ROMANIAN REVIEW OF REGIONAL STUDIES, Volume VIII, Nmber 1, 2012

THE EVOLUTION OF REGIONAL DISPARITIESIN THE RURAL
AREASOF MUSCELELE ARGESULUI

CATALINA CARSTEA!

ABSTRACT - Regional disparities are clearly a significant &waje to the new European
construction. Disparities are often sources ofaibility but are also sources of antagonism andstnre
In the case of Muscelele Argdui, in the past, it was a unitary area in terrh@@onomic and social
development, the two Middle Ages royal capitalsgieg the balance of this area. After the 50s, the
situation changed radically and the uneven devedopnof the towns and villages began to widen.
Some villages were collectivized; others were imdalized, while a third category was simply omitte
from the development plans. As a consequence, ai@vint disparities evolved and became common
during the 80s. After 1992, around the towns oft€ude Argge and Campulung, two relatively more
developed regions emerged, while regions in th¢hreamd central part of the area were disadvantaged.
Beginning with 2002, we are witnessing a reductibdisparities because the underdeveloped areas are
increasing and incorporate previously developedasaréThe area is starting to become a huge
underdeveloped area and some of the main factatsldd to this situation are the decay of the two
poles of regional development and the closing efabal mines. Today, the entire area is experignein
rebirth and the entrepreneurial activities are ipigyan important role. The huge number of smalelsot
and accommodation establishments constructed invést part of the area in the last five years,
coupled with several investment projects in Curtea Arge, has led to the increased regional
importance of the town to the expense of Campulinghe meantime, former mining centres that
where the engines of growth for the region becaattger underdeveloped. The main cause of this is the
fact that the region does not have perspectivedaakd the much needed entrepreneurial activities.

Keywords: rural area, local disparities, underdeveloped are@madvantaged areas, entrepreneurial
activities

INTRODUCTION

One of the most important issues when talking akastainable development is the equitable
development of every human locality and the provisdf the premises for the development of the
entire population of a state or of a country. Westmot forget either about the gaps that can exist
intraregional or inter-local level that can produigparities within an apparently uniform space.

The inequality of spatial development can expréssittequality between the social relations
in the different socio-professional and economitegaries, representing especially the result of the
dysfunctions of the economic and social structuflesmcs |., 2008). The numerous economic
dysfunctions in the region of Muscelele A¢gkii have caused a series of disparities at irtesd
level, enlarging the gaps between the localitiethisfregion.

The thing that triggered the inter-local unbalarinea region known for its equilibrium, was
the insertion of economic units between 1970 ar@D1%his triggered a series of chain reactions that
led in time to the formation of privileged and urhévileged areas within a pretty confined space.

The area taken into consideration encompassesliages and 2 municipalities and also the
villages whose administrative territory dose notfgely overlap the physico-geographical limit of
Muscelele Arggului. The presence of the two municipalities hakttea certain hierarchization within
the region, their role as regional centres of enuo@rowth being more obvious lately as they play a
essential part in reducing the territorial tensionthe entire Arge County.
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DATA BASE AND METHODOLOGY

The analysis of the territorial disparities was maaccording to statistical indicators,
differently selected for individualization and fanalysis. The first category includes speciallgsid
indicators, in accordance with the purpose of ttt@a in order to better reveal the territoriallitya
The second category of indicators was the suppditators in order to reveal in detail the dominant
factors of the territorial disparities.

The indicator system used to identify the terrébrdisparities has four classes: the
demographic state, the economic state, the infretsire and the standard of life. Each category is
considered to influence the development equally.

The demographic state was considered accordinghitee tindicators: the depopulation
intensity, the percentage of the population overyéf@rs old and the vitality index, as the report
between the total population and the populatiorh vt fixed address. The economic state was
considered based on four indicators: the econompexdency, the unemployment rate within the
active population, the ratio of the occupied popofato the active population, the ratio of the
population working in agriculture to the total aetipopulation. Infrastructure, an indispensable
element for development, was analyzed based omalete set of indicators that comprise: the living
space per capita, the number of telephones per itO@bitants, and also the length of the water
supply and sanitation systems. The standard ofi#fe quantified using a set of indicators thataliye
or indirectly detect the quality of life: the ratad the population working in agriculture to thdatio
active population, the net migration, the ratidted population that completed secondary education i
the total population. After the analysis of a serdé data found in the statistic sheets of theagiis
under analysis for the time interval 1992-2002, Statistical Yearbook of ArgeCounty (1992, 2002,
2008), the 1992 and 2002 Censuses of PopulationDavellings, and the Register of Companies,
graphic materials were made for each group of atdrs.

Depending on the resulted values, the human deweopindex (HDI) was calculated as a
Hull score, with value variations between 0 and.1®fr the calculation, the indicators with direct
influence were considered positive in the detertiongprocess while the ones with reverse influence
were considered negative.

The hierarchization of the 30 villages revealedesavlimits more or less relevant, according
to which 5 value classes were considered.

Due to the lack of certain support indicators sashthe economic dependency ratio, the
demographic dependency ratio, the percentage gidpelation under 60 years old, the percentage of
the population that completed secondary educaiin@008, other indicators such as the number of
PC/1000 inhabitants and the number of firms/100@lxitants were introduced.

In order to correlate the statistic data with theitorial reality, a series of direct observations
were made on the field.

THE EVOLUTION OF THE ECONOMIC FACTORS AS PREMISE FOR THE

EMERGENCE OF DISPARITIES

The area taken into consideration has suffered madjanges ever since the past. From an
economic point of view, in these villages there \waertain degree of uniformity during the interwar
period. The writings of that time remind us of @iresperity of the locals that worked in fruit grovgi
and sheepherding, of the way the dwellings havéveddoecoming bigger and more durable.

After the 1950s, things changed radically and thequal development between these villages
deepened. A part of these villages underwent tbegss of “cooperativization”, in others industrial
units emerged, while others are omitted from theetibgpment plans.

Aninoasa, Lergi, Dragoslavele, Berevait, Valea Mare Prait, Nugoara are villages that
became the focus of the 1970s development plan.oDtite desire to equally develop this region,
mines were opened to exploit the coal depositschit® Golati, Berevoigti and Aninoasa, quarries
were opened for the exploitation of stone and lias in Albetii de Muscel and Valea Mare Peay
phenomenon that led to the stabilization and threarical growth of the population in these aread, an
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also to a general wellbeing of the locals. Themftine infrastructure in these villages, roadsewat
supply network, schools, high schools, dispensaléegloped more quickly.

After 1989, this region was confronted with a seieé problems due to the exhaustion of the
existent resources, which led to the closing ofdbe mines but also to the reduction of the liroeet
exploitation. Instead, the lack of investment ia thdustrial area led to the decay of the two envao
growth poles in the region: Campulung and CurteArges. The bankruptcy of certain industrial units
such as ARO Campulung or the restructuring of stherch as the Porcelain Fabric caused very
serious phenomena such as the rise in unemployameong the regular travellers and the rise of the
migration rate, especially the migration of the ygypopulation towards other areas of the country or
abroad. Also, part of the dismissed rural populatie-orientated towards the agricultural sector,
where they practice subsistence agriculture.

The negative elements led, in 2005, to the dedigmaf 21 localities as under-privileged rural
areas. Consequently, these localities joined prograf fiscal facilities and regional development.
Due to the closure of their industrial objectivAginoasa, Berevoigi, Dragoslavele, and Stoiegte
were included in the category of under-privilegechlities.

Separately from the measures took at regional e local councils took a series of
measures such as granting indemnities, tax dedsctigranting irredeemable funds. However, the
fiscal facilities did not attract too many investprand the entrepreneurial sector is still poorly
developed, although in the last few years a grafthis sector can be noticed.

In order to attract more investors, starting with02, the local councils began to invest in
infrastructure, according to the development pfa@ansiliul Judeean Args (Arges County Council)
for the period 2008-2012. Today, things are appnaxely the same. Many projects are blocked due to
lack of funding. However, there are villages whprejects are totally or partially finalized like in
Dragoslavele, Lekti, Domnati, Valea lgului, Cicinesti, Aninoasa, Bidulg, and Berevoigi. These
villages focused on a complete development of &tfteture, aiming all aspects: sewerage system,
water, gas, public illumination and modernizatidrthe education, cultural and social units.

The adopted measures shortly drew investors andolétle growth of the entrepreneurial
sector. The economic activities began to diverdifg to the fact that in the interval 1992-2002, the
entrepreneurial initiatives were limited to the oipg of retail commerce units in non-specialized
stores that sold mostly food, beverages, and tabacc

For the period 2002-2008, the trend of openinglretammerce units continued, their number
becoming dominant among the SMEs (small and medimerprises). In addition, a series of
enterprises specialized in distribution and commermurism, transport, food industry, wood
processing, leather goods, textile industry andtfganass processing were opened. These units led t
the creation of jobs in the region but not enowgbdver the deficit.

Out of the 670 commercial units in 2008 (Figureapbproximately half of them were owned by
three villages (Domné 11.5%, Lergti 13%, Valea Mare Pray 28%). The other 48% of firms were
divided among the 27 localities. Moreover, mosthaf firms were small enterprises with less than 10
employees. Only 6.4% had more than 10 employeespétcentage of medium firms with more than 50
employees was even smaller, only 1.2%, while tiegee only four large firms with more than 100
employees (Fuchs — Domytie Amplast — Lergti, SILDVB — Berevoigti, Marco Polo — Valea Mare
Pranat).

Another area that enjoyed a lot of attention wad tf tourism. After 2005, the number of
guest houses, especially the agritourist onese&sad suddenly from 2 to 65 at present. Most of the
guest houses are in the category authorized ngtarabn (ANP) and are not included in the SMEs
category. They belong to the locals that saw irrisou a potential source of income due to the
numerous tourist attractions, but also due to sounprojects such as lezer — Bogtsa ski slope. The
65 guest houses are not distributed equally int¢hdtory. They are located in 18 of the localities
Arefu and Corbeni owning half of them.

Private initiatives led to the transformation of rwesti village into a local development
centre, and also to the revitalization of somellbea.
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As a consequence of the successful privatizatiodgtze appearance of new enterprises in the
services area, constructions, food industry (Drtk€eand Transpacom), wood processing and
furniture (Stecoplastrat), after 2002, the panteiabilitation of the two economic growth polesoals
plays a major role in the economic evolution.

The extension of the economic influence of the tmanicipalities brought about the
development of the localities in the close proxyniading to the enlargement of the gaps in tha.are
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Figure 1. Number of economic units in 2008

ANALYSIS OF THE SUPPORT INDICATORS AND THE OUTLINING OF THE

PRIVILEGED AND UNDERPRIVILEGED AREAS

In order to establish the privileged and underfggéd areas in a region, a very careful and
detailed analysis is required, one that includesua indicators which better characterize the oci
economic areas: economy, human potential, infrefstre, standard of life.

The analysis of thdemographic stateeveals that the region faces deep problems suitiea
high degree of population ageing, with a major idecin the total population and the growth of the
demographic dependency rate. At an individual lethedre are a series of discrepancies; some of the
localities are more or less affected by these pinemna.

The ageing process (quantified by the percentagihneofpopulation over 60 years old), for
example in 1992, it seriously affected the villaggsNugoara (49%), Biduleg (30.1%), Myetssti
(26.5%), Suici (22.76%), Tigveni (21.19%), and Botg5.10%). At the opposite side were villages
such as Valea Mare PiyAlbestii de Arges, Bughea de Jos, Corbeni, where the recorded vednged
between 14 and 16%. These values were higher tiganational average, where the percentage of the
population over 60 years old was 13.3%, and hitteer the average of Arg€ounty (13%).

In 2002, the situation changed. There was an &serén the population ageing process, the
villages Bdulet (33.54%), Boteni (26.32%), Matesti (31.4%) recorded higher values, on average
with an extra 2-3%. In other localities, the petege of the population over 60 years old increased
more, with approximately 6-8%, from 17.4 to 24.5f0Arefu village, from 14.64% to 18.32% in
Schitu Golsti village, from 20.4 to 26.31 in Cepari villagehd maximum values were almost double
than the national average (19.8%) and the A@eunty average (15.18%) and the minimum values fit
into overall national average. Although valuesdaléd the national trend, the difference was toatgre
and this reflected in the region’s economy.

In 2008, the phenomenon was probably more strikiegause the percentage of population
over 60 increased to 19.8%, both values being hitjfaa those in the Southeast Region of Wallachia
(17%) and the national average (20%).

The rise in the values of this index is especialiynected to the migration of the young
population to the urban area and also to the phenanof reverse migration, where a part of the
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pensioners chose to live in the rural environmeiat @ work in agriculture, process reflected algo b
the depopulation index.

In the period 1992-2002, there is a strong andicoots depopulation (Figure 2), the most
affected localities being Boteni (from -12.69% #9:04%), Bidule (from -29.5% to -55.48%) and
Dragoslavele (+25.20% to -16.04%). Although the egahtrend was of depopulation, the other
villages generally recorded decreases in the valubis indicator from -0.75% to 2.16% in Akig
de Arge, from -13.91% to 2.89% in Cepari, and from -15.2941.72% in Valea klui.

After 2002, in the interval 2002-2008, this phenao diminished as a consequence of the
decrease in migration and the economic stabilinati@ut of 31 localities, 17 had values below 7%,
and in 10 localities there was an opposite phenomenith an increase in population between 0.5 and
4%. The villages that recorded rises in the popnaare the ones around the two municipalities. A
particular case is the one of Alie de Muscel where the values of the depopulatiatex reached
60%. The reason is purely administrative, becams2005, the village of Bughea de Sus gained an
independent administration status.
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Figure 2. Evolution of the depopulation intensity and the majration between 1992 and 2008

The high percentage of the population over 60 yekltsassociated with the large migration
of the young population to the city, generatedsa i the demographic dependency rate in the region
in the period 1992-2002, the average value risinghf70% to 73%. The most affected villages were
Albegstii de Arges (from 60.4% to 90.06%), Arefu (from 60.55% to 7842, Biadulg (from 76.4% to
92.56%). Although the general trend was that of tise in the demographic dependency rate,
especially in the central part of the region betwéiee two local development poles, there were
villages where this value dropped, for example dtatBucu (from 63.9% to 58.7%) or in Bughea de
Jos, where it dropped from 75.31% to 63.69%.

The correlated analysis of the presented indicatresaled two profoundly underprivileged
areas from a demographic point of view, one innbehern part of the region and another in the
central part, between the two growth poles.

The synthesis orthe economic statef Muscelele Argsului, based on the previously
mentioned indicators for the interval 1992-200/eeds the presence of 21 villages that can be
considered as deeply underprivileged areas, witlgla unemployment rate, a low rate of occupation
of the population and a high dependency rate.

At first, the localities most affected by these phimena were those in the central and northern
area but, in 2002, things completely shifted. Tieshaffected villages were those in the proximity o
the cities Campulung and Curtea de Argad in those cities where interventions were nauting
the period of forced industrialization, as a consege of the rise in unemployment. Therefore, @ th
villages Aninoasa, Stoeste Berevoiati, Albestii de Muscel, Corbeni, and Tigveni, the economic
dependency rate increased on average by 2%.
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The above-mentioned localities were also confrontdth the highest percentages of
unemployment after 1992. Thus, between the twousegears, the unemployment percentage in the
total active population increased in Beregbidfrom 7.79% to 39%), Albgii de Muscel (from
11.06% to 26.65%), Caeni (from 9.64% to 22.92%), Poienarii de Muscebitir7.75% to 22.03%),
Lerssti (from 3.79% to 10.10%) and Valea Mare Ritaiirom 7.24% to 22.45%).

The rise in unemployment and the massive dismidsdldo the reorientation of population
towards the agricultural sector, the number ofgbpulation occupied in agriculture increasing by on
average 10% between the two census years. Theshiglveeases were recorded in Aftiiede Arges
(from 15.55% to 36.337%); Caéni (from 16.25% to 37.8%), Dragoslavele (from 206to 31.6%),
Mioarele (from 29% to 56.46%), Matssti (from 36.41% to 60.48%), Schitu Gele(from 4.54% to
24.27%).

After 2002, there was an economic recovery dubdcentrepreneurial initiative that depended
both on the existing resources and on the retaikets. The percentage of firms/1000 inhabitants is
still low, ranging between 0 and 42.15 firms/100babitants. Such initiatives led to the development
of a local growth centre in the area, more pregigble Domnsti locality (23.85 firms/1000
inhabitants), and also to a stronger economic deweént of the villages found outside the area of
influence of the two municipalities: Al de Muscel (16.46 firms/1000 inhabitans), Lgrél7.76
firms/1000 inhabitants), Valea Mare Pia{2.15 firms/1000 inhabitants).

The development of the SMEs and ANPs led to theease in the employee number (Figure
3), but still their number continues to be loweartin 1992. The reasons are, on the one hand, the
growth of the number of pensioners and the decreade active population and, on the other hand,
the possible increasing of the undeclared workepas in the case of the day labourers.
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Figure 3. Evolution in the number of employees between 1882808

A far asinfrastructureis concerned, the area Tigveni — SuiciataBucu and Aninoasa - Corbi
— Nugoara stands out as a profoundly underprivileged phas the south-eastern part of the area for
both census years. The main role in the transfoomadf these areas was played by the insufficient
development of the water supply system, naturalsyagem and sewage system, correlated with the
lack of a modern local road infrastructure and ek of transversal lanes, with the exception of
DN70 and E70C. After 2002, there was an improvenieninfrastructure so that, in 2008, two
underprivileged areas stood out: §dtesti —Corbi-Nugoara and Arefu — Cimesti -Valea Danului.

The disparities started to be more obvious, sqg that 1992 only a few villages had water
supply and sewerage, in 2008, 13 villages were ected to the water supply network, with a density
of over 20 km/kmz, 12 villages did not even havefimalized and only three villages were connected
to the sewerage system.

Also, in 2008, Valea kului became the first village of the region withtural gas supply.

The element that did not pass through many changasthe living space per capitéhis
indicator increased constantly without too manycspaular evolutions (Figure 4). From the field
observations, it resulted that, in most casesoteconstruction was not demolished after the new
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house was built, but transformed into the summiahkin, thus probably contributing to the increase
of this indicator.
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Figure 4. Evolution of the living space per capita in 199002 and 2008

The analysis of théife standard indicatordhas led to the formation of two underprivileged
areas around the two urban centres during allnfeetyears taken into account. A very importarg rol
was played by the percentage of the population @0erears old that completed secondary education
and the number of pharmacies and doctors to 10d@bitants. The existence of high schools only in
the two urban centres led to an increase in th@achbandonment rate, which was inversely
proportional to the distance that had to be walkddreover, after 1992 many dispensaries were
closed due to the lack of medical personnel. INB20dly 8 villages had pharmacies, their percentage
being of 0.32/1000 inhabitants and 14 villages asbitals and dental offices, the average percentag
being 0.42 medical and dental cabinets/1000 inhatst All these units were concentrated in the
villages north of Campulung and in the proximitytbé town of Curtea de Argethe only exception
being the village of Domié.

Another relevant indicator for 2008 is the numbeP&/1000 inhabitants. Lately, the number
of computers has increased, mostly in the localiigh the most SMEs. The general average is 6
PC/1000 inhabitants, higher in Domngtig(18.2 PC/1000 inhabitants) and Aytie de Muscel (13.8
PC/1000 inhabitants).

IDENTIFICATION OF TERRITORIAL DISPARITIES AND THE CHANGES

ARISEN AT THE LEVEL OF LOCAL SYSTEMS

The quantification of the set of support indicatarsl their correlation with the territorial
reality led to the formation of three problem aréfzest had slightly different territorial evolutioms
the period 1992 — 2008, growing in dimension oirgdng.

In 1992, two privileged area were formed, one thatompasses 11 localities around
Campulung and another north of Curtea de Argad three underprivileged areas, one in the west,
with 8 localities, one central, on the north-soalis, with 6 localities, and another, in the soedist,
with 4 localities.

The main problems of the underprivileged area Dxt #ve poorly developed infrastructure,
the high degree of population ageing, the lackkdfesi workers, the high degree of the population
occupied in agriculture, the disappearance of theittonal elements from architecture and the
disappearance of the traditional customs, whiclitditmhe possibility to develop agritourism (witheth
exception of the northern part of Salatrucu anctiSuillage), the degradation of the fruit-growing
fund, the low standard of life reflected in the lowmber of hospitals, pharmacies, and a low
percentage of the population that completed secgrethucation.
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The underprivileged area D2 faces problems relatdtie specialization of the population in
mining, the low reconversion degree, the massiymplelation after 1992 due to high unemployment,
the presence of brownfields in Stogtihehe degradation of the locative fund, the fis¢he number of
the population occupied in agriculture, the degtiadaof the infrastructure due to the lack of
investments.

The problem area D3, which has experienced the wluatges, is confronted with a high
percentage of the population occupied in agricaltar poorly developed infrastructure and the high
degree of population ageing. After 2002, upon ttleption of new localities and the concession of
others, problems diversified. The most serious thase related to the environment due to the
numerous dumps, the high percentage of unemployarghthe increasing depopulation of villages.

Following the evolution of these areas between 188@ 2002, it is clear how D1 area
advances eastwards, swallowing Arefu and gdaca localities, while D3 is retreating southwards,
swallowing the privileged area F2 and a part of (Bbmneti, Aninoasa, and Berevai) as a
consequence of the closure of the economic obgstiu the area, the rise in unemployment, the
depopulation, and the population occupied in adjrice.

Between 2002 and 2008, there was a limitation &f timderprivileged areas with two
privileged areas: F1 strongly restricted to 3 litieed, north of Campulung, and F2, north of Cudea
Arges, composed of 5 localities. The decrease of the Blilefrom 12 to 3 localities was due mostly to
the economic decay of the town of Campulung anal die to the closure of the coal mines.

The emersion of the F2 area was due to the entreyri@l initiatives that sprung the economic
revival in the area and the development of thestfucture, especially the water supply network.
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D3 area keeps its eastern limit but it concededabaities Badulg and Valea Igului to the
F2 area. The presence of Dongtngillage raises the value of the HDI in this ateab2.1, bringing it
closer to F2 (52.8). Without this village, the aage HDI of the other villages would be around 50.5.
The village Domngi, which, in 2008, had the highest HDI due to tfevelopment of infrastructure,
the rise of the SMEs and the foreign investmermigears in this whole disadvantaged area as a source
of instability that can lead to the economic growththe area. Unfortunately, this centre of local
development is still too weak to polarize the \g#a in its proximity. One of the reasons is thaséh
villages have exhausted both their human and naesaurces. Therefore, their chance to re-enter in
the economic circuit is very small.

The D1 area remains approximately in the same kaeslas 2002. It continues to be the
most underprivileged area, losing two localities-farea: Corbeni and Alité de Arges. With a low
quality infrastructure, a low degree of accesgib#ind an acute lack of medical systems, D1 remains
an area with a huge potential for developments lalso the best preserved area of all the other.
Excluded from the 1970s industrial development gldhis area has developed slowly in its natural
pace. Today, it is the area with the highest deagigc potential and with the most human, tourism
and economic resources.

Area D2 extends eastwards, swallowing Dragoslavitigge, which is decaying due to the
high degree of the population ageing, the degradadf the fruit-growing fund and the lack of
investments. This area, with ethnographic and mllttourism potential, is confronted with a low
demographic potential and with insufficient humasaurces. The degradation of the infrastructure
with time, the exhaustion of certain resources #mel lack of investments will all lead to the
aggravation of these phenomena.

PERSPECTIVES

The underlying of a viable development strategy tfog 32 localities that are part of the
Muscelele Arggului area requires the establishment of a set ¢déctibes, steps, measures, and a
multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary analysis thfe possibilities for implementing them, as weall a
the possible alternatives, the evaluation critesta, In the mentioned context, an inventory ofgbhe
of concrete solutions is required, solutions thah contribute to solve the problems that these
localities are facing today.

We feel that the most important solutions that bantaken into account in the following
period can be found in the area of human resoancésn that of the workforce (a good information of
the population, provision of a continuous qualifiea, and requalification of the workforce), in the
agricultural sector (creation of credit and finanggestems appropriate to the rural environment,
promotion of ecological agriculture), in the indiet sector (support for the creation of SMEs ie th
area, facilitation for the use of the old indudtriauildings and storage halls), in tourism (a
modernization of the infrastructure, support fore thraditional customs, development of
complementary activities), in the area of infrastume (extension of the natural gas supply,
development of an appropriate economic plan, aehient of a Zonal Urban Plan).

After the realization and the analysis of a SWOTirmabalance was revealed both in the
strong and weak points, just like in the case @oojunities and restrictions.

If, on the one hand, the studied area stands owdvantages such as the special natural
conditions, tourism potential and development of tkcologic agricultural production, the
conservation of architecture and customs, on therdtand, there are also some negative aspects to
signal such as the presence of landslides, thedfchkpital, the inappropriate road infrastructuhe
numerous abandoned fields due to mining exploitatind the closure of production units, but also
due to the dwellings left in decay and the autrewitinability to finance project proposals.

The implementation of the right measures coulddgoriobmerous opportunities: the absorption
of European funds through the SAPARD Program, fier development and the modernization of
some economic activities, the modernization ofasfiructure, the development of non-agricultural
activities (especially agritourism), a better cbteation between the public and the private sether,
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attraction of young people in the economic andadife of the communities, the rise of the cultura
level.

The restrictive factors are the irrational expliiita of the forest fund, the adoption by
Romania of the EU acquis, the reintroduction ofdhbality norms and standards, safety and security,
the low incomes of the Romanians and, therefoee|div demand for agritourist services, the lack of
the necessary resources in co-financing certaijeqio(e.g. SAPARD).

The present general evolution of the economic awibklife and also the industrialization
policy promoted before 1990 led to the creatiora afertain unbalance regarding local development.
Due to the political and economic changes that folake before 1990 in the rural area of Muscele
Argesului, a series of changes occurred in the econ@®tor that had repercussions on the whole
territorial and functional structure, and, impligjtin the dynamics, the structure and qualityifef of
the local population, fact revealed also by thelsstic situation presented above.

The entrepreneurial initiative at its turn led e tmodification in the structure of the space in
which it was inserted, through the resource congiampcapacity, more or less selective, by the
impact it has over the other components, throughctikeation of new spatial structures leading to the
increase in discrepancies.

The attenuation of these unbalances caused bybthee anentioned factors must represent a
concern for the county and local administratiord also for the central administration considerimg t
national policies for regional development.
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