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OVERVIEW OF THE WORKPLANOVERVIEW OF THE WORKPLAN

General Objective of TWG1

“To contribute, through relevant analyses and the diffusion of their 
results, to an efficient targeting of territorial specificities and needs in 
Rural Development programmes and to a more balanced development 
of rural areas across Europe.”



OVERVIEW OF THE WORKPLANOVERVIEW OF THE WORKPLAN

Phase 1: March 2009 - March 2010
Phase 2: March 2010 - early 2011

Scope of Phase 1:


 

Step 1: Understanding how MS in their RDPs
– have defined rural areas (RA); 
– have targeted rural areas, territorial specificities



 

Step 2: Understanding
– how MS have assessed the needs of rural areas;  
– How MS have applied measures and allocated resources to meet those needs; 
– what strategies MS have followed concerning complementarity or demarcation with 

other national and Community instruments.  



 

Step 3: Common analysis



PROGRESS TO DATE PROGRESS TO DATE –– OUTCOMES OF STEP 1 OUTCOMES OF STEP 1 
REPORTREPORT

– Desk analysis of programming documents
– 23 national RDPs and national strategy documents
– 12 sub national: BE, UK full coverage; ES, DE – three 

regions in each country
– Overview definitions/indicators used
– Initial conclusions on baseline indicators 1 and 2



PROGRESS TO DATE PROGRESS TO DATE –– OUTCOMES OF STEP 1 OUTCOMES OF STEP 1 
REPORTREPORT


 

DEFINITION OF RURAL AREAS APPLIED IN RDPs

– OECD definition in 6 RDPs

– Modified definition in 7 RDPs

– Alternative definitions in 22 RDPs
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
 

REASONS FOR CHOSING ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES
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

 

THE EFFECT OF  ALTERNATIVE DEFINITIONS
 

Increase 
Variable 
Decrease 

>100 
>50,≤100 
>0,≤50 
decrease 

Change of population included in rural areas under alternative 
definitions comparing to OECD definition  

Change of the extent of rural areas under alternative 
definitions comparing to OECD definition using combination 
of available indicators (territory, population and             
number of local units 
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

 

EXAMPLE OF DEFINITIONAL CHANGE: ITALY
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

 
PARAMETERS OF MODIFICATIONS AND ALTERNATIVES

– Primary definition level
• Usually LAU2
• LAU1 or NUTS3

– Additional factors
• Size (population)
• Remoteness
• Employment and living place
• Rural space
• Other reflecting special needs

– Richer typologies
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Whole territory, no territorial targetting

OECD regional typology (incl. modifications w ithout additional indicators,
except the exclusion of large cities)

First level definitions (at the municipal level) considering population density or
size of municipalities or a list of them is provided

Definitions w ith distance or accessibity and rural/urban employment

Definitions considering the structure of the economy

Definitions w ith rural space (agricultural and  w ood land, etc.)

LAG/LEADER regions

LFA: mountain 

Other LFA  

Specif ic handicap (LFA)

NATURA 2000 protection areas  and WFD protection zones (agricultural land
and forest)

High natural value and other environemntaly valuable agricultural and forest
land

Environmentaly vulnerable area (e.g. vulnerable zones of nitrates)

Areas w ith the therat of forest f ire

Special Forest areas

Areas w ith cultural specif icities and particular territories/regions

Axes 3 and 4

Axis 2

Forests

To target special needs
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

 
INITIAL CONCLUSIONS OF STEP 1 

– The role of the definition of rural areas is not universally clear

– The definition is not used rigorously in the RDPs

– Dissatisfaction with the OECD approach
• Geographical characteristics
• Policy issues



NEXT STEPSNEXT STEPS

Completion of Step 2



 
Finalisation of a set of case studies examining: 
– the definition of rural areas – assessment of needs 
– the pattern of targeting (application of measures and allocation of 

resources)
– taking into account complementarity and demarcation 
– efficiency and balance



 
Report : Comparative and synthetic overview



NEXT STEPSNEXT STEPS

Step 3 (completion of Phase 1)


 
Findings on relevance and efficiency of targeting in the 
programmes



 
Common elements in identifying specificities



 
Recommandations for achieving a better balance

Phase 2


 
forward looking exercise 



 
development of recommendations of relevance to rural 
development policy at EU level



 
tapping the potential for synergies and complementarities 
between Community instruments at territorial level, ….



Thank you for your attention!Thank you for your attention!
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