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Abstract
This study aimed to present a plan that introduces the concept of 'RURITAGE' into the 'Rural Convention' by analyzing the
contents of the EU's 'RURITAGE' and the 'Rural Convention.' For this study, the contents and reports discussed on the
'RURITAGE' homepage were analyzed. Also, the applicability was reviewed by analyzing the 'Rural Convention' report and

guideline. 'RURITAGE' was resources and heritage, currently possessed by the region rather than large-scale development. 'The

Rural Convention' was intended to solve the problem of point-projects through mid-to-long-term planning, integrated support

system for construction, and spatial analysis of rural spatial. It was also a policy to increase the satisfaction of the residents with

the quality of life by guaranteeing a certain level of living services anywhere in the country. The 'Rural Spatial Strategic Plan' and

'‘Rural Living Area Revitalization Plan', included in 'the Rural Convention' are judged to be difficult to immediately introduce the

concept of 'RURITAGE' due to the limitations of the projects that can implement projects. However, the notion of 'RURITAGE'

can be reflected to 'Rural Spatial Maintenance Plan’ seamlessly, which will be prepared in the 'Rural Living Area Revitalization

Plan'.
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Table 1. Systemic Innovations & Cross-cutting Themes

6 Systemic Innovation Areas (SIAs)| 11 Cross-cutting Themes Transversal

—

1. Pilgrimage . Business models and investment strategies
. Governance and regulatory framework

2. Sustainable local food production
. Legal aspects and land tenure

. Technological innovation

3. Migration Lo .
. Social innovation

4. Art and festivals . Cultural Ecosystem Services

2
3
4
5
6. Environment and climate change
7
8. Mental wellbeing

9

5. Resilience . Tourism and Marketing strategies

10. Cultural and natural heritage(CNH) safeguarding,
6. Integrated landscape management ppreciation and inferpreation

11. Mobility and accessibility of the areas

9) UNESCO, 2021.09.28., www.en.unesco.org/ruritage.
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Table 2. Contents of Systemic Innovation Areas(SIAs)

SIAs Contents
Pilgrimage Heritage routes to sacred and historical places are a driver for sustainable and economic growth in many rural areas. Indeed, some
observers describe ‘route tourism’ as the world’s best hope for securing sustainability in travel and tourism. Thus, heritage routes represent
a good opportunity for developing less explored areas with valuable Cultural & Natural Heritage(CNH) that appeal to external visitors.

Local Food

Using food, wine and gastronomy to profile rural localities has become a widespread way to improve the economic and environmental
sustainability of both tourism and agriculture. It has been linked to the development of “alternative” food networks and a resurgent
enthusiasm for food products that are perceived to be traditional and local, symbolising the place and culture of the destination.

Migration

Beyond the challenges presented by the migration crisis, especially in the countries most affected by the migrants’ arrivals (e.g.Greece
and Italy), and by the received application of asylum (e.g. Germany), the arrival of ‘incomers’ can also create opportunities for
re-population, growth and potential for rural regeneration. In this context, CNH, in terms of local tradition, languages, art and crafts,
etc. can play an important role in boosting and accelerating the process of integration and regeneration. Moreover, highlighting the
positive contribution of migrants to the development of rural areas can be fundamental for the creation of an inclusive society.

Art & Festival

Festivals and arts’ exhibition have been used as a mean to attract tourists and as an economic resource in many rural areas. Festivals
related with ancient local traditions and products, open-air art exhibition and landscape museums are continuously growing and represent
an important source of tourism and jobs creation. Furthermore, arts-involved projects for youth engagement can highlight building social
connections, self-esteem, and community knowledge thus promoting youth entrepreneurship and a “creative rural economy”, providing
aspirational jobs and examples of entrepreneurship that are particularly attractive to young people.

Resilience

of CNH in rural areas.

Resilience refers to the ability of human settlements to withstand and to recover quickly from external shocks. Resilience against crises
not only refers to reducing risks and damage from disasters (i.e. loss of lives and assets), but also the ability to quickly bounce back
to a stable state. By enhancing the role of Cultural and Natural Heritage for building resilience against the dual threats of climate change
and disasters and ensuring that all development is risk-informed, rural communities can protect against losses and simultaneously boost

economic growth, create jobs and livelihoods, strengthen access to health and education, and contribute to foster the responsible ownership

Landscape

According to the European landscape Convention, public is encouraged to take an active part in Landscape protection, conserving and
maintaining its heritage value, helping to steer changes brought about by economic, social or environmental necessity, and in its planning.
Successful examples of participatory landscape management built on heritage-and through their integration in regional and Smart
Specialization strategies-have been demonstrated to be an important instigator of rural renaissance.

Source: Egusquiza, A et al. 2019
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Fig. 1. Rural Heritage Hubs(www.ruritage.eu)
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Table 3. Overview of the Rural Spatial Strategy Plan and the Rural Living
Area Revitalization Plan

Division Spatial Strategy Revitalization Plan
Time range 20 years 5 years
Spatial range Si, Gun Living Area
An integrated plan of a plurality of
projects jointly promoted by the
Long-term  development [nation, local governments, and the
Concept . ..
plan private sector to create a living area
without inconvenience according to
the strategic plan
Status of supply of basic|Living areas vision and goal
living services Organization of the parties to the
Main Status of service supply|Convention and the implementation
and accessibility system
contents . .
Vision and Goal Future plans for each detailed task
Future improvenrent directions | Performance goals and management
for each living area plans for each policy task

Source: Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, 2021
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Basic |7
Direction | |
(Ex) Improvemnent of

Policy P etﬁement ORAItioHE (Ex) Increase the vitality (Ex) Activation of rural
Task fral arie of the rural economy community

Ex) Ex) / Local
Detail (365) ®) ©) &) Mdeﬂt( ) / 2
Rural Fostering Adtvation s Government
Promoation Living L = ded ]
Work pbemn tourism | | Young of sodal ; \' 5 B
creation farmers agiaire supply | | Convention
Policy o St N
Task Rural Living Area Plan i —
Mean Project of Ministry of
Agricultural, Food and Rural | == Project of Local Governments i
Affairs(MAFRA) ;

i Project linked to other ministry |
Ministry of Culture, Sports and Tourism(MCST) Prnject linked to |
Ministry of Health and Welfare(MOHW) ' : other ministry E
Ministry of Gender Equality and Family(MOGEF) etc. : L

Fig. 2. Basic conceptual map of rural Convention(Ministry of
Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, 2021)

————— Rural Spatial Strategic Plan
v Target: All Si, Gun
v Period: 20 Year
Regeneration v Content Vision, Goal, Development direction and
ared promoation tasks, efc
Living
Area B
N X i v Target: Rural Living Area
Living 11 Living ; v Period: 5 Year
! ! v Content: Presentation of project list &

project plan for each task

Rural Spatial Maintenance Plan

v Target: Aeainneed ofregenerdion nSand Gin
v Period: 5 Year

v Content  Spatial maintenance plan for fadtories
Living Living cttie shed and reneweble energy fadities
Area D Area C

Fig. 3. Plan in connection with the rural Convention(Beak, 2021)
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Table 4. List of Role Model

SIA Country Name Division
Spain Way of Saint James RM1
SIA 1 Romania Mary’s way Romania RM2
Brasil Digital Sanctuary RM14
Italy RM3
Colombia Agro-food production in Apulia RM4
SIA 2 Coffee production in WH landscape
Italy Agro ecological innovations in Trento RM15
Smart Rural Living Lab, Penela
Portugal RM16
Italy Migrants hospitality and integration in RMS5
Asti Province
SIA 3 . . . . .
Greece  |Boosting migrant integration with nature RM6
in Lesvos island
Hungary |The Living Village of the Middle Age,l RMS
Visegrad
SIA 4 Tunisia Troglodyte village RM17
United Take Art: Sustainable Rural Arts RM7
Kingdom Development
Greece ) . . RM9
Teaching culture for learning resilience
in Crete
Iceland i i RM10
Natural hazards as intangible CNH for
SIA 5 human resilience in South-Iceland
Eco museum in Alpi Apuane
Italy . . . RM19
Heritage recovery after disaster in
Japan . . RM20
Sanriku Fukko National Park
Norway . . RM11
A CNH-led approach in Austratt
. manorial landscape
Spain . RM12
Douro cultural landscape, driver for
SIA 6 economic and social development
The Northern Headlands area of
Ireland . . RM13
Ireland’s Wild Atlantic Way
Sweden RM18
The Halland Model

Source: Egusquiza et al 2019
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Fig. 5. Planning system for rural Convention(Beak, 2021)
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economical and cultural resilience(Heijman at al. 2007)
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