathost e, NGUS, sonte

create more assistance program for starting a

ok s local authorities, NGO's, state
Increase the number of suitable premises for local authorities, NGO's, state,
small businesses (in g in food sector) private compagnles
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Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Source: European Environmen Agency, Co)
= 7 #
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Dortmund
regional profile

pernicus Programme.
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- Continuous urban fabric

M 1z -

- Industrial or commercial units
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Discontinuous wrban fabric

Road and rail networks and associated land
Port areas
Almports

- Mineral extraction sites
- Dump sites

I 12 -
- Green urban areas

- Sport and leisure facilites
- Man-imigated arable land

- Permanently irigated land
213 -
- Vineyards

- Fruil trees and berry plantations
| B
- Pastures

- Annual crops associaled with parmanen] crops.
- Complex cullivation patterns

- Land principally eccupied by agriculture,

Construction sites

Rice fields

Clive groves

with signifi areas of natural

- Agro-foresiry areas

18
| B
321
322

324
a3

GERMANY

*
N i

- Broad-leaved forest
I sz -
B 213 -
- Natural grasslands

- Moors and heathland
323 -

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

Sclerophyllous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and parpetual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses

- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons

- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean

- NODATA
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5 km

Dortmund (NUTS3: DEA52)

The city of Dortmund is located in the middle of
the state of Nordrhein-Westfalen, Germany.
Dortmund is part of the former industrial Ruhr
region, which is one the most densely populated
areas in Europe. In 2019, the population density of
Dortmund NUTS3 area was 2,099
inhabitants/km? about nine times the average in
Germany.
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Demographics
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700 000 Population by age group 0
600 000
500 000
400000
300000
200000

100000

0
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

2010 2012
Economy
GDP, €/inhabitant
50 000
9000
40 000 & 000
% 7 000
30000 6000
5000
20000 4000
3000
10 000 2 000
—DEAS2 —DE 1000
0 0
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2007
Farming

Number of farms by size (UAA/farm), 2016

(NUTS2: Amnsberg)
1400

1200
1000

800

600

40

=
0

LT5 ha 5-9 10-19  20-29 30-49 5099 GE 100

{=]
o o

Source: derived from Eurostat data

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642

300
m65+ 250
years 200
B 15-64 150
years

100

W Under
15 years 50
0

W Primary
sector

W Secondary
sector

m Tertiary
sector

2014 2016 2018

Farming

Number of farms
(NUTS2: Arnsherg)

2013 2016
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Rating of the trends

000 o050 1,00 1,50 200 250 3,00 350 400 450 5,00

58. bility t 4,50
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 4,3
44.R work 4,38
36. Multifunctional forests 4,25
6. Caring for the envil 4,13
53. Search for better quality of life 4,13
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of regi 4,13
9. Circular y 4,00
5. Care services 4,00
12.C ity-based action 4,00
7. Changing gender roles 4,00
2, Alternative food systems 3,88
29. Integration of immigrants 3,88
55. Sharing ¥ 3,88
60. T y of the food syst 3,78
10. Climate chang 3,75
4. Benefiting from urk 3,75
15. Degrowth . 3,75
24. Food ignty 3,63
37. | and cultural heritage 3,63
45, Resilience 363
16. Digital 3,63
17. Diversification of rural 3,63
33. Micro- and small units 3,63
54, Self-sufficiency 3,63
22, Educational farms 3,50
38. New governance jel 3,50
30. Local dig 3,50
21. Ecovillages 3,50
40. Place branding 3,50
14. Creative economy 3,50
31. if il of new technologi 3,50
34. Migration patterns 3,50
23. Food security 3,38
46. Rural artisans 3,38
32. Meaning and experience Y 3,38
49. Rural hubs 3,38
48, Rural energy ities 3,38
42, Pop-up culture and gig economy 3,38
3. Benefiting from globalisation 3,38
25. Food 3,25
57. Social enterprises and p 3,25
20, e- 3.25
41. Policy incid and effecti 3,25
13.C ing qual develop t and rural decli 3,25
39, Pandemics and epid 3,25
27. Heritage 3,13
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,13
43, Public goods 3,13
47, Rural business succession 3,13
51. Rural lifestyle 3,13
19. DIY 3,13
52. Rural i 3,00
59, Technology farming 3,00
50, Rural in the social media 2,88
56. Smart solutions in rural space 2,88
26. g food d d 2,88
35, Multi-local living 2,63
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 2,50
1. Ageing lati 2,50

® Dortmund All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country

Type of the
region

Predominantly
urban region

Mame of the region Type of selected area

City area

Selected trend

Action

The trend of remote work already existed befare
the Corena pandemic. The pandemi d
the trend. if the demand for inner-city office
space decreases of companies have space
available, a good action could be to allow other

44, Rermote wark  groups to use this space. Especially in the area of

wrban associations and cultural workers who do
nat have offices, it would be possible to create
office space in the city that would give these
people and groups raom to exchange ideas and
wiork there.

Remoate work is not only refated to advantages.
A good mix between telework and office work
would be beneficial. it should alse be noted that
nat all professions have the possibility of remote
work.

Creation of hybrid forms of work / new waork |
mablle forms of work: In which 1

Corporate landlords, municipal
landlords

Palicy: is & key actor for or against
remote work - remote work can be

provide offices for social contacts, exchange,
creative processes, design thinking, fitness room.
However, we need a different mindset - the
speed of the transformation process is a major
challenge.

Remuote work and the future of city centres: Itis
assumed that the demand for office space will
deerease in the future and with it the fraquency
of people in public spaces. City centres should
therefore ereate more opportunities o increase
the guality of stay, e.g. greenery in public spaces,
seating during the lunch break, less ear traffic.

Conwersion of office spacefeomm ercial space in

the city centre: Shart-term leases by tenants in

the case of vacancies, subsidy programmes are
on the way.

Hypothesis: Remaote work leads to a reduction of
commuting: It might be that a reduction throwgh
remote work has a pasitive effect on the climate
and the environment vs. previous studies,
however, assume that remote work does not
lead to environmentally friendly behaviour. The
cholee of residential location in favour of the
surrounding area can lead to longer commuting
distances, even if this s only 1-2 per week.
Moreover, the studies show that local transport
is the loser during the Corona pamdernic.

Adaptation processes: The reduction of office
space goes hand in hand with an increase in the
demand for living space in private areas. Housing
s searce and expensive n the eity centre --> 5o
that displacement processes will also take place,
out of the city - towards the surronding areas of
the large cities, where affordable housing can be
found,

o by lagal f i
conditions, passibly also through
subsidies.
Legislation can play a crucial role &t
loced, national and EU level in the
Torrm of new labour |aws with
different farms of wark.

urbian developrment.

Corporate landlosds, municipal
landiords

Housing market development, Inber-
municipal cooperation of land supply
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country R Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
m:m“f“w of dizens lays 2 oy oment of lacal peagle,
Predominantly b ity area 5B. Sustaimalsity o lm!m,m‘l“'_m persloners, perhaps with a reward
e e et Sl e BN g bt o el | i i
‘waste collection campalgns
Sustalnable leisure mobility in urban areas has
huge potential. 59% of leisure trips are made by  Reglonal development in the Ruhr
car. There must be Incentives here, &g, region - Reglonatverband Rubr (RVR)
expansion of fast cycle paths, improved public  |n cooperation with munlelpalities
transport services —» provide incentives for and distriets
people, pilot projects.
Innercity development: Inner develapment
befare outer development, densification,
development of building gaps is in contrast to
urban green spaces, creation of open spaces in m'“THIHT
inner cities, infiitration area --» densification g
st be in Hne with sustainable uban
development
Development of Industrial space: sustainable
design of industrial areas, development In
existing buildings, multl-sterey commerelal
areas, containment of land development in auter
areas
Cooperation and partnerships can lead to
Predominantly 11. Co-operatives palithcal setars ftrade unlons should
Germany i gy Dortmund Clty area o ik e increases In effectiveness and efficiency: political i e i et titcet

decisions must be suitable for majarity support.

Only through cooperative discussions can new
|deas and approaches emerge, although it
sometimes seems difficult to reach a consensus
afmang many (rterests: & g. 7 research project
networks, inter- and transdisclplinary projects
with broad stakeholder parthelpation (including
eltizen participation).

More flexibility on the side of the
municipal offices would be desirable,
because they are important
cooperation partners.,

Co-aperations and partnerships/networks help to
exploit knowledge and knowledge advantages, Cooperation with municipalities and
e.g. about the region: city and surrounding area  districts is important for reglonal
should not be considered in solation, but as an  development - only together can the
urban-urban co-operation, &.g. in an inter- knowi-hivw be brought togethes.
eormmunal land supgly, public transport services.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country 1":‘:”‘"9 Name of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Inereasing the quality of life In public space: _Urban development/regianal
Predominantly OpEn spaces, areas to spend time, green spaces, fiesslopment ta lmpenes Lhe sl
Germany urban region Dortmund City area Livved ihvosmd :m!rsin'lwfurprklu spaces Into open of life In the city to make It an
spaces and public space fior all atictive plece o es ttck nixd
retain well-educated people.
Exploit the potential of vacant inner-city shops
or commercial spaces: Coworking spaces or  Businesses - creating new Inner-city
Interim uses of creative hubs can be created Iubs
here.
The objective of ecanomic pment and
knowledge development (universities) must be
to develop suitable qualifications for the EMk:;m!m foent
reglonal labour market, otherwise well-
educated people will migrate to other regions.
Green [iving Is also practicable in the city centre
Accommodation e.g. Inner yards can be converted imto
communal areas
Iy tive Inner-city : Falmess of
space, return of space occupled by cars In the urban development
city centra
Creation of flexible forms of accommadation Real estate investors but also
also in the inner city area: demand for new private individuals - framework
forms of living e.g. temporarily limited provided by the legislator
Increasing Inner-city accommodation: public and fm__‘m‘:’;;ru':::mn:ﬁ
jprivately financed housing L
Governmental and municpal management of
land: active land policy can be an option for
urban and housing market development, active  Local and regional actors in the
land policy can be an option for social and public housing market
welfare-orented urban and housing market
development.
In order to keep young, well-educated people in
the city, the quality of life in the city must be
Increased. The desire to live in a metropolis, to
live urban and to have creative open spaces
miust be taken into account in urban and Urban and reglonal developmen
regional development. infrastructure projects
such as the Improvement of regional and local
public transport can also increase the quality of
life in the city.
Job entrants usually dream of urban lifestyles,
Lifestyle strategies would have to be developed
i ding on the phase of life
High housing costs in the city centre - especially
the increase in rents In the eity centres In recent.
Obstacles years can be seen as an obstacle. This can be

reduced by means of a municipal preferance
policy and rent brakes.

Corona ralses the question of whether the city s
still liveable? —= the new suburbanisation
wave towards the surrounding countryside will
continue to imenskfy
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Source: European Environmen Agency. Copernicus Programme
- i : i
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- Mineral extraction sites
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I 12 -
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- Permanently irigated land
213 -
- Vineyards

- Fruil trees and berry plantations
| B
- Pastures
- Annual crops associaled with parmanen] crops.
- Complex cullivation patterns
- Land principally eccupied by agriculture,

Construction sites

Rice fields

Clive groves

with signifi areas of natural

- Agro-foresiry areas

Vogelsberg
regional profile

GERMANY

- Broad-leaved forest

= Coniferous forest

- Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyllous vegetation
- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas
- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and perpatual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses

- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons

- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean

- NODATA
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75 15 km

Vogelsberg (NUTS3: DE725)

Vogelsbergkreis is a district in the middle of the
state of Hessen, in the administrative district of
Giel3en. The district is located quite near, north-
east from the city of Frankfurt. Still, the population
density of Vogelsbergkreis is with 72 inhabitants
per km?far below the average of Germany (235
inhabitants per km?). The area of Vogelsbergkreis
is 1.460 km” and the population 105,878
inhabitants (2019).
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Rating of the trends

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

0,00 200 250 300 350 400 450 5,00
6. Caring for the envir 4,36
$1. Rural lifestyle 4,36
28. Infi ibility and iness of regions 4,18
12. Community-based action 4,18
53. Search for better quality of life 4,18
58. 5 inability it 4,09
10. Climate ch 4,09
60. T y of the food syst 4,09
37. Natural and cultural heritag: 4,00
36. Multifunctional forests 4,00
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 391
5. Care services 3,91
44. R work 3,91
52. Rural ri 3,82
29. Integration of immigrants 3,82
13.C cting unequal devel it and rural decli 3,73
48. Rural energy i 3,73
46. Rural artisans 3,73
54, Self-sufficiency 3,73
50. Rural in the social media 3,64
43. Public goods 3,64
17. Diversification of rural ec y 355
2. Al ive food 3,55
8. Cheap rural housing and rural i homes 3,55
57. Social enterprises and entrep 3,55
45. Resilience 3,55
27. itag i 3,45
16. Digital y 3,45
34. Migration patterns 3,45
38. New governance model 3,45
47. Rural business suc i 345
15. Degrowth 3,45
33. Micro- and small units = = 3,45
21. Ecovillages 3,45
9. Circular 3,36
24. Food ignty 3,36
25, Food 3,36
23. Food security - - 3,36
49. Rural hubs 3,36
56. Smart solutions in rural space 336
20. e- 3,36
1. Ageing populati 3,27
7. Changing gender roles 3,27
30. Local paradigi 327
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,27
55, Sharing ec Y 3,27
19. DIY 3,27
31. Manif ions of new technologi 3,27
39. Pandemics and epidemics 38
4. Benefiting from urbanisati 3,18
3. Benefiting from globalisati 3,18
26. Growing food 3,18
22, Ed ional farms 3,18
42. Pop-up culture and gig ec ¥ 3,18
14, Creative Y 3,09
41, Palicy incidence and effectiveness 3,00
40. Place branding 2,82
32. Meaning and i 2,82
59. Technology-i ive farmi 2,82

35. Multi-local living

W Vogelsberg district

2,73

All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country

Type of the
region

Pradominantly
rural region

MName ofthe
reglon

Vogelsberg district

Type of selected
area

Fewral village

Selected trend

28. Infrastructures,
accessibility and
connectedness of

regions

Action

Mobilityin rural areas is an extrernely
important issue. For example, lack of
‘accesibility to public transport means that
young trainees in rural areas who rely on public
transport have to travel long distancesto
workyvocational school. if the transport
Infrastructure then breaks down or vocational
schools close, they have to travel even further.
In some cases, it is no longer possible to cover
thase distances datly, which means that
trainees have to mowve to other training places

L of the lack of:

Sustainable mobility concepts: e-mobility
Pprojacts, app-basad car-sharing sarvices, rural
citizen buses, car-sharing benches. But the
mainstream solutions in rural arem seem
difficult because of the wide areawith onlya

The cooparation of 8l scton B required
heve: publc snd AoR-gove Mmental Lo,
eipeeRsly from the prvste sector, nen-

i and the
[eupecisly through chic engagement). Due
o the: diversity of tasks, responsibiities,
v f ackion and activs, the proniiien of
senvices of general interest today is more
af 2ne twark managerment snd muki-level
planning task than a re pulstory sovereign
k. D8 v lapane it A0rste gie 4 d3n andy be
sucressiul if citiiens are abio nvobved.
Hownever, Freedam for persnsl
e pons ity and e pe rime ntation must
s be slowed. This imede Cocgle s
interphyy ghves rite to new steering and
ool ration reguinements for the puble
sector. The government can support
mtions by eresting & stimubus for
sustanabie mobdty in rursl aceas, but alvo
e locsl e regional sctoes who

the {edty, 2}
citivera (wilingness, epernets). The
pricciphe it belp for se¥-halp - tackde and
oeganie youriel indtesd of waking for
tomeone ebie ta help you
The cooperation of all actors s requived
hete: publc and Aoe-gove memental sctors,
especially from the private sector, non-
and the
[ rogh e Bue
R the dive ity of txils, responsibiities,
levehs of action and actor, the proviiion of
sendces of genersl interest tndey i more
of 2 na bwrork management and muki-level
planning tek tham § regulsbory sovene ign
tank. Development strate ghes can ondy be
auecessfil if citivens are sluo involved.
Hownevar, fraedam for perycnal
must

fow people. Thare are also ldeas to

individual t jcars) on a few

t
i

0
sho be slowed. This movs complex
phiy gheed fHe 1o new Steering and

anes, The quastion r k

there is the willingness to implement thisona

biread scale.

rmada ratien mequinsmanti for the public
sector. The gowermment can support
setinng by eresting a wtinulus for
surstminable mobEty in rursl aress, but abio
e bacal s heghonal sctor wia
{ciey, 1,
sitirera [willngne i, cpennsis) The
principhe b help for sei-help - tackde and
exganiue yourielf instead of waiting for
someore ele to help you

. D
o the dive mity of tnbks, responsibiitien,
lewels of action and actors, the prowibon of
wnndeet of genersl intereit todsy B maorn
of @ ne twrork management and makl-lovel

Local supply: e.g. fantd

supplier [rolling supermarket) to Improve the
supply of reglonal food. This project mainly sims
at personal commitrment and neighbourhood

halp.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Mame of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend

eration

required here: ¢ and nan-
governmental actors, especlally
from the private sectos, non-profit
organisations and the population
(especially through eivic
engagement). Due to the diversity off
tasks, resporsibilities, levels af
‘actlon and actars, the provision of
services of general interest today is
more of a network management and
Tempaorary mobile actions: Provide services only IERLVEL faboiin, s T h
regulatory soversign task.
at restricted times (e.g. on-site office), weekly
Development strategles can only be
JRATERES fucktie Thvacles/s suecasshul If eltizens are also
Invalved. However, freedom for
personal responsibility and
experimentation must also be
allowed. This more complex
interplay glves rise to new steering
and moderation requirements for the
public sector.

The government can suppert actions
by ereating & stirmulus for
sustalnable mobility in rural areas.
Increasing aceessibElity: Improving transpart
connections to increase capacity utilisation (e.g.
optimised publie ransport netwarks, demand- PAEE wol r{SREE SEcit
oriented cyele times).
Decentralisation: division into smaller mare
efficient units (with high connection casts) [e.g.
several bio-treatment plants instead of large public and private sector
sewage treatment plants, eftizens' offices
instead of central administration)

Restrueturing/substitution: purpose s achieved

through & new way of fulfilling tasks [e.g. goods
delivery in the interent, individual tax] servies ARl ol pritite 16 elor

instead of public transport service].

Remote work: Work and training structures are

currently being disrupted beeause digitalisation Is  Prowiders of digital netwarls -
supporting this. Some rural regions do not yet  should take greater responsibility

have broadband access.

Dightalisation ean in the attractis af
rural areas. However, the conditions for this
must be established. This is where the private
providers, but alse the public sector, are
d. The expansion of the digital ek
e '"'”f':::"m!"’hﬂ::.m Providers of digital networks -
Bt pupils do not necassarlly miss schoal bue | take greater reapansihifity
social contacts, Social contacts are much maore
Important in rural Breas because people live in
small towns. Contact with the world of work or
with el Is different b peaple live
mich maore dispersed.

regue;
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country rv:;!mlhe Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Here, local reglonal citizens,
Community-based actions are & central associations, cultural or sports lubs
instrument for promoting (deas, projects and the  are particularly active and must fulfil
Predom inenthy 12. Community- community, especially in rural areas. Local and their role together with the
' rural region Moyelbecs detric: SR based action regional networks and cooperations are also very administration (mayor), but it is not
important during the Corona pandemic. They ible without the of
serve to promote community bailding. the local population | participatory
processes)

Here, local reglonal citizens,
assocations, cultural or sports clubs

Community-based actions take place inthe  are particularly active and must fulfil
Tollowlng fields: &g, nature conservation, Sparts, their role together with the

culture, ity gardens, neighbourhood dministration (mayor), but it is not
associations (nelghbourly Ising of food). ible without the imsoly of
the local population | participatory

processes)
Here, local regional citizens,
associations, cultural or sports clubs
People should not talk about It so much as ane partieularly active and must fulfil
become active themselves - help them ta help their role together with the
themselves instead of walting for something  administration (mayor), but it s not
happening. ible without the imsoly of
the local population (participataory
processes)
Here, local reglonal citizens,
Bssociations, cultural or sports clubs
Community-based cultural prajects should be are particularly active and must fulfil
promoted mare. it should be realised that culture el iula t har with the

can identity and cohesi dl
administrati lout it s not
im rural areas: e.g. eultural walk where artists ‘:.‘ Ml:ﬂ:‘mw" snnt of
from the reghon exhibit their work. the local lation {partici

processes)

LEADER projects are generally sultable for
pramoting rural development with smaller
projects. Nevertheless, the barrlers to application
are idered ! d and bur le. it Is
& big effort for applicants, who prefer the
municipalities bacause they have experience in
submitting applications. Private applicants such
&s associations have the most problems and
barriers. This is because smaller private groups
and associations cannot finance the co-financing EU

of funded projects. Mareover, it is not entirely
clear in which year how much money will be

spent in which ragion. Measure: The application
process for LEADER projects should be made

more efficient, less bureavcratie and more low-

threshold, so that smaller/private applicants can
ale T projects, b e
there ks & risk that funding will miss the actual

needs of nral reglons.

Project funding difficule, high administrative
effort: should be simplified, lower-threshald s
application, funding does not meet actual needs,
ather suppart, when apph
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country “P:;::'e Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Actian Actars
i Rural lifestyle is eertalnly still a weak signal, Le.
Germany gl Viogelsherg district Rural village 51. Rural lifestyle  not a trend, otherwise rural reglons would not be
=X struggling with emigration.
Projects such as blosnergy villages attract ity
dwellers: an example village |n the Vogelsberg
district shows that city dwellers have bought up
the properties in the village, even though there is
ne infrastructure (no pub, no shepping facilities).
There is practically no vacaney.
Strengthening the op ds new ldeas
and new peoplefincomers: often the rural
population finds it difficult to accept new
Innevative ideas and alse to weltome the
5 into the ¢ ity
The image of rural |ifstyle is often shaped by eity
people without knowing what rural life s really
like. "Pampered animals, free-range organic
chickens and the small farm idyll" only exist in
isolated eases (n rural areas; in most areas this s
not true. Because (n the countryside it can alse
be very empty. City dwellers have to leam to
cope with this when they move to rural areas.
The image of rural life is falsified and
romant|cised.

If life in the countryside is promoted and city
dwellers buy property in rural areas, there are
also risks, e.g. villages degenerate into
expensive holldey resorts that are vacant for a
longer period of the year and cause problems
with the infra I ). In
addition, population groups may be displaced,
&.g. the Baltic and North Sea coasts In Germany.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Type of the

Country i

‘Germany h:::'::;:' Viogelsherg district

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Rural village

Livelibvood

Action

Retaining or attracting young talent in rural
areas Is a huge challenge but also a significant
opportunity for rural areas. Actions could be e.g.
- Develop an app for potential skilled workers;
- increased public relations work to lobly
politically and generate publicity;

- innovative concepts to address young people
at trade fairs;

- practical vocational orientation, training far
the reglon;

- Str wocational or 1 at
- Involve state governments and create
supraregional matchmaking formats;
- Strengthening the visibility of the diverse job
offers;

Lgh

-another example ks home office location in
Cyprus. [with poal] so that they can attract IT
professionals to the company.

Anather toplc Is organic farming, which can
bring a varlety of employment opportunities to
the reghon (farming, farm shops, fam cafiés,

delivery services, ete.).

Federal state governments,

reglonal
regional development, business
developmernt

Accommodation

The detached house with a garden is certainly
still the mest commen form of accommeodation
in the countryside, and the one most people
want. Other forms of housing, such as the multi-
generation house, are becoming less and less
comman. If they are, they are mare likely to be
in residential projects suitable for the elderly,
but that s also difficult because too few people
live in the countryside.

The need for rental housing for newcomers is
nat yet percelved and the investments for
potential newcemers are not made efther - the
obstacles seem to be too high for the
municipality to Invest capital and wait for
tenants. Housing on stock does not work, but
only when it is economically viable.

publicly subsidised housing also in
rural regions?

Inwvestors?

The rural lifestyle can be assessed posktively
because people know each other and skills,
T and dge are often hed

quickly and unbureaucratically.

Civic engagement, neighbourhood

assistance

Obstacles

Retalning or attracting young talent in rural
areas Is a huge challenge but also a significant
opportunity for rural areas. Actions could be e.g.
- Develop an app for potential skilled workers;
- increased public relations work to lobly
politically and generate publicity;

- innovative concepts to address young people
at trade fairs;

- practical vocational orlentation, training for

the reglon;
- St al ori 1 at sch
- Involve state governments and create
supraregional matchmaking formats;
- Strengthening the visibility of the diverse job
offers;
-A jon throweh higher salaries

Federal state governments,
bl regional marketing
regional developrmaent, businass

development

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Fejér county
regional profile

HUNGARY

Source: P E Agency, C
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric 311
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335 -
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations az2 -
I 223 - Ofive groves B a23 -
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512 -
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. 521
243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699

- Broad-leaved forest
Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyflous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

Glaciers and parpetual snow

= Intand marshes
- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

Salines
Intertidal flats

- Water courses

Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA
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RURALIZATION

20 km

Fejér (NUTS3: HU211)

Fejér county is located in central Hungary, on the
west bank of the river Danube and close to Lake
Balaton. The country includes both fertile plains
and hilly areas. Total area of the country is about
4,400 km2 and the population is about 417,000
inhabitants (2015).
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Demographics Employment
. Employment (1000 persons)
450000 Population by age group o
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Type of the

Country LAk Mame of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
- inantly Rural area close to
Hungary e e Fejér county city [commuting 51. Rural ifestyle migration into rural areas, urban exodus urban inbitants
distanee)
doing art in the countryside newcomer artists
redisoovery of rural Idyll EWOTIERS
ble lifestyle young
Hi Predominantly Fejde d t"“ Eon B Caring for the Actual environmental problem at Velence lake local, regional and national
gary rural reghon ¥ nﬂ ) e emdronment [fish mortality) goverments and eivic organisations
ik abnal adiucation iwduhnnk,khtr::ﬂeru, civic
local nature protection civic organisations, local Inhabitants
Local sctions (eg. garbage collections, tree Socal Inhabitants
Rural area close to
Predomil 3. Benefiting
Hungary e “n:;‘!y Fejér courty city ([commauting ';“m;:n new trend: demand for local food urban inhabitabts, local middle elass
distanee)
Hungaricums in global market [eg. Tokaji, Pick, s
maybe Ezeré [local wine) ) in i
etion fram effects rural inhakbi {rural lifestyle)
Rural area elose to
Predominantly Improving health care and life quality, which
Hungary iwnl agin Fejis county dn:nuwr:lliu 1, Ageing population o e ing health care, health policy
Less job oppurtunities for young people - - those Yo
young people moving a8 bigger city or abroad '
Higher mumber of eldery population health care, health policy
[ S echriain
Rural area elose to
Predominantly Local civil organisations connected with the local Local chvil organisations, local
Hungary rural reghon Exler ¥ dwdtlsulut] i Al Shin )ty buskness actors, to invelve their actions businesses,
Ineries, fanmers, civil
The cooperation ks entensive, there is a lot of - ’ i
programme in ocal level organisations, winemakers, local
MEYors
The tourism Increase the local employement
Generates secondary Income to the families
preservation of architectural and natural herit
Rural area elose to
Predominanthy 5B, Sustainability climate changes, local schools,
Hungary ial gion Fejis county dty:umur:lllr' I Local eco-aducation
Change of attitude - more and more farmers Wi Cer it s Saraiam
using non-chemical, organic agents
protection of envi nature, lands Chvil isations (like Pro Vértes)
Rural area close to
Predominanthy AB. Rural energy local and non-local entrepremeurs
s rural reghon bejer ¥ dwd{humel e cormmunities IeeWRDie: ene Fry (me and sometimes local inhabitants
rules for renewable energy use EOvernment
Rural area elose to
Predominantly self provisioning (local inhabitant in their
Hungary b Fejér county city (commuting 54, Self-sufficlency ng | e ] local inhabitants
e distanes) Eaitleti]
farmers, local inhabitants, urban
local
jproducers o
local inhabitants, urban consumers,
el local producers
¢l d for quality food 5, youth
Rural area close to
Predominantly 53. Search for better
Hungary rural region Fejir county dly;a:::&t’lirg quality of life migration into rural areas urban Inhabitants
sustanable lifstyle youth
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Cauntry

Hungary

Type of the
reglon

Predominantly
rural reglon

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Fejér county

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

local soclal conflicts

Dream Actlon Actors
Rural area close to city
{commuting di ) Livelihood Dolng art local artists, inhabitants
festival, tourism local and non-local visitors
education youth, children, civic organlsations
farming farmers
power of the local community locals, Inhabitants
helping each other locals, inhabitants, civil organisation
power of inclusion locals, newcomers
working possibilities {local or In the dty] entreprises
traditional rural activities (e.g. organic farming,
artisan products, etc.) it
slow food movement CONSUMETS
Accommodation renovation of old bulidings newcomers, youth
protection of rural environment
lat " employers, workers, mechanized
: workplaces
searching for material well-being |s the
meaning of the better quality of life
renovation of old houses, keeping the shape of Inhabi
the settiement foeat
materials fit to the lands local inhabitants, entrepreneurs
Lifestyle sustanbale lifestyel youth middle calss
farmers, local Inhabitants,
protection of rural traditions i
supportive, caring lifestyle local inhabitants
local inhabitants, newcomers, civil
protection of the power of the local x
e oy organisations
environmentally consclous local inhabitants
emvironmental friendly ations mlmn:umchd:
environmetal education youth, schoals
local food consumption farmers, local Inhabitants,
CONSUMETS
local products pti entrepreneurs, local Inhabitants
Obstacles lack of knowledge local inhabitants
ageing population local soclety
globalisation
lack of willngness to pay consumers, local Inhabitants
lack of cooperation local soclety
individualization local soclety
globalization |oal spciety
lack of knowledge local soclety
weak civile soclety clvic soclety
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Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Source: P E Agency, C
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric 311
B 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations az2 -
| 223 - Ofive groves B a23 -
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512 -
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. 521
243 - Land principally cccupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523 -
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 698 -

Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg
county regional profile
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- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyfious vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

= Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and perpatual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

Salines
Intertidal flats

- Water courses

Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
- Estuaries

Sea and ccean
NODATA

Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg (NUTS3: HU323)

Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County is a
predominantly rural area with long agricultural
traditions. Although the county centreis a
flourishing rural town with strong services and
industry, the economy of the county itself can be
characterised by agriculture and food industry,
with rural medium size towns and the villages. The
areas along the borders of Hungary have to face
serious social problems (poverty and population
loss). The transfer of the agricultural enterprises
and small-scale farms and especially the role of
newcomers is interesting in this region.
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Demographics
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Type of the

Couritry i Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors.
s S i Rural area close to 50 Tesmspmrerey of
Hungary R ﬁ‘lyimm.lllt i strengthen the local farmers market farmers, locaks, local authorities
diate Lo A Rural area close to
H ety |cammisti 52. Rural bourism I iyl locals, local g
uRgary region B ¢ lyémm!’ ng rural idyl oeal government;
local infrastructure loeals, local government;
cultural heritage loeals, local government;
local festivals
local values are underestimated by the locals
Rural area close to
Intermediate  Szaboles-Szatmde-
Hungary city (commuting 35, Multi-local living Employment linked to the ity
region Bereg county i )
mtractiveness of the city loeals, loeal government;
locals, local government, authorities,
(gypsies) schools, clvics
2B. Infrastructures,
Rural area clese to i
Intermediate  Szaboles-Szatmdr- accessibility and central government, local
Hung region Bereg county dl"i 2 e conr dness of Ll e govermnment, civic activists
Tegions
central government, local
Sl e Pt government, civic activists
central gavernment, local
Build roads to bypass the settlements A SRR
Rural area close to
It eliat Seaboles-Szatmd central government, local
H commut] 51. Rural le Make rural life attractive
ungary region Bereg county dl'i ) s L] e Eovernment
central gavernment, local
Improve the infrastructure for families i
Fural area close to
diate bals ] 47. Rural business central government, banks,
Hungary S dly;;:r::,ﬂlg g o Make easire the transfer b
Improve agricultural education central government, universities
Support indivdual decisions fammers
Rural area close to
Intermediate  Szaboles-Seatmdr-
Hungary city (commuting 27, Herltage tourism Imprave local attractions locals, lacal govmments
region Beteg county o )
improve connections central government
= Co oo, Rural area close to & Beretith
e : ng from local govemment, central
Hungary ity (commiuti industrial parks
region Bereg county ":I:umei g urbanization P BOvErnment
Improved employment local povernment, entreprenaurs
better services lacal g
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country

Hungary

Type of the
regien

Mame of the region Type of selected area

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Dream Action

Intermediate  Szabolcs-5zatmér-  Rural area close to city Unelihood Improving the Inf {roads & train)

reghon

Bereg county

Actors

national administration

{commuting distance)
Improving the Infrastructure of tourism ‘majors, national adminlstration
i proning toar " local mhtsr:::ﬂa:ﬂushx,
improving conditions to start & Inherlt farms central government
Increaing cooperation among farmers local farmers,
Aex datti develop local tourism facdilities entreprenaurs
Lifestyle presenve rural lifestyle locals, local governments

|oeals, local governments, central

Imporve local services : o
loeals, local governments, central
Integrate minarities (gypsies) : i
making rural lifestyles more ctiy local society central government
Obstacles local minorities local soclety
poverty local soclety
locally less known heritage local soclety
no avallable land central government
lack of small scale food precessing Eentreprenaurs
difficult to reach the market
large scale food retallers are powerful
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Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

West region
regional profile

IRELAND

Source: P E Agency,
i J ine-land. 18

B 111 - Continuous urban tabric B s
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -

Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321

123 - Port areas 322
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Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324

Bl 132 - Dump sites 331

Bl 133 - Construction sites 332

141 - Green urban areas 333

142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE

211 - Non-irigated arable land 335

212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411

213 - Rice fields M«

B 221 - Vineyards 421

| 222 - Fruil trees and berry plantations azz

I 223 - Ofive groves B 423

231 - Pastures B 514

241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512

242 - Complex cultivation patterns B 521

243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522

with signifi areas of natural 523

244

- Agro-forestry areas

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyllous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and parpetual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses

- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons

- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean

- NODATA
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RURALIZATION

50 km

West (NUTS3: IE042)

The West Region consists of 3 counties (Galway,
Mayo, Roscommon Counties) - this region is part
of the Border, Midlands and West Region and
holds one quarter of Ireland’s population and 48%
of the land area of Ireland. It is predominantly a
rural area with a low population density (less than
30 inhabitants per km?). The unemployment rate is
above the national average in the area with a 25%
labour force. Galway is the main urban centre,
where industrial development is based in
multinational companies, employing many
unskilled workers. High level of rural development
and rural regeneration is evident across the 3
counties with strong Local Action Groups
implanting local development policies. Tourism
and service industry is important for Galway and
Mayo in particular, but all three counties have
good economic potential, with key scenic beauty
areas. Galway city also supports a high level of 3rd
level education, with large numbers of youth
attending for education.
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Demographics
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50

44. R work 4,05
12.C ity-based action 4,00
49, Rural hubs 3,86
11. Co-operatives and par hip 3,68
2. Alternative food sy 3,68
25. Food 3,68
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,68
52. Rural i 3,64
46, Rural artisans 3,64
7. Changing gender roles 3,64
27. Heritage tourism 3,59
37. | and cultural heritag 3,55
50, Rural in the social media 3,55
17. Diversification of rural y 3,55
16. Digital y 3,55
53, Search for better quality of life 3,50
9. Circular ec ¥ 3,50
6. Caring for the t 3,45
51, Rural lifestyle 345
48, Rural energy ities 3,45
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,45
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,36
20.e 3,36
3. Benefiting from globalisati 3,32
36. Multifunctional forests 3,21
22.Ed ional farms 3,27
40, Place branding 3,27
60. Transp y of the food sy 3,23
42. Pop-up culture and gig ec 3,23
10. Climate ch 3,18
5. Care services 3,18
19. DIY 3,18
14. Creative ec 3,18
32, Meaning and experience ec ¥ 318
29. Integration of immigrants 3.14
13. C i | devel and rural declii 3,14
21, Ecovillages 3,14
31. Manife ions of new technologi 3,14
54, Self-sufficiency 3,09
24. Food ignty 3,09
23. Food security 3,09
55. Sharing Y 3,09
39, Pandemics and epidemi 3,09
58, Sustainability transition 3,05
45, Resilience 3,05
15. Degrowth 3,05
33, Micro- and small units 3,05
26. g food d 3,05
30, Local paradig 3,00
41, Policy incid and effecti 2,86
59, Technology-i ive farmil 2,86
43, Public goods 2,82
47, Rural business succession 2,82
34. Mig patterns 2,77
38. New governance el 2,77
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and ted of regions - - 2,73
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 2,73
1. Ageing lati 2,68
4. Benefiting from urk 2,50
2,18

35. Multi-local living
m West region All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country “:;:'E Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Predominantly Provision of Digital Hubs and Hot Desks in Rural Gevernment - Local Counclls but also
Iredand R ‘Wiest reglon Rural village 44, Remote work e Coiimunity o
Cancerns around remote working and the need to
retum to offices for job p ngm. i Gowvernment and ODrganisation palicy
i colleagues. A blended g - associated with Remate Working
was highlighted as more appropriate. st 1 i accpsbie:
Promation of Remote Working for smaller towns iulm Mlehl:fl:w huha'l‘:be
Rk ki T'mﬁ:’ ol Lo | R R
i 5 and villages.
Remote working needs te be encouraged and
supported by community groups and
organisations in Ireland to ensure people hav o II anciinl
ditional time ngage In local volu rism
and cormmunity work.
Local authorities and others
Remote working via Digital Hub creation will
nhance Soclal E assoclated with making the correct
enhance Soclal Enterprise TR
Sharing of previously considered female roles
Predominantly T Chargbe pender | ot o achoe) Bk e Reses i |n:1“:*|d-m wmm:um
Ireland ‘West region Rural village . g become mainstream In rural areas to allow TE AW P
rural region roles. ervironment who can encourage
wormen to become more engaged in the wiork-Jifs bak
waorkplace and In agriculture. .
Support for craft industry, which is often female Rel fo e et bodies: Toeal
dominated, but abso highly valuable to rural Jls via policy initiati
development.
Greater engagment in farm diversification and =~ Relevant Govemment bodies, local
the food industry via female e ML, eounclls wia policy initiatives.
Encourage community led Circular Economy via
Predorm ina nthy local social media sites. Make swapping, saving
Tredand rural reglon ‘West region Rural village 9. Circular economy reusing house items more mainstream and Community Groups.
aceessible.
5 rieulturalded bi " Department of Agriculture - national
i iz it and loeal farming groups.
Ensure the avalability of Charity Shops and
electric gaods retum schemes in rural towns and Local authorities,
villages
Predominantly Provision of beoudband il
Ireland o ree ks ‘Wiest reglon Rerote roral area 84, Remaote work P Government-led
Distribute conskstent supports to ensure Government-led & anus on
productive working environmen. employers
Maximise epportunities for women [aeeess ta
ehildcare) and ather professions previousty Gi fed
unable to work outside the home (Le. carers).
Need to address digital poverty [ digial literacy - i 4 Lo Wish Rial
avoid assuming that people 1. have devices and F .
2. know how touse them. ik e
Meed for social outlets [to facilitate human GAA [ community & veluntary
interaction). groups
Predorm iranthy 12. Community-  Better utilise facilities that already exist inmany  Local authorities | com munity
ekt rural regien Wiset tegoh Ramte ricsd arne based action communities .e GAM pitches. Eroups
Provide funding / expertise and then give Local Actions Groups, Implementing
communities freedom to realise goals. Partners
Ask local residerts f eommunities what they Loeal authorities | eom munity
wank. groups [ local businesses
Predominently West 11. Co-operatives  Provide funding and expertise to engage inco-  Local Actions Groups, Implementing
Lkl rural reglen fiiglo Hesion sl e and partrerships ops [ partnerships. Partners

Provide best case examples from other countries
“If you can't see it, you can't be it'.
Policies from the top down need to reflect a will
| desire for co-ops |/ partnerships.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country W:‘::E Mame of the region Type of selected area Selected trend Action Actors
Rural area close to
Felund Predominantly West reglon aty ( e 17. Diwersification of l:n:]di_'llﬂlnl Ifutula lellllt: level of Government Broadband plan/
rural region e rural ¥ on rural b Businesses
rural enterprises have had to adjust practices and Ent "
becorme more Innovative — Lttt
The younger germneration of farmers have seen :
walue in diversifying their farm enterprises. They m":*"“: BRAVCER m:""'"
ean reenergise the sector by providing TR carbnnd el oot
alternatives to traditional enterprises ’
increased digitization can have negative impact Gowernment support to adapt;
on small rural shops- people buying online enterprise offices-branding
Regarding the identity of Rural ireland. Need to Local Authorities; National Rural
resell it to the younger generation. This will halt  Network, Irish Rural Link; Youth
depopulation and intum reduce soclal isoluation agencles
Broadband is one of the most important services
‘to ensure the viability of rural Irealnd. It has a
rade to plan in making the rural economy mone Government led
efficient and will enable greater information
flows and knowledge transfer to rural dwellers
i ﬂuehubmmimmnadhl:gmd
eland Predominantly o 29, Integration of kgrants within rural overthe Local authority- commerical rent and
rural region reion by { bt migrants past decade [e.g. Polish food shops are dearly availability of spaces
SEmnEe] evident in 8 number of rural towns
There is a nead for greater eollaboration b Social Officers and
Immigrants and the local ity h in B officers at local autharity
order to bring about better cultural lewvel
Local agencles-Leader Groups) Local
The immigrant cormmunity need a stronger volee it "
Funding exists to assist the integration, however
the sustainability of such sehemes is key. Thers
Is no point running a project for 2 years and then
Just move on to the next. The sustainability of kil snc L lnz
support programmes will bring about long-term
wvalue
The youth are getting priced out of |ving in rural
Rural area close to areas due to rising property prices. Younger Government led- Planning) housing
Iredand Pnl-al 'IEM;::, ‘West region ety (eammuting s se:lr;: r:lll'e i people, in their 205 and early 30s, due not have  schemes: [ Banks -mortages for first
€ distance) au aecess to the required eapital to buy their swn time buyers

home.

Younger people are keen to live in rural areas
due to a better quality of life and a healthier
Eifestyle and upbringing for their children
Social infrastructure in needed in rural areas to
combat isolation and stress. Such services will
ensure positive mental health within rural
‘communities
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country TV:;::'E Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Predominantly ‘Qualtiy jobs in rural areas, particularly now via
Ireland e Waest reglon Rural village Livelihood R Working Government - local authorities
A The provision of suitable housing in rural areas. Government - private bullding
Adif for youth Is essential. schemes
Ireland's response for youth accommadation
revolved around Detached Houses, but the long-
term unsustainabllity of this model of Fimmming: nestosdty
accommeodation Is guestionable.
Vacant houses or spaces In rural towns and
villages need to be redeveloped as town houses. foc
Greater need for cutdoor activities - thariti
Hfestyie particularily Green and Blue Space. Lac»
Community groups - sports clubs
Inclusion of migrants moving Into rural areas s and government authorities
needed providing Inclusion and diversity
Programmes.
Planning laws p g housing development: Bl Auth
ot e In rural areas and towns and villages ne i
Inclusion of migrants moving Into rural areas. itk i it
targeting rural areas.
Insurance issues resolved to allow
Enhanced outdoor living and recreation needed. . to Green and Blue spaes.
Predominantly CAP payments / GLAS payments geared
Ireland Vel reighon West reglon Remote rural area Livelihood towards farmers as stewards of land - rather EU / Government
than mass producers.
1Ps and LAGS [LEADER programme), Local
Authorities, C ity Groups
Accelerate shift in mindset away from
Accommodation  standalone houses (many currently lie idle in Mutll actor hollistic approach
need of renovation).
Lifestyle Incentlvise entrepreneurial orlentation (food  Government/ IPs and LAGs [LEADER
production [ artisan | agri-food). programeme]
A town-centre flrst approach to
BCCOM dation needs ta be ged in
rural towns and villages - to ensure that Government-led
services are avallable for nearby remaote rural
dwellers.
of Reduce bureaueracy [ red tape around cbtalning Flarming Aithord
= planning permission in rural areas. ne =
Introduce Government Incentives / remt
supparts to make living In remaote rural ireland Government-led

an attrative, more afforable option.
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Country

Ireland

Type of the
region

Predominantly
rural region

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Rural area clese to city Evcibiaad

{commuting distance]

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Action Actors
There s a greater quality of life living in rural
area, as well as more opportunities for a good Local Authority
wiork/life balance
The younger generation see the value of peer-to-
peer g and Itls

important for the youth to lead the youth, rather
than the older generation telling them what to
do. A good exampie of this is the increased
number of unlversity students attending
Students Union events, rather than those ran by
the student services

Regarding dreams around rural employment,
the COVID-19 pandem|c has proved that remote

Youth assembly as proposed in New
Rural Policy/ Local authority could
start a youth ambassador initiative

working is possiblel A new flexible working ﬁ"‘“’“"‘:‘t pot
schedule Is, and will, provide enarmaus mployfery
opportunities far rural socety
In the past, people moved away from rural
areas to ress thelr career, or to increase
Hﬂrimmllnmw, i e g E'"'""":’ ":g“'m“
they do not have ta do this anymare. There are Ehtii
now increased ities
OLd house and own yard elose to a city area
Accommodation seems more aspirational and linked to a metric Soclety

of success we hold to owning a house.
Regarding a desire to not have nelghbours, such
an isolated existence will have a negative
Impact on soclal capital within rural
communities. But the guestion must be asked
that if young people do not want to have
nelghbours close by, is policy listening to such

To address this, there is a need to
empower and embed the value of
community engagement in rural
socety at a younger age.
Comhalrie na nOg Is doing such

neads? How Is community development s ! h‘l’::‘:“s iy an; o
addressing such desires? This is worth "I““ m“m’“‘“" . ':;“""“"
considering moving forward rather than fixating su!_‘”-u;\l' ok

on integrated community development

This group show signs of a simpler life and a Local Authority to ensure quality
desire to have a good quality of life. Seem more  living space; make other types of

Lifestyle consclous of thelr impact on the world in housing attractive; provide
relation to accumulation of "stuff' but also then community spaces to allow
a desire to have thelr own home sustainable living practices
The youth often feel a backlash from the older
generation when they try to volce their concemns
about the environment for example. The clder
generation use the argument that ‘we have  Government) Local authosity) Local
Obstacles better life experience’, but a new and community groups to engage with
Innowative perspective is needed for rural Youth

soclety to flourish and indeed survive. This will
help maintain and attract the youth to rural
areas
Owerall, Local authorities will play a key role in
creating a new rural ireland, that encompasses
sodlal inclusion, remote working and a desirable
place for younger people to live and work. They
need to be proactive, and work closely with
communities to asses thelr individual needs.
Loeal autharities need to ensure that youth
services in particular, are supported and are
able to access funding.
WVarious under d and vulnerable groups
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Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

o
Q

Mid-East region
regional profile &

IRELAND

RURALIZATION

0 25 50 km

Mid-East (NUTS3: IE062)

Source: P E Agency, C a
Mid-East Region consists of 4 counties (Louth,

Bl 111 - Continuous urban fabric 311 - Broad-leaved forest Meath, Kildare and Wicklow). The regions cover
Il 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I 312 - Conifercus focest 9.8% of the total area of the state and holds
B 121 -~ Inchusired o ncmemeccial ndts I 313 - Mied forest roughly 14.5% of the nation’s population (CSO
- 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321 - Natural grasslands . . .

5 ot aea T Miere i haiend Data, 2016). The region has witnessed continuous

124 - Alrports 323 - Sclerophyllous vegatation population growth since the 1960s, primarily due
B 131 - Mineral axtraction sites 324 - Transitional woodland-shrub to its proximity to the Nation’s capital, Dublin.
I 132 - Dump sites 331 - Beaches, dunes, sands Although the region has large urban areas, it has
I 138 - Construchon sites B2 - O rocks mostly a rural landscape, with strong viable

141 - Green urban areas 333 - Sparsely vegetated areas G 5 .

T B iore i R ggrlcultural land. There is strong manufacturing

211 - Nonimigaled arable land 335 - Glaciers and perpelual snaw industry in the region, but also local development

212 - Permanantly irigated land [0 411 - Intand marshes and regeneration in and around tourism, with key

213 - Rice fields Il 412 - Peatbogs attractions around heritage, landscape and stud
B 221 - Vineyards 421 - Salt marshes farming.

222 - Fruil trees and berry plantations 422 - Salines
I 223 - Ofive groves 423 - Intertidal flats

231 - Pastures I 511 - Water courses.

241 - Annual crops associaled with permanen] crops 512 - Water bodies

242 - Complex cullivation patterns 521 - Coaslal lagoons

243 - Land principally cccupied by agriculture, 522 - Estuaries

with signifi areas of natural 523 - Sea and ocean
244 - Agro-foresiry areas 899 - NODATA
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Demographics Employment

Employment (1000 persons)

800 000 Population by age group -

700 000
250

65+ 200 ® Primary
years S ¥er
150
B 15-64 W Secondary
years 100 sector
W Under 50 ITcrtlar\r
15 years ) Sector
0
o

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
2010 2012 7014 2016 2018

600 000
500 000
400 000
300 000
200 000
100 000

Economy

GDP, €/inhabitant
20000
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60000
50000
40 000
30000 f
20000

2000 —IEOG2 —IE

2012 2014 2016 2018

Source: derived from Eurostat data
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50

44, Remote work 4,00
12. G ity-based action 3,69
49. Rural hubs 3,69
7. Changing gender roles 3,69
40. Place branding 3,56
27. Heritage tourism 3,50
53, Search for better quality of life 3,50
25. Food tourism 3,50
57. Sacial enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,50
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,44
16. Digital y 3,44
51, Rural lifestyle 3,44
36. Multifunctional forests 3,38
52. Rural tourism 3,38
33. Micro- and small units 3,38
48, Rural energy cc 3.38
17. Diversification of rural ec Y 3,31
46. Rural artisans il
56. Smart solutions in rural space 331
50. Rural in the social media 331
14. Creative y 3,25
20. e-commerce 3:25
22. Educational farms 3,19
9. Circular 3,06

29, Integration of igra 3,06
58. Sustainability transition 3,06
45. Resilience 3,06
18. Diversification/sp of farms 3,06
13. Counteracting unequal development and rural decline 3,00
6. Caring for the ir it 2,94
5. Care services 2,94
32. Meaning and experience ec ¥ 2,54
23. Food security 2,94
11, Co-operatives and par hip 2,88
15. Degrowth 2,88
54, Self-sufficiency 2,88
43, Public goods 2,88
34. Migration patterns n 2,88
10. Climate ct 2,88
60. Transp y of the food . 2,81
41, Policy incidence and effectiveness 2,81
31. Manif i of new technologi 2,81
19.DIY r t el
55. Sharing economy Zad
24, Food sovereignty 2,15
30. Local paradigi 2,69
28, Infrastructures, accessibility and connected of reg 2,69
38. New g e model. 2,69
47. Rural busi su 2,69
59, Technology-i ive farming 2,63
4. Benefiting from urbanisati 2,63
3. Benefiting from globalisati 2,63
2, Alternative food sy 2,56
42. Pop-up culture and gig ec y 2,56
21. Ecovillages 2,50
39, Pandemics and epidemi - - - - 2,50
26. Growing food d d 2,44
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 2,38
1. Ageing popul 2,31
35. Multi-local living Leded

B Mid-East region All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country Tw:;:"e Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Intermediate Need services around it - for lunch, for people to
Iredand e Mid-East region Rural willage &9, Rural hubs to faclints e Loca| authorities
Invalve rural stakehalders in the ereation of rueal  Community groups, young peopbe,
Ihubs - 'what do you want from your local hub?' local employers
Idea of working in rural hubs needs to be
promoted as there are obvious sdvantages
associated with it sueh as reduced commuting Government-led
time, time to play sports .. GAA and to get.
imolved in community work Le. Tidy Towns.
Consider the possibility of transforming existing Lacal ]
facilites In ruml villages Into rural hubs, rather m""“““‘"”r:"l -
than always bullding new facilities.
Government-led to Inspire /
Assess the lal fior mulil- rural hubs tivate but alse to i
i.e. commercial kitchen [ space for arts and  the possibilities for what a rured hub
crafts for evening classes. can be (more than just wifl, a desk
and chair)
Oarify how employers will contribute to rural Relevant Gov. department policy
hhubs - initially and as time goes on. and onus on employers
Pramote value of social media presence to rural
Intermediate 50. Rural inthe  SMEs - in order to sell their goods [services and
Iredand region Mid-East reglon Rural willage AR R a5 & means of communicating inf for about Social Enterpries, local authorities
their business.
Promote value of sorial media presence to
farmers - as a lot of their work has moved online Aot EHEEFF::';L'!' il
Le. grant applications f herd numbs
Must have an awareness of digital poverty J/
digital literacy - avoid assuming that customers | D::::T[::;ﬁlm mgl,ﬂl';::u
community know how to use social media.
' i Commerical model used o eontract out social
Iredand ) Mid-East region Rural village B y wiork is an issue (current focus on KPls and  Rewview by relevant Gov. department
region and entreprensurs
Reparting).
Measure performance against different
iy VR Rk Tt bt ol e "LM:"' "'"Imr'“‘

caring sector (example of New Zealand).
Social enterprises must remaln true to ideals &
svoid purusing opportunities for money {even in Social enterprises themselves
tough Covid-19 times).
Soclal enterprises must have internal strategic
facus and plan multi-annually [years ahead] to Social enterprises themselves
try and guarantes future revenue SIreams.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country “P:;::* Mame of the region Type of selected area Selected trend Action Actors
There is a huge emphasis on the value and
benefits or remote working for rural society
Intermediate within new Irish government policy. This palicy  GOVernment- Mew Rural Policy-
i) ragion He-Eost repion. S femine niat e SN Ar ot waris S et ot gttal e ok Needs financial backing
wiorking spaces within rural villages and towns
throughout ireland
The COVID-19 has made remate working
possible. Rural soclety has had mo other choice
but to embrace it in recent months, and now the Sochety-Cultural shift
opportunities for this method of werking are
endless.
Working from home, dogs not have bo mean
warking from one’s actual home. Remote travel  Local Autherity) community groups-
allows people to travel, within a country as well standard of facilities
a5 abroad whilst working
Remote working allows flexible working hours, Employeres/ "grow remote™
resulting in a greater work life balance organisatien
In relation to career progression, remote
reworking allows people to climb the ladder
within an organisation without having to move to Employers
an urban area to do so. This will help bridge the
perceived urban-rural divide
Remate working can help prevent the outward
migration of younger people from rural
jith i d funding in rural Government Led
aress, particularly in relation to better
lbroadband, is needed to help retain the youth
Remate working doesn’t sult everyone, however.
Mot everyane has same level of skills, capacity. G R T
It s also cifficult to set houndaries, and switch So¥erament legislation/ Education-
off from work e
Owerall, A strategie approach is
needed to develop sustainable
digital hubs within rural
communities. There is no paint just
developing a hub, if there are not.
supported in the long-term
Intermediate 53. Search for better There is a greater appreciation of rural life since
reland i Mid-East region  Remate rural area quality of life the 14 Seral R Sod ety
Semvices to support rural sochety must ensure
that it covers the entire lifecycle. Supporting the G Led- key les-mukti
obder generation Is just as Important as the sectoral approach
younger generation
Increased mental health support services are B
uired to miti the tive effects of &
S althdn raral L Key AGencies and Youth suppaort
lbring about a greater quality of life. o
1t is worth considering that one does not have o
live in the one place the whole year around.
Ireland m:::‘“ Mid-East region  Remote rural area 35, Multi-local Bving v;ﬁﬂrﬂil:ﬁ;mlx:o::iﬁ:ﬂ Saden)/, ET "‘7"""::"r el
the year. Potential to balance life around having
the best of both warlds

Digital nomads are becoming more prevalent.

“This 7ol N i Berig e i [ g Hhat e it | | ey Ll Aoty ookl

iy, tha s B anterprise offices
A rural revolution i regquired to shift soclety’s  Soclety/ Employers/Paliey makers)
inds, ds multi-level g, There isa Local authorities /Educational
need to think outside the box organisations

Autonomols vehicles are the future, This future
is closer than we think! The smart phones we  innovators/ societyfLocal Enterprise
have today would have been almost unthinkable Offices
only 10 years age, so watch this space
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Type of the

Country S Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Intermediate Supports for people wanting to pursue Department of Rural and
Ireland IMid-East reglon Rural vill Livel ibood
# reghon e wieee entrepreneurial activities in their localitl [« ity Devel Tt
Provide online courses for people working In
agricufture, at accessible times - particularty for Social enterprises
waomen (who have many other responsibilities).
There is a role for universities to partner with
villages - to bring careers to villages rather than Universities, ITs, schools and
you going looking (and leaving your village) for communities
a career elsewhere,
Adopt town-centre approach - need to upgrade
. dirrelect houses in town / village centres (to Local .
AR reduce need for cars and to sustain services in i e
rural villages).
Promaote |iving In rural areas - Covid-19 has
Lifestyle shone a light on what you can do within your ‘Government, county counclls
Skm.
Need to reduce rates in villages - where footfall T
Oostactes Is lower than busler locations. pollcy
Reduce acy around iplanniny
permission in rural villages [particularly for
children of farmers who want to live in the Pleming Aisfwittes
area).
Sewerage systems sited as an obstacle to hardt
upgrading houses in town centres. L
Poor access [ transport Infrastructure Le. no rall
S : Government-led
Education f access to education - In order to
what wyour dream job,
what skills are required etc. (Cowid-19 has ek e et
Impacted on this).
The traditional 40 hour working week is in
transition. There are more people engaging in
1 = work they are personally interested in outside Employers/ Gowernment-
Ireland reglon Mid-East region Remote rural area Livelihood of their normal day to day job such as part time Broadband: Social enterprises:
farming and artists. Such dual careers are Diversity
becoming more prevalent. This will help bring
about & greater worlk,life balance
Rural living Is more relevant at different stages
one one's life course [e.g. better quality of living Local Authority, Employers
raising a family)/ bob Progression
Regarding the increased level of interest
amongst the younger generation’s towards
living in rural areas, there Is no polnt in having
an influx of new people to rural communities Government Led-Local Authority
Accommodation ;s in on off housing. Whilst this appears to and Campaigns
be what they want, there needs to be a sales
pitch as to why this approach/desire is a not
good
Owning your own detached house appears to be o
a status symbol, almost like a badge of honour o
There are huge changes in society generation  Edcuational organisations/ Global
Lifestyle after generation to the future is difficult to organisations {climate)/
predict ‘Governiment
There are contradictory desires amongst the Community G Yotk ’
youth, they want to be far away from thelr Local authority to engage ¥
dghb but yet they want a soclal life
Government Led-Local Authority
Dbstacles Soclety o Pelp s
Braodband Government Led: Community Action

Education and Awareness
Land) housing/ renting/ multi-functional spaces  Gowernment: soclety: Education
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Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Source: P E Agency, C
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric 311
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335 -
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations az2 -
I 223 - Ofive groves B a23 -
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512 -
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. 521
243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699

Cosenza province
regional profile

ITALY

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyflous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

Glaciers and parpetual snow

= Intand marshes
- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

Salines
Intertidal flats

- Water courses

Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA
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Cosenza (NUTS3: ITF61)

Cosenza Province is an intermediate region with
about 690,000 inhabitants, located in Calabria
(NUTSZ2) a southern region of Italy. The population
density is about 102 inhabitants per km? It is
characterized by diverse farming systems (in the
plains and on the mountains). With regard to the
agricultural sector, the companies operating in this
sector represent 18.3% of all the enterprises of
the province and about 37% of the Calabrian
agricultural enterprises. In recent years there have
been diverse young farmers (successors and new
entrants) implementing innovative activities in
their farms like enhancing traditional products,
agricultural diversification or organic farming.
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Demographics

Employment

Employment (1000 persons)
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Rating of the trends
3,50 4,00 4,50 5,00

1,50 200 250 3,00

0,00 0,50 1,00
6. Caring for the envir 4,73
25. Food i 4,59
23, Food security 4,55
22.Ed ional farms 4,55
2.Al ive food syst 4,50
53. Search for better quality of life 4,50
9. Circular Y 4,50
11. Co-operatives and par hif 4,48
24, Food gnty 4,45
37.p 1 and cul I heri 4,41
52, Rural i 4,41
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 441
5. Care services 441
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 4,36
27. Heritag i 4,36
60. Transpa y of the food syst 4,32
46, Rural artisans 4,32
32. Meaning and experience ec 4,30
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 4,27
20. e- e 4,27
45. Resilience 4,23
12. Community-based action 4,23
38. New governance model 4,23
58. Sustainability transition 4,23
29. Integration of i gr 4,23
30. Local paradig 4,23
21. Ecovillages 4,18
16. Digital economy 4,14
41. Policy incidence and effectiveness 4,14
17. Diversification of rural 4,14
40. Place branding — 4,14
43. Public goods 4,14
50. Rural in the social media 4,14
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of regions 4,09
47. Rural business succession 4,09
13. G ing unequal devels and rural decli 4,09
14, Creative ¥ 4,09
49. Rural hubs — 4,09
7. Changing gender roles 4,09
56. Smart solutions in rural space 4,05
33. Micro- and small units 4,00
51. Rural lifestyle 3,95
36. Multifunctional forests 3,95
31. of new tech g 3,95
54. Self-sufficiency 3,95
48. Rural energy ities 391
a4, work 3,86
26. Growing food 3,86
10. Climate change 3,73
35. Multi-local living 3,68
55. Sharing ¥ 3,62
42, Pop-up culture and gig economy 3,55
34, Migration 3,50
4. Benefiting from urt i 3,38
39, Pandemics and epidemics 3,36
3. Benefiting from globalisation 336
15, Degrowth 336
19, DIY 3,27
59, Technology-i ive f; i 3,14
1. Ageing lati - 3,05

m Cosenza province All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country “pr:gidmm Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Intermediate 11. Co-operatives LG, farmers, Municipalities,
Itaky i Cosenza province  Remote rural area o e e Creation of Food district reh Centres/U ithes
Dissemination actlons/ create spaces for public
diseussion [ public assemblies on the new farmers, Local action groups,
potentialities in rural areas (le. Agricultural Research Centers, Munleipalities
multifunctionality )
Mare integrated territorial policies; L.e. all the
actions at local level have to be integrated ina
municipality plan; different strategies promoted
by different policies have to be integrated - as in Thead 1 55 matiowiat
the case of LAG strategles and the Territorial re:lnu 5 ¢ =
Strategies promoted by SMAI (National
Strategies for Inner Areas) . This action will allow
more synerghes among all the partnerships
operating In the same territorial level
Territorial Anlmation Municipalitbes, LAG, Community
cooperatives
Promotion of eommunity cooperatives loeal Inhabitants, farmers
More focus on the potentialities of diversification
[multifunctional agricultural in the programs universities/central
adopted by schools and universities; adoption of governement/schools
imnow ative teaching forms
Ialy i Cosenza provi rural area e economic incentives to educational farms e i i By
region farms Eovernment
Prometion of educational farms networks. The
experience of the netwerk "Fattorie aperte” In
the Sl Mountains has shaws the profitablilyy  /2F™MerS: LAG, reglonal govemement
effects of this kinf of networks.
schools, Calabrian Regional Agency
creation of educational gardens in the schoals  for the development of agriculture
[ARSAL), farmers organisations
miore cooperation among farmers, schoods and ' e of
Provineial Health Care Senvice Autharity to £ 4
RN ek schoals, Provinclal Health Care
jects/ g Service Authority , university
it Tood edducesionl pYcects. ncliaing | | oo or crounenkion of farmeens,
“zer0 food miles™ school canteen Achoets, PR Ant eatth Chre
Service Authority [ASP)
training on new competencies needed in the mm'l" Reyieml Ageney for
educatianal farms (ie tutar for ehildrens) AppoEt I “'.:'m“" IAI=AL,
‘training on new competencies needed in the I‘.‘nllhdllnllnﬁwllqz::fu
educatianal farms (e tutor for childrens) Sppors ! ageic e [ANSAC]
farmers
Intermediate 32. Meaning and support the establishment of new restaurants  regional and national govemement,
kaly region POVince G HE Dl e Xioe EKpEriEnce SCOMmY and new forms of tourlst reception CAP; local actors

support the promation of cultural seness

economic support to enhance cultural heritage

lonal and national gover
loeal actors
reglonal and national governement;
local actors
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country r”r:;'mu'e Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actars
Intermediate " 6. Caring for the Clwic and anvi I fally  Local o ities as aof
by region ity Mupe emvironment for chidren and young generation citizens; local authorities
Landscapes protection and territories i
maintenance through defence of local products ﬁm.““::: e “:nl. B
and crops (family faming)
Integrated waste management through networks
of municipalities; incentives for citizens and
businesses; enhancing of existing circular DASEPRI ol e TIDRE
economy practices
Programming support strategies for ofrganic
production (existing organic production
certification, increase of organic EOver p
productivity, making guardian farmers to associations, farmers associations,
emerge) through territorial food chain contracts farmers
with farmers that ensure them a guaranteed
Fnimium price.
Enhancing sustainable tousism through: training
Innovative professional figures [as for example
institutional actors, territorial actors,
agri-hosting); setting up a system of quality
jproducts (blodiversity, PDO, PGI); raising reglonal
reputation (territorial marketing) communicating
It adequately
on of ¥ senilces dto  local inhabitamnts, park
protected areas (parks, Mature 2000 aneas) bodies of pr d
BrEss
Research centers specialised In farm
suppart and field experimentations
e Rediscovery, study, sel el e |as, for ple, CREA, ARSAC);
Raly ragion Cosents provinoe Rural village 25, Food tourism of local varieties and seeds; of food  Innovathon centers; food neteark
«chains on specific local products actors (restaurants, agritourisms,
farmers, processors, citizens,
CONSUMErs).
Creation of tourist routes enhancing territorial
I‘demille-s by ke g thon of HJFH,H* etV Research centers, food chain actors
of crops, of familly
farming, small processing laboratories)
Encouraging aggregation and forms of gruhi::::::ln:u“rﬂh?u:
collaboration between food chain actors and local
it associations (social, cultural, youth,
il b tourism) already locally working
Theoretical-practical training of "hosting”
professional figures; impr of the abiliny
to collaborate among different firms and farms;  Universities, research and training
identification and recognition of firms able to centers, firms,
aggregate on shared missions and to encourage
innovative forms of cooperation
Enhancement of skills and competenties through fa s, sadal ncter:
b otk hew, knowledge and best “"-“’-um
practices among actors, territories, firms, farms
Intermediate Creation of local food networks and short food farmers, small processors and
k=l reglon Foasvcaovince SR Akl vl gE SR 8 Epod se e e ke T i distributors, ¢ , cltlzens
Involving and making consumers aware on food consumers organizations and
T and food pr assoclathens

Promotin access of low-income social strata to
fresh, quality and organic food locally grown farmers, smaller distributors, bocal
(also food that often remains unsold) and shops
processed
Promoting transparency and traceability in food
chains with reference to raw raterials
provenance (using Innovative food labels such as
QR code).

Food chains actors
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Action

Encourage separate waste collection in small
willages, espacially the arganic fraction, to be
used for the production of compost in favor of
local farms
Cultural action, which is the basis of everything
in small villages, using the intemet
Dissemination action to make the inhabitants of
rural areas understand the importance and
benefits of the cireular economy that could
became the country's own econormy

Harvesting of pruning biomass to set up small
biomass power plants for the villages

Reconstitution of the infrastructures of the
mountain areas for the collection of raimwater, of
which the territory is rich. To ensure that even in

areas &t 1200 maters, where there ame no

aquedects, it is passible to irrgate (emengency
irrigation)
landscape action, faithfully preserve the
architectural state of the villages

Actors

local farms, local inhabitans

Young residents

loeal inhabitants, young people,

professionals, local administrations

local inhabitants, young people,

professionals, local administrations,

the world of research

Farmers, various operational and
planning territorial stakeholders

Local administrations, Regional

certification on seeds wsed in crops, biological

and chemical control of water, small farms will

have a strategic role, cooperation {supply chain

contracts, netwarks of farms) therefore not in
the perspective of a niche product

promote a culture of local products through
typical brands of traditional and lncal products

be sure of what we eat. More than a specific
certification on individual products, a general
certiflcation on the material used which must be
local, the carban foatprint, therefore with the
aim of identifying a territory through the
certification of products that would also benefit
tourism eg. experiential tourism
ereation of & basket of Calabrian products with a
single brand, 10 products for each territory /
Leader local action group (LAG), certificat

networks of farms, universities,
research institutions

restauranis, agritourisms, shops,
Iocal inhabitants, municipal
administrations

Agronomy and forestry experts, chvil
soclety, municipal administrations

Loca action groups , Regional
trathon

products such as cedar
direct information and training to agricultural
ek

and mot just food security

Leader local action groups , Calabrian

Reglonal Agency for support in
agriculture (Arsac), agronomists,
farmers

Country T“:;:he Mame of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend
Itaky el e Cosenza province Rural village 9. Circular
Italy T Cosenza province Rural village 23. Foad security
Intermediate 53. Search for better
Ialy i Cosenza province Rural village quality of life

encourage econamic activities within the
barough (in italian: borghi)

digltalization

promote green bullding to renovate the existing
built patrimony
offer of services and infrastructures eg. open
spaces
rural villages to use for wintering
tax free areas throughout Europe
create areas where both work and vacation are
comiortable, for long and short periods
Promote “paesi albergo® In english "dispersed
hotel" or "scattered hotel”; itis a hotel that is

not In a single block, but converted out of various

historic bulldings ina small

Local administrations, more
sensitive citlzens
Local administrations, mare
sensitive citizens
Local adminkstrations, more
sensitive citlzens
Local administrations, mare
sensitive citizens
mass media
EU, Single member states
Local administrations, mare
sensitive citizens

Local administrations, citizens'
assoclations
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the

Courttry T Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Actian Actors
Rural area close to
Intermediate 11. Co-operativ gration Training, | tian, Netwarking "
el reglon = dl‘l‘j ) e and partnerships  advice for small farms as a knowledge system BCoRIN 2L
Increase the administrative competences of the
ional officers id the promotion of
different partenarships in the same territory by Regional Governement
the Rural Development Plan (RDP) and ather
palicies
support Integrated projects. Loeal Action Groups
Creation of & sustainble agricultural supply chain
wich includes also multifunctional activities i L s
Orgenize a different market based on short
i Farmer arganizations
Tralning and whing (b jes ol Entrepreneurs and medium-sized
different sizes) companies
Solidarity Purchasing Groups suppart the
Solidarity Purchasing Groups (in
organisation of small food producers to compete ialian:Gruppl di "_-.mSothII-
with bigger players and promate community GAs)
bullding
Reform third sector Government
Rural area close to
Itaky = Cosenza provinge  city [commauting I Cmathn artistie residencies in the farms Farmers
region ecanamy
distanes)
popular festivals, events linked to the agriculture
production cycle eg. harvesting season) FRITAETE
profmote cultural festivals, theatre, language Acti
museum |eg. Dialetics museuwm) s e
App to disseminate territorial cultures Local Muthorities
networking of experlences to enhance thelr
econarm e potential (taurism, emdranment, ete.) Msecl:r. moduﬂllunm. e
nat for events but for a long period of time
i Solidarity Purchasing Groups (in
Farmers' market as a space for eulture (musie, alien:Grupgi di ks Slldall:
cooking, ete.). E“'m}
Rural area elose ta
Intermediate 29, integration of  awareness raising on migrants conditions and
Ialy ragion Cosenza province dh;wmullilg migrants e territorial community
migrants inclusion starting with citizenship rights national government
promote mixed cooperatives among migrants
and itallans wage
migration integration paths not only at wark o itles. Chureh
{enhancement of exlsting experiences) s pttons

simplifying bureaucracy (related to migrants) govemnment and local authorities
Market regulation allowing sustainability of the

| Eu and national govemment
Solidarity Purchasing Groups (in
Solidarity Purchasing Groups supgort migrants in
i bussiness (e sing food) Italian:G ruppi ::G?imswdall-
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country

Italy

Type of the
reglon
Intermediate
reglon

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Cosenza provinge

Remate rural area

Dream Action Actors
Livelihood Promote diversification in agriculture LAG, farmers, farmers organisations
create naturalistic [/ tourist routes LAG, entrepreneurs
promote new tourist accommodation models
{"Albergo diffuso” - see
Ittps:/ furww tandfonline.com/dol,/full /10. 1080/
13683500.2017.1367763 Pcasa_token=wSeKYSS
o local authorities, regional
mmm;ﬂmuxuyﬁ_svmpu e
tiNYy_dkoobaWs_KAkatBROBMTOa0N gV ObySr
nchHLUgnvuMdBeg) , scattered tourist residence
. BEB)
Restore/re-use the public real estate assets for e g
soclal activities/by soclal association e i
Ralse awareness among young pecple about the
prospects of agriculture (2lse More focus on the
patentialities of diversification /multifunctional ““"r‘:al't“‘“"“ Tor suppeat in
agricultural in the programs adopted by schools Agrien L::iluersl b %
and universities; adoption of innovative ty
teaching forms )
Regional Agency for support in
Animation activities to create a positive agriculture| Arsac), LAG,
imagery about rural areas; unlversity/research centre, local
autharities
creation of community cooperatives citlzensflocal authorities
promote joint actions at municipal [ supra-
local authoritl
municipal level ikl
laboratories for high schools students . The alm
is to link territorlal vocations to the Interests of . o2l partnerships, schoals,
entreprenueurial organisations
students.
census of public and private land to made
lands available for youths and people interested municipalities
In starting mew farms.
facilitate access to land with training activities
AE o o Mmce i Nemranct by, Recal ) [ Eicuot Agency o wippart o
Development plan or National strategy for Inner agriculbare| Aree]; regloral
governement, LAG
Areas
Promote a project: "Go to job" , a network of
territorial |aboratories to support young people
in setting up enterprises in the local
"traditional" sectors. The project could be direct
to 30 young people and foreseen training
activities and an economle incentive to set up LAG, local partnerships, youths
their business idea. The sectors could be: agro-
food chain; artistic craftsmanship; sustainable
‘tourism and start ups . It should be financed by
Rural Development plan or National strategy for
Inner Areas
Accommodation ensure the presence of good schoals natlonal government
create territorial health care service center in jonal
rural areas [which are very few) g Ent
natlonal, reglonal government, local
Internat avallabl
i autharities
sustainable mobility - increase the availability
of local public transports to ameliorate the regional governement; association
mobility and create an interchange area also among local municipalities
with soft mobility (Boypcles)
Create an app of "info mobility” where all the regional government and
Iinformations on public transports are easily assoclation among loeal
accessible municialities
creation of community cooperative that allows
a soclal/civic engagement of young people also
Lkatyte in promoting environmental activities, cultural [Fang peotlc Aeak mias dpalil
activities
Oltache Iinnovate training courses (lack of information

SRR ) high sehools and university
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Italy

Type of the
reghon

Intermediate
reghon

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors

Cosenza province

Strengthening of basic services (health, school);
creation of Infrastructures suiftable for new Local, reglonal and national public
Rural village Livelthood forms of work [for example smartworking) and Institutions; private sector
related services |digitalization).

attracti for p living
in rural areas through creation of soclal services private entrepremeurs, local
connected to life-work relationship (cultural,  authorities, stakeholders, proactive
environmental, person-centred care semnvices civil soclety, active citizenship

wiork-life for 1]
I.‘.nnpcrn’ti:;:ﬂ;:::: municipalities in small municipalities networks.
Bring out opportunities arising from the Stakeholders [acconding to thelr
lity of role}
of agr | and extra
g IACE K S AR Oy local government, networks of
of awelcoming environment by promotion of R
i ative services d to

(agri-kindergarten, agri-wellbeing).
Sharing of life experiences as a stimulus to local Inhabitants who have already
attractiveness made the choice to stay
Leader local action groups [LAGs),

te busi Incubators and entre urial
i FFH £ e assoclations, professional experts

development in the territory, eg. artisanal type on the sibj
exploft the forest resowrces of the territory for  Leader local action groups [LAGs),
on-site transformation associations, experts in the field
Reglonal Administration,
Innowative technigques and ideas Department of
speeding up decision-making times for the Reglonal Adminlstration,
Regional Administration Department of Agriculture

enhance agriculture as a significant sector,

make it clear to young people that even in small ooy, Jocd E [LAa),

ith the: successful entreprenaurs as
» testimenials and in order to transfer
entrepreneurial ideas and new Ideas, things can ek i
be done

training to craft activities of which the villages

v s rad bl e g bt Traesster ot | || o foenl meslon grecps {l ]y

these skills as an added value also for i
R entrepreneurs for knowledge
Create such as far

storytellers for those who visit the area

Census, acquisition and upgrading of villages"
real estate and land assets (public abandoned

Accommodation land) to be made available for young

newcomers|per esemplo mettendo a

disposizione case)

Fostering environmentally friendly bulldings in
specific natural areas as sustainable formula to young people, municipalities,

mundcipalities, local institutions,
land banks, private individuals

make young people’s dreams come true [as, for innowators in construction
example, the dream to live in an house with companies
garden].

Meed to create the social conditions of living Fimic il Btes, ol e tons,

private individuals
Enhancing local excellences as a means to Citizens, social and economic
culturally value local villages actors, local administrations

acthon on infrastructures coordinated with
means of transport. Internal areas not
conmectzd. Create a road Infr that adm s at different levels
shortens the distance bevween inland areas and
clties
promote sustainable mobility, sharing of means ek at differant levels
of transport
services to the citizens, especially healthcare
which is totally lacking
internet network with fiber throughout Calabria  administrators at different levels
make rural areas more liveable (services, admink at different levels
transport; internet)
understand why kids want to go to town.
internet, fiber, connections, free travel cards for  adminkstrators at different levels
young pecple
cultural action, to get young people out of the
"village culture", not to be confused with young people, mass media, school
tradition, which Instead must be valued
overcome the generation gap: there Is a new
Eeneration that believes in the future of
agricultural areas after over thirty years of
assistentalist thinking
schood reform, there Is no cholee In shudies, use
of distance education even beyond the administrators at different levels

administrators at different levels

young people, mass media, school

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country 1":::‘“ Mame of the region Type ofselectedarea  Dream Action Actors
Equipping and making sultabl door areas for
Lifestyle ot st m Ipalities, reglonal autharities.
Transforming peacefulness and quietness imto  |ocal politides, citizens, social and
Identity-based resource and strength for slow economic actors, local
tourtsm development administrations
Reglonal film commission,
Telling and and places eI s who it the
messages
Reglon, administrators at different
eqip L Aeeltics lewels, entrepreneurs
areas for the little ones, children, In the small
villages there are no nursery schoals. Outbds Reglon, adm s at different
schools, educational farms to favour contact lewels, entreprensurs
with mature and animals.
city services even In small towns, albeit in
reduced form: theaters, sports flelds, cultural municipal administrators
centers
strengthening of sporting and cultural
structures, sometimes absent. Concile lifestyle  Reglon, Leader Local Action Groups
and creation of economy, eg. rural tourksm. [LAGs), associations
Structures for sports and rural tourlsm
strengthen the measures of the LAGs in the field
of culture and sport Elli Beglon
Leader Local Action Groups {LAGS),
strengthening and creation of country routes ST local admink
Contrasting the precarity of work through Loeal,
reglonal and national public
Obstacles proactive employment policies to encourage IisHitutioes; peivabe sector
young people to stay
Establishment of an appropriate soclal context Private actors, entrepreneurs,
for lhving: bringing services closer to citizens  stakeholders, proactive role of civil
through the creation of proximity services soclety, active citizenship
To make local places liveable for inhabitamts in
order to become welcoming; Increase .
awareness of the cultural and environmental Inhahlt:nr:;l‘:a::" P e
value of the place; tralning in hospitality
capachty
Community projects, open to those who arrive
and intend to contribute, aimed at soclal
Innovation (identification of problems, local inhabitants
expression of needs, experimentation of
solutions, contribution to policies)
Intermediate Rural area close to city enhance business opportunities related to Eu, national g glonal
ol reghon Epser poond nos {commuting distance] tnelhoad protected areas and local autharities
support for training on self-employment Local authorities
promote training that includes civic education
and s not only technical university and school
incentives to youths for traveling and excha NN Fecpls TR ol
£ mm: NE ANCEXCTANEE o dministration, EU, universities,
ko schaols
Infrastructursl endowments must be putintos o ey and local Institutions
system
transversal training (not only technical) and training agencies and employment
linked to the local area to exploit opportunities centres
alternating school-work school and private companles
promote cultural activities and services for
datl local ‘to attract new population local authority
favoid de- 1
active cltizenship and social capital growth
Lif e citizens, schools and local autl
e (particpation) horty
clvic education schools
commaon goods regulation [activism for
local latl
recovery of common spaces and goods) sl
Obstacles create community networks citizens
basic income natlonal government
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Source: P E Agency, C
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric 311
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations azz
I 223 - Ofive groves 423
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. 521
243 - Land principally cccupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699

Metropolitan City of
Tourin regional profile

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

L)
-

ITALY

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyflous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and perpatual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses

- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons

- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean

- NODATA

RURALIZATION

10 20 km

Turin (NUTS3: ITC11)

The former Turin Province is an urban region with
more than 2 million inhabitants, located in
Piedmont (NUTS2), a northern region of Italy.The
population density is about 326 Inhabitants per
km?. It is an area with a well-developed regional
innovation system. It has an industrial tradition,
especially related to the car industry.Recently, also
the service sector and the agro-industry
developed well. In the last years, the development
of urban food planning systems and urban
agriculture activities significantly increased in the
city of Turin. Different experiences of alternative
food systems (AFSs) are taking place in the
Metropolitan Area. All these activities may
support rural regeneration. The presence of
asylum seekers and refugees in the mountain
areas and in the valleys of the area, as highlighted
by several research, could be also an opportunities
for rural regeneration.

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Demographics Employment

Employment (1000 persons)

2 500 000 Population by age group 1200
2 000 000 1000
[ 65+ 3
200 m Primary sector
1500 000 years ry
600
1 000 000 B 15-64 W Secondary
years 400 sector
500000 = Under u Tertiary sector
200
15years
0
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 &
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
Economy Farming
GDP, €/inhabitant Number of farms
40000 (NUTS2: Piemonte)
80000

70000
e e

50000

20000 40000
30000

10000 20000
—[TC11 —_IT Hlaie

a

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2007 2010 2012 2016

Farming

Number of farms by size (UAA/farm), 2016
({NUTS2: Plamonta)
25000
20000

15 000

10 000

. HE § =

LTS5 ha 59 1019 20-29 3049 5099 GE 100

Source: derived from Eurostat data
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

000 o050 100 150 200 250 300 3,50 400 450 5,00

12. Community-based action 4,38
6. Caring for the envi ent 4,38
37. Natural and cultural heritage 4,38
9. Circular economy 4,29
17. Diversification of rural economy 4,20
27. Heritage i - 4,14
5. Care services 4,10
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 4,10
36. Multifunctional forests 4,10
53, Search for better quality of life 4,05
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 4,05
52. Rural i 4,00
25. Food is 4,00
13. Counteracting unequal development and rural decline 3,95
49, Rural hubs 385
33. Micro- and small units 3,95
2. Alternative food systi 3,90
46. Rural artisans 3,90
29, Integration of immigrants 3,90
16. Digital ¥ 3,86
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,86
58. bility d 3,86
60. T P y of the food sy 3,86
32. Meaning and experience economy 3,85
22, Educational farms 3,81
30. Local paradigm 3,81
45, Resilience 381
7. Changing gender roles 3,81
41. Policy incid and effecti 3,80
21. Ecovillages 37N
44. R work — 3,67
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,67
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,67
48, Rural energy ities 3,67
50. Rural in the social media 3,67
14. Creative economy 3,67
40. Place branding 3,65
51. Rural lifestyle 3,62
15. Degrowth 362
28. Infrastructures, ibility and d of regi 3,60
54, Self-sufficiency 3,57
43. Public goods 3,57
38. New governance model: 3,50
19. DIY 3,48
35. Multi-local living 3,48
23. Food security 3,38
47. Rural b 3,38
34. Migration patterns 3,33
42, Pop-up culture and gig economy 3.25
20. 3,19
10. Climate change 3,19
55. Sharing economy 319
59, Technol il ive farming 3,15
26. ing food d d 3,14
31. Manifestations of new technologies 3,14
24, Food sovereignty 3,10
4, Benefiting from urbanisati 3,05
3, Benefiting from globalisati 3,05
39. Pandemics and epidemi 3,00
1. Ageing populati 2,48

® Metropolitan City of Tourin All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends
Cosistr Type of the

naly

i Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Actlon Actors.
"Living and working in the mountains" help desk
8. Cheap rural (settled by the Metroplitan Gty an year aga, in
Predominantly  Metropolitan City Rural illage ol sad el il with the University of Turin, The Metraplitan eity, Loeal
urban region of Tourin e desk offers support people who want to go and  adminlstrations, citizens, businesses
live in the mountains in finding a house and in
starting a businesses |
financial contributions from local policies for Local administrations, regional
those who want to settle in the mountains bodles
Encourage multilocalism through the possibility
of double residency

Local administrations
Mapping of the houses that can be rerted Local administrations, homeowners
Encourage the possibility of studying and
waorking In rural villages by offering equipped ipstacs Foriou
& i ‘operators, homeowners
To sensitize the owners of the old
huts/abandoned lands to renavate and renyfsel] 10031 administrations, homeoumers
Impreve the infarmation flows between wha
offer houses for salefrent and the potentlal

Local administrations, citlzens,
demand, perhaps through the "Living and

businesses
working In the mountains™ help desk
Guarantee servicas such as intamet, local
National bonal, local
transpart, services for children {including f ldr:h':s‘trmnl:l
community-type)
Predominantly City Creation of cultural and economic networks that  Local associations, businesses, local
L T of Tourin SO R e b o the udbiel heeoge adminlstrations, third sector
Creation of local government networks Local administrations
Facilitating access to grants dedicated to small National, regonal, local
municipalities administrators
Integrate regional tourism policies so that they Regional administration,
also suppart proximity tourism and tourism (n Metropalitan city of Tourin
small destinations adrm inistration
Support small municipalities in il litan eity of Tourism
[Eurapean funds dedicated to tourism administration
Predominantly  Metropolitan City 37. Natural and
taly urban region of Tourin RinskyMays cultural heritage

Retrieve the storles and traditions of the elderly Cultural assoclations, eldery cltizens

Retrieve the local dialect

Local administrations, cultural
associations, schools, citizens
Encourage cultural exchange between i {ons, third :
generations: grandparents telling their young and okd citizens
grandchildren

Retrleve "grand re* recipes” Cultural associations, third sectos,

young and obd citizens
Local administrations and
Better marked mountain tralls e
Establish a "Register of the volees of the Valley" Local administrations, cultural
to retrieve the memairs of the eldery (also in assoclations, schools, citiens,
videns, books) elderlles
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country “::Nh Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
wy  Predominanty  Mevopoltan Cty Tﬁ'm“ 12. Communit scoclumsaring for the malntarce of —
urban regian of Tourin e ne based setion cammany/public sreas
COMmunity mapping municipality
constitution of youth council municipality
enhance cultural and natural heritage of the area assoclations
promate knowledge of territorial resouroes
i Pt associations, sehoals
improve territorial marketing to promaote & i
sustainable toursm e e
youth training: digitel tooks to discuss traditional
Bsues, eommunity development and Fcbaols ﬂlll!ﬂlh‘l::'lllﬂlh ool
Intergenerational relationships
social and leiseure services for people with
disabilities Yy
4 1 i Rural area close to valorisation of historical places (Including metrapolitan citles, province,
Ialy Purhm :;':\" e ﬂTﬂl"’:lm city ([commuting 27 Heritage tourism  intangible ones - eg. partisan resistance route,  municipality and associations, tour
distance) literary, natural] in the rural area operatons
valorsation of local sgriculturslproduets (mills, “" “:”m"'”'u '“;amd“"“ :ﬂ':"::' b
grains, etc) and nature trails, festivals, eir. i
palicies in fewour of tourism (travel cheek, tour operators, reglon, local
voucher for 8 free night), tourist pach stharities, youth coundl
eommunity map (includes intangible places) munlcipality and youth council
digital infrastruetures national gevernment
metrapolitan citles, province,
promate expariential tourlsm munieipality and associations, tour
operators
28, Infrastructures,
Rural area elose ta
Predominantly  Metropolitan City Becessibility and digital network integrated with local services
Raly urhan region of Tourln ""’i"“““"’" tonnectedness of {broadband) rational govemment, E4
stance) regions
promating start-ups for the creular economy network of municipalities
car sharing (for commuters, tourlsts,...} metropolitan eity, municipalites
bleyele pathways munieipality
munleipality, netwark of
light Infrastructure (fields, mountaln paths, land municlipalities, assoclations,
malntenance) agriculture representatives, tourism
ani etonamiec operators
training poles on project designing/planning to icipalities, ANCI, UNCEM,
aceess EU funds AICCRE
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Type of the

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Courtry A Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors

regulatory simplification for the sales of farmers

Predominantly  Metropolitan City 2. Alternative food eu, national, reglonal, local
aky i cegiias ok Fosste Rural willage e Mm[upednm.:::;nhn lives in remote e
ereation of a network of local meuntain farmers ncel Iermiei, ls:,::uﬂxer!.lml
Creation of eollective gardens and/or soelal tocal Inhabi il
gardens to be managed by social cooperatives |- nr;a ; I's‘:'
action to be promoted Inrural area near the clty)
promotion of Solidarity Purchasing Groups [in
italian Gruppl i Acquisto Solidali- GAS) |action local inkabitants, small
o be promoted in rural area close to the farmers/ producers
eityfurban area)
creation of a trademark for small local
Local Action Groups flocal
productions - (that could be sell in the near city
of Tourin) farmers flocal producers
Creation of collective processing infrastructures
{L.2. darles] to support local small L':::::::c:;"‘w'““
producers flarmers
Pramaoting polley measures to support the eu, natlonal, regional, local
opening of miero-firms ffarms in mountain areas administrations
ereation of |ocal services to support
newcomers/new entrants into agriculture ol ¥
ereation of collective spaces- old bulldings can be
adapteted to create common space for national, regional, local
processingfselling in the center of small administrations; local producers
mountain villages,townships
Predominantly  Metropolitan City 17. Diversification of training organization; local action
Ialy urban reglon of Toudn Rural willage rial aconomy training on tourist hospitality skills groups [LAGS)
support the creation of new mobility
servicesfoollective buses o = ons/
creation of a network ameng hosplta
Dok POt Ny operators of the tourist sector;
bureaucratic simplification for thase who live in
mountains areas (artisans, shop, cultural spaces,
sports spaces)
SERRLONTES Wie e v SEASta T s ® mm::]n;mujw o
o Entities/Local action Groups- LAGS
activation of local services in mountains areas
that should be different from thase of the city 1 1
but that offer public services (mobility, sanitary, admi lnr.i
education) to those who live in mountains areas oo
{also to support new inhabitants / new farmers)
reactivation of local railways Torre Pellice- ki :""‘I!lﬂt“wm“::;
! Iitlin]
internet with g d and stable bandwidth lonal and regional administration
Engaging farmers in winter time for territory
maintenance activities [ensuring them an extra munieipality, famers
Predominantly  Metropolitan City 6. Caring for the
Raky urban regien of Tourkn Rural village A AT ereatian of a sustalnable wood supply chain LAG forestry eompanies

Installation of wood chip boilers in public
bufldings to use local wood and close the cycle
af the ferestry supply ehain
Activities to enhance awareness in the use of
wipod chip heating
creation of a forestry managemant association
on the model of land assoclations (in itlan
“associazion fondiarie® - & unlon between
owners of public or private land with the aim of  |ocal administrations fforest owners

grouping agricultural areas and woods,

loeal administrations/Local Action
Groups -LAGS

LAGs flocal administations

abandoned or uncultivated, to allow an
economically sustainable and productive use.)
plastic free project - ralse awareness on manufacturers suppliers (to
dacreasing the use of plastic and a correct waste eliminate plastic packaging);
dispasal and plastic elimination In mountain mountain shelters owners,
shelters Ihospitality operators, tourists
tralning activives [ awareness activities on
decreasing the use of plastic and a correct waste “xnh ;:Riufu I::‘r
dispesal and plastic elimination adressed to mlnn:':lrus

haspltality operators and public institutions sc
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the

Courttry T Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Actian Actors
Rural area close to
Intermediate 11. Co-operativ gration Training, | tian, Netwarking "
el reglon = dl‘l‘j ) e and partnerships  advice for small farms as a knowledge system BCoRIN 2L
Increase the administrative competences of the
ional officers id the promotion of
different partenarships in the same territory by Regional Governement
the Rural Development Plan (RDP) and ather
palicies
support Integrated projects. Loeal Action Groups
Creation of & sustainble agricultural supply chain
wich includes also multifunctional activities i L s
Orgenize a different market based on short
i Farmer arganizations
Tralning and whing (b jes ol Entrepreneurs and medium-sized
different sizes) companies
Solidarity Purchasing Groups suppart the
Solidarity Purchasing Groups (in
organisation of small food producers to compete ialian:Gruppl di "_-.mSothII-
with bigger players and promate community GAs)
bullding
Reform third sector Government
Rural area close to
Itaky = Cosenza provinge  city [commauting I Cmathn artistie residencies in the farms Farmers
region ecanamy
distanes)
popular festivals, events linked to the agriculture
production cycle eg. harvesting season) FRITAETE
profmote cultural festivals, theatre, language Acti
museum |eg. Dialetics museuwm) s e
App to disseminate territorial cultures Local Muthorities
networking of experlences to enhance thelr
econarm e potential (taurism, emdranment, ete.) Msecl:r. moduﬂllunm. e
nat for events but for a long period of time
i Solidarity Purchasing Groups (in
Farmers' market as a space for eulture (musie, alien:Grupgi di ks Slldall:
cooking, ete.). E“'m}
Rural area elose ta
Intermediate 29, integration of  awareness raising on migrants conditions and
Ialy ragion Cosenza province dh;wmullilg migrants e territorial community
migrants inclusion starting with citizenship rights national government
promote mixed cooperatives among migrants
and itallans wage
migration integration paths not only at wark o itles. Chureh
{enhancement of exlsting experiences) s pttons

simplifying bureaucracy (related to migrants) govemnment and local authorities
Market regulation allowing sustainability of the

| Eu and national govemment
Solidarity Purchasing Groups (in
Solidarity Purchasing Groups supgort migrants in
i bussiness (e sing food) Italian:G ruppi ::G?imswdall-
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

c Type of the
region

ety urban region

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Predominantly Metropaolitan City of

Tourin

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Dream Action Actors
creation of networks of young people from the young people, associations,
Rural village Livel ihood internal areas that connect them with each municipal administrations, training
other and with the outside world agencies
courses aimed at urban students to enhance the mmmlllmj!“ tmijnl
endogenous resources of rural territorles e
agencles
services without which one cannot live in the “::ﬂ“fgmlllm.-ai!ﬂ‘ I‘ I
area: broadband, transport, cultural offer municipal ations, training
agencies
physical spaces of expression for young people, young people, assaclations,
youth consult, public buildings in the hands of municipal administrations, training
young people to make them political incubators agencles
training courses on basic agricultural paths,
generational transmission of knowledge related municlpal administrations,
to agriculture, courses that go in this direction, assoclations, training agencies
knowledge has been lost otherwise
Applied training places in the valleys for tralning universities, training agencies, 5how
Internships on lecal crops, food and forest Food, secondary high schoals that
heritage. Convince universities to bring such do imternships and school-work
courses to the valleys of the rural territory alternation, farms, local networks
{some similar experiences already exist) with stakeholders
resume the work of stone to make the drywall,
el Tl R i ek e gl o (S '“'”ﬁlstm;?n“'mem'
workshops on the spot
animation activities/ralsing awamess activities
on the opportunity offered by local areas
cifically addressed to youths; eg. h
i Pﬂﬂg:'ﬁ!ﬂ |18—25'\|eun :'Wﬂ schools; training entitities; cultural
accompaniment and tralning on sustainable skicar; Bprt e nckaklors L A
development to favour the development of new
ideas to be implemented in the local terriitory
youth / soclal / agricultural entrepreneurship  universities/research entities/banks
Incubators foundations
exchange of Innovative practices with other  schools; cultural assoclation; sport
territorial realities managed d by young people assoclation; LAG
promote additional training modules in schoal m:::m‘s'm ar:hw:::tﬁ.
PrOgEIie oo I"’:ﬂ" ek W‘”';:E:”m“ Labour Publie Center (in ftallan
up rural micro enterprises locally Centrl per 'mplego)
attention to ecological houses as a message of
hope. The elitist cholee of those who want to
Iive in the countryside, those who have little
A fatign  MEANS cannat make it, or it concemns people  rural banks, banks, local network,

who already have roots In the countryside, but
still need resources. Bank loans, economic
support to these choices. good projects but
sgarce Means

hasting young people from the city through

exchanges to test the farmer's |ife in the field or

to test the life in remote rural areas/rural

region, state

municipal administration, local
networks, national and European

village
Bank loans at subsidized rates for youths that Bank fonal i i
‘want to establish in this areas e
bureaucratic simplification and Incentives for
recavery af d in tionalf regional/local istitutions
hamiets for a collective re-use

creation of collective cultural spaces

creation of a network to allow the experience of

living In rural areas , especially In remote rural
areas (similarly to the WWOF network)

lacal institution; cultural assoclation;
citizens.
citizens living in rural areas; urban
Itizens; local institution; r ch
entities; youths centers; tralning and
educational Institution
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Cauntry T":'"i;:“ Name of the region  Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
local community, pro loco agencles,
Lifestyle Promation of Country festivals munidipal adminlistration, local
associations
local adminkstrations, Reglon,
creation of structures for cultural activities mbuate aiects
promotion of outdoor schools, to give space to Jocal administ hool
outdoor training in times of pandemics and also {ulmersm thad g s:a.ﬂom
useful for the education of children i i
Creation of Kindergarten farms farms
spaces for young people to do eg. musle,
Iocal adminisrat
soclalizing. theater ete. - recover some huts for e F:::ZI amlaznl:r ors,
these activities
cultural offer in the rural area, support
Innovative activities by young people, eg. new
people transferred to the country wha bring new  young people, local adminisrations,
skills [eg.production of videos) In the villages. A cultural assoclations
project office in the municipalities should be
established to support these activities
personal resources present in the territory of cultural seodutk local
which nothing Is known, favor the emergence of Y o
these skills (artists, artisans, etc.) i
create job opportunities In the area of territory  regional and local administrations,
promotion , eg. touristlc guides associations
improve information and communication on local administrations, media,
exlsting activities: trips, climbing, etc. associations
promation of & sustainable public transport
system - creating links between the various local and reglonal administration
existing transport services
promotion of car sharing private sector
Public entities; a coordination
promotion of car pooling amang local municipalities; youth
assoclationto manage the activity)
Public entities; a coordination
lon of e-bike sharl ¥
Lot i tholld among |ocal municipalities;
organize a local Intermodal transport system
Public entities; a coordination
(interconnection between rallways / electric Smire loasl rimidpa et
buses)
Bank loans at subsidized rates for youths that
Obstacles national administrations
want to establish In this areas o,

specific tralning to strengthen the resources of
the territory and support those wha want to
came

promotion of networking

facilitate youth entrepreneurship through
streamline bureaucracy and better organizing

the already existing job counters
soclal incubators

bureaucratic simplification to allow youth to
access affordable houses

abandoned houses {there are many due to

emigration process) can be acquired as public

assets and then could be saled to new
Inhabitants
Reduction of VAT on all the renovation of
abandoned houses
favouring the access to bank credit for young

local administrations, training
agencies, universities, assoclations

local administrations, local
networks, associations
reglon, local administrations,
universities, entrepreneurial
associations
local administrations, local
netwaorks, assoclations
Mational administration (a national
policy is needed)

National administration (a national
policy is needed)

National administration {a national
policy s needed)

National administration (2 national

people - /a state guarantee system could be set pallcy Is needed); Banks

up for this
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Country

italy

Type of the

g Mame of the reglon Type of selected area

Predominantly Metropolitan City of Rural area close to city
urban region Tourin {commuting distance)

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS @

Dream Action Actors

national and local authorities,
universities, private Institutions

tranfer of experiznces knowledge/good national and local authorities,

Livelihood  funds for entrepreneurial projects and start-ups

practices universities, private Institutions
Information on how to plan Initiatives in the tralning agencles, professional
primary sectar

organisations
training young people to develop toals for doing universities, professional

business, europlanning, business plans (support  organization, local and natlonal
from existing economic operators)

administration
Accommodation creation of job opportunities Iocal and natlonal administration
schoals, kindergartens local authorities
general services, shops local author, private sector
national administration, local
T o authorieties
incentives for building renovation i mﬂmk i
Festyle municipal open-air gymnasium, mountain trafls,  municipality, metropaolitan city,
touristic tours pubdic institutions, tour operators
promote 3 territorial planning at reglonal level
{matropolitan clty area of Tourin] i oo
animathon of the territory (young people's
Involvement In the territery) to promote cultural o, m‘;ﬁm youh
activities
training opportunities to be seized, on-the-job
Obstacles training (cultural, environmental, etc. In local authorities
connection)
sz ""'"“:‘::5“"""’“ B unlversitles, high schools
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Jeleniogorski
regional profile

Source: P E Agency,
i J ine-land. 18

B 111 - Continuous urban tabric B s
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -

Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321

123 - Port areas 322

124 - Alrports 323

Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324

Bl 132 - Dump sites 331

Bl 133 - Construction sites 332

141 - Green urban areas 333

142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE

211 - Non-irigated arable land 335

212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411

213 - Rice fields N 2

B 221 - Vineyards 421

| 222 - Fruil trees and berry plantations azz

I 223 - Ofive groves B 423

231 - Pastures B 514

241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512

242 - Complex cultivation patterns B 52

243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522

with signifi areas of natural 523

244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699

POLAND

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyllous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and parpetual snow
= Inland marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses

- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons

- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean

- NODATA

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

RURALIZATION

Jeleniogdrski (NUTS3: PL515)

Jeleniogérski region is a mix of areas characterized
by tourism and recreational, multifunctional
transitional and mixed functions. Some parts of
this region are popular among rural newcomers.
Part of the region is participating in development
processes. Due to proximity to the German border
and positive effects of A-4 highway localization, it
is a part of European transport corridor E-40. The
area borders the Czech Republic and Germany and
has a close proximity to the cities of Prague and
Berlin.
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Demographics

Population by age group
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Number of farms by size (UAA/farm), 2016
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Employment

Employment (1000 persons)
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends
0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50
2. Alt ive food 4,09
52. Rural 4,09
12, Community-based action 4,00
46. Rural artisans 391
53. Search for better quality of life 3,87
54. Self-sufficiency 3,87
44, work 3,86
16. Digital y 3,86
20.e 3,86
6. Caring for the envi 3,82
13.C ing unequal develop and rural decli 3,82
28. es, ibility and of regions 3,81
23. Food security 3,81
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,81
51. Rural lifestyle 3,78
17. Diversification of rural economy 3,77
59, Technology- 3,77
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,76
48. Rural energy ities 3,74
24, Food gnty 3,73
37. N | and eul | heri 3,73
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,73
58, bility 3,68
25. Food i 3,68
22,Ed | farms 3,64
43, Public goods 3,62
30. Local paradigi 3,60
39. Pandemics and epi 3,59
11. Co-operatives and par hi 357
26. Growing food d d 3,57
4. Benefiting from urbanisati 3,55
10. Climate chang 3,50
31. tions of new tec gl 3,45
47. Rural busi i 343
41, Policy incidence and effecti 3,40
50. Rural in the social media 3,39
9. Circular economy 3,38
60.T P y of the food syst 3,36
45, Resilience 3,36
15, Degrowth 3,32
5. Care services 3,25
27. Heritagy i - = 3,24
49, Rural hubs 3,23
29. Integration of immigrants 3,20
38. New governance del. 3,20
40. Place branding 3,19
32. Meaning and experience economy 3,10
3. Benefiting from globalisati 3,10
19. DIY 3,05
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 3,05
55. Sharing economy 3,00
33. Micro- and small units 3,00
1. Ageing | lati 3,00
21, Ecovillages . 2,95
14, Creative ec 2,95
34. Mig patterns 2,86
42. Pop-up culture and gig 2,86
36. Multifunctional forests - - - 2,75
2,62
2,59

7. Changing gender roles
35, Multi-local living

m Jeleniogorski All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Courntry Iv:;:he Mame of the reglon Type of selected area Selected frend Action Actors
Introdue te Incentives and
Poland intemechate Jeleniogorski Remote rural area 45 il s Hood regulations - ;mnlt production - at the European Commission
i e ity EU level,
Rearganization of food supply chains:
{re)stablishing lacal food markets. Slainii
Local, regional or national autharities
Reorganization of fiood supply chains: connecting NGOs
s with p s 2.8 by web that (an le of Polish food e-market
list regional producers and thelr offer. Includes ereated by central autharities but
creating e-commerce platforms. listing producers by reglons:
hittps:f foewnn. palskiebar a rek.pl)
g healthy, ecologieal, i and loeal Public autharities of all levels
food {public campalgns, green public Public schools
procurement, schoal lunches ete.) NGOs
Local leadership in ition to al ive food
systems. Sometimes farmers are interested in
switching o . anie, but lack s
gmdumer: guen‘sj‘l.:l'an |ll'|‘:lpll|le ﬂulmder Piblice tes o albleksy
could provide, Alse, it ks easy to get lost in the ethage the reglonol eale-RaRE
huge amount of information from various [not et auEsile
always reliable) sources abour organie farming,
agroecology, environmental Isswes etc, Such [enecpy totaultancy might be an
example: httpsf/doradrbwe-
leaders should combine agreultural and s PHoprmm
environmental knowledge with leadership and i
management skills that would gulde farmers
through the transition process.
A eoherent EU and national policy on agri-food
transith 5o far, the transition has been pushed
forward mostly by bottom-up initlatives, ina  European Commission and national
somewhat chaotic way, and there have been autharities
many misconceptions around it Clear, coherent
public palicies could help avold that.
Top-down 'devel ulses” for gr
Initiatives. There is & need for some, even small, Histlonal, ceional or et atthaodties
impulses coming from national or regional
(& representative of a Polish state
poland "":';:“ iekenlogorski  Remote rural area ’Lﬁm 'm mﬂfﬁ'ﬁm ageney provided an example of how
- i small grants to local women's
il = ik falcak | ot associations in rural areas helped in
that the decision on how the funds are spert is R )
made as locally as possible).
A "Welcome manual’ for newcomers. It would be
a short docurnent, prepared by local
communitlies, providing main Information about
the place, list local arganizations of projects ete.,
and also reflect on what is comsidered valuable
for the local dentity of the community (2.8 we
consider |t Important to protect a river or that
forest aver there, or the local eonstruction style,
‘or these and these species that live here ete.]. It
wiouild be handed ba every neweomer, perhaps as
part of some formal procedure associated with
maoving samewhere [construction permit, MIM::::E:M” foca
registration with local utliities). It would be alse
ible to e Ings for G
although this approach would requires much
more resaurces - and simply distributing a
manual is much easier. The process of preparing
the manual would be participatory, so the value
of this teal Is not only in the Introduction [t glves
o newicamers, but also in develaping local
Identity, relations and networks within the local
community itsell during the process, This ldea
applies to all types of rural areas.
Regional cycling routes and networks. Dycling is
= booming now (especially glven that it was on of Local and regional autharities
Poland Jeleniogorski Rermote rural area 52, Rural tourlsm  the sports possible during lockdowns) and it has {possible support fram nathonal
regian a significant development potential for rral authorities)

Improve knowledge transfer to local politiclans
who are aften unaware of the benefits of
particular development directions - especially
when novel trends are considered. Perhaps local
pofiticians should be somehow 'guided’ so as to
be able to take better decisions? Of coursa, this
is already taking place (in a spontaneous way),
but maybe this knowledge transfer could be
stimulated more directly In some way.

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642
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Type of the

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country oot Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
P b revitalizing social bonds and preventing their Iocal; mg:::‘nm I""““ -
Pl Intermediate i o i M e 1Z. Community- further deterioration (due to e.g. Inflow of K » e bile for
ragion l"d based action migrants from cithes) by organizing e.g. local s::.dun m;"r :I "
KIncex] festivals, harvest festivities etc, I R (E g
schools); NGDs
loeal, regional and national
revitalizing associations that are typlcal for rural authorities;
areas (housewlves' groups, firemen valumtesring public bodies responsible for
squads. ete.) education and social issues (eg.
schooks); NGOs
soclal education at al lavels - children, youth and Jac, r‘:’;::‘:";mm' =
“"f“'”‘““’"'"“"’":::l”“i"f""d public bodies respansibis foc
Lo e education and socal lssues |eg.
schools); NGOs
local, regional and national
uthorities;
iding loeal publie services that translates into »
i i oy e public bodies respansibls foc
education and social lssues |eg.
schools); NGDs
locel, regional and national
profmating local products in order to generate a muthorities;
base for social revitalization public bodies respensible for
agricultural policies
loeal, regional and national
i fiate Rural area clese to school education - promoting contact with authorithes;
Paland ragion b skl ity | ing 54, Sell-sulficiency  nature, animals, experimental food growing plots public bodies responsible for
distance) at schoals education and social Issues (eg.
schonls); NGOs
locel, regional and national
authorities;
B e e " pblc s el o
education and social issues (eg.
schooks); NGOs
loeal, regional and national
supporting food processing at farms (e.g. local authorities;
bakerles, vineyards, herbs stores ete. ) public bofies respansible for
agricultural policies
loeal, I and national
changes in legal regulations that support re:jw I:ﬁs,m =
developing food processing at farms public bodies responsible for
{certification, standards, norms) agricultural policias
loeal, regional and national
providing funds for self-sufficiency initiatives at authorities;
the early stage, when it is neade mast public bodies responsible for
agricultural policies
leeal, regional and national
authorities;
"*‘“m:::hwm ; :m'w“’“ o public bodies respansible for
f education and social issues (eg.
sehools); NGOs
locel, regional and national
systemie |long-range) planning of rural areas authorities;
development public bodies responsible for
territorlal development
2B. Infrastructures, loeal, regional and national
S mermediate o Rueslbreadosels ooy and eliminating the problematie points in the authorities;
region i eonnectedness of UAMSPO SyStEms public bodies responsible for
) regions. transport nfrastructures
local, reglonal and national
developing public tion sy: authorities;
{inchading metropolitan transportation systems) public bodies responsible for

transport infrastructures
loeal, regional and national

limiting the problem of leasing land for farming authorities;
1o peaple who do not live in the community public bodies respansible for
agriculnral palicies
Himiting rural outmigration, the loss of food acal, pranced mad st
production function and the eradication of small . ”""g”"' i
T territorial development policies
loeal, reglanal and national
developing I energy le.g. autharithes;
distriet heating, smart grids) jpublle bodies responsible for energy
infrastructure development
developing and implementing an energy strategy locs; rq;lmalﬂ I.m' m
|national and local) in line with the European public bodies responsible for energy
Green Deal infrastructure development
impreving the spatial planning system that Inr.nl,m:jmnl IIM Im
would include plans and actions for entlre
f b e public Iﬂl:. responsible for

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country w::mh Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Actlon Actors
Intermediate promating and supporting the slow food
Poland L7 leleningorsk| Rural village 25. Food tourism i reglonel authorities
eoordinating the access to information related to  local and regional authorities;
foad tourism (e.g. maps of culinary attractions) NGOs
loeal and regional authorities;
ereating and supporting food heritage routes NGOs;
LEADER groups
local and regional authorities;
supporting farmers’ cooperation of their NGOs;
activities related to food toursm LEADER groups;
fammers
local and regional authorities;
NGOs;
supporting the creation of local food markets LEADER grougs;
Agricultural Advisory Centres
(Odrodki Doradztwa Rolnlczego)
reducing dependence on International markets
Intermediate 26. Growing food
Poland raglon leleningorsk| Rural willage S for food aceess - the COVID-19 pandemic showed natlonal authorities
that self-sufficlency Is needed
promoting local food National, reglonal or local authorities
‘taking into account different types of food
production - large scale and small scale farms
{arganc, lacal, quality food) - In stratagles and MNational, reglonal or local authorities
policies
appropriate positioning in the global fosd market  Mational and regional suthorities
Intermediate creating appropriate distribution networks for
Poland L leleningorsk| Rural willage 45, Rural artisans S s oty Local and reglonal autharities

devising and implementing an apprapriate form
of artisanal products sale

cresting rural hubs for entrepreneurship

protecting the scale - if artisanal sector grows
toa much it will loose its unigueness

local and regional authorities;
NGOs;
LEADER groups
local and regional authorities;
NGOs;
LEADER groups
local and regional authorities;
NGDs;
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country

Type of the
region

Interm ediate
reglon

Name of the region Type of selected area

Jeleniogorski

Remote rural area

Dream

Livelihood

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Action

Less stringent regulations on access to land in
remate rural areas. The problem is, however,
that in the case of Lower Silesia (NUTSZ2 reglon
compeising the Jelenlogorskl NUTS3 subregion)
there is in fact shortage of farmland in hands of
public authorities. When public land is
distributed, it goes mostly to enlarge medium-
sized farms, and it is much more difficult for
newcomers to e.g. lease farmland owned by
public autharitles.

Dreams of the newcomers to remaote areas,
who often pursue self-sufficlency or
Independence, have to be verified against public
interest (e.g. environmental regulations, animal
welfare standards, etc.)

Access to broadband internet (that would
encourage people wha can do remote wark to
maove to peripheral rural areas)

Actors

National and regional Institutions
that manage farmiand

National govermments that shape
land market regulations

Public authorities of all levels

NGOs

National, regional or local
autherities

Accommodation

Financial and know-how support for passive
housing construction or renewable energy
Installations at hame.

Natlonal authorities

Reglonal energy consultants

Lifestyle

The comman image of idyllic remate rural areas
should be discussed more broadly so as to
prepare potential newcomers for the reality of
rernote rural areas. This requires education -
farmal, non-formal or even informal. Public
authorities can play thelr role by improving
school curricula {e.g. Indluding trips to remaote
rural areas) or stimulating the development of
public debate about the reality of life in remote
rural areas.

Deconstructing 'rural-vs-urban’ stereotypes in
public debate.

National authorities
Public schools

Natlonal authorities
NGOs
Citizens

Designing policies relevant to the profile of the
remote rural dream. Somewhat paradoxically,
rural development palicies could be seen an
obstacle for newcomers in this case (as the
dream profile suggests). Perhaps persons who
wWant to move to remote areas do not need to
be actively encouraged to do that, as mary of
those persons focus on values such as self-
sufficiency and independence. Instead, policies
could try to identify barriers that prevent
already-convinced people from moving there.
However, these policies should not cater only
for the needs of neweamers, but also protect
public interest [e.g. environment).

RURALIZATION GRANT AGREEMENT NO 817642
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the

o Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors

Country

local, regional and national
Intermediate Rural area close to city Iimproving accessibility and speed of the authorities;
Eoand reglon Jeleniogoekl (commuting distance) L Internet companies responsible for providing
Internet access
lecal, regional and national
autharities;
publlc bodies responsible for
development poliches
logal, reglonal and national
Iimproving accessbility of technieal and soclal authorities;
Infrastructure publlc bodies responsible for
development policies
loeal, regional and national
autharities;
publlc bodies responsible for
development polickes
loeal, reglonal and national
autharities;
publlc bodies responsible for
development policies
local, regional and national
authaorities;
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development palicies
local, regional and national
authorities;
renaturalization of developed or degraded areas NGOs; public b responsible for
development palicies

local, regional and national
Intreduction of public green areas {curmently m: th aﬁlm il

there is mo systembc approach to public green NGOs; public bodies responsibie for
areas n rural areas) develogment pailcies
local, reglonal and national
autharities;
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development palicies
local, regional and national
authoritles;
MGOs; public badies responsible for
development palicies
local, regional and national
authorities;
NGOs; public badies responsible for
development palicies
local, regional and national
authorities;
NGO0s; public bodies responsible for
development palicies
local, regional and national
authaorities;
ic badies responsible for
development palicies

public transport development

improving work possibilities by within
economiles stimulated in a way that responds to
the needs of the cltizens

coherent and comprehensive spatial planning

Accommodation revitlization of rural areas

ratienal spatial management

protecting local architecture and urban
structures (e.g. facades, style, spatlal struetures,
et}

educating local authorities

Introduction of urban design normatives

tlanal resource gement (forests, water) NGOs; publ
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Action

the group argued that all the actions almed at
Improving the passibilities have to be

comprehensive, and thus the proposals related

to lifestyle are ofen identical as In the case of

livelihood

shaping values, hobbies and lifestyles in line

with local traditions

extending the role of public participation in

declslon-making processes

education related to spatial development,
settlement structures and environmental

regulations

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

local, regional and national
authorities;
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development policies
local, reglonal and national
autharities:
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development policies
local, regional and national
autharitles;
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development policies

Country “:;::E Mame of the region  Type of selected area Dream
Lifestyle
Obstacles

Improving life quality by local development

policles

Incorporating dreams of the citizens into
decision-making procass (participation)

educational programmes

loeal, reglonal and national
authoritles;
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development policies
local, regional and national
authoritles;
NGOs; public bodies responsible for
development policies
logal, regional and national
authoritles;
NGOs; public badies responsible for
development policies
local, regional and national
authoritles;
NGOs; public badies responsible for
development policies
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the

Country S

Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors

local, regional and national
Intermediate autharities;
Paland L Jelendogorski Rural willage Livvel ivood Improving access to financial opportunities public bodles responsible for
development policies
local, regional and national
authorities;
public badies respons|ble for
development palicies
loeal, regional and national
career consulting needed to help in authorities;
entrepreneurship development in rural areas public badies responsible for
education and consulting; NGOs

local, regional and national
propagating the idea of sustainable i 2=

deu'elnp::m and Indndl:hI: in local public ble For
Elopmenk py education and consulting; NGOs

providing appropriate safety nets in rural areas
needed during crises

funds for developing rural innovation

regional and national authorities

platforms that match persons wishing to lease
Accommodation  or pass a farm with peopls who would like to NGOs; private companies
run it
local, regional and national
authorities;
public bodies responsible for
development policies;
local, reglonal and national
authoritles;
public badies responsible for
development policies; NGDs
lacal, regional and national
authorities;
public badies responsibe for
development policies; NGOs

enhancing responsibility for public space

making farming profitable

halting the outflow of paople from rural areas

local, regional and national
authorities;
public badies responsibe for
development pollcles; NGOs;
LEADER groups
local, regional and national
authoritles;
maintaining rural lifestyles and values public bodies responsibe for
development policies; NGOs;
LEADER groups

supporting the role of the courtryside as a food

LHeatyle production space

lacal, regional and national
authorities;

public badies responsibe for

development policies; NGOs

lacal, regional and national
promoting good practices in order to enable authorities;

knowledge sharing public bodies responsibde for

development policles; NGDs

local, regional and national
authorities;

public badies responsible for

development policies; NGDs

local, regional and national
authoritles;

public bodies responsibe for

el liches; NGOs

Obstacles educational actions

Internet access and digital competences

platforms for Information exchange
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Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Chelmsko-zamojski
regional profile
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- Rice fields
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243 -
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with signif areas of natural
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|| 311 - Broad-leaved forest
Bl 312 - Coniterous forest
I 213 - Mixed forest
321 - Natural grasslands
322 - Moors and heathland
323 - Sclerophyflous vegetation
324 - Transitional woodland-shrub
331 - Beaches, dunes, sands
332 - Bare rocks
333 - Sparsely vegetated areas
- 334 - Bumt areas
335 - Glaciers and perpelual snow
B 411 - Inland marshes
Il 412 - Peatbogs
421 - Salt marshes
422 - Salines
0 423 - Intertidal flats
I 511 - Water courses.
512 - Water bodies
1 521 - Coaslal lagoons
522 - Estuaries
523 - Sea and ocean
889 - NODATA
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RURALIZATION
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Chetmsko-zamojski (NUTS3: PL812)

Chetmsko-zamoijski is a primarily agricultural and
peripheral region known for its cultivation of,
hops, raspberries and tobacco, amongst other
things. Most of the municipalities are
characterised overwhelmingly agricultural and
prevalently agricultural.
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Demographics

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Employment

Employment (1000 persons)
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 0,50 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 3,50 4,00 4,50

37. Natural and cultural heri 422
25. Food i s 4,11
52. Rural i 4,00
18. Diversification/special of farms. 4,00
12. Com ity-based action 4,00
28. Infrastructures, ibility and tedness of regions 3,89
27. Heritage 3,89
17. Diversification of rural y 3,86
53, Search for better quality of life 3,78
23. Food security 3,78
4, Benefiting from urbanisation 3,70
40. Place branding 3,67
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 3,67
6. Caring for the environment 3,67
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,63
26. Growing food demand 3,63
58. Sustainability transition 363
16. Digital ec 3,63
30. Local paradigr 3,63
20.e e 3,57
43. Public goods 3,56
24. Food gnty 3,56
22, Educational farms 3,56
59. Technology-i ive farmi 3,56

54, Self-sufficiency 3,44
51. Rural lifestyle 344
8. Cheap rural housing and rural d homes 3,44
50. Rural in the social media 3,38
21. Ecovillages 3,38
44. R te work 3,38
33. Micro- and small units 3,33
41. Policy incid and effecti 3,25
31. Manifi ions of new technologi 3,25
5. Care services 3,25
32, and ience ec 3,25
46. Rural artisans 3,22
14, Creative econo 3,14

13.C ting qual develop and rural decline 3,14
2. Alternative food systems 313
10. Climate change 3,13
9. Circular Y 313
45. Resilience 313
60. T ency of the food systs 3,11
36, Multifunctional forests 311
39, Pandemics and epidemi 3,00
47. Rural busi sL i 3,00
49. Rural hubs 3,00
38. New governance model 2,89
42. Pop-up culture and gig ec Y - 2,89
48. Rural energy jti 2,88
34, Migration p 2,88
56. Smart solutions in rural space 2,15
3. Benefiting from globalisation 2,75
29. Integration of g - " 2,15
1. Ageing population 2,63
55. Sharing ec ¥ 2,38
35. Multi-local living 2,25
15. Degrowth 2,14
19. DIY movement . 2,14
7. Changing gender roles 1,88

B Chelmsko-zamojski All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Courtry

Poland

Type of the
reglon

Predominantly
rural region

Name of the region Type of selected area

Chelmsko-zamajskl

Remate rural area

Selected trend

52. Rural tourlsm

Action

Rural/food tourism cannot be seen as the
dominant mode of devel it i all types of
rural areas. Local suthorities should take inte
account that in most places tourism Is just one
sector - and usually not the most impartant -
needed for rural areas to thrive, Policles have to
reflect that and not hope that tourism is 8 one-
size-fits-all solution.

Agrotourism makes up for & minot part of all
farms in Polish rural areas today. Many
agrotouristics farms are in fact touristic only and
o not have much to do with food production.

Hence, Incal autharitles should not il

the possibility for merging these two functions.

Agrautourizm should not be developed at the
expense of food production.

Ruralffood tourlsm strategles need to address
the kssue of (potentially) temporal spike in the
demand brought by the pandemic. Should the
Investmient in rural infrastructures be done on
the basis of current situation, or include the
scenario of ‘back to the business-as-usual'? The
group argusd that |t might be beneficlal to try
and bulld upon the trend by helping rural actors
In developing & long-term approach to tourism -
not only to reap the short-term effects of the
pandemic, but also to establish a business that
can kast longer in the fulure.

local authorities

lecal authorities

local, regional and national
authorities; rural entrepreneurs

Faland

Predominantly
rural reghon

Chelmskao-zamajskl

Remate rural area

37. Natural and
cultural herltage

Food production should be considered as part of
the cultural heritage of rural areas, “the rural
way", which is another reason for its protectlon,

On the other hand, the food production function
must be balanced with other uses of rural areas
that have gathered importance recently as
tourists seek unspodled locations n thelr vicinity.

Mature play a role for humans, but we should not
forget that for many people it has a value in
Itzelf, and as such should be protected from

negative Impacts induced by humans.

local, regional and national
‘authorlties; NGOs

local, regional and national
authorithes;

national, regional and local
authorities; NGOs; European
Commission; citizens

Predominantly
rural region

Chelmsko-zamaojskl

Rermote rural area

28. Infrastructures,
aeeessibllity and
tonnectedness of

regions

Suprisingly many development impulses in
remate rural areas in Poland ofiglnate in nearby

citles (e.g. newcomers from citles, tourlsm, .
‘Therefore, remaote rural areas need to have
appropriate connection to urban areas, which can
provide a possibility for such flows of peaple,
knowledge or Initiatives.

Perhaps there is a need to redefine to some
extent what the 'development’ of remate rural
areas means, Should it be understood in terms of
connectedness, secess to markets, growth,
participation in supra-local supply chains? Or
rather as more autonomous, self-sufficient and
endogenous (but still providing necessary public
services that we agree should be aeeessible ta
everyone|t
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Commission; citizens (especlally
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the

Country i

Mame of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Rural/food tourism cannat be seen as the
dominant made of development in all types of
rural areas. Local authorities need to understand
that in most places tourlsm |s just one sector -
and usually not the most important - needed for
rural areas to thrive, Policies have to reflect that
and not hope that tourism is & one-size-fits-all
solution.

Agrotourism makes up for & minot part of all
farms in Polish rural areas today. Mary
agrotouristics farms are in fact touristic only and
da not have much to do with food production.
Henee, local authorities should not overestimate
the possibility for merging these two functions.
Agroutourisem should not be developed at the
expense of food production.

Ruraljfood tourlsm strategles need to address

the issue of |potentially) temporal splke in the

demand brought by the pandemic. Should the

Imwestment in rural infrastructures be done on

the basis of eurrent situation, or include the

seenario of "back to the business-as-usual'? The local, regional and national
group argued that [t might be beneficial to try sthorities; rural entrepr
and bulld upon the trend by helping rural actors
in developlng & long-term approach to taurism -

not only to reap the short-term effects of the

pandemie, but also to establish a business that

ean last longer in the future.

Predominantly

Pubaoct rural reglon

Chelmske-zamo|ski Rural village 25, Food tourtsm loeal authorities

local authorities

Foad production should be considered as part of
the cultural heritage of rurel areas, "the rural
way", which is another reasan for its protection.

Predominantly
rural reglon

37. Natural and
cultural heritage

local, regional and natianal

i authorities; NGOs

Chelmske-zamo]ski Rural village

0n the other hand, the food production function

must be balanced with other uses of rural areas Ioeal, repional and national
that have gathered importance recently as authoritles;

tourists seek unspoiled lotations in their vicinity.

Nature play a role for humans, but we should not
forget that for many people it has a value In :ﬂj:m" '_e:‘hl_“d lacal
itself, and as sueh should be protected from ! “*m“‘* kit
negative Impacts Inducsd by humans. E el chic e

This type of action is very much needed due to
the patential inflow of new residents Into rural
12. Community- willages who might differ in mary ways from
based action lneal residents, Community-based action should
Include these two groups and encurage them to
create bonds, work together ete.

Predominantly

Futaced rural reglon

Chelmske-zamejski Rural village loead authorities; lacal communities
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country

Poland

Type of the
region

Predominantly
rural reglon

Name of the reglon Type of selected area

Chelmsko-zamojski  Remote rural area

Dream

Livelihood

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Action

Actlons should consider not only young people
but also people over 30 years old, since in some
cases they are more prone to maove to rural
areas than the youth - and their dreams are
somewhat different.

The lssue of depopulation of remate rural areas
should be discussed in more detail rather than
assuming that it |s undesirable. There are both
negative and positive impacts of depopulation,
and they should be compared against each
other,

Actors

local authoritles; researchers

local, regional and national
authoritles; European Commission;
researchers

Accommadation

Since environmentally-friendly housing Is a
dream profiler in these areas, more attention

should be pald to the construction methods {e.g.

strawbale, clay or hemp concrete) that rely on
local materials and technigues.

More ambitious regulations and policles on
passive, 2era net energy, or even plus net
energy buildings In remote rural areas.
Perhaps housing based on recycled materials -
&.g. earthships - could be promoted and
supported by public authorities (and better
researched by researchers),

local, regional and national
authorities; European Commission;
researchers

locad, regional and national
authosities; European Commission;
energy companies

local, reglonal and national
auther|ties; European Commission;
researchers

Lifiestyle

Rural |ifestyle Is usually not much slower than
living in the city in the sense of a lot of work
needed to be done by oneself. This should be

understood by newcomers.

How are children going to fit in the dreams of
the parents who want to move to remote rural
areas? What type of educational infrastructure
Is thus needed in rural areas? This question
should be addressed by local authorities,
newcomers themselves and public educational
and cultural institutions.

local authorities;

local authorities; public bodies
respansible for education and
culture;

Obstacles

Since most people who want to move rural
areas are people who already live there or
were born there) maybe policies should try to
keep people there rather than encourage
NEWCOMErS?

local, regional and national
authorities; European Commisshon
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Action

Actions should consider not only young people
but also people over 30 years old, since in some
cases they are more prone to move to rural
areas than the youth - and thelr dreams are
somewhat different.

Freelance work indicated in the dream profile
creates risks for the embededness of the new
residents in rural villages. This should be
addressed by e.g. supporting co-working spaces
or trying to embed the freelance work In the
community in other ways.

Actors

lozal authorities; reseanchers

local authorities;

The suburbanization of rural villages should be
kept under control - most people want to live in
detached houses, and this s patentially
problematic if the areas around villages were to
be bullt aver.

Transportation and storage indicated as a
profiler might bring conflicts between
infrastructure development and other values of
rural villages. Such conflicts need to be debated
and resolved by local communities.

local authorities

local authorities; local communities

Without appropriate policies there is a risk of
difficulties in the adapation of new residents in
rural villages, especially given that most people

who declared that COVID-19 changed their
responses and who see rural villages as a dream
destination sald that they started to look
different upan their values and goals. Who are
they? How do they see thelr future life in rural
wlllages? Would they come back to citles if life
goes back to "'normal’ after the pandemic?

‘Given that rural villages might be a destiny for
people working remotely, and that the nature of
work Is undergoing 50 many changes now, there

Is a need to study how work patrerns will
change due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

researchers; local authoritles; local
communities

researchers;

Cauntry T":l::'e Name of the region  Type of selected area Dream

Paland P':::“g:' Chelmsko-zamojski Rural village Livelihood
Accommodation

Lifestyle

Obstacles
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Type of the

Country S

Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors

local, regional and national
Intermediate autharities;
Paland L Jelendogorski Rural willage Livvel ivood Improving access to financial opportunities public bodles responsible for
development policies
local, regional and national
authorities;
public badies respons|ble for
development palicies
loeal, regional and national
career consulting needed to help in authorities;
entrepreneurship development in rural areas public badies responsible for
education and consulting; NGOs

local, regional and national
propagating the idea of sustainable i 2=

deu'elnp::m and Indndl:hI: in local public ble For
Elopmenk py education and consulting; NGOs

providing appropriate safety nets in rural areas
needed during crises

funds for developing rural innovation

regional and national authorities

platforms that match persons wishing to lease
Accommodation  or pass a farm with peopls who would like to NGOs; private companies
run it
local, regional and national
authorities;
public bodies responsible for
development policies;
local, reglonal and national
authoritles;
public badies responsible for
development policies; NGDs
lacal, regional and national
authorities;
public badies responsibe for
development policies; NGOs

enhancing responsibility for public space

making farming profitable

halting the outflow of paople from rural areas

local, regional and national
authorities;
public badies responsibe for
development pollcles; NGOs;
LEADER groups
local, regional and national
authoritles;
maintaining rural lifestyles and values public bodies responsibe for
development policies; NGOs;
LEADER groups

supporting the role of the courtryside as a food

LHeatyle production space

lacal, regional and national
authorities;

public badies responsibe for

development policies; NGOs

lacal, regional and national
promoting good practices in order to enable authorities;

knowledge sharing public bodies responsibde for

development policles; NGDs

local, regional and national
authorities;

public badies responsible for

development policies; NGDs

local, regional and national
authoritles;

public bodies responsibe for

el liches; NGOs

Obstacles educational actions

Internet access and digital competences

platforms for Information exchange
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Cluj county
regional profile

Source: P E Agency, C
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric B s
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations azz
I 223 - Ofive groves B 423
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512
242 - Complex cultivation patterns B 521
243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699
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- Broad-leaved forest
Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyllous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

ROMANIA

Cluj (NUTS3: RO113)

RURALIZATION

40 km

Cluj region is a dynamic one, with a lot of urban-

- Glaciers and parpetual snow
= Inland marshes
- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses
- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA

rural migration and rural development.
Furthermore, an increase of rural regeneration can
be witnessed. Also, the region hosts a great youth
presence on farming and non-farming level. The
Cluj area represents one of the more intensely
developed regions of Transylvania, showing
diverse opportunities for an innovative rural
regeneration.



Demographics

800 000 Population by age group
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 050 1,00 1,50 2,00 2,50 3,00 350 4,00 4,50 5,00

60. Transparency of the food system 4,60
1. Ageing populati 4,60
2. Al ive food 4,40

18, Diversification/: ialisation of farms 3,80

11. Co-o ives and par hi 3,80

57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 3,80
41. Policy incid and effi 3,80
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and connectedness of regions 3,60
17. Diversification of rural y 3,60
23. Food security 3,60
6. Caring for the 3,60
22, Educational farms 3,60
10. Climate chang 3,60
45. Resilience 3,60
47. Rural b i 3,60
37. Natural and cultural heritage 3,40
46. Rural artisans 3,40
25. Food tourism 3,20
27. Heritage tourism 3,20
40, Place brandi 3,20
2D. e 3,20
24. Food ignty 3,20
54, Self-sufficiency 3,20
51. Rural lifestyle 3,20
44.R te work 3.20
13.C ting | devel and rural decli 3,20
39, Pandemics and epidemi 3,20
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,20
52. Rural tourism 3,00
12. Community-based action 3,00
53. Search for better quality of life 3,00
26. Growing food d d 3,00
16. Digital y 3,00
43, Public goods 3,00
21. Ecovillages 3,00
9. Circular 3,00
36. Multifunctional forests 3,00
38, New gi del 3,00
4, Benefiting from urbanisati 2,80
58. Sustainability transition 2,80
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 2,80
14. G ec y 2,80
49, Rural hubs 2,80
5. Care services 2,60
55. Sharing economy - - 2,60
50. Rural in the social media 2,40
33, Micro- and small units 2,40
59, Technology-intensive f; g 2,20
31. Manifestations of new technologies 2,20
42. Pop-up culture and gig 2,20
29, Integration of immigrants 2,20
35. Multi-local living 2,20
7. Changing gender roles 2,20
48. Rural energy ities 2,00
3. Benefiting from globali - 2,00
15. Degrowth 2,00
19. DIY 2,00
30. Local paradig 1,60
32, Meaning and experience economy 1,60
34. Migrati 1,60

m Cluj county All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Type of the

Courtry L Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Intermediate 2. Alternative food development arganisations,
i region Lhie Chy e systems e ] farmers, regional administration
Reviving farmers markets from the city regional administration, farmers
farmers, development
Faod hubs organisations, regional
administration
other arganisations, Tarmers,
online food platforms delivering on a box system e
Intermediate 60. Tramsparency of
Ramania i eeouritability of certificates | mdmini f
e Cluj eounty ity area the food o a lity of producers regiona stration, farmers
regional administration, farmers,
transparency of agricultural land use registries Sias
loeal branding use farmers, regional administration
Intermediate matchmaking platform between retiring farmers
Romania i 1. Agel othe
e Cluj county ity area Ageing population R e farmers, r organisations
farmers, development
attracting young farmers to set up farming in the
; organisations, regional
administration
ing out-migration through diversified jobs devels |sati
Rural area close to
Romania e Cluj county city ([commuting Sy o Gaining access to farmers markets from the city  farmers, regional administration
reglon distanee) B
Developing CSA initiatives, connecting farmers
s farmers, private person
direet food deliveries based on a subseription list farmers, private person
Rural area close to
Intermediate 60. Trarsparency of counter fraud branding as “traditional productor
Romanta s Cluj eounty dn:omur:.lllrg PR i Hocal & regional administration, farmers
force supermarkets to take more localized food
froem farmers instead of long food distributi 1 regional administrati
chains.
developing loecal food branding farmers, private person
farm wisits made by city dwellers o regional el dovdlapn A cegiinenilon
Rural area close to
Intermediate attracting non-farming citizens that want to start
Romania L Cluj eounty dn:‘m’ﬂm 1. Ageing population T s farmers, development organisation

ereate and maintain a “regional villages” soclal
media page to spresd the word on village life
and housing possibilities and to attract
NEWEOMETS

e | Feond Laral

administration
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country T"::m“" Name of the region Type cfselectedarea  Dream Action Actors
" Intermediate Developing alternative fiood systems and thus  Reglonal authorities, development
. reglon Sy Y £y aven bt contributing to self-sufficlency needs organisathons, farmers
Re-habilitating roads Reglonal authoritles
Developing the water service and sewage
S Reglonal authoritles
Reglonal authorities, development
Accommedation  Promaote regional villages In social media AN b A par
Local tourism development, stay and live In the
Development organisati
nearby villages o
Reglonal authorities, development
Lifestyle Promote reglonal villages In social media i sk e
Lotal tourlsm development, stay and live In the
vy Mg Development organisations
Ohbstacles Road Infrastructure problems Reglonal authorities, private person
Digital infrastructure not reaching the
countryside (ex. Good internet, rent-a-bike Development organlsations.
services, carpooling)
Intermediate Rural area close to city {Building a food storage and processing facllity  Reglonal authority, Development
ey reglon Slo ey {commuting dlstance) i for the rural area for more collective actions organisations, Farmers
Creating carpooling service for food Farmers, Development
transportation to the city organisations
Presenting local farms and households to Farmers, Development
Arseomysreion visitors from the city organisations
Create 8 real-estate organksation|not for profit)
to facilitate transfer of abandoned village development organisations
houses to newcomers
Ui Create @ network of active rural citizens with
e regular mestings and common acthons sy, peinks perssin
Lack of public services (medical dispensarles,
Soecles edueation facilitles especially) Tmers, TR pemon
Isolation due to Covid-19 farmers, private person
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Buzau county
regional profile

Source: P E Agency,
i J ine-land. 18

B 111 - Continuous urban tabric B s
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -

Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321

123 - Port areas 322

124 - Alrports 323

Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324

Bl 132 - Dump sites 331

Bl 133 - Construction sites 332

141 - Green urban areas 333

142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE

211 - Non-irigated arable land 335

212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411

213 - Rice fields M«

B 221 - Vineyards 421

| 222 - Fruil trees and berry plantations azz

I 223 - Ofive groves B 423

231 - Pastures B 514

241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512

242 - Complex cultivation patterns B 521

243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522

with signifi areas of natural 523

244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699
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- Broad-leaved forest
Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyllous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

ROMANIA

Buzau (NUTS3: RO222)

RURALIZATION

15 30 km

The County of Buzau is structured predominantly

- Bumnt areas

- Glaciers and parpetual snow
= Inland marshes
- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Salines

- Intertidal flats

- Water courses
- Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA

rural, with diverse farming systems and activities.
The areais culturally and naturally very rich and
diverse but economically underdeveloped
compared to other neighboring regions from the
south-east of Romania. The capital of Romania
Bucharest is not very far away from the area,
which makes it interesting.



D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Demographics Employment

. Employment (1000 persons)
600 000 Population by age group

500 000 160
i
400000 65+ va Bt
300 000 years 100 sector
E15-64 80 | Secondary
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 o050 100 150 200 250 3,00

3,50

54, Self-sufficiency

50. Rural in the social media

1. Ageing lati

2. Al food sy

60. Ti y of the food syst

52. Rural tourism

48. Rural energy itil

51. Rural lifestyle

18. Diversification/specialisation of farms

53. Search for better quality of life

41. Policy incid and effecti

57. Social enterprises and preneurs

43. Public goods

20. e-commerce

37. Natural and cul I heritage

3,17
3,17
3,17
3,17
3,17

10. Climate change 3,00

55. Sharing y 3,00

26. Growing food d d 3,00
40. Place branding 3,00

28, Inf » ibility and ted of regi 2,83
24. Food ignty 2,83
25. Food tourism 2,83
39. Pandemics and epidemics 2,83
11. G and partnershi 2,67
9, Circular y 2,67
6. Caring for the envi 2,67
4. Benefiting from urbanisati 2,67
17. Diversification of rural ¥ 2,50
47. Rural business succession 2,50
15, Deg h 2,50
45. Resilience 2,50
22. i farms 2,50
31. Manifi ions of new technologi 2,50
58. Sustainability transition 2,33
16. Digital 2,33
56. Smart solutions in rural space 2,33
23, Food security 2,33
3, Benefiting from globalisati Wik ]
33. Micro- and small units 2,33
7. Changing gender roles 2,33
14. Creative Y 2,33
21. Ecovillages 2,33
46. Rural artisans 2,33
38. New governance model 233
13.C cting qual develop and rural decli 2,17
27. Heritage tourism 2,17
of I R
44, Ri work 2,00
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 2,00
12.C y-based action 2,00
36. Multifunctional forests 2,00
5. Care services 2,00
59. Technology-i ive farming 2,00
42, Pop-up culture and gig ¥ 2,00
34, Migration patterns 183
32. Meaning and experience economy 1,83
35. Multi-local living 1,67
30. Local paradigm ‘e——— 1,50

29,

49, Rural hubs ———————— 1 (]

19. DIY 1,50

W Buzdu county All regions (20)

3,50
3,50
3,50
3,50

3,33
3,33
3,33

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country “:;:'E Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Predominantly Facilitation of farm and land succession to new ;
Romania S etan Burbu county Rural village 1. Ageing population s i land trusts, farmers’ associations
Re-migration fiseal and infrastructure measures
local administrathons, natlonal
{eg. Financial support for development of new el A
rural enterprises in villages)
Inereasing the nurmber of medical units and i
doctors in villages LT
Increasing pensions and soclal allowance for Ministry of Werk and Social
older rural citizens Protection, bocal administrations
Predoeminantly Peasants and small-seale farmers,
Romania rursl reglon Buzliu county Rural village 54, Self-sufficlency  Establishing peasant cc ity seed houses farmers’ associations, local
administratiens
Agroecology trainings or schoals from peasants small -scale farmers, farmers’
1o other peasants associations, local administrations
Smmall-scale producers, Ministry af
Agriculture and Rural Development,
Local community storage and processing units LEADER Local Action Grougs,
European Unlon
Refresher courses for adults {eg. Financial “:;m"'““"'l :tumrﬁaﬂm” e,
FikE e g campctencie) workiorce agencles
Pramation and maintenance of local agricultural willage halls, bocal and county
fairs councils, farmers’ unlons
European and national funded agricultural Iocal action groups, consulting
prajects entreprises, farmers
Predominantly 50. Rural inthe  Enhanced relation and communication between  farmers, consumers, farmer and
Frme rural reglon ERG ey isl Sage soclal media producers and consumers via social media groups consumer arganisations
Dedicated groups for transfer of knowledge from
experlenced srall-scale farmers o new entrants I ¢ er::mnnraml
and future farmers arga
Increasing transparency of governing processes
through commundcation of local news, support kel 4ém e ’:::ﬂi
measures, grants on soclal media pages & age
rural developrment organisations,
Pramiotion of rural attractions tourlsm agenches, local action
roups
Rural area close to High school, universities, the County
Remania P““ rIeMI::? Burlu county dty | ting 1. Agelng datign “EHiNE-UP Imem;trtu':::lp:;::: oishients at |nspectorate In Edueation, farmers,
g distance) o students
Increese of funding for schools with agricultural o o Ebmtion
profile
Increasing pensions and social allowance for Ministry of Work and Social
older rural cltizens Protection, local administrations
Rural area close to
Predoeminantly Decishons to favor small-scale producers in
Romania el gl Buelu county dw;wmullmm| ng 54, Self-sulficiency sgricultural local marksts lecal eouncils, ity halls
Minlstry of Agriculture and Rural
Financial support mlmmumfnrnmmmln Kifuctcenent At tor Payasent
= in Agriculture, European Union
Development of short-supply chalns and farmers, farmer unlons, consumers,
community supported agriculture rural develapment arganizations
farmers, eonsulting organisations
Rural entre,
entrepreneurship projects g
Rural area close to
Predominantly 50. Rural in the
Romania i Buzlu county ity (commuting el Organlzing online food tastings producess, Cconsumers
distance)
farmers, consumers, farmers
I of u‘:i:;duih:‘ slpgly cimln unions, rural developement
organisations
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country 1":;;:2 Name of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
A Predominantly " A i Establishment of processing and storage units Mindstry of Agriculture, LEADER
o rural region - ¥ et for fond producers Local Action Groups, farmers
Financlal for rural bus Ministry of Agricufture and Rural
e s ne D Ministry of Work and
v Soclal Protection, foundations
county educational inspectorates,
farmers and farmers unions, local
Short supply chains, C5As and public catering to
councils, public administrative and
educational units and othel ic units
@ ep educational units, consumers,
advisory organisations
Introducing public trans portation for children to
local s and will hall:
schools and high schools A L
Re-opening local cultural centers for the local councils, village halls, Minlstry
communities of Education and Culture
Preservation of communal pastoral land and central environmental ministries,
other commons local councils, farmers
Introducing or developing public infrastructure central government, local and
|sewage, roads) county councils
adwisory services, farmers and non-
Projects for establishing local tourism activities PR
Adopting urbanistic plans according to local
Accommodation  specifics [traditions, architecture, eccupations Local councils
etc)
Transportation for children to schools Local councils, Ministry of Education
Facllitation of access to land for new comers bl '::II*'! prnR
local administrations, rural
Lifestyle Organization of local fairs and festivals development arganisations, rural
communities
Lack of support and vision of central farmers assoclation, rural
‘Obstacles
E and local devel EU
Legislation and sl o d to farmers assoclations, consumers,
small-scale agriculture EU
Lack of knowledge of rural citizens inregards to  advisory and rural development
Erants organisations
Little infrastructure (intemet, roads, public central government, local and
tathom, ] county
Predominantly Rural area close to city Establishment of processing and storage units Ministry of Agriculture, LEADER
mim rural reglon L ¥ {commuting distance) for food producers Local Action Groups, farmers
Mlinistry of Agricufture and Rural
support for rural by Davel Ministry of Waork and
and soclal enterprises/economy Sodial Protection,advisory
organisations
Introducing or developing public Infrastructure
local and county councils
|sewage, roads)
o o farmers, other citizens, farmers
C54s in the local for pr O
local councils, farmers, ural
local markets and fail
Weekly local Fairs | e
Developing infrastructure [eg. Intemet, roads, local administrations, county
public 1 il
preservation of local pastures and discouraging  local administrations, Ministry of
Accmn celstion of land grabbing Agriculture
Developing Inirastrlﬂet;crll{eg. Internet, sewage ol e lnlarati e
Re-invigorating community spaces [cultural
Lifestyle e e e e e local administrations
Tralnings and sharing in agroecology [eg- farmers, aother rural citizens,
= heating with little resources ete.) farrmiers
Obsacios Little infrastructure (intemet, roads, public central government, local and
transportation, sewage) county councils
Lack of support and vision of central farmers association, rral
B it and local ] development il sat EU
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RURALIZATION

Land use

Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend

Barcelona
regional profile

SPAIN

Source: Agency,
i ina-and 18
B 111 - Continuous urban fabric B s
Bl 112 - Discontinuous wrban fabric I 52 -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and mil networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Airports | 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites a3
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
" 141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335
212 - Permanently irrigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields . sz
B 221 - Vineyards 421
|| 222 - Fruil irees and berry plantations 422 -
I 223 - Ofive groves [ 4z
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. B sz
243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522 -
with significant areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-foreslry areas 1)

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

= Natural grasslands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyllous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

= Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumt areas

- Glaciers and perpelual snow
= Intand marshes

- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

- Intertidal flats
- Water courses
- Water bodies

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA
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RURALIZATION

Barcelona (NUTS3: ES511)

The administrative boundaries of Barcelona’s
province are situated along the elevation gradient
from the Mediterranean Sea to the Pyrenees
mountain chain. The topography of the area is
consisting by nearly 30% lowlands, 50% uplands,
and 20% mountains. Although urban fabric
occupies an important portion of the area, the
majority of the provincial surface consists of
cropland and forests. The economic structure of
the region is dominated by advanced services and
other activities with high value added. The
Barcelona metropolitan region has an important
industrial base focusing on the metallurgical
industry and chemical/pharmaceutical sectors
(Vinci et al 2021). About 12 % of the population of
Spain live in the province of Barcelona.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Demographics Employment
. Employment (1000 persons)
6000 000 Population by age group 3000
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

o00 o050 100 1,50 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

30. Local paradigm 4,63
11. Co-operatives and partnerships 4,50
9. Cireular y 4,50
10. Climate change 4,43
44.R te work 4,38
1. Ageing population 4,38
6. Caring for the i 4,25
28. Infr a ibility and cted of regi 4,25
41. Policy incidence and effectiveness 4,25
8. Cheap rural housing and rural second homes 4,25
17. Diversification of rural economy 4,25
55. Sharing ec Y 4,20
13. Counteracting unequal development and rural decline 4,14
12. Community-based action 4,13
4. Benefiting from urbanisati 4,13
36. Multifunctional forests 4,13
58. Sustainability i 4,00
47. Rural business s 4,00
57. Social enterprises and entrepreneurs 4,00
16. Digital ec 4,00
24, Food sovereignty 4,00
27. Heritage tourism 4,00
29.0r ion of immig 4,00
49. Rural hubs 4,00
56. Smart solutions in rural space 4,00
2. Alternative food syst 3,88
23. Food security 3,88
43, Public goods 3,80
54. Self-sufficiency 3,80
51. Rural lifestyle 3,75
60. of the food sy 3,75
20. e-c ce 3,75
52. Rural tourism 3,71
3. Benefiting from globalisati 3,71
26. Growing food d d 3,63
15, Degrowtt 3,63
37. Natural and cultural heritage * 3,50
5. Care services 3,50
18. Diversification/specialisation of farms 3,50
50. Rural in the social media 3,50
59. Technology-intensive farming 3,50
34. Migi patterns 343
33. Micro- and small units 3,40
45, Resilience 3,40
48, Rural energy communities 3,40
25. Food tourism 338
19. DIY 3,38
22. Educational farms 3,25
7. Changing gender roles 3,25
14. Creative economy 3,25
53. Search for better quality of life 3,20
21. Ecovillages 3,13
31. Manifestations of new technologies 3,13
32. Meaning and experience ec Y 3,13
46. Rural artisans 2,80
40, Place branding 2,80
38. New governance model 2,80
39. Pandemics and epidemi 2,50,
35. Multi-local living 2,20
42. Pop-up culture and gig ¥ 1,60

m Barcelona province All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Country T"‘::gm"‘ Name of the region Type of selectedarea  Selected trend Action Actors
. Predominantly ) Rulral area dus.etn 58. Sustainability Increase the public a.nd pl'h‘litﬂ ﬁnnnc.ial su.ppurt Lmllptl:llilzy |:mikers, National public
Spain % Barcelona province  city (commuting 2 to new entrepreneurial projects on this topic. For administration, private companies
urban region _ transition it g
distance) example, giving prizes. and foundations
Stronger support to land stewardship, as a tool to
spread environmental conscience among Local policy makers, National public
landowners, and facilitate the ecological administration
transition of their farmlands and forests
) Rural area dlose to Incréate the public and pevate Aranclalsupport | ) e e Nationat pulbile
, Predominantly ) to new entrepreneurial projects dealing with the e g
Spain urban region Barcelona province  city (commuting  10. Climate change adaptation 1o climate changs. For example, administration, private companies
distance) i alzes: and foundations
it Precominantly - orovince “;:' [’:: :::i‘:" 41. Policy incidence m:::::;;::::; "I‘::r:'::,“:: Local policy makers, National public
e o distance) S e st environment and rural areas in general. CAbaiinh b
med Td;:::u;' sty e w'!l i Local policy makers, National public
jpriority shoul ! given to suppn!'t projects administration
promoting rural regeneration.
"‘:‘f‘ i """:ﬂf"’ ““; ':i"",i“;si’_‘“':: i"“d“’ Local policy makers, National public
elopmen: armla projects in urban an SRR
periurban areas.
Stronger support to extensive farming and to
2 regenerative agriculture, because of their . .
Predominantl 58. Sustainabil National dministration,
Spain ety Batcelona province  Rural vllsge e eI contibutions to environmental sustainabilty and 'Fm:r::';:t:n i
to the adaptation to and mitigation of climate
change.

Stronger support to organic farming, either . . .
aconomically or through lagislation, but sryway "“’c:":m’"”" r"’l'”s‘l"‘l,:'f"' o
in order to make it more profitable for farmers. ! l oy}

Develop proper legislation to protect farmlands
from recent developments and big projects on National public administration

renewable energy (solar panels).
Stronger support to extensive farming and to
2 i iculture, L of their i LT
Predominanti - 52 4 National public administrat
Spain """'T' Y Barcelona province Rural village 10. Climate change contributions to environmental sustainability and una. R B
urban region 5 ot Farming education centers
to the adaptation to and mitigation of climate
change.
Predominantly ] Promote generational renewal in farming and  National public administration, local
Spain n ragion Barcelona province Rural village 1. Ageing population i o policy ma

Design processes of mentoring of new entrants  National public administration, local

by retiring farmers. policy makers
Design pracesses to properly identify new o0 o i administration, local
entrants to farming and newcomers to rural policy makets
areas.
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@ D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Type of the

reglon Mame of the reglion Type of selected area Dream Action Actors

Country

Predom| Increase digital connectivity of rural areas,

Spain oo ";':" Barcelona province m:’;iﬁxﬂ Uvelihood  granting universal access to Intemet, and thus  National public administration

facilitating remate working
Allocate public land plots for the new entrants
o test their projects.

Design mentoring/advisory programmes for

e i cairepeneary. s e e [ ';‘:::ﬂl:’:::ﬂ"'

those entering the farming sector
Design imernship programs for the youth in National public administration,
rural companies private companies

Local and regional policy makers

Consldering the use of hostelling public
Aco dation equipments to Increase local housing supply to National public administration
T8 porary rural residh
Create housing pool/stock organizations, that
Inform on the local avallability of housing to Loeal palicy makers
rent
Develop housing cooperative projectes, to

facilitate agreements betweend landlords and Local policy makers

YOURE newcomers to rural areas

To satisfy the demand of the youth for
festyle horticultural activity in urban and periurban
areas, reserve specific land plots for the youth
during the allocation process

Local policy makers

To remove the aceess to land obstade, create
Ohstacles land banks that facilitate information on local  Local and regional policy makers
land available

To facilitate farming g fonal r I, It

would help to support the modemization of Mational public administration,
current farms, guaranteeing thelr economic and European Unlon [Comman
emvironmental sustainability, and thus making Agricuftural Podley)

them attractive for succession.

To Increase the land available to rent for new
entrants, generate incentives for landowners to
rent/lease thelr land.
Ad|ust/reformulate/generate leglslation and
local urban polley In order to faclitate land use  Local and reglonal policy makers,
for farming and conservation projects, National public administration

specifically in periurban areas.

Local and reglonal polley makers,
National public administration
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country 11,'::::& Mame of the reglon Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Predominantly Increase digital connectivity of rural areas,
Spain e region Barcelona province Rural village Livelihood granting universal e Mational public adminlstration
Design local telecommunication netwaorks that
can be salf-managed In rural areas by the local Local communities
communities.

Adapt high-school studies to reinforce the
values and knowledge associated to rural i
professions, to motivate the youth to stay In bpofelc sekniriaeston
rural areas and not migrate to cities
Facilitate the return to rural areas of the vouth
who have previously emigrated, using
internship programs In rural companles
Agrifood projects should be prioritized when
jpublic financial support Is allocated, for example
during the upcoming EU Next Generation funds  "otional publlc administration
distribution
Stronger coordination among public
administration entities to simplify and
National public admini local
i ey i e " P
young new entrants who want to start up a o
project in the farming sector
Allocate public land plots for the new entrants
to test thelr projects and mitigate the risk of the  Local and regional policy makers

Mational public administration,
private companies

Initial Inmvestment.
Regulate housing rental prices, to facilitate the National public administration, local
Asaaedation affordability by the youth pollcy makers

Promote urban and rural youth exchanges, to
Lifestyle get to know different realities and faclitate
taking informed decisions on thelr futures,
Obstacles More Infrastructures and equipments [n rural
areas,
Tio remaove the access to land obstade, create
Iand banks that facllitate information on local  Local and regional policy makers
land available

Mational public administration,
youth assoclations

National public administration
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= Inkand marstes

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest
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- Water courses
- Water bodies

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA

Tarragona (NUTS3: ES514)

Tarragona is one of the four provinces in Catalonia,
in North-East of Spain by the Mediterranean Sea.
The population of Tarragona was 802,547 in 2019
and the population density 129.4 inhabitants/km?,
which is more than on average in Spain.
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Demographics
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Rating of the trends

0,00 050 1,00 1,50 200 250 3,00 3,50 4,00 450 500

58, bility transiti 4,71
11, Co-op ives and par hip 4,71
1. Ageing population 457
17. Diversification of rural 4,43
2. Alternative food sy 4,43
8. Cheap rural housing and rural d homes 4,43
37. and cultural heritage 4,33
27. g 4,29
36. Multifunctional forests 4,29
52. Rural 4,29
9. Circular 4,29
13, Counteracting unequal development and rural decli 4,29
5. Care services 4,29
48. Rural energy c ities 4,17
41. Policy incid and effecti 4,17
7. Changing gender roles 4,14
16. Digital 4,14
29. Integration of ig 4,14
6. Caring for the envir — — — - - - = 4,14
10. Climate ch. 4,14
30. Local paradigm 4,14
28. Infrastructures, accessibility and ¢ d of regi 4,14
40. Place branding 4,00
57. Social enterprises and F s 4,00
51. Rural lifestyle 4,00
50. Rural in the social media 4,00
45. Resilience 4,00
34, Migration patterns 4,00
24. Food sovereignty 4,00
38. New governance model 4,00
44, R work 3,86
12.C y-based action 3,86
25. Food ri; 3,86
23. Food i 3,86
47. Rural busi i 3,86
53, Search for better quality of life 3,83
43, Public goods 3,83
15. Deg h = - — - - - . 3N
y of the food sy 3,71
49, Rural hubs 3,67
46. Rural artisans 3,67
56. Smart solutions in rural space 3,67
18. Diversification/special of farms 3,67
55. Sharing ec ¥ 3,67
14. Creative economy 3,57
32. Meaning and experi ec ¥ 3,57
54, Self-sufficiency 3,50
39. Pandemics and epidemi 3,50
35. Multi-local living - - - - - — 3,50
20. e ce 3,43
4. Benefiting from urbanisation 343
3. Benefiting from globalisati 3,43
33. Micro- and small units 333
21, Ecovillages 3,29
26. g food d d 3,29
22, Educational farms 3,17
42. Pop-up culture and gig economy 3,17
19. DIY movement 3,14
31. Manif i of new technologi 3,00
59. Technology-i ive farming 3,00

W Tarragona province All regions (20)

Scale: 1 = not at all promising, 2 = slightly promising, 3 = moderately promising, 4 = very promising, 5 = extremely promising.
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Caurtry

Spaln

“:;::E Name of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend

Intermediate
regicn Tarragona province Rural village 30. Local paradigm

Action

There is a need for more political and
administrative decentralization. More
soverelgnty and resources for the local
administration. What can be done at the |acal
level, should be done at the local level.

Some specific urbanistic laws must be designed
from the local administration, not the national
administration. Because they must be deslgned
attending the specificities of rural areas, which
are different from urban areas. A natlonal
legislation on urbanism doesn't make sense,

Actors

Mational public administration, local
palicy makers

MNational public administration, local
palicy makers

Spaln

i Tarragons province Rural village 40, Place branding

Nead to bulld & pesitive narrative about rural
places. This has to be built out of proud, not of
victimism. This tive s Impertant to
reinforce the identity of places. Once the [dentity
Is reinforeed, then It |s easier to #sells a place to
attract residents. Thus, efforts must be put to
relnforee identities and build positive narratives
around them.

Rural areas must be promoted beyond the
traditlonal view of agrarian activity and tourism.
They must be promoted for perrmanent
residences, highlighting the life-style.

Local policy makers, local
cormmunities

Local policy makers, local
communithes

Spain

te 36, Multifunctional

Intermedia
region Tarragona province Rural village hi

The forests offer many possibilities for future
development in rural areas. Nevertheless, many
forest owners don't want to develop them. 5o,
there Is a need to establish & dizlogue with
landowners and incentivate them to lease thelr
riies for further development.

| 3

Landowners, local palicy makers
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@ D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country T";::" Name of the region Type of selectedarea  Dream Action Aetors
A Support multl-local residences for the youth,
Spain pe Tarragona province Rural village Livelihood because they like to move indeed. Distance Local policy makers
o wiorking can make It possible.
Increase Investments in human capital of the  National public administration, local
newcomers, especially immigrants. policy makers

Promate the silver economy (care of the

elderly), this ean be a job opportunity for the National public administration, local

youth as well. pollcy malecs
Arcommodation Develop cooperative housing projects inrural  National public administration, local
areas. pollcy makers

Inerease the lecal supply of housing for rent |not
for sale), because the youth want to try to live
In & place before settling definitively.
Design clear protocals for welcoming the youth

and newcomers In general. Assign roles in the Lacal policy makers, local
local community, who should take care of the communities
Integration process of the youth.
Provide more Information and knowledge to the

young newcamers on how It s to live in a rural Lacal policy makers, local
Lfestyle area, because thelr ideas are usually not communities
matching reality.

National public administration, local
policy makers

Obstacles
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country 11,'::::& Mame of the reglon Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Predominantly Increase digital connectivity of rural areas,
Spain e region Barcelona province Rural village Livelihood granting universal e Mational public adminlstration
Design local telecommunication netwaorks that
can be salf-managed In rural areas by the local Local communities
communities.

Adapt high-school studies to reinforce the
values and knowledge associated to rural i
professions, to motivate the youth to stay In bpofelc sekniriaeston
rural areas and not migrate to cities
Facilitate the return to rural areas of the vouth
who have previously emigrated, using
internship programs In rural companles
Agrifood projects should be prioritized when
jpublic financial support Is allocated, for example
during the upcoming EU Next Generation funds  "otional publlc administration
distribution
Stronger coordination among public
administration entities to simplify and
National public admini local
i ey i e " P
young new entrants who want to start up a o
project in the farming sector
Allocate public land plots for the new entrants
to test thelr projects and mitigate the risk of the  Local and regional policy makers

Mational public administration,
private companies

Initial Inmvestment.
Regulate housing rental prices, to facilitate the National public administration, local
Asaaedation affordability by the youth pollcy makers

Promote urban and rural youth exchanges, to
Lifestyle get to know different realities and faclitate
taking informed decisions on thelr futures,
Obstacles More Infrastructures and equipments [n rural
areas,
Tio remaove the access to land obstade, create
Iand banks that facllitate information on local  Local and regional policy makers
land available

Mational public administration,
youth assoclations

National public administration
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Zeeland (NUTS3: NL342)

The province of Zeeland is located on South-
Western corner of The Netherlands. In the scale of
The Netherlands, Zeeland is sparsely populated.
Still the population density of Zeeland is 261.7
inhabitants/km?,
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Demographics Employment
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

(Country T“r;idmm Name of the region Type of selected area  Selected trend Action Actors
Agelng sounds negative, so don't talk about it
anymare, Focus on young people: population size
NmT:;ﬁ ""EW'" ’:m Overig Zeeland s M A S e e s e TR “"““'":'IT;“M'““""”“
Hogeschool Zeeland is still rising |instead of
predicted decrease).
In response to the proposal above: Making it
dlear what can be done via (1) getting acquainted  Province, Educational institutions,
with companies, (2) mentioning good job businesses.
opportunities, (3) visualizing what |s possible.
In response to the previous one: Do that already "
in MAVD J HAVO (Secondary Schools) and not on mlm'l . ": o
education that fallows.
The Intermediate
Hetherkeih b Overg Zeeland City area 16. Digltal economy  More digital solutions, like working from home  Province, munlcipalities, businesses
Apply more in tourism [link with young people sl {Reatan
not named).
Rural area elose to
The Intermediate ageing population; rather speak about
Netherlands region Onlg Recloes! d“im“ 1A psleg pepudicm dejuvenation and take measures against it Pl skalidholiers
keep In touch with exam pupils (ongoing
initiative) Fipe—e
attracting new people for companles in Zeeland "
|there are currently more jobs than qualified Tn::::uh::l::r:,;h for
employees in the province) L
The nt " Rural area close to 8. Cheaprural  from Zeeland's point of view, this position limits
Netherlands ragin Overlg Zeeland dty (commuting  housing and rural young people |displacement): palicy second Municipalities, provinces
distance) second hames homes
rrake sure that Flemish people who are going to - Employers and a facilitating role for
liwe here will also work here governements on ail levels
Housing In Zeeland ks one-sided: many family
hemes, outdated, little variation. Make sure you
build differently; also try to nchieve the flowof F20Itng tole for municlpalities
abder people
Inak at recreational parks with foresight Municipalities
e e,
The Intermediate aeeessibility and
Netherlard e Overig Zeeland ity [commuting ey Improve connections and diversity in region Province
distance) s
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D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Country WF:;:M Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Actlan Actors
I'Ieﬂ::uk region Overig Zeeland Rural village 1. Agelng population Create employment opportunities Al stakeholders
budld & ot of houses, so that yeung people from Municipalities and housing
outside Zealand also come porath
The Intermediate 5B. Sustainability
Ntk s region Overlg Zeeland Rural village PR exploit opportunities for tidal enargy Al relevant stakeholders
Schouwen-Dulveland has a different position in
Zeeland because of Its location adjacent ta
The " Randstad. Residents of Schouwen Dulveland can
N s e Overig Zeeland Rural village 48, Remote work  reach R'dam/The Hague and Antwerp relatively Al relevant stakehalders
i el quicly. This eould help In stimutiating residents
Sch Duiveland to work remately while
having a job In the adjacent areas.
The ok fiate 8. Cheap rural appartunity for own young people but
Netheriands raglon Overlg 2eeland Rural village housing and rural  competition from young peoplefhouse hunters Young peaple
second homes frorm Randstad
build temporary housing for young people, who
can then later move Lo homes where older
. I o ""’"‘""'*m Overig Zeeland Rualvillage 1. Agelng population  people still live; this does not eount with the “""‘""":'I “""I ""'l"" pueties
b housing market agreements and therefare more
space for houses
Employment due to many older people Businesses
New employment freed up as people age offers i
opportunities for young peopie 2
Making room flor construction: now housing s
also included |n zoning plans that will nat be
realized for the time being, and that hinders Municipality and Province
develapments elsewhere because the capaeity is
running out.
Make sure you keep the existing workforee and  Governments on all levels and
people don't leave, otherwise vicious clrcle businesses
The Intermediate 5B, Sustaimability  Connecting employment to education (now toe  Educational institutions, natlonal
Netherlands region Diie iy Jectaod SR trarsition little technical education) government, businesses
Prowlde employment for young peaple Businesses
II!H:;MI e Overig Zeeland Rural village 44, Remote work Waorking remotely more often Businesses
People who work in the Randstad can live here
S Businesses, employees
Better connections, fiber optics, network Gowvernments on all levels
Living elimate is much wider and less crowded
than in the Randstad ARIBleRIE Makheice
The Intermediate B Sy Opportunties for young people who are seeking a
Overig 2eeland Rural village hausing and rural Market parties [businesses)
Netherlands region R house to buy

When an outbullding |s done, a location is quickly

full: taking advantage of the demand of young
people to continue living here

All relevant stakehalders
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Country 1":"::" Mame of the reglon  Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
Zeeland companles and nees need to show
The Intermediate what thelr strenghts nmlmmlymw o A T
Netherlands  reglon BT By e Ehveliaad 8 |0 et vikthle? Thia i+ i ficult e theve | COTRaOIES "‘r:"';'"'“m“'
ane many SMEs.
Getting young people to join (companies)
networks [in session a few networks were Regional businesses, young people,
mentianed). For this you also need to know networks such as 'De Zeewwse
wihere young people can be approached Connectie’, employers'
(language, media). Don't take the approach organisations
through the elderly.
Show work opportunities that were just
discussed In the trends: sustainability, Provinee, local businesses
digitization, etc.
Starter loans (many municipalities already
Accommodation  hawve, but each municipality just has a different Municipalides
scheme).

Prowince must make maore possible in terms of
where construction Is allowed.
Developers need to bulld more {and renovate

Provinee

maore). E lally looking at (medium) rent [is fevel "
difficult). Government is not strong enough Froleay ELL
here,

‘Good public transport for visiting facilities
outside Zeeland. it Is pointed out that intercity
O aics thon § rel itrcthica L T bard o
three cities).
The central govemment must ensure that
Zealand can also benefit from varlous schemes.
Often there are regulations for (large) citles or
Obstacles for shrinking areas [Goed en Middelburg grow, National govemment
Vlissingen not but is not @ shrinking area). As an
example, the public housing fund was
mentioned.

National govemment

Municipalities and provinces need to adjust
regulations so that more can be built. Make sure Province and municipalities
that "nelghbourhpods" can also be bulle again.

Change housing allocation: young people first / Mational government and
preferential right for young people. munlcipalities
The Ministry of Housing, Spatial PMlanning and
the Environment must be reintroduced
Focus on sectors that are not currently present
in Zeeland by pointing out possibilities of Province
working from home
Reversing centralisation of public services
(through these mechanisms, government

National govemment

services have disappeared from Zeeland). The National govemment
non-continuation of the naval base was also
mentioned in this context.
Municipalities and project
Build living-work houses (extra room for work). R i
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Country

The
Metherlands

Type of the
region

Intermediate
reglon

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Overig Zeeland

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

dream of living near the city by really
developing Middelburg/Wiissingen as a city,
making it more 'near city’ (problem here |s that
many parts of the provinee are oriented towards

Dream Action Actors
Rural area close to city o
{commuting distance) Al
Accommodation provide more homes for young people Facilitating role for municipalities

other cities (Zeeuws Viaanderen: Ghent Municipalities of Midde|burg and
|possibly. Antwerp) Tholen: West Brabant; Viissingen
5 D and within the
province rather Goes, than Middelburg; in this
respect Goes ks doing well in cooperation with 5
municlpalities)
realization of tiny houses Houslog ‘“'m"‘“l dm““""lmf__‘""‘““"' L)
cooperathon so that fadlities can be achleved,
such as jointly supporting a village primary
LiEskite school elsewhere once the school in own village Gitizere
closes down
ok i solutions housing market s a long-term matter: Housing corporations and
making housing supply more diverse municipalities
give more room for the renewal of housing Hcensing authorities
getting nitrogen policy in order Mational government and province
Eget rural issues better on national political
All stakeholde:
TS
working on flexible housing M':ﬂ::::::;‘ Al
Improve intemal connections Province
lack of training and jobs is also perception; there
Province

Is all sorts of things; above all, communication
about this needs to be improved.

make tralning offerings more In line with
employment (already happening)
Improve accessibility of small villages |other

Educational institutions

Province will create a flywheel

than by car) effect
Improve digital stakeholders, free market
Inwolve young people more In policy-making "
(example Tourlsm Agenda) et
lewel of facllities of the tourism sector should Municipalities and operators of
tourist facilities

also be targeted at local residents
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Country

The
Netherlands

Type of the
region

Intermediate
region

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Overlg Zeeland

Dream

Livelihood

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Action

There are many jobs in healthcare, employees
are taken from abroad

Making education more in line with the labour
market
Working in recreation is becoming less and less
seasonal, so structural employment in that
sactor
Teaching Zeeland sclence in secondary school so
that you are aware of the possibilities of living
and working in Zeeland

Actors

Young people

Province and educational
Institutions

All relevant stakeholders

Secondary schools

Provide sufficient housing for young people.
Starter homes are probably difficult to realize.

Accommodation  That Is why we need to provide housing that

res|dence because young people want to stay in

triggers the flow of different groups into the
housing market.
Schouwen-Dulveland has 17 villages, with
specific characteristics In terms of living and
housing needs. A village profile of each village
Is now being drawn up to determine the
qualitative need for each village. For new
homes: make sure you have customisation per
village [e.g. In Brulnisse there |s more demand
for buy than for rent)
By developing a small-scale and village-specific
housing plan [and therefore not 8 Vinex-like
development) and by presenting plans locally
{anly) at an early stage, local young people
have an advantage over young people from the
Randstad/surrounding reglons who are looking
for affordable housing
Regulating access to housing (similar to what
happens in France when accessing agricultural
land where there are also requirements for such
BoCess)
Contimue to cherish your own island dentity.
What you do in one village affects the other
village
Ensure that older people make room for young
people when they move
Start the flow on the housing market

municipality, housing corporations
and property developers

municipality, housing corporations,
province and village counclls

ty, housing it

P

and property developers

Ministries of the
Interior/Infrastructure & Water
Management/{Housing)

Municipality and other relevant
stakeholders

Homeowners

All relevant stakeholders

Construction of apartment complexes (for the Property developers, municipalities

elderly)

Intervention on tourist sales (homes bought by
tourists living there temporarily)
Prevent construction anly for tourists
Designation of & residences where there are

and province
Municipalities and province

All relevant stakeholders

expanshon possibilities for residential Government on multiple levels

construction and sufficlent faciliies
Make housing possible In every place of

their own place of residence

Property developers, municipalities

and province

Lifestyle Marketing about the living environment and the

price-quality ratio of living

Film maker, governments on all

level, citizens
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house hunters), but could also be developed for
new construction,/existing construction in the
purchasing sectos.

Housing regulation may stipulate that second
home ownership in villages itself Is not
permitted
More attention for flexible housing such as tiny
houses and temporary lving. Allow new forms
of cohabitation.

On the basls of land policy, lacal customisation
for new-bulld homes can be recorded
Redevelopment of vacant bulldings. Develop
customisation for residential construction with
real estats agents and project developers. Real
estate agents have good local insight into the
housing market and where real estate ks
released

Interpreting data correctly: Brulnisse has been
designated as a village that is allowed to grow,
bt nothing Is built because the munidpality
Indicates that the municipality does not grow

(chicken-egg di lon). Valuing ir
and arguments at the right value and having
that question properly mapped out from soclety.

Interiner (bus) connects a number of villages
well with the Southern Randstad. A number of

Country “:;:;'m Mame of the region Type of selected area Dream Action Actors
See also earller: regulating access to housing in
a different way; kind of positive discrimination.
This can in any case be developed for social N:'l:ls:r:s i &
Obstacles housing in housing regulation |priority for local

Water/[Housing), province and
municipality.

Municipality

Mumicipalities and province

Municipality

Municpality (permission], province,

local real estate agents, property
developpers

Municipality and village councils

Madisnal

other villages are less well d: id
a rallway line (train, light rail] along the coast
Employment too focused on tourdsm.
Theoretically educated people (WO and HBO)
can work partly from home. This Is more
difficult for practically trained people; they
often go to Yerseke for work. Proposal to target
new employment for young people to
practically educated people.

In tourism there are relatively manmy
opportunities for local entrepreneurship
Higher priority for social Initiatives., Embed
bottom-up initiatives in platform with local
government. Start open dialogue to get back
| care and

villages is also part of this.
Committing new construction

by B

Prevent many homes in West Zeeuws
Vlaanderen from being bought as second homes

Reglonal housing market agreemenis also focus
on existing stock
Municipal redistricting. Then municipalities will
be better able to tackle major problems
Improving municipal cooperation
More flexible housing options for migrant
waorkers, so that employees of companies can
be housed at a short distance, without
compramising young people
Bullding enough middle-rent homes
Building temporary homes for young people,
wheo will soon be able to move to homes that
leave the elderly behind, aithough the
disadvantage Is that you assume that the
population will shrink
Making toll tunnel free: barrier for people with
little money, but a lot of traffic
Better cormmunication that the Infastructure Is
wery improved
Remowing barriers to work easily across the
border
back national g services.
Ten years ago many disappeared
Prevent marketing and sales departments from
moving from com panies to the randstad or
Breda

Bried

Better communicate that there are many
facllities clese by, for example across the border

Fast bus connections from all corners of Zesuws
Viaanderen to the toll tunnel

Province, municipality, local
businesses

Young people
Municipality, village councils,

residential care initiatives, Zealand

assoclation of village councils, ML

1to small zorgt voor elkaar, private initiatives,

[provinee)
Municipalities

Municipalities

Municipalities and province

Municipalities and province
Municipalities and province

Businesses and municipalities

Province and investors

Municipalities

Governments on all levels

All relevant stakeholders

National g (tanat]
department)

National government

Businesses

All relevant stakeholders

Public transport companies
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Land use

2
L ’
Corine Land Cover 2018, Legend
Source: pean El Agency, C.
i J ine-land. 18
B 111 - Continuous urban tabric 311
Bl 112 - Discontinuous urban fabric I sz -
B 121 - Industrial or commercial units B 213 -
Bl 122 - Road and rail networks and associated land 321
123 - Port areas 322
124 - Alrporis 323
Bl 131 - Mineral extraction sites 324
Bl 132 - Dump sites 331
Bl 133 - Construction sites 332
141 - Green urban areas 333
142 - Sport and lelsure facliies | EE
211 - Non-irigated arable land 335 -
212 - Permanently irigated land Bl 411
213 - Rice fields M«
B 221 - Vineyards 421
222 - Fruit rees and berry plantations az2 -
I 223 - Ofive groves B a23 -
231 - Pastures B 514
241 - Annual crops associated with permanent crops 512 -
242 - Complex cullivation patterns. 521
243 - Land principally occupied by agriculture, 522
with signifi areas of natural 523
244 - Agro-forestry arsas 699

Midden-Noord-Brabant
regional profile

THE NETHERLANDS

- Broad-leaved forest

Coniferous forest
Mixed forest

- Natural grassiands

= Moors and heathland

- Sclerophyflous vegetation

- Transitional woodland-shrub
- Beaches, dunes, sands

- Bare rocks

- Sparsely vegetated areas

- Bumnt areas

Glaciers and parpetual snow

= Intand marshes
- Peat bogs

- Salt marshes

Salines
Intertidal flats

- Water courses

Water bodies

- Coastal lagoons
- Estuaries

- Sea and ocean
- NODATA

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS
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RURALIZATION
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5 10 km

2

Midden-Noord-Brabant NL412

The region of Midden-Noord Brabant is located in
southern Netherlands by the Border of Belgium.
The population density of Midden-Noord-Brabant
NUTS3 area is 529.2 inhabitants/km? which is
higher than the average in The Netherlands.
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Demographics Employment
. Employment (1000 persons)
600 000 Population by age group -
500 000 %
100000 mess 200 | Primary
years
300000 D sector
E 1564 ’ | Secondary
200000 years 100 sector
100 000 W Under o [ ] I.'erliaf\r
15years sector
0
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 o o o Siis s i
Economy Farming
GDP, €/inhabitant Number of farms
50 000 (MNUTS2: Noord-Brabant)
16 000
40000 —// 14,000
,___// 12 000
30000 10000
8000
20000 o0
4000
10000
—NL412 —NL ZALL Y
0 [i]
2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2007 2010 2013 2016
Farming

Number of farms by size (UAA/farm), 2016
{NUTS2: Noord-Brabant)

59

10-19 20-29 3049 5099 GE 100

2 500

2000
1500
1000
500
0

LT5ha

Source: derived from Eurostat data
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Actions and actors to benefit from the selected trends

Courtry w:;:nh Mame of the reglon Type of selected area  Selected trend Actlon Actors
ok don about | ing share of
Predominantly  Midden-Noord- 5 i oy nivert unlcipalities, young
N!‘Ii?lr‘hlds urhul:eglm -"':.m City area 3"“:‘::_:::’::“' come for study and often leave afterwards. Two Lmeeriity, n:::' e
E opinions en this: no addition for local econarmy pe
ws, ambassadors for Tilburg in the world
Question the arrival of Intemational companies
{such as Tesla and Coea Cola) that focus on
practicallow-skilled employment (vs e L
theoretical fhighly skilled employment}. These Premipee,
I thonal di ot to the
knowledge economy.
The Predominantly Middern-Noord- creating space for start-ups and seale ups
Netherlands urban region Brabant it S Digial ¥ (already happening in Tilburg in Spoorzone) pality
The Predominantly Midden-Noord- e 53, Search for better  intrigued by emphasis on 'better’ in trend: is it vl
Netherlands urban region Brabant ty quality af life ot g mow?
im l:lc.llhnh lrﬂg T':;dmlun.m!‘f" ricipality, e
with all* BT
slogan "think globally, trade locally” touches on
three trends and calls on soclal self-organization. mkhkit:,lml iy *
This should be the focus PACVINCE, YoanE Pmops
Gemeente Alphen-Chaam s al 10 jaar Cittaslow
The Predominantly Midder-MNoord- 53. Search for better
Rural village gemeente wat helpt om vorm te geven aan Municipalities
Metherlands urban region Brabant quality of life B alRalt e o
Better listening to target group wishes Governments on all levels
h association life, young people can be
The Predominantly  Midder-Noard- 12 Community-  THPOUE :
Metheriands ban region Erabant Rural village i sctlon invalved In palicy diseussions abaut the living Municipality
environment
eallective private for the |eipality has a facilitating rale,
realization of homes young peaple
The Predominantly Midden-Noord- 3. Benefiting from Al relevant stakeholders, especially
Netherlands  urban region Brabant fuxslMinge globalisation iR a1k fove Ll fx cN e municipality
The Predominantly Mididen-Noord- The need to live in the city expires; space for Al relevant stakeholders; young
Netherlands urban region Brabant A b Cltsl:eoomowy liwing where you want people; businesses
The Predominantly Midden-Noord- Aligning policy with what people do and can do
Nethiskinda e En Sicabmict Rural village 10. dimate change LT Policy makers on all levels
The Predominantly Midden-MNoord- 3. Benefiting from e public t fons with
Netherlands urban reglon Brabant SR globalksation adjacent areas ¥ R
p public transport lons across the
barder to Belgiurn PPublic transport companies
Create a train connection to land of Altena All relevant stakeholders
Link Waalwijk to rall network All relevant stakeholders
The Predominantly Midden-Noord- 53. Search for better  Stimulating self-building of houses. Also more
Metherlands urban region Brabant finnt v Minge quality of life focused on young people ot
Nurturing and promoting ecological and
recreational qualities b
Better accessible subsidies for own inftlatives Mumnicizsl Ry, provines Bhs young
Initiators as users
Making space !Ildl:l‘nf: r.l\emal to plans for mew T v el ek
areas
The Predominantly Midden-Noord- Rural village 12. Community- Stimulating self-buliding of houses. Also maore hoince
Netherlands urban region Brabant based action foeused on young people
Governments on afl levels, citizens
Maintalning facilities through commun
ing Rt Ry and, very importantly, young people
themselves
Facilitating own initiatives by citizens Municipalivy
The Predominantly Midden-MNoord- Install fiber optic cable throughout the reglon so "
Metherlands urban region Brabant Rucal cMage 16 Dl ¥ that a lot of work can be done from home l Mt stakoholdans
The Predominantly Midhderi- Nioord- Improve public transpart and make it as
Netharlands il sirsbart Rural village 10. Climate change EE iy § o i All relevant stakeholders
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Actions and actors to make futures dreams of the youth come true

Type of the

Country A

The Predominantly
Metherands  wrban reglon

MName of the region Type of selected area

Midden-Noosd-
Brabant

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Dream Action
due to Covid, permanently avallable office
Chyuren Lhoel space Is less important. Realize combination

badldings with intermediate forms for living and
working
due to Covld, more work will continue to be
done at home and there will be more need for

Actors

Munidpality, property developpers,
housing corporations

Municipality, property developpers,

larger homes due to work from home g Hom
first resolve doubts and uncertaimty of i
Accommodation students/young people in order to achieve living " . I'III'HHR.I ot
dreams at all. YOung "
offer students that they can register early on a N tions
"

‘waiting list for rental properties in thelr original
reglon (already happening in Limburg)
good public transport that makes affordable
housing a little further from the city more easily
accessible
Make sure that new construction is bullt for the
purpase of flow so that starter homes b

municipalities, universities

Province, municpality, Public
transport

Housling corporations, property

available to young people
Many young people are looking for experiences
and not material property. Offer new forms of
housing such as tiny houses and live infat a care
Institution where young people can volunteer
and they can live relatively cheaply.

ers, ¥ as
facilitator

Houslng corporations, property
developers, Care sector,
municipality as facilitator

Solving student/adolescent doubts and
uncertalinty by solving student debt uncertalnty:

Lifestyle go back to basic scholarship and compensate National government
the current generathon of students who have
accumulated student debt
Abolishing student loan system National government, banks
ok s Ibulld more in the rental sector in and around the Municlpalities, housing corporations,
city (already deployed in Tilburg) investors

Due to student debt, taking out a mortgage Is
difficult/not possible. Make sure student debt is
seen as an investrment and not a debt by banks

National government and banks

in y education and
universities on job opportunities of different
Progr |although Infor Is known to & y education, Vocational
have limited returns). Put more emphasks on edouation, Higher education

realism and job opportunities to avold student
uncertalnty
Change In upbringing to reduce performance
jpressure, Practically educated people often have
a higher job chance than some theoretically
educated people [e.g. studles in Tilburg as
communication and event organiser]. Not
ahways striving for the highest level of
education possible (whether it Is WO, HBO or
MEBO] Is also good.

Enter a numerus fixus based on the labor
market to increase job opportunities {and
reduce student uncertainty)
Introduce secondary school puplls to potentlal
occupations for the purpose of cholce of study
Salving student,/adelescent doubts and
uncertalnty by solving student debt uncertalnty:
abolish loan system, go back to basic
scholarship and compensate the current
generation of students who have accumulated
student debt

Soclety as a whole, Educational
Institutions

Natlonal government, higher
education

Secondary education

Mational government
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Type of the

foty region

The Predominantly  Midden-Noord-

Netherlands  urban reglon

MName of the region Type of selected area

Brabant

Rural village

D4.4 ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS AND DREAMS

Dream Action Actors
Livelihood Job baard for the region g w:::;;;‘*"w{m
[Ersure that Is pald to employment and
companies aim at recruiting young people Einncats
wumemﬁli;:\::r! Tl Businesses and municipality
Ensuring flow is essential [unlocking larger
homes: possibility collective CPO (Collective Local unic
Accommodation  Private Commissioning) for the elderly: due to "'ﬁ“:d""l m"'m" AR
lead time CPO this requires timely action (not
with 80-somethings, but with 60-somethings)
In many villages there are opportunities for
expansion within the built-up area; make more
wse of it Municipality
flexible housing Housing corporations, municipality
Because there are no longer maximum housing
numbers, but more general guldelines, more is Mundcipality, province
possible

reuse of vacant agricultural business
Inftlators (private Initiatives)
cougmtiorss Tax el i Tomw ot nsesioe MBS B iy role
costs and locations do impose restrictions)

Better communication about construction

possibilities Py

fot only walting for initiatives, but better 'n":m"‘i""'h’ s {a:rmimm“ ';:':‘
picking them up, facilitating and guiding them S ntgrats thal appaper bt Ba
Joes: role) own organization.
Housing allocation: reserving part of the homes Municipality. Housl i
for young people through amendment housing Pl l;u::ar;'g:nmen
law when It comes to owner-occupled housing '

Municipality and Housing
Reallzation of group homes 2
Create a unified Municipal visian Ihmicipt iy ond Howsing
corporations

Creating space for Houslng. Possible
temporary s :-:n:mlr:mmn ""'"""""‘"f:"""'"’ Eessloge,
e rmers
Building more houses Property developers, Landowners
Realising care homes and courtyards for the
elderly so that young people can move Into Md:alm and;wlm
homes they abandon L
Devise constructions that allow the sharing of
large houses so that older people can continue  Municipality, Housing corporations,
to live, but the rest is made sultable for young village soclety
people [e.g. Farm), including construction
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Type of the
region

Mame of the region Type of selected area

Dream

Lifestyle
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Action

Be realistic about amenities level In villages (a
shop for forgotten groceries only dossn't make
it; and neither does 3 bus every 10 minutes)
Make better use of village
house/multifunctional accommodation (MFA) as
a meeting place for young people [the facility is
already there); make sure that opening time (in
Ulicoten it Is now only In the moming) fits in
with this; organize other things such as a movie
night or studying together. Involve young people
themselves in the programming of activities in
the village hall.

Supporting the organisation of activities for
young people

Investing in facilities that are attractive to
young pecple

Actors

All relevant stakeholders

Nunicipality

Municipality

Municipality and other relevant
stakeholders

Obstacles

Don't publicize new construction plans [so that
only local people know about this and are not
displaced by imports) The extra attractivenass
of the countryside also means that it ks mare
difficult for rural youth to find something In the
housing market.

Ayoid stagnation by planning more broadly (we
would get population shrinkage, but now have
growth)

Breaking us-knows-us culture and encouraging
companies to involve other than family
members in the family business
Appealing to entrepreneurs on sodal
respons| bility
\Use of grants within the sodal domain to
combat stress amaong young people
Use of grants within the social domain together
with young people
Providing perspective on schools through school
tare coordinator
Investing in citizen participation and
Eovernment particlpation
Digital platform to communicate with each
other and consult supporters
Improve public transport
Creating entertalnment venues
Develop existing community centres Into
community centres that are even mare
attractive to young people

Municipallty, local stakeholders

Municipality, Province

Businesses

Businesses and municipality
Municipality, Youth council
Municipality, Youth council

Educational institutions
Municlpality

Municipality, Village councils

All relevant stakeholders
Al relevant stakeholders
Municipality, Village counclls,
Assoclation of village coundils,
Youth council, young people
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Annex 2. RUFUS2021 Conference Book of abstracts

Rural and Urban Futures

— place-based challenges and solutions

10" June 2021
Book of abstracts

RUFUS

(§ Conference J/

KEYNOTES:

Scenario thinking and
regional development

— Toni Ahlqgvist, Finland
Futures Research Centre

Building a shared EU rural
vision for highly diverse
rural areas

— Alexia Rouby,

European Commission

SEVEN THEMATIC SESSIONS:
Rural communities and local agency
Landscapes and heritage

The youth

Regional development and planning
Farms, farmers and farming

Regional development trends and patterns

Online Conference 10 June 2021

74 e www.rufus2021.eu

FINLAND FUTUR S The project RURA ived
RESEARCH CENT g: o 'undin:fromme ém: ?Jansio':‘: Horizon
2 A 2020 research and innovation programme
under Grant Agreement No 817642,
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Parallel session 1: Rural communities and local agency

Ground Tests: Is this a matter of design? Place based research in
context of Jhabua

Shafali Jain*; NID Ford Foundation, Shivganga, Jhabua, India

The paper looks at a detailed investigation in a place based context: Jhabua, that connects
communities and concerns through varied knowledge practices like lived-in ethnography,
systems design, Socio-Technical Systems, human-centred design. Jhabua is predominantly Bhil
tribal area in central India. The imaginaries of identity which hark back to colonial India
embody a perception of what it means to be Bhili to outsiders, but problematically, within the
community itself, it produces a self-representation. The paper then looks at different concepts
that take up social and ecological responsible issues and end, but also scrutinise the said
‘development’ tropes. The project revolves around alternate: education models, livelihood
generation, the introduction of new technology/materials, use of media and ICT’s in Jhabua’s
context. It undertakes case studies and actions at the critical, permeable, and shifting
boundaries of ecology, culture, science, design, technology, and philosophies. It draws on
institutions and people that inspire and enlarge collective social and ecological impacts. It aims
to reflexively regard the repercussions and beneficiaries of experimental knowledge and
technological practices. The ‘tests’ are supposed to activate concepts that allow human and
nonhuman collectives to represent and express their circumstances, interests, needs and
desires. It demonstrates how universalist design principles and practices erase certain groups
of people —specifically, those who are disadvantaged or burdened under the matrix of
domination (casteism, patriarchy, capitalism, and settler colonialism) — and invites readers to
“build a better world, a world where many worlds fit; linked worlds of collective liberation and
ecological sustainability.

Keywords: Jhabua; HCD; STS; ethnography; alternate models of development; community led
practices
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Rural past for rural future — Building agency and community with
local knowledge: Participatory action research in a Hungarian village

Pdl Géza Balogh*, Anna Borbdla Hernddi; Department of European Ethnology — Cultural
Anthropology, University of Pecs, Hungary

Késpallag is a small village (cc. population of 700) in the north of Hungary, near the most
popular peaks of the mountain Borzsény. There is a growing number of tourists and urban
refugees, some of them with plans to make a living out of agriculture, others teleworking, but
still participating in local community events. Our participatory action research, beginning in
2018, is aimed at creating a local village museum and community center from a 160-year-old
peasant’s house and an archive about the past of the village supporting this new institution.
Local knowledge stands in the middle of our research. As a renewal of classic Hungarian
ethnographic research traditions with a hint of anthropological methods and integrated rural
development, local knowledge is not just the basis for an archive, but a tool of empowerment,
and strengthening local communities by connecting different age groups or indigenous
residents and urban newcomers. In my presentation | will demonstrate the many-sided
theoretical background of our work, based on the many scholarly and professional traditions
among our team. Then | will present the role of different target groups in our model of local
knowledge based research and rural community development, and the main successes of our
project among these target groups. As a conclusion | will present our future plans aimed at
engaging in deep participation with the youth of the village.

Keywords: participatory action research; community development; rural communities; local
knowledge, empowerment
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Parallel session 2: Landscapes and heritage

Post epidemic territories: Aspirations and futurability in Salento after
Xylella

Chiara Vacirca*; Human and Social Sciences, University of Salento

Almost ten years after the detection of the Xylella bacterium in southern Apulia (Saponari,
2013), the landscape now appears almost entirely desiccated, without organic visions of the
future, due to substantial administrative immobilism which has produced today a political,
economic and environmental starvation. The representations of the crisis adopted by social
groups in the infected area are investigated starting from the definition of environmental
conflict in terms of aspirational capacity (Appadurai, 2004; De Leonardis, 2012) of local
communities.

The on-going research is intending to draw an exploratory overview of the different forms of
interpretation and readings that have produced or undermined the capacities of adaptation,
recognition and negotiation between collective identity and the landscape (especially with the
more-than-human entities that inhabit it). Within this relationship between interpretation and
production of territory, it intends to read the navigational and future-building capacities of
the local community in relation to the hecatomb of millions of olive trees, trying to reconstruct
the dynamics underlying the perception of a new symbolic value of the territory. The
methodology is related to Bourdesian perspective of habitus and disposition and his concept
of 'practical anticipation' as the ordinary experience of concern and immersion in the
forthcoming (Bourdieu 1997). The research is particularly interested in bottom-up experiences
that enact a reconfiguration of the relationship between humans and non-humans, focusing
on the imagination and materialization of futures that ""are obscured or marginalized as
unproductive in the dominant futuristic drive"" (de la Bellacasa, 2017 p.177).

Keywords: Xylella; Salento; more-than-human; territorialisation; habitus; aspiration
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The Reuse of Religious Buildings: Socio-economic and symbolic
aspects. A perspective in Calabria.

Gilda Catalano*; University of Calabria, Italy

The reuse of churches is not a recent theme. Religious buildings have always lost their original
use and meaning, adapting to a diverse society. Currently, the heritage of abandoned religious
buildings constitutes an important economic and social resource. Their architectural form
conveys different types of concepts: on the one hand, it has elements referring to the
properties of the architecture (for instance: spatial, structural, materials ones), on the other,
these elements look at the symbolic, social or cultural aspects. Lately in Europe, both the
decline of religious practices and the economic difficulty in keeping these buildings have led
to the abandonment of many churches, convents, monasteries and chapels. These buildings
are often sold and privatized. The same deconsecration of buildings is linked to reasons of
deterioration of the buildings, regulated by canon laws. The recognition of a building has an
important symbolic value, often combined with the historical and artistic quality of the
artefact. The reuse and the types of deconsecrated churches are at the center of my writing.
We know how nowadays a first typology includes: new religious uses; non-cultural uses
(restaurants, for example); light cultural uses (for example: museums); heavy cultural uses
(libraries, cinemas). This paper aims at understanding how the economic and aesthetic
heritage of these buildings can express a cultural operation, full of symbolic and identity
meanings deserving to be better explored, not only in urban landscape

Keywords: re-use; religious places; symbolic landscape
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What do landscapes say?

Yue Mao*, Rachel Bacon, Ksenia Kopalova, Nataly Lakhtina, Maria Malkova, Vera Mennens,
Radha Smith, Naomi van Dijck, Polina Veidenbakh, Nomaos research collective, The
Netherlands & Russia

How can artistic and critical narratives inform a more inclusive and sustainable understanding
of landscapes for urban development in the peripheries? Can diverse narratives provide a
starting point to engage multiple voices in archiving and narrating the human-landscape
relationship? Nomaos research collective is a cross-disciplinary group of nine architects,
artists, illustrators, designers, urbanists and writers based in the Netherlands, Russia, and the
UK. Since 2019, through their project 'What Do Landscapes Say?’, they sought out encounters
with various peripheral and/or periperalized places in Russia and the Netherlands. Nomaos
questioned the perceptions and public structures for urban-rural division through nine place-
based narratives via diverse media and collectively pleaded for methodological innovation in
archiving and narrating landscapes. To further problematize these questions and pleas outside
of the confined space of the exhibition, in the following phase, Nomaos invited eight speakers
to join a discussion about narratives as a way to acquire and transmute knowledge about the
human-landscape relationship. By telling more details of cross-territorial and cross-
disciplinary practices, ‘What Do Landscapes Say?’ advocates for more collective attempts to
transfer the methods of archiving and narrating landscapes into territorial design and planning
discourse. The project ‘What Do Landscapes Say?’ is made possible by Creative Industries Fund
NL, exhibited in Het Nieuwe Instituut Rotterdam and Na Peschanoy Gallery Moscow in 2020.
A seminar was co-hosted with Het Nieuwe Instituut Rotterdam and Moscow Architecture
School MARCH in 2021. Nomaos collective is a 2021 fellow of Future Architecture Platform.

Keywords: landscape narrative; cross-disciplinary collaboration; methodological innovation;
artistic research; territorial planning
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Plenary session: The youth

Imagining rural futures: Dreams of young Dutch people in urban and
rural areas

Maarten Koreman*; TU Delft, The Netherlands

The future life plans and consequent migration patterns of young people is a central topic in
studies on rural population decline. It indicates where new generations of people will move
and informs studies to evaluate policies which support or alter this migration trend. Most
research focuses on past or present developments in order to make predictions on the future.
Meanwhile, there is little attention for the future dreams of young people. This paper
addresses these dreams and the potential barriers in fulfilling them. It is based on research in
both urban and rural communities in two Dutch regions: the urban region of Midden-Noord-
Brabant (NL) and the more rural region of Zeeland (NL). Surveys among and focus groups with
young people between 18 and 30 years in these regions shed light on their future dream
location of work, living and lifestyle, and the barriers they expect to encounter while pursuing
their dream. This leads to a qualitative analysis on how young Dutch people foresee their own
future residential and career paths. The paper suggests that areas outside settlements,
especially those close to cities, are popular locations of residence for young people.
Furthermore, their residential and career dream often clashes. Moreover, it shows how future
migration patterns of both urban- and rural-based young people may clash with governmental
planning and which policy problems may rise as a result of this. Hence, this paper deepens the
academic debate on future migration patterns with the ideas of those who eventually create
them.

Keywords: future dreams; migration; rural areas; spatial planning
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Young people’s thoughts and expectations related to place based
future images

Katariina Heikkild*, Ira Ahokas; Finland Futures Research Centre, University of Turku, Finland

Finland Futures Research Centre carried out a project ‘Young people’s images of the future
2067’ during 2015-2017 in cooperation with city of Himeenlinna and the Committee of the
Future. Firstly, seven future camps were organized where a total of 208 teenagers described
their own dreams and thoughts of future. Based on the analysis of the future camp material
researchers constructed six positive descriptions of future images on aspects of lifestyle,
housing, and work. The future images were applied in an online survey which was sent to
selected educational establishments and 520 answers were received. In the survey,
respondents assessed the desirability and probability perspectives of the future images and
even elaborated their thoughts about what they liked in the future images and what they
found as possible obstacles for realization of the images. According to the results young
people wish to be able to choose whether to live in the city centre or a suburban area or in
rural areas. In all cases they express it to be important to have nature elements close to one’s
home. For some it means they want to live in the countryside while others describe they want
to have a greenish view from their windows in the city centre or to have a park nearby to visit.
Those who want to live in the rural areas, are more willing to have longer distances to services
and they give more emphasis on free space around them. Based on the results proposals for
policy makers were made.

Keywords: future image; rural area; city centre; lifestyle; expectation; obstacle
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Territorial disparities of youth subjective wellbeing in Lithuania

Gintaré Vaznoniené*; Faculty of Bioeconomy Development, Vytautas Magnus University,
Lithuania

Youth subjective wellbeing (further SWB) research is still limited field of research in Lithuania.
This is especially evident when we talk about youth SWB from a territorial perspective.
Assessments of the WB of young people are important because they not only show certain
aspects and problems of current life, but also highlight expectations for the future. The SWB
of young people is often decisive in different environments and living conditions, social
relations, therefore young people tend to emphasize different aspects of wellbeing and life
satisfaction, emotional experiences. In practice it is difficult to find research results designed
to reveal how young people living in different areas (rural, urban, district, etc.) value their
wellbeing. The scientific problem is: what are the peculiarities of the SWB of young people
according to territorial point of view? The aim of the presentation is to reveal the peculiarities
of youth SWB in Lithuania due to territorial perspective. European Social Survey Round 9 data
were used to assess youth SWB in Lithuania. The target group of the study is young people
aged 15 to 29 years. Comparative analysis, statistical analysis, graphical representation was
used for the study. The results revealed that the assessment of the SWB of different groups of
young people is not very high and territorial differences are also not large. It can be assumed
that different groups of young people perceive and value their WB on the basis of a variety of
factors. Research in this area is considered valuable as it can provide useful information on
what makes a young person's life good / bad or how current assessments can affect future
WB assessments.

Keywords: youth; subjective wellbeing; territorial disparities
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Parallel session 3: Regional development and planning

The demands of doing better: Overcoming spatial and mobility lock-
in by empowering sustainable futures in Ireland

Tadhg O'Mahony*; Finland Futures Research Centre, Finland/Ireland

The course of global development, over the last century, increased pressure for lower-density
spatial patterns, and the individual motorised transport embodied in the private car. In
economically advanced nations this locked-in unsustainable outcomes, and provides a poor
template for emerging nations yet to buildout infrastructure and settlement patterns. Ireland
is an extreme example of this path, offering lessons for both developed and emerging alike.
Political, institutional, cultural, spatial, technological and market factors have all driven urban
sprawl and car-centric development. As global framings of climate action are at the cusp of
evolution, from marginal efficiency to systems transformation, so Ireland is now reckoning
with inadequate problem framings. Current institutional arrangements are not consistent with
the requirements of transformation, nor is the analysis used to inform policy. Over-coming
lock-in has direct implications for how policy is conceived, implemented and analysed, and for
investment patterns. It demands a long-term, transformative approach, that integrates spatial
and mobility planning, addressing different scales. This requires broad national strategic
vision, but is also dependent on place-based deliberation, in both urban and rural settings.
Visionary futures-based approaches are necessary to address gaps in knowledge, empower
agency and local participation, and to engender thought leadership from key actors.
Continuing on the current path, limited to national level technological solutions, will inevitably
drive social, economic and environmental costs, and places carbon emissions targets at
considerable risk. A transformational futures approach offers significant win-wins, and is a
demand of meeting the desire to move from ‘climate laggard’ to ‘climate leader’.

Keywords: spatial; mobility; futures; transformation; sustainability; climate action
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From rural to urban with a new perspective: Towards an alternative
strategic framework for the regeneration of the valleys Impero and
Prino in the province of Imperia, Liguria, Italy

Johanna Pieritz*; Cologne, German

How to facilitate a cross-territorial learning process in spatial planning between rural-urban
areas? This project focuses on the regional exchange by trying to stitch with spatial
interventions, actors and agencies of various disciplines and governance scales together.
Instead of top-down planning policies, an incremental bottom-up process of planning is
proposed to create new local perspectives, while providing local experts a platform to
exchange and understand the territorial value and need. Five key-projects within two valleys
in the province of Imperia, Region Liguria were focal points to reinvigorate and mitigate the
effects of depopulation of this region. The chosen key-projects were located strategically
within the valley creating different urban-rural relations. Cooperation and participation, a key
element in this project, is made visible by different physical actions in space. The author
chooses the valley as an entity of regeneration of this specific region. The valley became the
driver of regional development: how to maximize potentials of cultural landscape and how to
cope and reinvigorate depopulation and other symptoms of shrinkage. For planning in the
rural areas, planners need to understand the existing pattern and try to find the potentialities
of the specific territory to regenerate and to reconnect rural areas with urban patterns
integrating humans and non-humans elements into an integrated planning process. By doing
so, different stakeholders need to mitigate and exchange knowledge to perform a sustainable,
futuristic development. In this project cultural landscape became the element which combines
natural forces and human activity without destroying each other’s performance. If a cultural
landscape is within a dynamic balance then we will see a beautiful performance and
choreography on the stage. The spectator will see both actors contributing to the image of the
dance and both using the stage equally. It will always be a giving and taking, a releasing and
tightening. Consequently, cultural landscape becomes the tool that connects urban and rural
performances. It helps also to understand the complex system of this region better. Thus, the
cultural landscape does not only help to give a better understanding of the interrelation
between urban and rural systems but it also allows for a more space-bounded approach and
helps to define specific elements which can help to re-generate a shrinking region. As the
cultural landscape is seen as a binding element, we can say that it supports de-growth
strategies to use the core, place-specific elements of shrinkage and will help to reshuffle those
elements to new opportunities for a new development which will be much more adaptable to
change than what de-growth approach offers. Not every time it is important to reverse
shrinkage to growth but it is important to keep identities of the past still readable for a future
re-generation.

Keywords: rural-urban relation; regeneration strategies; valley; shrinkage; degrowth; regional
exchange
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Place-based development and the visions of future by locals —
Experiences from Hungary

Boldizsar Megyesi*, Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social Sciences, Hungarian Academy of
Sciences; Bernadett Csurgd, Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social Sciences, Hungarian
Academy of Sciences; Noémi Loncsdk, Department of Sociology and Social Policy, University of
Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary;, Imre Kovdch, Department of Sociology and Social Policy,
University of Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary and Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social
Sciences, Hungarian Academy of Sciences; Gabriella Nemes-Zambd, Department of Sociology
and Social Policy, University of Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary

In our presentation we would like to compare rural future trends and two focus groups about
the future vision of locals in Hungarian local context. The presentation is based on the first
result of the Horizon2020 Ruralization research, which aims to identify the pathways enabling
rural regeneration. Better understanding how local people see their own future and the future
of the locality is a cornerstone of place-based development. By exploring future visions local
development can select the characteristics and values which are closely linked to local identity
(Ray 1998; Horlings 2015), as a consequence of it, the topic became a focus point also of rural
studies (Csurgd 2014; Kovach 2014, Csurgé—Szatmari 2014; Csurgé—Megyesi 2015). By
comparing European rural trends (Tuomas Kuhmonen et al.), with the results of the focus
groups we can open up space to find better development strategies for the Hungarian rural
areas.
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Parallel session 4: Farms, farmers and farming

Is there an alternative future leading to a growing number of farmers
in the Netherlands?

Willem Korthals Altes*; TU Delft, The Netherlands

In the Netherlands, just as in many other areas in Europe, the number of farmers is in decline.
Actually, every new generation of farmers is about half the size of the previous one. The
continuation of this development seems to be taken for granted. Policies are geared to
facilitate this process of scale enlargement of farms. In the RURALIZATION national conference
in the Netherlands, it has been discussed whether an alternative future of a growing number
of farmers is possible to provide novel opportunities for new generations. Contributors from
different origins have discussed the potential of this future also in relation to the desirability
in respect to rural development and the Paris climate agreement. This paper analyses the
development of the number of farmers in the Netherlands in an European context and
categorises the arguments presented by contributors to this conference to look for the
conditions, drivers and steps that may shift the downward trend of the farming sizes. The
outcomes are discussed in the frameworks of rural development and rural regeneration.

Keywords: generational renewal; Netherlands; farming; farm size
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Can social organizations help small farmers in food system
transition? Evidences from Kenya

Chiara Caterina Razzano*, Nunzia Borrelli, Maura Benegiamo,; Universita degli Studi di Milano
— Bicocca, Italy

Transition to sustainability is highly demanded, especially in the food sector. Within food
system, a specific actor is deemed to be the depository of the knowledge and practices that
can underpin the transition to the sustainability of farming system, namely smallholder
farmers (Van der Ploeg, 2009). By activating a local network of small farmers, endogenous
resources can be recognized and valorized and exploited in a sustainable manner. Social
organizations are considered the main tool to undertake a process of “reflexive governance”,
as envisaged in the paradigm of Eco-economy (Marsden, 2016). According to it, the
sustainability transition should be underpinned by the activation of networks of local actors,
which recognize endogenous resources and are able to exploit them by adopting a reflective
stance, bringing about changes in the way communities grow and access food. Starting from
Marsden’s and Van der Ploeg’s so called “unfolding webs” (2008), this paper is an attempt to
investigate the role of social organizations in the small-farming system of GilG (Kenya) and
their contribution to the transition of the agricultural system towards sustainability. More
specifically, the writer is interested in which kind of farmers’ organizations exist in GilGil area
and whether farmers perceive FO as helpful in improving their conditions of work. After a
guestionnaire submission to farmers, information about FO has been used to build a direct
measure of the perceived efficacy of farmers’ organizations with an index. It turned out that
FO efficacy is greater for market-oriented farmers, while apparently, they don't represent a
supportive tool for consumption-oriented farmers.

Keywords: social organizations; small farmers; sustainable development; eco-economy; Sub-
Saharan Africa; food system transition
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Peasant agroecological farms: Drivers of rural development through
generational renewal, employment, and social connections. The case
of Terre de Liens farms in France.

Alice Martin-Prével*, Véronique Rioufol, Thibaud Rochette, Fédération Nationale Terre de
Liens, France; Silvia Sivini, Annamaria Vitale, Universita della Calabria, Italy

Over the last decades in Europe, farm numbers have declined and the renewal of farming
generations has stalled. In France, the Terre de Liens (TDL) movement experiments with land-
related solutions to foster generational renewal and a transition towards sustainable farming
models. One of the tools used by TDL is farm acquisition through citizen investment. This
paper aims to analyse the contribution of TDL farms, which are embedded in wider territorial
dynamics, to rural development. Drawing on a mixed corpus of qualitative and quantitative
data and leveraging a collaborative practitioner-academic analysis, the paper highlights three
main ways in which TDL farms contribute to rural development: they are a gateway into
farming for young new entrants without agricultural backgrounds, they adopt peasant
agroecology models that contribute to the local economy and preservation of natural
resources, and they catalyse social and territorial dynamics that redefine rural areas as places
of innovation and regeneration. TDL farms participate in a rupture from industrialised and
exploitative models of farming, by reinventing the ways in which farmers relate to production
assets such as land and labour. This rupture can however be nuanced as the TDL model
continues to grapple with farm ownership and farm capital issues, which bring into light the
shortcomings of the broader regulatory framework to enable socially and ecologically sound
rural regeneration.

Keywords: rural development; peasant agroecology; land; new entrants; social innovation
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Parallel sessions 5: Regional development trends and
patterns

New development trends in peripheric rural areas in SW Poland

Agnieszka Latocha*, Katarzyna Kajdanek, Robert Szmytkie, Dominik Sikorski, Przemystaw
Tomczak, Paulina Miodoriska; University of Wroclaw, Poland

The Sudety Mountains in SW Poland have been subject to substantial depopulation and
economic decline, especially after the World War II, due to diverse political and socio-
economic factors. Therefore for many years this area has been classified as a problem region.
However, for the last twenty years new processes are observed in some of the villages, which
can be interpreted as signals of rural revival. They include the increase in numbers of
inhabitants, economic entities, new housing and infrastructure, NGOs as well as tourism
facilities. The general transition towards more multifunctional development of villages can
also be observed. It can be related to the increasing use of the existing local resources, which
constitute a certain advantage over other peripheral areas (use of the potential of this place:
mainly broadly understood natural, landscape and tourist values). However, these signals of
revival are very local and they should be interpreted with caution as far as the potential future
development of the region is concerned. The study presents the revival trends, their driving
forces, as well as makes an attempt to forecast the future changes of the rural areas in the
peripheric and border location in the Sudety Mountains. This is an interdisciplinary study
rooted both in geographical and sociological methodologies. The research is based on analysis
of the statistical databases of the socio-economic transformations of the villages under study,
field surveys regarding their recent spatial changes and interviews with local inhabitants.

Keywords: rural revival, peripheries; local resources; depopulation; socio-economic
transformation; Sudetes
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Small industrial towns in Moravia: A comparison of the production
and post-productive era

Antonin Vaishar*, Milada Stastnd, Mender University in Brno, Czechia; Jana Zapletalovd,
Institute of Geonics, Czech Academy of Sciences, Czechia

The paper focuses on changes in the industrial structure of small Moravian towns as those
part of the settlement structure that connects urban and rural systems. Small towns (up to
15,000 inhabitants) are the most industrialized part of the Czech settlement system. It was
the subject of capitalist industrialization in the 19th and early 20th centuries, socialist
industrialization in the second half of the 20th century. Today, they have preserved, in
particular, innovatively less demanding industries, which have been pushed out of large and
medium-sized cities. At the same time, they are undergoing a process of post-productive
transformation, which is associated with a massive transfer of job opportunities to services.
In addition to services for their hinterland, small towns can also become starting points for
tourism in rural areas. However, their future development will be very differentiated
depending on their location in relation to regional centres, on the quality of human and social
capital and also on historical path.

Keywords: small towns; industry; tourism development; Moravia
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Gentrification of city and its socio-economic, financial and legal
aspects — A chance or threat for the future development of the Polish
cities

Krystyna Niziot*; Faculty of Law and Administration, Szczecin University, Poland

The gentrification of cities is a multi-faceted process. Its causes are also complex, as both
economic and social factors are taken into account. Additionally, gentrification also has a
financial and normative dimension. The process of gentrification also takes place in Polish
cities, but it is characterized by specificity, typical for cities in post-socialist countries. In these
countries, the period of systemic transformation also caused socio-economic changes,
including those related to the ownership structure and the demographic structure. As a
consequence, the specific location of the apartment has become a commodity that was often
associated with prestige. So, the Polish experiences of three decades of systemic
transformation also allows us to reflect on the consequences of gentrification. Therefore, one
may wonder, based on the examples of gentrification to date, what its consequences for Polish
cities will be. It is possible to indicate both advantages and disadvantages of this process.
Therefore, the following issues were analyzed in the analysis: (1) socio-economic reasons for
the process of gentrification of cities, (2) financial dimension of city gentrification, (3)
normative dimension of gentrification. These considerations are illustrated with selected
examples of gentrification of cities in Poland. As a result, final conclusions were formulated in
which attempts were made to assess the process of gentrification of cities in Poland, namely
whether this process constitutes an opportunity for the city's development or, on the
contrary, will have a negative impact.

Keywords: gentrification of cities; law and economics; Polish experiences
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Parallel session 6: Food systems

Alternative agrifood futures: Case studies in Southern Italy
Alessandra Corrado*, Mario Pullano; University of Calabria, Italy

The presence of migrant workers in rural areas has become a characteristic of several
European rural territories and especially in southern Italy, in relation to the dynamics and
organization of intensive agriculture enclaves. During the pandemic, migrant workers were
discovered to be essential even though they suffer for the lack of rights, labor exploitation and
housing precariousness. The reflection on these conditions has led to the construction of agri-
food projects that are proposed as alternatives to business as usual, addressing the issue of
work and sustainability in agrifood chains. This contribution analyzes some case studies of
‘ethical’ supply chains in Southern Italy. These cases present differences for the actors
involved, the markets, the rules, the objectives, the relationship with the resources, and the
organizational model. They configure strategies for changing production conditions at the
territorial level and for reconfiguring the agri-food of the future in different ways.

Keywords: agrifood; ethical food chains; migrant workers; alternative agrifood chains;
certifications
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New agro-ecological approaches in a wine region in Hungary

Bernadett Csurgo*, Adrienne Csizmady, Szabina Kerényi, Andrds Baldzs, Botond Palaczki,
Veronika Kocsis; Institute for Sociology, Centre for Social Sciences, E6tvis Lordnd Research
Network, Hungarian Academy of Sciences Centre of Excellence, Hungary

Depopulation of rural areas, migration of young people from rural places and land
concentration result in a decreasing role of agriculture in rural economy and society
everywhere in Europe and also in Hungary. However governmental funds and agendas
increasingly focus on the regeneration of rural areas with a special interest toward the new
generations of farmers. The paper analyse a small wine region in Hungary, to explore the role
of young farmers in rural endogenous development and rural regeneration. The paper based
on a qualitative sociological research including 20 semi structured interviews with wine
producers and other key actors of rural development in the studied wine region in the
framework of RURALIZATION H2020 project. The analysis focus on different farming
approaches and activities, the innovation processes and forms and also environmental issues
in the context of rural regeneration. The paper tries to understand what rural regeneration is
and what role it plays. Our results show that rural regeneration can be understand not only as
a generational renewal. It also includes a place based development processes and new agro-
ecological approaches targeting a more sustainable rural milieu.

Keywords: rural regeneration; migration of young people; wine region
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‘Young return’ to the land and multifunctional agriculture: Re-
centralizing peripheral territories

Francesca Uleri*, Susanne Elsen; Free University of Bolzano, Italy

Since the 1950s, in Italy, the diffusion of a capital-intensive agricutulral model has been
articulated in a non-homogeneous way between territories, going - directly or indirectly - to
reshape the economic, social and demographic profile of both areas in which this found fertile
grounds such as flat areas or peri-urban agricultural areas, and areas which — due to the
territorial morphology and economic structure - proved to be hostile to productive
intensification, such as alpine pastures, Apennine and inland mountain areas or the narrow
coastal plains of the South, namely most of the territories that today — according to the
National Strategy for Inner areas (SNAI) —are defined as such. The advancement of an uneven,
exclusionary modernization leaved behind these lands considered as the "difficult"
countryside: the exclusionary character of this model reflected indirectly on them through a
de-agrarianization movement which involved not only the simple shutdown of agriculture but
also a significant remodeling of the agricultural substrate (social stratification of the
countryside, of settlement models, productive specialization, ecc.). In other words, it is not
only the abandonment of agriculture but essentially the abandonment of these territories
which underwent a process of peripheralization. This contribution presents a current trend of
return to the land of multifunctional young farmers in the territories of Barbagia-Mandrolisai
and Ogliastra (Central Sardinia) — areas which are drastically characterized by strong
depopulation trends. The contribution — on the basis of 8 semi-structured interviews — sheds
light on the motivations that are supporting the local return and the systems of production
that young farmers are structuring to face precariousness and uncertainty.

Keywords: re-agrarianiziation; multifunctional agriculture; inner areas
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