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THE COMPETITIVENESS OF PODKARPACKIE
REGION IN POLAND: A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS
WITH RESPECT TO CHOSEN BENCHMARKS

Regional competitiveness is a phenomenon that imaeently inscribed in the process
of managing the socioeconomic development of regitnstitutions of public administra-
tion at every level must take into account thiseaspvhen planning strategic policy inter-
ventions. This article focuses on the regional disien, which is essential for cohesion and
development policies within the European UnioneEfifve management of growth, howev-
er, requires an appropriate definition of the cgmad competitiveness, as well as measur-
ing its condition. This article is an attempt tottics for one region in Eastern Poland: Pod-
karpackie.

Currently, Podkarpackie is the only region of Easteoland that have built a develop-
ment policy on the basis of innovation. At the saimee, the region has many historically
conditioned structural problems that hinder itselepment. It is also strongly determined
by the interaction with sub-regional growth centarsh as Krakow and Warsaw. Therefore,
it is an interesting region to study competitivenes

In order to measure the competitive position wedube model of competitiveness de-
veloped by J. Strojry For its construction the AHP method was usednTba the basis of
collected statistical variables, a comparative ysialbetween Podkarpackie and other re-
gions was carried out. Both the zero-unitarisaticethmd and single-based indices were
applied.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Competition and the competitiveness of regions @y widely studied issue in the
social sciences, especially in economics and manege The globalizing economy cre-
ates new background for all types of organisattorfsinction in. The role of those institu-
tions managing the development of territorial yniteluding the broadly defined public
administration, has also changed. Nowadays, theyesponsible for undertaking such
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actions that will be sustainable in the long-terev@lopment of economic systems. In the
case of Poland, the following dimensions of sucmaggment can be distinguished: (1)
international (European Union), (2) national, (8yionat, (4) local (district and munic-
ipalities).

The terms of a development policy and its effectess at each of these levels of man-
agement depends largely on the competitive posdfoa territorial system. the question
remains, of course, as to how to describe the lefzebmpetitiveness, as well as how to
measure it. The answer to this question is so itapbthat only those areas of the organi-
zation or its environment that are a subject toesalegree of quantification can be man-
aged. Researchers refer to this issue in varioys.wsome focus on the mechanisms of
capital flows, their efficiency and their effects economic growth. Others define multi-
dimensional endogenous potential models and prbee telationship with the wider
development process. Still others point to theterise of certain commodity markets,
where competing entities are localized in differargdas (e.g. cities, regions, countries).
Finally, there are concepts relating to two difféarphenomena, such as convergence and
concentration of capital. The mentioned approadassalso be applied to the phenome-
non of competition of territorial units.

This article attempts to define and measure cottigeposition by comparing a group
of units in Poland on a regional level. The studs\based on the example of one of the
voivodships (regional level territory) in relatida the chosen other regions which were
treated as benchmarks. In the analysis, we sdl¢lcgfollowing regions: Mazowieckie,
Matopolskie, Lubelskie, Podlaskie and the Zachopomorskie. The first two regions
were selected because they encompass strong goewtbhrs (Warsaw in Mazowieckie,
and Krakow in Malopolskie), which forcefully affetie studied region in many areas of
competition. Like Podkarpackie, the other threeaeg are faced with important structur-
al and developmental problems, hence their rolpcésts of reference. The study posed
the following research questiohat are the trends in the competitive positiorPoél-
karpackie compared to the selected regions (bendtsja

Responding to this question, the Region’s Competitess Model (RCM) included
three dimensions: (1) competitiveness with resfeette citizen, (2) competitiveness with
respect to companies, and (3) competitiveness ngpect to tourists. The general index
of competitiveness along with the indices of cortpwenness for each of mentioned di-
mensions were calculated. During the phase in wtiiehmodel was created and the sig-
nificance of its elements was measured, the AHMatewas usedln essence this means
that experts estimate the weights of the varialtlethe comparative analysis phase, both
the zero-unitarisation method and single-basecc@sdare used. Thanks to the first tool,
standardized variables to measure the competithgition on each level of the presented
model were achieved. In turn, single-based indieex® used in order to show the dynam-
ics of changes in competitiveness level duringath&lyzed period.

% In Poland this level of territorial unit is calledivodship.
% In Poland this level of territorial unit is callgdviat.
" Analytic Hierarchy Process.
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2. COMPETITIVENESS OF THE REGIONS - LITERATURE REV IEW

The concept of a 'region’ is defined in many ddfégrways in the literature. Isolating
the region in economic terms should take into actthat it “is an area delimited on the
basis of the entire collection of interrelated emoic phenomend’ It is therefore “a
composite part of a larger economic and social espabich differs from other surround-
ing territories in economic, social, demographigifural, natural, and infrastructure sys-
tems connected by material and informational retetP The elements that make up the
region “are linked with each other and with theunak environment by relationships of
coexistence and interdependence, and with therattenvironment — by the relationship
of interdependence with a high intensify/For the purposes of this study, the concept of
the region understood as a voivodship was idedtifihis is the administrative unit in
Poland separated at the regional level (NUFS2Zn regional analyses in Poland the voi-
vodship is mostly used as the territorial UAilt is therefore constituted as the “basic unit
of structuring and organizing of the socioeconoreality of the country?,

The issue of regional competitiveness can be aadlyrom the perspective of eco-
nomic growth theory, of new economic geography afncburse of contemporary theories
of regional development. The concept of competitgoaften interpreted in the context of
marketing, and therefore as the fight for custonsersome kind of mark¥t Competition
can be also identified with the characteristicauofentity (e.g. the region), determining its
ability to compet®. The literature often mentions the properties ebepetitive region,
such as the ability & (1) seize opportunities in an environment, (2Jntz@n a competi-
tive advantage in terms of overall development esses, (3) build an environment which
is conducive to innovation, (4) create a climatedotrepreneurship. The article assumes
that thecompetitiveness of the region is synonymous vetahtlity to attract mobile capi-
tal and tourists to its territory and, upon thisdis, to generate the processes of socioeco-
nomic development and economic grdwth

The concepts aimed at clarifying both the compeitess of the region and the factors
affecting it fit mainly under the theory of regidrilevelopment. To some extent, its foun-
dations can be sought in new economic growth thdsbasis is found in the models of

8 A. Wrébel,Pojecie regionu ekonomicznego a teoria geogr&WVN, Warszawa 1965, p. 19.

9 V. Snieska, J. BruneckiénMeasurement of Lithuanian regions by regional catitipeness indexinzinerine
Ekonomika-Engineering Economics 1/61 (2009), p. 46.

10 R. Domaski, Ksztattowanie otwartych regionéw ekonomicznRWE, Warszawa 1972, s. 7.

1 NUTS - Nomenclature of Territorial Units for Skiits

12 Stownik podstawowych termindéw samglu terytorialnego ed. M. Lishski, Wyzsza Szkota Biznesu
w Dgbrowie Goérniczej, Bbrowa Gérnicza 2007, p. 101.

1 T. Czy, Zastosowanie modelu potencjatu w analizies@idowania regionalnego PolskiStudia Regionalne
i Lokalne” 2002/2-3, p. 5.

14 More: M.J. StankiewiczKonkurencyjngé¢ przedsgbiorstw. Budowanie konkurencyjie przedsgbiorstwa
w warunkach globalizacjiDom Organizatora TNOIK, TofL2002.

15 More: M. Gorynia, B. Jankowsk&Jastry a mgdzynarodowa konkurencyjioi internacjonalizacja przedsi
biorstwa Warszawa, Difin 2008.

16 More: M. Lisiaski, op. cit

17 This concept of the regional competitiveness wasented for the first time by J. Strojny in th@@dmple-

mentation of the AHP and benchmarking in Stratégialysis of Polish Regiorturing the International Sci-
entific Conference "Economics and Management, ICENI5".
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economic growth presented by P.M. Rothend R.E. Lucd8, who assumed that the
ability to generate production in a region stenasriithe possibility of accumulating capi-
tal (human and material), as well as from the tetdgical potential installed there. Both
here and in the other models, (e.g. S. ReéBeRh. Aghion and P. Howff or O. Galor i
D.N. WeiP?), it is assumed that the endogenous potentiabhhdmpact on the volume of
production. The main questions in building the ®dsi the competitiveness are therefore:
(1) how can internal resources be developed? ankof® can internal resources be made
more efficient in economic processes?

The key issue in relation to building the regioo&mpetitiveness then becomes to
achieve a high capital accumulation. In regions tizve reached such a state, the level of
production and general development are at a higdl.|& his is the basis of the polariza-
tion of regions and the formation of highly deveddpmetropolitan systems around big
cities. The ability to attract human and materiapital makes them growth centers,
strongly influencing the environment inside theioag or even beyond it. These phenom-
ena are explained by a number of concepts, su@rasth Poles(F. Perrous®) or con-
cepts by A.O. Hirschmafy J. Friedmanf?, and M. Castelf8. They point to the develop-
ment of growth centers, which lead to increasegaties in terms of development be-
tween regions.

Of course, there is a capital flow between regidiis phenomena concerns both ma-
terial and human capital. In the first case, th@eeobserved processes of transferring the
investment, whereas in the second case, a veryfisagit process of migration can be
identified. Flows from the less developed regiomghe leading regions often relate to
human capital. They cause the divergence phenomaendrtherefore a growing polariza-
tion between regions. Flows in the opposite dioechre related to material capital (tech-
nology) and can therefore accelerate capital actatmon. Thanks to this, less developed
regions may begin a path of faster economic groatiy therefore reduce the develop-
ment gap between them and the leading regions. giféaomenon is known as conver-
gence, thus reducing the variation between regadrthe level of socioeconomic devel-
opment’.

Flows and capital accumulation positively affect tregion's competitiveness in the
markets of goods. Today, regional development theare also very popular, these ex-

18 More: P.M. RomerThe Origins of Endogenous Growttiournal of Economic Perspectives” 1994/8, p.23-2

1% More: R.E. LucasPn the Mechanics of Economic Developméiaurnal of Monetary Economics” 1988/22,
p. 3-42.

20 More: S. Rabelol.ong-Run Policy Analysis and Long-Run Growftlournal of Political Economy” 1991/99,
p. 500-521.

21 More: Ph. Aghion, P.W. HowitlThe Endogenous Growth ThepMIT Press, Cambridge 1998.

22 More: O. Galor, D.N. WeilPopulation, Technology and GrowttAmerican Economic Review” 90/4 (2000),
p. 806-828.

2 More: F. PerrouxEconomic space: theory and applicatipri$he Quarterly Journal of Economics” 1950,
p. 89-104.

24 More: A.O. HirschmanThe strategy of economic developmafaie University Press, New Haven 1958/58.
% More: J. FriedmannThe world city hypothesigéDevelopment and change” 17/1 (1986), p. 69-83.
% More: M. CastellsThe Rise of Network SocigBlackwell Publishers, Oxford 1996.

27 More: H. Linnemann, J.P. Pronk, J. Tinbergéonvergence of economic systems in East and, Wester-
lands Economic Institute, Rotterdam 1965; P. Wg¢jElkwergencja czy konwergencja: dynamika rozwoju
polskich regionéw“Studia regionalne i lokalne” 32/2 (2008), p—&D.
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plaining the process of building a competitive atteage based on endogenous capacity to
export (for more, seStaple Theoryby H.A. Innis, D. Drach@ or New Trade Theorpy
Krugmart®). From this perspective, the region's competitdssnis built on the efficiency
and productivity potential of the enterprises lecathere. This perspective is presented in
M.E. Porter's concept of the competitiveness adbnat’.

Today, the possibilities to export in the broadentext (building a competitive ad-
vantage in the region) mainly depend on the pdggisi of accumulation of human capi-
tal and resource of knowledge as a consequende ©his aspect is also taken into ac-
count in contemporary theories, referring bothearhing mechanisms in the regiorhé
Learning Regiorby R. FloriddY), as well as its ability to develop a high spee&tion in
some areas of competenc&mart Specializatio®®. Nowadays a very popular in both,
developed and emerging regions is the cluster @inltecreates a kind of entrepreneurial
base for development and learning proceSskss also an essential factor in determining
the competitiveness of the region.

3. MODEL OF THE COMPETITIVENES AND METHODOLOGY OF ITS
INVESTIGATION

The aim of the study is to identify the level ohgoetitiveness of the Podkarpackie re-
gion of Eastern Poland compared to other seleBt@ish regions. The main research
question is as followsGRQ: What are the trends in the competitive positio of Pod-
karpackie compared to the selected benchmark regi@? To cover this question in
further detail, a bundle of specific questions vpaspared, as follows: DQ1)how can
competitiveness be described and measured? DQ2hade competitiveness of Pod-
karpackie region shaped in terms of the factors ri@st adversely affect its competitive
position? DQ3)how is the competitiveness of Podikekj®e shaped in relation to other
regions with the systemic problems of developm&tE2) which trends can be identified
in terms of the competitiveness of PodkarpackieP@oed to other regions, is Pod-
karpackie improving, or losing, its competitive adtage?

The competitive model used in the study is an dmeralization of the definition of
competitiveness presented above (Figure 1). It gk in a hierarchical structure in
which the competitiveness of the regi@) (s composed of three dimensions in relation to
three separate groups of clien){ (1) tourists Ci), (2) citizens Cc), and (3) business
(Cy). For each of these dimensions, four variab@&s)(were assigned, demonstrating the
interest of individual customers in the specifigiom. In the construction of the model,

2 More: H.A. Innis, D. DracheStaples, markets, and cultural change: SelectedygsbicGill-Queen's Press-
MQUP, Montreal 1995.

2 More: P. KrugmanDoes the new trade theory require a new trade g8li¢The World Economy” 15/4
(1992), p. 423-442.

30 More: M.E. PorterkKonkurencyjna przewaga narodpRolskie Wydawnictwo Ekonomiczne, Warszawa 1990.

31 More: R. Florida,The Learning Regigr{in;] Regional Innovation, Knowledge and Global Changg: Z.J.
Acs, Pinter, New York 2000, p. 231-244.

32 Ph. McCann, R. Ortega-ArgiléSmart specialization, regional growth and applicat to European union
cohesion policy“Regional Studies” 2013, p. 1-12

33 More: P. Dubini,The influence of motivations and environment orinass start-ups: some hints for public
policies “Journal of Business Venturing” 1989/4, p.11-26.
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the method of AHPAnNalytic Hierarchy Procegswvas usetf. It has been created by T.L.
Saaty in the 70s of the last cenfiirand is used for multi-criteria preference analysis
During the study, in addition to construction of tmodel, this method was used to ascer-
tain the weights of single elements of the modekr€fore, the weights of dimensions of
competitivenessw;) and the variables describing these dimensiony (vere identified,

on the basis of assessméhtsy comparing pairs of variables within each dinemsf

the competitiveness and then comparing betweeerdiit dimensions of competitiveness.
Saaty’s nine-point scale was used to provide thesgparison¥.

COMPETITIVENESS OF THE REGION ( C)

Competitiveness in respect Competitiveness in respect Competitiveness in respect
of the touristsC) of the citizensC) of the business)
Number of Polish Net international Investments of private

tourists C1) ¢ migration(C_1) ¢ sector(C,1)
Number of foreign Net inter-voivodships Number of commercial
tourists(C2) ¢ migration(C_2) companiegC,2)
Duration of the The number of occupied Number of companies with
tourist stay(C3) ¢ housegC 3) ¢ foreign capita(C 3)
Expenditures in The number of live Expenditures
gastronomy(C4) ¢ births(C_) ¢ on R&D (C4) <

Figure 1. Region’s Competitiveness Model (RCM) bS$tiojny.
Source: Own study.

In order to obtain measures of competitiveness eahanism of standardization and
aggregation was used. In which the zero-unitadsatnethod was used to convert all
variables to a form in which their value is in ttange:Cin[1{0.00;1.00. In subsequent
years of the time series, the variables describihgolish regions were compared. The
best region in comparing group (in Poland) obtaimsvalue ofCin = 1, and the worst —
Cin = 0. By converting variables into a comparablerfoit was possible to construct indi-
cators for dimensions of competitiveness (Formilaslwell as the general index of com-
petitiveness (Formula 2). The weighted means wseel hhere, and the weight was calcu-
lated on the basis of judgements provided during?Aldmparison analysis.

34 More: A. Prusak, J. Strojny, P. StefandMnalityczny Proces Hierarchiczny (AHP) na skrétkluczowe
pojecia i literatura, ,Humanities and Social Sciences” 2014/4, p. 1B2-1

35 More: T.L. SaatyHow to make a decision: the analytic hierarchy @eg“European Journal of Operational
Research” 48/1 (1990), p. 9-26.

36 Judgements were made by experts from DepartmeEcofomics in Faculty of Management in Rzeszow
University of Technology.

37 More: A. Prusak, P. Stefan6AHP — analityczny proces hierarchiczi§H Beck, Warszawa 2014.
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G =X Cn-wn (1)

C=Y",Cw %)

Thus constructed, the set of measures, consisfii® standardized variables, three
dimensional indicators of competitiveness and oseegal indicator of competitiveness,
were subjected to further analysis. In this stémls-based indicess) were constructed,
using 1999 as a base year (Formula 3). They alhevwevaluation of changes of any meter
indicator in an individual year with respect to theginning of the researched period.

S, = ;’—b -100% (3)
where:
S - value of single-based indexiiyear,
Vi - value of variable imyear (e.gCin, C; lub C),
Vb - value of variable in base year (in research9)99

Furthermore, the competitive gap valu€ssf/y) were analyzed. They were calculat-
ed as the difference between the values of the sa@asure in two different regions in a
given year (Formula 4).

CGix/y =Vix = Vyy “4)
where:

CGxly - value of competitiveness gapiigear forx region regarding to theregion,

Vix - value of variable im year (e.gCin, C; lub C) in x region,

Viy - value of variable imyear (e.gCin, Ci lub C) iny region.

The scheme of research described below was usedaliyze the situation of Pod-
karpackie in comparison with the other selectedisRotegions. As benchmarks, two
groups of regions were selected — rapidly deveppimivodships with large growth cen-
ters, and regions with structural development mwis. The first group comprises Ma-
zowieckie and Matopolskie, these being regions Wwhiirectly threaten Podkarpackie on
each of the analyzed markets. They strongly deterrtie competitiveness regarding to
the citizens, as they attract young people. Therskgroup consists of two regions of
Eastern Poland, namely Lubelskie and Podlaskiee Badkarpackie, they lie on the east-
ern Polish border, and for a long period they dlad comparable levels of competitive-
ness to that of Podkarpackie. Another peripheigibre— Zachodniopomorskie — was also
added to this group. For many years, this regios been struggling with development

problems that hinder not only the increase, buhewaintenance of the level of competi-
tiveness.

4. ANALYSIS OF THE COMPETITIVENESS OF PODKARPACKIE RE-
GION WITH RESPECT TO CHOSEN BENCHMARKS

Detailed results of the analysis of the competitags of Podkarpackie using the Re-
gional Competitiveness Model are shown in Tablé& tomprises the values of the gen-
eral indicator C), indicators counted for the individual dimensiasfscompetitiveness
(C) and the variables that describe the dimensi@y).(Table 1 also presents the so-
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called local weights, calculated on the basis ef AiHP method for dimensions of com-
petitivenesswi) and variablewin).

Table 1. Results of the competitiveness analysioafkarpackie region in 2013.

Indexes of competitiveness
C Ct Wt Ce We Co Wh
0.33 0.15 0.16 0.48 0.28 0.31 0.56
Variables for Ct
Cil wil Ci2 We2 Ct3 w3 Ci4 w4
0.20 0.13 0.06 0.28 0.33 0.30 0.03 0.29
Variables for Cc
Ccl wel Cc2 We2 Cc3 we3 CA4 wcd
0.85 0.19 0.25 0.16 0.00 0.18 0.58 0.47
Variables for Cp
Col Whl Cp2 Wo2 Cp3 Wb3 Cpd W4
0.78 0.10 0.00 0.21 0.03 0.32 0.59 0.37

Source: Own study.

The comparative analysis of the Podkarpackie regggoresented in three steps: (1)
analysis of competitive position, (2) analysis loé tdynamics of change of competitive
position, (3) competitive gap analysis. In eachthefse cases, the same time series was
used, covering the period 1999-2013. Due to thédionlength of the paper, the analysis
was performed at the level of the general competiss indexQ).

Turning to the first of these dimensions of analy#ishould be noted that the value of
the competitive position@) for Podkarpackie calculated for 2013 is 0.33, chhineans
that it is in 8th position among the ranking of qmatitiveness of all Polish regions. The
most competitive is Mazowieckie voivodship € 0.94). This region has built up a large
and constantly growing positive competitive gaprétation to all other regions in the
country. It alone creates a separate categoryibdérms of the dynamics of development
and growth processes, and in the area of compepsition.

Other regions in the ranking are at much lower levEhe competitive position of re-
gions: Matopolskie, Pomorskie, Dolflgskie and Wielkopolskie, values between
C[K0.40;0.50). Podkarpackie belongs to a group of atitipeness within the range of
values C[1J0.30;0.40) which also includes Zachodniopomorskiaskie and todzkie.
The other regions of Eastern Poland acquit2iadex value slightly above 0.20 (Lubel-
skie), or in the range to 0.2 (PodlaskRwictokrzyskie and Warmsko-Mazurskie).
Changes in the competitiveness index for Podkaipaatd the benchmarks included in
this study are shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. General competitiveness ind€)  Podkarpackie in respect to the benchmarks
(1999-2013).

Source: Own study based on GUS.

In order to clarify the current situation of Podbackie, one should refer to the dynamics
of change of the indicatdg, illustrated by single-based indices, with theebgsar 1999
(Figure 3). After Polish accession to the EU, Pop&ekie steadily lost its competitiveness.
Then, from 2006-2009 there was a relative stalidinaof the situation. The turning point
was then the crisis period (2009-2013), when theae a significant increase in competi-
tiveness compared to the other Polish regions cegdlyethose with weaker fundamentals of
development (e.g. other regions of Eastern PolaPdjlkarpackie mainly owes it to the
growing attractiveness in relation to companieseyl'increase their commitment in the
region, intensifying R&D activity. This is a goodundation for the further development of
an analysed region. It is worth noting that dutimg researched period, the competitiveness
of the voivodships Matopolskie and Mazowieckie tegsmtically increased. In contrast,
Zachodniopomorskie has systematically lost conigetiess since accession to the EU.
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Figure 3. Changes of the general competitivenetexi(C) regarding to base year 1999 r. — Pod-
karpackie with respect to the benchmarks.

Source: Own study based on GUS.
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Figure 4. Competitive gap — Podkarpackie with respethe benchmarks.
Source: Own study based on GUS.

Podkarpackie enjoys strong, positive dynamics wlhakie a favorable effect on its
competitiveness as compared to the benchmarkseflyrrin respect to the comparable
regions of Eastern Poland (Lubelskie and Podlasiié& competitive gap amounts up to
approx. 0.10. The competitive gap between Podkéipand Zachodniopomorskie was
also decreased, although in 1999, it was up tal;@td in 2006 it was at a level of -0.20.
Matopolskie region still maintains a significantngpetitive advantage over Podkarpackie.
In 2013, the competitive gap was in fact -0.17thia last few years, however, it has been
significantly reduced. In the years 2005-2009 itoamted to as much as -0.25. Since
2009, Podkarpackie has also regularly caught ughercompetitive gap with respect to
Mazowiecki. Currently it amounts to -0.62, while2809 it amounted to -0.69.

5. CONCLUSIONS

To conclude the presented research, it shoulddtedsthat in the field of phenomena
covered by the Regional Model of Competitivenessjkarpackie has one of the largest
dynamics of positive change in the country. In ttespect, it stands out among other
regions of Eastern Poland. Thmart specializatiorstrategy it has applied gives results
primarily in the area of competitiveness relatisecompanies. Particularly noteworthy is
the high activity of the private sector in termsimfestment in R&D. The foundations of
this change are both historically conditioned tiiads of the aviation industry and the
current policy aimed at building a favorable enkiment for enterprises. The main struc-
tural problem is a drastically declining compettiess in terms of its citizens, and above
all, the threat of migration to large cities likeavgaw or Krakow.

It is hard to prejudge to what extent the currepthgerved, dynamic changes in com-
petitiveness are likely to continue in the comirgpns. Certainly, Podkarpackie can be
seen as a model for the other regions of Eastelan@oor other less developed voivod-
ships, such as Opolskie or even Zachodniopomorstielkarpackie, by obtaining the
previous high rate of growth in competitivenesss hachance to achieve levels compara-
ble with the Matopolskie within the next 10-15 ygardowever, it will require to meet two
basic conditions: (1) a further increase in theegtment attractiveness for enterprises and
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(2) stop the negative trends of competitiveneggliation to its citizens. For this purpose,
it is necessary to further develop the functiorih&f regional growth center of the city of
Rzeszow, which is the capital of Podkarpackie negiafrastructure projects which are
currently implemented around the city allow the gamation of significant investment
areas. Other projects generating business-friegmalyronment also create such an oppor-
tunity. Gradual improvements in the attractivenefsthe regional labor market also repre-
sent a chance to increase the region's attractgetzeyoung people, thereby increasing
human capital.
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KONKURENCYJNO SC PODKARPACIA — ANALIZA POROWNAWCZA
WZGL EDEM WYBRANYCH BENCHMARKOW

Konkurencyjnd¢ regiondw to zjawisko, ktore na state wpisalpwiproces zarglzania

rozwojem spoteczno-gospodarczym systeméw gospogldrcinstytucje administracji pu-
blicznej na kadym poziomie muszuwzgkdnia® ten aspekt, ksztatag polityke interwen-

cji strategicznej. W niniejszym artykule skupiori¢ sa wymiarze regionalnym, ktory jest
podstawowy dla polityki spdjroi i rozwoju w Unii Europejskiej. Skuteczne zgidzanie
rozwojem wymaga jednak odpowiedniego zdefiniowdaiakurencyjnéci jako zjawiska, a
co za tym idzie — tale pomiaru jej stanu, luki konkurencyjnej oraz ob&ewanych tenden-
cji w tym zakresie. Niniejszy artykut jest prplprzeprowadzenia catego procesu analizy
konkurencyjnéci dla jednego z regionéw Polski Wschodniej (wojeattvo podkarpackie).

Celem artykutu jest identyfikacja pozycji konkurejmgj badanego regionu oraz ten-

dencji w tym zakresie w kontétie wybranych benchmarkéw, czyli regionéw poréwnaw-
czych. Podkarpackie jako jedyny region Polski Wslrtiej zbudowat aktualnie czytejn
oparg na innowacyjnéci polityke rozwoju. Opart s przy tym na filozofiismart specializa-
tion, ktdra jest kluczowa dla budowania pozycji konkurgnej. Jednoczaie region ten ma
wiele historycznie uwarunkowanych probleméw strosboych, ktére hamgjjego rozwo;.
Jest take mocno determinowany przez oddzialywanie ponadnediych centréw wzrostu,
takich jak Krakow i Warszawa. Dlatega tiest to ciekawy przyktad badawczy w konseike
zagadnienia konkurencyjiad.

W artykule wykorzystano model konkurencyjnbautorstwa Jacka Strojnego w celu
pomiaru pozycji konkurencyjnej. Do jego budowy wykgstano metog AHP. Nas¢pnie
na podstawie zgromadzonych zmiennych statystyczigpdtonano analizy poréwnawczej
Podkarpacia wzgtlem wybranych regionéw, wykorzysiojmetod unitaryzacji zerowanej

oraz indeksy jednopodstawowe.

Stowa kluczowe region, konkurencyjni regionu, analiza poréwnawcza, AHP.
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