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Abstract

The aim of the study was to indicate which of the determinants shaping the level of potential
investment attractiveness of a commune affects its level to the highest degree. The elements which
determine the attractiveness for investment, understood as an area’s ability to attract investors,
were classified into five sections: labour resources, technical infrastructure, social infrastructure,
administration and market. After the data were accumulated, which was necessary to create
synthetic indices of the potential attractiveness of communes for investment and individual sec-
tions, they were verified statistically according to the two most important criteria: variance and
correlation. Ultimately, selected indices were chosen for further analysis out of the original set
of 39 indices. The Hellwig development pattern method was used to classify the communes into four
classes depending on the level of potential attractiveness for investment and to determine which
element had the greatest effect on the level of a commune’s potential attractiveness for investment.
The average level of potential attractiveness for investment and the sections under analysis prevailed
in the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship communes in 2016. The results showed that the level
of a commune’s potential attractiveness for investment is affected by the following factors: technical
infrastructure, administration, social infrastructure, labour resources and market.
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Abstrakt

Celem badan bylo wskazanie, ktéra z determinant ksztattujacych poziom potencjalnej atrakeyj-
noéci inwestycyjnej gminy oddziatuje na jej poziom w najwyzszym stopniu. Elementy determinujace
potencjalna atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna, rozumiang jako zdolnos¢ obszaru do przyciagania na jej
teren inwestoréw, sklasyfikowano w pieciu dziatach: zasoby pracy, infrastruktura techniczna,
infrastruktura spoteczna, administracja i rynek. Po okre§leniu i1 zgromadzeniu danych niezbed-
nych do stworzenia syntetycznych wskaznikéw potencjalnej atrakcyjnoéci inwestycyjnej gmin oraz
poszczegdlnych dziatéw zweryfikowano je statystycznie wedtug dwdch najistotniejszych kryteriow:
zmienno$ci oraz korelacji. Ostatecznie z zestawu 39 wskaznikéw wybrano wskazniki do dalszej
analizy. Metoda wzorca rozwoju Hellwiga analizowane gminy sklasyfikowano w czterech klasach
(zaleznie od poziomu potencjalnej atrakcyjnoéci inwestycyjnej i kazdego z dzialéw) oraz okreslono,
ktory element w najwyzszym stopniu wptywa na poziom potencjalnej atrakcyjno§ci inwestycyjnej
gmin. W 2016 r. w gminach wojewdédztwa warminsko-mazurskiego przewazat przecietny poziom
potencjalnej atrakcyjno$ci inwestycyjnej oraz analizowanych dziatéw. Na podstawie otrzymanych
wynikéw stwierdzono, ze na poziom potencjalnej atrakcyjnosci inwestycyjnej gmin najwiekszy
wplyw mialy kolejno: infrastruktura techniczna, administracja, infrastruktura spoteczna, zasoby
pracy i rynek.

Introduction

One of the elements differentiating regions is the development potential
present in their area. This potential can be defined as the set of the region’s
features which determine its opportunities for generating development.
The region’s development potential depends on the amount, quality and effective
usage of the assets present in the area (Reichel, 2003, p. 8; Milczarek, 2005, p. 9;
Poniatowska-Jaksch, 2006, p. 9; Nazarczuk, 2013, p. 73).

The term “attractiveness for investment” can be used with reference
to a specific area. The meaning of this term is narrower than territorial
attractiveness and it considers the advantages of a specific area with respect
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to location-related benefits and investment absorption because of the assets present
in the area (e.g. infrastructure quality, market size, workers’ qualifications,
availability of means of production). The literature on the subject defines
attractiveness for investment as the ability “to induce investors to choose the
region as a place in which to locate their investment” (Gawlikowska-Hueckel
& Uminski, 2000, p. 7).

Real and potential attractiveness for investment can be distinguished.
The former i1s “the region’s ability to satisfy a client / investor and to generate
absorption of financial capital and real capital in the form of investment. It can
be measured with the effectiveness of the financial, real, human and natural
capital outlay” (Godlewska-Majkowska, 2013, p. 2). The real attractiveness for
investment index (RAI) is calculated from the productivity of work, productivity
of real assets, profitability of enterprises, self-financing of local government
units, investment outlays and natural capital (Godlewska-Majkowska, 2009,
p. 28-29). Potential attractiveness for investment is “a set of regional location
assets which affect the accomplishment of the investor’s objectives” (Godlewska-
-Majkowska, 2013, p. 2). According to the approach proposed by the Institute
of Enterprise from the Warsaw School of Economics, the index of potential
attractiveness for investment (PAI) for communes (PAI1) is calculated from
five elements: labour resources, market, social infrastructure, technical
infrastructure and administration. When calculated for voivodships (PAI2),
the index is supplemented with social capital, innovation and sectoral elements
(e.g. natural value) (Godlewska-Majkowska, 2010, p. 61). The Institute for Market
Economics Research identifies nine determinants of potential attractiveness for
investment: economic infrastructure, social infrastructure, transport accessibility,
labour resources, market absorbability, level of economic development, condition
of natural environment, level of common safety and activity towards investors
(Nowicki, 2010, p. 12).

Individual authors mention other elements of potential attractiveness for
investment: effectiveness of economic transformation, leisure opportunities
(Swianiewicz & Dziemianowicz, 1998, p. 10-13), touristic attractiveness, and
the business environment (Gawlikowska-Hueckel, 1999, p. 15-45).

It is important to determine both the elements shaping the potential
investment attractiveness of the region and their impact on its final level.
Treating each of them equally may lead to a distorted picture of the economic
reality. The aim of the study was to indicate which of the determinants shaping
the level of potential investment attractiveness of a commune affects its level
to the highest degree.

Many authors point to the special role of municipalities in creating location
values that contribute to the socio-economic development of the area (Godlewska-
-Majkowska, 2018, s. 105; De Jesus, 2017, s. 111; Wrona, 1997, s. 31; Szewczuk
et al., 2011, s. 21; Leéniewski, 2013, s. 149-153; Stanny, 2010, s. 93, 94).
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Measurement of potential attractiveness for investment

Determination of which element has the greatest effect on commune
attractiveness for investment, understood as the ability to induce investors
to choose a specific area as the location for their investment, was performed using
a statistical method. The 2016 data for analysis were obtained from the Local
Data Bank at “Statistics Poland” (GUS) and from Google Maps. Communes in the
Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship were analysed. 39 indices, with 5 to 10 from
each section, were defined and classified as stimulants (31) or destimulants (8)
in order to determine which element — labour resources, technical infrastructure,
or administration market — has the greatest effect on the potential attractiveness
for investment (Tab. 1).

Table 1
Potential commune attractiveness for investment

Partial indices

Labour resources (LR)

Employment per 1,000 people (S)*

Percentage of employed people in the working age population [%] (S)

Percentage of registered unemployed among people of working age [%] (D)*

Balance of home migrations per 1,000 people (person) (S)

Balance of foreign migrations per 1,000 people (person) (S)

Percentage of working age people in the total population [%] (S)

Non-working age people per 100 people of the working age (person) (D)

Post-working age people per 100 people of the pre-working age (person) (D)

Post-working age people per 100 people of the working age (person) (D)

Technical infrastructure (TI)

People using the water supply system in the total commune population [%] (S)

People using the sewerage system in the total commune population [%] (S)

People using the gas supply in the total commune population [%] (S)

Length of the water supply distribution network per 100 km?2 [km] (S)
Length of the sewerage network per 100 km? [km] (S)
Length of the gas distribution network per 100 km? [km] (S)

Expenditure for transport and communication per person [PLN/person] (S)

Synthetic index of transport base (S):
— synthetic index of internal accessibility:
® percentage of roads in the geodetic structure of the commune area [%]
® percentage of railways in the geodetic structure of the commune area [%]
¢ length of bike lanes per 10,000 km? of the commune area [km]
— synthetic index of accessibility of transport infrastructure facilities®
— a synthetic index of real (road) distance from the adopted points of reference [km]**

Social infrastructure (SI)

Average floor area in houses and flats [m?2] (S)

Average floor area in houses and flats per person [m?] (S)




Determinants of Potential Investment Attractiveness of a Commune 133

cont. Table 1

Partial indices
Number of flats per 1,000 people (S)
Children aged 3-5 years per one place in a kindergarten (D)

Net scholarisation index, primary schools [%] (S)

Number of books in libraries per 1,000 people (S)

Number of people per one library (D)
Distance from a hospital [km] (D)***

Proportion of leisure land and recreation in the commune area [%] (S)

Synthetic index of access to tourist attractions (S):

— accommodation facilities offering SPA treatment per 1,000 people

— accommodation facilities offering instructor-run activities per 1,000 people
— accommodation facilities having tourist equipment rental per 1,000 people

— accommodation facilities with a swimming pool per 1,000 people

— golf courses per 1,000 people

— length of bike lanes per 1,000 people

— accommodation facilities with sauna per 1,000 people

— accommodation facilities having sailing equipment rental per 1,000 people

— accommodation facilities with a hippodrome/stud at the site per 1,000 people
— accommodation facilities with a conference hall per 1,000 people

— expenditures from the commune budget for tourism in section 630 [PLN/person]

Administration (A)

Proportion of the commune’s own revenue in total revenue [%] (S)

Proportion of the commune area covered by the local plan to the total commune area [%] (S)

EU funds for financing community programmes and projects per person [PLN/person] (S)

Funds for financing the commune’s own tasks obtained from other sources per person [PLN/
person] (S)

Expenditure for education per person [PLN/person] (S)

Expenditure for culture and national heritage protection per person [PLN/person] (S)

Expenditure for healthcare per person [PLN/person] (S)
Market (R)

Population density [people/km?] (S)

Proportion of special economic zones in the commune area [%)] (S)

Proportion of personal income tax in taxes being state budget income [%] (S)

Proportion of corporate income tax per an employee in taxes being state budget income [%] (S)

Proportion of legally protected areas in the commune area [%)] (D)

S — stimulant, D — destimulant.

* Synthetic index of accessibility of transport infrastructure facilities was calculated by assigning
weights to individual transport infrastructure facilities in the commune. The weight coefficients
were multiplied by a number corresponding to the number of the transport infrastructure
facilities in the specific commune. The weight coefficients were assigned depending on the
category of roads in a commune: 3 — international or express road, 2 — trunk road, 1 — regional
road; depending on the airports rank: 5 — international airport, 2 — other airport (sport, recre-
ation, post-military); depending on the type of a border crossing point: 2 — road, 1 — railway;
depending on the presence of a railway station or stop and a marine harbour: 3 — railway
station, 2 — railway stop, 1 — marine harbour.

This index was calculated as the sum of the distance from the capital town/village of the com-
mune to the capital city of the voivodship and the capital cities of the neighbouring voivodships.
**% Distance from the commune capital town/village to the nearest hospital.

Source: own elaboration based on Godlewska-Majkowska (2012, 2013) and Nowicki (2014).

*%
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In order to eliminate excessive correlation between individual indicators,
the coefficient of variation was calculated and the reversed matrix method was
applied. The results of statistical verification were used as the basis for selecting
for further analysis only those with a high coefficient of variance (V>20) and
uncorrelated with each other (7,<10).

Due to the multidimensionality and comprehensiveness of the concept
of investment attractiveness, it was necessary to include many elements in the
analysis. A multidimensional comparative analysis proved useful (Pawlas, 2013,
p. 163). The research was conducted using the method of taxonomic measure
of development Z. Hellwig (Swidyﬁska, 2018, p. 74), which allowed for a hierarchy
of communes in Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship due to their potential
investment attractiveness. A higher value of this indicator means higher potential
investment attractiveness.

Synthetic indices characterising the five sections of attractiveness for
investment were calculated for all the communes in the Warminsko-Mazurskie
Voivodship.

Based on the study findings, the communes were ranked from the highest
potential attractiveness for investment (in general and in each of the five sections)
to the least attractive and classified into four classes (Wysocki, 2010).

The stepwise regression method was applied to determine which element
had the greatest effect on the commune potential attractiveness for investment.
The calculations were performed using the Statistica software package.

Potential investment attractiveness of communes
in the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship

All of the communes in the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship (IN=116)
were analysed to identify the element with the greatest effect on the potential
attractiveness for investment. The results of statistical verification were used
as the basis for selecting for further analysis only those with a high coefficient
of variance and non-correlation with each other. The following indices were
left out based on the statistical verification: the employed per 1,000 people,
percentage of employed people in the population of the working age, balance
of foreign migrations per 1,000 people, percentage of people of working age
in the total population, people of a non-working age per 100 people of the working
age, people of post-working age per 100 people of the pre-working age, people

1 T: communes with high potential attractiveness for investment: d;>d +Sd II: communes
with medium potential attractiveness for investment: d,<d,<d +Sd II1: communes with average
potential attractiveness for investment: d,— S d; <d;<d,IV: communes ' with low potential attractive-
ness for investment: d; <d -S ap where: d; — synthetlc measure calculated by the Hellwig develop-
ment pattern method; d — arithmetic average of the synthetic index d;; S; — standard deviation
of the synthetic measure d,.
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of the post-working age per 100 people of the working age, the length of the water
supply distribution network per 100 km?, the length of the sewerage network
per 100 km?, percentage of roads in the geodetic structure of the commune area,
percentage of railways in the geodetic structure of the commune area, average
floorage area in houses and flats, average floorage area in houses and flats
per person, number of flats per 1,000 people, proportion of personal income tax
in taxes being state budget income, proportion of corporate income tax per
employee in taxes being state budget income.

By applying the Hellwig development pattern method, the communes in the
voivodship were classified with respect to the indices of potential attractiveness
for investment and the synthetic indices of individual sections. These were
separated into four classes from the most to the least attractive. The average
level of potential attractiveness for investment prevailed (55% of the communes)
in the voivodship communes and in the sections under analysis. The largest
number of communes with a high development level were observed in the technical
infrastructure and administration (15%) sections, while the smallest number
of communes were observed (9%) in the “market” section (Tab. 2).

Table 2

The percentage of communes in the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship in individual classes
depending on the level of potential attractiveness for investment and its components

Specification Class
Departments I 11 11T v
Potential commune attractiveness for investment 16 21 55 9
Labour resources 10 36 43 10
Technical infrastructure 15 19 59 8
Social infrastructure 14 32 39 16
Administration 15 29 46 10
Market 9 4 79 7

Source: own data.

The stepwise regression method was applied to determine which element
had the greatest effect on the commune potential attractiveness for investment.
The model obtained for all the communes of the Warminsko-Mazurskie
Voivodship (N=116) explained 99% of the variance of the commune’s potential
attractiveness for investment in the region. The multiple variance coefficient
(R=0.99) indicated a strong link of potential attractiveness for investment with
the five sections under analysis. A high level of F' (56229.9) and the corresponding
level of test probability p confirmed a statistically significant linear relationship.
The value of t showed that the absolute term and the regression coefficient
differed significantly from zero.
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Table 3
Potential investment attractiveness of a commune
Departments . Technical Administration | . Social Labour Market
infrastructure infrastructure |resources
Potential commune attrac- 0.37 0.23 0.18 011 | 0.09
tiveness for investment

Source: own data.

The results showed that the level of a potential commune’s attractiveness
for investment is affected by the following factors: technical infrastructure,
administration, social infrastructure, labour resources and the market (Tab. 3).

According to a study by the College of Entrepreneurship Science, the
Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship is ranked 13th in terms of potential
attractiveness for investment among the voivodships of Poland (Atrakcyjnosé
inwestycyjna regionow 2017. Wojewddztwo warminisko-mazurskie, 2017). Along
with Swietokrzyskie, Lubelskie and Podlaskie, the Warminsko-Mazurskie
Voivodship is among the least attractive for investment. The attractiveness for
investment in all voivodships can be increased by using their unique resources
as a base (Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionéw Polski 2016, 2016).

A study by Invest in Poland, entitled Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionéw Polski
2016 (2016) examined the potential attractiveness of communes for investment
based on six synthetic indices called microclimates: labour resources, technical
infrastructure, social infrastructure, market, administration and nature. Apart
from a determination of the general attractiveness of communes for investment,
its level was also determined for four economic sections: processing industry,
accommodation and gastronomy, commerce and repair as well as professional,
scientific and technical activities. Therefore, one additional section, omitted
in this study, was taken into account — the natural microclimate. The need for
taking it into account in the study mentioned above may be a result of analysing
the potential attractiveness for investment for the section accommodation and
gastronomy, which is closely related to tourism, as well as to professional, scientific
and technical activity. The natural microclimate can be regarded as a stimulant
for these sections, it can also be regarded as a destimulant for the processing
industry and it could be a stimulant or destimulant for commerce and repair,
depending on the type of activity. The highest marks in all of the sections under
analysis were given to nine communes of the voivodship (8 urban and one rural).
The largest number of communes with above-average attractiveness for investment
was found in the “accommodation and gastronomy” section. In total, the level
of potential attractiveness for investment in the “accommodation and gastronomy”
section 1s above average or higher in more than half of the communes of the
Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship. Therefore, it is justified to regard the touristic
sector as one of the best opportunities in the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship.
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The report entitled Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionow 2017. Wojewodziwo
warminsko-mazurskie (2017) examines the level of potential attractiveness for
investment based on five factors: the situation in the labour market, technical
infrastructure, social infrastructure, situation in the market and natural
conditions. Administration, taken into account in this study, was disregarded.
It was replaced with natural conditions, with the argument that there is a need
for “evaluation of attractiveness of location of touristic and related services”.
The level of potential attractiveness for investment was also examined in the
following sections: processing industry, commerce and repair, accommodation
and gastronomy as well as professional, scientific and technical activity.
The highest marks in all the sections under analysis were given to 17 communes
(15 urban and 2 rural). In total, the level of potential attractiveness for investment
in the “accommodation and gastronomy” section is above average or higher
in nearly 40% of the communes of the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship.

The findings of studies conducted in 2016 among investors for the Wroctaw
agglomeration showed that the level of attractiveness for investment is affected
to the greatest extent by: size and quality of labour resources, engineering
personnel, knowledge of foreign language by the population/workers, common
safety level, size and quality of labour resources, managerial staff and cost
of labour, and engineering personnel (Ignacy, 2016, p. 94). In terms of the
factors of attractiveness for investment analysed in this study, the majority
of these factors (except for the common safety level) can be included in the
“labour resources” section. This factor was of the greatest importance among
the communes of the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship.

The findings of a study conducted among communes representatives by
W. Lizinska, R. Marks-Bielska and R. Kisiel (2011, p. 195-198) showed that the
attractiveness of communes of the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship for invest-
ment was affected to the greatest extent by location (100% of the respondents
mentioned its distinct or significant effect) and technical infrastructure and
land development (85% of the respondents mentioned the distinct or significant
effect of each). The “land development” factor should be regarded as an element
of technical infrastructure, whereas, according to the study authors: “The com-
mune location is rather a historical factor, whose importance should be reduced
by applying tools, such as creating economically privileged areas”.

According to the findings of a study (Lizinska & Nazarczuk, 2008, p. 150)
conducted among commune representatives, investors were offered aid to encour-
age them to invest in communes of the Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodship, such
aid having the form of tax exemptions, assistance in finding unoccupied land
or establishments and improvement of the technical infrastructure condition.
The findings indicate that the last of these factors has a great effect on the level
of commune attractiveness for investment.
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Many authors have emphasized the importance of infrastructure as a factor
in economic development (Gladkowska-Chocian, 2016, p. 151, 152; Swidyﬁska,
2017, p. 60; Adamowicz, 2011, p. 198; Burda &Wyplosz, 2013, p. 145; Ratajczak,
2000, p. 84).

Conclusion

A link was observed between the level of a commune’s potential attractiveness
for investment and their type. Urban communes proved to be the most attractive
places for investment and the rural communes the least so. These findings are
consistent with the center and peripheries theory. The urban communes are the
center which develop faster. Rural communes, which are unable to keep pace
with them, are the peripheries. Olsztyn — the capital city of the voivodship —
is regarded as the growth pole. The city, together with the neighbouring communes
(regardless of their type) has high potential attractiveness for investment.

The study findings show that communes oriented towards improvement
of potential attractiveness for investment should take action regarding each of the
sections analysed; however, such improvement can be achieved most effectively
by investing in technical infrastructure.

The Warminsko-Mazurskie Voivodeship is one of the least developed in
the country. For the less developed regions, the priority is to exceed a certain
developmental ceiling, triggering the process of self-sustainable growth and
development. The creation of infrastructure should be a priority.

Translated by Biuro Ttumaczen OSCAR
Proofreading by Michael Thoene

References

Adamowicz, E. (2011). Istota oceny efektywnos$ci transportowych inwestycji infrastrukturalnych.
Zeszyty Naukowe Uniwersytetu Szczeciriskiego, 639, 197-209.

Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionéw 2017. Wojewdodztwo warmirnisko-mazurskie. (2017). Warszawa:
Szkota Gtéwna Handlowa w Warszawie. Retrieved from https://www.paih.gov.pl/publikacje/
wojewodztwa (9.07.2018).

Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionéw Polski 2016. (2016). Warszawa: Szkota Gtéwna Handlowa
w Warszawie. Retrieved from https://www.paih.gov.pl/publikacje/wojewodztwa.

Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna wojewddztw i podregionéw Polski 2016. (2016). Gdansk: Instytut Badan
Nad Gospodarka Rynkowa. Retrieved from www.ibngr.pl/content/download/2234/.../Atrakcyj-
nosc_inwestycyjna_2016-raport.pdf (9.07.2018).

Burda, M., & Wyplosz, C. (2013). Makroekonomia, podrecznik europejski. Warszawa: Polskie
Wydawnictwo Ekonomiczne.

De Jesus, I.M. (2017). Financing infrastructure investments in local government units — a case
study of the rural commune of Lidzbark Warminski. Ekonomia i Srodowisko, 2(61), 110-121.



Determinants of Potential Investment Attractiveness of a Commune 139

Gawlikowska-Hueckel, K. (2002). Procesy rozwoju regionalnego w Unii Europejskiej. Konwergencja
czy Polaryzacja. Gdansk: Wydawnictwo UG.

Gawlikowska-Hueckel, K., & Uminski, S. (2000). Ocena konkurencyjnosci wojew6dztw. Polska
Regionow, 12.

Gladkowska-Chocian, B. (2016). The effect of public participation in the procedure of environmental
impact assessment on the development of infrastructure investments. Ekonomia i Srodowisko,
3(58), 151-165.

Godlewska-Majkowska, H. (2018). Investment attractiveness of polish municipalities in relation
to local entrepreneurship. Olsztyn Economic Journal, 13(2), 103-122. https://doi.org/10.31648/
0€].2764.

Godlewska-Majkowska, H. (2009). Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna a specjalizacje przestrzenne regiondw.
In H. Godlewska-Majkowska (Ed.), Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionéw Polski a ksztattowanie
lokalnych i regionalnych specjalizacji gospodarczych. Warszawa: SGH.

Godlewska-Majkowska, H. (2010). Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna polskich regionéw w 2007 roku.
In H. Godlewska-Majkowska (Ed.), Innowacyjnosé jako czynnik wzrostu atrakcyjnosci inwesty-
cyjnej polskich regionéw w latach 2002-2007. Warszawa: SGH.

Godlewska-Majkowska, H. (2013). Metodyka parametryzacji atrakcyjnosci inwestycyjnej regionow.
Retrieved from http:/www.caril.edu.pl/ (9.07.2018).

Atrakcyjnosé inwestycyjna regionow jako uwarunkowanie przedsiebiorczych przewag konkurencyj-
nych. (2012). H. Godlewska-Majkowska (Ed.), Warszawa: Oficyna Wydawnicza SGH.

Ignacy, J. (2016). Czynniki atrakcyjno$ci inwestycyjnej aglomeracji wroctawskiej w Swietle badan
empirycznych. Prace Naukowe Uniwersytetu Ekonomicznego we Wroctawiu, 420, 90-99. http://
dx.doi.org/10.15611/pn.2016.420.08.

Leéniewski, M.A. (2013). Ekorozwojowe Zrédta konkurencyjnosci gmin w Polsce. Warszawa: CeDeWu.

Lizinska, W., & Nazarczuk, J. (2008). Dziatania wtadz lokalnych gmin wojew6dztwa warmirisko-
-mazurskiego w aspekcie przyciagania inwestorow zewnetrznych. Zeszyty Naukowe SERIA,
X(2), 148-153.

Lizinska, W., Marks-Bielska, R., & Kisiel, R. (2011). Atrakcyjnoé¢ inwestycyjna gmin i znacze-
nie w jej ksztaltowaniu preferencji specjalnej strefy ekonomicznej. Roczniki Nauk Rolniczych,
G, Ekonomika Rolnictwa, 98(3), 191-205.

Milezarek, D. (2005). Potencjal Unii Europejskiej w stosunkach miedzynarodowych (cze$é 1).
Studia Europejskie, 1, 9-29.

Nazarczuk, J. (2013). Potencjat rozwojowy a aktywnosé inwestycyjna wojewddztw i podregionow
Polski. Olsztyn: Wydawnictwo UWM.

Atrakcyjnos$é inwestycyjna wojewédztw i podregionéw Polski 2010. (2010). M. Nowicki (Ed.). Gdansk:
IBnGR.

Pawlas, 1. (2013). Zastosowanie wielowymiarowej analizy poréwnawczej do oceny potencjalnej
atrakcyjnosci inwestycyjnej polskich wojewddztw. Studia Ekonomiczne, Miedzynarodowe sto-
sunki gospodarcze — wybrane aspekty internacjonalizacji i integracji wspétczesnego zycia go-
spodarczego, 172, 162-176.

Poniatowska-Jaksch, M. (2006). Przemystowe bezposérednie inwestycje zagraniczne zZrédlem kon-
kurencyjnosci region. Monografie i Opracowania SGH, 544.

Ratajczak, M. (2000). Infrastruktura a wzrost i rozwdj gospodarczy. Ruch Prawniczy, Ekonomiczny
1 Socjologiczny, 4, 83-102.

Reichel, M. (2003). Istota i czynniki rozwoju regionalnego. In J. Fudalinski (Ed.), Wybrane za-
gadnienia rozwoju regionalnego i zarzadzania organizacjami. Nowy Sacz: Panstwowa Wyzsza
Szkola Zawodowa.

Stanny, M. (2010). Poziom rozwoju gospodarczego i spotecznego gmin wiejskich regionu zielonych
ptuc Polski wzgledem klasyfikacji obszarowej sieci Natura 2000. Wies i Rolnictwo, 1(146), 93-105.

Swianiewicz, P., & Dziemianowicz, W. (1998). Atrakcyjnoé¢ inwestycyjna miast: raport z badan.
Transformacja Gospodarki, 95.

Swidyﬁska, N. (2017). Sustainable development of investment-attractive of warminsko-mazurskie
province. Ekonomia i Srodowisko, 3(62), 50-60.



140 Natalia Swidyniska, Ilisio Manuel De Jesus

Swidyﬁska, N. (2018). The Attractiveness for Investments of Urban Municipalities in the Warmin-
sko-Mazurskie Voivodship. Barometr Regionalny. Analizy i prognozy, 2(52), 71-80.

Szewczuk, A., Kogut-Jaworska, M., Zioto, M. (2011). Rozwdj lokalny i regionalny. Teoria i praktyka.
Warszawa: C.H. Beck.

Wrona, T. (1997). Pobudzenie rozwoju lokalnego. In T. Markowski, Z. Nitkiewicz, & T. Wrona (Eds.),
Rozwdj lokalny i regionalny. Czestochowa: Politechnika Czestochowska.

Wysocki, F. (2010). Metody taksonomiczne w rozpoznawaniu typow ekonomicznych rolnictwa
1 obszaréw wiejskich. Poznan: Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Przyrodniczego w Poznaniu.



