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DG AGRI:  Pierre Bascou 

   Inmaculada Garcia de Fernando Sonseca  

   Gaëlle Lhermitte 

TWG2 Members:  John Davies 
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   Daniel Perez Gomez 

   Otmar Seibert 

   Gabriel Trenzado Falcon 

Contact Point:  Michael Gregory 

   Mara Lai 

   Haris Martinos 

   John Morley 

   Adrian Neal 

   Demetris Psaltopoulos 

 

Objectives of the meeting 

 

� To update on the activities of the EN RD and the Thematic Working Groups, including communications. 

� Presentation and discussion of step 2 report and initial ideas regarding possible success factors and policy 

implications. 

� Presentation and discussion of the preliminary findings of step 3 according to the first analysis of the six 

extended regional case studies. 
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Agenda Item Presentations  

Summary 
During the meeting the following presentations were delivered: 

• “Brief update on EN RD activities and Thematic Working Groups” by Gaëlle 

Lhermitte from DG AGRI. The presentation provided an update of the activities 

carried out in relation to thematic working groups and the main ongoing activities 

of the EN RD second year according to the annual work plan. 

• “Step 2: extended summary report” by Adrian Neal, ENRD Contact Point. The 

presentation provided an overview of the findings based on the additional data 

comparison from the 18 regional case studies. 

• “Step 3: Additional Investigation of Inter-dependence between Agriculture and 

the Wider Rural Economy - Summary of preliminary findings”. The presentation 

provided an overview of the first preliminary results coming from the in depth I/O 

analysis and the completion of a questionnaire addressed to stakeholders, local 

actors and policy makers, with aim of having a more qualitative assessment of the 

situation in rural areas and the analysis of the RD programmes and other 

programmes addressing links between agriculture and other sectors. The 

preliminary findings are based upon the initial and partial  results of the in-depth 

analysis of 6 regions (Somogy, Trikala, Gers, Kalmar lan, Gwynedd, Matera).  

• “Links with other TWGs: Communication and results dissemination within ENRD”. 

The presentation provided an overview of the future planned activities directed to 

improve the contacts among working groups and to efficiently disseminate their 

results.  

 

Agenda Item 
Summary of Step 2 extended findings and conclusions  

Discussion 
Points 

 

� Based on the results of the analysis of the additional data the most significant 

findings were summarised as follows: 

o The main findings from the initial analysis of the eighteen case study 

regions remain valid, in particular the links between agriculture and the rest 

of the economy are strong and positive, especially those related to forward 

linkages with food processing, trade and tourism. Rural regions are 

heterogeneous and development and diversification depend on different 

factors. 

o The further research was based upon 5 main factors: economic and 

agricultural development factors; human resources factors; institutional 

capacity factors; natural endowment and infrastructure factors; resource 

conflict and competition factors. 

o The case studies are now being divided between ‘North’ and ‘South’ and EU 

15 and newer Member States in order to provide a more meaningful 

platform to compare the areas. 

o The analysis has shown that in general there is a decline in agriculture 

employment and GVA as a share of total economic activity. Semi-

subsistence farming is important in some areas and there are many 
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examples of small-scale marketing. 

o Summary information related to human resources may sometimes mask 

important trends / or influences, in particular in relation to the level of 

education and age structure. 

o Institutional capacity can have an important role on the development of an 

area, and when the administrative capacity is weak there is a negative 

correlation with level of dynamism and economic activities.  

o Conflict between resource use is clearly important, but it must be further 

analysed. Forestry appears to have a crucial role in some regions as well as 

renewable energy, the importance of which is increasing in several areas. 

o Geography and natural resources play an important role, and also the 

peripherality of the regions can affect the rate of development.  

� There was some discussion regarding how appropriate it is to consider, as an 

important factor for analysis, the proximity of the regions to large urban centres, 

starting from the fact that apparently the regions that are growing faster are those 

close to big cities. However, according to the statistical data, in some cases remote 

rural regions are also experiencing a high growth rate (for example the case of 

Corse du Sud). Furthermore, grouping the regions according to the proximity of 

large urban centres implies that a definition of a large urban centre and its distance 

should be defined.  

� It was underlined that the proximity to an urban centre may be associated with 

positive or negative effects on the economic growth of a region and can create 

more favourable conditions for finding financial resources. In particular in the case 

of co-financed projects, the easier access to credit in rural areas close to big 

economic centres can increase the number of projects implemented compared to 

those implemented in remote rural areas, where financial resources are more 

difficult to access. This factor may also influence the economic growth rate of a 

sub-region. 

� It was highlighted that the presence of an economic pole in the region can be a 

fundamental element in its development, as it is for example in the German region 

of Ebersberg (in comparison to Rottal Inn). This factor could play a more important 

role than the proximity to a big city. 

� It was pointed out that the number of patents, as a proxy for measuring innovation 

can be insufficient. Measuring innovation is difficult and there are few easily 

obtainable and quantifiable indicators for it. The use of patents, especially in 

relation to food industry, can be still useful in specific areas, such as Trikala. 

� The management and administrative capacity is considered to be an important 

factor, and one which is important to analyse. But it is difficult to assess exactly 

how it works, its structure, its capacity to involve other people, etc. In the further 

analysis of the six case studies an evaluation of the degree of development of the 

administrative structure and of involvement in programming the activities of the 

area has been undertaken. 

� The analysis of education levels has sometimes proved to be misleading, because it 

does not provide a good overview of existing and acquired skills. It was suggested 
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that the analysis of education data at a more detailed geographical level (NUTS4 or 

NUTS5) would provide a better picture of the situation. However, lack of data 

(sometimes even at NUTS3 level) makes this possibility very unlikely. 

� The role played by agriculture in rural areas is not only related to its economic 

importance but it is also its capacity to influence the quality of life of the rural 

population. Thus agriculture should be seen not only as (for example) a multiplier 

effect generator but also as an important element for preserving rural vitality.  

� The areas analysed have been characterised as being more or less dependent on 

agriculture, and it would be interesting to verify the value added that agriculture is 

capable of bringing to these areas. Furthermore, while the links between agriculture 

and other economic sectors, particularly food industry have been found to be 

strong; in some areas where ‘local’ food is marketed for tourist purposes, 

sometimes the food is not produced in the region itself. Rather, it is a regional 

image that is exploited. Certainly, strong links between agriculture and tourism and 

food industry are important, but a distinction must be made between ‘real’ local 

food (PDO etc.) and the mainstream food industry which is driven primarily by 

economies of scale and cost minimisation. 

� It was suggested to further analyse other possible activities besides tourism that 

can represent an opportunity for agricultural diversification. In many rural areas 

there is a high demand for specific services, sometimes related to specific 

characteristics of a region’s population (e.g. older people) and farmers are 

becoming more and more involved in these activities.  

o The “Extended step 2 summary report” will be considered as finalised and 

adopted when the issues raised during the discussion, as well as any 

potential comments sent by the members of the TWG are addressed. 

Agenda Item Step 3 - Preliminary findings 

Discussion 

Points 

The step 3 analysis is focused on six regions, out of the 18 initially selected, namely: 

� Non dynamic regions: Trikala (GR), Somogy (HU) 

� Agriculturally Dependent Dynamic regions: Gers (FR), Matera (IT) 

� Diversified Dynamic regions: Kalmar lan (SE), Gwynedd (UK) 

A questionnaire was completed through interviews with a range of local stakeholders and 

policy implementers. The questionnaire was divided in three sections, the first one focuses 

on interdependence between agriculture and the wider rural economy, the second focuses 

on the capacity to cope to changes and diversify agricultural activity, and the third focuses 

on a review of RD programmes and other public funded initiatives in the areas. In 

addition, at least EU RD programme 4 projects addressing the links between agriculture 

and the rest of the rural economy are being selected for each area. 

� The replies to the questionnaire have, with a few exceptions, confirmed the results of 

the I/O analysis. The preliminary findings were summarised as follows: 

o The presence of food processing and specialisation in agriculture plays an 

important role. Local links with trade do not seem highly relevant, even in case 

of diversified economies. The importance of local H&C depends on the 

development of the sector itself.  
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o The six areas analysed seem to have low levels of entrepreneurship (as far as 

this can be measured), especially among farmers. Age and attitudes seem to be 

important almost everywhere. Associations of and cooperation between farmers 

do not appear to play a very important role; sustainability is considered 

important mainly in the regions where agriculture is specialised; local food can 

be an important resource. 

o The natural physical and geographic context is important. 

o Diversification depends primarily on market opportunities, at least in the more 

developed regions; diversification seems to focus more on the farm if the 

economy is less-diversified and on other activities if the economy is diversified. 

� It was confirmed that the original provisional classification of regions will no longer be 

applied. 

� The preliminary findings of the third part of the questionnaire are only partial since the 

results for only three regions are now available. 

� The review of the NSP and RDPs of two of the three regions for which results are 

already available, does not reveal a strong recognition of the synergy between 

agriculture and the rest of the rural economy. This issue will be further investigated 

before any conclusions are drawn.   

� Working group members were asked to suggest interesting projects addressing the 

links between agriculture and the rest of the economy, in relation to regions that they 

are familiar with. 

Agenda Item Agreement on next activities 

 
� With respect to completion of Step 2 of the TWG2 Work Plan, it was agreed that the 

final version of the “Extended Step 2 Summary report” will be circulated by mid-

February. No further analysis will be conducted in the finalisation of this report. 

� A first draft report of step 3 activities will be circulated by mid-March, with the in-depth 

analysis of the six regions. 

� It was proposed to hold the next meeting of TWG2 in April. The possibility of making 

this a tele-conference meeting will be investigated by the Contact Point. 

� The TWG members asked to receive the main summary documents of the other TWGs 

in view of the forthcoming joint TWGs meeting scheduled for 23rd of March (tbc). The 

joint meeting will identify and discuss common issues relevant to all the TWGs.  

 


