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The study presenting and analysing the barriers and opportunities for small business develop-
ment in rural areas of Poland and Lithuania. The scientific problem – how to develop small business in 
rural areas and what kind of support measures would benefit business developers. Symmetric research 
in the form of a survey was conducted among 50 researchers-economists from the University of Agri-
culture in Krakow and in Agricultural Academy of Vytautas Magnus University in Kaunas. The re-
search is of a pilot nature and constitute grounds for continuing research into the research issues under-
taken.The aim of the study was to identify, evaluate and compare barriers and opportunities for small 
business development in rural areas of Lithuania and Poland and to propose effective incentives for 
such kinds of businesses. The main barriers to the development of enterprises in Poland include high 
pension contributions and a complicated VAT paying system. In Lithuania it was indicated poor eco-
nomic conditions in rural areas and related unemployment and poverty of some of their inhabitants.  In 
Poland, huge opportunities for the development of entrepreneurship were perceived in the opening-up 
of eastern markets and support from the European Union’s funds. In Lithuania – in professional con-
sulting and the use of aid from the EU.   

Key words: barriers and opportunities for entrepreneurship, Poland, Lithuania, small busi-
ness, rural areas. 
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1. Introduction 
 
In the European Union, strictly rural areas cover the area of around 1928.7 km2. 

i. e. around 42.3% of the geographical surface. These areas are inhabited, according to 
various statistics, from 82 to 97 million EU citizens (World Bank, Eurostat). This 
means that every fourth citizen of this economic and political area lives in rural areas 
characterised by dense or remote settlements. However, the proportions between rural 
and urban populations vary significantly from member state to member state. In the 
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ranking of demographic urbanisation, Poland ranks 21st with 40% of rural population 
inhabiting approximately 90% of the country’s total area. In this ranking, Lithuania 
came 25th with rural inhabitants accounting for around 47% of the total population and 
rural areas covering approximately 80% of the country’s territory. Thus, Poland and 
Lithuania have quite similar shares of rural population in the whole population 
(Eurostat). 

Rural areas in EU countries have for several decades been inhabited by 
population that has mainly non-agricultural sources of income, with the share of 
income from agriculture still falling, though at a slower pace now, „as a consequence, 
the farm owners seek to diversify their sources of income and run other strategies 
aiming at stabilizing their earnings” (Pastusiak, 2017). Moreover, such areas witness a 
continuous, and even progressive decline in the importance of agriculture in national 
economy. This indicates the significance of multifunctional development of rural areas, 
especially in the directions not related to the agribusiness sector (Zając, 2014).  

According to the authors (Ploeg, 2000): „The modernization paradigm that once 
dominated policy, practice and theory is being replaced by a new rural development 
paradigm.” In the literature, multifunctionality of rural areas, deagrarianisation and 
alternative  incomes of rural population are widely described and analysed (Musiał, 
2015).  However, economic development of an area is possible only when it is 
inhabited by creative, entrepreneurial people (Schumpeter, 1960). Therefore, the 
development in rural areas should be driven by entrepreneurship, „agriculture as a 
highly specialized domain focused on efficiency and performance” (Lans, 2013), both 
agricultural one, understood as maintenance, modernisation and development of 
agricultural production, and non-agricultural one, characterised by diversity in terms 
of industries and scale, which is also evidenced by the experience of highly developed 
EU member states (Kłodziński, 2010; Hyski, 2018). 

The aim of the research was to compare and evaluate barriers and opportunities 
with respect to the development of entrepreneurship in rural areas in Lithuania and 
Poland. The article was based on opinions of researchers – academics, who, through 
their work, impact attitudes of young people. 

 
2.  Materials and methodology 

 
 The research was conducted by the staff at the Department of Agricultural 
Economics and Organisation of the Institute of Economic and Social Sciences at 
University of Agriculture in Krakow and the Institute of Business and Rural 
Development of Agricultural Academy of Vytautas Magnus University in Kaunas. The 
empirical studies carried out by the authors were of a pilot nature, and their results will 
form the basis for further, more in-depth analyzes. The source material was obtained 
through research in the form of original, in-depth survey-interview using a 
questionnaire. The concept assumed that these interviews would be carried out on a 
small, non-random sample. The selection of units was deliberate.  
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The main criterion was conducting research on entrepreneurship in rural areas. 

Special attention was paid to the education criterion, so that the sample would include 
people with highest levels. Such a selection of the sample allowed for the acquisition 
of experts in the field studied. 
 It was conducted among 50 academics, 25 in Lithuania and 25 in Poland. 
According to the accepted criterion the objects of the research were academics who 
deal with the issues of economics and management in the broad sense in their 
professional work and, directly or indirectly, address entrepreneurship and problems 
of the development of rural areas in their research, analyses and assessments.  

The respondents assessed selected formal, legal, economic and institutional 
aspects connected with starting a new business activity and carrying it on in market 
conditions. Moreover, they indicated the main factors that encourage inhabitants of 
rural areas to engage in self-employed activity, and also presented barriers that 
significantly hinder the development of non-agricultural entrepreneurship. The 
research also allowed opinions to be gathered on opportunities of the development of 
individual economic activity, which can be exploited for economic success and 
improvement of living conditions in rural areas. 

For the purpose of delimitation, the definition of rural areas proposed by the 
European Union was used. According to this definition, these are areas with the 
population density not exceeding 300 person/km2 and inhabited by less than 5,000 
people (European Parliament 2016). 

 
3. Diagnosis of barriers and opportunities to the development of 

entrepreneurship  

 
Entrepreneurship in economic sciences is treated as an important factor of 

economic development. However, the observation of the effects of entrepreneurship 
should refer not only to the analysis of its forms, but also to the conditions that 
determine this entrepreneurship. Therefore, it is legitimate to ask how domestic 
institutional capital shapes entrepreneurship and whether it has a stimulating or even 
opposite effect on it. The institutional environment, understood very broadly, creates a 
kind of impact of entrepreneurship on the economy and society, through the allocation 
of entrepreneurial resources. Institutions use the theoretical framework of the so-called 
new institutional economics, the foundations of which the authors based their research. 
Analyzing the way in which the institutional environment shapes and influences 
entrepreneurship. Opportunities for the development of entrepreneurship usually 
include a wide range of political, macro and microeconomic and behavioural factors, 
„there are number (…) indicators that can be used to assess rural development. Based 
on this, it is difficult to choose suitable of them describing development of rural areas” 
(Strakaa, 2016). Assessments and opinions on the state and development of 
entrepreneurship in a given country, region or industry, also depend on multiple aspects 
(Gancarczyk, 2008). Entrepreneurs actively involved in running companies, 
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representatives of administration or local authorities, employees in the institutional en-
vironment of small business and academics who conduct research and teach in the area 
of broadly understood economics, finances or management – all of them may have 
different views of a lot of issues. 

50 academics participated in the research. They represented various levels of 
formal advancement of academic development. Participants with MSc and PhD ac-
counted for 64% and 40% of the research sample in Poland and Lithuania respectively. 
The rest of the academics, i.e. 36% and 60% respectively, had post-doctoral titles  or 
were associate professors (tab. 1). 

 
Table 1. Identification of the respondents 
Specification Poland Lithuania 

Number 25 25 
Age (years) 46 51 
Share of males 52 44 
Education (in % )   
MSc, PhD 64 40 
Post-doctoral title, professor* 36 60 

*  In Lithuania, the post-doctoral title of “doktor habilitowany” is no longer conferred from 28 August 2009  

 
The average age of the respondents was 46 for the Polish sample, and 51 for the 

Lithuanian one, with males accounting for 52% and 44% respectively. Thus, the re-
search samples were not only identical in terms of the number, but also relatively sim-
ilar in terms of the respondents’ characteristics, i.e. age, gender and education.  

First, the respondents were asked to indicate opportunities for the development 
of entrepreneurship. Among the factors classified as macro-economic, the respondents 
in Poland most often indicated those related to the opening-up of the market „to the 
East” (56%). In Lithuania, opportunities connected with the support for the develop-
ment of entrepreneurship from the EU funds were most often highlighted (44 %) 
(tab. 2). 

The second and further, third and fourth, positions in terms of most often indi-
cated responses in Poland were occupied by opportunities connected with globalisation 
(40%), European integration (32%) and support for business from EU funds (32%) 
respectively. It should be noted that opportunities connected with globalisation and 
European integration were much more often indicated by young academics (MSc, PhD) 
than those with a post-doctoral title or professors.  

Among the respondents from Lithuania, integration with the EU (40%) and 
changes in the economic policy (40%) came second and third respectively, while open-
ing-up of the markets „to the East” came fourth. 
  



Management Theory and Studies for Rural Business and Infrastructure Development 

ISSN 2345-0355. 2019. Vol. 41. No. 1: 118–129 

Article DOI: https://doi.org/10.15544/mts.2019.11 

 
 

 
Table 2. Main opportunities for the development of companies in the macroeconomic 

area, according to the respondents’ assessments 

Specification 
Poland Lithuania 

MSc. PhD 
post-doctoral ti-

tle, professor 
Total 

MSc. 
PhD 

Professor Total 

Globalisation and opening 
up to the world 

28 12 40 20 4 24 

Integration with the EU 24 8 32 16 24 40 
Opening-up of the markets 
to the east 

32 24 56 8 28 36 

Change of the country’s 
economic policy 

4 8 12 4 36 40 

Support for business from 
EU funds  

16 16 32 20 24 44 

Lack of stability 4 0 4 4 0 4 
Other (specify) 0 0 0 4 0 4 
In total 108 68 176 76 116 192 

 
Thus, there are significant differences between the assessments by Polish and 

Lithuanian respondents, with the assessments overlapping to much extent for opportu-
nities connected with European integration and support for the development of busi-
nesses with EU funds (tab. 3). 

Small businesses located in rural areas also see opportunities for maintaining 
stability of business, its development or improvement of its effectiveness or profitabil-
ity in various microeconomic factors, or adjustments, „SMEs in rural areas appear to 
be able to optimize their competitive advantages and to overcome the local environ-
mental constraints at the same time” (Abrhám, 2015). The respondents from Poland 
indicated consulting in successful application for EU aid (64%) as playing the most 
important role in this respect. 

Second position was taken by chances provided to business by good tax consult-
ing (52%). Investment and technological consulting was indicated by 24% and 20% 
respondents respectively. Every fifth respondent (20%) sees training courses designed 
for entrepreneurs as a significant chance for the development of small business in rural 
areas. 

 
Table 3. Main macroeconomic opportunities for the development of businesses 

Specification 
Poland Lithuania 

MSc, 
PhD 

Post-doctoral 
title, professor 

Total MSc, 
PhD 

Professor Total 

Legal consulting 4 8 12 12 32 44 
Tax consulting 32 20 52 16 8 24 
Technological consulting 12 8 20 8 0 8 
Investment consulting 20 4 24 20 36 56 
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Specification 
Poland Lithuania 

MSc, 
PhD 

Post-doctoral 
title, professor 

Total MSc, 
PhD 

Professor Total 

Consulting in the use of EU 
aid 

36 28 64 4 12 16 

Business training courses 16 4 20 12 24 36 
Municipal business associa-
tions and clubs 

0 0 0 4 0 4 

In total 120 72 192 76 112 188 

 
Lithuanian respondents assessed the chances for the development of businesses 

in a somewhat different way. Investment consulting was most often indicated as a 
chance for such development (56%), with older academics accounting for 36% of those 
indicating this chance. It was followed by improvement of legal consulting for small 
business (non-commercial consulting) (44%) and business training courses (36%). In 
contrast to the assessment of Polish respondents, tax consulting is not regarded in Lith-
uania as a big chance for improvement of the situation of small businesses. Its place 
has probably been taken by legal consulting (44%). A kind of summary of this group 
of research problems is respondents’ opinions on the prospects of the development of 
entrepreneurship in rural areas in the next three years. They are a function of the mac-
roeconomic and microeconomic policy of a country, including the very sensitive sphere 
of tax and non-tax levies, as well as the impact of local authorities on the running of 
local business. 

Polish respondents showed more optimism in terms of the prospect of entrepre-
neurship development, with 52% of positive responses, while the share of Lithuanian 
positive responses was smaller by 8 pp. A similar proportion was observed in the as-
sessments indicating stagnation in entrepreneurship development within the next three 
years: 44% of responses in Poland and 40% in Lithuania. The responses indicating 
reduction or/and shutdown of companies within the next three years were selected by 
4% of the respondents from Poland and as many as 12% of those from Lithuania. Thus, 
the research and assessments show a better prospect of the development of small busi-
ness in rural areas in Poland compared to Lithuania. However, the Polish rural areas, 
with their long history of entrepreneurship-based development, in the agricultural 
sphere connected with family farms and non-agricultural initiatives, differ from the 
Lithuanian ones. In Lithuania, entrepreneurship, responsibility for one’s own economic 
situation, was interrupted by several decades of widespread collectivisation and almost 
exclusive work of inhabitants of rural areas as employed persons. 

Next, the respondents indicated barriers to the development of entrepreneurship 
in both the countries. Presented with a range of possible responses contained in the 
surveys, including an open question, they were asked to choose maximally three re-
sponses (tab. 4).  
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The most responses concerning barriers to the development of entrepreneurship 

in Poland referred to „the country’s economic policy” that is not  
 

business friendly, i.e. legislative solutions and the practice of their implementation aris-
ing from the national law.  

This particular barrier was indicated by as many as 80% of the respondents, with 
young academics accounting for 48% and respondents with post-doctoral titles and 
professors accounting for 32% That is why reforming politics is so important and 
„softer regulation and less pressure on enterprises, especially within the first years of 
existence, may be a good start for such a policy” (Janda, 2013). 

There respondents were also critical about „the policy of regional authorities” in 
terms of supporting entrepreneurship or creating favourable conditions for its develop-
ment – 32% of the responses in total, of which 24% were chosen by younger scientists 
and 8% by older ones. According to Harasym, Rodzinka, Skica (2017): „a large number 
of public officers (…) corresponds result in a lack of coordination in the support of 
entrepreneurship within the structures of the office and in effect lowers the effective-
ness of support that is based on separate activities”.  

Significant barriers to the development of entrepreneurship, as indicated by re-
spondents in Poland, also included economic downturn – 24% of the respondents in 
total – and unemployment and poverty – also 24% in total. Given the states of European 
economies, i.e. the area of the EU, including Poland and Lithuania, which currently 
have a good or even very good economic situation; it is very hard to provide a definite 
interpretation of such an assessment. This response was chosen by 24% of the respond-
ents in Poland and 44% in Lithuania (the highest share in the category of the responses), 
which can be cautiously interpreted as an indication of difficulties of small economic 
entities located in rural areas with adaptation to the market of production or services, 
resulting in little participation in the benefits that economic recovery or blooming eco-
nomic cycle should bring to the development of businesses (Płonka, 2017). 

Second place among the top barriers indicated by Lithuanian academics was 
taken by „the country’s economic policy” that is not favourable for entrepreneurs (36% 
of responses, only older academics) and „unemployment and poverty” (also 36%), 
which generates little or very limited market demand, and thus does not facilitate or 
even hinders the development of local entrepreneurship, e.g. in the sphere of trade or 
broadly understood services. The barriers to entrepreneurship resulting from the inter-
national (world) policy accounted for the smallest share of the respondents’ responses.  
This area includes both globalisation of markets and economic protectionism, and mu-
tual relations, e.g. EU-USA. Only 8% of the respondents in Lithuania highlighted these 
issues, while the Polish respondents did not indicate such factors at all. Rural areas, 
especially those where the participation of the public, or cooperative, agricultural sec-
tor is significant or even dominant have been and often still are particularly prone to 
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various kinds of social pathologies. Such a situation does not facilitate, and even in-
hibits the development of small business, which was noted by 20% of the respondents 
in Lithuania and 8% in Poland. 

 

Table 4. The main macroeconomic barriers to the development of entrepreneurship in 
rural areas as assessed by the respondents, in % entage* 

Specification 

Poland Lithuania 
MSc, 
PhD 

Post-doctoral title, 
Professor 

Total 
MSc, 
PhD 

Professor Total 

International (world) policy 0 0 0 4 4 8 
Integration with the EU 12 0 12 4 8 12 
Country’s economic policy 48 32 80 0 36 36 
Policy of regional authorities 24 8 32 12 20 32 
Economic downturn (decline) 8 16 24 24 20 44 
Unemployment and poverty 8 16 24 12 24 36 
Social pathologies 8 0 8 12 16 28 
Other 4 4 8 8 12 20 
In total 112 76 188 76 140 216 

*The respondents were allowed to choose maximally three responses, therefore the summary % entage ex-
ceeds 100%  

Assessment of macroeconomic factors in the development of entrepreneurship 
in rural areas almost always includes assessment of the economic policy implemented 
through fiscal instruments. It is business taxation and compulsory payments, including 
mainly insurance contributions, that are regarded as the most important measures of 
the country’s approach to entrepreneurs, especially those running small companies. A 
favourable tax system is also a way to reduce hidden economy, which in Poland, espe-
cially in the southern part, has a strong position and a long tradition. 

Analysis of the assessment of small business taxation, in terms of the form of 
taxation and the amount of paid taxes, with five categories of assessments1, shows that 
the response „average” clearly prevails here.This response dominated among the re-
spondents from Poland (68%), and in Lithuania it accounted for 56%. While no ex-
treme assessments, i.e. „very favourable” taxation conditions, were recorded in Poland, 
in Lithuania 4% of the respondents assessed them as very favourable. At the same time, 
the Lithuanian academics showed more polarised assessments, i.e. 20% assessed these 
conditions as favourable, and the same  percentage – as unfavourable. In the case of 
Poland, the assessments were more sceptical (critical), with 24% assessing the condi-
tions as unfavourable and 8% as favourable. 

Taxes paid by small entrepreneurs usually have important fiscal functions for the 
economy, constituting central and local budget receipts. They also have a significant 
impact on the functioning of companies, their turnover and profits. The development and 
functioning of entrepreneurs in the sphere of legal trade is also greatly affected by pen-
sion and health insurance schemes. Pension contributions (and related payments), as well  
 
                                                 
1 Assessments: very favourable, favourable, average, unfavourable, very unfavourable 
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as health insurance contributions, often constitute a significant burden for small entre-
preneurs, and as a result are usually perceived by them as quasi tax burdens. 

Of the taxes and compulsory payments imposed on small entrepreneurs in Poland 
and Lithuania, two types of tax accounted for the most negative responses among the 
responses. 

In Poland, it was VAT, which due to the complication of the system and its fre-
quent changes, has the strongest, negative impact according to 48% of the respondents 
on the development of small business. A significant problem, indicated by 32% of the 
respondents, is also posed by income tax, which is paid in various forms. In Lithuania, 
the assessments are reversed: 60% of the respondents indicated a negative impact of 
income tax, while VAT was indicated by 32%. It should be noted that in Poland it is 
young academics (MSc, PhD) that are more critical in this regard, while in Lithuania – 
professors (40% for income tax, 24% for VAT) (tab. 3). In Poland, the top instrument 
with the highest negative impact that financially affects enterprises is a compulsory 
pension contribution, which was indicated by 56% of the respondents.  

This payment was indicated by 28% of the respondents from Lithuania and came 
third, i.e. following income tax, which was indicated by 60% of the respondents, and 
VAT, which was chosen by 32% health insurance contributions play a significant role 
in the Polish system of compulsory charges, which was highlighted by 24% of the re-
spondents, while in Lithuania they were indicated by 4%. 

 

Table 5. Distribution of assessments of the types of taxes and compulsory payments 
that have a negative impact on the development of small business (%) 

Specification 

Poland Lithuania 

MSc, 
PhD 

Post-doc-
toral title, 
Professor 

Total 
MSc, 
PhD 

Profes-
sor 

Total 

Income tax 28 4 32 20 40 60 
VAT 32 16 48 8 24 32 
Pension contribution  24 32 56 16 12 28 
Health insurance 20 4 24 0 4 4 
Local tax 8 8 16 0 8 8 
Other 0 4 4 4 4 8 
In total 112 68 180 48 92 140 

 
Local authorities, though they play a large role in creating a good investment 

climate and favourable conditions for running a business, are also collectors of taxes, 
mainly local ones (Zuzek, 2015). Low rates of such taxes compared to neighbouring 
municipalities may have a stimulating impact, especially for the location of small busi-
ness. However, in the Polish conditions, local tax is assessed as a relatively weak in-
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strument for creating the local investment policy (Płonka, 2011). The research con-
firmed a limited negative impact of local tax, which was indicated by 16% of the re-
spondents in Poland and 8% in Lithuania. 

 

4. Conclusions 
 

1. Knowledge of economic realities and conditions of entrepreneurship causes 
that scientific employees are a social group with a significant opinion-forming inf-
luence. Therefore, it is important to devote much attention to their assessment of bar-
riers and opportunities for entrepreneurship development. 

2. The survey conducted among academics – economists at agricultural univer-
sities in Krakow and Kaunas showed both chances and significant differences in barri-
ers and threats with respect to running and developing small business.  

3. The academics from Poland indicated „opening of the markets to the East” 
and globalisation and opening „to the world” as key (most important) chances for the 
development of entrepreneurship.  

4. The respondents from Lithuania mainly highlighted the chances provided to 
small business by EU funds and those connected with European integration and change 
of the country’s policy. 

5. In a microeconomic perspective chances provided by consulting in the use 
of EU aid were rated most highly in Poland, while investment and legal consulting – 
in Lithuania.  

6. Among the most significant barriers indicated by the respondents from Po-
land were the country’s economic policy that is unfavourable for the development of 
small business, too high pension contributions paid by entrepreneurs and too compli-
cated VAT paying procedures.  

7. The respondents from Lithuania mainly highlighted unfavourable economic 
situation for small businesses located in rural areas and (similarly to Polish respond-
ents) unfavourable economic policy and unemployment and poverty (as factors that 
weaken local markets). As far as unfavourable tax-related factors are concerned, criti-
cal assessments referred mostly to income tax imposed on small businesses. 

 

5. Proposals 
 

Knowledge is increasingly important in the management process in the modern 
economy. The investigated research and received conclusions allow the transition from 
theoretical analysis to implementation in practice. The information provided is im-
portance to local government and state units but may also be helpful for entrepreneurs 
themselves or for people starting their own economic activity.  

The authors are convinced that the key factor for the success and development 
of an organization is the ability to acquire and manage knowledge. Knowledge of eco-
nomic realities and entrepreneurial conditions determines the proper functioning of the 
enterprise. Determination of specific directions of transformation of individual villages 
with an emphasis on non-agricultural entrepreneurship is an important element of mul-
tifunctional development of rural areas, therefore, learning the opinion of  economists-
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experts on opportunities and barriers to the development of non-agricultural economic 
activity in the discussed areas plays a key role. 

The obtained results have high cognitive and application for business practice. 
Analysis of the results of research leads to a better understanding of entrepreneurship, 
which is important not only for entrepreneurs themselves, but also for self-government 
and government units who create tools to create favorable conditions for the develop-
ment of existing and newly emerging business entities.  On the basis of the conducted 
research, several key conclusions can be drawn regarding the scope of necessary ac-
tions aimed at improving the current state of rural enterprise in Poland as well as in 
Lithuania. 

 It is necessary to increase efficiency and extend the offer of business en-
vironment institutions in the field of supporting rural entrepreneurship. Creation of an 
integrated system of institutional environment, whose main task will be creating favor-
able conditions for cooperation of enterprises and the effectiveness of operation of 
business environment institutions will make it possible to increase the competitiveness 
of rural entrepreneurs. 

 It is necessary to simplify and harmonize regulations regarding economic 
activity in rural areas (in particular regarding the tax system), which will facilitate their 
unambiguous interpretation and their easy use in everyday operations of the company. 
Limiting barriers in the form of unfriendly regulations and legal regulations as well as 
bureaucratic difficulties allowed to reduce transaction costs related to running a busi-
ness. 

 Previous actions of the authorities at the central as well as local govern-
ment level in initiating non-agricultural activities in rural areas brought disproportion-
ate effects, which indicates the need to reorient state policy in stimulating the develop-
ment of small and medium enterprises, allowing better use of existing, unused re-
sources occurring in rural areas while at the same time increasing the level of socio-
economic development of the village. 

 

References 
 

Abrhám J., Strielkowski W., Vošta M., Šlajs J. (2015) Factors that influence the competitive-
ness of Czech rural small and medium enterprises // Agric.Econ – Czech, 61 (10): 450–460 

Gancarczyk M., Gancarczyk J. (2008). Czynniki rozwoju przedsiębiorczości w województwie 
małopolskim.– Kraków:Urząd Marszałkowski Województwa Małopolskiego: 16-17 

Harasym R., Rodzinka J., Skica T. (2017) The Size of Local Government. Administration at 
a Municipal Level as a Determinant of Entrepreneurship // Journal of Entrepreneurship, Management 
and Innovation (JEMI), Volume 13, Issue 2: 5-32. 

Hyski M. (2018). The role and importance of the gmina in tourism policy in Poland. // Pro-
ceedings of the International Scientific Conference „Society, integration, education”, Volume VI, – 
Kraków: Uniwersytet Rolniczy w Krakowie: 188-199. 

Janda K., Rausser G., Strielkowski W. (2013) Determinants of Profitability of Polish Rural 
Micro-Enterprises at the Time of EU Accession // Eastern European Countryside 19(1): 177-193. 

Kłodziński M. (2010). Przedsiębiorczość wiejska na przykładzie województwa Podlaskiego i 
Warmińsko-mazurskiego. // Czynniki rozwoju obszarów wiejskich w gospodarce opartej na wiedzy, 
red. nauk. W. Musiał. – Kraków: Uniwersytet Rolniczy w Krakowie: 69-78. 



Justyna Barczyk, Wiesław Musiał, Jan Zukovskis.  

Barriers and opportunities to the development of small business in rural areas 

 
Lans T., Klerkx L., Seuneke P. (2013). Agricultural Entrepreneurship. Encyclopedia of Crea-

tivity, Invention, Innovation and Entrepreneurship. – New York: Springer: 2-18 
Musiał W., Wojewodzic T. (2015). Bariery przemian agrarnych w rolnictwie polskim - po-

szukiwanie rozwiązań innowacyjnych // Problemy rozwoju rolnictwa i gospodarki żywnościowej w 
pierwszej dekadzie członkowstwa Polski w Unii Europejskiej. – Warszawa:  Polskie Towarzystwo 
Ekonomiczne: 91-109. 

Pastusiak R., Jasiniak M., Soliwoda M., Stawska J. (2017): What may determine off-farm 
income? A review // Agric. Econ. – Czech, 63: 380-391.  

Ploeg J., D., Renting H., Brunori G., Knickel K., Mannion J., Marsden T., Roest K., Sevilla- 
Guzmán E., Ventura F. (2000) Rural Development: From Practices and Policies towards Theory // 
Sociologia Ruralis 40(4): 391 – 408. 

Płonka A. (2017). Farm Owners’ Interventions during Economic Crisis // Acta Scientiarum 
Polonorum. Oeconomia 16.3: 53-61. 

Płonka, A., Wojewodzic, T. (2011). Rozwój przedsiębiorczości w gminie a stawki podatku 
od nieruchomości. – Wrocław: Prace Naukowe Uniwersytetu Ekonomicznego we Wrocławiu, nr 167: 
289-297. 

Strakaa J., Tuzova M. (2016) Factors Affecting Development of Rural Areas in the Czech 
Republic // Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences 64(6): 496 – 505. 

Zając D. (2014). Znaczenie pozarolniczej działalności gospodarczej rolników w procesie wie-
lofunkcyjnego rolnictwa, obszarów wiejskich. Monografie i opracowania. – Rzeszów: Uniwersytet 
Rzeszowski, nr. 17: 385   

Zuzek D. (2015). Rola sektora małych i średnich przedsiębiorstw w rozwoju społeczno-go-
spodarczym obszarów cennych przyrodniczo w Polsce Południowo-Wschodniej // Stowarzyszenie 
Naukowe Instytutu Gospodarki i Rynku: 44-49. 

 
 

SMULKAUS VERSLO PLĖTROS KLIŪTYS IR GALIMYBĖS KAIMO VIETOVĖSE 
 

Justyna Barczyk1, Wiesław Musiał2, *Jan Zukovskis3 
1,2 Žemės ūkio universitetas Krokuvoje, 3,Vytauto Didžiojo universitetas 

 
Gauta 2019 01 25, priimta 2019 03 10 

 

Santrauka 
 

Tyrime analizuojamos ir pristatomos smulkaus verslo plėtros kliūtis bei galimybės vystant 
verslą kaimo vietovėse Lenkijoje ir Lietuvoje. Mokslinė problema – kokios smulkaus verslo vystymo 
galimybės kaimo vietovėse ir kokios paramos priemonės būtų naudingos verslo vystytojams? Tyrimo 
metu atlikta 50-ies mokslininkų – ekonomistų, dirbančių Žemės ūkio universitete Krokuvoje ir 
Vytauto Didžiojo universiteto Žemės ūkio akademijoje Kaune apklausa. Tyrimo tikslas – įvertinti ir 
palyginti smulkaus verslo plėtros kaimo vietovėse Lietuvoje ir Lenkijoje kliūtis ir galimybės bei 
pasiūlyti veiksmingas skatinimo priemonės verslo subjektams. Pagrindinės Lenkijos įmonių plėtros 
kliūtys – didelės įmokos į pensijų fondus bei sudėtinga PVM mokėjimo sistema. Lietuvoje – 
sudėtingos ekonomines sąlygos vystant verslą kaimo vietovėse ir su tuo susijęs nedarbas bei kai kurių 
jų gyventojų skurdas. Lenkijoje didelės galimybės verslui plėtoti numatomos Rytų šalių valstybių 
rinkuose ir paramoje iš Europos Sąjungos. Lietuvoje – vystant profesionalias konsultacijas įmonėms 
ir naudojant ES pagalbą. 

Reikšminiai žodžiai: Lenkija, Lietuva, kaimo vietovės, smulkusis verslas, verslo kliūtis ir 
galimybės.  
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