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Abs�act

�e topic of policies suppor�ng en�epreneurship implemented by local gov-
ernment units (LGUs) is the subject of many studies. At the same �me, despite of many 

approaches and a�empts to clarify this issue, this problem has not been exhausted 
and presented in a conclusive manner.

�e main goal of ar�cle is to find out which of the non-financial en�epreneurship 
support ins�uments used by local government units (LGUs) in Poland effec�vely support 

new firms forma�on.
�e research proved that non-financial ins�uments at the disposal of communes 

are effec�ve in the processes of s�mula�ng en�epreneurship. �e effects of their imple-
menta�on are condi�oned by the generic category of the LGUs, the quali� of the ins�-

tu�onal environment as well as the involvement of local actors in the process of designing 
development policies. �e research proved that the highest effec�veness of non-financial 

ins�uments was noted in rela�on to ci�es with poviat rights, which confirms inabili� 
to �eat individual ins�uments as universal tools, independent of the specifici� of the local 

government unit applying it.
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S�ategic ins�ument Abbrevia�on

Possession of a zoning plan by the commune? b1

Ins�uments of coopera�on with en�epreneurs Abbrevia�on

Informing ci�zens and businesses about the opportuni�es available for financing their ac�vi�es: c

– on the websites of the Commune c1.1

– by the brochure available at the office by adver�sements in the media c1.2

– by mee�ngs organized for this purpose with stakeholders c1.3

– by organizing or promo�ng �aining on applying for such financing c1.4

Commune involvement in the organiza�on of �aining courses preparing to start a business c2

Loca�on of economic organiza�ons in the commune: c3

– chambers of commerce, or their branches c3.1

– chambers of cra�s c3.2

– guild of cra�s c3.3

– employers’ organiza�ons c3.4

– regional or local development agencies c3.5

– associa�ons or founda�ons suppor�ng en�epreneurs c3.6

– indus�ial parks, technology incubators c3.7

Possession by the commune its own service points for en�epreneurs offering legal, financial 
and accoun�ng advice

c4

Provision of communal services by private companies c5

Implementa�on of investments by the commune in the form of public-private partnership c6

Involving en�epreneurs �om the commune in the process of crea�ng s�ategic documents c7

Par�cipa�on of the commune in establishing business environment ins�tu�ons c8

– credit guarantee fund c8.1

– business incubator c8.2

– investor service center c8.3

– local development agencies c8.4

– loan fund c8.5

– en�epreneurship support center c8.6

– indus�ial park c8.7

– technology park c8.8

– business informa�on center c8.9

– an associa�on or founda�on suppor�ng en�epreneurs c8.10

Variable 1 (Yes) 2 (No) 3 (I do not know)

b1 81.32 16.21 2.47

c1.1 94.64 3.57 1.79

c1.2 64.15 30.22 5.63

c1.3 58.52 33.38 8.10
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Variable 1 (Yes) 2 (No) 3 (I do not know)

c1.4 33.93 53.57 12.50

c2 29.67 62.23 8.10

c3.1 14.56 75.82 9.62

c3.2 11.26 78.71 10.03

c3.3 23.63 68.27 8.10

c3.4 14.56 70.60 14.84

c3.5 15.52 74.31 10.16

c3.6 28.57 58.65 12.77

c3.7 11.95 78.85 9.20

c4 33.79 56.32 9.89

c5 58.52 36.95 4.53

c6 32.28 55.77 11.95

c7 51.92 26.65 21.43

c8.1 4.13 72.35 23.52

c8.2 7.43 73.87 18.71

c8.3 8.25 70.43 21.32

c8.4 6.74 69.60 23.66

c8.5 3.44 71.94 24.62

c8.6 8.25 67.81 23.93

c8.7 5.50 73.31 21.18

c8.8 4.40 73.73 21.87

c8.9 5.36 69.88 24.76

c8.10 13.76 61.21 25.03

Variable Mean Std. dev. Min Max

y .0082195 .0026114 .0024884 .0207101

tot_rev_pc 1998.241 1000.003 652.6828 10172.29

inv_ep_pc 1035.126 678.1867 72.58435 5840.336

lgu_�pe 2.228022 .7474379 1 4

migr_in 18.57005 476.9785 –1198 10903

dist_capital 72.2078 56.00299 0 1103

Employ 6845.918 40443.99 0 952983

eu_rev 6617335 2.89e+07 0 6.14e+08

new_coop .1212121 .5243496 0 8

pop_pos 31.17653 6.519763 16.88107 78.25769
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Linear regression

Number of obs=728

F(12, 715)=21.07

Prob>F=0.0000

R-squared=0.3659

Root MSE=.00236

y Coef. Robust std. err. t P>t 95% conf. interval

b1

2 –.0004458 .0002262 –1.97 0.049 –.0008898 –1.81e-06

3 –.0006923 .00033 –2.10 0.036 –.0013402 –.0000443

c35

2 .0003874 .0002234 1.73 0.083 –.0000512 .0008259

3 .0000652 .0002871 0.23 0.820 –.0004984 .0006287

c7

2 –.0005756 .0002845 –2.02 0.043 –.0011341 –.0000172

3 –.0001144 .0001819 –0.63 0.530 –.0004715 .0002427

lgu_�pe

2 –.0016779 .0003293 –5.10 0.000 –.0023243 –.0010315

3 –.0014302 .0003202 –4.47 0.000 –.0020588 –.0008016

4 –.0006172 .0004755 –1.30 0.195 –.0015508 .0003164

tot_rev_pc 1.66e-06 2.55e-07 6.49 0.000 1.15e-06 2.16e-06

pop_post_prod2014 –.0001687 .0000231 –7.30 0.000 –.0002141 –.0001234

new_coop2014 .0003387 .0001102 3.07 0.002 .0001224 .000555

_cons .0107293 .0009354 11.47 0.000 .0088928 .0125658

Notes:

1 — reference, posi�ve answer in the survey; 2 — nega�ve answer in the survey; 3 — don’t know 
answer in the survey.

lgu_�pe: 1 — reference, municipal commune; 2 — rural commune; 3 — urban-rural commune; 4 — 
ci� with poviat rights.
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Linear regress

Number of obs=725

F(14, 710)=9.93

Prob>F=0.0000

R-squared=0.2637

Root MSE=.00226

y Coef. Robust std. err. t P>t 95% conf. interval

c35

2 –.0008048 .0003243 –2.48 0.013 –.0014415 –.0001681

3 –.000472 .0003824 –1.23 0.218 –.0012228 .0002788

c81

2 –.0007444 .0003635 –2.05 0.041 –.0014581 –.0000307

3 –.0011447 .0004325 –2.65 0.008 –.0019938 –.0002955

c84

2 .0003851 .0003973 0.97 0.333 –.0003948 .0011651

3 .0012682 .0004567 2.78 0.006 .0003715 .0021649

c87

2 –.0003348 .0003585 –0.93 0.351 –.0010388 .0003691

3 –.0009033 .0004128 –2.19 0.029 –.0017136 –.0000929

lgu_�pe

2 –.0005796 .0003245 –1.79 0.074 –.0012167 .0000574

3 –.0006173 .0002879 –2.14 0.032 –.0011826 –.000052

4 .0000924 .0004652 0.20 0.843 –.000821 .0010058

tot_rev_pc 1.02e-06 2.07e-07 4.94 0.000 6.17e-07 1.43e-06

new_coop2018 .0002941 .0001849 1.59 0.112 –.0000688 .0006571

pop_post_prod2018 –.0001209 .0000185 –6.55 0.000 –.0001572 –.0000847

_cons .011713 .0010018 11.69 0.000 .0097461 .0136798

Notes:

1 — reference, posi�ve answer in the survey; 2 — nega�ve answer in the survey; 3 — don’t know 
answer in the survey.

lgu_�pe: 1 — reference, municipal commune; 2 — rural commune; 3 — urban-rural commune; 4 — 
ci� with poviat rights.
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