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ERP-Gathering Kielce
Number of the workshop: 6
Name of the workshop: Towards a real local rural development policy
Bigger challenges Europe is meeting: Draught, energy, food, water conflicts, mistrust in governments, populism
Questions:
	· Funding is not reaching local level - losing a lot on the way to concrete actions. Waste of money. How to better reach local economies?The local level lacks  coordinating, upscaling, capacity building
· Are todays support and development structures optimized? 
· Who would run a new integrated local development programme (redefined Leader or a new programme including LEADER/CLLD completed with flexible specific programs?)
· Can a policy be built around the smart village concept or functional rural territory keeping in mind the diversity and flexible solutions? 
· How to decentralise, delegate?
· What if no-one takes ownership of the program?
· Is there a real will for paradigm change?
· Which problem is to be dealt at which level?


 
Our three proposals for governments & EU
	1.   Funding to local actions and ringfencing could be used in different programmes and funding schemes in a non-bureaucratic way. A % should be dedicated to local involvement (economic, social, networking results).
2  Local development programmes are to be facilitated by the national/regional level (with potential EU support schemes) LEADER and CLLD structures should - if the citizens, NGO´s, smaller and local actors are to be involved - include pilot/innovation schemes, different microfunding schemes, include citizens and NGO´s in the territorial development strategies. LAG´s should not either just be project funding machines (and) but also invest in people and animation. Other existing or to be created structures should take action where LAG´s do no exist nor cover the diversity of possibilities or where local administration is not acting. Also power and decision making could be redistributed to a more local level.
3 . We would need a real territorial approach with subprogrammes, specific programmes answering to diverse needs, not standardized programmes for specific needs.  Place-based policies and place-sensitive thinking take into account the problem, which can go beyond existing structures and crossing territorial, politic or thematic borders. We need better cooperation relationships between governance levels, actor levels and between local actors themselves (public-private, private-private, public-public – in coordination with the ones knowing best the local realities.


 

Good ideas, practices, processes
	· The language should be simplified.
· community spaces for local action
· A real local development policy includes or may include a housing plan, repopulation taskforce, ringfenced funds.
· Partnerships and innovations should get more attention
· Less focus on individual progress and more on group/community progress
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