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“All great truths 

begin as blasphemies.” 
 
 
 

--George Bernard Shaw 



Three “Visions,” Upon Which 
to Frame Our Hope 





Wall Street Journal, June 5, 2013, http://ow.ly/lMrse  





The OECD New Rural Paradigm (2006) 

Old Paradigm 
 

New Paradigm 

Objectives Equalization. Focus on farm 
income 

Competitiveness of rural areas 

Key target 
sector 

Sector based Holistic approach to include 
various sectors of rural economies 

Main tools Subsidies 
 
 

Investments 

Key actors National governments, farmers Multilevel-governance 
Guarantee an adequate 
attention to rural issues 
And empower local 
communities and 
governments  
 

Rural is not synonymous with agriculture  
Rural is not synonymous with economic decline  





There is no single/unique path to  growth… 
 



Concentration    high levels of GDP pc 
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GDP per capita national GDP per capita

21% 79%



Only 45% of metro--regions grow  
faster than the national average. 
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Average annual growth rates  in GDP per capita 1995-2005
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Metro-regions appear to have  
entered in a process of convergence. 

…signs of inefficiencies appear in significant number of 
metro-regions… 

…but not necessarily faster growth 



Contributions to aggregate growth depend on few hub regions… 

…the fat tail is equally important -- if not more -- to 
aggregate growth… 12 



Contributions to growth OECD TL3 regions  
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y = 0.5031x-1.201
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27% of growth driven by 2.4% (or 20) regions...

...and 73% of growth by the remaining



Lagging regions contribute to national growth 
Lagging Regions Contribution to Aggregate Growth 

Overall, they contributed to 
44% of aggregate OECD 
growth in 1995-2007. 

Austra l ia 29% 71%

Austria 53% 47%

Canada 26% 74%

Czech Republ ic 62% 38%

Finland 35% 65%

France 68% 32%

Germany 27% 73%

Greece -16% 116%

Hungary 34% 66%

Ita ly 26% 74%

Japan 27% 73%

Korea 23% 77%

Mexico 44% 56%

Netherlands 49% 51%

Norway 61% 39%

Poland 44% 56%

Portugal 54% 46%

Slovak Republ ic 67% 33%

Spain 48% 52%

Sweden 58% 42%

Turkey 47% 53%

United Kingdom 57% 43%

United States 51% 49%

average unweighted 43% 57%

average weighted 44% 56%

lagging leading

In eight OECD countries  lagging regions 
contributed more to national growth 

than leading regions. 

Bottom line: support for lagging regions need 
not be merely a “social” policy. They contribute 
a large share of national growth. 
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Structural Challenges, Which 
Could Portend Tectonic Shifts 

in Culture and Behavior 







Given This, Rural Imperatives, 
Consistent with the RA Vision 



Critical Internal Considerations 
 Wealth Creation and Intergenerational Wealth Retention 
 Youth Engagement and Retention 
 Social Inclusion and Social Equity 

New 
Narratives & 

Networks 

Knowledge 
Networks & 
Workforce 

Quality of 
Place 

Entrepreneu
r-ship & 

Innovation 

Collaborative 
Leadership 



Final Reflections: Why Your 
Work is So Critical! 



 
“What lies behind us, 

 and what lies before us  
are tiny matters  

compared to 
what lies within us.” 

 
 

--Ralph Waldo Emerson 
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