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The Institute of Ruraland Agricultural Development by the Polish Academy of
SciencegIRWIR PAN) and the Foundaion European Fund for Polish Rurddevelopment
havejointly been conductingh-depthstudies 6 spatial differentiation of rural areas in Poland
from the point of view of socieconomic developmenSubsequent stages of analyses are
conducted under a prramme entitledRural DevelopmentMonitoring'. The principle
objectives of the studiesare to diagnose current differentiations, arselythe dynamics of
changes under way, as well stsedlight on differing development scenariafepending on
local conditiors. The authors of the studiesaw on their firmbelief that rural areas are not
only the areas dominated by agricultutaut they arealso a highly variable socieconomic
environmenwvhich isinhabited by approx0% of the total population, the majoriof which
does not have any interest in agricultwieatsoeverSociceconomic development of rural
areas must take accouat the establishment of economic structures capable of ensuring
maintenance to rural inhabitangatisfying their variable aspiratis and providing access to
public servicesBy fulfillment of those conditions, both economic and social ones, rural
environment becomes inhabitant friendifhe degree of their fulfilment reflects the level of
sociceconomic development.

In order to deelop a scale for measuring so@oconomic development level, eleven
components thereof have beestablishedeach of them was theassigneda few empirical
indicators.For the purposes dhe study sociceconomic level was defined as a variable

which is composed of (1) community spatial accessibility(2) degree of economy
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deagrarization (e.i. its transition from agrarian to industoa®, (3) characteristics of
agricultural sectoand(4) characteristics of neagricultural sectqr(5) labor markebalance
degree (6) ability to create local public financg7) demographic problems(8) social
cohesion(wealth and competences) local community (9) level of qualifications andevel
of education system developme(itO) societal activity (11) living conditions elements
Spatial distribution of the synthetic so@gconomic levelmeasurebased on the
developed scale has been shown in Figur®rie cannotice a mingling of twotendencies
firstly i geographical locationthe arrangement according tbe mainland peripheral areas
continuum secondly- historical conditionsg thearrangement along the eastst axiswhich
arrangementarereminiscent othe partition of the current territory of Poland during the™9
centuryamongthree different coumies pursuingthree different economiregimes(Russia
Prussia and Austriddungary and also related witlshifting the Polish borders after WWII.
Currently the mainland peripheral areas arrangement is a stronger tendency than historical

criteria.
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Figurel. Spatial distribution of the synthetic measure of the level of seomomic

development



A complex statistical procedure made it possible iimtjuish seven types of rural
areaswhere combinations of soceconomic development components amilar within a
given type and different among the typ@&fose types correspond to various conditions of
development and describe various models of social and economic struesi@sesult of
which they determine different strategies of achieving #mesobjective, namely increase in
thedevelopmentevel.

In simplified terms, those types includ&) areasdominated by traditional family
farms (2) areasdominated by huge farms with hired wiotce (and prior to restructuring
featuring a big share aftate agriculturg (3) areasdominated by agriculture based on family
farms, butat the same timdemonstrating certain features characteristic of rAfuttctional
rural areas (4) areasfeaturing greatly fragmented agrarian structure where farmers work
mainly outside their farms and farm incomeytigenerate is only supplementarytbeir off-
farm income (5) multi-functional areas (6) urbanized rural areas with reduced agricultural

function and7) strorgly urbanized areas
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Figure2. Spatial digribution of types of municipalities against the structure of socio

economic development components



