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INFORMACIJA PAR PUBLIKACIJAM
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Rural Development, LLU EF, Jelgava, 2004., 67. — 72.p.

M.Pelse, I.Pucure Retraining of unemployment as an opportunity to
increase of social capital potential in knowledge — based economy -
Economy & Business 2004, Science Invest LTD-branch Bourgas,
Bulgaria, 2004., 96.-106.p.

M.PelsSe Social capital in rural areas of Latvia within the context of
public organisations - Role of agriculture in Central and Eastern
European rural development, IJAMO Institut fiir Agrarentwicklung in
Mittel- und Osteuropa, Halle, Germany, 2004., 257. — 268.p.

V.Strikis, M.PelSe, J.Leiku¢s Researching social capital to promote
successful entrepreneurship in rural areas - The Salzburg conference
and rural development in Latvia Vol.3 (43), Humanites and social
sciences. Latvia, LU, 2004. — 93.-103.p.

V.Strikis, M.Pelse, J.Leikués Role of social capital in rural
entrepreneurship Economics and rural development/ Reserch papers
Vol.1, No.1, 2005.- 35. — 40.p.

M.PelSe Interrelationships between farm Development and Social
Capital in a Regional Context. Proceedings of the international
scientific conference. Economic Science for Rural Development. No.11,
LLU EF, Jelgava 2006., - 200. - 208.p.

M.Pelse Informacija, kooperacija, miuzizglitiba: sociala kapitala
attistibai Zemgalé Proceedings of the international scientific conference.
Economic Science for Rural Development. No.12, LLU EF, Jelgava
2007., - 225.-231.p.

Strikis V., PelSe M., Leikucs J. Social capital in farms of Zemgale
Proceedings of the international scientific conference. Economic Science
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,»Socialais kapitals ekonomika”.

Latvijas Lauksaimniecibas un meza zinatnu akadémijas, ka arT Baltijas un
Polijas valstu Lauksaimniecibas augstskolu Ekonomikas fakultasu
starptautiskaja zinatniskaja konference ,, Economic Science for Rural
Development 2004 — Jelgava, 2004.gada 22.un 23.aprili, par t€mu
»Regionala identitate un socialais kapitals vietéjo pasvaldibu vadibas un
attistibas procesa”.

Sciens Invest LTD, ACompany of Union of Scientists in Bulgaria
starptautiskaja  zinatniskaja konferencé ,,Economy&Business 2004.
Economic Development and Growth” — Bourgas Bulgarija, 2004.gada
14.-17. septembri, par teému ,,Bezdarbnieku parkvalifikacija ka sociala
kapitala potenciala palielinasana uz zinasanam balstita ekonomika”.
IAMO Vidus- un Austrumeiropas Agraras attistibas institiita
starptautiskaja zinatniskaja konferencé ,,Role of agriculture in Central
and Eastern European rural development” — Hallg Vacija 2004.gada 4.-6.
novembris, par té€mu ,Socidlais kapitals Latvijas laukos publisko
organizaciju konteksta”.

Latvijas, Lietuvas un Igaunijas zemkopibas ministriju, Latvijas, Lietuvas,
Igaunijas, Polijas, Baltkrievijas un Austrijas augstskolu un zinatnisko
institlitu starptautiskaja zinatniskaja konferencé ,, Economic Science for
Rural Development” — Jelgava 2006.gada 26.-27.aprili, par tému
,<Zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas un sociala kapitala savstarpgjas
sakaribas regionalaja konteksta”.

Baltijas valstu, Polijas, Vacijas, Austrijas, ASV augstskolu un zinatnisko
institltu, Latvijas Zemkopibas ministrijas un Latvijas Valsts agraras
ekonomikas institiita starptautiskaja zinatniskaja konferencé ,, Economic
Science for Rural Development” — Jelgava 2007.gada 25.-26.aprili, par
temu ,,Informacija, kooperacija, muzizglitiba: sociala kapitala attistibai
Zemgalg”.

Baltijas valstu, Polijas, Vacijas, Austrijas, ASV augstskolu un zinatnisko
instititu, Latvijas Zemkopibas ministrijas un Latvijas Valsts agraras
ekonomikas institlita starptautiskaja zinatniskaja konferencé ,, Economic
Science for Rural Development” — Jelgava 2007.gada 25.-26.aprili, par
temu ,,Social capital in farms of Zemgale”.
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IEVADS

Sabiedribu veido individi, taja notiek savstarpgjas mijiedarbibas process, kura
rezultata paradas sociala kapitala elementi, tadi ka savstarpgjas attiecibas,
uzticéSanas, neformalais tiklojums, kooperacija un kohezija. Latvija Iidz $im
saimnieciskas darbibas un regionalas attistibas analizé socialais kapitals ir maz
pétits resurss. Parasti tiek analizeti pieejamie razoSanas faktori, tadi ka zeme,
darbs, kapitals, pédgja laika arT informacija, analizéts cilveks, cilvékkapitals, bet
tas efekts, ko sniedz labaki kontakti, savstarp€ja uzticéSanas, nav novertets.
Sociala kapitala izpétei pasaulé pieversuSies vairaki pétnieki, sociologi,
ekonomisti, filozofi, vinu pétijumu rezultati plasi apspriesti zinatniskaja literatiira:
Bourdieu P. (1980., 1983., 1986.), Burt R. (2004.) , Castle E. (2002.), Colleman J.
(1988.), Freitag M. (2001.), Fukuyama Fr. (1995., 2001., 2002.), Harper R.
(2001.), Inglehart R. (1997.), Jacobs J. (1965., 1992.), Knack S. (1997.), Keefer P.
(1997.), Narayan D. (1997., 2001.), Pizza-Georgi B. (2002.), Portess A. (1998.),
Putnam R.D. (1994., 1995., 2000., 2001., 2003.), Rose R. (1998., 1999., 2000.),
vairaku autoru darbos ir ieskicéta sociala kapitala loma sabiedriskas dzives
procesos, Seit var minét tadus autorus ka Austers I. (2001.), Abele J. (2002.),
Kriozmétra M., Rivza B. (2000.), Teérauda V. (2001.), Mensinkovs V. (2001.),
Trops J. (2000.), Zilinska Dz., Ziverte L. (2001.) u.c.
Sociala kapitala jédziens ir interpretéts atskirigi, biezi vien pat pretrunigi. Sobrid
vislabakie empiriskie petfjumi par socialo kapitalu atrodami majsaimniecibu un
kopienu Iimeni.
Lauki ir dzives telpa, kura norisinas taja dzivojoso cilveku daudzveidiga politiska,
ekonomiska, kultiras un sadzives darbiba. Ta ir viena no sabiedribas
apakssisttmam. Runajot par laukiem, pirmkart, iedomajamies dabas vidi, otrkart,
cilveku taja. Laukos cilveki nodarbinati dazados amatos, tom&r Latvija butisks
nodarbosanas veids ir lauksaimnieciba.
Lidz ar Latvijas neatkaribas atjaunoSanu pagajusa gadsimta devindesmitajos gados,
laukos ka noteicosais uznémeéjdarbibas veids, kas versts uz pelnas ieguvi, jo 1pasi
Zemgales regiona, ir zemnieku saimniecibas. To vaditajs ir zemnieks jeb zemniece,
bet $aja biznesa lielakoties ir iesaistita visa gimene un bieZi vien ari radu saime.
Izveidojas situacija, ka, dibinot zemnieku saimniecibas, daudziem starta
nosacTjumi bija vienadi gan materialaja, gan finansialaja zina, tau viena dala no
§Tm saimniecibam attistfjas un kluva par modernam, konkurétspgjigam
saimniecibam, bet dala - par praktiski naturalajam saimniecibam vai arT savu
saimniecisko darbibu izbeidza.
Autores rekognoscgjosie petijumi un noverojumi dod pamatu vizijai, ka socialais
kapitals ir viens no veiksmigas komercdarbibas faktoriem, kas, savukart, pakartoti
ir nozimigs ari regionalaja attistiba. Tadu sociala kapitala limenis un spgja to
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piesaistit ir loti at$kirigi, tap&c ta attistibai nepiecieSams ieguldit papildus resursus
regiona. Latvija Sie fakti ir maz pétiti.

Promocijas darbs izstradats laika perioda no 2002. Iidz 2007.gadam, galveno datu
analize ietver laika periodu no 2001. gada lidz 2006.gadam, tacu, lai ieskic&tu
dazas tendences, atsevisku dinamisko rindu analize izmantoti dati laika perioda no
Latvijas neatkaribas atjaunoSanas Iidz 2006.gadam. Regionu raksturo$anai
izmantoti 2004.gada dati, jo tie promocijas darba rakstiSanas perioda bija jaunakie
pieejamie raditaji par Latvijas regioniem.

Promocijas darba pétijuma objekts ir socialais kapitals Zemgale, bet pétijjuma
priekSmets ir zemnieku sociala kapitala attistibas iesp€jas.

Promocijas darba hipotéze: ieguldot papildus resursus sociala kapitala
palielinasana Zemgalg, paaugstinasies zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas limenis
regiona.

Saskana ar izvirzito hipotézi promocijas darba meérkis ir izvertét socialo kapitalu
ka zemnieku saimniecibu un regiona izaugsmi ietekmgjoSo faktoru un noteikt ta
attistibas iespéjas.
Defingta mérka sasniegSanai p&tijuma procesa noteikti $adi darba uzdevumi:
1) izzinat sociala kapitala koncepcijas teorgtiskos aspektus un noskaidrot ta
nozimi ekonomika un regionalaja attistiba;
2) sociala kapitala konteksta izanaliz&t zemnieku saimniecibu veidoSanos;
3) veikt zemnieku aptauju Zemgales regiona, lai izvertétu sociala kapitala
raksturojoso raditaju un saimniecibu attistibas kopsakaribas;
4) noskaidrot piemerotakos indikatorus zemnieku sociala kapitala
novértésanai regionala aspekta;
5) atrast un novertet piemerotus scenarijus sociala kapitala attistibai
Zemgalg.

Teémas norobeZotiba — darba apjoma ierobezotibas d&l socialais kapitals pétits ka
socialas tikloSanas rezultats. Socialais kapitals izzinats Zemgales lauku teritorijas,
kuras notiek intenstva lauksaimnieciska razoSana. Par pamatu tiek nemts zemnieku
riciba esoSais socialais kapitals. Regionala attisttba darba bazéta uz zemnieku
saimniecibu attistibu.
Materiala un informativa baze darba mérka sasniegSanai, uzdevumu risinaSanai
un hipotézes pieradisSanai vai noraidiSanai:

» ES direktivas, LR likumi, MK' noteikumi un citi normativie dokumenti;

» LR Centralas statistikas parvaldes dati;

" ES — Eiropas Savieniba; LR — Latvijas Republika; MK — Ministru kabinets
10



ZM? sagatavotiec dokumenti, izstradatds programmas un sastaditie
parskati;

VID, VZD, LAD, VAAD, LVAEIL, LLKC, UR, ZAA, KS un NVO?
informacija;

Pasaules Bankas informativie materiali;
teorétiska un analitiska literatiira;
Latvijas un arvalstu zinatnieku publikacijas;
citi informacijas avoti, kas noraditi izmantotas literatiiras saraksta.
Darba uzdevumu risinaSanai lietotas vairakas metodes, kas izvéletas atbilstosi
katras nodalas p&tamajai problémai un parbaudamajai hipotézei:
»  visparzinatniskas -
* logiski - konstruktiva metode;
*  monografiska;
e analizes un sintézes metode;
» indukcijas un dedukcijas metode,
> statistisko p&tijumu metodes -
*  aprakstosa statistika;
¢ dinamikas rindu analize u.c.,
» neparametriskas metodes - izmantojot H1 kvadrata kriteriju,
» citas pétijumu metodes -
*  sociologiska aptauja;
* hierarhijas analize;
*  paru metode;
+  SVID* analize.

VVVY VYV 'V

Promocijas darbs strukturéts 5 nodalas.

Pirmaja nodala ictverts t€mas teorctiskais apskats, izzinata sociala kapitala
koncepcijas vesturiska attistiba. [zversta diskusija starp vairaku autoru darbiem par
sociala kapitala jedzienu un ta novertésanas indikatoriem. Apkopots vadoso sociala
kapitala petnieku koncepciju izverteéjums. Ekonomikas resursu iedalijuma socialais
kapitals un cilvékkapitals ir noteikti ka cilvéku resursi, ekonomikas resursu grupa
tie iepem lidzvertigu poziciju Iidzas dabas, finanSu un nefinanSu kapitalam.
Nodalas nosléguma piedavata autores izstradata sociala kapitala definicija.

Otraja nodala socialais kapitals analiz&ts no regiona pozicijam, darba ieskicéti
tadi nozimigi elementi regionalaja atfistiba ka cilveku regionala identitate,
individualitates vai autoritates, ka arT analiz€ts socialais kapitals ka
uznéméjdarbibu veicinoss elements regionos.

Z7M - Zemkopibas ministrija

* VID — Valsts ienémumu dienests; VZD — Valsts zemes dienests; LAD — Lauku atbalsta dienests;
VAAD - Valsts augu aizsardzibas dienests; LVAEI — Latvijas Valsts agraras ekonomikas institfits;
LLKC - Latvijas Lauku konsultaciju centrs; UR — Uzpémumu registrs; ZAA — Zemgales attistibas
agentiira; KS — kooperativas sabiedribas; NVO — nevalstiskas organizacijas

*SVID - Stipro un vajo pusu, iesp&ju un draudu analize
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Nakosajas divas nodalas izanalizéti Zemgales zemnieku divu aptauju rezultati,
tre§aja nodala, vadoties no sociala kapitala raditajiem un to ictekmes uz zemnieku
saimniecibu attistibu, bet ceturtaja nodala, izejot no dazadu limenu sociala
kapitala esamibas un pakartota investéSanas procesa attiecigaja regionalaja telpa.
Piektaja nodala ar hierarhijas analizes metodes palidzibu, pieaicinot ekspertus,
noteikti piem@rotakie zemnieku sociala kapitala attistibas iesp&amie scenariji
Zemgale. Nodala ieklauts scenariju novertgjums, izstradats sociala kapitala
attistibas scenariju ievieSanas ricibas plans, veikti izmaksu aprékini. Noteikts
optimalais scenarijs papildus resursu ieguldijjumam sociala kapitala attistiba
Zemgalg.

Darba nobeiguma formuléti galvenie atzinumi, secinajumi, problémas un
priekslikumi to risinasanai.

Promocijas darba aizstavamas tézes:
1. Socialais kapitals ir ekonomikas resurss, kas ietekmg regionu attistibu.
2. Pastav savstarp&jas sakaribas starp zemnieku riciba eso$o socialo kapitalu
un zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu.
3. Regionala attistiba butiska ir dazadu Iimenu sociala kapitala esamiba.
4. Sociala kapitala attistibai regiona nepiecieSams ieguldit papildus resursus.

Petijumu novitates.

1. Teorétisko un praktisko p&tijumu rezultata izveidotas sociala kapitala un
starpregionala sociala kapitala definicijas, kas vairdk piemérotas
ekonomiska rakstura petijumiem.

2. lzstradatas anketas sociala kapitala noveértéSanai un veikta zemnieku
aptauja Zemgales regiona.

3. Noskaidroti zemnieku sociala kapitala novértésanas indikatori Zemgalg.

4. lIzstradati un novertéti sociala kapitala attistibas scenariji Zemgales
regiona.

Darba zinatniskais nozimigums. Promocijas darba ietvertie pétfjumi un to
rezultatu interpretacija ir jauna pieeja zemnieku saimnieciskas darbibas un
regionalas attistibas izpétei Latvija. Izstradati un izvertéti zemnieku sociala
kapitala attistibas scenariji Zemgalg.

Darba tautsaimnieciskd nozime. Promocijas darba ietvertie un publicétie
pétijumu rezultati ir izmantojami ar lauksaimniecibu un regionalo attistibu saistito
institiiciju darbiba, veidojot lauksaimniecibas un lauku attistibas politiku,
koncepcijas, planus un programmas. P&tfjumu rezultati izmantojami konsultacijas
dienestu un nevalstisko organizaciju darbiba, lauku uznéméju talakizglitibas
darbibas programmu izstrad€ un to TstenoSana. Promocijas darba pétijuma
rezultatus iesp&jams adaptét pargjos Latvijas regionos.
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1. SOCIALA KAPITALA TEORETISKIE ASPEKTI

Nodalai ir 27 lappuses, 2 tabulas un 2 atteli.
Sociala kapitala teorétiskos pamatus var pétit dazada veida, - apkopojot, analizgjot
un izvertgjot zinatnes literatdru hronologiska seciba vai ari vadoties péc sociala
kapitala izpausmes veidiem, vai arT attiecinot socialo kapitalu uz konkrétu
sabiedribas kopienu vai regionalo telpu. Socialais kapitals ir cie$i saistits ar
cilvekkapitalu, ta ka cilvékkapitals jaunako laiku ekonomika jau ir iep€mis visai
stabilu vietu ekonomisko resursu iedalfjuma, tad arT socialajam kapitalam, kas
saistits ar attiecibu tikliem, uztic€Sanos, kooperaciju, koh&ziju un sadarbibu
sabiedriba, butu jaatveél sava vieta $aja sadalfjuma lidzas dabas un materialajiem
resursiem. Sociala kapitala pieskaitiSsanu pie klasiskajam ekonomisko resursu
formam daudzi ekonomisti noliedz, savukart citi izmanto diezgan plasi, lai atklatu
normas, asociacijas un tiklus, kas iespaido to, ka individi vai kopienas reaggé uz
dazadam iniciativam un iesp&jam. Ekonomisko tendenéu fonda prezidents ASV>
Dz. Rifkins (J. Rifkin) uzskata, ka patiesiba katrai lietai ir sava cena, un viss tiek
pardots, jakoncentr&jas uz ilgstosu attiecibu veidoSanu (2001., 2004.). Ekonomika
arvien lielaka uzmaniba tiek veltita iesp&jai parverst visu cilveka dzives laika giito
pieredzi par preci. L1dz ar to arT socialais kapitals kliist par ekonomikas resursu.
Autore piedava ekonomiskos resursus iedalit tris grupas un socialo kapitalu ieklaut
cilveka resursu grupa:
1) dabas resursi;
2) cilveka resursi:
o cilvekkapitals;
e socialais kapitals;
3) materialie resursi:
o finanSu kapitals;
¢ nefinansu kapitals.
Analizgjot daudzu autoru darbus ka Bourdieu P. (1980., 1983., 1986.), Bjornskov
Chr. (2002., 2005.), Castle E. (2002.), Colleman J. (1988.), Freitag M. (2001.),
Fukuyama Fr. (1995., 2001., 2002.), Harper R. (2001.), Inglehart R. (1997.),
Jacobs J. (1965., 1992.), Knack S. (1997.), Keefer P. (1997.), Koen C.I. (2003.),
Narayan D. (1997., 2001.), Pizza-Georgi B. (2002.), Portess A. (1998.), Putnam
R.D. (1994., 1995., 2000., 2001., 2003.), Rose R. (1998., 1999., 2000.), Woolcock
M. (2001.) griti ir izteikt apkopojoSus secinajumus par socialo kapitalu, jo pieeja ta
mérisanai, ka ar1 teor€tiskas nostajas ir dazadas, reiz€m pat pret€jas, piemeram,
R.Putnama (Putnam R.D.) un P.Burdjé (Bourdieu P.) koncepcijas par socialo
kapitalu. Visparinati var uzskatit, ka pastav divi teor€tiskie modeli, pirmais -
uzsver pieeju resursiem un varas sadalfjumam sabiedriba, politisko un ekonomisko
resursu pieejamibu caur socialajiem kontaktiem jeb tikliem (neomarksistiska

> ASV - Amerikas Savienotas Valstis
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paradigma), otrais - uzsver socialas normas un individu iesp&jas briva tirgus
ekonomikas apstaklos (neoliberala paradigma). Pirmais tips ir raksturigs P.Burdjé
teorijai, otrais - R.Putnama. Spilgtako So virzienu parstavju sociala kapitala
koncepciju izverte§jumu autore sniedz 1.tabula.

1.tabula

Sociala kapitala koncepciju izvertéjums

Teorétiskais Autors Sociala kapitala koncepcija
modelis pozitivais negativais
+ socialo kapitalu uztver ka - nepilnigi izversta sociala
ieguvumu; kapitala koncepcija, nav
+ socialo kapitalu skata ciesa veikti empiriski pétfjumi;
0 kontakta ar citam kapitala - sociala kapitala attistiba
g formam; varai (valdibai) pieskir loti
@ aa] + veiksmigi sasaista neelastigas nakotnes
x: R ekonomikas jautajumus ar redz&jumu.
2 tadiem, kuri tiek uzskatiti
g par nesaistitiem ar
é ekonomiku.
3 + socialo kapitalu uztver ka - sociala kapitala
H " vertibu (garigu, materialu); palielinasanu saista ar
5 + socialo kapitalu noverte ka iesp&jam, nenoverte
E ieglistamu resursu; motivaciju tam.
< + mégina sagrupét sociala
kapitala pamatfunkcijas un
ieguves avotus.
+ socialo kapitalu skata ka - socialo kapitalu neuztver ka
é ricibas avotu, ir racionala vienotu veselumu;
g pieeja sociala kapitala - sociala kapitala defingjums
= iZpéte; loti plass, kas apgriitina
M + izversta sociala kapitala un jédziena sapratni.
A cilvekkapitala savstarpgjo
sakaribu analize.
2 + sociala kapitala izp&ti veic - sociala kapitala attistibu liela
is nemot vera tautibas un méra skata caur uzticibas
2 kultiiras atSkiribas; prizmu, neparedzot §1
f.) o + sociala kapitala lieluma mainibu laika un
= g raksturo$anai lieto un telpa;
= paskaidro jédzienu - nenovertg valsts politikas
= ,.uzticibas radiuss”; lomu sociala kapitala
E + sociala kapitala veidoSanas attistiba.
procesa tpasu lomu pieskir
neformalajam attiecibam;
+ analiz€ ne tikai pozitivo, bet
ari negativo socialo kapitalu.
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1.tabulas turpinajums

Sociala kapitala koncepcija
Teorétiskais | Autors pozitivais negativais
modelis + augstu novérté kolektiva - socialo kapitalu vairak
lomu sociala kapitala uztver ka procesu, mazaku
radisana, pasi - sabiedrisko veribu pieskir rezultatam;
institliciju un organizaciju - sociala kapitala jédziens ir
" lomu; plass, attiecinams uz
RS g + socialo kapitalu skata ka neviendabigu telpu;
'g s pasvaldibu darbibas un - netiek novértéta valstisko
= ;5_: regionalas attistibas procesu loma sociala
8 ~ elementu; kapitala attTstiba.
= P A
+analiz€ sabiedrisko aktivitasu
limepa un individualisma
savstarpgjas sakaribas un to
ietekmi uz socialo kapitalu
sabiedriba.

Vairakas zinatnieku idejas sociala kapitala izpéte parklajas, tacu katra no 1.tabula
analizéto autoru koncepcijam ir savs originalais redzgjums. Sis sociala kapitala
teorijas ir pamata daudzu zinatnieku, p&tnieku darbiem par socialo kapitalu.
Sociala kapitala defingjumos sastopamas dazadas interpretacijas, tomer, kopuma
nemot, visdazadakie autori to censas konkretizet un izdala tris formas jeb jomas,
kas raksturo sociala kapitala esamibu un apjomu, tas ir:

1) iesaistiSanas dazadas asociacijas;

2) pilsonisko un socialo normu esamiba un nozime;

3) individa uztic€Sanas citiem, dazadam socialajam grupam un

institltiem.

Plasaks sociala kapitala defingjums ietver ari socialo un politisko kontekstu, kas
veido socialo struktiiru un lauj normam attistities. Pasaules Banka, kas ir vieniga
starptautiska organizacija, kura iesaistijusies sociala kapitala petnieciba, atzist, ka
sociala vienotiba ir loti nozimiga sabiedribai, lai notiktu ekonomiska attistiba un lai
attistiba biitu ilgtspgjiga.
Nemot véra faktu, ja socialais kapitals arvien noteiktak tiek atzits par ekonomikas
resursu, ja tiek atzits, ka socialajam kapitalam ir ietekme uz uznémuma
konkurétspgju un produktivitati, tad jaatzist, ka IidzSingjas sociala kapitala
koncepcijas socialo kapitalu skata vairak vai mazak ka tikloSanas procesu ar ta
iezimém. Patiesiba sociala kapitala izpratne ir daudz plasaka, jo 1pasSi ekonomika
butu jabazgjas uz rezultatu, ko dod socialais kapitals. Pie tam §is rezultats var biit
gan ta saukto ,,netveramo akttvu” veida, kas darbojas tiri garigaja un emocionalaja
sféra, gan materialaja zina, kad savstarp&jie kontaktu tikli lauj pilnigak attistit
individa saimniecisko darbibu, kas dod papildus pelnas iespgjas.
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Autore piedava savu sociala kapitala definiciju:
socialais kapitals ir ieguvumi no savstarpé&jam attiecibam, kas veidojas socialo
struktiiru tiklojuma un kas ietekmé individa ricibu.
Tadgjadi tiek butiski paplaSinata sociala kapitala izpratne, ja tikloSanas rezultata ir
radusies iespgja:

e  paaugstinat produktivitati, pelnu;

e ieglt jaunus darfjuma partnerus;

e iegit plasaku informaciju;

e  attistit sadarbibu un kooperaciju;

e giit drosibas sajiitu, palavibu utt.,
tad visi §ie ieguvumi ir arT sociala kapitala sniegtie rezultati. Sada veida definicija
ir daudz piemérotaka ekonomiska rakstura pétjjumiem, jo ekonomikas teorijas
centra ir cilvéku saimnieciska riciba un tas motivacija. So definiciju autore ari
izmanto sava darba praktiskaja p&tniecibas dala.
Lai gan jédzienu ,socialais kapitals” pasaulé jau licto vairakus gadu desmitus,
Latvija pastiprinatu uzmanibu tas ieguvis tikai p&dgjo piecu gadu laika. Kops
1996.gada Apvienoto Naciju Organizacija (ANO) Latvija sniedz ikgad&ju parskatu
par tautas attistibu. 2002./2003.gada parskata teéma bija cilvekdrosiba, kura arT tika
ieklauti sociala kapitala novertésanas kriteriji. Latvija sociala kapitala raditaji tick
verteti loti zema Iimeni, pat salidzinajuma ar pargjam kaiminvalstim. Ja mekl&jam
tam c€lonus, tad liela mera tie rodami vesturiskaja valsts attistiba, ka arT pasreiz
valstt valdoSaja visai augstaja korupcijas limeni. Vispargji pétijumi valstt par
socialo kapitalu nav veikti, atseviski autori, ka Boruks A., Krizmétra M., Rivza B.,
Rivza P., Stokmane I. (2000.); Mensikovs V. (2001.), Térauda V. (2001.); Klodane
G. (2004.); Strikis V., Pelse M., Leikucs J. (2003., 2004., 2005.); Zobena A.
(2005.); Zandere E. (2005.); Berzina K. (2006.), analiz€ So jeédzienu atSkirigas
interpretacijas.
Promocijas darba autore uzskata, lai neveidotos pretrunas, kadas vérojamas sociala
kapitala koncepcijas, sociala kapitala veidosanas nosacijumus, attistibas iespgjas un
ietekmi uz vispargjiem procesiem biitu jaskata daudz Sauraka ietvara, sakotngji
javeic §1 analize noteikti vienas valsts vai regiona, vai atseviS§ku nozaru, vai
sabiedribas kopienas ietvaros. Promocijas darba izpétes teritorija ir viens no
Latvijas regioniem — Zemgale.
1.nodalas satura ietilpstosas teorétiskas diskusijas kopsavilkums
Pasaulé vadoSo petnieku sociala kapitala koncepcijas ir atSkirigas, tacu sava starpa
tas nekonkur€, jo ir raditas atbilsto$i konkrétam pétjjuma objektam un laikam.
Pastav divi teorétiskie modeli, viens no tiem bazgjas uz pieeju resursiem ar socialo
tiklu palidzibu, otrs uz individa iesp&jam briva tirgus apstaklos. Lidz $im raditajas
sociala kapitala teorijas var izdalit gan pozitivas, gan negativas iezimes. Dazado
autoru sociala kapitala definicijas ir ietverta plasa spektra informacija un
interpretets atskirigs redz&ums. Aprobgjot socialo kapitalu ekonomika, vairak biitu
jakoncentrgjas uz sociala kapitala rezultativajam iezimém. Tas pilnigak lautu
novertet socialo kapitalu ka ekonomikas resursu.
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2. REGIONS UN SOCIALAIS KAPITALS

Nodalai ir 15 lappuses, 3 tabulas un 1 attels.

Vispargja praks€ pienemts, ka par regionu var saukt jebkuru lielu Zemes virsmas
dalu, kura péc fiziski geografiskam ipasibam vai cilvéka darbibas rakstura ir
atskiriga no apkartgjam dalam.

Latvija Sobrid iz8kir divus formalos regiona veidus: statistikas un planosanas. Par
formaliem regioniem sauc regionus, kurus ar tiesibu aktiem izveido noteiktu
funkciju izpildei, pie tam, paredzot nepiecieSsamos resursus un vadibu. So regionu
veidoSanai parasti ir politiska pieeja. Kop$ 2004.gada Latvija plano$anas regionu
robezas sakrit ar statistikas regionu robezam. Autore sava promocijas darba
izmanto plano$anas regionu iedalfjumu.

2.tabula
Latvijas regionu raksturojosie raditaji 2006.gada sakuma
ledzivo- T
i Iedzivotaju ipatsvars -
- - taju ledzivotaju
.. Platiba Iedzivo- - % e
Regions 2 _. . blivums vidgjais
km taju skaits . .
(cilv. uz Iseta Jauk vecums, gadi
| km?) pilsétas aukos
Kurzeme 13600 308433 22.7 62.5 37.5 39.3
Latgale 14549 359762 24.7 58.1 41.9 40.8
Pieriga 10134 369370 36.4 51.2 48.8 39.1
Riga 307 727578 2368.4 100.0 0.0 41.5
Vidzeme 15257 243039 15.9 42.4 57.6 39.5
Zemgale 10742 286408 26.7 48.1 51.9 39.0
Kopa 64589 2294590 355 68.0 32.0 40.2

Avots: LR CSP Demogridfija, (2006)

Regionu raksturojosie pamatraditaji apkopoti 2.tabula. Teritorijas zina visi Sie
regioni ir visai 11dzigi, tomér nedaudz mazaki platibas zina ir Zemgales un Rigas
regioni. ledzivotaju skaita zina regioni ir loti atSkirigi. Gandriz puse Latvijas
iedzivotaju dzivo Rigas un Pierigas regiona, jo Ipa$i galvaspilséta Riga. Vidzemg,
kas teritorijas zipa ir vislielaka, dzivo vismazak iedzivotaju, Iidz ar to Seit ir
vismazakais iedzivotaju blivums uz 1 km’, tikai 15.9, kas ir vairak ka divas reizes
mazaks raditajs neka vid&jais valsti. No izteiktajiem lauku teritoriju regioniem, ka
Zemgale, Latgale, Kurzeme un Vidzeme, vislielakais iedzivotaju blivums ir
Zemgalé - 26.7 cilveki uz 1 km” 2006.gada sakuma pilsétas un lauku iedzivotdju
proporcionalais iedalijums - vidgji 1/3 dala dzivo laukos, 2/3 - pilsétas, visvairak
laukos dzivo Vidzemes un Zemgales regionos, attiecigi 57.6 un 51.9 % no kopgja
iedzivotaju skaita. Iedzivotaju vidgjais vecums valsti ir 40.2 gadi, nedaudz jaunaki
iedzivotaji dzivo Zemgalg, kur vidgjais vecums 39 gadi.
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Iedzivotaju dabiskajai kustibai Latvija kop$ 1991.gada ir negativa bilance.
Analizgjot iedzivotaju skaita izmainas migracijas rezultata, péd&jos gados visos
regionos iedzivotaju skaits ir samazingjies, iznemot Zemgales un Pierigas regionu.
Migracijas picaugums Zemgalé no 1999.gada lidz 2003.gadam ir 1.6 tikstosi
cilveku jeb 36% pret izmainam kopa.

Cilveka vajadzibas var izvietot zinama hierarhija. Raugoties no socialpsihologa
A.Maslova vajadzibu hierarhijas, cilvékam piemit vajadziba piederét. Autore
2003.gada promocijas darba ietvaros veica eksperimentalu aptauju Zemgalg, lai
noskaidrotu, cik svarigi tas iedzivotajiem ir dzivot S$aja regiona. 57% no
aptaujatajiem ari turpmak vélgjas dzivot tiesi Zemgale. Sis raditajs sasaucas ar
ANO Attistibas programmas Latvija un Latvijas Universitates 2005.gada veikto
,Petljumu par ricibspgju regionos”, kurda loti cieSu piederibu savam regionam
izteica 68% respondenti no Rigas regiona un 50% respondenti no Zemgales
regiona, vismazakais $is raditajs bija Kurzemes regionam - 32%. Tikai apzinoties
savu piederibu kaut kam un esot apmierinatam ar $o piederibu, individs sak istenot
augstako vajadzibu — pasrealizaciju. Viena no piederibas izpausmém ir regionala
identitate, tas ir fenomens, kad cilvéki sevi identificé ar konkréta regiona socialo
sisttmu — ar tas cilveékiem, kulttru, tradicijam, dabas ainavam utt. Spéciga
regionala identitate nozimigi ietekm& sociala kapitala pieaugumu (sadarbibu,
kopgjas vertibas un uztic€Sanos). Ka noradijis zinatnieks G.Raagma (2002.),
regionalas un lokalas identitates apzina rada lielaku kolektiva un personiga darba
motivaciju, ieskaitot studijas un socialas aktivitates. Regionalas piederibas sajita
sekmé kooperaciju un sadarbibas tiklu veido$anu regionos.

Sociala kapitala izzinasana pasaulé faktiski aizsakas ar ta regionalo izpéti, jo
gandriz jebkura zinatniskas literatiras darba par socialo kapitalu ir atsauce uz
Roberta Putnama darbiem ,, Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern
Italy” (1993) un ,,Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American
Community” (2000). Pirmais darbs ir Italijas ziemelu un dienvidu regionalo
atSkiribu skaidrojums no sociala kapitala patsvara viedokla, bet otrs - §T p&tijuma
atkartojums ASV.

Maz ir tadu valstu pasaulg, kuras nepastavétu nelabvéligas regionalas atskiribas.
Tas pastav gan atsevi§ku valsts regionu, gan arT pilsétu un lauku teritorialo vienibu
starpa. Savukart, regionala attistiba ir labvéligas parmainas socialaja un
ekonomiskaja situacija visa valsts teritorija vai atseviskas tas dalas, tas uzdevums ir
nodro§inat ilgtsp&jigu un Iidzsvarotu teritorijas attistibu un mazinat nelabveligas
regionalas atskiribas.

Regionu griezuma ekonomiskaja attistiba ipass cilvékkapitala un sociala kapitala
kvalitates raditajs ir individualitates. Regiondlo un viet§jo struktiru pétijumos
regionalas kultiras at$kirigie elementi tiek vertéti gan ka attistibas prieksrociba,
gan ka tas kaveklis. Cilveku izturéSanas un mentalitate, ka arT socialas attiecibas,
ko ietver socialais kapitals, zinama méra nosaka apkartgjas telpas kvalitati, un tam
ir iz8kiroSa loma ekonomiskajos pasakumos. AtSkirtba no pargjam kapitalu
formam, socialais kapitals nav dibinats uz atsevisku lietu, bet gan rezultgjas no
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attiecibam starp lietam. Savukart, §is attiecibas tiek saistitas kopgja tiklojuma, un
ka jau 1993.gada atzim&ja R.Putnams, socialajiem tikliem ir vértiba. Tie palielina
gan individualo, gan kolektivo produktivitati, ka ar1 darbojas ka dzenskriive
fiziskajam kapitalam un labai izglitibai, kas, savukart, ietekm& humano kapitalu.

Lai ieskicgtu, ka individualitates un vinu socialais kapitals ietekmé regionus un taja
notiekoSos procesus, autore analiz€s situaciju administrativi regulgjosa regionala
tikla izveid€ Latvija. Regionalas attistibas raditaju analizi Latvija apgritina ne tikai
tas, ka Iidz 2004.gadam formalo regionu iedalijjuma robezas atSkiras, bet vél
apgrutinosaku statistisko datu izmantoSanu sagada sist€ma, pec kuras tika veidotas

dazadas regionalas iestades 20.gs. devindesmitajos gados.

3.tabula
Latvijas regionalais iedalijums
1723 % 7] 172) 172) 172) 2]

2 s = = [ [ LES S
s| QE: <S< a'ge Q5= Z 5 3 g
gl S5 <278 > 2% > .S 7 g £ B
a ge, | TEF 2= 2= Z = £ 5

Dienvid- Dienvid- Kurzeme Dienvid- Kurzeme Kurzeme

kurzeme kurzeme kurzeme

Kuldiga Kuldiga Kuldiga Kuldiga Kuldiga Kuldiga
& | Liepaja Liepaja Liepaja Liepaja Liepaja Liepaja
E Saldus Saldus Saldus Saldus Saldus Saldus
E Ziemel- Ziemel- Talsi Ziemel- Talsi Talsi
X | Kurzeme kurzeme Ventspils kurzeme Ventspils Ventspils

Talsi Talsi Talsi

Tukums Tukums Tukums

Ventspils Ventspils Ventspils

Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale

Bauska Bauska Bauska Bauska Bauska Bauska

Dobele Dobele Dobele Dobele Dobele Dobele
- Jelgava Jelgava Jelgava Jelgava Jelgava Jelgava
i; Vidus- Vidus- Aizkraukle Vidus- Aizkraukle | Aizkraukle
E" latvijas daugavas | Jekabpils | daugavas | Jekabpils Jekabpils
| Jekabpils | Aizkraukle | Tukums | Aizkraukle | Tukums

Madona Jekabpils Jekabpils

Madona Madona
Gulbene
Balvi

¢ 1/s - lauksaimniecibas
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3.tabulas turpingjums

w1
%2} i % _ICE 72} Ig 172} I% @ % * é*
5| a8z | 282 | o%g | 9EE | 3
9| SEZ | f2% | F2% | B2% | €9 2%
o~ ED |a > 3 [=] 2 - 8 — 5 8 -E 8
—
Ziemel- Vidzeme Vidzeme Vidzeme Vidzeme Vidzeme
vidzeme
Aluksne Altksne Aluksne Aluksne Altksne Aluksne
Cesis Cgsis Cesis Cesis Cgsis Cesis
% | Limbazi Limbazi Limbazi Limbazi Limbazi Gulbene
£ Valka Valka Valka Valka Valka Madona
< | Valmiera Valmiera Valmiera Valmiera Valmiera Valka
> Ziemel- Gulbene Gulbene Gulbene Valmiera
austrumu Madona Madona
Gulbene Ogre
Aluksne
Balvi
Austrum- Latgale Latgale Latgale Latgale Latgale
latgale
Ludza Daugavpils | Daugavpils Ludza Daugavpils | Daugavpils
Rézekne Kraslava Kraslava Preili Kraslava Kraslava
g Ludza Ludza Balvi Ludza Ludza
§n Preili Preili Rézekne Preili Preili
3| Dienvid- Rézekne Rézekne Dienvid- Rézekne Rézekne
latgale Balvi latgale Balvi Balvi
Daugavpils Daugavpils
Kraslava Kraslava
Preili
Lielrigas Rigas Rigas Lielrigas Rigas Rigas
Ogre Riga Riga Riga Riga Riga
§n Aizkraukle Ogre Ogre Ogre Jarmala Jarmala
& Riga Limbazi
Ogre
Tukums

"Piezime: statistikas un planosanas regionu teritoriju iedalijums lidz 2004.gada 1.maijam
Avots: autores veidota tabula, izmantojot VID, LR VZD, LAD, VAAD informaciju

Valsts parvaldes institiicijas, kuru darbiba notiek visa valsts teritorija, ir ieviesuSas
savu regionalo iedalfjumu (skatit 3.tabulu), to robeZas nesakrit ne ar statistiskajiem,
ne ar planoSanas regioniem. Saistiba ar lauksaimniecibu ir izveidots Lauku atbalsta
dienests ar regionalajam lauksaimniecibas parvaldém, zemes jautdjumus karto
Valsts zemes dienests ar savam regionalajam nodalam, nodoklu iekas&Sanas
funkciju veic Valsts ienémumu dienests, kuram arT ir regionalas iestades, un Valsts
augu aizsardzibas dienests, kurs atbild par augu aizsardzibas lidzeklu tirdzniecibas
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un lietoSanas kontroli, par augu valsts s€klas materiala uzraudzibu. Visam §im
institicijam ir ne tikai atSkiriga parraudziba eso$a teritorija, bet ari dazadi
regionalo iestazu nosaukumi. Vislielaka diference ir Latgales, Zemgales un
Vidzemes regionos. Lidzas jau tradicionalajiem regionu nosaukumiem,
regionalajam iestadém, kuras saistitas ar lauksaimniecibu, paradas vél astoni
dazadi nosaukumi, tadi ka Ziemelvidzeme, Ziemelaustrumi, Viduslatvija,
Vidusdaugava u.c. Cik pamatots ir katrs no Siem iedalfjumiem, ir javerte pasi, to
ietekméja gan iestazu vesturiska attistiba, gan materiali tehniskais nodroSinajums,
it Ipasi €ku un infrastruktiiras objektu esamiba. Autoresprat, So iestazu izveid€ ar1
loti bitisks bija sistéma stradajoso cilvéku faktors, kuri centas izveidot regionalo
iestadi pec iesp&jas pieejamaku sev un savam kolektivam, nevis paklautu vienotam
valsts teritorialajam iedalijumam. Tas ietekmé ari regionalo attistibu, jo teritorijas,
kuras darbojas izveidotas institlicijas, koncentr&jas resursi, veidojas socialais
kapitals.

Bez tam promocijas darba autore v€las uzsveért individualitaSu ipasi lielo lomu
mazajas pasvaldibas laukos, jo ta ka tajas ir neliels iedzivotaju skaits, ar autoritasu
skaits ir proporcionali mazs, 11dz ar to vinu ietekme uz dzives norisém pasvaldibas
ir daudz bitiskak pamanama gan pozitiva, gan negativa nozime.

2.nodalas kopsavilkums

Iedzivotaju dzives un darba vietas izvelg, pakartoti arT nodarboSanas veida izvele
bitiska loma ir regionalajai identitatei. LidzSin&jie p&tijumi Latvija parada, ka Tpasi
nozimigs §is faktors ir Rigas un tas apkartnes, ka ari Zemgales regiona
iedzivotajiem.

Latvija izveidotajam regionalajam iedalijumam ir senas tradicijas, tatu regionu
robezu mainiba no dazadu valsts institiciju puses Ilidz $im ir apgritindjusi
regionalos pétijumus. Regionalo iedalijumu un dazado to interpretaciju pédgjo
desmit gadu laika bitiski ir ietekméjis ari socialais kapitals, kur§ piemita
vadoSajiem darbiniekiem un administracijai attiecigajas, jau eso$ajas, institiicijas,
uz kuru bazes tika veidotas jaunas organizacijas Latvija. Regiona attistibu ietekme
individualitates, kas dzivo, strada noteikta teritorija, un vinu socialais kapitals.
Izteiktu regionalo atkiribu veido$anas ir mudindjusi zinatniekus pievérsties $o
jautajumu izpétei.

Kaut art detalizgta sociala kapitala izpete starptautiskaja telpa aizsakas tieSi ar ta
izpéti regionalaja konteksta, lidz §im nav radita un izstradata vienota koncepcija
sociala kapitala nozimei un ta izmériSanai regionalaja attistiba. Bet, lai raditu kaut
ko visaptvero$u, nepiecieSams veikt atseviSkus p@tfjumus par So t€mu. Tapec
nakosaja nodala autore centisies noskaidrot, kada loma ir socialajam kapitalam
lauku saimniecibu attistiba.
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3. ZEMNIEKU SAIMNIECIBU ATTISTIBAS UN SOCIALA
KAPITALA SAVSTARPEJAS SAKARIBAS ZEMGALE

Nodalai ir 31 lappuses, 12 tabulas un 4 atteli.

Lai pieradttu vai noraiditu promocijas darba izvirzito hipotezi, autore $aja nodala ir
izvirzijusi papildus hipotézi: socidlais kapitals darbojas ka zemnieku
saimniecibu attistibu veicinoss faktors.

3.1. Zemnieku saimniecibu veidoSanas

Latvija ka pamatnodarbosanas veids laukos ir lauksaimnieciba, un jo Tpasi
Zemgales regiona. Tapéc nozimiga iedzivotaju dala lauku pasvaldibas ir saistita ar
$o nodarbos$anos.
Laukiem ir unikala loma un 1pasas funkcijas tautas dziv€ un tautsaimnieciba, tie ir
telpa, kur izveidojusas primaras sféras visas nozares, kuras razo resursus, lai citas
nozares tos parstradatu un patérétu. Runajot par laukiem, pirmais to raksturojosais,
nemainigais resurss ir zeme, bet ka zemes kop€js un apsaimnickotajs — zemnieks,
lauku saimnieks.
Zemnieks tiek definéts ka persona, kuras pamatnodarbosanas un eksistences avots
ir tas TpaSuma esoSas vai nomatas zemes apstradasana un lauksaimniecibas
produktu raZzoSana. Promocijas darba autore izvélgjusies lietot So terminu, runajot
par juridiski noform&tu saimniecibu - zemnieku saimniecibu. Lauksaimnieciska
produkcija taja lielakoties tiek razota tirgum, tas vaditajs ir zemnieks, un
saimnieciskaja darbiba btiska ir arT visu pargjo gimenes loceklu loma.
Visaktivak zemnieku saimniecibas atjaunotas Latvijas neatkaribas laika tika
dibinatas no 1991. lidz 1995.gadam, Saja laika perioda izveidojas 31552
saimniecibas, kas ir 83.4% no pasreiz esosa dibinato zemnieku saimniecibu skaita.
Lidz 2005.gadam Latvija bija nodibinatas 37549 zemnieku saimniecibas, Zemgales
regiona nepilni 8000 saimniecibu jeb 21%. Parrékinot nodibinato saimniecibu
skaitu uz 1000 iedzivotdjiem regiona, Zemgal€ §is raditajs ir viens no augstakajiem
(1991.-1995. - 22.5; 1996.-2000. — 3.0; 2001.-2005. — 1.4). Zemgale zemnieku
saimniecibas apsaimnieko 59.3% no lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes regiona.
Tacu jaatzimé, ka reali ar saimniecisko darbibu Latvija nodarbojas tikai aptuveni
viena tresa dala no visam dibinatajam zemnieku saimniecibam, par to liecina LAD
dati, piem&ram, 2004.gada ES tieSo maksajumu sanemsanai Latvija bija pieteikusas
tikai 11611 zemnieku saimniecibas jeb 30.9%.
Vadoties no sociala kapitala aspekta, autore izdala tris apakSgrupas zemnieku
saimniecibu veidoSanas pirmsakumiem Latvija 20.gadsimta devindesmitajos
gados:

1) ar laukiem nesaistitie bijusie zemes Tpasnieki un mantinieki,

2) ar laukiem saistitie bijusie zemes pasnieki un mantinieki,
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3) bijusie lauksaimniecibas specialisti, vaditaji.
Autoresprat, vismazaka dzivotsp&ja bija saimniecibam, kuras dibinaja bijusie, ar
lauksaimniecibu nesaistitie, zemes Tipasnieki, bet visliclakd dzivotspgja-
saimniecibam, kuras dibinaja bijuSie lauksaimniecibas specialisti. Viniem,
protams, ka biitisks panakumu faktors bija gan sakotngja materiali tehniska baze,
gan kontaktu tikli Saja sfera, neskatoties uz to, ka vairakiem §1 sakotn&ja materiala
baze velakajos gados bija ka bremzgjoSs saimniecibas attistibas faktors, jo tas
»~lemidzinaja” vinpu modribu sekot lidzi visam jaunajam. Turpretim zemes
1pasnieki, kas pieder pirmajai grupai, sp&ja uznemties lielaku risku, ar nosactjumu,
ka zemnieku saimnieciba darbojas mantinieki bez bijuso ipasnieku (mates, teva)
klatbiitnes.
Viennozimigi var apgalvot, ka Latvijas v@sturiskie apstakli, IpaSuma
parmantojamibas parravums laika perioda, kad Latvija bija ieklauta PSRS’ sastava,
atstaja bitiskas korekcijas sociala dzives, tiklu, sabiedribas normu un uzticibas
plaksné. Kopuma autore vélas akcentét 4 faktorus, kas negativi ietekmé zemnieku
socialo kapitalu:

1) vesturiskie nosacijumi;

2) ciesas radnieciskas saites;

3) zemais mobilitates [Tmenis;

4) zemais paSnovertgjums.
Zemnieku saimnieciba ir gimenes uzp€mums, kura darbibas principus nosaka
cieSas radniecigas saites ne tikai emocionala Iimeni, bet arT tiri praktiska,
izmantojot radus ka darbaspeku. Savukart, uznéméjdarbibas veida saistiba ar zemi,
tas parmantojamiba, zemniekiem rada papildus slodzi attieciba uz vinu mobilitati.
Pie tam, lauku iedzivotajiem, vairak ka pilsétas iedzivotajiem, vérojams zemaks
pasnovertéjums.

3.2. Socialais kapitals un zemnieku saimniecibu attistiba

P&tfjuma ietvaros autore veica divas zemnieku saimniecibu aptaujas Zemgales
regiona. Aptauju anketu izstrade veidota pamatojoties uz sociala kapitala
teorgtiskajam studijam un autores izveidoto sociala kapitala definiciju. Pirma
aptauja 2004.gada® bija veltita zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas kritériju un sociala
kapitala kopsakaribu analizei. Aptauju mérkgrupa bija zemnieku saimniecibas,
kuras razo produkciju tirgum, tatad VID ik gadu iesniedz IIN vai UIN’ deklaraciju.
Aptauju rezultati apkopoti ar SPSS datu analizes rikiem. Visi statistiskie raditaji
aprekinati, izmantojot Statistical Package for Social Sciences programmu (SPSS
11.01).

" PSRS — Padomju Socialistisko Republiku savieniba

8 aptauja piedalijas 210 respondenti (generalkopa 3119 zemnieku saimniecibas), par derigam tika atzitas
207 anketas. Respondentu izvéle veidota péc randomizétas atlases principiem

? TIN — iedzivotaju iendkuma nodoklis; UIN — uzn&muma iendkumu nodoklis
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Izmantots x* — HT kvadrata (Chi-Square) tests divu nominalai skalai atbilstosu
pazimju savstarpgjas saistibas aprékinasanai. H1 kvadrata krit€riju aprékina péc
sekojosas formulas:

X2=Z:k (ni _ nAi) (1)
i=1 nA i
n; dota empiriska sadalfjuma frekvences;
i, atbilstosa teortiska sadalfjuma frekvences;
k intervalu skaits.

Empiriska un teorétiska sadalfjuma atbilstibas raksturoSanai tiek izvirzitas
hipotézes:

Hy: n;- ﬁi empiriskais sadalfjums atbilst teorétiskajam sadalfjumam,

H:n;. ﬁi empiriskais sadaltjums neatbilst teorétiskajam sadalfjumam.

Lémuma pienemsanai izmantota p — vértibas'® pieeja. Datu ticamibas limenis
piepemts, ka 0=0.05. Izmantojot H1 kvadrata kriteriju jaraugas, lai visos intervalos
butu pietiekosi liels novérojumu skaits, ne mazaks ka pieci. Ja §1 prasiba
neizpildas, intervali jaapvieno. Divu pazimju sakaribu raksturo$anai izmantots
statistiskas ticamibas koeficienti Phi un Cramer’sV.
Ka zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas limeni raksturojosi kritériji izveleti:
e apsaimniekojama zemes platiba hektaros;
e zemes platibas izmainas p&d&jos 10 gados;
e SAPARD'" lidzek]u izmanto$ana saimniecibas attistiba;
e gimenes paSreiz€jais materialais stavoklis;
e respondentu viedoklis par savas saimniecibas dzivotsp&ju nakotné.
Tie ir raditaji, kas raksturo zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu, saimniecibu pieaugoso
vai samazinoso vertibu.
Ka sociala kapitala indikatori zemnieku saimniecibas veiksmigai attistibai
izveleti:
1) zemnieku daliba'? dazadas sabiedriskas aktivitates:
e  politiskas partijas vai grupas;
e profesionalas biedribas, apvienibas, asociacijas, kas saistitas ar
lauksaimniecisko razoSanu;
e Jauksaimnieku sabiedriskas organizacijas, kas saistitas ar
iesaistiSanos agraras politikas veidosana;
religiskas vai baznicas organizacijas;
darba grupas, kas piedalas pasvaldibas jautajumu risinasana;
organizgtas sporta nodarbibas;
pasdarbibas kolektivos (koris, deju kolektivi u.c.);

1 p-vértiba — mazakais biitiskuma [imenis, ar kuru noraida nulles hipotezi
" SAPARD - Speciala pirmsiestasanas programma lauksaimniecibai un lauku attistibai
12 daliba vérteta ar skaitu, cik organizacijas ir iesaistijies respondents
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2) kooperacija, daliba kada kooperativa;
3) uzticesanas cilvékiem un dazadam institlicijam.
Iegtitie rezultati apkopoti nakosajas tabulas.

4 tabula
Sabiedrisko aktivitasu saistiba ar saimniecibu
izaugsmes kritérijiem
13 —_— . B B
Zls " vaditaju APSAM- | 7 nes | SAPARD | Materia- | Simnie-
iesaistiSanas _ niekoja- . . cibas
. L0~ | Vertiba _ platibas 1zmanto- lais -
sabiedriskajas ma zemes | . . " _ . dzivot-
o - izmainas Sana stavoklis _.
aktivitates platiba ’ sp&ja
Profesionalas
biedribas, pz 0.000 0.001 0.083 0.680 0.039
apvienibas, X 27.772 18.623 2.998 0.771 6.513
asociacijas
E:;‘iﬁ;ﬁ:ku p 0.000 0.001 0.012 0378 0.094
o x’ 53.453 18.378 6.343 1.946 4.729
organizacijas
Darba grupas,
kas risina p 0312 0.532 0.625 0.061 0.615
pasvaldibas v’ 5.938 3.157 0.239 5.587 0.973
jautajumus
(s)rff:;‘zetas B 0.188 0.200 0.061 0.230 0.045
porta x 7.473 5.991 3514 2.939 6.193
nodarbibas
Pasdarbibas P2 0.405 0.164 0.210 0.209 0.764
kolektivos X 5.088 6.512 1.570 3.133 0.540

Avots: autores aprékinati dati, balstoties uz aptaujas rezultatiem
Piezime: izceltas ir vertibas, kuras parada sakartbas esamibu starp faktoriem

4.tabula redzams, ka pastav savstarpgja saistiba starp saimnieciskas veiksmes
krit€rijiem: apsaimniekojamo zemes platibu, to izmainam, respondentu dalibu
dazadas profesionalas biedribas, asociacijas, apvienibas, ari zemnieku dalibu
dazadas lauksaimnieciska rakstura sabiedriskas organizacijas, p vertiba mazaka par
0.05. Hi kvadrata vertiba ir robezas no 18.378 Iidz 53.453. Pastav arT savstarpgja
sakariba starp saimniecibas dzivotsp&ju un dalibu profesionalas biedribas,
apvienibas, asociacijas (x*=6.513), un starp SAPARD izmanto$anu, un zemnieku
dalibu lauksaimnieku sabiedriskas organizacijas (’=6.343), p vértiba mazaka par
0.05. Ka sociala kapitala indikatorus zemnieku saimniecibu attistiba no indikatoru
grupas — zemnicku daliba dazadas sabiedriskas aktivitates, nav izmantojama
zemnieku daliba vietgjo pasvaldibu darba grupas, organizétajas sporta nodarbibas

13 2/s — zemnieku saimnieciba
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un pasdarbibas kolektivos, jo p vertibas ir lielakas par 0.05, iznpemot vienu
gadijumu, kad starp dalibu organizétajas sporta nodarbibas un saimniecibas
dzivotspéju paradas savstarpgja sakariba (x* = 6.193), p vértiba mazika par 0.05.
Aptauja tika noskaidrota arl respondentu iesaistiSanas politiskajas partijas un
sabiedriskajas aktivitateés dazadas religiskajas organizacijas. No 207 respondentiem
tikai 6 atzina, ka darbojas politiskaja partija vai tas grupa, un tikai 8 religiskajas
organizacijas, tadel Sie indikatori nav ietverti sakaribu tabula.

Visvairak savstarpgjas sakaribas no izvéletajiem zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas
Itmeni raksturojoSiem krit€rijiem ar sociala kapitala indikatoru grupu — zemnieku
dalibu dazadas sabiedriskas aktivitates, uzrada apsaimniekojamas zemes platibas
un zemes platibu izmainu raditaji.

Zemnieki Zemgal@ praktiski darbojas tikai lauksaimnieciska rakstura kooperativos.
Sobrid Latvija ir izveidojusies dazi desmiti spgcigu kooperativu, kuri pgdgjo gadu
laika guvusi uzticibu lauku uzp@méju vidi. Aptauja autore velgjas noskaidrot
respondentu domas par to, vai kooperativi zemnieku darbu uzlabo vai pasliktina.
No 207 respondentiem 123 doma, ka uzlabo, 5 doma, ka pasliktina, 46 uzskata, ka
nekadi neietekmég, bet 33 respondentiem nebija viedokla par $o jautajumu.

S.tabula
Savstarpéjas sakaribas starp zemnieku saimniecibu izaugsmi raksturojoSiem
kriterijiem un Iidzdalibu kooperativa

Zemnieku saimniecisko izaugsmi raksturojosie Vertibas
kriteriji 5 p-vertiba Koeficients
X Cramer’s
Apsaimniekojama zemes platiba 39.249 0.000 0.435
Zemes platibas izmainas 31.802 0.000 0.392
SAPARD izmanto$ana 17.260 0.000 0.289
Materialais stavoklis 10.310 0.006 0.223
Saimniecibas dzivotspgja 7.699 0.021 0.193

Avots: autores aprekindti dati, balstoties uz aptaujas rezultatiem
Piezime: izceltas vértibas, kuram saikne starp faktoriem ir nozimiga

Izvertgjot iegiitos aptaujas rezultatus par kooperaciju, jasecina, ka pastav sakariba
starp zemnieku iesaistiSanos kooperacija un zemnieku saimniecibas attistibas
Itmeni raksturojoSiem krit€rijiem, jo pilnigi ar visiem indikatoriem novérojama
sakariba, p vértiba zemaka par 0.05, H1 kvadrata kritérijs ir robezas no 7.699
(saimniecibas dzivotsp€jai) 1idz 39.249 (apsaimniekojamai zemes platibai). Pie tam
visciesaka sakariba pastav starp apsaimniekojamo zemju platibu un dalibu
kooperativos. Sadu lémumu autore pamato ar Kramera koeficienta vértibam
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Cramer’s V=0.435. Vismazaka cieSuma pakape vérojama starp dalibu kooperativa
un saimniecibas dzivotsp&ju Cramer’sV=0.193 (skatit 5.tabulu).
Lai parbauditu savstarpgjas sakaribas starp zemnieku saimniecibu izaugsmi
raksturojoSiem Kkrit€rijiem un uzticé$anos, aptauja tika ieklauti divi jautajumi,
kuros ietvertas atbildes par vairakiem zemnieku uzticibas vertiem objektiem. Viens
no jautdgjumiem bija vérsts uz to, vai cilvéekiem kopuma var uzticéties. Saja
gadfjuma rezultati neuzradija savstarpgjas sakaribas ar zemnieku saimniecibu
izaugsmi. Otra jautajuma savstarpgjo sakaribu rezultati paraditi 6.tabula. No
izveletiem saimnieciskas veiksmes kriterijiem tabula nav atspoguloti divi:
apsaimniekojamas zemes platibas un to izmainas p&dgjo gadu laika. Tas tadel, ka
starp Siem krit€rijiem un uztic€Sanas pakapi dazadam institlicijam, p&c aptaujas
datiem, nepastavéja savstarp&jas sakaribas.

6.tabula

Savstarpéjas sakaribas starp zemnieku saimniecibu izaugsmi raksturojoSiem
kritérijiem un uzticéSanos dazada veida institacijam

UzticéSanas _ SAPARD Materialais Saimniecibas
R Veértiba . N _ . _ _.
institlicijam izmantoSana stavoklis dzivotspgja
o p 0.475 0.102 0.026
Valdibai 7 1.489 7.720 11.059
. . D 0.748 0.121 0.092
Pasvaldibai v 0.580 7304 7.986
. . p 0.536 0.001 0.001
Eiropas Savienibai % 1.248 17.945 18.427
Tiesibsargajosajam p 0.970 0.213 0.201
iestadem 2 0.060 5.823 5.972
o D 0.254 0.248 0.000
Banku sistemai e 2743 5.405 21.762
Sabiedriskajam p 0.035 0.039 0.012
organizacijam Y 6.678 10.060 12.915
Baznicai, p 0.736 0.650 0.709
religiskajam >
organizacijam % 0.613 2.471 2.143
p 0.668 0.050 0.388
M d
as medytem 7 0.808 9.491 4.138
Izglitibas sisteémai P 0423 0.009 0.042
g w2 1.722 13.563 9.923

Avots: autores aprékinati dati, balstoties uz aptaujas rezultatiem
Piezime: izceltas ir vertibas, kuras nosaka sakaribu esamibu starp faktoriem

Visvairak savstarpgjo sakaribu pastav starp respondentu viedokli par savas
saimniecibas dzivotspgju nakotné un vigu uzticéSanas pakapi dazadam
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institicijam: valdibai (3’=11.059), Eiropas Savienibai (y’=18.427), banku sistémai
valsti (x’=21.762), sabiedriskajam organizacijam (y’=12.915) un izglitibas
sistémai (31°=9.923), p vértibas mazakas par 0.05. Vairakas savstarpgjas sakaribas
pastav arT starp respondentu viedokli par gimenes pasreizgjo materialo stavokli un
vinu uztice$anas pakapi dazadam institiicijam: Eiropas Savienibai (x°=17.945),
sabiedriskajam organizacijam (3°=10.060), masu medijiem (%*=9.491) un valsts
izglitibas sistémai (x’=13.563) p vértiba visos gadijumos mazaka par 0.05.
Zemnieku saimniecibu SAPARD izmantoSanas gadijuma noverojama tikai viena
savstarpgja sakariba ar uztic€Sanos sabiedriskajam organizacijam, kur p vértiba ir
0.035, bet hi kvadrata vértiba - 6.678.
Saskana ar iegiitajiem datiem, lauku uzp€meju saimniecisko attistibu neietekme
uzticé$anas vai neuzticESanas paSvaldibam, tiesibsargdjosam iestadém un
religiskajam organizacijam. Hi kvadrata kriterijs $ajos gadijumos ir robezas no
0.060 Iidz 7.986, un p vertiba - no 0.201 lidz 0.970.
3.nodalas kopsavilkums
Nodalas sakuma autores izvirzita papildus hipotéze, ka socialais kapitals darbojas
ka zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu veicinoss faktors, apstiprinas, jo p&c aptaujas
rezultatiem var secinat, ka saimnieciska izaugsme ir atkariga no vairakiem sociala
kapitala indikatoriem:
e no zemnieku dalibas profesionalajas biedribas, apvienibas, asociacijas
un dazadas lauksaimnieciska rakstura sabiedriskajas organizacijas;
e no zemnieku saimniecibu dalibas lauksaimnieciska rakstura
kooperativos;
®  no spgjas uzticEties, jo Tpasi institlicijam, kuras, péc zemnicku domam,
ietekmé saimniecisko attistibu. Sada veida institiicijas Latvija ir
valdiba, banku sisteéma, dazadas sabiedriskas organizacijas, izglitibas
iestades un dalgji arT masu mediji, ka ari Eiropas Savienibas
institficijas.
Lidz ar to Sos indikatorus var izmantot Zemgales regiona, lai novértétu sociala
kapitala ietekmi uz zemnieku saimniecibu izaugsmi, sociala kapitala ietekmi uz
saimniecibu pieaugo$o veértibu.
Zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu neietekmé tadi sociala kapitala indikatori ka:
e zemnieku daliba darba grupas, kas risina pasvaldibu jautajumus;
piedaliSanas pasdarbibas kolektivos;
daliba politiskajas partijas un religiskajas organizacijas;
zemnieku uzticé$anas pakape cilvékiem kopuma;
uztic€Sanas pasvaldibai un tiesibsargajoSajam iestadeém;
uztic€$anas baznicai un religiskajam organizacijam.

28



4. SOCIALA KAPITALA REGIONALIE ASPEKTI

Nodalai ir 19 lappuses, 14 tabulas un 2 attéli.
Iepriekséja nodala bija veltita savstarp&jo sakaribu mekl&jumiem starp atseviskiem
sociala kapitala indikatoriem un zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu raksturojosajiem
krit€rijiem. Tika skaidrots, vai socialais kapitals ir zemnieku saimniecibu materialo
labklajibu ietekmgjoss faktors. Sis nodalas koncepcijas pamata ir sociala kapitala
regionalo aspektu noskaidroSana.
Izmantojot socialo kapitalu, uznéméjs paver jaunas kvalitativas perspektivas savam
biznesam, savukart, neizmantojot ST kapitala veida iespg&jas publiskaja sektora, tick
trauc@ta ne tikai §T uzn@muma attistiba, bet visas apkartgjas teritorijas attistiba.
Saja nodala autore izvirza papildus hipotézi: tas zemnieku saimniecibas, kuru
riciba ir vairak regionala vai starpregionala rakstura socialais kapitals,
attistas labak un investé vairak ari regionu attistiba neka tas, kuras balstitas
tikai uz Sauras kopienas vai vietéja rakstura socialo kapitalu.
Socialais kapitals starpregionala telpa ir kapitals, kas veidojas uz vairaku
administrativo vienibu bazes. Latvija par $ada veida kapitalu varam runat, ja
socialo kontaktu tikli sazarojusies vairaku pasvaldibu un/vai regionu teritorijas.
Autore ir izveidojusi starpregionala sociala kapitala definiciju: starpregionalais
socialais kapitals ir ieguvumi no savstarpéjam attiecibam, kas veidojas socialo
struktiiru tiklojuma un kas ietekmé individa ricibu, pie tam Sis kapitals ir
bazeéts uz vairakam administrativajam vienibam.
Otro zemnieku saimniecibu aptauju 2005.gada'* promocijas darba autore veltija
zemnieku sociala kapitala un regionalas telpas kopsakaribu analizei. Sis aptaujas
mérkis bija noskaidrot piemerotakos indikatorus sociala kapitala telpiskas
struktiiras raksturo$anai zemnieku saimniecibas un izvertét saimniecibu attistibas
un regionalas attistibas galvenos savstarpgjo sakaribu aspektus sociala kapitala
telpiskaja dimensija.
Ka zemnieku saimniecibu izaugsmi raksturojosie kritériji tika izveleti raditaji,
kas raksturo saimniecibu pieaugoso vai samazinoSo vertibu:

e respondentu viedoklis par to, vai vinu saimnieciba attistas;

e zemnieku saimniecibu apgrozijuma'’ picauguma limenis (izdaliti 2

piecauguma ltmeni);
e apsaimnickojamas zemes platibu izmainas (izdaliti 3 izmainu rangi).

' aptauja piedalfjas 196 respondenti, un par derigam tika atzitas 192 anketas. Respondentu izvéle
veidota p&c randomiz&tas atlases principiem
% apgrozijums jeb ienémumi no saimnieciskas darbibas viena gada laika
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Telpiska dimensija, izvert€jot zemnieku saimniecibu socialo kapitalu, aptauja tika
ietverti vairaki indikatori, lai atlasttu objektivakos, kas raksturotu zemnieku sociala
kapitala regionalos aspektus, un tie ir:

e zemnieku sabiedriska aktivitate viet€jas pasvaldibas un regionalaja

telpa;

e  valsts varas un vietgjo pasvaldibu ievéleésanas procesa aktivitate;

e  daliba vietgjas un valsts varas vadiba;

e piedaliSanas konkursos ,,Par sakoptako s€tu” viet€jo paSvaldibu un

valsts ITment;

e piedalisanas kooperativos;

e iepemamais amats sabiedriska organizacija.
Petfjuma ietvaros autore noteica savstarp&jas sakaribas starp visiem izvirzitajiem
sociala kapitala telpiskas dimensijas indikatoriem un zemnieku saimniecibu
izaugsmi raksturojosiem kriterijiem. Ikviens no $iem indikatoriem lauj spriest par
zinamam sabiedrisko tiklojumu veido$anas norisém kada no regionalajam telpam,
tau ne visos gadijumos konstatétas savstarpgjas sakaribas ar zemnieku
saimniecibu attistibu.
Sociala kapitala teoretiki biezi vien savos pétfjumos izmanto balsoSanas procesa
aktivitati ka sociala kapitala indikatoru, pienemot, ka tiem, kuri piedalas nacionalas
varas ievélesana, ir izteikti plasaks socialais kapitals, kas tendéts uz starpregionalo
telpu neka tiem, kuri labpratak piedalas vietgjas varas ievélesana. Tacu zemnieki
Zemgal@ ir visai apzinigi un vienlidz aktivi ievel gan viet&jo, gan valsts varu.
ArT nemt aktivu dalibu pasiem politiskaja vara ka deputatiem, zemniekiem ir visai
iecienita nodarbe, jo TpaSi viet€jas pasvaldibas. 1.att€la paradita zemnieku
aktivitate divu pédgjo viet€jo paSvaldibu véléSanu procesa Latvijas regionos,
balotgjoties tajas ka deputatu kandidatiem, un attiecigi ievéléto zemnieku patsvars
no pasvaldibas deputatu kopskaita.
Procentuali pedgjas pasvaldibas velesanas zemnieku aktivitate balotéSanas procesa
valstl kopuma samazinajas par 1.6%. Liela mera tas saistits ar viet€jo pasvaldibu
skaita samazinaSanos, ta¢u kopuma var teikt, ka aptuveni viena desmita dala
deputatu kandidatu ir zemnieki. Iev@leto deputatu - zemnieku skaits ir
proporcionali vl lielaks. Zemgalé 2001.gada v€leéSanas no visiem ieveletajiem
deputatiem 12.2% bija zemnieki, bet 2005.gada - 12.3%, Sie raditaji ir
visaugstakie, salidzinot ar par€jiem regioniem (skatit 1.att€lu).
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12.3 11.6
12 4 @ 122 10.8

10.8
9.4 9.9

9.2 . ® 93

7.6

Pieriga Zemgale  Kurzeme Vidzeme Latgale  Vidgji valsti

B balotésanas velesanas 2001.g.% no kandidatu sk.
O balotésanas velesanas 2005.g.% no kandidatu sk.
® % no ieveleto sk.2001.g.
@ % no ieveleto sk.2005.g.

Avots: autores aprékins, izmantojot Centraldas vélesanu komisijas datus

1.att. Zemnieku aktivitate vietéjas pasvaldibu véleSanas
2001. un 2005.gada (procentos)

Latvijas nacionala limena Saeimas vE€l€Sanas procesa zemnieku popularitate nav tik
liela. No kopgja deputatu kandidatu skaita tikai 2-3% ir zemnieki, no ievéletajiem
100 deputatiem tikai paris norada saistibu ar zemniecibu. Tadgjadi So indikatoru
griiti izmantot ka zemnieku sociala kapitala telpiskas dimensijas indikatoru.
Vertgjot nakoSos indikatorus: dalibu konkursos ,,Par sakoptako sétu” un ienemamo
amatu sabiedriskajas organizacijas, autore secindja, ka savstarpgjas sakaribas ar
izveletajiem saimnieciskas izaugsmes kriterijiem paradas dalgji, ne visos
gadijumos, tadgjadi tie var kalpot vairak faktu konstatacijai, nevis zinatniskajiem
pétjjumiem.
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Sociala kapitala indikatori - zemnieku sabiedriskas aktivitates raksturoSanai
vietgjas pasvaldibas, izveleti $adi:

e darbojas ka deputats vai arT piedalas vietjas pasvaldibas darba

grupas, komisijas;

e pagasta pasdarbibas kolektivos vai organizétas sporta aktivitates;

e ziedo lidzeklus pasvaldibas vajadzibam
Petjuma nemts vera, ka sabiedriskas (nevalstiskas) organizacijas, péc kuram
noverté dalibu, Latvijas lauku teritorijas registrétas un darbojas loti maza skaita,
lielakoties tas veidojas un savu darbibu izvers pils€tu teritorijas.
Tapec, lai telpiska dimensija izvertétu zemnieku socialo kapitalu, autore izdala
cetru Iimenu socialo kapitalu (to veidosanas principi paraditi 7.tabula):

1) Sauras kopienas;

2) vietgjais;

3) regionalais;

4) starpregionalais.

7.tabula
Zemnieku sociala kapitala telpiska struktiira
Sociala kapitala ltmenis Sociala kapitala indikatori
1. Sauras kopienas aktivitates n€, sabiedriskas organizacijas né
2. vietgjais aktivitates ja, sabiedriskas organizacijas né
3. regionalais aktivitates né, sabiedriskas organizacijas ja
4. starpregionalais aktivitates ja, sabiedriskas organizacijas ja

Varétu rasties jautajums, kapéc tiesi $adi indikatori tiek izdaliti regionalajam un
starpregionalajam socialajam kapitalam. Tas saimniecibas, kuras razo produkciju
tirgum, ir 1idzigas pozicijas no produkcijas razoSanas un realizacijas viedokla,
atSkiriba rodas tiesi neformalo attiecibu tikla. Ja m&s vienas pasvaldibas teritoriju
uzlikojam ka atsevisku regionalu kategoriju, bet rajonu, novadu, regionu, valsti ka
citas regionalas kategorijas, tad varam pienemt, ka attiecibu tiklojumi, kas veidojas
kada pasvaldiba, un attiecibas, kas pastav arpus §Is vienas paSvaldibas, veido
savstarp&ju mijiedarbibu, ko var uzskatit par starpregionalu procesu.

Zemnieku otras aptaujas rezultati SPSS programma tika sagrup€ti Cetras grupas
attieciba p&c sociala kapitala telpiskas struktiiras limeniem (skatit 7.tabulu). Sauras
kopienas ITmena socialais kapitals bija 40 respondentiem, vietjais - 26,
regionalais- 51, bet visvairak respondentu bija ar starpregionala limena socialo
kapitalu - 75.

Zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu raksturojoso krit€riju un izvirzito Cetru limenu
sociala kapitala savstarpgjo sakaribu rezultati paraditi 8. tabula.
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8.tabula

Zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas raksturojo$o kritériju un
sociala kapitala limenu savstarpéjas sakaribas

Attistibas kriteriji x’ Phi p —vértiba | Sakariba
Zemes platibu izmaiu 35.834 0.432 0.000 pastav
pakape
Apgrozijuma picauguma 8.766 0.219 0.033 pastav
limenis
Viedoklis par -
saimniecibas attistibu 21595 0.335 0.000 pastav

Avots: autores aprékinati dati, balstoties uz aptaujas rezultatiem

Starp visiem zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu raksturojo$iem krit€rijiem un sociala
kapitala telpiskas struktliras ITmeniem pastav sakariba, jo p - vertiba ir mazaka par
0.05 (0.000<0.05; 0.033<0.05; 0.000<0.05), hi kvadrata kriterijs ir robezas no
8.766 lidz 35.834. Sakaribu cieSuma koeficients Phi rada, ka viscieSaka sakariba ir
starp sociala kapitala telpiskas struktiiras [imeniem un zemes platibu izmainam, jo
$aja gadijuma koeficients ir visaugstakais (Phi=0.432), tam seko sakariba ar
respondentu vert§jumu par saimniecibas attistibu (Phi=0.335). Apgrozijuma
pieauguma Itmenis ienem 3. vietu sakaribu cieSuma ranga (Phi=0.219).

Ieprieks analizétie zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu raksturojosie kritériji un sociala
kapitala savstarpgjas sakaribas, kur socialais kapitals vertéts regionalaja aspekta
péc zemnieku iesaistisanas vietgjo pasvaldibu vai citas regionalas telpas aktivitates
vispirms parada paSu zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu. Zemnieku saimniecibas
attistiba nozime:

1) ienakumus — pelna, labklajiba Tpasniekam un vina gimenei;

2) ienakumus - samaksatie nodokli paSvaldibas budzeta, sakartota
apkartgja vide viet€ja pasvaldiba;

3) ienakumus - samaksatie nodokli valstij, lauksaimniecibas primaro un
sekundaro nozaru attistibu, labvéligas lauku attistibas politikas
veidosanos.

Sie visi ienakumi ir paredzeti konkrétam adresatam noteikta regionalaja telpa.
Attistibas procesam ir multiplicgjoSs raksturs. Invest€Sanas process, pirmkart,
notiek tiesi, tas ir izteikts naudas izteiksmé, otrkart, nemot véra socialo kapitalu,
netie§i. Sis investicijas veidojas no savstarpgjiem kontaktiem, uztice$anas,
kooperacijas un kohgzijas.

4.nodalas kopsavilkums

Zemnieku saimniecibu attistiba ir saistita ar zemnieku sociala kapitala telpiskas
struktiiras ITmeniem. Sociala kapitala veidoSanas ietvars biezi vien parsniedz vienas
teritorialas vienibas robezas, lidz ar to var izdalit starpregionalo socialo kapitalu,
kas bazgts uz vairakam administrativajam vienibam.
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Nodalas sakuma izvirzita papildus hipotéze ir apstiprindjusies. Tas saimniecibas,
kuru riciba ir vairak regionala vai starpregionala rakstura socialais kapitals, attistas
labak neka tas, kuras parsvara ir Sauras kopienas vai vietSjais socialais kapitals. Par
to liecina sociala kapitala telpisko ITmenu indikatoru savstarpgjas sakaribas ar
zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas kriterijiem. Atkariba no zemnieku saimniecibu
riciba esosa sociala kapitala Itmepa notiek arT investéSanas process attiecigaja
regionalaja telpa. Nozimigaku ieguldijumu regionalaja attistiba sniedz zemnieku
saimniecibas, kuru socialais kapitals tiek radits, kontaktu tikli un neformala darbiba
notiek gan viet€jo pasvaldibu, gan regionu limeni. Tadgjadi zemnieku saimniecibu
attistiba un katra regiona attistiba ir svariga visu Cetru limenu sociala kapitala
esamiba.

Telpiskaja dimensija ka pienemamakais indikators zemnieku sociala kapitala
novértéSanai Zemgal@ ir vinu daliba sabiedriskajas aktivitates viet€ja pasvaldiba un
daliba sabiedriskajas organizacijas regionalaja un starpregionalaja telpa.

5. ZEMNIEKU SOCIALA KAPITALA ATTISTIBAS
IESPEJAS ZEMGALE

Nodaljai ir 32 lappuses, 11 tabulas un 13 atteli.
Veikto petijumu analize liecina, ka sociala kapitala attistiba ir nozimiga individam,
vina saimnieciskajai darbibai un ari regionalajai telpai. Zemnieku saimniecibas
attistiba neattiecas tikai uz saimniecibas Tpas$nieku, ta ietekmé vina gimeni un ari
pargjos saimnieciba nodarbinatos. Ja zemnieka socialais kapitals bis labi attistits,
tas atstds pozitivu iespaidu uz visiem saimnieciba stradajosajiem, zemnieku
saimnieciba papildus tiks piesaistits finanSu kapitals, blis iesp&ja pilnveidoties
cilvekkapitalam, tadgjadi tas atstas pozitivu ietekmi ari regionalaja telpa. Svarigi ir
izvertet sociala kapitala palielinaSanas instrumentus, nemot v&ra mérka grupu,
laiku, esoSo situaciju un teritoriju.
Ir noskaidrots, ka sociala kapitala radiSana, zemniekiem svariga ir:

e vinu daliba sabiedriskajas organizacijas;

e daliba vietgjo pasvaldibu aktivitates;

e kooperacija;

e uzticSanas atseviskam institiicijam.
AT regionam, ka telpiskai struktiirai ir svarigi piesaistit socialo kapitalu, visu to
ieguvumu kopu, kas veidojas no savstarp&jam attiecibam un kas veidojas socialo
struktiiru tiklojuma. Tadg], lai notiktu sociala kapitala attistiba regiona, vadoties no
zemnieku saimniecibu interesém, biitu nepiecieSams veikt papildus pasakumus,
bitu jaiegulda papildus resursi sociala kapitala attistiba Zemgales regiona. Papildus
pasakumiem jabiit verstiem uz izglitibas un izglitoSanas iesp&ju palielinasanos
regiona. Seit nav runa par vispargjo izglitibu, bet gan par izglitibu miza garuma.
Sobrid zemniekiem tick pieprasita obligita pirma Iimena lauksaimnieciska
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izglitiba, un ta ari tiek nodro§inata, bet ar muzizglitibu saistitas iesp&jas $aja joma
netiek piedavatas.
Lidzas izglitibai, kas ir nozimigs cilvekkapitala un sociala kapitala izveides faktors,
lielu iztrikumu Zemgalé zemnieki izjiit arf informétibas joma. Sobrid daudz vairak
var zaudét, ka jebkad agrak, no savas materialas labklajibas vai arT no tas
pieauguma iesp&jam, nepietickamas informacijas del.
Promocijas darba ietvaros veikto aptauju rezultati liecina, ka viens no sadarbibas
veidiem — kooperacija, Sodien Zemgal€ ir kluvusi par augsti novert€tu procesu
saimnieciskaja dzive. Bet neskatoties uz visai labajam zemnieku atsauksmém par
kooperaciju un tas nozimi zemnieku saimniecibu attistiba, kooperacijas sist€ma
miisu valstT ir vaji attistita.
Ieprieks izteikto apsvérumu rezultata, promocijas darba autore iesaka parbaudit
vairakus izstradatos sociala kapitala palielinaSanas scenarijus Zemgalg, lai mekletu
optimalako risinagjumu sociala kapitala palielinasana, vienlaikus atstajot pasreizgjas
situacijas saglabasanas iesp&ju. Piedavatie scenariji Zemgalg ir:

1) pasreizgja stavokla saglabasana;

2) vienota informacijas centra sist€mas izveide;

3) kooperacijas sist€mas izveide;

4) muzizglitibas sisteémas izveide.
Izvéleto scenariju darbibas lauks parsniedz viena regiona robezas un darbojas
daudz plasaka diapazona.

5.1. Zemnieku sociala kapitala palielinaSanas scenariju realizacijas vizija

Pasreizéja stavokla saglabasana. Zemnieks ka galvenos zinasanu papildinasanas
avotus izmanto ar lauksaimniecisko razoSanu saistito razosanas un tirdzniecibas
firmu pakalpojumus, informaciju Zzurnalos, avizes, televizija, interneta u.tml.
Iespgjams izmantot pagasta esoSo zemnieku konsultantu (kuru izglitibas un
kompetences limenis ir atSkirigs) un LLKC sniegtos pakalpojumus. Briva iespgja
dibinat un piedalities sabiedrisko organizaciju darba, kuras lielakoties izvietotas
rajonu centros un lielakajas Latvijas pilsétas. Neskatoties uz ne visai pozitivo
ieprick§éjo gadu kooperacijas pieredzi laukos, veidojas atseviski jauni
lauksaimnieciskie kooperativi. Tacu to skaits ir neliels.

Rezultats: Zemnieks, izmantojot paSiniciativu, spgjigs palielinat savu socialo
kapitalu.

Vienota informacijas centra sistémas izveide zemniekiem. Uz LLKC bazes
izveidots vienots informacijas portala timeklis valstl, kas saistits ar tieSu
piesléguma iespéju citu Eiropas valstu informacijas tikliem. Saja tikla iegiistama
informacija par zemniekiem aktualiem jautajumiem: atsevisku lauksaimniecibas
nozaru aktualitatém, zinatnes sasniegumiem lauksaimnieciba, alternativajiem
nodarbosanas veidiem laukos, tirdzniecibas aktualitatem (kur, par cik, ko, cik
daudz pirkt un pardot), izglitibu un dazadiem zinasanu pilnveides kursiem, NVO
darbibu, izklaides iesp&jam utt. Portala ieklauts savstarp&jais dialogu logs
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(jautagjumi un atbildes) gan paSu zemnieku starpa, gan zemnieku un specialistu
starpa. Tiek izveidota arvalstu pieredzes apmainas informacijas pliismas sistéma, jo
ipasi Eiropa — Latvija, Latvija — Eiropa ietvaros, kuras rezultata iesp&jama briva
staz€Sanas iesp€ja, pieredzes apgisSana utt. Katra pasvaldiba strada koordinators
konsultants lauksaimniecibas un sabiedrisko aktivitaSsu jautajumos — lauku
attistibas specialists, kurs ir vienota informacijas tikla darbinieks. Sadu darbinieku
izvele nemta vera atbilstosa izglitiba, ka arT darbinieku spg&jas, notiek riipiga atlase.
Rezultats: zemnieks iegiist plasu informacijas klastu vienuviet, tas ietaupa vina
laiku. Ar informacijas tikla palidzibu dota iesp&ja ieglit jaunas zinaSanas, jaunus
kontaktus, ar interneta portala palidzibu sakotngji iesp&jams iegtt virtualos
komunikaciju partnerus, kas velak var izversties daudz plasakos kontaktu tiklos,
kas ir svarigi sociala kapitala elementi.
Kooperacijas sistema zemniekiem. Uz esoSo profesionalo biedribu un asociaciju
bazes izanalizéta un precizéta kooperacijas sistémas nepiecieSamiba atseviskas
lauksaimniecibas nozarés un regionos. Apguta musdienu arvalstu kooperacijas
pieredze, ta izvertéta atbilstosi Latvijas apstakliem. Izstradats Sis kooperacijas
sisttmas optimalais modelis Latvija. Pamatojoties uz izstradato modeli, tiek
popularizéta un realiz€ta zemnieku interes€m atbilstosa kooperacijas sist€ma
Latvija.
Rezultats: zemnieks iegiist jaunus kontaktu tiklus, kas saistiti ar vina tieSo darbu,
iegiist iesp&jas nopirkt vajadzigos resursus razosanas attistibai un realizét sarazoto
produkciju par izdevigaku cenu, iegiist papildus pelpu. No zemnieka tas prasa
uzticeéSanos pargjiem kooperativa biedriem un sadarbibu ar viniem, kas ir butiski
elementi sociala kapitala attistiba.
Miizizglitibas sistemas izveide zemniekiem uz LLU'® un tas filialu, arodskolu vai
profesionalo skolu bazes. Katrs zemnieks individuali var izveleties miiza izglitibas
programmu, kura ik gadu tiek parskatita atbilstosi jaunakajam aktualitatem.
Savukart, macibu iestazu programmas uzsvars tiek likts uz konkrétam
specializacijas jomam, uz dazado laukos izmantojamo zinatnu apguvi, uz jaunako
informacijas resursu iesp&jam, uz marketinga strat€gijas jautajumiem, bet taja pasa
laika nav aizmirstas tadas jomas ka psihologija, savstarp&ja saskarsme, lietiska
etikete un citas, kas Tpasi svarigas sociala kapitala palielinasanai.
Muzizglitibas sisteéma balstita uz tris veidu apguves variantiem:

1) sistematiska ziemas skola vai apmacibas kursu tikls regionalaja

Iiment;

2) individualo konsultaciju tikls;

3) talmacibas studiju tikls.
Rezultats: Zemnieks iesaistas savu kompetencu pilnveidosanas procesa, kas sniedz
butiskas prieksrocibas cilvékkapitalam un pakartoti arT socialajam kapitalam.
Veidojas jauni kontaktu tikli, kas balstiti uz zinasanam.

'® LLU - Latvijas Lauksaimniecibas universitate
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5.2. Petniecibas process un ta rezultati

Lai izvertetu zemnieku sociala kapitala palielinaSanas iesp€jamos scenarijus un to
attistibas perspektivas zemnieku saimniecibas, vispirms autore veica SVID analizi
izveletajiem scenarijiem. Talakaja gaitd, pieaicinot 5 ekspertus, tika veikta
hierarhijas analize. Ekspertu analizes pamata ir amerikanu matematika T.Saati
(Saaty T.L.) hierarhiju analizes metode (The Analytic Hierarchy Process), ta
izmantota, lai zinatniski pareizi organiz&tu ekspertu darbu un veiktu ekspertu
vertéjumu rezultatu apstradi.
Ekspertu izveéle nemts veéra prick§nosacijums, lai tie biitu ipasi kompetenti kada no
zemniecibas darbibu telpiskajiem Iimeniem.
Zemnieku sociala kapitala attistibas scenariju vertesanas krit€riju hierarhiju veido 3
limeni:

1.Iimenis (probléema) — zemnieku sociala kapitala palielinasana;

2.Iimenis - kriteriju grupas (zemnieku saimniecibu, vietgjo pasvaldibu,

regiona, valsts un ES intereses);

3.Iimenis - sociala kapitala attistibas scenariji.
Ar hierarhijas metodes palidzibu, nosakot prioritates otraja limeni izvietotajam
krit€riju grupam, visaugstako noverte§jumu ieguva kritérijs — zemnieku saimniecibu
intereses, kura prioritates vektora koordinate - 0.45, tatad visnozimigak zemnieku
sociala kapitala palielinasana ietekmés tiesi So intereSu grupu.
[zvertgjot visus ieguvumus, ko zemnieku saimnieciba varétu papildus sasniegt vai
git, ja paaugstinatos saimniecibas ipa$nieku un vinu gimenes loceklu socialais
kapitals, ka arT nemot véra promocijas darba tresaja un ceturtaja nodala analiz&tos
pétljuma rezultatus un pirmaja nodala autores ieteikto sociala kapitala definiciju,
otra Itmena kriteriju grupas ir sadalitas vairakas komponentes, kuru izvertésanai
izmantota paru metode, savstarpgji salidzinot komponentes un pieskirot tam
rangus. Par pamatu komponensu novertésanas veidam nemta Vilda Viki (Wilde V)
izklastita paru metode, FAO'Y Socialekonomisko un dzimumu analizes
programmas” (SEUDA'®) pétijumiem. Paru metode ir instruments, ar kura
palidzibu var uzzinat par vislielakajam problémam, var saranz&t péc svariguma jeb
bitiskuma divus atseviS$kus salidzinamos elementus. Tas lauj vieglak salidzinat
dazadu cilvéku prioritates.
Kritériju grupas un to saranz&tas komponentes pec svariguma jeb ekspertu
viedoklis par to, kads biis vislielakais ieguvums katra krit€riju grupa no ta, ka tiks
palielinats zemnieka socialais kapitals, ir $adas:

e zemnieku saimniecibu intereses:
rangs | - papildus pelna;
2 - inform@tibas pakapes paaugstinasanas;

' FAO - Food and Agriculture Organization
'8 SEUDA - Socialekonomisko un dzimumu analizes programma
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3 - neformalo attiecibu iespgjas;
4 - darbavietas nodrosingjums;
5 - iespgja turpinat dzimtas tradicijas.
e  vietgjo pasvaldibu intereses:
rangs 1 - iedzivotaju potenciala saglabasanas;
2 - darbavietu saglabasanas pasvaldiba;
3 - ienakumu palielinasanas;
4 - kulturvides attistiba teritorija;
4 - zemnieku iesaistiSanas paSvaldibas jautajumu risinasana.
e regiona intereses:
rangs 1 - cilveku aktivitates paaugstinasanas;
2 - papildus resursu piesaistiSana laukiem;
3 - jaunu projektu stenosana laukos;
4 - lauksaimnieciskas parstrades uznémumu saglabasana;
5 - ainavu saglabasana un dazado$ana.
e  valsts intereses:
rangs | - ienakumu palielinasanas valstT;
2 - socialas spriedzes mazinasanas valsti;
3 - labakas iespgjas ES struktiirfondu Iidzek]u izmantoSana;
4 - uznémejdarbibas formu dazadoSanas iespgjas;
5 - iesp&ja nodro$inat iedzivotajus ar viet§jo partiku.
e ES intereses:
rangs 1 - urbanizacijas procesu Iidzsvarosana;
2 - dabiskas vides un kulttirvides saglabasana laukos;
3 - dzives limenu izlidzinaSanas veicinaSana laukos;
4 - pilsoniska Iidzdaliba ar NVO palidzibu;
5 - daudzveidigas saimniekoSanas attistiba.
Socialo kapitalu eksperti neparprotami noverté ka kapitalu, ka pieaugosu vértibu.
Pirmajas Cetras intereSu grupas katra tika iek]auta viena komponente, kas norada uz
to, ka sociala kapitala palielinasanas gadijuma, palielinasies arT ienakumi zemnieku
saimniecibam, pa$valdibam, regionam un valstij. Divas intereSu grupas S$1
komponente ieneéma pirmo (augstako) rangu, bet divas treso.
Ka noslédzosais etaps hierarhijas analizé ir globalo prioritaSsu vektoru
aprékinasana. Tas rezultati ir apkopoti 9.tabula. Globala prioritate lauj spriest par
optimalako problémas risindjuma variantu. Ta parada prioritates vektora
koordinates attieciba pret vispargjo merki.
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Globalo prioritasu vektora aprékini

9.tabula

SOC.I%IE Zer.nméku Pasvaldi- .. Valsts Globalas
kapitala saimnie- Regiona . ES .
g - bu . inte- . priori-
attTstibas cibu . ntereses ntereses _
.. . intereses reses tates
scenariji intereses
PaSreizgja 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.08
situacyja
Informaci- 0.26 0.42 0.48 0.38 0.47 0.35
Jjas centrs
Koopera- 0.36 0.23 0.25 0.31 0.19 0.30
cija
}:’;“mgh“' 0.29 0.28 0.20 0.24 0.28 0.27

Izvirzito problému — ka palielinat zemnieku socialo kapitalu, skatot to no piecam
dazadam krit€riju grupu pozicijam, eksperti ka optimalu scenariju izvelgjusies
vienota informacijas centra izveidi. Globalas prioritates vektors $aja gadijuma -
0.35. Izveletie scenariji viens otru neizslédz un praktiski ir realiz€jami vienlaicigi.
Pasreizgja situacija ekspertus neapmierina un tiek uzskatita ka nelabvéliga sociala
kapitala palielinaSanai, tacu pargjie scenariji ir ieguvusi visai Iidzigu vertejumu.
Globala prioritasu vektora koordinates ir no 0.27 — muzizglitibas scenarijam, lidz
0.35 vienotajam informacijas centram. Kooperacijas nepiecieSamiba katra individa
sociala kapitala palielinaSanai izvirzita otraja pozicija ar 0.30 vektora koordinatem.
Ja apliikojam katra eksperta viedokli (2.att€ls), vienota informacijas centra izveides
prieksrocibas hierarhijas analizes rezultata ka optimalo scenariju novert€ja valsts
intereses parstavosais eksperts, ari pargjo ekspertu viedoklis ir visai viendabigs - ar
augstu noveért€§jumu Sim scenarijam. Kooperaciju ka labako sociala kapitala
attistibas scenariju atzinus$i ES un paSvaldibas intereses parstavosie eksperti, bet
muzizglitibu — regiona eksperts. Rezultgjosais viedoklis ir par labu vienotajam
informacijas centram.
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2.att. Piemerotaka sociala kapitala attistibas scenarija izvele
(ekspertu vertéjums)

Turpinot pétfjumu, autore veica 3 vislabak novértéto sociala kapitala attistibas
scenariju izvertgjumu pec paredzama realizacijas rezultata:

1) péc pieaugosa sociala kapitala koncentrésanas izkliedes
attiecigaja administrativaja vieniba Zemgal€, izvirzot divas
teritorialas vienibas: vietgjas pasvaldibas un regionu;

2) péc paredzamajam scenariju realizacijas izmaksam (vidgja
termina periodam).

5.3. Sociala kapitala palielinaSanas scenariju izvértéjums

Péc pieaugosa sociala kapitala koncentréSanas attiecigaja administrativaja
vieniba - Zemgale.

Vienota informacijas centra sistemas izveide.

Vietgjas pagvaldibas ir spiestas stradat uz informacijas tehnologiju attistibu, ka
rezultata veidosies lielaks pieprasijums p&c patstaviga interneta piesléguma
iespgjam pasvaldibas. Tam radisies ar1 papildus izdevumi, kas saistiti ar lauku
attistibas specialista darba vides nodro$inajumu. Galvenie ieguvumi saistiti ar
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pastavigo iedzivotaju — zemnieku un vinu gimenes loceklu informétibas pakapes
paaugstinasanos, vinu saimnieciskas darbibas efektivitates palielinasanos, kas nes
pelnu ar1 viet&jai pasvaldibai.
Regions. Ta ka vienota informacijas centra izveide paredzéta uz LLKC bazes, kas
atrodas Ozolniekos, lidzas Zemgales regiona centram, tad T scenarija realizacija
paver jaunas attistibas iespjas pasam konsultaciju centram, lauj paplasinat
funkcijas. Vienlaicigi regionam tiek piesaistiti informacijas tehnologiju jomu
specialisti. Informacijas centra sist€mas izveide prasa ar ieveérojamus finansialos
lidzek]us, kas tiktu aprobéti regiona.
Rezumgjot iegiitos paredzamos rezultatus, jasecina, ka Vienota informacijas centra
izveides gadijuma pieaugos$a sociala kapitala koncentréSanas biis visai vienmériga
regiona, jo Tpasi péc gadiem desmit, kad zemnieciba stabili ienaks jauna paaudze,
kurai nebais svesa informaciju tehnologiju joma un tas iespgjas.
Kooperacijas sistemas izveide.
Vietgjas pasvaldibas, kuras tiek izvietoti kooperativi, iegiist papildus darba vietas,
attistds attieciga nepiecieSama infrastruktlira, palielinas pasvaldibu ienakumi.
Mazaks ieguvums ir tam pasvaldibam, kuru teritorija nav $ada tipa kooperativi vai
to bazes.
Regions. Ta ka kooperacijas sistémas izveides vadiba bazéta uz NVO sektoru, bet
$ada tipa organizacijas, kuras saistitas ar lauksaimnieciska rakstura jautajumiem
pamata koncentr&jas Latvijas galvaspilséta, Zemgales regions nebis tieSs ieguvéjs
no §Ts sisteémas izveides procesa puses. Lielaks ieguvums biis pasu kooperativu vai
to bazu izvietojums regiona, jo tam par pamatu ir pietieko$s lauksaimniecibas
parstrades uzp@mumu Ipatsvars, labi attistita celu un dzelzcelu infrastruktiira un jau
esosie labi darbojosies kooperativi regiona, ka, pieméram, kooperativas sabiedribas
Latraps, Laidars G.
Kooperacijas sistémas izveides gadijuma picaugosa sociala kapitala
koncentréSanas biis nevienmériga, ar izteikti blivu sociala kapitala tiklu ap
kooperativu atraSanas vietam regionos un mazaku, bet vienmerigu ta parklajumu
pargja teritorija.
Miuzizglitibas sistemas izveide.
Vietgjas paSvaldibas ieglis zinosakus iedzivotajus, kas §Is zinaSanas sp&s izmantot
sava saimnieciskaja darbiba, radot papildus ienakumus gan savai saimniecibai, gan
viet€jai paSvaldibai. Uzlabosies psihologiskais klimats vietéja sabiedriba, jo
muzizglitibas sisttma bus icklautas arT psihologiskas apmacibas un savstarpgjas
saskarsmes kurss.
Regiona ir pietickos$i plass atbilstoSu izglitibas iestazu tikls un attiecigu
macibspeku, specialistu potencials miizizglitibas sistémas izveidei zemniekiem.
Tas $ada veida macibu iestadém pavértu jaunas iesp&jas, jo 1pasi picauguso
izglitibas joma.
Mizizglitibas sist€mas izveides gadijuma zemniekiem pieaugosais socialais
kapitals vairak koncentrésies teritorijas ap izglitibas iestadém, kuras iesaistisies
Saja procesa. Talakajas vietds tas biis mazak izteikts, jo ST scenarija realizacija
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prasa lielaku paSiniciativu no zemnieka. Laika trikuma vai citu iemeslu dgl
scenarijs var tikt nepilnigi realizgts.

Sociala kapitala attistibas scenariju izvertéjums pec realizacijas izmaksam.
Petijumu rezultata ir izstradats ricibas plans sociala kapitala attistibas scenarijiem
Zemgales regionam, un veikti izmaksu aprékini vidéja termina periodam — pieciem
gadiem. Tas ir laika periods, kura varétu tikt realizéti zemnicku sociala kapitala
palielina$anas scenariji Zemgale. Ricibas plans ietver izp€tes un planosSanas
darbus, specialistu nodrosinasanas iesp&jas un vinu apmacibu, attiecigo programmu
izstradi un to kvalitates kriteriju ievieSanu un kontroli, ka arT nepiecieSamo
materiali tehnisko bazi un sadarbibas tiklu izveidi regionalaja limeni. Piecu gadu
perioda izmaksas scenariju realizacijai ieklautas 10.tabula, ricibas plans un
izmaksu aprékini pievienoti promocijas darba pielikuma.

10.tabula
Sociala kapitala attistibas scenariju realizacijas izmaksas Zemgale

Izmaksas piecos gados
Ricibas virziens | Scenarijs kopa, milj. LVL % no kopéjam scenarija
realizacijas izmaksam
Izpéte, I 0.047 2.131
planosana, K 0.348 0.076
programmu
attistiba M 0.141 15.932
Kwvalitates I 0.013 0.589
nodros§inasana K 0.012 0.003
M 0.005 0.565
Materiali I 2.126 96.374
tehniska baze,
sistémas K 459.800 99.910
darbibas
nodro$inasana M 0.737 83.277
Sadarbibas tikla 1 0.020 0.906
izveide K 0.053 0.011
M 0.002 0.226
Kopa: 463.304 *
Pa scenariju I 2.206 100.000
veidiem K 460.213 100.000
M 0.885 100.000

Piezime: lietotie apziméjumi I — Vienota informdcijas centra sistema, K — Kooperacijas sistema, M —
Muzizglitibas sistema, milj.LVL — miljons lati. Izmaksu apréekini péc 2007.gada sakuma cenam.

Izmaksu zina daudzmaz lidzigi un salidzinami ir divi scenariji: vienota
informacijas centra izveide un mizizglitibas sist€mas izveide. Tie praktiski tiek
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veidoti no jauna, bet kooperacijas sist€mas TstenoSana prasa daudz lielakas
materialas izmaksas, jo saistita ar produkcijas razo$anu un realizaciju, un ta balstas
uz jau dalgji darbojosos sistému. Vislielakie ieguldijumi sociala kapitala attistibas
scenariju ievieSanai nepiecieSsami kooperacijas scenarija gadijjuma. Vidgja termina
piecu gadu perioda sisteémas izveidei un tas darbibas nodroSinasanai nepiecieSami
460.213 milj.LVL, vienota informacijas centra gadijuma - 2.206 milj.LVL, bet
vismazakas izmaksas nepiecieSamas muzizglitibas sistémai zemniekiem - 0.885
milj.LVL.

Veidojoties izmaksu posteniem, vislielakie ieguldijumi nepiecieSami materiali
tehniskas bazes izveidei un sist€tmas darbibas nodroSinasanai. Piecos gados
kooperacijas gadijuma- 459.8 milj.LVL jeb 99.9% no visam scenarija izmaksam.
Tajas ieklautas arT regiona jau veiksmigi darbojos$os divu kooperativo sabiedribu
izmaksas (viens darbojas lauksaimniecibas pakalpojumu joma, otrs - galas
realizacija). Informacijas centra gadijuma materiali tehniskas bazes izveidei un
uzturéSanai nepiecieSsams 2.126 milj.LVL jeb 96.4% no visam izmaksam,
vismazakie ieguldijumi nepiecieSami mizizglitibas sist€mas materiali tehniskas
bazes izveidei un darbibas nodrosinasanai - 0.737 mil.LVL jeb 83.3% no visam
scenarija izmaksam.

Materiali tehniskas bazes izmaksas tiek ieklautas sistémas infrastrukttiras objektu
izveides un uzturéSanas izmaksas, intelektualo resursu, ka arT informaciju un
komunikaciju tehnologiju izmaksas. Kooperacijas sistémas gadijuma lielu dalu no
izmaksam sastada dazadu pamatlidzeklu iegdde un kooperativu darbibas
nodro$inasana.

Izveleta scenarija ievieSanas planosana, izp&te un attiecigu programmu izstrade
visvairak lidzeklu, proporcionali kop&jam izmaksam, prasis muzizglitibas sisteémas
ievie$anas gadijuma - 15.9% no kopigajam izmaksam. Savukart, kvalitates kriteriju
izpildes nodro$inasanai visos scenarijos biis nepiecieSams aptuveni lidzigs lidzeklu
daudzums. Sadarbibas tikla izveidei visvairak lidzeklu no kop&jam izmaksam biis
nepiecieSams informacijas centra izveidei, bet vismazak kooperacijas sisteémas
izveides gadijuma. Zemgale vienlaicigi ja tiek Tstenoti visi trTs sociala kapitala
attistibas scenariji, tad piecu gadu perioda pec pasreizéjam cenam (2007.gada
sakums) biitu nepieciesams ieguldit 463.304 milj.LVL, pie tam, nemot vera
prognozeto inflaciju un cenu izmainu limeni Latvija, §T summa var&tu pieaugt vel
par 25 % un sasniegt 579.13 milj.LVL.

Ja analizg ieguldijumu apjomu pa gadiem, tad izmaksas secigi picaug katru gadu.
Vislielakas izmaksas — pirmaja un otraja gada, proporcionali kop&jam izmaksam, ir
vienota informacijas centra izveidoSanas gadijuma - 42%, talakaja perioda
izmaksas pa gadiem ir visai lidzigas no 0.413 Iidz 0.442 milj.LVL gada, skatit
11.tabulu.
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11.tabula
Scenariju realizacijas izmaksas pa gadiem

Scena- ] Izmaksas pa gadiem
rijs | Mervientba [T oa4g 2.gads | 3.gads | 4.gads 5.gads Kopa
I milj.LVL 0.395 0.540 0.442 0.413 0.416 2.206
% 18 24 20 19 19 100
K milj.LVL 58.791 72.401 88.101 | 109.872 | 131.048 | 460.213
% 13 16 19 24 28 100
M milj.LVL 0.034 0.292 0.186 0.187 0.186 0.885
% 4 33 21 21 21 100
Kopa: milj.LVL 59.220 73.233 | 88.729 | 110.472 | 131.650 | 463.304
% 13 16 19 24 28 100

Piezime: lietotie apziméjumi I — Vienota informdcijas centra sistéma, K — Kooperacijas sistéma, M —
Mauzizglitibas sistema, milj.LVL — miljons lati. Izmaksu aprékini péc 2007.gada sakuma cenam.

Pakapeniski pa gadiem izmaksas pieaug kooperacijas sist€mas izveides procesa. Ja
pirmaja gada nepiecieSams ieguldit 13%, otraja gada - 16%, tad ceturtaja - jau
24%, bet piektaja - 28% no visam izmaksam. Tas saistits ar to, ka paredzets
kooperacijas sisteéma ieklaut, bez jau esoSajam, ar1 citas lauksaimniecibas nozares.
Muzizglitibas sisteémas izveide visvairak lidzeklu nepiecieSams ieguldit otraja gada
- 33% no visam izmaksam, tas saistits ar materiali tehniskas bazes izveidi Sai
sistémai, turpmakaja laika perioda izmaksas ir visai lidzigas - 0.186 lidz
0.187milj.LVL gada.
Ja vertgjam visu tris scenariju izmaksas pa gadiem kopuma, tad to picaugums,
lidzigi ka kooperacijas sisteémas izveides gadijuma, ir pakapeniski pieaugosas no
59.22 milj.LVL pirmaja gada Iidz 131.65 milj.LVL piektaja gada.
Scenariju realizacijas finans&juma avoti varétu biit dazadi: gan no valsts un vietgjo
pasvaldibu budzetiem, gan no Eiropas Savienibas piesaistitiem lidzekliem, gan
privatais kapitals un sabiedrisko organizaciju finan$u Iidzekli. Lielaka finansgjuma
dala kooperacijas sistemas izveide un darbiba ir paredzeta no privata kapitala, bet
vienota informacijas centra un mizizglitibas scenarija realizacijai vairak bis
nepiecieSami valsts budzeta Iidzekli, it seviSki sakotn&ja perioda. Pec tam $§is
sisttmas ietvaros var izveidot sabiedribas ar ierobezotu atbildibu, Iidz ar to
mainisies arT finans€Sanas avoti.
5.nodalas kopsavilkums
Ka optimals scenarijs sociala kapitala attisttba Zemgale vertgjama vienota
informacijas centra izveide zemniekiem, to ka labako atzina arT pieaicinatie
eksperti. ST scenarija realizacijai nepieciesamie lidzekli ir vidgji, salidzinot ar
pargjiem diviem scenarijiem, ta ievieSanas rezultata veidosies arl
visvienmerigakais sociala kapitala parklajuma tikls. Lidz ar to paredzama ari
vienmérigaka sociala kapitala pieaugo$as vértibas koncentréSanas regiona. Ari
pargjo divu: kooperacijas un miizizglitibas sisteémas izveides scenariju IstenoSana
nav pretruna ar vienotas informacijas centra izveidi, faktiski visi tris scenariji ir
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realiz€jami vienlaicigi. Tadejadi ieguldot papildus resursus sociala kapitala
paliclinagana regiona, iespgjams nodro§inat ta attistibu Zemgalé. Pasreizgja
situacija sociala kapitala palielina$ana regiona tiek vértéta negativi. Ta ka sociala
kapitala attistibas scenariju realizacija ir plasaka par viena regiona ietvariem, tad
$os scenarijus ir iesp&jams aprobét ar pargjos Latvijas regionos.

NOSLEGUMS

Galvenie secinajumi, atzinumi, konstatejumi

1. Lidzas tradicionalajiem ekonomiskajiem resursiem arvien biezak
zinatniskaja aprite tiek nosaukts socialais kapitals. Sociala kapitala jédziena
skaidrojumi ir plasi, vairak tie versti uz sociala kapitala izpausmes veidiem un
1ezZImém, nevis uz rezultatu.

2. Apkopojot teoretisko informaciju, autore ir izveidojusi sociala kapitala
definicijas, kuras vairak ir pieme&rotas ekonomiska rakstura p&tijjumiem:

1) socialais kapitals ir ieguvumi no savstarp&jam attiecibam, kas
veidojas socialo struktiiru tiklojuma un kas ietekmé individa
ricibu;

2) starpregionalais socialais kapitals ir ieguvumi no savstarpgam
attiectbam, kas veidojas socialo struktiiru tiklojuma un kas
ietekmé individa ricibu, pie tam S§is kapitals ir bazets uz vairakam
administrativajam vientbam.

3. Liela nozime regionalaja ekonomika ir regionalajai identitatei, iedzivotaju
velmei dzivot un stradat noteikta regiona. Zemgal€, saskana ar aptauju, loti
cieSu piederibu savam regionam izjat vairak ka 50% iedzivotdju, kas ir otrais
augstakais raditajs Latvijas regionos. Tas ir pozitivs fakts sociala kapitala
piesaistei regionam.

4. Regionalo iedalfjumu Latvija un dazado to interpretaciju pédéjo desmit gadu
laika bitiski ir ietekmgjis tieSi socialais kapitals, kur§ piemita vadoSajiem
darbiniekiem un administracijai attiecigajas, jau esosajas, institiicijas, uz kuru
bazes tika veidotas jaunas organizacijas Latvija. Saistiba ar lauksaimniecibu,
regionalo iestazu nosaukumos Iidzas jau tradicionalajiem paradas vél astoni
dazada veida nosaukumi, ar1 parraudziba esosas teritorijas ir atSkirigas, tas
apgritina regionalo procesu izpéti un optimizaciju valsti.

5. Zemgales regiona lauku teritorijas nozimigas sociala kapitila aprobacijas
vietas ir zemnieku saimniecibas. Tas apsaimnieko 59.3% no lauksaimnieciba
izmantojamas zemes regiona, ari dibinato saimniecibu skaits uz 1000
iedzivotajiem ir viens no lielakajiem starp Latvijas regioniem.

6. 20.gadsimta 90-tajos gados, neatkaribas atjaunoSanas perioda, kad tika
dibinatas zemnieku saimniecibas Latvija, labakas iesp€&jas bija zemnieku
saimniecibam, kuras veidoja bijuSie lauksaimniecibas specialisti, vaditaji,
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jo tiem bija atbilstoSa materiala un socialo tiklu baze. Zinamas iespgju
prieksrocibas bija ar laukiem nesaistitajiem mantiniekiem, tiem piemita lielaka
sp&ja riskét, dalgji Sie faktori sasaucas ar sociala kapitala esamibu vai
iztrikumu.

Socialais kapitals darbojas ka zemnieku saimniecibu attistibu veicino$s
faktors, jo saimnieciska izaugsme ir atkariga no vairakiem sociala kapitala
indikatoriem:

1) no zemnieku dalibas profesionalajas biedribas, apvienibas, asociacijas
un dazadas lauksaimnieciska rakstura sabiedriskajas organizacijas (p-
vertibas, kas norada par sakaribu esamibu, ir robezas no 0.000 lidz
0.039);

2) no zemnieku saimniecibu dalibas lauksaimnieciska rakstura
kooperativos, jo pastav savstarp&ja sakariba starp dalibu kooperativos
un visiem izveletajiem saimniecibas attistibas raksturojoSiem
kritérijiem (p-vertiba ir robezas no 0.000 Iidz 0.021);

3) no spgjas uzticties, jo TpaSi institlicijam, kuras, péc zemnieku
domam, ietekmé saimniecisko attistibu, $ada veida institlicijas Latvija
ir valdiba, banku sisttma, dazadas sabiedriskas organizacijas,
izglitibas iestades un dalgji arT masu mediji, ka arT Eiropas Savienibas
institdcijas.

Zemnieku saimniecibas, kuru riciba ir vairak sociala kapitala veidoSanas
priekSnosacijumu, ir labak attistitas.

PasSreizéja situacija zemnieku sociala kapitala attistiba Zemgale
vértéjama ka neapmierinoS$a, ka ierobezojosie faktori tam ir:

1) privatas zemniecibas tradiciju parravums, to neesamiba padomju
okupacijas gados;

2) zemnieku mobilitates inertums, ko izraisa cieSa saistiba ar zemi,
dzimtas majam;

3) ciesas radniecigas saites;

4) zemais zemnieku pasnovertéjums.

Regiona sociala kapitala attistiba nepiecieSams ieguldit papildus resursus, kas
versti uz sadarbibu, izglitibu, kooperaciju un informacijas paplaSinasanos.

Tas zemnieku saimniecibas, kuru riciba ir vairak regionala vai
starpregionala rakstura sociala kapitala, attistas labak un investé vairak
ari regionu attistiba neka tas, kuras balstitas tikai uz Sauras kopienas vai
viet€ja rakstura socialo kapitalu, jo pastav savstarpgjas sakaribas starp sociala
kapitala telpisko Iimenu indikatoriem un zemnieku saimniecibu attistibas
kriterijiem:

e zemes platibu izmainam (p-vértiba 0.0000);

e gada apgrozijuma pieauguma [imeniem (p-vértiba 0.033);

o viedokli par saimniecibu attistibu (p-vértiba 0.000).

Telpiskaja dimensija ka pienemamakais indikators zemnieku sociala
kapitala novértéSanai ir vinpu daliba sabiedriskajas aktivitatés vieteja
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pasvaldiba un daliba sabiedriskajas organizacijas regionalaja un
starpregionalaja telpa. Starp Siem indikatoriem un zemnieku saimniecibas
attistibu raksturojosiem kritSrijiem pastav savstarp&jas sakaribas (p-vértiba ir
robezas no 0.000 lidz 0.033).
Zemnieku aktivitate vietéjo pasvaldibu un Saeimas véléSanas procesa, lai
novertétu socialo kapitalu telpiskaja dimensija, nav izmantojama ka sociala
kapitala indikators, jo nepastav sakariba starp zemnieku saimniecibu vaditaju
piedalisanos v&lesanu procesa un visiem izveletajiem sociala kapitala telpiskas
struktiiras Itmeniem (p-veérttba - 0.212). Daudz plasakus tiklojumus,
uzticesanos un sp&ju ieklauties kolektiva prasa paSa individa iesaistiSanas
politiskajas aktivitate€s - politiskajas partijas vai velétaju apvienibas neka
balsosanas procesa. Sis kritérijs ir daudz bitiskaks sociala kapitala
izvertéSanas procesa, tacu pastav probléma, ka tas ir salidzinosi mazskaitlisks.
Ieteicamie scenariji sociala kapitala attistibai Zemgalé un ari Latvija, jo to
realizacija ir plaSaka par viena regiona ietvariem, ir:
1) vienota informacijas centra izveide;
2) kooperacijas sistémas vadiba;
3) miuzizglitibas sistémas izveide.
Eksperti ka optimalo scenariju zemnieku sociala kapitala palielinasana
novértejusi vienota informacijas centra izveidi (globala prioritates vektora
koordinate - 0.35), péc tam augstako vert§jumu ir ieguvusi kooperacijas
sisteéma (vektora koordinate - 0.30), tam seko mizizglitibas sist€émas izveide
zemniekiem (globala prioritates vektora koordinate - 0.27). Visiem Siem
scenarijiem vertejums ir visai tuvs, tas neizslédz S$o scenariju attistibu
vienlaicigi.
Savstarpgji salidzinot izv€leétas zemnieku sociala kapitala palielinasanas
kritériju grupas, visaugstako novert§jumu ieglist krit€rijs - zemnieku
saimniecibu intereses (vidgjais prioritates vektors ir 0.45). TieSi zemnieku
saimniecibas ir visvairak ieinteresétas zemnieku sociala kapitala
palielinasana.
Eksperti visaugstako novert€§jumu, proti, ieguvumu, ko sniegs zemnieku
sociala kapitala palielinasana, prognozg:
1) zemnieku saimniecibu intereSu grupa — pelnas palielinasanas iespgju;
2) pasvaldibas intereSu grupa — iedzivotaju potenciala saglabasanas
iesp€ju vietgja pasvaldiba;
3) regiona intere$u grupa — cilvéku aktivitates paaugstinasanos regiona;
4) valsts intereSu grupa — ienakumu palielina$anos valst;
5) Eiropas Savienibas intereSu grupa - urbanizacijas procesu
lidzsvaroSanu.
Zemnieku saimniecibu un valsts intereSu grupa visaugstako novértéjumu
ieguva raditajs, kas prognozé pieaugosos ienakumus no sociala kapitala
attistibas regiona, tas norada uz socialo kapitalu ka materialo veértibu.
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Izvertgjot sociala kapitala attistibas scenarijus péc paredzamajam izmaksam,
piecu gadu perioda vislielakas izmaksas - 460.213 milj.LVL nepiecieSamas
kooperacijas sist€émas izveidé un uzturé$ana. Vienota informacijas centra
izveidei un darbibas nodrosinasanai nepiecieSams 2.206 milj.LVL, bet
miuzizglitibas sist€mas zemniekiem ievie$anai Zemgaleé nepiecieSami 0.885
milj.LVL. Realiz€jot visus tris scenarijus vienlaicigi, piecos gados p&c
pasreizgjam izmaksam biitu nepiecieSams ieguldit 463.304milj.LVL.
Kooperacijas sistémas darbibas nodro§inasanai regiona parsvara paredzets
ieguldit privata kapitala resursus, pargjo divu scenariju IstenoSanai vairak
nepiecieSams valsts atbalsts. Vienota informacijas centra izveide
nodrosinatu visvienmeérigako sociala kapitala tikla parklajumu regiona,
izmantojot salidzino$i mazak resursu. Tas ir biitisks nosacijums, lai nopietni
apsvertu $adas sist€mas izveidi regiona.

Problémas un priekslikumi to risinaSanai

1.probléma: Socialais kapitals ir nepietiekoSi novértéts resurss ekonomika.
Priekslikumi problemas risinasanai:
1. Ekonomisko resursu iedalijuma ir nepiecieSams iek]aut arT socialo kapitalu, kas

ietverts cilvéka resursu grupa. Ekonomisko resursu iedalijums tadgjadi biitu
sads:

1) dabas resursi;
2) cilveéka resursi:

o cilvekkapitals;

o socialais kapitals;
3) materialie resursi:

o finansu kapitals;

¢ nefinansu kapitals.

2. Ekonomikas teorijas apmaciba ieklaut plasaku informaciju par socialo kapitalu.

2.probléma: Sociala kapitala novértéSanai regionalaja ekonomika nav
izstradata metodologija vienas valsts vai regiona ietvaros.

Priekslikumi problémas risindsanai:

1. Lai izvértétu socialo kapitalu ka regionalas attistibas elementu, LR CSP,

SKDS' sadarbiba ar RAPLM, VRAA, TUMSIL?* un NVO ir nepieciesams
izstradat sociala kapitala izpétes metodologiju, nemot véra atsevisku sabiedribas
grupu specifiskos sociala kapitala veidoSanas nosacijumus. P& tam veidot

' LR CSP - Latvijas Republikas Centrala Statistikas parvalde; SKDS - Tirgus un sabiedribas domas
pétijumu centrs

2 RAPLM - Regionalas attistibas un pagvaldibas lietu ministrija; VRAA - Valsts regionalas attistibas
agentiira; TUMSIL - Tpa$u uzdevumu ministra sabiedribas integracijas lietas sekretariats
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apvienojo$us metodiskos nosacijumus sociala kapitala novertésana regionalaja
ekonomika.

2. Aptauyjas LR CSP jaietver sociala kapitala novértéSanas indikatorus.
Zemniekiem ar socialo kapitalu saistiti jautajumi biitu jaieklauj ikgadgja “Lauku
saimniecibu apsekojuma.”

3. Lai pilnvertigak varétu analizét regionalas atskiribas un to negativas sekas valsts
institiiciju pasutitajiem statistiskajiem datiem biitu jabat  publiski pieejamiem
ari regionalaja interpretacija.

3.probléma: Zemniekiem sociala kapitala palielinasanai visvairak pietrukst
vienotas informacijas plasmas.

Priekslikumi problémas risindasanai:

1. Uz LLKC bazes javeido vienota informacijas centra sisttma zemniekiem, kura
informacijas apmaina notiktu gan verbali, gan virtuali. Galveno akcentu jaliek
uz informacijas tehnologijam un iespgjam iegiit dazadu un sistematiz&tu
informaciju vienuviet.

2. Jaizveido vienotas informacijas majas lapu (WEB) - lietosanai zemniekiem,
lauksaimniekiem, kura biitu pieejama ne tikai dazada veida informacija, bet ar1
savstarpgjais dialogu logs, sludinajumi, konsultaciju virtualas sniegSanas
iesp€jas, ES valstu staz€Sanas piedavajumi utt.

3. Jaattista muzizglitiba, kura domata atseviskai intereSu grupai — zemniekiem,
lauksaimniekiem. LLU un tas filialés, arodskolas un profesionalajas skolas
jaizveido efektivs muzizglitibas sisteémas tikls, kura izglitibas ieguve varétu
notikt tr1s veidos:

e sistematiska ziemas skola vai apmacibas kursu tikls regionalaja
liment,

e individualas konsultacijas;

e talmaciba.

4. Vietgjam pasSvaldibam jaatbalsta sabiedrisko kopienu veidoSanas — ka sociala
kapitala veicinoss faktors. Laukos tas 1pasi japopulariz€ iedzivotaju grupas, kuri
ir darbaspgjas vecuma, bet nav ekonomiski aktivi. Javeicina $adu cilveéku
uztic@Sanas sabiedribai, vinu kontaktu tiklu paplasinasana. Tas atstds pozitivu
ietekmi uz vina ekonomiskas darbibas efektivitati un rezultatiem.

4.problema: Kooperacija laukos ienak Ileéni un negribigi, zemnieku

saimniecibu attistiba vairak vérsta uz konkurenci, nevis sadarbibu.

Priekslikumi problémas risinasanai:

1. Zemnieku kooperacijas ideja jaanalizé ne tikai no finansiala izdeviguma
pozicijam, ta jauztver arl ka sadarbibas forma, kura bitiska ir uztic€Sanas.
Kooperacijas idejas plasakai izverSanai jaapglst pozitiva arvalstu, 1pasi Eiropas
Savienibas dalibvalstu, pieredze.
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2. Lauksaimnieku profesionalajam biedribam un asociacijam jaizstrada
kooperacijas sist€émas vienotas stratégijas vadlinijas, kuras istenojot, plasak
varétu tikt ieviesta zemniekus interes€joSa un ekonomiski izdeviga kooperacija.

3. ZM, LLKC, LAD, LVAEI u.c. ar laukiem saistitam institiicijam japopularize
kooperacija ne tikai ka izdevigs sadarbibas veids, pamatojot to ar ekonomiskiem
aprékiniem, zinatniskiem pétijjumiem, bet lielakoties ar pozitivajiem piem&riem
$aja joma.

4. Profesionalajam macibu iestadém, jo Tpasi augstskolu Itment LLU, jaizveido
studiju apakSprogramma kooperacijas vadiba un menedzmenta.
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INTRODUCTION

Any society is formed of individuals, the process of mutual interactions takes place
within it and social capital elements such as mutual relations, trust, informal
networks, co-operation and cohesion emerge as a result of it. So far in Latvia social
capital has been a resource that was little researched in analyses of economic
performance and regional development. Usually the traditional factors of
production like land, labour, capital are analysed; information, humans, human
capital are also analysed recently. However, the effect that can be achieved by
having better human contacts, mutual trust is not valued.
In the world, many researchers, sociologists, economists, philosophers have
studied the phenomenon of social capital, their achieved results have been often
discussed in the scientific literature: Bourdieu P. (1980., 1983., 1986.), Burt R.
(1992.), Castle E. (2002.), Colleman J. (1988.) , Freitag M. (2001.), Fukuyama Fr.
(1995., 2001., 2002.), Harper R. (2001.), Inglehart R. (1997.), Jacobs J. (1965.,
1992.), Knack S. (1997.), Keefer P. (1997.), Narayan D. (1997., 2001.), Pizza-
Georgi B. (2002.), Portess A. (1998.), Putnam R.D. (1993., 1995., 2000., 2001.,
2003.), Rose R. (1998., 1999., 2000.), Woolcock M. (2001.) and others.
Publications regarding social capital are rarely produced in Latvia. Several authors
have outlined the role of social capital in public life processes, they are as follows:
Austers 1. (2001.), Abele J. (2002.), Kriizmétra M., Rivza B. (2000.), Térauda V.
(2001.), Mensinkovs V. (2001.), Trops J. (2000.), Zilinska Dz., Ziverte L. (2001.)
a.0.
The term social capital was interpreted differently, sometimes even controversially.
Presently the best empirical studies on social capital can be found at the level of
households and communities.
Rural areas are a living space where multiform political, economic, cultural and
social activities of people living there take place. It is one of society’s subsystems.
When talking about rural areas, first of all we imagine the natural environment,
secondly, people living there. In rural areas people are involved in different
businesses, but at the same time agriculture in Latvia is an important business.
Right after Latvia regained independence in 1990-ies, the leading kind of business
in rural areas oriented toward profit-making, especially in the Zemgale region, was
farming. Farms usually are managed by their owners, but mostly the whole family
and quite often even farmers’ relatives are engaged in this business. A situation
was observed that preconditions for starting farm businesses in the transition
period were equal in terms of financial resources and farm equipment, however,
part of these farms were developing and became modern and competitive, but part
of them turned into almost subsistence farms or stopped their business activities.
Author’s reconnoitring studies and observations justify an assumption that social
capital is one of the factors of successful commercial activity, which, in turn, is
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subordinately important to regional development as well. However, the level of
social capital development and abilities to attract it are very diverse, therefore,
additional resources have to be invested in the region for its development. These
facts are little researched in Latvia. Research in this field is especially topical and
necessary in order to assess possible additional resources for commercial activity
and regional economics.

The Ph.D. paper has been worked out during 2002-2007. The key data analysed in
the paper included the period from 2001 to 2006. However, to identify several
trends, some data included the period from the year of independence through 2006.
To characterise the regions, the data of 2004 were used as these data were the latest
available indicators regarding Latvian regions.

The research object in the Ph.D. paper is social capital in Zemgale, the research
subject is the possibilities for developing farmers’ social capital.

The hypothesis of the Ph.D. paper: if investing additional resources in social
capital development in Zemgale, the level of farm development will increase in
the region.

According to the hypothesis, the aim of the Ph.D. paper is to assess social capital
as a factor impacting farm development and regions and to identify the possibilities
for its development.

The following tasks have been stated to achieve the aim:

1) to ascertain the historical background of theoretical aspects of the social
capital concept and to identify the role of social capital in the national
economy and regional development;

2) to analyse the formation of farms within the context of social capital;

3) to survey farmers in the Zemgale region in order to identify relationships
between farm development and social capital indicators;

4) to select indicators for assessing farmers’ social capital in the regional
aspect;

5) to identify and assess appropriate scenarios for increasing farmers’ social
capital in Zemgale.

Limitations of the topic — due to the limitations of the Ph.D. paper, social capital
is researched as a result of social networking. Social capital is researched in rural
areas of Zemgale with intensive agricultural production. Farmers’ disposable social
capital is assumed a key type of social capital. Regional development in the paper
is based upon farm development.
The material and informative framework used for achieving the aim,
accomplishing the tasks and proving the hypothesis:

> EU? directives, laws of the Republic of Latvia, regulations of the Cabinet

of Ministers and other legal documents;

' EU — European Union
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data of the Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia;

documents prepared, programmes and reports elaborated by the Ministry
of Agriculture;

information provided by the SRS, SLS, RSS, SPPS, the Latvian Agrarian
Economics Institute, the Register of Enterprises, the Zemgale
Development Agency, co-operatives and NGOs *;

World Bank informative materials;

theoretical and analytical literature;

publications by Latvian and foreign scientists;

other information sources listed in bibliographical references.

YV VYV

Y VYVY

In order to accomplish the tasks and prove the hypothesis, several research
methods were applied, which were selected according to specific problems tackled
in each chapter:
»  General research methods -
logical and constructive;
e monographic;
e analysis and synthesis;
e inductive and deductive,
»  Statistical methods -
e  descriptive statistical;
e dynamic arrays analysis a.o.,
» Nonparametric methods - Chi-Square tests,
»  Other research methods -
e sociological surveying;
e hierarchy analysis;
e  Pair-wise analysis;
e SWOT? analysis.

The Ph.D. paper consists of 5 chapters.

Chapter 1 includes a theoretical review of the topic and ascertains the historical
background of the social capital concept. The term social capital and the indicators
for its evaluation are discussed by using studies of many authors. In the
classification of economic resources, social capital and human capital are regarded
as human resources and both types of capital take an equal position among natural,
financial and non-financial types of capital in the group of economic resources.
Chapter 1 ends with a social capital definition developed by the author.

In Chapter 2, social capital is analysed as a regional development factor, and such
important elements for regional development as regional identity of people,

2 SRS - State Revenue Service , SLS - State Land Service, RSS - Rural Support Service, SPPS - State
Plant Protection Service, NGO — nongovernmental organisation
# SWOT - analysis of strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats
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individuality and authority are outlined, as well as social capital is analysed as a
factor fostering entrepreneurship in regions.

The results of two surveys targeting Zemgale farmers are analysed in the following
two chapters. Chapter 3 deals with the social capital indicators and their impact on
farm development. Chapter 4 deals with different levels of social capital and the
investment process subordinated to these levels in the respective spatial area.

In Chapter 5, possible social capital increase scenarios in Zemgale are analysed in
co-operation with experts, using the hierarchy analysis method. The Chapter
includes assessments of the scenarios, an action plan for introducing the scenarios
and cost calculations for the scenarios. The most optimal scenario for additional
investments of resources in social capital development in Zemgale was ascertained.
The Ph.D. paper ends with the key conclusions, problems and suggestions for their
solution.

The theses defended in the Ph.D. paper are as follows:

1. Social capital is an economic resource that subordinately impacts regional
development as well.

2. There are relationships between farmers’ disposable social capital and
farm development.

3. The existence of social capital of different levels is essential for regional
development.

4. Additional resources for increasing farmers’ social capital in the region
have to be invested.

Research novelties.

1. Definitions of social capital and interregional social capital, that are
appropriate for economic research, have been developed as a result of
theoretical and practical studies.

2. Questionnaire forms for evaluating social capital have been elaborated
and surveys of farmers in the region of Zemgale have been carried out.

3. Indicators for evaluating farmers’ social capital in the regional aspect
have been identified.

4. Scenarios for increasing farmers’ social capital in the Zemgale region
have been elaborated and evaluated.

Scientific importance of the research. The research done in the Ph.D. paper and
the interpretation of its results presents a new approach in investigating farm
economic performance and regional development in Latvia. The scenarios for
increasing farmers’ social capital in Zemgale have been elaborated and evaluated.
Economic importance of the research. The research results included in the Ph.D.
paper and published can be used by institutions linked to agriculture and regional
development when implementing agricultural and rural development policies,
plans and programmes. These results can be used by state advisory services and
nongovernmental organisations as well as when elaborating and implementing
continuing education programmes for rural businessmen. It is possible to adapt the
research results to other Latvian regions.
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1. THEORETICAL ASPECTS OF SOCIAL CAPITAL

The chapter contains 27 pages, 2 tables and 2 figures.
The theoretical basics of social capital can be studied in different ways: by
compiling, analysing and assessing the scientific literature in a chronological
sequence, by identifying the ways of manifestation of social capital, or by linking
social capital with a particular community or a spatial area. Social capital is closely
related to human capital as human capital in new age economics has taken a quite
stable position in the classification of economic resources. That’s why social
capital being related to informal networks, trust, co-operation, cohesion and
collaboration in the society should have an appropriate position in this
classification along with natural and material resources. Social capital is not
regarded as a classical economic resource by many economists, while others use it
quite widely to reveal social norms, associations and networks that impact social
capital or to ascertain how communities react on any initiatives and opportunities.
In fact, each thing has its price and everything is sold — president of the Economic
Trends Foundation in the USA* J Rifkin believes (2001., 2004) — individuals have
to concentrate on forming lasting relations. In economics, more and more attention
is paid to opportunities to transform all experience gained during individual’s life
into a commodity. Therefore, social capital becomes an economic resource.
The author advises to classify economic resources into three groups:
1)  natural resources;
2)  human resources:
e human capital;
e social capital,
3)  material resources:
e financial capital;
e non-financial capital.
If analysing publications by many authors - Bourdieu P. (1980., 1983., 1986.),
Bjornskov Chr. (2002., 2003.), Castle E. (2002.), Colleman J. (1988.) , Freitag M.
(2001.), Fukuyama Fr. (1995., 2001., 2002.), Harper R. (2001.), Inglehart R.
(1997.), Jacobs J. (1965., 1992.), Knack S. (1997.), Keefer P. (1997.), Koen C.I.
(2003.), Narayan D. (1997., 2001.), Pizza-Georgi B. (2002.), Portess A. (1998.),
Putnam R.D. (1993., 1995., 2000., 2001., 2003.), Rose R. (1998., 1999., 2000.),
Woolcock M. (2001.) - it is hard to make conclusions on social capital because
approaches to measuring social capital as well as theoretical points of view are
different and sometimes even opposite, for instance, R.Putnam’s and P.Bourdieu’s
social capital concepts. Generally we can assume that two theoretical models exist.
One of them emphasises access to resources and power division in the society,
access to political and economic resources through social contacts or networks (the

24 USA — United States of America
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neomarxian paradigm), the second one outlines social norms and opportunities for
individuals in free market economies (the neoliberal paradigm). The first model is
characteristic to P.Bourdieu’s theory, the second one — to that of R.Putnam.
Author’s analysis of social capital concepts developed by the leading researchers in
this field is presented in Table 1.

Table 1
An Analysis of Social Capital Concepts

Theoretical Author Social capital concept
model positive aspects negative aspects
+ considers social capital a - social capital concept is not
gain; fully developed, no
_@ + views social capital in close empirical studies have been
"g relation with other capital done;
Qg forms; - in social capital
g a + successfully links economic development, political
g issues with issues that are power (government) plays
é not related to an economy. an inelastic future role.
3 + considers social capital a - increasing social capital is
= " value (mental, material); related to available
3 + assesses social capital as a opportunities, motivation for
§ resource to be acquired; it is not assessed.
< + tries to group basic social
capital functions and sources
for its acquisition.
+ views social capital as a - social capital is not viewed
= source of action, uses a as a single entirety;
g rational approach for - social capital definition is
%’ researching social capital; very extensive making its
O + expanded analysis of understanding difficult.
- relationships between social
and human capital.

+ researches social capital - social capital development
= considering ethnic and is mostly viewed through the
3 cultural differences; prism of trust, not allowing its
E + uses and explains the term change in time and space;
= g “trust radius” for - role of government policy is

s characterising social capital; not considered for social
= + assigns an important role to capital development.
r.r::f informal relations in the
i process of forming social

capital;

+ analyses not only positive
but also negative social
capital.
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Table 1 continued

Social capital concept

Theoretical | Author positive aspects positive aspects
model + appreciates the role of - mostly views social capital
collective body in creating as a process, less attention is
social capital, especially that paid to results;
of public institutions and - social capital definition is
organisations; extensive, attributed to
B g + views social capital as an heterogeneous space;
2 £ element of local government | - role of public processes is
E pff performance and regional not assessed in social capital
= ~ development; development.
+ analyses relationships
between the level of public
activities and individualism
and their impact on social
capital in the society.

Several ideas of scientists overlap in social capital research, however, each concept
analysed in Table 1 has its own original vision. These social capital theories form a
basis for studies on social capital by many scientists and researchers.
The definition of social capital has many interpretations, however on the whole,
researchers try to specify them and identify three forms or areas that characterise
the existence and extent of social capital, i.e.:

1) involvement in different associations;

2) existence and the role of civil and social norms;

3) individual’s trust in others, different social groups and institutions.
A definition of wider scope includes also social and political contexts forming the
social structure and allowing social norms to be developing. The World Bank
being the only international organisation that is involved in researching social
capital admits that social unity is of great importance to the society so that it can
prosper economically and its development could last.
If social capital is more and more considered an economic resource, if it is
recognised that social capital has an impact on competitiveness and productivity of
enterprises, one has to admit that the present social capital concepts more or less
view social capital as a process of networking with its specific features. But
actually an understanding of social capital is much wider, especially in the national
economy one has to consider gains from social capital. Besides, these gains can be
both in terms of so called “intangible assets” that function only in mental and
emotional areas and in terms of material assets when contact networks allow
individuals to improve their economic performance, providing additional profit
opportunities.
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Therefore, the author offers her own social capital definition:
social capital is the gains from mutual relations that develop in networks of
social structures and impact individual’s actions.
Thus, an understanding of social capital is substantially broadened because, as a
result of networking, there is an opportunity to:

e increase productivity and profit;

e gain new business partners;

e  get more information;

e develop collaboration and co-operation;

e geta sense of security, trust etc.
All these gains are provided by social capital. Such a definition is more appropriate
for economic studies as economic activities of people and motivation for economic
activities are placed in the centre of economic theory. The author uses this
definition in the practical part of the Ph.D. paper.
Social capital is used in research both as a precondition for social and economic
progress and as its consequence. The social capital concept can be used in a very
wide sense, but not always it justifies itself. The best social capital theories and
empirical studies have been made in the USA, and many researchers from Europe
make no adjustments and attribute this term to other continents, ignoring cultural
diversity. If social capital is simply regarded as networking, different nationalities
or cultures do not change the nature of networking, however, application of its
gains changes depending on the way each community uses it.
Although the term social capital is used in the world for decades, in Latvia it has
attracted notable attention in the last five years. Since 1996 the Organisation of
United Nations produces an annual report on human development in Latvia. The
central topic of the years 2002/2003 in the report was human security in which
social capital evaluation criteria were also included. In Latvia, the indicators of
social capital are assessed very low, even if compared to other neighbouring
countries. If searching for causes of this situation, to a great extent the causes have
to be identified in the historical background of the country and in the fact that
corruption has presently reached a high level. General studies on social capital
have not been done in the country, some authors like Boruks A., Kriizmétra M.,
Rivza B., Rivza P., Stokmane 1. (2000.); Mensikovs V. (2001.), Terauda V.
(2001.); Klodane G. (2004.); Strikis V., Pelse M., Leikucs J. (2003., 2004., 2005.);
Zobena A. (2005.); Zandere E. (2005.); Berzina K. (2006.) have analysed the
different interpretations of this term.
In order not to produce more contradictions that can already be observed among
social capital concepts, the author of the Ph.D. paper believes that social capital
formation conditions, its development opportunities and its impact on general
processes have to be viewed in a narrower scope. First of all, analysis has to be
done within the scope of one country or even region, or particular industries or
even communities of the society. In the Ph.D. paper, the territory of research is one
of Latvian regions - Zemgale.
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Summary:

Social capital concepts developed by leading scientists in the world are different,
however, these concepts do not compete among each other as they are developed
for a concrete research object and time period. Two theoretical models exist: one of
the models is based on access to resources using social capital networks; the
second model is based on individual’s opportunities under free market conditions.
Presently available social capital theories have both positive and negative features.
The social capital concepts developed by different authors include a wide range of
information and interpretations of different visions. When approbating social
capital in an economy, fruitful features of social capital have to be stressed. It
would allow us to evaluate social capital as an economic resource more
completely.

2. REGIONS AND SOCIAL CAPITAL

The chapter contains 15 pages, 3 tables and 1 figure.

According to a definition accepted in the world, any large territory on the Earth,
which is different from other territories due to its physical and geographical
qualities or due to human activity specifics, can be called a region.

Presently in Latvia, two types of regions formally exist: statistical and planning
regions. Formal regions are called regions which, after corresponding legal acts are
passed, are established for performing specific functions and necessary resources
and management are provided. Usually a political approach is used for establishing
formal regions. The boundaries of planning regions in Latvia match the boundaries
of statistical regions since 2004.

Table 2
Indicators Characterising Latvian Regions in the beginning of 2006

Popule.ltion Share of population, % Average

Region Area Populati- density, P : 1 age Of.

i on (personsz in cities in rura populati-

per 1 km?) and towns areas on, years
Kurzeme 13600 308433 22.7 62.5 37.5 39.3
Latgale 14549 359762 24.7 58.1 41.9 40.8
Pieriga 10134 369370 36.4 51.2 48.8 39.1
Riga 307 727578 2368.4 100.0 0.0 41.5
Vidzeme 15257 243039 15.9 42.4 57.6 39.5
Zemgale 10742 286408 26.7 48.1 51.9 39.0
Total 64589 | 2294590 35.5 68.0 32.0 40.2

Source: CSB. Demography, 2006
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The author uses the division of planning regions in her Ph.D. paper. The basic
indicators characterising the regions are compiled in Table 2. In terms of area size,
all these regions are quite equal, however, the regions of Zemgale and Riga have a
little bit smaller areas.

In terms of population numbers, these regions are very different. Almost half of
Latvia’s population live in the Riga region, mostly in the capital city of Riga.
Vidzeme, which is the largest region in terms of area size, has the smallest
population, therefore, its population density is only 15.9 inhabitants per 1 km®.
This indicator is twice as small as on average in the country. The regions of
Zemgale, Latgale, Kurzeme and Vidzeme are typical rural territories with the
highest population density of 26.7 inhabitants per 1 km” in Zemgale.

In the beginning of 2006, on average 1/3 of the Latvian population lives in rural
areas while 2/3 reside in cities and towns; most of the population resides in rural
areas in the regions of Vidzeme and Latgale — respectively 57.6% and 51.9% of the
total number of population. The average age of population in Latvia is 40.2 years, a
bit younger people live in Zemgale where the average age is 39 years.

The natural increase in population in Latvia is negative since 1991. As a result of
migration, the number of population decreased in all regions, except for the regions
of Zemgale and Pieriga, over the recent years. An increase in migration in Zemgale
was 1.6 thousand people during 1999-2003, accounting for 36% of respective
changes in total.

Human needs can be structured in hierarchy. According to social physiologist
Maslow’s hierarchy of needs, humans have a need to belong to. In 2003, the author
conducted an experimental survey in Zemgale within the framework of the Ph.D.
paper in order to find out how important it is to live in this region to its residents.
57% of the surveyed people would like to live right in Zemgale in the future. This
indicator match results gained in “A Study on Capability in Regions” carried out
by the UN Development Programme in Latvia and the University of Latvia in
2005. In this study, 68% of respondents from the Riga region and 50% of those
from the Zemgale region said they are affiliated to their region, while in the
Kurzeme region this indicator was the least — 32%. Any individual starts to satisfy
his or her most wished need, t.i. self-realisation only after identifying his or her
affiliation to something and after being satisfied with this affiliation. One of the
manifestations of affiliation is regional identity. It is a phenomenon when people
identify themselves with the social system of a particular region — its people,
culture, traditions, landscapes etc. A strong regional identity substantially impacts
an increase in social capital (co-operation, common values and trust). According to
scientist G.Raagma (2002), the regional and local identities create a stronger
collective and individual motivation for work, including studies and social
activities. The sense of regional affiliation fosters co-operation and formation of
collaboration networks in regions.

Social capital studies in the world, in fact, started with researching its regional
aspect because in almost any research on social capital there is a reference to
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Robert Putnam’s works ,, Making Democracy Work. Civic Traditions in Modern
Italy” (1993) and ,,Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American
Community” (2000). His first book explains regional differences between northern
and southern Italy from the point of view of social capital. His second book repeats
this research in the USA.

There are few countries in the world where negative regional differences would not
exist. Such differences exist between regions, cities and rural areas of a particular
country.

However, regional development leads to positive changes in the social and
economic situation on the whole territory of a country or particular its parts
(Regional Development Law, 2002). Its goal is to ensure sustainable and balanced
territorial development and to reduce negative regional differences.

Individuality is a quality indicator characterising human capital and social capital
in a regional aspect of economic development. When researching regional and
local structures, the different elements of regional culture are regarded as both an
advantage and an obstacle. Human behaviour and mentality as well as social
relations, which are a part of social capital, to some extent determine the quality of
surrounding spatial areas, and they play the crucial role in economic activities.
Unlike the other forms of capital, social capital is not based on particular things,
but it arises from relations between them. These relations are linked in a joint
network and in 1993 R.Putnam specified that social networks have a value. These
networks increase both individual and collective productivity and function as a
propeller for physical capital and a good education, which, in turn, impact human
capital.

In order to show how individualities and their social capital impact the regions and
the processes taking place there, the author will present an example about the
formation of a regional network in Latvia. Any analysis of the regional
development indicators is hindered not only by the fact that the boundaries of
regions didn’t match till 2004, but also the use of statistical data is difficult due to
the system, according to which various regional institutions were established in
1990-ies. National governmental institutions functioning on the whole territory of
the country have introduced their own regional division (see Table 3), the
boundaries of which do not match neither statistical nor planning regions. For
instance, the Rural Support Service with its regional agricultural departments was
established with regard to agriculture. The State Land Service with its regional
departments is responsible for issues related to land use. Tax administration is
carried out by the State Revenue Service which also has regional departments. The
State Plant Protection Service is responsible for sales and use of plant protection
means and for seed control. All these institutions have not only different territories
of responsibility, but also different names of the regions they operate in.
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Latvian Regional Division

Table 3

Regional Regional Regional Regional
g Agricult. egiona egiona egiona .
'% B(;gards of | Departments | Institutions | Institutions | Statistical Plal}mng
& the RSS of the SPPS | ofthe SRS | of'the SLS regions*® regions
South South Kurzeme South Kurzeme Kurzeme
Kurzeme Kurzeme Kurzeme
Saldus Saldus Liepaja Saldus
o| Kuldiga Kuldiga Ventspils Kuldiga Kuldiga Kuldiga
E Liepaja Liepaja Kuldiga Liepaja Liepaja Liepaja
N North North Saldus North Saldus Saldus
§ Kurzeme Kurzeme Talsi Kurzeme Talsi Talsi
Talsi Talsi Talsi Ventspils Ventspils
Tukums Tukums Tukums
Ventspils Ventspils Ventspils
Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale Zemgale
Jelgava Jelgava Jelgava Jelgava Bauska Bauska
Bauska Bauska Bauska Bauska Dobele Dobele
Dobele Dobele Dobele Dobele Jelgava Jelgava
% Central Central Aizkraukle Central Aizkraukle | Aizkrauk-
E‘J Latvia Daugava Jekabpils Daugava Jekabpils le
| Jekabpils | Aizkraukle Tukums Aizkraukle Tukums Jekabpils
Madona Jekabpils Jekabpils
Madona Madona
Gulbene
Balvi
North Vidzeme Vidzeme Vidzeme Vidzeme Vidzeme
Vidzeme
Aluksne Aluksne Aluksne Aluksne Aluksne Aluksne
Cesis Cesis Cesis Cesis Cesis Cesis
o | Limbazi Limbazi Limbazi Limbazi Limbazi Gulbene
E, Valka Valka Valka Valka Valka Madona
= | Valmiera Valmiera Valmiera Valmiera Valmiera Valka
- North Gulbene Gulbene Gulbene Valmiera
East Madona Madona
Gulbene Ogre
Aluksne
Balvi
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Table 3 continued

g Reg}onal Regional Regional Regional .
.9 Agricult. oo oo - Planning
¥ Boards of Departments | Institutions | Institutions Stat}stlcal regions*
~ of the SPPS of the SRS | ofthe SLS regions™®

the RSS

East Latgale Latgale Latgale Latgale Latgale

Latgale

Ludza Daugavpils Balvi Ludza Daugav- Daugav-

Rezekne Kraslava Daugavpils Preili pils pils
° Ludza Kraslava Balvi Kraslava Kraslava
Tc‘n Preili Ludza Rezekne Ludza Ludza
= South Rezekne Preili South Preili Preili
= Latgale Rezekne Latgale Rezekne Rezekne

Daugav- Daugavpils Balvi Balvi

pils Kraslava

Kraslava

Preili

Lielriga Riga Riga Lielriga Riga Riga

Ogre Riga Riga Riga Riga Riga
S | Aizkrauk- Ogre Ogre Ogre Jurmala Jurmala
& le Limbazi

Riga Ogre

Tukums

*Note: division of statistical and planning regions till May 1, 2004
Source: table developed by the author using information of the SRS, SLS, RSS, SPPS

The largest differences are observed in the regions of Latgale, Zemgale and
Vidzeme. The names of the regional departments include such names as
Ziemelvidzeme (North Vidzeme), Ziemelaustrumi (Northeast), Viduslatvija
(Central Latvia), Vidusdaugava (Central Daugava) etc. How reasonable is each of
these territorial divisions - has to be specially assessed; they were affected both by
their historical background and material provision, especially the existence of
buildings and other infrastructure objects played an important role. The author
believes that staffs of these institutions were also one of the factors that affected
this situation — the staffs wanted to make the regional departments better accessible
to themselves and they didn’t care about state interests and a unified territorial
division. It also impacted regional development because territories, in which these
institutions were located, concentrated resources and social capital was forming
there.

Human relations result from both individual relations and those of the whole
society. A question may arise — “when and how much any individual invest in
social capital?” Besides the author would like to emphasize a special role of
individualities in small rural civil parishes with small in number populations where
the number of respectable individuals is proportionally small and, therefore, their
influence on life events is more notable both in positive and negative aspects.
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Summary:

The regional identity plays an essential role in choosing a place of residence and
employment as well as a type of occupation. The recent studies in Latvia indicate
that this factor is very significant for people in Riga and its vicinity as well as in
the region of Zemgale.

The regional division in Latvia has old traditions, however, changes in the
boundaries of regions made by government institutions so far has hindered regional
research. Social capital has also very significantly impacted the regional division
and its interpretation in Latvia over the recent 10 years because leading
government officials and administrations in existing institutions had social capital,
and new organisations in Latvia were created on the basis of these existing
institutions. Regional development is impacted by individuals living and working
in a particular territory and by their social capital. Formation of large regional
differences has prompted scientists to study these problems.

Although detailed research of social capital in the world began with studying its
regional context, so far no single social capital concept has been created and
elaborated for measuring this phenomenon in the field of regional development.
Several studies have to be done on this topic in order to develop a comprehensive
concept. Therefore in the next chapter, the author will try to ascertain what role
social capital plays in farm development.

3. RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN FARM DEVELOPMENT
AND SOCIAL CAPITAL IN ZEMGALE

The chapter contains 31 pages, 12 tables and 4 figures.

In order to prove or reject the hypothesis stated in the Ph.D. paper, the author has
formulated an additional hypothesis: social capital functions as a factor
promoting farm development.

3.1. Establishment of private farms

The main occupation in rural areas is agriculture, especially in the region of
Zemgale. Therefore, a great part of the population in rural civil parishes is linked
with this occupation.

Rural areas play a unique role and perform special functions in nation’s life and in
the national economy. They are a spatial area where primary industries have
emerged, which produce resources to be processed and consumed by other
industries. As to rural areas, the first characterising and constant resource in rural
areas is land, but its manager and user is the farmer.

A farmer is defined as a person whose principal occupation and source of income
is related to farming land owned or rented by him or her and to producing
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agricultural goods. In the Ph.D. paper the author has chosen to use this term when
speaking of legally registered farms — private farms which produce agricultural
goods mostly for selling in the market; their managers are farmers and other family
members play an important role in this economic activity.
After Latvia regained its independence, the most active period for setting up
private farms was from 1991 to 1995. During this period 31552 farms were set up;
it accounts for 83.4% of the current number of farms. Till 2005 in Latvia, 37549
private farms were set up, of which almost 8000 farms or 21% of their total
number are located in the region of Zemgale. The number of farms per 1000
inhabitants in Zemgale is one of the highest (1991-1995 — 22.5; 1996-2000 — 3;
2001-2005 — 1.4). Farms in Zemgale manage 59.3% of the total region’s
agricultural land. However, it has to be admitted that only about one third of farms
are economically active, the data from the RSS proves it, for instance, only 11611
farms or 30.9% of their total number applied for EU direct payments in 2004. Why
such huge differences exist between the existing number of farms and that of
economically active farms? How this process was impacted by farmers’ disposable
social capital, did it play an important role? Present studies viewed social capital at
a general macro level. Rural communities, the nature and features of social capital
of entrepreneurs doing their business in these communities have not been studied.
Taking into account the aspect of social capital and the period of farm
establishment in Latvia in 1990-ies, the author breaks down farms into three
subgroups:

1) former land owners and inheritors not related to rural areas;

2) former land owners and inheritors related to rural areas;

3) former agricultural specialists, managers.
The author believes that the least viable are farms whose founders are land owners,
which didn’t have any relation to agriculture, but the most viable are farms, whose
founders are former agricultural specialists. Their factor of success, of course, was
the fact that they had both initial material resources and contact networks in this
field. However, the initial material recourses became a hindering factor for many
these farmers afterwards as their alertness was “put to sleep” and they just didn’t
follow all fresh news. On the contrary, first group land owners were able to take a
risk on condition that inheritors can work on their farms without the presence of
former owners (mother, father).
One can affirm for sure that the historical background of Latvia, the interruption in
inheriting property over the period of Latvia’s incorporation into the USSR*
significantly changed the social life, networks, public norms and trust.
On the whole, the author would like to outline 4 factors negatively impacting
farmers’ social capital:

1) historical background;

2) close kinship ties;

» USSR — Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
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3) low mobility level;

4) low self-appraisal.
A farm is a family enterprise whose principles of operation are determined by close
kinship ties not only at an emotional level, but also at a practical level by using
relatives as a labour force. Since this type of business is related to land and land is
heritable, it, in turn, makes additional pressure on farmers’ mobility. Besides, rural
residents appraise themselves lower than urban residents do.

3.2. Social capital and farm development

Within the scope of the research, the author carried out two surveys targeting farms
in the region of Zemgale. The design of survey forms was based on author’s
theoretical studies on social capital as well as author’s own social capital
definition. The first survey in 2004°® was conducted to analyse farm development
criteria and social capital relationships. The target group was farms producing
agricultural goods for the market, i.e. filing annual individual income tax and
corporate income tax declarations to the State Revenue Service. The survey data
were processed using SPSS 11.01 (Statistical Package for Social Sciences) data
analysis tools. A Chi-Square test was done to assess a relationship between two
indications corresponding to the nominal scale. Chi-Square criteria were calculated
by a following formula:

X2=Zk (n, = n,)

A

i= 1 n;
n; frequencies of the given empirical distribution;
i, frequencies of the corresponding theoretical distribution;
k number of intervals.

Following hypotheses are stated to characterise accordance between the empirical
and theoretical distributions.

Hy: n; - ﬁl. empirical distribution corresponds to the theoretical distribution,

Hi:n;. ﬁl. empirical distribution does not correspond to the theoretical

distribution.

P-value”’ approach was used for decision making. A data credibility rate was
assumed at a=0.05. When using the Chi-Square criterion, one should consider that
there is a sufficient number of observations — not less than five; if this requirement
is not met, intervals have to be merged. Statistical credibility coefficients Phi and
Cramer’s V were used for characterising relationships between two indications.

%6210 respondents were involved in the survey (cluster of 3119 farms), 207 questionnaire forms were
valid. The respondents were chosen randomly.

27 p-value is the smallest significance level for rejecting the null hypothesis
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The following criteria were selected for characterising the level of farm
development:
e farmed area in hectares;
o farmed area changes over the recent 10 years;
e use of SAPARD? support for farm development;
e family’s current material position;
e respondents’ view about their farm viability in the future.
These are the indicators that characterise farm development, the increasing or
decreasing value of farms.
The following social capital indicators were selected for successful farm
development:
1) farmers’ participation®® in different public activities:
e in political parties or groups;
e in professional unions, societies, associations related to agricultural
production;
e in public farmers’ organisations engaged in making agricultural
policy;
e in religious or church organisations;
e in working groups participating in tackling local government
problems;
e in organised sport activities;
e in amateur bands (choirs, dance groups etc.);
2) co-operation, participation in a co-operative;
3) trust in people and different institutions.
The gained results are presented in the following tables.
When analysing the survey data presented in Table 4, one can see that there is a
relationship between the criteria of economic success: farmed land area, its
changes, respondents’ participation in different professional societies, associations,
unions and farmers’ participation in different public agricultural organisations, the
p-value is less than 0.05. The Chi-Square value is between 18.378 and 53.453.
There are also relationships between farm viability and farmers’ participation in
professional societies, associations and unions (3°=6.513), and use of SAPARD aid
and farmers’ participation in public agricultural organisations (y’=6.343), the p-
value is less than 0.05.

28 SAPARD — Special Accession Program for Agriculture and Rural Development
29 T . .. .
participation is assessed by the number of organisations a respondent is involved in
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Table 4
Relation of Public Activities to Farm Growth Criteria

Involvement of|
farm managers| Value Farmed Land area Use of Material Farm
in public land area changes SAPARD | position viability
activities assistance

In professional

societies, p2 0.000 0.001 0.083 0.680 0.039

unions, X 27.772 18.623 2.998 0.771 6.513

associations

2‘ filél:lllltflral p 0.000 0.001 0.012 0.378 0.094
gricuttur ¥’ 53.453 18.378 6.343 1.946 4.729

organisations

In working

ig;;’;ps tackling 0.312 0.532 0.625 0.061 0.615

x? 5.938 3.157 0.239 5.587 0.973

government

problems

In organised p2 0.188 0.200 0.061 0.230 0.045

sport activities X 7.473 5.991 3.514 2.939 6.193

In amateur P2 0.405 0.164 0.210 0.209 0.764

bands X 5.088 6.512 1.570 3.133 0.540

Source: calculations by the author based on the survey results
Note: values having a relationship between factors are bold

The social capital indicators like farmers’ participation in local government
working groups, organised sport activities and amateur bands are not useful for
farm development because the p-value is greater than 0.05, except for one case — a
relationship emerges between farmers’ participation in organised sport activities
and farm viability — y’=6.343 and the p-value is less than 0.05. Respondents’
involvement in political parties and public activities of religious organisations was
ascertained in the survey. Only 6 respondents out of 207 admitted to be involved in
a political party or a party group, and only 8 respondents said to be involved in
religious organisations, therefore these indicators are not included in the table.
Most of relationships exist between the criteria selected to characterise the farm
development level and the group of social capital indicators - farmers’ participation
in public activities. It is proven by the indicators of farmed land area and its
changes.

Farmers in Zemgale are engaged only in agricultural co-operatives. Presently in
Latvia, a few dozens of strong co-operatives have emerged in which rural
entrepreneurs trust. In the survey, the author wished to get to know respondents’
thoughts whether co-operatives improve or hinder farmers’ performance.
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123 respondents out of 207 believe that co-operatives improve farmers’
performance, 5 think that they hinder, 46 are convinced that there is no effect, but
33 respondents had no opinion on this question.

Table 5
Relationships between Indicators Characterising Farm Growth and Farmers’
Participation in Co-operatives

Indicators characterising economic growth of Values ,
5 Cramer’s
farms x p-value v
Farmed land area 39.249 0.000 0.435
Land area changes 31.802 0.000 0.392
Use of SAPARD assistance 17.260 0.000 0.289
Material position 10.310 0.006 0.223
Farm viability 7.699 0.021 0.193

Source: calculations by the author based on the survey results
Note: values having a significant relationship between factors are bold

After assessing the gained survey results, one has to conclude that relationships
exist between farmers’ engagement in co-operatives and the farm development
criteria because there are relationships between all the indicators: the p-value is
less than 0.05, the Chi-Square value is within the range of 7.699 (farm viability)
and 39.249 (farmed land area). Besides, the strongest relationship was observed
between the indicator of farmed land area and farmers’ engagement in co-
operatives. The author justifies this fact by Cramer’s V=0.435, the weakest
association was observed between farmers’ engagement in co-operatives and farm
viability — Cramer’s V=0.193 (see Table 5).

In order to examine relationships between the farm growth criteria and farmers’
trust, two questions were included in the survey in which farmers were questioned
about several objects important to farmers from the point of view of trust. One of
the questions pointed to whether people can be trusted on the whole; in this case
the gained results showed no relation to farm growth. The results gained from the
second question are showed in Table 6. Two economic success criteria from the
selected ones are not presented in the table: farmed land area and its changes over
the recent years because, according to the survey results, no relationships were
identified between these criteria and farmers’ trust in different institutions.
According to respondents’ views, the strongest relationships exist between their
farms® viability and trust in institutions: the central government (x’=11.059), the
European Union (x°=18.427), the banking system (x’=21.762), public
organisations (x*=12.915) and the national educational system (x’=9.923), the p-
values were less than 0.05. Some relationships exist between respondents’ current
material position and their trust in institutions: the European Union (x°=17.945),
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public organisations (3°=10.060), the mass media (x’=9.491) and the national
educational system (x’=13.563); in all cases the p-values were less than 0.05.

Table 6
Relationships between Farm Growth Criteria and Farmers’ Trust in Different
Institutions

Trust in Use of SAPARD Material Farm
s Value . .. C s

institutions assistance position viability
Central p 0.475 0.102 0.026

government x’ 1.489 7.720 11.059
Local p 0.748 0.121 0.092
government v’ 0.580 7.304 7.986
. p 0.536 0.001 0.001

European Union 7 1.248 17.945 18.427
Law enforcement p 0.970 0.213 0.201
institutions x’ 0.060 5.823 5.972
Banking system p2 0.254 0.248 0.000
x 2.743 5.405 21.762
Public p 0.035 0.039 0.012
organisations x 6.678 10.060 12.915
Church, religious p 0.736 0.650 0.709
organisations x’ 0.613 2.471 2.143
. p 0.668 0.050 0.388
Mass media 7 0.808 9.491 4.138
Educational p 0.423 0.009 0.042
system x 1.722 13.563 9.923

Source: calculations by the author based on the survey results
Note: values determining a relationship between factors are bold

In case of using SAPARD assistance by farmers, there is only one relationship
regarding their trust in public organisations with the p-value=0.035 and the Chi-
Square value equal to 6.678.

According to the gained data, economic success of rural entrepreneurs is not
impacted neither by their trust nor distrust in local governments, law enforcement
institutions and religious organisations - the Chi-Square value was within the range
from 0.060 to 7.986 and the p-value had the range from 0.201 to 0.970.

Summary:

In the beginning of the chapter, a hypothesis stated by the author that social capital
functions as a factor promoting farm development proves to be true because
according to survey results one can conclude that economic growth depends on
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several social capital indicators:

e farmers’ participation in professional societies, unions, associations and
different public agricultural organisations;

e farmers’ involvement in agricultural co-operatives;

e trust, especially trust in institutions which, according to farmers, impact
their economic success. Such institutions in Latvia are the central
government, the banking system, different public organisations,
educational institutions and partially the mass media as well as
institutions of the European Union.

Therefore, these indicators can be used in the Zemgale region in order to assess the
impact of social capital on farm development and on the increasing value of farms.
Farm development is not impacted by such social capital indicators as:

e farmers’ involvement in working groups tackling local government
problems;
farmers’ involvement in amateur arts;
farmers’ involvement in political parties and religious organisations;
farmers’ trust in people in general;
farmers’ trust in local governments and law enforcement institutions;
farmers’ trust in church and religious organisations.

4. REGIONAL ASPECTS OF FARMERS’ SOCIAL CAPITAL

The chapter contains 19 pages, 14 tables and 2 figures.

The previous chapter was devoted to finding relationships between several social
capital indicators and criteria characterising farm development. It was investigated
whether social capital is a factor impacting the material position of farmers. The
concept of this chapter is based on researching regional aspects of social capital. If
social capital is used, entrepreneurs have new qualitative perspectives for their
businesses, but if opportunities of using social capital are not implemented in the
public sector, not only business development, but also development of the whole
surrounding territory is hindered.

In this chapter the author states an additional hypothesis: farms having more
regional or interregional social capital develop faster and invest more in
regional development if compared to farms having local or local community
social capital.

Social capital, available in interregional areas, is a capital that forms on the basis of
several administrative units. In Latvia, one can talk about this type of capital only
if social networks have spread on territories of several municipalities and/or
regions. The author has developed a definition for interregional social capital:
interregional social capital is the gains from mutual relations that emerge in a
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network of social structures and impacts individual’s actions, besides, this
capital is based on several administrative units.
A second survey carried out by the author in 2005*° was devoted to analysing
relationships between farmers’ social capital and regional areas. The goal of this
survey was to ascertain the most appropriate indicators for characterising the
spatial structure of social capital in farms and to assess key aspects of relationships
between farm development and rural development regarding a spatial dimension of
social capital. The methodology of the research is described in Chapter 3.
The following indicators characterising the increasing or decreasing value of
farms were selected as the criteria characterising farm growth:
e respondents’ opinion on whether their farms are developing;
e a level of increase in turnover’' of farms (2 levels of increase were
set);
e changes in farmed land area (3 ranges of change were set).
After analysing the spatial dimension of farmers’ social capital, several indicators
were included in the survey to select the most objective ones which would
characterise regional aspects of social capital, and they are:
e farmers’ public activity in local communes and regional areas;
e farmers’ activity in the process of elections of central and local
governments;
e farmers’ involvement in central and local governments;
e farmers’ participation in contests “The Most Tidy Farmstead” in local
communes and at the national level;
e farmers’ engagement in co-operatives;
e farmers’ positions in public organisations.
The author identified relationships between all spatial dimension indicators of
social capital put forward in the research and the farm growth criteria. Each of
these indicators allows us to judge processes of formation of social networks in a
regional area, however, not in each case the relationships regarding farm
development were identified.
Social capital theoreticians often use people activity in elections as a social capital
indicator in their studies, assuming that people participating in electing the national
government have a broader social capital which relates to an interregional area than
people participating in local government elections. But farmers in Zemgale are
duteous and participate both in central and local government elections.
Participating in the political arena as deputies is a favourite occupation of farmers,
especially in local governments. Figure 1 shows farmers’ activity in the process of
local government elections in Latvian regions as deputy candidates and the share of

30 196 respondents participated in the survey and 192 questionnaire forms were valid. The respondents
were selected randomly

31 . . .. .
turnover or income from economic activity over a period of one year
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farmers elected in local governments in the total number of local government
deputies.

Farmers’ activity decreased in the last elections in Latvia by 1.6%. It is mostly
related to a decrease in the number of local governments, but on the whole one can
estimate that around 10% of all deputy candidates are farmers. The number of
elected deputies who are farmers is proportionally even larger. In Zemgale in the
2001 elections, 12.2% were farmers out of all elected deputies, in the 2005
elections — 12.3%, and these are the largest numbers if compared to other regions
(see Figure 1).
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Source: calculations by the author, according to Central Election Commission data

Fig.1. Farmers’ Activity in Local Government Elections in 2001 and 2005 (%)

Farmers are not popular in parliamentary elections. Only 2-3% of deputy
candidates are farmers and only a couple of them out of 100 elected deputies are
engaged in farming. That’s why it is hard to use this indicator as a spatial
dimension indicator of social capital.

When assessing the next indicators: participation in contests “The Most Tidy
Farmstead”, engagement in co-operatives and positions taken in public
organisations, the author concluded that relationships emerge only partially
between these indicators and the farm growth criteria, therefore, these indicators
can be used for stating facts, not for scientific research.
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Social capital indicators for characterising farmers’ public activities in local
governments are as follows:
e Dbeing a deputy or participation in a working group or commission in
local governments;
e participation in commune’s amateur bands or organised sport
activities;
e donation of funds to local government needs.
It was considered in the research that very few public (nongovernmental)
organisations, which are used for assessing farmers’ participation, are registered
and functioning in Latvian rural areas, mostly they are set up and perform in urban
areas.
The author puts forward social capital of four levels to analyse farmers’ social
capital in the spatial dimension (principles of its formation is shown in Table 7):
1) small community;
2) local;
3) regional;
4) interregional.

Table 7
Spatial Structure of Farmers’ Social Capital
Social capital level Social capital indicators
1. small community activities no, public organisations no
2. local activities yes, public organisations no
3. regional activities no, public organisations yes
4. interregional activities yes, public organisations yes

A question might arise, why such indicators are put forward for regional and
interregional social capital. Farms producing agricultural goods for the market are
in equal positions from points of view of production and sales. Differences emerge
only in the network of informal relations. If we regard the territory of a local
commune as a separate regional category, but districts, amalgamated local
municipalities, regions and the country — as other regional categories, then we can
assume that relational networks which emerge in a local commune and relations
which exist outside this local commune interact with each other, which can be
considered an interregional process.

The results of the second survey of farmers were grouped in four categories by
spatial levels of social capital, applying SPSS (see Table 7). 40 respondents had
local community social capital, 26 respondents had local social capital, 51
respondents had regional social capital, but most of respondents - 75 had
interregional social capital.
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Relationships between the farm development criteria and social capital of the four
levels are presented in Table 8.

Table 8
Relationships between Farm Development Indicators and
Social Capital Levels

Development indicators x’ Phi p-value Relationship

Range of land area 35.834 0.432 0.000 exists
change
Turnover increase level 8.766 0.219 0.033 exists
Opinion on farm 21.595 0.335 0.000 exists
development

There are relationships between all the farm development criteria and the spatial
levels of social capital because the p-value is less than 0.05 (0.000<0.05;
0.033<0.05; 0.000<0.05), the Chi-square value ranges between 8.766 and 35.834.
The Phi coefficient shows the strength of a relationship, and the strongest
relationship was identified between the spatial levels of social capital and the land
area changes — the Phi coefficient had the highest value (Phi=0.432) followed by
the relationship regarding respondents’ opinion on their farm development
progress (Phi=0.335). The criterion of farm turnover increase was in the third
position with (Phi=0.219).

The relationships analysed between the farm development criteria and social
capital where social capital was assessed in the regional aspect using indicators like
farmers’ involvement in local governmental or regional activities (public activities,
nongovernmental organisations, unions, associations, societies) first of all showed
that farms are developing. Farm development implies:

1) incomes - as profit, well-being for farm owners and their families;

2) incomes - as taxes paid to local government budgets, the environment
in local communes is in good condition;

3) incomes - as taxes paid to the central government budget; primary and
secondary agricultural industries are developing, rural development
policies become effective.

All incomes are received by a concrete individual or legal entity in regional areas.
The development process has a multiplying effect. The investment process takes
place, firstly, directly - in terms of money and, secondly, indirectly — taking into
account social capital. These investments emerge from mutual contacts, trust, co-
operation and cohesion.

Summary

Farm development is linked to spatial levels of farmers’ social capital. The scope
of social capital formation quite often exceeds boundaries of one territorial unit,
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therefore, interregional social capital can be distinguished, which is based on
several territorial units.

The hypothesis stated in the beginning of the chapter is proven. Farms having
regional or interregional social capital are more developed if compared to those
having mostly small community or local social capital. It is proven by the fact that
there are relationships between the indicators of social capital spatial levels and the
farm development criteria. Depending on the level of disposable farms’ social
capital, investments are made in respective regional areas. More significant
contributions to regional development are made by farms whose social capital is
created, contact networks function and informal activity takes place both at the
local and regional levels. Therefore, social capital of all the four levels is important
to farm development and each region’s development.

Farmers’ participation in public activities at the local level or their involvement in
public organisations at the regional and interregional levels is the most acceptable
indicator for assessing the spatial dimension of farmers’ social capital.

5. FARMERS’ SOCIAL CAPITAL INCREASE
POSSIBILITIES

The chapter contains 32 pages, 11 tables and 13 figures.
The analysis of the studies indicates that social capital development is important to
individuals, their economic activity and regional areas. Farm development relates
not only to farm owners, it impacts their families and farm employees. If farmers’
social capital is well developed, it will positively impact any farm employee.
Farms will attract more financial capital, there will be opportunities for human
capital development, thus, it will positively affect regional areas. It is important to
select instruments for social capital development, taking into account target groups,
timing, the current situation and the particular territory.
It is established that it is important in building social capital that farmers:

e  participate in public organisations;

e participate in activities held by local governments;

e  co-operate;

e trust in several institutions.
It is also important to attract social capital — all the gains that emerge from mutual
relations in networks of social structures — for the region as a spatial structure.
Therefore, in order to promote social capital development in the region in
accordance with farm interests, it is necessary to take additional measures and
make additional investments in developing social capital in Zemgale. The
additional measures have to be oriented toward improving opportunities for
education — not all-round education, but lifelong education. Now farmers are
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required to have a first level agricultural education — it is provided in Latvia — but
there are no opportunities for lifelong education.
Along with education, that is an important factor in developing human and social
capital, farmers in Zemgale lack information very much. Now farmers might loose
a part of their material position or opportunities for its increase more than ever due
to a lack of information.
According to the surveys carried out for the Ph.D. paper, co-operation as one of
types of collaboration is a highly valued process in business. However, despite the
quite good opinions of farmers on co-operation and its role in developing farms,
co-operation is poorly developed in our country.
According to the previous findings, the author suggests examining several social
capital scenarios for Zemgale in order to find the most optimal one for building
social capital, at the same time, retaining the current situation as an option. The
scenarios for Zemgale are as follows:

1) maintaining the current situation;

2) establishing a Single Information Centre;

3) establishing a Co-operation System;

4) establishing a Lifelong Educational System.
The field of performance of the selected scenarios goes beyond one region’s
boundaries and functions in a wider range.

5.1. A Vision for Implementing Farmers’ Social Capital Development
Scenarios

Maintaining the current situation. As main sources for gaining knowledge,
farmers use services of firms engaged in agricultural production, information from
journals, newspapers, television, the Internet etc. It is possible to ask agricultural
consultants available in any rural commune for assistance (whose educational and
competency levels are different) and services offered by LLKC. Farmers have a
free choice to establish public organisations which are mostly located in district
centres and major Latvian cities, and participate in their activities. Disregarding the
fact that agricultural co-operatives did not perform well in the recent years, new
co-operatives have been set up, however, they are not numerous.

Results: Farmers are able to increase their own social capital, using their own
initiatives.

Establishing the Single Information Centre for farmers. On the basis of the
Latvia Agricultural Advisory Centre, a single network of information being
directly linked to other European information networks is established. The network
enables farmers to get information on topical issues: topical information on
agricultural industries, scientific achievements in agriculture, alternative
occupations in rural areas, marketing issues (what and where to buy or sell, product
prices), available educational and training courses, NGOs activities, opportunities
for entertainment etc. The network will have a weblog, enabling communication
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between farmers and between farmers and agricultural specialists. An information
system for exchanging foreign experience will be set up, especially within the
scope of Europe, offering opportunities for training abroad, gaining new
experience etc. There will be a co-ordinator in each rural commune, providing
advice in issues of agriculture and public activities, who will be a specialist in rural
development and an employee for the single information network. Employees
having an appropriate educational background, capabilities and skills will be
selected for this job.
Results: farmers will have a lot of information on the spot, thus, saving their time.
The information network will enable farmers to get new knowledge and make new
contacts. It will be possible to get new virtual communication partners via the
Internet, which will later transform into broader contact networks that are
important social capital elements.
The Co-operation System for farmers. On the basis of the existing professional
societies and associations, the need for a co-operation system will be analysed and
ascertained in several agricultural industries and regions. Modern foreign
experience in the field of co-operation will be analysed and adapted to Latvian
conditions. An optimal model for the Latvian co-operation system will be
developed. A new co-operation system, corresponding to farmers’ interests, will be
popularised and implemented in Latvia.
Results: farmers will get new contact networks linked with their occupation, have
opportunities to buy necessary resources for increasing output and to sell their
products at a better price, thus, maximising profits. It requires farmers to trust other
co-operative members and to collaborate with each other — these are important
social capital elements.
Establishing the Lifelong Educational System for farmers on the basis of LLU?*
and its subsidiaries as well as vocational or professional schools. Any farmer can
choose a lifelong educational program that will be renewed each year according to
latest changes. The study programs offered by educational institutions will stress
concrete specialisation fields, the studying of several sciences useful in rural areas,
opportunities of newest information resources and marketing strategy issues. At the
same time such fields as psychology, communication, business etiquette and
others, especially those important for increasing social capital, will not be ignored.
The Lifelong Educational System is based on three types of studying:

1) awinter school or a network of study courses at the regional level;

2) anetwork of individual consultations;

3) anetwork of distance education.
Results: Farmers engage in the process of improving their competencies, providing
advantages for increasing human capital and subsequently social capital as well.
New contact networks based on knowledge emerge.

21LU - Latvia University of Agriculture
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5.2. The Research Process and its Results

In order to assess the possible scenarios for increasing farmers’ social capital and
scenario development perspectives on farms, the author did a SWOT analysis for
the selected scenarios. After that, a hierarchy analysis was done, involving 5
experts. The Analytical Hierarchy Process developed by American scientist
T.Saaty was applied to organise the work of experts in a scientifically correct way
and to process experts’ assessments (Saaty T.L., 1980).
The experts were selected on condition that they are very competent in a field
related to spatial levels of farming.
Three levels are included in the hierarchy for assessing the farmers’ social capital
development scenarios:
Level 1 (problem) — increasing farmers’ social capital;
Level 2 — groups of criteria (farm, local government, regional, national
and EU interests);
Level 3 — social capital development scenarios.
When determining priorities for the groups of criteria at Level 2 by applying the
method of the Analytical Hierarchy Process, the criterion of farm interests had the
highest value; its priority vector co-ordinate was 0.45, i.e. increasing farmers’
social capital will mostly impact this interest group.
The Level 2 groups of criteria are divided in several components after assessing all
gains that farms would additionally have if social capital of farm owners or their
family members increased and after considering the research results of Chapter 3
and Chapter 4 and the social capital definition stated by the author in Chapter 1.
The components were analysed by applying the method of pair-wise analysis in
which the components are mutually compared and ranges are assigned to the
components. The analysis of the components was based on pair-wise analysis
developed by Vicki Wilde for FAO® “Socio-economic and Gender Analysis
Program” (SEUDA)** studies. The pair-wise analysis is an instrument allowing us
to identify the biggest problems, to arrange comparable elements by their
significance. It allows us easier to compare priorities of different people.
The groups of criteria and their components arranged by significance or experts’
opinion on what the biggest gain will be in each group of criteria in case of an
increase in farmers’ social capital are as follows:
e farm interests:
Range 1 - additional profits;
2 — increasing supply of up-to-date information;
3 — opportunities for informal relations;
4 — provision of a job;

33 FAO - Food and Agriculture Organisation
3* SEUDA - Socio-economic and Gender Analysis Program
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5 — opportunities to maintain family traditions.

e Jlocal government interests:

Range

1 — maintaining the potential of residents;

2 — maintaining jobs in local municipalities;

3 — increasing incomes;

4 — developing the cultural environment;

5 — involving farmers in tackling local government problems.

e regional interests:

Range

1 — increasing the activity of people;

2 — attracting additional resources to rural areas;

3 — implementing new projects in rural areas;

4 — preserving food processing enterprises;

5 — preserving and diversifying natural landscapes.

e national interests:

Range

1 — increasing incomes in the country;

2 —reducing social tension in the country;

3 — better opportunities for using financing of EU structural
funds;

4 — opportunities for diversifying business forms;

5 — opportunities for providing residents with local food.

e EU interests:

Range

1 — balancing the urbanisation process;

2 — preserving the natural and cultural environments in rural
areas;

3 — evening the standard of living in rural areas;

4 — civil activities using assistance of NGOs;

5 — developing diversified economies.

Experts believe that social capital is a capital, an asset whose value increases.

Table 9
Calculations of the Vector of Global Priorities
Social capital Local
p Farm govern- Regional State EU Global
development | . . . . .
. interests ment nterests interests nterests pI'lOI'lthS
scenarios .
interests
Current 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.08
situation
Information 0.26 0.42 0.48 0.38 0.47 0.35
Centre
Co-operation 0.36 0.23 0.25 0.31 0.19 0.30
Lifelong 0.29 0.28 0.20 0.24 0.28 0.27
Education
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One component was included in each of the first four interest groups, implying that
in case social capital increases, incomes of farms, local governments, the region
and the country will grow as well. In two interest groups, this component took the
first (highest) position, but in two interest groups — the third position.

The final step in the hierarchy analysis is the calculation of the global priority
vector. The results are presented in Table 9. The global priority allows us to find
the most optimal problem solution. It shows priority vector co-ordinates relative to
the general goal.

The experts preferred the establishment of the Single Information Centre as the
most optimal scenario for solving the problem of increasing farmers’ social capital
after analysing five different criteria groups. The global priority vector in this case
was 0.35. The selected scenarios do not exclude each other and, in fact, can be
implemented simultaneously. The experts are not satisfied with the current
situation which is regarded as unfavourable for increasing social capital, however,
the other scenarios have quite similar evaluations.

0.6
%02 035 [T
= -
.% 0.4 - 3 0.30
= o - |
z R R
= 0.3 HE | T et
kS !
- I ! 1 !
£ 0.2+ ' i
8 : 1 : I 1 : 1
g i i
0. 1 N : 1 : 1 1 : 1
(| [}
it i
0.0 i, 1 (L
Information Co-operation Lifelong Current situation
centre education
C——1EU expert I State expert
E=r==A) Regional expert 1 local government expert
oo Farm expert - =-#=- = global priorities

Fig. 2 Choice of the Most Acceptable Social Capital Development Scenario
(collective assessment by the experts)

81



The global priority vector co-ordinates range from 0.27 for the scenario of Lifelong
Education to 0.35 for the Single Information Centre. Co-operation is necessary for
increasing each individual’s social capital, this scenario takes the second position
with the vector co-ordinates reaching 0.30.

According to experts’ opinions included in the analysis of hierarchy of preferences
(see Fig.2), the Single Information Centre as the most optimal scenario was
preferred by the experts representing national and farm interests as well as the
opinions of the other experts were quite homogenous and the rating of this scenario
was the highest. Co-operation as the best scenario for developing social capital was
admitted by the experts representing EU and local government interests, but the
scenario of Lifelong Education was preferred by the expert of regional interests.
The resulting opinion favours the Single Information Centre.

The author continued the research and assessed the three best social capital
development scenarios by expected results from their implementation:

1) the dispersion of social capital concentration in the corresponding
administrative area in Zemgale; two territorial units were stated: local
communes and the region;

2) the cost of implementing the scenarios (in a medium-term).

5.3. Assessment of social capital increase scenarios

The assessment was carried out considering the social capital concentration in the
corresponding administrative area — Zemgale.
Establishing the Single Information Centre
Local communes are forced to introduce information technologies and, as a result,
demand for fixed internet connections increases. Local communes will have
additional expenses due to providing a job for a rural development specialist. The
main gains relate to making permanent residents — farmers and their family
members — more informed, to increasing efficiency of their economic performance
that yields revenues to local governments.
Region. Since the Single Information Centre is planned to be based on the Latvian
Rural Advisory and Training Centre which is located in the town of Ozolnieki next
to the centre of the Zemgale region, implementing this scenario allows the
Advisory Centre itself to have new development opportunities and to widen the
scope of functions the Advisory Centre performs. At the same time, information
technology specialists are attracted to the region. Substantial financing is required
for establishing the Single Information Centre which would be approbated in the
region.
After summarising the expected results, one has to conclude that the social capital
concentration, in case the Single Information Centre is established, would be
spread quite evenly in the region, especially after a decade when a new generation,
having no problems with using information technologies and their opportunities,
will come into farming.
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Establishing the Co-operation System

Local communes in which agricultural co-operatives are located will have new
jobs, the corresponding infrastructure will be developed and local government
revenues will increase. Local communes having no such co-operatives on their
territories will have fewer gains.

Region. Since co-operation system management is based on the NGO sector, but
such organisations linked to agriculture mostly concentrate in the capitol city of
Latvia, the Zemgale region will not be a direct beneficiary of this system. A larger
gain is co-operatives themselves and their subsidiaries located in the region
because many food processing enterprises are located there, too, well-developed
road and railroad infrastructure and already existing well-performing co-operatives
like Latraps, Laidars G are available in the region.

In case the Co-operation System is established, the social capital concentration will
be less dispersed, a denser social capital network will emerge around locations of
co-operatives and an even network - in the rest of territories.

Establishing the Lifelong Educational System

Local communes will get competent residents who will be able to use their
competency in business, producing extra revenues for themselves and local
governments. The psychological environment will improve in the local society
because teaching courses in psychology and communication will be included in the
Lifelong Educational System.

A broad network of corresponding educational institutions, academics and
specialists is available in the region for establishing the Lifelong Educational
System for farmers. It would provide new opportunities for educational
institutions, especially in the field of adult training.

In case the Lifelong Educational System is established, farmers’ social capital will
concentrate around educational institutions which will engage in this process. In
remote places, the effect will be smaller because implementing this scenario
requires a bigger self-initiative from farmers. Due to a lack of time or other reasons
this scenario might not be implemented completely.

Assessment of social capital development scenarios by implementation costs
As a result of this research, a plan of action is elaborated for the social capital
development scenarios in Zemgale and cost calculations are done for a medium
term — five years. It is a time period during which the social capital development
scenarios could be implemented in Zemgale. The plan of action includes: research
and planning activities, jobs for specialists and their training, developing programs,
introducing quality criteria and control, a necessary technical and material base and
setting up a co-operation network at the regional level. Five year period costs for
implementing the scenarios is shown in Table 10, the plan of action and cost
calculations are available in an annex of the Ph.D. paper.

Two scenarios are quite equal in terms of cost: the Single Information Centre and
the Lifelong Educational System. Practically both scenarios have to be
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implemented anew, but implementing the co-operation system involves a lot of
material costs because it is linked to production and sales of products and is based
on a system that already partially functions. The co-operation scenario is the most
expensive for developing social capital.

Table 10
Costs of Implementing Social Capital Scenarios in Zemgale
Costs over five years
Direction of action Scenario total, min LVL % of total scenario
implementation cost
Research, planning, I 0.047 2.131
program development K 0.348 0.076
M 0.141 15.932
Providing quality I 0.013 0.589
K 0.012 0.003
M 0.005 0.565
Technical and material I 2.126 96.374
base, providing system K 459.800 99.910
performance M 0.737 83.277
Establishing a I 0.020 0.906
cooperation network K 0.053 0.011
M 0.002 0.226
Total: 463.304 *
By types of scenarios I 2.206 100.000
K 460.213 100.000
M 0.885 100.000

Note: I —Single Information Centre, K — Cooperation System, M- Life-long Educational System. All
costs were calculated in prices as of the beginning of 2007.

Implementing the scenario and providing its performance over a medium term of
five years will require 460.213 million LVL, in case of the Single Information
Centre — 2.206 million LVL, but the least expensive is the Lifelong Educational
System for farmers — only 0.885 million LVL.

If analysing costs, the largest investments are required for creating a technical and
material base and providing system’s performance. In case of co-operation, the
investments account for 99.9% or 459.8 million LVL of the total costs over five
years. Costs of two successfully functioning co-operatives in the region are
included in this estimate (one co-operative operates in the field of agricultural
services, the second one — in sales of meat). In case of the Single Information
Centre, creating a technical and material base and maintaining it require 2.126
million LVL or 96.4% of the total costs. The smallest investments are necessary
for respective needs of the Lifelong Educational System — 0.737 million LVL or
83.3% of the total scenario costs.
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Costs of building and maintaining system’s infrastructure objects, of intellectual
resources as well as information and communication technology are included in the
costs of technical and material base. In case of the co-operation system, a great
deal of investments is required for purchasing equipment and maintaining
functioning of co-operatives.

In case the Lifelong Educational System is introduced, its planning and analysis as
well as program elaboration for it will require proportionally most funding — 15.9%
of the total costs. However, meeting quality criteria requirements will demand
about the same amount of funding. Around 0.6% of the total costs will have to be
spent on the Lifelong Educational System and the Single Information Centre, in
case of the Co-operation System — only 0.003%. Setting up a communication
network will require most funding for the Single Information Centre — 0.9% of the
total costs, but the least expensive will be a corresponding network for the Co-
operation System, accounting for 0.011% of the total costs. If all three scenarios
are simultaneously implemented in Zemgale, a funding of 463.304 million LVL at
current prices will be required over a five year period. According to expected
inflation rates, the sum could increase 25% and reach an amount of 579.13 million
LVL.

When analysing the investments by year, the costs increase consecutively year by
year. Most investments have to be made during the first and second years, in case
of the Single Information Centre — 42% of the total investments. During the
following years, an almost equal funding ranging from 0.413 to 0.442 million LVL
is to be spent a year (see Table 11).

Table 11
Implementation Costs of Scenarios by Years
Sce- Unit of Costs by year Total
nario measure Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
1 min LVL 0.395 0.540 0.442 0.413 0.416 2.206
% 18 24 20 19 19 100
K min LVL 58.791 72.401 88.101 109.872 | 131.048 | 460.213
% 13 16 19 24 28 100
M min LVL 0.034 0.292 0.186 0.187 0.186 0.885
% 4 33 21 21 21 100
Total: | mln LVL 59.220 73.233 88.729 110.472 | 131.650 | 463.304
% 13 16 19 24 28 100

Note: I —Single Information Centre, K — Cooperation System, M- Life-long Educational System. All
costs were calculated in prices as of the beginning of 2007.

The costs for implementing the Co-operation System gradually increase. In the first
year 13% of the investments have to be made, in the second year — 16%, in the
fourth year — 24% and in the fifth year — 28% of the total costs. It can be explained
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by the fact that other agricultural industries are included in the Co-operation
System. If the Lifelong Educational System is implemented, most investments
have to be made in the second year — 33% of the total investments. It is related to
creating a technical and material base for this system, but the investments over the
next years are quite equal — from 0.186 to 0.187 million LVL a year.

When analysing the total costs of all the three scenarios by year, like in case of the
Co-operation System, the sum gradually increases from 59.22 million LVL in the
first year to 131.65 million LVL in the fifth year.

Sources for financing the scenarios could be several: central and local government
budgets, European Union funds, private companies and public organisations. The
largest part of financing for establishing and maintaining the co-operation system
has to come from private companies, but mostly government budget funds will be
used for implementing the Lifelong Educational System and the single information
centre, especially in the initial period. After the initial period, limited liability
companies can be set up within the scope of the mentioned systems, thus, the
sources of financing will change.

Summary

The experts involved in this research have preferred the establishment of the Single
Information Centre as the most optimal scenario for developing farmers’ social
capital in Zemgale. The funding required for implementing this scenario is medium
if compared to the other two scenarios. As a result of its implementation, the most
even social capital network will form in the region. One can predict that the
concentration of the increasing value of social capital will be more even in the
region. The implementation of the other two scenarios: the Co-operation System
and the Lifelong Educational System does not conflict with the implementation of
the Single Information Centre, in fact, all the three scenarios might be
simultaneously implemented. If additional resources are invested in building social
capital in the region, it would lead to successful social capital development. The
current situation for increasing social capital in the region is valued negatively.
Since the implementation of the social capital scenarios goes beyond the
boundaries of one region, it is possible to approbate these scenarios in other
Latvian regions.

CONCLUSION

Main Conclusions, Statements and Findings
1. Along with traditional economic resources, more and more often scientists

talk about social capital. The concepts of social capital are diverse, oriented
toward manifestation ways and features of social capital, not toward a result.
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After compiling theoretical information, the author developed a social capital
definition that is appropriate for economic research:

1) social capital is the gains from mutual relations that develop in
networks of social structures and impact individual’s actions;

2) interregional social capital is the gains from mutual relations that
emerge in a network of social structures and impacts individual’s
actions, besides, this capital is based on several administrative units.

A great role is played by regional identity, people’s wish to live and work in
a particular region. According to a survey, more than 50% of Zemgale
residents have a strong sense of affiliation to their region, which is the second
highest indicator among Latvian regions. It is a positive fact for attracting
social capital to the region.

Social capital has very significantly impacted the regional division and its
interpretation in Latvia over the recent 10 years because leading government
officials and administrations in existing institutions had social capital, and new
organisations in Latvia were created on the basis of these existing institutions.
Along with traditional names of regional institutions linked to agriculture,
there are eight more different kinds of names of institutions and territories
under their supervision are different, which hinders researching regional
processes and performing optimisation in the country.

Farms in rural areas of Zemgale are important sites for approbating social
capital. Farms manage 59.3% of agricultural lands in the region, and the
number of established farms per 1000 capita is one of the highest among
Latvian regions.

In 1990-ies during the period of restoration of independence, private farms
were set up in Latvia and farms established by former agricultural
specialists and managers had better chances because they had an
appropriate material base and social networks. Inheritors not related to
rural areas had some advantages - they had a bigger ability to risk and partially
these factors are linked to an availability or lack of social capital.

Social capital functions as a factor fostering farm development because
economic growth depends on several social capital indicators:

1) farmers’ participation in professional societies, unions, associations
and different agricultural public organisations (the p-values indicating
the existence of relationships range between 0.000-0.039);

2) farmers’ engagement in agricultural co-operatives. There is a
relationship between engagement in co-operatives and all the selected
criteria characterising farm development (the p-value ranges between
0.000-0.021);

3) trust in institutions which, according to farmers’ opinion, affect farm
development. Such institutions are the central government, the banking
system, public organisations, educational institutions and partially the
mass media as well as European Union institutions.
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10.

11.

12.

The current situation regarding farmers’ social capital development in
Zemgale can be valued as unsatisfactory due to the following hindering
factors:
1) an interruption and lack of traditions of private farming during the
Soviet occupation;
2) low farmers’ mobility as they have close ties with their land and native
home;
3) close kinship ties;
4) low farmers’ self-appraisal.
Additional resources have to be invested for building social capital in the
region, which is oriented toward co-operation, education, collaboration and
access of information.
Farms having more regional or interregional social capital develop faster
and invest more in regional development if compared to farms having local
or local community social capital because there are relationships between the
indicators of spatial levels of social capital and the farm development criteria:
e land area changes (the p-value 0.0000);
e annual turnover increase levels (the p-value 0.033);
e opinions on farm development (the p-value 0.000).
The most acceptable indicator for assessing the spatial dimension of
farmers’ social capital is farmers’ participation in public activities in their
local communes and in public organisations in regions and interregional
areas. There are relationships between these indicators and the farm
development criteria (the p-value ranges between 0.000 and 0.033).
Farmers’ activity in the process of local government and parliamentary
elections cannot be used as a social capital indicator to assess the spatial
dimension of social capital because no relationship exists between farmers’
participation in elections and all the selected spatial levels of social capital (the
p-value is 0.212).
Individuals need broader networks, trust and an ability to adapt to a people
group in order to get involved in political activities: political parties or voter
unions than in the voting process. This criterion is much more important for
assessing social capital, but there is a problem that it is relatively small in
number.
The advisable scenarios for developing social capital in Zemgale and in
Latvia, too, because their implementation goes beyond boundaries of one
region, are as follows:
1) establishing the Single Information Centre;
2) managing the Co-operation System;
3) establishing the Lifelong Educational System.
The experts preferred establishing the Single Information Centre as the
most optimal scenario for increasing farmers’ social capital (the coordinate
of the global priority vector is 0.35), followed by the Co-operation System (the
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vector coordinate is 0.30), and the Lifelong Educational System for farmers
(the vector coordinate is 0.27). The assessments of the scenarios are quite
equal and implementing all the scenarios simultaneously is possible.

13. When comparing the selected criteria groups for increasing farmers’ social
capital, the highest value was gained by the criterion of farm interests (the
average priority vector is 0.45). Mostly farms are interested in increasing
farmers’ social capital.

14. The largest gains from increasing farmers’ social capital, expected by the
experts, are as follows:

1) in the farmer interest group — profit increase possibilities;
2) in the local government interest group — maintaining the potential of
residents in local communes;
3) in the regional interest group — raising the activity of residents in the
region;
4) in the national interest group — increasing incomes in the country;
5) in the EU interest group — balancing the urbanisation process.
In the groups of farm and national interests, the highest evaluation was
gained by the indicator forecasting more incomes if social capital develops
in the region. It implies that social capital has a material value.

15. According to the assessment of the costs of implementing the social capital
development scenarios over a five year period, establishing and maintaining
the Co-operation System will require most funding — 460.213 million LVL.
Establishing and providing the performance of the Single Information
Centre will need 2.206 million LVL, but only 0.885 million LVL are
necessary for establishing the Lifelong Educational System for farmers. If all
the three scenarios are implemented simultaneously, it will require a funding
0f 463.304 million LVL at current prices over five years.

16. It is intended to invest private funds in providing the performance of the Co-
operation System in the region. The other two scenarios require mostly
governmental support. Establishing the Single Information Centre would
ensure the most homogenous spread of social capital in the region, using
relatively less resources. It is a significant precondition for considering
establishing such a system in the region.

Problems and Suggestions for their Solution

Problem 1. Social capital is an undervalued resource in the economy.
Suggestions for its solution:
1. Social capital is considered a human resource, and it has to be also included in
the classification of economic resources as follows:
1) natural resources;
2) human resources:
e human capital;
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e social capital.
3) capital:
o financial capital;
¢ non-financial capital.

2. More information on social capital has to be provided in teaching economics.

Problem 2. No methodology is elaborated for assessing social capital in
regional economics within the scope of a region or a country.
Suggestions for its solution:

1

. In order to assess social capital as an element of regional development, LR CSP

and SKDS*® in co-operation with RAPLM, VRAA, TUMSIL*® and NGOs have
to elaborate a social capital research methodology, taking into account specific
conditions in forming social capital of some social groups. Thereafter a single
methodology for assessing social capital in regional economics has to be
developed.

. Indicators for assessing social capital have to be included in surveys conducted

by the Central Statistical Bureau. Issues related to farmers’ social capital have to
be included in annual Farm Surveys.

. In order to analyse regional differences and their negative consequences,

statistical data collected for government institutions have to be available
publicly and interpreted in a regional context.

Problem 3. Increasing farmers’ social capital most of all lacks a single
information flow.
Suggestions for its solution:

1.

The Single Information System for farmers in which information exchange
occurs both verbally and virtually has to be established on the basis of the
Latvian Rural Advisory and Training Centre. Information technologies and
opportunities to get various and systemised information on the spot is of great
importance.

2. A webpage for the single information flow has to be created. The webpage will

be used by farmers and agricultural specialists, in which not only different
information is available, but also a weblog, advertisements, opportunities to
have advise, training opportunities in the EU etc.

3. A lifelong education for a particular interest group like farmers and agricultural

specialists has to be developed. An effective network of lifelong education has
to be developed at LLU and its subsidiaries, at vocational and professional
schools.

3 LR CSB — Central Statistical Bureau of the Republic of Latvia; SKDS — Marketing and Public
Opinion Research Center

¥ RAPLM - Regional Development and Local Government Ministry; VRAA — National Regional
Development Agency; TUMSIL — Secretariat of the Minister of Special Tasks in Affairs of Integration
of Society
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The network could function in three ways:
e as a winter school or a network of study courses at the regional
level,
e as anetwork of individual consultations;
e asanetwork of distance education.

. Local governments have to support formation of local communities, which is a

factor promoting social capital. It has to be popularised among residents which
are at the working age, but not economically active. Trust of such people in the
society and their contact networks have to be developed. It would have a
positive effect on their economic performance efficiency and results.

Problem 4. Co-operation develops slowly in rural areas; farm development is
mostly oriented toward competition, not co-operation.
Suggestions for its solution:

1.

The idea of farmers’ co-operation has to be analysed not only in terms of
financial efficiency, but it has to be considered a co-operation form in which
trust is of great importance. Valuable foreign experience, especially EU
experience, has to be studied to popularise the idea of co-operation.

. Professional agricultural societies and associations have to work out guidelines

for a single strategy of the Co-operation System. The guidelines would promote
introducing a type of co-operation that is most economically efficient and
interesting for farmers.

. The Ministry of Agriculture, the Latvian Rural Advisory and Training Centre,

the Rural Support Service, the Latvian Agrarian Economics Institute and other
institutions linked to agriculture have to popularise farmer co-operation not only
as an efficient type of collaboration by presenting economic estimates, scientific
research, but also by good examples in this field.

. Professional educational institutions, especially LLU at the university level,

have to develop a study subprogram in co-operation management.
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PIEZIMES/ NOTES
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