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Action 1

Clear statement of strong (and real)
political will and commitment

RP = top- (DE) equivalency
down and check - crucial
from local aspect
bottom-up, as step 1/basic
too necessity
RIA for every EC sensitise
proposal is higher levels
mandatory, but to rural
content/correct proofing for
ness? local level
ma_nda_tory national level
application of endorsement /
RP for EU- not only symbolic
funded - the aspect of
programmes resources
integrate

understanding
of rural-urban
linkage

A local level can
simple, local level = very provide info (to
ta rgetedl different situations - national/higher

guidance, templates levels) about actual

flexible can only be very situation, relevant

general local stakeholders;

rules raising awareness

toolbox for service

more
commitment
needed - not only
implement
decisions from
other levels

improve contact
between EU and
local level (most
committed to RP)
to help sensitise
national level?

local commitment -
from what kind of
community (urban
actors should also
understand added
value)

g

Action 4

anying

implementing EU
Directive re" public
buildings (e.g.
criteria for minimum
no of bicycle parking
spaces not so
relevant to rural...)

dealing with
“thinking from
election to election”
- RP made obligatory
in RIA at EU level?
For EU-funded OPs?

the "language" -
changing from
institutional/tec
hnical to
local/clear

clear template and guidance

evidence

if methodology is agreed,
ensure some the guidance should

flexibility in the
guidance - so that

delivery - should use need for preliminary local level can act
understandable impact assessment/ as 'observers' -
language (not analysi of cost- o
academic/ institutional) benefits at A
to make it relevant for national/regional proofing 15
local people level achieving or not
without proper
A training, capacity capacity, the
trainin idi g
g: building, skills P
. development for ~ —= | g
capacity local authorities R E
useless!

building
—_

set up clear rules
that benefit rural
areas, instead of
setting general rules
and then train rural
areas to follow them

= 4 N1 Bsths

local level can be
Qvolved at design

feedback during
implémentation

beware of the
‘checklist culture’ -
build local
authorities' capacity
to take decisions
(not wait for
instructions)

present the steps to
conduct assessment; if no.

agreement on

different methodology, guidance
(RS & should present different
options
embrace RP

atimplementation
stage, national/regional
level don't necessarily

& provide N~ seeacutalimpact- the

local level can provide
feedback

assessment of
the impact on a
specific area
and the lives of
its inhabitants.
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What is your role at the LOCAL level to address each of these actions?

Action 2

Establish a positive, shared vision
of rural areas

the "language" -
changing from
institutional/tec
hnical to
local/clear

rural stakeholders

have local 'stories
totell, e.g.,

LEADER projects

need to increase

interest at local involvement
level - EU-level in Rural
inspiration/promo Pact?

tion/Rural Pact?

urban = moving

emphasise socio-
economic benefits
for all - people not
feeling left behind oMo

interest?

further, rural =
how to catch-up,

What is your role at the LOCAL level to address each of these actions?

active involvement
means local levels

Y

goes from being Action 5
receivers or . o
Benehcla et Establish clear monitoring and
policies evaluation mechanisms

develop long-term
indicators that involvement,
are relevant/ constantly
recognised locally monitoring
(e.g. access to impact of policies
services)
role of LAGs
and
associations of
local

municipalities

involvement of .and
local level in responsibility of
establishing local level to
evaluation follow-up on
existing RP
framework... TS

consider

effect of
wider
policies

involve e.g.
Ministry of rural
affairs in
monitoring of
other policies (EE)

hold
national
level
accountable

local level should
be involved in
monitoring
nat/regional
policies

DE: regional level
shares policy
review to local
level and gets
feedback
reciprocity

8
8’s

Action 3

clear and coor roles
and responsibilities
balance between —
small and large Cha”enge - gOOd
municipalities - multi-level network of
inequality within
local level? governance local NGOs
unequal making
methodological B
access to & commitments
resources workshops for | "
N different levels Izl = n'ot eiliy
of government @R e
level paper
rural - not onl achieve balance
local e ory o] local authorities
awareness of ; involved in how
rtunities SpEIEly SpDrScinonch policies can be
oppo populated diversity of the X
from RP o " implemented
areas local rural
more reactive
than proactive
(comparing to
‘ . regional/
national lev.)
Action 6
Longer-term work in support of -
rural proofing challenge: limited
local influence of local
o level (are they
involvement listened to?)
o long-term
n i . long-term
engagement in regular reporting on commitment of all
itorine! itori territorial impacts/rural
DAICTALIIHIREY i,r,r:o:ét:?: s proofing by local political parties (at [PRMIEELE
pacts €8 stakeholders (LA 0 least at local level) dialogue
CEEGI e eI e / political across levels
conditions' - DE) (supported by EU?) P
consensus of government
local people to feed
into 'strategic q
LTVRA: very good foresight - feeling partnership
example of local thectiange can filp principle

level pushing for
changes -
successfully!

higher levels to
identify trends

1 R&le A



