Small Towns® Heritage:
REACH pilot

OBJECTIVES
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. To reveal complexity of uses and representations of small towns’ heritage Fii.

. To gain insights into small towns’ heritage and resilience
. To identify problems in small towns’ heritage practice
. To create participatory research platform with various stakeholders

To interconnect research and initiatives in small towns’ heritage

REGIONS and STAKEHOLDERS

A range of small towns in peripheral regions of East-Central Europe

Towns from 3.000 to 20.000 inhabitants, with various heritage potentials

Participants from state institutions and NGOs, municipalities and regions

Associated academic partners from several universities
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APPROACH

Mapping and analysis of small towns’ heritage
representations, activities, and strategies

Collective discussions with stakeholders’
representatives

| = £ Exchange of ideas with associated academic
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The REACH project has received funding For more details, see REACH
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from the European Union's Horizon 2020 i ]
research and Innovation programme, d(_ellvelfab/e D5.5 and small towns o
under grant agreement No 769827. pilot video on www.reach-culture.eu

Mesto Svidnik

CUNI pilot team:
. P 1 Luda Klusdkova
FILOZOFICKA FAKULTA Jorosiav e
Univerzita Karlova Jiff Janéé
Jan Krajicek
Zdenék Uherek

KrajVysocina

Czechlourism @, isn wne




