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ABSTRACT

Territorial self-governments as structures operating on a regional and local basis are the main source for
financing cultural expenditures in Poland. A total of around 70% of all cultural heritage expenses came from
commune, county (powiat) and voivodship budgets. Consequently, a research question was asked whether
and to what extent the financing of culture from the budgets of territorial self-governments is spatially di-
verse. The main purpose of this study is to determine the regional differentiation of spending on culture and
cultural heritage from local government budgets. An attempt was also made to indicate the reasons for these
differences. For statistical analyses the data of the Local Data Bank of the Statistics Poland (Gtowny Urzad
Statystyczny) were used. Regional differentiation was demonstrated regarding the share of culture in the
expenditure from local government budgets. The spatial distribution of the phenomenon is the result of the
interaction of three factors: the level of socio-economic development, cultural potential, and cultural policy

of the voivodship self-governments.
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INTRODUCTION

The problems of the use cultural heritage for the needs
of socio-economic development are being considered
in economic sciences within the sub-discipline re-
ferred to as cultural economics [Ilczuk 2014, Towse
2019]. From the point of view of local and regional
development, the use of cultural assets depends on the
ability to adapt them to perform new socio-economic
functions [Poweska 2008, Rausch 2008, 2010, Tub-
adji et al. 2015]. Cultural heritage plays an important
role in shaping the socio-economic landscape, which
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is also important from the point of view of stimulating
regional identity [Legutko-Kobus 2016]. Incorporat-
ing tangible and intangible heritage to carry out so-
cio-economic tasks and functions is largely due to the
financial autonomy of towns and communes [Madej
and Madej 2015, Satota et al. 2019]. Culture financing
is the responsibility of local governments, which re-
ceive means for this purpose by law in the form of tax
subsidies [Sieminski 2012, Nocon 2016]. Territorial
self-government includes organizations of local (com-
munes, county — powiat, cities with county rights) and
regional (voivodship) society in which residents form
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a community and decide on the implementation of
tasks. Subsidies received by local governments from
the central budget are not always sufficient for financ-
ing the necessary tasks and works aimed at adaptation
of historical objects to current needs while preserving
the historical nature of the objects. That is why the
authorities of local governments allocate additional
funds for cultural purposes, which, with a large diver-
sity of local budgets, leads to regional differences in
the funding levels of cultural heritage.

The main purpose of the study is to determine the
level of regional diversification in funding culture
and cultural heritage from the budgets of local gov-
ernments and to attempt to show the reasons for the
existing differences in this respect. Within the main
objective, two specific objectives were adopted: (1)
to study the share of culture and cultural heritage in
total budget expenditure by treating all local govern-
ments together; and (2) to study differences in cultural
expenses between administrative types of local gov-
ernments (commune, county, voivodship self-govern-
ments, and cities with county rights) within individual
voivodships in Poland.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

The analysis was carried out using the data of the Lo-
cal Data Bank of the Statistics Poland (Gtéwny Urzad
Statystyczny) in the Public Finance and Population
categories. In the Public Finance category (K27) data
was obtained in the following groups: Total Budg-
et Expenditure, Expenditure of municipal budgets
and budget expenditure of cities with county rights
(G425), Expenditure of county budgets (G197), and
Expenditure of voivodship budgets (G201) in the sec-
tions 921 — Culture and Cultural Heritage Protection
(P2639, P1538 and P1584, respectively). In the Popu-
lation category, data from the Population Status group
(G7) was used, with the subgroup Population by age
and sex groups (P2137). The study was conducted
on a regional basis for the period 2001-2018 at the
voivodship level. To implement the first of the specific
objectives indicated above, the statistical analysis was
performed using the following indicators: increase in
spending from budgets on cultural purposes (year on
year), share of expenditure on culture in the budget
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structure, and the value of cultural expenses per in-
habitant. Depending on the level of the national aver-
age, four groups of voivodships were distinguished,
and these levels were defined as: very high, high, at
the national average level, below the national average.
Based on the results obtained, regional trends were
identified in terms of culture funding levels from lo-
cal self-government budgets. When implementing the
second specific objective, groups of voivodships were
indicated with dominance of the particular types of
self-governments in culture funding with special em-
phasis on rural areas.

FINDINGS OF THE STUDY

In 2018, expenses from local self-government budgets
for cultural purposes in Poland amounted to around
PLN 9.2 billion. Compared to 2001 — PLN 2.5 billion
— it was a significant increase, which can also be seen
by comparing the expenditure on culture per inhab-
itant: from around PLN 67 to nearly PLN 240. The
nearly fourfold increase in nominal expenditure from
local government budgets on cultural heritage was pri-
marily due to the increase in the level of the revenues
of local governments. Based on the nominal analysis
of the value of culture expenses from local govern-
ment budgets for each year, a significant relationship
may be noted between the voivodship development
level and the expenditure on culture (Fig. 1).

In 2018, the voivodship that definitely dominated
in terms of absolute value of the expenditure on culture
from local government budgets (over PLN 1.5 billion,
which constituted nearly 17% of culture expenses on
a national scale) was the Mazowieckie Voivodship as
well as a group of voivodships (Slaskie, Matopolskie,
Dolnoslaskie, Wielkopolskie, Pomorskie and Lodzkie),
in which the expenditure on culture ranged from PLN
0.6 to PLN 0.8 in each of them, ranging from 7 to 10%
on a national scale. Those voivodships, like the Ma-
zowieckie Voivodship, were characterized by a high
level of socio-economic indicators. In the remaining
voivodships, local government expenditure for cul-
tural purposes ranged from around PLN 0.2 to nearly
PLN 0.6 billion, which was definitely less important
from the point of view of financing culture by the local
governments on a national scale.
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The share of expenditure on culture among total lo-
cal government spending in the years 2001-2018, both
on a national scale and in the particular voivodships,
varied over time and ranged from 3 to 4% (Fig. 2), and
the highest values of this indicator were recorded in the
years 2010-2014. During the period under study, the
highest values of the share of culture in local govern-
ment expenditure were recorded in the Dolnoslaskie
and Opolskie Voivodships (Table 1).

Throughout the entire research period, in the first
of these voivodships the share of expenditure on cul-
ture was higher than the national average, and in the
years 20132015 it was particularly high. This should
be combined with the fact that in 2016, Wroctaw was
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the European Capital of Culture. However, in the
Opolskie Voivodship the highest growth dynamics of
this phenomenon was recorded: from 2.92% in 2001
to 4.30% in 2018.

A relatively high share of expenditure on culture in
local government budgets in the Opolskie Voivodship
is the effect of attaching great importance to the issue of
identity and cultural heritage by the inhabitants of this
voivodship. In the group of voivodships with a high
share of expenditure on culture there were: Ldodzkie,
Matopolskie and Kujawsko-Pomorskie Voivodships.
It is worth mentioning that in these regions, tourist and
service function has been developing successfully over
the past decades. The next group includes voivodships
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Total share of the expenditure on culture in local government budgets in Poland in the period of 20012018

Source: Author’s own elaboration based on Statistics Poland data.
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Table 1. The share of expenditure on culture in local government budgets in Poland by voivodship in the period of
2001-2018
Specification 2001 2005 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
%
Poland 3.12 3.31 3.94 3.72 3.79 3.75 3.93 3.52 3.24 3.22 3.55
Dolnoslaskie 4.23 4.09 4.62 4.17 4.77 5.18 6.08 5.84 4.12 3.90 4.19
Kujawsko-Pomorskie 3.07 3.03 3.79 3.57 3.33 3.11 3.28 3.14 3.04 3.19 3.74
Lubelskie 2.77 2.79 342 3.66 4.09 3.72 4.31 3.62 3.19 3.11 3.16
Lubuskie 3.01 2.82 5.03 4.41 4.00 3.43 3.78 342 3.15 3.11 3.31
Lodzkie 3.28 3.13 3.69 3.91 4.42 4.13 4.06 3.18 3.14 3.12 3.80
Matopolskie 3.23 3.78 4.22 3.62 3.72 4.01 4.36 3.42 3.35 3.39 3.85
Mazowieckie 2.78 3.48 4.16 3.48 3.16 3.10 3.17 3.36 3.19 3.30 3.60
Opolskie 2.92 3.50 4.78 4.05 3.98 3.79 3.81 341 3.37 3.32 4.30
Podkarpackie 2.72 291 3.15 3.06 3.27 3.27 3.10 2.95 2.86 2.70 3.56
Podlaskie 2.86 2.90 4.42 4.65 4.23 3.34 3.25 2.97 3.24 2.98 331
Pomorskie 3.14 3.26 3.88 4.16 4.19 4.11 4.40 3.74 3.48 3.29 3.47
Slaskie 322 3.58 3.77 3.70 4.10 4.08 4.30 3.63 3.18 3.25 3.20
Swigtokrzyskie 2.32 2.51 3.34 3.25 2.88 2.93 3.02 2.57 2.53 2.53 2.81
Warminsko-Mazurskie 2.70 2.77 3.58 3.33 3.22 2.81 2.89 2.60 2.69 2.81 3.30
Wielkopolskie 3.61 3.18 3.57 3.69 3.64 3.74 3.70 3.34 3.26 3.20 341
Zachodniopomorskie 2.82 3.15 4.03 3.68 4.07 4.33 3.98 3.57 3.22 3.16 3.46

Source: Author’s own elaboration based on Statistics Poland data.

in which the share of expenditure on culture in local
government budgets was close to the national average.
These are: Mazowieckie, Pomorskie, Wielkopolskie,
Zachodniopomorskie and Podkarpacie Voivodships.
Noteworthy is the fact that they are mostly voivod-
ships with highly developed agglomeration areas and
with a diverse range of the functions performed. For
this reason, the need to finance a wide range of ac-
tivities reduces the share of culture expenditure. How-
ever, in absolute figures, culture in these voivodships
is funded at a high level. In the case of the remaining
voivodships, namely, Lubelskie, Lubuskie, Podlaskie,
Slaskie, Warminsko-Mazurskie and Swigtokrzyskie,
in most years spending on culture from local govern-
ment budgets was lower than the national average. The
reasons are more diverse here and they certainly need
more in-depth research.

Spending on culture from local government budg-
ets per inhabitant (Fig. 3) on a national scale was
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steadily increasing during the period under considera-
tion — from around PLN 67 in 2001 to nearly PLN 240
in 2018. The years 2001-2010 can be described as
a period of slow growth, 2010-2016 as years of stag-
nation, and 2017-2018 as years of dynamic growth.
The amounts spent from local government budgets on
culture and cultural heritage per capita varied region-
ally (Table 2).

Among voivodships with a very high level of
this indicator were: DolnoSlaskie, Mazowieckie and
Opolskie Voivodships. In the case of the Dolno$laskie
Voivodship, pro-cultural investments were decisive in
Wroctaw and in the whole Voivodship in connection
with the above-mentioned function of Wroctaw as the
European Capital of Culture in 2016. As regards the
Mazowieckie Voivodship, the issue of understand-
ing the importance of culture for regional develop-
ment is affected by a high level of socio-economic
development. In the case of the Opolskie Voivodship,
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Table 2. The value of budget expenditure from local governments in the period of 2001-2018
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Total expenditure from local government budgets in Poland in the period of 2001-2018 (nominal values)

2001 2005 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Specification
PLN per capita (nominal values )
Poland 67.5 90.1 181.8 1753 177.7 1789 200.7 180.1 173.6 192.7 239.8
Dolnoslaskie 99.0 1149 2224 210.1 2403 260.5 3358 3085 226.7 2365 288.7
Kujawsko-Pomorskie 64.1 782 1656 160.0 151.9 1440 163.5 1569 1574 182.8 241.1
Lubelskie 53.6 66.1 146.6 1634 177.3 168.1 2193 1783 1588 1744 203.2
Lubuskie 66.9 799 2375 197.7 168.6 1550 180.1 1633 160.7 181.9 217.1
Lodzkie 65.5 772 1558 1712 193.8 1913 1948 157.6 163.1 177.5 236.2
Malopolskie 64.8 96.7 1857 163.0 162.3 1757 205.1 1651 1757 196.6 249.4
Mazowieckie 728  119.2 2288 1934 176.6 171.7 190.7 200.1 2042 233.6 2847
Opolskie 58.7 894 2132 1741 1655 163.6 1735 1532 168.0 181.7 2713
Podkarpackie 53.9 719 1463 1413 143.6 1507 151.3 1437 139.7 156.1 2363
Podlaskie 56.4 72.3 199.0 215.1 190.2 1553 1657 1543 1639 1774 2369
Pomorskie 70.3 922 183.0 211.5 2184 2072 230.1 1959 1962 209.3 251.8
Slqskie 67.4 92.7 154.0 154.6 1749 185.6 213.0 176.7 158.7 176.7 1949
Swietokrzyskie 464  62.0 1632 1541 1352 138.0 147.6 1274 1266 141.8 182.0
Warminsko-Mazurskie 57.3 769 1704 158.1 153.8 1409 1569 1427 141.8 167.7 221.7
Wielkopolskie 75.3 842 1562 167.6 1594 1658 1679 1553 170.6 1904 2244
Zachodniopomorskie 64.2 86.8 186.7 1788 201.1 2152 2089 189.8 1735 1914 236.8
Source: Author’s own elaboration based on Statistics Poland data.
acta_oeconomia.sggw.pl 89
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a high rate of expenditure on culture from territorial
budgets per capita is accompanied by the highest
share of rural communes in these expenses in Poland.
It can therefore be concluded that in rural areas of this
voivodship, very much importance is attached to the
issue of preservation of cultural heritage. In the group
of voivodships where the value of the indicator of
spending on culture from the territorial self-govern-
ment funds was determined as high, there were Po-
morskie and Matopolskie Voivodships. In the case of
those regions great potential — of both agglomeration
areas (voivodship capitals) and rural areas — was of the
utmost importance. At the level of the national aver-
age there were Kujawsko-Pomorskie, L.odzkie, Pod-
karpackie, Podlaskie and Zachodniopomorskie. The
fourth group included Lubelskie, Lubuskie, Slaskie,
Swigtokrzyskie, Warminsko-Mazurskie, and Wielko-
polskie Voivodships.

Based on the analysis of the third of the indica-
tors adopted for the statistical study characterizing

the place of culture in territorial self-government
expenditure, that is to say the dynamics of changes
in expenses on cultural purposes from local govern-
ment budgets over time, a less explicit character of
the phenomenon should be noted. In the voivodships
with a high level of culture expenditure from budg-
ets in absolute figures, the increase in spending on
culture is decisively lower than the national average.
This can be explained by the fact that in those voivod-
ships the importance and position of culture in socio-
-economic life, and, at the same time, the financial
means, were at a high level since the beginning of
the period under review. At the same time, there were
large increases in culture expenditure from budgets
in the voivodships with a relatively lower level of so-
cio-economic development, which shows increased
activities aimed at cultural heritage adaptation to new
tasks and functions in the development of regions.
The group of voivodships with the highest increase
in 2018 compared to 2001 included Malopolskie,

Table 3. Dynamics of change in the expenditure on culture by voivodship in the period of 2002—2018 (year-on-year chain

indicators)

2018

Specification 2002 2005 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 (2001 = 100)
%

Poland 101.1 1147 110.3 964 101.4 100.6 112.1 89.6 964 111.0 1243 356.9
Dolnoslaskie 91.3 118.7 109.2 945 1143 1083 1288 91.7 73.5 1043 122.0 290.9
Kujawsko-Pomorskie 97.1 1125 1299 96.6 948 947 1134 957 1003 116.1 131.6 377.8
Lubelskie 96.7 109.4 115.1 111.1 108.2 944 1299 81.0 888 109.5 116.1 364.6
Lubuskie 97.4 100.1 1069 832 853 91.8 1161 904 984 113.1 119.1 326.0
Lodzkie 109.3 96.7 107.0 109.5 112.8 98.2 101.5 80.6 103.1 108.5 132.5 339.7
Matopolskie 101.1 1203 946 88.0 99.8 1085 117.0 80.6 106.7 112.2 127.2 404.6
Mazowieckie 102.5 122.1 101.1 84.8 91.6 975 1114 1052 1023 1148 1223 412.5
Opolskie 100.0 123.7 133.0 814 947 983 1057 879 1093 107.8 14838 427.3
Podkarpackie 103.2 107.7 119.8 96.7 101.7 104.8 1004 949 972 1119 1513 443.8
Podlaskie 98.2 121.7 125.0 107.9 882 814 1064 92.8 106.1 108.1 133.2 410.0
Pomorskie 107.6 114.8 109.6 1129 103.5 95.1 111.4 854 100.5 107.1 120.7 383.8
Slqskie 108.8 117.2 102.1 100.2 1129 1058 1144 827 89.6 111.0 109.9 276.5
Swie;tokrzyskie 1054 116.7 126.5 94.1 874 101.7 106.5 859 99.0 111.6 127.7 374.8
Warminsko-Mazurskie  102.1 113.7 136.8 92.7 972 914 111.1 90.7 992 118.1 131.7 387.1
Wielkopolskie 946 107.6 120.5 107.6 953 1042 1014 926 110.1 111.8 118.0 310.9
Zachodniopomorskie 101.7 116.2 117.7 957 1124 106.8 969 90.6 91.3 1102 1234 369.4

Source: Author’s own elaboration based on Statistics Poland data.
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Mazowieckie, Opolskie, Podkarpackie, and Pod-
laskie Voivodships (Table 3). The second group
comprised voivodships in which the increase in cul-
ture expenditure was determined as high. These are:

Pomorskie, Warminsko-Mazurskie and Kujawsko-

-Pomorskie Voivodships. At the national average lev-

el, an increase in culture expenditure was observed in

the Lubelskie, Swigtokrzyskie, Zachodniopomorskie
and Lodzkie Voivodships, and increases below the
national average were recorded in the Dolnoslaskie,

Lubuskie, Slaskie and Wielkopolskie Voivodships.
Taking into consideration the results of the statisti-

cal analysis carried out in the study, a synthetic indi-

cator of the share of culture in local government ex-
penditure was developed (Table 4). Four levels of this
indicator were distinguished:

1. Very high level of the KwBST indicator. This
group includes voivodships in which at least two
of the indicators were recorded at a very high level.
These are: Mazowieckie, Dolno$laskie and Opol-

skie Voivodships. In these regions, caring for cul-
ture is a consequence of a high level of the national
income indicator, and in the Opolskie Voivodship
culture plays a crucial role when it comes to pre-
serving ethnic separateness.

. High level of the KwBST indicator. This group

encompasses voivodships in which at least two
indicators were noted at a high level. These are:
Matopolskie, Pomorskie and Kujawsko-Pomorskie
Voivodships. In those regions, which are also char-
acterized by a high level of socio-economic devel-
opment, as well as by high resources of cultural
goods and the development of tourism function
based on those resources, the situation of culture
can be considered as good and suitable for devel-
opment.

. KwBST indicator at the level of the national av-

erage. This group includes voivodships in which
at least two indicators were recorded at the level
of the national average. These are: Podkarpac-

Table 4. The synthetic indicator of the share of culture in local government expenditure (KwBST) in Poland by voivodship

Indicators

Level share of expenditure on 0 o6 lgural expenses increase in spending synthetic indicator
culture in the budget . from budgets on cultural
per capita (KwBST)
structure purposes (year on year)
Matopolskie
Dolnoglaskic Dolnoslaskie Mazowieckie Mazowieckie
Very high o olsiie Mazowieckie Opolskie Dolnoslaskie
p Opolskie Podkarpackie Opolskie
Podlaskie
. Ma1f)pol§kle Matopolskie ?omorskle . Matopolskie Pomorskie
High Lodzkie . Warminsko-Mazurskie . .
Pomorskie Kujawsko-Pomorskie

Kujawsko-Pomorskie

Kujawsko-Pomorskie

Mazow1eck{e Ku]awskyo-Po.morskle Lubelskie Podkarpackie
. Podkarpackie Lodzkie L . A
The national . . Swigtokrzyskie Lodzkie
Pomorskie Podkarpackie . . .
level . . . Zachodniopomorskie Podlaskie
Wielkopolskie Podlaskie Lodzkie Zachodniopomorskie
Zachodniopomorskie Zachodniopomorskie P
Lubelskie Lubelskie Warminsko-Mazurskie
Below Lubuskie Lubuskie Dolnoslaskie Lubelskie
the national Podlaskie Slaskie Lubuskie Lubuskie
level Slaskie Swictokrzyskie Slaskie Wielkopolskie
v Swigtokrzyskie Warminsko-Mazurskie Wielkopolskie Slaskie
Warminsko-Mazurskie Wielkopolskie Swigtokrzyskie

Source: Author’s own study.
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kie, Lodzkie, Podlaskie and Zchodniopomorskie
Voivodships. It should be noted that culture expen-
ditures from the local government budgets at the
national average level permit an expansion of the
scope of use of cultural heritage in socio-economic
development of those regions.
KwBST indicator below the national average.
This group comprises voivodships in which at
least two of the indicators were below the national
average level. These are: Warminsko-Mazurskie,
Lubelskie, Lubuskie, Wielkopolskie, Slaskie and
Swietokrzyskie Voivodships. In these regions, the
level of the use of cultural heritage should be as-
sessed as differentiated.
When analysing the structure of budget expendi-
ture on culture in the voivodships, depending on the
type of self-government (Fig. 4), it should be stated
that commune self-governments and the self-govern-
ments of cities with county rights have the highest
share, while a slightly lower level of spending from
voivodship self-government budgets is observed,
however, the share of county self-governments is al-
most negligible.

In terms of expenditure structure depending on the
types of local governments, four groups of voivod-

ships were distinguished. In the first of the groups,
cities with county rights have the highest share. This
category includes Mazowieckie and Slaskie Voivod-
ships. In Mazovia region the cities with county rights
have the highest share of budget expenses for cultural
purposes, which is undoubtedly influenced by the in-
clusion of the capital city of Warsaw in this category.
Moreover, a noticeable level of expenditure was re-
corded in the case of an emerging agglomeration cen-
tre of the city of Plock. In the Slaskie Voivodship, cit-
ies with county rights dominate in budget expenses for
cultural purposes. Just like in Mazovia region, this is
conditioned by high cultural potential of this category
of local government units.

In the remaining voivodships, communes domi-
nate in the structure of expenditure for cultural pur-
poses, and we can talk about some differentiation;
that is why three subcategories were distinguished
within this group. In the first (Lodzkie, Matopolskie,
Pomorskie, Kujawsko-Pomorskie and Podlaskie
Voivodships), in the structure of expenditure for
cultural purposes, with the dominance of the com-
munes, cities with county rights have a significant
share; one should also note a relatively high share of
expenditure from the budgets of the voivodship self-
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Source: Author’s own elaboration based on Statistics Poland data.
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-governments. In the next group of voivodships,
a further increase in the share of communes is ob-
served, with a decreasing share of cities with county
rights and a relatively high share of voivodships.
These are: Lubelskie, Dolnoslaskie, Zachodniopo-
morskie, Wielkopolskie and Swietokrzyskie Voivod-
ships. The dominance of communes in these regions
results from a great cultural potential of rural areas,
while a clearly marked share of cities with county
rights is a reflection of the importance of capital cit-
ies of these voivodships on the cultural map. Another
subgroup (Lubuskie, Podkarpackie, Warminsko-Ma-
zurskie and Opolskie Voivodships) includes voivod-
ships with a definite dominance of communes in the
structure of budget expenditure, which is a reflection
of the local government structure in these areas.

In addition, it should be noted that in the case of
the Mazowieckie, Matopolskie, Slaskie, Wielkopol-
skie, Kujawsko-Pomorskie, Pomorskie, Dolnoslaskie
and Lodzkie Voivodships, the expenditure on culture
and cultural heritage from the budgets of the voivod-
ship self-governments is more visible than in the case
of the Podkarpackie, Zachodniopomorskie, Lubelskie,
Podlaskie, Warminsko-Mazurskie, Swigtokrzyskie,
Opolskie and Lubuskie Voivodships. Based on this
analysis, we can say that self-governments of central
voivodships spend relatively more of their budgets
than those in the voivodships located in eastern and
north-eastern Poland.

CONCLUSIONS

The analysis conducted in the study allowed us to for-

mulate the following conclusions:

— Regional differentiation has been demonstrated in
respect to the share of culture in the expenditure
from local government budgets. Spatial distribu-
tion of the phenomenon shows that the situation
of culture in the budget is the result of three
factors: the level of socio-economic develop-
ment, cultural potential and cultural policy of the
voivodships. In the case of one of the voivod-
ships (Dolnoslaskie Voivodship), the fact that the
voivodship capital performed a cultural function
also played a great role.
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— In culture funding from local government budgets,
among all types of territorial self-governments
(communes, cities with county rights, county and
voivodship towns), communes had the largest
share, and the voivodship with the largest share of
rural areas was the Opolskie Voivodship.

— The increase in the expenditure on culture in the
voivodships with a relatively lower level of socio-
-economic development demonstrates the growing
role of culture in those voivodships.
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BUDZETY SAMORZADOW TERYTORIALNYCH JAKO ZRODLO FINANSOWANIA KULTURY
| DZIEDZICTWA KULTUROWEGO W POLSCE: PERSPEKTYWA REGIONALNA

STRESZCZENIE

Samorzady terytorialne jako struktury dziatajace w regionalnym i lokalnym wymiarze sag w Polsce gldownym
zrodtem finansowania kultury. Lacznie z budzetow gminnych, powiatowych i wojewddzkich pochodzito
okoto 70% wszelkich wydatkow na cele powigzane z dziedzictwem kulturowym. Wobec powyzszego posta-
wiono pytanie badawcze, czy i na ile finansowanie kultury z budzetéw samorzaddw terytorialnych jest zroz-
nicowane przestrzenie. Celem gldéwnym badan jest wigc okreslenie regionalnego zréznicowania wydatkow
na kulture i dziedzictwo kulturowe z budzetéw samorzadowych. Podjeto takze probe wskazania przyczyn
tych roznic. Do analiz statystycznych wykorzystano dane Banku Danych Lokalnych GUS. Wykazano, ze ist-
nieje zroéznicowanie regionalne w zakresie udziatu kultury w wydatkach z budzetow samorzadow terytorial-
nych. Rozktad przestrzenny zjawiska jest wypadkowa oddzialywania trzech czynnikéw: poziomu rozwoju
spoteczno-ekonomicznego, potencjatu kulturowego oraz polityki kulturowej samorzadow wojewodztw.

Stowa kluczowe: finansowanie kultury, budzety samorzadow terytorialnych, typy samorzadow lokalnych
w Polsce
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