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IEVADS

Pedgjos gados Latvijas laukus skaruSas butiskas parmainas, kuru rezultata radusies
principiali at8kirigi sociali ekonomiskie priek$noteikumi lauku attistibai. Agraras
reformas rezultata Latvijas laukos izveidojies liels skaits mazu saimniecibu. Lauku
teritorija dzivo tresa dala valsts iedzivotaju. Valsti kopuma nodarbinato skaits
pieaug, tacu lauksaimniecibas nozaré nodarbinato Ipatsvars katru gadu samazinas.
Pedgjos 5 gados lauksaimniecibas nozaré pamatdarba nodarbinato ipatsvars
tautsaimnieciba sarucis no 11,4% lidz 7,4% un 2007.gada tie ir 82,6 tukstosi
cilveku.(LR CSP —2008.)

Pétijumi liecina, ka galvenais lauku saimniecibu ienakumu avots ir
lauksaimnieciska razoSana, tomér salidzinot ar ieprieksgjiem lauku saimniecibu
struktiiru apsekojumiem, paliclingjies to saimniecibu skaits, kuram ir iepémumi no
blakus nodarbosanas un 2005.gada to Tpatsvars sasniedza 35,4% no kopégja
saimniecibu skaita (LSSA, 2005). Lauksaimnieciba nodarbinato pasnieku un vinu
gimenes loceklu Tpatsvars, kas gist iepémumus no saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosanas regionos ir atskirigs. Lielakie ienémumi tiek novéroti Pierigas regiona
(41%) un Vidzemes (38,5%), zemakie Latgales regiona — 30,2%. Zemais razoSanas
specializacijas limenis kavé moderno tehnologiju pielietoSanu, méroga efekta
izmantoSanu un neveicina razoSanas efektivitates paaugstinasanos lauku
saimniecibas.

Kaut gan ekonomikas izaugsme pedgjos gados ir salidzinosi strauja, Latvija saglaba
nabadzigakas valsts statusu ES. Vidgjais majsaimniecibas ieneémums Latvija — tikai 2.3
tukstosi Eiro 2005.gada, kas ir 20 % no ES valstu vidgja Iimena. Nemot véra pirktspgjas
paritates radrtaju, rezultati ir ieverojami labaki — 37% no ES vidgja Iimena, bet tas nepalielina
optimismu lauku majsaimniecibam, kuram iespgjas palielinat savus ien€mumus tiek verttas
ka nepietiekosas (Latvijas lauksaimniecibas ekonomiskais kopaprekins, 2006).

Lauku sadrumstalotibas apstaklos, lai paaugstinatu razoSanas efektivitati un
elastigi reagétu uz mainigajam tirgus prasibam, realakais risinajums ir attistit
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu, kas pazistama kop$ pagajusa gadsimta
30.gadiem ar1 Latvija. (Ceihners A.,1937) Rietumeiropa $ads saimniekoSanas
modelis ir attistjjies un nostiprinajies lauku saimniecibas, tas nepartraukti
attistas un pilnveidojas atbilstos§i ES Kopgjai lauksaimniecibas politikai.

Lauku attistiba Iidz $im bijusi ciesi saistita ar lauksaimniecibas nozares un partikas
produktu razosSanas attistibu. Pastiprinoties starpvalstu un globalas konkurences
ietekmei Latvijas tautsaimnieciba, lauksaimniecibas nozare pakapeniski samazina
savu domingjoSo nozimi lauku attisttba. Tomer Latvijas lauku apvidos
nozimigakais ekonomiskas darbibas veids joprojam ir saistits ar lauksaimniecibu
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un mezsaimniecibu. Papildus lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanai, laukos
pamazam attistas dazadu precu un pakalpojumu razoSana — tirisms, amatnieciba,
biivnieciba, dazada veida pakalpojumi.

Latvijas lauksaimniecibas nozares un lauku vides attistibas tendences liela méra
nosaka ES Kopgjas lauksaimniecibas politika un Latvijas Lauku attistibas
programma. To istenojot palielinas lauku vides konkurgtsp&ja uznéméjdarbiba,
verojama iedzivotaju v&lme parcelties uz dzivi lauku teritorijas. Saimnieciskas
darbibas vides uzlaboSanas un jauna vértibu izpratne ir svarigakie priekSnosacijumi
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanai lauku teritorijas.

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu veicinosie pasakumi valstt merktiecigi tiek Tstenoti
kops 1994. gada, kad lauku saimniecibam tika sniegts valsts atbalsts Lauksaimniecibas
subsidiju programmas ietvaros. Sakot ar 2001.gadu Latvijas lauku saimniecibas vargja
izmantot SAPARD programmas lidzeklus ka pirmsiestasanas finans€jumu
lauksaimniecibai un lauku atfistibai, ES Kopgjas lauksaimniecibas politikas ievieSanai,
normativo aktu harmonizeSanai. Programmas ietvaros tika finansgti art vietgja rakstura
pasakumi ar valsts lidzfinans&jumu. Sim noliikam Iidz 2006.gadam izlietoti 13 miljoni
lati. P&c iestasanas Eiropas Savieniba Latvijai piecjami lauku attistibu veicinosi
maksajumi un atbalsts atbilstosi ES Kopgjai lauksaimniecibas politikai.

Lauku vides atfistibas un saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas jautajumi plasi pétiti
Eiropas valstis. Petfjumi veikti Zinatnisko p&tijumu 5 un 6 ietvara programmas par
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu laukos. Plasi petijumu rezultati pieejami par
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu Anglija, ko veikusi - Ekseteras universitates
Lauku pétijumu centrs, Konventras universitates Geografijas fakultate, Londonas
universitates Lauksaimniecibas ekonomikas departaments. Lielbritanijas statistika
veikusi vairakus detalizétus apsekojumus par saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
attistibu vairakos laika periodos. Ilgstosi saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
procesus Eiropas u.c. valstis pétijis Vageningenas universitates profesors Ploegs J.D.,
Gentes universitates profesors Huylenbroeck G. un citi Eiropas zinatnieki. Interesanti
petijumi veikti ari Somija Helsinku universitates Ekonomikas un menedzmenta
katedra. lepazistoties ar arvalstu pieredzi saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosSanas
jautajumos, darba autore iepazinusies ar attiecigo valstu pieredzi $aja aspekta: ar
somu zinatnieci Leenu Rantamaki-Lahtinen un Gentes universitates zinatniekiem
Huylenbroeck G. un M. Calus.

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas pétijjumu metodika izklastita LLU profesores
Baibas Rivzas, profesora P&tera Rivzas un docentes Maigas Kriizmétras. darba
“Daudzfunkcionalu lauku uzp€mumu attistibas nosacijumu péetiSanas iespgjas”.
Pamatojoties uz So metodiku, Rivzas B., Mihejevas L. un Kriizmétras M. vadiba
tika pétitas nozimigakas saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas problémas atseviskos
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Vidzemes, Zemgales, Latgales un Kurzemes regionu rajonos, iesaistot $aja darba
studentus. P&tfjumu rezultati apkopoti vairakos magistra un bakalaura darbos.

Lidz §im zinatniskie p&tljumi par saimnieciskas darbibas diversifikaciju lauku vidé
veikti atSkirigos laika periodos, salidzinosi nelielas teritorijas - atsevisku rajonu un
pagastu Iimeni, izmantojot atSkirigas metodes un nedod pilnigu zinatnisku
prieksstatu par situaciju Latvija.

Promocijas darba pétijuma objekts - lauku saimniecibas dazados Latvijas regionos,
bet pétijuma priekSmets - saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosana, tas attistibas un
pilnveidosanas iespgjas.

Izklastitais situacijas apraksts dod iesp&ju formulét $adu promocijas darba
hipotezi:

saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana — nozimigs nosacijums laukos dzivojoso lauku
saimniectbu ienémumu palielinasanai un lauku atfistibas veicinasanai Latvijas regionos
Nemot veéra petijuma aktualitati, petijuma objektu un prickSmetu, ka art promocijas darba
hipotezi, tiek noteikts $ads promocijas darba merkis:

saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas problematikas izzinaSana, ietekméjoso faktoru
identifikiicija un atfistibas procesu novértéSanas metodologijas pilnveidosana, saimniekosanas
Klasteru un saimnieciskas darbibas daziddosanas modelu izstrade Vidzemes, Zemgales,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos.

Promocijas darba mérka sasniegSanai tick noteikti $adi darba uzdevumi:

1. izzinat saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas teorétiskos aspektus un
noskaidrot tas nozimi tautsaimnieciba un regionu sociali ekonomiskaja
attistiba;

2. noskaidrot ES KLP ietekmi uz saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
Lielbritanija un Latvija;

3. izzinat saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu ietekmé&josos faktorus un
radusas problémas Vidzemes, Zemgales, Kurzemes un Latgales regionos,
izmantojot ekspertu metodi un noskaidrojot lauku uznéméju viedokli;

4. pilnveidot  metodologiju  saimnieciskds  darbibas  dazadoSanas
nepiecieSamibas noteik$anai un tas efektivitates noverteésanai;

5. izveidot saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas klasterus un izstradat
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas modelus Vidzemes, Zemgales,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos.

Pétijuma ierobeZojumi

Darba apjoma ierobeZotibas dél pétjjuma nav icklauts Pierigas regions. Fokusa
grupu diskusijas ekspertu viedoklu noskaidro$anai par saimnieciskas darbibas
diversifikacijas problemam veikta Vidzemes regiona. Sada izvéle tick pamatota ar
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to, ka Vidzeme ir viens no aktivakajiem Latvijas regioniem saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosana, tadeél tiek pienemts, ka uzn€mégji un zemnieku saimniecibas $aja
regiona adapt€ jauninajumus un reag€ uz parmainam agrak neka citi.
Promocijas darba izstrade tiek izmantoti mormativie akti un citi informdcijas
avoti:

o FEiropas Komisijas normativie dokumenti;
LR likumi, MK noteikumi un citi normativie akti;
LR Centralas Statistikas parvaldes dati,
LR Valsts Zemes dienesta, ZM un LAD dati un informacija;
Latvijas un arvalstu zinatniski pé&tniecisko iestazu pétfjumi un zinatnieku
publikacijas;
e teorétiska, analitiska un zinatniska literatiira;
e citi informacijas avoti atbilstosi izmantotas literattiras sarakstam.

Petijumos pielietotas metodes

Promocijas darba izstradei izmantotas visparzinatniskas kvalitativas un
kvantitativas petijjumu metodes ekonomika,

ES Kopgjas lauksaimniecibas politikas, Eiropas valstu pieredzes un zinatnisko pétfjumu
analizei un izpétei izmantota monografiska, vésturiskas pieejas un logiskas pieejas
metodes, zinatniskas indukcijas un dedukcijas, analizes un sintézes metodes.
Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu ietekmgjoso faktoru un to ietekmes izp&tei un
iesp&ju izvertésana izmantotas kvantitafivas sociologisko péfijumu metodes (anketesana)
un kvalitafivas sociologisko pefjumu metodes (fokusa grupu diskusija). Datu izvértéSana
veikta, izmantojot sociologiskas analizes metodes: sekundaro datu analizes un,
dokumentu analizes metodes. Aptaujas datu apstrade pielietotas statistiskas
analizes metodes: apraksto$a statistika, pazimju saistibu atklaSana, izmantojot
kontingences analizi, krostabulacijas, univariaciju analize, korelaciju analize
(Pearsons correlation), ka ar1 inferencialas statistikas metodes - hi-kvadrata tests
(Chi-square test), izkliedes analize (One-Way ANOVA) un linearas regresijas
(Linear Regression) metode.

Zinatniska petijuma ietvaros izstradatas sadas nozimigakas darba novitates:
1. papildinats un pilnveidots saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas teoretiskais
pamatojums un aprékinu metodologija;
2. apzinatas problémas, iesp&jas un saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
prieks§rocibas Vidzemes, Zemgales, Kurzemes un Latgales regionos;
3. veikti aprékini par lauku saimniecibu riciba esosas zemes un darbaspeka
izmanto$anas dazado$anas iesp&amo efektu Latvijas lauku regionos;
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4. izveidoti saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas klasteri un identificéti
saimnieciskdas darbibas dazadosanas modeli Vidzemes, Zemgales,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos.

Promocijas darba ieklautais pétijums izklastits 5 nodalas.

Pirmaja nodala ietverts t€mas teoretiskais izklasts, izzinata saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosanas attistiba un bitiba. Izvérsta diskusija starp vairaku autoru darbiem par
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas jédzienu un ta novértéSanas indikatoriem.
Apkopots vadoSo saimnieciskas darbibas diversifikacijas koncepciju izvertgjums.
Autore izstradajusi saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas jédziena skaidrojumu un
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas veidu klasifikaciju. Nodala aprakstita
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana lauksaimniecibas nozares ietvaros un vairakas
tautsaimniecibas nozares, tas pozitiviem un negativiem blakusefektiem Nodala
izskatiti saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu ietekmgjosie ieksgjie un argjie faktori,
izklastita resursu izmantoSanas efektivitates novértéSanas metode.

Otraja nodala izskatita Regionalas attistibas politikas ietekme uz saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadosanu Nodala sniegts Latvijas regionu ekonomiskais raksturojums un
analizéti CSP veikto lauku saimniecibu apsekojumu rezultati par saimniecibam ar
papildus iep@mumiem no citiem saimnieciskas darbibas veidiem. Nodala izskatita ES
ekonomiska politika un tas ietekme uz saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas procesiem
Lielbritanija un Latvija.

TreSaja nodala sniegts saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu ietekmgjoso socialo un
ekonomisko faktoru nozimigums ekspertu skatljuma, izmantojot fokusa grupas
diskusiju. Longitudinals pétfjuma dizains deva iesp&ju novertét art ietekmé&joso
faktoru dinamiku. Nodala apkopots un analiz&ts lauku saimnieku viedoklis par
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas iespgjam un problémam Zemgales, Vidzemes,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos, balstoties uz veiktas aptaujas rezultatiem.

Ceturtaja nodala Atbilstosi darba teorctiskaja dala sniegtajai metodikai, tika veikti
nepiecieSamie aprekini lai noskaidrotu darbaspéka un zemes pilnigakas
izmanto$anas iesp&jamo efektu Latvijas regionos.

Piektaja nodala Pamatojoties uz veiktds lauku saimnieku aptaujas datiem,
izveidoti Cetri saimnieciskas darbibas klasteri apsekotajos regionos. Izmantojot darba
veiktos aprekinus par zemes un darbaspéka izmanto$anu regionos un lauku saimnieku
aptaujas rezultatus, identificéti saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas modeli Vidzemes,
Zemgales, Kurzemes un Latgales regionos.

Darba nobeiguma formulétas nozimigakas problémas, un sniegti priekslikumi to
risinasanai. Darbs izklastits uz 180 lappusém, dazadi raditaji apkopoti 56 tabulas,
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teksta paskaidroSanai izmantoti 64 attéli un 34 pielikumi. Petfjuma izmantoti 282
informacijas avoti.

Zinatniska pétljuma ietvaros tiek noskaidrots, ka darba izvirzita hipoteze -
saimnieciskas darbibas dazddoSana ir nozimigs nosacijums lauku attistibas
nodroSindasanai Latvijas regionos un laukos dzivojoSo mdjsaimniectbu ienakumu
palielinasSanai - ir apstiprinajusies.

Zinatniska pétijuma aktualitate, formuléta promocijas darba hipotéze, mérkis un
uzdevumi nosaka nepiecieSamibu definét $adas promocijas darba aizstavamas tézes:

1. saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana Latvijas regionos ir objektivi
nepiecieSama, lai sekmétu lauku saimniecibu riciba esoSo resursu
izmantoSanas efektivitates paaugstinaSanu un iedzivotaju ienakumu
palielinasanos laukos;

2. saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu Latvijas lauku saimniecibas ietekme
atSkirigi, strauji mainigi un griiti prognoz€jami sociali ekonomiskie
faktori;

3. saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu laukos nepiecieSams paplasinat, nemot
véra darba ietvaros identificéto klasteru regionalo sadaltfjumu un izstradatos
saimniekoSanas dazado$anas modelus lauku saimniecibas.

Darba zinatniskais nozimigums

Promocijas darba identific€tas nozimigakas saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
problémas Latvijas lauku regionos. Vadoties no autores veikto pétijumu datiem,
izveidoti Latvijas lauku regioniem raksturigi saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas 4
klasteri. Pamatojoties uz veiktiem aprékiniem un ekspertu verte§jumiem identificéti
saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anas modeli Vidzemes, Zemgales, Kurzemes un
Latgales regionos. Veikts longitudinals pétijums par ekonomisko un socialo
faktoru ietekmi uz saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anu Vidzemes regiona, kas dod
iespgju secinat, ka saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu vienlidz ietekmé ka
ekonomiskie ta arT socialie faktori, pieaugot socialo faktoru nozimigumam.

Darba tautsaimnieciska nozime

Promocijas darba ietvertie un public€tie petljumu rezultati ir izmantojami ar lauku
un regionalo attistibu saistito institiiciju darbiba, veidojot lauku attistibas politiku,
koncepcijas un programmas. P&tljumu rezultati izmantojami konsultaciju dienestu,
nevalstisko organizaciju darbiba, lauku uzpeméju talakizglitibas programmu
izstrad€ un to 1stenosana. Promocijas darba pétijuma rezultatus ieteicams izmantot
ari par€jos Latvijas regionos.
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1.SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANAS
TEORETISKIE UN METODOLOGISKIE ASPEKTI

Promocijas darba pirma nodala izklastita 40 lappus@s, teksta paskaidroSanai un
papildinasanai izstradati 8 atteli un 29 formulas.

Parmainas saimnieciskaja darbiba laukos un lauku sociali ekonomiskaja vide
notikusas, pateicoties dazadiem saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas procesiem
lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSana un pardosana. Laukos dzivojosie
saimnieciskas darbibas subjekti pastavigi censSas palielinat savus ienakumus,
efektivak izmantojot riciba esosos resursus. Tas pilnigi atbilst individu racionalas
uzvedibas pamatprincipam tirgus ekonomika, kurs, saskarsmé ar realiem razoSanas
apstakliem, liek laukos dzivojoSajiem ekonomiski aktivajiem iedzivotajiem
pastavigi meklét jaunas razoSanas resursu un vietgjo apstaklu kombinacijas, lai
pilnigak apmierinatu savas materialas un nematerialas vajadzibas.

Ka rada Firopas valstu pieredze, saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$ana ir viens no
svarigakajiem nosacfjumiem saimnieciskas darbibas atfistibai un lauku teritorijas
ilgtspEjigas atfistibas veicinasanai (Gilg. A W., 1995). Veicot uznémgjdarbibu,
saimnieciskas darbibas subjekts piesaista darbaspéku, maksa nodarbinatajiem darba
algu, ieperk citus razoSanas resursus un starppatérina preces, maksa nodoklus un tadgjadi
piedalas attieciga regiona un visas valsts ekonomiskas atfistibas procesos. Lidz ar to
saimnieciskas darbibas daZadoSana un tas iespgjas darbojas ka uzneémejdarbibas
attistibas katalizators laukos.

1.1. Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
sociali ekonomiska butiba

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosana ilgtermina ir iesp&ju paplasinaSana efektivak,
ar lielaku atdevi izmantot saimniecibas riciba esoSos resursus. Islaicigd perioda
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas ekonomiskaja satura tiek identificéti Sadi
nozimigakie elementi saistiba ar uznémejdarbibu lauku vide:
e pilnigak izmantot lauku saimniecibas riciba esoSo resursus, lai palielinatu
kopgjos ien€mumus;
e efektivak izmantot saimnieciskas vienibas riciba esoSos resursus citu
produktu razoSana ari taja gadijuma, ja lauksaimniecibas produktu
razo$ana resursi tiek izmantoti pilnigi;
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e samazinat razosanas risku lauku saimniecibas, ko izraisa nepastavigie un
nereti nelabvéligie agro klimatiskie apstakli, ka ari lauksaimniecibas
produktu razoSanas ierobezojumi, mainigas cenas un citi argjie draudi.

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas mérki ciesi saistiti ar razoSanas dazadoSanu
veicinosiem apstakliem laukos, lauku saimniecibas resursu kvantitativa un
kvalitativa sastava optimizaciju, ka ari citiem specifiskiem saimnieko$anas
apstakliem katra valsts regiona. Nemot véra izpétitas saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanas definicijas un atbilstoSi izteiktajam atzinam par dazadoSanas
ekonomisko saturu un ta Tpatnibam, saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas vispargjie
mérki tiek sadaliti divos Iimenos:

e saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas merki lauku saimniecibas liment,

e  saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas mérki lauku regionu un valsts [imen.

Zinatniska rakstu un sarunu valoda jédzienu ,,darit dazados veidos” parasti lieto
jédzienu ,,diversifikacija”, kas vairak atbilst zinatniskas valodas lietoSanas praksei
un ir viegli uztverams dazadas valodas: anglu valoda — diversification, vacu valoda
— diversifikation vai diversifizierung, latvieSsu valoda — diversificesana vai
diversifikacija, krievu valoda — ousepcugurxayus (Ekonomikas, lietvedibas un
darba organizacija termini, 1995). Jeédziens ,,diversifikacija” célies sapliistot diviem
lattpu valodas vardiem — diversa - dazads un facere - darit. (LatvieSu konversacijas
vardnica 3.,5. s€j) Ta izveidojies latmu vards ,.diversifacere”, kur§ parveidots
lietoSanai latviesu valodas fongtikai atbilstosa forma ka ,, diversifikacija”.

Ekonomikas literatiira pastav dazadi viedokli par un pret saimnieciskas darbibas
diversifikaciju. Diversifikacijai var biit gan vertibu palielino$a gan arT samazinoSa
ietekme. Londonas universitates pétjjuma par diversifikaciju (Agricultural
Diversification:: a Review of Methodological Approaches and Empirical Evidence,
2000) noradits, ka ar diversifikaciju vairuma gadfjumu nodarbojas mazas
saimniecibas.

Pareja no specializacijas uz diversifikaciju samazina gan razoSanas gan arl cenu
risku (Rosegrant ect.al, 1995). Tomér citi ekonomisti norada: ,,..jo vairak
diversificeta produkcijas razoSana, jo pozitivaka korelacija starp cenam un jo
zemaki iep€mumi no diversifikacijas” (Quiroz and Valdes, 1995) Ja diversifikacija
apvieno lauksaimnieciskas un nelauksaimnieciskas darbibas, cenu korelacija ir
neliela vai vispar nepastav un tadejadi diversifikacija gist ien€mumus balstoties uz
riska mazinaSanu, IpaSi gadijuma, kad diversifikacija saistita ar nodarbinatibu
arpus lauku saimniecibas (Kimhi and Bollman, 1999).

Vairaki termini tiek lietoti, lai raksturotu tadas lauku saimniecibu darbibas ka
nepilnas slodzes saimniecibas, daudzdarbiba (pluractivity) vai multifunkcionalitate.
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Par diversifikaciju tiek uzskatita arT dalgja jeb nepilna laika saimniekoSana (part — time
farming) — kur saimnieks vai vina dzivesbiedre apvieno nelauksaimniecisko darbu ar
darbu saimnieciba. Sada gadijuma saimnieks vai vina dzivesbiedre ir nepilnas slodzes
nodarbinatais (Gasson, 1986). Part - time farming definicija vairak saistita ar
darbaspéka izmantoSanas diversifikaciju — saimniecibas ipa$nieku un gimenes loceklu
darbu arpus saimniecibas. Zemes un kapitala izmantosanas diversifikacija vérsta uz
kapitala un zemes resursu izmantosanas virzienu paplasinasanu saimnieciba un arpus
saimniecibas (Evans and Ilbery, 1993). ArT citi ekonomisti — zinatnieki diversifikaciju
saista ar daudzfunkcionalu saimniekoSanu - lauksaimniecisko darbibu, kura ietver vél
papildus citas ienesigas lauksaimnieciska rakstura (onm — farm) vai saimnieciskas
darbibas aktivitates arpus lauksaimnieciskas razosanas (off — farm) (MacKinnon, 1991).

Termins ,,daudzdarbiba” cElies no francu varda ,pluractivite” (Fuller, 1990) un raksturo
daudznozaru lauku saimniecibu, kura apvienota lauksaimnieciska razoSana ar
nelauksaimnieciska rakstura aktivitatém, darbojoties gan saimnieciba gan arl arpus
saimniecibas. Tadejadi ,.daudzdarbiba” ietver zemes un kapitala un darbaspeka
dazadoSanu nepilnas slodzes saimniecibas (Evans and Ilbery, 1993).

Gentes universitates profesors J.D.Ploegs Zalcburgas konferencé (Rural
Development and the Mobilisation of Local Actors, 2003) atzimgja, ka miisdienas
Eiropas lauku regionu ekonomika ir multi sektorala, kas ietekmé ari mikro Iimeni,
veidojot jaunus daudznozaru (polivalentus) lauku uzpémumus, ko raksturo:
daudzdarbiba (pluractivity), saimnieciskas darbibas paplasinasana (broadening) un
padzilinasana (deepening). Zinatnieks ar daudzdarbibu saprot situaciju, kad kads
no lauku saimniecibas gimenes locekliem ievérojamu dalu ienakumu giist no darba
arpus lauku saimniecibas. Ar saimnieciskas darbibas paplaSinasanu tiek skaidrota
situacija kad lauksaimnieciska razoSana saimnieciba tiek papildinata ar
nelauksaimnieciskam darbibam, pieméram, celtniecibas vai remontdarbnicas, jeb
dazadu pakalpojumu sniegSanu. Ar saimnieciskas darbibas padzilinaSanu raksta
autors skaidro lauksaimniecisko razoSanu parveidoSanu, razojot kvalitativus
produktus ar augstu pievienoto vertibu (biologiska lauksaimnieciba) vai, veidojot
lauksaimniecibas produktu parstradi saimnieciba, saisinot produkta celu pie
patérétaja J.D. Ploegs atzimé, ka jauna veida lauku uznémumi, kas veidojas uz
lauku saimniecibu bazes, klist par daudznozaru uzpémumiem, tie darbojas
vairakas nozar€s, izmantojot daudzdarbibu, saimnieciskas darbibas paplasinasanu
un padzilinasanu, kas ciesi saistiti ar lauku regionu ekonomikas attistibu.

Izpétot augstak minétas diversifikacijas jedziena definicijas un izvertgjot to prieksrocibas un
trikumus konteksta ar promocijas darbu, tiek piedavats $ads jeédziena skaidrojums:

Saimnieciskas darbibas daZadoSana — saimnieciskas darbibas virzienu, razoto
produktu skaita un produktu realizacijas tirgu paplasinasana, uzsakot jaunu precu
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razoSanu vai pakalpojumu sniegsanu lauksaimniecibas nozares ietvaros vai arpus
tas ar merki efektivak izmantot lauku saimniecibas ricibd esoSos resursus tapat ari
gimenes loceklu nodarbinasana arpus saimniecibas papildus ienakumu gisanai.

Saimnieciskas darbibas daZadosanas nozime lauku attistiba

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana laukos liela méra saistita ar valsts atbalsta sistemu
tautsaimniecibas attistibai, kurai jarada nepiecieSamie priekSnosacijumi, lai lauku
dazado$ana realizétos valsti kopuma un lauku regionos. NodarboSanas veidu
dazadoSanas praktiskas iespgjas atkarigas gan no vietgjiem apstakliem, gan cilvéku
gatavibas mainit vai daudzveidot savu nodarbosanos. Tacu cilvéks $adu lémumu var
pienemt labvéliga vidé, un tas esamiba vai neesamiba atkariga gan no valsts lauku
attistibas politikas kopuma, gan vietgjas pasvaldibas politikas katra konkréta regiona.
Eiropas attistitako valstu ekonomisti un politiki lauku vidi uzskata par nozimigu
elementu valsts sociali ekonomiskaja sistéma, tapec pastavigi tiek veltita liela
uzmaniba saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanai saistiba ar lauku vides attistibu.
Zinatniecku skatfjums uz lauku attistibu izklastits A. Gilga gramata par lauku
planosanas politiku (Gilg. A.W., 1991) .
Daudzi pasaules attistitako valstu ekonomisti saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu
uzskata par efektivu lidzekli lauku ilgtsp&jiga attistiba (Evans and Ilbery, 1993).
Ekonomisti atklajusi, ka Eiropas Savienibas valstls saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosanai laukos raksturigi $adi nozimigakie attistibas virzieni:

o lauksaimnieciskas produkcijas razosana, parstrade un tirdznieciba;
nelauksaimnieciska rakstura uzne@meéjdarbiba lauku saimniecibas ietvaros;
lauku tairisms, ainavas veido$ana, amatnieciba,
netradicionala lauksaimnieciba un citas formas;
algots darbs cita saimnieciba vai pakalpojumu sniegSana lauksaimniecibas
nozares ietvaros;

o algots profesionals darbs arpus saimniecibas citas tautsaimniecibas nozargs.
Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas lauku regionu atfisttba pamata skatama no
sekojosiem aspektiem: saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$ana lauku teritorijas un
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana zemnieku un laukos dzivojoso individu piemajas
saimniecibas.

Darba ietvaros saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas nozime lauku vides sociali
ekonomiskajos procesos tiek analiz&ta un pétita Sauraka un plasaka nozime:
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o saimnieciskas darbibas daZadoSana lauksaimniectbas nozares ietvaros,
jeb saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana Sauraka nozimé. Ta veidojas,
galvenokart, mainot sarazoto lauksaimniecibas produktu kvantitativo un
kvalitativo sastavu un, saglabajot sarazoto lauksaimniecibas produktu
absoliito vairakumu kopgja razosanas apjoma vertiba;

e saimnieciskas darbibas daZddoSana arpus lauksaimniecibas nozares, jeb
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana plasaka nozimé, kas dod iespgju
sasniegt augstaku riciba esoSo resursu izmantoSanas lietderibu un dod
sabiedribai lielaku labumu.

1.2. Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
ietekméjosie faktori

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana cie$i saistita ar ckonomikas zinatnes pamata
principu — ekonomisko resursu izmantoSanas efektivitates paaugstinasanu, lai
pilnigak apmierinatu sabiedribas pieaugosas vajadzibas. Tirgi piedavato precu un
pakalpojumu dazadoSanas procesus vairak vai mazak ietekmé attiecigas
ekonomiskas sistémas merkis, attistibas raksturs un nozimigakas tendences dazadu
ieks€jo un argjo faktoru ietekme. Tatad lauku saimniecibas saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanas process ir attiecigas ekonomiskas sisteémas attistibu ietekmé&joso
faktoru radits produkts. Lidz ar to pastav cieSa korelacija starp dazadoSanas
meérkiem un tas ekonomiskas sist€émas mérkiem, kura ietilpst dazadosanas objekts.
Latvija, atrodoties Eiropas Savienibas ekonomiskas sistémas ietekmé, spiesta
rékinaties ar ES sociali ekonomiskas politikas mérkiem un tas licla méra ietekmée
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas procesus valsts tautsaimnieciba un
lauksaimniecibas nozaré. Argjie valsts ITmena un globala rakstura faktori parasti
vienada méra ietekmé visus saimnieciskas darbibas subjektus laukos. To nevar
apgalvot par ieks€jiem faktoriem. Tapéc saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
ietekméjosajiem iek$gjiem faktoriem tiek veltita lielaka uzmaniba. Turpmakaja
darba izklasta ieksgjie faktori tiek raksturoti un izvertéti, sadalot tos divas grupas
(Rivza B., Krtizmétra M., 2001):
o saimnieciskas darbibas dazdadoSanu ietekméjosie ekonomiska
rakstura faktori;
o saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu ietekméjosie sociala rakstura faktori.
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Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu ietekmgjoso faktoru klasifikacija paradita 1.1.attela.

SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANU IETEKMEJOSIE FAKTORI

v v

EKONOMISKIE FAKTORI SOCIALIE FAKTORI
I |
VADAMIE FAKTORI NEVADAMIE FAKTORI FORMALIE FAKTORI NEFORMALIE FAKTORI

Uznémuma modelis ‘ Atradanas vieta ‘ Vecums ‘ ZinaSanas ‘
Resursu izlietojums ‘ Tirgus pieejamiba ‘ Dzimums ‘ Motivacija ‘
Tehnologijas ‘ Kreditiespéjas ‘ Izgltiba ‘ Pieredze ‘
Specializacija ‘ Infrastruktdra ‘ Gimenes stavoklis ‘ Sabiedriska darbiba ‘

Avots: autores veidots attéls, (Rivza B., Krizmetra M., 2001)
1.1.att. Saimnieciskas darbibas daZadosanu ietekmeéjoSie faktori

Ka redzams no 1.1.att€la ieklautas saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu ietekmg&joso
faktoru klasifikacijas ekonomiskie faktori tiek sadaliti vadamos un nevadamos
faktoros Vadamie faktori ietver uznémuma modelus, darba patérinu, tehnologijas
un specializaciju, kas raksturo lauku saimniecibu darbibas un attistibas
nosactjumus, ko vada, plano un kontrole saimniecibas vaditajs vai 1pasnieks. Ar
nevadamiem ekonomiskiem faktoriem saprot atraSands vietu, tirgus iespgjas,
kreditspgjas un infrastruktiru. Tie ir faktori, kas liela mera ietekmé
uznémejdarbibu, bet kurus uzpnémuma vaditajam griiti vai pat neiespjami
ietekmét. Savukart socialie faktori iedalas formalajos un neformalajos, kas skaidro
darbaspeka kvantitativu un kvalitativu atbilstibu saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas
realiz€Sanai. Pie formaliem socialiem faktoriem pieskaitami: vecums, dzimums,
izglitiba un gimenes stavoklis. Neformalie socialie faktori savukart iedalas:
zinasanas, motivacija, pieredze un sabiedriska darbiba.
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1.3. Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas sociali ekonomiska
nepiecieSamiba un tas efektivitates novértéSanas metodologija

Ieperkot nepiecieSamos razoSanas resursus saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
projektu TstenoSanai, saimniecibai jarekinas ar to, ka viena razoSanas faktora
palielinasana, nemainot pargjo razoSana iesaistito faktoru daudzumu un kvalitati,
pakapeniski samazina iepirktd resursa vienibas atdevi. Ekonomikas teorija $ada
likumsakariba pazistama ka, raziguma mazinasanas likums, kas atklaj razoSanas
apjoma palielinaSanas ierobezojoSo raksturu, mainoties vienam raZoSanas faktoram
(Pindyck R.S., Rubinfeld D.L., 1992).

Nemot veéra promocijas darba 1.3. apakSnodala ieklautos matematiskos
vienadojumus saistiba ar resursu papildindSanu un izmantoSanu razoSanas
diversifikacijas noliika, var izdarit $adu nozimigu secinajumu saistiba ar lauku
saimnieciba riciba esoSo nemainigo resursu izmantoSanu un mainigd resursa
papildinasanu:

lauku saimniecibai, kuras riciba atrodas viens vai divi nemainigi razosanas faktori,
razoSanas diversifikacijas pasakumi bis veiksmigi tikai taja gadijumad, ja sarazota
produkta pieaugums vertibas izteiksmé bus lielaks par razosand iesaistita mainiga
faktora izmaksam, nemot vérda parejo razosanas faktoru cenu.

Darba izklastitajam teorctiskajam atzinam par dazadota produkta apjoma
izmainam, mainot razoSana iesaistito razoSanas resursu apjomu, ir licla praktiska
nozime lauksaimnieciskas razo$anas dazado$anas nepiecieamibas noteik$ana. Saja
gadijuma iesp&jamas divas picejas:
o daZadoSanas kritiska nepiecieSamiba, kuru izraisa riciba esoSo resursu
izmantoSanas efektivitates krasa pazeminasanas;

o vélamda daZddoSana, versta uz to lai nodroSinatu resursu pilnigaku izmantoSanu.
Lauku saimniecibas nodarbinata darbaspéka izmantosanas daZadosanas
efektivitates novértésana
Pastavigi mainiga lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanas vide lauku saimniecibam
rodas nepiecieSamiba dazadot saimnieciba nodarbinata darbasp€ka izmantoS$anu.
Jautajuma aktualitati pastiprina nelabvéligie laika apstakli, kuri samazina iesp&jas
pilniba veikt tehnologiski nepiecieSsamos s&umu kop$anas darbus un pilniba
novakt izaudz€to razu. Lai vismaz dal€ji kompensétu klimatisko apstaklu radito
draudu zaud&jumus, lauku saimniecibas, atrodoties $ados un citos nelabvéligos

apstaklos, centisies dazadot darbaspéka izmanto$anu $ada veida:
1. pilnas darba slodzes darbaspéka izmantoSanas, jeb aizvietoSanas
dazadosana - dod iesp&ju augstakas kvalifikacijas darbaspekam — gimenes
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locekliem stradat kvalificetaku darbu arpus lauksaimniecibas nozares,
iesaistot lauku saimnieciba mazakas kvalifikacijas darbaspéku vai
palielinot darba slodzi pargjiem lauku saimnieciba nodarbinatajiem;

2. nepilnas darba slodzes darbaspéka izmantosanas jeb papildinosa
dazadosana, - dod iesp&ju izmantot darba dienas brivas stundas, lai giitu
papildus ien€mumus nelauksaimnieciska rakstura uzn@muma. Ar to lauku
saimnieciba nodarbinatajiem rodas iespgja papildinat savus ienakumus no
lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanas, piedaloties citu precu un
pakalpojumu razosana.

Pirmaja gadijuma lauku saimnieciba nodarbinatajiem biis izdevigi stradat arpus
saimniecibas, ja cita uzn€muma iesp&jams laika vieniba sanemt lielaku darba
samaksu par pardoto darbaspeku. Darba izdaritajos aprékinos tiek izmantoti
dazadas tautsaimniecibas nozares izmantota darbasp€ka atalgojums. Tas dod
iespgju noteikt darbaspéka izmantoSanas dazadoSanas rezultata iegiito efektu,
stradajot pilnu slodzi uzn@mumos arpus lauksaimniecibas nozares.

Tautsaimniecibas nozars izmaksatas darba algas un citu raditaju analizei
tautsaimniecibas ITmeni promocijas darba tick izmantots valsts statistika pienemtais
NACE Kklasifikators. Pierakstu &rtibas labad nozaru nosaukumi tiek saisinati un
nepiecieSamibas gadijuma lietoti burtu apzim&jumi. Atseviskas tautsaimniecibas
nozares apvietotas to neliela TIpatsvara dé| kopgjas pievienotas vertibas razosana,
pienemot, ka tam nav bitiska ietekme uz petijuma rezultatiem.

Atbilstosi NACE Kklasifikatoram lielakaja dala no statistiskajiem apsekojumiem
Lauksaimniecibas nozare tiek paradita kopa ar medniecibu un mezsaimniecibu.
Petjjuma ietvaros tas tiek uzskatits ka situacijai atbilstosi dati, ko nosaka $adi
galvenie apsveérumi:
e lauksaimniecibas nozar€ sarazota pievienota vertiba veido vairak
neka 80% no lauksaimniecibas, medniecibas un mezsaimniecibas
nozarg sarazotas kopgjas pievienotas vertibas;
¢ lauksaimniecibas nozarg strada vairak neka 85% no
lauksaimniecibas, medniecibas un mezsaimniecibas nozaré
nodarbinato kopgja skaita;
¢ daudzu lauku saimniecibu apsaimnieko$ana atrodas lielakas vai
mazakas meZa platibas, tad&jadi lauksaimniecibas produktu
razosSana tiek apvienota ar mezsaimniecibas un medniecibas
produktu raZzoSanu;
¢ mezsaimnieciba un mednieciba piedalas saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosana lauku saimniecibas nozares ietvaros.
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Darbaspéka izmantoSanas dazadoSanas iesp&ju novertésanai promocijas darba 4.nodala
tiek analizétas darba samaksas izmainas tautsaimniecibas nozarés laika perioda no
2002.gada lidz 2007.gadam. Lauku saimniecibas nodarbinata darbaspeka izmantosanas
dazadoSanas iesp&jama efekta noteikSanai izmantota sekojoSa metodika. Par pamatu
nemts tautsaimniecibas nozaru grup&ums atbilstosi NACE klasifikatoram.
Pamatojoties uz darba samaksas izmainu analizi sabiedriskaja un privataja sektora,
darba samaksas salidzingjumu lauksaimniecibas nozaré ar citam tautsaimniecibas
nozarém, tika noteikts lauku saimniecibas nodarbinata darbaspéka aizvietoSanas un
papildinosais efekts.

Lauku saimniecibas nepilna laika nodarbinato izmanto$anas dazadosanas efekta
pilnigaka rezultata iegfiSanai autore piedava izmantot vidgjas darba algas regionos -
tiek noteikts darbaspéka izmantoSanas dazadoSanas bruto un neto efekts. Bruto
efekta noteiksanai tick izmantots §ads vienadojums:

12 n
DBE,,, = [DLF, -2 ) (ND,xNL, )] xBDA,xK,, (L1
m=1 i=1

kur DBEyp, — lauku saimnieciba nepilna laika nodarbinata darbaspcka
izmantoSanas dazadosanas bruto efekts gada;
DLF; —darba laika gada fonds stundas;

ND; — nepilnu laiku nodarbinatais;

NL; — nepilna laika nodarbinata nostradato stundu skaits;
BDAyr - gada vidgja bruto darba alga regiona stunda;

m — ménesu skaits gada;

n — nepilna laika nodarbinato skaits;

Kpr — darbaspéka dazado$anas koeficients regiona.

Darbaspeka izmantoSanas dazadosanas koeficientu nosaka, izmantojot S$adu
vienadojumu:

> NL,
=E——x100%, 1.2
DR Z DN LR ( )
kur Kpg - darbaspeka dazadoSanas koeficients;
DNLg — nostradatais darba laiks stundas noteikta regiona;
NLr - nepilnu laiku nostradatais laiks stundas noteikta regiona.

Lauku saimniecibas nepilna laika nodarbinato izmantoSanas dazadoSanas neto efekta
noteikSanai tiek izmantots §ads vienadojums:
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12

DNE,, = [DLF, — 3 3" (ND, xNL)] x NDA,, x Ko, -3 (ND,xCD)  (1.3)

m=1 i=1 i=1

kur DNEyps — lauku saimnieciba nepilna laika nodarbinata darbaspcka

CDh;

izmantoSanas dazadosanas neto efekts gada;

— darbaspéka izmantoSanas dazadosanas pasakumos iesaistljusas
i—ta subjekta izmaksas, kas saistitas ar papildus nodarbinatibas
iesp&ju izmantoSanu, stradajot citd uzpémuma.

Datu analize un aprekini ieklauti promocijas darba ceturtaja nodala. Aprekinu
rezultata ieglita informacija par nepilna laika nodarbinato nenostradato stundu
skaitu regionos, ko varétu izlietot stradajot citas nozar€s vai veicot cita veida
saimnieciskas darbibas. Rezultata, izmantojot regiona vid&jas darba algas metodi,
tiek noteikts lauku saimniecibas nodarbinata darbaspéka dazadosanas bruto efekts
valsts regionos.

Lauku saimniecibu riciba esosas zemes izmantosanas daziadosanas

lespeju novertéjums

Lauku saimniecibu riciba esoSas zemes platibu izmantoSanas dazadoSanas
ekonomiskais efekts tiek noteikts, izdarot $adus pien€mumus un ierobezojumus:

katra saimnieciska darbiba pilseta un laukos saisfita ar zemes ka ekonomiska resursa
IzmantoSanu;

valsts ekonomikas un privatas uznémejdarbibas atfistiba, ka art pilsetu paplasinasanas
parasti saisfita ar lauksaimniecibas zemes transformaciju citiem izmantoSanas
merkiem;

zeme ka razoSanas resurss tick izmantots precu un pakalpojumu razosana, ka art
pievienotas verfibas veidosana tautsaimniecibas nozarcs;

zemes auglibas pasibas un fizikali mehaniskas ipasibas izmanto tikai saimnieciskaja
darbiba, kas saisfita ar augkopibas produktu razosanu un mezsaimniecibu,

citas tautsaimniecibas nozarcs zeme tiek izmantota galvenokart ka biives sastavdala;
zemes izmantosanas dazadoSana lauku saimniecibas tiek saisfita ar zemes izmantoSanu
labakaja un efekfivakaja veida;

zemes izmantosanas dazadosana tick uzskafita par neelastigako resursu salidzinajuma
ar citu lauku saimniecibas riciba esoSo resursu izmantoSanas dazadoSanas iespejam;
lauku saimniecibas zemes izmantosanas dazadosana rikojas racionali, tas noZime, ka
zeme tiek izmantota labakaja un efekfivakaja veida un zemes izmantoSana
lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSana tiek uzskafita par vienu no alternattvam.

Nemot vera augstak izklastitos zemes izmantoSanas dazadosanas ierobezojumus un
pienémumus, lauku saimnieciba sava riciba eso$as zemes platibas izmantos
lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanai, ja $ada veida izmantotiec zemes resursi sniegs
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lielako neto iepdmumu salidzinajuma ar citiem zemes izmantoSanas veidiem. Saja
gadijuma tiek nemti véra arm dazadi objektiva un subjektiva rakstura iemesli, kas
ietekmé zemes izmantoSanu lauksaimniecibas produktu raZoSanai un ierobezo
izmantoSanu citiem mérkiem.

Zemes izmantoSanas dazadoSanas ekonomiska efekta noteikSana tiek izmantota
saimnieciskas darbibas rezultata sarazotas pievienotads vertibas salidzinasanas
metode uz zemes platibas vienibu. Metodes pielietosana notiek $ada seciba:

e vispirms tiek noteikta lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSana neizmantojama
lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes plafiba sadalijuma pa regioniem un novertéta
zemes dazadoSanas nepiecieSamiba, izmantojot neizmantotas zemes patsvaru kop&ja
zemes platiba;

o tick noteikti dazadiem saimnieciskajiem mérkiem izmantoto platibu kvantitativie un
kvalitativie raditaji sadalijuma pa regioniem;

o tick fikséta lauksaimniecibas nozar€ un citas saimnieciskas darbibas jomas, nemot véra
zemes izmantoSanas mérkus saimnieciska darbiba;

o tiek aprekinata lauksaimniecibas nozar€ sarazota pievienota vertiba uz lauksaimnieciba
izmantojamas zemes plafibas vienibu

o tiek aprekinata ieglita pievienota vertiba uz zemes plafibas vienibu, kura tiek izmantota
citiem saimnieciskas darbibas mérkiem;

e iegitie rezultati tiek salidzinati, noverteti un izdariti secinajumi par izdevigako zemes
izmantoSanas dazadoSanas veidu katrd rajona, nemot véra valsts dienestos uzkrato
informaciju par zemes izmantoSanu dazadiem saimnieciskas darbibas merkiem;

e  zemes izmantosanas dazadoSanas efekts sadalijuma pa regioniem tiek noteikts, nemot
Vera regionos sarazoto pievienoto verfibu lauksaimnieciba un citas tautsaimniecibas
nozares.

Zemes izmantoSanas dazadoSanas efekta noteik$ana tiek izmantota LR Centralas statistikas
parvaldes, Nekustama 1pasuma valsts kadastra dati, Valsts zemes dienesta informacija un
Zemkopibas ministrijas lauku atbalsta dienesta dati. Datu analize un aprekini ieklauti promocijas
darba ceturtaja nodala. Aprekinu rezultata tick noskaidrota zemes izmantoSanas struktiira
dazadiem saimnieciskas darbibas mérkiem, salidzinata sarazota pievienota vertiba dazados
saimnieciskas darbibas veidos, kas dod iesp&u noskaidrot zemes izmantoSanas iesp&ju
alternafivas regionos.
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1.4. Ekonomikas globalizacijas ietekme un tas novertéjuma
pielietojamas metodes

Darba ietvaros ekonomikas globalizacijas ietekme uz saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu lauku
saimniecibas tiek atklata, izmantojot import&to un eksporteto lauksaimniecibas un partikas precu
nozimi uz lauku saimnieciba esoSo resursu izmantoSanu, ka arT darbaspeka aizpliisanu darbam uz
arzemém. Sie globalie faktori — lauksaimniecibas un partikas pre¢u eksports, imports, ka arf
darbaspeka resursu imports tiek uzskafiti par nozimigakajiem dazadoSanu veicinoSiem
apstakliem lauku saimniecibas.

Svarigi atzimét, ka lauksaimniecibas produktu un partikas precu importa plismu galvenokart
nosaka absoliito un salidzinoSo prieksrocibu esamiba lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanas valstt
attieciba uz pieméerotako un letaku resursu esamitbu attiecigo produktu razosanai, nenemot vera
valsts dotacijas lauksaimniecibas produktu razotajiem.

2.SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS
REGIONALIE ASPEKTI

Promocijas darba otra nodala izklastita uz 38 lappuses, izmantotie dati un aprékinu
rezultati apkopoti 6 tabulas, teksta paskaidroSanai un papildinaSanai izstradati 19
atteli.

Saimnieciskas darbibas iesp&jas Latvijas regionos butiski atSkiras. AtSkiribas
novérojamas teritoriju nevienmeriga ekonomiska attistiba un saimnieciska darbiba,
nodarbinatibas un bezdarba Ilimeni, iedzivotaju ienakumu Iimeni, socialdas un
kultiiras dzives nosacijumos.

Regionu ekonomiskas attistibas pamats ir konkurétspéjiga uznéméjdarbibas
vide, attistita infrastruktira, sociali un ekonomiski aktivi iedzivotdji, tadel
jaizvélas piemérotakie instrumenti saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanai
lauku saimniecibds un atsevisSku regionu konkuretspejigai attistibai.
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2.1.Regionalas attistibas politikas aspekti un ietekme uz
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu

Latvija péc neatkaribas atgiiSanas, regionala politika aktualizgjas 1995. gada, kad
valdiba sava deklaracija noteica: ,,...par regionalas attistibas galveno mérki
uzskatams optimals razoSanas faktoru un socialas infrastruktiiras izvietojums visa
Latvijas teritorija, decentralizéta, lidzsvarota teritorijas attistiba”(Regionu attistiba
Latvija, 2004). Pakapeniski tika izveidota regionalas attistibas normativa baze,
bitiski pilnveidota teritorijas planoSanas teorija un prakse. Lidz ar tiesiskas bazes
attistibu, mainijies ari regionalds atfistibas institucionalais ietvars. Valst
pakapeniski pieaugusi pasvaldibu un valsts institticiju sp&ja lidzdarboties politikas
planosana un Istenosana.

Sakuma valsts regionalas attistibas politikas planoSanas un koordinacijas jautajumi
bija vairaku ministriju kompetencg, bet kop§ 2003.gada regionalas attistibas
jautagjumu koordinacija ir koncentréta Regionalas attistibas un paSvaldibu lietu
ministrija (RAPLM), bet regionalas attistibas jautajumi valsts parvaldes limenT ir
sadaliti starp Ministru kabinetu, Nacionalo regionalas attistibas padomi (NRAP),
RAPLM un tas parraudziba esoSo Valsts regionalas attistibas agentiiru (VRAA).
Lidzas nacionalajam institiicijam nozimiga loma regionalas attistibas jautajumos ir
planosanas regionu attistibas padomém, planosanas regionu attistibas agentiiram un
pa$valdibam. Sada sadrumstalotiba apgritina lémumu pienemsanu regionalas
attistibas jautagjumos un neveicina valsts resursu efektivu izmanto$anu regionalas
attistibas jautajumu risinasana.

Nenovérsot tirgus ekonomikas negativo ietekmi, starpiba starp ekonomiskaja zina
stiprakajiem un vajakajiem regioniem ne tikai saglabajas, bet vairak palielinas. Tas
izskaidrojams ar to, ka ekonomiski stiprakajos regionos ir labveligaki apstakli
investicijam: atfistita infrastruktiira, kvalificéts darbaspeks, dazadu pakalpojumu
pieejamiba u.c. Tirgus ekonomika bagatiba koncentrgjas, nabadziba palielina nabadzibu.

2.2.Latvijas regionu raksturojums

Darba ietvaros valsts sadalijums regionos veikts atbilstos§i LR Ministru kabineta
2004. gada 28. aprila rikojumu Nr.271 “Par Latvijas Republikas statistiskajiem
regioniem un tajos ietilpstoSajam administrativajam vienibam”, ar kuru Latvijas
teritorija tiek iedalita 6 regionos un 26 lauku rajonos. Lauku vides raksturoSanai no
statistiskajiem regioniem tiek izslégtas lielas, republikas nozimes pilsétas, kuras
apvienotas atseviska grupa.
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Lauku regionu sociali ekonomiskais raksturojums parada, ka pastav lielas
atSkiribas starp atseviSkiem Latvijas regioniem, regioniem un pilsétam un atklaj
izteiktu Pierigas regiona dominanti starp regioniem.

Sarazotais IKP uz vienu iedzivotaju ievérojami atSkiras ari starp Latvijas lauku
regioniem. Regions ar vislielako IKP uz vienu iedzivotaju ir Pierigas lauku regions
— 2153 Ls/iedz., savukart Latgales lauku regiona sis raditajs viszemakais — 1 132
Ls/iedz. — gandriz 2 reizes mazaks.

Detalizétaku priekSstatu par sarazota IKP apjomu uz vienu iedzivotaju Latvijas
teritorija dod 2.1 att€ls, kura redzams, ka rajoni ar augstaku IKP uz vienu
iedzivotaju atrodas Pierigas, Vidzemes un dalgji arT Kurzemes regionos, savukart

|:| 883 - 1 187 (&)
|:| 1 305 - 1437 (7
D L47l - 1783 (7
l 1 8lz - 2z 2Bz (6)
l 2 331 - Leel (M

Avots: Autores veidots pec LR CSP datiem
2.1.att. SaraZotais IKP Latvijas rajonos un pilsetas
uz 1 iedzivotaju, latos 2007.gada

Lauku regionos galvenie infrastruktiiras elementi, taja skaita autoceli fiziski un
morali novecojusi un neatbilst miisdienu sociali ekonomiskas attistibas
vajadzibam. Lielaka resursu koncentracija un lidz ar to arT ekonomiska attistiba
verojama Riga un tai piegulosas teritorijas un, savukart viszemakie raditaji vairuma
gadijumu ir Latgales regionam. Novérotas tendences turpina pastiprinaties un
neveicina socialai ekonomisko atSkiribu izlidzinaSanos un neatbilst valsts
regionalas politikas pamatprincipiem.
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2.3.Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas sociali ekonomiskie
aspekti Latvijas regionos

Laika posma no 2001.gada lidz 2007 gadam Latvija veikti Cetri lauku saimniecibu statistiskie apsekojurmi -
2001.,2003.,2005. un 2007.gada. P&fijumu perioda vérojama tendence samazinaties saimniecibu skaitam,
kas nodarbojas ar saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu papildus ienakumu giisanai. 2007.gada 10 tokstosi
saimniecibu, jeb 8.8% no ekonomiski akfivo saimniecibu kopskaita guva papildus ienakumus,
nodarbojoties ar saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu, bet 2001.gada 174 tikst saimniecibas vai 12.3%.
Sada saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas samazingjuma tendence vérojama visos regjonos, iznemot
Zemgales regionu, kurd tiek novérots 17% pieaugums. Lielakais samazingjums - 65% apmeéra verojams
Latgales regiona un 52% Kurzemes regiona. Biezak papildus iendkumu giiSana iesaisfitas nozares ir
mezsaimnieciba un pakalpojumu shiegSana vai figumdarbi, izmantojot saimniecibas tehniku un iekartas
un lauku tirisms. Pozifivi vertgjama tendence palielinaties saimniecibu skaitam, kas papildus ienakumus
giist no saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas vairakas nozares vienlaicigi — 2001. gada 8% un attiecigi
2007. gada 11% no kopgja saimniecibu skaita. Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosana valsfi kopuma iesaisfito
saimniecibu skaits ar dazadosanas virzieniem paradts 2.1 tabula.

2.1.tabula
Saimniectbu skaits ar papildus ienemumiem no citiem
saimnieciskas darbibas veidiem Latvija
Saimniecibu skaits pa gadiem
Darbibas veidi e 2007(',/2001'
2001. 2003. 2005. 2007. %

Saimniecibuskaitsar |15 379 | gy1 | 11089 | 10043 57.8
papildus ienémumiem

Lauku tirisms 303 426 1044 593 195.7
Majamatnieciba 339 328 240 158 46.6
Lauksaimniccibas 425 261 178 151 35.5
produktu parstrade

MeZsaimnieciba 6714 4909 7195 6984 104.0
Kokapstrade 981 739 720 466 47.5
Zvejnieciba 166 182 200 101 60.8
Zivju audz&Sana 151 188 183 207 137.1
Energijas razoSana 40 35 45 23 57.5
Ligumdarbi 2 360 1 685 1816 1691 71.6
Citas nozares 741 724 1270 1019 13.7

Saimniecibu skaits ar vairakiem saimnieciskas darbibas veidiem

Divas 1209 896 1239 964 79.7
Tris 116 130 75 129 111.2
Vairak ka tris 29 31 75 38 131.0

Avots: Autores veidots , izmantojot LR CSP datus
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Ka redzams no 2.1.tabula ieklautajiem raditajiem, strauj$ dalibnieku skaita picaugums
verojams nozargs, kas aptver salidzinosi nelielu saimniecibu skaitu, ka lauku tiirisms un zivju
audzeSana. Latvija kopuma verojams saimniecibu skaita pieaugums, kuras lidzdarbojas art
mezsaimniecibas nozar€. Saimniecibu skaita samazingjums verojams saimnieciskaja darbiba,
kas saistita ar lauksaimniecibas produktu parstradi, iesaistoties majamatniecibas darbos,
kokapstradé un dazados ligumdarbos.

Svarigakie papildus ienakumu avoti 2007.gada Latvija ir saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosana
mezsaimniecibas nozarg, ligumdarbi pakalpojumu sniegSana, lauku tiirisms, kokapstrade un
darbiba citas nozar€s, pieméram, mazumtirdznieciba.

Pozitivi veértgjama tendence palielinat papildus saimnieciskas darbibas veidus
lauku saimniecibas daZzados regionos. Parskata perioda par 20.3% samazindjies
saimniecibu skaits, kuras razoSana tiek diversificéta divos veidos, bet palielinajies
saimniecibu skaits ar darbibas diversifikaciju tris un vairakos veidos attiecigi par
11,2% un 31,0%

2.4.ES ekonomiskas politikas ietekme uz
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu

21.gadsimta attieksme pret laukiem un lauksaimniecibu Eiropa krasi mainijusies —
notiek lauku teritoriju un lauksaimniecibas atdzimsana jauna kvalitate, ka rezultata
mainas ari izpratne par saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu. Lauki pilda socialas
funkcijas — veicina nodarbinatibu, tiek veidota pievilciga ainava, atpiitas zonas un
komfortabla dzivojama zona dabiga vidg.
Latvijas Lauku attistibas plana ietvaros 2004. — 2006. gadam lauku attistibai
pasakuma ,Lauku teritoriju parveidoSana un attistibas  veicinaSana”
apakSprogrammu ietvaros Tstenoti vairaki biitiski pasakumi, lai palielinatu un
dazadotu nodarbinatibu laukos, palielinatu nodarbinatibas iesp&jas arpus
tradicionalas lauksaimniecibas un veicinatu atjaunojamo energoresursu
izmantoSanu, tadgjadi, mazinot bezdarbu, palielinot lauku iedzivotaju ienakumus
un alternativo ienakumu veidu un nodarbinatibas iesp&jas.
KLP ietvaros paredzetais kopgjais finansgjums Latvijai 2007.-2013. gadam ir
vairak ka 2.3 miljardi, tai skaita valsts finansgjums — 1,3 miljardi lati.
Jaunajam planosanas periodam noteikti §adi ¢etri nozimigakie stratégiski virzieni:

e lauksaimniecibas, partikas produktu un meZsaimniecibas konkur&tsp&jas

paaugstinasana;
e vide un lauku apsaimniekoSana;
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e dzives kvalitates uzlabosana lauku apvidos un lauku ekonomikas
dazadoSana;

e LEADER pieeja. (Lauksaimnieciba un lauku attistiba. KLP
pamatnostadnes, 2006.)

Salidzinot ES KLP nostadnes, saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas attistibu KLP
ietekm& Lielbritanija un CSP LSSA apsekojumu rezultatus, kas liecina par
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas samazinasanos Latvija kopuma un vairuma
regionu, jasecina, ka realizéta politika un paredz&tais atbalsts neveicina
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu Latvijas regionos

ES ekonomiskas politikas ietekme uz saimnieciskas darbibas
dazZadosanu Lielbritanija

Ka liecina Eiropas valstu pieredze, saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana ir viens no
efektivakajiem lidzekliem saimnieciskas darbibas attistibai un lauku teritorijas
ilgtspgjigas attistibas nodroSinasanai. P&tijumi Lielbritanija liecina, ka ES KLP
veicina saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas attistibu un izplatibu.

Lielbritanija veiktie p&tijumi par saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu dod iesp&ju
saskatit Eiropas valstu lauku un lauksaimniecibas attistibas cieSu sakaribu ar ES
Kopgjo lauksaimniecibas politiku — ta attieciga perioda veicinajusi saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadosanu un veido svarigakos stratégiskos virzienus. Vecajas Eiropas
Savienibas dalibvalstis §1 attisttba notikusi pakapeniski, izmantojot uzkrato

personigo kapitalu un ES atbalstu, ka arT gimenes uznp€mumu tradicijas.

3.SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANU
IETEKMEJOSO FAKTORU NOZIMIGUMS EKSPERTU
UN LAUKU UZNEMEJU VERTEJUMA

Promocijas darba tresa nodala izklastita uz 18 lappusém, izmantotie dati un
aprekinu rezultati apkopoti 13 tabulas, teksta paskaidroSanai un papildinasanai
izstradati 29 atteli.

Lai noskaidrotu ekonomisko un socialo faktoru ietekmi uz saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanu, atbilsto$i faktoru aprakstam teoretiskaja sadala, tika veiktas divas
fokusa grupu diskusijas. Vidzemes regiona ar nemainigu ekspertu sastavu ar piecu
gadu intervalu. Longitudinals pétijums deva iesp&u ne vien noskaidrot
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu ietekmé&josSos faktorus, bet arl novertét to
ietekmes dinamiku.
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Lai noskaidrotu lauku saimnieku viedokli par saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
iesp&jam, saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu veicinoSos un kavéjosos nosacijumus un
regionu kopgjas un atskirigas iezimes, dazadojot saimniecisko darbibu, tika veikta
lauku uznemgju anketé$ana Vidzemes, Zemgales, Kurzemes un Latgales regionos.

3.1.Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
ietekmejoSo faktoru novertejums

P&tfjuma tiek izmantota kvalitativa metode — fokusa grupas diskusija. Ka eksperti tika
pieaicinati zemnieki, lauksaimniecibas un parstrades uzpémumu vaditaji, bankas,
pasvaldibu un valsts parvaldes institiiciju darbinieki, kas saistiti ar lauksaimniecibu un
lauku atfistibu, kopskaita, 13.Salidzinot 2008.g. un 2003.g. diskusiju rezultatus var
secinat, ka pieaug socialo faktoru, Ipasi neformalo socialo faktoru: zinaSanu un
motivacijas ietekme uz saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu un attiecigi samazinas
ekonomisko faktoru ietekme. Aptauju kopsavilkuma rezultati apkopoti 3.1. tabula,
socialie faktori iezZimeti tumsa krasa.

3.1.tabula

Svarigako, saimnieciskds darbibas daZdadoSanu ietekmeéjoso, ekonomisko un
socialo faktoru ranZéjums

Faktori péc to Esosa situacija Vélama situacija
nozimiguma 2003. 2008. 2003. 2008.
1. Tirgus Tirgus Tirgus Zinasanas
2 Tehnologijas Tehnologijas Izglitiba Izglitiba
3. AtraSanas vieta Izglitiba Pieredze Tehnologijas
4. Izglitiba Zinasanas Zinasanas Tirgus
S. Zinasanas Motivacija Motivacija Motivacija
6. Specializacija AtraSanas vieta Tehnologijas Pieredze

Avots: darba autores apreékini, izmantojot fokusa grupas ekspertu aptaujas rezultatus 2003.g. un 2008.g.

Par svarigakiem faktoriem, kas ietekm& saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanu,
ekonomisko faktoru grupa gan eso$a gan ari v€lama varianta nosaukti sekojosi
ekonomiskie faktori — tirgus iesp&jas un tehnologijas, picaugot tehnologiju nozimei,
Salidzinosi stabili nemainigs vertg§jums dots infrastruktiiras attistibai un uzg€muma
atraSanas vietai, noradot uz So faktoru bitisku ietekmi uz saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanu. Par svarigakiem socialiem faktoriem eksperti uzskata vélama varianta -
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zinasanas, izglitibu, motivaciju un pieredzi. Ka absoltiti svarigakie faktori nosaukti
socialie faktori — zinasanas un izglitiba.

Sekmiga saimniekoSana Sodienas apstaklos ir svariga loma ne tikai ekonomiskajiem
faktoriem. Lielaka loma, neka daudzi to vélas atzit, ir socialajiem nosactjumiem. Risinot
lauksaimniecibas ka tautsaimniecibas nozares perspektivas, to parstavosie specialisti
parasti diskut€ par ekonomisko nosactjumu kopumu, arT veiktie statistiskie apsekojumi
orienteti ekonomisko nosacfjumu atspoguloSanu, bet péffjuma rezultati pierada, ka
izveidojusies nepiecieSamiba izzinat un nemt véra ari socialos faktorus, lai veidotu
lidzsvarotu un ilgtsp&jigu Latvijas lauku attistibas politiku valsti.

3.2.SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanas iesp&ju novertéjums Zemgales,
Kurzemes, Vidzemes un Latgales regionos

Promocijas darba ietvaros veiktas aptaujas mérkis bija noskaidrot uznéméju viedokli
par saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas iespSjam Latvijas laukos, identificEt
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu kavgjosos un veicinosos faktorus, noskaidrot Tpasas
lauku problémas un lauku regioniem raksturigakos saimnieko$anas modelus. .Laika
perioda no 2004.1idz 2007.gadam tika savaktas 437 aizpilditas anketas

Pefjuma objekts ir lauku saimniecibu ipasnicki ar dzives vietu lauku teritorija, kas nodarbojas ar
lauksaimmieciskas produkeijas razosanu tirgum vai pasu patSrinam un vienlaicigi, saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosanas noltika un papildus ienémumu ghisanai, uzsakusi vai gatavojas uzsakt saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosanu kada no teoretiska dala minétajiem veidiem. Aptaujas rezultati liecina, ka lielaka dala (57%)
saimniecibu giist ienemumus no vairakam darbibas jomam.

Lauku saimniecibu ienémumu avotu regionalais sadalfjums ieklauts 3.1 attéla.

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
i E—
Blakus
nodarbosanas Latgale _
Abas l1dzigi
™ Lauksaimni ]
Lauksaimnieciba ~ 2¢mgale

Avots: darba autores aprekini, izmantojot aptaujas rezultatus
3.1.att. Saimniecibas galvenais ienémumu avots daZados regionos
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Ka redzams no 3.1.attéla icklauta ienakumu avota regionala sadalijuma Zemgales
un Kurzemes saimniecibu galvenie ienakumi tiek giiti tieSi no lauksaimnieciskas
razo$anas, mazak no saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anas. Vidzemes regiona tick
novéerota atSkiriga situacija — 55% lauku saimniecibas pusi ienakumu giist no
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas. Tas liecina par lauku uznémeéju saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadosanas sekmigu realizaciju. Savukart Latgal€ ir augstakais ipatsvars
respondentu — 15%, kas vienlidz ienakumus giist no lauksaimnieciskas razosanas
un saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas aktivitatem.

Viens no iemesliem, kapéc visvairak respondentu uzsakusi saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanu, ir iespgja sezonali izlidzinat naudas plismu - sanemt regularus
ienakumus visa gada garuma. Tas klGst iesp&jams, ja pastav vairaki ienakumu
avoti. Ta biitiba ir viena no svarigakam saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
prieksrocibam, ko atzimg&jusi 34% respondentu.

Analizgjot, ar ko v&l papildus nodarbojas tas majsaimniecibas, kuram ir noteikts
pamatdarbibas veids, var secinat, ka saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu veicina
saimniecibu specializacija augkopiba. Tas saistits ar sezonalitates ietekmi uz
ienadkumu gSanu. Paraléli lopkopibai ar citam saimniekoSanas nozarém
aptaujatajas saimniecibas nodarbojas mazak neka paraléli augkopibai.

Promocijas darba tiek identificetas galvenas saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSana
sastopamas problémas un priekSrocibas. Respondenti uzskata, ka sekmiga
saimnieciska darbiba laukos un saimniecibas attistiba ir tiesi atkariga no pasa lauku
saimniecibas Tpasnieka pieredzes, zinaSanam un vina personiskajam ipasibam
(38%). Atbilstosu personisko Tpasibu kopums saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
procesa tiek minéts ka svarigakais nosacljums gan aptauja gan arT ekspertu
diskusijas. Tas liecina par socialo faktoru ietekmes palielinaSanas un Tpasi
zinasanu, izglitibas un motivacijas.

Veiktas aptaujas un ekspertu diskusiju rezultati liecina, ka lauku uzne€mgji izprot un
objektivi noveérté saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas nozimi saimniecibas
ienakumu papildinaSana un saimnieciskas darbibas attistiba laukos. Ka rada fokusa
grupas ekspertu diskusiju rezultati, lielaka veriba japievér§ lauku iedzivotaju
izglitoSanai un motivésanai labaku rezultatu sasnieg$anai. Aptaujas dati liecina par
apmacibu un atbalsta nepiecieSamibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanai, jo tikai
zino$s, parliecinats par sevi cilveks spgj uzsakt ko jaunu vai paplaSinat esoSo
darbibu, nebaidoties no strauji picaugosas konkurences un mainigiem
ekonomiskiem nosacijumiem.

Ka svarigakie valsts atbalsta instrumenti lauku teritoriju attistibai un esosSo
atSkirtbu mazinasanai izvirzami $adi aspekti:
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cilvekresursu attistiba — izglitiba un kvalifikacijas celSana;
uznémgéjdarbibas vides veicinasana lauku teritorijas, izmantojot nodoklu
atvieglojumus;

e komunikaciju tikla attistiba — telekomunikacijas un celi.

Fokusa grupas un lauku saimniecibu aptaujas dati liecina, ka saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadosSana turpinas attistities un nakotné nodrosinas ap 70% ienakumu,
mazinoties tradicionalas lauksaimniecibas lomai par vismaz 30%.

4.DARBASPEKA UN ZEMES IZMANTOSANAS
POTENCIALA ANALITISKS VERTEJUMS

Promocijas darba ceturta nodala izklastita 23 lappus€s, izmantotie dati un aprékinu
rezultati apkopoti 26 tabulas, teksta paskaidrosanai un papildinasanai izstradati 1
attels.

Atbilstosi darba teorctiskaja dala sniegtajai metodikai tika veikti nepiecieSamie
aprekini, lai noskaidrotu darbaspéka un zemes izmantoSanas dazadoSanas
iespgjamo efektu. Aprekini netiek veikti kapitala izmantoSanas dazadoSanas
efektivitates novert€Sanai, jo nav pieejama zinatniski ticama informacija par
kapitala sastavu, vertibu un izmantoSanu lauku saimniecibas.

4.1.Darbaspeka izmantoSanas daZzadoSanas potencialais
efekts regionos

Lauku saimniecibam par salidzinosi piemérotu un realu dazadoSanas iesp&ju tiek
uzskatita iesaistiSanas darba Lauksaimniecibas nozares valstiskaja sektora. Saja
gadijuma lauku saimniecibu sagaidamais efekts sasniedz nepilnus 2 latus stunda.

Promocijas darba veiktie aprékini liecina, ka kopéjais dazdadosanai pakjauto stundu
skaits lauku saimniecibas 2007.gadd nedaudz parsniedz 109 tikstosus. Lielakais
dazadojamo stundu skaits, saistiba ar lauku saimniecibas straddajosajiem nepilna laika
nodarbinatajiem, tiek novérots Latgales regiona — 38,4 tiikstosi stundas, jeb 35,2% no
kopéjas summas lauku regionos. Pierigas un Vidzemes regionos dazadot
nepieciesamais stundu skaits ir lidzigs, attiecigi 17,3 un 17,6 tiukstosi stundas, jeb
15,8% un 16,2% no kopeéja nenostradato stundu apjoma regionos.
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Darba ietvaros tiek noteikts lauku saimniecibas nepilna laika nodarbinato
izmantosanas dazadoSanas bruto efekts, iegiitie rezultati apkopoti 4.1.tabula.

4.1.tabula
Lauku saimniecibas nodarbinata darbaspeka daZadoSanas bruto efekts
2007.gada, izmantojot videjas algas metodi

Nenostradatas Vidgja bruto darba alga (Ls) B
um 1o Dazadosanas
.. stundas Dazadosanas
Regions L o ~ Koeficients bruto efekts
lauksaimnieciba ménesT stunda (milj.Ls)
(tukst.h)
Pieriga 17 264 327 1.86 0.70 22.5
Vidzeme 17 624 271 1.54 0.55 14.9
Kurzeme 15050 295 1.68 0.60 15.1
Zemgale 20674 281 1.60 0.65 21.5
Latgale 38 440 245 1.39 0.50 26.8
Regionos 109 051 349 1.98 X 100.7

Avots: darba autores aprékini, izmantojot LR CSP datus

4.1.tabula ieklautie aprékinu rezultati liecina, ka lauku saimniecibas nodarbinata
darbaspéka izmantoSanas dazadoSanas iesp€jas, aizvietojot kvalificétakos
darbinickus ar zemakas kvalifikacijas stradajosajiem, privataja sektora javerte ka
nenozimigas, kuras var izmantot tikai dazas saimniecibas.

Nepilna darba laika nodarbindto izmantoSanas dazadosanas bruto efekts
mdjsaimniecibu limeni nedaudz parsniedz 100 miljonu latus. Lieldakais potencialais
bruto efekts sagaidams Latgales regionda — 26,8 milj. latu, Pierigas regiond — 22,5
milj. latu un Zemgales regionda— 21,5 milj. latu. Mazakais bruto efekts iespejams
Vidzemes regiond — 14,9 milj. latu un Kurzemes regiond — 15,1 miljoni.

4.2.Zemes izmantoSanas dazadoSanas potencialais
efekts regionos
Zemes izmantoSanas dazadoSanas ekonomiska efekta noteikSana tiek izmantota
saimnieciskas darbibas rezultata sarazotas pievienotas vertibas salidzinasanas

metode uz zemes platibas vienibu, pamatojoties uz darba teorctiskaja dala
aprakstito secibu.
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4.2 tabula

SaraZotas pievienotas vertibas regionala struktiira 2007.gada

UV - .
Radits Pievienotas vertibas sadalijums pa regioniem (%) Lauku
Kurzeme Latgale Pieriga Vidzeme Zemgale regionos
Lauksaimnieciba 12.60 19.26 11.93 24.09 32.11 100.00
Mezsaimnieciba 15.34 20.02 9.45 27.28 2791 100.00
Ripnicciba un 10.27 12.92 39.77 22.84 14.20 100.00
biivnieciba
Pakalpojumu 12.50 17.26 36.31 18.92 15.01 100.00
nozares
KOPA 12.04 16.39 34.11 20.74 16.72 100.00

Avots: autores apréekini, izmantojot LR CSP datus

Ka liecina 4.2.tabuld ieklautie raditaji, lielakais lauksaimniecibas nozaré
sarazotas pievienotas veértibas ipatsvars attiecinams uz Zemgales regionu — 32,1%
un Vidzemes regionu — 24,1%, bet mazakais — Pierigas regiona — 11,9%.
Mezsaimniecibas darbos iegiitas pievienotas vértibas salidzinosi lielaka daja
attiecas uz Zemgales regionu un Vidzemes regioniem, attiecigi 27,9% un 27,3%.
Saja grupa mazakais ipatsvars tiek konstatéts Pierigas regiona — tikai 9,5% un
Kurzemes regiona — 15.3%.

Riipniecibas un biivniecibas nozar€s sarazotas pievienotas vertibas liclaks ipatsvars
saistas ar saimniecisko darbibu Pierigas regiona un Vidzemes regiona, attiecigi 39,8%
un 22,8%, bet mazakais patsvars — Kurzemes regiona ar 10.3% un Zemgales regiona
ar 14.2%. Pakalpojumu sféra raditas pievienotas vertibas lielaka relativa dala
attiecinama uz Pierigas regionu un Vidzemes regionu, attiecigi ar 36,3% un 18,9%.
Mazakais pievienotas vertibas Ipatsvars saja saimnieciskas darbibas grupa konstatéts
Kurzemes regiona — 12,5%.

No zemes alternativas izmantoSanas viedokla vienigi Pierigas un Kurzemes
regiona citi zemes izmanto$anas veidi dod ievérojami lielaku pievienoto vertibu,
salidzinot ar lauksaimniecibu. Tas nozime, ka $ajos regionos izdevigaka ir zemes
alternativa izmantoSana precu razoSanai vai pakalpojumu sniegSanai. Tas
izskaidrojams ar lielu pils€tu klatbiitnes ietekmes radito efektu zemes izmantosana.
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5.SAIMNIEKOSANAS KLASTERI LAUKOS UN
SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS MODELI REGIONOS

Promocijas darba piekta nodala izklastita 23 lappus€s, izmantotie dati un aprekinu
rezultati apkopoti 11 tabulas, teksta paskaidro$anai un papildinasanai izstradati 7
atteli.

Saimnieko$anas klasteri Zemgales, Kurzemes, Vidzemes un Latgales regionos tika
izveidoti, izmantojot aptaujas rezultatus. Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
modeli Zemgales, Kurzemes, Vidzemes un Latgales regionos izveidoti, izmantojot
aptauju un ieprieksgjas nodalas veikto aprékinu datus.

SaimniekoSanas klasteri Zemgales. Kurzemes, Vidzemes
un Latgales regionos.

Lai uzskatami paraditu biezak izmantotas saimnieciskas dazadoSanas stratégijas,
nepiecieSsams atklat, kadas saimniekoSanas jomas ir raksturigakas katra no
regioniem, kadas ir atskirigas. Darba tiek veikta klasteru analize, izmantojot Varda
metodi (Ward’s method), kas cenSas radit klasterus ar minimalu dispersiju klasteru
iekSpus€. Indikatoru saistibu analizei izmantota FEiklida attaluma (Squared
Euclidean distance) metode. 1zanalizgjot klasteru variantus, tiek pienemts 1eémums
izveleties 4 klasteru variantu, kas sniedz dalijumu cetros, citu no cita atskirigos
klasteros. Katram klasterim raksturigs noteikts saimniekosanas modelis.

1. Kklasteris aptver 15% saimniecibu un raksturo samera tradiciondlu
saimniekoSanas modeli, apvienojot divas izplatitakas lauksaimnieciskas darbibas
nozares — augkopibu un lopkopibu. Sis saimniecibas galvenos iendkumus giist no
lopkopibas un augkopibas, toties nepelna ar citiem uznémejdarbibas veidiem.

2. klasteris ir lielakais no klasteriem - tas ietver 50% saimniecibu un raksturo
dazadoSanu  saimniecibas ietvaros. Sis majsaimniecibas (62%) galvenos
ienakumus giist no augkopibas, tos papildina ienakumi arT no citam darbibas
jomam — meZsaimniecibas (20%), tradicionalas lopkopibas (19%), netradicionalas
lopkopibas (13%), pakalpojumiem (14%), lauku tarisma (11%) vai citiem darbibas
veidiem.

3. klasteris raksturo saimniecibas, kuras giist galvenos ienakumus no algas, ka
ar1 papildus no kadas no popularakajam lauksaimniecibas jomam — augkopibas
(45%) vai lopkopibas (43%). Sadu saimniecibu kopuma ir 19%. Bitiba tie ir
“pilsétnieki laukos” vai saimniecibas, kas ar lauksaimniecibu nodarbojas ka ar
papildus hobiju, papildus ienakumu avotu. STs saimniecibas arT daZddo savu
darbibu arpus saimniecibas.

4. Klasteris aptver 16% saimniecibu, un tas galvenos ienakumus giist no
lopkopibas. Tas, protams, nenozimé, ka saimniecibas nenodarbojas arT ar kadu citu
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lauksaimnieciskas darbibas formu, tomér galvenos ienakumus saimniecibai dod
tiesi lopkopiba.
Petfjuma rezultata iegtto klasteru strukturalais sadalfjums ieklauts 5.1.attela.

16% 15%

1 klasteris
m 2 klasteris
M 3 .klasteris

4 Klasteris

Avots: darba autores apreékini, izmantojot aptaujas rezultatus
5.l.att. SaimniekoSanas klasteru struktiira

Ar Kklasteru analizes palidzibu veiktais statistiskais lauku saimniecibu aptaujas
rezultatu grupjums atklaj, ka saimniekosanas dazadoSanas tendencém ir Sadas
galvenas izpausmes formas:
e saimniecibas, kuras nodarbojas ar saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
saimniecibas ictvaros (2.klasteris);
e saimniecibas, kuras nodarbojas ar saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
arpus saimniecibas (3.klasteris).
Biaitiba augstak mingtas formas raksturigas Latvijas apstakliem piemerotakajiem
saimniecibu darbibas dazddosanas modeliem. Abi pareéjie klasteri biitiba raksturo
to, vai saimniecibai lielaku iendkumu daJu sniedz tradicionala lopkopiba (4
klasteris) vai augkopiba (1 klasteris), tacu citus bitiskus iendkumus abu So
klasteru saimniecibas negiist.
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Klasteru regionala parstavnieciba regionu lauku saimniecibas paradita 5.2.attéla.

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Zemgale I
1 klasteris
2 klasteris Kurzeme
B 3 klasteris

4 Kklasteris Vidzeme

]
I
Latgale _

Avots: darba autores apréekini pamatojoties uz aptaujas rezultdatiem
5.2.attels. Klasteru parstavnieciba regionos

Tiek konstatetas nozimigas atSkiribas klasteru parstavnieciba dazados Latvijas
regionos . Ka redzams 5.2.attéla, Zemgalé doming 2.klastera parstavji (68%), un
loti maz 4 .klastera parstavju (9%) vai 3.klastera parstavju (2%). Latgale lielaka
dala saimniecibu pieder 3.klasterim (43%). 4.klasterim piederosu visvairak ir
Kurzemé — 24%. Saja regiona ari daudz 1.klastera saimniecibu (23%). Vidzemé
doming 2. un 3. klasteru parstavji, attiecigi 54 % un 23%.

Saimnieciskas darbibas daZadoSanas grafiskie modeli Vidzemes, Zemgales,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas modelis, Iidzigi ka citi modeli, saistits ar
zindmiem pienémumiem Promocijas darba modela sagatavoSana balstita uz
sekojosiem informacijas avotiem:

e pieejama statistiska informacija;

e uznéméju aptaujas dati;

e ekspertu vertgjumi.
Modela izveid€, pamatojoties uz promocijas darba ceturtaja nodala veiktajiem
aprékiniem par darbaspeka un zemes izmantoSanas iespg&jamo efektu, tiek
pienemts, ka lauksaimnieciskaja razosana nodarbinati visi pilna laika nodarbinatie
un nepilna laika nodarbinatie nostrada pusi laika lauksaimnieciba un
lauksaimnieciskajai razoSanai neizmantotas LIZ platibas var tikt izmantotas citiem
saimnieciskas darbibas mérkiem, nemot véra to izvietojumu un kvalitativo sastavu.
Balstoties uz Siem piep€mumiem tiek noteikts saimniecibu riciba esoSo resursu
izmantoSanas sadalfjums starp lauksaimniecisko razoSanu un saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadosanu.
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Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas modelis
icklauts 5.3.attéla.

R S U S T

5 Izmantotie resursi SD dazado$anai s
H LP razoSanai Lauku izmantojamie resursi :
Darbaspéks =58%: —> saimnjgchu rTché — ITD arbasjpékls =42l;IA).I
: LiZ =80% esosie resursi LIZ =20% :
= I —JIL |
: : GRAUDAUGI | I | PAKALPOJUMU SNIEGSANA | | :
H | | ZEMGALES | : H
H | H
vl ' REGIONA | LAUKU TORISMS |I H
i RAPSIS LAUKU | B
2 : PIENA UN GALAS | SAIMNIECIBY ! 5 " : :
: > SAIMNIECISKAS | | MEZSAIMNIECIBA | !
' | > '
: : LOPKOPTBA | DARBIBAS : :
H DARZENIUNCITILS || DAZADOSANA | ALGOTS DARBS, [
N PRODUKTI | | NETRADICIONALA |
| I\ J | LAUKSAIMNIECIBAU.C. || :

temossossoooos PAPILDUS IENAKUMI LAUKU SAIMNIECIBAM NO
SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANAS 35 %

Avots: darba autores veidots izmantojot aprékinu un aptaujas rezultatus
5.3.att. Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas
grafiskais modelis

Ka liecina 5.3.attéla ieklauta informacija, Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibas
lauksaimnieciskas produkcijas raZoSanai izmanto 58% darbaspéka un 80% no
lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes platibam, kas izriet no aprékiniem darba
ceturtaja nodala. LIZ izmantoS$anas raditajs Zemgales regiona ir augstakais starp
regioniem. Seit raksturigs lielakais augkopibas specializacijas saimniecibu skaits,
par ko liecina ari svarigakas lauksaimniecibas nozares regiona — graudkopiba un
rapSa audzesana.

Saimnieciskas darbibas rezultata papildus iengmumus Zemgales regiona guist 35%
saimniecibu. Ka svarigakie saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas veidi pamatojoties
uz aptaujas datiem tiek konstatéti pakalpojumu sniegSana ar saimniecibu riciba
eso$o tehniku, lauku tlirisms un mezsaimnieciba.

Ka paradits Kurzemes regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anas
grafiskaja modeli (5.4.att.) lauksaimnieciskas produkcijas razoSanai tiek izmantoti 61%
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darbaspeka un 75% no lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes platibam atbilstosi
ceturtaja nodala veiktajiem aprékiniem. Regiona lauksaimnieciskajai razoSanai tiek
izmantots lielakais darbasp€ka patsvars regionu starpa. To var skaidrot ar salidzinosi
lielu lopkopibas specializacijas saimniecibu skaitu regiona. Kurzemes regiona tiek
konstatéts otrs lielakais LIZ izmantoSanas raditajs aiz Zemgales regiona. Seit
raksturigas lauksaimniecibas nozares piena un galas lopkopiba un graudkopiba.

Saimnieciskas darbibas rezultata papildus iepémumus Kurzemes regiona gast 33%
saimniecibu, kas ir zemakais raditajs starp regioniem un to zinama méra var
izskaidrot ar pamatnozares — lopkopibas lielaku darba patéripu un piesaisti
saimniecibai. Ka svarigakie saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas veidi,
pamatojoties uz aptaujas datiem tiek konstatéti algots darbs, meZsaimnieciba un
pakalpojumu sniegsana.

Kurzemes regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas modelis
ieklauts 5.4.attela.

2 Izmantotie resursi Lauku SD dazadoSanai S
| e | sammecmuona Lo anchne s ||
. =i (M - . = (M .
5 LIZ =75% esosie resursi LIZ =25% 5
P i 1 S S S
H N | H
: : LOPKOPIBA || : ALGOTS DARBS : H
ol | KURZEMES | |
: I| GRAUD! |' REGIONA | MEZSAIMNIECIBA [
b LAUKU | I
: || RAPSIS |I SAIMNIECIBU ! I
H | SAIMNIECISKAS : PAKALPOJUMU SNIEGSANA : :
b ! DARBIBAS | B
1| LopeariBa unciTILP | ! DAZADOSANA [ ) I
D : | LAUKU TURISMS U.C. |
H | |
s AN J ! 3

PAPILDUS IENAKUMI LAUKU SAIMNIECIBAM NO
SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANAS 33 %

Avots: darba autores veidots izmantojot aprékinu un aptaujas rezultatus
5.4.att. Kurzemes regiona lauku saimniectbu saimnieciskas darbibas daZadosanas
grafiskais modelis
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Ka paradits Vidzemes regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskdas darbibas
dazadosanas grafiskaja modeli, kas ieklauts 5.5.att€la, lauksaimnieciskas
produkcijas razoSanai tiek izmantoti 58% darbaspeka un 64% no lauksaimnieciba
izmantojamas zemes platibam atbilstoSi ceturtaja nodala veiktajiem aprékiniem.
Regionam raksturiga piena un galas lopkopiba, ka arT lopbaribas kultiru
audzeSana.

Regionam raksturigs lielakais saimniecibu skaits, kas gist papildus ienémumus
saimnieciskas darbibas rezultata - 55%. Ka svarigakie saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanas veidi pamatojoties uz aptaujas datiem, lidzigi ka Kurzemes regiona,
tieck konstateti algots darbs, mezsaimnieciba un pakalpojumu sniegSana ar
saimniecibas riciba esoso tehniku.

Vidzemes regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas modelis
ieklauts 5.5. attela.

JL 1L ~TLU

PAPILDUS IENAKUMI LAUKU SAIMNIECIBAM NO
SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANAS 55%

5 Izmantotie resursi Lauku SD daZadosanai S
H LP razo$anai «—>»| saimniecibu riciba  le—> izmantojamie resursi H
2 Darbaspéks =58%; | = .. X 7| Darbaspéks =42%; s
: LIZ =64% esosie resursi LIZ =36% '
A I L I
L PIENA UN GALAS L N\ T [
' 2 | | ALGOTS DARBS |
vl LOPKOPIBA | | L
vl [ VIDZEMES | |
§ : LOPBARIBAS KULTURAS REGIONA MEZSAIMNIECIBA | s
b LAUKU. |
. | SAIMNIECTBU | I
| GRAUDI,RAPSIS | SAIMNIECISKAS | | PAKALPOJUMU SNIEGSANA |1
L | DARBIBAS | L
v | DAZADOSANA | NETRADICIONALA b
vl DARZENI UN CITI LP | | LAUKSAIMNIECTBA;LAUKU I
| : | TURISMS U.C. L

Avots: darba autores veidots izmantojot aprékinu un aptaujas rezultatus
5.5.att. Vidzemes regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas daZadoSanas
grafiskais modelis

Ka paradits 5.6.att€la ieklautaja Latgales regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadoSanas grafiskaja modeli lauksaimnieciskas produkcijas razoSanai
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tiek izmantoti 59% darbaspeka un 54% no lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes
platibam atbilstosi ceturtaja nodala veiktajiem aprékiniem. Regiona tiek konstatéts
viens no augstakiem darbasp&ka izmanto$anas Ipatsvara raditajiem starp regioniem
un zemakais lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes Ipatsvars. Regionam raksturiga
piena un galas lopkopiba un lopbaribas kulttiru audzgsana.

Papildus ienémumus saimnieciskas darbibas rezultata regiona gast 38% aptaujato
saimniecibu. Ka svarigakie saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas veidi pamatojoties
uz aptaujas datiem, tiek konstatéti algots darbs /arT pensija/, meZsaimnieciba un

netradicionala lauksaimnieciba.

Latgales regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas modelis
iek]auts 5.6.attela.

Izmantotie resursi
LP razoSanai
Darbaspéks =59%;

Lauku
saimniecibu riciba

SD dazadoSanai
izmantojamie resursi

esosie resursi

\ 4

Darbaspéks =41%;

LIZ =54% LIZ =46%
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I
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! | smmeomais ([ Eacons
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PAPILDUS IENAKUMI LAUKU SAIMNIECIBAM NO

SAIMNIECISKAS DARBIBAS DAZADOSANAS 38%

Avots: darba autores veidots izmantojot aprékinu un aptaujas rezultatus
5.6.att. Latgales regiona lauku saimniecibu saimnieciskas darbibas daZadoSanas

grafiskais modelis

Salidzinot izveidotos regionu saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anas modelus var
secinat, ka jau Sobrid, veicot saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anu, saimniecibas giist
papildus ienakumus sakot no 33% Kurzemes regiona lidz 55% Vidzemes regiona.
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Pamatojoties uz veikto nodarbinatibas analizi var secinat, ka regionos ir salidzinosi
lielas darbaspéka rezerves no 39% Kurzemes regiona no kopgjiem lauksaimnieciba
nodarbinatiem 1idz 42% Zemgales un Vidzemes lauku regionos.

Nemot vera lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes izmantoSanas analizes datus, vél
ir iesp&jas uzlabot arT zemes izmantoSanu papildus ienakumu giianai — Zemgales
un Kurzemes lauku regionos saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anai iespgjams
izmantot 20-25% LIZ un Vidzeme un Latgal@ vairak, attiecigi 36% un 46%.

NOSLEGUMS

Promocijas darba izstrades gaita tika pieradita saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas
liela nozime lauku saimniecibu riciba esoSo resursu izmantoSanas efektivitates
paaugstinas$ana, ienakumu paliclinasana un valsts tautsaimnieciba. Ar iegiitajiem
rezultatiem bitiski papildinats un pilnveidots saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas
teorgtiskais pamatojums un lauku saimniecibas riciba esoSo resursu izmantoSanas
efektivitates aprékinu metodologija. P&tijuma rezultati pierada saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadoSanas objektivo nepiecieSamibu saimnieciskas darbibas
intensifikacijai laukos un tur dzivojoso majsaimniecibu ienakumu palielinaSanai.

Darba atklatas saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas attistibas iesp&jas Latvija,
nemot véra jauno Eiropas Savienibas Kopgjo lauksaimniecibas politiku.
Promocijas darba identificétas nozimigakas saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu
ierobezojosas problémas, apzinatas iesp&jas un prieksrocibas Vidzemes, Zemgales,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos. Veikti aprékini par lauku saimniecibu riciba
esosas zemes un darbaspgka izmantoSanas dazadoSanas iesp&jamo efektu Latvijas
regionos. P&tljumu un aprékinu rezultata izveidoti saimniekoSanas klasteri un
izstradati saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas modeli Vidzemes, Zemgales,
Kurzemes un Latgales regionos.

Promocijas darba ietvertie p&tfjumu rezultati izmantojami valsts politikas izstradei
lauku sociali ekonomiskaja attistiba, lauku saimniecibu vaditaju izglitoSana
razoSanas diversifikacijas jautajumos, ka ari valsts institliciju darbiba, kuras
nodarbojas ar lauku un regionalas attistibas politikas ievieSanu un procesu
uzraudzibu. P&tijumu rezultati izmantojami jaunu studiju programmu izstradé un
esoSo papildinasanai par saimnieciskas darbibas attistibas jautajumiem laukos.
legttie rezultati var but noderigi arT lauksaimniecibas konsultaciju dienestu un
nevalstisko organizaciju darbiba, ka ari citiem zinatniskiem pétjjumiem saistiba ar
saimnieciskas darbibas aktivizéSanu laukos. Promocijas darba ietvaros izstradatie
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas teorétiskic aspekti izmantojami citas
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tautsaimniecibas nozares noliika paaugstinat riciba esoSo resursu izmantoSanas
efektivitati un mazinat mainigo ar€jo faktoru nelabvéligo ietekmi uz nozarés
stradajoso uznémumu konkur&tsp&ju.

Secinajumi
1. Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanai un tas ietekmei uz lauku saimniecibu un
visas lauku vides attistibu Latvija Iidz Sim veltita nepietickoSa zinatnieku
uzmaniba. Izveidojo$as sociali ekonomiskas atSkiribas regionu attistiba licla

mera saistitas ar nepietieckoSo vecajas ES wvalstls uzkrato razoSanas
dazados$anas pieredzes izmantosanu lauku saimniecibas miisu valsti.

2. Lielaka resursu koncentracija, un saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas iesp&jas
tiek identificétas Pierigas regiona, bet mazakais attistibas potencials vérojams
Latgales regiona. Valsts ekonomiskas politikas ietekm& regionu attistibas
polarizacija turpina pastiprinaties. ta neveicina sociali ekonomisko atskiribu
mazinasanos starp regioniem Latvija.

3. Jaunaja ES Kopgja lauksaimniecibas politika saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSana ienem nozimigu vietu lauku attistiba. Darba ietvaros izpétita
Lielbritanijas pieredze liecina, ka ES KLP paredzgtais atbalsts ir veicinajis
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanos Lielbritanija, palielinoties dazadoSanas
veidu skaitam un kop&jam apjomam lauku saimniecibas.

4. Apkopojot teorétisko informaciju autore piedava savu saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadosanas definiciju, kura piemérota Latvijas apstakliem:
saimnieciskas darbibas virzienu, razoto produktu skaita un produktu realizacijas
tirgu paplasindasana, uzsakot jaunu precu razoSanu vai pakalpojumu sniegSanu
lauksaimniecibas nozares ietvaros vai arpus tas ar mérki efektivak izmantot lauku
saimniecibas riciba esoSos resursus tapat ari gimenes loceklu nodarbinasana
arpus saimniecibas papildus iendkumu gisanai.

5. Saskana ar Latvijas Republikas Centralas Statistikas parvaldes datiem 2007.
gada 8 %saimniecibu skaita giist papildus ienakumus no saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadoSanas. Saimniecibu skaits ar papildus ienakumiem
samazinajies vairak, neka divas reizes, salidzinot ar 2001.gadu. Nozimigakie
papildus ienémumu giSanas veidi Latvija ir meZsaimnieciba, ligumdarbi
izmantojot saimniecibas tehniku un lauku tirisms. Vienigais regions Latvija,
kur pretji kopEjai tendencei, verojams saimniecibu skaita ar papildus
ienakumiem palielinajums ir Zemgales regions. Saja regiona atrodas vairak ka
tresa dala no kopg@ja saimniecibu skaita ar papildus ienakumiem valsti.
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10.

Darba izdarito aprékinu rezultati liecina, ka darbasp€ka izmantoSanas
dazadosanas ekonomisko pamatu veido lauku saimniecibu riciba esosa
darbaspeka nepilna nodarbinaSana. Sekmgjot lauku saimniecibas dalgji
nodarbinato izmantoSanu citas tautsaimniecibas nozar€s un/vai citas lauku
saimniecibas, var panakt potencialo bruto efektu 100.7 miljonu latu apméra
gada. Lielakais dazadojamo stundu skaits, saistiba ar lauku saimniecibas
stradajosajiem nepilna laika nodarbinatajiem, tiek novérots Latgales regiona
35,2% no kopgja apjoma lauku regionos.

Aprekinu rezultati pierada, ka lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanai Latvija
netiek izmantota tresa dala no lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes platibam.
Lielakais dazadojamas LIZ Tipatsvars tiek konstatéts Latgales regiona no
kopgjas neizmantotas LIZ platibas valstl. Lauku zemes izmantoSanas
dazadoSanas potencialais efekts valsti, izmantojot neizmantotas LIZ platibas,
varétu sastadit 89 miljonus latu. No zemes alternativas izmantoSanas viedokla
vienigi Pierigas un Kurzemes regiona, citi zemes izmanto$anas veidi dod
lielaku pievienoto vertibu uz platibas vienibu salidzinot ar lauksaimniecibu.

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas variantu izvéli lauku teritorijas ietekmé
dazadi ekonomiskie un socialie faktori, palielinds socialo faktoru ietekmes
nozimigums saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas attistiba. Ka svarigakie
saimniecisko darbibu ierobezojosie ekonomiskie faktori tiek konstatgti:
saimniecibas atraSanas vieta, tirgus iesp€ja, finansialais nodroSinajums,
infrastruktiira un svarigakie socialie faktori: izglitiba, zinaSanas, motivacija.
Pamatojoties uz lauku uznéméju aptaujas rezultatiem un izmantojot klasteru
analizi, tika izveidoti Cetri saimnieciskas darbibas daZzadoSanas klasteri. Puse
aptaujato saimniecibu ieklaujas klasterT, kas raksturojas ar liclakajiem
ienakumiem no saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas meZsaimnieciba,
netradicionalas lauksaimniecibas nozarés, lauku tirisma un sniedzot
pakalpojumus.

Izstradatie saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anas modeli Latvijas regionos
liecina, ka darbaspéka dazadoSana regionos ir lidziga, liclakas zemes platibas
saimnieciskas darbibas dazado$anai tiek izmantotas Latgales un Vidzemes
regionos, Zemgales un Kurzemes regionos izvietotas zemes lielaka méera
piemérotas lauksaimnieciskajai raZoSanai. Lielakie ienakumi no saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadoSanas tiek giiti Vidzemes regiona.
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PriekSlikumi nozimigako probléemu risinasana

1. Lauku teritorijas léni notiek nelauksaimnieciskas razosanas attistiba, lidz ar
to nav iespéjams atrast darbu uz vietas, kvalificétais darbaspéks aizpliist,
mazkvalificétais — veido augstu bezdarba limeni.

Priekslikumi problémas risindjumam LR Regionalas attistibas un
pasvaldibu lietu ministrijai.

e Pilnveidot regionalas planosanas sisttmu un nodros§inat normativajos
aktos noteikto prasibu izpildi, veidojot regionu attistibas planojumu
ilgtermina un mazinot argjo ekonomisko faktoru negativo ietekmi;

e  Izdarit nepiecieSamos grozijumus normativajos aktos saistiba ar sociali
ekonomisko atSkiribu mazinaSanu regionala attisttba un saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadoSanas veicinasanai laukos;

e Nozaru politikas veidosanu un 1stenoSanu RAPLM veikt koordingti
un saskanojot ar regionu attistibas prioritatém, kas nodrosinatu valsts un
ES regionalas attistibas atbalsta instrumentu saskanotu darbibu un lauku
ilgtsp&jigu attistibu.

2. Vairakos regionos liela dala lauku iedzivotaju nodarbinati nepilnu darba
dienu, sanem nelielu, miisdienu vajadzibam neatbilstosu atalgojumu.

Priek§likumi problemas risindjumam LR Ministru kabinetam.

e  Izstradat valsts ilgtermina politiku uznémeéjdarbibas attistibai lauku
regionos, veicinot razo$anas parvieto$anu no pilsétam uz lauku
apdzivotam vietam;

e Izstradat kompleksu, regionalas atskiribas izlidzinosu lauku
ilgtsp&jigas attistibas stratégiju;

e  Izstradat un Tstenot uznémejdarbibu atbalstosu fiskalo politiku laukos
ar mérki paaugstinat lauku vides konkurétsp&ju uznémeéjdarbibas attistiba
un investiciju piesaistiSana.

3. Esosais valsts atbalsts saimnieciskas darbibas dazdadoSanai ir
nepietiekoss un neefektivs, jo valsts institiicijas darbojas izoléti katra savu
iespéju robezas, nav vienota pieeja valsts limen.
Priekslikumi problemas risindjumam.
e LR Regionalas attistibas un pasvaldibu lietu ministrijai sadarbiba ar
citam ministrijam un valsts institlicijam apzinat un izvertet saimnieciskas
darbibas dazadoSanas iespgjas un nepiecieSamo atbalstu Latvijas lauku
regionos, uznemoties veicamo pasakumu koordinatora funkcijas.
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LR Centralajai Statistikas parvaldei nodro$inat nepiecieSamo informaciju
par regionalas attistibas jautajumiem.

4. Pieaugot socialo faktoru nozimigumam saimnieciskas darbibas dazddoSanas
attisttba, nav nodrosinata adekvata izglitibas sistémas pilnveidoSanas baze
lauku iedzivotajiem.

PriekSlikumi problémas risinajumam.

Izglitibas ministrijai pilnveidot esosas izglitibas sistému, paaugstinot
kvalitativas izglitibas pieejamibu Latvijas lauku iedzivotajiem visos
regionos;

Latvijas Lauksaimniecibas universitatei attistit miizizglitibas iesp&jas
lauku regionos, tuvinot apmacibu lauku uznéméju dzives vietai;

LR Regionalas attistibas un pas$valdibu lietu ministrijai paplasinat
informacijas klastu un tas pieejamibu lauku iedzivotajiem, par aktualakajiem
saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanas jautagjumiem (iespgjam, problémam,
apmacibu u.c. jautajumiem);

LR Regionalas attistibas un pasvaldibu lietu ministrijai piesaistit
profesionalus konsultantus uzn@méjdarbibas iesp&ju izvertéSanai un
uzsaksSanas atbalstam pasvaldibas.

5. Trukst statistiskas informacijas par saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosSanas
jautajumiem regionos, valsti nav vienota regionala daljjuma.

PriekSlikumi problémas risin@jumam.

LR Centralajai Statistikas parvaldei nodroSinat nepiecieSamas
informacijas vaksanu

LR Regionalas attistibas un pa$valdibu lietu ministrijai izstradat
metodiku vienota regionala iedalijjuma izveidi
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INTRODUCTION

In recent years rural areas of Latvia were affected by essential changes
resulting in the creation of fundamentally different socio-economic
prerequisites for rural development. In the result of land reform a considerable
number of small farms appeared in Latvia. One third of population lives in
rural areas. In the country in general the number of employed population is
growing however a share of employed in agriculture is reducing every year. In
the preceding 5 years a share of full-timers in agriculture reduced from 11,4%
to 7,4% and in 2007 these were 82,6 thousand persons (LV CSP — 2008).

Of all rural holdings 63% did not produce market goods in 2005. As compared
with the preceding farm surveys, the number of holdings with income from
additional occupation has increased and in 2005 their proportion reached
35,4% of the total number of agricultural holdings (LSSA, 2005). Proportions
of farm owners and their family members who generate income from
diversification in regions are different. The highest level of income is observed
in Pieriga region (41%) and Vidzeme, the lowest — in Latgale region — 30,2%.
A low production specialization level hinders application of modern
technologies, use of economics of scale and does not facilitate increase in
production efficiency of rural holdings.

Notwithstanding a rapid economic growth in recent years, Latvia is still
maintaining the status of a poor country in EU. An average income level in
Latvia reached only EUR 2.3 thousand in 2005 that is 20% of the average EU
level. Taking into account the purchasing power standard, the results are
considerably better — 37% of the average EU level but this is not adding an
optimism for rural holdings whose abilities to increase their income are
evaluated as insufficient (Latvijas lauksaimniecibas ekonomiskais
kopaprékins, 2006).

To increase production efficiency and to respond more flexibly to changeable
market requirements in circumstances of fragmentation of rural holdings, the
most realistic solution is to develop diversification of economic activity known
also in Latvia since 30-ties of the last century. (Ceihners A.,1937). In Western
Europe such an economic model has been developing and improving
according to EU Common Agricultural Policy and became an accepted
practice on rural holdings.

Rural development until now has been closely tied with the development of
agriculture and food production. Upon tightening of impact of international and
global competition on the national economy of Latvia, the sector of agriculture is
gradually reducing its dominating significance in rural development. However in

51



Latvia’s rural areas the most significant type of economic activity still is linked
to agriculture and forestry. In addition to production of agricultural products
there is a slow development of production of different goods and services —
tourism, crafts, construction and various services.

Trends in development of Latvia’s agriculture and rural environment are to a
great extent determined by the EU Common Agricultural Policy and the Latvian
Rural Development Program. As a result competitiveness of rural
entrepreneurship increases and there is a growing interest of population in
choosing rural areas as their place of residence. Improvement of environment for
economic activity and a new understanding of values are the most significant
prerequisites for diversification of economic activity in rural territories.

Measures encouraging diversification in the country are being purposefully
implemented since 1994 when the State aid was provided for rural holdings
within the Agricultural Subsidy Program. Since 2001 Latvia’s rural holdings
could use SAPARD Program resources as pre-accession financing for
agriculture and rural development for implementation of EU Common
Agricultural Policy, harmonization of legislation. Local measures were also
financed within the Program by the national co-financing. For this purpose
LVL 13 million were spent until 2006. After accession to the European Union
Latvia got access to rural development facilitating payments and aid according
to EU Common Agricultural Policy.

Issues concerning rural development and diversification of economic activity have
been widely studied in the European States. Research has been carried out within
Scientific Research Framework Programs 5 and 6 on diversification in rural areas.
Research results are available regarding diversification in UK. carried out by the
Rural Research Centre of the Exeter University, the Faculty of Geography of the
Coventry University and the Department of Agricultural Economics of the London
University. UK. statistics has carried out some detailed surveys on the development
of diversification in different periods of time. J.D. Ploeg, Professor of Vageningen
University, G. Huylenbroeck, Professor of the Gent University and other European
scientists had studied processes of diversification of agricultural activity in the
European and other countries in a long run. Interesting research was also carried out
in Finland, Helsinki University at the Department of Economics and Management.
Upon getting acquainted with foreign experience on issues of diversification of
economic activity, the author has got acquainted with experience of respective
countries in the sphere of diversification: with Finnish scientists Leena Rantamaki-
Lahtinen and scientists of the Gent University G. Huylenbroeck and M. Calus.
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A research methodology of diversification of economic activity has been
treated in “Possibilities of Research into Development Conditions of
Multifunctional Rural Holdings” that is a joint work by Baiba Rivza, Professor
of Latvia University of Agriculture (LAU), Peteris Rivza, Professor of the
Latvia University of Agriculture and Maiga Kruzmetra, Associate Professor.
Based on this methodology and under guidance of B. Rivza, L. Mihejeva and
M. Kruzmetra the most significant diversification problems related to
economic activities were explored in individual districts of Vidzeme, Zemgale,
Latgale and Kurzeme regions by involving students in this work. Findings of
the study are summarized in several master’s and bachelor’s papers.

Until now research in diversification in rural area were carried out in different
time periods in relatively small territories — on the level of individual districts
and parishes by applying different methods and it is not providing a
completely scientific vision about a situation in Latvia.

Rural holdings in different regions of Latvia are an object of the study in the
doctoral paper but the subject of the study is diversification, its development
and improvement possibilities.

Description of the situation enables formulation of the following hypothesis of
the doctoral paper:

Diversification is a significant instrument to increase  income of rural
holdings situated in rural areas and promoting rural development in Latvia’s
regions.

Taking into account the topicality of the research, the object and subject of the
research as well as hypothesis of the doctoral paper, the following goal of the
doctoral paper is being laid down:

Exploration of diversification problems, identification of influencing factors,
improvement of evaluation methodology for development processes,
development of clusters and models of economic activity in Vidzeme, Zemgale,
Kurzeme and Latgale regions.

The following tasks are set up to achieve the goal of the doctoral paper:

1. to explore theoretical aspects of diversification and to clarify its importance in
the economy and socio-economic development of regions;

2. to clarify the impact of EU CAP on diversification in the U.K. and Latvia;

3. to clarify an opinion of rural businessmen and experts on factors and
problems influencing diversification in Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and
Latgale regions;

4. to improve the determination methodology of the need for diversification
and evaluation of efficiency;
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5. to set up clusters for diversification and to develop diversification models of
economic activity in Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale regions.

Limitations of the research

Due to size limits of the study it does not cover Pieriga region. Discussions of
focus groups to clarify the expert opinion on problems of diversification of
economic activity have been carried out in Vidzeme region. Such a choice is
justified by the facts that Vidzeme is one of the most active regions in Latvia in
terms of diversification of economic activity therefore it is assumed that
businesspeople and rural holdings in this region adopt innovations and respond to
changes earlier than others.

In the doctoral paper, regulatory enactments and other information sources
divided into the following groups have been used:
e  FEuropean Commission legislation;
e Latvia’s law, Regulations of the Cabinet of Ministers and other regulatory
enactments;
e Data of the Central Statistical Bureau);
e Information and data provided by the State land Service, the Ministry of
Agriculture and the Rural Support Service
e Studies carried out and publications by Latvia’s and foreign research
institutions;
e  Theoretical, analytical and scientific literature;
e  Other information sources according to the list of literature used.

In the doctoral paper general qualitative and quantitative research methods in
economics have been used, to analyze and explore the EU Common Agricultural
Policy, experience of the European States and scientific research the methods of
monographic and historic approach as well as logical approach, scientific induction
and deduction, analysis and synthesis methods have been applied.

To explore factors influencing diversification, to evaluate their impact and
opportunities the quantitative sociological research methods (questionnaires) and
qualitative sociological research methods (discussions of the focus group) have
been applied. Evaluation of data was carried out using sociological analysis
methods: analysis of secondary data and documentary analysis methods. Inquiry
data was processed applying statistical analysis methods: descriptive statistics,
disclosure of contiguity of features by applying contingency analysis, cross-
tabulations, univariation analysis, Pearsons correlation, as well as inferential
statistical methods — Chi-square test, One-Way ANOVA and Linear Regression.

54



The research covered by the doctoral paper consists of 5 chapters.

Chapter 1 deals with a theoretical description of the subject-matter, explores
development and the nature of diversification. There is a discussion launched
between works of different authors on the notion of diversification and its
evaluation indicators. Summarized evaluation of leading concepts on
diversification is given here. The author explains the notion of diversification and
gives classification of diversification types of economic activity. The chapter is
dealing with diversification within the sector of agriculture and some sectors of
national economy, its negative and positive side-effects. The chapter dwells on
internal and external factors influencing diversification, efficiency assessment
method of utilization of resources.

Chapter 2 deals with the impact of Regional Development Policy on
diversification of economic activity. There are economic characteristics of Latvia’s
regions and results of surveys on rural holdings with additional income from other
types of economic activity carried out by CSB provided in the chapter. The
chapter tackles EU economic policy and its impact on diversification processes of
economic activity in the U.K. and Latvia.

Chapter 3 provides an analytical assessment of social and economic factors
influencing diversification from the point of view of experts, arranging a
discussion of the focus group. The longitudinal research design gave a possibility
to assess the dynamics of the impacting factors. In the chapter, the opinions of rural
people on the possibilities and problems of economic activity diversification in the
regions of Zemgale, Vidzeme, Kurzeme, and Latgale were compiled and analyzed
on the basis of the survey results.

In Chapter 4, according to the methodology presented in the theoretical part,
calculations were carried out on a possible effect of an improved use of labor and
land in Latvia’s regions.

Chapter 5 describes the established clusters of economic activity and identifies
diversification models in Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale regions. By using
the calculations on the use of land and labor in the regions carried out in the research
and the farmers’ survey results, economic activity diversification models in the regions
of Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme, and Latgale were identified.

Final Chapter of the doctoral paper provides formulation of the most significant
problems and proposals for solution. The research is set out on 180 pages, various data
are summarized in 56 tables, 64 figures are used to explain the text and 34 annexes are
attached. To the purpose, of the 282 sources of information have been used.

Within the framework of the research it is clarified that the hypothesis set forward
in the research - Diversification is a significant instrument to increase income of
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rural holdings situated in rural areas and promotion rural development in Latvia’s
regions — has been proved. The topicality of the research and hypothesis
formulated in the doctoral paper, goal and tasks determine the need for defining the
following thesis of the doctoral paper to be defended:
1. diversification in Latvia’s regions is an objective necessity to
facilitate increase in efficiency of utilized resources at disposal of rural
holdings and to generate more income;
2. diversification on Latvia’s rural holdings is influenced by different,
rapidly changing, socio-economic factors which are difficult to foresee;

Diversification in rural areas must be broadened, taking into account the regional
division of clusters identified in the paper and the diversification models of
economic activity offered in the paper.

Scientific significance of the paper

The doctoral paper identifies the most significant diversification problems
encountered in Latvia’s regions. Based on inquiries 4 clusters of economic activity
characteristic for Latvia’s rural regions have been established. Based on the
calculations and experts’ opinion diversification models of economic activity in
Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale regions have been identified. A
longitudinal study of the impact of economic and social factors on diversification
in Vidzeme region has been carried out that allows a conclusion that diversification
is influenced by both economic and social factors upon increasing in significance
of social factors.

Importance of the paper for the national economy

Research results incorporated into the doctoral paper and published can be used in
activities of institutions involved in regional development upon drawing up of rural
development policy, concepts and programs. Research results can be used by
advisory services and non-governmental organizations in preparation and
implementation of training programs for rural businesspeople. Research results of
the doctoral paper can be adapted to all other Latvia’s regions.

1. THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL
ASPECTS OF DIVERSIFICATION

Chapter 1 of the doctoral paper is set out on 38 pages, the text is supplemented by
8 explanatory figures and 29 formulas. Changes in economic activity in rural areas
and in rural socio-economic environment have taken place thanks to different
diversification processes concerning production and marketing of agricultural
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products. Subjects of economic activity living in rural areas are constantly
attempting to increase their income by a more efficient use of resources at their
disposal. This fully coincides with basic principles of a rational behavior of an
individual in circumstances of the market economy, which upon encountering with
realistic production conditions, obliges economically active population living in
rural areas to constantly look for new combination of inputs and local conditions to
satisfy their material and immaterial needs to a fuller extent.

Experience of the European countries shows that diversification is one of the most
effective means fostering development of economic activity and sustainable
development of a respective rural territory (Gilg. A.W.,1995). Upon carrying out
an entrepreneurial activity, a subject of economic activity attracts labor, pays salary
to hired labor, purchases other inputs and goods of intermediate consumption, pays
taxes and thus participates in economic development processes of the country.
Therefore diversification and its opportunities act as the development catalyst of
entrepreneurship in rural areas.

1.1.Socio-economic character of diversification

Diversification in a long-run is a broadening of opportunities to use more
efficiently and with a higher return the resources being at the disposal of a rural
holding. In the economic context of a short-term diversification of economic
activity the following significant elements are identified in connection with
entrepreneurship in rural environment:
e to use more efficiently the resources being at the disposal of a rural
holding to increase the total net income;
e to use more efficiently the resources being at the disposal of an
economic unit in production of other products also if resources are fully
utilized in agricultural production, without surplus;
e to diminish production risks at rural holdings caused by changeable
and not infrequently unfavorable agri-climatic conditions, limitations of threats.
Goals of diversification agricultural production, changeable prices and other
external of economic activity are closely related to conditions promoting
diversification of production in rural areas, optimization of quantitative and
qualitative composition of the resources at the disposal of a rural holding as well as
other specific economic conditions in every region of the country. Taking into
account the explored definitions of diversification and according to opinions
produced on economic content of diversification and its singularities, the following
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general goals of diversification are being defined by dividing them into two
groups:

1) goals of diversification on the level of a rural holding,

2) goals of diversification on the level of a rural region and the country.

In the language of scientific articles and conversational language instead of the
notion “to do in different ways” usually is used the notion “diversification™ that is
more appropriate for scientific language usage practice and it is easily perceivable
in different languages: English “diversification”, German ‘“”diversification” or
“diversifizierung”, Latvian — “diversific€Sana” or “diversifikacija”, Russian —
(Economic Record Keeping and Labor Organization Terminology,
1995)[Ekonomikas, lietvedibas un darba organizacija termini,1995]. The notion
»diversification” is a merger of two latin words ,,-diversa”- different and ,,facere” —
to do (Latvian Encyclopedia, v.35) [Latvies$u konversacijas vardnica 3,5 sgj.]. So a
Latin word ,,diversifacere” was formed, which transformed into a form more
suitable for Latvian phonetics, sounds as ,,diversifikacija”.

The literature on economics contains different viewpoints - diversification pros and
cons. Diversification can be both with a value increasing and value decreasing
impact. The study of London University on Agricultural Diversification: a Review
of Methodological Approaches and Empirical Evidence, 2000 shows that basically
small farms are engaged in diversification.

The transition from specialization to diversification reduces both production and
price risks (Rosegrant et.al, 1995). Whereas other economists show that:”... the
more production is diversified the more positive correlation between prices occurs
and the lower is income from diversification” (Quiroz and Valdes, 1995). If
diversification combines agricultural and non-agricultural activities, price
correlation is small, if at all and thus diversification yields income on the basis of
risk reduction particularly in case when diversification is linked to employment
outside a respective rural holding (Kimhi and Bollman, 1999).

Abundance of terms has developed alongside with diversification to characterize
such activities of rural holdings as part-time farms, pluractivity or
multifunctionality.

Part-time farming is also considered as diversification where an owner or his/her
spouse combines non-agricultural activity with farming. In this case the owner or
his/her spouse is a part-timer (Gasson, 1986). The part-time farming definition is rather
associated with diversification of labor use — off-farm activities of the owner and
his/her family members. Diversification of land and capital use is focused on extension
of utilization directions of capital and land resources on-farm as well as off-farm
(Evans and Ilbery, 1993). Other scientists of economics also associate diversification
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with multifunctional farming — agricultural activity, which include other additional
profitable on-farm or off-farm economic activities (MacKinnon, 1991).

The term ,,pluractivity” is originating from French word ,,pluractivite” (Fuller,
1990) and it characterizes many-branched rural holding where agricultural
production is combined with non-agricultural activities working both on-farm and
off-farm. Thus ,,pluractivity” incorporates diversification of land, capital and labor
on part-time farms (Evans and Ilbery, 1993).

J.D.Ploeg, Professor of the Gent University pointed out at the conference in
Salzburg (Rural Development and the Mobilization of Local Actors, 2003) that
nowadays economy of the European rural regions is multi-sectoral that influences
also micro level, developing new many-branched (polivalent) rural holdings, which
are characterized for: pluractivity, broadening and deepening of economic activity.
By pluractivity this scientist understands a situation when a family member of a
rural holding generates a considerable part of income from off-farm activity. By
broadening of economic activity is explained a situation when agricultural
production on a farm is supplemented by non-agricultural activities, for example,
construction or repairs or provision of different services. By deepening of
economic activity the author of the article explains a transformation of agricultural
production, producing quality products with a high value added (organic farming)
or establishing on-farm processing of agricultural products, shortening the distance
between a product and consumer, J.D.Ploe notes that new type rural
establishments, which are forming on the basis of rural holdings turn into many-
branched establishments, they are operating in several branches by applying
pluractivity, broadening and deepening of economic activity that is closely tied
with the economic development of a rural region.

Upon exploration of the aforementioned definitions of the diversification notion
and evaluation of their advantages and shortcomings in the context of the doctoral
paper, the following explanation of the notion is suggested:

Diversification — directions of economic activity, broadening of the number of
products and outlets,starting production of new products or provision of services
within or outside the sector of agriculture with a view to a more efficient utilization
of resources at the disposal of a rural holding just as employment of family
members outside a rural holding to obtain additional income.

Importance of diversification in rural development

Diversification in rural areas is to great extent associated with the State support
system for development of the national economy, which must create the necessary
prerequisites to implement rural diversification in the country on the whole and in
rural regions in particular. Practical possibilities for diversification depend on both
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local circumstances and readiness of population to change or diversify their
occupations. However a man can take such a decision only in a favorable
environment and its presence or absence depends on rural development policy in
the country in general and on the policy pursued by local self-government in
particular in every region.
Economists and politicians of the most developed European States consider rural
environment as a significant element in the socio-economic system therefore a
constant attention is paid to diversification in connection with the development of
rural environment. A vision of scientists to rural development is treated in the book
by A. Gilg about rural planning policy (Gilg. A.-W., 1991)
Many economists of the most developed States of the world consider
diversification of economic activity as an effective means in a sustainable
development of rural areas (Evans and Ilbery, 1993). Economists have found out
that in European Union Member States diversification of economic activity is
characteristic for the following significant development trends:

e production, processing and marketing of agricultural products;
rural holdings engaged in non-agricultural entrepreneurship;
within rural tourism, landscape formation, crafts;
non-traditional agriculture and other forms;
paid work on another farm or provision of services;
within the sector of agriculture
paid professional work outside a rural holding in other sectors of the
national economy.

Diversification in the context of development of rural regions basically must be
viewed upon from the following aspects: diversification of economic activity in
rural territories and diversification on farms and household plots of those living in
the countryside. Within limits of the paper a significance of diversification in
socio-economic processes of rural environment is being analyzed and studied in a
wider and narrower aspect:

1. diversification within the sector of agriculture or diversification in its
narrower sense. It is formed basically by changing a quantitative and
qualitative composition of agricultural products and by maintaining an
absolute majority of agricultural products produced within the total value
of production volume;

2. diversification outside the sector of agriculture or diversification in
its wider sense that provides a possibility to achieve a higher utilization rate of
resources being at disposal of a holding and yields more benefit for the public.
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1.2.Factors influencing diversification

Diversification is closely related to a basic contradiction of the science of
economics — increase in efficiency of utilization of economic resources to satisfy
the growing needs of the public. Diversification processes of goods and services
offered on the market are more or less influenced by the goal, development
character and more significant trends under impact of different internal and
external factors of a respective economic system. Thus diversification process of
economic activity of a rural holding is a product created by factors influencing the
development of a respective economic system. Therefore there is a close
correlation between diversification goals and goals of the economic system where
the diversification object exists.

Latvia being under the impact of the European Union economic system is
compelled to take into account EU socio-economic policy objectives and this to a
great extent influences diversification processes of economic activity in the
national economy and the sector of agriculture. External factors on the national
level and global level usually have a similar impact on all subjects of economic
activity in rural areas. This is not true for internal factors. Therefore more attention
is paid to internal factors influencing diversification. Further in the text internal
factors are being characterized and assessed by dividing them into two groups
(Rivza B., Kruzmetra M., 2001):

e economic factors influencing diversification;
e social factors influencing diversification.
Composition of factors influencing diversification is shown in Fig. 1.1.
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FACTORS INFLUENCING DIVERSIFICATION
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Source: the figure created by the author (Rivza B., Kruzmetra M., 2001)
Fig.1.1. Factors influencing diversification

As it is obvious from the classification of factors influencing diversification shown in
Fig. 1.1., economic factors are divided into manageable and unmanageable factors.
The manageable factors cover models of establishments, labor consumption,
technologies and specialization that characterize activities and development
conditions of a rural holding, which are managed, planned and controlled by a
manager or owner of a rural holding. By unmanageable economic factors is
understood the location, market access, credit possibilities and infrastructure.
These are factors, which to a large extent influence entrepreneurship but which are
difficult or impossible for the manager to influence. Whereas social factors are
divided into formal and informal factors that characterize a quantitative and
qualitative conformity of labor to farming diversification. Formal social factors
are: age, sex, education and family status. Informal social factors are: knowledge,
motivation, experience and public activity.

1.3.Socio-economic necessity for diversification and a
methodology of its assessment

Upon purchasing the necessary production inputs to implement projects of
diversification, a rural holding must take into account, that increase in one
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production factor without changing amount and quality of other factors involved in
production, gradually reduces the return of the purchased resource unit. In the
theory of economics such regularity is known as the law of diminishing returns,
which discloses a limiting character of increasing in production volume upon
changing of one production factor (Pindyck R.S., Rubinfeld D.L., 1992).

Taking into account the mathematical equations shown in subdivision 1.3.of the
doctoral paper in relation to supplementing of resources and their use with a view
to production diversification, a following significant conclusion can be made in
relation to utilization of unchangeable resources at the disposal of a rural holding
and supplementing of a changeable resource:

On a rural holding having one or two unchangeable production factors at its disposal,
production diversification measures will be successful only if increment in value of
output is higher than costs of the changeable factor involved in production, taking into
account prices for other production factors.

Theoretical conclusions given in the doctoral paper concerning changes of the
diversified product, changing amount of input involved in production, have a
considerable practical significance in determination of the need for diversification
of economic activity. In this case two approaches are possible:
e a critical need for diversification caused by a sharp reduction in
efficiency of utilization of resources;
e  a desirable diversification is focused on ensuring of a better utilization of
resources.

Assessment of diversification efficiency of labor use employed on rural holdings

In a constantly changing agricultural production environment rural holdings
encounter necessity to diversify the use of labor at its disposal. Topicality if this
issue is made even stronger by unfavorable climatic conditions, which diminish
possibilities to fully carry out technologically necessary cultivation activities on
sowings and to harvest everything that has been grown. To compensate at least
partly the losses caused by climatic conditions, rural holdings being in such and
other unfavorable conditions, will attempt to diversify the use of labor in a
following way:

1. diversification of the use of full-timers or replacement diversification —
provides a possibility for a higher qualification labor — family members to
work outside the sector of agriculture, involving less qualified labor or
increasing a work burden for the rest of labor employed on a rural holding;

2. diversification of the use of part-timers or supplementary diversification —
provides a possibility to use free hours of a working day to generate additional
income at non-agricultural establishment. This enables the labor employed on
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a rural holding to supplement their income derived from agricultural
production by participating in production of other goods and services.

In the first case it will be advantageous for a rural holding to work outside if at
another establishment for the labor sold it is possible to receive a higher wage per
one time unit. Calculation made in the paper uses data on wage of labor employed
in different sectors of national economy. This provides a possibility to determine
an effect obtained in the result of diversification of labor use, working full-time at
establishments outside the sector of agriculture.

To analyze the level of wages paid in sectors of national economy and other data,
the VACR classifier accepted in the State statistics is used in the doctoral paper.
For the purpose of presentation names of sectors are abbreviated and, if necessary
letters are used for designation. Individual sectors of national economy are joined
together due to their insignificant proportion in production of value added,
assuming that they have not a considerable impact on the study results.

Changes made in the grouping of sectors of national economy and in the name are
summarized in Annex 1. According to NACE classifier in major part of statistical
surveys the sector of agriculture is shown together with hunting and forestry.
Within the research this is considered as data suitable for the situation determined
by such major considerations:

e value added produced in the sector of agriculture constitutes more
than 80% of the total value added produced in agriculture, hunting and
forestry;
e in agriculture is employed more than 85% of labor totally employed
in agriculture, hunting and forestry;
e larger or smaller forest areas are managed by many rural holdings
thus production of agricultural products is combined with production of
forestry and hunting products;
e forestry and hunting participate in diversification of economic
activities on a rural holding.
To assess diversification possibilities of the labor use, the changes of wages in
sectors of national economy in the period from 2002 to 2007 have been analyzed in
Chapter 4 of the doctoral paper. To determine a possible effect derived from
diversification of the labor use on a rural holding a following method was applied.
A group of sectors of national economy according to NACE classifier was taken as
the basis. Based on analysis of changes in wages in public and private sector and
the comparison of wages in the sector of agriculture with other sectors of national
economy, the labor replacement and supplementary effect was determined.
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To obtain a better result from the effect of the diversified use of part-timers
employed on a rural holding average wages in regions have been used — a net and
gross labor diversification effect is being determined. To determine a gross effect
the following equation is used:

12 n
DBE,,, = [DLF, -2, 2 (ND,xNL,)]xBDA,,xK,, (1)

m=1 i=]

where DBE ypa — a gross annual effect of diversification of the use of part-
timers employed on a rural holding;

DLF, - annual fund of working time in hours;

ND; — a part-timer;

NL; — number of hours worked by a part-timer;
BDAyr — gross annual average salary in a region per hour;
M — number of months in a year;

N — number of part-timers;

Kpr — labor diversification coefficient in a region.

The coefficient of labor use diversification is determined using the following
equation:

= & x 100%
DR Z DNL, , (1.2)
where Kpg - labor diversification coefficient;
DNLg - working time in hours worked in a respective region;
NLg — part-time working time in hours worked in a respective region;

To determine a net effect from diversification of the use of part-timers employed
on rural holdings the following equation is used:

12 n n
DNE,,, = [DLF, = >’ > (ND; xNL)]xNDA,, xK . = > (ND, xCD,) (1.3)
m=1 i=1 i=1

where DNEyps — an annual net effect from diversification of the use of part-
timers employed on rural holdings;
G —involved in diversification measures of the labor use costs of
the subject i associated with the use of additional
employment possibilities, working at another establishment.
Data analysis and calculations are shown in Chapter 4 of the doctoral paper.
Information obtained in the result of calculations concerning the number of
working hours missed by part-timers in regions that could be used while working
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in other sectors or carrying out other economic activities. In the result by applying
an average regional wages method a gross effect from diversification of the use of
labor employed on rural holdings is determined in regions of the country.

Assessment of diversification possibilities of the use of land
at disposal of rural holdings
The economic effect from diversification of the use of land at disposal of rural
holdings is determined by the following assumptions and limitations:

e cvery economic activity either urban or rural is associated with the use of
land as an economic resource;

e development of the national economy and private entreprencurship as
well as enlargement of cities is usually linked with transformation of
agricultural land for another uses;

e land as a production resource is used in production of goods and services as
well in production of value added in sectors of national economy;

e land fertility, physical and chemical properties are used only in economic
activity associated with plant production and forestry;

e in other sectors of national economy land is used basically as part of a
building;

e diversification of the use of land on rural holdings is associated with the
use of land in the best and most efficient way;

o diversification of the use of land is considered as the least flexible
resource as compared with diversification possibilities of the use of other
resources at the disposal of a rural holding;

e rural holdings are acting rationally in diversification of the use of land,
this means that land is used in the best possible and effective way and the
use of land in agricultural production is considered as one of the
alternatives.

Taking into account the abovementioned limitations and assumptions concerning
diversification of land use, rural holdings will use land areas at their disposal for
agricultural production if resources used in this way provides the highest net income as
compared with other ways of land use. In this case also other subjective and objective
reasons are taken into account, which influence land use for agricultural production and
limit this use for other purposes.

To determine an economic effect from diversification of land use the method of
comparison per one land unit of value added produced in the result of economic
activity is applied. Application of the method is carried out as follows:
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o first of all agricultural land area not used in agricultural production is
determined as broken down by regions and the need for diversification of
the use of land is assessed, applying a proportion of unused land area in
the total area of land;

e  quantitative and qualitative indexes broken down by regions of land areas
used for different purposes are determined;

e use of land in the sector of agriculture and other scopes of economic
activity is determined, taking into consideration purposes of land use;

e value added produced in the sector of agriculture per one unit of
agricultural land is calculated;

e value added produced per one unit of land, which is used for other
economic activities, is calculated;

e the results obtained are compared, evaluated and conclusions are made on
the most advantageous diversification type of land use in every region,
taking into account information collected by governmental services
concerning land use for economic activity of different purposes;

e an effect from diversification of land use broken down by regions is
determined taking into account the value added produced in agriculture
and other sectors of national economy in regions.

To determine the effect from diversification of land use, data collected by the
Central Bureau of Statistics, the State Real Estate Cadastre, the State Land Service
and the Rural Support Service of the Ministry of Agriculture have been used.
Analysis of data and calculations are incorporated in Chapter 4 of the doctoral
paper. In the result of calculations the structure of land use is clarified for different
purposes of economic activity, the value added produced in different types of
economic activity is compared that provides a possibility to clarify land use
alternatives in regions.

1.4.Impact of economic globalization and methods
applied to assessment thereof

In this doctoral paper the impact of economic globalization on diversification on
rural holdings is revealed, using significance of imported and exported goods on
the use of resources at the disposal of rural holdings as well as migration of labor
abroad. These global factors — exports and imports of agricultural goods and
foodstuffs as well as imports of labor resources is considered as the most
significant conditions facilitating diversification on rural holdings.
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It is important to note that the flow of agricultural products and foodstuffs is
basically determined by the existence of absolute and comparative advantages in
the country producing agricultural products regarding the most adequate and less
expensive resources needed for production of relevant products, without taking
into consideration the State aid for agricultural producers.

2. REGIONAL ASPECTS OF DIVERSIFICATION

Part two of the doctoral paper is made out on 41 page, the data used and
calculation results are shown in 6 tables, the text is supplemented by 19 figures.
Possibilities of economic activity in Latvia’s regions are considerably different.
The differences can be traced in uneven economic development and economic
activity of territories, employment and unemployment rates, income levels of
population, conditions of social and cultural life.

The basis of regional economic development is a competitive entrepreneurial
environment, developed infrastructure, socially and economically active
population therefore the most suitable tools must be chosen for diversification on
rural holdings and a competitive development of some regions.

2.1.Regional development policy aspects and
impact on diversification

After the restoration, of independence in Latvia the regional policy activated in
1995 when the government laid down in its declaration: ““... we consider as the
major goal of regional development an optimum allocation of production factors
and social infrastructure on the whole territory of Latvia, decentralized, balanced
territorial development” (Regional Development in Latvia, 2004). Gradually the
legal basis for regional development, a considerably improved theory and practice
of territorial planning was established. Alongside with the development of legal
basis the institutional framework of the regional development has been changing.
Capacity and ability of self-governments and governmental institutions to
cooperate in policy planning and implementation has gradually increased.

If a negative impact of market economy is not averted, then the difference between
economically stronger and weaker regions not only persists but even increases.
This can be explained by the fact that there are more favorable circumstances in
economically stronger regions for investments: developed infrastructure, qualified
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labor, availability of different services, etc. Economic prosperity tends to
concentration but poverty increases poverty.

2.2.Characteristics of Latvia’s regions

In the doctoral paper the division of the country into regions is done according to
Regulations of the Cabinet of Ministers No 271 of 28 April 2004 “On Statistical
Regions of the Republic of Latvia and their Administrative Units” according which
the territory of Latvia is divided into 6 regions and 26 rural districts. To
characterize the rural environment, big cities of the State significance are excluded
from statistical regions, forming a separate group. Socio-economic characteristics
of rural regions prove that there are great differences between regions of Latvia on
the one side and regions and cities on the other side; it also reveals a strong
dominance of Pieriga region among the rest of regions.

GDP per capita considerably differs even among regions of Latvia. The region
with a highest GDP per capita is Pieriga rural region - LVL 2153, whereas in
Latgale rural region this index is the lowest — LVL 1 132 per capita — almost twice
as less.

A more detailed notion about the GDP per capita in the territory of Latvia is shown
in Fig. 2.1., where it can be seen that districts with a higher GDP per capita are
situated in Pieriga, Vidzeme and partly in Kurzeme regions, whereas districts with
a lower economic activity are in Latgale region.
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Source: developed by the author according to CSP data
Fig. 2.1. GDP in Latvia’s districts and cities per capita, LVL in 2007

In rural regions the major elements of infrastructure, including motor roads, are
physically and morally obsolete and do not conform to needs of modern socio-
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economic development. The highest concentration of resources and thus economic
development is obvious in Riga and adjacent territories whereas the lowest indexes
in major cases are in Latgale region.. The observed trends are moving towards
increasing and neither encourage, diminishing of economic differences nor comply
with basic principles of the State regional policy.

2.3.Socio-economic aspects of diversification in
Latvia’s regions

In the period of time from 2002 to 2007 there were four statistical surveys of rural holdings
carried out in Latvia— 2001, 2003, 2005 and 2007. In the period of study it became obvious that
the number of rural holdings, which were engaged in diversification with a view to generating of
additional income, were reducing in number. In 2007 there were 10 thousand rural holdings or 8,
8% of the total number of economically active rural holdings, which received additional income
from diversification but in 2001 there were 17,4 thousand holdings or 12,3 %. Such a trend
towards reduction of diversification is showing in all the regions, excluding Zemgale region
where there is 17% increase. The most considerable reduction — 65% shows in Latgale region
and 52% in Kurzeme region. Sectors, which are more often involved in generating of additional
income, are forestry and provision of services or contract work, using machinery and equipment
of a rural holding as well as tourism. A positive trend is increasing in number of holdings, which
generate additional income from diversification in several sectors simultaneously — in 2001 it
constituted 8% and in 2007 — 11% of the total number of holdings.
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The number of rural holdings involved in diversification in the country on the whole with
directions of diversification is shown in Table 2.1

Table 2.1.
Rural holdings generating additional income from other types in Latvia
Factivi Number of holdings by years 2007.22001.
Types of acivty 2001, 2003. | 2005 | 2007. %
Number  of holdings  with | 1 19 8212 | 11089 | 10043 578
additional income
Rural tourism 303 426 1044 593 195.7
Crafts 339 328 240 158 46.6
Processing of  agricultural
products 425 261 178 151 355
Forestry 6714 4909 7195 6984 104.0
Wood processing 981 739 720 466 475
Fishery 166 182 200 101 60.8
Aquaculture 151 188 183 207 1371
Energy production 40 35 45 3 575
Contractual jobs 2360 1685 1816 1691 71.6
Other sectors 741 724 1270 1019 137
Number of holdings engaged in several types of activities

Two 1209 896 1239 964 9.7
Three 116 130 75 129 1112
More than three 29 31 75 38 131.0

Source: developed by the author, using CSP data

As shown in Table 2.1. rapid increase in number of participants is obvious in
sectors covering a relatively low number of holdings such as rural tourism and
aquaculture. In general the number of holdings, which participate in forestry sector,
is growing in Latvia. The number of holdings carrying out economic activity
associated with processing of agricultural products, getting involved in crafts,
wood processing and different contractual jobs is reducing.

Major sources of additional income in 2007 in Latvia are diversification in forestry,
provision of services on contractual basis, rural tourism, wood processing and activities in
other sectors, for example, in retail network.

A positive trend is shown in broadening of additional economic activity types on rural
holdings in different regions. In the accounting period the number of holdings where
production is being diversified in two ways reduced by 20,3% but the number of holdings
with diversification in three and more ways has increased respectively by 11,2% and 31,0%.
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2.4.Impact of EU economic policy on diversification

In the 21* century the approach towards rural regions and agriculture in the Europe
changed fundamentally - ongoing is the rebirth of rural regions and agriculture in a
new quality as a result the understanding of diversification is changing. Rural areas
are fulfilling social functions — encourage employment, an attractive landscape,
recreation areas and comfortable living areas in the natural environment are
developing.

Within the Latvian Rural Development Plan 2004-2006, under the rural
development measure “Transformation of Rural Territories and Promotion of
Development” some essential measures have been implemented to increase and
diversify employment in rural regions, to enhance employment opportunities
outside traditional agriculture and facilitate the use of renewable energy resources,
diminishing unemployment, increasing income of rural population and alternative
types of income and employment possibilities.

The total financing provided within the CAP for Latvia for the period 2007-2013
amounts to more than LVL 2.3 billion, including the State financing — LVL 1,3
billion.

For a new programming period the following four basic strategic directions have
been outlined:

e improvement of competitiveness of agriculture, food industry and forestry;

e environmental and rural management;

e improvement of life quality in rural areas and diversification of rural economy;

e  LEADER approach (Agriculture and Rural development, CAP guidelines, 20006).
When comparing CAP guidelines, development of diversification under the CAP
impact in the UK. and CSP LSSA survey results, which show diminishing
diversification in Latvia on the whole and in major part of regions it must be
concluded that the policy and aid measures implemented neither encourage
diversification in Latvia’s regions nor comply with CAP objectives.

Impact on diversification in the U.K of the EU economic policy
As shown by experience of the European States diversification is one of the most
effective means for the development of economic activity and ensuring of
sustainable development of rural territories. Research in the U.K shows, that the
CAP is facilitating the development and spreading of diversification. Research
carried out in the U.K. on diversification of economic activity demonstrates a close
link of agricultural and rural development of the European States to the Common
Agricultural Policy — it has facilitated diversification of economic activity in a
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certain period of time and is building up the basic strategic directions. In old EU
Member States this development was gradual by using personal capital and EU aid
as well as traditions of family companies.

3. SIGNIFICANCE OF FACTORS INFLUENCING DIVERSIFICATION
AS ASSESSED BY EXPERTS AND RURAL BUSINESSPEOPLE

Chapter 3 of the doctoral paper is made out on 39 pages, data and calculation
results are shown in 13 tables, the text is supplemented by 29 figures.

To clarify the impact of economic and social factors on diversification, according
to description of factors in the theoretical part, discussions of two focus groups
were carried out in Vidzeme region, with an unchangeable composition of experts
and with an interval of 5 years. A longitudinal study provided a possibility not only
to clarify factors influencing diversification but also to assess a dynamics of their
impact.

To learn the opinion of owners of rural holdings on possibilities to diversify economic
activity and conditions hindering this process as well as common and distinctive
features of regions upon diversifying economic activity, rural businesspeople have been
inquired in Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale regions.

3.1.Assessment of factors influencing diversification

A qualitative method was used in the study — discussion of the focus group. Farmers,
managers of agricultural and processing companies, employees from banks, self-
governments and governmental institutions involved in agricultural and rural development,
were invited as experts. In total 13 persons. Comparing discussion results of 2008 and 2003
it can be concluded that the impact of social factors is growing, particularly informal social
factors: the impact of knowledge and motivation for diversification and respectively reduces
the impact of economic factors. Results of inquiries are shown in table 3.1., social factors are
given in bold type.
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Ranging of basic economic and social factors,
influencing diversification

Table 3.1.

Factors  according Current situation Desirable situation

to their significance 2003. 2008. 2003. 2008.
1. Market Market Market Knowledge
2. Technologies Technologies Education Education
3. Location Education Experience Technologies
4 Education Knowledge Knowledge Market
5. Knowledge Motivation Motivation Motivation
6. Specialization Location Technologies Experience

Source: author’s calculations using results of inquiry of the focus group experts in 2003 and 2008

The basic factors influencing diversification in the group of economic factors both in the
current and desirable variant the following economic factors were mentioned: market
opportunities and technologies, increasing the significance of technologies. A relatively
unchangeable assessment was given to the development of infrastructure and a location of
an establishment, indicating to a considerable impact of these factors on diversification of
economic activity. Experts consider as important social factors in the desirable variant —
knowledge, education, motivation and experience. As absolutely most important factors
were mentioned social factors — knowledge and education.

For successful farming nowadays not only economic factors play an important role. More
important than anybody would like to admit are social conditions. Addressing perspectives
of agriculture as the sector of national economy, specialists representing the sector usually
discuss the totality of economic conditions, statistical surveys also have been focusing on
reflection of economic conditions but study results show that there is the necessity to explore
and take account of social factors in order to develop a balanced and sustainable rural
development policy in Latvia.

3.2.Assessment of economic diversification opportunities in
Zemgale, Kurzeme, Vidzeme and Latgale regions
The aim of the inquiry carried out in the doctoral paper was clarification of opinion
of business people on diversification opportunities of economic activities in

Latvia’s rural regions, identification of factors promoting and hindering
diversification, clarification of particular rural problems and farming models the
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most characteristic for regions. 437 completed questionnaires were collected in the
period from 2004 to 2007.

The study object constitutes owners of rural holdings residing in rural territories
who are engaged in agricultural production for market or own consumption and at
the same time with a view to diversification and receiving additional income, have
started or ready to start diversification of economic activity in any of the types
indicated in the theoretical part. Results of the questionnaire show that a major part
of holdings (57%) receives income from several scopes of activity.

Regional breakdown of income sources of rural holdings is shown in fig. 3.1.
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Vidzeme _
occupatin ]
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™ Agriculture Zemgale _
Kurzeme ]

Source: author’s calculations using results of the questionnaire
Fig.3.1.Basic source of farm income in different regions

As shown in Fig. 3.1., major sources of income of rural holdings in Zemgale and
Kurzeme are generated directly from agricultural production, less from diversification
of economic activity. In Vidzeme region there is a different situation — 55% of rural
holdings half of their income receive from diversification. This is a proof of a
successful implementation of diversification. Though in Latgale there is the highest
proportion of respondents — 15% who generate income equally from agricultural
production and diversification.

One of the reasons why the most of respondents has started diversification is a
possibility to seasonally level out a cash flow — to receive regular income
throughout the year. This is possible if several income sources are available. This
in particular is one of the most important advantages of diversification noted by
34% of respondents.

Analyzing what else holdings with an established type of the basic activity are
doing, it can be concluded that diversification facilitates specialization of holdings
in plant production. This is linked to impact of seasonality on gaining of income.
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The inquired holdings are less involved in other types of farming parallel to animal
production than parallel to plant production.
The doctoral paper identifies basic problems and advantages encountered in
diversification. Respondents consider that a successful economic activity in rural area and
the development of a holding is directly dependent on owner’s experience, knowledge
and his/her personal characteristics (38%). The totality of adequate personal
characteristics in the process of diversification is mentioned as the most important
condition both in the questionnaire and discussions of experts. This shows the increasing
impact of social factors and particularly of education and motivation.
Inquiries and discussions of experts show that rural businesspeople understand and
objectively assess the significance of diversification in supplementing the income
of a holding and development of economic activity in rural areas. Results of
discussion of expert group prove that more attention must be paid to education of
rural population and motivation to achieve better results. Results of inquiries
indicate the need for training and support for diversification of economic activity
because only a knowledgeable, self-confident person is able to start something new
or broaden the existing scope of activities without fear from a rapidly growing
competition and changeable economic conditions.
As the major State support instruments for territorial development and lessening of
differences the following aspects must be pointed out:

e development of human resources — education and qualification

improvement;
e fostering of entrepreneurial environment in rural territories by applying
tax exemptions;

e  development of communication network — telecommunications and roads.
Data collected by inquiring the focus group and rural holdings show that
diversification of economic activity is developing and in the future it will ensure
about 70% of income, the role of traditional agriculture reducing by at least 30%.

4. ANALYTICAL ASSESSMENT OF THE USE OF LABOR AND
LAND POTENTIAL

Chapter four of the doctoral paper is set out on 23 pages, data and calculations are
shown in 26 tables, the text is supplemented by 1 figure.

According to the methodology provided in the theoretical part the necessary
calculations have been carried out to clarify a possible effect of diversification of
land use. Calculations are not carried out to evaluate diversification of the use of
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capital because no scientifically reliable information is available about the content
of capital, value and its use on rural holdings.

4.1. Potential effect from diversification of labor use in regions

Involvement in the public sector of agriculture is considered as an adequate and
realistic diversification possibility for rural holdings. In this case the expected
effect for rural holdings reaches less than LVL 2 per hour.
Calculations carried out in the doctoral paper show that the total number of hours subject to
diversification on a rural holding in 2007 slightly exceeds 109 thousands. A higher number of
hours to be diversified in relation to part-timers employed on rural holdings, is being observed
in Latgale region — 38,4 thousands hours or 35,2% of the total sum in rural regions. In Pieriga
and Vidzeme regions the number of hours requiring diversification is similar, respectively 17,3
and 17,6 thousands hours or 15,8% and 16,2% of the total number of missed working hours in
regions.
In the doctoral paper a gross effect from diversification of the employment of part-
timers on rural holdings is being determined, results are shown in Table 4.1.

Table 4.1

Greoss effect of labor diversification employed on farm in 2007, using average
wage method

Missed working Average gross wage (LVL) Gross effect
. hours in Diversification from
Region . . . R .
agriculture per moth per hour coefficient diversification
(thsd.h) (mio.LVL)
Pieriga 17 264 327 1.86 0.70 22.5
Vidzeme 17 624 271 1.54 0.55 14.9
Kurzeme 15 050 295 1.68 0.60 15.1
Zemgale 20 674 281 1.60 0.65 21.5
Latgale 38 440 245 1.39 0.50 26.8
Regions 109 051 349 1.98 X 100.7

Source: calculations by the author, using CSP data

Calculations in the Table 4.1. show, that opportunities to diversify the use of labor
employed on rural holdings in replacement of qualified workers by workers with a
lower qualification in private sector must be considered as insignificant, which can
be used only by some holdings.

The gross effect from diversification of the use of part-timers on the level of
households slightly exceeds LVL 100 million. The highest potential gross effect is
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expected in Latgale region- LVL 26,8 million, Pieriga region — LVL 22,5 million
and Zemgale region — LVL 21,5 million. The least gross effect is possible in
Vidzeme region — LVL 14,9 million and Kurzeme region — LVL 15,1 million.

4.2. Potential effect of diversification of land use in regions

To determine the economic effect from diversification of land use the method of
comparison of value added produced in the result of economic activity per land
area unit is applied based on the sequence described in the theoretical part of the
doctoral paper

Table 4.2.
Regional structure of added value produced in 2007
Breakdown of value added by regions (%)

Index Rural

Kurzeme Latgale Pieriga | Vidzeme Zemgale regions

Agriculture 12.60 19.26 11.93 24.09 32.11 100.00

Forestry 15.34 20.02 9.45 27.28 27.91 100.00

Industry and 10.27 12.92 39.77 22.84 14.20 100.00
building

Sectors of 12.50 17.26 36.31 18.92 15.01 100.00
Services

Total 12.04 16.39 34.11 20.74 16.72 100.00

Source: calculations by the author using CSP data

As shown in Table 4.2., the highest proportion of value added produced in the
sector of agriculture must be attributed to Zemgale region — 32,1% and Vidzeme
region — 24,1% but the least — to Pieriga region — 11,9%.

A relatively larger part of value added obtained in forestry is related to Zemgale
region and Vidzeme region respectively 27,9% and 27,3%. In this group the least
ration is found in Pieriga region — only 9,5% and Kurzeme region — 15,3%.

A higher proportion of value added produced in industry and building sector is
linked to economic activity in Pieriga region and Vidzeme region, respectively
39,8% and 22,8% but the least proportion — to Kurzeme region with 10,3% and
Zemgale region with 14,2%. Regarding value added produced in services then a
relatively larger part should be attributed to Pieriga region and Vidzeme region,
respectively with 36,3% and 18,9%. The least proportion of value added in this
group of economic activity is found in Kurzeme region — 12,5%.
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From the point of view of alternative land use only in Pieriga and Kurzeme regions
other land use types provide a higher value added as compared with agriculture.
This means that in these regions an alternative land use is more beneficial for
production of goods and provision of services. This can be explained by the effect
created by nearness of big cities in the use of land.

5. CLUSTERS OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY IN RURAL AREAS AND
DIVERSIFICATION MODELS IN REGIONS

Chapter 5 of the doctoral paper is set out on 14 pages, data and calculations are
shown in 11 tables, for explanation of the text 7 Figures are given.

Farming clusters in Zemgale, Kurzeme, Vidzeme and Latgale regions have been
established using inquiry results. Models of diversification of economic activity in
Zemgale, Kurzeme, Vidzeme and Latgale regions have been developed using
inquiry and calculations from the previous chapters.

Farming clusters in Zemgale, Kurzeme, Vidzeme and Latgale regions

To visualize the most often used strategies of diversification it is necessary to
reveal, which economic areas are characteristic for every region and, which are
different. The paper holds analysis of clusters using Ward’s method, which
attempts to create clusters with a minimum dispersion inside of clusters. To
analyze links of indicators the Squared Euclidean distance method is applied.
Analyzing variants of clusters a decision is made to select 4 variants of clusters,
which provide division into four different clusters.

Each cluster is characteristic for a certain model of economic activity.

Cluster 1 covers 15% of rural holdings and characterizes a relatively traditional
farming model, combining two the most widely spread agricultural activities —
plant and animal production. These holdings generate basic income from animal
production and plant production but do not earn with other types of
entrepreneurship.

Cluster 2 is the largest of the clusters — it covers 50% of holdings and it is
characteristic for diversification within holdings. These households (62%) generate
basic income from plant production, supplemented by income from other types of
activities — forestry (20%), traditional animal production (19%), non-traditional
animal production (13%), services (14%), rural tourism (11%) or other types of
activities.

Cluster 3 is characteristic for holdings, which generate basic income from wage as
well as in addition from any of the most popular areas of agriculture — crop production
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(45%) or animal production (43%). In total there are 19% of such holdings. Basically
these are “townspeople in the countryside” or holdings which are engaged in
agriculture as an additional hobby, additional source of income. These holdings also
diversify their activity outside the holding.

Cluster 4 covers 16% of holdings and generates basic income from animal
production. This does not mean that holdings are not engaged in another form of
agricultural activity still basic income a holding sources exactly from animal
production.

Structural division of clusters obtained in the result of the study is shown in Fig.5.1.

16% 15%

Cluster 1
m Cluster 2
0,
M Cluster 3 19%

Cluster 4

Source: calculations by the author based on inquiry results
Fig.5.1. Structure of farming clusters

The grouping of statistical inquiry results carried out by means of cluster analysis
reveals that farming diversification trends has the following forms of expression:

e holdings which diversify within the holding (cluster 2);

e holdings which diversify outside the holding (cluster 3).
In general the abovementioned forms are characteristic for diversification models the
most suitable for Latvia’s circumstances. The two remaining clusters in general
indicate whether a holding generates basic income from traditional animal production
(cluster 4) or from crop production (cluster 1) however the holdings of these two
clusters do not generate other significant income.
Regional representation of clusters in regional holdings is shown in Fig.5.2.
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Fig 5.2. Representation of clusters in regions

As shown in the breakdown of clusters in Fig.5.2. there are significant differences in
representation of clusters in different Latvia’s regions. In Zemgale representatives of
cluster 2 are dominating and there are few representatives of cluster 4 or cluster 3. In
Latgale the major part of holdings belong to cluster 3. The most of holdings belonging
of cluster 2 are in Kurzeme. In this region a great number of cluster 1 holdings is
situated. Significant differences in representation of clusters are found in different
regions of Latvia. As shown in Fig.5.2. in Zemgale representatives of cluster 2 are
dominating (68%) and very few of cluster 4 representatives (9%) or cluster 3
representatives (2%). In Latgale part of rural holdings belong to cluster 3 (43%). The
most of cluster 2 holdings are located in Kurzeme — 24%. In this region there are also
many cluster 1 holdings (23%). In Vidzeme cluster 2 and 3 representatives are
dominating, respectively 54% and 23%.

Graphic models of diversification in Vidzeme, Zemgale,
Kurzeme and Latgale regions

The model of diversification similar to other models is associated with certain
assumptions. In the doctoral paper preparation of the model is based on the
following sources:

e available statistical information;

e data of inquiries of rural businesspeople;

e assessment by experts.
In the development of the model and based on calculations carried out in Chapter 4
of the doctoral paper on a possible effect of the use of land and labor, an
assumption has been made that all part-timers and full-timers employed in
agricultural production work only half of the working time, agricultural land areas
not used in agriculture and agricultural production can be used for other purposes
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of economic activity, taking into account their location and qualitative
composition. Based on these assumptions the division of the use of resources being
at the disposal of a rural holding between agricultural production
diversification of economic activity is determined.

The diversification model on rural holdings in Zemgale region is shown in Fig.5.3.

Resources utilized in

agricultural production |
d

Labour =58%;
Agricultural land=80%

Resources at the

Resources used for

disposal of rural |
holding

\ 4
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diversification
Labor =42%;

| Grain

| Rapeseed

Animal feed, etc.

= L

Diversification on rural
holdings in Zemgale
region

Paid labor

Forestry

Provision of services

Rural turism, etc.

Aditional income of rural holding from diversification 35 %

Source: calculations by the author based on inquiry results
Fig.5.3. Graphic model of diversification on rural holdings

in Zemgale region

and

As shown in Fig.5.3.in Zemgale region rural holdings use 58% of labor and 80% of
agricultural land in agricultural production that can be concluded from calculation
given in Chapter 4. The index characterizing the use of agricultural land in
Zemgale region is the highest among regions. The most of crop production
holdings are situated here that is also proven by the most significant sectors of
agriculture in this region — crop production and growing of rapeseed.
As shown in Fig.5.3.in Zemgale region rural holdings use 58% of labor and 80% of
agricultural land in agricultural production that can be concluded from calculation
given in Chapter 4. The index characterizing the use of agricultural land in
Zemgale region is the highest among regions. The most of crop production
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holdings are situated here that is also proven by the most significant sectors of
agriculture in this region — crop production and growing of rapeseed.

As a result of economic activity additional income in Zemgale region is generated
by 35% of holdings. As the most significant diversification types of economic
activity based on inquiry results are provision of services using machinery at the
disposal of a holding, rural tourism and forestry.

The diversification model on rural holdings in Kurzeme region is shown in Fig.5.4.
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Fig.5.4 Graphic model of diversification on rural holding in Kurzeme region

As shown in the graphic model of diversification on rural holdings in Kurzeme
region (Fig.5.4.) in agricultural production 61% of labor and 75% of agricultural
land is used according to calculations made in Chapter 4. In this region the highest
proportion of labor is used in agricultural production than in other regions. This
can be explained by a relatively high number rural holdings specialized in animal
production. In Kurzeme region there is the second highest index of agricultural
land use after Zemgale region. Here the most characteristic sectors of agriculture
are milk and animal production and grain production.
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In the result of economic activity additional income in Kurzeme region is
generated by 33% of holdings that is the lowest index among regions and to a
certain extent it can be explained by higher labor consumption and a closer link to
agriculture of the basic sector — animal production. As the most important types of
diversification based on inquiry results are paid labor, forestry and provision of
services.

The model of diversification on rural holding in Vidzeme region is shown in Fig 5.5.
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Fig.5.5. Graphic model of diversification on rural holdings in Vidzeme region

As shown in the graphic model of diversification on rural holding in Vidzeme
region in Fig. 5.5. in agricultural production 58% of labor and 64% of agricultural
land area are used according to calculations made in Chapter 4. The region is
characteristic for milk and meet production as well as growing of fodder crops.
There is the highest number of holdings generating additional income from economic
activity — 55%. As the most important diversification types of economic activity based
on inquiry results and similar to Kurzeme region are acknowledged paid labor, forestry
and provision of services using machinery at the disposal of a holding.

The model of diversification on rural holding in Latgale region is shown in Fig 5.6.
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Fig.5.6. Graphic model of diversification on rural holdings in Latgale region

As shown in the graphic model of diversification on rural holding in Latgale region in Fig. 5.6.
in agricultural production 59% of labor and 54% of agricultural land area are used according to
calculations made in Chapter 4. The region is characteristic for one of the highest proportion of
labor use among regions and the lowest proportion of agricultural land area. The region is
characteristic for milk and meet production as well as growing of fodder crops.

Additional income in Latgale region is generated by 38% of inquired holdings. As the most
important diversification types based on inquiry results are acknowledged paid labor /also
pension/, forestry and non-traditional agriculture.

Comparing regional models of diversification it can be concluded that already now upon
carrying out of diversification holdings are generating additional income starting from 33% in
Kurzeme region and up to 55% in Vidzeme region. Based on analysis of employment it can be
concluded that there are relatively big reserves of labor from 39% of the total number of
employed in agriculture in Kurzeme region up to 42% in Zemgale and Vidzeme regions.
Taking into account the data of the analyzed use of agricultural land, it is still possible to
improve the use of land in acquiring of additional income — in Zemgale and Kurzeme rural
regions for diversification can be used 20-25% of agricultural land and in Vidzeme and
Latgale more, respectively 36% and 46%.
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FINAL CHAPTER

The doctoral paper proves a great importance of diversification with a view to
improving of utilization efficiency of resources at the disposal of a rural holding, to
enhance income and for the national economy on the whole. The results obtained
considerably enrich the theoretical justification of diversification and the
methodology of efficiency calculation of utilization of resources at the disposal of
a rural holding. Research results prove the objective necessity for diversification to
intensify economic activity in rural areas and enhancing of income of rural
households.

There are possibilities disclosed in the doctoral paper to diversify economic
activity in Latvia, taking into account the new Common Agricultural Policy of the
European Union. The most significant problems limiting diversification have been
identified in the doctoral paper as well as opportunities and advantages have been
acknowledged in Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale regions. There are
calculation carried out concerning a possible effect from diversification of the use
of land and labor at the disposal of a rural holding in Latvia’s regions. The research
and calculations resulted in establishment of farming clusters and diversification
models of economic activity in Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale regions.
Research results incorporated in the doctoral paper can be used in drawing up of
the national policy for socio-economic development of the country, education of
managers of rural holdings in production diversification issues as well as in
operation of governmental institutions, which are dealing with implementation of
rural and regional development policy and monitoring of these processes. Research
results can be used in preparation of new study programs and supplementing of the
existing programs regarding issues on the development of economic activity in
rural areas. The results obtained can also be useful for agricultural advisory
services and non-governmental organizations as well as other scientific research
concerning activation of economic activity in rural areas. Theoretical aspects of
diversification developed in the doctoral paper can be used in other sectors of
national economy with a view to enhance utilization efficiency of resources at their
disposal and to reduce unfavorable impact of changeable external factors on
competitiveness of establishments engaged in these sectors.
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Conclusions
Diversification and its impact on the development of a rural holding and
the entire rural environment in Latvia has not yet been sufficiently
explored by scientists. The established socio-economic differences in
regional development are to a great extent associated with insufficient
application by rural holdings in Latvia of production diversification
experience collected by old EU Member States.

A higher concentration of resources and more possibilities to diversify
economic activity are identified in Pieriga region but the least development
potential is in Latgale region. Under the impact of national economic policy
polarization of regional development is ongoing, it does not encourage
diminishing of socio-economic differences among Latvia’s regions.

The new Common Agricultural Policy of the European Union is considerably
focusing on diversification in rural development. the UK. experience
explored in the paper shows that aid provided under the CAP has facilitated
diversification in the U.K. by increasing the number of diversification types
and the total volume on rural holdings.

Upon summarizing the theoretical information the author offers her own
definition of diversification, which is adequate to Latvia’s circumstances:
directions of economic activity, broadening of the number of products and
outlets, starting production of new products or provision of services
within or outside the sector of agriculture with a view to a more efficient
utilization of resources at the disposal of a rural holding just as
employment of family members outside a rural holding to obtain
additional income.

According to data of the State Statistical Bureau of Latvia in 2007 there
were 8% of rural holdings from the total number of holdings, which
generated additional income from diversification. The number of holdings
generating additional income reduced more than twice as compared with
2001. The most significant sources of additional income in Latvia are
forestry, contracts using own machinery and rural tourism. Zemgale
region is the only region in Latvia where contrary to the general trend the
number of rural holdings having sources of additional income is
increasing. In this region there is one third of the total number of holdings
generating additional income in the country.

Results of calculations, made in the doctoral paper, show that diversification
of the use of labor is based on incomplete employment of labor at the
disposal of a rural holding. Promoting the use of part-timers in other sectors
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10.

of national economy and/or on other rural holdings, the gross annual effect
of LVL 100.7 million can be reached. The highest number of hours to be
diversified in relation to part-timers employed on rural holdings is obvious
in Latgale region — 35,2% of the total volume in rural regions.

Calculations show that one third of agricultural land areas is not used in
agricultural production in Latvia. The highest proportion of agricultural
land areas to be diversified is obvious in Latgale region of the total unused
area of agricultural land in the country. A potential effect from
diversification of land use in the country, using unused areas of
agricultural land, could amount to LVL 89 million. From a viewpoint of
alternative land use only in Pieriga and Kurzeme regions other land use
types can yield a higher value added per area unit of land as compared
with agriculture.

The choice of diversification variants in rural territories is influenced by
different economic and social factors, significance of social factors is
increasing in the development of diversification. The most important
economic factors limiting economic activity are as follows: location of a
rural holding, market access, financial availability, infrastructure and the
major social factors: education, knowledge, motivation.

Based on inquiry of rural businesspeople and using analysis of clusters
four clusters for diversification has been developed. Half of inquired
holdings form the cluster, which is characteristic for major income from
diversification in forestry sector, non-traditional agriculture, rural tourism
and provision of services.

Diversification models in Latvia’s regions developed in the study show
that diversification of labor in regions are similar, larger land areas for
diversification are used in Latgale and Vidzeme regions, in Zemgale and
Kurzeme regions land is more suitable for agricultural production. Major
income from diversification is obtained in Vidzeme region.
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Proposals for Solving the Most Significant Problems

The development of non-agricultural production is slowly ongoing in
Latvia’s rural territories thus it is not possible to find job on the spot and
a qualified labor is flowing away, a low qualified labor — constitutes a
high level of unemployment.

Proposals to solve the problem (Ministry of Regional Development and Local
Government):

must improve the regional planning system and ensure compliance with
requirements laid down by regulatory enactments upon setting up of
regional development planning in a long-run and reducing a negative
impact of external economic factors;

must amend regulatory enactments in relation to diminishing of socio-
economic differences in regional development and facilitation of
diversification of economic activity in rural areas;

must develop and implement the sectoral policy in a coordinated manner
and align it with regional development priorities that would ensure a
harmonized function of the national and EU regional development support
instruments and a sustainable development of rural territories.

In some regions a large part of rural population is employed part-time,
receive a low salary not sufficient for today’s needs.

Proposals to solve the problem (The Cabinet of Ministers):

draws up a long-term national policy for the development of
entrepreneurship in rural regions, facilitating transfer of production from
cities to rural territories;

draws up a complex strategy for a sustainable rural development
diminishing regional differences;

draws up and implements a fiscal policy in rural regions that supports
entrepreneurship with a view to increase the competitiveness of rural
environment in the development of entrepreneurship and attraction of
investments.
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The existing national support for diversification is insufficient and
inefficient because governmental institutions are operating isolated from
each other within the limits of their competence and possibilities, a
uniform approach on the national level is lacking.

Proposals to solve the problem:

Ministry of Regional Development and Local Government in cooperation
with other Ministries and governmental institutions must identify and
evaluate possibilities for diversification and the necessary support in
Latvia’s regions, undertaking coordination of tasks to be executed.

Central Bureau of Statistics must provide the necessary information on
regional development issues.

Upon increasing in significance of social factors in the development
of diversification no adequate basis for improvement of educational
system for rural population is ensured.

Proposals to solve the problem:

The Ministry of Education must improve the existing educational system,
making a qualitative education available for Latvia’s rural population;

The Latvian Agricultural University must develop possibilities for life-
long learning in rural regions by bringing the training nearer to the place
of residence of rural entrepreneurs;

Ministry of Regional Development and Local Government must broaden
the scope of information and ensure its availability for rural population on
topical issues of diversification of economic activity (opportunities,
problems, training, etc.)

Ministry of Regional Development and Local Government must involve
professional advisors for assessment of entrepreneurial opportunities and
support for start-up from self-governments.

There is insufficient information on diversification of economic activities in
regions; there is a lack of a uniform regional division in the country.

Proposals to solve the problem:

Central Bureau of Statistics must ensure collection of the necessary
information

Ministry of Regional Development and Local Government must draw up
the methodology for a uniform regional division.

90



	Mg.oec. Helma Jirgena. : promocijas darba kopsavilkums ekonomikas doktora (Dr.oec.) zinātniskā grāda iegūšanai =  = Resume of the Ph.D.Paper for the scientific degree of Dr.oec.
	Informācija
	Information
	SATURS
	CONTENT
	Publicitāte
	Publicity
	IEVADS
	1.SAIMNIECISKĀS DARBĪBAS DAŽĀDOŠANAS TEORĒTISKIE UN METODOLOĢISKIE ASPEKTI
	1.1.Saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanas sociāli ekonomiskā būtība
	1.2.Saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanu ietekmējošie faktori
	1.3. Saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanas sociāli ekonomiskā nepieciešamība un tās efektivitātes novērtēšanas metodoloģija
	1.4. Ekonomikas globalizācijas ietekme un tās novērtējumā pielietojamās metodes

	2.SAIMNIECISKĀS DARBĪBAS REĢIONĀLIE ASPEKTI
	2.1.Reģionālās attīstības politikas aspekti un ietekme uz saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanu
	2.2.Latvijas reģionu raksturojums
	2.3.Saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanas sociāli ekonomiskie aspekti Latvijas reģionos
	2.4.ES ekonomiskās politikas ietekme uz saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanu

	3.SAIMNIECISKĀS DARBĪBAS DAŽĀDOŠANU IETEKMĒJOŠO FAKTORU NOZĪMĪGUMS EKSPERTU UN LAUKU UZŅĒMĒJU VĒRTĒJUMĀ
	3.1.Saimnieciskās darbības dažādošanu ietekmējošo faktoru novērtējums
	3.2.Saimniekošanas dažādošanas iespēju novērtējums Zemgales, Kurzemes, Vidzemes un Latgales reģionos
	4.DARBASPĒKA UN ZEMES IZMANTOŠANAS POTENCIĀLA ANALĪTISKS VĒRTĒJUMS
	4.1.Darbaspēka izmantošanas dažādošanas potenciālais efekts reģionos
	4.2.Zemes izmantošanas dažādošanas potenciālais efekts reģionos

	5.SAIMNIEKOŠANAS KLASTERI LAUKOS UN SAIMNIECISKĀS DARBĪBAS MODEĻI REĢIONOS
	NOSLĒGUMS
	Secinājumi
	Priekšlikumi nozīmīgāko problēmu risināšanā
	INTRODUCTION
	1. THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICALASPECTS OF DIVERSIFICATION
	1.1.Socio-economic character of diversification
	1.2.Factors influencing diversification
	1.3.Socio-economic necessity for diversification and a methodology of its assessment
	1.4.Impact of economic globalization and methods applied to assessment thereof

	2.REGIONAL ASPECTS OF DIVERSIFICATION
	2.1.Regional development policy aspects and impact on diversification
	2.2.Characteristics of Latvia’s regions
	2.3.Socio-economic aspects of diversification in Latvia’s regions
	2.4.Impact of EU economic policy on diversification

	3.SIGNIFICANCE OF FACTORS INFLUENCING DIVERSIFICATION AS ASSESSED BY EXPERTS AND RURAL BUSINESSPEOPLE
	3.1.Assessment of factors influencing diversification
	3.2.Assessment of economic diversification opportunities in Zemgale, Kurzeme, Vidzeme and Latgale regions

	4. ANALYTICAL ASSESSMENT OF THE USE OF LABOR AND LAND POTENTIAL
	4.1. Potential effect from diversification of labor use in regions
	4.2. Potential effect of diversification of land use in regions

	5. CLUSTERS OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY IN RURAL AREAS AND DIVERSIFICATION MODELS IN REGIONS
	FINAL CHAPTER
	Conclusions
	Proposals for Solving the Most Significant Problems


