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1. Summary 
 
The main objective of Work Package 4 was to provide quantifiable evidences of the potential role of CNH as a 
driver for sustainable growth. To do this, WP4 has been monitoring over the last 2.5 years the performance of 
the deployed Action Plans (or regeneration schemes) in the 6 initial Replicators (Rs), and the 9 Additional 
Replicators (ARs) ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǇƘŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ tŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜΩǎ ƳƻƴƛǘƻǊƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘƻƴŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 
selected cross-thematic and multiscale Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) and through the implementation of a 
holistic approach based on Systems Dynamics (SD) for properly assessing the heritage-led regeneration. Six SD 
models, one per SIA, have been developed and are freely accessible through the Monitoring Platform in the 
RURITAGE Resources Ecosystem (RRE), as explained in the deliverable D4.3. These SD models are useful for 
laying out different what-if scenarios. Last, WP4 has been contributing to create sense of ownership of CNH 
developing a participatory co-monitoring approach. 

This deliverable is based on the work developed in the last stages of the project. The Task 4.3 has developed a 
comprehensive data collection procedure through the coordination and supervision of all the gathered data. 
According to the monitoring programme described in the deliverable D4.2, quantitative data coming from the Rs 
have been completed and integrated with qualitative data coming from the My Cult-Rural Toolkit (Task 4.4). This 
data has been used for calculating the KPIs, according to the evaluation procedure defined in Task 4.1. 

The main challenges for each Replicator have been identified and the lessons learned obtained from the Role 
Models have served as the basis for this assessment. All the Rs have improved their level of performance, 
according to the selected KPIs, with improvements ranging from 37% to 67%. The complex problem of assessing 
the heritage-led rural regeneration Action Plans to transform rural areas into sustainable development 
demonstration laboratories has been analysed by means of System Dynamics (SD) models. A performance model 
has been defined for each SIA by establishing weights, feedback loops and delays in information to the KPI 
within the corresponding Replicators. All these SD models have been integrated into the RURITAGE Monitoring 
Platform. The user interface developed for the advanced end-users provide the necessary elements to use the 
model. 

The Replicators were provided with My Cult-Rural Toolkit equipment box, which facilitates the physical tool 
ǿƻǊƪǎƘƻǇǎΦ ¢ƘŜ wŜǇƭƛŎŀǘƻǊΩǎ !Ŏǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǳǇŘŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƛƴƪ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ Ŏƻ-monitoring tools, if applicable. Co-
Monitoring physical tools use participatory, community-based methodologies to gain a better understanding 
into tangible and intangible qualities and values of the landscape and associated cultural ecosystem services. 

Data collection and KPI calculation started in December 2019 and has ended in June 2022, lasting for 2.5 years. 
Along this time, a full set of data has been collected and the data collection process has been available online 
through the Monitoring Platform, ensuring a proper supervision and analysis. Regular data collection campaigns 
have been run every 6 months and data have been uploaded to the database once reviewed and validated. After 
four years of RURITAGE, data collected has allowed to do a project impact assessment comparing the value of 
the results obtained with the targets predefined at the baseline of the monitoring process. These expected 
impacts were established at the beginning of the project, clustering several impact indicators and are related 
with the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG). Some insights after developing these tasks are that we were 
optimistic with the difficulties in data collection, and ambitious with some of the targets that were 
overestimated. We have also learned that other targets have been clearly underestimated and have been 
exceeded in most of the cases. The COVID-19 pandemic and lock-down situation obviously have affected 
somehow to the development of the Action Plans, hence to the achievement of the expected results. 
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2. Introduction 
 
This report reflects the work done in collecting the data from the Replicators and applying the KPIs previously 
defined for RURITAGE project, jointly with some more context indicators that were used to set the wǎΩ baselines. 
Both, the definition of the indicators and their use to describe the initial state of the rural territories, have been 
completed in the initial months of the project, while the data collection and analysis have been developed in the 
second half of the project. 

The work done in the frame of WP4 is based on the robust monitoring platform (see Figure 1), which is part of 
the RURITAGE Resources Ecosystem (RRE) [1], developed to assess the effectiveness of an innovative rural 
regeneration paradigm based on Cultural and Natural Heritage (CNH), consolidating the role of culture and 
nature as the fourth pillar of sustainable development and contributing to economic growth, social inclusion and 
environmental sustainability in rural territories. In this line, the Community Capitals Framework (CCF) considers 
that the growth of some forms of capital in a community is ready to create virtuous spirals of development [2]. 
This monitoring platform considers cultural (including intangible heritage), natural, built (mainly built cultural 
heritage), social (including political), human (people value and engagement) and financial capitals to measure 
the effectiveness of the actions and practices developed in a territory, acting as levers for change from the initial 
stock of capitals to other kinds of capital. 

This document is organised as follows: Section 3 describes the evidences, SIA by SIA, on the improvement in 
Replicators and Additional Replicators due to the heritage-led Action Plans, based on the KPIs collected all over 
the monitoring time. The most detailed information is included in the tables at section 7. Section 4 explains how 
the System Dynamics models have been developed, including the design decision and detailed diagrams of the 
different models, one by SIA. The Additional Replicators have been very useful to illustrate with real use-cases 
the functioning of the SD models, showing how to use the models, fine-tuning the parameters and interpreting 
the results. Section 5 discusses the results, i.e. the data collected over 2.5 years of monitoring that reflect the 
global impact of the activities developed by the Rs. Finally, the main conclusions and recommendations are 
outlined in Section 6.  

 
Figure 1: Monitoring platform landing page (© RURITAGE). 
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3. Evidences of the Improvement in Replicators Due to Heritage-
led Action Plans 

 
 

3.1 Global Performance Evaluation compared to Baseline 

After defining the baseline for all the Replicators involved in RURITAGE (Task 1.4), a diagnosis was carried out by 
experts also involved in the project. The main challenges for each Replicator were identified and lessons learn by 
Role Models served as basis for them. Furthermore, Replicators and stakeholders drafted an Action Plan that 
was revised after a year of action plan implementation (please, see del. D3.7) which included potential actions to 
be implemented and, during the two and a half years of project monitoring, reviews have been made. All this 
process has allowed us to define the Heritage-led Action Plan, whose results are shown below. 

 

3.1.1 Pilgrimage (R1): Old traditions and modern world along the pilgrimage 

route to Hemmaberg 

The Geopark Karavanke/Karawanken level of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was 38% while in 
the fifth and last period it is 61%, which represents a growth of 37% of the Global Performance Indicator. This 
has happened due to the improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, what has been possible due to the 
identification of the replicator challenges, the lessons learned from the Role Models, the definition of expected 
impacts and the identification of potential actions to be implemented. 

 

 

 

(a) 
Evolution of Geopark Karavanke/Karawanken level of 

accomplishment of objectives. 

(b) 
Level of development of capitals for R1 at baseline stage (red) and 

at last monitoring period (blue). 

Figure 2: R1 global performance and Community Capitals level of development. 
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Ageing of population, depopulation and unemployment were identified as the main challenges for Karavanke 
Geopark. A considerable ageing of the population, comparable to the Slovenian average but substantially below 
the Austrian average was noted. Besides, the outward migration and high death rate make the geopark one of 
the most scarcely populated areas and the unemployment rate was 12.18%, much higher than European 
average (EU27 ς 9.6%), almost twice as high as the Austrian average (6.9%) and somewhat higher than Slovenian 
average (11.6%). 

Besides, the renovation of Rosalien cave was identified as other economic and societal challenge to be faced by 
the replicator. This renovation was supposed to have positive effect on tourism in the geopark and in the 
Municipality of Globasnitz/Globasnica, being a powerful tool for economic and sustainable development. 
Additionally, the renovation was supposed to ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ DŜƻǇŀǊƪ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘΩǎ ǿŜƭƭ-being and living environment. 

 

Figure 3: Rosalien cave. Karavanke/Karawanken Geopark (R1). 

Furthermore, 44 lessons learned from Role Models were identified for Karavanke/Karawanken Geopark. For 
instance, the integration of vulnerable groups in local value chain (LL21) and the promotion of access to all ages 
and abilities and ensure fruition of cultural resources to all (LL28) were identified to mitigate the unemployment 
and depopulation challenge, respectively. Involve private and third sector in cultural heritage in order to 
optimize business model, answer to social needs and effectively manage heritage (LL23) and take advantage of 
National/State (and regional) investment in CNH promotion to develop increased tourism and other economic 
activity at local/regional level (LL26) were recognised to contribute to the economic and sustainable 
development. The application of IT technologies for natural and cultural heritage promotion (LL02) and the 
fostering and promotion of sustainable tourism (LL16) were recognized as improvers of the route digitalisation 
and the eco-tourism respectively. 

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global 
Performance Indicator to 61% in the fifth and last monitoring period (MP). The comparison of the KPI values 
between the baseline and the last MP can help understand the results (see Figure 4 and Figure 5). 
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Figure 4: Level of development of KPIs, grouped by Community Capitals, for R1 at baseline stage (red) and at last MP (blue). 
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Figure 5: KPIs evolution over time for R1. 
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Cultural Capital (CC) had a 28% of level of development meaning that, although the number of cultural events at 
local level was high enough (CC-06), there was still room for improvement in the use of social media (CC-02 to 
CC-05), crowdfunding campaigns (CC-07) and training in traditional skills (CC-08). On the other hand, at last 
monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached a 71% of level of development due to, among others, the 
increase of the number of arrivals of tourism (CC-10), the number of people trained in traditional skills (CC-08) 
and the places involved in the tourism offer (CC-09). Moreover, the restoration of St. Rosalia cave and making 
the site of St. Hema Mountain accessible again (Action R1.3) will not only support the conservation of ancient 
traditions and local intangible heritage, but it will also attract new pilgrims and tourist.  

The 41% of development of the Natural Capital (NC) showed that more development was needed in areas 
related to the type of ecosystem services (NC-01), companies with sustainability certifications (NC-05) and green 
tourism packages (NC-07). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Natural Capital has reached a 55% of 
level of development. Progress have been made in the number of shops, restaurants and tourism facilities selling 
local products (NC-06) and the number of companies with sustainability certifications (NC-05). The setting up of 
a network of local food producers is a remarkable example of an action that took place in R1 contributing to the 
development of the NC. 

The progress in the level of development of the Natural Capital is also related with the ecosystem services used 
in this Replicator. These are composed of nine different types of activities that have allowed to improving the 
KPIs involved in this Capital. They include activities in the nature, with children, guided tours, etc. that have the 
aim of increasing the awareness of cultural and natural heritage, and are detailed in the Table 1: 

Table 1: Ecosystem Services for R1. 

Event Ecosystem Services Activity Summary Frequency Outcome 

3
rd

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adultsΩ education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, etc. 

Walk including activities 
concerning cultural and natural 
heritage; using the walking map 
activity as a tool for natural 
awareness; 15th. and 22nd of 
June 

just once Awareness of 
culture and nature 

3
rd

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adultsΩ education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, etc. 

4 educational workshops 
boosting local identity through 
nature activities; 7.5., 12.5., 
19.5., 21.5. 

just once Awareness of 
culture and nature 

4
th

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adultsΩ education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, etc. 

4 guided tours visiting local 
producers 

weekly Awareness of 
culture and nature 

4
th

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Cultural activity in the nature (concerts, 
theatre, dance, art installation, reading in 
the nature etc.) 

Opening event of the Rosalia 
cave in September 2021 

just once Awareness of 
culture and nature 

4
th

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adultsΩ education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, etc. 

4 workshops in July 2021 with 
schools and kindergarden 
boosting local identity through 
nature activity 

summer 
season 

Awareness of 
culture and nature 

4
th

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adultsΩ education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, etc. 

2 educational camps for nature 
and culture in August 2021 

summer 
season 

Awareness of 
culture and nature 

4
th

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adultsΩ education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, etc. 

1 educational workshop in 
August 2021 for boosting the 
local identity 

summer 
season 

Awareness of 
culture and nature 
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Built Capital (BC) had a level of development of 47%, which proved that its overall performance was high but 
that there were still room for improvement using RURITAGE digital tools (BC-01 to BC-03) and fostering public & 
shared transport services (BC-08 and BC-09). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Built Capital has 
reached a 63% of level of development. Six indicators have reached and even surpass the target and some of 
them, as the number of people reached through RURITAGE digital tools (BC-02) and the number of CNH objects 
mapped trough ATLAS (BC-03), have risen from 0% to 100%. The restoration of St. Rosalia cave and making the 
site of St. Hema Mountain accessible again (Action R1.3) has been key for the development of BC. 

Social Capital (SC), with a level of development of 47%, had a high number of projects involving people with 
disabilities (SC-06), but there was capacity of improvement involving more local associations (SC-03) and 
projects addressing migrants (SC-05). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Social Capital has a 75% of 
level of development due to, among others, the increase of the number of stakeholders involved (SC-02) and the 
number of citizens engagement activities (SC-01). 

The 22% development level of the Human Capital (HC) meant a low overall performance of the KPIs and that 
some improvements could be done in training for migrants (HC-03 and HC-04) and internships for students (HC-
06). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Human Capital has reached a 48% of level of development. 
Significant progresses have been made in the number of self-employees (HC-05) and the number of internships 
for students (HC-06) that have been activated during the implementation phase. 

Financial Capital had 43% of level of development which showed that the main improvement areas were related 
to the number of start-ups and spin-offs (FC-05) and companies with new business models and innovative 
processes (FC-06). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has reached a 44% of level of 
development. Relevant progress has been made in the nights spent at tourist accommodation establishments 
(FC-01). 

Furthermore, some actions to boost the financial level of development of the Replicator were carried out 

through different funding sources, among them the RURITAGE budget. These include the design of a set of new 

touristic and cross border packs, the digital use of the Karavanke/Karawanken Geopark and the safeguarding and 

making the site of St. Hema Mountain and St. Rosalia Cave accessible again, whose funding is summarised in 

Table 2 and detailed in the Tables Section (from Table 35 to Table 37). 

 

Table 2: R1 Action Plan funding details. 

R1: Action Plan budget distribution and amount per capita and square kilometre 

Funding Description  Funding Source Budget ϵκPerson/km
2
 % 

Indicative Cost RURITAGE budget фмΦлллΣлл ϵ           мΣпу ϵ  46% 

Additional Funding Municipality of Globasnitz/Globasnica in the 
framework of the National LE 14-20 (Entwicklung für 
den Ländlichen Raum) project άRosalienpforte 
IŜƳƳŀōŜǊƎ DŜƳŜƛƴŘŜ DƭƻōŀǎƴƛǘȊάΣ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ 
Federal Ministry Republic of Austria for 
Sustainability and Tourism, Land and European 
Union (LEADER PROGRAMME) тмΦрллΣлл ϵ            мΣмс ϵ  36% 

Sustainability of the 
Action   -   ϵ                 -   ϵ  0% 

Other Difference covered by the Municipality of 
Globasnitz/Globasnica with own resources орΦптсΣнс ϵ            лΣру ϵ  18% 

TOTAL  мфтΦфтсΣнс ϵ            оΣнн ϵ  100% 
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Summarizing, all the Capitals of this Replicator have progressed throughout the development of the project. In 
particular, the Capital that has increased more his results has been the Cultural one, with a 43% of rise. But it is 
not the one that has reached the highest level of development, which is the Social Capital with a 75%. Natural 
and Built Capitals have not risen much but they had a good level of development at the beginning, while Human 
Capital started from a low level of development and has increased his results in a 26%. On the other hand, even 
the Financial Capital started from a good level of development, this has only increased by 1%, which means that 
more efforts would have been necessary to improve the KPIs results.  

 

Figure 6: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R1 throughout the monitoring process (© RURITAGE). 
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3.1.2 Local Food R2): Magma UNESCO Global Geopark 

The Magma Geopark level of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was 50% while in the fifth and last 
period it is 77%, which represents a growth of 54% of the Global Performance Indicator. This has happened due 
to the improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, what has been possible due to the identification of the 
replicator challenges, the lessons learned from the Role Models, the definition of expected impacts and the 
identification of potential actions to be implemented. 

 

 

(a) 
Evolution of Magma Geopark level of accomplishment of 

objectives. 

(b) 
Level of development of capitals for R2 at baseline stage (red) and 

at last monitoring period (blue). 

Figure 7: R2 global performance and Community Capitals level of development. 

Ageing of population, depopulation and unemployment were identified as the main challenges for Magma 
Geopark. All municipalities were experiencing depopulation and the unemployment rate in the area was about 
3%. There were several corner stone businesses in the area, so when they were struggling it affected the 
employment rate and also business elsewhere, like restaurants, cinema, stores, etc. 

Moreover, other economic, environmental and societal challenges were identified. There was a need to provide 
new buǎƛƴŜǎǎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎ ǿƘƻǎŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘƻǊ ƛƴ ƎŜƻǇŀǊƪ ŀǊŜŀ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ тлǎΩ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ 
oil, the change in the Golf Stream will have a serious impact on a lot of biotic factors and more extreme weather 
conditions and it was necessary to get all layers of society more involved in local decisions in order to enable the 
voice of everyone to be heard. 
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Figure 8: Magma UNESCO Geopark (R2). 

Furthermore, 38 lessons learned were identified from Role Models to Magma Geopark. For instance, the 
integration of vulnerable groups in local value chain (LL21) and the promotion of access to all ages and abilities 
and ensure fruition of cultural resources to all (LL28) were identified to mitigate the unemployment and 
depopulation challenge, respectively. The use of collaborative approaches to achieve innovative financing 
solutions and access to funding (LL05) was identified to improve the local producers support and networking and 
creation of a brand based on the cultural and natural resources and the added valued created (LL06) was 
recognised as a good way to define products standards, labelling and branding. Also, implementation of 
participatory approach and involvement of local people from early stage (LL18) and fostering and promoting 
sustainable tourism (LL16) were identified as improvers of society and eco-tourism respectively. 

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global 
Performance Indicator to 77% in the fifth and last monitoring period. The comparison of the KPI values of the 
capitals between the baseline and the last monitoring period can help understand the results and can be seen in 
the Figure 9 and the Figure 10. 
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Figure 9: Level of development of KPIs, grouped by Community Capitals, for R2 at baseline stage (red) and at last MP (blue). 
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Figure 10: KPIs evolution over time for R2. 
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Cultural Capital (CC) had a 60% of level of development meaning that, although the number of cultural events at 
local level (CC-06) and crowdfunding campaigns (CC-07) was high enough, there was still room for improvement 
in the use of social media (CC-02 to CC-05) and training in traditional skills (CC-08). On the other hand, at last 
monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached an 89% of level of development. Seven indicators have reached 
and even surpass the target and some of them, as the number of mentions in social media and press (CC-02) and 
the number of people trained in traditional skills (CC-08), have risen from 0% to 100%. 

The 56% of development of the Natural Capital (NC) showed that more development was needed in areas 
related to the type of ecosystem services (NC-01) and green tourism packages (NC-07), while sustainable 
companies (NC-05) and shops selling local products were in good shape (NC-06). On the other hand, at last 
monitoring period, Natural Capital has an 82% of level of development due to, among others, the increase of the 
number of green tourism packages (NC-07), the number of areas designated as protected areas (NC-02a), and 
the number of companies and organizations with sustainability certifications and labelling (NC-05). 

The progress in the level of development of the Natural Capital is also related with the ecosystem services used 
in this Replicator. These are composed of different types of activities that have allowed to improving the KPIs 
involved in this Capital. They include educational activities in the nature, with adults and children, which have 
the aim of increasing the awareness of cultural and natural heritage, and are detailed in the Table 3. 

Table 3: Ecosystem Services for R2. 

Event Ecosystem Services Summary of the Activity Frequency Outcome 

2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period 

Educational activities in the nature, 
children education, adults education, 
guided tours with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local natural heritage, 
etc.  

Connected with indicators: SC-01a; SC-01b; 
several education activities have been carried 
on outdoor, with kids, local population. App 50 
people were involved in outdoor activities.
  

Monthly - 

 

Built Capital (BC) had a level of development of 56%, which proved that its overall performance was mid but that 
there were still room for improvement using Ruritage digital tools (BC-01 to BC-03), fostering shared transport 
services (BC-09) and retrofitting/reusing buildings (BC-11 and BC-12). On the other hand, at last monitoring 
period, Built Capital has a 78% of level of development. Eleven of sixteen KPIs have reached and even surpass 
the target, some of them are the number of CNH objects mapped trough ATLAS (BC-03), the km of 
pedestrian/hiking paths (BC-07) and the number of fairs and tourism events related to the promotion of the area 
and related products (BC-14). 

Social Capital (SC), with a level of development of 22%, had a high number of projects involving people with 
disabilities (SC-06), projects addressing migrants (SC-05a) and participants in voluntary activities (SC-04), but 
there was capacity of improvement in almost all other indicators. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, 
Social Capital has a 71% of level of development due to, among others, the significant increase of the number of 
participants in citizens engagement activities (SC-01b), the number of stakeholders involved (SC-02), the number 
of local associations involved (SC-03) and the number of projects addressing people with disabilities (SC-06a). 

The 50% development level of the Human Capital (HC) meant a mid-overall performance of the number of 
immigrants involved in educational-training programs and internships for them (HC-03 and HC-04), but also that 
some improvements could be done with people trained in IT and tourism (HC-07), involved in professional 
management training course (HC-08) and the number of publications as recommendation and guidelines 
provided (HC-09). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Human Capital has a 53% of level of 
development. Progress have been made in the number of people trained in IT and tourism (HC-07) and the 
number of people involved in professional management training course (HC-08). 

Financial Capital had 59% of level of development which showed that the main improvement areas were related 
to the number of PPPs (FC-03), start-ups and spin-offs (FC-05) and companies with new business models and 
innovative processes (FC-06). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has a 91% of level of 
development due to, among others, the significant increase of the nights spent at tourist accommodation 
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establishment (FC-01), the number of start-ups and spin-off created (FC-05) and the number of companies 
supported in defining new business models and innovative processes of production (FC-06). 

Furthermore, some actions to boost the financial level of development of the Replicator were carried out 

through different funding sources, among them the RURITAGE budget. These include the creation of a common 

calendar for all five municipalities presenting festivals and other events in the geopark, the promotion of the 

touristΩǎ offer through the design of a tourist route, the promotion of joint actions to strengthen the local 

identity and to enhance heritage resources and the development of their local pilgrimage route, whose funding 

is summarised in Table 4 and detailed in the Tables Section (from Table 44 to Table 47). 

Table 4: R2 Action Plan funding details. 

R2: Action Plan budget distribution and amount per capita and square kilometre 

Funding Description  Funding Source Budget ϵκPerson/km
2
 % 

Indicative Cost RURITAGE budget and Magma Geopark budget соΦоллΣлл ϵ  лΣлллу ϵ  61% 

Additional Funding Rogaland county food trail; MagmaUNESCOO2030 
proj yrly budget on EUR 150.000 

                 
нлΦлллΣлл ϵ  лΣллло ϵ  19% 

Sustainability of the 
Action 

MagmaUNESCOO2030 proj yrly budget on EUR 
150.000; MagmaUNESCOO2030 proj yrly budget on 
EUR 150.000 нлΦлллΣлл ϵ  лΣллло ϵ  19% 

Other  -   ϵ                 -   ϵ  0% 

TOTAL   млоΦоллΣлл ϵ  лΣллмп ϵ  100% 

 

Summarizing, all the Capitals of this Replicator have progressed throughout the development of the project, 
getting good overall results. In particular, the Capital that has increased more his results has been the Social one, 
with a 49% of rise. But it is not the one that has reached the highest level of development, which is the Financial 
Capital with a 91%. On the other hand, the Human Capital has only increased by 3%, which is a direct 
consequence of the low results obtained in his KPIs. 

 

Figure 11: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R2 throughout the monitoring process (© RURITAGE). 
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3.1.3 Migration (R3): Geo-Naturpark Bergstraße Odenwald e.V. 

The Geo-Naturpark Bergstraße Odenwald level of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was 10% while 
in the fifth and last period it is 43%, which represents a growth of 37% of the Global Performance Indicator. This 
has happened due to the improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, what has been possible due to the 
identification of the replicator challenges, the lessons learned from the Role Models, the definition of expected 
impacts and the identification of potential actions to be implemented. 

 

 

(a) 
Evolution of Geo-Naturpark Bergstraße Odenwald level of 

accomplishment of objectives. 

(b) 
Level of development of capitals for R3 at baseline stage (red) and 

at last monitoring period (blue). 

Figure 12: R3 global performance and Community Capitals level of development. 

Poverty and social exclusion, access to services and infrastructure, low education and skills were recognized as 
the main challenges for Bergstraße Odenwald Geo-Naturpark. Besides, environmental (climate change and 
natural disasters), societal (migration) and economic (unemployment) challenges were also associated to the 
replicator. 
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Figure 13: Geo-Naturpark Bergstraße Odenwald (R3). 

Furthermore, 16 lessons learned were identified from Role Models for Geo-Naturpark Bergstraße Odenwald. For 
instance, the transformation of prevention against natural calamity and negative events into tourism 
development opportunities, with the creation of a geologic museum, integration of migrants employing them in 
the tourism sector (LL36), was recognised as a way of developing a toolkit for resilient citizens. Also, taking 
advantage from traditional events as a tourist attraction ό[[нрύΣ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǘƻǳǊƛǎǘ ǇŀŎƪǎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎέ 
based on the typical characteristics of the replicator and sell combined packages, including transport (LL07) were 
identified as a way to push the tourism in the area. 

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global 
Performance Indicator to 43% in the fifth and last monitoring period. The comparison of the KPI values of the 
capitals between the baseline and the last monitoring period can help understand the results and can be seen in 
the Figure 14 and the Figure 15. 

Cultural Capital (CC) had a 13% of level of development meaning that, although the number of enterprises in the 
cultural sector (CC-01) and the arrivals of tourist (CC-10) were good, a significant improvement in the rest of KPIs 
was needed. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached a 64% of level of 
development. Four indicators have surpassed the target, rising from 0% to 100%, as the number of mentions of 
CNH in social media (CC-02), the number of actions and cultural events (CC-06a) and the people reached by 
them (CC-06b).  
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Figure 14: Level of development of KPIs, grouped by Community Capitals, for R3 at baseline stage (red) and at last MP (blue). 
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Figure 15: KPIs evolution over time for R3. 
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The 2% of development of the Natural Capital (NC) showed that the only KPI slightly developed was the share of 
renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (NC-04), all others needed to be developed. On the other 
hand, at last monitoring period, Natural Capital has reached an 3% of level of development, meaning that more 
efforts would have been necessary. 

To boost the progress of the level of development of the Natural Capital, ecosystem services were used in this 
Replicator. These were composed of six different types of activities that have allowed to improving the KPIs 
involved in this Capital. They include educational activities, workshops for children, author readings, etc. that 
have the aim of increasing the knowledge about nature, climate change and local heritage, and are detailed in 
the Table 5. 

Table 5: Ecosystem Services for R3. 

Event Ecosystem Services Activity Summary Frequency Outcome 

2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period  

Educational activities in 
the nature, children 
education, adults 
education, guided tours 
with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local 
natural heritage, etc. 

Provide several activities such as guided 
ranger tours, on-site-team tours with focus 
on geology, environmental education, local 
heritage.  

summer 
season  

Participants increase 
their knowledge about 
nature, climate change, 
local heritage and 
landscape 

2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period  

Educational activities in 
the nature, children 
education, adults 
education, guided tours 
with the aim of increasing 
awareness of local 
natural heritage, etc. 

Support to organization of the Children Art 
Construction Trailor (conducted by the 
project partner "International Forest Art 
Association") - a series of workshops for 
children in and around Darmstader Forest.
  

summer 
season  

Participants increase 
their knowledge about 
nature, climate change, 
local heritage and 
landscape 

2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period  

Cultural activity in the 
nature (concerts, theatre, 
dance, art installation, 
reading in the nature 
etc.)  

Support to organization of the Internation 
Forest Art Trail (conducted by the project 
partner "International Forest Art 
Association") with a goal to design 
sustainable works of art in the nature 
including site-specific and process-oriented 
installations and performances. Geo-N 
supports the event financially and 
mobilizes migrants to become an active 
part of the event. 

Bi-annual 
(Just once) 

Event; works of art; 
extension of a network; 
participants are 
acquainted with works 
of art in the nature. 

2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period  

Cultural activity in the 
nature (concerts, theatre, 
dance, art installation, 
reading in the nature 
etc.) 

Conduct 5 author readings at the Messel 
pit (annually, November-December) incl. a 
guided tour. The target group of the 
readings are children. Topics are related to 
geology, earth history, local heritage.  

Annually 
(Novem 
summer 
season  

Participants are 
acquainted with the 
historical significance of 
the Messel pit, earth 
history, geological 
development of the 
region. 
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2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period  

Outdoor recreation 
activity (hiking, trails, 
canyoning, biking, rafting)
  

Shooting of 4 short educational videos on 
MTB technology, rules and regulations for 
MTB trails use (2020-2021). The videos will 
be uploaded on Geo-N's YouTube channel 
and disseminated through Facebook, 
WhatsApp etc. An additional promotion of 
the action will be implemented through 
visiting of refugees' dormitories and direct 
contact with the target group. MTB 
vouchers will be raffled among refugees 
which will allow them to lend an MTB for 
one whole day (2021). In groups of up to 4 
participants (depending on COVID 
situation, maybe even more) participants 
will be accompanied during this day by an 
MTB trainer (Muemlingtaradler). During an 
MTB-tour they will learn how to use an 
MTB, all the tricks and technical must-to-
knows, learn more about the landscape 
ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ άǊŀǘŜ-my-ǾƛŜǿέ ŀǇǇΦ 

The 1st phase 
of guided 
tours will take 
place from 
March to June 
2021. After a 
debriefing in 
June, (if 
required) the 
guided tours 
approach will 
be adjusted 
for a 2nd 
guided tours 
phase. 

Just once  

4 short educational 
videos on MTB; 
participants become 
familiar with MTB 
technology, rules and 
landscape of the 
region. 

2
nd

 
Monitoring 
Period  

Researching Nature 
(scientific studies or 
activities focused on 
natural or geological 
heritage, biodiversity or 
similar topics)  

A collection app Survey123 from Esri with 
focus on climate change impact on 
communities will be developed. 4 
workshops introducing the app as well as 
climate change related topics will be 
conducted in one local community (test 
run). Data will be collected by participating 
local citizens. Based on this a report / 
interactive weblication will be compiled / 
produced, sharing the data with the 
Climate Change Manager of the 
municipality involved in the 1st test run 

just once  4 workshops; collected 
data; report / 
weblication; long term: 
it is intended to offer 
the services including 
the app use to other 
communities of Geo-N 
after the test run. 

 

Built Capital (BC) had a level of development of 6%, which proved that although the number of beds and 
restaurants (BC-04 and BC-05) was good, there were still room for improvement for the rest of KPIs. On the 
other hand, at last monitoring period, Built Capital has an 30% of level of development due to the increase of 
the number of buildings restored/retrofitted (BC-11), the number of reused buildings (BC-12) and the number of 
fairs and tourism events related to the promotion of the areas and related products (BC-14). 

Social Capital (SC), with a level of development of 5%, had a medium number of participants in formal or 
informal voluntary activities or active citizenship (SC-04), but there was capacity of improvement for almost 
other KPIs. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Social Capital has reached an 80% of level of 
development. Six indicators have highly surpassed the target and risen from 0% to 100%, some of them are the 
number of citizens engagement activities (SC-01a) and the number of participants in them (SC-01b), the number 
of stakeholders (SC-02) and the number of projects addressing migrants (SC-05a). 

The 9% development level of the Human Capital (HC) meant a low overall performance of the KPIs, except for 
the number of self-employees (HC-05) of the replicator. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Human 
Capital has reached an 41% of level of development. Significant progresses have been made in the number of 
recreational facilities/events (HC-02) and the number of immigrants involved in educational-training programs 
(HC-01). 

Financial Capital had 38% of level of development which showed that the main improvement areas were related 
to the number of PPPs set and signed (FC-03), start-ups and spin-offs (FC-05) and companies with new business 
models and innovative processes (FC-06). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has not 
improved his level of development, meaning that more efforts would have been necessary. 
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Furthermore, some actions to boost the financial level of development of the Replicator were carried out 

through different funding sources, among them the RURITAGE budget. These include connecting to landscape 

through sports, welcoming booths at Geopark events, educational material for language skills, increasing the 

awareness of cultural and natural heritage by cultural landscape interpretation and strengthening the bonds 

between migrants and residents through creative land art and forest artwork, whose funding is summarised in 

Table 6 and detailed in the Tables Section (from Table 54 to Table 61). 

Table 6: R3 Action Plan funding details. 

R3: Action Plan budget distribution and amount per capita and square kilometre 

Funding Description  Funding Source Budget ϵκPerson/km
2
 % 

Indicative Cost RURITAGE фтΦтфлΣлл ϵ  лΣлллло ϵ  46% 

Additional Funding Geo-N yearly budget; In-kind contributions partners 
(shooting of videos); Supplementary logistic facilities 
by sponsors (transport, logistics); Supplementary 
logistic facilities (transport, booth material); 
Additional co-financing by Geopark budget (e.g. 
rangers during parking lots activities); UNESCO WHS 
Messel Pit; Supplementary logistic facilities by 
sponsors (transport, logistics); Supplementary 
logistic facilities (transport, booth material); 
Charcoal burning, financial support geopark budget; 
Additional co-financing by Geopark budget, financial 
capacities of the stakeholders; Geo-N: additional co-
financing. supplementary logistic facilities by 
sponsors (transport, logistics); 
Streuobstwiesenretter: personal capacity of experts 
in tree maintenance; Geo-N: Supplementary logistic 
facilities; Additional co-financing by Geo-N budget 
and partner (International Forest Art Association) as 
well as sponsors ррΦлллΣлл ϵ  лΣллллн ϵ  26% 

Sustainability of the 
Action 

To be continued by Geo-N; Included into a Geo-N's 
offer of services for member communities; 3D Tour 
(Messel Pit takes over 3D tour hosting platform 
ƭƛŎŜƴŎŜΣ ϵмнл ǇŜǊ year); In-kind contribution Geo-N 
to continue activities after RURITAGE; To be 
continued by Geo-N; To be continued by 
International Forest Art Association; Contribution by 
Geo-N to continue the action отΦснлΣлл ϵ  лΣллллм ϵ  18% 

Other In-kind contribution local community of Mömlingen 
(staff costs, infrastructure, room rent); In-kind 
contribution Messel Pit (staff costs, infrastructure); 
In-kind contribution Messel Pit (staff costs); In-kind 
contribution International Forest Art Association 
(Exhibition with Samira Jamali); In-kind contribution 
On-Site-Team Fischbachtal (Exhibition with Samira 
Jamali); In-kind contribution 3D Tour (Messel Pit);  ноΦлллΣлл ϵ  лΣллллм ϵ  11% 

TOTAL  нмоΦпмлΣлл ϵ  лΣллллт ϵ  100% 
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Summarizing, five of six of the Capitals of this Replicator have progressed throughout the development of the 
project. In particular, the Capital that has increased more his results has been the Social one, with a 75% of rise, 
which is also the one that has reached the highest level of development, an 80%. Cultural Capital has had also a 
good rise, a 51%, and Built and Human Capitals started from a low level of development that has had a good 
improvement. On the other hand, the Natural Capital has only increased in a 1% and the Financial Capital has 
not increased at all his results, even when it had a good initial level of development. 

 

Figure 16: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R3 throughout the monitoring process (© RURITAGE). 
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3.1.4 Arts & Festivals (R4): Grad Negova 

R4 level of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was 55% while in the fifth and last period it is 77%, 
which represents a growth of 49% of the Global Performance Indicator. This has happened due to the 
improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, what has been possible due to the identification of the replicator 
challenges, the lessons learned from the Role Models, the definition of expected impacts and the identification 
of potential actions to be implemented. 

 

 

(a) 
Evolution of Grad Negova level of accomplishment of objectives. 

(b) 
Level of development of capitals for R4 at baseline stage (red) and 

at last monitoring period (blue). 

Figure 17: R4 global performance and Community Capitals level of development. 

Depopulation, unemployment and poverty were identified as the main challenges for R4. The region is not 
among richest in Slovenia and it is mainly rural and the less potentially active population the less partners for 
them. 

Besides, technological, economic, environmental and societal challenges were associated to Negova Castle. It 
had all basic infrastructures but renovation work on the oldest part of the castle, which was historically most 
valuable, was needed to put it into function and enable to integrate wider region to recognise the castle as one 
of the most precious cultural heritage sights in the area.  
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Figure 18: Negova Castle. KIBLA-KULTprotur (R4). 

Furthermore, 37 lessons learned were identified from Role Models for this Replicator. For instance, taking 
advantage from traditional events and make the typical characteristics of the area (a site, food and wine, 
handcraft, traditions) a tourist attraction (LL25) was identified to develop the economy. Regional investment in 
redevelopment/upgrading of disused buildings in CNH areas for relevant economic, tourism or social innovation 
uses (LL30) was recognise as a technological improvement. Also, identification of heritage resources (formal and 
informal), fostering a better understanding of the tangible and intangible values of natural and cultural heritage 
and creation of recognized value as a driver for local development (LL15) was described as a territory discovering 
ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ ǘƻƻƭ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǘƻǳǊƛǎǘ ǇŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŎƭǳǎǘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜƭƭ 
combined packages (LL07). 

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global 
Performance Indicator to 77% in the fifth and last monitoring period. The comparison of the KPI values of the 
capitals between the baseline and the last monitoring period can help understand the results and can be seen in 
the Figure 19 and the Figure 20. 
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Figure 19: Level of development of KPIs, grouped by Community Capitals, for R4 at baseline stage (red) and at last MP (blue). 



D4.4 / Rural Regeneration Activities 

 31 

 

 

 

Figure 20: KPIs evolution over time for R4. 
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Cultural Capital (CC) had a 47% of level of development meaning that, although the number of cultural events at 
local level (CC-06) and the number of places in the tourist offer (CC-09) was high enough, there was still some 
room for improvement in using social media (CC-02 to CC-05) and training in traditional skills (CC-08). On the 
other hand, at last monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached an 81% of level of development. Six indicators 
have reached and even surpass the target, some of them are the number of mentions in social media and press 
(CC-02), the number of people reached by actions and cultural events produced by citizens at local level (CC-
06b), the number of places involved in the tourism offer (CC-09) and the number of arrivals of tourist (CC-10). 

The 65% of development of the Natural Capital (NC) showed that its overall performance was high more 
development was needed in the share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (NC-04) and areas 
ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ōȅ άǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŜŦŦŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀǎέ ƻǊ ǿƛǘƘ ƘƛƎƘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜ όb/-02b). 
On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Natural Capital has maintained the 65% of level of development 
because, even though the number of shops, restaurants and tourist facilities selling local products (NC-06) has 
increased, the number of companies and organizations with sustainability certifications and labelling (NC-05) 
and the number of green tourism packages (NC-07) have decreased, meaning that more efforts would have 
been necessary. 

Built Capital (BC) had a level of development of 61%, which proved that its overall performance was high but 
that there were still room for improvement using RURITAGE digital tools (BC-01 to BC-03) and fostering public & 
shared transport services (BC-08 and BC-09). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Built Capital has 
reached a 75% of level of development. Six indicators have reached and even surpass the target and two 
indicators have stayed very close, some of them are the number of hotspots provided (BC-01), the number of 
beds (BC-04), the km of cycle, pedestrian and hiking paths (BC-06 and BC-07) and the number of fairs and 
tourism events related to the promotion of the area (BC-14). 

Social Capital (SC), with a level of development of 48%, had a high number of projects involving disadvantaged 
people (SC-05 to SC-07), but there was capacity of improvement involving more local associations and 
stakeholders (SC-02 and SC-03). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Social Capital has reached a 94% 
of level of development due to significant progress made on some indicators as, for instance, the number of 
participants in citizens engagement activities (SC-01b), the number of local associations involved (SC-03) and the 
number of disadvantaged people engaged (SC-07). 

The 45% development level of the Human Capital (HC) meant a mid-overall performance of the KPIs, but also 
that some improvements could be done in training for migrants (HC-03) and internships for students, training in 
IT and tourism and professional management (HC-06 to HC-08). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, 
Human Capital has reached a 70% of level of development due to, among others, the increase of the number of 
recreational facilities and events (HC-02), the number of self-employees (HC-05) and the number of internships 
for students (HC-06). 

Financial Capital had 62% of level of development which showed that the main improvement areas were related 
to year revenues per sector (FC-02), while other indicators showed a good performance for the baseline stage. 
On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has reached a 68% of level of development due to 
the increase of the number of PPPs set and signed (FC-03) and the number of start- ups and spin-off created (FC-
05).   

Furthermore, some actions to boost the financial level of development of the Rs were carried out through 

different funding sources, among them the RURITAGE budget. These include making Negova Castle accessible 

and connectable, different festival editions and building new skills and knowledge about rural creativity, whose 

funding is summarised in Table 7 and detailed in the Tables Section (from Table 68 to Table 72). 
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Table 7: R4 Action Plan funding details. 

R4: Action Plan budget distribution and amount per capita and square kilometre 

Funding Description  Funding Source Budget ϵκPerson/km
2
 % 

Indicative Cost RURITAGE ς Launch event of the implementation 
phase - Kultprotur; Kultprotur; RURITAGE - Kibla; 
RURITAGE - Kultprotur; In 2021, as an independent 
event; Kibla уфΦлунΣлф ϵ  лΣмп ϵ  86% 

Additional Funding wŀǎǘƛǑőŜΤ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ DƻǊƴƧŀ wŀŘƎƻƴŀΤ tƻǊŀ - 
razvojna agencija Gornja Radgona; 2020, 2021, 2022 
Kultprotur моΦфмфΣмл ϵ  лΣлн ϵ  14% 

Sustainability of the 
Action Kibla -   ϵ  -   ϵ  0% 

Other  -   ϵ  -   ϵ  0% 

TOTAL  млоΦллмΣмф ϵ  лΣмт ϵ  100% 

 

Summarizing, five out of six of the Capitals of this Replicator have progressed throughout the development of 
the project. In particular, the Capital that has increased more his results has been the Social one, with a 46% of 
rise, which is also the one that has reached the highest level of development, a 94%, and Built and Human 
Capitals started from good level of development and have improved it. On the other hand, Natural Capital has 
not improved his results, even when it had a good initial level of development, and Financial Capital has only 
improved in a 6%. 

 

Figure 21: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R4 throughout the monitoring process (© RURITAGE). 
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3.1.5 Resilience (R5): Comune di Appignano del Tronto (CoApp) 

The Appignano del Tronto level of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was 32% while in the fifth and 
last period it is 72%, which represents a growth of 59% of the Global Performance Indicator. This has happened 
due to the improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, what has been possible due to the identification of the 
replicator challenges, the lessons learned from the Role Models, the definition of expected impacts and the 
identification of potential actions to be implemented. 

 

 

 

(a) 
Evolution of Appignano del Tronto level of accomplishment of 

objectives. 

(b) 
Level of development of capitals for R5 at baseline stage (red) and 

at last monitoring period (blue). 

Figure 22: R5 global performance and Community Capitals level of development. 

Ageing of population, depopulation, unemployment and poverty were described as the main challenges for 
Appignano del Tronto. Almost 30% of the population in the region was over 65 years old, in the last 15 years the 
village had lost about 12% of the population, 15% of the population are unemployed and about 10% of the 
population are in poverty condition. 

Moreover, to improve the average level of information technology and computer skills of the population, 
entrepreneurial skills, foster competitiveness, increase tourism, adapt to climate change, foster social cohesion, 
improve resilience, increase the quality and level of cultural activities were identified as other technological, 
economic, environmental and societal challenges. 
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Figure 23: Grey-blue Badlands (Calanchi grigio-azzurri) at Appignano del Tronto. 

Furthermore, 33 lessons learned from Role Models were identified for Appignano del Tronto. For instance, the 
improvement of resilience of natural and cultural environment against natural hazards (LL31), a long-term vision 
to build confidence among stakeholders and continuous communication to create long-lasting relationships 
(LL24) and application of IT technologies for natural and cultural heritage promotion (LL02) were recognised as 
responses to the environmental, societal and technological challenges respectively. Also, to build a sense of 
belonging, individual and community self-confidence and increased autonomy through CNH (LL04) was 
identified as a way of creation of a new symbolic public space for the replicator. 

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global 
Performance Indicator to 72% in the fifth and last monitoring period. The comparison of the KPI values of the 
capitals between the baseline and the last monitoring period can help understand the results and can be seen in 
the Figure 24 and the Figure 25. 

Cultural Capital (CC) had a 12% of level of development meaning that, although the number of enterprises in the 
cultural sector (CC-01) and crowdfunding campaigns (CC-07) was good, serious improvements were needed in 
almost all other KPIs. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached an 88% of level 
of development. Nine indicators have reached and even surpass the target and some of them, as the number of 
mentions in social media and press (CC-02), the number of people trained in traditional skills (CC-08) and the 
number of people reached by actions and cultural events produced by citizens have risen from 0% to 100%, 
managing to develop 25 cultural event and reaching out around 20.000 people. This was mainly due thanks to 
Action R5.7 (RURITAGE Art Festival) and R5.3 (Capacity building and training activities for local companies 
through enchantment of cultural and natural heritage) that successfully implemented two Rural Art festivals, 
involving young associations, theatre association and tourism operators. 

 
















































































































































