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STRESZCZENIE 
DƱƽǿƴȅƳ ŎŜƭŜƳ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ōȅƱŀ ƻŎŜƴŀ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƻǿŀƴƛŀ нллп-2006 na 
ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƛ ƛŎƘ ǊŜlacje z otoczeniem regionalnym. Badanie ƻōƧťƱƻ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ 
o ƭƛŎȊōƛŜ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊŜƪǊŀŎȊŀƧŊŎŜƧ фл ǘȅǎ. W przypadku konurbacji miejskich analizowano ƱŊŎȊƴƛŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ 
Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜ ǿ ich ǎƪƱŀŘΦ ² ŜŦŜƪŎƛŜ ōŀŘŀƴƛŜƳ ƻōƧťǘƻ 31 miast oraz н ƪƻƴǳǊōŀŎƧŜΥ ǏƭŊǎƪŊ ƛ ǘǊƽƧƳƛŜƧǎƪŊΦ 
р Ƴƛŀǎǘ ȊƻǎǘŀƱƻ ǇƻŘŘŀƴȅŎƘ ōŀǊŘȊƛŜƧ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƱƻǿȅƳ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƻƳ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ό²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŀΣ 
tƻȊƴŀƵΣ [ǳōƭƛƴΣ ½ƛŜƭƻƴŀ DƽǊŀΣ wȅōƴƛƪύΦ .ŀŘŀƴƛŜ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǘǊȊŜŎƘ ƎƱƽǿƴȅŎƘ ŀǎǇŜƪǘƽǿΥ όмύ konkuǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
i ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ, όнύ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ ƛ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƧ όǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧŀ ƛ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀύΣ όоύ ŘȅŦǳȊƧƛ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ 
rozwojowych w otoczeniu miast.  

² ōŀŘŀƴƛǳ ǿȅƪƻǊȊȅǎǘŀƴƻ ǊƽȍƴŜ ƳŜǘƻŘȅ ōŀŘŀǿŎȊŜ ȊƎƻŘƴƛŜ Ȋ ȊŀǎŀŘŊ ǘǊƛŀƴƎǳƭŀŎƧƛΦ tƻŘǎǘŀǿŊ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ōȅƱŀ ōŀȊŀ 
danych o projektach Ministerstwa Rozwoju Regionalnego. Ponadto wykorzystano szereg danych GUS. 
¦ǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛƻƴƻ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ŘƻƪǳƳŜƴǘŀŎƧť ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƻǿŊΣ ŎȊȅƭƛ ǿƴƛƻǎƪƛ ƻ ŘƻŦƛƴŀƴǎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ƻǊŀȊ ǎǇǊŀǿƻȊŘŀƴƛŀ 
ƪƻƵŎƻǿŜ Ȋ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΦ ² ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ōŀŘŀƵ ȊŜōǊŀƴƻ ǘŀƪȍŜ ŘŀƴŜ ǇƛŜǊǿƻǘƴŜ ǎǘƻǎǳƧŊŎ ƴŀǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜ 
metody: wywiady indywidualne z pǊȊŜŘǎǘŀǿƛŎƛŜƭŀƳƛ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƳŀǊǎȊŀƱƪƻǿǎƪƛŎƘΣ 
ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇƻȊŀǊȊŊŘƻǿȅŎƘΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊŎƽǿΣ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƎƳƛƴ Ȋ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŀ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ 
ƳƛŀǎǘΣ Ȋ ŜƪǎǇŜǊǘŀƳƛ ƻǊŀȊ ƛƴƴȅƳƛ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎŀǊƛǳǎȊŀƳƛ όǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴƻ фл ǿȅǿƛŀŘƽǿύΤ ŀƴƪƛŜǘȅ ǿ ƎƳƛƴŀŎƘ 
όȊŜōǊŀƴƻ ооу ŀƴƪƛŜǘΣ ǎǘƻǇŀ ȊǿǊƻǘǳ ǿȅƴƛƻǎƱŀ моΣф҈ύΤ ŀƴƪƛŜǘȅ ǿǏǊƽŘ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ 
ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ όȊŜōǊŀƴƻ ру ŀƴƪƛŜǘΣ ǎǘƻǇŀ ȊǿǊƻǘǳ ǿȅƴƛƻǎƱŀ руΣс҈ύΤ ŀƴƪƛŜǘȅ ǿǏǊƽŘ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ¦w.!/¢ όȊŜōǊŀƴƻ мт ŀƴƪƛŜǘΣ ǎǘƻǇŀ ȊǿǊƻǘǳ ǿȅƴƛƻǎƱŀ рпΣу҈ύΤ ǿŀǊsztaty (wywiady zogniskowane) 
dla interesariuszy (przeprowadzono 10 ǿŀǊǎȊǘŀǘƽǿ ǿ р ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳύΤ 
ǿƛȊȅǘŀŎƧŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ όǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴƻ уу ǿƛȊȅǘŀŎƧƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿύΦ 

 

²{tj_/½9{b¸ ah59[ wh½²hW¦ 

WŜ ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜƧ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎŜ ƎƱƽǿƴȅƳƛ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƳƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǎǘŀƧŊ ǎƛť miasta, a przede wszystkim ƻǏǊƻdki 
metropolitalne. tǊƻŎŜǎ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ƧŜǎǘ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǿƛŘƻŎȊƴȅ ǿ ƪǊŀƧŀŎƘΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴƛŜŘŀǿƴƻ 
ǿƱŊŎȊȅƱȅ ǎƛť ǿ ƻōƛŜƎ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪƛ ƎƭƻōŀƭƴŜƧ ς ǿ ǘȅƳ ǿ ƪǊŀƧŀŎƘ ǇƻǎǘǎƻŎƧŀƭƛǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘΦ ²ǏǊƽŘ ƴƛŎƘ tƻlska 
ȊƴŀƧŘǳƧŜ ǎƛť ǿ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƪƻǊȊȅǎǘƴŜƧ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛΣ Ȋ ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ǇƻƭƛŎŜƴǘǊȅŎȊƴŊ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊť ǎȅǎǘŜƳǳ ƻǎŀŘƴƛŎȊŜƎƻΦ 
WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǎǘƻǇƛŜƵ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀŎƧƻƴŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ polskich miast jest, ǇƻȊŀ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŊΣ ȊƴƛƪƻƳȅΦ LƴƴŊ ŎŜŎƘŊ 
ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȅǎǘȅŎȊƴŊ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƧŜǎǘ ǘƻΣ ȍŜ ǎǘƻǇƛŜƵ ƴŀǎȅŎŜƴƛŀ ƛŎƘ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŜƪ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŎƛŊ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴŊ ƧŜǎǘ 
ƳŀƱȅΦ tƻƭǎƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ƴƛŜ ǿȅǊƽȍƴƛŀƧŊ ǎƛť ǇƻȊȅǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴŀ ǘƭŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ǇƻŘ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧΣ Ŏƻ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŜ ƧŜǎǘ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Ȋ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧŊ ƴŀ Ǌȅƴƪǳ ǇǊŀŎȅΣ ŀƭŜ Ŏƻ ǿ ƻǎǘŀǘƴƛŎƘ ƭŀǘŀŎh wraz ze 
ǿȊǊƻǎǘŜƳ ȊŀǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƴƛŀ ƻǊŀȊ ŜƳƛƎǊŀŎƧƛ ȊŀƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƴȅŎƘ ǳƭŜƎŀƱƻ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŜΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ǎƪŀƭƛ ǘŜƎƻ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǳ 
ǿ ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊȅŎƘ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ ƳƻȍŜ ǿȅƴƛƪŀŏ Ȋ ǇƻǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜƧ ŘŜƎǊŀŘŀŎƧƛ ŎȊťǏŎƛ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƴƛƻǿȅŎƘΣ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ 
osiedli zbudowanych w technologii wielkiŜƧ ǇƱȅǘȅΦ ² ȊƴŀŎȊƴŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ƳƛƳƻ ǿŎƛŊȍ ǿȅǎƻƪƛŜƎƻ 
ƴŀ ǘƭŜ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛŀ ƪƻƳǇŀƪǘƻǿƻǏŎƛΣ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ōȅƱƻ ƻōǎŜǊǿƻǿŀŏ negatywne skutki zjawiska 
suburbanizacji, ǇǊȊȅƧƳǳƧŊŎŜj niekiedy ŦƻǊƳť αǊƻȊƭŜǿŀƴƛŀ ǎƛťέ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ 

 

th[L¢¸Y! {tjWbh|/L b! ¢[9 Lbb¸/I wh5½!Wj² Lb¢9w²9b/WL t¦.[L/½b9W hw!½ Lb²9{¢¸/WL 
tw½95{LB.Lhw{¢² 

wŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ȊŘƻƳƛƴƻǿŀƱŀ ǿȅŘŀǘƪƛ ƳŀƧŊǘƪƻǿŜ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ 
²ȅǊŀȋƴƛŜ ǇƻƪŀȊǳƧŜ ǘƻ ȊŜǎǘŀǿƛŜƴƛŜ омΣр ƳƭŘ ȊƱ ǿȅŘŀƴȅŎƘ ƴŀ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧŜ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
z 35,7 ƳƭŘ ȊƱ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǎŀƳƻǊȊŊŘȅ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ нллп-
2008. W analizowanych miasta w latach 2004-2008 wydatki inwestycyjne fƛǊƳ ǇǊȊŜƪǊƻŎȊȅƱȅ нсс ƳƭŘ ȊƱΦ 
Na ǘȅƳ ǘƭŜ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŏ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ŘƻŦƛƴŀƴǎƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ Ȋ funduszy UE ōȅƱŀ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪŀΦ /ƻ ǿƛťŎŜƧ, ƧŜǏƭƛ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊȅƳȅ 
ȊŀƪǊŜǎ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ǿȅƱŊŎȊƴƛŜ Řƻ ǿǎǇŀǊŎƛŀ ǳŘȊƛŜƭƻƴŜƎƻ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿƻƳ, ƻƪŀȍŜ ǎƛťΣ ȍŜ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱƻ ƻƴƻ ƳƴƛŜƧ ƴƛȍ 
н҈ ǿȅŘŀǘƪƽǿ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ǿ ōŀŘŀƴȅƳ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ǇƻŘƪǊŜǏƭƛŏΣ ȍŜ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ 
przeznaczone ƴŀ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧť ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ нллп-нллс ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱȅ ǘȅƭƪƻ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪŊ 
ŎȊťǏŏ ƻƎƽƭƴŜƎƻ ǿȅǎƛƱƪǳ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŜƎƻ ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴŜƎƻ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘΣ ƎƱƽǿƴƛŜ Ȋŀ ǎǇǊŀǿŊ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧƛ 
prywatnych. Tym niemniej trzeba ȊŀǳǿŀȍȅŏΣ ȍŜ ǏǊƻŘƪƛ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƻŘƎǊȅǿŀƱȅ ƪƭǳŎȊƻǿŊ Ǌƻƭť 
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w ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŎƛ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŜƧ ǎŀƳƻǊȊŊŘƽǿ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ, ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ǿ ŘȊƛŜŘȊƛƴŀŎƘ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ Ȋ ƻŎƘǊƻƴŊ 
ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀΣ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŜƳ ƻǊŀȊ ǊƻȊǿƻƧŜƳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǿ ōŀŘŀƴȅƳ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜ ōȅƱȅ 
ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ǇǊȊŜǿŀȍŀƧŊŎŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ǇǊȊȅ ǿǎǇƽƱǳŘȊƛŀƭŜ ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ¦ƴƛƛ 9ǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŜƧΦ 

 

SKALA I STRUKTURA INTERWENCJI PUBLICZb9W ² w!a!/I th[L¢¸YL {tjWbh|/L 

² ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ƻōƧťǘych badaniem zlokalizowano ponad с ǘȅǎΦ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ όт҈ ƻƎƽƱǳύ ƻ ƱŊŎȊƴŜƧ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ 
ƻƪƻƱƻ омΣр ƳƭŘ ȊƱ όомΣм҈ ƻƎƽƭƴŜj ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛύΣ Ȋ ŎȊŜƎƻ ро҈ ȊƻǎǘŀƱƻ sfinansowane z ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ¦ƴƛƛ 9ǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŜƧΦ 
bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ Ǉƻ ǿȅƱŊŎȊŜƴƛǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȊŜ αƻōǎȊŀǊƻǿȅƳέΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǎǿƻƛƳ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜƳ ƻōŜƧƳƻ-
ǿŀƱȅ ŎŀƱȅ ƪǊŀƧ ƭǳō ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊǘǿƻ, ǳŘȊƛŀƱȅ ǘŜ ǊƻǎƴŊ ƻŘǇƻǿƛŜŘƴƛƻ ŘƻΥ уΣп҈ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ liczby projektƽǿ 
i поΣр҈ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ǿƛŜƭƪƻǏŎƛ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΦ ² ǇǊȊŜƭƛŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƴŀ м ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎŀ ŘǳȍŜƎƻ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿȅŘŀƴƻ ȊŀǘŜƳ 
ƻƪƻƱƻ нΣт ǘȅǎΦ ȊƱΣ ǇƻŘŎȊŀǎ ƎŘȅ ǿ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱȅŎƘ ƻōǎȊŀǊŀŎƘ ƪǊŀƧǳ ǘŀ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŏ ǿȅƴƻǎƛƱŀ ǇǊȊŜŎƛťǘƴƛŜ мΣр ǘȅǎΦ ȊƱΦ 

LƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŀ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊŜȊƴŀŎȊƻƴŀ ōȅƱŀ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ 
na ōǳŘƻǿť ƛ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛȊŀŎƧť ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ƻŎƘǊƻƴȅ ǏǊodowiska (41,7%) oraz infrastruktury transportowej 
όнрΣу҈ύΦ LǎǘƻǘƴŜ ǿǎǇŀǊŎƛŜ ƻǘǊȊȅƳŀƱ ǘŜȍ ǎŜƪǘƻǊ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ όмпΣр҈ύΦ hƎƽƱŜƳ ǿȅŘŀǘƪƛ ǿ ǘȅŎƘ ǘǊȊŜŎƘ 
kŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŀŎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱȅ ƻƪƻƱƻ ун҈ ŎŀƱƪƻǿƛǘȅŎƘ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΦ tƻȊƻǎǘŀƱŜ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜ ǘŜƳŀǘȅŎȊƴŜ ƳƛŀƱȅ 
na tym tle niewielkie znaczenie, a ǿǏǊƽŘ ƴƛŎƘ ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ōȅƱȅΥ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ όпΣс҈ύΣ 
ǿǎǇƛŜǊŀƴƛŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŎƛ ōŀŘŀǿŎȊƻ-rozwojowej (3,5%) oraz planowanie przestrzenne i rewitalizacja miast 
(3,0%). 

bŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊȅƳ ǊƻŘȊŀƧŜƳ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ōȅƱȅ ǎŀƳƻǊȊŊŘȅ ǘŜǊȅǘƻǊƛŀƭƴŜΣ 
ƪǘƽǊŜ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƱȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ όƎƱƽǿƴƛŜ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊŀƭƴŜύ ƻ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ǇƻƴŀŘ нр ƳƭŘ ȊƱΣ Ŏƻ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱƻ ǇǊŀǿƛŜ нκо 
ƻƎƽƱǳ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΦ bŀ ŘǊǳƎƛƳ ƳƛŜƧǎŎǳ ȊƴŀƭŀȊƱȅ ǎƛť ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿŀΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƱȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘy ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊŎŜ 
ƻƪƻƱƻ нл҈ ŎŀƱƪƻǿƛǘȅŎƘ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΦ 5ƻ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱȅŎƘ ǿŀȍƴȅŎƘ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ 
ƴŀƭŜȍŀƱȅ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱŜ ǘȅǇȅ ƧŜŘƴƻǎǘŜƪ ōǳŘȍŜǘƻǿȅŎƘΥ ǳŎȊŜƭƴƛŜ ǿȅȍǎȊŜΣ ǇƭŀŎƽǿƪƛ ƻŎƘǊƻƴȅ ȊŘǊƻǿƛŀ ƻǊŀȊ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧŜ 
ƪǳƭǘǳǊȅΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǿȅŘŀƱȅ ƻƪƻƱƻ мл҈ ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿΦ 

²ƛŜƭƪƻǏŏ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ƴƛŜ ǇǊȊŜǎŊŘȊŀƱŀ ƻ ǎƪŀƭƛ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜƧ ƭǳō ǿƛŜƭƪƻǏŎƛ ŘƻŦƛƴŀƴǎƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǳƴƛƧƴŜƎƻ 
w ǇǊȊŜƭƛŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƴŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎŀΦ ¢ȅƳ ƴƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŜ ǇŜǊ ŎŀǇƛǘŀ ōȅƱȅ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊŜ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘ όнусл ȊƱύΣ ŀ ƴŀƧƳƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ǎǳōǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘ όнлус ȊƱύΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ 
ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘ ƛ ǇƻƴŀŘƭƻƪŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ōȅƱȅ ȊōƭƛȍƻƴŜ Řƻ ǏǊŜŘƴƛŜƧ όнслл-нтлл ȊƱύ ƛ ǘȅƭƪƻ ƴƛŜȊƴŀcznie 
ǳǎǘťǇƻǿŀƱȅ ǿȅŘŀǘƪƻƳ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘΦ 

²ŀǊǘƻǏŏ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǿ ŘǳȍŜƧ ƳƛŜǊȊŜ ƻŘǇƻǿƛŀŘŀƱŀ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱƻǿƛ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛƻǿŜƳǳ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ 
miast. W efekcie, Ǉƻ ȊǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƛȊƻǿŀƴƛǳ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƛ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ŘƻŦƛƴŀƴǎƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǳƴƛƧƴŜƎƻ ƭƛŎȊōŊ 
mieszƪŀƵŎƽǿ Ƴƛŀǎǘ, ǘǊǳŘƴƻ ōȅƱƻ ǿǎƪŀȊŀŏ ǿȅǊŀȋƴŜ ǳƪƱŀŘȅ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜ ƴŀ ƳŀǇƛŜ tƻƭǎƪƛΦ hȊƴŀŎȊŀ ǘƻΣ ȍŜ 
ǎǳƪŎŜǎ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƎƻ ǿ ǇƻȊȅǎƪƛǿŀƴƛǳ ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƴƛŜ ōȅƱ ȊŀƭŜȍƴȅ ƻŘ ƧŜƎƻ ǇƻƱƻȍenia 
w ƻƪǊŜǏƭƻƴŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ƪǊŀƧǳΦ 

DƻǏŏ ǿȅǊŀȋƴŜ ȊǊƽȍƴƛŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛΣ Ŏƻ ƳƻȍŜ ǿǎƪŀȊȅǿŀŏ ƴŀ ǎǇŜŎȅŦƛŎȊƴŜ ǇƻǘǊȊŜōȅ 
ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƴǇΦ ǿ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎȊƴŜƧΦ tǊȊȅƪƱŀŘƻǿƻ ǿƛŘƻŎȊƴȅ ōȅƱ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅ 
ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜƧ ǿ Szczecinie i Krakowie (budowa oczyszczalni 
ǏŎƛŜƪƽǿύΣ ǇƻŘŎȊŀǎ ƎŘȅ ǿ tƻȊƴŀƴƛǳ ƛ ¢ǊƽƧƳƛŜǏŎƛŜ ƛƴǿŜǎǘƻǿŀƴƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ǿ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ 
ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧΣ ǇƻŘƻōƴƛŜ Ƨŀƪ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘ tƻƭǎƪƛ ǿǎŎƘƻŘƴƛŜƧ όǇƻȊŀ hƭǎȊǘȅƴŜƳύΦ ½ ƪƻƭŜƛ 
ǿǎǇŀǊŎƛŜ Řƭŀ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ōȅƱƻ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊŜ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅŎƘ w regionach, w ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ 
ȊŀŎƘƻŘȊƛƱȅ ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ǊŜǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅȊŀŎƧƛ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƧ, ƴǇΦ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴŜ ǿ ǿƻƧΦ ǏƭŊǎƪƛƳ ƻǊŀȊ _ƽŘȋΦ ¢Ŝƴ ǊƻŘȊŀƧ 
ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ƳƛŀƱ Řǳȍȅ ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ǿ ƴŀƪƱŀŘŀŎƘ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘ Polski 
wschodniej (poza Olsztynem) oraz ǿ ƪƭŀǎȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ αŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǘƻǿƴǎέΣ ŎȊȅƭƛ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ǎƛƭƴƛŜ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ 
z ƧŜŘƴȅƳ ŘǳȍȅƳ ȊŀƪƱŀŘŜƳ ǇǊȊŜƳȅǎƱƻǿȅƳΣ ǘŀƪƛŎƘ Ƨŀƪ ƴǇΦ tƱƻŎƪ όǇŜǘǊƻŎƘŜƳƛŀύ ƛ ²ƱƻŎƱŀǿŜƪ όȊŀƪƱŀŘȅ 
ŀȊƻǘƻǿŜύΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƴŀ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŏ ōŀŘŀǿŎzo-ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿŊ ōȅƱ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅ ǿ ŘǿƽŎƘ 
ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ǇƻŘ ǘȅƳ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ǘƧΦ ǿ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿƛŜ ƛ YǊŀƪƻǿƛŜΦ 5ƻ ƛƴƴȅŎƘ ǎǇŜŎȅŦƛŎȊƴȅŎƘ 
ƻŘǎǘťǇǎǘǿ ƴŀƭŜȍŀƱȅ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊŜ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ƴŀ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊť ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊŜƵǎǘǿŀ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀŎȅƧƴŜƎƻ 
w Rzeszowie. Z kolei projekty ƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȊŜ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅƳ ƳƛŀƱȅ Ȋŀǳǿŀȍŀƭƴȅ ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ǿ ǿȅŘŀǘƪŀŎƘ ǿ _ƻŘȊƛΣ 
hƭǎȊǘȅƴƛŜ ƛ YǊŀƪƻǿƛŜΣ ŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ǘǳǊȅǎǘȅƪƛ ōȅƱ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊȅ Řƭŀ ¢ǊƽƧƳƛŀǎǘŀ ƛ ¢ƻǊǳƴƛŀΦ 
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² ǏǿƛŜǘƭŜ ǿȅƴƛƪƽǿ ōŀŘŀƵ ƛƭƻǏŎƛƻǿȅŎƘ Ƴƻȍna stwƛŜǊŘȊƛŏΣ ȍŜ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŀƱŀ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ 
ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƛ ǇƻǇǊŀǿť ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƧ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ ²ȅƴƛƪŀƱƻ ǘƻ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ 
ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Ȋ ǿȅǎǘŊǇƛŜƴƛŀ ǿ ōŀŘŀƴȅƳ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜ ƪƭŀǎȅŎȊƴŜƎƻ ŜŦŜƪǘǳ ǇƻǇȅǘƻǿŜƎƻ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƧŊŎŜƎƻ ƴŀ ǘȅƳΣ ȍŜ 
inwestyŎƧŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜ ǎǘǿƻǊȊȅƱȅ ǇƻǇȅǘ ƴŀ ǊƽȍƴŜƎƻ ǊƻŘȊŀƧǳ ǳǎƱǳƎƛ ƻǊŀȊ ǇǊƻŘǳƪǘȅΣ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ȋǊƽŘƱŜƳ ōŀǊŘȊƻ 
ŎȊťǎǘƻ ōȅƱƻ ŘŀƴŜ ƳƛŀǎǘƻΦ tǊȊŜƧŀǿƛŀƱƻ ǎƛť ǘƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ȊŀŀƴƎŀȍƻǿŀƴƛŜƳ ƭƻƪŀƭƴȅŎƘ ŦƛǊƳ 
i ǇǊŀŎƻǿƴƛƪƽǿ ǿ ǇǊƻŎŜǎ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧƛ ƻǊŀȊ ȊŀƪǳǇŀƳƛ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴȅmi ƴŀ ƭƻƪŀƭƴȅƳ ǊȅƴƪǳΦ 5ǳȍŊ Ǌƻƭť 
w ǘȅƳ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ƻŘŜƎǊŀƱȅ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ Ȋ ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜƧΣ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ŜŦŜƪǘȅ Ȋ ǊŜƎǳƱȅ ƴƛŜ 
ǳƧŀǿƴƛƱȅ ǎƛť ǿ ōŀŘŀƴȅƳ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜΣ ŀƭŜ ƪǘƽǊŜ ƳƛŀƱȅ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ǿȅǎƻƪƛ όǇƻƴŀŘ пл҈ύ ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ǿ ƻƎƽƭƴŜƧ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ 
ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΦ ² ǏǿƛŜǘƭŜ ōŀŘŀƵ ƛǎǘƻǘƴȅ ƻƪŀȊŀƱ ǎƛť ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧΣ ƪǘƽǊȅ ƳƽƎƱ 
ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀŏ ȊŀǊƽǿƴƻ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿƛ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ ȊŜǿƴťǘǊȊƴȅŎƘΣ Ƨŀƪ ƛ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀŎƧƛ ǿŜǿƴťǘǊȊƴŜƧ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪƛ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧΣ 
w ǘȅƳ ǿȊƳƻŎƴƛŜƴƛǳ ƧŜƧ ǊŜƭŀŎƧƛ Ȋ ƻōǎȊŀǊŜƳ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅƳ όŎƻ ƳƻƎƱƻ ǇƻŘƴƻǎƛŏ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŊ 
i ƳƛƎǊŀŎȅƧƴŊ ƴǇΦ ǳƳƻȍƭƛǿƛŀƧŊŎ ȊŀƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƻǿŀƴƛŜ ƴƻǿȅŎƘ ǘŜǊŜƴƽǿύΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇŀƳƛťǘŀŏΣ ȍŜ 
ƧŜŘƴƻȊƴŀŎȊƴŀ ƻŎŜƴŀ ǘŜƎƻ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ǿȅƳŀƎŀ ǇŜƱƴŜƧ ƻŎŜƴȅ ǎƪǳǘƪƽǿ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ǿ ƪƻƴǘŜƪǏŎƛŜ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ 
przestrzennej i transportowej danego miasta. tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ǘŜƴ ǊƻŘȊŀƧ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛΣ Ȋ ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ǎƪŀƭť ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΣ 
ǇƻŘƻōƴƛŜ Ƨŀƪ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊŀ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŀΣ ƳƛŀƱ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ ǇƻǿǎǘŀƴƛŜ ŜŦŜƪǘǳ ǇƻǇȅǘƻǿŜƎƻΦ ²ƻōŜŎ ǘŜƎƻΣ ȍŜ 
ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀ ƛ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱȅ нκо ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ 
zǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘΣ ƻƎƽƭƴŊ ǳȍȅǘŜŎȊƴƻǏŏ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ƻŎŜƴƛŏ ǿȅǎƻƪƻΦ LƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ǿ ǘȅƳ 
ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ƳƛŀƱȅ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǿȅǊŀȋƴƛŜ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ƴŀŘǊŀōƛŀƴƛŀ ȊŀƭŜƎƱƻǏŎƛΦ LŎƘ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ōȅƱŀ ƴŀƧŎȊťǏŎƛŜƧ Ǉƻ ǇǊƻǎǘǳ 
ƪƻƴƛŜŎȊƴŀ όŘƻǘȅŎȊȅ ǘƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ƻŎȊȅǎȊŎȊŀƭƴƛ ǏŎƛŜƪƽǿ ƛ ƪŀƴŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛύΦ tǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜ 
i ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜ ƳƛŀƱȅ ƴƛŜǿŊǘǇƭƛǿƛŜ ǇƻȊȅǘȅǿƴȅ ƛ Ȋŀǳǿŀȍŀƭƴȅ Řƭŀ ƻōȅǿŀǘŜƭƛ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ ƧŀƪƻǏŏ ȍȅŎƛŀΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ 
ƛŎƘ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿƛŊȊŀƱ ǎƛť ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Ȋ ŜŦŜƪǘŜƳ ǇƻǇȅǘƻǿȅƳΦ 

bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ǿǏǊƽŘ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛƛ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǿ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ ƳƛŀƱȅ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ 
ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ Ƴƛŀǎǘ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ǿǎƪŀȊŀŏ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ ǳƪƛŜǊǳƴƪƻǿŀƴŜ ƴŀ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƛ ǎŦŜǊȅ ōŀŘŀǿŎȊƻ-
ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿŜƧΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇŀƳƛťǘŀŏΣ ȍŜ ǿǇƱȅǿ ǘŜƴ ƴƛŜ ōȅƱȅ ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛ ǿ ǘȅƳ ǎŜƴǎƛŜΣ ȍŜ ƴƛŜ ǎǘǿƛŜǊŘȊƻƴƻ 
ǎǘŀǘȅǎǘȅŎȊƴŜƧ ȊŀƭŜȍƴƻǏŎƛ ǿƛŜƭƪƻǏŎƛ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ȊŜ ǿȊǊƻǎǘŜƳ ƭƛŎȊōȅ ǇǊŀŎǳƧŊŎȅŎƘ ƭǳō ƴŀƪƱŀŘŀƳƛ ƴŀ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŏ 
badawczo-ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿŊΦ ¢ȅƳ ƴƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ŘƻƳƴƛŜƳȅǿŀŏΣ ȍŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ ǘŜ ǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ǇƻŘƴƛƻǎƱȅ 
ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƳƛƎǊŀŎȅƧƴŊ όǇǊȊȅŎƛŊƎŀƴƛŜ ǿȅƪǿŀƭƛŦƛƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊŀŎƻǿƴƛƪƽǿ ƛ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘƽǿύ ƻǊŀȊ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ 
ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŊΣ ƳΦƛƴΦ ŘȊƛťƪƛ ǿȊƳƻŎƴƛŜƴƛǳ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱǳ ǎȊƪƽƱ ǿȅȍǎȊȅŎƘ ƛ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳǘƽǿ ƴŀǳƪƻǿƻ-badawczych, 
ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀƧŊŎ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿƛ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ǎŦŜǊŊ ƴŀǳƪƛ ƛ ōƛȊƴŜǎǳΦ |ǿƛŀŘŎȊŊ ƻ ǘȅƳ ǇǊȊȅƪƱŀŘȅ ǇƻŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜ Ȋ ōŀŘŀƵ 
jakƻǏŎƛƻǿȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǇƛťŎƛǳ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳΦ ² ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƻǏŎƛ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅ ǘƻ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ Ȋ ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ ǎȊƪƻƭƴƛŎǘǿŀ ǿȅȍǎȊŜƎƻΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ŘƻǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƛƱȅ Řƻ ǿȊƳƻŎƴƛŜƴƛŀ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƛ ŜŘǳƪŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ 
ǳŎȊŜƭƴƛ ȊŀǊƽǿƴƻ ǿ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ό²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŀΣ tƻȊƴŀƵΣ [ǳōƭƛƴύΣ Ƨŀƪ ƛ ǿ ƳƴƛŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ό½ƛŜƭƻƴŀ 
DƽǊŀύΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǳƪƛŜǊǳƴƪƻǿŀƴŜ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƛ ƴŀǳƪƻǿƻ-ōŀŘŀǿŎȊȅŎƘΣ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽlnie w zakresie 
ƴŀǳƪ ǏŎƛǎƱȅŎƘ ƛ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎȊƴȅŎƘΣ ōȅƱȅ ǿȅǊŀȋƴŜ ƧŜŘȅƴƛŜ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿȅ ƛ Poznania. Ponadto na wzrost 
konkurencyjnoǏŎƛ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƛ ƛŎƘ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ǇŜǿƛŜƴ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƳƛŀƱȅ ǘŀƪȍŜ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻ 
ƻǊŀȊ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘŜƭŜƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘȅŎȊƴŜƧ ƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊŜƵǎǘǿŀ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀŎȅƧƴŜƎƻΣ Ŏƻ ǳǿƛŘŀŎȊƴƛŀ ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛ 
ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƛ Ŏƻ ǿƛŊȍŜ ǎƛť ǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ Ȋ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŀƳƛ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎȅƳƛ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛΦ 

5ƻǏŏ ƛǎǘƻǘƴŜ, ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ǿ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ǇǊȊŜŎƘƻŘȊŊŎȅŎƘ ǊŜǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅȊŀŎƧť ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŊ, ōȅƱȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ 
ǇƻǏǿƛťŎƻƴŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿƛ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŎƘΦ bƛŜ ǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƛƱȅ ƻƴŜ Ŏƻ ǇǊŀǿŘŀ Řƻ ǿȅǊŀȋƴȅŎƘ ȊƳƛŀƴ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ 
ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƧΣ ŀƭŜ ƳƻƎƱȅ ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀŏ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŜ ƧŀƪƻǏŎƛ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻ όǿȊǊƻǎǘ ƭƛŎȊōȅ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘƽǿύ ƛ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ 
ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧΦ 

² ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿŀ ǳȍȅǘŜŎȊƴƻǏŏ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳŜ ƳƛƪǊƻ όŘŀƴŜƎƻ 
ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿŀύ ōȅƱŀ ƻŎȊȅǿƛǏŎƛŜ ǿȅǊŀȋƴŀΣ ƴƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƧ ƻŎŜƴƛŏ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ƴŀ ŎŀƱŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘƻ 
z ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ǊŀŎȊŜƧ ƳŀƱŊ ǎƪŀƭť ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛΦ tǊŀǿŘƻǇƻŘƻōƴŊ ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴŊ ōȅƱƻ ǘƻΣ ȍŜ ȊƴŀŎȊƴŀ ŎȊťǏŏ pomocy 
ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ǳŘȊƛŜƭƻƴŀ ŘǳȍȅƳ ŦƛǊƳƻƳΣ Ŏƻ ƳƻƎƱƻ ǎǇƻǿŀƭƴƛŀŏ ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ǊŜǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅȊŀŎƧƛΣ ŎƘƻŏ ƳƛŀƱƻ ǇŜǿƛŜƴ ǿǇƱȅǿ 
ƴŀ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧť ƴŀ Ǌȅƴƪǳ ǇǊŀŎȅΦ WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ Řƭŀ a{t ƳƻƎƱȅ ǳƭŜŎ Ȋōȅǘ ŘǳȍŜƳǳ ǊƻȊǇǊƻǎȊŜƴƛǳΣ Ŏƻ 
w ȊŜǎǘŀǿƛŜƴƛǳ Ȋ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪŊ ǎƪŀƭŊ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ǿ ǇƻǊƽǿƴŀƴƛǳ Řƻ ƻƎƽƱǳ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǎŜƪǘƻǊȊŜ 
ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ƳƻƎƱƻ ǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƛŏ Řƻ ōǊŀƪǳ ǎǘŀǘȅǎǘȅŎȊƴŜƎƻ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƴŀ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƛ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ miast. 

½ ƪƻƭŜƛ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱŜ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿΣ ǿ ǘȅƳ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧΣ ǘǳǊȅǎǘȅƪƛ ƻǊŀȊ ƴŀ 
planowanie i projekty rewitalizacyjne, ƳƛŀƱȅ ǿ ǳƧťŎƛǳ ƛƭƻǏŎƛƻǿȅƳ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƻƴȅ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ 
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ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƛ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ Ŏƻ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ŘǿƽŎƘ ƻǎǘŀǘƴƛŎƘ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛƛ ǿȅƴƛƪŀƱƻ ƳƛťŘȊȅ 
ƛƴƴȅƳƛ ȊŜ ǎȊŎȊǳǇƱƻǏŎƛ ȊŀŀƴƎŀȍƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿΦ 

 

{tjWbh|0 {th_9/½b!  

{ȊŎȊŜƎƽƱƻǿŀ ƻŎŜƴŀ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ publicznej na ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŏ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŊ polskich Ƴƛŀǎǘ ōȅƱŀ 
trudnym zadaniem z ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ Ǌƽȍƴȅ ȊŀǎƛťƎ ǘŜǊȅǘorialny ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΦ ²ƛťƪǎȊƻǏŏΣ ōƻ ŀȍ рр҈ 
ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ǳƪƛŜǊǳƴƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ƴŀ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ zagospodarowano na poziomie ponadlokalnym 
w ramŀŎƘ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƪǊŀƧƻǿȅŎƘ ƭǳō ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘΦ hŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǇƻƴŀŘƭƻƪŀƭƴȅŎƘ ƧŜǎǘ 
Ȋŀǳǿŀȍalne przede wszystkim w odniesieniu do edukacji na poziomie podstawowym i ǏǊŜŘƴƛƳΣ 
w ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƻǏŎƛ ȊŀǏ dotyczy informatyzacji i podniesienia ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘƽǿ ǿ ŜŘǳƪŀŎƧƛΦ .ƛƻǊŊŎ ǇƻŘ ǳǿŀƎť 
ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ ƛ ǎƛƱť ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ǎǘǿƛŜǊŘȊƛŏΣ ȍŜ ǿ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ 
ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛƱȅ ǎƛť ƻƴŜ Řƻ ǇƻǇǊŀǿȅ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛ ƪƻōƛŜǘ ƴŀ Ǌȅƴƪǳ ǇǊŀŎȅ ƻǊŀȊ Řƻ ȊǿƛťƪǎȊŜƴƛŀ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ ǳǎƱǳƎ 
ƳŜŘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘΦ ² ǏǊŜŘƴƛƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ ǿǇƱȅƴťƱȅ ƴŀ ǇƻǇǊŀǿť ŘƻǎǘťǇǳ Řƻ ȊŀǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƴƛŀ ƻǊŀȊ ǇƻŘƴƛŜǎƛŜƴƛŜ ƧŀƪƻǏŎƛ 
ŜŘǳƪŀŎƧƛΣ ŀ ǎǘƻǎǳƴƪƻǿƻ ƴŀƧǎƱŀōƛŜƧ ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛƱȅ ǎƛť Řƻ ƭƛƪǿƛŘƻǿŀƴƛŀ ȊƧŀǿƛǎƪŀ ǿȅƪƭǳŎȊŜƴƛŀ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƎƻΦ 
W ǎŦŜǊȊŜ ƪǳƭǘǳǊȅ ƛ ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛŜƎƻ ǇƻŘƴƻǎȊŜƴƛŀ ŘƻōǊƻōȅǘǳ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ όǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ǿȅƴŀƎǊƻŘȊŜƵύ 
ƻŘƴƻǘƻǿŀƴƻ ōǊŀƪ ƛǎǘƻǘƴŜƎƻ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΦ 

bŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ŀǎǇŜƪǘƽǿ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ ȊƛŘŜƴǘȅŦƛƪƻǿŀƴƻ ƛǎǘƻǘƴȅ ǿǇƱȅǿ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ 
z ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ Ǌȅƴƪǳ ǇǊŀŎȅ ƴŀ ŀƪǘȅǿƛȊŀŎƧť ƻǎƽō ōƛŜǊƴȅŎƘ ȊŀǿƻŘƻǿƻ ƛ ŘƱǳƎotrwale bezrobotnych, 
w ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƻǏŎƛ ȊŀǏ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ǿȅǎƻƪŊ ǎƪǳǘŜŎȊƴƻǏŏ ŘǳȍȅŎƘΣ ǎȅǎǘŜƳƻǿȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ przez 
ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜ ǎƱǳȍōȅ ȊŀǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƴƛŀΦ ² ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ȊǿƛťƪǎȊŀƴƛŀ ŘƻǎǘťǇǳ Řƻ ǳǎƱǳƎ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅŎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧŜ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ 
Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛƱȅ ǎƛť ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Řƻ ȊǿƛťƪǎȊŜƴƛŀ ŘƻǎǘťǇǳ Řƻ ǎǇŜŎƧŀƭƛǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ ǳǎƱǳƎ 
medycznych (diagnostyka, terapia), jednak efŜƪǘȅ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ǎŊ ƻǎƱŀōƛŀƴŜ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǎǇƻǎƽō ŦǳƴƪŎƧƻƴƻǿŀƴƛŀ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜƧ ǎƱǳȍōȅ ȊŘǊƻǿƛŀ όbC½ύΦ GrupŀƳƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅƳƛΣ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧŀ ǳƭŜƎƱŀ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊŜƧ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŜ 
w ǿȅƴƛƪǳ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ōȅƱȅ ƪƻōƛŜǘȅΣ ǳŎȊƴƛƻǿƛŜΣ ǎǘǳŘŜƴŎƛ ƛ ŀōǎƻƭǿŜƴŎƛΦ ² ƳƴƛŜƧǎȊȅƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ 
ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǘƻ ƻǎƽō ȊŀƎǊƻȍƻƴȅŎƘ ǿȅƪƭǳŎȊŜƴƛŜƳ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅƳ ƻǊŀȊ ƻǎƽō ƴƛŜǇŜƱƴƻǎǇǊŀǿƴȅŎƘΦ 

 

REWITALIZACJA 

tǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱȅ ƧŜŘȅƴƛŜ ƳŀƱŊ ŎȊťǏŏ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘΦ 
{ǘƻǎǳƴƪƻǿƻ ƳŀƱŜ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ƻǊŀȊ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪŀ ƭƛŎȊōŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǎǇƻǿƻŘƻǿŀƱȅ ǿȅǊŀȋƴŜ ǊƻȊǇǊƻǎȊŜƴƛŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛΣ 
Ŏƻ ƴƛŜƧŀƪƻ Ȋ ƎƽǊȅ ǇǊȊŜǎŊŘȊŀ ƻ ǎƪŀƭƛ ŜŦŜƪǘƽǿΦ ² ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴƻ фф ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ 
ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘΦ bŀƧǿƛťŎŜƧ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ǿȅƪƻƴŀƴƻ ǿ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿƛŜ ς ммΦ ² ǎǘƻƭƛŎȅ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ 
ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊŜ ōȅƱȅ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ƴŀ ǘŜƎƻ ǘȅǇǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ όмоу Ƴƭƴ ȊƱΦύΦ ² ƪƻƴǳǊōŀŎƧƛ ǏƭŊǎƪƛŜƧ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴƻ 
10 ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƴŀ ƱŊŎȊƴŊ ƪǿƻǘť тм Ƴƭƴ ȊƱ όо ǿ .ȅǘƻƳƛǳΣ н ǿ /ƘƻǊȊƻǿƛŜΣ н ǿ {ƻǎƴƻǿŎǳΣ ŀ ǿ DƭƛǿƛŎŀŎƘΣ 
WŀǿƻǊȊƴƛŜ ƛ wǳŘȊƛŜ |ƭŊǎƪƛŜƧ Ǉƻ ƧŜŘƴȅƳύΦ bŀƧǿƛťŎŜƧ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ƻōƛŜƪǘƽǿ ǳȍȅǘƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ 
ǇǊȊŜȊ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧŜ ƪǳƭǘǳǊȅ όнсύ ƛ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧŜ ƳǳȊŜŀƭƴŜ όнлύΦ [ƛŎȊƴŊ ƎǊǳǇť όмнύ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ 
ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƛ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜƧΦ мм ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ōǳŘȅƴƪƽǿ ǳȍȅǘƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜȊ 
ǎȊƪƻƱȅ ǿȅȍǎȊŜΦ мл ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ōǳŘȅƴƪƽǿ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƭƴȅŎƘ ƭǳō ǳǎƱǳƎƻǿȅŎƘΦ wŜƴƻǿŀŎƧŀ 
ƻōƛŜƪǘƽǿ ǎŀƪǊŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŀ ōȅƱŀ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ф ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΦ у ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƻōƧťƱƻ ōǳŘȅƴƪƛ ǳȍȅǘƪƻǿŀƴŜ 
w ǎȊŜǊƻƪƻ ǊƻȊǳƳƛŀƴȅŎƘ ŎŜƭŀŎƘ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅŎƘΦ о ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱȅ ōŜȊǇƛŜŎȊŜƵǎǘǿŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴego. 

²ƛťƪǎȊƻǏŏ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ȊŀƪƭŀǎȅŦƛƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ Ƨŀƪƻ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ ƴƛŜ ǿǇƛǎȅǿŀƱƻ ǎƛť ǿ ǇƻƧťŎƛŜ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ 
ƪƻƳǇƭŜƪǎƻǿŜƧΣ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƧŊŎŜƧ ƴŀ ǇǊȊŜƪǎȊǘŀƱŎŀƴƛǳ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅŎƘ ƻǊŀȊ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘΤ ōȅƱȅ 
one raczej inwestycjami remontowo-modernizacyjƴȅƳƛΦ hƎƽƭƴŜ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǎƪƭŀǎȅŦƛƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ 
Ƨŀƪƻ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ ǿ ǎƪŀƭƛ ƪǊŀƧƻǿŜƧ ƧŜǎǘ ƳŀƱŜΣ ŎƘƻŏ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǿ ǿƛťƪǎȊƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŀƱȅ 
ȊŘŜŎȅŘƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǇƻȊȅǘȅǿƴȅ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊŜ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜ ƭǳō ƴŀǿŜǘ ƴŀ ŎŀƱŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘƻ όǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ƻōŜƧƳǳƧŜ ǘƻ 
projŜƪǘȅ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƛ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴȅŎƘύΦ tŜǊǎǇŜƪǘȅǿť нллп-нллс Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ Ƴƻȍƴŀ 
ǘǊŀƪǘƻǿŀŏ Ƨŀƪƻ ǿǎǘťǇ Řƻ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ wŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ōȅƱŀ ǘŜƳŀǘŜƳ ƴƻǿȅƳΣ ǎƱŀōƻ ȊƴŀƴȅƳΣ 
a Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ŘƻǇƛŜǊƻ ȊŀŎȊȅƴŀƱȅ ǇǊȊȅƎƻǘƻǿȅǿŀŏ Ǉƭŀƴȅ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊacji. Z biegiem lat sytuacja w tym zakresie 
ȊƴŀŎȊŊŎƻ ǎƛť ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŀΦ {ǘŊŘ ǘŜȍ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ƻŎȊŜƪƛǿŀŏΣ ȍŜ ǿ ƳƛŀǊť ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴƛŀ ƴƻǿȅŎƘ ƛƴƛŎƧŀǘȅǿ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ 
ǎǘŀƴƛŜ ǎƛť ōŀǊŘȊƛŜƧ ƪƻƳǇƭŜƪǎƻǿŀΦ 
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SUBURBANIZACJA 

{ǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧŀ όƳƛƎǊŀŎƧŀ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ Ȋ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭƴȅŎƘ Řƻ ǎǘref podmiejskich) jest procesem nieuniknionym, 
ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊŎȅƳ ƪƻƴǎŜƪǿŜƴŎƧť ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƎƻ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ 
ƻǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘ ƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘΦ ² ȊǿƛŊȊƪǳ Ȋ ǘȅƳ ǿǎȊŜƭƪƛŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ 
centralnych i ǎǘǊŜŦŀŎƘ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ƳƻƎŊ ƧŜŘȅƴƛŜ ƴŜǳǘǊŀƭƛȊƻǿŀŏ ƛ ȊŀǇƻōƛŜƎŀŏ ƧŜƧ ƴŜƎŀǘȅǿƴȅƳ ǎƪǳǘƪƻƳΣ 
ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅƳ ƎƱƽǿƴƛŜ Ȋ ǊƻȊǇǊŀǎȊŀƴƛŜƳ ȊŀōǳŘƻǿȅΦ ²ǇƱȅǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ нллп-нллс ƴŀ ǇǊȊŜŎƛǿŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŜ 
ƴŜƎŀǘȅǿƴȅƳ ǎƪǳǘƪƻƳ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ƻōŜƧƳƻǿŀƱ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧť ǿ ƎƳƛƴŀŎƘ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ Ȋ ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ 
ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ όƎƱƽǿƴƛŜ ŘǊƻƎƻǿŜƧΣ ŀƭŜ ǘŀƪȍŜ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘǳ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜƎƻύΣ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƻǿŜƧ 
ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ όǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ŜŘǳƪŀŎȅƧƴŜƧΣ ȊŘǊƻǿƻǘƴŜƧ ƛ ƪǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƴŜƧύ ƻǊŀȊ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ 
ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜƧ όǿ ƎƱƽǿƴŜƧ ƳƛŜǊȊe kanalizacyjnej i ǿƻŘƻŎƛŊƎƻǿŜƧύΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ȊŀǳǿŀȍȅŏΣ ȍŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ 
ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ǎǘǊŜŦŀŎƘ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ǎƪǳǇƛŀƱȅ ǎƛť ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ƴŀ ȊŀǎǇƻƪŀƧŀƴƛǳ ōƛŜȍŊŎȅŎƘ ǇƻǘǊȊŜō 
ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿΣ ȊŀǏ ǿǏǊƽŘ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƽǿ ǎƪƱŀƴƛŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǿƱŀŘȊŜ ƭƻƪŀƭƴŜ Řƻ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǘȅŎƘ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧƛ Ǉrocesy 
ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ ƳƛŀƱȅ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ ŘǊǳƎƻǊȊťŘƴŜΣ ŀ ƴƛŜƪƛŜŘȅ ǿǊťŎȊ ƳŀǊƎƛƴŀƭƴŜ. ² ǇǊȊŜǿŀȍŀƧŊŎŜƧ ǿƛťƪǎȊƻǏŎƛ 
ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪƽǿ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴŜ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴŜ ƎƳƛƴȅ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜ ƴƛŜ ōȅƱȅ ǿ ȍŀŘŜƴ ǎǇƻǎƽō 
skoordynowane ς ani w ramach stref suburbanizacyjnychΣ ŀƴƛ ŎŀƱȅŎƘ ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘΦ bƛŜ 
ǿǇƛǎȅǿŀƱȅ ǎƛť ǘŀƪȍŜ ǿ ǎȊŜǊǎȊȅ ƪƻƴǘŜƪǎǘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƧ ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘΣ ƎŘȅȍ ǘŀƪŀ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪŀ 
ǿ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ǿŀǊǳƴƪŀŎƘ ǇǊŀƪǘȅŎȊƴƛŜ ƴƛŜ ƛǎǘƴƛŜƧŜΦ 5ƭŀǘŜƎƻ ǘŜȍ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ƳƻƎƱȅ ƧŜŘȅƴƛŜ ŘƻǊŀȋƴƛŜ 
ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŀŏ ǿŀǊǳƴƪƛ ȍȅŎƛŀ ƛ ƴŀŘǊŀōƛŀŏ ǿƛŜƭƻƭŜǘƴƛŜ ȊŀƴƛŜŘōŀƴƛŀ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŜΣ ƴƛŜ ǊƻȊǿƛŊȊǳƧŊŎ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǿ ǎǇƻǎƽō 
ƪƻƳǇƭŜƪǎƻǿȅ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳƽǿ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ Ȋ ƴŜƎŀǘȅǿƴȅƳƛ ǎƪǳǘƪŀƳƛ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛΦ {ȅǘǳŀŎƧŀ ǘŀƪŀ ǿȅǎǘťǇƻǿŀƱŀ 
ƴŀǿŜǘ ǿ ƻōǎȊŀǊŀŎƘ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘΣ ǿ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ Ƨǳȍ ǿ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ нллн-2005 
ǇǊȊȅƧƳƻǿŀƱȅ ȊƴŀŎȊŊŎŜ ǊƻȊƳƛŀǊȅ όƴǇΦ ǿ ǎǘǊŜŦƛŜ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ tƻȊƴŀƴƛŀύΦ 9ŦŜƪǘȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱȅ ȊŀǘŜƳ 
ƧŜŘȅƴƛŜ ǿȅōǊŀƴȅŎƘΣ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪƛŎƘ ŦǊŀƎƳŜƴǘƽǿ ǎǘǊŜŦ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘΣ ǊȊŀŘƪƻ ǇǊȊŜƪǊŀŎȊŀƧŊŎ ƎǊŀƴƛŎŜ 
ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ƎƳin. Inwestycje takie, nie wsparte regulacjami prawnymi w zakresie zintegrowanego 
Ǉƭŀƴƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƎƻ ǿ ǎƪŀƭƛ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴŜƧΣ Ƨŀƪ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ȊŀȊǿȅŎȊŀƧ ƴƛŜ ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛŀƧŊŎŜ ǇǊȊȅǎȊƱȅŎƘ 
ȊƧŀǿƛǎƪ ƛ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-gospodarczych (np. przyrost liczby dzieci w ƎƳƛƴŀŎƘ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘύΣ ƴƛŜ ōȅƱȅ 
w ǎǘŀƴƛŜ ǎƪǳǘŜŎȊƴƛŜ ƛ ŘƱǳƎƻŦŀƭƻǿƻ ȊŀǇƻōƛŜƎŀŏ ƴŜƎŀǘȅǿƴȅƳ ǎƪǳǘƪƻƳ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘΦ 
bƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťǿȊƛťŎƛŀ ǘŜ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŀƱȅ ƧŀƪƻǏŏ ƛ ǿŀǊǳƴƪƛ ȍȅŎƛŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ ǎǘǊŜŦ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘΣ 
ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛŀƱȅ ǎƛť Řƻ ȊƳƴƛŜƧǎȊŜƴƛŀ ǇǊŜǎƧƛ ƴŀ ƭƻƪŀƭƴŜ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻ ǇǊȊȅǊƻŘƴƛŎȊŜ όǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ Ȋ ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ 
ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜƧύΣ Ƨŀƪ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀƱȅ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŜ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƴƛƻǿŜƧ ƎƳƛƴΦ ² przypadku 
ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ǘŜ ƳƻƎŊ ȊǿƛťƪǎȊŀŏ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƎƳƛƴȅ Ƨŀƪƻ ŎŀƱƻǏŎƛ, ǘȊƴΦ ƳƻƎŊ 
ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛŀŏ ǎƛť Řƻ ƴŀǎƛƭŀƴƛŀ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘΣ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǿ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪƛƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ ǿǇƱȅǿŀƧŊ ƴŀ 
ȊŀǇƻōƛŜƎŀƴƛŜ Ǉƻǿǎǘŀǿŀƴƛǳ ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ǊƻȊǇǊƻǎȊƻƴŜƧ ȊŀōǳŘƻǿȅΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ǿ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊť 
ŘǊƻƎƻǿŊ ƛ ǿƻŘƴƻ-ƪŀƴŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŊΣ ȊŜ ǿȊƎƭťŘǳ ƴŀ ǎǿƽƧ ƭƛƴƛƻǿȅ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊΣ ƳƻƎŊ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǎȊƱƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛŀŏ ǎƛť 
Řƻ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊŀƴƛŀ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǊƻȊǇǊŀǎȊŀƴƛŀ ȊŀōǳŘƻǿȅ ǇƻǇǊȊŜȊ ȊǿƛťƪǎȊŜƴƛŜ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƴƛƻǿŜƧ 
ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ǇǊȊŜȊ ƴƛŜ ƻōǎƱǳƎƛǿŀƴȅŎƘΦ 

 

DYFUZJA ROZWOJU MIAST 

²ƛŜƭƪƻǏŏ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ƴƛŜ ƳƛŀƱŀ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƴŀ ȊŀŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜ 
procesy dekoncentracji metroǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴŜƧ όǿ ǳƪƱŀŘȊƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘƻ-obszar metropolitalny) i regionalnej 
ƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀŎƧƛ όǿ ǳƪƱŀŘȊƛŜ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŀ-ǊŜƎƛƻƴύ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛΣ ǇƻŘƳƛƻǘƽǿ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘ ƻǊŀȊ ƳƛŜƧǎŎ ǇǊŀŎȅΦ 
WyjŊǘƪƛŜƳ ōȅƱƻ ǿȅǎǘťǇƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǎƱŀōŜƧ ƪƻǊŜƭŀŎƧƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ǿȅǎƻƪƻǏŎƛŊ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘury 
ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ƴŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎŀ ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴŊ ŘŜƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀŎƧŊ ƳƛŜƧǎŎ ǇǊŀŎȅ ǿ ǎŜƪǘƻǊȊŜ ƘŀƴŘƭǳ ƛ ƴŀǇǊŀǿΦ 
IƛǇƻǘŜǘȅŎȊƴƛŜ ƳƻƎƱƻ ǘƻ ƻȊƴŀŎȊŀŏΣ ȍŜ ƴŀ ǎƪǳǘŜƪ ƭƻƪŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ŎŜƴǘǊƽǿ ƘŀƴŘƭƻǿȅŎƘ ǿ ǎǘǊŜŦƛŜ 
ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ ƴƛŜƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ, ƴŀǎǘťǇƻǿŀƱ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ƻōŎƛŊȍŜƴƛŀ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧΣ Ŏƻ ƳƻƎƱƻ 
ǎƪƱŀƴƛŀŏ ǿƱŀŘȊŜ ǘȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ Řƻ ǇǊȊŜȊƴŀŎȊŀƴƛŀ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƴŀ ǊƻȊōǳŘƻǿť ƛ ǳǎǇǊŀǿƴƛŜƴƛŜ ƛǎǘƴƛŜƧŊŎŜƎƻ 
ǳƪƱŀŘǳ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƎƻΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ƧŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǇŀƳƛťǘŀŏ ƻ ǘȅƳΣ ȍŜ ƎƱƽǿƴȅƳ ƛƴǎǘǊǳƳŜƴǘŜƳ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƴŀ 
ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴŜƧ ŘŜƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀŎƧƛ ǎŊ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ǊȅƎƻǊȅǎǘȅŎȊƴƛŜ ǎǘƻǎƻǿŀƴŜ ǊŜƎǳƭŀŎƧŜ 
planistyczne, a nie projekty inwestycyjneΣ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ȊŀƪǊŜǎ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ ƧŜǎǘ ŘƻǏŏ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƻƴȅΦ  

tƻŘǎǳƳƻǿǳƧŊŎ, ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ȊƳƛŀƴ ǊƻȊƳƛŜǎȊŎȊŜƴƛŀ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ ƛ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ƻǊŀȊ ƳƛŜƧǎŎ ǇǊŀŎȅ ǿ ǳƪƱŀŘȊƛŜ 
miasto-region i metropolia-ǊŜƎƛƻƴ ǿȅƴƛƪŀƱȅ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Ȋ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎƧƛ ƛ ȊŀŎƘƻǿŀƵ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅŎƘ 
ƧŜŘƴƻǎǘŜƪ ƛ ŘŜŎȅŘŜƴǘƽǿΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǘȅƭƪƻ Řƻ ǇŜǿƴŜƎƻ ǎǘƻǇƴƛŀ ƳƻƎƱȅ ōȅŏ ƳƻŘȅŦƛƪƻǿŀƴŜ ǇǊȊŜȊ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ 



 
 

OCENA ²t_¸²¦ POLITYKI {tjWbh|/L NA wh½²jW MIAST POLSKICH 

 
8 

ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛΦ bƛŜ ƻȊƴŀŎȊŀ ǘƻΣ ȍŜ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ƴƛŜ ƳƛŀƱȅ ȍŀŘƴŜƎƻ 
ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƴŀ ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ŘȅŦǳȊƧƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ŀƭŜ ȍŜ ƴƛŜ ƧŜǎǘ ƳƻȍƭƛǿŜ ƧŜƎƻ ǿȅƪŀȊŀƴƛŜ ǿ ƳŀƪǊƻǎƪŀƭƛΦ  

Natomiast na podstawie ōŀŘŀƵ ŀƴƪƛŜǘƻǿȅŎƘ ƎƳƛƴ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ǎǘǿƛŜǊŘȊƛŏΣ ȍŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŀ 
ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴŀ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŀƱŀ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇŜǿƛŜƴ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƴŀ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧť 
ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛŎȊƴŊ ǿ ƛŎƘ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛǳΦ ¢ȅƳ ƴƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ŘƻƪƱŀŘƴƛŜƧǎȊŀ ƻŎŜƴŀ ǘŜƎƻ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƧŜǎǘ ŘƻǏŏ trudna. 
hƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǊȊŜŎȊ ǳƧƳǳƧŊŎ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ōȅƱƻ ƴŀƧǎƛƭƴƛŜƧ ȊŀǳǿŀȍŀƴŜ ǿ ƎƳƛƴŀŎƘ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅŎƘ 
w ƻŘƭŜƎƱƻǏŎƛ Řƻ ор ƪƳ ƻŘ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŜƎƻΣ Ŏƻ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ 
ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧΣ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜƧΣ ŀƭŜ ǘŀƪȍŜ ǿǎǇŀǊŎƛŀ ŦƛǊƳ ƛ ǎǘǊŜŦȅ .ҌwΦ aƻƎƱƻ ǘƻ ǏǿƛŀŘŎȊȅŏ ƻ ƪǎȊǘŀƱǘƻǿŀƴƛǳ ǎƛť 
ŦǳƴƪŎƧƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘΣ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȅȊǳƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǎƛť ǿǎǇƽƭƴȅƳ ǿȅƪƻǊȊȅǎǘŀƴƛŜƳ ǇǊȊŜȊ ƎƳƛƴȅ 
ǇŜǿƴȅŎƘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘƽǿ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ƻǊŀȊ ǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťǘȅƳƛ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴƛŀƳƛ ƪooperacyjnymi firm. Natomiast 
w ƻŘƭŜƎƱƻǏŎƛ 35-тр ƪƳ ƻŘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘ ǿȅǊŀȋƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ōȅƱƻ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ 
z ǊƻȊǿƻƧŜƳ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻ ƻǊŀȊ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧΣ Ŏƻ ƳƻƎƱƻ ǏǿƛŀŘŎȊȅŏ ƻ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŜ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ 
ǊƽȍƴŜƎƻ ǊƻŘȊŀƧǳ ǳǎƱǳƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴȅŎƘ ƻŦŜǊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜȊ ƳƛŀǎǘƻΦ ½ ƪƻƭŜƛ ǿ ƴŀƧōŀǊŘȊƛŜƧ ǇŜǊȅŦŜǊȅƧƴȅŎƘ ŎȊťǏŎƛŀŎƘ 
ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊǘǿ ŘƻǎǘǊȊŜƎŀƴƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ Ȋ ǊƻȊǿƻƧŜƳ 
infrastruktury teleinformacyjnej oraz turystyki. 

²ǇƱȅǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƛŜƴƛŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǿ ǎŊǎƛŜŘȊǘǿƛŜ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱ 
ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧΦ tǊȊȅǇǳǎȊŎȊŀƭƴƛŜ ƳƻƎƱƻ ǎƛť ǘƻ ǿƛŊȊŀŏ albo ς 
ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ς Ȋ ǇƻǇǊŀǿŊ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ƎƳƛƴ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ǘȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ όƴǇΦ ōǳŘƻǿŀ ŘǊƽƎ 
wylotowych z miasta) lub ς ǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ς ȊŜ ǿȊǊƻǎǘŜƳ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎȅƧƴŜƧ ŎŀƱŜƎƻ ǊŜƎƛƻƴǳ ŘȊƛťƪƛ 
ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧƻƳ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇǊȊȅǇǳǎȊŎȊŀŏΣ ȍŜ ǿ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ǘŀ ƻŎŜƴŀ ƳƻƎƱŀ ǿȅƴƛƪŀŏ Ȋ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ 
ǇƻȊŀƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧΦ bƛŜȊŀƭŜȍƴƛŜ ƻŘ ǘŜƎƻ, ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀƱ 
ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿƛ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ Ȋ ƳƛŀǎǘŜƳ ǿ ǇƻǎǘŀŎƛ ŎƻŘȊƛŜƴƴȅŎƘ ŘƻƧŀȊŘƽǿ Řƻ ǇǊŀŎȅ ƻǊŀȊ ǎȊƪƽƱ ǏǊŜŘƴƛŎƘΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ Řƻ 
ǇŜǿƴŜƎƻ ǎǘƻǇƴƛŀ ƳƽƎƱ ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀŏ ƭƻƪŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ Ŧƛƭƛƛ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘ ǿ ƛŎƘ 
ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊȅƳ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛǳΦ  

Istotnym z pŜǊǎǇŜƪǘȅǿȅ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ƎƳƛƴ ǊƻŘȊŀƧŜƳ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ōȅƱȅ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ǇǊȊŜȊƴŀŎȊƻƴŜ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ 
ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻΦ tǊŀǿŘƻǇƻŘƻōƴƛŜ ŎȊŜǏŏ Ȋ ǘȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƳƛŀƱŀ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ǇƻƴŀŘƭƻƪŀƭƴȅΣ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅ 
z ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊƻǿŀƴƛŜƳ ƪǳǊǎƽǿ ƭǳō ǎȊƪƻƭŜƵ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴȅŎƘ Řƭŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ ǎŊǎƛŀŘǳƧŊŎȅŎƘ Ǉƻǿƛŀǘƽǿ ƭǳō ŎŀƱŜƎƻ 
ǊŜƎƛƻƴǳΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ǘŜ ǿǎǇƻƳŀƎŀƱȅ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ǎȊƪƻƭƴƛŎǘǿŀ ǿȅȍǎȊŜƎƻ ƛ ǏǊŜŘƴƛŜƎƻΣ Ȋ ƪǘƽǊŜƎƻ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ 
ƪƻǊȊȅǎǘŀƭƛ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎȅ ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿ ƻǘŀŎȊŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ŘǳȍŜ ƳƛŀǎǘŀΦ ² ŜŦŜƪŎƛŜ ǘŜƴ ǊƻŘȊŀƧ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ƳƽƎƱ 
ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛŀŏ ǎƛť Řƻ ǇƻǇǊŀǿȅ ƧŀƪƻǏŎƛ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻΣ ǿ ǘȅƳ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ƪǿŀƭƛŦƛƪŀŎƧƛ ǇǊŀŎƻǿƴƛƪƽǿ 
w ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ bŀƭŜȍȅ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇƻŘƪǊŜǏƭƛŏΣ ȍŜ ǿ ƻŎŜƴƛŜ ƎƳƛƴ ǎǘŀƴ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŎƘ ǿŎƛŊȍ ƴƛŜ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ Řƻ 
ich najmocniejszych stron. 

W ocenie badanych gmin inwestycje w zakresie infrastruktury sǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ ς ǎȊƪƻƱȅΣ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧŜ ƪǳƭǘury 
i ǇƭŀŎƽǿƪƛ ƻŎƘǊƻƴȅ ȊŘǊƻǿƛŀ ς ǿǇƱȅǿŀƱȅ ƴŀ ǇƻǇǊŀǿť ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ ǳǎƱǳƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴȅŎƘ ǿ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ WŜǎǘ 
ǘƻ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ƛǎǘƻǘƴŜ ōƛƻǊŊŎ ǇƻŘ ǳǿŀƎťΣ ȍŜ ǿƱŀǏŎƛǿƛŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ ƎƳƛƴȅ ōƛƻǊŊŎŜ ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ǿ ōŀŘŀƴƛǳ ȊŀǳǿŀȍŀƱȅ 
dojazdy sǿƻƛŎƘ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ Řƻ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘ ǿ ŎŜƭǳ ǎƪƻǊȊȅǎǘŀƴƛǳ Ȋ ǘȅŎƘ ǳǎƱǳƎΦ WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǇƻŘ 
ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ ǳǎƱǳƎ ƎƳƛƴȅ ƻŘƴƻǘƻǿŀƱȅ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊŊ ǇƻǇǊŀǿť ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛΣ ƴŀ Ŏƻ ǇŜǿƛŜƴ ǿǇƱȅǿ ƳƛŀƱȅ 
ǘŜȍ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀstacƘΦ WŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƻ ǘȅƭŜ ƛǎǘƻǘƴŜΣ ȍŜ 
w ƻŎŜƴƛŜ ƎƳƛƴ ǿŀǊǳƴƪƛ ȍȅŎƛŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ ōȅƱȅ ƛǎǘƻǘƴȅƳ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛŜƳ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ inwestycyjnej. bŀƭŜȍȅ 
ƧŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǇŀƳƛťǘŀŏΣ ȍŜ ǇƻǇǊŀǿŀ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛ ƎƳƛƴ ǇƻŘ ǘȅƳ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ǿȅƴƛƪŀƱŀ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ Ȋ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ 
ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ ǿ ƳniŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀŎƘ ǇƻǿƛŀǘƻǿȅŎƘΦ  

5ƻǏŏ ǎƱŀōƻ ƴŀ ǘƭŜ ǇƻǿȅȍǎȊȅŎƘ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛƛ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛ ƻŎŜƴƛƻƴȅ ȊƻǎǘŀƱ ǿǇƱȅǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǿ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ǿǎǇŀǊŎƛŀ Řƭŀ 
ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿΦ ² ƻŎŜƴƛŜ ƎƳƛƴ ǇƻƳƻŎ ǎƪƛŜǊƻǿŀƴŀ Řƻ ŦƛǊƳ ƴƛŜ ǎǇƻǿƻŘƻǿŀƱŀ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǎƛŜŎƛ ƪƻƻǇŜǊŀŎƧƛ 
w skali ponadlokalnej, ani wzrostu zaawansowania technologicznego lokalnych firm. Tym niemniej gminy 
ŘƻǎǘǊȊŜƎŀƱȅ ǇŜǿƛŜƴ ǿǇƱȅǿ ǘȅŎƘ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧƛ ƴŀ ƪƻƴŘȅŎƧť ǎŜƪǘƻǊŀ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿΣ ŀƭŜ ǇǊȊȅ ǿŎƛŊȍ ȊŀǳǿŀȍŀƭƴŜƧ 
ǎƱŀōƻǏŎƛ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧƻƴŀƭƴŜƎƻ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŀ ōƛȊƴŜǎǳΦ ² ŜŦŜƪŎƛŜ ƴƛŜƪǘƽǊŜ ƎƳƛƴȅ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴŜ ǿ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛǳ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ 
ƻŘƴƻǘƻǿŀƱȅ ǇƻƎƻǊǎȊŜƴƛŜ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛ ǿ ǎŜƪǘƻǊȊŜ ƭƻƪŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿΣ ŎƘƻŏ Ȋ ŘǊǳƎƛŜƧ ǎǘǊƻƴȅ ǿ ǿƛŜƭǳ 
ƎƳƛƴŀŎƘ ŦƛǊƳȅ ǊƻȊǿƛƧŀƱy ǎƛť ŘƻōǊȊŜΣ ƻ ŎȊȅƳ ǏǿƛŀŘŎȊȅ ǘŀƪȍŜ dekoncentracja ǇƻŘƳƛƻǘƽǿ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘ 
w ǳƧťŎƛǳ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳ ƻōǎŜǊǿƻǿŀƴŀ ǿ ƴƛŜƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊǘǿŀŎƘΦ  

² ǏǿƛŜǘƭŜ ǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴȅŎƘ ōŀŘŀƵ ŘƻǏŏ ƴƛŜǇƻƪƻƧŊŎȅ ƧŜǎǘ ōǊŀƪ ȊƴŀŎȊŊŎŜƎƻ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜƎƻ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ 
inwestycji podejmowanych w miastach ukierunkowanych na wzmocnienie sfery badawczo-rozwojowej oraz 
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ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘŜƭŜƪƻƳǳƴƛƪŀŎȅƧƴŜƧΦ ² ǘȅƳ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ƴƛŜ ƻŘƴƻǘƻǿŀƴƻ ȊƴŀŎȊŊŎŜƎƻ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ 
Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƴŀ ƛŎƘ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜΣ Ŏƻ ƧŜǎǘ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǇǊŀǿŘƻǇƻŘƻōƴƛŜ ŎȊťǏŎƛƻǿƻ ǿȅƴƛƪƛŜƳ ōǊŀƪǳ ƻŘǇƻǿƛŜŘƴƛŜƎƻ 
ƭƻƪŀƭƴŜƎƻ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱǳ Řƭŀ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ ǿ ǘȅƳ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜΣ ǇǊȊŜƧŀǿƛŀƧŊŎŜƎƻ ǎƛť m.in. niskim stopniem 
zaawansowania technologicznego firm.  

hŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ƻŎƘǊƻƴȅ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀ ōȅƱƻ Ȋ Ǉǳƴƪǘǳ ǿƛŘȊŜƴƛŀ ƎƳƛƴ ōŀǊŘȊƻ 
ƳŀƱŜΣ ŎƘƻŏ ƧŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǿǎƪŀȊȅǿŀƴƻ ƴŀ Řǳȍȅ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱ ǿ ǘȅƳ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜΦ ²ȅƴƛƪŀƱƻ ǘƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ 
z koncentracji interwencji w badanym okresie na budowie infrastruktury wodno-ǏŎƛŜƪƻǿŜƧΦ ² efekcie 
ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧƛ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ƎƳƛƴ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅŎƘ ǿ ŘƻƭƴȅŎƘ ōƛŜƎŀŎƘ ǊȊŜƪΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ 
ǇǊȊŜǇƱȅǿŀƱȅ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴŜ ƳƛŀǎǘŀΦ ²ȊǊƻǎǘ ƴŀƪƱŀŘƽǿ ƴŀ ƛƴƴŜ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƵ ǿ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ƻŎƘǊƻƴȅ 
ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀ όƴǇΦ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪŀ ƻŘǇŀŘŀƳƛύ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǎȊƱƻǏŎƛ ƳƻȍŜ ǎǇǊŀǿƛŏΣ ȍŜ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ǘƻ ōťŘȊƛŜ ǿƛťƪǎȊŜΦ  

tƻŘƻōƴƛŜ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧŀ ǿȅƎƭŊŘŀƱŀ ǇƻŘ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǘǳǊȅǎǘȅƪƛ, ǘȊƴΦ ōŀŘŀƴŜ ƎƳƛƴȅ ǿǎƪŀȊȅǿŀƱȅ ȊƴŀŎȊƴȅ 
ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ŀƭŜ przy dotychczasowym braku ŜŦŜƪǘƽǿΦ /ȊťǏŎƛƻǿƻ ǿȅƴƛƪŀƱƻ ǘƻ 
z ŦŀƪǘǳΣ ȍŜ ƎƳƛƴȅΣ ŎƘƻŏ ƻŘƴƻǘƻǿȅǿŀƱȅ ƭƛŎȊƴŜ ǇǊȊȅƧŀȊŘȅ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿ ŎŜƭŀŎƘ ǿȅǇƻŎȊȅƴƪƻǿƻ-
rekreacyjnych, ǿŎƛŊȍ ƳƛŀƱȅ ǎƱŀōƻ ǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťǘȅ ǎŜƪǘƻǊ ƻōǎƱǳƎƛ ǘǳǊȅǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ. Ponadto naƪƱŀŘȅ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ 
ǘǳǊȅǎǘȅƪƛ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ƴƛŜ ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛŀƱȅ ǎƛť ƴŀƧǇǊŀǿŘƻǇƻŘƻōƴƛŜƧ Řƻ ǘǿƻǊȊŜƴƛŀ ƛ ǇǊƻƳƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘ 
ǇǊƻŘǳƪǘƽǿ ǘǳǊȅǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ ƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȊŜ ǎƛŜŎƛƻǿȅƳΦ 

 

²t_¸² th[L¢¸YL {tjWbh|/L b! ½!w½+5½!bL9 aL!{¢!aL 

² ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ǿǇƱȅǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ нллп-нллс ƴŀ ǎǇǊŀǿƴƻǏŏ 
ȊŀǊȊŊŘȊŀƴƛŀ ƳƛŀǎǘŜƳ ōȅƱ ǿƛŘƻŎȊƴȅΣ ŀƭŜ ƧŜƎƻ ȊŀǎƛťƎ ōȅƱ ǊŀŎȊŜƧ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƻƴȅΦ tƻŘ ǿǇƱȅǿŜƳ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƴŀƧōŀǊŘȊƛŜƧ ȊƳƛŜƴƛŀƱȅ ǎƛť ƧŜŘƴƻǎǘƪƛ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŜ 
z reaƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅƳƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŀƳƛΣ ŀƭōƻ ǘŜȍ ƪƻƻǊŘȅƴǳƧŊŎŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ŦǳƴŘǳǎȊȅ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŎƘΦ 
²ǇƱȅǿ ǘŜƴ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƱ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ƴŀ ǳǇƻǿǎȊŜŎƘƴƛŜƴƛǳ ǇƻŘŜƧǏŎƛŀ αǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƻǿŜƎƻέ Řƻ ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ 
ŘȊƛŀƱŀƵ ƻǊŀȊ ǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ǎǇǊŀǿƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ǇƻȊȅǎƪƛǿŀƴƛǳ ƛ ƻōǎƱǳŘȊŜ ŦǳƴŘǳǎȊȅΣ ŀ ǘŀƪȍŜ Řƻ ǇŜǿƴŜƎƻ ǎǘƻǇƴƛŀ 
w ǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťŎƛǳ Ǉƭŀƴƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎȊƴŜƎƻΣ ƴǇΦ ǿ ŀǎǇŜƪŎƛŜ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿȅǿŀƴƛŀ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƽǿ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛΦ 

tǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Lb¢9ww9D LLL ƻǊŀȊ ¦w.!/¢ ǇǊȊȅŎȊȅƴƛƱȅ ǎƛť Řƻ ǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťŎƛŀ ǎƛŜŎƛ ǿǎǇƽƱǇǊŀŎȅ 
ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǿ ǎƪŀƭƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅƴŀǊƻŘƻǿŜƧΣ ŀƭŜ ǘŜȍ Ȋ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊŀƳƛ ƪǊŀƧƻǿȅƳƛΦ 9ŦŜƪǘȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǘŜƎƻ ǘȅǇǳ 
ƳŀƧŊ Ȋ ǊŜƎǳƱȅ Ƴƛťƪƪƛ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƧŊŎȅ ƴŀ ǘǊŀƴǎŦŜǊȊŜ ŘƻōǊȅŎƘ ǇǊŀƪǘȅƪ ŎȊȅ ōǳŘƻǿŀƴƛǳ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱǳ 
ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧƻƴŀƭƴŜƎƻ ƻǊŀȊ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻΦ ² ǘȅƳ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ŜŦŜƪǘȅ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ƻŎŜƴƛŀŏ Ƨŀƪƻ Ŏƻ ƴŀƧƳƴƛŜƧ 
ȊŀŘƻǿŀƭŀƧŊŎŜΣ ŎƘƻŏ ƭƛŎȊōŀ ƛ ǎƪŀƭŀ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƴŀƧǇǊŀǿŘƻǇƻŘƻōƴƛŜƧ ƴƛŜ ǇƻȊǿŀƭŀƧŊ na 
ǿȅǎǘŊǇƛŜƴƛŜ ǿȅǊŀȋƴȅŎƘ ƛ ƳƛŜǊȊŀƭƴȅŎƘ ŜŦŜƪǘƽǿ ǿ ǎƪŀƭƛ ŎŀƱŜƎƻ ƪǊŀƧǳΦ bƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ƻŎȊŜƪƛǿŀŏΣ ȍŜ 
ŘƱǳƎƻŦŀƭƻǿŜ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŜ ǘŜƎƻ ǘȅǇǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ōťŘȊƛŜ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ƪƻǊȊȅǎǘƴŜΦ 

 

b!W²!ÀbL9W{½9 w9Yha9b5!/W9 

tǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴŜ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ŘŀƧŊ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿť Řƻ ǎŦƻǊƳǳƱƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǊŜƪƻƳŜƴŘŀŎƧƛ Řƭŀ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
w ƻŘƴƛŜǎƛŜƴƛǳ Řƻ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ǿ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ǇŜǊǎǇŜƪǘȅǿƛŜ Ǉƻ нлмо ǊƻƪǳΦ bŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ƻƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ȊŀǎŀŘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅki 
ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ǎŊ ǘǊȊȅ ƪǿŜǎǘƛŜΦ tƻ ǇƛŜǊǿǎȊŜΣ ǇƻƴƛŜǿŀȍ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǎŊ ƎƱƽǿƴȅƳƛ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀƳƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǿŜ 
ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜƧ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎŜ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ǿȊƳƻŎƴƛŏ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛ ƪƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ όƳƻȍŜ ǘƻ ǇǊȊȅōǊŀŏ ŦƻǊƳť 
specjalnego programu operacyjnego przeznaczonego Řƭŀ ƳƛŀǎǘύΦ tƻ ŘǊǳƎƛŜΣ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ǇƻŘƪǊŜǏƭƛŏ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ 
Ǉƭŀƴƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƎƻΦ ²ŘǊŀȍŀƴƛŜ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ Ǉƻǿƛƴƴƻ ǿ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅƳ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛŀŏ 
element planowania przestrzennego, przede wszystkim jako podstawy do podejmowania decyzji o realizacji 
poszczeƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΦ tƻ ǘǊȊŜŎƛŜΣ ǿǎƪŀȊŀƴŀ ƧŜǎǘ ƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀŎƧŀ ǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ƴŀ 
kategoriach inwestycji zdiagnozowanych jako prorozwojowe (ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏΣ badania i ǊƻȊǿƽƧΣ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱ 
ludzki). ² ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱȅŎƘ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛƛ ƛƴterwencji nalŜȍȅ ǿǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƛŏ ǿƛťƪǎȊŊ ǎŜƭŜƪǘȅǿƴƻǏŏ ǿ ŘƻōƻǊȊŜ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΣ ƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊǳƧŊŎ ǎƛť ƴŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŀŎƘ ƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȊŜ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎȊƴȅƳΣ ŀ ȊŀƻǎȊŎȊťŘȊƻƴŜ ǏǊƻŘƪƛ ǇǊȊŜȊƴŀŎȊȅŏ 
na kategorie prorozwojowe. 
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½ ƪƻƭŜƛ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ŀǎǇŜƪǘƽǿ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǎŦƻǊƳǳƱƻǿŀƴƻ с ȊŀƭŜŎŜƵ Řƭŀ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛΥ 

¶ 5ȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ ƴŀƪƛŜǊƻǿŀƴŜ ƴŀ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱǳ ƴŀǳƪƻǿŜƎƻ ƻǊŀȊ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ Ǉƻǿƛƴƴȅ ōȅŏ kontynu-
ƻǿŀƴŜ ƛ ǿȊƳƻŎƴƛƻƴŜ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅƳƛ ƴŀƪƱŀŘŀƳƛΦ 

¶ bŀƭŜȍȅ ǇƻŘǇƻǊȊŊŘƪƻǿŀŏ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘƽǿ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ǇƻƭƛǘȅŎŜ 
prȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƧ ƛ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿ ǿȅƳƛŀǊȊŜ ƻōŜƧƳǳƧŊŎȅƳ ŎŀƱȅ ƻōǎȊŀǊ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅΦ ² ǘȅƳ 
zakresie ǿƛťƪǎȊȅ ƴŀŎƛǎƪ ǇƻǿƛƴƛŜƴ Ȋƻǎǘŀŏ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅ ǘŀƪȍŜ ƴŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘǳ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜƎƻ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƧŊŎŜ ƴǇΦ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǎȊŜǊȊŀƴƛǳ ƻōǎȊŀǊǳ ƻōǎƱǳƎƛǿŀƴŜƎƻ ǇǊȊŜȊ ƪƻƳǳƴƛƪŀŎƧť ƳƛŜƧǎƪŊ 
i koleje aglomeracyjne. 

¶ tƻƭƛǘȅƪŀ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ Ǉƻ Ǌƻƪǳ 2013 w zakresie ǎȊŜǊƻƪƻ ǊƻȊǳƳƛŀƴŜƧ ƻŎƘǊƻƴȅ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƴŜƎƻ 
poǿƛƴƴŀ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ǎƪǳǇƛŀŏ ǎƛť ƴŀ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀŎƘ ȊƳƛŜǊȊŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ Řƻ ƪƻƳǇƭŜƪǎƻǿŜƧ ƭƛƪǿƛŘŀŎƧƛ 
przyczyn negatywnego odŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀ ƴŀ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻ όŀ ƴƛŜ ǘȅƭƪƻ ƴŜǳǘǊŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴƛŀ ƴŜƎŀǘȅǿƴŜƎƻ ƻŘ-
ŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛŀύΦ 

¶ 5ȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ Ǉƻǿƛƴƴȅ ƳƛŜŏ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ƪƻƳǇƭŜƪǎƻǿȅΣ ǘȊƴΦ ƻōŜƧƳǳƧŊŎȅ ǇǊȊŜƪǎȊǘŀƱŎŜƴƛŀ 
strukǘǳǊ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅŎƘΣ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘ ƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅŎƘΣ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ Ȋ ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛŜƴƛŜƳ ƪǿŜǎǘƛƛ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛ-
ǎƪƻǿȅŎƘΦ tƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŀ Ǉƻǿƛƴƴȅ ōȅŏ ƴŀǎǘŀǿƛƻƴŜ ƴŀ tworzenie przestrzeni publicznych 
ǿȅǎƻƪƛŜƧ ƧŀƪƻǏŎƛΣ ƻ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ǿŀƭƻǊŀŎƘ ŜǎǘŜǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ ƛ ǳȍȅǘƪƻǿȅŎƘΣ ǇǊȊȅƧŀȊƴȅŎƘ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƻƳ ƻǊŀȊ 
atrakcyjnych turystycznie. 

¶ bŀƭŜȍȅ ǿȊƳŀŎƴƛŀŏ ŦǳƴƪŎƧŜ ǿȅȍǎȊŜƎƻ ǊȊťŘǳ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŜ Ȋ ǊƻȊǿƻƧŜƳ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊ-
ƪƛŜƎƻ όǎȊƪƻƭƴƛŎǘǿƻ ǿȅȍǎȊŜ ƛ ǳǎǘŀǿƛŎȊƴŜΣ ƻǏǊƻŘƪƛ ǎȊƪƻƭŜƴƛƻǿŜύ ƻǊŀȊ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛŊ ǳǎƱǳƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴȅŎƘ 
όƪǳƭǘǳǊŀ ǿȅȍǎȊŀΣ ǎǇŜŎƧŀƭƛǎǘȅŎȊƴŀ ƻŎƘǊƻƴŀ ȊŘǊƻǿƛŀύΣ ǇǊȊȅ ƧŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǎƴŜƧ ǇƻǇǊŀǿƛŜ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛ ǘǊŀƴǎ-
ǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŀ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜƎƻ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ŘŊȍȅŏ Řƻ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǿǎǇƽƱǇǊŀŎȅ ƳƛťŘȊȅ Ǉƭŀ-
ŎƽǿƪŀƳƛ ŜŘǳƪŀŎȅƧƴȅƳƛ ƛ ƻŦŜǊǳƧŊŎȅƳƛ ƛƴƴŜ ǳǎƱǳƎƛ ǇǳōƭƛŎȊƴŜ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅƳƛ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ƛ ǿ ƛŎƘ 
otoczeniu regionalnym. 

¶ YǊȅǘŜǊƛŀ ǎǘƻǎƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ƪƻƴƪǳǊǎŀŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǊŜŀlizowanych w obszarach metropolitalnych miast 
poǿƛƴƴȅ ǇǊŜƳƛƻǿŀŏ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťǿȊƛťŎƛŀ ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛŀƧŊŎŜ ǿǎǇƽƱǇǊŀŎť ƳƛťŘȊȅƎƳƛƴƴŊΦ 
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SUMMARY 
The main purpose of the survey was to assess the influence of the cohesion policy in the 2004-2006 
programming period on the development of Polish cities and their relations with regional surroundings. The 
survey covered all Polish cities with a population exceeding 90 thousand. In the event of urban 
conurbations all constituent cities were analysed together. In the end the survey covered 31 cities and 2 
conurbations: the Silesian and the Tricity ones. 5 cities were analysed in greater detail by means of case 
ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎ ό²ŀǊǎŀǿΣ tƻȊƴŀƵΣ [ǳōƭƛƴΣ ½ƛŜƭƻƴŀ DƽǊŀ ŀƴŘ wȅōƴƛƪύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜŘ ǘƘǊŜŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎΥ όмύ 
competitiveness and attractiveness, (2) social and spatial cohesion (suburbanization and renewal) and (3) 
diffusion of development processes in the surrounding of cities. 

Various research methods of data collection and analysis in accordance with the triangulation method were 
ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅΩǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǳƴŘŜŘ ƻƴ ŀ ŘŀǘŀōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ 
Regional Development. In addition, a number of data from the Central Statistical Office were used. Project 
documentation, that is applications for co-ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎ ƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΩ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ, were taken 
into account. Also, in the course of the research raw data were collected using the following methods: 
individual interviews with representatives of municipal offices, marshal offices, beneficiaries, non-
governmental organisations, organisations of entrepreneurs, commune offices from the area of big cities, 
experts and other stakeholders (90 interviews were carried out); surveys in communes (338 surveys were 
collected, the rate of return being 13.9%); surveys among beneficiaries of renewal projects (58 surveys 
were collected, the rate of return being 58.6%); surveys among Uw.!/¢ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƛŀǊƛŜǎ όмт ǎǳǊǾŜȅǎ 
were collected, the rate of return being 54.8%); workshops: (focused interviews) for stakeholders (10 
workshops in 5 cities surveyed as part of case studies were carried out) and project inspections (88 project 
inspections were carried out). 

 

CONTEMPORARY MODEL OF DEVELOPMENT 

In the contemporary economy cities and, most of all, metropolitan centres become the main centres of 
development. The process of metropolization is particularly noticeable in countries that relatively recently 
have become part of the global economy ς including in the post-socialist countries. Among them Poland is 
in a relatively beneficial situation, due to the polycentric structure of the settlement system. At the same 
time the degree of Polish ŎƛǘƛŜǎΩ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ²ŀǊǎŀǿΣ ƛƴǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΦ !ƴƻǘƘŜǊ 
distinct feature of Polish cities is that the intensity of innovation activity in their economies is rather small. 
Polish cities do not stand out positively among European cities in terms of social cohesion, which is most of 
all the consequence of the labour market situation, but which however has improved in the recent years, 
due to employment growth and foreign migrations. What is more, the problem may increase in the nearest 
future as a result of growing degradation of certain housing resources, in particular of housing estates built 
using the large panel technology. In the majority of Polish cities, despite the still high degree of 
compactness as compared to Europe, negative effects of suburbanisation taking sometimes the form of 
άǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇǊŀǿƭέ could be observed. 

 

COHESION POLICY AS COMPARED TO OTHER KINDS OF PUBLIC INTERVENTION AND INVESTMENTS OF 
ENTERPRISES 

Performance of projects under the cohesion policy dominated the capital expenditure of surveyed cities. 
This is clearly shown by the comparison of PLN 31.5 billion spent for cohesion policy investments with PLN 
35.7 billion of investment outlays made by self-governments of the surveyed cities in the years 2004-2008. 
In the analysed cities in the years 2004-2008 investment outlays of companies exceeded PLN 266 billion. In 
this context the value of projects co-financed from EU funds was insignificant. Furthermore, if we limit the 
scope of analyses only to the aid granted to enterprises, we see that it constituted less than 2% of 
investment outlays of enterprises in the surveyed period. It should be stressed that outlays designated for 
performance of projects under the 2004-2006 cohesion policy constituted only a small part of the total 
investment effort taken in large cities, mainly due to private investments. Nevertheless, it should be 
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stressed that cohesion policy funds played a key role in the investment activity of urban self-governments, 
in particular in areas such as environmental protection, transportation and development of the social 
infrastructure, which in the surveyed period were mostly performed with the participation of the European 
Union funds. 

 

SCALE AND STRUCTURE OF PUBLIC INTERVENTION AS PART OF THE COHESION POLICY 

In large cities covered by the survey over 6 thousand projects (7% of the total) with the total value of about 
PLN 31.5 billion (31.1% of the total value) were identified, of which 53% were financed from EU funds, 
whereas after the exclusion of άŀǊŜŀέ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ǿƘƻǎŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŜƴǘƛǊŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
voivodship these shares go up respectively to: 8.4% for projects and 43.5% for volumes of outlays. 
Accordingly, about PLN 2.7 thousand were spent per 1 inhabitant of a large city, whereas in the other 
regions of the country this value totalled PLN 1.5 thousand on average. 

Public intervention in large cities under the cohesion policy was mainly designated for construction and 
modernisation of the environmental protection infrastructure (41.7%) and transport infrastructure (25.8%). 
Also the enterprise sector received a significant support (14.5%). The total expenses in these three 
categories of intervention made up about 82% of the total outlays. In this context the other thematic 
categories were of insignificant importance. The most important ones among them were: development of 
social infrastructure (4.6%), supporting the research and development activity (3.5%), spatial development 
and renewal of cities (3.0%). 

The most important type of beneficiaries of the cohesion policy in large cities were territorial self-
governments, which performed projects (mainly infrastructural ones) with a value exceeding PLN 25 billion, 
which made up almost two thirds of the total outlays. The second place was taken by enterprises, which 
performed projects constituting about 20% of total outlays. Other important beneficiaries of the cohesion 
policy in cities were the other types of budget units: universities, health care establishments and cultural 
institutions, which spent about 10% of funds. 

The scale of public intervention or the amount of European Union co-financing per capita was not 
dependent on the size of the city. Nevertheless, capital expenditure per capita was the largest in 
metropolitan centres (PLN 2860) and the smallest in subregional centres (PLN 2086), whereas in regional 
and supralocal centres these values were close to the average (PLN 2600-2700) and were only slightly 
smaller than the outlays in metropolitan centres.  

The value of performed projects corresponded to a large degree to the population potential of the 
surveyed cities. In the end, after relating the value of projects and the values of EU co-financing to the 
number of city dwellers, it was difficult to indicate distinctive spatial relations on the map of Poland. This 
means that the success of an urban centre in winning cohesion policy funds was not dependent on its 
location in a certain part of the country.  

On the other hand the structure of intervention was clearly diversified, which may indicate specific needs 
of individual cities, for example in the field of technical infrastructure development. For example, the larger 
share of outlays on development of environmental infrastructure in Szczecin and Cracow was worth 
noticing (constructioƴ ƻŦ ŀ ǿŀǎǘŜ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǘύΣ ǿƘŜǊŜŀǎ ƛƴ tƻȊƴŀƵ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊƛŎƛǘȅ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ 
were carried most of all in the development of transport infrastructure, similarly as in voivodship centres of 
the Eastern Poland (excluding Olsztyn). As regards support for entrepreneurs it was highest in urban 
centres located in regions where economic restructuring processes took place. These were for example 
ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ƛƭŜǎƛŀƴ ǾƻƛǾƻŘǎƘƛǇ ŀƴŘ _ƽŘȋΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘȅǇŜ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƘŀŘ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƛƴ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƻǳǘƭŀȅǎ 
also in voivodship centres of the Eastern Poland (excluding Olsztyn) and in typical άŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǘƻǿƴǎέΣ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ 
ǘƻǿƴǎ ǎǘǊƛŎǘƭȅ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ǇƭŀƴǘΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ tƱƻŎƪ όƻƛƭ ǊŜŦƛƴŜǊȅύ ŀƴŘ ²ƱƻŎƱŀǿŜƪ 
(nitrogen works), whereas the share of outlays on research and development activity was the biggest in the 
two centres most important in this context, that is in Warsaw and Cracow. The other specific deviations 
covered the relatively largest outlays on information society infrastructure ƛƴ wȊŜǎȊƽǿΦ Renewal projects 
ƘŀŘ ŀ ƴƻǘƛŎŜŀōƭŜ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƛƴ ƻǳǘƭŀȅǎ ƛƴ _ƽŘȋΣ hƭǎȊǘȅƴ ŀƴŘ /ǊŀŎƻǿ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǿŀǎ 
ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊƛŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǊǳƵΦ 
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COMPETITIVENESS AND ATTRACTIVENESS OF CITIES 

In the light of quantitative surveys it can be stated that the implementation of the cohesion policy had an 
influence on the growth of competitiveness and improvement of the economic situation of large cities. 
This, however, resulted most of all from the occurrence in the surveyed period of a classic demand effect, 
meaning that public investments created demand for various types of services and products that very often 
originated from a given city. This was most of all manifested by involvement of local companies and 
employees in the process of investmenǘǎΩ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ǇǳǊŎƘŀǎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƳŀǊƪŜǘΦ Lƴ 
this context environmental infrastructure investments played an important role. Their effects usually were 
not noticeable in the surveyed period but they had a very large share (over 40%) in the total value of 
outlays. In the light of the surveys development of transport infrastructure also turned out to be important. 
It could favour both the development of external relations and integration of the internal urban economy, 
including improvement of its relations with the metropolitan area (which could enhance investment and 
migration attractiveness, for example by making it possible to develop new regions). It should be however 
borne in mind that to assess this influence explicitly it is required to fully assess the results of intervention 
in the context of the spatial and transport policy of a given city. What is more, this type of intervention, due 
to the scale of outlays, similarly as environmental infrastructure, had an influence on the occurrence of the 
demand effect. Since investments in environmental and transport infrastructure constituted two thirds of 
the value of projects performed in cities, the total usability of the projects can be valued highly. However, 
the clear purpose of these investments was to perform the outstanding work. In most cases their 
performance was simply a necessity (this relates most of all to water treatment plants and sewage 
systems). Environmental and transport projects had undoubtedly a positive and noticeable influence on the 
living quality of citizens. However, they did not contribute that much to building of competitiveness. 

Among categories of interventions with relatively greatest influence on increase in attractiveness of cities 
we should include the actions oriented at improving innovation and research and development areas. 
However, it should be remembered that this influence was not direct, that is that no statistical dependency 
of the volume of outlays and the number of persons employed or outlays on research and development 
activity was found. Nevertheless, one may assumed that these activities indirectly enhanced the migration 
attractiveness (attracting qualified employees and students) and investment attractiveness, among others 
thanks to the strengthening of the potential of universities and scientific and research institutes and by 
favouring the development of relations between science and business. It is evidenced by examples 
obtained from qualitative surveys carried out as part of five case studies. In particular this is the case of 
projects in the field of higher education, which led to strengthening of educational functions of universities 
ōƻǘƘ ƛƴ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ό²ŀǊǎŀǿΣ tƻȊƴŀƵ ƻǊ [ǳōƭƛƴύ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ό½ƛŜƭƻƴŀ DƽǊŀύΣ ǿƘŜǊŜŀǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ 
oriented at developing scientific and research functions, in particular in the field of exact and technical 
ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘƛŎŜŀōƭŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ ²ŀǊǎŀǿ ŀƴŘ tƻȊƴŀƵΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ 
and their attractiveness grew, among others, thanks to the outlays on development of human resources, 
ICT infrastructure and information society, which exposes the contemporary factors of development and is 
indirectly linked to innovation projects. 

Projects devoted to development of human resources were quite important, in particular in centres subject 
to economic restructuring. Although they did not lead to explicit changes in the economic structure, they 
could support improvement of human resources quality (increase in the number of students) and social 
mobilization. 

In the case of projects performed by enterprises usability at the micro level (of a given enterprise) was of 
course noticeable, however it is more difficult to assess the influence on the entire city, due to quite a small 
scale of intervention. This probably resulted from the fact that a considerable part of this aid was granted 
to large companies, which could slow down restructuring processes, though it had some influence on the 
labour market. At the same time projects for small and medium-sized enterprises could be significantly 
diffused, which given a little scale of intervention as compared to the total investment outlays in the 
enterprise sector could lead to the lack of statistical influence on competitiveness and attractiveness of 
cities. 
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On the other hand, the other categories of outlays, including those for development of social 
infrastructure, tourism, planning and renewal projects, had in quantitative terms a very small influence on 
competitiveness and attractiveness of large cities, which in the case of the two latter categories resulted, 
among other things, from the scarcity of funds involved. 

 

SOCIAL COHESION 

Detailed assessment of the influence of public intervention on social cohesion of Polish cities was a difficult 
task, due to differences in territorial scope of the completed projects. A majority, that is as much as 55% of 
funds designated for growth of social cohesion, was used at the supralocal level as part of large domestic or 
regional projects. The influence of supralocal projects is noticeable most of all with reference to primary 
and secondary education and in particular it relates to computerization and enhancing standards in 
education. As far as the importance and the influence of performed projects are concerned it can be stated 
that they contributed to a largest extent to the improvement of the situation of women in the labour 
market and to improved access to medical services. They contributed moderately to increasing access to 
employment and enhancing quality of education, and to relatively smallest extent to the liquidation of 
ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ƻŦ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎΩ ǿŜƭƭ-being (increase in 
salaries) no significant influence of the performed projects was reported. 

At the level of individual aspects of social cohesion a significant influence of projects in the field of labour 
market policy on the activation of professionally inactive persons and long-term unemployed persons, in 
particular a relatively high effectiveness of large, systemic projects performed by public employment 
services were identified. In the field of increasing access to social services interventions under the cohesion 
policy contributed most of all to the increased access to specialist medical services (diagnostics, therapy), 
however the effects of the intervention are weakened by the manner the public medical service (National 
Heath Fund) operates. The social groups whose situation was to the largest extent improved as a result of 
performance of the intervention were women, pupils, students, and graduates. The improvement related 
to lesser extent to people threatened with social exclusion and the disabled. 

 

URBAN RENEWAL 

Renewal projects constituted only a small portion of the intervention under the cohesion policy in cities. 
Relatively small outlays and a small number of projects resulted in a clear diffusion of the intervention, 
which so to speak determines the scale of results in advance. In the surveyed cities 99 renewal projects 
were performed. Most renewal projects were performed in Warsaw ς 11. Also in the capital city the outlays 
on such projects were the largest (PLN 138 million). In the Silesian conurbation 10 projects for the total 
ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ t[b тм Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǿŜǊŜ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ όо ƛƴ .ȅǘƻƳΣ н ƛƴ /ƘƻǊȊƽǿΣ н ƛƴ {ƻǎnowiec, and one in Gliwice, 
Jaworzno, ŀƴŘ wǳŘŀ |ƭŊǎƪŀύΦ aƻǎǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ renewal of facilities used by cultural (26) and museum 
(20) institutions. A large group (12) was made up of projects related to renewal of the public space. 11 
projects related to modernisation of buildings used by universities. 10 projects related to renewal of 
housing or services buildings. Renewal of religious facilities was performed within 9 projects. 8 projects 
covered buildings used for broadly understood social purposes. 3 projects related to public safety. 

Most projects classified as renewal projects did not constitute comprehensive renewal consisting in 
restructuring of spatial and social and economic structures. They rather constituted repair and 
modernisation investments. The general influence of projects classified as renewal projects at the domestic 
level was small, even though most individual projects had a definitely positive influence on their direct 
surroundings or even the whole city (in particular this refers to projects related to larger public spaces). The 
perspective of the 2004-2006 cohesion policy may be regarded as an introduction to renewal of Polish 
cities. Renewal was a new topic, not so popular and the cities were only in the phase of preparing renewal 
plans. With time this situation significantly improves. Thus it can be expected that with new initiatives 
renewal will become more complex. 
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SUBURBANISATION 

Suburbanisation (migration of the population from the central cities to the suburban zones) is an inevitable 
process, resulting from the social and economic development of Polish cities, in particular of the largest 
metropolitan and regional centres. Therefore any actions undertaken in the central cities or suburban 
zones may only neutralize and prevent its negative effects, mainly related to the diffusion of the building 
development. The influence of the 2004-2006 cohesion policy on counteracting the negative effects of 
suburbanisation covered the performance of transport infrastructure projects (mainly road infrastructure 
and public transport projects), basic social infrastructure projects (most of all education, health and cultural 
infrastructure) and environment infrastructure projects (mainly sewage system and water system 
infrastructure) in suburban communes. It is worth noticing that projects performed in the suburban zones 
concentrated most of all on fulfilling the current needs of inhabitants and that suburbanisation processes 
were of secondary or even marginal significance as factors encouraging the authorities to carry out these 
investments. In the overwhelming majority of cases actions taken by individual suburban communes were 
not coordinated at all ς either within suburbanisation zones or the entire metropolitan ones. They also did 
not become part of the spatial policy of metropolitan areas, since such a policy virtually does not exist in 
the Polish conditions. This is why individual projects could only temporarily improve the living conditions, 
making ǳǇ ŦƻǊ Ƴŀƴȅ ȅŜŀǊǎΩ ŘŜŦƛŎƛǘǎ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΣ still failing to comprehensively solve problems 
arising from the negative effects of suburbanisation. Such a situation occurred even in metropolitan areas 
where suburbanisation processes was intensive as early as in the years 2002-2005 (for example in the 
ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ȊƻƴŜ ƻŦ tƻȊƴŀƵ). Therefore effects of the projects related only to selected, small parts of 
suburbanization zones, rarely going beyond individual communes. Such investments, not supported by 
legal regulations in the scope of integrated spatial planning at the metropolitan level, and in most cases 
taking no account of future phenomena and social and economic processes (for example increase in the 
number of children in suburban communes) were not capable of preventing negative effects of 
suburbanisation processes effectively and in the long-term. However, these projects improved the living 
ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ȊƻƴŜǎΩ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎΣ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ a decline in impacts on the local 
natural environment (environmental infrastructure projects) and also improved housing attractiveness of 
communes. In the case of social infrastructure these investments may increase attractiveness of a 
commune as a whole, i.e. contribute to increase in suburbanisation processes, although they only to limited 
extent prevent the occurrence of dispersed housing development areas. Investments in road and water and 
sewage system infrastructure may, on the other hand, ς due to their linear nature ς contribute to limiting 
processes of dispersing housing development through increasing housing attractiveness of areas directly 
serviced by them. 

 

5LCC¦{Lhb hC /L¢L9{Ω DEVELOPMENT 

Most outlays under the cohesion policy in the surveyed large cities had no influence on the existing 
metropolitan deconcentration processes (in the system: city-metropolitan area) and processes of regional 
concentration (in the system: metropolitan areas-region) of the population, economic entities and jobs. The 
exception was the weak correlation found between the level of outlays on the development of transport 
infrastructure per capita and the relative deconcentration of jobs in the trade and repair sector. 
Hypothetically this could mean that, as a result of location of large commercial centres in the suburban 
zone of some cities, the load on the transport infrastructure increased, which could encourage authorities 
of these cities to designate larger funds on the extension and improvement of the existing transportation 
system. At the same time it should be remembered that the main instruments influencing the metropolitan 
processes of deconcentration are mostly the strictly observed planning regulations, and not investment 
projects, whose scope of influence is quite limited. 

To sum up, the processes of changes in distribution of the population, enterprises and jobs in the system: 
city-region and metropolitan areas-region resulted most of all from the preferences and spatial behaviour 
of individuals and decision-makers, which could be modified by actions taken under the cohesion policy 
only to some degree. This does not mean that the implemented projects had no influence on diffusion 
ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǘƛŜǎΩ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŎƛŦȅ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ on a micro-scale. 
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On the basis of surveys carried out in communes it can be said that public intervention performed in large 
cities under the cohesion policy had, however, certain influence on the social and economic situation in 
their surrounding. Nevertheless, it is quite difficult to assess this influence in more detail. Generally 
speaking the influence of the cohesion policy was most noticeable in communes situated up to 35 km from 
a voivodship capital city, which related most of all to the transport and environmental infrastructure as well 
as support for companies and the R&D area. This could indicate forming of functional urban regions, whose 
characteristic feature is jointly use of certain elements of infrastructure by communes and strong 
cooperation between companies, whereas in a distance of 35-75 km from voivodship cities the influence of 
projects related to human resources development and social infrastructure was more noticeable, which 
could evidence improved access to various types of public services offered by the city. In the most 
peripheral parts of individual voivodships most significant were projects in the field of ICT infrastructure 
development and tourism. 

The influence of the cohesion policy on the distribution of development processes near large cities related 
most of all to the development of transport infrastructure. This could probably result either ς directly ς 
from improvement of transport between communes and these cities (for example the construction of exit 
roads from the city) or ς indirectly ς from increased investment attractiveness of the whole region thanks 
to investments in cities. However, it can be assumed that this assessment could partially result from the 
development of non-urban transport infrastructure. Irrespective of the above the improved transport 
accessibility favoured the development of connections with the city in the form of daily commuting to work 
ƻǊ ǎŜŎƻƴŘŀǊȅ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜƴǘŜǊǇǊƛǎŜǎΩ ōǊŀƴŎƘŜǎ 
operating in voivodship cities in their closest vicinity. 

Outlays on development of human resources also constituted an important type of intervention from the 
point of view of surveyed communes. Probably some of the projects were of supralocal nature related to 
the organisation of courses or training sessions available for inhabitants of the neighbouring poviats or the 
whole region. Additionally, these investments promoted the development of higher and secondary 
education, from which also inhabitants of regions surrounding large cities benefited. As a consequence, this 
type of intervention could contribute to improvement of human resources quality, particularly including 
qualifications of employees in the surrounding of cities. However, it should be stressed that in the opinion 
of communes the condition of human resources was still not satisfactory. 

On the other hand in the opinion of the communes investments in social infrastructure - schools, cultural 
institutions and health care establishments ς enhanced access to public services in the vicinity of cities. This 
is particularly important taking into account that practically all communes participating in the survey 
reported journeys of their inhabitants to voivodship cities in order to use these services. At the same time 
in terms of accessibility of services the communes reported the largest improvement of the situation, which 
was to some degree thanks to investments under the cohesion policy in large cities. This is so important 
because in the opinion of communes the living conditions of the inhabitants were an essential factor of 
investment attractiveness. It should also be remembered that the improvement of the situation in 
communes in this respect resulted also from the development of social infrastructure in smaller poviat 
centres. 

As compared to the above categories of intervention the influence of the policy in the field of support for 
enterprises was not rated highly. In the opinion of communes the support addressed to companies did not 
result in development of a cooperation network at the supraregional level or increase in technological 
advancement of local companies.  However, companies observed a certain influence of these investments 
on the condition of the enterprise sector and the still noticeable weakness of the institutional surrounding 
of business. As a consequence, some communes located in the surrounding of large cities saw deterioration 
in the situation of local enterprises, although on the other hand in many communes the companies 
developed well, which is also evidenced by deconcentration of economic entities in regional terms 
observed in some voivodships. 

In the light of conducted the surveys the lack of a significant regional influence of investments undertaken 
in cities and oriented at enhancing the research and development area and developing telecommunication 
infrastructure is quite alarming. In this field no significant influence of large cities on their surroundings is 
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reported, which is however probably partially the result of the lack of proper local potential for the 
development of connections in this field, manifested among others by a low degree of technological 
advancement of companies. 

The influence of the cohesion policy in the case of environmental protection was insignificant from the 
viewpoint of communes, although at the same time it evidenced a large potential in this field. This mainly 
resulted from the concentration of intervention in the surveyed period on the construction of water and 
sewage system infrastructure. In the end the influence of the investment related mostly to communes 
situated in lower reaches of rivers that flew cross individual cities. The increase in outlays on other 
categories of actions in the field of environmental protection (for example waste management) may make 
this influence grow in the future. 

The situation was similar in the case of development of tourism: the surveyed communes indicated a 
significant potential influence of large cities, but also having no effects so far. This partially resulted from 
the fact that the communes, despite reporting numerous journeys of city inhabitants for leisure and 
recreation purposes, still had a weakly developed sector of passenger service. Moreover, the outlays on the 
development of tourism in cities probably did not contribute to the creation and promotion of regional 
network tourism products. 

 

THE INFLUENCE OF THE COHESION POLICY ON MANAGEMENT OF CITIES 

In the cities surveyed as part of case studies the influence of the 2004-2006 cohesion policy on efficient city 
management was noticeable but its coverage was rather limited. The performance of projects mostly 
changed those organisational units of municipal offices which were directly connected with the performed 
projects or coordinating activities of the city in the field of European funds. This influence consisted most of 
ŀƭƭ ƛƴ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ έǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪŜƴ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ƻŦ 
obtaining and managing funds and also to a certain extent in development of strategic planning, for 
example in the field of preparing renewal programs. 

Projects performed under INTERREG III and URBACT contributed to the development of the network of 
cooperation of cities, in particular at the international level, but also with domestic partners. The effects of 
such projects are usually of άsoftέΣ ŀƴŘ consist in transfer of good practices or building the institutional 
potential and human resources. In this field the results of projects should be assessed as at least 
satisfactory, although the number and scale of performed projects probably prevents the occurrence of 
distinct and measurable effects at national level. However, it may be expected that long-term influence of 
such type of projects will be very beneficial. 

 

THE MOST IMPORTANT RECOMMENDATIONS 

The completed research forms the basis for formulation of recommendations for the cohesion policy with 
relation to cities, in particular after 2013. As regards the general principles of the cohesion policy three 
issues are the most important. Firstly, since cities are the main centres of development in the 
contemporary economy the urban component of the cohesion policy should be enhanced (this can take 
form of a special operational program designed for cities). Secondly, the importance of spatial planning 
should be stressed. The implementation of the cohesion policy should to a larger degree take account of 
the spatial planning element, most of all as a basis for taking a decision on the performance of individual 
projects. Thirdly, it is advisable to concentrate measures of the cohesion policy in cities on categories of 
investments that are identified as encouraging development (innovation, research and development and 
human resources). In the case of the other categories of intervention a larger selectivity in the choice of 
projects is advisable ς meaning concentration on strategic projects, with the saved funds used for 
categories encouraging development. 

!ǎ ǊŜƎŀǊŘǎ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǘƛŜǎΩ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǎƛȄ ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŦƻǊƳǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
cohesion policy: 
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¶ Activities oriented at increasing the scientific potential and innovation should be continued and 
strengthened by larger outlays. 

¶ The development of individual parts of the transport infrastructure should be subordinated to 
spatial and transport policy of cities at the level of the entire metropolitan area. In this field more 
stress should be put also on projects related to the development of public transport, consisting 
among others in the extension of the area handled by public transport and agglomeration railways. 

¶ The cohesion policy after 2013 in the context of the broadly understood protection of the natural 
environment should most of all concentrate on activities oriented at comprehensively liquidating 
causes of negative influence on the environment (and not only neutralizing their negative impact). 

¶ Renewal activities should be comprehensive, that is they should cover restructuring spatial, 
economic and social systems, also with account taken of environmental questions. Undertaken 
actions should be oriented at creating public space of high quality, with high esthetical and 
functional assets, friendly to the inhabitants and attractive for tourists. 

¶ High level functions in large cities related to the development of human resources (higher 
education and lifelong education, training centres) and availability of public services (high culture, 
specialist health care) should be strengthened. Transport accessibility of the regional environment 
of cities should be improved as well. What is more, development of cooperation between 
educational establishments and those offering other public services, located in large cities and in 
their regional vicinity should be promoted. 
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1. CEL BADANIA 
GƱƽǿƴȅƳ celem badania ōȅƱŀ ewaluacja ex-Ǉƻǎǘ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƻǿŀƴƛŀ нллп-
нллс ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƛ ƛŎƘ ǊŜƭŀŎƧŜ Ȋ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜƳ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳΦ W ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǘŜƎƻ ŎŜƭǳ ǎŦƻǊƳǳƱƻǿŀƴƻ 
ƴŀǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜ Řǿŀ ŎŜƭŜ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƱƻǿŜΥ 

1. Ocena ǿǇƱȅǿǳ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǿƽƧ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǇƻŘ ƪŊǘŜƳ ȊǿƛťƪǎȊŀƴƛŀ ƛŎƘ 
ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ όǿ ǘȅƳ ǿȊƳŀŎƴƛŀƴƛŀ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƛ ǿȅȍǎȊŜƎƻ ǊȊťŘǳύ ǇǊȊȅ ȊŀŎƘƻǿŀƴƛǳ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƧ ƻǊŀȊ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧ όǿ ǘȅƳ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ȊŘŜƎǊŀŘƻǿŀƴȅŎƘύΦ 

2. Ocena ǿǇƱȅǿǳ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƴŀ ǊƻȊǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƛŀƴƛŜ ǎƛť ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿȅŎƘ ǿ otoczeniu 
ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ. 
 

2. th59W|/L9 a9¢h5h[hDL/½b91 

2.1. MODEL BADAWCZY 

tƻŘǎǘŀǿƻǿȅƳ ȊŀƱƻȍŜƴƛŜƳ ƳƻŘŜƭǳ ƴƛƴƛŜƧǎȊŜƎƻ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ōȅƱŀ ǎǘƻǇƴƛƻǿŀƭƴƻǏŏ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ŜŦŜƪǘƽǿ. Na poziomie 
ƻƎƽƭƴȅƳ analizowano ǿǎǇƽƱǿȅǎǘťpowanie zjawisk ς ǘƻ ȊƴŀŎȊȅΣ ȍŜ przeprowadzone interwencje publiczne 
i ich skala pokazane ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ƴŀ ǘƭŜ ǘǊŜƴŘƽǿ ƛ ȊƳƛŀƴ ǿ ǎȊŜǊǎȊȅƳ ǳƧťŎƛǳ ǿǎƪŀȋƴƛƪƽǿ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-gospodarczych 
Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪƽǿ ōŀŘŀƴŜ ōȅƱȅ relacje przyczynowo-skutkowe 
ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧŀƳƛ όǿ ǳƧťŎƛǳ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƻƴŀƭƴȅƳύ ŀ ŘŀƴȅƳ ƻōǎȊŀǊŜƳΦ hōǊŀȊǳƧŜ ǘƻ ǇƻƴƛȍǎȊŀ ǊȅŎƛƴŀ όryc. 1.). 
¢ŀƪƛŜ ǇƻŘŜƧǏŎƛŜ ǿȅƴƛƪŀ Ȋ ŦŀƪǘǳΣ ȍŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ōȅƱȅ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ƴŀ ǎȊŜǊƻƪƛƳ ƻōǎȊŀǊȊŜ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊzennym, 
w ŘǳȍȅŎƘΣ ǿƛŜƭƻǿȅƳƛŀǊƻǿȅŎƘ ǳƪƱŀŘŀŎƘ ǎǇƻƱeczno-ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǇƻŘ ǿǇƱȅǿŜƳ ŎŀƱŜƎƻ 
ǎȊŜǊŜƎǳ ƛƴƴȅŎƘ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƽǿ όƴǇΦ ȊƳƛŀƴ ǿ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŀŎƘΣ Ŏȅƪƭƽǿ ƪƻƴƛǳƴƪǘǳǊŀƭƴȅŎƘ ŜǘŎΦύΦ {ǘŊŘ ǘŜȍ ǇƻƎƱťōƛƻƴŜ 
ŀƴŀƭƛȊȅ ƳƻȍƭƛǿŜ ǎŊ Řƻ ǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊŜƴƛŀ ƧŜŘȅƴƛŜ Řƭŀ ǿȅōǊŀƴȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪƽǿΦ 

RYCINA 1Φ {ǘƻǇƴƛƻǿŀƴƛŜ ŀƴŀƭƛȊȅ ŜŦŜƪǘƽǿ 

 
¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜΦ 

 

.ŀŘŀƴƛŜ ƳƛŀƱƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ǿƛŜƭƻǿȅƳƛŀǊƻǿȅ i wieloetapowy. W pierwszym kroku przeprowadzƻƴŀ ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ 
analiza kontekstowa interwencji publicznej ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ нллп-2006. W kolejnym 
etapie zidentyfikowano ƴŀƪƱŀŘȅ ƛ wybrane ǇǊƻŘǳƪǘȅΣ ȊŀǏ ǿ ōƭƻƪǳ ǘǊȊŜŎƛƳ ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ȊōŀŘŀƴŀ rzeczywista 
ȊƳƛŀƴŀ ǿ ǘǊȊŜŎƘ ŀǎǇŜƪǘŀŎƘ όƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƛ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛΣ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƴŀ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŏ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŊ ƛ przestǊȊŜƴƴŊ 
ƻǊŀȊ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ƴŀ ǘǿƻǊȊŜƴƛŜ ǿŀǊǳƴƪƽǿ Řƻ ŘȅŦǳȊƧƛ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿȅŎƘύΦ ² ƻǎǘŀǘƴƛƳ ōƭƻƪǳ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ 
ǎŦƻǊƳǳƱƻǿŀƴƻ wnioski i rekomendacje. tƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴŜ ŜǘŀǇȅ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ǇǊȊŜŘǎǘŀǿƛƻƴŜ ƴŀ ǇƻƴƛȍǎȊŜƧ 
rycinie (ryc. 2.).  

                                                             
1
 {ȊŎȊŜƎƽƱƻǿŀ ƳŜǘƻŘƻƭƻƎƛŀ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ȊŀǿŀǊǘŀ ƧŜǎǘ ǿ ǊŀǇƻǊŎƛŜ ƳŜǘƻŘƻƭƻƎƛŎȊƴȅƳ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴȅƳ ƴŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƛŜΥ 

www.ewaluacja.gov.pl/Ewaluacja_ex_post_NPR/Strony/Ewaluacja_ex_post_NPR.aspx 

Y²9{¢L9 YhbY¦w9b/¸Wbh|/L 
I !¢w!Y/¸Wbh|/L aL!{¢ 

Y²9{¢L9 {tjWbh|/L 

{th_9/½b9W L tw½9{¢w½9bb9W 

Y²9{¢L9 ²!w¦bYj² 5¸C¦½WL 

twh/9{j² wh½²hWh²¸/I 

BADANIE 
²{tj_²¸{¢Bth²!bL! 
ZJAWISK 

tƻȊƛƻƳ ƻƎƽƭƴȅ 
(wszystkie badane miasta) 

 

tƻȊƛƻƳ ƻƎƽƭƴȅ 
(wszystkie badane miasta) 

tƻȊƛƻƳ ƻƎƽƭƴȅ 
(wszystkie badane miasta) 

 

BADANIE RELACJI 
PRZYCZYNOWO-
SKUTKOWYCH 

{ǘǳŘƛŀ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪƽǿ 

 

{ǘǳŘƛŀ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪƽǿ 

{ǘǳŘƛŀ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪƽǿ 
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RYCINA 2. Model badawczy 

 
¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜΦ 
 

2.2. ZAKRES PRZEDMIOTOWY  

tǊȊŜŘƳƛƻǘŜƳ ōŀŘŀƵ ōȅƱȅ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťǿȊƛťŎƛŀ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǿ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ ƻōƧťǘȅŎƘ ōŀŘŀƴƛŜƳ 
w ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎŜƪǘƻǊƻǿȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƽǿ ƻǇŜǊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ό{thύ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎȅŎƘΥ ǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
przedǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ό{th ²YtύΣ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŎƘ ό{th w½[ύΣ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ό{th 
Transport), restrukturyzacji i ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǎŜƪǘƻǊŀ ȍȅǿƴƻǏŎƛƻǿŜƎƻ ƻǊŀȊ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ǿƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ό{th 
wh[ύΣ ǊȅōƻƱƽǿǎǘǿŀ ƛ ǇǊȊŜǘǿƽǊǎǘǿŀ Ǌȅō ό{th wȅōȅύΣ ½ƛƴǘŜƎǊƻǿŀƴŜgo Programu Operacyjnego Rozwoju 
Regionalnego (ZPORR), a ǘŀƪȍŜ CǳƴŘǳǎȊǳ {ǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛΣ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǳ Lb¢9ww9D (INTERREG IIIB CADSES I BSR, 
INTERREG IIIC, oraz wszystkie programy w ramach INTERREG IIIA realizowane na terenie Polski) oraz 
programu URBACT 2002-2006 (w ǎǳƳƛŜ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴƻ рфтф ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿύΦ 

 

2.3. ZAKRES CZASOWY 

Podstawowym zakresem czasowym zrealizowanego badania bȅƱ okres od 1 stycznia 2004 r. do 30 czerwca 
2009 r.Σ ǿ ƪǘƽǊȅƳ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ōȅƱȅ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťǿȊƛťŎƛŀ ŦƛƴŀƴǎƻǿŀƴŜ Ȋ ŦǳƴŘǳǎȊȅ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊŀƭƴȅŎƘ ƻǊŀȊ CǳƴŘǳǎȊǳ 
SpƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ btw нллп-2006. 5ƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŏ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǎǘŀǘȅǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ ǇƻǿƻŘǳƧŜ ƧŜŘƴŀƪΣ ȍŜ ȊŀƪǊŜǎ 
ŎȊŀǎƻǿȅ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ƻƎƽƭƴȅƳ ƻōŜƧƳƻǿŀƱ ƻƪǊŜǎ нллп-2008. 

 

2.4. ZAKRES PRZESTRZENNY 

.!5!bL9 YhbY¦w9b/¸Wbh|/L L !¢w!Y/¸Wbh|/L aL!{¢ 

Badanie konkureƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƛ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƻōŜƧƳƻǿŀƱƻ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ ŘǳȍŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿ tƻƭǎŎŜ ƻ liczbie 
ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊŜƪǊŀŎȊŀƧŊŎŜƧ фл ǘȅǎΦ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ ǿ ƛŎƘ ƎǊŀƴƛŎŀŎƘ administracyjnych. W przypadku konurbacji 
ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ŀƴŀƭƛȊŀ ƻōƧťƱŀ ƱŊŎȊƴƛŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǿŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜ ǿ ǎƪƱŀŘ ŘŀƴŜƧ ƪƻƴǳǊōŀŎƧƛ όǘƧ. w przypadku 
¢ǊƽƧƳƛŀǎǘŀΥ DŘŀƵǎƪΣ DŘȅƴƛť ƛ {ƻǇƻǘΣ ŀ ǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ƪƻƴǳǊōŀŎƧƛ ǏƭŊǎƪƛŜƧΥ .ȅǘƻƳΣ /ƘƻǊȊƽǿΣ 5ŊōǊƻǿť DƽǊƴƛŎȊŊ, 
DƭƛǿƛŎŜΣ WŀǿƻǊȊƴƻΣ YŀǘƻǿƛŎŜΣ aȅǎƱƻǿƛŎŜΣ tƛŜƪŀǊȅ |ƭŊǎƪƛŜΣ wǳŘť |ƭŊǎƪŊΣ {ƛŜƳƛŀƴƻǿƛŎŜ |ƭŊǎƪƛŜΣ {ƻǎƴƻǿƛŜŎΣ 
|ǿƛťǘƻŎƘƱƻǿƛŎŜΣ ¢ȅŎƘȅΣ ½ŀōǊȊŜύΦ _ŊŎȊƴƛŜ ȊōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ȊƻǎǘŀƱƻ ом ƳƛŀǎǘΣ Ȋ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜΣ ǇƻȊŀ 
²ŀƱōǊȊȅŎƘŜƳΣ ǎŊ ƳƛŀǎǘŀƳƛ ƴŀ ǇǊŀǿŀŎƘ ǇƻǿƛŀǘǳΣ ƻǊŀȊ н ƪƻƴǳǊōŀŎƧŜΥ ǏƭŊǎƪŀ ƛ ǘǊƽƧƳƛŜƧǎƪŀ όǇƻǊΦ ǘab. 1.). 
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TABELA 1. Lista badanych miast 

MIASTO [¦5bh|0 όнллуύ   MIASTO [¦5bh|0 (2008) 

WARSZAWA  1709781  Yhb¦w.!/W! |[+{Y! Katowice 309621 

Yw!Yj²  754624   Sosnowiec 221259 

_j5¾  747152   Gliwice 196669 

²wh/_!²  632162   Zabrze 188401 

th½b!c  557264   Bytom 183829 

SZCZECIN  406941   wǳŘŀ ǏƭŊǎƪŀ 143930 

BYDGOSZCZ  358928   Tychy 129475 

LUBLIN  350462   5ŊōǊƻǿŀ GƽǊƴƛŎȊŀ 128315 

.L!_¸{¢hY  294153   /ƘƻǊȊƽǿ 113314 

/½B{¢h/Ih²!  240612   Jaworzno 95228 

RADOM  224226   aȅǎƱƻǿƛŎŜ 74998 

¢hw¦c  206013   {ƛŜƳƛŀƴƻǿƛŎŜ |ƭŊǎƪƛŜ 71118 

KIELCE  205094   Piekary |ƭŊǎƪƛŜ 58832 

OLSZTYN  176142   |ǿƛťǘƻŎƘƱƻǿƛŎŜ 54360 

BIELSKO-.L!_!  175677  ¢wjWaL!{¢h DŘŀƵǎƪ 455581 

w½9{½j²  170653   Gdynia 249257 

RYBNIK  141177   Sopot 38821 

t_h/Y  126709  

9[.[+D  126439  

OPOLE  126203  

Dhw½j² ²L9[Yhth[{YL  125157  

²!_.w½¸/I  122411  

²_h/_!²9Y  118042  

½L9[hb! Djw!  117557  

¢!wbj²  115518  

KOSZALIN  107146  

KALISZ  107140  

LEGNICA  104489  

Dw¦5½L+5½   99134  

{_¦t{Y  97331  

W!{¢w½B.L9-½5wjW  93554  

¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜ ƴŀ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƛŜ D¦{Φ 

.!5!bL9 5¸C¦½WL twh/9{j² wh½²hWh²¸/I 

W badaniach dyfuȊƧƛ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿȅŎƘ ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛƻƴŜ ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ǊŜƭŀŎƧŜ ƳƛťŘȊy miastami i ich 
ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƳ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜƳ w trzech ǳƧťŎƛŀŎƘ ǳǿŀǊǳƴƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŎƛŊ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǎǘŀǘȅǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ (ryc. 
3.). Dwa z ƴƛŎƘ ƳƛŀƱȅ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ƛƭƻǏŎƛƻǿȅ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǇƻǿƛŀǘƽǿΣ ŀ trzecie ς ƧŀƪƻǏŎiowy na poziomie gmin. 
tƛŜǊǿǎȊŜ ǳƧťŎƛŜ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱƻ ǊŜƭŀŎƧƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŊ ƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŜƳΦ αaŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛťέ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱ ǿ ǳǇǊƻǎȊŎȊŜƴƛǳ 
ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛ ǿǊŀȊ ƧŜƎƻ ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊȅƳ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜƳΣ ŎȊȅƭƛ ǎǘǊŜŦŊ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪŊΦ ½ŀǎƛťƎ ǎǘǊŜŦȅ ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ 
Řƭŀ ǎƛŜŘƳƛǳ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ Ǉƻlskich miast (²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŀΣ YǊŀƪƽǿΣ _ƽŘȋΣ ²ǊƻŎƱŀǿΣ tƻȊƴŀƵΣ {ȊŎȊŜŎƛƴΣ [ǳōƭƛƴύ ƻǊŀȊ 
ƪƻƴǳǊōŀŎƧƛ ǏƭŊǎƪƛŜƧ ƛ ǘǊƽƧƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ ƻƪǊŜǏƭƻƴƻ ǇǊȊȅōƭƛȍŀƧŊŎ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǇƻǿƛŀǘƻǿȅƳ ŘŜƭƛƳƛǘŀŎƧť ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴŊ ǇǊȊŜȊ aΦ {ƳťǘƪƻǿǎƪƛŜƎƻ όнллтύ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ƎƳƛƴƴȅƳΦ 5ƭŀ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱȅŎƘ 
Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘ ό.ƛŀƱȅǎǘƻƪΣ .ȅŘƎƻǎȊŎȊΣ DƻǊȊƽǿ ²ƛŜƭƪƻǇƻƭǎƪƛΣ YƛŜƭŎŜΣ hǇƻƭŜΣ wȊŜǎȊƽǿΣ ¢ƻǊǳƵΣ ½ƛŜƭƻƴŀ 
DƽǊŀύ Ȋŀ ǎǘǊŜŦť ǇƻŘƳƛŜƧǎƪŊ ǇǊȊȅƧťǘƻ ƻǘŀŎȊŀƧŊŎȅ ƧŜ Ǉƻǿƛŀǘ ȊƛŜƳǎƪƛΦ hǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜ ǘȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ 
zdefiniowano natomiast jako pozoǎǘŀƱŜ Ǉƻǿƛŀǘȅ ǿŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜ ǿ ǎƪƱŀŘ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊǘǿΦ 
W ŘǊǳƎƛƳ ǳƧťŎƛǳ ŀƴŀƭƛȊŀ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅƱŀ ǊŜƭŀŎƧƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƳƛŀǎǘŜƳ όǿ ƎǊŀƴƛŎŀŎƘ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘύ ƛ ƧŜƎƻ 
ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊȅƳ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜƳ ȊŘŜŦƛƴƛƻǿŀƴȅƳ Ƨŀƪ ǿȅȍŜƧ Řƭŀ ƻǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŎƘΣ ŀ Řƭŀ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƱȅŎƘ мр Ƴƛŀǎǘ 
όȊŀ ǿȅƧŊǘƪƛŜƳ WŀǎǘǊȊťōƛŀ-Zdroju) jako poǿƛŀǘ ȊƛŜƳǎƪƛ ƻǘŀŎȊŀƧŊŎȅ ƳƛŀǎǘƻΦ 
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RYCINA 3. Badane miasta oraz konurbacje i ich strefy podmiejskie 

           
¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜΦ 

{¢¦5L! tw½¸t!5Yj² 

5ƻōƻǊǳ Ƴƛŀǎǘ Řƻ ōŀŘŀƵ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ Řƻƪƻƴŀƴƻ ǇǊȊȅ ǿȅƪƻǊȊȅǎǘŀƴƛǳ ƴŀǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎȅŎƘ ƪǊȅǘŜǊƛƽǿΥ 

¶ ƪǊȅǘŜǊƛŀ ƻƪǊŜǏƭƻƴŜ ǿ {ht½ ǿǎƪŀȊǳƧŊŎŜ ƴŀ: όмύ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿť Ƨŀƪƻ ǎǘƻƭƛŎť ƛ ƎƱƽǿƴȅ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅ ƪǊŀƧǳΣ όнύ ƧŜŘƴƻ Ȋ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƴŀƭŜȍŊŎȅŎƘ Řƻ ƎǊǳǇȅ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ƛ ƴŀƧƭŜǇƛŜƧ ǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťǘȅŎƘ 
ƻǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ǿ tƻƭǎŎŜΣ όоύ Ƴƛŀǎǘƻ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŜ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴŜ ǿŜ ǿǎŎƘƻŘƴƛŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ƪǊŀƧǳ ƻǊŀȊ όпύ 
Ƴƛŀǎǘƻ ƻ ƭƛŎȊōƛŜ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊŜƪǊŀŎȊŀƧŊŎŜƧ млл ǘȅǎΦ ƴƛŜ ōťŘŊŎŜ ǎǘƻƭƛŎŊ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊǘǿŀΤ 

¶ Ǌƻƭŀ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿ ƪǊŀƧƻǿȅƳ ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŜ ƻǎŀŘƴƛŎȊȅƳ ǇƻŘ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ƛŎƘ ǿƛŜƭƪƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŜǊȊƻƴŜƧ ƭƛŎȊōŊ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ 
ƻǊŀȊ ǇƻŘ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƛ ǇŜƱƴƛƻƴȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜȊ Řŀƴȅ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛΤ 

¶ skala interwencji publicznej ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƻƪǊŜǎƛŜ нллп-2006. 

½ŘŜŎȅŘƻǿŀƴƻΣ ȍŜ ōŀŘŀƴŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ōťŘŊ ǊŜǇǊŜȊŜƴǘƻǿŀŏΣ ǇƻȊŀ ƻǏǊƻŘƪƛŜƳ ǎǘƻƱŜŎȊƴȅƳΣ ƪŀȍŘŊ Ȋ czterech 
ƎƱƽǿƴȅŎƘ ƪƭŀǎ ƻǏǊƻŘƪƽǿ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ό{Ƴťǘƪƻǿǎƪƛ нллфύΥ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅΣ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅΣ 
ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǎǳōǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅΣ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǇƻƴŀŘƭƻƪŀƭƴȅΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ Ǉƻ ǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊŜƴƛǳ ǿǎǘťǇƴŜƧ ŀƴŀƭƛȊȅ ƭƛŎȊōȅ 
i ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƴŀ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƛŜ ǇǊȊŜƪŀȊŀƴŜƧ ōŀȊȅ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ2  uznano, ȍŜ ǘƻ ƪǊȅǘŜǊƛǳƳ ƳƻȍŜ ƳƛŜŏ ǿȅƱŊŎȊƴƛŜ 
ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ ǇƻƳƻŎƴƛŎȊȅ Ȋ ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ŘǳȍŜ ȊǊƽȍƴƛŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ƻǊŀȊ ƴŀ 
ǿȅǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜ ǿ ōŀȊƛŜ ƴƛŜǏŎƛǎƱƻǏŎƛΦ ² ŜŦŜƪŎƛŜ ŘƻōǊŀƴƻ ƳƛŀǎǘŀΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ȊƴŀƭŀȊƱȅ ǎƛť ǿ ŎȊƻƱƽǿŎŜ ŘŀƴŜƧ ƪƭŀǎȅ Ƴƛŀǎǘ 
ǇƻŘ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ ƭƛŎȊōȅ ƭǳō ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ȊǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǿ ǇǊȊŜƭƛŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƴŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎŀΦ bŀ ǘŜƧ 
ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƛŜ Řƻ ŘŀƭǎȊȅŎƘ ōŀŘŀƵ  ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ǿȅōǊŀƴƻ όǇƻǊ. ǘŜȍ tab. 2.): 

¶ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǎǘƻƱŜŎȊƴȅ ό²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŀύΣ 

¶ ƛƴƴȅ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅ όtƻȊƴŀƵύΣ 

¶ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅ ό[ǳōƭƛƴ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅ ǿ ǿǎŎƘƻŘƴƛŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ƪǊŀƧǳύ, 

¶ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǎǳōǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅ ό½ƛŜƭƻƴŀ DƽǊŀύΣ 

                                                             
2 .ŀȊŀ {wt ǇǊŜȊŜƴǘǳƧŊŎŀ stan na 31.12.2009. 
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¶ ƻǏǊƻŘŜƪ ǇƻƴŀŘƭƻƪŀƭƴȅ (Rybnik). 
 

TABELA 2Φ ²ȅōƽǊ Ƴƛŀǎǘ Řƻ ōŀŘŀƵ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ 

LP NAZWA 
 

LICZBA 
[¦5bh|/L        

W TYS. 

LICZBA 
twhW9Y¢j² 

²!w¢h|0 
PROW9Y¢j²  
ώa[b ½_ϐ 

{t9_bL!bL9 
Yw¸¢9wLj² 

SPOPZ  

h|wh5YL a9¢whth[L¢![b9 

1 WARSZAWA 1702,1 620 5 469 1 
2 Yhb¦w.!/W! |[+{Y! 1990,8 734 4 219 2 
3 Yw!Yj² 756,3 437 1 852 2 
4 th½b!c 565,0 246 1 771 2 
5 ¢wjWaL!{¢h 748,1 670 2 493 2 
6 ²wh/_!² 634,6 320 1 794 2 
7 _j5¾ 760,3 380 2 208 2 

h|wh5YL w9DLhb![b9 ς KLASA A 

1 LUBLIN 353,5 257 445 3 
2 SZCZECIN 409,1 294 1 983  
3 ¢hw¦c 207,2 130 655  

h|wh5YL w9DLhb![b9 ς KLASA B 

1 .L!_¸{¢hY 294,8 216 407 3 
2 BIELSKO ς .L!_! 176,5 132 184 4 
3 BYDGOSZCZ 363,5 147 1 230  
4 /½B{¢h/Ih²! 245,0 69 409 4 
5 KIELCE 207,2 97 334 3 
6 w½9{½j² 163,5 178 495 3 
7 OLSZTYN 174,9 131 569 3 

h|wh5YL {¦.w9DLhb![b9 ς KLASA A 

1 t_h/Y 127,2 67 342 4 
2 ²_h/_!²9Y  119,3 18 213 4 
3 OPOLE 127,6 128 511  
4 Dhw½j² ²[YtΦ 125,5 87 162  
5 LEGNICA 105,2 29 54 4 
6 RADOM 225,8 79 385 4 
7 ½L9[hb! Djw! 118,1 72 196  

h|wh5YL {¦.w9DLhb![b9 ς KLASA B 

1 KALISZ 108,5 72 196 4 
2 KOSZALIN 107,7 56 213 4 
3 {_¦t{Y 98,1 96 212 4 
4 ¢!wbj² 117,0 59 117 4 
5 ²!_.w½¸/I 125,0 36 236 4 

h|wh5YL thb!5[hY!LNE 

1 9[.[+D 127,0 27 128 4 
2 RYBNIK 141,4 58 961 4 
3 Dw¦5½L+5½ 99,2 11 52 4 
4 W!{¢w½B.L9 ς ½5wjW 94,7 24 173 4 

¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜΦ 

SUBURBANIZACJA 

!ƴŀƭƛȊŀ ǿǇƱȅǿǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ Ǉƻƭƛǘȅƪƛ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ нллп-2006 na 
przeciwŘȊƛŀƱŀƴƛŜ ƴŜƎŀǘȅǿƴȅƳ ǎƪǳǘƪƻƳ ǎǇƻƴǘŀƴƛŎȊƴŜƧ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴŀ ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ǿ gminach, 
w ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ zjawiska suburbanizacyjne ǿȅǎǘťǇǳƧŊ ǿ ȊƴŀŎȊƴȅƳ ƴŀǎƛƭŜƴƛǳΦ WŜŘƴƻǎǘƪƛ ǘŜ ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ǿȅǘȅǇƻǿŀƴŜ ƴŀ 
ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƛŜ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǎǘŀǘȅǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎȅŎƘ ǎŀƭŘŀ ƳƛƎǊŀŎƧƛ ǿ ǇǊȊŜƭƛŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƴŀ млл ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ ǿ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ 
2002-нллуΦ tƻŘǎǘŀǿŊ ǿȅōƻǊǳ ƎƳƛƴ ōȅƱŀ ƭƛǎǘŀ ƧŜŘƴƻǎǘŜƪΣ ǿ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǿǎƪŀȋƴƛƪ ǘŜƴ ǇǊȊŜƪǊƻŎȊȅƱ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŏ о҈ όŎƻ 
ƳƻȍŜ ƘƛǇƻǘŜǘȅŎȊƴƛŜ ǿǎƪŀȊȅǿŀŏ ƴŀ ȊŀŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛΣ ƎŘȅȍ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴŜ ŘŀƴŜ ƴƛŜ ƻōŜƧƳǳƧŊ 
ƪƛŜǊǳƴƪƽǿ ǇǊȊŜǇƱȅǿƽǿ ƳƛƎǊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘύΦ [ƛǎǘŀ ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ƴŀǎǘťǇƴƛŜ ȊƳƻŘȅŦƛƪƻǿŀƴŀ ƴŀ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƛŜ ǿȅƴƛƪƽǿ 
ŀƴŀƭƛȊȅ ƪŀǊǘƻƎǊŀŦƛŎȊƴŜƧ ǘŀƪΣ ŀōȅ ǿȅōǊŀƴŜ ƎƳƛƴȅ ǘǿƻǊȊȅƱȅ ȊǿŀǊǘŜ ǎǘǊŜŦȅ ǿƻƪƽƱ ǿȅōǊŀƴȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ (potencjalne 
strefy suburbanizacyjne). Zamieszczona ƴƛȍŜƧ mapa (ryc. 4.) ilustrujŜ ȊŀƪǊŜǎ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎȅŎƘ 
ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ όƭƛǎǘŀ ƎƳƛƴ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊŎȅŎƘ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƭƴŜ strefy suburbanizacyjne przedstawiona 
ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ǿ ȊŀƱŊŎȊƴƛƪu LLύΦ ¢ŀƪŀ ǇǊƻŎŜŘǳǊŀ ƻƪǊŜǏƭŜƴƛŀ ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƎƻ ǘŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀΣ 
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ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛŀƧŊŎŀ ȊŀǊƽǿƴƻ ǇƻŘŜƧǏŎƛŜ ƛƭƻǏŎƛƻǿŜ Ƨŀƪ ƛ ƧŀƪƻǏŎƛƻǿŜΣ ǳƳƻȍƭƛǿƛŀ ǿȅȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǎǘǊŜŦ 
suburbanizacyjnych wybranych miast i przeprowadzenie dalszych analiz na poziomie gmin. 

 

RYCINA 4. ½ŀƪǊŜǎ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎȅŎƘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎƽǿ ǎǳōurbanizacji 

 

¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜΦ 

 

URBACT 

² ŎȊťǏŎƛ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜƧ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǳ ¦w.!/¢ нллп-нллс ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛƻƴŜ ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ 
ǊŜŀƭƛȊǳƧŊŎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǘŜƧ ƛƴƛŎƧŀǘȅǿȅ όƴƛŜȊŀƭŜȍƴƛŜ ƻŘ ƭƛŎȊōȅ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿύΦ Analiza URBACT ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛƱŀ 
w pewnym sensƛŜ ǎǘǳŘƛǳƳ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳΣ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ przede wszystkim samego proƎǊŀƳǳ όƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿύΣ 
ǿǎǇƽƱǇǊŀŎȅ ƻǊŀȊ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ όǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳ ŀŘŜƪǿŀǘƴȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿύΦ .ŀŘŀƴƛŜ ƻōŜƧƳƻǿŀƱƻ ǿ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƻǏŎƛ 
ƴŀǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅΥ .ƛŀƱȅǎǘƻƪ όa95Lb¢Σ ¦w.!a!{ύ, Bydgoszcz (HOUS-ES, PHYRE), Bytom 
(Support for Cities), /ƘƻǊȊƽǿ ό{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ /ƛǘƛŜǎύ, 9ƭōƭŊƎ ό¦w.!a!{ύ, DŘŀƵǎƪ ό9Ŏƻ-Fin-Net, ISN), Kalisz 
(CITUM), Katowice (EQUIPTI), YǊŀƪƽǿ ό/Ihw¦{Σ ¦w.!bL¢!{ύ, _ƻƳȍŀ όtI¸w9Σ ¸ƻǳƴƎ tŜƻǇƭŜύ, Olsztyn 
(HOUS-ES), tƱƻŎƪ ό¦w.!a!{ύ, PozƴŀƵ ό9v¦Lt¢LΣ Ih¦{-9{Σ {ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ /ƛǘƛŜǎύΣ wǳŘŀ |ƭŊǎƪŀ ό{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ 
Cities), Sopot (HOUS-ES), {ƱǳǇǎƪ ό¦w.!a!{ύ, {ǘŀǊƻƎŀǊŘ DŘŀƵǎƪƛ ό¦ŘƛŜȄ-Alep), |ǿƛťǘƻŎƘƱƻǿƛŎŜ ό{ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ 
Cities), Tczew (URBAMAS), Warszawa (HOUS-ES, ISN, REGENERA, SecurCity), ²ƱƻŎƱŀǿŜƪ όURBAMAS). 

 

2.5. .!½! twhW9Y¢j² 

tƻŘǎǘŀǿŊ ŀƴŀƭƛȊȅ ƛƭƻǏŎƛƻǿŜƧ ƛ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƧ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ƧŜǎǘ ōŀȊŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǇǊȊŜƪŀȊŀƴŀ ǇǊȊŜȊ ½ŀƳŀǿƛŀƧŊŎŜƎƻ 
(Baza SRP ǇǊŜȊŜƴǘǳƧŊŎŀ ǎǘŀƴ ƴŀ омΦмнΦнллфύΦ ²ǎǘťǇƴŀ ŀƴŀƭƛȊŀ ōŀȊȅ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǿȅƪŀȊŀƱŀ ǿƛŜƭŜ ƧŜƧ 
ƴƛŜŘƻǎƪƻƴŀƱƻǏŎƛ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ Ȋ ōƱťŘŀƳƛ ǿ ǊŜƪƻǊŘŀŎƘ όƴƛŜǿƱŀǏŎƛǿŀ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŀ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘŀΣ ƴƛŜǿƱŀǏŎƛǿŀ 
ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŀ ƛƴǘŜǊǿŜƴŎƧƛΣ ōƱťŘƴŜ ǇǊȊȅǇƛǎŀƴƛŜ ǿ ǳƪƱŀŘȊƛŜ ƎƳƛƴŀ-powiat-ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊǘǿƻΣ ōƱťŘȅ ǿ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛŀŎƘ 

0 50 100

kilometry
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ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿύ ƻǊŀȊ ƭƻƪŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŊ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ όƴƛŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ǎŊ ȊƭƻƪŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜύΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ŎȊťǏŏ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ 
ƧŜǎǘ ȊƳǳƭǘƛǇƭƛƪƻǿŀƴŀ όǘŜƴ ǎŀƳ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘ ƻǇƛǎŀƴȅ ƧŜǎǘ ǿ ƪƛƭƪǳ ƻǎƻōƴȅŎƘ ǊŜƪƻǊŘŀŎƘύΦ ²ƻōŜŎ ǇƻǿȅȍǎȊŜƎƻ 
ȊŀƛǎǘƴƛŀƱŀ ƪƻƴƛŜŎȊƴƻǏŏ ǿŜǊȅŦƛƪŀŎƧƛ ƛ ƪƻǊŜƪǘȅ ōŀȊȅ ƴŀ ǇƻǘǊȊŜōȅ ōŀŘŀƵ ŜǿŀƭǳŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘΦ tǊƻŎŜǎ ƻōǊƽōƪƛ ōŀȊȅ 
ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ōȅƱ ȊŀŘŀƴƛŜƳ ƴƛŜǇǊȊŜǿƛŘȊƛŀƴȅƳ w takim zakresie ǿ ƳƻƳŜƴŎƛŜ ŦƻǊƳǳƱƻǿŀƴƛŀ ȊŀƪǊŜǎǳ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀΣ ƧŜƎƻ 
ŎȊŀǎƻŎƘƱƻƴƴƻǏŏ ƻƪŀȊŀƱŀ ǎƛť ȊƴŀŎȊƴŀΣ ǎǘŊŘ ǘŜȍ z uwagi na harmonogram badania ƻōǊƽōƪŀ ōŀȊȅ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ 
ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƻƴŀ Řƻ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘƽǿ ƴƛŜȊōťŘƴȅŎƘ Řƭŀ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀΦ 

.ŀȊť ŘŀƴȅŎƘ Řƻ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƻ ǿ ǎǇƻǎƽō ǘŀƪƛ, aby lokalizacja projektƽǿ ōȅƱŀ Ƨŀƪ ƴŀƧƭŜǇǎȊŀ όǿƛťŎŜƧ 
o ǎǇƻǎƻōƛŜ ǇǊȊŜƪǎȊǘŀƱŎŜƴƛŀ ōŀȊȅ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǇƻǊΦ ȊŀƱŊŎȊƴƛƪ LύΦ ½ƴŀŎȊƴŊ ŎȊťǏŏ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ōȅƱƻ ǇǊȊȅǇƛǎŀŏ Řƻ 
poziomu miasta (NTS5) lub powiatu (grodzkiego lub ziemskiego) ς ǿ ǊŀǇƻǊŎƛŜ ǎŊ ƻƴŜ ƻƪǊŜǏƭŀƴŜ Ƨŀƪƻ 
ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ȊƭƻƪŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜΦ tƻȊƻǎǘŀƱŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅΣ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ȊŜ ǿȊƎƭťŘǳ ƴŀ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ όƻōŜƧƳǳƧŊŎŜ ǎǿȅƳ 
ȊŀǎƛťƎƛŜƳ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅ ƻōǎȊŀǊύΣ ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ǇǊȊȅǇƛǎŀƴŜ Řƻ ǇƻȊƛƻƳǳ ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŜƎƻ ƭǳō ƪǊŀƧƻǿŜƎƻ ς ǿ ǊŀǇƻǊŎƛŜ ǎŊ 
ƻƴŜ ƻƪǊŜǏƭŀƴŜ Ƨŀƪƻ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘȅ ƻōǎȊŀǊƻǿŜΦ ProƧŜƪǘȅ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ ǇƻƳƻŎȅ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎȊƴŜƧ ȊƻǎǘŀƱȅ ǿȅƪƭǳŎȊƻƴŜ Ȋ ōŀȊȅ 
i dalszych analiz. 

 

2.6. METODY BADAWCZE 

² ōŀŘŀƴƛǳ ǿȅƪƻǊȊȅǎǘŀƴƻ ǊƽȍƴŜ ƳŜǘƻŘȅ ōŀŘŀǿŎȊŜ ȊōƛŜǊŀƴƛŀ ƛ ŀƴŀƭƛȊȅ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ ȊƎƻŘƴƛŜ Ȋ ȊŀǎŀŘŊ ǘǊƛŀƴƎǳƭŀŎƧƛΦ 
tƻŘǎǘŀǿŊ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ōȅƱŀ ōŀȊŀ ŘŀƴȅŎƘ aww ƻ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘŀŎƘΦ tƻƴŀŘto wykorzystano szereg danych GUS (ich zakres 
ƻǇƛǎŀƴȅ ƧŜǎǘ ǿ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴȅŎƘ ŎȊťǏŎƛŀŎƘ ǊŀǇƻǊǘǳύΦ ¦ǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛƻƴƻ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ŘƻƪǳƳŜƴǘŀŎƧť ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƻǿŊΣ ŎȊȅƭƛ 
wnioski o dofinansowanie oraz sprawozdania ƪƻƵŎƻǿŜ Ȋ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿΦ ² ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ōŀŘŀƵ ȊŜōǊŀƴƻ 
ǘŀƪȍŜ ŘŀƴŜ ǇƛŜǊǿƻǘƴŜ ǎǘƻǎǳƧŊŎ ƴŀǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜ ƳŜǘƻŘȅΥ 

¶ wywiady indywidualne Ȋ ǇǊȊŜŘǎǘŀǿƛŎƛŜƭŀƳƛ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƳƛŀǎǘΣ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƳŀǊǎȊŀƱƪƻǿǎƪƛch, beneficjen-
ǘƽǿΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇƻȊŀǊȊŊŘƻǿȅŎƘΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊŎƽǿΣ ǳǊȊťŘƽǿ ƎƳƛƴ Ȋ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŀ ŘǳȍȅŎƘ 
miast, ekspertami oraz innymi interesariuszami όǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴƻ фл ǿȅǿƛŀŘƽǿύΤ 

¶ ŀƴƪƛŜǘȅ Řƭŀ ƎƳƛƴ όȊŜōǊŀƴƻ ооу ŀƴƪƛŜǘΣ ǎǘƻǇŀ ȊǿǊƻǘǳ ǿȅƴƛƻǎƱŀ моΣф҈ύΤ 

¶ ŀƴƪƛŜǘŀ Řƭŀ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ όȊŜōǊŀƴƻ ру ŀƴƪƛŜǘΣ ǎǘƻǇŀ ȊǿǊƻǘu ǿȅƴƛƻǎƱŀ 
58,6%); 

¶ ŀƴƪƛŜǘȅ Řƭŀ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƧŜƴǘƽǿ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ ¦wBACT (zebrano 17 ankiet, stopa zwrotu ǿȅƴƛƻǎƱŀ рпΣу҈ύΤ 

¶ warsztaty (wywiady zogniskowane) dla interesariuszy (pǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴƻ мл ǿŀǊǎȊǘŀǘƽǿ ǿ р mia-
ǎǘŀŎƘ ōŀŘŀƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǎǘǳŘƛƽǿ ǇǊȊȅǇŀŘƪǳύΤ 

¶ wizytaŎƧŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ όǇǊȊŜǇǊƻǿŀŘȊƻƴƻ уу ǿƛȊȅǘŀŎƧƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿύ ς lista wizytowanych projeƪǘƽǿ ȊƴŀƧ-
ŘǳƧŜ ǎƛť ǿ ȊŀƱŊŎȊƴƛƪǳ V. 
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3. WYNIKI BADANIA 

3.1. KONTEKST INTERWENCJI 

3.1.1. ²{tj_/½9{b9 a9/I!bL½a¸ wh½²hW¦ aL!{¢ L w9DLhbj² 

aƛŀǎǘŀ ȊŀǿǎȊŜ ōȅƱȅ ǿŀȍƴȅƳƛ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀƳƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳΦ WŜŘƴŀƪ ǿ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎŜ ƻǇŀǊǘŜƧ ƴŀ ǿƛŜŘȊȅ ƛŎƘ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ 
staje ǎƛť ŎƻǊŀȊ ǿƛťƪǎȊŜΦ {ȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅ ǘƻ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ, ǇŜƱƴƛŊŎȅŎƘ ŦǳƴƪŎƧŜ ƪƻƴǘǊƻƭƴŜ ƛ ȊŀǊȊŊŘŎȊŜΣ 
ŎȊȅƭƛ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǎǘŀƧŊ ǎƛť ƎƱƽǿƴȅƳƛ ƳƻǘƻǊŀƳƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿ ƛ ƪǊŀƧƽǿΦ ½ ƪƻƭŜƛ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǏǊŜŘƴƛŜƧ 
ǿƛŜƭƪƻǏŎƛ ƳŀƧŊ ƻŘǇƻǿƛŜŘƴƛƻ ƳƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱȅǿŀƴƛe, niemniŜƧ ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǎŊ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ƛǎǘƻǘƴŜ Ȋ Ǉǳƴƪǘǳ ǿƛŘȊŜƴƛŀ 
ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǇƻƭƛŎŜƴǘǊȅŎȊƴŜƎƻΣ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊŎ ŎȊťǎǘƻ ǘȊǿΦ ōƛŜƎǳƴȅ ǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ŘǊǳƎƛŜƎƻ ǊȊťŘǳΦ Na poziomie 
ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛƳ ŘƻǏŏ ǇƻǿǎȊŜŎƘƴƛŜ ǳȊƴŀƧŜ ǎƛťΣ ȍŜ ǿƱŀǏŎƛǿŜ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƻƴƻǿŀƴƛŜ miast i metropolii jest kluczem do 
ƻǎƛŊƎƴƛťŎƛŀ ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƧΣ ǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛΣ ŀ ǘŀƪȍŜ ǘǊǿŀƱŜƎƻ rozwoju oraz wytworzenia 
ǿƱŀǏŎƛǿŜƧ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǳ ƻǎŀŘƴƛŎȊŜƎƻ ¦ƴƛƛ 9ǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ όȊƻōΦ ƳΦƛƴ.: 9{5t όмфффύΣ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŀ [ƛȊōƻƵǎƪŀ 
όнлллύΣ ¢ǊȊŜŎƛ wŀǇƻǊǘ {ǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ όнллпύύΦ ² ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ŘƻƪǳƳŜƴǘŀŎh planistycznych problematyka 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴŀ ƛ ƳƛŜƧǎƪŀ ǿŎƛŊȍ ƴƛŜ ƧŜǎǘ ǘŀƪ ǎƛƭƴƛŜ ŜƪǎǇƻƴƻǿŀƴŀΣ ŀƭŜ ǿŘǊƻȍŜƴƛŜ ƳΦƛƴΦ ƛǎǘƴƛŜƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜƪǘƽǿ 
ŀƪǘǳŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ YƻƴŎŜǇŎƧƛ tǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜƎƻ ½ŀƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƻǿŀƴƛŀ YǊŀƧǳΣ ǇǊŀŎŜ ƴŀŘ ǳǎǘŀǿŊ ƻ ƻōǎȊŀǊŀŎƘ 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘΣ ŀ ǘŀƪȍŜ ǇǊȊȅƧťŎƛŜ ŘƻƪǳƳŜƴǘǳ αtƻƭǎƪŀ нлолΦ ²ȅȊǿŀƴƛŀ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿŜέ Ǉƻǿƻƭƛ ȊƳƛŜƴƛŀ ǘŜƴ 
obraz. 

CǳƴƪŎƧƻƴƻǿŀƴƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿŀǊǳƴƪƻǿŀƴŜ ƧŜǎǘ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǎȊŜǊŜƎ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƽǿ ǿȅƪǊŀŎȊŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ŘŀƭŜƪƻ ǇƻȊŀ ƭƻƪŀƭƴȅ 
ƘƻǊȅȊƻƴǘΦ /Ȋȅƴƴƛƪƛ ȊŜǿƴťǘǊȊƴŜ ƴŀ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳΣ ƪǊŀƧƻǿȅƳ ŎȊȅ ƎƭƻōŀƭƴȅƳ ŎȊťǎǘƻ ƳŀƧŊ ǿƛťƪǎȊŜ 
ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ Řƭŀ ƪƻƴŘȅŎƧƛ ƭƻƪŀƭƴŜƎƻ ǳƪƱŀŘǳ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƎƻ ƴƛȍ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛ ǿŜǿƴťǘǊȊƴŜΦ bŀ ǇǊȊŜƱƻƳƛŜ ŘǊǳƎƛŜƎƻ 
i ǘǊȊŜŎƛŜƎƻ ǘȅǎƛŊŎƭŜŎƛŀ ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊȅƳƛ ǳǿŀǊǳƴƪƻǿŀƴƛŀƳƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǎǘŀƱȅ ǎƛť ǘǊȊȅ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛΥ ƎƭƻōŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀΣ 
konkurencja i innowacja (por. ryc. 5ΦύΦ /Ȋȅƴƴƛƪƛ ǘŜ ǎŊ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴŜ ƛ ǿȊŀƧŜƳƴƛŜ ǎƛť ǿŀǊǳƴƪǳƧŊΦ 

RYCINA 5. ¢ǊƛŀŘŀ ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜƎƻ ƳƻŘŜƭǳ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ 

 

 

¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ Gorzelak 2003, s. 44. 

Globalizacja to wedle ŘŜŦƛƴƛŎƧƛ .ŀƴƪǳ |ǿƛŀǘƻǿŜƎƻΥ αǎǿƻōƻŘŀ ƛ ȊŘƻƭƴƻǏŏ ƻǎƽō ǇǊȅǿŀǘƴȅŎƘ ƻǊŀȊ ŦƛǊƳ Řƻ 
zawierania dobrowolnych transakcji gospodarczych z podmiotami w innych krajach. W praktyce globalizacja 
ƻȊƴŀŎȊŀ ǿƛťƪǎȊŊ ƳƻōƛƭƴƻǏŏ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƽǿ ǇǊƻŘǳƪŎƧƛ όƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƛ ǇǊŀŎȅύ ƻǊŀȊ ǿƛťƪǎȊŊ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀŎƧť ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŊ ǇǊȊŜȊ 
wzrost handlu i zagranicznych inwestycjiέ ό!ƭōƛƴƻǿǎƪƛ нллпΣ ǎ моύΦ DƭƻōŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ƧŜǎǘ Ƴƻȍƭƛǿŀ ŘȊƛťƪƛ 
ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƻƳ ƛ ȊŀǊŀȊŜƳ ƛƴǘŜƴǎȅŦƛƪǳƧŜ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŏ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴŊΦ ½ ƪƻƭŜƛ ǿ ƻŘƴƛŜǎƛŜƴƛǳ Řƻ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛΣ 
ƎƭƻōŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ǇƻǿƻŘǳƧŜ ƧŜƧ ȊŀƻǎǘǊȊŜƴƛŜΣ ǘŀƪȍŜ ǿƻōŜŎ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŜƪ ƭƻƪŀƭƴȅŎƘΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ƴƛŜ ƪƻƴƪǳǊǳƧŊ Ƨǳȍ ǘȅƭƪƻ ȊŜ 
ǎǿƻƛƳƛ ǎŊǎƛŀŘŀƳƛ ǿ ǳƪƱŀŘȊƛŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳ ŎȊȅ ƪǊŀƧƻǿȅƳΣ ŀƭŜ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ŎȊťǎǘƻ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎƧŀ ǘŀ Ƴŀ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊ 

GLOBALIZACJA 

ǐ ƪƻƳǇǳǘŜǊƻǿȅ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱ 
ǐ ŘŜǊŜƎǳƭŀŎƧŀ Ǐǿƛŀtowego rynku  
ǐ korporacje transnarodowe (gateways) 
ǐ Ƴƻȍƭƛǿŀ ŘȊƛťƪƛ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƻƳ όǎƛŜŎƛ 

informatyczne) 

INNOWACJA 

ǐ tworzy dla siebie popyt 
ǐ ǎƱǳȍȅ Řƻ Ǉƻǿǎǘŀƴƛŀ ƴƻǿȅŎƘ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƛ 
ǐ ǳƳƻȍƭƛǿƛŀ ƎƭƻōŀƭƛȊŀŎƧť όǎƛŜŎƛ 

informatyczne) 
ǐ ƧŜǎǘ ǇƱŀǎȊŎȊȅȊƴŊ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎƧƛ 

KONKURENCJA 

ǐ ȊŀƻǎǘǊȊŀ ǎƛť 
ǐ ǎǘŀƧŜ ǎƛť Ǝƭƻōŀƭƴŀ όƴƻǿƛ ŀƪǘƻǊȊȅύ 
ǐ ƻōƧťƱŀ ǊŜƎƛƻƴȅκƳƛŀǎǘŀ 
ǐ ǿȅƎǊȅǿŀƧŊ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜƴŎƛ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƛ 
ǐ ǳǘǊǿŀƭŀ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘŀŎƧť 
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ƎƭƻōŀƭƴȅΦ |ǿƛŀŘŎȊȅ ƻ ǘȅƳ ŎƘƻŎƛŀȍōȅ ƳƛťŘȊȅƴŀǊƻŘƻǿŀ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎƧŀ ƻ ƛƴǿŜǎǘȅŎƧŜ ȊŀƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƴŜ ς wielkie 
ƪƻƴŎŜǊƴȅ ŎȊťǎǘƻ ǊƻȊǿŀȍŀƧŊ ƪƛƭƪŀ ƭƻƪŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǿ ǊƽȍƴȅŎƘ ƪǊŀƧŀŎƘ όDƻǊȊŜƭŀƪ нллтύΦ 

W ȊƎƭƻōŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅƳ ǏǿƛŜŎƛŜ ǇǊȊŜǿŀƎŀ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴŀ ōǳŘƻǿŀƴŀ ƧŜǎǘ Ȋŀ ǇƻƳƻŎŊ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƛΦ αLƴƴƻǿŀŎƧŀ ŀƭōƻ 
ǏƳƛŜǊŏέ όŀƴƎΦ αƛƴƴƻǾŀǘŜ ƻǊ ŘƛŜέ ς por. Jagersma 2002) ς ǘŜƴ ǎƭƻƎŀƴ ƧŜǎǘ ŘǳȍȅƳ ǳǇǊƻǎȊŎȊŜƴƛŜƳΣ ǘǊǳŘƴƻ 
jŜŘƴŀƪ ƴƛŜ ǇǊȊȅȊƴŀŏΣ ȍŜ ƧŜǎǘ ǿ ƴƛƳ ǎǇƻǊƻ ǊŀŎƧƛΦ LƴƴƻǿŀŎƧŀ ǎǘŀƱŀ ǎƛť ōƻǿƛŜƳ ǳŎƛŜƭŜǏƴƛŜƴƛŜƳ ǎǳƪŎŜǎǳ ŦƛǊƳΣ 
ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿ ƛ ǇŀƵǎǘǿΦ LƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƧŜǎǘ ƎƱƽǿƴȅƳ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘŜƳ DƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪƛ hǇŀǊǘŜƧ ƴa Wiedzy (GOW), czyli 
ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜƎƻ ǇŀǊŀŘȅƎƳŀǘǳ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƎƻ ƪǊŀƧƽǿ wysokorozǿƛƴƛťǘȅŎƘΣ ǿ ƪǘƽǊȅƳ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƻǿȅƳ 
ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛŜƳ ǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ƧŜǎǘ ǿƛŜŘȊŀΦ WŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪŀΣ ǿ ƪǘƽǊŜƧ ǿƛŜŘȊŀ ƧŜǎǘ ǘǿƻǊȊƻƴŀΣ ȊŘƻōȅǿŀƴŀΣ 
ǇǊȊŜƪŀȊȅǿŀƴŀ ƛ ŜŦŜƪǘȅǿƴƛŜ ǿȅƪƻǊȊȅǎǘȅǿŀƴŀ ǇǊȊŜȊ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿŀΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎƧŜΣ ǇƻǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴŜ ƧŜŘƴƻǎǘƪƛ 
ƻǊŀȊ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻǏŏΦ /ŜŎƘŀƳƛ Dh² ƧŜǎǘ ǿȅǎƻƪŀ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏΣ ǿȅǎƻƪƛ ǇƻȊƛƻƳ ǿȅƪǎȊǘŀƱŎŜƴƛŀ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊŜƵǎǘǿŀΣ 
ǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťǘŀ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊŀ ǘŜƭŜƪƻƳǳƴƛƪŀŎȅƧƴŀΣ ŘǳȍŜ ǿȅŘŀǘƪƛ ƴŀ ŜŘǳƪŀŎƧť ƛ ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ƴŀǳƪƻǿŜ όǇƻǊΦ ƴǇΦ 
Zienkowski 2003). 

² ƪƻƴǘŜƪǏŎƛŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǿŀȍƴŜ ƧŜǎǘ ȊƧŀǿƛǎƪƻ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛȊŀŎƧƛΣ ƪǘƽǊŀ ƧŜǎǘ ƧŜŘƴȅƳ 
z ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ǿȅȊƴŀŎȊƴƛƪƽǿ ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜƎƻ ƳƻŘŜƭǳ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳΦ ²Ŝ ǿǎǇƽƱŎȊŜǎƴŜƧ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎŜ ƎƱƽǿƴȅƳƛ 
ŎŜƴǘǊŀƳƛ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǎǘŀƧŊ ǎƛť ƻǏǊƻŘƪƛ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴŜΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǇŜƱƴƛŊ ŦǳƴƪŎƧŜ ǳǎƱǳƎƻǿŜΣ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ƘŀƴŘƭƻǿŜΣ 
transportowe i finansowe, ǇǊȊȅ ƴƛŜǿƛŜƭƪƛƳ ƴŀ ǘƭŜ ƛƴƴȅŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ȊŀǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƴƛǳ ǿ ǇǊȊŜƳȅǏƭŜΦ tƻ ǇƛŜǊǿǎȊŜ ŘȊƛŜƧŜ 
ǎƛť ǘŀƪ ŘƭŀǘŜƎƻΣ ȍŜ ŎȊťǏŏ ǿƛŜƭƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǎƪǳǇƛŀ ŦǳƴƪŎƧŜ ƪƛŜǊƻǿƴƛŎȊŜ ƛ ȊŀǊȊŊŘŎȊŜ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪƛ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŜƧ, 
ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊŎ ǎƛŜŘȊƛōť Řƭŀ ƪƻǊǇƻǊŀŎƧƛ ǘǊŀƴǎƴŀǊƻŘƻǿȅŎƘ ƻǊŀȊ ŦƛǊƳ ǏǿƛŀŘŎȊŊŎȅŎƘ ǿȅǎǇŜŎƧŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ǳǎƱǳƎƛ ƴŀ 
ǎƪŀƭť ƎƭƻōŀƭƴŊ όCǊƛŜŘƳŀƴƴ мфусΤ {ŀǎǎŜƴ мффмΤ /ŀǎǘŜƭƭǎ мффуΤ ¢ŀȅƭƻǊ нллтύΦ ½ŀƛƴǘŜǊŜǎƻǿŀƴƛŀ ǿ ǊŀƳŀŎƘ ǘŜƎƻ 
ƴǳǊǘǳ ōŀŘŀǿŎȊŜƎƻ ƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊǳƧŊ ǎƛť ƴŀ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅŎƘ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴƛŀŎƘ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ƛ ƎǊǳǇ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱƻǿȅŎƘΦ 
W efekcie badana jest ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻΥ ƭƻƪŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴȅŎƘ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱƻǿƻ ƻŘŘȊƛŀƱƽǿ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ όƴǇΦ 
¢ŀȅƭƻǊ нллмύ ƻǊŀȊ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŜ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀŎȅƧƴŜ ŦƛǊƳ όƴǇΦ wƻȊŜƴōŀǘΣ tǳƳŀƛƴ нллрύΣ ŀ ǘŀƪȍŜ 
ǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴƛŀ ƪƻƳǳƴƛƪŀŎȅƧƴŜ, ȊŀǊƽǿƴƻ ǿ ȊŀƪǊŜǎƛŜ ǘǊŀŘȅŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ǇƻƱŊŎȊŜƵ ƭƻtniczych (Smith, 
¢ƛƳōŜǊƭŀƪŜ нллмύ Ƨŀƪ ƛ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ ǿ ǎƛŜŎƛ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŜǘƻǿŜƧ ό¢ƻǿƴǎŜƴŘ нллмΣ /ŀǎǘŜƭƭǎ мфуфύΦ tƻ ŘǊǳƎƛŜ ǇǊȊŜǿŀƎŀ 
ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴŀ ǿƛŜƭƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿȅƴƛƪŀ Ȋ ǳƳƛŜƧťǘƴƻǏŎƛ ǎǘǿƻǊȊŜƴƛŀ ƻŘǇƻǿƛŜŘƴƛŜƎƻ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀ ς ōťŘŊŎŜƎƻ 
splotem relacji gospodarczych, technoƭƻƎƛŎȊƴȅŎƘΣ ƛƴǎǘȅǘǳŎƧƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘ  ƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅŎƘ ς dla wytwarzania 
iƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƛΦ aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŜ ǎǘŀƧŊ ǎƛť αwyspami ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧƛέ ό/ŀǎǘŜƭƭǎ нллнΣ IƛƭǇŜǊǘ мффнΤ {ƛƳƳƛŜ мффуύΣ ǿ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ 
ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ŘǳȍŊ Ǌƻƭť ƻŘƎǊȅǿŀƧŊ ς poza czynnikami stricte ekonomicznymi ς ǘŀƪȍŜ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛ ƻ charakterze 
ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅƳ, ǘŀƪƛŜ ƧŀƪΥ ȊŀǳŦŀƴƛŜ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ǊƽȍƴȅƳƛ ŀƪǘƻǊŀƳƛΣ ǳƳƛŜƧťǘƴƻǏŏ ǿȊŀƧŜƳƴŜƎƻ ǳŎȊŜƴƛŀ ǎƛť ƻǊŀȊ 
ǿǎǇƽƱǇǊŀŎŀ ƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȊŜ ǎƛŜŎƛƻǿȅƳ ό/ƻƻƪŜΣ aƻǊƎŀƴ мффтύΦ {Ŋ ǘƻ ƧŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ƳƛŜƧǎŎŀΣ ǿ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǊƻŘȊŊ 
ǎƛť ƴƛŜ ǘȅƭƪƻ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎƧŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎƛŎȊƴŜΣ ŀƭŜ ǘŀƪȍŜ ƴƻǿŜ ǿȊƻǊŎŜ ƪǳƭǘǳǊƻǿŜΣ ǎǘȅƭŜ ȍȅŎƛŀ ƛ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛΦ LŎƘ Ȋŀǎƻōȅ 
ƪǳƭǘǳǊƻǿŜ ǇƻǿƻŘǳƧŊΣ ƛȍ ǎŊ ŀǘǊŀƪŎȅƧƴȅƳƛ ƳƛŜƧǎŎŀƳƛ ƻŘǿƛŜŘȊƛƴΣ ǇǊȊȅŎƛŊƎŀƧŊŎ ǘǳǊȅǎǘƽǿ Ȋ ŎŀƱŜƎƻ ƴƛŜƳŀƭ ǏǿƛŀǘŀΣ 
ǿ ǘȅƳ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǘǳǊȅǎǘƽǿ αōƛȊƴŜǎƻǿȅŎƘέΦ ² ŜŦŜƪŎƛŜ Ƨŀƪ Ȋŀǳǿŀȍŀ !Φ YǳƪƭƛƵǎƪƛ όнлллύ metrƻǇƻƭƛŜ ǎǘŀƧŊ ǎƛť 
αǿťȊƱƻǿȅƳƛ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀƳƛ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŜƧ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊŜƵǎǘǿŀ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀŎȅƧƴŜƎƻέ ƛ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊΣ ƻōƻƪ ƪƻǊǇƻǊŀŎƧƛ 
ǘǊŀƴǎƴŀǊƻŘƻǿȅŎƘΣ ƎƱƽǿƴȅ ƴƻǏƴƛƪ ȊŀŎƘƻŘȊŊŎŜƎƻ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǳ ƎƭƻōŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛΦ bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ǇƻǿǎǘŀƴƛŜ ǘŜƧ 
ǿƛŜƭƻƻǏǊƻŘƪƻǿŜƧ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŜƧ ǎƛŜŏ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƴƛŜ ōȅƱƻōȅ ƳƻȍƭƛǿŜ ōŜȊ ŘƻǎƪƻƴŀƱŜƧ ǎƛŀǘƪƛ ǇƻƱŊŎȊŜƵ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿȅŎƘ 
i telekomunikacyjnych (Rimmer 1998). 

² ǏǿƛŜǘƭŜ ȊŀǊȅǎƻǿŀƴŜƎƻ ǿȅȍŜƧ ǇŀǊŀŘȅƎƳŀǘǳ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳΣ ŀ ǘŀƪȍŜ ƻōŜŎƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŜƧ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊȊŜ 
ǇǊȊŜŘƳƛƻǘǳ ƘƛǇƻǘŜȊΣ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ȊŀǇǊƻǇƻƴƻǿŀŏ ƳƻŘŜƭ ŜǿƻƭǳŎƧƛ ǊŜƭŀŎƧƛ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛ ǿ ǳƪƱŀŘȊƛŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳ 
i ƎƭƻōŀƭƴȅƳ ǳǿȊƎƭťŘƴƛŀƧŊŎȅ ǊƻŘȊŀƧ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ƛ ǎƪŀƭť ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ ό{Ƴťǘƪƻǿǎƪƛ нллм ƴŀ ǇƻŘǎǘŀǿƛŜ DƻǊȊŜƭŀƪ 
нллл ƛ .ŀǘǘŜƴ мффрύΦ ¦ǇǊŀǎȊŎȊŀƧŊŎΣ ǿ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎŜ ǇǊȊŜƳȅǎƱƻǿŜƧ ȊǿƛŊȊƪƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƳƛŀǎǘŜƳ ƛ ƻǘŀŎȊŀƧŊŎȅƳ ƧŜ 
ǊŜƎƛƻƴŜƳ ōȅƱȅ ǎǘƻǎǳƴƪƻǿƻ silne, a rŜƎƛƻƴ ŘƻǎǘŀǊŎȊŀƱ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ǇǊƻǎǘȅŎƘΥ ƴƛŜǿȅƪǿŀƭƛŦƛƪƻǿŀƴŜƧ ǎƛƱȅ ǊƻōƻŎȊŜƧ 
ǿ ŦƻǊƳƛŜ ŎƻŘȊƛŜƴƴȅŎƘ ƳƛƎǊŀŎƧƛ ǿŀƘŀŘƱƻǿȅŎƘΣ ǇǊƻŘǳƪǘƽǿ ȍȅǿƴƻǏŎƛƻǿȅŎƘΣ ǎǳǊƻǿŎƽǿ Řƭŀ ȊƭƻƪŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ 
w ŀƎƭƻƳŜǊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ǇǊƻŘǳƪŎȅƧƴȅŎƘ ƛ ōǳŘƻǿƭŀƴȅŎƘΦ ² ȊŀƳƛŀƴ ŀƎƭƻƳŜǊŀŎƧŀ ŘŀǿŀƱŀ ǎǿƻjemu 
ȊŀǇƭŜŎȊǳ ŘƻŎƘƻŘȅ Ȋ ǇǊŀŎȅΣ ǇǊȊŜǘǿƻǊȊƻƴŜ ǇǊƻŘǳƪǘȅ όȊŀƪǳǇȅ ǿ ƳƛŜǏŎƛŜύ ƻǊŀȊ ǳǎƱǳƎƛ ǿȅȍǎȊŜƎƻ ǊȊťŘǳΦ 
bŀǘƻƳƛŀǎǘ ȊǿƛŊȊƪƛ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ Ȋ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪŊ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŊ ǿ ŎȅǿƛƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊŜƳȅǎƱƻǿŜƧ ƻƎǊŀƴƛŎȊŀƱȅ ǎƛť ǇǊȊŜŘŜ 
ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Řƻ ǿȅƳƛŀƴȅ ŘƽōǊ ǇǊȊŜƳȅǎƱƻǿȅŎƘΦ ² ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀŎȅƧƴŜƧ ȊǿƛŊȊƪƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŊ 
i ǊŜƎƛƻƴŜƳ ǳƭŜƎƱȅ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴŜƳǳ ƻǎƱŀōƛŜƴƛǳ wƻƭŀ ȊŀǇƭŜŎȊŀ ȊƻǎǘŀƱŀ ƻƎǊŀƴƛczona do dostarczania prostej 
i ǿȅƪǿŀƭƛŦƛƪƻǿŀƴŜƧ ǎƛƱȅ ǊƻōƻŎȊŜƧ ǿ ŦƻǊƳƛŜ ǘȅƎƻŘƴƛƻǿȅŎƘ ƳƛƎǊŀŎƧƛ ǿŀƘŀŘƱƻǿȅŎƘ ƭǳō ƳƛƎǊŀŎƧƛ ǎǘŀƱȅŎƘΣ ƻǊŀȊ 
Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪŀ ς ǿƻŘȅ ǇƛǘƴŜƧΣ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƛ ǊŜƪǊŜŀŎȅƧƴŜƧΣ ŘȊƛŀƱŜƪ ōǳŘƻǿƭŀƴȅŎƘ ƛǘŘΦ ½ŀǎƻōȅΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ 
ǿŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ŘƻǎǘŀǊŎȊŀƴŜ ōȅƱȅ Řƻ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ Ȋ ǊŜƎƛƻƴǳ ȊŀŎȊťƱȅ ǇƱȅƴŊŏ Ȋ ƛƴƴȅŎƘ ȋǊƽŘŜƱ όƧŀƪ ƴǇΦ ȍȅǿƴƻǏŏύ ƭǳō ǳǘǊŀŎƛƱȅ 
swoje znaczenie (jak np. surowce). W gospodarce informacyjnej dla meǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊŎŜƧ ǿťȊŜƱ 
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ƻƎƴƛǎƪǳƧŊŎȅ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŜ ǇǊȊŜǇƱȅǿȅ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀŎƧƛ ƛ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ όǿ ǘȅƳ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻύ ǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ǎǘŀƱƻ ǎƛť 
ǎƪǳǇƛŜƴƛŜ ǘȅŎƘ ǇǊȊŜǇƱȅǿƽǿ όŎȊťǎǘƻ ƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȊŜ ƴƛŜƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭƴȅƳύ ƴƛȍ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭƴŀ ǿȅƳƛŀƴŀ ǘƻǿŀǊƽǿ ƻǊŀȊ 
ǇǊȊȅŎƛŊƎƴƛťŎƛŜ ƳŀǎƻǿŜƧ ǎƛƱȅ ǊƻōƻŎȊŜƧ όƪǘƽǊŜ ƻŘƎǊȅǿŀƱȅ ŘŜŎȅŘǳƧŊŎŊ Ǌƻƭť ǿ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ŀƎƭƻƳŜǊŀŎƧƛ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƻ-
ǇǊȊŜƳȅǎƱƻǿŜƧύΦ  

² ǏǿƛŜǘƭŜ ōŀŘŀƵ ŜƳǇƛǊȅŎȊƴȅŎƘ ǊƽȍƴȅŎƘ ǘȅǇƽǿ europejskicƘ ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘ όǇǊƻƧŜƪǘ 9{thb 
Ch/LΣ ǇƻǊΦ ǿǿǿΦŜǎǇƻƴΦŜǳύ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ǎǘǿƛŜǊŘȊƛŏΣ ȍŜ Řƻ ƴŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƽǿ ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǎƛƭƴȅƳ 
ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴƛƻƳ ǿ ǳƪƱadzie metropolia-ǊŜƎƛƻƴ ƴŀƭŜȍȅ ǿŜǿƴŊǘǊȊǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜ ǇƻŘƻōƛŜƵǎǘǿƻ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-
ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘ όǿ ǘȅƳ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ƧŀƪƻǏŏ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƱǳ ƭǳŘȊƪƛŜƎƻ ƻǊŀȊ ǎǘƻǇƛŜƵ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛύΦ ² ǘȅƳ 
ƪƻƴǘŜƪǏŎƛŜ ǿŀȍƴŊ Ǌƻƭť ƻŘƎǊȅǿŀ ƧŀƪƻǏŏ ȍȅŎƛŀ ǿ otoczeniu metropolii, kluczowa dla utrzymania lub 
ǇǊȊȅŎƛŊƎƴƛťŎƛŀ ƴŀƧǿȅȍǎȊŜƧ ƪƭŀǎȅ ǎǇŜŎƧŀƭƛǎǘƽǿΦ LǎǘƻǘƴȅƳ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪƛŜƳ ǿŜǿƴŊǘǊȊǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜƧ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀŎƧƛ ƧŜǎǘ 
ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ŘƻǎǘťǇƴƻǏŏ ǘǊŀƴǎportowa ς ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ƛǎǘƻǘƴŀ ǿ ƻŘƭŜƎƱƻǏŎƛ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ул ŀ мсл ƪƳ ƻŘ Ŏentrum (przy 
ǿȅǊŀȋƴȅƳ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛǳ ƛȊƻƘǊƻƴȅ фл Ƴƛƴǳǘ ŎȊŀǎǳ ŘƻƧŀȊŘǳ Řƭŀ ƴŀǘťȍŜƴƛŀ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƵ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƻǏǊƻŘƪƛŜƳ 
regionalnym i jego oǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜƳύΦ tŜǿƴŊ Ǌƻƭť ƻŘƎǊȅǿŀ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ǇƻƭƛŎŜƴǘǊȅŎȊƴŀ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊŀ ƻōǎȊŀǊǳ 
metropolitalnego, ǳƱŀǘǿƛŀƧŊŎŀ ŘƻǎǘťǇ Řƻ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴŜƎƻ Ǌȅƴƪǳ ǇǊŀŎȅ Řƭŀ ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƵŎƽǿ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŀ 
ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜƎƻ ƻǊŀȊ ǎǇǊȊȅƧŀƧŊŎŀ ǇƻǿƛŊȊŀƴƛƻƳ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿ ǿ ǎƪŀƭƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜƧΦ 

 

3.1.2. POLSKIE MIASTA W PERSPEKTYWIE EUROPEJSKIEJ 

tƻƭǎƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ǎǘŀƴƻǿƛŊ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ όƛ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿŜƧύ sieci miast. Jednak z perspektywy rozwoju 
ŎŀƱŜƎƻ ƪƻƴǘȅƴŜƴǘǳ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƧŜǎǘ ǊŀŎȊŜƧ ƳŀƱŜΦ bŀǿŜǘ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŀΣ ƪǘƽǊŀ ƧŜǎǘ Ȋ ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ǎǿƻƧŊ 
ǿƛŜƭƪƻǏŏ ƛ ǇŜƱƴƛƻƴŜ ŦǳƴƪŎƧe relatywnie najlepiej predestynowana do odgrywania zƴŀŎȊŊŎŜƧ roli w sieci 
metropolii europejskich, z perspektywy kontynentu postrzegana jest jedynie jako metropolia 3-Ǝƻ ǊȊťŘǳΦ 
W klasyfikacji wypracowanej w ramach Europejskiej Sieci Obserwacyjnej Rozwoju TerytorialƴŜƎƻ ƛ {ǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
Terytorialnej (ESPONύΣ ƧŜǎȊŎȊŜ ǘȅƭƪƻ т ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ όYŀǘƻǿƛŎŜΣ YǊŀƪƽǿΣ _ƽŘȋΣ tƻȊƴŀƵΣ {ȊŎȊŜŎƛƴΣ ¢ǊƽƧƳƛŀǎǘƻΣ 
²ǊƻŎƱŀǿύ ȊƻǎǘŀƱƻ ȊŀƪǿŀƭƛŦƛƪƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ Ƨŀƪƻ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŜ ƻ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛǳ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛƳ ς ƧŜŘƴŀƪ ǘǊŀŦƛƱȅ ƻƴŜ Řƻ 
ƴŀƧƴƛȍǎȊŜƧ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛƛ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛ п-Ǝƻ ǊȊťŘǳ όǇƻǊΦ ryc. 6.). 

RYCINA 6Φ 9ǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪŀ ǎƛŜŏ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛ 

 
¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ESPON 1.1.1 ς Potentials for polycentric development in Europe, 2005. 

 

hŎȊȅǿƛǏŎƛŜ ƴƛŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ƳǳǎȊŊ ōȅŏ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŀƳƛΦ WŜŘƴŀƪȍŜ ǿƻōŜŎ ǊƻǎƴŊŎŜƎƻ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŀ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛ 
Řƭŀ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴƻ-ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƎƻ ǿȊƳŀŎƴƛŀƴƛŜ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƛ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ miast 
όǘŀƪȍŜ ǘȅŎƘ ƴƛŜǇƻƧŀǿƛŀƧŊŎȅŎƘ ǎƛť ǿ ƻƳŀǿƛŀƴŜƧ ǿȅȍŜƧ ƪƭŀǎȅŦƛƪŀŎƧƛΣ ǘŀƪƛŎƘ Ƨŀƪ [ǳōƭƛƴΣ .ƛŀƱȅǎǘƻƪ ŎȊȅ ƛƴƴŜ ǎǘƻƭƛŎŜ 
ǿƻƧŜǿƽŘȊƪƛŜύ Ƨŀǿƛ ǎƛť Ƨŀƪƻ ǿŀȍƴŜ ǿȅȊǿŀƴƛŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧƻǿŜ ƴŀ ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊŜ ƭŀǘŀ όŎȊȅ ƴŀǿŜǘ ŘȊƛŜǎƛťŎƛƻƭŜŎƛŀύΦ Proces 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ƧŜǎǘ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǿƛŘƻŎȊƴȅ ǿ ƪǊŀƧŀŎƘΣ ƪǘƽǊŜ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴƛŜŘŀǿƴƻ ǿƱŊŎȊȅƱȅ ǎƛť ǿ ƻōƛŜƎ 
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RYCINA 7Φ !ƪǘȅǿƴƻǏŏ ǇŀǘŜƴǘƻǿŀ нллн 

 

¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ Atlas ESPON 2006, s.24. 

RYCINA 8. Regioƴŀƭƴȅ ²ǎƪŀȋƴƛƪ LƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ нллс 

 

¾ǊƽŘƱƻ: Hollanders, Tarantola, Loschky, 2009, s. 6. 

gospodarki globalnej ς ǿ ǘȅƳ ǿ ƪǊŀƧŀŎƘ ǇƻǎǘǎƻŎƧŀƭƛǎǘȅŎȊƴȅŎƘΦ ²ǏǊƽŘ ƴƛŎƘ tƻƭǎƪŀ ȊƴŀƧŘǳƧŜ ǎƛť ǿ ǊŜƭŀǘȅǿƴƛŜ 
ƪƻǊȊȅǎǘƴŜƧ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧƛΣ Ȋ ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ǇƻƭƛŎŜƴǘǊȅŎȊƴŊ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊť ǎȅǎǘŜƳǳ ƻǎŀŘƴƛŎȊŜƎƻΣ ƪǘƽǊŀ ǇƻǿƻŘǳƧŜΣ ȍŜ ƴƛŜ ǘȅƭƪƻ 
Ƴƛŀǎǘƻ ǎǘƻƱŜŎȊƴŜΣ ǿ ǇǊȊŜŎƛǿƛŜƵǎǘǿƛŜ Řƻ ƛƴƴȅŎƘ ƪǊŀƧƽǿ ǘŜƧ ƎǊǳǇȅΣ ƧŜǎǘ ƻōŜŎƴŜ ƴŀ ƳŀǇƛŜ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ 
ƻōǎȊŀǊƽǿ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅŎƘ ό{Ƴťǘƪƻǿǎƪƛ ƛ ƛƴΦ нллфύΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ǎǘƻǇƛŜƵ ȊǊƽǿƴƻǿŀȍŜƴƛŀ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǳ 
ƻǎŀŘƴƛŎȊŜƎƻ ǎǇǊŀǿƛŀΣ ȍŜ tƻƭǎƪŀ ƧŜǎǘ ȊŀƭƛŎȊŀƴŀ Řƻ ƎǊǳǇȅ ƪǊŀƧƽǿ ƻ ƴŀƧǿȅȍǎȊȅƳ ǿ 9ǳǊƻǇƛŜ ǎǘƻǇƴƛǳ 
ǇƻƭƛŎŜƴǘǊȅŎȊƴƻǏŎƛ ǎƛŜŎƛ ƻǎŀŘƴƛŎȊŜƧ όtƻǊΦ 9{thb мΦмΦмΣ нллпύΦ WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǳŘȊƛŀƱ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛŜƧ 
w ǇƻǇǳƭŀŎƧƛ ƪǊŀƧǳ ǿȅƴƻǎƛ ƻƪƻƱƻ смΣн҈Σ ŀ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŏ ǘŜƎƻ ǿǎƪŀȋƴƛƪŀ ǇƻȊƻǎǘŀƧŜ ƴŀ ǎǘƻǎǳƴƪƻǿƻ ǎǘŀƱȅƳ ǇƻȊƛƻmie 
ǇƻŎȊŊǿǎȊȅ ƻŘ мффл ǊΦ ƛ ƧŜǎǘ ƧŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǿȅǊŀȋƴƛŜ ƴƛȍǎȊŀ ƴƛȍ ǿ ǿƛťƪǎȊƻǏŎƛ ƪǊŀƧƽǿ ǿȅǎƻƪƻǊƻȊǿƛƴƛťǘȅŎƘΦ 

 

{ƱŀōƻǏŎƛŊ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛƛ ǿƻōŜŎ ǎƛƭƴƛŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ƻǏǊƻŘƪƽǿΣ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ ȊŀŎƘƻŘƴƛƻŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŎƘΣ ǎŊ ƴƛŜ 
tylko wieloletnie zaniedbania infrastruktuǊŀƭƴŜΣ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊȅ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎȊƴŜƧΣ ƎƱƽǿƴƛŜ 
ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘƻǿŜƧ ƛ ǏǊƻŘƻǿƛǎƪƻǿŜƧΣ ŎƘƻŏ ǘŜƴ ŀǎǇŜƪǘ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ Ƴŀ ȊƴŀŎȊŜƴƛŜΦ bŀƧǿŀȍƴƛŜƧǎȊŜ ǎƱŀōƻǏŎƛ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƧŊ ƴŀ 
ƳƴƛŜƧǎȊŜƧ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŜƪΣ ǿȅƴƛƪŀƧŊŎŜƧ ǿ ȊƴŀŎȊƴŜƧ ƳƛŜǊȊŜ Ȋ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ǎƱŀōŜƧ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ. Jest 
ǘƻ ŎȊȅƴƴƛƪΣ ƪǘƽǊȅ ŘƻǘȅŎȊȅ ǿ ƻŎȊȅǿƛǎǘȅ ǎǇƻǎƽō ŎŀƱŜƎƻ ƪǊŀƧǳΣ ŀ ƴƛŜ ǘȅƭƪƻ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ LƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ 
ȊŀǿǎȊŜ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŀ ōȅƱŀ Ȋ ƻǏǊƻŘƪŀƳƛ ƳƛŜƧǎƪƛƳΣ ǎȊŎȊŜƎƽƭƴƛŜ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅƳƛΣ ŀ ƻǎǘŀǘƴƛƻ ǿƛŘƻŎȊƴŀ ƧŜǎǘ ǘŜƴŘŜƴŎƧŀ 
Řƻ ƧŜǎȊŎȊŜ ǿƛťƪǎȊŜƧ ƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀŎƧƛ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǿ metropoliach (Longhi, Keeble, 2000). Niska 
ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǇǊȊŜƪƱŀŘŀ ǎƛť ōŜȊǇƻǏǊŜŘƴƛƻ ƴŀ ƴƛǎƪŊ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŏ ŎŀƱŜƎƻ 
ƪǊŀƧǳΦ |ǿƛŀŘŎȊŊ ƻ ǘȅƳ ȊŀǊƽǿƴƻ ǿǎƪŀȋƴƛƪƛ ŘƻǘȅŎȊŊŎŜ ǿȅōǊŀƴȅŎƘ ŀǎǇŜƪǘƽǿ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛΣ ƴǇΦ ŀƪǘȅǿƴƻǏŏ 
patentowa (por. ryc.  7ΦύΣ Ƨŀƪ ǊƽǿƴƛŜȍ ǳƧťŎƛŀ ǎȅƴǘŜǘȅŎȊƴŜΣ ǘŀƪƛŜ Ƨŀƪ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅ ²ǎƪŀȋƴƛƪ LƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ 
(por. ryc. 8ΦύΦ .ǳŘƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǎȊŜǊƻƪƻ ǊƻȊǳƳƛŀƴŜƎƻ ǇƻǘŜƴŎƧŀƱǳ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴŜƎƻ όƪŀǇƛǘŀƱ ƭǳŘȊƪƛ ƛ ƪǊŜŀǘȅǿƴȅΣ 
ōŀŘŀƴƛŀ ƴŀǳƪƻǿŜ ƛ ǎǘƻǎƻǿŀƴŜΣ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊŎȊƻǏŏΣ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ƻ ǿȅǎƻƪƛŜƧ ǿŀǊǘƻǏŎƛ ŘƻŘŀƴŜƧύ ƧŜǎǘ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅƳ 
ǿȅȊǿŀƴƛŜƳ Řƭŀ ƪƻƴƪǳǊŜƴŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ  

WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǎǘƻǇƛŜƵ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀŎƧƻƴŀƭƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿ ǇƻǊƽǿƴŀƴƛǳ Řƻ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŜƎƻ ǊŘȊŜƴƛŀΣ ƪǘƽǊȅƳ ōȅƱ 
ǘȊǿΦ αƴƛŜōƛŜǎƪƛ ōŀƴŀƴέ ŎƛŊƎƴŊŎȅ ǎƛť [ƻƴŘȅƴǳ Řƻ aŜŘƛƻƭŀƴǳΣ ǇǊȊŜȊ ƪǊŀƧŜ .ŜƴŜƭǳƪǎǳ ƻǊŀȊ bƛŜƳŎȅ ƛ {ȊǿŀƧŎŀǊƛťΣ 
ōȅƱ ǇƻȊŀ ²ŀǊǎȊŀǿŊ ȊƴƛƪƻƳȅΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ōȅƱ ƻƴ ƧŜŘƴƻǎǘǊƻƴƴȅΣ Ŏƻ ǇƻƭŜƎŀƱƻ ƴŀ ǘȅƳΣ ȍŜ ƻ ƛƭŜ ǿ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ 
ȊƭƻƪŀƭƛȊƻǿŀƴŜ ōȅƱȅ ŦƛƭƛŜ ƴŀƧǿƛťƪǎȊȅŎƘ ǏǿƛŀǘƻǿȅŎƘ ŦƛǊƳΣ ƻ ǘȅƭŜ ǇǊȊŜŘǎƛťōƛƻǊǎǘǿŀ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƧŊŎŜ ǿ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ 
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ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ Ȋ ǊŜƎǳƱȅ ƴƛŜ ǇŜƱƴƛƱȅ ŦǳƴƪŎƧƛ ƪƻƴǘǊƻƭƴȅŎƘ ƛ ȊŀǊȊŊŘŎȊȅŎƘ ǿ ǎǘƻǎǳƴƪǳ Řƻ ǇƻŘƳƛƻǘƽǿ ǇƻƱƻȍƻƴȅŎƘ ǇƻȊŀ 
ƎǊŀƴƛŎŀƳƛ ƪǊŀƧǳΦ Lƴƴŀ ŎŜŎƘŊ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȅǎǘȅŎȊƴŊ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ōȅƱƻ ǘƻΣ ȍŜ ǎǘƻǇƛŜƵ ƴŀǎȅŎŜƴƛŀ ƛŎƘ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŜƪ 
ŘȊƛŀƱŀƭƴƻǏŎƛŊ ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴŊ ōȅƱ ŘƻǏŏ ȊƴƛƪƻƳȅΣ Ŏƻ Řƻ ǇŜǿƴŜƎƻ ǎǘƻǇƴƛŀ ōȅƱƻ ǇƻŎƘƻŘƴŊ ƴƛǎƪƛŜƎƻ ǎǘƻǇƴƛŀ 
ƛƴƴƻǿŀŎȅƧƴƻǏŎƛ ŎŀƱŜƧ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŜƧ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊƪƛΦ  

WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘŀ ƴƛŜ ǿȅǊƽȍƴƛŀƱȅ ǎƛť ǇƻȊȅǘȅǿƴƛŜ ƴŀ ǘƭŜ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ŜǳǊƻǇŜƧǎƪƛŎƘ ǇƻŘ ǿȊƎƭťŘŜƳ 
ǎǇƽƧƴƻǏŎƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴŜƧΣ Ŏƻ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŜ ōȅƱƻ ǇǊȊŜŘŜ ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛƳ Ȋ ǎȅǘǳŀŎƧŊ ƴŀ Ǌȅƴƪǳ ǇǊŀŎȅΣ ŀƭŜ Ŏƻ ǿ ƻǎǘŀǘƴƛŎƘ 
ƭŀǘŀŎƘ ǿǊŀȊ ȊŜ ǿȊǊƻǎǘŜƳ ȊŀǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƴƛŀ ƻǊŀȊ ŜƳƛƎǊŀŎƧƛ ȊŀƎǊŀƴƛŎȊƴȅŎƘ ǳƭŜƎƱƻ ǇŜǿƴŜƧ ȊƳƛŀƴƛŜΦ tƻƴŀŘǘƻ ǿȊǊƻǎǘ 
ǎƪŀƭƛ ǘŜƎƻ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ǿ ƴŀƧōƭƛȍǎȊȅŎƘ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ ƳƻȍŜ ǿȅƴƛƪŀŏ Ȋ ǇƻǎǘťǇǳƧŊŎŜƧ ŘŜƎǊŀŘŀŎƧƛ ŎȊťǏŎƛ Ȋŀǎƻōƽǿ 
ƳƛŜǎȊƪŀƴƛƻǿȅŎƘΣ ȊǿƱŀǎȊŎȊŀ ƻǎƛŜŘƭƛ ȊōǳŘƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǿ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎƛƛ ǿƛŜƭƪƛŜƧ ǇƱȅǘȅΣ ƪǘƽǊȅŎƘ ǊŜǿƛǘŀƭƛȊŀŎƧŀ ƧŜǎǘ ƴƛŜ 
ǘȅƭƪƻ ǘǊǳŘƴŀΣ ŀƭŜ ǘŜȍ ƪƻǎȊǘƻǿƴŀΣ ƛ Ƨŀƪ ǇƻƪŀȊǳƧŜ ƴǇΦ ǇǊȊȅƪƱŀŘ ŘȊƛŀƱŀƵ ǇƻŘŜƧƳƻǿŀƴȅŎƘ ǿŜ ǿǎŎƘƻŘƴƛŎƘ 
Niemczech, nie zawszŜ ŘŀƧŊŎŀ ƻŎȊŜƪƛǿŀƴŜ ǊŜȊǳƭǘŀǘȅΦ hƎƽƭƴƛŜ ǊȊŜŎȊ ǳƧƳǳƧŊc, rewitalizacja miast, w szerokim 
ǎŜƴǎƛŜ ƻōŜƧƳǳƧŊŎȅƳ ǇǊȊŜƪǎȊǘŀƱŎŜƴƛŀ ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊ ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴȅŎƘΣ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊȅŎƘ ƛ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊƴȅŎƘΣ ƻŘōȅǿŀ ǎƛť 
w tƻƭǎŎŜ ǿ ǘǊǳŘƴƛŜƧǎȊȅŎƘ ǿŀǊǳƴƪŀŎƘ ƴƛȍ ǿ ƳƛŀǎǘŀŎƘ 9ǳǊƻǇȅ ½ŀŎƘƻŘƴƛŜƧ, ŎƘƻŏōȅ Ȋ ǳǿŀƎƛ ƴŀ ƴƛȍǎȊȅ ǇƻȊƛƻƳ 
rozwoju gospodarczegƻ ƛΣ Ŏƻ Ȋ ǘȅƳ ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŜΣ ƳƴƛŜƧǎȊŊ ȊŀƳƻȍƴƻǏŏ ǎǇƻƱŜŎȊŜƵǎǘǿŀΦ 

WŜŘƴƻŎȊŜǏƴƛŜ ǿ ȊƴŀŎȊƴŜƧ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ Ƴƻȍƴŀ ōȅƱƻ ƻōǎŜǊǿƻǿŀŏ ȊƧŀǿƛǎƪƻ ƴƛŜƪƻƴǘǊƻƭƻǿŀƴŜƧ 
ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀŎƧƛ ǇǊȊȅƧƳǳƧŊŎŜ ŦƻǊƳť αǊƻȊƭŜǿŀƴƛŀ ǎƛťέ ƳƛŀǎǘΦ ¢ȅƳ ƴƛŜƳƴƛŜƧ ƻǇƽȋƴƛŜƴƛŜ ǘŜƎƻ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǳ 
w stosunku Řƻ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ƪǊŀƧƽǿ ǎǘŀǊŜƧ ¦ƴƛƛ ǎǇƻǿƻŘƻǿŀƱƻΣ ȍŜ ŎȊťǏŏ ǇƻƭǎƪƛŎƘ Ƴƛŀǎǘ ǿŎƛŊȍ Ƴŀ ŘƻǏŏ ƪƻƳǇŀƪǘƻǿŊ 
ǎǘǊǳƪǘǳǊť ǇǊȊŜǎǘǊȊŜƴƴŊΦ ½ ŘǊǳƎƛŜƧ ǎǘǊƻƴȅ ǿ ǎƪŀƭƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴŜƧ ȊŀŎƘƻŘȊƛƱȅ ǇǊƻŎŜǎȅ ƪƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀŎƧƛ ƭǳŘƴƻǏŎƛ 
ȊǿƛŊȊŀƴŜ Ȋ ŘŜǇƻǇǳƭŀŎƧŊ ǇŜǊȅŦŜǊȅƧƴȅŎƘ ŎȊťǏŎƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴƽǿ ǿƻƪƽƱ Řǳȍȅch miastΦ ²ƛŊȊŀƱƻ ǎƛť ǘƻ Ȋ ŘǳȍŊ ǎƪŀƭŊ 
i ŘȅƴŀƳƛƪŊ ǿȊǊƻǎǘǳ ǿŜǿƴŊǘǊȊǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅŎƘ ǊƽȍƴƛŎ ǿ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƎƻǎǇƻŘŀǊŎȊŜƎƻ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƻōǎȊŀǊŀƳƛ 
ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƭƴȅƳ ƛ ŘŀƭǎȊȅƳ ƻǘƻŎȊŜƴƛŜƳ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƴȅƳΣ Ŏƻ ōȅƱƻ ǇǊƻŎŜǎŜƳ ōŀǊŘȊƻ ŎƘŀǊŀƪǘŜǊȅǎǘȅŎȊƴȅƳ Řƭŀ 
ǿǎȊȅǎǘƪƛŎƘ ƪǊŀƧƽǿ 9ǳǊƻǇȅ |ǊƻŘƪƻǿƻ-Wschodniej (por. ryc. фΥ ƛƳ ǿƛťƪǎȊȅ ŘƛŀƎǊŀƳ ǘȅƳ ǿƛťƪǎȊŜ ǊƽȍƴƛŎŜ 
ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŊ ƛ ƧŜƧ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŜƳΣ ŘƛŀƎǊŀƳȅ ƴƛŜōƛŜǎƪƛŜ ς ǎǇŀŘŜƪ ǎƪŀƭƛ ǊƽȍƴƛŎ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŀ-region w latach 
1995-2004, diagramy czerwone ς ǿȊǊƻǎǘ ǎƪŀƭƛ ǊƽȍƴƛŎύΦ  

RYCINA 9. wƽȍƴƛŎŜ ǿ ǇƻȊƛƻƳƛŜ ǊƻȊǿƻƧǳ ƳƛťŘȊȅ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛŊ ƛ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŜƳ ǿ ƭŀǘŀŎƘ мффр-2004 

 

¾ǊƽŘƱƻΥ ƻǇǊŀŎƻǿŀƴƛŜ ǿƱŀǎƴŜΦ 

 

 

 


