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Assessing of the Projects Promoting Innovations in Rural
Areas in the Czech Republic

Marie Pechrova and Alena Ketva

Annotation: Innovative approach is essential for a growth,thatunderstanding of the content of
it is not unified. The term innovation itself isdad and can cover wide range of activities. The
article deals with the projects promoting innovasion the rural areas of the Czech Republic (CR)
financed from the European Agricultural Fund forré&duDevelopment (EAFRD). Strategy Plans
LEADER (SPL) submitted by Local Actions Groups (L&)Gwhich are operating under the
LEADER' scheme are analysed and their approach towardsvation is evaluated. The
importance of the innovations in the projects ialeated on the basis of established preferential
criteria for selection of the projects and finandewvoted to the measure Fiéhehich includes
innovative projects. On the basis of case studi¢iseoprojects aimed on education | am coming to
the conclusion that various types of projects ar@eustood as innovative, but sometimes the term
is misinterpreted. Preferential criteria for seilegtprojects defined by LAGs should be more
precious and concrete. Despite the fact that inthmv& are one of the obligatory criteria for
selecting projects which will be financed, its umgibn is mostly formal. Its relative weight in
comparison with other criteria is quite low. Besidthe importance of innovative projects is not
sufficiently underlined by finances. | argue thhere is not adequate attention paid to the real
contribution of the projects to innovations. | recoend the revision of the term innovation and its
stronger inclusion into the preferential criterta Eelection of the project in order to ensure that
selected projects clearly correspond with the imtioe approach.

Key words: innovative projects, rural area, Local Action Gup&trategic plan LEADER

1 Introduction

“Innovation in general and its spatial dimensiorsgecific has been a primary object both of
scientific analysis and of policy.” (Steiner et 2011) “Innovation is widely held to be a key
driver of economic growth at the heart of the knelge economy” (OECD, 1996 in Dargan
and Shucksmith, 2008), although according to Daagash Shucksmith (2008) the social and
cultural dimensions of innovation are often negdctThey argue that “innovation policies
are frequently regarded as central to improvin@g@on’s competitiveness. Innovations are
not only developed by scientist and taken up bytraners and does not originate only in
urban areas.” In the most studies, the technolbgispects of innovation, new product and
development are the subject of analysis. Despgefdbt that it may seems that only huge
transnational companies can deliver the desirableuat of innovations, current studies
revealed the fact that also innovations in rurabarare possible. “Many recent studies show
that innovations occur without scientific knowledg@argan and Shuccksmith, 2008)

Ability of producing innovations of the small andedcium firms in the rural areas concerns
Steiner et al (2011). They explore innovative bémavthrough reviews and interpretation of
the theories of regional innovation and conceptsnabvative milieu. They analyse how

specific milieu of the region affects the innovatipotential and searching for the factors
influencing innovative behaviour in rural areas.eyhconclude that range of innovation
potentials in studied areas “are not an automattcame of this specific type of region but
call for the organization and promotion of the raee factors for innovation behaviour.”

(Steiner et al, 2001)

! LEADER is an abbreviation from French "Liaison EnActions de Développement de |'Economie Rurale" —
i.e. Links between Actions for the Developmentta Rural Economy”.

2 Fiche = measure



European Council emphasise the importance of innglvegional and local authorities in the
design and delivery of results from EU programni{8schtler et al, 2007) The EU policy
goal (promoting growth, innovations and competitiees) can be achieved only “if it is
owned by all stakeholders — at EU, national, regli@md local levels.” (kbner in Bachtler et
al, 2007) “Specific features and potential of rueakas for innovation deserve special
attention.” (Steiner et al, 2011)

1.1 Special innovation factors in regions

“Every region has its own economic and social istitacture, its existing networks and
organizations as well as its specific physicalasfructure. This set of factor endowments and
assets determine the region’s ability to innovaté successful regional innovation result in
enhanced productivity and prosperity.” (Steineale011)

Policy makers must respect that the sources ofvemrans in rural areas are rather different
than in urban areas. As Steiner et al. (2011) pmintit the focus must be “more on intangible
assets such asonscious behaviour cooperation and collective learning than on the
classical determinants of competitive advantageuiréht studies also emphasisecial
relationships and focus especially on thefluence of the community social norms and
behaviour rules as on the important factors that help to enhameevations. | point out two
principles on which the LEADER programme is basmaiperation and mutual learning.

1.1.1 The importance of cooperation for innovations

Roles played by a variety of different actors haeen recognised in recent studies. Strong
relationship between innovatory economic developgnaga a strong civil society, focusing
especially on the presence of networks, both withim territory and between its actors is
suggested by many authors (e.g. Dargan and Shuitbk€2008). The relations are essential,
because according to Leeuwis and van den Ban (@0D4drgan and Shuccksmith, 2008) “co-
operation between actors with a variety of différemms of knowledge and experience, who
are then able to contribute to the developmeninnbvations and can facilitate knowledge
transfer”, contribute to promoting innovatory econo development in rural areas.

1.1.2 The importance of learning for innovations

“In view of the shift towards a knowledge-drivenoaomy, the capacity of urban and rural
regions to support processes of learning and infmvaas been identified as a key source of
their competitive advantage.” (Dargan and ShuccksrdD08)

One of the key factors which are seen as essdatisihe innovation isegional knowledge
base “Common regional knowledge base is not just @ufdr an effective communication
and information exchange between local actorsalsat contributes to a sustainable economic
development and a successful innovation systenofighi, 1999 in Steigner et al, 2011)

Current approaches emphasis the role of learnitigerathan scientific findings in the
innovation processes. “Learning need not necegsaniply discovery of new technical or
scientific principles, and can equally be based@datvities which recombine or adapt existing
forms of knowledge.” (Smith, 2000, in Dargan anadi&tksmith, 2008)

There are many concepts which highlight the impa#aofknowledge and learningin the
rural areasrelational assets learning regions social capital institutional thickness and
associational economiegMackinnon et al, 2002 in Dargan and Shuccksn2ifi98)

Steiner et al (2011) name concelgdrning-by-doing” as a one of the key factor which can
lead to the innovations. Some scientists emphadisestheory ofcollective learning
agglomerative preconditionsof innovative behaviour or “milieu innovateur”. They focus
mainly on the intangible tacit knowledge. Untradae@rdependencies constituted around tacit



conventions and informal agreements assist to ¢baamic learning and adaptation. One of
the possibilities how to enhance learning is thiohgtter education of the rural population.

1.1.3 The importance of education for innovations

Education in the rural areas is essential to build up ladahtity and create an environment
for innovation. The support of the human resournethe rural areas (Steiner et al, 2008) is
strictly recommended as they often face brain drain

According to the proclamations of the officials éd&ek, 2012) “one of the main pillars of
the future economic growth on the European contirveili be support of the research,
implementation of the innovations and strengtherafighe Europe. To make this pillar
effective, it is necessary to ensure constant astng education of all population.”

However, the over-estimation of the educationalgpmomes does not have to lead to the
desired results. Mackinnon et al (2002, in Dargash &huccksmith, 2008) criticised that there
is a growth of a so-called regional developmentustd,, which is oriented toward the

production and circulation of knowledge in the foahreports, conferences and seminars.
Despite the effort of the police-makers, the demfrach regional agencies for concepts and
models of development which offer guidance on hovintrease competitiveness and foster
innovation in their areas still persists. The quests “whether the explanation for poor

economic performance lies within (poor collectivarning) or outside (dependency on
external capital).” (Dargan and Shuccksmith, 200Bxgsey’s (1984, in Dargan and

Shuccksmith, 2008) came to conclusion that poaniag characteristics that are internal to
regions themselves can result to under-developofahte regions.

| presume that this might be because of the nablirthe selected projects. Programmes
implementing the projects through the bottom-upragph suppose that the local actors have
the right notion about the development of the negibhey are assumed to know the best,
which projects to choose in order to bring the dglownd development to their region.
However, this might not occur in all cases. Themrefihe selection process of the projects has
to be examined.

1.2 LEADER programme

European Union’'s LEADER programme has been injtidiésigned to develop innovative
approaches to the rural development. “This is agq@mme that supports development in
particularly vulnerable rural regions of the Eurapecountries, members of EU. It supports
creative and innovative projects that can contdbt the long-term and sustainable
development in these regions.” (Vidal, 2009) Itdree integral part of the EU’s approach to
the rural development.

LEADER has twin focus: (a) “on economic developmand on democratic development and
(b) on democratic learning and widening the “locd@hdogenous) governance aspect of the
initiative.” (Papadopoulou et al, 2011). There arearacteristic features making the
programme unique, such as flat or lose hierarchstraicture, which allows greater control
over the projects by the local participants (Papadtou et al, 2011), involvement of local
actors, bottom up approach, mobilization of locabwledge, strengthening of the social
capital, searching for flexible public-private peetships, multi-actor, multi-level and multi-
dimensional approach (Hradiska and Hudec, 2010).

1.3 Therole of the Local Action Groups

LAGs submitted their SPL within Rural Developmenbgtamme (RDP) implemented during
the programme period 2007-2013. Chosen accrediégdsLhave been allowed to select the
projects which will be co-financed from the EAFRBupport may be given to the projects



which are in accordance with the approved SPL ®fUAG and according with the measures
set out within the RDP.” (SAIF, 2012) The applicat are submitted by the various
applicants to the LAG’s selection committee. Itestd the projects for implementation
according to the prior defined preferential craerThis should ensure that only particular
project aimed exactly on the previously stated cbjes will be chosen. Also the conflict of
interests will be prevented.

LAGs are left with relatively wide freedom regargithe setting of the scoring criteria.
Certain number of them is obligatory; some can $ldished on the voluntary bases by
LAGs themselves according to the regional need® @mphasis on innovation is clear
especially in the measure IV.1Realization of local development strategshere one of the
compulsory evaluation criterions is the innovatiapproach. The weight given to this
objective is left on the LAG. Some LAGs also inauithis criterion into their set of optional
preferential criteria.

Selection process of projects by LAGs takes plddeast once a year. Accepted application
for grants has to be administratively checked leyltAG and has to undergo eligibility check.

(Ministry of Agriculture, 2012) Unfortunately, tHists of projects with preferential score are
not published.

2 Methods

In order to assess the understanding of the tenovation by LAGs, the paper analysis in
detail their SPLs. The selection of LAGs for anaysas made on the basis of their success
in the 1¢" call for applications for grand under measure I¥.Realization of local
development strateg@nly LAGs, which implemented projects linked ke teducation, were
included in the case study. The sample consis?d afAGs.

The analysis of strategic documents' content wa$oqmeed and the key indicators of
innovative approach were highlighted and categdriggonsequently they were assessed and
quantitatively evaluated.

The importance of the innovations for the LAG candssessed by preferential score given to
them during the selection procedure and hence éathount of financial means devoted to
the innovative projects. Therefore the forms fachekiche were analysed and relative share
of the score for the innovations on the total meziéal score was calculated. The financial
plan drafted in the SPL was used to establish #regmtage of financial means for the
particular Fiche. Special attention was paid toitim®vations in educationally aimed projects.

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Evaluation of the LEADER programme

Document Mid-term review of the LEADER programnmevaluated its implementation
positively, although some deficiencies were poinbetl The whole concept of the Axis IV
and its functioning is according to the evaluatofsthe Rural Development Programme
(DHV and TIMA, 2010) underestimated. The potental rural development was not fully

used and the traditional top-down approach remaitited same. “LEADER was not

considered as a method which would enable indep¢ndkcision making of the LAGs.”

Therefore the original purpose of the programmeédcaat have been fully achieved.

LEADER programme as a whole is evaluated accorttiie set of criteria. There are mostly
of the quantitative nature and fail to measure itatale benefits of the programmes.
Economic criteria and procedures of their evalumtice easier to establish and to be checked.
“View of managing authority, which is focusing fraits external perspective more on formal



attributes, control and financial mechanisms, i$ acquainted enough with the internal

situation of the LAGs.” (Hradiskd and Hudec, 20H¥aluating questions may ask for the

gualitative benefits, but it is not clearly decldrevhat indicators should be used to answer
them. Evaluators face the problem, how to artieutae results of the programmes.

As Papadopoulou et al (2011) argues, LEADER “effegt so different between regions and
countries that any trans-regional generalizatiorikisly to be unreliable.” Therefore the

possible form of evaluation can be rather basedhenextended communication between
paying agencies (which select the projects) andllactors (applicants) than on the “hard”
evaluation methods. Ministry of Agriculture of tlgR holds annual evaluation of Local

Action Groups and divides them into four groupscadmmg to their performance and

contribution to the local development. This assesgntakes in account number of criteria
with the aim to point out the best performing LA&w their good practices.

3.2 Assessment of the understanding of the term innovation by LAGs

Each LAG has to answer the question about incotiooraf the innovative factors in the
selected projects in its SPL. It should descrilee ¢hanges in the approach of solving local
problems, the way, how the local potential will iged for innovations and make a list of
innovative activities. According to the official daration, the innovative approach within the
framework of the LEADER programme is understood as:

* Introducing of the new products and services, wlaoh reflecting the specificity of
the particular location;

* Non-traditional ways of management and involvenwérthe local inhabitants into the
decision making processes and the project reaizati

* Introducing of the new methods for using the po&dmif the area;
* New action or activity which is performed in thearfor the first time.

The innovation approach declared in the LAGs” S®RBas analysed. The statements about
what is considered as innovation can be catego@sedrding to the main idea included.
Naturally, the number of ideas exceeds the numbkeAGs.

In the most cases (42), it is supposed that inmmvas included in the way of co-operation.
Especially the co-operation between traditionalyparated sectors, involvement of public
sector, private sector, non-profit sector, co-op@nabetween municipalities and farms was
considered as a benefit in 9 occurrences. Projegpapations and realization based on
community planning was mentioned five times as saseinvolvement of the local
community in decision making, management and ratdin of projects, involvement of new
inhabitants in region. In two cases, the pure déistabent of the LAG itself was viewed as an
innovative deed. | argue that it might be truetfoe first year after the funding of the LAG,
however, the mere existence of it cannot ensureviamive approach in the future years.

Introduction of new products, services, technoleg@ activities was considered to be
innovative in the 21 cases. The emphasis was laiticplarly on the local products or
services. In 10 cases, LAGs gave the preferencabecsupport of labelling of local or
regional products, original product reflecting 8pecifics of the area and traditional products,
because they consider them innovative. Howevernttare of the projects raises doubts if
they are truly of the innovative nature - for exdenphe renewal of the old traditional
carnival.

The innovative approach should have been ensurdgtidogupport of the entrepreneurs in 7
cases. According to the 4 SPLs, the innovationsrerleded in the projects supporting food

companies, entrepreneurship incubators and localbetors of production based on woods
and plants; while in 3 cases, the establishinghefriew companies such as biogas plants,



renewable energy producers or various kinds of enmwmpanies itself shall ensure the
enhancement of the innovations in the rural areas.

Innovations resulting from the connection of thejgcts, their broader scope or enrichment
were considered in 7 cases. Mutual connection @jepts in production process, cumulative
and linked activities are seen as key factors fimging innovations.

Innovations in the area of tourism were mentionedsi SPLs. The local actors consider
innovative the projects which are improving theeattance of the sites outside the season,
tourism management and co-operation between pneviofethe tourism services; further the
projects which support suburban tourism and agotur New methods in education or
alternative kindergartens were mentioned as inmgah 3 cases. Innovations which ensure
sustainable development in rural areas were sttities as same as the appreciation of a
cultural heritage which should lead to the develeptrof the region, or to the incensement of
the tourism.

Among other mentioned innovative activities wasIding of infrastructure, non-profit
activities for rural development, localization betprojects in small municipalities, market for
local products from small producers, new methodssafye of potential of the people and new
usage of the local resources. It is questionabthagiprojects aimed on infrastructure building
can ensure innovations and in what area. Similaxby)-profit activities does not necessary
imply that they are innovative. What is innovatiabout the fact that the project is
implemented in the small municipality? The samestjoa is if establishing of a market itself
could bring innovation and in what area? Accordimgny opinion, the criteria should target
the nature and content of the projects, rather ttsalocalization of it or the conditions it is
creating. Despite that the new methods of usagpoténtial of the people and the local
resources are not further specified, | am at theiomp, that this is the way, how should be the
projects assessed in terms of innovations.

3.3 Assessment of the relative importance of innovations in the projects

My aim is to find out, how important are the innbwas in the projects selected by LAGs to
be implemented within Axis VI. of the RDP in the é¢h Republic. To evaluate the

importance of the innovative approach within thejgcts | compare the approaches applied
by each LAG during selection process.

Each project submitted by applicant within certkiohe is evaluated according to the prior
declared criteria. The relative score given by LAGs$he innovation as one of the obligatory
(and in four cases also voluntary) criterion campout on the importance of the innovations
for the local actors. It is also necessary to supfpite declared significance by finances.
Therefore financial plans stated in LAGs’ SLPs &008-2013 financial breakdowns have to
be explored. The aim is to assess whether the maanslevoted to the Fiches where
innovations are highly valued.

The innovations were included mostly only in oblagg preferential criteria, sometimes
exclusively in voluntary criteria. No more than folUAGs included innovations in both

categories. The relative score in percentage (geore for innovation/total preferential

score)*100) was calculated in order to enable traparison between different Fiches and
LAGs.

The preferential points for innovations remainsaliguthe same in all Fiches measures (e.qg.
LAG Region HANA, c.&.is awarding innovations with 30 points in all Fesl), but the total
score of the preferential criteria varies. Thereftite relative weight of innovations can be
reduced.

3 civic association



Average score given to the innovative projects ridyuselection procedure was 9.46 % (i.e.
9.46 preferential points out of 100). However itiga significantly from one LAG to another
(standard deviation was 4.86 percentage points).example LAG Posézavi put the 10
mandatory points for innovation criterion out 383atal, while Rym#ovsko, p.s.¢.50 out of
200, which accounts to the one quarter of all pegfeal points. It was also the LAG who
gave in total the most preferences to the innowatioring its selection procedure. On the
other hand, the minimum score was given by LAG @elici 0.79 %. It evaluated projects
within the framework of all its Fiches only by 3.22

Histogram of frequencies shows that 5 LAGs evabliatamovations in submitted projects
under 5 %, while only 2 LAG gave to the innovatisignificance over 15 %. Most of the
LAGs gave score to the projects between 5 % an® 10 LAGSs). The distribution of points
follows the normal distribution.

The most of the projects, where innovations aratiradly highly considered, were aimed on
the tourism or tourism infrastructure. Businesspsufing projects were awarded with the
highest preferential score in 6 cases. From thatpafi view of innovations, also projects
concerning cultural heritage were important.

LAGs have to present in their SPLs allocation n&fices to each Fiche and, in some cases, to
their functioning. The maximum share which was degao the LAG’s management was
20 %. The initial thesis is that the importancetlod highly innovative projects should be
underlined by the amount of finances devoted to riteasure, where innovations have
relatively high weight in the selection process.

27 projects, where innovations were highly scoredorgst preferential criteria, were
selected. In average, there was only 12.23 % ofitla@cial means devoted to the Fiche with
highly scored innovative projects.

The maximal allocation of the finances to the Figlteere the innovations are highly valued
was established only in three cases. The best dgamhAG - Partnership Mo&tka, c.a.
which allocated onFiche 2: Colourful life in our home in the rural e where the
innovations are rated by 50 out of 640 points (334, 40% of the finances for the period
2008-2013. LAG Region HANA, c.a. planned to allecab % of the finances to tiéche 4:
Development of the municipalities, infrastructuradaservice. The innovations in the
projects are awarded by 30 points out of 520, whehhe highest score of all LAGS'
programmes. Another LAG, BYSICKA, p.s.c., awarded innovations in the projectssty
out of 250 points in the framework dfiche 2: Village renewal and development,
infrastructureand planned 20% of the budged to spend on thiweFic

These three LAGs are the only who actually supg@tinnovative project with significant
percentage of its expenditures. Otherwise, the witte financial means were devoted to the
Fiches where the innovative element in the projeas not so important. For examplaG
Straznicko allocated 45 % of the budgedFache 8: Our people in actiowhere innovation
preferential criterion has only low significance9B%). Another example is LAG Moravska
cesta (Litovelsko-Pomoravi), c.a, which favourshimtFiche 3: Tourismthe innovations by
50 points out of 270 (i.e. 18.52 %), but the finahamount devoted to this measure is only
3 %. On the other hand, 45 % of the financial megoes to the Fiche 2 which is improving
the quality of life in the rural areas. The innagas are not highly scored in this type of
projects; only 50 out of 380 are given as prefea¢pbints (13.16 %).

However, it must not be forgotten that the disttidnu of finances is only a plan, which could
differ from the reality according to the numberagiproved and financed projects.

4 public service company



3.4 Theinnovations in the LEADER educational projects

Education is considered to be one of the most itapodrives for the innovations. Therefore
the projects within the axi$V.1.2 Realization of local development strategyned on
education or related to the education were seledibd list of LAGs and their approved
projects can be found in the Table 1. in Appendikere is a Fiche specialized on the
trainings and schooling. However, only few LAGs uadly took the advantage of
implementing it. Therefore the projects were sel@édtom all LAGs' projects despite the fact
that they were implemented under different Fiche

Only 6 out of 21 LAGs established the measure aioredducationkiche 11: Education and
cooperation for active developmentas introduced by LAG nad Orlici, LAG Krkonose
implementedFiche 11: Educationas same as LAG Blanicky les - Netolickache 7:
Education LAG PoSumavi named itBiche 6: Education and informatiowhile Citizens
Association Aktivios aims in itEiche 1on conditions for training and educatiofiche 7of
the Region PoSemfieis focused omducation across generations and region

The score given to the innovations in the projectgenerally very low as same as the amount
of finances. The average for all six LAGs is onlg 66. It can be interpreted that the project
gained only 6.2 out of 100 preferential points tlu¢he fact that it was innovative. LAGs in
average devoted to the educationally aimed FichBs584 % of their financial means.

4 Conclusion

The aim of the article was to present general agrdo innovation within public financed
programmes in the Czech Republic. On the basikeofihalysis of the LAGs' SPL | came to
the conclusion that under the term of innovatias imostly understood innovation in the way
of co-operation between various actors, commurinadind the fact, that the local actors are
involved in the decision making process. Howeveamlof the opinion, that these innovations
will be exploited in the few first years of the fitioning of the programme or project.

Secondly, introducing of new products, serviceshmelogies or activities is viewed as
innovative. However, the new nature of the projeets be questioned in several cases. In the
most of the cases, the products or services areavwothemselves, but only to the area, where
they are implemented. | have doubts if for exangppeoject introducing regional brand is still
innovative when similar ones are introduced by mattner LAGS.

The innovation does not seem an important prefedeselection criterion. Only three LAGs
include innovations as their voluntary preferentaiterion, while others used it only
obligatorily (or voluntary only). The score for inding innovations in the projects usually
remains the same regardless the topic of the gr@jecin all Fiches), but as the total score is
different, the relative importance of innovatioagliminished.

The importance of the highly innovative projectow@dd be underlined by the amount of
finances devoted to the measure, where innovatiaee relatively high weight in the
selection process. However, most of the LAGs pldnizedevote the maximum amount of
finances to the projects which do not prefer innimves in the selection process.

Considering the innovations in educationally ainpedjects, | came to the conclusion that
they are not highly valued there and are not aromapt criterion for selection of the project
for financing.

It can be concluded that in selected projects mimevations are seen only as an obligatory
need. | provided some examples, where it was ¢leasible that under the term innovations
was possible to include various aspects of theeptcet in some cases very questionable. |
proved that in comparison with other preferentialtecion, innovations are treated



disproportionately. Besides, the projects whereowations are highly valued do not,
according to the LAGs' financial plans, receivefisignt amount of financial means. | am
aware that my methodology is dealing only with @&l documents which are publically
accessible. The challenge for the future researcleeper analyses of concrete implemented
projects, larger and cross-year sampling.
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5 Appendix

Table 1. The selected projects aimed on education

Name of the LAG Educational project

Cycles of educational courses for the

1  LAG nad Orlici L
municipality employees

Expansion and renewal of the educational trail in

2 LAG p.s.c. for Czech paradise the Eco-centre

Touch — open centre for education and
3  LAG Krkonose entertainment and meeting of the inhabitants of
the east KrkonoSe

Village school in new; Information on time and

4  LAG Gate to the Czech paradise
everywhere

LAG Opavsko Summer archaeological school
LAG Blanicky forest - Netolicko Modernization tfe kindergarten



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

LAG Posazavi

~Straznicko® Local Action Group

Kyjovské Slovacko in move

Local Action Group  Hibéci
mountains, c.a.

LAG - Partnership Mo&tka, c.a.
Civic association Aktivios

Rymaovsko, p.s.c.

Vyhlidky, c.a

Region PoSemkiep.s.c.

VlaSim’s observatory — a popular educational
activity — education in the area small craft

Hroznolhotsko’s  cultural  association  —
Development of cultural activities in Hroznova
Lhota

Municipality Milotice — The library more
accessible to the citizens; Municipality Zeletice —
Modern cultural house; Municipality RatiSkovice
— Municipal library — the world of information
for everybody; City Bzenec — They have where
to play

Following forman roads, paths — through the
Mostenka and Hib&ci mountains

Following forman roads, paths — through the
Mostenka and Hibéci mountains

Meetings — the wayotbers

Municipality Véaclavov u Bruntalu — Let the
people have entertainment

Municipality ChorusSice — Building of the
penthouse with the background for social events
in Velky ujezd

Civic association SOSak — Material-technical
background for cultural events

Moravian path (Litovelsko-Municipality Naklo — Leisure area for children

Pomoravi), c.a.

LAG BYSTRICKA, p.s.c.

and adults

Municipality Doloplazy — To our children for
pleasure

Development partnership of Regidbzech beekeepers association c.a. - Educational

Hranicko

Region HANA, c.a.

LAG PoSumavi

LAG of Mikroregion Frydlantsko

bee trail
Civic association AKTIV+ - We are doing it for
kids

Uhlava p.s.c. — Get known your neighbour;
Education of the rural population in the area of
diversification

Information technologies for development of the
educational capacity in Frydlant area




