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IEVADS

Lauki ir nozimigako dabas resursu un ekosistému pakalpojumu avots, darba un
atpiitas vide, dabas un kulturvesturiska mantojuma daudzveidibas kratuve.
Katra no §tm funkcijam var iegiit vadoSo nozimi vai arT lidzsvaroti kombingties
ar citam funkcijam (Latvija 2030).

Nozimigakie stratégiskie resursi ilgtsp&jigai lauku un valsts kopgjai attistibai ir
mezi, lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes, derigo izraktenu atradnes un
fidens.

Nemot véra lauku sociali ekonomiskas iztukSosanas tendences— cilveku,
ekonomisko un socialo aktivitasu aizpliisanu no laukiem uz pilsétam vai citam
valstim -, ka arT notikusas fundamentalas parmainas lauku ekonomikas
struktlira, Tpasi lauksaimnieciba un ar to saistitajas razoSanas nozargs,
ripniecibas un pakalpojumu sfera, biitisks nakotnes izaicinajums ir saglabat un
veidot laukus ka kvalitativu dzives un darba telpu, pilnvertigi izmantojot
daudzveidigo ekonomiskas attistibas potencialu (Latvija 2030).

Diskusijas par Latvijas lauku attistibas problémam un iesp&jam notiek kop$
agraras reformas sakuma 1990. gada. Zinatnieku un praktisko specialistu
publikaciju un likumdevgja diskusiju pamata galvenokart ir atSkirigie viedokli
par lauksaimniecibas, lauku saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu un lauku
attistibu kopuma.

Periodiski tiek izstradati dazada Itmena konceptuali dokumenti lauku attistibas
politikas veidoSanai, vispargjas situacijas uzlabosanai, ka arT noteiktu lauku
problému risinasanai.

Tomger, analiz§jot lauku attistibas tendences un $a briza attistibas procesu
virzibu lauku teritorijas, ir jasecina, ka problémas laukos saasinas un kopgjais
situacijas novertg§jums liecina par iesp&amu lauku teritoriju ekonomiskas
atpalicibas pastiprinasanos, lauku iedzivotaju labklajibas Itmena relativu
pazemina$anos un ienakumu polarizacijas palielinaSanos starp pilsétu un lauku
nozar€s stradajosajiem. Latvijas teritorijas neproporcionalas attistibas tendences
paradijas jau zemes reformas sakuma 1988. gada. Pirms reformas
lielsaimniecibu pastavéSana nodroSinaja saméra vienmérigu lauku teritorijas
saimniecisko, kultiiras un socialo dzivi, ka ar1 infrastruktiiru un tas uzturésanu,
bet §1s saimniekoSanas sist€mas reformas rezultata sakas likumsakariga daudzu
lauku teritoriju strauja degradacija. Par iemeslu tam bija un joprojam ir
lidzsvarotas un pamatotas lauku ekonomikas attistibas vizijas trikums Latvijas
kopgja lauku politika, jo nav izstradati vietgjiem apstakliem pieméeroti
rekomendgjosie lauku saimniecibu attisttbas modeli.

So procesu rezultatd lauku teritorijas pastdv asu problému sakopojumi,
pretrunas, pieméram, iedzivotaju sociala noslanosanas, alkoholisms, depresija.
Tas strauji samazina cilvékkapitala potencialu laukos: izglitoti un musdienigas
tehnologijas stradat gribosi un varosi cilveki arvien biezak parcelas uz Latvijas
lielakajam pilseétam vai attistitakam lauku teritorijam; strauji samazinas skolénu
skaits lauku skolas; jaunie specialisti nav ieinteres€ti atgriezties vecaku majas
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stkzemnieka primitiva saimnieciba, lai turpinatu dzimtas tradicijas. Bet lauku
iedzivotaji ar zemaku izglitibas un iniciativas Iimeni nav spgjigi vai gatavi vadit
modernu uznp€mumu un uzpemties atbildibu par savas saimniekoSanas
rezultatiem.

Lai nodroSinatu lauku attistibas telpas resursu efektivu izmantoSanu,
nepiecieSsams nodroSinat efektivu un ilgtsp&jigu meza resursu izmantoSanu;
stiprinat tradicionalo lauksaimniecibas nozaru efektivitati un konkur&tspgju,
nodroSinot valsts apgadi ar kvalitativiem un konkur€tspgjigiem partikas
produktiem; dazadot lauku ekonomiku, attistot lauku tiirismu, amatniecibu,
biologisko lauksaimniecibu, derigo izraktenu ieguvi un biivmaterialu razo$anu;
veicinat transporta un citu pakalpojumu uzpe€mumu attistibu, klasteru
veidoSanos u.c.; sekm@t zivsaimniecibas attistibu; attistit atjaunojamo
energoresursu razosanu un izmantosanu (Latvija 2030).

Latvijas valsts un atsevisku regionu attistibas potenciala lauksaimnieciba, lauku
saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas iesp€ju izpetei pieversusies un savus petijjumus ir
publicgjusi daudzi zinatnieki: L. Silipa (2007, 2009), H. Jirgena (2009),
S. Cingule (2009), D. Saktina (2009), S. Skesters (2009), M. Pelde (2009),
J. Felss (2009), V. Boronenko (2010).

Individualas saimniekoSanas un tirgus ekonomikas apstaklos par
lauksaimniecibas iesp&jam un problemam Zemgales dabisko apstaklu rajona, ka
arT Kurzemes regiona dienvidaustrumu dala — Saldus un Tukuma rajona — savus
petijumus veltijusi daudzi ekonomikas un agronomijas zinatnieki. Ta
pieméram, A. Boruks (1996, 2000) pétijis Zemgales dabas apstak]u,
ekonomikas resursu un lauksaimniecibas specializacijas iespgjas. Vin$ savos
velakos pétjumos (2004, 2005), analiz€jot saimniekoSanas rezultatus,
noskaidrojis teritoriju administrativa daltjuma nesakritibu ar
lauksaimnieciskajai razoSanai piemérotam teritorijam. V. Bratka (1996, u.c.)
lauku saimniecibu darbibas rezultatu analizei Zemgales planoSanas regionu
sadalfjusi divas dalas — Zemgale-1 (ietilpst Bauskas, Dobeles un Jelgavas
rajons) un Zemgale-2, kura palikusi Zemgalei pieskaititie rajoni — Aizkraukles
un Jekabpils rajons.

J. Kaktin$ (2004) pétijis Zemgales regiona mezu resursus un to izmanto$anu.
Ar Zemgales regionu saistitus p&tjjumu rezultatus publicgjusi M. Pelse un
J. Felss (2009), A. Vilde (1999), M. Vilsons (1999), 1. Liepa (1998),
L. Mihejeva (1998), A. Karklins (1997), B. Rivza (1999) un citi.

Lidzsingjie petijumi un teorétiskas atzinas ir atklajusi bitiskas problémas un
jaunus aspektus, kuri rosina jaunus pétijjumus un veido pamatu pétijjumu
turpinaSanai, izmantojot jaunus datus. Paslaik triikst kompleksu, multispektralu
pétijumu par Zemgales regiona Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona un to
novadu saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas attistibas tendencém, iesp§jam un
bitiskakajam problémam. Sadu pétijumu rezultati ir loti nepiecie$ami lauku
saimniecibu vaditajiem, uzn€méjiem, konsultaciju dienestiem, pasvaldibam un
regiona institiciju darbiniekiem, ka ari valsts parvaldes institicijam un
likumdevgjiem.
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Petijuma objekts ir Zemgales planoSanas regiona lauku saimniecibas, bet
petijjuma priekSmets — Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibu attistibas
potencials un iesp&jamie attistibas virzieni.

P&tfjums balstas uz $adu promocijas darba hipotézi: Zemgales planosanas

regiona lauku saimniecibam ir potencials efektivai lauksaimniecibai un

saimniekosSanas dazadosanai.

Darba merkis — izpétit saimnieciskas darbibas virzienus Zemgales regiona

lauku saimniecibas un izstradat saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas modelus Zemgale-1

un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona.
Meérka sasnieg$anai izvirziti $adi pétijuma uzdevumi:

1. izvertét saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas lauku saimniecibas teor&tiskos
aspektus, noskaidrot tai izmantojamos resursus Zemgales planoSanas
regiona;

2. izpetit saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas lauku saimniecibas tiesisko un
institucionalo bazi;

3. izvertét lauksaimniecibas un lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanu
raksturojosos raditajus un to attistibas tendences Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2
apakSregiona;

4. izstradat saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas modelus lauku saimniecibam
Zemgales planoSanas regiona Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksSregiona.

Izmantotie materiali

Promocijas darba uzdevumu risinasanai tika izmantoti Latvijas un arvalstu
zinatnieku publikacijas, pétjumi, monografijas, konferencu materiali,
vardnicas, speciala literatiira, ES regulas, LR likumi, LR Ministru kabineta
noteikumi un rikojumi, Zemkopibas ministrijas zinojumi, materiali un dati,
Eurostat, LR Centralas statistikas parvaldes (CSP) zinojumi, materiali un dati,
ka arT citu organizaciju public&tie statistikas dati, Latvijas ilgtsp&jigas attistibas
stratégija, LR Valsts zemes dienesta un Lauku atbalsta dienesta dati un
informacija, aptaujas un fokusgrupas iegiitie materiali, publikacijas medijos u.c.
informacijas avoti.
Promocijas darba izstradei izmantotas visparzinatniskas pétijjumu metodes
ekonomika, kvalitativas un kvantitativas petijumu metodes. Analizei izvel&tais
laika posms ir 6 — 10 gadi, piem&rojot katram konkrétam raditajam. legutie dati
ranzeti aprékinu veikSanai. Dati un to apkopojumi sakartoti parskatamas
tabulas. Promocijas darba veikto pétjjumu rezultatu atspogulosanai lietota
grafiska metode.
Darba izmantota Zemgales regiona saimniekoSanas vésture, ES Kopgjas
lauksaimniecibas politika, Eiropas valstu pieredzes un zinatnisko p&tijumu
analize un izpéte. Citu zinatnieku pétljumu rezultatu apkopoSanai lietotas
monografiska metode, vestures pieejas, kuras pamatojas uz zinatnisko atzinu un
teoriju izmantoSanu, ka ari citu avotu informativa analize un apkoposana. Tapat
izmantotas analizes un sintézes, logiski konstruktiva, grup&anas un
salidzinajumu metodes atsevisku paradibu un procesu elementu izpétei, ka arT
savstarpg€jo sakaribu formulésanai.
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Lai noskaidrotu procesu attistibas virzienus un tempus, dinamisko laika rindu
analizes metode lietota laika posmam no 2001. lidz 2009. gadam, nosakot
socialekonomiskos raditajus Zemgales regiona un Latvijas valstT kopuma.

Datu apstradei un analizei lietotas grup&umu, salidzinaSanas un deskriptivas
metodes.

Darba izmantota anketeSana, lai iegiitu nepiecieSamo informaciju par Zemgales
planoanas regiona lauku saimniecibu Tpasnieku atticksmi un nakotnes
redz€umu attieciba uz lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanu. Aptaujas dati
apstradati, lietojot Statistical Package for Social Sciencisu analizes rikus.
Pazimju savstarpgjo saistibu konstatéSanai izmantots y > — Hi kvadrata (Chi-
Square) tests, balstoties uz kontingences tabulam. Lémuma pienemsanai
izmantota p — vertibas pieeja. Tradicionali pienem, ka p vértiba ir 0.05, tomér
[émumu piegem nevis ka absollitu patiesibu, bet gan ar vajadzigo ticamibas
Iimeni (Saja darba P = 0.90 vai pielaujamas klidas varbitiba — butiskuma
Itmenis o = 0.1).

Sociologisko pétijumu kvalitativa pétijumu metode — Eetrpadsmit padzilinatas
ekspertu intervijas veiktas, lai izvertétu izveidotos lauku saimniecibu modelus.
Petama regiona identifik acija

Statistikas izdevumos, parskatos, macibu literatiira, zinatniskajas publikacijas,
teritoriju organizacijas projektos, regionalo institiiciju izstrad€s un citos avotos
Zemgales regionam ir atSkiriga identitate un saturs, nevienads administrativo
vai teritorialo vienibu sastavs.

LR Centrala statistikas parvalde, atbilstosi Eiropas Padomes un Eurostat
noteiktiem principiem, Zemgales regiona bija ieklavusi Tukuma, Dobeles,
Jelgavas, Bauskas, Aizkraukles un Jekabpils rajonu. Sadu Zemgales regiona
teritorijas izveéli LR CSP pamato ar Eiropas Savienibas statistiski teritorialo
vienibu klasifikatora NUTS ietvertajiem principiem. No lauksaimniecibas
specialista viedokla nav saprotams, ka taja apvienotds teritorijas ar krasi
at8kirigiem dabas un aug$npu apstakliem var tikt uzskatitas par logisku un
vienotu teritorialu vienibu.

Tada Zemgales regiona teritorija sakas Rigas Ii¢a smilSainaja pickrasté un
beidzas Gaizinkalna tuvuma Vidzemes paugurainaja augstieng, kur apstakli
pavisam nav pieméroti Zemgales lauksaimniecibas kultiraugiem. Tatad Saja
statistikas regiona ir ieklautas teritorijas ar krasi atS$kirigam augsném péc to
potencialas auglibas, granulometriska un agrokimiska sastava, ar stipri
atskirigiem aug$npu tehnologiskajiem apstakliem, to piemérotibu modernu,
jaudigu masinu un tehnologiju lietoSanai, ar atSkirigu nokrisnu daudzumu,
butiski atSkirigu saulaino dienu un stundu skaitu, aktivo temperatiru summu.
Pavisam citadi var vertét $o statistikas regionu (NUTS-3) no
makroekonomiskas struktiiras viedokla, jo razoSanas un pakalpojumu nozaru
sastavs un to attiecibas ir krasi atskirigas Dobeles, Jelgavas un Bauskas rajona
grupa, salidzinot to ar Aizkraukles vai Jekabpils rajoniem, ka art ar Tukuma
rajona piejiiras apstakliem.
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Pétniece D. Saktina Latvijas teritoriju sadalfjusi astonos regionos, par
krit€rijiem izvirzot katra pagasta teritorijas piemérotibu un noderibu
lauksaimnieciskajai razoSanai (Saktina, 2000), un vienu no tiem noming&jusi par
lauksaimniecibas regionu. Saja lauksaimniecibas regiona tiek ieklauti
25 Dobeles, Jelgavas un Bauskas rajona pagasti, kuros ir potenciali
visaugligakas augsnes ar visaugstako zemes noveért€jumu, kur ir vislielakais
lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes (LIZ) Ipatsvars regiona teritorija, bet
vismazakais mezainums; lauksaimniecibas mérkiem izmantota platiba sastada
92% no visas pagastu kopplatibas. Analiz€jot Sis autores definéta
lauksaimniecibas regiona rietumu pierobezas pagastu aug$nu un dabas
apstaklus, var teikt, ka vairakos Saldus rajona un Tukuma rajona dienviddalas
pagastos ar nedaudz zemaku augS$nu kvalitativo vert€§jumu arl ir teicami
apstakli lauksaimnieciskajai komercdarbibai. Tapec racionalas un efektivas
lauksaimniecibas regions faktiski ir plasaks par 25 pagastu teritoriju, kur ir
vislabakie apstakli.

Akademike B. Rivza (ar lidzautoriem) ir izstradajusi Latvijas administrativi
teritoriala dalijuma projektu devipiem regioniem, viena no tiem — Zemgales
regiona — ieklaujot Dobeles, Jelgavas un Bauskas rajonu ar 48 pagastiem
(Rivza u.c., 1999). No lauksaimniecibas viedokla $ada Zemgales regiona
interpretacija ir logiska un agro-ekonomiski pamatota.

Pétnieks A. Boruks (1989) visu Latvijas teritoriju sadalijis cetros kadastra
rajonos un divus no tiem — apaksrajonos. Vienu no centrala kadastra rajona
apaksSrajoniem vins ir nosaucis par Zemgales lidzenuma kadastra rajonu un
iek]avis taja Bauskas, Dobeles un Jelgavas rajonu. Savukart petniece V. Bratka
(2001), analizgjot lauku saimniecibu darbibas ekonomiskos rezultatus, tam
iebilst, jo secina, ka Latvijas iedalijums kadastra rajonos nav izmantojams
regionalo lauksaimniecibas problému risinaSanai, jo Zemgales kadastra rajona
ietilpst lauksaimnieciski loti atSkirgas teritorijas.

K. Brivkalns (1959) Latvijas teritorija izdalijis astonus dabisko apstaklu
(augsnu) rajonus, par krit€rijiem izmantojot teritoriju un to augsnu piemerotibu
lauksaimniecibai kopuma un pa nozarém. Ka treso dabisko apstaklu (augsnu)
rajonu K. Brivkalns ir izdalijjis Zemgales lidzenumu, kura ir ieklauti
27 Dobeles, Bauskas un Jelgavas rajona pagasti ar aptuveni 185 000 ha
lauksaimnieciski izmantojamas zemes, no kuras 98% ir aramzemes. Saja
augsnu rajona (regiond) ir teicami apstakli visprasigako kultiraugu audzesanai.
Tomer $is autors Zemgales regiona nav ietvéris 10 Dobeles rajona pagastus.
Lauku atbalsta dienests, veidojot regionalas parvaldes, Zemgales Regionalaja
lauksaimniecibas parvalde ir ieklavis Dobeles, Bauskas un Jelgavas rajonu
(48 pagastus). Citadaks regionu veidojums ir Valsts iep€émumu dienestam.
Savukart Zemgales Attistibas agentiira un regiona padome darbojas teritorija,
ko veido pieci rajoni (Jelgavas, Bauskas, Dobeles, Aizkraukles un Jekabpils
rajons) un teritorija esosas pilsétas (Zemgales uznéméjdarbibas attistibas...,
2001). Saja koncepcija, lai gan pareizi tick konstatétas dabiskas un sociali
ekonomiskas atskiribas starp Daugavas laba un kreisa krasta teritorijam,
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nekadas Saubas par regiona vienotumu vai problémam, planojot §1 regiona
attistibu tomér netiek izteiktas.

Cita regiona dokumenta — Zemgales lauku attistibas koncepcija jau lietiski
raksturotas dabas, aug$nu un lauksaimniecibas tehnologisko apstak]u krasas
atSkiribas starp Zemgales lidzenumu un regiona austrumdalu, kura ietilpst gan
Selijas pauguraine, gan Vidzemes augstienes mala (Zemgales lauku attistibas...,
2001). Saja dokumenta pareizi uzsvérts, ka Aizkraukles un Jekabpils rajona
domin€ mazak augligas velénu podzolétas augsnes ar daudz sliktakiem
tehnologiskajiem apstakliem augkopibai, tapec tur pastav arl radikali atSkiriga
razo$anas struktira un [imenis.

LR Ministru kabinets 2002. gada 4. novembrl izdeva noteikumus par
planosanas regionu teritorijam (Noteikumi par planosanas regionu, 2002), ar
tiem Zemgales planoSanas regiona ieklaujot ne tikai Bauskas, Dobeles un
Jelgavas, bet arT Aizkraukles un Jekabpils rajona teritorijas.

Veidojot §adus regionus, pasvaldibas, valsts parvaldes institicijas un ari
likumdevgji acimredzot nav némusi vera krasi atSkirigos dabas un augSnu
apstaklus Aizkraukles un Jekabpils rajona, salidzinot tos ar regiona galvenajiem
rajoniem, ka arT ekonomikas strukturalas atSkiribas, bet vadijuSies tikai pec
kadiem citiem motiviem, cenSoties o regionu saistit ar Daugavu, bet ne ar
unikalo, vienigo, krasi atSkirigo Zemgales lidzenumu, kura ir unikals klimats,
augsnes un augkopibas tehnologiskie apstakli.

No lauksaimnieciskas komercialas razoSanas viedokla savu originalu
risindgjumu piedava profesors K. Spogis (2003). Apkopojot un izveértgjot
K. Brivkalna, A. Boruka un citu zinatnieku specialos aug$nu un ekologisko
apstaklu pétfjumu rezultatus, K. Spogis izveidojis teorctisku Zemgales
lauksaimniecibas regionu, kurd ietilptu visi tie Jelgavas, Dobeles, Bauskas,
Saldus un Tukuma rajona pagasti, kuros ir vislabveligakie agrofiziskie,
agrokimiskie, tehnologiskie, klimatiskie un par&jie apstakli efektivai graudu un
citu augkopibas produktu komercialai razoSanai. Tads regions varétu sarazot
vismaz pusi no graudu un rapsu se€klu kopgjas vajadzibas, ka ar1 daudz darzenu
un citas produkcijas. Tapéc profesors K. Spogis iesaka praktisku risinajumu:
galvenaja Zemgales lauksaimnieciskas komercrazoSanas regiona ieklaut
Jelgavas, Dobeles, Bauskas, Tukuma un Saldus rajona visu teritoriju.

Vacijas (Hannovere) Teritoriju planosanas un vadibas akadémija specialisti
regionu defin€ ka telpu, kuru raksturo salidzino$i homogéna ainava, dabas
resursu pieejamiba, kulttira, demografiska un saimnieciska situacija.

Pé&tniece V. Bratka (2001) regionu definé ka valsts teritorijas dalu ar relativi
vienadiem saimniekoSanas apstakliem. B. Rivza (2000), p&tot Baltijas valstu
regionus, secinajusi, ka par regionu var uzskatit arT noteiktu valsts dalu, kuru
vieno kopigas problémas un Ipatnibas. A. Boruks (1989) izvirza terminu
kadastra rajons ka Latvijas teritorijas dalu ar salidzino$i vienadiem
klimatiskajiem un saimniekoSanas rajoniem.

No daudzajiem regionu veidoSanas variantiem, raugoties no lauksaimniecibas
viedokla, visprecizakie ir K. Brivkalna (1959) un D. Saktinas (2000) ieteiktie
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Zemgales lidzenuma regionu varianti, bet vispilnigakais bitu K. Spoga

Zemgales komercialas lauksaimniecibas regions. Tomér $adu regionu

praktiskais pielietojums saimnieciskas darbibas planosana, projekteSana un

analiz€ ir sarezgits, jo $o regionu teritorijas pavisam nesakrit ar administrativo

rajonu robezam un statistiskajam vienibam. LietoSanas &rtibu zina pilnigi

pienemams ir B. Rivzas (u.c.) no Dobeles, Jelgavas un Bauskas rajona

defingtais Zemgales regions.

Loti korekts ir p€tnieces V. Bratkas (2005) kompromisa risinajums, SUDAT

petijumiem Zemgales planoSanas regionu sadalot divos apaksregionos:

Zemgale-1 — ar Bauskas, Dobeles un Jelgavas rajonu un Zemgale-2 — ar

Aizkraukles un Jekabpils rajonu.

Izvertgjot visus $os risinajumus, promocijas darba uzdevumu risinasanai autore

izvelgjusies Latvijas statistikas Zemgales regionu sadalit divos apaksregionos:

e Zemgales-1 apaksregiona ka ipasa lauksaimniecibas regiona, kura ietilpst
Jelgavas, Dobeles un Bauskas rajons;

e Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ar savdabigiem dabas nosacijumiem un
makroekonomisko struktiiru, taja ieklaujot Aizkraukles un Jekabpils
rajonu.

Petfjuma zinatniskas novitatesun noamigums

1. Promocijas darba ietvertie p&tijumi ir originali, tie bitiski papildina lauku
saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas teorStisko bazi. Autore piedava savus
teorétiskos skaidrojumus terminiem lauku saimnieba, amatnieku
saimnie¢baun lauku saimniekoSanas daibSana.

2. Promocijas darba pirmo reizi ir veikti p&tfjumi Zemgales planoSanas
regiona visos novados péc vienotas sist€émas, apkopojot Centralas
statistikas parvaldes, Zemes dienesta, Partikas un veterinara dienesta un
Latvijas lauku saimniecibu uzskaites datu tikla datus, aptauju rezultatus un
fokusa grupas dalibnieku viedoklus.

3. Atklatas Latvijas Lauku konsultaciju un izglitibas centra (LLKC) darba
pilnveidosanas iesp€as un veidi. Rasti jauni risinajumi informacijas,
konsultaciju un servisa pakalpojumu veidosanai.

4. Piedavata jauna analitiskd un konceptuala informacija lauksaimniecibas,
mezsaimniecibas un lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas nozaru, ka ari
sekundaro sféru (parstrades) uznémumu un uznéméjsabiedribu vaditajiem
(Tpasniekiem).

5. Piedavata objektiva, zinatniski izverteéta informacija par raZoSanas
strukturalo attistibu novadu, regionu un valsts parvaldes, planoSanas un
monitoringa institiicijam, to personalam.

6. Zinatniski nopamatotas Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibu dazadoSanas
iespgjas un izveidoti vispar§jie saimniekoSanas modeli, ieverojot
saimniecibu lielumus un atrasanas vietu.
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Tautsaimnieciskais normigums

1.

Izpildot promocijas darba pétljuma programmu, pirmo reizi Zemgales
planoSanas regiona, veikts visaptvero§s pétjjums par saimnieko$anas
dazadosanu lauku saimniecibas. Publicétie p&tijumu rezultati ir praktiski
nozimigi lietiSkai izmantoSanai lauksaimniecibas, saimniekoSanas
dazadosanas un lauku politikas veidotajiem un istenotajiem.

Noskaidrotas saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas iesp&jas Zemgale-1 un
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona, izveidoti katram apaksregionam saimniekos$anas
dazadosanas modeli, nemot véra saimniecibu lielumu, zemes un cilvéku
resursus, ka arT ekonomiski geografiskos faktorus.

Izpéetita lauksaimniecibas un saimniekosanas dazadoSanas nozaru strukttira
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona, definéti tas atSkiribu attistibas
virzieni, ka arT dazadoSanas attistibu veicinosie un kavgjosie faktori. Lauku
saimniectbam izstradati priekslikumi saimniekoSanas dazadosanas
ievieSanai un pilnveidoSanai.

Novadu, regionu un valsts parvaldes, plano$anas un monitoringa
institicijam un to personalam sniegta objektiva, zinatniski izverteta
informacija par razoSanas strukturalo attistibu.

Konsultaciju dienestiem sniegti zinatniski pamatoti ieteikumi par
saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas ievieSanu lauku saimniecibas un Valsts
Lauku tikla (VLT) lidzeklu racionalu izmantoSanu.

Aizstavamas tezes

Lauku saimniekoSanas dazadosanu, kas izpauZzas ka saimnieciskas darbibas
izmainas vai papildinajums, ietekmé vairaki ieksg€jie un argjie faktori.
Lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas sistéma ietilpsto$das regionalas
institlicijas veicina saimniekoSanas dazadosanas attistibas pozitivu virzibu,
balstoties uz atbilsto§u normativo bazi.

Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apakSregiona ir atSkirigi saimniekoSanu
ietekmg@josie resursi: dabas un zemes auglibas apstakli, cilveékresursi un
intereses, ka arT ieguldijumu un ienakumu lIimenis.

Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona dazada lieluma un specializacijas
saimniecibam ir atskirigas iesp&jas saimnickosanas dazadoSanas attistibai
un tas noteica saimniekoSanas dazadosanas modelu izveidi.
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1. SAIMNIEKOSANAS DAZ ADOSANAS LAUKU
SAIMNIEC IBAS TEORETISKIE ASPEKTI

Nodgas saturs darl aizzem 28 lapas puses, ks ietilpst 2 tabulas un
1 attzls.

SaimniekoSanas da¥doSana lauku saimnieibas

Lauku saimniekoSanas dazadosanu ir p&tijusi daudzi arzemju pé&tnieki. (Klauss
A., Siegel Paul B., Johnson Thomas G., Alwang J., Wilson G. A. u.c.).
Nozimigakais zinatniskas p€tniecibas darbs Saja joma Latvija ir H. Jirgenas
»Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadosanas iesp&jas Latvijas laukos” (2008).
DazadoSana ir uzpémuma darbibas profila paplasinasanas vai vairakdaligu
uznémumu veidoSanas, kur pat sastavdalam nav savstarp&ja funkcionala sakara
(S0 definiciju plasi lieto arvalstu petnieki). Ekonomikas zinatné Latvija
dazadoSana tiek definéta I1dzigi - ta ir uzpémumu darbibas virzienu
paplasinasanas, razoSanas virzienu paplasinasana (Ekonomikas skaidrojosa
vardnica, 2000), uzpémuma darbibas profila paplaSinasanas, vairakdaligu
uzp@mumu veido$anas (SveSvardu vardnica, 1999), saimniecibas palignozaru
un/vai papildnozaru dazadoSana nolika pilnigak vai racionalak izmantot
specializ&tas nozares blakusproduktus, ka ar1 darba, dabas un citus saimnieciba
esosos resursus (Spogis, 1999).
Latvijas pétnieki — B. Rivza (2001), H. Jirgena (2008), K. Spogis (1999, 2005)
un V. Strikis (2005) — vardam dazadosana ka sinonimu lieto jédzienu
diversifikacija. Turpmaka izklasta autore sava petjjuma lietos vienu no Siem
jédzieniem — saimniekosanas dazadosSana.
Jedziens diversifikicija apzimg lietu atskirigosanas, dazados$anas procesu; lietu
izvéles procesu riska samazinasanai (norada uz procesu, kura lietas tiek
mainitas, dazadotas). Pretstats diversifikacijai ir specializacija.
Jédzienu dazdoSana, tapat ka diversifikicija, izmanto industrialas
organizacijas teorija, ekonomiskas bazes teorija, regiona biznesa cikla teorija,
tirdzniecibas teorija. Autore Tsuma apskata §is teorijas un to, ka tajas tiek
apliikotas ekonomiska dazadiba un dazadosana.
SaimniekoSanas da¥doSanas bitibu varétu palidzet izprast piemérs ar
zemnieku, kur$, turpinot apstradat sava riciba esoSo zemes platibu, vienlaicigi
mekl€ papildu nodarbosanas iesp&jas. SaimniekoSanas dazadosanas attistibai ir
svarigs geografiskais, socialais, ekonomiskais un politiskais aspekts, ka ari
globalizacija. Rietumeiropa saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas attistibai parasti
izdala Cetrus variantus:

e ta saucamas paralauksaimniecisks aktivitates sava saimnieciba, ka piena
parstrade jogurta vai siera, ne tikai vinogu audzESana, bet arl vina
darinasana, sarazoto produktu tirgoSana;

e nelauksaimnieciskas aktivitates sava saimnieciba, ka tiiristu uznemsana,
ainavu veidoSana un amatnieciba;
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e algots darbs cita saimnieciba;

e arpus saimniecibas aktivitates citas tautsaimniecibas nozargs — izglitiba,
transporta u.c.

H. Jirgena (2008) piedava saimniekosSanas dazadosanas veidu klasifikaciju péc

dazadosSanas objekta, pec dazadosanas merka saistibas ar ta sasniegSanas laiku

un objektu, pec izraisoSo c€lonu izcelsmes vietas, pec dazadoSanas virziena un

Iimena. P&tniece apkopojusi teorétiskas pamatatzinas par dazadoSanas saistibu

ar lauku attistibu, lauksaimniecibas nozari, ka arl1 dazadoSanas iesp&jam

lauksaimniecibas nozares ietvaros.

Loti  butiski  faktori  saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas nepiecieSamibai

lauksaimniecibas nozares ietvaros Latvija darba autores skatljuma ir $adi:

e nestabila sociali ekonomiska vide laukos;

e mainigie agroklimatiskie un biologiskie razosanas apstakli;

e arvien pieaugosa konkurence ar citu Eiropas Savienibas valstu
lauksaimniekiem,;

e siko, mazo un vid€jo saimniecibu finanSu Iidzeklu nepietieckamiba talakai
darbibas attistibai.

Nemot vera, ka saimnieciba izmanto tadus neparvietojamus resursus, ka zeme

un &kas, tad logiskais cel$ uz dazadoSanu ir sakuma izmainit lauksaimniecibas

produktu kvantitativo un kvalitativo sastavu. Tacu mingtie faktori var radit

priek$nosacTjumus ar1 saimniecibas pariesanai no lauksaimniecibas uz citu

nozari.

SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanu neizbégami pavada dazadi blakusefekti jeb

eksternalitates. Nozimigakie no tiem: palielinas saimniecibu ienakumi un

samaksato nodoklu apjoms, uzlabojas darbaspéka tirgus konjuktiira utt.

Lai varétu notikt saimniekoSanas dazadoSana, ir nepiecieSams objekts, kura tas

notiek. Zinatniskos p&tijumos lieto dazadu So objektu defingjumus.

Par lauku saimnieabu uzskata lauku apvidos dzivojo$o vai stradajo$o personu

paligsaimniecibu vai zemnieku saimniecibu, kura majsaimniecibas (gimenes)

ienakumi tiek papildinati, iegiistot lauksaimniecibas produktus (darzenus,

auglus, ogas, galu, pienu u.c.) vai ari tos parstradajot un realiz&jot (Ekonomikas

skaidrojo$a vardnica, 2000). Bet K. Spogis (1999) ar lauku saimniecibu saprot

noteikta apdzivota vieta izvietotu tehniski organizatorisku razoSanas vienibu,

kura vienkopus koncentrétos razosanas faktorus izmanto produkcijas razoSanai

un realizacijai.

Lauku saimniecibas autore iedala zemnieku saimniecibas, lauku amatnieku

saimniecibas, piemajas saimniecibas un lauku uznéméjsabiedribas.

Saimnieciskas darbibas dazadoSanu ietekmé& saimniekoSanas modelis, jo tas

zinama mera ir saistits ar saimniecibu lielumu, ka ar1 tirgum sarazotas

produkcijas apjomu.

Pétijuma rezultata autore ir izveidojusi savu lauku saimniecibas definiciju:

lauku saimniegba ir lauksaimniecislis razoSanas u@mums uz

lauksaimniekam piederoSas vai naitas zemes, kura pamatir jebkura

sistenatiska, pasiviga, ientkumus nesoSa daiba.
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Amatnieku saimniecibas Iidz $im teorija nav definétas, [idz ar to autore piedava
savu defingjumu: amatnieku saimnietba ir uzmemeéju registréta
saimniekoSanas forma, kas darbojas lauku terit@ijmaksinzli izmantojot
vietgjos resursus uniilu amatnieabas produktu razoSanai un realizijai.
Apkopojot iepriek§ min€tos faktorus, arzemju un Latvijas p@&tnieku
publikacijas, iepazistoties ar dazadu projektu petfjumu materialiem un
izmantojot savu pieredzi, autore izveidoja $adu lauku saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanas definiciju:

lauku saimniekoSanas d@floSana ir saimniecisés darlibas izmagas vai
papildingjums, kas par galveno #nki nosaka risku sadaSanu un/vai
mazinzSanu lauku saimnietbu darkiba, lai giatu saimniegbas stabilizciju,
inovativu darlibas veidu ievieSana videi draut@ saimniekoSag.

2. ZEMGALES LAUKU SAIMNIEKOSANU
REGLAMENT EJOSIE NORMAT IVIE DOKUMENTI UN
REGIONALAS INSTITUCIJAS
Noddas saturs darl aizzem 9 lapas puses, Kigietilpst 2 atéli.

Latvija ir izstradati likumi, Ministru kabineta noteikumi un stratégiskie
dokumenti, kas ietekmé regionalo attistibu, tas potencialo iesp&ju veido$anos.
Sava darba autore apskata arT likumus un citus normativos dokumentus, kuri ir
attiecinami uz saimniekoSanas dazadoSanu vai tas nozarei saistoSo likumu
izpeti. Latvija ir izveidota lauksaimniecibu veicinoSa tiesiska baze, uz kuras
pamata nozare sanem $adu palidzibu:

valsts budzeta subsidijas noteiktiem mérkiem;

ipasas dotacijas izdevigakas kredit€Sanas veicinasanai;

akcizes nodokla kompensaciju par iegadato degvielu;

nodoklu atbrivojumus, atvieglojumus un atlaides;

valsts intervences pasakumus labibas tirgi.

Uz normativo dokumentu bazes ir izveidojuSies iemesli, kas veicina vai
ierobeZo saimniekoSanas datloSanu.

VeicinoSie faktori garanté IpaSumtiesibu neaizskaramibu un saimnieciskas
darbibas patstavibu, vides kvalitates saglabasanu un atjaunoSanu, ka arT dabas
resursu ilgtsp&jigu izmantoSanu; garant€ samaksu par padarito darbu, ko veic uz
darba liguma pamata; nodroSina minimalas darba algas apjomu, kas nedrikst
blt mazaka par valsts noteikto minimumu; nodro§ina kvalitativu, cilvéku un
dzivnieku veselibai, dzivibai un videi nekaitigu partikas apriti; izstradatas
vadlinijas palidz izprast izdotos likumus un Ministru kabineta noteikumus, ka
arl ievirza izpilditaju pareizaja normativo dokumentu izpildes virziena.
Savukart kavejoSie jeb ierobezojoSie faktori produkcijas parstradei majas
apstaklos ne vienmér ir defingts precu izplatiSanas ierobezojums; sarezgiti vai
nepilnigi likumu interpret€jumi ierobezo lauku saimniecibu Ipasnieku
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likumdosanas parzinasanu; vienas valsts iestades ietvaros vietgjas filiales
dazadi interpreté savas kompetences; likumdosana ir diezgan nepastaviga, un
griti izsekot tas izmainpam. Ta ka saimniekoSanas dazadoSana ir ilgtsp&jigs
process, pastav risks, ka procesi, kas juridiski tika atbalstiti darbibas uzsaksanas
sakuma, vairs nebis aktuali un atlauti arT turpmak.

Latvija ir daudz gan valsts, gan nevalstisko organizaciju, kas ir saistitas ar
lauksaimniecibas attistibas un citu jautajumu risinasanu laukos.

Uzraudzibas

un parbaudes
instittcijas

Angstakas,
profesionalas,
muZzizglitibas
izglitibas
iestades

Konsultaciju

un
pakalpojumu
institicijas

Ar

saistitas
institiciju
grupas

Administrssa-
nas

instittcijas

Avots: autores veidots ats
1. att. Zemgales rgiona institucionalas grupas

Zemgales regiona lauku saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas sistéma ietilpst:
uzraudzibas un parvaldes institlicijas, administréSanas institlcijas, izglitibas
iestades, konsultaciju un pakalpojumu institlicijas, ka arT nevalstiskas u.c.
organizacijas (1. att.).

Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibam saimnicko$anas dazadoSanas attistibas
iesp&ju ir pietickami daudz, tikai iedzivotajiem paSiem nepiecieSams izradit
lielaku iniciativu lauku attistibas politikas un likumdoSanas veidoSana, savu
saimniecibu attistibas planosana, kooperacija, inovativu darbibas veidu un
nozaru apgisana, ka arT sava intelektuala potenciala attistibas veicinasana.
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3. LAUKSAIMNIEC IBAS UN SAIMNIEKOSANAS

DAZ ADOSANAS RAKSTUROJOSIE RADITAJI
Nodgas saturs darh aizzem 34 lapas puses, kg ietilpst 20 tabulas un

13 attli.

2003. — 2009. gada periadLatvij a

1. tabula
Lauksaimnieabas un medniethasipatsvars IKP struktira

Raditaji

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

IKP faktiskajas
cenas, milj.Ls

6392.8

7434.5

9059.1

11171.7

14 779.8

16 188.2

13 082.8

Bazes augSanas
temps, %

100.0

116.3

141.7

174.8

231.2

253.2

204.6

K&des augSanas
temps, %

116.3

121.9

1233

1323

109.5

80.8

Lauksaimniecibas
un medniecibas
pievienota vertiba
faktiskajas cenas,
milj.Ls

228.6

286.0

308.9

333.8

456.4

429.4

375.7

Bazes augSanas
temps, %

100.0

125.0

135.0

146.0

200.0

188.0

164.0

K&des augsanas
temps, %

125.0

108.0

108.0

137.0

94.0

88.0

Lauksaimniecibas
un medniecibas
pievienotas
vertibas Ipatsvars
kopgja IKP
(faktiskajas
cenas), %

3.6

3.8

34

3.0

3.1

2.7

29

Avots: autores veidotsp CSP datiem

Biitisks raditajs lauksaimniecibas nozares veértéSanai kopuma ir tas patsvars
iek§zemes kopprodukta (IKP) strukttira (1. tabula).
SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanas razotspgjas vert€jumos ir janem vera objektivu un
subjektivu faktoru ietekme un to savstarp§ja mijiedarbiba uz razotspgju.
SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanu ietekmg&josie faktori iedalas $adas grupas:
e dabas faktori- bioklimatiskie, biologiskie, hidrotermiskie, fotosintéziskie,

topografiskie un dislokativie faktori;

e intelektuilie faktori — lauku uznémgja vispargja izglitiba vai kvalifikacija
un erudicija, vaditaja un lauksaimnieka dotibas, profesionala sagatavotiba,

aktuala informétiba;

e lauksaimnietbas zi@tnes Imenis un potenglis — ietver sevi arl augu
selekcijas gengtisko potencialu, agrotehnologisko un agroekonomisko

pétijumu uzkrato potencialu;

22



e augsnes faktori — augSpu veids, granulometriskais  sastavs,
hidromeliorativais stavoklis, augsnes vides aktuala reakcija, trudvielu
saturs un daudzums, vispargja iekultivétiba, akmenainiba u.c.

Geografiskais novietojums ietekmé regiona dabiskos un augsnu apstak]us, kas
savukart nosaka lauksaimnieciskas darbibas attisttbu regiona. Zemgale ir
atfistitakais lauksaimniecibas regions valsti. Reljefa un augsnu apstaklu zina
viendabigakas ir Zemgales lidzenuma un Dienvidkurzemes zemieng ietilpstosas
teritorijas. Tam ir raksturigs lidzenums un vilpots reljefs, augligas velénu
karbonataugsnes (augstakais zemes noveért&jums valsti), izdevigi tehnologiskie
apstaklie, lieli lauki un &rta konfiguracija, senas zemkopibas tradicijas.
Zemgales regiona ir krasi atskirigi reljefa un aug$pu apstakli, kas ietekme
tehnologiju izmantoSanas iespé&jas, ka ari specializacijas izveli.
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ir atkirigi klimatiskie apstakli —
Zemgale-2 ir kontinentalaks klimats un isaks vegetacijas periods.
Zemgales lidzenuma doming veleénu karbonatu, velénu gleja, un velénu glejotas
augsnes, kas lauksaimnieciskajai raZoSanai ir vispiemérotakas. 77% regiona
teritorijas ir lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes. Visaugligakas augsnes ir
Zemgales lidzenuma, kur zemes kadastrala veértiba vidgji ir virs 60 balleém, bet
atseviskas vietas (piem., Sesavas pagasta) — pat Iidz 82 ballem.
Kopuma apaksregiona Zemgale-1 zemes kadasita vertiba ir gandriz par
50% augstika neka Zemgale-2 apaksSrgiona novados
ledzivotaju skaita zina blivakais ir Aizkraukles bijusais rajons — 98 cilv./km’,
tacu to ietekmé pilséta, kas nav republikas nozimes. Mazakais iedzivotaju
blivums ir jau min&taja Jekabpils bijusaja rajona — tikai 6 cilv./km’. Vidgjais
iedzivotdju blivums Zemgales regiona ir 18 cilv./km®,un tas ir divreiz mazaks
par vidgjo Latvija — 35 iedz./km”. Tuvu Latvijas iedzivotdju vidéjam blivumam
vai to nedaudz parsniedz Iecavas, Skriveru un Ozolnieku novadi. Joprojam nav
veikta So teritoriju Ipaso pievilcibas faktoru salidzinosa analize. Liela dala
mingtajos novados dzivojoso pamata strada arpus sava novada teritorijas.

Lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas sekmigai attistibai bitiski ir saimniecibu

vaditaju intelektualie resursi: izglitiba, erudicijas potencials, uzp€mumu

vadiSanas sp¢ja, profesionala sagatavotiba un informétiba.

Statistiska informacija liecina, ka, salidzinot ar citiem regioniem, Zemgales

regiona bija augstaks intelektualais potencials. 23 % no visiem

lauksaimniekiem ar augstako izglitibu atrodas tiesi Zemgal€. Autore to skaidro
ar Latvijas Lauksaimniecibas universitates ka augstakas lauksaimniecibas
izglitibas iestades atraSanos $aja regiona. Lai gan 2007. gada ir liels skaits
lauksaimnieciba nodarbinato, kuriem vispar nav izglitibas lauksaimnieciba,

18 % to ir apguvusi praktiska cela.

Izvertgjot lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes un mezu platibu Ipatsvaru

kopplatiba, autore secindja, ka Zemgales planoSanas regiona novados tas ir loti

atSkirigas:

e LIZ Tipatsvars novada kopplatibas struktira virs 50% ir Zemgale-1
apaksregiona — Rundales novada — 77%, Tervetes novada — 76%, Bauskas
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novada — 67%, Jelgavas novada — 60%, Dobeles novada — 59%, Auces
novada — 51%. Tas ir likumsakarigi, jo Sajos novados ir visaugligakas
augsnes;
e mezu Ipatsvars kopplatibas struktiira virs 50% ir Jaunjelgavas novada —
61%, Neretas novada — 60%, Viesites novada — 54%, Vecumnieku novada
— 54%, Plavinu novada — 52%. Visi Sie novadi ir ietverti Zemgale-2
apaksregiona.
Zemgale-1 apak$regiona katru gadu visu saimniecibu izlases kopas ir
izmantotas gan TpaSuma, gan arl noma esosas zemes. Nomatas zemes Tpatsvars
pa saimniecibu lieluma grupam ir mainigs un konsekventi palielinas, picaugot
saimniecibu ekonomiskajam lielumam. Loti mazas saimniecibas (<4 ELV)
Zemgales planosanas regiona, kur ir aktuala intensiva lauksaimnieciba,
vismazak izmanto nomas zemi (2.tabula).
2. tabula
Nomatas zemes plabasipatsvars izmantofis zemes strukiira dazada
ekonomiska lieluma saimnieabas 2004. — 2009. gada periadZemgale-1
apaksregiona, %

Saimn. lielums, Nomatas zemes (% no izmantdts zemes)
ELV 2004 | 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
<4 20 13 11 52 53 45
41-8 28 43 33 30 29 25
8.1-16 44 33 35 33 36 15
16.1 — 40 51 48 52 51 55 42
40.1 — 100 62 55 62 74 71 52
100.1 — 250 62 65 54 60 64 69
250.1 un vairak 68 60 58 60 58 62

Avots autores apékini pec SUDAT datiem

Siksaimniecibas (4 — 8 ELV) pétamaja perioda kopgjas lauksaimnieciba
izmantotas zemes platibas svarstas, bet nomatas zemes platibas un to Ipatsvars
palielinas. Nakama $aja petijjuma ietverta saimniecibu grupa ir 8 — 16 ELV, kur
nomas zemes platibu Tpatsvars peétamaja perioda ir nozimigs — 15 — 40%
robezas.

Interesanti rezultati ir ieglti 16 — 40 ELV saimniecibu grupa. Taja vidgjais
nomas zemes Ipatsvars p&tamaja gadu perioda ir 52%, pie tam p&dgjo piecu
gadu laikd nomas zemes platibas svarstijas no 42 lidz 55%, bet vidgjais
nomatas LIZ Tipatsvars 2004. — 2009. gada bija 49.8%. Tas nozim&, ka
razoSanas rezultati liela mera var ietekmét nomas attiecibas.

Zemgale-1 apak$regiona vid&jo saimniecibu grupa (40 — 100 ELV) kopgja
nomata platiba svarstas 52 — 74% robezas, vidgji petamaja perioda ta ir 62.7%
no kopgja LIZ. Tas nozimg, ka lielaka dala no saimniekoSanas rezultatiem tajas
var bt atkarigi no nomatads zemes izmantoSanas agrotehniskajiem un
ekonomiskajiem apstakliem.
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Lielo saimniecibu grupa (100 — 250 ELV) LIZ platiba 2004. — 2009. gada
perioda svarstas no 54 lidz 69%.
3. tabula
Nomatas zemes platiasipatsvars izmantotas zemes strukiira dazada ekonomislka
lieluma saimnieabas 2004. — 2009. gadu peri@Zemgale-2 apaksrgiona, %

Saimn. lielums, Nomatas zemes (% no izmantdls zemes)
ELV 2004 2005 2006] 2007 2008 2009
<4 21 8 18 38 43 44
4.1-8 18 20 18 34 46 33
8.1-16 29 33 25 33 18 34
16.1 —40 25 24 27 49 41 37
40.1 - 100 62 73 45 52 35 41
100.1 — 250 * * * 61 61 72
250.1 un vairak * * * * 57 53

Avots autores apékini pec SUDAT datiem
Veicot apkopoto datu analizi un aprékinus (3. tabula), secinam, ka, tapat ka
Zemgale-1 apaksregiona, ari Zemgale-2 apaksregiona lauku saimniecibas,
kuras ieklautas SUDAT izlases kopa, sakaribas attieciba uz izmantojamas
lauksaimniecibas zemes platibam nepastav, k&des pieaugumi saimniecibu
grupas ir loti nevienmerigi, toties izmantojamas zemes strukttira loti uzskatami
redzams nomas zemes Tpatsvara palielindgjums. Apaksregiona Zemgale—2, tapat
ka apaksregiona Zemgale—1, apsaimniekojamaja zemes platiba paradas
kopsakariba - jo lielaka zemes platha tiek apsaimniekota, jo lieliks
ipatsvars ir nomas zemei.
Tradicionali ir izveidojies, ka Zemgales regiona galvena lauksaimniecibas
nozare ir augkopiba, ko apstiprina 4. tabula apkopotie dati un aprékini.

4. tabula

Zemgales rgiona sjumu platibu, kopraZasipatsvars un raiba
Latvij a 2009. gad

Raditajs Kultaraugs Latvija ze “?.ga'es Z(‘e.mgal?’s
regions regions, %
Sgjumu Graudaugi 540 842 172 964 32.0
platiba, ha Kartupeli 30020 8546 28.5
’ Darzeni (atklata lauka) 8231 3617 43.9
Graudaugi 1663 139 677 199 40.7
Kopraza, t | Kartupeli 525350 166 914 31.8
Darzeni (atklata lauka) 170 382 75 810 44.5
. Graudaugi 3.1 3.9 125.8
Raﬁ?ﬁ" Y| Kartupeli 175 19.5 111.4
Darzeni (atklata lauka) 20.7 21.0 101.4

Avots: autores veidotszp CSP datiem
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2009. gada Zemgales regiona sejumu kopgjas platibas veidoja 32.0% no visam
Latvijas graudaugu platibam, no tiem iegiita kopraza bija 40.7% no visas
Latvijas graudaugu koprazas. Lai gan raziba pa gadiem ir mainiga, Zemgales
regiona ta parsniedz vid&jo Latvija (ik gadus par videji 25.8% un vairak).
Analizgjama perioda (2001. — 2009. gada) Zemgale-1 apak$regiona rajonos
razibas limenis vienmérigi paaugstinajas un ir 1.3 — 1.6 reizes augstaks neka
Zemgale-2 apak$regiona. Augstakas graudaugu razas bija Bauskas, Dobeles un
Jelgavas rajona, kas vesturiski tiek deéveéti par Latvijas graudu kl&ti. Autore
secina, ka Zemgalg tiesi Sajos rajonos graudkopiba ir jaattista ka konvencionala
nozare.

Vislielakas razibas vérojamas 2005. un 2008. gada — attiecigi 3.7 un 4.1 t ha™.
Tas skaidrojams ar labvéligajiem klimatiskajiem apstakliem attiecigajos gados.
Salidzinot 2009. ar 2001. gadu, redzams, ka graudaugu vidgjas raZibas
Zemgales regiona ir palielindjusas par 1.3 t ha', kas liecina par lauksaimnieku
pieredzes un izaugsmes palielina$anos. Turpretim 2006. gada graudaugu vidgja
raziba Zemgales regiona bija tikai 2.8 t ha', kas skaidrojams ar nelabvéligajiem
laika apstakliem visos Zemgales rajonos.

Vislielakas kartupelu audzgSanas platibas Zemgales regiona bija 2002. gada —
11.9 tikst., ha, bet vismazakas — 2009. gada — 8.5 tiikst. ha. Laika no 2003. Iidz
2007. gadam Kkartupelu audzESanas platibas Zemgales regiona pakapeniski
samazinajas lidz 855 tikst. ha, bet 2008. gada verojams strauj§ kartupelu
stadjjumu platibu picaugums. Péc autores domam, $aja laika strauji pieauga
iedzivotaju pirktsp€ja un pieprasijums pec kartupelu produkcijas.

Rapsa raziba ir atkariga no klimatiskajiem wun konkréta gada
meteorologiskajiem apstakliem, augsnes ipaSibam, agrotehnikas un Skirnes
genétiskajam Tpasibam.

Rapsa raZiba Zemgale-1 apaksregiona ir 1.5 — 2 reizes lielaka neka Zemgale-2.
2009. gada visos Zemgales regiona rajonos rap$a raziba ir ieverojami
samazinajusies. Autore So faktu skaidro ta, ka izejvielu (mineralméslu,
degvielas wu.c.) sadardzinasanas d&] netika iev@roti visi nepiecieSamie
agrotehniskie pasakumi.

Pieaugot saimniecibu ekonomiskajam lielumam, Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2
apaksregiona lielajas saimniecibas (40 — 100 ELV) augkopibas nozaru
produkcijas vertibas struktiiras pieaug ienakumu Ipatsvars no kvieSu un rapsa
audze8anas. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona saimniecibas relativi stabili raditaji ir
darzenu, sénu, ogu u.c. kultliru audzesanai. Péc cukurbiesu nozares likvidacijas
ienakumu strukttira palielinajas ienakumi no kviesSiem — par 11% un rapsa —
par 11%.

Loti lielajas (100 — 250 ELV) un vislielakajas (virs 250 ELV) saimniecibas ir
lidzvértigas tendences. Sajas saimniecibas izteikti doming kvie$u un pargjo
graudaugu audzg$ana — Iidz pat 62% Zemgale-1 apaksregiona un 50%
Zemgale-2 apakS$regiona. Nakama nozimigaka kultdrauga — rapSa Tpatsvars
Zemgale-1 apaksregiona ir pat 22%. Zemgale-2 apakSregiona visvairak ir
parstavéta cita augkopibas nozare (darzeni, sénes, ogas, augli u.c.) - lidz 53%
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no ienakumiem kopgja augkopibas nozaru produkcijas vertibas struktiira. Pec
cukurbie$u nozares likvidacijas ienakumu strukttira palielinajas ienakumi no
kvieSiem — par 15% un rapSa — par 10%.

Zemgalg@ sarazota lauksaimniecibas produkcija veido lielu patsvaru no visa
valstT sarazotas produkcijas kopapjoma. Sis regions Tpasi izcelas putnkopibas
un olu razo$anas nozar€, ienemot pirmo vietu Latvija, jo Zemgales regiona olu
razoSana dod 51.5-71.7% no Latvijas lielakajas putnu fabrikas sarazotas §1
veida produkcijas (5. tabula).

5. tabula
L opkopibas produktu razoSanas struktira Latvijas re gionos
2005., 2007. un 2009. gad%
2005 2007 2009
B Gala Gala Gala
Regions (kaut- | Piens, | Olas, | (kaut- | Piens, | Olas, | (kaut- Piens, | Olas,
masa), % % masa), % % masa), % %
% % %

LATVIDA 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Pierigas 26.4 16.6 17.2 28.7 16.1 12.1 31.3 18.4 8.5
reglons

Vidzemes 10.9 22.0 153 103 24.0 15.1 8.6 23.8 122
regions

Kurzemes | 5 18.6 53 21.1 17.2 43 19.5 20.4 2.6
regions

Zemgales 27.2 18.3 51.6 233 19.3 59.5 26.9 19.1 71.7
reglons
Latgales 14.8 24.5 10.6 16.6 23.4 9.0 13.7 18.3 5.0
regions

Avots: autores a@ini pec CSP datiem

Piena kopieguve Zemgales statistikas regiona ir 18.3—-19.3% no valsti iegata,

savukart galas produkcija 23.3-27.2% no kopgja produkcijas Tpatsvara Latvija.

Galas razo$ana (kautsvara) Zemgales regiona no 2001. lidz 2009. gadam bija

gan noteiktas tendences, gan likumsakaribas, gan arT nozimigas svarstibas

(2002. gada — 11.7%, bet 2006. gada — 13.5%). Galas razoSanas lejupslide

apstajas 2000. gada, sakot ar 2002. gadu, tas razoSanas apjomi pieaug.

Analizgjot informaciju, var secinat, ka:

e  stabils galas razoSanas limenis Zemgales regiona ir Jekabpils rajona;

e visvairak §1 veida lauksaimniecibas produkcijas sarazo Bauskas rajona (te
ieklauta arT putnkopibas produkcija, kuras ieguvei izmanto tikai pirkto
lopbaribu);

e Aizkraukles rajona raditaji ir viszemakie, pie kam izmainas ir minimalas;

e Jelgavas rajona ir stabila tendence §1 produkcijas veida raZoSanai
samazinaties, jo sarik mazo saimniecibu skaits. Mazas saimniecibas
nodarbojas galvenokart ar jaukta tipa (augkopiba-lopkopiba) saimniekosanu
un savu zemi iznoma lielajam saimniecibam, kuru specializacija ir
augkopiba.
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Zemgale-1 apaksregiona siksaimniecibas (lidz 4 ELV) doming putnkopiba — ar
49% un piena lopkopiba ar 30% Tipatsvaru, atSkiritba no Zemgale-2
apakS$regiona, kur lopkopibas nozares ienakumus galvena neso$a nozare ir
piena lopkopiba ar Tpatsvaru 59%. Biitisks Tpatsvars Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ir
liellopu un ciikkopibas produkcijai — attiecigi 15% un 20%.

Salidzinot Zemgale-2 apakSregiona vidéji mazo saimniecibu (8 — 16 ELV)
sarazoto lopkopibas produkcijas struktiiru ar Zemgale-1, autore secinaja, ka
piena lopkopibas ipatsvars taja ir 62%, liellopu produkcijas — 24%. Pargjam
lopkopibas nozarém bija mazs TIpatsvars lopkopibas produkcijas vértibu
struktiira. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona vidgji mazajas saimniecibas dominé piena
razosSana, kuras Tpatsvars ir 50%, ka arT ctikkopiba — 18%. Salidzinajuma ar
Zemgale-2 apaksregionu, kur putnkopibas nozare nav pasi izplatita, Zemgale-1
apaksregiona lopkopibas produkcijas vertibu struktiira §is raditajs bija 15%.

Saimnieko3anas da#doSana Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaki®na.
Zemgales statistiskaja regiona saimniecibas nodarbojas ne tikai ar
lauksaimniecibu, bet arT ar citu veidu saimniekoSanu — meZzsaimniecibu, lauku
tirismu, lauksaimniecibas produktu parstradi, @edinasanas pakalpojumu
sniegSanu un majrazosanu.
Latvijas valstl ir ieverojams skaits lauku saimniecibu, kuras giist papildu
iep€mumus no mezsaimniecibas un kokapstrades (6. tabula). Seviski daudz
$adu saimniecibu, kas giist ienémumus tiesi no mezsaimniecibas, ir Zemgales
regiona — 40% un Vidzemé — 23%. Otrais ienémumu postenis ir kokapstrade,
kur no visiem Latvijas regioniem pirmaja vieta ir Vidzeme ar 29% ienémumu,
bet Zemgalg Sis raditajs ir viszemakais — tikai 13%.

6. tabula
Lauku saimnieabu skaits, kuram ir papildu iepémumi no mezsaimnietbas

un kokapstrades Latvijas regionos, 2007. gaal

Regioni Meigaimnieaba Kokapstrﬁde

skaits % skaits %
Zemgale 2774 40 59 13
Vidzeme 1618 23 133 29
Kurzeme 991 14 90 19
Pieriga 979 14 76 16
Latgale 622 9 108 23
Kopa 6954 100 466 100

Avots: autores veidotszp CSP datiem

Zemgales regiona atrodas tikai 16% no mezsaimniecibas nozares uznpémumiem
Latvija, savukart no tiem 96% ir mikrouznémumi, 3% — mazie, bet 0.6% —
vidgjie uznémumi.

Zemgalg ir liels potencials kokapstrades attistiSanai, jo ir saimniecibas, kuras
nodarbojas ar mezizstradi, un darbaspgks, ka ar tuvu atrodas realizacijas tirgus
— lielas pils&tas un pirktsp&jigi Zemgales iedzivotaji.
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Lauku saimniecibu tpaSnieki, piesaistot SAPARD programmas finansgjumu,
attistija lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas darbibas veidus, kas veicindja
alternativo ienakumu avotu izveidi. SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanas attistibai un
atbalstam bija izveidota SAPARD programma Nr.3 ar apakSprogrammu
3.1. “Lauku ekonomikas dazadoSana, veicinot alternativos ienakumu avotus”
ApakSprogrammas ietvaros ir izveidoti vai atjaunoti (aktivizeti) 287 uznémumi,
kas ir veiksmigi Tstenojusi vienu vai vairakus SAPARD projektus. Lielakais
skaits uznémumu ir raditi vai atjaunoti tiesi turisma joma (47.3%), butisks
ipatsvars uzpémumu ir sanémusi atbalstu ari tehnisko pakalpojumu un
alternativa kurinama razoSanas joma. Vismazakais jaunizveidoto vai atjaunoto
uznémumu Tpatsvars ir netradicionalas lauksaimniecibas nozarée.

Pasakums ir devis impulsu talakai lauku ekonomikas dazadoSanai un aktivizgjis
ES struktirfondu finans€to projektu istenosanu 2005. — 2006. gada visos
Latvijas regionos. Lauku attistibas plans 2007. — 2013. gadam paredz turpmaku
nelauksaimnieciska sektora, Tpasi lauku tlirisma, attistibu, ka ar1 atjaunojamo
energoresursu razosanas attistiSanu Latvija.

Uz 1000 ha lauksaimnieciba izmantojamas zemes Zemgale-1 apakSregiona
piesaistitais finans&jums ir 30.00 Ls, Zemgale-2 — 19.00 Ls.

Zemgale-1 apakSregiona pieprasitais sabiedriskais finanséjums uz 1000 ha LIZ
bija 188.31 Ls, bet pieskirtais — 157.32 Ls. Savukart Zemgale-2 apaksregiona
pieprasitais finans&jums bija 99.02 Ls uz 1000 ha LIZ, bet projekta TstenoSanai
pieskirtais finans€jums — 74.32 Ls. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ir lielakas iesp&jas
piesaistit finansgjumu, lai moderniz&tu un attistitu saimniecibas.

Zemgale-1 apaksSregions sanéma 83.5% no pieprasita finans€juma, bet
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona lauku saimniecibas tika investéti 75% no pieprasita
finansgjuma, tatad Zemgale-1 apaksregiona tika sagatavoti kvalitativaki
projekti.

Autore veica aprékinus par Zemgales regiona apaksregionu iesniegto projektu
atbalsta intensitati. 2007. — 2010. gada perioda Zemgale-1 apakSregiona tika
iesniegts 1001 projekts, bet atbalstiti 727 projekti, kas ir 72.6% no kopgja
iesniegto projektu skaita $aja apak$regiona vai 83.5% no pieprasita sabiedriska
finans€juma. Viena projekta TstenoSanai vid&jais pieskirtais sabiedriskais
finans€jums bija 65 079 Ls.

Savukart Zemgale-2 apaksregiona lauku saimniecibu vaditaji iesniedza
686 projektus, no kuriem tika atbalstiti 78.2%, kas ir 75% no pieprasita
sabiedriska finans€juma. Viena projekta TstenoSanai vid€jais pieskirtais
sabiedriskais finanséjums bija 24990 Ls, kas ir 2.7 reizes mazaks neka
Zemgale-1 apak$regiona saimniekiem. Lauku tGrisma atbalstam viena projekta
1stenoSanai vidgji tika pieskirti 22 175 Ls.
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4. SAIMNIEKOSANAS DAZ ADOSANAS IZVERTEJUMS
ZEMGALES RE GIONA LAUKU SAIMNIEC IBAS

Nodgas saturs darh aizzem 34 lapas puses, lag ietilpst 20 tabulas un
14 ateli.

Lai noskaidrotu Zemgales plano$anas regiona lauku saimniecibu ipa$nieku
uzskatus un vértéjumus par lauku saimnieko$anas dazado$anu regiona novadu
lauku saimniecibas, tika veikta aptauja, ka arT noorganizéta fokusgrupas
diskusija, kuras dalibnieki izteica viedoklus par saimnieciskas darbibas
dazadoSanas attistibas nepiecieSamibu, to veicinoSiem un kavgjoSiem
faktoriem.

Veiktas aptaujas mérkis bija izpetit saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas iespgjas
Zemgales planosanas regiona Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona.
Respondentu raksturojums. Aptaujas dati norada, ka izlasi veido 62.5%
viriesu un 37.5% sievieSu. P&c vecuma grupam respondenti sadalas sadi: lidz
40 gadiem — 20.2%; 41 — 55 gadi — 45.9%; 55 — 62 gadi — 17.1%, virs
62 gadiem — 16.8%.

Aptauja tika ieklauts jautajums par izglitibu un zinaSanam lauksaimniecibas
joma. Aptaujas analizes rezultata iegiiti $adi raditaji: praktiska pieredze ir
26.2% respondentu; arodizglitiba — 29.5%; pamatapmaciba — 11.0%, augstaka
izglitiba — 33.3% respondentu.

Datu interpretacijai saimniecibas p&c kopplatibas tika sadalitas piecas grupas:
pirma grupa — Iidz 30 ha (36.5 % no aptaujato saimniecibu skaita); otra grupa —
30 — 50 ha (17.8 %), tresa — 50 — 70 ha (9.9 %), ceturta — 70 — 200 ha (20.2 %),
piekta — virs 200 ha (15.5 %). Tresa grupa ir vismazak parstavéta — tikai 9.9%
no kopgjas izlases, bet autore uzskata, ka $1 grupa ir aktuala un nozimiga
petijuma. Par pamatu tika npemts SUDAT saimniecibu sadalijums pa
ekonomiskajam lieluma grupam un to vidéjam kopgjam platibam 2008. un
2009. gada.

citi

lauksaimniecibas produktuparstiade
majatmatnieciba

lauku tarisms

pakalpojunu

nozares

2
mezsaimnieciba m Zemgale-2

loplopba 1 20.4 m Zemgale-1

auglzopiba-lopkopiba

augkopiba

0 10 20 30 40

Avots: autores veidotsp aptaujas rezudttiem
2. att. Saimnieciskas darbibas veidu struktiira
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apakSggona, %
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Zemgale-1 apaksregiona lauku saimniecibu darbibas veidu struktiira
vislielakais Tpatsvars ir lauksaimniecibas nozarém (2. att.): augkopibai — 35.3%,
augkopibai-lopkopibai 23.3%, lopkopibai — 12.5%, bet saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanas nozarém $is raditajs ir zemaks: meZsaimniecibai — 6.7%,
pakalpojumiem arpus saimniecibas — 5%, lauku tOrismam - 4.7%,
lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstradei — 2%, majamatniecibai — 0.6%, citam
nozarém — 9.9%.
Vertgjot ienakumu struktiiru pa saimniecibu grupam, var secinat, ka Zemgale-1
apaksregiona siksaimniecibas un mazajas saimniecibas vislielakais Tpatsvars ir
ienémumiem no augkopibas, augkopibas-lopkopibas un lopkopibas. No
saimnickosanas dazadoSanas nozarém dominé pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas,
lauku ttrisms, parstrade un mezsaimnieciba. Lidzigas tendences saglaba ari
lielas saimniecibas, iznemot saimniecibas ar kop&jo platibu 70 — 200 ha, kur
viena no galvenajam ienakumus neso$ajam nozarém ir mezsaimnieciba. Tas
nozimé, ka Zemgale-1 apaksregiona saimniecibu ienakumu struktira nozimigu
vietu var ienemt arT ienakumi no saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas nozarém.
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona, kur galvenokart nodarbojas ar augkopibu-lopkopibu
un lopkopibu. Augkopiba ir ka palignozare lopkopibas produkcijas razoSanai.
SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanas nozares parsvara ir mezsaimnieciba, lauku
tirisms un citas nozares.
Zemgales regiona Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona darbibas veidu
vidgjos raditajos ir vérojama biitiska atSkiriba tradicionalajas lauksaimniecibas
nozargs (3. att€ls).
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Pakalpojumi
Majamatnieciba

Augkopiba-lopkapiba

Nozares

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezuditiem
3. att. Darbibas veidu ierakumu strukt ara Zemgales
regiona apaksregionos, %

Ienakumi no augkopibas nozares Zemgale-1 apak$regiona ir visaugstakie —
vidgji 37.82%, kas ir par 24.48% vairak neka Zemgale-2 apaksregiona.
Savukart augkopibas-lopkopibas nozaré Zemgale-2 sasniedza 32.3% robeZzu,
kas ir aptuveni tris reizes vairak neka Zemgale-1 apaksregiona. Citi darbibas
veidi (kokapstrade, ieskaitot mébelu razoSanu, zvejnieciba, zivju un vEZu
audz€Sana, energijas razo$ana, mazumtirdznieciba u.c.) galvenokart doming

31



Zemgale-2 apaks§regiona — 27.18%, kas ir tris reizes vairak neka Zemgale-1
apaksregiona. Pargjos darbibas veidos atskiribas ir nenozimigas.

Lai labak izprastu un iepazitu Zemgales planosanas regiona nozares, ar kuram
nodarbojas lauku saimniecibas, autore veica esoSo ienakumu avotu — nozaru
analizi pa Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apak$regiona novadiem.

Zemgale-1 apaksregiona vidgji augkopibas nozare ienakumu avotu strukttra
ienem 39.9%, bet Zemgale-2 — 11.1%. Zemgale-1 apaksregiona augstakais
raditajs augkopiba sasniegts lecavas novada — 65.0% un Rundales novada —
47.1%, kas ir augstakie raditaji ari regiona limeni. Savukart zemakie raditaji
Zemgales regiona ir Zemgale-2 apaksregiona novados: Viesites novada — 5.6%,
Jaunjelgava — 4.5%; Salas novada aptaujatas saimniecibas $aja nozaré vispar
nespecializgjas.

Augkopibas-lopkopibas un lopkopibas attistiba ir pretgji verstas tendences.
Regiona limenT augstakie raditaji bija Viesites novada — 88.9%, Salas novada —
62.5% un Jaunjelgavas novada — 54.6%. lecavas novads augkopibas nozarg
uzradija augstakos raditajus, bet lopkopibas un augkopibas-lopkopibas nozares
Sie radmtaji ir vieni no zemakajiem — 5.0%. Skriveru novada aptaujatie
saimniecibu Tpasnieki $ajas nozares saimniecisko darbibu neveica.

Nozimigs ienakumu giiSanas avots ir mezsaimnieciba. Skriveru novads $aja
nozaré ienem augstako vietu ar raditaju 28.6% no iesp&jamajiem darbibas
veidiem. Par 8.6% mazaks raditajs ir Ozolnieku novadam — 20.0%. Devinu
Zemgales regiona novadu (Aizkraukles, Aknistes, Iecavas, Kokneses, Neretas,
Plavinu, Rundales, Tervetes un Viesites) aptaujatas saimniecibas $aja nozaré
nespecializgjas.

Ar arpus saimniecibas pakalpojumiem galvenokart nodarbojas Zemgale-2
apaksregiona Skriveru novads — 42.9%, Zemgale-1 apaksregiona Iecavas
novads — 20.0% un Bauskas novads — 11.9%. Aptaujas dati liecina, ka
11 Zemgales regiona novados $1 nozare nav aktuala.

Viens no inovativajiem saimniecibas ienakuma veidiem ir lauku tiirisma
nozare. So darbibas veidu no aptaujatajiem respondentiem visaktivak parstavéja
Ozolnieku novada saimniecibu Tpasnieki — 20.0%. ST nozare ka ienakumu avots
visbiezak bija mingta Zemgale-1 apakSregiona, bet netika parstavéta
11 novados, no tiem — 8 Zemgale-2 apaksregiona novados. Zemgales regiona
novados bija izplatitas arT citas specializacijas nozares.

Datu analize liecina, ka nepastav bitiskas atSkiribas starp ienakumiem no
lauksaimniecibas apaksregionu griezuma. Statistiski butiskas atSkiribas
(0=0,001) paradas tikai tad, ja nem ve€ra visu ienakumu struktiiru. Kopa no
lauksaimniecibas ienakumus dazada liment giist 529 lauku saimniecibas (92%),
kur 14.2% respondentu lauku saimniecibu ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ir lidz
30%, 25% respondentu ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ir 31 — 65% un 61%
saimniecibu 1pasnieku, ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas veido virs 66% no
kopgjas ienakumu struktiiras. Zemgales-1 saimniecibu lielaks Tpatsvars
augstakaja ienakumu grupa jaskaidro ar lielaku izlases kopu $aja apaksregiona.
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Zemgales regiona izplatitakas saimnieko$anas nozares péc ienakumu
sadaltjuma ir augkopiba — 26.4%, augkopiba-lopkopiba — 26.4% un lopkopiba —
17.7%. Lidzas izplatitakajam saimniekoSanas nozarém saimniecibas nodarbojas
ar mezsaimniecibu — 5.5%, lauku tiirismu — 3.3%, majamatniecibu — tikai 0.5%.
lenakumu sadalfjumu struktiira liels Ipatsvars ir citam nozarém — 16.5%
(pakalpojumi, biskopiba, diksaimnieciba, mazumtirdznieciba, netradicionala
lauksaimnieciba, energijas razo$ana, kokapstrade, ieskaitot mébelu raZzoSanu,
lauksaimniecibas produktu parstrade).

7. tabula
lenakumu no lauksaimniedbasipatsvars Zemgales rgiona, %
lenakumi no

Lauk_s@.mnl_edbas Zemgale-1 Zemgale-2 K‘c.)pﬁ_
opeja ienakumu regiona
strukt ara
Lidz 30% 7.9 6.2 14.1
31-65% 12.9 12.1 25.0
66 —100% 37.8 23.1 60.9
Kopa 58.6 414 100

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezuditiem

Zemgales regiona 14.1% respondentu ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ir lidz
30%, ienakumu struktora izlidzinata, butisku atskiribu starp apaksregioniem
nav. Zemgales regiona pozicija “ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas 31 — 65%"
ienakumu Tpatsvars ir 25%, bet Zemgale-1 apaksregiona 21.9% un Zemgale-2
apaksregiona 29.2% saimniecibu, tatad Zemgale-2 ir par 7.3% lielaki iepémumi
neka Zemgale-1 (7. tabula). Izlases kopas 60.9% (322 aptaujatie) respondentu
ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ir 66 — 100%. Ming&taja raditaju pozicija starp
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apakSregionu ir bitiskas atSkiribas. Autore secina, ka
Zemgale-1 apaksregions ir izteiktaks lauksaimniecibas regions, bet Zemgale-2
apaksregiona lauku saimniecibas gilist ienakumus ari no saimnicko$anas
dazadoSanas nozarém.

100

Zemgale-1 Zemgale-2
O 1idz 30% M 31-65% O 66-100%

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezuditiem
4. att. lenakumu no lauksaimnieabasipatsvars
Zemgales rgiona apakSregionos,%
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Zemgale-1 apaksregiona lauksaimniecibas nozare deva ienakumus 1idz 30% no
kopgjiem ienakumiem 13.5% saimniecibam (4. att€ls), bet Zemgale-2
apaksregiona — 15.1%. Saja pozicija batisku atkiribu starp apaksregioniem
nav: 31 — 65% ienakumu tieSi no lauksaimniecibas nozares guva Zemgale-1
apaksregiona 68 aptaujatie respondenti jeb 21.9%, bet Zemgale-2 apaksregiona
— 62 lauku saimniecibas jeb 29.2%. Savukart Zemgale-1 apaksregiona
200 saimniecibas jeb 64.5% aptaujato lauku saimnieku un Zemgale-2
122 saimniecibas jeb  55.7%  saimniecibu ienakumu = struktira no
lauksaimniecibas deva 66-100%.

Ienakumi no blakusnodarbosanas nav saistiti ar saimniecibas atraSanos novada.
178 respondenti noradija, ka viniem ir papildu nodarbosanas, no tiem 56.2%
guva tikai I1dz 30% ienakumu, 34.8% — no 31 lidz 65%, bet tikai 9% aptaujato
apgalvoja, ka giist virs 66% ienakumu tie§i no blakusnodarboSanas. Ipasi
jaizcel Jekabpils, Krustpils, Jaunjelgavas, Vecumnieku, Dobeles, Ozolnieku un
Salas novads, kur ir loti augsts ienakumu no blakusnodarboSanas ipatsvars
(vidgji virs 50%).
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Olidz 30% @31-65% O66-100%

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezudttiem
5. att. lenakumu 1patsvars no blakusnodarboSafas nozagm
Zemgales rgiona lauku saimnieabas,%

Ienakumi no blakusnodarboSanas nozarém (parstrade, tlirisms, amatnieciba,
netradicionala lauksaimnieciba, mezizstrade u.c.) Zemgale-1 apakSregiona
kopgja lauku saimniecibu ienakumu struktira Iidz 30% no ienakumu
kopsummas ir 59.4% saimniectbu, ar ienakumiem 31 — 65% ir 29.7%
saimniecibu, virs 66% — 10.9% saimniecibu, bet Zemgale-2 lidz 30% no
ienakumu kopsummas ir 51.9% lauku saimniecibu, 31 — 65% ir 41.6% un virs
66% — 6.5% saimniecibu (5. att€ls). Tatad abos apaksregionos tendences ir
lidzigas.

P&tfjuma dati liecina, ka Zemgales regiona 276 jeb 48% aptaujato saimniecibu
ir ienakumi no algota darba arpus saimniecibam, pensijam un pabalstiem, tai
skaita Zemgale -1 apaksregiona — 150 jeb 43.7% respondentu, bet Zemgale-2
apaksregiona — 126 jeb 53.4% aptaujato lauksaimnieku.
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Algotais darbaspeks ir viens no faktoriem, kas liecina par lauku saimniecibas
saimnickoSanas apjomiem un intensitati. Autore izpétija respondentu
saimniecibu nodrosinatibu ar pastavigi algoto darbaspéeku.

Zemgale-1 apak$regiona darbaspéka algoSana nav izplatita paradiba
saimniecibas Iidz 200 ha. Autore secina, ka tas ir tap€c, ka Zemgale-1
apaksregiona ir izteiktas augkopibas nozares, lidz ar to parsvara sezonalais
darbs. Palielinoties saimniecibu lielumiem virs 200 ha, palielinas arT algota
darbaspé&ka tpatsvars.

Zemgale-2 apakSregiona, salidzinot ar Zemgale-1 apaksregionu, algoto
darbaspeku izmanto saimniecibas, kas lielakas par 50 ha. Tas ir izskaidrojams
ar lopkopibas, mezsaimniecibas un citu saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas nozaru
attistibu, kur darbiem nav izteikts sezonalais raksturs.

P&tot sakaribu starp nodarbinatibu un saimniecibas platibas lielumu, autore
konstatgja, ka nozimiguma Iimenis (0<0.0001), tad, salidzinot ar $aja nodala
izvirzito kriteriju p<0.05, var secinat, ka nodarbinatiba ir cieSi saistita ar
saimniecibas platibas lielumu. To var izskaidrot ar lielu nodarbinatibu
augkopiba, lopkopiba, mezsaimnieciba u.c. plasi parstaveétas nozarés.

Darba turpinajuma autore pétija respondentu izteiktos viedoklus par
saimniekoSanu, tas dazado$anu un nakotnes planiem  apakSregionalaja
sadalijuma. Analizes pamatam autore izvélgjas aptaujas jautagjumu ,K adi plani
nakotne?”.

Aptaujas datu aprekini liecina, ka 231 respondents vélas turpinat saimniekot ka
lidz §im, ti. 43 % no aptaujas kopas. Nakotné veikt izmainas esoSaja
saimniekosanas vide, t.i. paplasinat produkcijas razo$anas veidus, plano 28.2%
respondentu, savukart specializéties esoSajas nozares vélas 20.8% aptaujato
saimnieku. Partraukt saimniekoSanu vélas 8% jeb 40 respondentu. Padzilinata
analize liecina, ka partraukt saimniekoSanu vélas gados vecaki cilveki (virs
62 gadiem) un saimnieki, kuri apsaimnieko zemes ar kopplatibu Iidz 30 ha.
Aptaujatie saimniecibu TpasSnieki — 89.0% ar saimniekoSanu kopuma ir
apmierinati. Tapat atSkiribas viedok]los novadu un apak$regionu limeni nav
butiskas. Negativu viedokli pauda 58 respondenti jeb 10.9% no kopgja
respondentu skaita. Nozimiguma Itmenis 0<0.0001, tad salidzinot ar izvirzito
krit€riju p<0.05, var secinat, ka nakotnes plani ir cieSi saistiti ar pasreizgjo
saimniekosanas novertgjumu.

Aptaujas datu analize (8. tabula) liecina, ka aktivakie Zemgale-1 apaksregiona
ir mazo saimniecibu Tpasnieki, kuri izteica varbiitbu par saimniecibas
specializacijas izmainam saimnickoSanas joma. Partraukt saimniekoSanu
pielauj 74% S§is grupas respondentu, savukart lielas saimniecibas $adu iespgju
noraida.
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8. tabula
SaimniekoSanas iesfju izvert gjums Zemgale-1 apakSrgiona saimniedbu

grupas, %
Saimniedabu | Saglalat Al stt Spec_ializ_éties_ _Pﬁrf[raulgt
grupa, ha 5020, % salvn_wnlevkosanas lauksaimnieaba, | saimniekoSanu,
dazadoSanu, % % %
Lidz 30 38.6 40.6 40.5 74.1
30.1 -50 16.4 18.8 12.2 11.1
50.1-70 114 8.3 149 3.7
70.1 — 200 18.6 19.8 18.9 11.1
virs 200 15.0 12.5 13.5 0.0
Kopa 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Avots: autores veidotsp aptaujas rezudttiem

Specializeties lauksaimnieciba vélas 40.5% mazo saimniecibu, kas ir aptuveni
tris reizes vairak neka citds saimniecibu grupas. Arl lauku ekonomikas
dazadosana velas piedalities — 40.6% mazas lauku saimniecibas no kopgja
respondentu skaita $aja aptaujas kategorija.

Velmi turpinat iesakto saimniecibas specializaciju izteica lidzigi visas Sis
kategorijas saimniecibas, iznemot saimniecibu grupu ar 50 — 70 ha, kas sastada
7.9% no kopgja grupas Ipatsvara.

Zemgale-2 apaksregiona visu lieluma grupu saimniecibas p&tamajas grupas
uzradija lidzigus rezultatus (9. tabula).

9. tabula
SaimniekoSanas iesju izvert gjums Zemgale-2 apaksrgiona saimniedbu
grupas, %
Saimnieabu | Saglalat . At.ﬁ sﬁE Speqiali;éties_ .Pﬁrt.raukvt
grupa, ha 5020, % salrvr]nlevkosanas lauksaimnieaba, | saimniekoSanu,
dazadoSanu,% % %
Lidz 30 23.8 35.0 27.9 38.9
30.1 - 50 20.8 18.3 209 27.8
50.1-70 79 13.3 9.3 5.6
70.1 —200 24.7 16.7 25.6 27.7
Virs 200 22.8 16.7 16.3 0.0
Kopa 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezudttiem
Lai uzzinatu lauku saimnieku domas un pienemta lémuma pamatojumu, aptauja

bija ieklauts jautajums ,Kas ierosinaja un pamudinaja uzsakt
saimniekoSanas da¥doSanu?”. Atbilzu rezultati ir paraditi 6. attela.
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21%

54%
25%
O Ekonomiskie procesi B Personiskie apstak]i

Olegiitas zinaSanas un prasmes

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezuditiem
6. att. SaimniekoSanas da¥doSanas afistibu veicinoSie faktori
Zemgales rgiona, %

Respondentu sniegtas atbildes bija atskirigas — 54% no viniem apgalvoja, ka
saimniekosanas dazadoSanu pamudinaja iesakt tiesi ekonomiskie procesi; 25%
gadijumos impulsu saimniekot deva multifunkcionali ieglitds zinaSanas un
prasmes, bet personigie apstakli, zinaSanas un ieteikumi pamudingja saimniekot
21% respondentu. Bitiskas atSkiribas atbilzu variantos apaks$regionu un novadu
Itmend netika konstat&tas.

Galvenie attistibu kavejoSie faktori, ko mingja aptaujatie piemajas zemju
1pasnieki un zemnieki ir papildus lielaka slodze — 30.6% (173 respondenti),
bet otra lielaka problema ir finansu Iidzeklu trikums — 24.2% (137
respondenti), ka art resursu trikumu — 14.8% (84 respondenti). Tikai 15.0%
respondentu noradija zinaSanu vai prasmes trikumu. Ka nebiitiska probléma
tika min&ts gimenes atbalsta trikums — 8.8% (50 respondenti).

Objektivaka viedokla izveidoSanai par saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas modela
perspektivam  Zemgales plano$anas regiona apaksregionos Zemgale-1 un
Zemgale-2 autore katru poziciju atbilzu struktira novértgja ar koeficientu
[pozitivi — koeficients 1, vairak pozitivi ka negativi — 0.5, vairak negativi ka
pozitivi — (-0.5) un negativi- ( -1)].

Petfjuma galvenais mérkis bija noskaidrot, vai lauku cilveki v€las nodarboties
ar saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas ienakumu nesosam aktivitateém un tiesi kadam.
Aptaujas rezultati ir apkopoti 7. attela.

0,
5%3% 49, 47 25%
14%
7%
0
14% . .
O Ne 6% 11% 4 Roka strade, ieskaitot mébelu razosanu
O Lauku tirisms O Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas
B Energijas razo$ana O Cita nozare
B Lauksaimniecibas produktu parstrade O Majamatnieciba
B Mazumtirdznieciba B Zivju, vézu audzesana

O MeZsaimnieciba

Avots: autores veidotep aptaujas rezudtiem
7. att. SaimniekoSanas daddoSanas iefikumu nesoSo aktiviaiSu
izvertgjums Zemgales rgiona, %
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Aptaujas datu analize liecina, ka no 631 atbildétajiem 161 jeb 25.5%
respondentu neko nevélas mainit sava lauku saimnieciba saimniekoS$anas joma.
Padzilinata analize liecina, ka So respondentu galvenie nodarboSanas veidi ir
augkopiba (47 respondenti), lopkopiba (45 respondenti) un augkopibas-
lopkopibas nozare (33 respondenti). Zemgales planoSanas regiona lauku
ekonomikas dazadoSanas joma liela interese bija par lauksaimniecibas
produkcijas parstradi. Par So darbibas veidu ieinteresgjas 90 saimnieki jeb
14.3% respondentu. Virs 10% aptaujas struktira iepem lauku thrisms —
sanemtas 86 jeb 13.6% aptaujato atbildes un pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas —
71jeb 11.3% aptaujato. Virs 5% atbilzu sanemti par citam nozarém,
kokapastradi, ieskaitot mébelu raZoSanu un energijas razoSanu. Liela interese
bija par majrazosanu — 4.6% respondentu.
P&étljuma turpindjuma autore veica sapemto atbilzu analizi pa Zemgales
apaksregioniem (10. tabula).

10. tabula

Zemgales rgiona iedavotajus interesejosas saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanas nozares, %

. ApakSregioni, %
Atbildes Zemgale-1 Zemgale-2

Kokapstrade, ieskaitot mébelu razosanu 7.5 6.8
Lauku tirisms 14.8 11.9
Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas 11.2 11.3
Energijas razoSana 6.9 4.2
Cita nozare 4.6 10.9
Lauksaimniecibas produktu parstrade 16.3 11.5
Majamatnieciba 5.2 3.7
Mazumtirdznieciba 2.8 3.8
Zivju, vézu audzesana 2.7 5.6
Mezsaimnieciba 1.1 6.7
Nevélos dazadosanu 26.9 23.6

Kopa 100 100

Avots: autores veidotsp aptaujas rezudttiem

Ka liecina 2. tabulas dati un aprékini, Zemgale-1apaksregiona 26.9% aptaujas
respondenti nevélas nodarboties ar lauku ekonomikas dazado$anas nozarém,
kas ir par 3.3% vairak neka Zemgale-2 apaksregiona. Ar lauksaimniecibas
produktu parstradi Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona velgjas nodarboties
attiecigi 16.3% un 11.5% no visiem respondentiem. Tapat liela atsauciba bija
lauku tGrisma nozarei, par to Zemgale-1 apaksregiona interesgjas 14.8%
(sanemtas 54 atbildes), bet Zemgale-2 apaksregiona — 11.9%, kas ir par 2.9%
mazak neka Zemgale-1. Pakalpojumus arpus saimniecibas abu apakSregionu
lauku saimnieki atzina par savai saimniecibai piemérotu nodarboSanos, tos
atbalstija 11.2% un 11.3% respondentu. Toties par energijas razoSanu Zemgale-
1 lauku uzpémgji (6.9%) vairak interesgjas neka Zemgale-2 apaksregiona
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(4.2%). Zemgale-2 apaksregiona lielaka interese tika izradita par mezizstradi
(6.7%), zivju, vézu audz€sanu (6.7%) un citam nozarém (10.9%). Autore
pienem, ka tas var but vingliemezu, sarkano slieku, sénu, liclogu dzeérvenu u.c.
netradicionalu ogu un dzivnieku audz€Sana. Liels Tpatsvars sanemto atbilzu
variantos ir majamatniecibai: Zemgale-1 apaksregiona — 5.2% un Zemgale-2 —
3.7%.

SaimniekoSanas dazadoSana dod iesp&ju palielinat saimnieciba saraZotajai
produkcijai pievienoto vertibu, izveidot konkur&tspgjigu saimniecibu, kas
algoto darbaspeku nodarbina visu gadu.

5. SAIMNIEKOSANAS DAZ ADOSANAS IESPEJAS
ZEMGALES RE GIONA LAUKU SAIMNIEC IBAS

Nodgas saturs dar®h aizzem 14 lapas puses, lag ietilpst 8 tabulas un
3 ateli.

5.1.Lauku saimnie@bu nodarboSaras veidu iespju izveért gjums

Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksggona

P&c diskusijas par lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas attistibas nepiecieSamibu,
tas iespgjam, ka arT veicinoSo un kav€joSo faktoru analizes, fokusgrupas
eksperti izteica savu viedokli par situaciju lauku saimniecibas savos regionos —
ar kadam saimnickoSanas dazadosanas nozarém tas paslaik nodarbojas un
izteica viedokli par nakotnes tendencém. Lai izveidotu parskatu par
saimniekosanas perspektivam, tika piepemts, ka ienakumi no saimnieciskas
darbibas ir 100%. Saja struktiira ietilpst lauku tradicionala saimniekogana un
saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas veidi. Apkopojot iegiito informaciju, autore
izveidoja parskatu par iesp&jamajiem saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas veidiem
nakotné. Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apak$regiona pa saimniecibu grupam péc
kopplatibam.
Parskata ir ieklautas lauksaimnieciskas razoSanas nozares — augkopiba,
augkopiba-lopkopiba, lopkopiba —, kuras dod lauksaimniecibas precu
produkciju. Ekspertu viedokli vairakas pozicijas bija butiski atskirigi, ko var
izskaidrot ar to, ka vini parstavéja dazadus saimnickosanas veidus (11. tabula).

Ekspertu viedokli parada ekonomiski geografiska faktora ietekmi uz
saimniekosanas dazadoSanas lauku saimniecibas. Aptaujas rezultati liecina par
Zemgales regiona apakSregionu saimniecibu saimniekoSanas daZadoSanas
tendenci. Lauksaimnieciba par 9.2 procentpunktiem ir vairak izplatita Zemgale-
1 apaksregiona, salidzinot ar Zemgale-2 apaksregionu. Zemgale-1 apaksregiona
galvena nozare ir augkopiba — ar to nodarbojas par 23.4 procentpunkti vairak
neka Zemgale-2 apakSregiona. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ir izteikta augkopibas-
lopkopibas precu produkcijas razoSana.

39



11. tabula
lenakumu strukt @ra no saimnieko3anas veidiem Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2
apaksregiona lauku saimnieabas, %

SaimniekoSanas veids Zemgale-1 | Zemgale-2
1. Lauksaimnieaba 78.0 68.8
1.1. Augkopiba 38.6 13.2
1.2. Augkopiba-lopkopiba 24.7 41.6
1.3. Lopkopiba 14.7 13.6
2. SaimniekoSanas datloSana 22.0 312
2.1. Mezsaimnieciba 4.2 5.0
2.2. Kokapstrade, ieskaitot mébelu razoSanu 0.8 1.5
2.3. Lauku tiirisms 3.1 0.3
2.4. Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas 3.9 3.7
2.5. Lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade 3.4 6.5
2.6. Majamatnieciba 1.9 1.8
2.7. Energijas razoSana 0.6 0.8
2.8. Zivju un vézu audzesana 2.7 2.9
2.9. Citas nozares 1.4 2.6

Avots: autores veidotszp aptaujas rezudttiem

Zemgale-2  apaksregiona  saimniekoSanas dazadoSana ir par 11.2
procentpunktiem vairak izplatita neka Zemgale-1 apaksregiona. Ar lauku
torismu parsvara nodarbojas Zemgale-1 apaksregiona, bet lauksaimniecibas
produktu parstrade interesé Zemgale-2 apaksregiona lauksaimniekus.

Objektivu saimniekoSanas dazadosanas iesp&ju izvertejumu var git, salidzinot
stksaimniecibu (I1dz 30 ha) un lielo saimniecibu (virs 200 ha) ekspertu izteiktos
viedok]us. P&c ekspertu vért€§juma un autores veiktajiem petljumiem, ir
atklajusas  batiskas  atSkirtbas  saimniekoSanas  dazadoSana  starp
stksaimniectbam un vislielakajam saimniecibam.

Ka liecina 12. tabula apkopotie dati, Zemgale-1 apaksregiona siksaimniecibas
iesp&ja nodarboties ar lauksaimniecibu ir 2.7 reizes mazaka neka vislielakajas
saimniecibas, vadoties péc zemakajiem vert§jumiem. Savukart augstaka robeza
atSkiras tikai par 10 procentpunktiem. Vienas no lielakajam atSkirtbam ir
augkopibas nozar€, kur zemakais vertgjums atSkiras par 40 procentpunktiem,
bet augstakais — par 50. SaimniekoSanas dazadoSana doming siksaimniecibas,
kur augstaka robeza atskiras par 50 procentpunktiem.
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12. tabula

SaimniekoSanas daZdoSanas iesgju novert §jums gksaimnieabas un
vislielakajas saimnie@bas Zemgale-1 apaksrgiona ekspertu \ertejuma, %

N Vislielakas
SaimniekoSanas veids S‘lks_almnledbas saimniedbas
I1dz 30 ha -
virs 200 ha
1. Lauksaimniedba 30-85 80-95
1.1. Augkopiba 0-40 40-90
1.2. Augkopiba-lopkopiba 660 5-41
1.3. Lopkopiba 0-60 0-24
2. SaimniekoSanas dadoSana 15-70 5-20
2.1. Mezsaimnieciba 0-7 0-9
2.2. Kokapstrade, ieskaitot mébelu razoSanu 0-2 0-1
2.3. Lauku tdirisms 2-25 0-4
2.4. Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas 0-13 0-8
2.5. Lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade 0-12 0-6
2.6. Majamatnieciba 0-9 0
2.7. Energijas razo$ana 0 0-4
2.8. Zivju un veézu audze$ana 0-30 0-2
2.9. Citas nozares 0-4 0-2
Avots: autores veidotszp ekspertu snieg$ informicijas
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona situacija ir lidziga (13. tabula).
13. tabula

SaimniekoSanas daZdoSanas iesgju novert gjums sksaimnieabas un
vislielakajas saimnie@bas Zemgale-2 apaksrgiona ekspertu \ertejuma, %

- Vislielakas
SaimniekoSanas veids Skls_almnledbas saimniedbas
1dz 30 ha .
virs 200 ha

1. Lauksaimniedba 25-75 80-90
1.1. Augkopiba 0-20 0-55
1.2. Augkopiba-lopkopiba 4-60 16 —90
1.3. Lopkopiba 0-27 0-2
2. SaimniekoSanas daloSana 25-75 10-20
2.1. Mezsaimnieciba 0-15 0-5
2.2. Kokapstrade, ieskaitot meébe]u razoSanu 0-8 0-1
2.3. Lauku tiirisms 5-18 0-4
2.4. Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas 0-12 2-6
2.5. Lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade 0-50 0-10
2.6. Majamatnieciba 0-10 0-2
2.7. Energijas razo$ana 0 0-5
2.8. Zivju un veézu audze$ana 0-12 0-1
2.9. Citas nozares 0-9 0-2

Avots: autores veidotszp ekspertu sniegs informicijas
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Vadoties péc  zemakajiem  vert§jumiem, Zemgale-2  apaksregiona
siksaimniecibas iespg&ja nodarboties ar lauksaimniecibu ir par 55
procentpunktiem mazaka neka vislielakajas saimniecibas (13. tabula). Savukart
augstaka robeza atSkiras par 15 procentpunktiem. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona
saimniekoSanas dazadoSana ir vairak piemérota. Vienas no lielakajam
atskirtbam ir augkopibas-lopkopibas nozaré, kur zemakais vert€§jums atskiras
par 8 procentpunktiem, bet augstakais — par 30. SaimniekoSanas dazadosana
doming siksaimniecibas, kur augstaka robeza atSkiras par 55 procentpunktiem.

5.2. Lauku saimnie@bu moddi Zemgales regiona
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksggona

Apkopojot iegiitos ekspertu vert€jumus un pemot vera Zemgale-1 un
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ekonomiski — geografisko stavokli, ka ar citus
saimniekosanas dazadosanu ietekmgjoSos faktorus, autore izveidoja tris veida
saimniekosanas modelus lauku saimniecibam p&c kopplatibu lielumiem
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apakS$regiona:

e lidz 70 ha — mazajam saimniecibam;

e 70.1 —200 ha — vid&jam saimniecibam,;

e  virs 200 ha — lielajam saimniecibam.

Par pamatojumu modelu izveidé autore péma pétijumus, kas apkopoti
promocijas darba 1., 2. un 3. nodala un informaciju par LIZ apsekoSanas
rezultatiem Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona, nenostradato darba stundu
skaita pieauguma dinamiku lauku regionos, ka ari bezdarbnieku skaitu novados.

Nemti veéra lauku saimniecibu viedokli par saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas
nepiecieSamibu, iesp&am un saimniekoSanas dazadoSanu veicinoSiem un
kavgjoSiem faktoriem (dabas, klimatiskie, augSnu resursi, cilvekresursi,
ekonomiski politiskie faktori un to kriteriji).

Visos saimnieko$anas modelos lauksaimniecibai ir galvena un noteicosa loma
ienakumu no saimnieciskas darbibas struktiird. Zemgal€ lauksaimnieciba ir un
bis prioritate. Autore norada, ka modeli izstradati vispargji, balstoties uz
ekspertu viedoklu apkopojumiem. Modelu merkis ir nodroSinat ienakumu
izlidzinaSanu un pietiekamu ilgtsgjas imeni lauku saimnieabas. Katrai
saimniecibai ir nepiecieSama individuala pieeja, vadoties peéc ieksgjiem
faktoriem.

P&c autores aprékiniem, saimnieko$anas dazadosanas modeli saimniecibam lidz
70 ha Zemgale-1 apakSrgiona ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas kopgja
ienakumu struktiira veido 65.0 — 80.7% (8. att.).
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[ Saimnieabu modelis idz 70 ha ]

J L

[ lenakumi no saimnieciekoSanas daadoSanas ]

J L J L

/ Zemgale-1 apakéreiorm f Zemgale-2 apakéreionx

Ienakumi no saimnieciskas Ienakumi no saimnieciskas
darbibas — 100% darbibas — 100%
Lauksaimnieaba — 70 % Lauksaimniedaba — 60 %
Augkopiba Augkopiba-lopkopiba
Augkopiba-lopkopiba Lopkopiba
SaimniekoSanas da¥doSana- SaimniekoSanas da¥doSana —
30 % 40 %
Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas Mezsaimnieciba
Lauku tarisms Lauku ttrisms
Lauksaimniecibas  produkcijas Lauksaimniecibas

vﬁrstréde j K produkcijas parstrade j

Avots: izveidots & autores apFkiniem

8. att. SaimniekoSanas modelis lauku saimnig@gam
ar platibu lidz 70 ha

Autore, veicot aprekinus, noteica, ka optimala robeza ir 70%.

Vados$a nozare ir augkopiba; galvenokart audzg ziemajus partikas graudu
ieguvei (augligas augsnes, lidzens reljefs, lieli lauki) un darzenus (piemérota
augsne, blakus noieta tirgus — pilséta).

Nozimiga ir arT augkopiba-lopkopiba. Saimnieciba precu produkciju razo ka
augkopibas, ta lopkopibas nozare. Augkopiba: darzeni, graudaugi.
Augkopibu papildina lopkopiba — piena un liellopu galas razoSana, kam
pamata ir pilnvertigas ganibas, ka arT nestandarta augkopibas produkcijas
iz€dinasana. Saimniecibas nodarbojas arT ar sivénu audz€Sana un ciikgalas
razoSana viet€jam tirgum, putnu galas un olu razoSanu vietgjo iedzivotaju
patéripam. Piena realizacijai ir labi attistita kooperacija. Piena produktus
(svaigpienu, biezpienu, kr&jumu, sieru) ir iesp&jams realizet tiesSaja
tirdznieciba, jo tuvu ir pilsctas.

SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanas modell saimniecibam Iidz 70 ha ienakumi no
saimnickosanas dazadosanas veido vid&ji 30% (15 — 70%).
Ienakumi no saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas nozarém:

pakalpojumi arpus saimniedbas tehnikas pakalpojumi zemes apstradg,
servisa pakalpojumi, meZa cirsmu iegdde un izstrade. Saimniecibas
1pasnieku riciba ir pietiekami daudz jaudu, lai sniegtu pakalpojumus arpus
saimniecibas;
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e lauku tarisma pakalpojumi:
aktIvais turisms, agroturisms, kas ir cie$i saistlti ar citam nozarém —
lopkopibu (zirgu izjades, siklopu apskate), amatniecibu, lauksaimniecibu
un netradicionalo lauksaimniecibu  (biologiskas lauksaimniecibas
produkcijas razo$ana, arstniecibas un garSaugu zavesana un faséSana, vina
un alus dariSana, vingliemezu audz8Sana un sagatavoSana,
lauksaimniecibas  produkcijas  parstrade), mezsaimniecibu,  pirts
pakalpojumiem un citam nozarém;
izzinas thrisms: kultlrvesturiskie objekti, saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas
saimniecibas (siklopi, eksotiskie putni u.c.).

Lauku tdrisma attistibu veicina laba infrastruktiira, ka ari tuvums
potencialajiem klientiem Riga un citas lielakas Latvijas pilsétas;

e lauksaimnieabas produktu parstrade — piena nozares produkcijas
parstrade tieSajai tirdzniecibai (fas€ts piens, biezpiens, sviests, sieri,
stikalas un paninas);

e cikgalas produkcijas parstrade (k@ipingjumi, subproduktu produkcijas
sagatavoSana);

e putnkopibas produkcijas parstrade (kiipinajumi);

e arstniecibas augu, garSaugu, ogu un auglu kalt€Sana — tai jakoopergjas
jaudigu tehnologiju iegadei.

Zemgale — 2 apakSgéona ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ienakumu struktiira
veido 25 — 75%, péc autores aprékiniem tie ir 60%, kas ir par 10
procentpunktiem zemaks raditajs neka Zemgale-1 apaksregiona. To ietekmé
ekonomiski geografiskais faktors.

Lauksaimniecibas nozaré domin€ augkopibas—lopkopibas nozare, kas dod

ienakumus:

e augkopiba — galvenokart audzg vasarajus lopbaribai un kartupelus; Zemgale-
2 apaksregiona ir izteikti kontinentali klimatiskie apstakli, mazak saules
gaismas, tapec izdevigak s€t vasarajus, arT kartupelu augsanai ir piemé&rotaka
augsne;

e lopkopiba — piena un galas lopkopiba, audz& ar1 aitas un kazas, piles un
zosis, trusus. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona reljefs ir kalnainaks, augsnes ipasibas
ir labveligas zalaju audzeSanai, lidz ar to vairak piemérota ir lopkopibas
nozare.

Zemgale-2  apaksregiona kop&ja ienakumu  struktGra saimniekoSanas

dazadoSana devusi 25 — 75%, p&c autores aprékiniem — vid&ji 40% no kopgjas

ienakuma struktiiras.

Lauksaimniedbas produkcijas parstr ade ir saistita ar augkopibu, lopkopibu,

lauku tdrismu, amatniecibu, zivju un v&Zzu audz€Sanu un citdm nozarém.

Zemgale-2 apakSregiona ir izteikta govju piena parstrade produktos, kam ir

ilgaks realizacijas laiks (siers, sviests), jo noieta tirgus ir talak no

piedavatajiem; razo ari aitu un kazu produkciju — (sieru — piena parstrade);
galas izstradajumus; izejvielas amatniecibai (adu parstrade); diegu un filcu
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amatniecibai (vilnas parstrade). Audzgjot piles, zosis un trusus, to parstrade ir
saistita ar dzZivnieku kauSanu, atdzeséSanu, produkcijas sagatavosanu tirgum, ka
arl blakusprodukcijas izmantoSana (spalvas, adas). No bitem iegist
daudzveidigu produkciju — medu, ziedputekSnus, vasku u.c. Lai to var€tu
realizet, ir javeic §1s produkcijas sagatavo$ana un parstrade.

Lauku tarisms — interesentiem piedava atpiitu, palidz iepazities ar viet€jo
kultiiru un tradicijam. Lauku tOrisms saistas arT ar citam nozarém:
mezZsaimniecibu, kokapstradi (ieskaitot mébelu razosSanu), pakalpojumiem
arpus saimniecibas, lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstradi, majamatniecibu,
zivju un vézu audzesanu u.c.

MezZsaimnie@ba — meza kopSana, planveidiga izmanto$ana un atjaunoSana
(sanitaras cirtes un vé&jlauzu sakopSana). Meza notiek malkas sagade savai
saimniecibai un pardoSanai. Meza blakusizmanto$ana — siena plausana, lopu
ganiSana, biSu dravu izvietoSana, ogu, riekstu, sénu, arstniecibas augu un stinu
ieguve. P&c resursu nozimiguma — sveku, sulu, celmu, liku, mizu, zagaru un
zaru, koku zalenu (lapas un skujas), pumpuru, egliSu, meiju un citu dekorativo
materialu ieguve. Mezsaimnieciba ir saistita arT ar lauku tiirismu, netradicionalo
lauksaimniecibu (biskopibu) un citam nozarém.

[ Saimniedabu modelis — 71-200 ha ]

- L

[ lenakumi no saimniekoSanas da¥doSanas ]

/ Zemgale-1 apakéréionﬁ f Zemgale-2 apakéreions\

Ienakumi no saimnieciskas Ienakumi no saimnieciskas
darbibas — 100% darbibas — 100%
Lauksaimnieaba — 80 % Lauksaimnieaba — 80 %
Augkopiba Augkopiba-lopkopiba
Augkopiba-lopkopiba Lopkopiba
SaimniekoSanas daidoSana - SaimniekoSanas da¥doSana —
20 % 20 %
Mezsaimnieciba MeZsaimnieciba
Pakalpojumi arpus saimniecibas Lauku tiirisms
Lauksaimniecibas produkcijas Lauksaimnieclbas  produkcijas

Kpa‘lrstrﬁde J !}ﬁrstréde J

Avots: izveidots & autores apFkiniem
9. att. SaimniekoSanas modelis lauku saimni@gam ar platibu 71 — 200 ha

P&c autores apré€kiniem, saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas modell saimniecibam ar
platibu no 71 Iidz 200 ha Zemgale-1 apaksregiona ienakumi no
lauksaimniecibas kopgja ienakumu struktiira ir 60 — 90 %. Veicot aprékinus,
autore noteica, ka optimala robeza ir 80% (9. att.). SaimnickoSanas
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dazado$anas ienakumi veido 10 — 40% kopgja ienakumu strukiira, vidgjais,
autores aprékinatais raditajs ir 20%.
e Galvena nozare ir augkopiba — ziemaju (partikas graudu), darzenu, ka ari
rapsa audze€sana.
e Augkopiba-lopkopiba. Lidzigi ka mazajas saimniecibas, ari $aja
saimniecibu grupa razo augkopibas un augkopibas-lopkopibas precu
produkciju: darzenus, graudaugus, ka art rapsi. Augkopibu papildina lopkopiba
— piena un liellopu galas razo$ana, jo $aja apakSregiona ir pietickami daudz
pilnvertigu ganibu. Augkopibas nestandarta produkcijas un rapsa spraukumu
iz€dinaSana ir resurss kvalitativas lopkopibas produkcijas razoSanai. Piena
realizacija notiek centralizéti caur kooperativiem vai sadarbiba ar piena
kombinatiem, iznpémuma gadijumos saimniecibu ipasnieki piena produktus
pardod tiesaja tirdznieciba.

Saimniekosanas dazado$anas modelil saimniecibam ar platibu 71 — 200 ha

ienakumi no saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas veido vidgji 20% (10 — 30%).

Pirmaja vieta ir meZsaimniedba, kas saimniecibai dod papildu ienakumus no

meza sakopSanas, racionalas un planveidigas ta izmantoSanas, ka arT koksnes

un nekoksnes produkcijas ieguves, parstrades un realizacijas.

Pakalpojumi arpus saimniedbas— brivo resursu izmanto$ana zemes apstradg,

dazada veida servisa pakalpojumu sniegSana u.c.

Lauksaimnieabas produktu parstrade saistas galvenokart ar piena nozares

produktu parstradi, ieglito produkciju (piena un galas produktus) realiz€ tiesaja

tirdznieciba — tirgli un sabiedriskaja edinasana.

Zemgale — 2apakSrggiona ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ienakumu struktiira

ir 70 — 90%, péc autores aprekiniem — 80%, kas ir par 10 procentpunktiem

zemaki neka Zemgale-1 apak$regiona. Lauksaimniecibas nozaré dominé
augkopibas-lopkopibas nozare, kas dod ienakumus.

e augkopiba — rapsis, graudaugi partikai un lopbaribai, kartupeli. STs grupas
saimniecibas ir pietickami lielas LIZ platibas, lai ieverotu augseku, tap&c
pec agrotehniskajiem noteikumiem var audz&t rapsi. lespg€ja audzet
ziemajus (izsalSanas gadijuma var nomainit ar citu kultiraugu, piemeram,
vasaras rapsi un vasarajiem);

e lopkopiba — piena un galas lopkopiba. Zemgale-2 apaks$regions ir vairak
piemérots kvalitattvu zalaju un citu lopbaribas kultiiraugu audzesanai.

Kopgja ienakumu struktira Zemgale-2 apaksregiona saimniekoSanas

dazadoSana dod 10 — 30%, p&c autores aprékiniem — vidgji 20% no kopgjas

ienakumu struktiiras.

MezZsaimniea@ba — saimniecibas papildu ienakumi tiek veidoti no lapu koku,

skuju koku koksnes (piem., malka) un nekoksnes (ogas, s€nes, stinas u.c.)

produkcijas, ka arT citiem meza resursiem (sulas, luki, eglites, meijas utt.).

Lauku tarisms ir galvenokart saistits ar viesu namiem, kas piedava dazada

veida pakalpojumus — viesibu un dazadu sporta un atpiitas pasakumu rikosanu,

kam ir nepiecieSamas lielakas telpas un ara teritorija.
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Lauksaimnieabas produkcijas parstr ade — saimniecibas ar kopplatibu 71 —
200 ha galvenokart nodarbojas ar piena produkcijas parstradi, rapsa un linu
ellas spiesanu, jo minéto kultiraugu raziba ir daudz zemaka neka Zemgale-1
apaksregiona, tada veida tiek ghita produkcijas pievienota veértiba un iegita
augstvertiga lopbaribas piedevas piena un galas lopkopibai.

P&c autores aprékiniem, saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas modelt saimniecibam virs

200 ha Zemgale-1 apakSrggion@ ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas kopgja

ienakumu strukttra ir 80 — 95%. Veicot aprekinus, autore noteica, ka optimala

robeza ir 90%.

e Vadosa nozare ir augkopiba — graudaugu un rapSa audzeSana, jo Sajas
saimniecibas ir modernas un progresivas tehnologijas, noslégti ligumi ar
produkcijas pienéméjiem, ka ari saimniecibu ipasnicki ir kooperativu
biedri.

e Augkopiba—lopkopiba. No augkopibas produkcijas realize rapsi un partikas
graudus. Izteikta specializacija piena lopkopiba. Saimniecibu pasnieki ir
attiecigo nozaru kooperativu biedri, [idz ar to saimnieciba sarazotajai
produkcijai ir garant&ta realizacija.

Saimniedabu modelis virs 200 ha ]

J L

[ lenakumi no saimnieciskas darbibas ]

/ Zemgale-1 apaksSréions \ / Zemgale-2 apaksréions \

Ienakumi no saimnieciskas Ienakumi no saimnieciskas
darbibas — 100% darbibas — 100%
Lauksaimnieaba — 90 % Lauksaimnieaba — 85 %
Augkopiba Augkopiba-lopkopiba
Augkopiba-lopkopiba SaimniekoSanas da¥doSana — 15 %
SaimniekoSanas da¥doSana — 10 % Pakalpojumi arpus saimniectbam
Mezsaimnieciba Lauksaimniecibas produkcijas
Lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade
parstrade Energijas razoSana

kEnergijas razoSana j k /

Avots: izveidots g autores apFkiniem
10. att. SaimniekoSanas modelis lauku saimni@sam
ar platibu virs 200 ha

SaimniekoSanas dazadoSanas modeli saimniecibam virs 200 ha (10. att.)
ienakumi no saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas veido 5 — 20%. P&c autores
veiktajiem aprékiniem, saimniekoSanas dazadoSana modell saimniecibam ar
kopgjo platibu virs 200 ha ir 10% ienakumu, kas giiti no saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanas nozarém.
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Ienakumi no saimnieko$anas dazados$anas nozarém:

mezsaimnie@ba — papildu ienakumu avots, tos glistot no meza sakopSanas
(vejgazes), racionalas (nekoksnes meza produkcija) un planveidigas (sanitaras
cirtes) ta izmantosanas;

lauksaimnieabas produktu parstrade — veido kooperaciju piena un galas
parstrade un realizacija. RapSu un linu ellas spieSana, ka ar1 graudu parstrade
Latvijas tirgum;

energijas razoSana — lopkopibas un augkopibas saimniecibas izveidotas
energijas razotnes varétu nodrosinat lauku saimniecibas vajadzibas (siltums,
elektroenergija).

Zemgale — 2apakSrggiona ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas ienakumu struktiira
ir 80 — 90%, p&c autores aprekina — 85%, kas ir par 5 procentpunkti mazak neka
Zemgale-1 apaks$regiona. Jo lielakas saimniecibas, jo vairak izlidzinas
atSkirtbas ienakumu ieguvé no lauksaimniecibas. Lauksaimniecibas nozaré
doming augkopibas—lopkopibas nozare.

Augkopiba — rapsa, graudaugu partikai un lopbaribai, kartupelu audz&$ana. Sis
grupas saimniecibas ir pietickami lielas LIZ platibas, lai iev@rotu augseku,
tapec pec agrotehniskajiem noteikumiem var audzet rapsi, ir iesp&ja audzet
ziemajus, ko izsalSanas gadijuma var nomainit ar citu kultiraugu, pieméram,
vasaras rapsi vai vasarajiem.

Kopgja ienakumu struktira Zemgale-2 apaksregiona saimniekoSanas
dazadoSana dod 10 — 20%, p&c autores aprekiniem, — vid&ji 15% no kopgjas
ienakumu struktiiras.

Pakalpojumi arpus saimniedbas - tehnikas servisa pakalpojumi, zemes
apstrade, meza cirsmu iegade un izstrade u.c. Saimniecibas Ipasnieku riciba ir
pietiekami daudz cilv€kresursu un tehnikas jaudu.

Lauksaimnieabas produkcijas parstrade — piena, galas, ellas augu,
graudaugu parstrade Zemgale-2 apaksregiona vietgjo iedzivotdju patérinam.
Energijas razoSana —galvenokart pasu vajadzibam, izmantojot kiitsméslus un
augu valsts resursus.

Modeli ir izstradati pa apak$regioniem, vadoties péc saimniecibu licluma,
ekspertu ieteikumiem un autores veiktajiem pétijumiem. Tiem ir ieteikuma
raksturs. Izstradajot konkrétas saimniecibas saimnieko$anas dazadoSanas
modeli, janem véra ieksgjie faktori.

SECINAJUMI

1. SaimniekoSanas dazadoSana ir lauku saimniecibas darbibas veidu
paplasinasana. Tas attisttbai ir svarigs geografiskais, socialais,
ekonomiskais un politiskais aspekts, ka arT globalizacija.

2. SaimniekoSanas dazadoSana dod iesp&ju paaugstinat saimniecibu
(uzn€mumu) razoSanas efektivitati — racionali izmantot eso$os razoSanas
resursus (darbaspeku, ilgtermina ieguldijumus); efektivi un operativi
restrukturiz€t saimniecibu; piesaistit jaunus klientus un sniegt
daudzveidigakus pakalpojumus jau esoSajiem sadarbibas partneriem;
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10.

jaunajai paaudzei turpinat gimenes tradicijas; radit jaunas pastaviga un
sezonas laika darba vietas.

Zemgales planoSanas regiona lauku saimniecibu ricibai, ievéribai un
izpildei darbojas saimniekoSanas dazadoSanu reglament&joso normativo
dokumentu grupas: LR reglamentgjoSie normativie dokumenti, vispargjie
reglament&josie normativie dokumenti, saimniecisko darbibu lauku
teritorija  reglament€joSie normativie dokumenti, saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanu reglamentgjosie normativie dokumenti un analiz§jama
dokumentala baze Zemgales planoSanas regiona ir cie§i saistita ar
saimnickosanas dazadoSanu saistitam institiiciju grupam.

Galvenais un noteicosais lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas faktors ir
cilveks, kas dzivo laukos. Zemgale lauki ,jnoveco” — Zemgale-1
apaksregiona lidz darbsp&jas vecumam ir 80% iedzivotaju, virs darbspg&jas
vecuma iedzivotajiem, attiecigi Zemgale-2 apakSregiona $is raditajs ir
69%. Liels ir bezdarbnieku skaits: Zemgale-1 apaksregiona — kopa 10 758,
t.sk. ilgstosi — 3764, attiecigi Zemgale-2 apaksregiona — 5293, ilgstosi
nenodarbinati — 1927 iedzivotaji. Tas rada draudus saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanas iesp€ju istenosanai.

Zemgales planosanas regiona péc kvalitativa vertéjuma ir batiski atskirigas
augsnes. Zemgale-1 apak$regiona zemes kvalitativais novertéjums ball@s ir
no 38 (Vecumnieku novada) lidz 62 balléem (Rundales novada), bet
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona no 33 ballem (Plavigu novada) lidz 47 ballem
(Skriveru novada).

Zemgalg sarazo gandriz 41% graudaugu, 32% kartupelu un 45% darzenu
no Latvija ieghitas koprazas. Zemgale-1 apaksregiona ienakumu strukttra
doming augkopibas produkcija.

Zemgales planoSanas regiona sarazota lopkopibas produkcija ienem
nozimigu vietu lopkopibas produktu raZzoSanas strukttra Latvija. Zemgale-2
apaksregiona saimniecibu ienakumu struktira domingé ienakumi no
lopkopibas produkcijas razoSanas.

Zemgales meza resursi ir uzskatami par tautsaimnieciski arkartigi
svarigiem un lauku saimniecibu ekonomiku stabiliz§josiem. MeZainums
Zemgale-1 apaksregiona ir 33.5% no kopgjas platibas, savukart Zemgale-2
apakSregiona — 55.9%. Meza nekoksnes resursu ieguve laukos biezi ir
vieniga gimenes ienakumu risinasanas iespgja.

Zemgale-2 apaksregiona saimniecibu ipasnieki galvenokart ir ieintereséti
saimniekosanas dazadoSanas joma. Par So procesu liecina apstiprinatie
projekti, kas paredz atbalstu dalgji naturalo saimniecibu parstrukturizésanai
— 2.9 reizes vairak apstiprinato projektu un Iidz ar to finansgjums 2.9 reizes
lielaks, savukart lauksaimnieciba neizmantojamas zemes pirmreizgjai
apmezoSanai pieskirtais publiskais finans€jums ir 1.9 reizes lielaks neka
Zemgale-1 apaksregiona.

Zemgales planosanas regiona lauku saimniecibas ienakumu struktira
dominé ienakumi no lauksaimniecibas produktu razoSanas, Zemgale-1
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
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apaksregiona — no augkopibas nozares, Zemgale-2 apaksregiona — no
lopkopibas nozares.

Nozimigs Tpatsvars lauku saimniecibu ienakumu struktiira ir ienakumiem
no saimnicko$anas dazadoS$anas. Zemgale-1 apak$regiona to nodroSina
tadas nozares ka mezsaimnieciba, pakalpojumu sniegSana arpus
saimniecibas, lauku tiirisms un lauksaimniecibas produktu parstrade.
Zemgale-2 apak$regiona doming cita veida pakalpojumi, kas aptauja nav
defingti.

Lauku saimniecibu, seviski mazo saimniecibu, TIpasnicki abos
apaksregionos pozitivi verte saimniekoSanas dazados$anas iespgjas.
Saimniekosanas dazadoSanas attistibu veicina ekonomiskie procesi un
personiskie apstakli. Ka kav€josi faktori tiek minéti liela slodze, finansu,
ka arT zinaSanu un prasmju trikums. Aptaujas rezultati liecina, ka
respondenti labprat stradatu algotu darbu.

Zemgale-1 apaksregiona eksperti saimniekoSanas dazadoSanai par
svarigiem faktoriem uzskata saimniekoSanas riska samazinaSanu un
izvairisanos no bankrota situacijas, ka arl iesp&u sava saimnieciba
sarazotajai  produkcijai  palielinat pievienoto  vertibu, izveidot
konkurétsp&jigu saimniecibu, kas algoto darbaspeku nodarbina visu gadu.
Zemgale-2 apaksregiona diskusijas dalibnieki apsvéra domu par savas
saimniecibas restrukturizaciju ar lauku ekonomikas dazadoSanas nozarém.
Ka galveno uzdevumu vini izvirzija dabas un visu citu veidu vietgjo
resursu izmantoSanu un virZibu uz racionalu un ckonomisku
saimniekoSanu.

Seviski nepiecieSams ir atbalsts biedribam, naturalajam saimniecibam, ka
arT jaunajam gimen&m (sakuma kapitals, valsts un/vai Eiropas Savienibas
atbalsts, kreditu pieejamiba).

SaimniekoSanas modell saimniecibam ar kopplatibu Iidz 70 ha Zemgale-1
apakS$regiona lauku saimniecibu ienakumu struktiira lauksaimnieciba dod
70%, dominé ienakumi no augkopibas. SaimnickoSanas dazado$ana dod
30% ienakumu, veido ienakumi no pakalpojumiem arpus saimniecibas,
lauku tdrisma, lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrades. Zemgale-2
apaksregiona lauku saimniecibas lielakos ienakumus nodro$ina
mezsaimnieciba, lauku tlirisms, lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade.
Saimniekosanas modelt saimniecibam ar kopplatibu 71 — 200 ha Zemgale-1
apaksregiona ienakumu struktira lauksaimnieciba dod 80%. Tie ir
ienakumi no saimniecibam, kas realizé gan tikai augkopibas produkciju,
gan augkopibas-lopkopibas produkciju. Saimniekosanas dazadoSana dod
vienu piekto dalu no visiem saimniecibas ienakumiem, tie ir ienakumi no
meZsaimniecibas, pakalpojumiem arpus saimniecibas, lauksaimniecibas
produkcijas parstrades. Zemgale-2 apaksregiona saimnicko$anas modeli
ienakumu struktiira 80% dod lauksaimniecibas produkcijas realizacija. Sis
saimniecibas nodarbojas ar augkopibas-lopkopibas un lopkopibas
produkcijas realizaciju. SaimniekoS$anas dazadoSanas nozaru ienakumu
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ipatsvars ir 20%, ko dod meZsaimnieciba, lauku tlrisms un
lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade.

SaimniekoSanas modelt saimniecibam ar kopplatibu virs 200 ha Zemgale-1
apaksregiona lauksaimnieciba ienakumu strukttira dod 90%, saimniecibu
specializacija ir augkopiba vai augkopibas-lopkopibas precu produkcijas
razoSana. Ienakumus no saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas dod mezsaimnieciba,
lauksaimniecibas produkcijas parstrade un energijas raZo$ana. Zemgale-2
apaksregiona lauksaimniecibas nozare dod 85% ienakumu no kopgjiem
saimniecibas ienakumiem, kurus giist saimniecibas, realiz€jot augkopibas
un lopkopibas precu produkciju. Ienakumi no saimniekos$anas dazadoSanas
ir 15%, ko giist no pakalpojumiem arpus saimniecibas, lauksaimniecibas
produkcijas parstrades un energijas razosanas.

Lai arT saimniekoSanas dazado$ana apaksregionu saimniekoSanas modelos
ir ietvertas vienas un tas pasas nozares, butiski atSkiras to darbibas virzieni,
ko ietekmé ekonomiski — geografiskie faktori.

Izstradatie saimniecibu saimniekosanas modeli ir visparigi, tie ir pieméroti
Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona ekonomiski geografiskajiem
faktoriem. Lai tos ieviestu konkrtas lauku saimniecibas saimnieciskaja
darbiba, janem vera katras saimniecibas ieksgjie faktori.

Saimniekosanas dazadoSanas attistiba ir cie$i saistita ar lauku attistibu.
Tapeéc jaturpina pétijumi, lai ekonomiski novértétu atseviskus nodarbes
veidus, taja skaita, salidzinot arT iespgjamo algoto darbu arpus lauku
saimniecibam.

Promocijas darbam ieplanota pé&tjjumu programma izpildita, t€mas
aktualitate apstiprinajusies, petijumu uzdevumi atrisinati, izvirzita hipotéze
pieradita un darba merkis sasniegts: izp€tita saimniekoSanas dazadoSana
Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibas un izstradati saimniekoSanas
dazadosanas modeli Zemgale-1 un Zemgale-2 apaksregiona.

PRIEKSLIKUMI NOZ iI\{IiGAKO PROBLEMU
RISINASANAI

PROBLEMA

Saimniecibu ipaSnieku pasivitate lauku dazado$anas nozaru ievieSana savas
saimniecibas.

Priekslikumi probl émas risinajumam

1.

Latvijas Lauku konsultaciju un izglitibas centram (LLKC) pilnveidot
publiskas informacijas pieejamibu un paplasinat interneta riku funkcijas
par lauku saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas iesp&jam, tehnologijam, marketingu
u.c. jautagjumiem, lai katrs lauku cilvéks vartu novértét savas idejas un
saimniecibas saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas iespgjas.
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2. LLKC Valsts Lauku tikla pasakumu ietvaros izstradat programmu lauku
cilvekiem, kuri v&l nenodarbojas ar saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas
ienakumus neso$am nozarém.

Programma sastav no trim soliem:

2.1. Lauku iedzivotajiem noorganizét un novadit seminaru ciklu par
Eiropas Savienibas un Latvijas likumdoSanu, nodoklu politku, valsts un citu
institliciju atbalstu, par saimniecibas IpaSnieku tiesibam, pienakumiem un
atbildibu. P&c attieciga kursa noklausiSanas kopa ar ekspertiem noskaidrot, vai
saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas uzsakSanai ir pietickama kapacitate — zinasanas,
pieredze, ilgtermina ieguldijumu un finanSu Iidzek]u pietieckamiba. Parrunu
gaita noskaidrot, vai iedzivotaji ir gatavi ieklauties lauku saimniekoSanas
dazados$anas aprite.

2.2. Apmacibu beigas péc lekciju kursa noklausiSanas par saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanu kursu dalibniekus iepazistinat ar $ada darbibas veida praksém,
vadoties p&c darba izstradatajiem un ieteiktajiem modeliem, izstradat darbibas
programmu par iecerétd darbibas veida ievieSanu saimnieciba. Kopa ar
ekspertiem apspriest un pienemt lémumu par idejas TstenoSanu.

2.3. Ja ir pienemts lémums par saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas nozares
ievieSanu saimniecibas saimniekoS$ana, izmantot iesp&ju piedalities pieredzes
apmainas braucienos pa Latviju un ES valstim, iepazities ar veiksmigas un
neveiksmigas saimniekoSanas piemé&riem. Eksperti palidz izstradat biznesa
planu, karto gramatvedibas uzskaiti un sniedz padomus marketinga, palidz
piesaistit finansu lidzeklus. Ieinteresétic lauksaimnieki sadarbojas ar ,,biznesa
darziem”, sagem konsultacijas par gramatvedibas, ekonomikas u.c.
jautajumiem.

3. Atjaunot finansg€juma programmas ,,Atbalsts jaunajiem zemniekiem” un
,»Atbalsts dal&ji naturalo saimniecibu parstrukturizacijai” — tikai jaizmaina
noteikumi (vecuma ierobezojumi lidz 50 gadiem, programmas darbibas
laiks — 3 gadi).

2. PROBLEMA

Zemgales regiona lauku saimniecibas, kas jau nodarbojas ar saimniekoSanas
dazadoSanu, 1eni tiek ieviesti citi pelpu nesoS$i lauku saimniekoSanas
dazadoS$anas veidi, I1dz ar to netiek izmantota iesp&ja radit papildu jaunas darba
vietas, razot kvalitativu eksporta produkciju un importa precu aizstajejus.

PriekSlikumi probl @mas risinajumam

LLKC Valsts Lauku tikla pasakumu ietvaros:

1. izveidot klasterus — kopigu intereSu uznémumu grupas ar kopé&ju teritoriju,
vienotam nozarém un kopigu marketingu, kas sadarbiba ar ekspertiem
attista saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas ienakumu veidus;

2. konkursa kartiba izveleties saimniecibas, kuras savam inovativajam idejam
veic izm@gindjumus, demonstréjumus un iepazistina interesentus ar
giitajiem rezultatiem.

52



3. PROBLEMA
Lielaka  uzmaniba  japievér§  administrativa  sloga  samazinaSanai
uznéméjdarbibas veidosanai dazados etapos.

Priekslikumi probl émas risinajumam

1. Konkrétas lauku saimniekoSanas nozar€s (tlirisms, maza parstrade,
amatnieciba, alternativas energijas razoS$ana, meZsaimnieciba u.c.),
izveidot ekspertu grupas, kuras piedalas PVD, VVD, VID, ZM, VARAM,
LAD, banku, LLKC un citu kontrolg§joso un konsultéjoso institliciju
parstavji, kas izpéta esoSo situaciju, noverté, izstrada un attiecigajam
institlicijam iesniedz savus priekslikumus birokratijas samazinaSanai, kas
atvieglotu veikt izmainas likumdosana, MK noteikumos, nodoklu
izmainas, lauku atbalsta pasakumu izmainas utt.

2. Ekspertu grupas parstavjiem piedalities savu iesniegto priekslikumu
izskatiSana dazada veida institlicijas, aizstavet ekspertu grupas viedokli un
izstradatos priekslikumus.

4. PROBLEMA
Nepietieckama banku finansu resursu pieejamiba inovacijam ar augstaku riska
lItmeni.

Priekslikumi probl émas risinajumam

1. Valsts Lauku tikla Iidzeklu ietvaros LLKC gramatvedibas specialistiem
apmactt ieinteres€tos lauksaimniekus un palidz&t vigiem sakartot savu
gramatvedibas uzskaiti, lai ta bltu instruments biznesa planu korektai
sagatavoSanai.

2. lIzstradat juridiski korektus Iigumus starp banku, bankas klientu un
pakalpojuma némé&u no bankas klienta, nosakot tajos atbildibu,
pienakumus un Iiguma noteikumu neizpildes gadijuma — ar7 sankcijas, jo
butiskakie $k&rsli tehnikas un iekartu iegade ir trukstosa jauda, ko varétu
nodroS$inat kooperacijas.

3. Bankas specialistiem regulari piedalities lauksaimniekiem rikotajos
pasakumos un iepazistinat vinpus ar kreditiestazu piedavajumu -
finansés$anas iesp&jam un pakalpojumiem.

4. lIzveidot abpusgji atzitu regularu, mérktiecigu un koordingtu sadarbibu
starp banku specialistiem un lauku saimnickoSanas dazadoSanas
ekspertiem.

5. PROBLEMA

Mazo lauku saimniecibu IpaSnieki neprot izkalkulét sarazotas produkcijas
pasizmaksu, nepietickami veic finanSu planoSanu, ne vienmer sagatavo finansu
planus.
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PriekSlikumi probl @mas risinajumam

1.

2.

6.

Sakartot gramatvedibas uzskaiti ta, lai iegiitos datus var€tu izmantot bruto
seguma aprékiniem, naudas pliismas planoSanai un analizei.

Regulari, atkariba no nodarboSanas veida, veikt saimnieciskas darbibas
analizi.

Sastadit saimniecibas razo$anas planus (istermina — 1 gadam un ilgtermina
—Iidz 5 gadiem), kurus koriggt, nemot véra eso$o situaciju.

PROBLEMA

Zinatniskajos pétjjumos par saimniekoSanas dazadoSanu giitas atzinas lauku
saimniecibas I1dz §im nav guvusas atsaucibu, tas dzIve ievies§ l€ni. Lai pieverstu
lauksaimnieku lielaku uzmanibu saimniekoSanas dazadoSanas iesp&jam, butu
nepieciesams veikt vairakus informativus pasakumus.

PrieksSlikumi probl @mas risinajumam

1.
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Lauksaimniekus interes§joSaja  periodika (Zurnalos ,,Saimnieks”,
,Praktiskais Latvietis”, laikraksta ,Latvijas Avize”, u.c.) sniegt
informaciju par veiktajiem p&tijumiem;

LLKC izdevuma ,,Lauku Lapa” atspogulot p&tijumu rezultatus;

Regulari — vienu reizi ceturksni — lauku attistibas specialistus iepazistinat
ar jaunako pétljumu rezultatiem un to ieviesanas iesp&jam saimniecibas;
Zinatniskas konferences nodrosinat ar tulkojumu latviesu valoda, ka ari
referentiem no Latvijas uzstaties latvieSu valoda, ta palidzot klausitajiem
labak izprast apskatitos jautajumus.



INTRODUCTION

Rural areas are a source of the most important natural resources and ecosystem
services, an environment for work and recreation, and a depository of the
diversity of cultural and historical heritage. Each of these functions can gain a
leading role or be combined with other functions in a balanced way.

The most important strategic resources for sustainable development of rural
areas and the country are forests, agricultural land, mineral deposits, and water.
Given the trends of socio-economic decline in rural areas — outflows of
residents and economic and social activities from rural areas to towns or other
countries — as well as the fundamental change that occurred in the economic
structure of rural areas, especially in agriculture and related industries, in the
sectors of manufacturing and services, an essential future challenge is to
preserve rural areas and shape them as a quality environment for life and work
by completely exploiting the diverse potential of economic development
(Latvia 2030).

Discussions on the development problems and possibilities of rural areas in
Latvia are held since the beginning of the Agricultural and Land Reform in
1990. The discussions of scientists, practitioners, and lawmakers mainly relate
to different views on diversifying agricultural and rural economic activities and
on rural development in general.

Conceptual documents of various levels are periodically developed to shape
rural development policies, improve the overall situation, as well as solve
certain rural problems.

However, after analysing the rural development trends and the progress of
present development processes in rural areas, one has to conclude that problems
in rural areas get more acute and the overall situation indicates that the
economic backwardness of rural territories increases, the standard of living of
rural residents relatively decreases, and the polarisation of incomes between
urban and rural employees increases.

Disproportional development trends in the territories of Latvia became apparent
already in the beginning of the agricultural reform in 1988. Before the reform,
the existence of large collective farms ensured equal possibilities for economic,
cultural, and social life in rural territories as well as infrastructure and its
maintenance, but in the result of the reform of this economic system, a fast
degradation of many rural territories consequentially began. The reason for it
was the lack of a balanced and reasonable vision for developing the rural
economy in the common rural policy of Latvia, as no recommendable farm
development models appropriate for local conditions were elaborated.

As a result of these processes, acute problems and contradictions concentrate in
rural areas, for instance, social stratification of residents, alcoholism, and
depression. It quickly reduces the potential of human capital in rural areas:
individuals who are educated and want to work with modern technologies often
move to Latvia’s cities or more developed rural territories; the number of pupils
at rural schools decline fast; young specialists are not interested in returning to

55



their parent homes — primitive small farms to continue their family traditions.
Yet rural residents having a lower level of education and initiative are not able
or ready to manage a modern company and take responsibility on their results
of management.

To ensure an efficient use of resources in rural development, it is necessary to
provide an efficient and sustainable use of forest resources, strengthen the
efficiency and competitiveness of traditional agricultural industries, supply
competitive quality food products to the country, diversify the rural economy
by developing rural tourism, crafts, organic farming, extraction of mineral
deposits and production of construction materials, transportation and other
services, industrial clusters etc., develop fisheries, and produce and use
renewable energy sources (Latvia 2030).

Many scientists have researched the development potential of agriculture and
the diversification possibilities for farm businesses in the whole country and its
several regions and published their results: L.Silina (2007, 2009), H.Jirgena
(2009), S.Cingule (2009), D.Saktina (2009), S.Skesters (2009), M.Pelse (2009),
J.Felss (2009), V.Boronenko (2010).

Agricultural possibilities and problems under the conditions of individual
business management and market economy were researched in the area of
natural conditions in Zemgale as well as in the south-eastern part of Kurzeme
region — the districts of Saldus and Tukums — by many economists and
agronomists. For instance, A.Boruks (1996, 2000) researched possibilities of
natural conditions, economic resources, and agricultural specialisation in
Zemgale region.

By analysing business performance results in his later researches (2004, 2005),
he discovered that the administrative division of territories does not correspond
to the territories appropriate for agricultural production. For analysis of farm
business performance, V.Bratka (1996, et.al.) classified Zemgale planning
region into two parts — Zemgale-1 (it includes the districts of Bauska, Dobele,
and Jelgava) and Zemgale-2 in which the other districts of Zemgale are
included — Aizkraukle and Jekabpils.

J.Kaktins (2004) researched the forest resources of Zemgale region and their
exploitation. Researches related to Zemgale region were published by M.Pelse
(2009), J.Felss (2009), A.Vilde (1999), M.Vilsons (1999), I.Liepa (1998),
L.Mihejeva (1998), A.Karklins (1997), B.Rivza (1999) and others.

The previous studies and theoretical conclusions have revealed significant
problems and new aspects that encourage new studies and create a basis for
further research by using fresh data. Presently there is a lack of complex and
multi-spectral studies on the development trends in business diversification, its
possibilities and most significant problems in subregions Zemgale-1 and
Zemgale-2 of Zemgale region and their municipalities. Results of such studies
are very necessary to managers of farms, businessmen, consultancy services,
municipalities and employees of regional institutions, as well as institutions of
state administration and lawmakers.
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The research objectis the farms of Zemgale planning region, but the research
subjectis the potential and possible directions of development for the farms of
Zemgale region.

The present research is based on the following hypothesis the farms of

Zemgale planning region have a potential for efficient farming and business

diversification.

The research aimis to investigate the directions of economic activity on the

farms of Zemgale region and to elaborate models for business diversification in

subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2.
To achieve the aim, the following research taskswere set forth:

1. to analyse theoretical aspects of business diversification on farms, identify
the resources used for business diversification in Zemgale planning region;

2. to investigate the legal and institutional framework for business
diversification on farms;

3. to analyse the indicators characterising business diversification in
agriculture and rural areas and their trends in subregions Zemgale-1 and
Zemgale-2;

4. to elaborate models for business diversification in subregions Zemgale-1
and Zemgale-2.

Materials used

To solve the research tasks in the PhD paper, publications of Latvian and
foreign scientists, studies, monographs, conference proceedings, dictionaries,
special literatures, EU regulations, laws of the Republic of Latvia, regulations
and decrees of the Cabinet of Ministers of the Republic of Latvia, reports,
information materials, and data of the Ministry of Agriculture, Eurostat, the
Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia (CSB), as well statistical data published by
other organisations, the Sustainable Development Strategy of Latvia, data and
information of the State Land Service of Latvia and the Rural Support Service
of Latvia, information obtained in surveys, publications in the media, and other
sources of information were used.
The PhD paper was elaborated applying general research methods in
economics, qualitative and quantitative research methods. A period of 6 —
10 years was chosen for analysis, adapting it to every particular indicator. The
data obtained were ranged for calculation purposes. Data and their summaries
were arranged in perspicuous tables. The graphical method was applied to
present results obtained in the PhD paper.
The historical background of business activity in Zemgale region, the EU
Common Agricultural Policy, experiences of other European countries, and
analyses and reviews of scientific research were used in the PhD paper. To
summarise the research results of other scientists, the monographic method and
the historical approach based on scientific conclusions and theories were
applied; information obtained from other sources was analysed and
summarised.
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Analysis and synthesis, logical and constructive methods, grouping, and
comparison were applied to investigate several elements of phenomena and
processes as well as formulate interrelationships.

To ascertain the development pace and direction of processes, time series
analysis was applied for the period 2001-2009, determining socio-economic
indicators for Zemgale region and the entire country.

To process and analyse data, graphical and descriptive methods, grouping, and
comparison were applied.

Questionnaire surveying was used to obtain necessary information on attitudes
of farm owners and their future visions concerning rural business
diversification in Zemgale planning region. The survey data were processed
using tools of the Statistical Package for Social Sciences. Chi-Square tests,
based on contingency tables, were performed to identify interrelationships
between variables. The P-value method was used for decision-making. It is
traditionally assumed that the p-value is 0.05, yet a decision is made not as an
absolute truth, but by considering the necessary probability rate (in the present
PhD paper P=0.90 or the probability of errors — a level of significance a = 0.1).
As regards the qualitative research method for sociological studies, fourteen
extended expert interviews were performed to assess the rural business models.
Identification of the region to be researched

In statistical publications, reports, textbooks, scientific publications, projects on
territorial administration, documents of regional institutions, and other
information sources, the identity and significance of Zemgale region are
different and its composition of administrative or territorial units is unequal.
The Central Statistical Bureau, in accordance with the principles set by the
European Council and Eurostat, had included the districts of Tukums, Dobele,
Jelgava, Bauska, Aizkraukle, and Jekabpils in Zemgale region. The CSB
justifies such a territorial composition of Zemgale region by the principles
included in the NUTS classification of the European Union. From the
viewpoint of an agricultural expert, it is not understandable how all the
territories, included in the region, with very diverse natural conditions and soils
may be regarded as a logical and united territorial unit.

The region’s territory begins on the sandy seashore of the Bay of Riga and ends
in the proximity of Gaizipkalns Hill in the hilly Vidzeme Upland where
conditions are not suitable for agricultural crops of Zemgale at all. It means that
territories  with very diverse soils according to their potential fertility,
grainmetric and agrochemical compositions, technological conditions, and
suitability for modern and capacious machines and technologies, diverse
amounts of precipitations, numbers of sunny days and hours, and active
temperatures are included in this statistical region. From the viewpoint of
macroeconomic structure, this statistical (NUTS-3) region may be viewed
completely differently, as the composition of industries of goods and services
and their ratios are very different in the group of Dobele, Jelgava, and Bauska
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districts if compared to Aizkraukle or Jekabpils districts as well as the seaside
conditions of Tukums district.

Researcher D.Saktina classified the territory of Latvia into 8 regions, setting the
suitability and usefulness of every rural territory for agricultural production as
criteria (Saktina, 2000), and one of the regions was defined as an agricultural
region. This agricultural region includes 25 rural territories of Dobele, Jelgava,
and Bauska districts where soils are the most fertile with the highest land
quality evaluation and where the share of agricultural land in the region’s total
area is the highest, whereas the share of forests is the lowest. Its agricultural
land accounts for 92% of the total area of rural territories. After analysing the
soil and natural conditions in the western part of the region defined by this
author, one can conclude that excellent conditions, too, for agricultural activity
exist in several southern rural territories of Saldus and Tukums districts having
a slightly lower evaluation of land quality. Therefore, a rational and efficient
agricultural region is actually larger than the territory of 25 rural territories in
which conditions are the best.

Academician B.Rivza (with co-authors) elaborated a draft administrative and
territorial division of Latvia for nine regions, and in one of them — Zemgale
region — the districts of Dobele, Jelgava, and Bauska with 48 rural territories
were included (Rivza et.al., 1999). Such an interpretation of Zemgale region is
logical and agriculturally and economically justified.

Researched A.Boruks (1989) divided the entire territory of Latvia into four
cadastral districts and two of them — into sub-districts. One of the sub-districts
of the central cadastral district was called by him Zemgale plain cadastral
district, and the districts of Bauska, Dobele, and Jelgava were included in it.
Yet researcher V.Bratka (2001) objected to this division, analysing economic
performance results of farms. She concluded that the division of Latvia into
cadastral districts may not be used for tackling regional agricultural problems,
as agriculturally very diverse territories are included in Zemgale cadastral
district.

K.Brivkalns (1959) classified the territory of Latvia into eight districts
according to natural (soil) conditions, and the suitability of territories and soils
for agriculture in general and by industry was used as criteria. K.Brivkalns
classified Zemgale plain as the third district of natural (soil) conditions in
which 27 rural territories of the districts of Dobele, Bauska, and Jelgava and
approximately 185 000 ha of agricultural land, of which 98% is arable land, are
included. There are excellent conditions in this soil district (region) for growing
the most fastidious crops. Yet this author did not include 10 rural territories of
Dobele district in Zemgale region.

The Rural Support Service, when establishing its regional departments,
included the districts of Dobele, Bauska, and Jelgava (48 rural territories) in its
Zemgale Regional Agricultural Department. A different division of regions is
established by the State Revenue Service. However, the Development Agency
of Zemgale and the Regional Council of Zemgale function in a territory
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consisting of five districts: (Jelgava, Bauska, Dobele, Aizkraukle, and
Jekabpils) and this territory’s towns (Zemgale Business Development
Conception, 2001). Although natural and socio-economic differences between
the territories of the right and left bank of Daugava are correctly identified, this
Conception does not make doubts regarding the unity of this region or
problems related to planning development of this region.

Another regional document — the Zemgale Rural Development Conception
characterises the sharp differences in natural and soil conditions and
technological conditions of agriculture between Zemgale plain and the region’s
eastern part that includes both the hilly land of S&lija and part of the Vidzeme
Upland (Zemgale Rural Development Conception, 2001). This document
correctly stresses that less fertile turf-podzolic soils with much poorer
technological conditions for crop farming dominate in the districts of
Aizkraukle and Jekabpils; therefore, a radically different structure and level of
agriculture exist there.

The Cabinet of Ministers of Latvia passed a regulation regarding territories of
the planning regions (Regulation regarding the Planning Region, 2002) on
4 November 2002; in accordance with the Regulation, Zemgale planning region
includes not only territories of the districts of Bauska, Dobele, and Jelgava, but
also those of the districts of Aizkraukle and Jekabpils.

When establishing such regions, local governments, institutions of state
administration, as well as lawmakers have not apparently taken into account the
very diverse natural and soil conditions in the districts of Aizkraukle and
Jekabpils, compared to the main districts of the region, as well as the structural
differences in their economies. They took into consideration only other motives
in trying to associate this region with the river of Daugava, but not with the
unique, only, and very different Zemgale plain having a unique climate, soils,
and technological conditions for crop farming.

From the viewpoint of commercial agricultural production, an original solution
was offered by professor K.Spogis (2003). After summarising and analysing
studies on soil and ecological conditions, done by K.Brivkalns, A.Boruks, and
other scientists, K.Spogis developed a theoretical agricultural region of
Zemgale that includes all the rural territories of the districts of Jelgava, Dobele,
Bauska, Saldus, and Tukums in which the most favourable agro-physical, agro-
chemical, technological, climatic, and other conditions exist to efficiently grow
grains and other products of crop farming for the market. Such a region could
produce at least a half of grain and rapeseed needed as well as large quantities
of vegetables and other products. Yet the basic principles of the territorial
reform do not include priorities or goals for more efficient agricultural
production. There is the lack of enterprising, talented, and interested individuals
who are able to implement this idea. Therefore, professor K.Spogis suggests a
practical solution: the entire territory of the districts of Jelgava, Dobele,
Bauska, Tukums, and Saldus has to be included in the main agricultural region
of Zemgale.
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The Academy of Territorial Planning and Management in Germany (Hanover)
defines a region as a territory featured by relatively homogenous landscapes,
availability of natural resources, culture, and demographic and economic
situation.
Researcher V.Bratka (2001) defines a region as a part of the country’s territory
with relatively equal conditions for business. When researching regions of the
Baltic countries, B.Rivza (2000) concluded that a certain part of the country
might be regarded as a region that is united by its common problems and
specifics. A.Boruks (1989) suggests the term cadastral districtto be a part of
Latvia’s territory with relatively equal climatic and economic districts.
Among the mentioned regional divisions, the most appropriate regional
divisions for Zemgale plain, from the viewpoint of agriculture, were developed
by K.Brivkalns (1959) and D.Saktina (2000), while the most perfect one would
be the commercial agricultural region of Zemgale developed by K.Spogis.
However, a practical use of such regional divisions in planning and analysing
economic activity is complicated, as the territories of these regions do not
correspond to the boundaries of administrative regions and statistical units. In
terms of convenience, a region of Zemgale classified by B.Rivza (et.al.) and
composed of the districts of Dobele, Jelgava, and Bauska is completely
acceptable.
A very good compromise is the solution offered by researcher V.Bratka (2005)
— for the purpose of FADN (Farm Accountancy Data Network) studies,
Zemgale planning region is divided into two subregions: Zemgale-1 consisting
of the districts of Bauska, Dobele, and Jelgava and Zemgale-2 consisting of the
districts of Aizkraukle and Jekabpils.
After analysing all these solutions, the author of the PhD paper decided to
divide Zemgale statistical region into two subregions for performing the
research tasks:
e subregion Zemgale-1 as a special agricultural region that includes the
districts of Jelgava, Dobele, and Bauska;
e subregion Zemgale-2 that has specific natural conditions and an original
macroeconomic structure; it includes the districts of Aizkraukle and
Jekabpils.

Scientific novelties and significance of the research

1. The research included in the PhD paper is original, and it makes a significant
contribution to the theoretical basis of rural business diversification. The
author offers her own theoretical explanations for the terms rural farm,
craftsman’s farmand rural business diversification

2. In the PhD paper, a research was performed in all the municipalities of
Zemgale planning region, for the first time, according to a single system in
which data of the Central Statistical Bureau, the Food and Veterinary
Service, and the Farm Accountancy Data Network and results of the surveys
and opinions of the focus groups were summarised.
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3. Possibilities and ways of improving the performance of the Latvian Rural
Advisory and Training Centre (LLKC) were revealed. New solutions for
providing information, consultancy, and maintenance services were
suggested.

4. New analytical and conceptual information was offered to managers
(owners) of enterprises engaged in the industries of agriculture and forestry,
rural diversification industries, as well as the secondary sector (processing).

5. Objective and scientifically justified information on the structural
development of businesses was provided to institutions of municipalities,
regions, state administration, and planning and monitoring and their
personnel.

6. Possibilities for business diversification in Zemgale region were
scientifically justified and business models, based on the sizes and location
of farms, were developed.

Economicsignificance

1. By completing the research agenda of the PhD paper, a comprehensive
research on business diversification on farms was performed for the first
time in Zemgale planning region. The published research results are
practically significant and may be used by makers and implementers of
agricultural, business diversification, and rural policies.

2. Possibilities for business diversification in subregions Zemgale-1 and
Zemgale-2 were identified, business diversification models for each
subregion were developed given the size of farms, land and human
resources, as well as economic and geographic factors.

3. The structure of agricultural and diversification industries in subregions
Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 was analysed, the development trends of
differences in the structure were defined, as well as the promoting and
hindering factors for business diversification were ascertained.
Recommendations for introducing and improving business diversification on
rural farms were developed.

4. Objective and scientifically justified information on the structural
development of businesses was provided to institutions of municipalities,
regions, state administration, and planning and monitoring and their
personnel.

5. Scientifically justified recommendations on introducing business
diversification on rural farms and rationally using funds of the National
Rural Network were given to the advisory service.

Theses to be defended

1. The diversification of rural businesses, which becomes apparent as a
change in or an addition to economic activity, is affected by several
endogenous and exogenous factors.
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2. The regional institutions included in the rural business diversification
system promote the positive trend in business diversification in accordance
with the related legal framework.

3. The resources affecting business are different in subregions Zemgale-1 and
Zemgale-2: natural and soil conditions, human resources and interests, as
well as levels of investment and income.

4. The possibilities for business diversification are different for farms of
various sizes and specialisations in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2,
and they determined the development of business diversification models.

1. THEORETICAL ASPECTS OF BUSINESS
DIVERSIFICATION ON FARMS

The chapter contains 28 pages, 2 tables, and 1 figure.
Business diversification on rural farms

Many foreign researchers have studied rural business diversification (Klaus A.,

Siegel Paul B., Johnson Thomas G., Alwang J., Wilson G. A. et.al.). The most

significant contribution in this field in Latvia is H.Jirgena’s “Diversification

Prospects in Rural Areas of Latvia” (2008).

Diversification is the expansion of an enterprise’s activity profile or the

foundation of multi-part enterprises whose components are not functionally

interrelated (this definition is popular among foreign researchers). In economics

in Latvia, diversification is defined in a similar way - expansion of the range of
an enterprise’s activity directions (Klaus, 2002), expansion of the range of
production directions (Explanatory Dictionary of Economics, 2000), expansion

of an enterprise’s activity profile, foundation of multi-part enterprises

(Dictionary of Foreign Words, 1999), diversification of auxiliary branches

and/or additional branches of farms for the purpose of utilising by-products of
the specialised industry as well as labour, natural, and other resources available

at farms in a more complete and rational way (Spogis, 1999).

Latvia’s experts — B.Rivza (2001), H.Jirgena (2008), K.Spogis (1999, 2005),

and V.Strikis (2005) — use both the Latvian word “dazadosana” and the English

word “diversification” for this term. An antonym for the term diversification is

specialisation.

The term diversification is used in industrial organisation theory, economic

base theory, regional business cycle theory, and trade theory.

A case study of a farmer could assist us in understanding the term business
diversification — the farmer continues farming his/her disposable land and, at

the same time, searches for additional possibilities of occupation. Geographic,

social, economic, and political aspects as well as globalisation are important for

business diversification. In Western Europe, business diversification is

classified into four types:
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e so called para-agricultural activities on farms, for instance, milk
processing into yogurt and cheese, not only grape production, but also
grape processing into wine, and sales of these products;

e non-agricultural activities on farms, for instance, tourism, landscape
preservation, and handicrafts;

e paid employment on another farm;
e off-farm activities in other industries of economy — education, transport.
H.Jirgena (2008) developed a classification of types of business diversification
according to the object of diversification, the relation of the goal of
diversification to the time of its achievement and the object, the place of origin
of causes, and the direction and level of diversification. H.Jirgena summarised
the basic theoretical conclusions on the relation of diversification to rural
development, agricultural industry, as well as diversification possibilities
within agricultural industry.

The author believes that the following very essential factors are necessary for

business diversification within the agricultural industry in Latvia:

e unstable socio-economic environment in rural areas;

e variable agricultural, climatic, and biological conditions in agricultural
production;

e increasing competition with farmers of other European Union countries;

e lack of funds on micro, small, and medium farms for their further
development.

Given the fact that a farm exploits several immovable resources such as land

and buildings, a logical way towards diversification is, in the beginning, to

change the quantitative and qualitative composition of agricultural products.

Yet the mentioned factors can also create prerequisites for transition from

agriculture to another industry.

Business diversification is inevitably accompanied by various side-effects or

externalities. The most important ones are as follows: farm income and taxes

paid increase, a situation in a labour market improves, etc.

To make business diversification occur, an object at which it can be done is

necessary. In scientific researches, various definitions of these objects are

available.

A rural farmis an auxiliary farm of individuals living or working in rural areas

or a farm in which incomes of households and family are supplemented by

obtaining agricultural products (vegetables, fruits, berries, meat, milk etc.) or
by processing and selling these products. (Economic Explanatory Dictionary,

2000) K.Spogis (1999) believes that a farm is a technical and organisational

unit of production located in a certain place of residence and the factors of

production concentrated in it are used for producing and selling agricultural
products.

The author classifies rural farms into farms, rural craftsman and auxiliary

farms, and rural companies. Business diversification is affected by the business
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model, as it, to a certain extent, is related to the size of farms as well as the
quantity of goods produced for the market.

In the result of the research, the author developed her own definition of rural
farm: a rural farm is an agricultural enterprise, which operates on owned
or rented land, based on any systematic and permanent economic activity
producing incomes

After summarising the mentioned factors and publications by foreign and
Latvian researchers and being familiarised with the research results of various
projects and by using their own experience, the author also developed a
definition for rural business diversification:

Rural business diversification is a change in or an addition to economic
activity, the main goal of which is the diversification of risks and/or their
reduction in the operation of a rural farm to stabilise it and introduce
innovative activities that are environmentally friendly

2. LEGAL ACTS AND REGIONAL INSTITUTIONS
REGULATING RURAL AREAS IN ZEMGALE

The chapter contains 9 pages and 2 figures.
Laws, regulations of the Cabinet of Ministers, and strategic documents, which
affect regional development and its potential possibilities, have been elaborated
in Latvia. A legal framework promoting agriculture in Latvia has been
elaborated; based on it, the agricultural industry receives the following kinds of
support:
national subsidies for specific purposes;
special subsidies for promoting lending;
excise tax compensation for fuel,
tax exemptions, incentives, and reliefs;
e government interventions in the grain market.
The reasons that arose from the legal framework and promote or limit
business diversification are different.
The promoting factors are as follows property rights and independence of
economic activity, preservation and restoration of environmental quality and a
sustainable use of natural resources, and compensation for work done in
accordance with employments contracts are guaranteed; a minimum wage that
is not less than a minimum wage set by the government is ensured; food
circulation, which is safe for the health and life of humans and animals and
environmentally friendly, is provided; guidelines, which assist in
comprehending laws and regulations of the Cabinet of Ministers and orienting
their executers towards making right decisions, were elaborated. Yet the
hindering factors are: limitations on sales of homemade products are not always
defined; interpretations of laws are complicated or imperfect, which prevents
rural farm owners from being familiarised with laws; local affiliates of one
national institution interpret their competencies differently; legal acts are quite
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impermanent and it is hard to follow their amendments. Since business
diversification is a sustainable process, there is a risk that processes, which
were legally supported in the beginning of activity, will still be topical and
allowed in the future.

There are many both governmental and nongovernmental organisations in
Latvia that are related to tackling agricultural development and other problems
in rural areas.

Supervision and

control
institutions

Institutions of
higher,
wvocational, and
litelong
education

Administrative
institutions

Groups of
institutions
related to
business
diversification

Consultancy
and service

Other
institutions institutions

Source: constructed by the author, 2011
Fig.1. Groups of institutions in Zemgale region

The rural business diversification system in Zemgale region includes:
supervision and control institutions, administrative institutions, educational
institutions, consultancy and service institutions, as well as nongovernmental
and other institutions.

There are quite many possibilities of business diversification for rural farms in
Zemgale region, and residents themselves have to take initiatives in shaping
rural development policies and the legislation.

3. INDICATORS CHARACTERISING AGRICULTURAL
AND BUSINESS DIVERSIFICATION

The chapter contains 34 pages, 20 tables, and 13 figures.
A share of agriculture in GDP (gross domestic product) is an important
indicator in analysis of this industry (Table 1).
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Table 1
Share of agriculture and hunting in the GDP in 2003-2009 in Latvia

Indicators 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
GDP in real
terms, min LVL | 6392.8 | 7434.5 | 9059.1 | 11171.7 | 14779.8 | 16 188.2 13 082.8
GDP index 100.0 116.3 141.7 174.8 231.2 253.2 204.6
Annual increase
rate, % - 16.3 21.9 23.3 32.3 9.5 -19.2
Value added of

agriculture and
hunting in real
terms, min LVL 228.6 286.0 308.9 333.8 456.4 4294 3757

Index 100.0 125.0 135.0 146.0 200.0 188.0 164.0
Annual increase
rate, % - 25.0 8.0 8.0 37.0 -6.0 -12.0

Share of value
added of
agriculture and
hunting in GDP
in real terms, % 3.6 3.8 34 3.0 3.1 2.7 2.9

Source: CSB data

Effects of objective and subjective factors on output capacity and their

interaction have to be taken into account if assessing the output capacity of

business diversification. The factors affecting business diversification may be
divided into the following groups:

e natural factors— bioclimatic, biological, hydrothermal, photosynthetic,
topographic, and dislocative factors;

¢ intellectualfactors— general education or qualification and erudition of a
rural businessman, talents of a manager or farmer, professional
preparedness, knowledge of topical information;

e a level and potential of agricultural scieneegenetic potential of plant
selection, accumulated potentials of agricultural, technological, and
economic studies;

e soil factors— type of soils, granulometric composition, land reclamation
condition, soil acidity, content and quantity of humus, overall soil
condition, rockiness, etc.

The geographic location affects natural and soil conditions in the region, which,

in their turn, determine agricultural activity in the region. Zemgale is the most

developed agricultural region in the country. In terms of relief and soil
conditions, the most homogenous territories are located in Zemgale plain and

Southkurzeme lowland. These territories feature a plain and wavy relief, fertile

turf-carbonate soils (the highest land quality evaluation in the country), suitable

technological conditions, large fields and their convenient configuration, and
long farming traditions.
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The relief and soil conditions are very diverse in Zemgale region, which affects

the use of technologies and the choice of specialisation. The climatic conditions

are diverse in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2, the latter one features a

more continental climate and a shorter period of vegetation.

Turf-carbonate, turf-gley, and turf-gleyed soils, which are the most appropriate

for agricultural production, dominate in Zemgale plain. Agricultural land

accounts for 77% of the region’s territory. The most fertile soils are in Zemgale
plain where the cadastral land value is on average more than 60 points, while in
some places (for instance, Sesava rural territory) — up to 82 points. Therefore,

Zemgale-1 is much more appropriate for crop industries, whereas Zemgale-2 is

suitable for mixed businesses (crop+livestock farming) or livestock farming

and non-traditional farming.

In general, the cadastral land value in Zemgale is almost 50% higher than

in the other rural districts of the country.

In terms of number of population, the most densely-populated municipality is

Aizkraukle with 98 people/km’, yet it is affected by a town that is not a

republican city. The lowest population density is in the mentioned Jekabpils

municipality — only 6 people/km?. The average population density in Zemgale
region is 18 people/km?, and it is two times lower than on average in Latvia —

35 people/km®. The population density in the municipalities of Iecava, Skriveri,

and Ozolnieki is very close or slightly exceeds the average population density

of Latvia. A comparative analysis of special attractiveness factors is not yet
performed for these territories. A large part of residents living in the mentioned
municipalities work outside their administrative territories.

To succeed in rural business diversification, the intellectual resources of farm

managers are of great importance: education, erudition, company management

ability, professional preparedness, and knowledge of topical information.

According to statistics, the highest intellectual potential is observed in Zemgale

region compared to the other regions. Of all farmers with higher education,

23% live in Zemgale. The author explains it by the location of Latvia

University of Agriculture as an institution of higher agricultural education in

this region. Although the number of agricultural employees with no education

in agriculture is great in 2007, 18% of them obtained it in a practical way.

After analysing the shares of agricultural land and forest area in the total area,

the author concluded that the shares are very different in the municipalities of

Zemgale planning region:

e share of agricultural land in the total area of municipality is higher than
50% in the following municipalities of subregion Zemgale-1: Rundale —
77%, Tervete — 76%, Bauska — 67%, Jelgava — 60%, Dobele — 59%, and
Auce — 51%. It is logical, since the most fertile soils are available in these
municipalities;

e share of forest area in the total area of municipality is higher than 50% in
the following municipalities: Jaunjelgava — 61%, Nereta — 60%, Viesite —
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54%, Vecumnieki — 54%, and Plavinas — 52%. All these municipalities are
included in subregion Zemgale-2.

In subregion Zemgale-1, all farm size groups exploit both owned and rented

land every year. If analysed by farm size group, the share of rented land is

impermanent and continuously increases with increase in the economic size of

farms. Very small farms (<4 ESU) used rented land least in Zemgale planning
region where intensive farming prevails (Table 2).

Table 2

Share of rented land in the total area of farmland broken down by farm

economic size in subregion Zemgale-1 in 2004-2009, %

Farm size, ESU Share of rented land in total area, %
2004| 2005 2006 2007 2009 2009
<4 20 13 11 52 53 45
41-8 28 43 33 30 29 25
8.1-16 44 33 35 33 36 15
16.1 —40 51 48 52 51 55 42
40.1 100 62 55 62 74 71 52
100.1 — 250 62 65 54 60 64 69
250.1 and more 68 60 58 60 58 62

Source: calculated by the author based on FADN data

In the researched period, the total area of agricultural land used by small farms
(4-8 ESU) changes, but the area of rented land and its share increase. The share
of rented land is significant in the next farm group (8-16 ESU) included in this
research, and it ranges within 15-40% in the researched period. However,
interesting results are obtained in the farm group of 16-40 ESU. The average
share of rented land in this farm group is 52%, besides, the area rented by these
farms ranged from 42 to 55% over the recent 5 years, while the average share
of rented agricultural land was 49.8% in the period 2004-2009. It means that a
result of agricultural production can affect, to a great extent, the land rental
relations.

In subregion Zemgale-1, the average share of rented land ranges within 52-74%
— on average 62.7% — of the total area of agricultural land in the medium farm
group (40-100 ESU) in the researched period. It means that two thirds of farm
business results might depend on the agricultural, agro-technical, and economic
conditions in the use of rented land.

In the large farm group (100-250 ESU), this share ranges from 54 to 69% in the
period 2004-2009.
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Table 3
Share of rented land in the total area of farmland broken down by farm
economic size in subregion Zemgale-2 in 2004-2009, %

Farm size. ESU Share of rented land in total area, %
' 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
<4 21 8 18 38 43 44
4.1-8 18 20 18 34 46 33
8.1-16 29 33 25 33 18 34
16.1 — 40 25 24 27 49 41 37
40.1 -100 62 73 45 52 35 41
100.1 — 250 * * * 61 61 72
250.1 and more * * * * 57 53

Source: calculated by the author based on FADN data
After calculating and analysing the data (Table 3), one can conclude that in the
same way as in subregion Zemgale-1, in subregion Zemgale-2, too, there are no
correlations regarding the areas of rented agricultural land for the farms
included in the FADN sample of farms; their annual increase rates for the farm
groups are very inconsistent, however, changes in the share of rented land in
the total area of land managed by farms are very obvious. In subregion
Zemgale-2, in the same way as in subregion Zemgale-1, the share of rented
land in the total area of agricultural land managed by farms is high. The author
concludes: the larger is the area of land managed by farms the higher is the
share of rented land
Zemgale region has traditionally existed as a crop farming region.
Table 4
Shares of sown area and total output of Zemgale region and yields in
Latvia in 2009

Indicator Crop Latvia Zem_gale Ze_mga(l)e
region region, %
Sown area Cereals 540 842 172 964 32.0
ha ’ | Potatoes 30 020 8546 28.5
Vegetables (open field) 8231 3617 439
Cereals 1663 139 677 199 40.7
m?t;ftl . [ Potatoes 525350 | 166914 318
Vegetables (open field) 170 382 75 810 44.5
Cereals 3.1 3.9 125.8
Yield, tha” | Potatoes 17.5 19.5 111.4
Vegetables (open field) 20.7 21.0 101.4

Source: calculated by the author based on CSB data

In 2009, the total sown area in Zemgale region accounted for 32.0% of the total
area sown with grains in Latvia (Table 4); the output of grain in this region
accounted for 40.7% of the total grain output in Latvia. Although grain yields
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change from year to year, yields in Zemgale region exceed the average yields
of Latvia on average by 25.8% or more.

The yields have steadily increased in the districts of subregion Zemgale-1 over
nine years in the analysed period. The yields in this subregion are 1.3-1.6 times
higher than those in subregion Zemgale-2. The highest yields were in the
districts of Bauska, Dobele, and Jelgava that are historically called the granary
of Latvia. The author concludes that grain farming has to be developed as a
conventional agricultural industry in these districts of Zemgale.

The highest average yield was observed in 2005 and 2008, respectively 3.7 and
4.1 t ha'. It can be explained by favourable climatic conditions in the
corresponding years. If 2009 is compared with 2001, one can see that the
average grain yield has increased by 1.3 t ha' in Zemgale region, which
indicates that farmers obtained experience and developed their farms. Whereas
in 2006, the average grain yield was only 2.8 t ha”' in Zemgale region, which
can be explained by unfavourable climatic conditions in all the districts of
Zemgale.

The largest potato area in Zemgale region was observed in 2002 — 11.9 thsnd
ha, while the smallest area sown with potatoes was in 2009 — 8.5 thsnd ha. In
the period from 2003 to 2007, the potato area in Zemgale gradually decreased
to 8.5 thsnd ha, but a sharp increase in the area sown with potatoes was
observed in 2008. The author believes that the purchasing power of people
significantly rose, thus increasing the demand for potato products.

A yield of rapeseed depends on climatic and meteorological conditions of a
particular year, soil properties, agricultural techniques, and genetic qualities of
crop varieties.

The rapeseed yield in subregion Zemgale-1 is 1.5-2 times higher than in
Zemgale-2. In 2009, the rapeseed yield decreased considerably in all the
districts of Zemgale region. The author explains this fact by an increase in the
prices of resources (fertilisers, fuel, etc.), and all necessary agro-technical
measures were not observed.

With increase in the economic size of farms, the share of income gained from
wheat and rapeseed in the total value of crop products increases on the large
farms (40-100 ESU) of subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2. On the farms of
subregion Zemgale-2, the indicators for crops such as vegetables, mushrooms,
berries, etc. are relatively stable. After the sugar beet industry was liquidated,
the shares of wheat and rapeseed in the total farm income rose 11% for both
crops.

The production of wheat and other grains dominates on very large (100-
250 ESU) and the largest (more than 250 ESU) farms — up to 62% in subregion
Zemgale-1 and 50% in subregion Zemgale-2. The next most important crop —
rapeseed — constitutes a share of up to 22% in subregion Zemgale-1. Other crop
industries (vegetables, mushrooms, berries, etc.) are the most popular crop in
subregion Zemgale-2, reaching up to a 53% share in the total value of crop
products (vegetables, mushrooms, berries, etc.). After the sugar beet industry
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was liquidated, the shares of wheat and rapeseed in the total farm income rose
respectively 15% and 10%.
Agricultural products produced in Zemgale compose a large share of the total
agricultural output in the country. The poultry and egg industry is very specific
to this region; Zemgale takes the first position among the regions of Latvia
regarding this industry. Zemgale provides 51.5-71.7% of products produced in
the largest poultry factories in Latvia (Table 5).

Table 5

Percentage distribution of the output of livestock products in Latvia's
regions in 2005, 2007 and 2009

2005 2007 2009
. Meat Meat Meat
Region | (carcass| Milk, | Eggs, | (carcass| Milk, | Eggs, | (carcass| Milk, | Eggs,
weight), % % weight), % % weight), % %
% % %
LATVIA 100 100 | 100 100 100 | 100 100 100 | 100
Pieriga 26.4 166 | 172 28.7 161 | 12.1 31.3 184 | 85
region
Vidzeme | 220 | 153 10.3 240 | 15.1 8.6 23.8 | 122
region
Kurzeme |, ; 186 | 53 21.1 172 | 43 19.5 204 | 26
region
Zemgale |, 5 183 | 51.6 23.3 193 | 595 26.9 19.1 | 717
region
Latgale 14.8 245 | 10.6 16.6 234 | 90 13.7 183 | 5.0
region

Source: calculated by the author based on CSB data

The total output of milk in Zemgale statistical region ranges within 18.3-19.3%

of the total milk output in the country, while the share of meat products ranges

from 23.3 to 27.2% of the total meat output in Latvia.

In the period 2001-2009, both certain trends and correlations and significant

changes were observed in the output of meat, measured in carcass weight, in

Zemgale region (11.7% in 2002, 13.5% in 2006). The decreasing trend in meat

production stopped in 2000, and the output of meat increases since 2002.

After analysing the data, one can conclude that:

e stable output of meat is observed in Jekabpils district of Zemgale region;

e this kind of agricultural products is mainly produced in Bauska district
(including poultry products; only purchased feed is used for the production
of these products);

e in Aizkraukle district, the indicators are the smallest, besides, their changes
are minimal;

e there is a stable decrease trend in the output of this kind of products in
Jelgava district, as the number of small farms tends to decline.

Small farms are mostly engaged in a mixed type of farming (crops-livestock)

and rent out their land to large farms specialising in crop farming.
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On the very small farms (less than 4 ESU) of subregion Zemgale-1, poultry and
dairy farming dominate, the shares of which are respectively 49% and 30%. In
subregion Zemgale-2, on the contrary, the main income-generating livestock
industry is dairy farming with a share of 59%. In subregion Zemgale-2,
significant shares of income belong to cattle and pig products, respectively 15%
and 20%.
After comparing the structure of livestock products produced on medium-small
farms (8-16 ESU) in subregion Zemgale-1 to that in Zemgale-2, the author
concluded that the share of dairy farming is 62% and livestock products — 24%
in Zemgale-2. The shares of other livestock industries in the total value of
livestock products were very small. Dairy farming, the share of which is 50%,
and pig farming with 18% dominate on medium-small farms in subregion
Zemgale-2. Compared with subregion Zemgale-2, in which the poultry industry
is not popular, its share was 15% in the total value of livestock products in
subregion Zemgale-1.
Business diversification in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2.
Farms in Zemgale statistical region are engaged not only in agriculture, but also
in other kinds of business — forestry, rural tourism, processing of agricultural
products, provision of catering services, and home production.
There are a large number of rural farms in Latvia that gain additional income
from forestry and wood-processing. The share of farms gaining income from
forestry is 40% in Zemgale region and 23% in Vidzeme. The second item of
income is wood-processing; among all the regions of Latvia, Vidzeme with
29% of income gained from this industry takes the first place, while this
indicator in Zemgale is the lowest — only 13% (Table 6).
Table 6
Number of farms gaining additional income from forestry and wood-
processing in the regions of Latvia in 2007

Regions forestry wood-processing
Number of farms | % Number of farms %
Zemgale 2774 40 59 13
Vidzeme 1618 23 133 29
Kurzeme 991 14 90 19
Pieriga 979 14 76 16
Latgale 622 9 108 23
Total 6954 100 466 100

Source: CSB data (Farm structure in Latvia in June of 2007)

Only 16% of all Latvian enterprises of forest industry are located in Zemgale
region; 96% of them are micro-enterprises, 3% — small, and 0.6% — medium
enterprises.

Conclusion: Zemgale has a large potential for developing wood-processing, as
there are farms engaged in logging, a labour force, as well as the sales market —
cities and wealthy residents of Zemgale — that is closely located.
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Owners of rural farms developed the economic activities diversifying rural
businesses by using the funding of SAPARD program, which promoted the
emergence of alternative income sources. To develop and support business
diversification activities, SAPARD program 3, sub-program
3.1 “Diversification of Rural Economy Providing Alternative Sources of
Income” was introduced.

Within the sub-program, 287 enterprises that successfully implemented one or
several SAPARD projects were founded or activated. The largest number of
enterprises were founded or activated in the field of tourism (47.3%), and a
considerable number of enterprises received support in the fields of technical
services and production of alternative fuels as well. The smallest number of
enterprises founded or renewed was in the industry of non-traditional
agriculture.

This activity gave an impulse to the further diversification of rural economy
and activated the implementation of projects funded by EU structural funds in
all the regions of Latvia in 2005-2006. The Rural Development Plan 2007-2013
envisaged further development of non-agricultural sector, especially rural
tourism, as well as production of renewable energy resources in Latvia. Per
1000 ha of agricultural land, the funding attracted in Zemgale-1 is LVL 30.00
and LVL 19.00 in Zemgale-2.

The requested public funding per 1000 ha of agricultural land in subregion
Zemgale-1 amounted to LVL 188.31, while LVL 157.32 was allocated. Yet in
subregion Zemgale-2, the requested public funding per 1000 ha of agricultural
land was LVL 99.02, and the funding allocated for project implementation was
LVL 74.32. There are greater possibilities to attract funds to modernise and
develop farms in Zemgale-2.

Subregion Zemgale-1 received 83.5% of the requested funding, while 75% of
the requested funding was invested on the farms of subregion Zemgale-2, thus,
better project proposals were developed in subregion Zemgale-1.

The author calculated the support intensity for projects submitted by the
subregions of Zemgale region. In the period 2007-2010, 1001 projects from
Zemgale-1 were submitted, and 727 projects were approved, which is 72.6% of
the total number of projects submitted in this subregion or 83.5% of the
requested public funding. The average amount of public funding per project
was LVL 65 079.

However, farm managers from subregion Zemgale-2 submitted 686 projects, of
which 78.2% were approved, accounting for 75% of the requested public
funding. The average public funding per project totalled LVL 24 990, which is
2.7 times more than for farms in subregion Zemgale-1. On average LVL 22 175
was allocated for implementing every project of rural tourism.

74



4. ASSESSMENT OF BUSINESS DIVERSIFICATION ON
THE FARMS OF ZEMGALE REGION

The chapter contains 34 pages, 20 tables, and 14 figures.

To find out the views and assessments of farm owners in Zemgale planning
region regarding rural business diversification on the farms in their region’s
municipalities, a survey was conducted, and a discussion of the focus group
was held. The focus group’s participants expressed their views on the need for
business diversification and the factors that promote and hinder it.

The goal of the survey was to identify business diversification possibilities in
subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 of Zemgale planning region.

In Zemgale-1, 343 farm owners (59.9% of the surveyed individuals) were
surveyed, and 230 individuals (40.1%) — in Zemgale-2.

The survey data showed that the sample population was composed of 62.5%
men and 37.5% women. The distribution of the respondents by age group was
as follows: under 40 years of age — 20.2%, aged 41-55 — 45.9%, aged 55-62 —
17.1%, and over 62 years — 16.8%.

A question on education and knowledge concerning agriculture was included in
the survey. According to the survey, 26.2% of the respondents had practical
experience, 29.5% had vocational education, 11.0% - primary education, and
33.3% - higher education.
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Source: calculated by the author based on the survey, 2010
Fig.2. Percentage distribution of kinds of economic activity in
subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2, %
To interpret the data, the farms were classified by area of land into five groups:
the first group was up to 30 ha in size (36.5% of the total number of farms
surveyed), the second group with 30-50 ha (17/8%), the third group with 50 —
70 ha (9.9%), the fourth group with 70-200 ha, and the fifth group with more
than 200 ha (15.5%). The third group was the smallest — only 9.9% of the
sample population, but the author believes that the farms of this size are topical
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and important for this research. This farm size distribution was based on the
FADN farm distribution by economic size and average area of land
in 2008 and 2009.
On the farms of subregion Zemgale-1, the highest share of kinds of economic
activity belongs to agricultural industries: crop farming — 35.3%, crop-livestock
farming — 23.3%, livestock farming — 12.5%, while diversification industries
have lower proportions: forestry — 6.7%, off-farm services — 5%, rural tourism
— 4.7%, processing of agricultural products — 2%, handicrafts — 0.6%, other
industries — 9.9%.
The distribution of economic activity on the farms of subregion Zemgale-2 is as
follows: crop-livestock farming — 30.9%, livestock farming — 20.4%, crop
farming — 13.0%, forestry — 3.9%, off-farm services — 3.0%, rural tourism —
1.3%, handicrafts — 0.4%, processing of agricultural products — 0.4%, and other
industries — 24.6%.
After assessing the income structure by farm group, one can conclude that on
the very small and small farms of subregion Zemgale-1, the highest share of
income is gained from crop farming, crop-livestock farming, and livestock
farming. Among the diversification industries, off-farm services, rural tourism,
processing, and forestry dominate. A similar trend is also observed for the large
farms, except the ones with 70-200 ha in size, as forestry is one of their main
income-producing industries. It means that the diversification industries may
have an important role in the income structure of farms in subregion Zemgale-1.
Crop-livestock farming and livestock farming are the most popular industries in
subregion Zemgale-2. Crop farming is an auxiliary branch to produce livestock
products. Among the diversification industries, forestry, rural tourism, and
other industries are the most popular.
There is a considerable difference in the average economic activity indicators
for traditional agricultural industries in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2
of Zemgale region (Fig.3.).
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Fig.3. Income structure of kinds of economic activity in the subregions of
Zemgale region, %
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In crop farming, subregion Zemgale-1 takes the leading position with the
average indicator of 37.82%, which is 24.48% higher than in subregion
Zemgale-2. Yet in crop-livestock farming, Zemgale-2 reaches a level of 32.3%,
which is approximately three times higher than in subregion Zemgale-1. Other
economic activities (wood-processing, including production of furniture,
fishing, production of fish and crawfish, energy production, retail sales, etc.)
mostly dominate in subregion Zemgale-2, accounting for 27.18%, which is
three times higher than in subregion Zemgale-1. Differences in the other kinds
of economic activity are insignificant.

To better understand and get familiar with the industries of Zemgale planning
region in which the farms are engaged, the author analysed income sources —
industries — by municipality in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2.

On average, the share of income from crop farming accounts for 39.9% of the
total income in subregion Zemgale-1, while in Zemgale-2 — 11.1%. The highest
indicator in crop farming in subregion Zemgale-1 was achieved in lecava
municipality — 65.0% and Rundale municipality — 47.1%, which are the highest
indicators in the entire region. Yet the lowest indicators in Zemgale region are
in the municipalities of Zemgale-2: Viesite municipality — 5.6%, Jaunjelgava —
4.5%; the farms surveyed in Sala municipality do not specialise in this industry
at all.

There are opposite trends in crop-livestock farming and livestock farming. In
the entire region, the highest indicator was in Viesite municipality — 88.9%,
Sala municipality — 62.5%, and Jaunjelgava municipality — 54.6%. lecava
municipality presented the highest indicator for crop farming, while these
indicators were ones of the lowest for livestock farming and crop-livestock
farming — 5.0%. The farm owners surveyed in Skriveri municipality did not
have economic activity in these industries.

An important source of income is forestry. The highest indicator in this industry
belongs to Skriveri municipality with 28.6% of all possible kinds of economic
activity. An 8.6%-point lower indicator or 20% was observed for Ozolnieki
municipality. The farms surveyed in nine municipalities (Aizkraukle, Akniste,
Iecava, Koknese, Nereta, Plavinas, Rundale, Térvete, and Viesite) in Zemgale
region did not specialise in this industry.

Off-farm services are mostly specific to Skriveri municipality — 42.9% in
subregion Zemgale-2 and Iecava municipality — 20.0% and Bauska
municipality — 11.9% in subregion Zemgale-1. According to the survey data,
this industry is not significant in 11 municipalities of Zemgale region.

Rural tourism industry is one of the innovative sources of farm income. Among
the respondents, this economic activity was the most specific to the farm
owners in Ozolnieki municipality — 20.0%. As an income source, this industry
was often mentioned in subregion Zemgale-1, but it was not represented in
11 municipalities, of them 8 were in subregion Zemgale-2.
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Other industries of specialisation were also popular in the municipalities of
Zemgale region.

A data analysis showed that there is no considerable difference in incomes from
agriculture between the subregions. Statistically significant differences
(0=0.001) emerge only if the structure of all incomes is taken into
consideration. In total, 529 farms (92%) gain income from agriculture. The
income from agriculture on 14.2% of the surveyed farms accounts for up to
30% of their total income, the income from agriculture within a range of 31 —
65% of their total income is gained by 25% of the surveyed farms, and the
income from agriculture on 61% of the surveyed farms accounts for more than
66% of their total income. A higher share of the farms of Zemgale-1 in the
highest income group has to be explained by a larger sample population of
farms in this subregion.

The most widespread industries, in terms of income gained, in Zemgale region
are crop farming — 26.4%, crop-livestock farming — 26.4%, and livestock
farming — 17.7%. Along with the most widespread industries, the farms are
engaged in forestry — 5.5%, rural tourism — 3.3%, and handicrafts — only 0.5%.
A large share or 16.5% belongs to other industries in the income structure.
These are services, beekeeping, pond management, retail sales, non-traditional
agriculture, energy production, wood-processing, including production of
furniture, and processing of agricultural products.

Table 7
Share of agricultural income in Zemgale region, %
I.ncome from Total in
ggrlculture in total Zemgale-1 Zemgale-2 he region
income structure ¢ 9
Less than 30% 7.9 6.2 14.1
31 -65% 12.9 12.1 25.0
66 —100% 37.8 23.1 60.9
Total 58.6 41.4 100

Source: calculated by the author based on survey results

In Zemgale region, the income from agriculture on 14.1% of the farms accounts
for up to 30% of their total income, their income structure is balanced, and
there are no considerable differences between the subregions. As regards the
item “income from agriculture within 31-65%”, 25% of the farms in Zemgale
region have such an income structure, while in Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 this
indicator is respectively 21.9% and 29.2%, i.e. this kind of income in Zemgale-2
exceeds that in Zemgale-1 by 7.3%-points (Table 7). The income from
agriculture within 66-100% is specific to 60.9% (322 respondents) of the
sample population. There are significant differences in the mentioned income
item between subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2. The author concludes that
agriculture is more specific to subregion Zemgale-1, whereas the farms of
subregion Zemgale-2 gain income from the diversification industries.
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Source: constructed by the author based on survey results
Fig.4. Share of income from agriculture in the subregions of Zemgale
region, %

In subregion Zemgale-1, the agricultural industry provided up to 30% of total
income for 13.15% of the farms (Fig. 4), while in subregion Zemgale-2 —
15.1%. According to the data summary, there are no significant differences in
this income item between the subregions: 31-65% of income from agriculture
was gained by 68 or 21.9% of the surveyed respondents in Zemgale-1, while in
Zemgale-2 it was 62 farms or 29.2%. However, the main income source was
agricultural production, which accounted for 66-100% in the farm income
structure, for 200 or 64.5% farms in Zemgale-1 and 122 or 55.7% farms in
Zemgale-2.

Income from additional occupations is not related to the location of a farm in a
municipality. Of the respondents, 178 said that they have an additional
occupation, the income of which accounted for up to 30% of their total income
for 56.2% of the respondents, 31-65% of their total income for 34.5% of the
respondents, and only 9% of the respondents affirmed that they gained more
then 66% of their total income from an additional occupation. The
municipalities of Jekabpils, Krustpils, Jaunjelgava, Vecumnieki, Dobele,
Ozolnieki, and Sala have to be mentioned as municipalities with a very high
share of income gained from additional occupations (on average more than 50%).
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Zemgale-1 Zemgale-2 Zemgale region
total

Otill 30% W31-65% 066-100%

Source: constructed by the author based on survey results
Fig.5. Share of income from auxiliary branches on farms in the subregions
of Zemgale region, %
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The income from additional occupations (processing, tourism, handicrafts, non-
traditional agriculture, forestry, etc.) on 59.4% of the farms in subregion
Zemgale-1 accounted for up to 30% of their total income, on 29.7% of the
farms — within a range of 31-65% of their total income, and on 10.9% of the
farms — more than 66% of their total income, whereas in Zemgale-2 these
indicators were respectively 51.9, 41.6, and 6.5% of the farms (Fig.5.). Thus,
the trends are similar in both subregions — the greater is the share of income
from additional occupations, the fewer such farms exist.

In Zemgale region, 276 or 48% of the surveyed farms gain alternative incomes:
paid employment outside their farm, pensions and government benefits. Of the
surveyed farmers, 150 or 43.7% in Zemgale-1 and 126 or 53.4% in Zemgale-2
receive such incomes.

Paid employment is one of the factors indicating the amount and intensity of
rural business diversification.

A hired labour force is not specific to the farms of less than 200 ha in size in
Zemgale-1. The author concludes that it is because mostly crop industries are
specific to subregion Zemgale-1, therefore, it is mostly seasonal employment.
With increase in the size of farms of more than 200 ha, the share of hired labour
force rises.

The hired labour force is used on the farms of more than 50 ha in size if
subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 are compared. It may be explained by the
development of livestock farming, forestry, and other diversification industries
in which employment is not seasonal.

After analysing the contingency data, the author found that the level of
significance 0<0.0001, then, if compared to the criterion p<0.05 set in the
research, one can conclude that employment is strongly associated with farm
size. It may be explained by the large employment in crop farming, livestock
farming, forestry, and other popular industries.

Further in the research, the author studied the respondents’ opinions on their
businesses, their diversification, and their future plans in relation to the sub-
regional division. According to the survey data, 231 respondents wish to
continue doing their business as before, i.e. 43% of the sampled population. Of
the respondents, 28.2% will make changes in their present business
environment, i.e. increase the assortment of their products, whereas 20.8% want
to specialise in their present industries; 8% or 40 respondents want to stop their
business. An extended analysis shows that older individuals (aged 62 and over)
and farmers who have a farm size of less than 30 ha want to stop their business.
Of the surveyed farm owners, 89.0% are satisfied with their business in general.
The differences in opinions are not significant between the subregions and
among the municipalities. A negative opinion was expressed by 58 or 10.9%
respondents. The level of significance 0<0.0001, then, if compared to the
criterion p<0.05, one can conclude that their future plans are strongly
associated with their present business assessment.
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According to the data analysis (Table 8), in Zemgale-1 the most active are the
small farm owners who said they would likely make changes in their business
specialisation. Of this group of respondents, 74% might stop doing their
business, whereas the large farms reject such a possibility.
Table 8
Assessment of business diversification possibilities by farm size group in
subregion Zemgale-1, %

Retain Develop Sto
Farm size present business Specialise in farmi P
A . N X arming,
group, ha business, | diversification, agriculture, % N
)
% %
Less than 30 38.6 40.6 40.5 74.1
30.1 -50 16.4 18.8 12.2 11.1
50.1 -70 114 8.3 14.9 3.7
70.1 — 200 18.6 19.8 18.9 11.1
More than 200 15.0 12.5 13.5 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: calculated by the author based on survey results
In Zemgale-2, the respondents’ answers indicate that the farm size groups of
less than 30 ha and 30-50 ha were interested in restructuring their farms.
Among almost all the farm size groups, there are 5.6-38% individuals who
might stop their business, whereas the large farms reject such a possibility.
Farmers among all the farm size groups wanted to specialise in agriculture, and
these indicators are similar, except the farm size group of 50-70 ha with 9.3%
of the respondents. Farmers among all the farm size groups expressed a
possibility to engage in the diversification of rural economy, the strongest
activity was presented by the small farms — 35% of the total number of
respondents in this survey category.
A wish to continue the specialisation that was already started was equally
expressed by all the farms of this size group, except the farm size group of 50 —
70 ha, in which it was 7.9% of the total number of this group farms. Similar
results were presented by all the farm size groups in Zemgale-2 regarding the
issues studied (Table 9).

Table 9

Assessment of business diversification possibilities by farm size group in
subregion Zemgale-2, %

Farm size | Retain present| Develop business| Specialise in Stop

group, ha business, % | diversification, % | agriculture, % | farming, %
Lidz 30 23.8 35.0 27.9 38.9
30.1-50 20.8 18.3 20.9 27.8
50.1 -70 7.9 13.3 9.3 5.6
70.1 — 200 24.7 16.7 25.6 27.7
Virs 200 22.8 16.7 16.3 0.0
Kopa 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: calculated by the author based on survey results
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Greater differences were observed for the farm size group of 50 — 70 ha — in
some positions, there were even 7 times lower indicators.

To find out the opinions of farmers and the justification for their decision, a
question — Who suggested and encouraged you to start the business
diversification? — was included in the survey. The result of answers is
presented in Fig.6.
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25%

O Economic processes B Personal conditions
OKnowledge and skills gained

Source: calculated by the author based on the survey, 2010
Fig.6. Factors promoting business diversification in Zemgale region, %

Fig.3 explicitly presents the answers given by the respondents: 54% of them
affirmed that the economic processes encouraged them to start business
diversification, in 25% cases an impulse was given by the knowledge and skills
gained in a multifunctional way, while personal conditions, knowledge, and
suggestions urged 21% of the respondents. Significant differences in answers at
the levels of subregions and municipalities were not identified.

The main hindering factors mentioned by the owners of household plots and the
farmers were “additional burden” — it was mentioned by 30.6% or 173
respondents, while the second largest problem for 24.2% or 137 respondents
was “lack of funds”, as well as “lack of resources” — for 14.8% or 84
respondents. Only 15.0% respondents pointed “lack of knowledge or skills”. As
an insignificant problem, “lack of family support” was mentioned by 8.8% or
50 respondents.

To find out an objective opinion on the prospects for a business
diversification model in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 of Zemgale
planning region, the author assigned a numerical value to each response option
(positive — 1, more positive — 0.5, more negative than positive — minus 0.5, and
negative — minus 1).

The main goal of the survey was to ascertain whether rural residents want to
engage in business diversification activities producing income and what
activities exactly. The survey result is summarised in Fig.7.
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Fig.7. Assessment of business diversification activities producing
income in Zemgale region

The survey data analysis shows that of 631 respondents, 161 or 25.5% do not
want to change anything on their farm regarding diversification. An extended
analysis indicates that the main kinds of occupation of these respondents are:
crop farming for 47 respondents, livestock farming — 45, and crop-livestock
farming for 33 rural businessmen. As regards the diversification of rural
economy in Zemgale planning region, many respondents were interested in
processing of agricultural products. In this activity, 90 farmers or 14.3% of the
respondents were interested. Rural tourism had a more than 10% share in the
survey answers with 86 or 13.6% respondents, and off-farm services were
popular (71 or 11.3%). Other industries, wood-processing, including furniture
production and energy production received more than 5% of the answers.
A large interest was expressed for handicrafts — 4.6% of the respondents
considered it.
Further in the research, the author made an analysis of responses by subregion
of Zemgale (Table 3).

Table 3
Occupational choices of residents interested in farm diversification in

Zemgale region

Responses Subregions, %
Zemgale-1 Zemgale-2
Wood-processing, including furniture production 7.5 6.8
Rural tourism 14.8 11.9
Off-farm services 11.2 11.3
Energy production 6.9 4.2
Other industry 4.6 10.9
Processing of agricultural products 16.3 11.5
Handicrafts 5.2 3.7
Retail sales 2.8 3.8
Production of fish, crawfish 2.7 5.6
Forestry 1.1 6.7
No, I do not wish it 269 23.6
Total 100 100

Source: calculated by the author based on the survey, 2010
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According to Table 2 and the calculation result, 26.9% of the survey
respondents in subregion Zemgale-1 do not wish to search for a possibility to
diversify their rural business, which is 3.3%-points more than in Zemgale-2. Of
all the respondents, 16.3% in Zemgale-1 and 11.5% in Zemgale-2 wished to
engage in processing of agricultural products. Rural tourism, too, was popular;
14.8% of the respondents (54 answers) in Zemgale-1 were interested in it,
while in Zemgale-2 it was 11.9%, which is 2.9%-points less than in the first
subregion. The farmers of both subregions regarded off-farm services as an
appropriate occupation on their farm, respectively 11.2% and 11.3% of them
supported this idea. As regards energy production, the rural businessmen of
Zemgale-1 (6.9%) were more interested in it than those of subregion Zemgale-2
(4.2%). The respondents of Zemgale-2 were more interested in forestry (6.7%),
production of fish and crawfish (6.7%), and other industries (10.9%). The
author assumes that it may be the production of Roman snails, red worms,
mushrooms, large cranberries, and other non-traditional berries and animals. A
large share of responses belonged to handicrafts: 5.2% in Zemgale-1 and 3.7%
in Zemgale-2.

Business diversification allows increasing the value added of products
produced on farms and developing competitive farms that employ the labour
force all year long.

5. BUSINESS DIVERSIFICATION POSSIBILITIES ON
THE FARMS OF ZEMGALE REGION

The chapter contains 14 pages, 8 tables, and 3 figures.

5.1. Assessment of the present kinds of occupation on the farms of
subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2

After the discussion on the need for the diversification of rural businesses and
its possibilities and the analysis of the promoting and hindering factors were
completed, the experts of the focus group expressed their opinion on the present
situation on farms in their regions — in which diversification industries farmers
have to engage now. To produce a report, it was assumed that income from
economic activity equals 100%. Rural traditional businesses and businesses for
diversification are included in this income structure. After summarising the
information obtained, the author produced a report on the existing situation in
subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 by farm size group.

The expert opinions affirmed the effect of economic and geographic factors on
the specialisation of farms diversifying their business.
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Table 11
Income structure by kind of economic activity on farms in subregions
Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2, %

Kind of economic activity Zemgale-1 | Zemgale-2
1. Agriculture 78.0 68.8
1.1. Crop farming 38.6 13.2
1.2. Crop-livestock farming 24.7 41.6
1.3. Livestock farming 14.7 13.6
2. Business diversification 22.0 312
2.1. Forestry 4.2 5.0
2.2. Wood-processing, including production

of furniture 0.8 1.5
2.3. Rural tourism 3.1 0.3
2.4. Off-farm services 3.9 3.7
2.5. Processing of agricultural products 34 6.5
2.6. Handicrafts 1.9 1.8
2.7. Energy production 0.6 0.8
2.8. Production of fish and crawfish 2.7 2.9
2.9. Other industries 1.4 2.6

Source: calculated by the author based on survey results
The survey result (Table 11) showed the trend in business diversification on
the farms of the subregions of Zemgale region. Agriculture is more popular in
subregion Zemgale-1 compared to Zemgale-2 by 9.2%. Mostly crop farming
dominates, which is 23.4% more than in subregion Zemgale-2. The production
of products of crop-livestock farming is specific to subregion Zemgale-2.
The diversification of businesses in subregion Zemgale-2 is 11.2% higher than
in subregion Zemgale-1. Rural tourism dominates in subregion Zemgale-1,
while the farmers of subregion Zemgale-2 are interested in the processing of
agricultural products.
An objective assessment of business diversification possibilities can be
obtained if the opinions expressed by the experts on small (less than 30 ha) and
large farms (more than 200 ha) are compared. According to the experts and the
author, there are significant differences in business diversification between
small and large farms.
Table 12
Business diversification possibilities on small and large farms from the
viewpoint of the experts of subregion Zemgale-1, %

Small farms with Large farms
. . - less than 30 ha with more than
Kind of economic activity 200 ha
1. Agriculture 30-85 80-95
1.1. Crop farming 0-40 40-90
1.2. Crop-livestock farming 6 —60 5-41
1.3. Livestock farming 0-60 0-24
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Ending of Table 12

Small farms with
less than 30 ha

Large farms
with more than

Kind of economic activity 200 ha
2. Business diversification 15-70 5-20
2.1. Forestry 0-7 0-9
2.2. Wood-processing, including production

of furniture 0-2 0-1
2.3. Rural tourism 2-25 0-4
2.4. Off-farm services 0-13 0-38
2.5. Processing of agricultural products 0-—12 0-6
2.6. Handicrafts 0-9 0
2.7. Energy production 0 0-4
2.8. Production of fish and crawfish 0-30 0-2
2.9. Other industries 0-4 0-2

Source: calculated by the author based on information provided by the experts

Table 12 shows that based on the lowest values, a possibility to engage in
agriculture on the small farms is 2.7 times lower than on the largest farms in
subregion Zemgale-1. Yet the highest values differ only by 10 percentage
points. One of the greatest differences is observed in crop farming where the
lowest values differ by 40 percentage points, while the highest ones — by 50.
The small farms dominate in business diversification where the highest values

differ by 50 percentage points.

The situation in subregion Zemgale-2 is similar (Table 13).

Table 13

Business diversification possibilities on small and large farms from the
viewpoint of the experts of subregion Zemgale-2, %

Small farms with
less than 30 ha

Large farms
with more than

Kind of economic activity 200 ha
1. Agriculture 25-75 80 -90
1.1. Crop farming 0-20 0-55
1.2. Crop-livestock farming 4 - 60 16 — 90
1.3. Livestock farming 0-27 0-2
2. Business diversification 25-75 10-20
2.1. Forestry 0-15 0-5
2.2. Wood-processing, including production

. 0-8 0-1
of furniture
2.3. Rural tourism 5-18 0-4
2.4. Off-farm services 0-12 2-6
2.5. Processing of agricultural products 0-50 0-10
2.6. Handicrafts 0-10 0-2
2.7. Energy production 0 0-5
2.8. Production of fish and crawfish 0-—12 0-1
2.9. Other industries 0-9 0-2

Source: calculated by the author based on information provided by the experts
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Based on the lowest values, a possibility to engage in agriculture on the small
farms is 55 percentage points lower than on the largest farms in subregion
Zemgale-2 (Table 13). Yet the highest values differ by 15 percentage points.
Business diversification is more appropriate in subregion Zemgale-2. One of
the greatest differences is observed in crop-livestock farming where the lowest
values differ by 8 percentage points, while the highest ones — by 30. The small
farms dominate in business diversification where the highest values differ by 55
percentage points.

5.2. Farm models in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2
of Zemgale region

Given the economic and geographic position of subregions Zemgale-1 and
Zemgale-2, other factors affecting business diversification, and the expert
assessments, the author developed three business models for farms by their area
for subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2:
e less than 70 ha — small farms;
e 70.1-200 ha — medium farms;
e more than 200 ha — large farms.
The development of the models was based on the author’s research summarised
in Chapters 1, 2, and 3, information on the results of a survey of agricultural
land in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2, changes in the number of hours
worked in rural regions, as well as on the number of unemployed individuals in
the municipalities. The opinion of farmers on the need for and possibilities of
business diversification and the factors promoting and hindering business
diversification were taken into account: natural and climatic factors, soil
resources, human resources, economic and political factamsd their criteria.
In all the models, agriculture has the leading and determining role in the
structure of income from economic activity. Agriculture is and will be a priority
in Zemgale.
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[ Model for farms of less than 70 ha ]

- L

[ Income from economic activity

Subregion Zemgale-1
Income from economic activity —
100%

Agriculture — 70 %

Crop farming

Crop-livestock farming

Subregion Zemgale-2
Income from economic activity
—100%
Agriculture — 60 %
Crop-livestock farming

Livestock farming

Business diversification — 30 9
Off-farm services

Rural tourism

Processing  of  agricultural Processing of agricultural

kproducts / k products /

Source: constructed by the author, 2011
Fig.5. Business diversification model for farms with an area
of less than 70 ha

Business diversification — 40 %
Forestry
Rural tourism

The author points that the models that were developed are general and based on
a summary of the expert opinions. Every farm needs an individual approach,
taking into account its endogenous factors.

According to the author’s calculation result, the income from agriculture ranges

within 65.0-80.7% of the total income in the diversification model for farms

with an area of less than 70 ha in subregion Zemgale-1 (Fig.5). In the

calculation, the author determined that an optimal level is 70%.

e The leading industry is crop farming — winter cereals — food grain, as soils
are fertile, a relief is smooth, and fields are large. Soils are appropriate for
vegetables, the sales market is closely located — a town.

e  Crop-livestock farming — farms produce both crop and livestock products
for the market; crop farming: vegetables, grains. Crop farming is
supplemented with livestock farming — production of milk and beef, which
is based on wholesome pastures. Non-standard products of crop farming
are used for pigs, and pork is produced for the domestic market. Poultry
and eggs are produced for the consumption of local residents. Farmer
cooperation has to be well-developed for milk sales. It is possible to sell
dairy products through direct sales — fresh milk, curds, cream, and cheese,
as towns are closely located.

In the business diversification model for farms with an area of less than 70 ha,

the income from business diversification accounts for 15-30%. The average

indicator is 30%.

Income from the diversification industries:
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e off-farm services— machinery services in tilling land, maintenance and
repair services, and purchase of felling areas and logging. Farms have a
sufficient capacity to provide off-farm services;

e rural tourism services: active tourism, agritourism are closely related to
other industries — livestock farming: horse riding, small livestock
watching, handicrafts, products of agriculture and non-traditional
agriculture (production organic products, drying and packaging of herbs
and spice plants, wine and beer production, production and preparation of
Roman snails, processing of agricultural products), forestry, non-
traditional agriculture, bathhouse services, and other industries, cognitive
tourism — cultural and historical objects, farms of business diversification
(small livestock, exotic birds etc.). A good quality infrastructure as well
as the proximity to potential customers — Riga and other cities promote
rural tourism;

e processing of agricultural products — processing of dairy industry
products — for direct sales: packed milk, curds, butter, cheese, whey, and
buttermilk;

e processing of pork — smoked pork, production of sub-products;

e  processing of poultry — smoked poultry;

e draying of herbs, spice plants, berries, and fruits — farmers have to
cooperate to purchase capacious technologies.

In subregion Zemgale-2 the income from agriculture ranges within 25-75% of

the total income. According to the author’s calculation result, it is on average

60%, which is 10%-points less than in subregion Zemgale-1. The economic and

geographic factors affect it.

In the agricultural industry, crop-livestock farming, which produces income,

dominates:

e crop farming — spring cereals — grain for feed, potatoes; subregion
Zemgale-2 features a more continental climate and less sunshine; therefore,
it is more suited for spring cereals as well as its soils are better suited for
growing potatoes;

e livestock farming — dairy and meat livestock, sheep and goats, ducks and
geese, and rabbits. The relief of subregion Zemgale-2 is hillier, soil
properties are appropriate for growing grasses; therefore, livestock farming
is more suited for this subregion.

In the total income structure in subregion Zemgale-2, the income from business

diversification ranges within 25-75%; according to the author’s calculation

result, the average level is 40% of total income.

Processing of agricultural productsis associated with crop farming, livestock

farming, rural tourism, handicrafts, production of fish and crawfish, and other

industries. Cow milk processing is specific to subregion Zemgale-2 — cheese
and butter that have a longer expiration period, as sales markets are far away
from suppliers; sheep and goat products: milk processing — cheese; meat
products; leather production — raw materials for handicrafts; wool — threads and

&9



felt for handicrafts; ducks, geese, rabbits — slaughtering, refrigeration — finished
products for the market, as well as by-products (feather, leather). Bee products
— honey and packing of pollen, beeswax for making candles.

Rural tourism — it offers recreation and helps to get familiar with the local
culture and traditions to interested individuals. Rural tourism is also related to
other industries: forestry, wood-processing, including furniture production, off-
farm services, processing of agricultural products, handicrafts, production of
fish and crawfish, and other industries.

Forestry — maintenance and exploitation of forests and reafforestation —
sanitary fellings and removal of wind-broken trees related also to rural tourism,
non-traditional farming (beekeeping), and other industries. Preparation of
firewood for own consumption on farms and for sales. Additional uses of
forests — haymaking, livestock grazing, placing of bee-gardens, gathering of
berries, hazelnuts, mushrooms, herbs, and moss. According to the significance
of resources — production of resin, juices, stumps, bast, peel, tree branches,
leafage (leaves, needles), buds, Christmas tress, birch-boughs, and other
decorative materials.

[ Model for farms of 71-200 ha ]
[ Income from economic activity ]
I I I I
v
Subregion Zemgale-1 Subregion Zemgale-2
Income from economic activity — Income from economic activity
100% —100%
Agriculture — 80 % Agriculture — 80 %
Crop farming Crop-livestock farming
Crop-livestock farming Livestock farming
Business diversification — 20 9 Business diversification — 20 %
Forestry Forestry
Off-farm services Rural tourism
Processing  of  agricultural Processing of agricultural

Kproducts j k products j

Source: constructed by the author, 2011
Fig.6. Business diversification model for farms with
an area of 71-200 ha

According to the author’s calculation result, the income from agriculture ranges
within 60-90% of the total income in the diversification model for farms with
an area of 71-200 ha in subregion Zemgale-1 In the calculation, the author
determined that an optimal level is 80%.
The income from business diversification accounts for 10-40% of the total
income (Fig.6), the average indicator, according to the author, is 20%.
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e The main agricultural industry is crop farming — winter cereals — food
grain, vegetables, as well as rapeseed.

e Crop-livestock farming. In the same way as on small farms, products of
crop farming and crop-livestock farming are produced for the market:
vegetables, grain, and rapeseed. Livestock farming is supplemented with
crop farming — production of milk and beef, as this subregion has a
sufficient area of wholesome pastures. Non-standard products and rapeseed
oil cakes are a resource for producing quality livestock products. Milk is
sold in a centralised way through dairy cooperatives or in cooperation with
milk processing plants, in exceptional cases farm owners sell dairy
products in direct sales.

The income from business diversification accounts for 10-30% in the business

diversification model for farms with an area of 71-200 ha. The average

indicator is 20%.

Forestry is in the first position — it generates additional income to farms owing

to forest maintenance activities, a rational and planned use of forests, as well as

harvesting, processing, and sales of wood and non-wood products.

Off-farm services— use of available resources in tilling land, providing various

services, etc.

Processing of agricultural products— processing of dairy products that are

sold in direct sales (in the market) and public catering; dairy and meat products.

According to the author’s calculation result, the income from agriculture ranges

within 70-90% of the total income in subregion Zemgale-2 the average level is

80%, which is 10%-points lower than in subregion Zemgale-1.

In the agricultural industry, crop-livestock farming, which produces income,

dominates:

e crop farming — rapeseed, grain for food and feed, and potatoes. The farms
of this size group have a sufficiently large area to introduce crop rotation;
therefore, rapeseed may be grown in accordance with agrotechnological
standards. It is possible to grow winter cereals (in case of being destroyed
by frost, a crop is changed for another crop, for instance, spring rapeseed
or spring cereals);

e livestock farming — dairy and meat farming. Subregion Zemgael-2 is more
suited for growing quality grasses and other feed crops.

The income from business diversification accounts for 10-30% of the total

income, the average indicator, according to the author, is 20%.

Forestry — additional income of farms consists of products of deciduous and

coniferous wood (for instance, firewood) and non-wood products (berries,

mushrooms, moss etc.) as well as other forest resources: juices, bast, Christmas
tress, birch-boughs, etc.

Rural tourism is mainly related to guest houses offering various services —

organisation of festivities, various sport and recreational activities requiring a

larger room and an outdoor territory.
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Processing of agricultural products— processing of milk mostly dominates
on farms with an area of 71-200 ha. Pressing of rapeseed and flax oils, as yields
of the mentioned crops is significantly lower than in subregion Zemgale-1, thus
the value added of products is increased and a quality feed additive is produced
for dairy and meat farming.

According to the author’s calculation result, the income from agriculture ranges

within 80-95% of the total income in the diversification model for farms with

an area of more than 200 ha in subregion Zemgale-1 In the calculation, the

author determined that an optimal level is 90%.

e The dominating agricultural industry is crop farming — cereals and
rapeseed, as these farms use modern and progressive technologies and
make contracts with agricultural processors, as well as farm owners are
members of cooperatives.

e  Crop-livestock farming. Of products of crop farming, rapeseed and food
grain are sold. Farms are strongly specialised in dairy farming.

Farm owners are cooperative members of the corresponding industries;

therefore, sales of their products are guaranteed.

Model for farms of more than 200 ha ]
[ Income from economic activity ]
I
v
Subregion Zemgale-1 Subregion Zemgale-2
Income from economic activity — Income from economic activity
100% —100%
Agriculture — 90 % Agriculture — 85 %
Crop farming Crop-livestock farming
Crop-livestock farming Business diversification — 15 %
Business diversification — 10 9 Off-farm services
Forestry Processing of agricultural
Processing  of  agricultural products
products Energy production

kEnergy production / k /

Source: constructed by the author, 2011
Fig.7. Business diversification model for farms with an area of more
than 200 ha
The income from business diversification accounts for 5-20% in the
diversification model for farms with an area of more than 200 ha (Fig.7).
According to the author’s calculation result, 10% of income is gained from the
diversification industries in the diversification model for farms with an area of
more than 200 ha.
Income from the diversification industries:
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Forestry — an additional source of income gained from forest maintenance
activities (wind-broken trees), a rational (non-wood forest products) and
planned (sanitary fellings) use of forests.

Processing of agricultural products — cooperatives are established for
processing and selling milk and meat. Pressing of rapeseed and flax oils as well
as grain processing for the Latvian market.

Energy production — energy facilities, which will meet the needs of farms for
thermal and electrical energy, have to be constructed on livestock and crop
farms.

In subregion Zemgale-2 the income from agriculture ranges within 80-90% of
the total income. According to the author’s calculation result, it is on average
85%, which is 5%-points less than in subregion Zemgale-1. The larger are the
farms, the more differences in income from agriculture decline.

In the agricultural industry, crop-livestock farming dominates: crop farming-
rapeseed, grain for food and feed, and potatoes. The farms of this size group
have a sufficiently large area to introduce crop rotation; therefore, rapeseed
may be grown in accordance with agrotechnological standards. It is possible to
grow winter cereals (in case of being destroyed by frost, a crop is changed for
another crop, for instance, spring rapeseed or spring cereals).

The income from business diversification accounts for 10-20% of the total
income in subregion Zemgale-2, the average indicator, according to the author,
is 15%.

Off-farm services — maintenance and repair services for machinery, land
tillage, purchase of felling areas and logging, etc. Farm owners have sufficient
human resources and a sufficient capacity of machinery.

Processing of agricultural products— milk, meat, oil plants, grain processing
for the consumption of local residents in subregion Zemgale-2.

Energy production — it is mainly produced for own consumption, using
manure and plant resources.

The models were developed for the subregions, taking into account the sizes of
farms, the expert recommendations, and the author’s calculations. The models
are recommendable; when developing a business diversification model for a
particular farm, its endogenous factors have to be taken into consideration.

CONCLUSIONS

1. Business diversification is the expansion of the range of farm economic
activities. Geographic, social, economic, and political aspects as well as
globalisation are important for business diversification.

2. Business diversification enables farms (enterprises) to increase their
production efficiency — to rationally exploit their resources of production
(labour, long-term investments); to restructure farms efficiently and
operationally; to attract new customers and provide a wider range of
services to the existing cooperation partners; to continue family traditions
by the new generation; to create new permanent and seasonal jobs.
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10.

94

The following groups of legal acts, which regulate business diversification,
have to be observed by the farms of Zemgale planning region: legal acts of
the Republic of Latvia, general normative documents, normative
documents regulating economic activity in rural territories, normative
documents regulating business diversification. The legal framework,
analysed in the research, is closely related to institution groups associated
with business diversification in Zemgale planning region.

The main and determining factor in rural business diversification is
individuals living in rural areas. The rural population ages in Zemgale, as
the percentage of individuals under working age to those over working age
is 80% in subregion Zemgale-1, while in subregion Zemgale-2 this
indicator is 69%. There is a large number of unemployed individuals: in
total 10758 in subregion Zemgale-1, including 3764 long-term
unemployed, while in subregion Zemgale-2 these indicators are
respectively 5293 and 1927. It causes threats to the implementation of
business diversification possibilities.

Soils are different in Zemgale planning region in terms of quality
evaluation. The land quality evaluation in subregion Zemgale-1 ranges
from 38 points (in Vecumnieki municipality) to 62 points (in Rundale
municipality), while in subregion Zemgale-2 it ranges from 33 (in Plavinas
municipality) to 47 points (in Skriveri municipality).

Of the total output in Latvia, almost 41% of grain, 32% of potatoes, and
45% of vegetables are produced in Zemgale. Crop farming dominates in
the income structure of subregion Zemgale-1.

Livestock products produced in Zemgale planning region have a
significant position in the production structure of livestock products of
Latvia. The income from livestock products dominates in the income
structure of farms in subregion Zemgale-2.

The forest resources of Zemgale have to be regarded as economically very
important that stabilise the economy of farms. The forest area is 33.5% of
total area in subregion Zemgale-1, while in subregion Zemgale-2 it is
55.9%. Non-wood forest resources are often the only possibility to tackle
family income problems in rural areas.

Mainly the farm owners in subregion Zemgale-2 are interested in business
diversification. This process is confirmed by the approved projects that
provide support for restructuring semi-subsistent farms, as 2.9 times more
projects and, therefore, 2.9 times larger funds are allocated for it, whereas
the public funds allocated for the afforestation of unutilised agricultural
land for the first time is 1.9 times larger than in subregions Zemgale-1.

The income from the production of agricultural products dominates in the
income structure of farms in Zemgale planning region: the income from
crop farming prevails in subregion Zemgale-1 and that from livestock
farming — in subregion Zemgale-2.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

The income from business diversification has a considerable share in the
income structure of farms. In subregion Zemgale-1, it is provided by such
industries as forestry, off-farms services, rural tourism, and processing of
agricultural products. Other kinds of services, which were not defined in
the survey, dominate in subregion Zemgale-2.

The owners of farms, especially small ones, have a positive attitude to the
possibilities of business diversification in both subregions.

Economic processes and personal conditions promote the development of
business diversification. As the hindering factors, large burden, lack of
funds, knowledge, and skills are usually mentioned. The survey result
showed that the respondents would prefer to be paid employees.

The experts in subregion Zemgale-1 believe that the reduction of business
risk, the avoidance of a bankruptcy situation, as well as a possibility to
increase the valued added of products produced on farms and the
foundation of competitive farms employing a labour force all year long are
important for business diversification.

In subregion Zemgale-2, the discussion participants considered the idea of
restructuring their farm by engaging in the diversification industries of
rural economy. They set the exploitation of natural and all other kinds of
local resources and the transition to a rational and economical use of these
resources as their main tasks.

Support in especially needed to societies, subsistence farms, as well as new
families (initial capital, national government and/or EU support,
availability of bank loans).

In the business diversification model for farms with an area of less than
70 ha in subregion Zemgale-1, the income from agriculture accounts for
70% of the total farm income, and income from crop farming dominates.
The diversification of business provides 30% of total income; it consists of
income from off-farm services, rural tourism, and processing of
agricultural products. On farms in subregion Zemgale-2, the largest income
is provided by forestry, rural tourism, and processing of agricultural
products.

In the business diversification model for farms with an area of 71 — 200 ha
in subregion Zemgale-1, the income from agriculture accounts for 80% of
the total farm income. This is income of farms that sell either only crop
products or crop and livestock products. The diversification of business
provides only a fifth of total farm income — this is income from forestry,
off-farm services, and processing of agricultural products. In this model in
subregion Zemgale-2, the income from agriculture accounts for 80% of the
total farm income. Such farms are engaged in selling products of crop-
livestock farming and livestock farming. The share of diversification
industries is 20% of total farm income provided by forestry, rural tourism,
and processing of agricultural products.
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19. In the business diversification model for farms with an area of more than
200 ha in subregion Zemgale-1, the income from agriculture accounts for
90% of the total farm income; the specialisation of farms is crop farming
or production of crop and livestock products. Income from business
diversification is provided by forestry, processing of agricultural products,
and energy production. In subregion Zemgale-2, the agricultural industry
provides 85% of total farm income, and farms sell crop and livestock
products. The income from business diversification accounts for 15%, and
it consists of off-farm services, processing of agricultural products, and
energy production.

20. Although ones and the same industries are included in the business
diversification models for the subregions, their directions of activity,
affected by the economic and geographic factors, are significantly
different.

21. The business diversification models are general and suited for the
economic and geographic factors in subregions Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2.
To have the models introduced in the economic activity of a particular
farm, the endogenous factors of every farm have to be taken into account.

22. The development of business diversification is closely related to rural
development. Therefore, studies have to be continued to economically
assess particular kinds of occupation, including paid employment outside
farms.

23. The research agenda developed for the PhD paper is completed, the
urgency of the topic was proven, the research tasks were accomplished, the
hypothesis was proven, and the research aim was achieved: the
diversification of business on the farms of Zemgale region was
investigated and the business diversification models for subregions
Zemgale-1 and Zemgale-2 were developed.

SUGGESTIONS TO SOLVE THE MAIN PROBLEMS

Problem 1

The farm owners are passive in introducing the rural diversification industries

on their farms.
Suggestions to solve the problem

1. The Latvian Rural Advisory and Training Centre (LLKC) has to improve
the availability of public information and extend the functions of Internet
tools on possibilities, technologies, marketing, and other issues of rural
business diversification, so that rural residents can assess their ideas and
business diversification possibilities.

2. Within measures of the National Rural Network, LLKC has to develop a
program for rural residents who are not yet engaged in income-producing
diversification industries. The program consists of three stages.
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2.1. A series of seminars on the legislation of the European Union and
Latvia, tax policy, support of national and other institutions, and
rights, duties, and responsibilities of farm owners has to be organised
for rural residents. After completing a seminar, it is necessary to find
out together with experts whether the capacity — knowledge,
experience, and availability of long-term investments and operational
funds — is sufficient to start business diversification activities. During
the course of conversation, it has to be ascertained whether residents
are ready to engage in the diversification of rural businesses.

2.2. After a course of lectures on business diversification is completed at
the end of training, course participants have to be familiarised with
practices of such kind of activity. Based on the models developed and
advised in the PhD paper, an action program regarding introducing an
intended kind of activity on a farm has to be developed. It has to be
discussed together with experts, and a decision on the implementation
of an idea has to be made.

2.3. If a decision on introducing a business diversification activity on a
farm is made, an advantage of participating in experience exchange
trips across Latvia and EU countries has to be taken to be familiarised
with cases of successful and unsuccessful business. Experts assist in
elaborating a business plan, keeping accounting records and
providing advice in marketing, and in attracting funds. Interested
farmers cooperate with “business gardens” and receive advice on
accounting, economic and other problems.

The programs “Support for New Farmers” and “Support for Restructuring

Semi-subsistence Farms” have to be restored, only their regulations have to

be changed (age restrictions up to 50 years of age, a period of program

implementation is 3 years).

Problem 3
More attention has to be paid to the reduction of administrative burden for

business at various stages of its development.

1.

Suggestions to solve the problem

Expert groups for particular rural industries (tourism, small-scale
processing, handicrafts, production of alternative energy, forestry, etc.), in
which representatives of the Food and Veterinary Service, the National
Environmental Service, the State Revenue Service, the Ministry of
Agriculture, the Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional
Development, the Rural Support Service, commercial banks, LLKC, and
other control and advisory institutions participate, have to be established.
The expert groups analyse the present situation, assess, develop, and
submit bureaucracy reduction proposals to corresponding institutions,
which would facilitate making amendments in the legislation, regulations
of the Cabinet of Ministers, taxes, and rural support measures, etc.

97



Representatives of the expert groups participate in discussing proposals
submitted by them at various institutions and defend a position and
proposals of an expert group.

Problem 4
The availability of bank loans for innovations of higher risk is insufficient.
Suggestions to solve the problem

Within the National Rural Network, LLKC accounting specialists have to
train interested farmers and assist them in putting in order their accounting
records, so that it is an instrument for developing a business plan in a
correct way.

Legally correct contracts among a bank, a bank customer, and a purchaser
of services from a bank customer have to be made, setting responsibilities
and duties in these contracts and also sanctions in case of failure to meet
contract stipulations, as the most significant obstacles in purchasing
machinery and equipment is the lack of funds that could be solved by
farmer cooperation.

Bank professionals have to regularly participate in activities held for
farmers and familiarise them with bank offers — funding possibilities and
services.

Regular, targeted, and coordinated cooperation has to be established
between bank professionals and experts on rural business diversification.

Problem 5
Small farm owners are not able to calculate the cost of their products, and

they plan their cash flow insufficiently and not always prepare their financial
plans.

1.

2.

Suggestions to solve the problem

Accounting records have to be kept in a way that they may be used for
calculating gross margins and planning and analysing cash flows.
Economic activities have to be regularly analysed depending on the kind of
occupation.

Farm production plans (short-term ones for 1 year and long-term ones for 5
years), which are corrected according to the existing situation, have to be
developed.

Problem 6

Conclusions on business diversification, which were drawn in scientific studies,
so far are not popular among farmers and are slowly introduced in practical life.
To draw a larger attention of farmers to business diversification possibilities, it
is necessary to hold several informative activities.
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Suggestions to solve the problem

Information on related studies has to be provided in periodical publications
in which farmers are interested (magazines “Saimnieks” and “Praktiskais
Latvietis”, newspapers “Latvijas Avize”, etc.);

Research results have to be published in the LLKC publication “Lauku
Lapa”;

Regularly — once a quarter — rural development experts have to be
familiarised with the newest research results and their implementation on
farms;

Oral translation into Latvian has to be provided at scientific conferences, as
well as Latvian reporters have to present their research in the Latvian
language, thus assisting listeners to better comprehend the issues discussed
at conferences.
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