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AHHOmMauyus. Llenbo uccnedoeaHus  siensgemcs  onpedeneHue
cocmosiHusa 6uoakoHomuku e [lonbwe. Ocoboe eHumaHue O6bino ydeneHo
obcyxOeHuro uenel u npuopumemos noaumuku 6UO3KOHOMUKU cmpaHbl U
EC, a makxe 3KOHOMUYECKUX UHCmpymeHmoes 055 noddepxku peanusauyuu
amol nonumuku. MWccnedosaHue makxe eK/nw4Yaem aHanu3 cekmopa
npouszseodcmea buomacchkl e lNonbwe, ¢ y4emom peauoHaslbHbIX pasnudull.
UccnedosaHue O6bI10 OCHOBAHO Ha UCXO0HOU numepamype no OaHHOMY
gornpocy, npoepammHbix doKymeHmax Eeponelickoeo Cor3a U pyKkoeoOsawux
npuHyunax HauuoHanbHoU nonumuku e obnacmu passumusi 6UO3KOHOMUKU 8
Monbwe. Cmamucmudyeckue OaHHble Eepocmama u ®AOCTAT 6binu
ucrnosib3o8aHbl 05151 OUEHKU nomeHyuana 6uo3KOHOMUKU.

UccnedosaHue nodmeepdusno, 4Ymo e llonbwe MHO20 mpadulUOHHbIX
ompacneli NpoMbIWAEHHOCMU, KOMOpble HE MOJIbKO rpou3sodssm buomaccy,
HO u nepepabambigarom Cbipbe  6UOMO2UYECKO20  MPOUCXOXKOEHUS.
BbuoakoHomuka sienssemcsi 00HUM U3 KpyrnHelUwux U eaxHelwux ceameHmos
MosIbCKOU 3KOHOMUKU U 8axHOoU cocmasnsrowel ppiHka EC.
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Abstract. Environmental quality is considered to be one of essential public
goods, central to human health and well-being. However, the more and more

© J. Rakowska, N. Drejerska, 2016
63



intensive economic growth and increasing human population pollutes it
enormously and requires improvement and protection measures. EU cohesion
policy is one of the instruments which through Operational Programmes supports
Member States in protecting their natural environment. Operational Programme
Infrastructure and Environment 2007—2013 carried out in Poland was the biggest
OP implemented in EU so far. So the research aims at identifying OPIE main
effects based on the SIMIK qualitative and quantitative data.

Environmental projects aimed at supporting a wide range of actions
protecting and/or restoring natural environment made 57% of all contracts
signed under OPIE. Their total value equalled 24% of total value of all projects
under OPIE and 19% of EU funding absorbed by all beneficiaries from this
source. The projects were carried out by different kinds of beneficiaries, which
enabled dealing with many aspects of environmental issues. Environmental
projects were carried out in different places in Poland and differed significantly
in terms of their total value, values of obtained EU co-funding and the share of
EU co-funding in total value, however none of these characteristics determines
their importance. One can already observe the first positive effects of
implementing OPIE 2007-2013, although more time is needed to verify all the
assumed influence of these investments on the natural environment.

Keywords: environmental, funding, programme, infrastructure

Introduction. Environmental quality is considered central to human
health and well-being [18]. It is referred to as one of essential public goods that
must be consumed in equal amounts by all [1]. However, natural environment
strongly influenced by economic growth [2] and growing human population has
been more and more endangered — globally, regionally and locally. In EU,
there has been an increasing awareness of pollution that has affected
aquifers, rivers, lakes, soils and forests and has placed environmental assets
at risk. This made environmental sustainability a more and more important
public issue requiring adequate actions and measures enabling protection and
in some cases restoring the natural environment.

However, as the private property rights cannot be defined for the
environment and so the market cannot allocate to the environment [17], the
EU institutions and governments of Member States became the responsible
ones for the environmental policy interventions. All these contributed to the
implementation of EU actions and measures aimed at supporting Member
States in carrying their policies and strategies promoting sustainable
development at all levels — the national, regional and local, and in some cases
even transregional or transnational.

The principal goal of the environmental policy is to improve environmental
outcomes, driven by the pursuit of objectives of broader wellbeing and ensuring
sustainable growth. It aims to achieve its objective by for example increasing the
opportunity costs of pollution and environmental damage, curbing polluting
behaviour, supporting investment and inducing innovation in less environmentally
harmful technologies [8]. This policy can be treated as a separate set of activities
on the international/national/regional/local level but there are also approaches

64



assuming the incorporation of environmental concerns in non-environmental policy
sectors [16] such as e.g. the agricultural policy or cohesion policy.

And so supporting social and economic cohesion of Member States and
their regions, with special focus on environmental issues, is one of the main
priorities of the European Union. This task has been carried out within EU
regional policy, often associated with structural and cohesion policies [13],
which co-finance operational programmes and actions aimed at ‘harmonious,
balanced and sustainable development of economic activities, the
development of employment and human resources, the protection and
improvement of the environment, and the elimination of inequalities, and the
promotion of equality between men and women’ [5, 6].
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Financial allocations for eligible EU Member States from cohesion policy

funds 2007-2013 (million euro, current prices)*
*Source: authors’ elaboration based on Cohesion policy 2007-2013 [3].

The same objectives are specified in Europe 2020 Strategy for Smart,
Sustainable and Inclusive Growth [4]. In the analysed budget perspective
2007-2013, UE expenditure on cohesion policy made 37% of the EU budget.
It comprised of 347 billion euro [9] from the European Regional Development
Fund, European Social Fund and Cohesion Fund [7]. At present, the cohesion
policy of EU carried out on regional level is recognised as the main EU
investment policy for economic growth and employment, supporting also
environmental protection. For the budget perspective 2007-2013 Poland
received the biggest allocation from EU cohesion policy (figure 1) — nearly 67
billion euro [11].

This funding co-financed in Poland 5 nationwide and 16 regional operational
programmes (OPs), of which Operational Programme Infrastructure and
Environment (OPIE) was the largest not only in Poland, but in all the history of the
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European Union. All programmes 2007-2013 addressed issues of environmental
protection in some ways, however OPIE was the main tool and source of EU co-
financing for actions and projects aimed at environmental protection. Different EU
funding opportunities offered by each of the above mentioned OPs were
addressed to a wide range of potential beneficiaries. Construction of OPIE enabled
absorption of EU funding by a wide range of beneficiaries carrying out different
projects in different economic and social fields. Due to legal regulations and
procedural requirements the final outcomes of the allocation depend largely on
beneficiaries’ potential and willingness to apply for and absorb EU funding.

Thus the aim of this elaboration is to define the main effects of
implementing OPIE in Poland, considering the number, the total value and the
EU co-financing for environmental. Some detailed objectives include also
identification of a group of environmental priorities out of 36 priorities (the
National Information System by SIMIK criteria) and the differentiation of
environmental projects according to projects’ values.

Materials and methods. The above described main aim of the study
and applied method resulted in explorative and diagnostic study, based on the
qualitative and quantitative secondary data from the National Information
System SIMIK, run by the Ministry of Infrastructure and Development, which
was the Polish implementing agency for operational programmes 2007-2013.
As at 31 December 2015, the SIMIK system registered 106210 contracts for
co-financing projects from EU structural funds allocated in Poland under all
OPs 2007-20014(2015"). The data enabled extracting all projects carried out
under OPIE. It allowed the authors to define:

- the number, total value and value of EU co-financing of projects
(investments) carried out under OPIE,

- the main types of beneficiaries,

- the differentiation of environmental projects, based on extraction of
the lowest and highest total value projects for each priority.

Pearson’s coefficient was used to look into relations between selected
categories of data. Analysis of the absorption of EU financing under the
Operational Programme Infrastructure and Environment 2007-2013 was also
based on the recognition of its main objectives and impact areas identified in
strategic documents [10, 12].

Results and discussion. The main goal of the Operational Programme
Infrastructure and Environment was to raise the investment attractiveness of
Poland and its regions by developing technical infrastructure while protecting
and improving the natural environment and human health, preserving cultural
identity and developing territorial cohesion. This was to be achieved through
the implementation of major infrastructure projects in six areas including the
environment, transport, energy, culture and national heritage, health and
higher education, which within the programming documents were specified as:

- construction of infrastructure to ensure the economic development of
Poland, while maintaining and improving the environment;

' According to ‘n+2’ principle extending the time of carrying out projects under Operational
Programmes 2007-2013 by two years.
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- increasing the availability of the main economic centres in Poland by
linking their network of motorways and expressways, and alternatives to Road
transport;

- ensuring long-term energy security through diversification of supply
within Poland, reducing the energy intensity of the economy and the
development of renewable energy sources;

- exploiting the potential of culture and cultural heritage of global and
European significance for increasing the attractiveness of Poland,;

- supporting the maintenance of good health condition of employment
resources;

- the development of modern academic centres, including educating
specialists in the field of modern technology.

Under Operational Programme Infrastructure and Environment 2007-
2013 (OPIE) beneficiaries completed 3329 projects of nearly 221 527 million
total value, of which nearly 122 172 million PLN (55%) came from EU funding
[15]. Based on Council Regulation (EC) No 1083/2006(...) and categories
assigned in SIMIK database to all contracts, projects carried out under OPIE
can be classified into 36 priorities (by SIMIK criteria), which can be divided into
two main groups: a group of infrastructural priorities, i.e. those connected with
constructing and modernising infrastructure? and a group of environmental
priorities, i.e. those including all projects aimed at protecting the natural
environment. The latter include the following priorities:

[1] renewable energy: wind,

[2] renewable energy: biomass,

[3] energy efficiency, co-generation, energy management,

[4] municipal and industrial waste management,

[5] drinking water management and supply,

[6] wastewater treatment,

[7] air quality,

[8] integrated prevention and control of pollution,

[9] restoration of industrial sites and contaminated land,

[10] promoting biodiversity and natural protection (including NATURA
2000),

[11] risk prevention (including the drafting and implementation of plans
and measures to prevent and manage natural and technological risks),

[12] other measures to protect the environment and prevent risks.

Beneficiaries completed 1912 projects of environmental character, which
made 57% of all projects carried out under OPIE. However, the total value of

> These are: R & TD infrastructure (including physical plant, instrumentation and high-speed
networks linking research centers) and centers of technological competence, railways and TEN-T
railways, rolling stock and TEN-T rolling stock, highways and TENT-T highways, national Road,
multimodal transports and TEN-T multimodal transports, intelligent transport systems, airports,
ports, inland waterways (regional and local), electric energy and TEN-E networks, natural gas and
TEN-E natural gas, promoting clean urban transport, protection and renovation of natural heritage,
development of cultural infrastructure, infrastructure of educational system, infrastructure of
healthcare system, preparation, implementation, monitoring and communication, evaluation,
research/experts opinions, information and communication.
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environmental projects made less than 24% of total value of all projects under
OPIE and 19% of EU funding absorbed by all beneficiaries from this source (table
1). It shows that environmental projects although more numerous had lower total
value and absorbed from OPIE less EU financing than the infrastructural ones.
The share of total EU finding in total value of all environmental projects equalled
about 49%, although the same share calculated for individual projects can vary
significantly (table 2).

1. Basic statistics of Operational Programme Infrastructure and
Environment 2007-2013 effects*

. Share in Share of | Share in
Share in total Valqe of EU total value
all Total obtained e
o : value of funding in of EU

. N° of | projects | value . EU )

Priority projects | under [million projects funding total funding

J under . value of | absorbed

OPIE PLN] OPIE [million oct der OPIE
(%] PLN] projects |under

[%] [%] [%]
[1] 53 1.6 4918.4 2.2 1291.8 26.3 1.1
2] 17 0.5 1092.5 0.5 285.30 26.1 0.2
[3] 784 23.6 3077.7 1.4 1518.1 49.3 1.2
[4] 129 3.9 8734.5 3.9 3816.3 43.7 3.1
[5] 2 0.1 40.8 0.0 24.5 60.1 0.0
[6] 553 16.6 24164.9 10.9 123231 51.0 10.1
[7] 52 1.6 4317 .4 1.9 584.9 13.5 0.5
[8] 17 0.5 1284.6 0.6 147 .6 11.5 0.1
[9] 4 0.1 157.7 0.1 119.9 76.1 0.1
[10] 174 52 467.6 0.2 382.4 81.8 0.3
[11] 34 1.0 4318.1 1.9 3119.6 72.2 2.6
[12] 93 2.8 52 0.0 1.8 34.0 0.0
In all 1912 57 .4 52579.3 23.7 23615.5 49.5 19.3

Note: numbers of priorities refer to the list presented above.
*Source: authors’ elaboration.

Individual environmental priorities differ significantly considering the
number of projects assigned to them, their total value and the share in total
value of EU funding absorbed (table 1). The EU funding absorbed from OPIE
2007-2013 ranged from the lowest share of 0.001% in total value of ‘other
measures to protect the environment and prevent risks’ to as much as 10% in
total value of ‘wastewater treatment’.

Both the total value and the value (thus also the share) of the EU
funding of each project under OPIE varied significantly, referring both to the
whole programme as well as to individual priorities (table 2). Co-financing
under OPIE could be obtained for a wide range of different investments by
different types of beneficiaries. To reflect this variation table 2 shows examples
of projects selected for each priority according to the criterion of the lowest and
the highest total value. The lowest total value of environmental project under
OPIE equalled 5.7 thousand PLN, including 2.3 thousand (41%) EU co-
financing, while the highest value was 1,821 million PLN, including 884.3
million PLN (49%) EU co-financing (table 2).
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OPIE was addressed to different kinds of beneficiaries: government
agencies, companies, commune associations, NGOs, local and governmental self-
governments, etc. Analysis of the final effects of implementing OPIE shows that alll
this groups benefited from this programme as had been assumed at the stage of
planning (table 2). The wide participation of different beneficiaries, who have
different competences and play different role in economy and the sustainable
development enabled dealing with various aspects of environmental protection.

The share of EU funding in the total value of projects also differed
significantly. Beneficiaries obtained from 5% to 100% of EU co-financing for
their projects. Although generally in 2007-2013 the maximum level of co-
financing was 85%, in some case the rule of cross-financing applied allowing
up to 100% financing from EU funding for projects. The environmental
priorities enabled beneficiaries to get support both for soft and hard project.
There is an identifiable trend showing that projects of the lowest value (e.g.
several thousand PLN) resulted in developing documents, strategies and
plans. As such they were soft projects, however, according to currently binding
rules and procedures, necessary to carry out hard projects.

Analysis of relation based on Pearson’s coefficient proves that there is
no correlation between the total value of projects and the share of obtained EU
funding. This is in line with OPIE principles which first define different kinds of
costs as either qualifying for co-financing or not, second allow the beneficiary
apply for different amounts of co-financing making different share of total value
of the investment, and the third they allow the implementing agency decide,
according to strictly described rules, what share of the total value of the project
can be co-financed under the given programme.

The projects influence different areas. Some of them will work locally,
some will have a regional influence and some even nationwide. However the
range of influence does not determine their importance for natural environment
protection — even those working ‘only’ locally may solve very important
problems causing chain of negative effects going beyond local range.

Conclusions. Environmental values are important aspects of
discussions both among economy theoreticians as well as practitioners. They
are present strictly and directly within the environmental policy but also in other
public interventions, as for example cohesion policy of the European Union. Its
instruments in Poland, as for instance Operational Programme Infrastructure
and Environment 2007-2013, constitute a significant opportunity for financing
environmental investments. This programme enabled co-financing of 3329
projects, whose total value equalled nearly 221 527 million PLN and included
nearly 122 172 million PLN (55%) EU funding. Environmental projects aimed
at supporting a wide range of actions protecting and/or restoring natural
environment made 57% of all contracts signed under OPIE. Their total value
equalled 24% of total value of all projects under OPIE and 19% of EU funding
absorbed by all beneficiaries from this source.

The projects were carried out by different kinds of beneficiaries,
including self-governments of all levels, national agencies, government units,
all sorts of companies, etc. It shows how many actors have been and should
be involved in the process of protecting natural environment and solving
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different problems in this field, because of their different role in sustainable
development, their different roles in the market economy or their different
competences.

Environmental projects differed significantly in terms of their total value,
values of obtained EU co-funding and the share of EU co-funding in total
value. There is no relation between the total value of projects and the share of
obtained EU funding. There is, however, a relation between the total value of
projects and their type — projects of a lower total value are soft ones, while
those of high total value are hard ones.

The projects were carried out in different places in Poland. It is quite
easy to delimit the range of territorial impact of most of them, but we can also
find examples of environmental investments located in one region, while
influencing some specific issue appearing all over country. Local projects can
be in many cases as crucial for protecting the natural environment as those
nationwide. But at this local level EU funds are often the deciding factor in
whether an investment or event will occur [16].

We can already observe the first positive effects of implementing
Operational Programme Infrastructure and Environment 2007-2013, although
more time is needed to verify the assumed influence of these investments on
the natural environment.

References

1. Chandra, P., Chakraborty, S. K. (2016). A Theoretical Framework for
Understanding Transnational Public Goods (TPGs) to Upgrade Environmental
Quality, Journal of Quantitative Economics, 1-14.

2. Drews, S., van den Bergh, J.C.J.M. (2016). Public views on economic growth,
the environment and prosperity: Results of a questionnaire survey, Global
Environmental Change 39, 2.

3. European Commission (2007). Cohesion policy 2007—-2013. Brussels.

4. European Commission (2010). Europe 2020. Strategy for Smart, Sustainable
and Inclusive Growth. Brussels.

5. European Council (1999). Council Regulation (EC) No 1260/1999 of June 21,
1999 laying down general provisions on the Structural Funds. Official Journal of the
European Communities, L 161/1 of June 26, 1999.

6. European Council (2006). Council Regulation (EC) No 1083/2006 of 11 July
2006 laying down general provisions on the European Regional Development Fund,
the European Social Fund and the Cohesion Fund and repealing Regulation (EC) No
1260/1999. Official Journal of the European Communities, L 210 of July 31, 2006.

7. European Union (2013). EU Cohesion Policy Contributing to Employment and
Growth In Europe, Joint paper from the Directorates-General for Regional & Urban
Policy and Employment, Social Affairs & Inclusion, Brussels.

8. Kozluk, T., Zipperer, V. (2014). Environmental policies and productivity growth -
a critical review of empirical findings. [in:] OECD Journal: Economic Studies. 156.

9. Manzella, G. P., Mendez, C. (2009). The turning points of EU Cohesion Policy,
European Investment Bank, Luxembourg, European Policies Research Centre
University of Strathclyde, United Kingdom.

72



10. Ministry of Development and Infrastructure (2013). Operational Programme
Infrastructure and Environment. National Strategic Reference Framework 2007-
2013. A detailed description of the priorities. Version 3.15, Warsaw.

11. Ministry of Regional Development ( 2009). National Development Plan 2004—
2006, Warsaw.

12. Ministry of Regional Development (2011). The Operational Programme
Infrastructure and Environment, version 3.0 Warsaw.

13. Paczoski, A. (2010). Kreowanie regionalnej i lokalnej polityki gospodarczej na
podstawie teorii i koncepcji rozwoju terytorialnego. Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu
Gdanskiego, Gdansk.

14. Pomianek, |., Drejerska, N. (2016). The effects of using structural funds at the
local level - the results of qualitative research among project beneficiaries. [in:]
Bérawski P., Zuchowski I, Szymanska E. J., (eds.): Management of sustainable
development in rural areas: at local and regional scales. High Economic Social
School Publishing House, Ostroteka.

15. Rakowska, J. (2016). Samorzady gmin jako beneficjenci polityki spojnosci UE
w latach 2007-2013 (in print), Warsaw.

16. Runhaar, H., Driessen, P., Uittenbroek, C. (2014). Towards a Systematic
Framework for the Analysis of Environmental Policy Integration. Environmental Policy
& Governance. Jul/Aug, Vol. 24, Issue 4.

17. Siebert, H. (2008). Economic of the Environment. Theory and Policy,
Springer.

18. Wysokinska, Z. (2016). The 'New' Environmental Policy of the European
Union: A Path to Development of a Circular Economy and Mitigation of the Negative
Effects of Climate Change, Comparative Economic Research. June, Vol. 19, Issue 2.

OCHOBHI EKONOIYHI HACTIOKU ONMEPATUBHOI MPOrPAMU
IHOPACTPYKTYPU TA HABKOJIMLWLHLOIO CEPEAOBULLA
HA 2007-2013 POKU

WN. PakoBcbkKa,
H. lpeepcbka

AHomayjis. 5lkicmb HaeKoNnUWHbLO20 cepedosulia esaxacmbCsi OOHUM i3
Halsaxnusiwux cycnifibHux 6nae, HalieonosHiwum 011 300pos'ss IOUHU ma if
006pobymy. [Mpome, Oedani binbwe IHMEHCUBHE EKOHOMIYHE 3pOocmaHHs U
36inbWeHHs KinbKkocmi HaceneHHs Had3su4valiHo 3abpyOHtoe 0oeKinns i mnompebye
edockoHaneHHs1 3axolie 3axucmy. [lonimuka 36nuxeHHss €C € 00HUM i3
IHCmpymeHmis, sKull Yepes ornepamusHi rpoepamu nidmpumye oepxxasu-41eHu y
3axucmi ix npupodHoeo cepedosuwa. OnepamusHa rpoepama pPo3sUMKY
IHgbpacmpykmypu ma HaekoNMuWHbo20 cepedosuwa Ha 2007-2013 pokKu,
nposedeHa 6 [lonbwy, 6yna HaUbGINbLWOK 0nepamusHoO MpPoepPaMMOr,
peanizogaHoo e €C. Takum YUHOM, OOCIIOXEHHS CrPSMO8aHe Ha 6USIBNTEHHS
OCHosHUx eghekmie Ol1IH, 3acHO8aHUX Ha SIKICHUX i KinbKiCHUX rnoka3Hukax SIMIK.

Ekonoei4Hi npoekmu, crnpsmoeaHi Ha nidmpumKy WuUpoKo20 criekmpy
3axo0ie 3axucmy i/abo eiOHO8neHHs npupodHo20 cepedosulia, cmaHoeunu
57% 8i0 ycix kKoHmpakmie, nidnucaHux y mexax OFIH. Ix 3azanbHa eapmicmeb
cmaHosuna 24% eid 3aeanbHOi eapmocmi ecix npoekmis y mexax OllIH i 19%
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¢iHaHcysaHHs1 €C, Wo noenuHaemecsi eciMa odepxysadyamu 3 Ub0O20
Oxepena. [lpoekmu nposodunucsa pisHUMu eudamu odepxyesadie, WO
0o3eonuno mamu crnpasy 3 6azcambma acriekmamu eKoso2i4HUX npobnem.
EkonoeiyHi npoekmu npoeodunucsi e pisHux micysax y [llonbwii 0 3Ha4yHO
8iOpI3HAIOMbBCA 8 nnaHi IX 3azanbHOi 8eJIUMUHU, 6e/UYUHU CrlifIbHO20
iHaHCcysaHHs1 €C | yacmku cniegbiHaHcyeaHHA €C y 3aeasbHili eapmocmi,
00HaK X00Ha 3 Yyux xapakmepucmuk He gu3Hayac ix eaxnugicmpe. Y)xe MOXHa
criocmepieamu nepwi no3umusHi ecbekmu peanizauiir OrNIH 2007-2013, xo4a
nompibHo binbwe 4acy, w,ob nepesipumu ysecb nepedbadysaHull ennue yux
IHeecmuuyiti Ha npupodHe cepedosulye.

Knroyoei crnoea: O0oeKinns, iHaHcyeaHHsl, npoz2pamu, iHppa-
cmpykmypa

OCHOBHbIE 3KOJIOT'MYECKUE NOCNEACTBUA OI'IEEATMBHOﬁ
NMPOrPAMMbI UH®PACTPYKTYPbl U OKPYXXAIOLLEW CPEAbLI
HA 2007-2013 rogbl

. PakoBcKa,
H. [lpeepcka

AHHOmayus. Kayecmeo okpyxaruwiell cpedbl cHumaemcsi 0OHUM U3
gaxHeliwux obwecmeeHHbIx bnae, yeHmparsnbHoe 0511 300poebs Yesioeeka u
eeo0 b6nasococmosiHusi. OOHako, ece 6onbwe u 6onbwe UHMEHCUBHbIL
3KOHOMUYEeCKUl pocm U ygenuyeHue HacesieHusi 4pe3eblqyaliHo 3agps3Hsom
OKpyXxarowyro cpedy u OHa Hyxdaemcsi & COo8epweHCcmeogaHuUU Mep
3awumesl. NMonumuka cénuxeHuss EC sensemcss 00HUM U3 UHCMPYMEHMOS,
Komopbie 4epe3 ornepamueHbie rpoepammbl rnoddepxusarom aocydapcmea-
yneHbl & 3awume ux okKpyxarwel cpedbl. OnepamusHasi npoepaMmma
passumusi uHgbpacmpykmypbl U okpyxarouwel cpedbl Ha 2007-2013 200sl,
nposedeHHass & [lonbwe, b6bina kpynHelwel onepamusHol npoepaMmmoul
peanusoeaHHoli 6 EC. Takum obpa3om, uccrnedosaHue HarpaesieHo Ha
8bisigfieHuUe O0CHO8HbIX aghgpekmoe OO, 0CHOB8aHHbIX HA Ka4e€CMEEHHbIX U
Konu4yecmeeHHbIx nokasamensx SIMIK.

OKonoau4yeckue npoeKkmsel, HarnpassieHHble Ha Mo00epXKy WUPOKO20
cnekmpa Mep 3awumsl U/unu  80ccmaHoesieHuUss  npupoOHol  cpedsl,
cocmasunu 57% om ecex KOHmpakmos, nodnucaHHbix & pamkax OlMMNO. Ux
obwasi cmoumocmb cocmasuna 24% om obweli cmouMocmu 8cex rnpoexKmos
e pamkax OO u 19% cpuHaHcuposaHuss EC, noenowjaemozo ecemu
nony4amensmu U3 amoao UcmoYHuka. [lpoekmsbi npoeodunuck pasnuyHbIMU
gudamu nosydamenel, Ymo ro3eosusIo umems 0esio Co MHo2UMU acriekmamu
3K0J102UYECKUX MpobremM. OKonoaudeckue npoekmsl npoeodusiucb 8 pas3HbIX
mecmax e [lonbwe U 3Ha4YuUMesIbHo omuau4yarmcss 6 nnaHe ux obwel
8€/IU4UHbI, 8€NIU4UHbl COBMECMHO020 buHaHcuposaHus EC u donu
cogpuHaHcuposaHusi EC e obweli cmoumocmu, 0OHaKo HU OOHa U3 3amux
xapakmepucmuk He orpeodesnssiem ux 8axXHoCMb. Yxe MOXHO Habnodamb
rnepebie nonoxumernbHble aghehekmbl peanusayuu OO 2007-2013, xoms
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HY)XHO 60nbWe e8pemMeHu, 4Ymobbl rnposepums ece npedrnosazaemoe
go3delicmeue amux uHeecmuyul Ha npupolHyo cpedy.

Knroyeenlie crioea: OKpyxarowasi cpeda, ¢uHaHcuposaHue,
npozpamMmbl, UHhpacmpykmypa.

YOK: 338.43:26-277.2

OB ONPEAENEHUUN MECTA CEJ'II:CKOXOV3F|I;1CTBEHHOI;1 OOKTPUHbI
BUBJIMN B COBPEMEHHOUW 3KOHOMMUKE

r. WNXALLBUINN,
JOKTOP 3KOHOMUKMW, Npodeccop dpakynbTeTa 3KOHOMMUKKN 1 BusHeca
Téunucckuli eocydapcmeeHHbIll yHUsepcumem
e-mail: giorgi.shikhashvili@tsu.ge

AHHOmayusi. AkmyanbHocmb. bubnus sensemcsi meopemu4yeckol
OCHO80l x03slicmeeHHOU OesimenibHOCMU 4Yesiogeka, Mo Komopol rnocme-
MEHHO pa3s8ueasiocb MeoJsioau4ecKoe 3KOHOMUYECKOe MbIWeHUe U npakmu-
yeckas xosslicmeeHHasi 0esimesibHOCMkb.

Xo3slicmeeHHo-ynpasneH4Yeckass U CelbCKoxossticmeeHHass OOKmMpuUHa
Bubnuu ycmaHosneHa locriodom Boeom, 4mobbl meopemuko-memodosioeudecku
u npakmuyecku obecriedums 6020800XHOBEHHOE, CUHepauyeckoe couuasibHo-
3KOHOMUYecKoe pa3sumue 4esiosedecmea. [1oamomy eecbma axkmyasibHbIM
5185151emcsi CECMOPOHHEE U3ydyeHue bubnelickux meKkcmos.

Uenb. Ha ocHose u3y4yeHusi u aHanu3a coomeemcmsyrouwux 4dacmedl
bubnuu, ebisieUMb OCHOBHblE MEOI020-3KOHOMUYECKUE MPUHUUNbLI 8e0eHUs
ceslbCKoeo xo3slicmea U Had4epmambe OCHOBHOE HaripassieHue 055 pa3pabomku
HauyuoHarnbHol KoHUenuuu passumusi agpapHo20 cekmopa Ipy3uu.

MemoOdbl. 13ydyeHue u aHanu3 Yyacmedl bubnuu no meme cmamau.

Bbieodbl. B cospeMeHHbIXx ycrnosusix Heobxoduma padukanbHas
2ymMaHu3ayusi xosslicmeeHHO-yrpasneH4Yeckol 0esmesibHocmu Ha OCHOoge
penuauo3Ho-6ubnelickux MPUHYUUNoe U HpascmeeHHocmu. 3mo 0COb6eHHO
akmyarnbHO 0515 pa3sugaroujuxcsi cmpaH, a UMeHHo, 05151 ['py3uu u YKpauHsI.

nsa dyxoeHO-mamepuanbHOU CuHepauu U eapMOHUYHO20 coyuarbHOo-
3KOHOMUYEeCKo20  passumusi  obwecmea, HeobXxoOuMO  eepHymbCcsi K
meosio2u4ecKuUM OCHO8aM U MPUHYUNam opaaHu3auyuu 3KOHOMUKU U CeJlbCKO20
xosslicmea, O0O0HospeMeHHO pa3pabambieasi U 6HEOPssi COBPEMEHHbIe
8bICOKO3ChGheKMUBHbIE MEXHOI02UU Mpou3sodcmea.

HayuoHnanbHasi KOHUenuus pa3sumusi cesfibCko2o xosslicmea [pysuu
0ommKkHa OCHoebleambCs Ha 6020C/1068CKOU X035LUCMEEHHO-yrnpasieH4YecKol
0okmpuHe Bbubnuu, komopas dosmkHa 6bimb 06513amesibHO paccMompeHa u
yymeHa 8ceMu KOMMemeHMHbIMU U 3auHMepeco8aHHbIMU CMOPOHaMU 8
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