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10 make & recommendations to Improve the
=1 etmg of rural development funds to these
= :l gglng rural areas
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MG IMProve ‘design and management of rural
Jevem ent funds In order to reduce Income
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* To elaborate policy recommendations



-« Factor 4: Characteristics of agricultural enterprises



poiiscientifically identification (NUMS'S)...
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% of

natio
AlLEA DHm 2 National  Latgale nal
== f"
~Lat 4 produ |V|ty, Ls/ha 149 137 92%
‘I";;':’;"’-' :

‘L‘Jb Ep[oductlwty, Ls per AWU 3777 PAYAS 69%

LLabour intensity, AWU per ha 3.9 5.2 133%
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puisenolaldisposable income levelrelative to countryas
VEICGENEVELT2002-2004.(%0), —— ——
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0 2002, income level compared to national average (%)
@ 2003, income level compared to national average (%)
Bl 2004, income level compared to national average (%)

Pieriga Vidzeme Kurzeme Zemgale Latgale
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iEeliiinarRy. conclusions for ne

2 Tercliockt H anningdosumentforregioniliatgalehas:
VERAgeod! background information for designing of
tgeel fJ.['l" iy appropriative support policy

qe EU development policy and its support
"mstruments give good opportunity to introduce
- territorially differentiated support policy
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Ongoing activities in process of support policys
planmngsfor-200/-2013 _
Jeieiiele eI FR

2l deyvelopment

atvia

9 of operational programs for use of other
al funds 2007-2013

————

. Reglonal agencies are working on development plans
for territories, but ..
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acommendations ...
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ntralization.of Ianning[desigm'w

Slieiplans forsupport sheuldibe ertten 0)Y reglonal agencies, because

’_~ IStries are only negotiators ...
ust be set regional envelopes. ..
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SNIIEregio I offices should have more power In investment
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= .evaluate projects within region, identifying the list of them
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= forimplementation

“* The regional development plans must be more “practical” with

step by step guidelines

— define practical marketable attributes or products and to concentrate
“efforts/resources”
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