


5.5

Conclusions on the SWOT analysis

A SWOT analysis of projected data is a challenge with regard to the original
meaning of the instrument that aims at (self-)evaluation of organisations and
enterprises. Hence, the identification of strengths and weaknesses usually relies on
the combination of insider and outsider perspectives. However, in Scenar 2020
insider perspectives from the regions’ point of view were not obtainable under the
given restrictions of time and resources. Therefore, the results of the Scenar 2020
SWOT analysis demonstrate a top-down appraisal of possible future
developments. In this context, the results constitute a useful basis for discussion.
They should not be read as a comprehensive assessment of the regions’ assembled
development potentials.

The results of the SWOT analysis show that there is a considerable regional
diversity within all EU-25 countries with regard to economic and demographic
dynamics and to the reactions in the agricultural sector. That can be understood as
the challenges for the Member States to face future opportunities and to mitigate
threats among the regions. However, the analysis also makes a strong cleavage
between the EU-15 and the EU-10 countries visible: difficulties in both economic
and population development terms, which concern some regions in the EU-15,
strike larger groups of regions in the EU-10. Mitigation of wider, cross-regional
negative impacts and the handling of spatially connected regional weaknesses
might demand more than national efforts.

Most rural regions are represented among (almost) all types of reactions that
have been inspected in the SWOT analysis, in those revealing strengths as well as
in those demonstrating weaknesses. Nevertheless, most rural regions tend to be
more numerous in the weaker reaction types than intermediate rural or most
urban regions (see Table 5.1 and Table 5.8). Hence, rurality is not a weakness as
such, but it should be addressed as a specific structural feature when related to
weakness.

In the picture of the EU-25 regions, those with a positive performance dominate.
270 regions show strengths in both the economic developments and the
demographic dynamics (see Table 5.12) and another 54 regions show a good
feature in at least one of the two determinative fields. While it can be assumed that
a stable to positive population growth and a positive economic development are
mutually reinforcing, regions that react positively in only one field have to be
analysed in more detail as to whether and how the existing or possible strengths
can be realised and consolidated. Here, the insider appraisal and the identification
of specific regional characteristics should be considered as a solid basis.

In general, the SWOT analysis had no indicators to describe the interrelation
between the agricultural sector and future rural development perspectives in
terms of the endogenous specificities. Regional potentials like typical labels and
quality products, characteristics like agro-tourism or natural assets and the degree
of regional cooperation and networks, etc., could not be integrated into the
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analysis because of the lack of meaningful data on the level considered. However,
it is in these fields that both agriculturally based diversification activities and the
development of rural regions are connected and frequently enhance each other
(Kinsella et al., 2006). Hence, the SWOT analysis through the identification of
general strengths and weaknesses gives only very rough hints for possible anchor
points of rural development measures.

In the agricultural sector the overall trend that the sector loses importance in
terms of employment options is confirmed at the regional level. The average
diminution of holdings is less pronounced in the baseline 2020 scenario than
under the conditions of a liberalisation (see Figures 4.30 and 4.31) and only a few
countries show little regional changes. These structural adjustments constitute
strengths in terms of farm competitiveness; however, they can add to regional
weaknesses in cases where unemployment is already a difficulty that is increased
by the lay-off of agricultural labour forces. Especially those types of regions, which
have developed a specialised sub-sector farm structure, have a stronger decrease
of holdings both in the baseline scenario between 2005 and 2020 and in the
difference between the regionalisation and the liberalisation settings (see Tables
5.14 and 5.15). Possible impacts of such a reaction on the rural landscapes are
simplification of ecological structures and more monotonous sceneries. Possible
effects on the rural development perspectives are likely in cases where the
agricultural sector contributes to the maintenance of rural infrastructures and
institutions. While the SWOT analysis presented here can outline these possible
interrelations, their actual relevance in terms of combined strengths or weaknesses
has to be determined at a regional level.

The Scenar 2020 SWOT analysis concentrates on the regions’ typical reactions in
the future under different socio-economic conditions. Its specific value lies in the
systematisation and interrelated discussion of major trends in the field of
demographic developments, economic activities and agricultural perspectives. In
this manner, possible futures become more concrete and hence recognisable in
their regional relevance. The reaction types as presented in Section 5.3 will serve as
points of reference in this regard. It might be considered as a deficit of the Scenar
2020 SWOT analysis that the typical reaction types cannot be linked to
homogeneous groups of regions in the present ... a situation that would have
given the diagnosed strengths and weaknesses a stronger reliability. However, the
elaboration of a consistent argumentation that bases the projected data in a
cause-effect related way to the situation today would need more resources in
terms of time for communication, theoretical convergences and methodological
adjustments.



Annex: Land cover tables

Table A.1: Land cover in 2000 and 2020 for the three scenarios for built-up and arable as a percentage of total land area.

Built-up Arable
2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2020
2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation 2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation

Austria 0.042 0.044 0.043 0.043 0.174 0.126 0.135 0.108
Belgium/Luxembourg 0.196 0.217 0.217 0.217 0318 0.271 0.284 0.260
Bulgaria 0.050 0.050 0.050 0.050 0.387 0.425 0.445 0.411
Cyprus 0.075 0.075 0.075 0.075 0.314 0.293 0.311 0.301
Czech Republic 0.061 0.062 0.062 0.062 0.441 0.428 0.445 0.405
Denmark 0.075 0.077 0.077 0.077 0.701 0.629 0.649 0.590
Estonia 0.022 0.023 0.022 0.023 0.205 0.224 0.239 0.182
Finland 0.016 0.017 0.017 0.017 0.068 0.053 0.059 0.045
France 0.049 0.052 0.051 0.051 0.343 0.298 0.315 0.256
Germany 0.082 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.424 0.361 0.382 0.322
Greece 0.022 0.022 0.022 0.022 0.176 0.164 0.168 0.140
Hungary 0.059 0.060 0.060 0.060 0.571 0.542 0.566 0.504
Ireland 0.024 0.029 0.028 0.029 0.125 0.098 0.101 0.081
Italy 0.048 0.049 0.049 0.049 0.321 0.271 0.280 0.253
Latvia 0.014 0.014 0.014 0.014 0.210 0.232 0.245 0.204
Lithuania 0.034 0.034 0.034 0.034 0.436 0.456 0.476 0.429
Malta 0.280 0.283 0.283 0.283 0.135 0.091 0.116 0.110
Netherlands 0.135 0.143 0.143 0.142 0.320 0.254 0.268 0.241
Poland 0.034 0.035 0.035 0.035 0.496 0.486 0.503 0.460
Portugal 0.027 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.179 0.162 0.166 0.140
Romania 0.065 0.066 0.066 0.066 0.384 0.422 0.440 0.408
Slovakia 0.057 0.057 0.057 0.057 0.366 0.345 0.360 0.321
Slovenia 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.147 0.135 0.141 0.131
Spain 0.016 0.018 0.017 0.018 0.252 0.235 0.239 0.199
Sweden 0.016 0.017 0.017 0.017 0.084 0.071 0.078 0.067
United Kingdom 0.077 0.081 0.081 0.080 0.282 0.254 0.269 0.222
Grand Total 0.044 0.045 0.045 0.045 0.298 0.275 0.288 0.250




Table A.2: Land cover in 2000 and 2020 for the three scenarios for grassland and (semi-) natural vegetation as a percentage of total land area.

Grassland (semi-) Natural vegetation
2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2020
2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation 2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation

Austria 0.143 0.183 0.186 0.146 0.071 0.077 0.072 0.098
Belgium/Luxembourg 0.238 0.239 0.238 0.200 0.026 0.032 0.028 0.053
Bulgaria 0.087 0.118 0.118 0.105 0.130 0.077 0.072 0.085
Cyprus 0.058 0.057 0.057 0.057 0.252 0.252 0.247 0.252
Czech Republic 0.110 0.088 0.089 0.082 0.055 0.069 0.065 0.083
Denmark 0.066 0.064 0.064 0.048 0.051 0.087 0.085 0.103
Estonia 0.124 0.098 0.096 0.095 0.134 0.140 0.138 0.161
Finland 0.021 0.021 0.021 0.021 0.184 0.189 0.187 0.191
France 0.226 0.235 0.233 0.215 0.061 0.063 0.058 0.088
Germany 0.169 0.182 0.180 0.162 0.018 0.046 0.040 0.069
Greece 0.084 0.080 0.079 0.098 0.398 0.402 0.402 0.408
Hungary 0.100 0.079 0.078 0.075 0.055 0.064 0.054 0.085
Ireland 0.681 0.631 0.631 0.748 0.099 0.121 0.122 0.076
Italy 0.081 0.108 0.106 0.078 0.134 0.128 0.127 0.146
Latvia 0.226 0.198 0.196 0.212 0.111 0.116 0.115 0.117
Lithuania 0.169 0.160 0.159 0.162 0.060 0.060 0.057 0.067
Malta 0.214 0.214 0.211 0.211 0.324 0.324 0.324 0.324
Netherlands 0413 0.441 0.440 0.412 0.020 0.035 0.032 0.054
Poland 0.141 0.113 0.113 0.108 0.024 0.040 0.038 0.055
Portugal 0.075 0.088 0.085 0.104 0.176 0.127 0.126 0.139
Romania 0.150 0.194 0.194 0.176 0.057 0.037 0.035 0.039
Slovakia 0.102 0.064 0.063 0.057 0.065 0.087 0.085 0.102
Slovenia 0.167 0.147 0.145 0.142 0.059 0.038 0.039 0.041
Spain 0.074 0.070 0.070 0.068 0.260 0.251 0.250 0.267
Sweden 0.015 0.015 0.015 0.013 0.124 0.130 0.127 0.131
United Kingdom 0.315 0.330 0.325 0.280 0.100 0.101 0.098 0.132
Grand Total 0.137 0.141 0.140 0.131 0.117 0.118 0.116 0.132




Table A.3: Land cover in 2000 and 2020 for the three scenarios for recently abandoned arable land and permanent crops as a percentage of total land
area.

Recently abandoned arable land Permanent crops
2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2020
2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation 2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation

Austria 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.021 0.008 0.006 0.007 0.006
Belgium/Luxembourg 0.000 0.013 0.004 0.022 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Bulgaria 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.019 0.021 0.022 0.020
Cyprus 0.000 0.021 0.007 0.013 0.075 0.070 0.074 0.072
Czech Republic 0.000 0.006 0.002 0.016 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.006
Denmark 0.000 0.035 0.017 0.064 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Estonia 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.009 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001
Finland 0.000 0.008 0.004 0.014 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
France 0.000 0.016 0.006 0.043 0.026 0.023 0.024 0.020
Germany 0.000 0.022 0.008 0.049 0.007 0.006 0.007 0.006
Greece 0.000 0.008 0.005 0.020 0.064 0.060 0.062 0.051
Hungary 0.000 0.012 0.003 0.028 0.022 0.022 0.022 0.020
Ireland 0.000 0.013 0.010 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Italy 0.000 0.019 0.011 0.037 0.092 0.078 0.080 0.074
Latvia 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
Lithuania 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.002
Malta 0.000 0.035 0.013 0.016 0.006 0.003 0.006 0.003
Netherlands 0.000 0.015 0.006 0.034 0.002 0.003 0.002 0.003
Poland 0.000 0.004 0.001 0.017 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Portugal 0.000 0.008 0.004 0.020 0.180 0.164 0.167 0.141
Romania 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.034 0.037 0.039 0.035
Slovakia 0.000 0.010 0.002 0.020 0.007 0.007 0.007 0.007
Slovenia 0.000 0.005 0.001 0.007 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.009
Spain 0.000 0.010 0.006 0.036 0.122 0.113 0.116 0.098
Sweden 0.000 0.007 0.002 0.010 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
United Kingdom 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.031 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
Grand Total 0.000 0.010 0.004 0.026 0.035 0.032 0.033 0.029




Table A.4: Land cover in 2000 and 2020 for the three scenarios for forest and recently abandoned grassland as a percentage of total land area.

Forest Recently abandoned grassland
2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2020
2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation 2000 Baseline Regionalisation Liberalisation

Austria 0.453 0.454 0.450 0.454 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.016
Belgium/Luxembourg 0.213 0.220 0.220 0.221 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.019
Bulgaria 0.317 0.298 0.284 0.320 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Cyprus 0.170 0.170 0.169 0.170 0.000 0.005 0.003 0.004
Czech Republic 0.327 0.327 0.322 0.328 0.000 0.013 0.009 0.017
Denmark 0.092 0.092 0.092 0.092 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.012
Estonia 0.507 0.504 0.494 0.507 0.000 0.004 0.002 0.016
Finland 0.692 0.692 0.692 0.692 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.002
France 0.267 0.285 0.285 0.289 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.010
Germany 0.295 0.296 0.296 0.296 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.009
Greece 0.183 0.183 0.183 0.183 0.000 0.006 0.005 0.004
Hungary 0.192 0.209 0.204 0.212 0.000 0.012 0.012 0.015
Ireland 0.052 0.059 0.059 0.047 0.000 0.030 0.030 0.000
Italy 0.265 0.289 0.289 0.291 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.014
Latvia 0.438 0.432 0.425 0.438 0.000 0.005 0.002 0.010
Lithuania 0.298 0.286 0.270 0.298 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.004
Malta 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.000 0.009 0.006 0.013
Netherlands 0.093 0.094 0.094 0.094 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.004
Poland 0.301 0.301 0.296 0.301 0.000 0.017 0.009 0.020
Portugal 0.277 0.336 0.335 0.337 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.005
Romania 0.304 0.238 0.221 0.271 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Slovakia 0.398 0.401 0.398 0.402 0.000 0.023 0.022 0.028
Slovenia 0.565 0.600 0.598 0.601 0.000 0.013 0.013 0.015
Spain 0.186 0.206 0.207 0.207 0.000 0.007 0.005 0.018
Sweden 0.660 0.659 0.659 0.659 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.002
United Kingdom 0.084 0.086 0.084 0.086 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.025
Grand Total 0.323 0.328 0.325 0.331 0.000 0.004 0.003 0.011
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