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1. Summary

The main objective of Wtk Packaged4 was to provide quantifiablevidences 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 inigplidators (R), and the 9 Addional
Replicators(ARs)A y Of dzZRSR Ay (GKS frad LKIFIaS 2F GKS LINR2SOidd¢
selected crosshematic and multiscale Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) and through the implementation of a
holistic approach based on Syster@ynamics (SD) for properly assessing the heredjeegeneration. Six SD
models, one per SIA, have been developed and are freely accessible through the Monitoring Platform in the
RURITAGE Resources Ecosystem ,(RRExplained in the deliverable D4These SD models are useful for
laying out differentwhat-if scenarios. Last, WP4 has been contributing to create sense of ownership of CNH
developing a participatory emonitoring approach.

This deliverable is based on the work developed in the last stafj¢he project. Thdask4.3 has developed a
comprehensive data collection procedure through the coordination and supervision of ajjathereddata.
According to the monitoring programme described in the deliverable D4.2, quantitative data cominth&dts
have been completed and integrated with qualitative data coming from the MyRiuthl 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 Regtor have been identified and the lessons learned obtained from the Role
Models have served as the basis for this assessmdhtthe Rs have improved their level of performance,
according to the selected KPIs, with improvements ranging from 37% toTai&eomplex problem of assessing

the heritageled 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 mod
has been defied for each SIA by establishing weights, feedback loops and delays in information to the KPI
within the corresponding Replicatorall these SD models have been integrated into the RURITAGE Monitoring
Platform. The user interface developed for thdvancel end-users provide the necessary elements to use the
model.

The Replicators were provided with My GRliral Toolkit equipment box, which facilitates the physical tool
G2N] aK2LJAd® ¢KS wSLX AOF G2NRa ! Od Andnioringtobls/ & apmicatNes GodzLJIR |
Monitoring physical tools use participatory, commuHitgsed methodologies to gain a better understanding

into tangible and intangible qualities and values of the landscape and associated cultural ecosystem services.

Data collectio 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 aqper supervision and analysis. Regular data collection campaigns
have been run every 6 months and data have been uploaded to the database once reviewed and véiftzted.

four years of RURITAGE, data collected has allowed to do a project impact assessmegaring 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 Sugtainable Development Goals (SDShme insights after developing these taske that we were
optimistic with the difficulties in data collection, and ambitious with some of the targets that were
overestimated. We have also leeed that other targets havdeen clearly underestimated and have been
exceeded in most of the case¥he COVIBELY9 pandemicand lockdown situation obviouslyhave affected
somehowto 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 tollecting the data from the Replicators aagplying the KPIs previously
defined for RURITAGE projgaintly with some more context indicators thatere used tosetthe w db&selines.
Both, the definition of the indicators and their use to describe thiial state of the rurakerritories, have been
completed in tke initial months of the project, while the data collection and analysis have been deveioesl
second half of the project

The work done in the frame of WP4 is based onrthisust monitoringplatform (seeFigurel), which ispart of

the RURITAGE Resources Ecosystem (RREgveloped 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 dbuting to economic growth, social inclusiand
environmental sustainability in rurégrritories. In this line, theCommunity Capitals Framework (CCF) considers
that the growth of some forms of capital in a commurigyready to create virtuous spiraté development2].

This monitoring platform considers cultural (includimgangible heritage), natural, built (mainly built cultural
heritage), social (including political), human (peopddue and engagement) arfthancial capitals to measure

the effectiveness of the actions and practices develojped territory, acting as levers for change from the initial
stock of capitals to other kinds of capital

This document is organised as follov&ection3 describes theevidences SIA by SlAgn the improvement in
Replicators and Additional Replicatordue to the heritagded Action Plans, based on the KPIs collected all over
the monitoringtime. The most detailed information is included in the tables at sectiddectiond 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 haem veryusefulto illustrate with real usecases

the functioningof the SD models, showing how to use the models,-fiméng the parametersand interpreing

the results.Section5 discusseshe results i.e. the data collected over 2.5 years of monitoring that reflect the
global impact of the activities developed by the. Rfally, the main conclusions anecommendationsare

outlined in Sectiorb.

RURITAGE® Edl

urnge orumgenestion  MESOUNCe Ecosystem

WELCOME to the Monitoring Platform!
Examine the evidence of the role of cultural and natural heritage in rural areas as a driver for sustainable growth. Regeneration initiatives are monitored

in terms of their performance through cross-thematic and multiscale Key Performance Indicators (KPIs). The Monitoring Platform shows a variety of
dashboards from global performance values to detailed KPI data visualized through spider or radar charts and data tables.

Viain Dashboards Advanced Dashboards and System Dynamics
This page shows the current status of all monitored Replicators. It also There are three advanced dashboards showing different data
allows visualizing a detailed report and the action plan of each one. Global Performance Indicator (GPI), Capitals and Key Performance
Mechanisms of filtering and sorting data are available to help you refine Indicators (KPIs).
your searches. All of them are intended to show relevant data of the selected replicator
and make comparisons between different events
Use the System Dynamics models to analyse different what-if scenarios.

MAIN DASHBOARDS ADVANCED DASHBOARDS

anage Data Guide
This private section allows the Replicators to upload and manage the Tool Manual
data regarding the monitoring campaigns, events, action plans, etc.
Only Replicators can access this page.

Figurel: Monitoring platform landing pagd®© RURITAGE
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3. Evidences of themprovementin Replicators Due to Heritage
led Action Plans

3.1 Global Performancg&valuation compared to Baseline

After defining the baseline for all the Replicators involvedWiRRTAGETask 1.4)a diagnosis was carried out by
experts also involved in the projedthe main challenges for eacReplicator were identified and lessonsala by
Role Models served as basis for them. Furthermdreplicators and stakeholders drafted an Action Pilaat
was revised after a year of action plan implementation (pleasedee®3.7)which included potential actions to
be implemented and, during thewvo and a halfyears of projecimonitoring, reviews have been made. All this
process has allowedsto define the Heritagded Action Plan, whose results are shown below.

h 4

@) PILGRIMAGE Oy 95T

3.1.1 Pilgrimage (R1)OId traditions and modern world along the pilgrimage
route to Hemmaberg

The GeoparkKaravanké&arawankenevel of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was\gBié in
the fifth and last period it i$1% whichrepresens a growth 0f37% of the Global Performance Indicator. This
has happeneddue to the improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, what has been podsible the
identification of the replicator challenges, the lessons learned from the Role Mdhelslefinition of expected
impacts andthe identification ofpotential actions to be implemented.

UGG KARAVANKE(SI/AT) capitals (5th Monitoring Period)

UGG KARAVANKE(SI/AT) GPI (5th Monitoring Period) 20

FIN ai NAT

a3 (37%)

sS0C
Baseline 5th Monitoring Period
@) (b)

Evolution of Geopark Karavanke/Karawanken level of Level of development of capitals for R1 at baseline stage (red)
accomplishment of objectives. at last monitoring periodblue).

Figure2: 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 thepplation, 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%, nigioér than European
average (EU27 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 I faced
the replicator. This renovation was supposed to have positive effect on tourism in the geopark and in the
Municipality of Globasnitz/Globasnigabeing a powerful tool for economic and sustainable development.
Additionally, the renovation was supposedkoY LINE @S D S 2 LI NJbeing ¢nid livindietvirofimientd & S f

Figure3: Rosalien cave. Karavanke/Karawanken Geopark (R1).

Furthermore, 44 lessons learned from Role Models were identified for KarakarkevankenGeopark. 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 challengerespectively. Involve private and third sector in cultural heritage in order to
optimize business model, answer to social needs and effectivel\ageahneritage (LL23) and take advantage of
National/State (and regional) investment in CNH promotion to tvéncreased 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 (LLO2) and the
fostering and promotion of sustainable tourism (LL16) were recognized as improvers of the route digitalisation
and the ecetourism respectively.

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global
Performance Initator to 61% in the fifth and last monitoring periodP) The comparison of the KPI values
between the baseline and the IaltP can help understand the resul(seeFigure4 and Figure5).
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UGG KARAVANKE(SI/AT) Cultural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) UGG KARAVANKE(SI/AT) Natural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

cco1 NC-02a
100 100
cc-10 90 CC-02 90
A 80 80
70 70
60 NG-07 60 NC-02b
cc-09 » ; w/% cc-03
o * 30
2
10, ‘
iy
— o
. B
cC-08 cc-04
NC06 ! NC-04
cc07 [ “-. cC-05
s s "
CC-06b CcC-06a NC-05
Baseline 5th Monitoring Period Baseline 5th Monitoring Period
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Figure4: Level of development of KPIs, grouped by Community Capitals, for R1 at baseline stagaurced) last MP (blue).
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Cultural Capital (C@ad a 28% of level of development meaning that, although the number of cuéveaits at

local levelwas high enough (C@6), therewasstill room for improvement in the use of social media {200
CCO05), crowdfunding campaigns (D) and training in traditional skills (@©8). On the other hand, at last
monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached a 71% of level of developmentod@enong others, the
increase of the number of arrivals of tourism {03}, the number of people trained in traditional skills {3}

and the places involved in the tourism offer {@%). Moreover, the restoration of St. Rosalia cave and making
the siteof St. HemaMountain accessible again (Action R1.3) will not only support the conservation of ancient
traditions and local intangible heritage, but it will aldtract new pilgrims and tourist.

The 41% of development of the &tural Capital (NC) showedhdt more development was needed areas

related to the type of ecosystem services (B}, companies with sustainability certifications (B} and green
tourism packages (N@7). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Natural Capital has reacHss/@ of

level of development. Progress have been made in the number of shops, restaurants and tourism facilities selling
local products (N©6) and the number of companies with sustainability certifications@B)CThe setting up of

a network of local fod producers is a remarkable example of an actlmat 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 ammposed of nine different types of activities that have allowed to imimgthe

KPls involved in this Capitdlhey include activities in the nature, with children, guided tours, etc. that have the
aim of increasing the awareness of cultural and nathesltage, and are detailed in thEablel:

Tablel: Ecosystem Services for R1.

Event Ecosystem Services Activity Summary Frequency Outcome
3 Educational activities in the nature, Walk including activities just once Awareness of
Monitoring children education, adulf®ducation, concerning cultural and natural culture and nature
Period guided tours with the aim of increasing | heritage; using ta walking map
awareness of local natural heritage, etc| activity as a tool for natural
awareness; 15th. and 22nd of
June
3¢ Educational activities in the nature, 4 educational workshops just once Awareness of
Monitoring children education, adulf®ducation, boosting local identity through culture and nature
Period guided tours with the aim of increasing | nature activities; 7.5., 12.5.,
awareness of local natural heritage, etc| 19.5., 21.5.
4" Educational activities in the nature, 4 guided tours visiting local weekly Awareness of
Monitoring children education, adulteducation, producers culture and nature
Period guided tours with the aim of increasing
awareness of local natural heritage, etc
4" Cultural activity in the nature (concerts,| Opening event of the Rosalia just once Awareness of
Monitoring theatre, dance, art installation, reading i| cave inSeptember2021 culture and nature
Period the nature etc.)
4" Educationahctivities in the nature, 4 workshops in July 2021 with | summer Awareness of
Monitoring children education, adulf®ducation, schools and kindergarden season culture and nature
Period guided tours with the aim of increasing | boosting local identity through
awareness of local natural heritage, etc| nature activity
4" Educational activities in the nature, 2 educational camps for nature | summer Awareness of
Monitoring children education, adulf®ducation, andculture in August 2021 season culture and nature
Period guided tours with the aim of increasing
awareness of local natural heritage, etc
4" Educational activities in the nature, 1 educational workshop in summer Awareness of
Monitoring children education, adulf®ducation, August 2021 for boosting the season culture and nature
Period guided tours with the aim of increasing | local identity
awareness of local natural heritage, etc

11



D4.4 / Rural Regeneration Activities

RURITAGE®

Heritage for Rural Regeneration

Built Capital (BQ)ad a level of development oi7%, which proved that its overall performance was high but
that there were still room formprovement using BRITAGHiIgital tools BGO1 to B@A)3) and fostering public &
shared transport services (BX8 and B&9). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Built Capital has
reached a 63% of level of development. Six indicators have ream@ven surpass the target and some of
them, as the number of people reached through RURITAGE digital toed)B@d the mmber of CNH objects
mapped trough ATLAS BG), have risen from 0% to 100%he 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 (SGyjth a level of development o#7%, had a high number of projects involving people with
disabilities (S©6), but there was capacity of provement involving more locahssociations (S@3) and
projects addressing migrants (88). 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 stakeholdetgad (S@2) and the
number of citizens engagement activities {&J.

The 22% development level of the Human Capital (HC) meatdvaoverall performance of the KP#nd that

some improvements could be donetiaining for migrants (HO3 and HG04) andinternships for students (HC

06). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Human Capital has reached a 48% of level of development.
Significat progres&shave been made in the number of selihnployees (HO5) and the number of internships

for studens (HG06)that have been activated during the implementation phase

Financial Capital ha4i3% of evel of development which showed that the main improvement areas weleded

to the number of stardups and spiroffs (FE)5) and companies with new busirsesnodels and innovative
processes (F36).On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has reached a 44% of level of
development.Relevant pogress ha been made in the nights spent at tourist acamedation establishments
(FCO1).

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. inbkskethe design of a set of new
touristic and cross border packs, the digitise of theKaravanke/Karawanken Geoparid the safeguarding and
making the site of St. Hemdountain and St. Rosali@dave accessible agaiwhose funding issummarised in
Table2 anddetailed in theTables Section (fromMable35to Table37).

Table2: R1 Action Plan funding details.

R1:Action Plan budget distribution and amourger capitaand square kilomete

Funding Description | Funding Source Budget € Rersortkm? %

Indicative Cost RURITAGE budget dhmdnn MZn 46%

Additional Funding Municipality of Globasnitz/Globasnica in the
framework of the National LE 42D (Entwicklung flr
den Landlichen Raum) proje@Rosalienpforte

| SYYI 6 SNH DSYSAYRS Df 2
Federal Ministry Republic of Austria for
Sustainability and Tourishand and European

Union (LEADER PROGRAMME) TM®Pp N MZ M| 36%
Sustainability of the
Action - € - € 0%
Other Difference covered by the Municipality of

Globasnitz/Globasnica with own resources opodnT( nzp 18%

TOTAL M®pPT PhT 0 2 H| 100%
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Summarizingall the Capitals of this Replicator have progressed throughout the development of the project. In
particular, the Capital that has increased more his results has bee@uharal onewith 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 begvmiagiuman
Capitalstarted from a low level of development and has increased his results in aQ6%e 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 havéeen necessary to improve the KPIs results.

capital description target prog2 incr
CUL Cultural 100% 28% 71% a43
NAT Natural 100% 41% 55% ald
BUI Built 100% 47% 63% alb
socC Social 100% 47% 75% A28
HUM Human 100% 22% 48% A26
FIN Financial 100% 43% 44% al

Figure6: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R1 throughoutrttomitoring proces§© RURITAGE

13



D4.4 / Rural Regeneration Activities

RURITAGE®

Heritage for Rural Regeneration

3.1.2 Local Food R2): Magma UNESCO Global Geopark

TheMagmaGeoparkevel of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage 5086 while in the fifth and last
period it is77%, which represents a growth 6% of the Global Performance Indicator. This has happened due
to the improvement of the capitals and KPIdues, 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.

MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) capitals (5th Monitoring Period)
CuL
100
MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) GPI (5th Monitoring Period) 90

FIN NAT

77

HUM BUI
a27 (54%)
S0C
Baseline 5th Monitoring Period
@) (b)
Evolution of Magma&seopark level of accomplishment of Level of development of capitals for R2 at baseline stage (red)
objectives. at last monitoring period (blue).

Figure7: R2 global performance and Community Capitals level of development.

Ageingof population, depopulation and unemployment were identified as the main challengeM&gma
Geopark. All municipalities were experiencing depopulation and the unemployment rate in the area was about
3%. There were several corner stone busineseethé 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
newbld AySaasSa F2N) 0KS AyKIoAlGlIydGa éK2asS YIAYy SYLX 2@
oil, the change in the Golf Stream will have a serious impact on a lot of biotic factorscaacrtreme weather
conditionsand it was necessary to geft lyers of society more involved in local decisions in order to enable the
voice of everyone to be heard.
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Figure8: Magma UNESCO Geopark (R2).

Furthermore, 38 lessondearned were identified from Role Models to Magma Geopdttr 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 cha#inge, respectively. The use of collaborative approaches to achieve innovative financing
solutions and access to funding (LLO5) was identified to improve the local producers support and networking and
creation of a brand based on the cultural and naturadaerces and the added valued created (LLO6) 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 pgomotin
sustainable tourism (LL16) were identified as improvers of society antbadsm respectively.

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global
Performance Indicator to 7% in the fifth and last motadring 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 Figure9 and theFigurelO.
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MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) Cultural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) Natural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

CC-01 NC-02a
100 100

CC-10 90 CC-02 90

NC-07 NC-02b

CC-03

CC-04

NC-08 NC-04

cc05

cc.06b cc-06a .
| Baseline [T 5th Monitoring Period | | Baseline [ | 5th Monitoring Period
MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) Built KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) Social KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

SC-01a

100
sc07 90 SC01b

5C-06b

5C-06a

BC-08

BC10
BC-09 SC-05a
| Baseline || 5th Monitoring Period | | Baseline | 5th Monitoring Period
MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) Human KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) MAGMA GEOPARK (NO) Financial KPls (5th Monitoring Period)
HC-02 FC-01
100 0
HC-09
FC-06 FC-02
HC-08 ¢
FC-05 FC-03
HC-07 - ‘ HC-05
HC-06 FC-04
| Baseline [T 5th Monitoring Period | Baseline || 5th Monitoring Period

Figure9: Level of development of KPIs, grouped by Community Capitals, for R2 at basttige (red) and at last MP (blue).
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Cultural Capital (C@ad a 60% of level of development meaning that, although the number of cuéveaits at
local level(CG06) and crowdfundingampaigns (GG7)was high enough, theravasstill room for improvement

in the use of social media (@2 to CA5) and training in traditional skills (&8). On the other hand, at last
monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached an 89% of levelv&#l@iement. Seven indicators have reached
and even surpass the target and some of them, as the number of mentions in social media and pB2s(CC
the number of people trained in traditional skills (3&), have risen from 0% to 100%.

The %% ofdevelopment of the Mdtural Capital (NC) showed that more development was nedadedreas
related to the type of ecosystem services (B} and green tourism packages (ND, while sustainable
companies (NO5) and shops selling local produetere in goodshape (N@6). 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 (T, the number of areas designated as protected areasO@&},and

the number of companies and organizations with sustainability certifications and labelliF@sjNC

The progress in the level of development of the Natural Capital is also related with the ecosystem services used
in this Replicator. These are composafddifferent 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 herjtagd are detailed in th&able3.

Table3: Ecosystem Services for R2.

Event Ecosystem Services Summary of the Activity Frequency | Outcome
2 Educational activities in the nature, Connected with indicators: Stla; SED1b; Monthly
Monitoring | children education, adults education, | several education activities haveen carried
Period guided tours with the aim of increasin¢ on outdoor, with kids, local population. App 5

awareness of local natural heritage, | people were involved in outdoor activities.
etc.

Built Capital (BG)adalevel of development of 56%, which proved that its overall performance was mid but that
there were still room foiimprovement using Ruritage digital tooBG01 to BA03), fosteringshared transport
services (BO9) and retrofitting/reusing buildings (BCL and B€2). On the other hand, at last monitoring
period, Built Capital has a 78% of level of developmenudgl®f sixteen KPIs have reached and even surpass
the target, some of them are the number of CNH objects mapped trough ATLA®3)(Btbe km of
pedestrian/hiking paths (BQ7) and the number of fairs and tourism events related to the promotion of the area
and related products (BT4).

Social Capital (SGyjth a level of development of 2%, had a high number of projects involving people with
disabilities (S©6), projects addressing migrants (8%a) and participants in voluntary activities {&4, but

there was capacity of improvemeirt almost all other indicatorOn the other hand, at last monitoring period,
SocialCapital has a 71% of level of development due to, among others, the significant increase of the number of
participants in citizenengagement activities (STLb), the number of stakeholders involved {&, the number

of local associations involved (88) and the number of projects addressing people with disabilitieD6aL

The 50% development level of the Human Capital (H@gant amid-overall performance of thenumber of
immigrants involved in education&faining programsand internships fothem (HG03 andHGO04), but also that
some improvements could be dongith people trained in IT and tourism (HZ), involved in profesional
management training course (HIB) and the number of publications as recommendation and guidelines
provided (H&@9). On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Human Capital has a 53% of level of
development. Progress have been made in the numiifepeople trained in IT and tourism (M) and the
number of people involved in professional management training cours®®giC

Financial Capital has% of evel of development which showed that the main improvement areas weleded
to the number of PPPs (FQ3), startups and spiroffs (F@5) and companies with new business models and
innovative processes (FB).On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has a 91% of level of
development due to, among others, the significantrease of the nights spent at tourist accommodation
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establishment (FO1), the number of startips and spiroff created (F@5) and the number of companies
supported in defining new business models and innovative processes of productiof)(FC

Furthernore, 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 commor
calendar for all five municipalities presenting feats and other events in the geopark, the promotion of the
touristQ affer 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
issummarised imable4 and detailed in the Tables Section (frdrable44to Table47).

Table4: R2 Action Plan funding details.

R2: Action Plan budget distribution and amoupgr capitaand square kilomete

Funding Description | Funding Source Budget € Rersortkm? %
Indicative Cost RURITAGE budget and Magma Geopark budget co®onj nnn| 61%
Additional Funding Rogaland county food trail; MagmaUNESCOO203

proj yrly budget on EUR 150.000 HN DN N nznn 19%
Sustainability of the MagmaUNESCO02030 proj yrly budget on EUR
Action 150.000; MagmaUNESCOO2084 prly budget on

EUR 150.000 Hndnnj nznn 19%
Other - € - € 0%

TOTAL Mno®don nxnn| 100%

Summarizing, all the Capitals of thReplicator have progressed throughout the development of the project
getting good overall resultdn 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 Isiglezel of development, which is the Financial
Capital with a 91%0n the other hand, the Human Capital has only increased by 3%, which is a direct
consequence of the low results obtained in his KPlIs.

capital description target prog2 incr
CuL Cultural 100% 60% 89% a?29
NAT Natural 100% 56% 82% a?26
BUI Built 100% 56% 78% a?22
SocC Social 100% 22% 71% 449
HUM Human 100% 50% 53% a3l
FIN Financial 100% 59% 91% 432

Figurell: Summary of the ppgress made in the level of development of R2 throughout the monitoring proogsKRURITAGE
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@ MIGRATION ) 5

3.1.3 Migration (R3): Gedlaturpark Bergstral3e Odenwald e.V.

TheGecoNaturpark Bergstrafie Odenwdlelvel of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage was 10% while
in the fifth and last period it is3%0, which represents a growth o7% of the Global Performance Indicator. This
has happened due to the improvement of the capitals and KPIs values, vas 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.

GEO-NATURPARK (DE) capitals (5th Monitoring Period)
cuL
100
GEO-NATURPARK (DE) GPI (5th Monitoring Period) &0

FIN NAT

10 |
\ a33(37%) |

S0C

Baseline 5th Monitoring Period
@) (b)
Evolution of GeeNaturparkBergstrale Odenwaltevel of Level of development of capitals for R3 at baseline stage (red)
accomplishment of objectives. at last monitoring period (blue).

Figurel2: R3 global performance and Community Capitals levetlefelopment.

Poverty and social exclusion, access to services and infrastructure, low education and skills were recognized a
the main challenges foBergstraRe Odenwal@GecNaturpark. Besides, environmental (climate change and
natural disasters), societéimigration) and economic (unemployment) challenges were also associated to the
replicator.
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Figurel3: GeaNaturpark BergstraRe Odenwald (R3).

Furthermore,16 lessons learned were identified from Role Models@@oNaturparkBergstraRe Odenwaldror
instance, the transformation of preventiomgainst natural calamity and negative events into tourism
development opportunitieswith 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 attractiorf [ H p 0 X G KS ONBF GA2Y 2F ai:
based on the typical characteristics of the repiicaand sell combined packages, including transport (LLO7) 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 to3% in the ifth 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 Figurel4 and theFigurel5.

Cultural Capital (C@ad a 13% of level of development meaning that, although the number of enterprises in the
cultural sector{CG01) and the arrivals of tourist (CT0) were googa significanimprovement in therest of KPIs

was needed. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached a 64% of level of
development. Four indicators haweirpassed the target, rising from 0% to 100%, as the number of mentions of
CNH in social media (€©&), the number of actions and cultural events {@8@) and the people reached by
them (C@6b).
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GEO-NATURPARK (DE) Cultural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) GEO-NATURPARK (DE) Natural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)
CC-01 NC-02a
100 18
CC-10 90 CC-02 16
80 7 14
70 12
60 NC-07 10 NC-02b
CC-09 CC-03 8
s 40 :
30
20 4
10 2
- -
CC-08 CC-04
NC-06 NC-04
CC-07 CC-05
CC-06b CC-06a NC-05
Baseline 5th Monitoring Period Baseline 5th Monitoring Period

GEO-NATURPARK (DE) Built KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) GEO-NATURPARK (DE) Social KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

se-o1 SC-01a
BC-15b 19000 BC-02 100
80 SC-07 90 SC-01b
BC-15a BC-03 % 80 =
60 60
50
BC-14 40 BC-04 ; ig
: SC-06b sC-02
30 X 30 S
20 3 20
10 g “ 10
BC-13 - ) BC-05 |
. SC-06a sC-03
BC-12 BC-06 ‘
BC-11 BC-07 < )
SC-05b SC-04
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Baseline 5th Monitoring Period Bascline Sth Manitoring Pericd

GEO-NATURPARK (DE) Financial KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

HC-02 FC-01
100 100
90

80
. HC-03 70

FC-06

GEO-NATURPARK (DE) Human KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

HC-09

FC-02

HC-08 HC-04

FC-05 FC-03

HC-07 HC-05

FC-04

HC-06

Baseline 5th Monitoring Period . L .
Baseline 5th Monitoring Period

Figurel4: Levelof development of KPls, grouped by Community Capitals, for R3 at baseline stage (red) and at last MP (blue).
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renewable energy in gross final energy consumption-QM); all others needed to be developedn 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 ingpifoer 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 Table5.

Table5: Ecosystem Services for R3.

Event Ecosystem Services Activity Summary Frequency Outcome
2" Educational activities in | Provide several activities such as guided | summer Participants increase
Monitoring the nature,children ranger tours, orsite-team tours with focus| season their knowledge about
Period education, adults on geology, environmental education, loc nature, climate change,
education, guided tours | heritage. local heritage and
with the aim of increasing landscape
awareness of local
natural heritage, etc.
2" Educational activities in | Support to organization of the Children Al summer Participants increase
Monitoring the nature, children Construction Trailor (conducted by the season their knowledge about
Period education, adults project partner "International Forest Art nature, climate change,
education, guided tours | Association"} a series of workshops for local heritage and
with the aim of increasing children in and around Darmstader Fores landscape
awareness of local
natural heritage, etc.
2™ Cultural activity in the Support to organization of the Internation| Birannual Event; works of art;
Monitoring nature (concerts, theatre,| Forest Art Trail (conducted by the project| (Just oncg extension of a network;
Period dance, art installation, partner “International Forest Art participants are
reading in the nature Association") with a goal to design acquainted with works
etc.) sustainable works of art in the nature of art in the nature.
including sitespecific and processriented
installations ad performances. Gebl
supports the event financially and
mobilizes migrants to become an active
part of the event.
2" Cultural activity in the Conduct 5 author readings at the Messel | Annually Participants are
Monitoring nature (concerts, theatre,| pit (annualy, NovembeiDecember) incl. a| (Novem acquainted with the
Period dance, art installation, guided tour. The target group of the summer historical significance o
reading in the nature readings arechildren. Topics are related tq season the Messel pit, earth
etc.) geology, earth history, local heritage. history, geological
development of the
region.
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2 Outdoor recreation Shooting of 4 short educational videos on The 1st phase| 4 short educational
Monitoring activity (hiking, trails, MTB technology, rules and regulations fo| of guided videos on MTB;
Period canyonng, biking, rafting)| MTB trails use (2022021). The videos will tours will take | participants become

be uploaded on Gedl's YouTube channel| place from familiar with MTB

and diseminated through Facebook, March to June| technology, rules and

WhatsApp etc. An additional promotion of 2021. After a | landscape of the

the action will be implemented through debriefing in | region.

visiting of refugees' dormitories and direc{ June, (if

contact with the target group. MTB required) the

vouchers will be raffled among refugees | guided tours

which will allow them to led an MTB for | approach will

one whole day (2021). In groups of up to | be adjusted

participants (depending on COVID fora 2nd

situation, maybe even more) participants | guided tours

will be accompanied during this day by ar| phase

MTB trainer (Muemlingtaradler). During a Lust once

MTBtour they will learn how to use an

MTRB all the tricks and technical musi-

knows, learn more about the landscape

'y R dza-By-@ANIgES | LILID

2" Researching Nature A collection app Survey123 from Esri with just once 4 workshops; collected

Monitoring (scientific studies or focus on climate change impact on data; report /

Period activities focusean communities will be developed. 4 weblication; long term:
natural or geological workshops introducing the app as well as it is intended to offer
heritage, biodiversity or | climate change related topics will be the services including
similar topics) conductedin one local community (test the appuse to other

run). Data will be collected by participatin communities of Ged\
local citizens. Based on this a report / after the test run.
interactive weblicatiorwill be compiled /

produced, sharing the data with the

Climate Change Manager of the

municipality involved in the 1st test run

Built Capital (BChad a level of development of 6%, which proved that although the number of beds and
restaurants (B@4 and B@5) 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% et @vdevelopment due to the increase of
the number of buildings restored/retrofitted (BLL), the number of reused buildings @®€) and the number of
fairs and tourism events related to the promotion of the areas and related product&d4BC

Social Capml (SC)with a level of development of 5%, had a medium number of participants in formal or
informal voluntary activities or active citizenship {&£}, but there was capacity of improvement for almost
other KPIsOn the other hand, at last monitoring ped, 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 {&8&) and the number of participants in them {&1b), the number

of stakeholders (S02) and the number of projects addressing migrants@S4).

The 9% development level of the Human Capital (HC) meant a low overall performance of the KPIs, except for
the number of selemployees (HO5) of the replicato. 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 o
recreational facilities/events (H@2) and the number of immigrants involved in educatienalning programs
(HGO1).

Financial Capital had33b6 of evel of development which showed that the main improvement areas weleded

to the number ofPPPs set and signed {68), start-ups and spiroffs (FE)5) and companies with new business
models and inovative processes (FB).On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Financial Capital has not
improved his level of developmenteaning 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

RUR

TAGEY

Heritage for Rural Regeneration

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

through sports, welcoming booths at Geoparkerts, 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 artwwehose funding issummarised in
Table6 and detailed in the Tables Section (fr@able54 to Table61).

Table6: R3 Action Plan funding details.

R3: Action Plan budget distribution and amouper capitaand square kilomete

Funding Description

Funding Source

Budget

€ Rersorkm?

%

Indicative Cost

RURITAGE

PT PT D

nnnn

46%

Additional Funding

GeoN yearly budget; kkind contributions partners
(shooting of videos); Supplementary logistic faciliti
by sponsorgtransport, logistics); Supplementary
logistic facilities (transport, booth material);
Additional cefinancing by Geopark budget (e.g.
rangers during parking lots activities); UNESCO W
Messel Pit; Supplementary logistic facilities by
sponsors (transportpgistics); Supplementary
logistic facilities (transport, booth material);
Charcoal burning, financial support geopark budgg
Additional cefinancing by Geopark budget, financig
capacities of the stakeholders; G&b additional ce
financing. supplementy logistic facilities by
sponsors (transport, logistics);
Streuobstwiesenretter: personal capacity of expert
in tree maintenance; Gebl: Supplementary logistic
facilities; Additional cdinancing by Ged\ budget
and partner (International Forest Art Agsation) as
well as sponsors

pp ®nnij

nnnn

26%

Sustainability of the
Action

To be continued by GeN; Included into a Gebl's
offer of services for member communities; 3D Tou
(Messel Pit takes over 3D tour hosting platform

f A OSy OS yean); mkind coh@ithdition GeeN

to continue activities after RURITAGE; To be
continued by GeédN; To be continued by
International Forest Art Association; Contribution b
GeoN to continue the action

OT ®C H J

nznnn

18%

Other

In-kind contributionlocal community of MGmlingen
(staff costs, infrastruetre, room rent); Inkind
contribution Messel Pit (staff costs, infrastructure);
In-kind contribution Messel Pit (staff costs):kimd
contribution International Forest Art Association
(Exhibition withSamira Jamali); 4kind contribution
OnSiteTeam Fischbachtal (Exhibition with Samira
Jamali); Irkind contribution 3D Tour (Messel Pit);

HO ®nni

nznnn

11%

TOTAL

HMO ®n ™m

nznnn

100%
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Summarizingfive of six ofthe 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 lefelevelopment, an 80%. Cultural Capital haslalso a

good rise, a 51%, and Built and Human Capitals started from a low level of development thaidhagood
improvement. On the other hand, the Natural Capital has only increased in a 1% and theaFiGapdal has

not increased at all his results, even when it had a good initial level of development.

capital description target prog2 incr
CUL Cultural 100% 13% 64% abl
NAT Natural 100% 2% 3% al
BUI Built 100% 6% 30% a24
SOC Social 100% 5% 80% a’b
HUM Human 100% 9% 41% a32
FIN Financial 100% 38% 38% 0

Figurel6: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R3 throughout the monitoring prog@s8URITAGE
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3.1.4 Arts & Festivals (R4krad Negova

R4level of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage 38 while in the fifth and last period it &%,

which represents a growth ofi9% 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.

GRAD NEGOVA (SI) capitals (5th Monitoring Period)

80

GRAD NEGOVA (S) GPI (5th Monitoring Period)

77

a22 (49%)

(a) (b)
Evolution of Grad Negova level of accomplishment of objectivi Level of development of capitals for R4 at baseline stage (red)
at last monitoring period (blue).

Figurel7: R4 global performance and CommuniBapitals level of development.

Depopulation, unemployment and poverty were identified as the main challengeR4oirhe 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 infrastructussbut renovation work on the oldest part of the castle, which was historically most
valuable, was needed to put it infonction 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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Figure18: Negova Castle. KIBHULTprotur (R4).

Furthermore, 37 lessons learned were identified from Role Modelsthisr Replicator For instance, taking
advantage from traditional eventand make the typical characteristics of the area (a site, food and wine,
handcraft, traditions) a tourist attractio (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, iddotificBheritage resources (formal and
informal), fostering a better understanding of the tangible and intangible values of natwialwiural heritage

and creation of recognized value as a driver for local development (LL15) was described as adestibosring
LINPY2(0GAyYy3d G(G22f adzOK a GKS ONBFGA2Yy 2F aid2dNRAdG LI
combined packages (LLO7).

These lessons have served to define the actions the replicator has carried out to increase the Global
Perfamance Indicator to 7% 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 Figurel9 and theFigure20.
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GRAD NEGOVA (SI) Cultural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period) GRAD NEGOVA (SI) Natural KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)

CC-01 NC-02a
100 100
cc-10 9 cc02 90
B / 80
70
NC-07 NC-02b
cc-09 cC-03 ‘ ]
CcC-08 CC-04
NC-06 NC-04
cco7 ccos
CC-08b CC-06a NC-05
|| Baseline [ 5th Monitoring Period | Baseline | 5th Monitoring Period
GRAD NEGOVA (SI) Built KPlIs (5th Monitoring Period) GRAD NEGOVA (SI) Social KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)
BCO01 5C01a
BC-15b 100 BC-02 100
] SC-07 90

SC-01b

BC-14

BC-13

BC-12

BC-10

! ‘BC08 ’
BC-09 SC-05a
| Baseline [ 5th Monitoring Period || Baseline [ 5th Monitoring Period

- . GRAD NEGOVA (sl) Financial KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)
GRAD NEGOVA (Sl) Human KPIs (5th Monitoring Period)
FC-01
HC-02
100
0
90
80
70
FC-06 60

HC-09

FC-02

HC-08 - - HC-04

FC-05

FC-03
HC-07 l

He-08 FC-04
| Baseline || 5th Monitoring Period

| | Baseline || 5th Monitoring Period
Figurel9: Level of development of KPIgrouped by Community Capitals, for R4 at baseline stage (red) and at last MP (blue).
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Cultural Capital (C@ad a47% of level of development meaning that, althoufjle number of culturbevents at

local level (CO6) and the number of places in the tourist offer {@) washigh enough, theravasstill some

room for improvement in using social media {€to CA5) and training in traditional skills (©8). On the

other hand, at last monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reache®ll@mof level of developmen8x indicators

have reached and even surpass the targeime of themare the number of mentions in social media and press
(Cc02), the number of peple reached by actions and cultural events produced by citizens at local level (CC
06b), the number of places involved in the tourism offer-0®fand the number o&rrivals of touris{CC10).

The 65% of development of the &tural Capital (NC) showed ahits overall performance was higmore
development was needeih the share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumptioi®4Né@nd areas
O2@SNBR o0& GLINRBGISOGSR INBlIa FyR 2GKSNJ STFSOGomfS Oz
On the other hand, at last monitoring perioNaturd Capital hasnaintainedthe 65% of level of development
because, even though the number of shops, restaurants and tourist facilities selling local produd®) (NG
increased,the number of compaies and organizations with sustainability certifications and labellingO®C

and the number of green tourism packages {0V} have decreased, meaning that more efforts would have

been necessary.

Built Capital (Bad a level of development 061%, whichproved that its overall performance was high but
that there were still room for improvement usindJRITAGHIgital tools BG01 to BA)3) and fostering public &
shared transport services (B8 and B@9). On the other hand, at last monitoring perioBuit Capital has
reached a 75% of level of developmefix indicators have reached and even surpass the target and two
indicators have stayed very close, some of them are the number of hotspots provid€d YBiie number of
beds (B&4), the km of cyclepedestrian and hiking paths (B® and B&7) and the number of fairs and
tourism events related to the promotion of the area (BQ).

Social Capital (S@)ijth alevel of development ofi8%, had a high number of projects involvitigadvantaged
people (SGO5 to SAI7), but there was capacity of improvement involving more loaasociationsand
stakeholdergSG02 and S@3). On the other hand, at last monitoring perio8pcialCapital has reached @4%

of level of developmentue to significant progressmade on some indicators as, for instance, the number of
participants in citizens engagement activities-(886), the number of local associations involved-@3and the
number of disadvantaged people engaged-Q3¢C

The 4% development level of the Huan Capital (HC) meantnaid-overall performance of the KPlIs, but also
that some improvements could be donetmaining for migrants (HO3) and internships for students, training in
IT and tourism and professional management-CGo HE08). On the otherhand, at last monitoring period,
HumanCapital has reached @% of level of developmerdue to, among others, the increase of the number of
recreational facilitieand events (HO2), the number of selémployees (HO5) and the number oihternships
for students (HE6).

Financial Capital hatP% of ével of development which showed that the main improvement areas weleted

to year revenues per sector (fo2), while other indicators shaed a good performance for the baseline stage.
On the other hand, at last monitoring peridéinancialCapital has reached a 68% of level of developndemetto
the increase of the number of PPPs set and signed8f&nd the number of starups and spiroff created (F€
05).

Furthermore, some actits to boost the financial level of development of the \Rere carried out through
different funding sources, among them the RURITAGE budget. These include making Negova Castle accessit
and connectable, different festival editiomsd building new skilland knowledge about rural creativitywhose

funding issummarised imMable7 and detailed in the Tables Section (frdrable68to Table72).
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Table7: R4 Action Plan funding details.
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R4: Action Plan budget distribution and amouper capitaand square kilomete

Funding Description | Funding Source Budget € Rersorkm? %
Indicative Cost RURITAGELaunch event of the implementation

phase- Kultprotur; Kultprotur; RURITAGKIblg

RURITAGEKultprotur; In 2021, as an independent

event; Kibla y pdny H nm| 86%
Additional Funding wlkadAO6ST adzy AOALN f AG &

razvojna agencija Gornja Radgona; 2020, 2021, 2

Kultprotur MO ®chmg nzn 14%
Sustainability of the
Action Kibla - € - € 0%
Other - € - € 0%

TOTAL Mno®nn nxm| 100%

Summarizing, fiveut 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 onel6#ttiofa

rise, which is also the one that has reached the dfgHevel of development, 84% 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 Fingapigél has only

improved in a 6%.

capital description target prog2 incr
CuUL Cultural 100% 47% 81% a34
NAT Natural 100% 65% 65% 0
BUI Built 100% 61% 75% ald
socC Social 100% 48% 88% 440
HUM Human 100% 45% 65% 4?20
FIN Financial 100% 62% 68% ab

Figure21: Summary of the progress made in the level of development of R4 throughout the monitoring proées8(RITAGE
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¢ RESILIENCE (Gl

3.1.5 Resilience (R5): Comune di Appignano del Tronto (CoApp)

TheAppignano del Trontéevel of accomplishment of objectives at baseline stage 286 ®hile in the fifth and

last period it is72%, which represents a growth 68% of the Global Performance Indicator. This has happened
due to the improvement of the capitsland 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.

Appignano d.Tronto(IT) capitals (5th Monitoring Period)
CuL
100
90
80

70

FIN il NAT

Appignano d.Tronto(IT) GPI (5th Monitoring Period)

440 (59%)

50C

Baseline 5th Monitering Period

(a) (b)
Evolution of Appignano del Tronto level of accomplishment o Level of development of capitals for R5 at baseline stage (red)
objectives. at last monitoring period (blue).

Figure22: R5 global performance and CommuniBapitals 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 fad 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 ski, 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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Figure23: Greyblue Badlands (Calanchi grigazzurri) at Appignano del Tronto.

Furthermore,33 lessondearned from Role Models were identified for Appignano del Tronto. For instance, the
improvement of resilience of naturand cultural environment against natural hazards (LL31), atknng vision

to build confidence among stakeholders and continuous communication to createldstigg relationships
(LL24) and application of IT technologies for natural and cultural hengegeotion (LLO2) were recognised as
responses to the environmental, societal and technological challenges respgcitiisd, to build sense of
belonging, individual and community selbnfidence and increased autonomy through CNH (LLO4) 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 congpadsthe KPI values of the
capitals between the baseline and the last monitoring period can help understand the results and can be seen in
the Figure24 and theFigure25.

Cultural Capital (C@ad a 12% of level of development meaning that, although the number of enterprises in the
cultural sector(CG01) and crowdfunding campaig (CE7) was goodserious improvements were needed

almost all other KPIs. On the other hand, at last monitoring period, Cultural Capital has reached an 88% of leve
of development. Nine indicators have reached and even surpass the target and stimenofis the number of
mentions in social media and press {@X), the number of people trained in traditional skills (G&) and the

number of people reached by actions and cultural events produced by citiiares risen from 0% to 100%
managing to develp 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 companie
through enchantment of cultural and natural heritage) tratccessfully implemented two Rural Art festivals,
involving young associations, theatre association and tourism opetators
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