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Abstract

Motivation: The need for balance in the social, environmental and economic develop-
ments has been explored by numerous academic disciplines and fostered the implementa-
tion of subsequent political agendas both at the global and local levels. The 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development adopted by the United Nations in 2015 is an example of an
international initiative for sustainable development. All the goals of the Agenda were
determined in view of global civilizational challenges, but in order for them to be imple-
mented various stakeholders have to be involved, and projects on a national, regional,
and local scale have to be carried out. Given the postulate of creating multilateral public
and public-private partnerships for sustainable development and the principle of subsidi-
arity, it seems important to take into account the role of self-governing agricultural bodies
in the system, implementing sustainable development goals. Agricultural self-governance
is exercised in Poland through agricultural chambers established as public-law associa-
tions, forming part of the institutional system of public administration. The scope of tasks
performed by these agricultural chambers covers matters of agriculture and rural develop-
ment, including sustainable development.

Aim: In her study the author seeks to answer the questions of whether the self-governing
agricultural bodies in Poland are the key entities in the implementation of the postulates
of sustainable development, or whether the competences of these agricultural chambers
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allow them to fully use the social potential of farmers for the dissemination of the concept
of sustainable development.

Results: The results of the survey demonstrate that the self-governing agricultural bodies
play only a superficial role in the implementation of the sustainable development pos-
tulates. Although these agricultural chambers are formally established in the public law
system, they do not have sufficient executive power, or material, human and financial
resources to engage in effective action. The potential of the self-governing agricultural
bodies to achieve the goals of sustainable development is not being fully used.

Keywords: sustuainable development; sustuainable development goals; self-governing agricultural
bodies; tusks and competences of agricultural chambers
JEL: K19; P32; Q56; Q58; Z18

1. Introduction

The challenges of modern civilization (poverty, hunger, environmental pollu-
tion, climate change, limited natural resources, overproduction and excessive
consumption, unequal access to public services, human rights violations, and so
on) have raised public awareness of the importance of sustainable development.
That is why this concept continues to be addressed by the academic community,
central and local government institutions, business, non-governmental organi-
zations, and many other entities responsible for development processes.

'The main goal of sustainable development is to achieve a balance in the ar-
eas of economy, society and nature. The specific sustainable development goals
adopted by the UN in 2015 are about providing humanity with high-quality
health care and education, decent work, gender equality, the rule of law, civic
participation, peacekeeping and respect for human rights. In the field of econ-
omy, the need to balance production and consumption is stressed and natu-
ral environment requires rational planning and space management, land use,
and the protection of biodiversity (United Nations, 2015).

In order to maintain the coherence of the various dimensions of sustainable
development, the concept of Policy Coherence for Sustainable Development is
promoted. One of its aims is to promote partnership and cooperation; involve-
ment of regional and local authorities to align priorities and promote coordi-
nated actions to support the implementation of the 2030 Agenda, among other
things (OECD, 2019). This concept is therefore embodied by dialogue and com-
mitment, thanks to which central government, local governments and other key
stakeholders are able to jointly identify problems and challenges, set priorities,
develop action plans and organize resources for sustainable development. Active
involvement of stakeholders at all stages of creating public policies, exchange
of knowledge, and conflict resolution are all methods that foster maintaining
the symmetry of interests of various social groups and raise social awareness, as
a result of which sustainable development goals can be implemented.

Sustainable agriculture and the sustainable development of rural areas repre-
sent a particular challenge. Systems of sustainable food production and adapta-
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tions of agriculture to climate change need to be developed. Investments in rural
infrastructure, access to up-to-date information and expertise remain of crucial
importance. The institutional system is one of the most important determiners
of the implementation of the sustainable development of agriculture and rural
areas. This system is made up of formal and informal instruments, and so all
organized forms of activity, specific principles of their operation, organization
and management methods, applicable legal regulations, as well as knowledge,
behavior and social attitudes.

Goal 16 of the 2030 Agenda is to “(p)romote peaceful and inclusive societies
for sustainable development, provide access to justice for all and build effec-
tive, accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels”; one of the tasks related
to it is to “(e)nsure responsive, inclusive, participatory and representative de-
cision-making at all levels” (United Nations, 2015, p. 25). In the implemen-
tation of the basic goals and tenets of sustainable development, a special role is
undoubtedly assigned to farmers and entities related to agriculture and rural ar-
eas. Given the postulate of creating multilateral public and public-private part-
nerships for sustainable development and the principle of subsidiarity, it seems
justified to address the independent role of self-governing agricultural organiza-
tions in the system for implementing sustainable development goals. Self-gov-
ernance in agriculture in Poland is exercised through agricultural chambers,
established as public-law corporations forming part of the institutional system
of public administration. Among the many tasks of the chambers, promoting
the development of agricultural and rural infrastructure, forming environmen-
tal awareness, as well as information, advisory and promotional activities should
be stressed. The role of agricultural self-governance in shaping the social envi-
ronment of farmers is also important (Zielinski, 2012, pp. 309-314).

The literature on the subject emphasizes that stakeholders’ self-governance
and participation are a means to increase the understanding and effectiveness
of actions; they help to achieve social cohesion; increase transparency and ac-
countability; strengthen the sense of empowerment and people’s ability to learn
and act (Arnstein,1969, pp. 24-34; Bernaciak et al., 2018, p. 120; Pawlewicz
& Pawlewicz, 2010, pp. 71-80). It is impossible to achieve sustainable develop-
ment without social participation, cooperation of various institutions and or-
ganizations, combining various fields of knowledge, and referring to informal
instruments. In Poland, however, public involvement in various public initia-
tives is limited (CBOS, 2018, pp. 4-11; Zielinska & Kraszewski, 2019, pp. 3-21).
Research confirms that local communities, among others, do not have a sense
of empowerment or of real influence on the decision-making process, even
though these are formally provided (CBOS, 2018, pp. 4-11; Szostok-Nowacka,
2019, pp. 142-155).

Agricultural self-governance has been exercised in Poland for over 25 years.
'This temporal perspective makes it possible to analyse current legal solutions
and the practice of agricultural chambers and draw productive conclusions re-
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garding the development of self-governance and its role in the implementation
of sustainable development.

2. Literature review

As early as the end of the 18th century and the beginning of the 19th century,
scholars began observing the problems of growing populations, diminishing
natural resources and the related threats (Mensah, 2019, pp. 6-7). ].B. Say was
“the first among the representatives of classical economics to notice the problem
of environmental pollution as a consequence of production and consumption
processes” (Kotodziejczyk, 2013, p. 5S). Although problems had been identi-
fied earlier, the concept of sustainable development is believed to have been
internationally addressed for the first time at the Stockholm UN Conference
on the Human Environment in 1972. In 1987, the UN’s World Commission
on Environment and Development (WCED, 1987) published a report entitled
Our common future (also known as the Brundtland Report). In the report, sustain-
able development was defined as that which satisfies the needs of the present
generation without compromising the needs of future generations (Pawtowski,
2017, pp. S7-62). This report contributed to the UN’s Conference on Environ-
ment and Development (UNCED), known as the Rio Earth Summit, organ-
ized in 1992. Agenda 21, published after the Earth Summit, recommended that
national strategies take into account the economic, social and environmental
aspects of sustainable development (United Nations, 1992).

Another global plan for achieving sustainable development is the 2030
Agenda adopted at the New York UN summit in 2015 (United Nations, 2015).
The 17 Sustainable Development Goals identified in the 2030 Agenda are in-
tended to contribute to eradicating poverty and hunger, ensuring universal
access to basic services such as water and sustainable energy, creating op-
portunities for development through education and decent work, supporting
the innovation and infrastructure that enhance sustainable production and con-
sumption, reducing global inequalities, protecting oceans and terrestrial eco-
systems, and promoting cooperation between different social actors (Saner et
al., 2019).

Achieving the goals of sustainable development depends on many factors.
One of the most important factors in the sustainable development of rural areas
is the institutional system. The core of the institutional system lies in collective
and organized action to shape, direct and stimulate the behavior of individuals,
in order to for them to develop (Godlow-Legiedz, 2009, p. 16; Hodgson, 2004,
p. 424; North, 1990, pp. 3, 204; Ostrom, 1990, p. 51; Rudolf, 2015, p. 116).

The implementation of the 2030 Agenda and the Sustainable Development
Goals therefore requires appropriate institutional solutions in public and private
sector organizations to include balanced out economic, social and environmen-
tal priorides in the decision-making processes and implementation of public
policies. These organizations also need the strategic vision, capacity and tools
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to anticipate future trends and relationships, and understand the changes they
may bring in the economic, social and environmental areas in order to properly
design solutions for the future. The European Commission (2015, pp. 7, 14) has
identified the effective institutions, as well as the human skills and capabilities
necessary to eradicate poverty and ensure sustainable development. Poptawski
(2000, p. 189) also believes that the general public is largely responsible for
the implementation of the sustainable development postulates. This entails that
public knowledge and skills in the field of environmental, economic and social
care need to be developed (Collste et al., 2017, pp. 921-931). Sustainable de-
velopment goals are mutually closely related. On the one hand, they are com-
plementary, but on the other, they can also trigger contradictions and the need
to seek compromise (Tosun & Leininger, 2017). These issues are of even greater
importance, and deserve more attention as concerns agriculture and rural ar-
eas, since activities related to agriculture and rural areas are closely related
to nature (Adamowicz, & Zwolinska-Ligaj, 2009, p. 21). At the same time, this
close relationship between agriculture and nature is often a source of conflicts
of interests (social interest and the interests of agricultural producers) that may
threaten sustainable development. It is therefore argued that the process of sus-
tainable development has to be participatory in order to be effective and lasting
(Pretty, 1995, pp. 8-18). The implementation of the postulates of sustainable
development is not possible by means of individual, uncoordinated actions.
On the contrary, it requires collective responsibility and the participation of all
key actors. In this context, operating practices based on the principles of par-
ticipation, transparency and accountability are required, which strengthen
democracy and inclusive development (as indicated by Goal 16 of the 2030
Agenda). Studies confirm that cooperation with a wide range of stakeholders
makes public administration and institutions more representative, sustainable
and effective in managing public policies (Chatwin et al., 2019, p. 6; Przybylska
& Giza, 2014, pp. 100-105).

In Poland, agricultural chambers play a crucial role in the field of sustaina-
ble agriculture and rural development. They are the only public-law corpora-
tions among the economic self-governing institutions in Poland (Bandarzewski,
2014; Kmieciak, 2018, pp. 168-177; Walkowiak, 2004, pp. 47-57). Pursuant
to the Acton Agricultural Chambers 0f 1995, they are organizational units of agri-
cultural self-governance, they work in favor of agriculture, have a say in shaping
agricultural policy and participate in its implementation. Agricultural chambers
differ from other business associations by membership in them being obliga-
tory. In line with the state theory of self-governance, the Act on Agricultural
Chambers assumes obligatory membership. Thus, membership of a self-gov-
erning entity is established by law, regardless of the intention of the entities
that meet the criteria specified in the Act. Like local government units, agri-
cultural chambers, as self-governing institutions which associate agricultural
producers by virtue of their obligatory membership, are authorized to represent
the interests of the entities covered by their jurisdiction (Wykretowicz, 2012,
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pp. 79-81). It should be added that the establishment of self-governing entities
is closely related to the concept of the decentralization of the state and is con-
nected with the idea of empowering the farming community by enabling them
to make decisions on matters that concern them, express opinions on the direc-
tions of agricultural policy, and on the development of agriculture and rural ar-
eas. The extent to which the self-governing agricultural entities have an impact
on agriculture is determined by their system, tasks, competences and commit-
ment of their members (Walkowiak, 2012, pp. 295-306).

As mentioned above, the extent to which the postulates of sustainable devel-
opment are implemented is influenced by formal and informal instruments. For-
mal instruments related to self-governing agricultural entities include legal acts
regulating the status and scope of tasks and the administrative power of self-gov-
erning entities, as well as resolutions of agricultural chambers and strategic
documents related to development planning. Formal instruments also include
the statutes of the chambers and organizational regulations of administrative
units servicing self-governing bodies. Apart from formal instruments, there are
many informal ones that complement the former such as opinions, attitudes,
customs, traditions, moral and ethical principles, and opportunistic tenden-
cies (Klimezak, 2001, pp. 30-32). These instruments are particularly impor-
tant in relation to people in power or senior officials working in organizational
structures (Rudolf, 2015, p. 116) (in the case of agricultural chambers, these are
structures at the central, regional and county levels). It is the attitudes of these
leaders, their opinions, and moral and ethical principles that determine their
commitment to the activities of the chamber, the degree to which they identify
with the interests of the chamber’s members and the public interest. What is
important in this context is the social capital represented by farming circles.
Social capital is essential from the point of view of sustainable development,
“both as a regulator of the impact of the economy on the environment, and as
the basis for future development” (Kotodziejczyk, 2013, p. 55). Importantly,
the farming community has unique potential which can be used for the sus-
tainable development of rural areas and agriculture, by applying appropriate,
effective policies (taking into account the social, economic and environmental
aspects) and relevant institutional, formal and informal solutions (Springer et
al., 2020, pp. 1-2).

3. Methods

Summarizing the state of research on the concept of sustainable development
and agricultural self-governance, considerable asymmetry can be identified.
There is a wealth of literature on sustainable development, while little attention
is paid to the self-governing agricultural bodies and their role in disseminating
this concept and implementing the 2030 Agenda.

Therefore, in the study conducted by this author on the formal and informal
conditions for the development of self-governing agricultural bodies in Poland,
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an attempt was also made to answer the questions of whether the self-governing
agricultural bodies in Poland are essential for the implementation of sustainable
development postulates, and whether the competences of agricultural chambers
allow them to fully exploit the social potential of farmers to promote the con-
cept of sustainable development. The research goal has been achieved by ana-
lyzing legal acts, official documents and literature sources, using the descriptive
method, comparative methods and the synthesis of survey results.

Purposive sampling was employed in the survey. The first stage of the study
concerned respondents who were experts. The aim was to find out the opin-
ions of people who shape self-governing structures and actively participate
in the work of the corporate association concerned. These are the leaders of ag-
ricultural chambers in Poland (presidents and vice-presidents of regional cham-
bers, members of the National Council of Agricultural Chambers, delegates
of county councils and office directors). These people can be assumed to care
most about the development of agricultural chambers. The requests for them
to participate in the study and complete the questionnaire were emailed to their
official addresses. The package included a covering letter and a link to the ques-
tionnaire. At the end of the first quarter of 2021, responses were obtained from
89 respondents.

The questionnaire featured questions asking for the assessment of the cur-
rent operating possibilities of self-governing bodies and the scope of their com-
petences; the respondents were also asked to order the self-governing bodies’
competences in terms of their significance, asked about the methods of financing
self-governing bodies, the rules of choosing their authorities; the respondents
could also indicate what, in their opinion, needed to be changed in the function-
ing of these self-governing bodies. The final part of the survey featured ques-
tions about the concept of sustainable development.

The selection of the research sample makes it impossible for the research
results to be generalized for the entire population of members of agricultural
chambers, but does allow the author to interpret them from the point of view
of people with extensive experience in self-governance and who are author-
ized to assess the operation of the self-governing agricultural bodies in Poland
to date.

4. Results

Sustainable development goals were implemented in Poland through the Strat-
egy for responsible development 2020 (with the perspective to continue until 2030)
(Rada Ministrow, 2017). The implementation of the 2030 Agenda at the na-
tional level is coordinated by the Ministry of Development, Labor and Technol-
ogy. The Partnership for the Implementation of the 2030 Agenda in Poland was
initiated in June 2017, and subsequently joined by several hundred entities rep-
resenting various circles. The reports on the partnership implementation show
that only a few of its signatories committed themselves to the protection of nat-
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ural resources (life on land and life under water). There was also little interest
in actions aimed at reducing poverty and hunger. It should be stressed that most
of the entities that joined the partnership for sustainable development represent
the business community, including large corporations (Rada Ministrow, 2018).
The survey results show that many respondents (43%) found it difficult to assess
whether agricultural chambers are sufficiently involved in the implementation
of the 2030 Agenda; 31% believed that agricultural chambers are not involved
in this process to the extent they should be, and 26% of the responses confirmed
sufficient commitment of chambers to the implementation of the 2030 Agenda.

The next question concerned the Strategy for Sustainable Development
of Agriculture, Rural Areas and Fisheries 2030 (SDARAF 2030) (Rada Min-
istrow, 2019). This is the main strategy for implementing Goal 2 of the 2030
Agenda in Poland, including, among other things, eliminating hunger, achiev-
ing food security, and promoting sustainable agriculture. Due to its various
priorities, SDARAF 2030 also aims to foster the achievement of all other sus-
tainable development goals. Unfortunately, the responses of the leaders of ag-
ricultural chambers demonstrate that the self-governing agricultural bodies are
not the key entities involved in the implementation of SDARAF 2030 and, indi-
rectly, of the 2030 Agenda. According to the respondents (99%), the self-gov-
erning agricultural bodies should ensure greater impact on the development,
implementation and monitoring of SDARAF 2030.

Responding to the next question, the respondents stated that self-govern-
ing bodies have the potential to shape the attitudes of farmers and inhabitants
of rural areas in favor of sustainable development (72%) and to support farms
in the process of implementing the concept of sustainable development (61%).
The leaders declared that the chambers largely take into account the postu-
lates of sustainable development in their strategies and plans. The respondents
learn about sustainable development mainly from the self-governing agricul-
tural bodies (due to their positions in the structures of the chambers), as well
as from the media, agricultural advisory centers and the Agency for Restruc-
turing and Modernization of Agriculture. The agricultural chambers’ involve-
ment in the process of disseminating the concept of sustainable development
and its implementation is crucial because, according to the respondents (71%),
farmers have little knowledge about the postulates of sustainable development.
At this point, it is worth adding that, despite the chambers’ potential in iden-
tifying needs, sharing professional knowledge, experience and disseminating
the concept of sustainable development, they are not a key entity in the ag-
ricultural advisory system or vocational education in Poland. The amendment
of legal regulations in 2016 meant that regional agricultural advisory centers,
being self-governing regional legal entities, became both regional agricultural
advisory centers and state organizational units. The basic premise for changing
the subordination of the centers was to improve the competitiveness and devel-
opment of agriculture and rural areas by improving the implementation of tasks
related to providing agricultural advice to farmers. Yet the respondents (78%)
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indicated that agricultural advisory services should be organized primarily by
agricultural chambers, following the example of their Western European coun-
terparts. Recently, there have been attempts to limit the powers of local gov-
ernments and self-governing entities in Poland, to be subsequently exercised by
the central government; these centralist tendencies can be considered a depar-
ture from the principles of a democratic state and the rule of law, where organ-
ized groups of citizens are granted the privilege of managing their own affairs.

At the same time, the respondents indicated (68%) that despite the statutory
ability to perform tasks in the field of government administration or local govern-
ment, the chambers are not vested with such tasks. The chambers demand that
they be consulted on many issues affecting the sustainable development of agri-
culture and rural areas. The leaders (94%) indicated that agricultural chambers
should be able to express their opinions on spatial development plans and stud-
ies of the conditions and directions of spatial development in the case of rural
areas. According to the respondents (95%), local government units should be
obliged to consult agricultural chambers on decisions on land development con-
ditions (for investments located in the immediate vicinity of agricultural land or
farming plots); and in the process of issuing decisions on environmental con-
ditions of consent for a project (also known as environmental decisions) con-
cerning rural areas, the opinions of agricultural chambers should also be taken
into account (95%). Additionally, the self-governing agricultural bodies should
have a say when deciding on the establishment, liquidation, increase or reduc-
tion of nature protection areas, such as national parks, landscape parks, nature
reserves, Natura 2000 areas, protected landscape areas and their buffer zones,
and so on.

One of the questions concerned the method of financing the self-governing
agricultural bodies in Poland. Most of the respondents stated that the financing
principles did not guarantee that the tasks imposed on agricultural chambers
would be properly implemented. The method of financing agricultural cham-
bers was assessed as inadequate, given the challenges faced by them (68%).

The additional, supplementary statements of the respondents show that
the chambers are not viewed by farmers and the rest of the society as a strong
or important representative of their circles or, at the same time, as a public
administration entity caring for the public interest. This is also confirmed by
studies carried out by the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development. This
is due to the poor levels of awareness of the members of agricultural cham-
bers as to their self-governing potential, but also due to the fact that agricultural
chambers mostly formulate postulates and express opinions, and do not exer-
cise executive power. Farmers realize that agricultural chambers have limited
powers, they do not have the full status of decentralized public administration
entities, and they cannot interact with central administration and local govern-
ments on an equal footing. Their actual influence on state agricultural policy,
the development of agriculture and rural areas, and on sustainable development
is limited.
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In the opinion of the leaders of agricultural self-governance, the cham-
bers have the potential to play a key role in the implementation of the concept
of sustainable development in accordance with the principle of decentraliza-
tion of power and the principle of subsidiarity, but their participation is prac-
tically unnoticeable due to imperfect formal institutions. This is also influenced
by the poor activity of delegates and other members of the chambers, which is
confirmed by the elections to agricultural chambers with turnouts at the level
of 4 or 5% in most regions. This has an adverse impact on the formation of civil
society and embarking on the paths of lasting and sustainable development.
In the opinion of the respondents, changes in the law strengthening the posi-
tion of agricultural chambers, increasing farmers’ knowledge, and raising their
awareness as to their self-governance potential, and the promotion of self-gov-
erning agricultural bodies by central and local governments could contrib-
ute to the greatest extent to increasing the turnout in elections to agricultural
chambers.

Therefore, self-governing agricultural bodies should intensify their activities
promoting self-governance and try to engage more of their members. The au-
thorities of self-governing bodies have to establish relations with their mem-
bers both unilaterally, informing them about decisions taken and consulting
proposed solutions with them, and bilaterally, actively initiating co-decision
making, cooperation and enabling members to define problems and indicate
solutions on their own. Chambers should also develop promotional activities
among the public by indicating good practices and the outcomes of their activi-
ties, including those in the area of sustainable development.

In the European Union, agricultural organizations, including chambers, play
a signifcant role in agricultural and rural development. Yet compared to the Pol-
ish chambers, they have greater executive powers, material resources and highly
qualified specialists; they operate in a professional manner, performing an im-
portant function, organizing the agricultural market, collecting and transferring
business information, providing consulting, educational and professional devel-
opment. They also represent the interests of their members to the government
administration, local government and the EU administration. In countries such
as France, Germany, and Austria self-governing agricultural bodies associate
the future of agriculture with maintaining active life in rural areas and, knowing
the reality of living in the country well, coordinate municipal sustainable de-
velopment projects (Assemblée Nationale, 2020; Balcerek-Kosiarz, 2017, pp.
171-183; Villemaine, 2013, pp. 6-73; Walkowiak, 2012, pp. 302-305).

The analysis of how the self-governing agricultural bodies operate in Poland
shows that a mere adoption of the law which defines self-governing agricultural
bodies as entities of decentralized public administration does not mean that we
are dealing with true self-governance. On the one hand, the legislator appreci-
ates the role of the self-governing agricultural bodies and has established them
as public-law associations, on the other, the provisions of the same law do not
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grant agricultural chambers the powers that would allow them to fully imple-
ment the tasks they are supposed to fulfil.

5. Conclusion

Formal and informal instruments can impact the outcomes of actions for sustain-
able development to the same extent. This process requires properly functioning
formal components, such as legal regulations, tenets of public policies, methods
of organization and management, and administrative procedures; but informal
elements, such as social and political beliefs, trust and cooperation are also im-
portant. Sustainable development goals cannot be achieved through random,
individual projects, but through coordinated action at different levels of the de-
cision-making process. For an integrated approach to sustainable development,
the potentials of key development stakeholders, international organizations,
national governments, self-governing organizations, non-governmental or-
ganizations and individuals need to be used. Active participation of society is
a necessary condition for the implementation of the concept of sustainable de-
velopment; otherwise, it will remain an idealized concept discussed in the pub-
lic space, but not translated into actions and measurable outcomes. It is worth
remembering that ensuring partnership and social influence on the processes
of exercising power is one of the important postulates of sustainable develop-
ment. Provisions in this regard were included in the 2030 Agenda for Sustain-
able Development.

The analysis of legal acts and official government documents as well as
the survey results provide considerable justification for greater inclusion of agri-
cultural chambers in the implementation of sustainable development postulates.
At the same time, it should be noted that the scope of the powers of agricul-
tural chambers needs to be altered because, despite being formally established
in the public law system, the agricultural chambers operating in Poland play
a secondary role in the process of supporting agriculture, determining the di-
rections of its development and implementing the concept of sustainable de-
velopment. The authorities of agricultural chambers are mostly of the opinion
that agricultural chambers are needed in Poland on the one hand, but they are
also convinced that self-governing agricultural bodies play only a superficial role
in the implementation of sustainable development postulates. In this context, it
seems justified to continue the research so as to include all members of the ag-
ricultural chambers in Poland. Such research could provide a more thorough
review of the actual role of self-governing agricultural bodies in the process
of implementing sustainable development postulates, indicate good practices
and identify the sources of ineffectiveness of agricultural chambers.
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