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Abstract: Euroregions have become one of the most used terms with regard to local and
regional development. Their significance in Central Europe is even greater because the
region has a complicated history and has been traditionally criss-crossed by countless
borders of various types. The Euroregion Beskydy lies in the border areas in the east of the
Czech Republic, north-western Slovakia and the south of Poland. The aim of this paper is
to analyse and assess the possibilities of managing its development at the communal level
both in the Polish and Czech parts of this territorial group. The research is underpinned by
questionnaire survey accomplished in selected municipalities of Euroregion Beskydy.
Respondent opinions were evaluated on the basis of the Likert scale. Mann Whitney U test
was applied for the assessment of opinion differences. It turned out; there is quite a strong
identification of municipalities with Euroregion Beskydy. Yet, the financial motives of
municipal membership in this Euroregion are prevailing.
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Introduction

Areas of various sizes and their development have become the subject of daily
attention. For the purpose of this paper, territorial growth should be understood as
an increase in the total product of the observed territory at a given time. Local and
regional development is, in turn, represented by the whole complex of processes
running in places and regions. These processes are the basis for positive changes of
places and regions, taking into account the economic, social, environmental,
cultural, psychological and many other factors. However, territorial development
cannot be achieved without territorial growth. In addition to the need for
sustainable development, the economic, environmental and social components of
a given territory need to be taken into account (Suchacek, 2005).
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In the spatial sciences, different criteria are applied to the designation of regions.
The homogeneity criterion links territories to homogeneous regions that show
traces of similarities according to specific indicators. Some examples of such
indicators are: the level of unemployment, wages or employment shares in the
branches of the economy. The functional criterion, in turn, links territories to
functional regions that are closely related to each other due to some indicators. The
common feature here is intense interdependence. The criterion of daily commute is
often used to limit functional regions. Therefore, these units are assigned to the
municipalities, from which a certain percentage of residents commute daily to the
main city (in this case, we are talking about the ‘labour market region’). Other
criteria can also be used to designate functional regions, such as access to services,
provider-client networks, intensity of telephone calls, etc. (Maier and Tddtling,
1998; Suchacek, 2015; Urminsky, 2017).
Currently, the concept of the region is emphasized as the area, in which there is
a connection of networks and social interests in the development of the region. In
addition to interactions within the region, the common interests of the inhabitants
of the area - or their identification with the area — are also emphasized.
The region, however, presents 3 completely different spatial formations:

i) Subnational area (e.g. Randstad or Ruhrgebiet)

ii) Supranational area (for example Central Europe)

iii) Transnational area (e.g. Euroregions described in the paper)
Euroregions are one of the forms of cross-border cooperation. These are territorial
units that associate the border regions of different European countries with
common or similar historical, cultural and often economic features (Malinovsky
and Suchacek, 2006). The reason for the creation of the Euroregions is above all
the effort to work together to solve specific problems linked to the peripheral
positions of the border regions. As a rule, we deal with problems that cross the
borders and cannot be solved on only one side of the border. Raising funds from
the European Union cannot be forgotten here. Euroregions can therefore be seen as
a result and also as a generator of cross-border cooperation (Dolzblasz, 2013).
The first Euroregion that emerged in Europe was the German-Dutch Euroregio in
1958. It was primarily about the obvious restoration of cross-border confidence
after the war. With continued European integration, many other Euroregions have
also emerged, which have further strengthened cross-border cooperation. After the
fall of the Iron Curtain in 1989, the number of Euroregions grew significantly
along the borders of the post-communist countries. In the territory of today's Czech
Republic, the first Euroregions have been established since 1991 and today they are
all along the border of the country.
The Euroregion Beskydy is located in the border areas of three post-communist
countries - Poland, Slovakia and the Czech Republic. The creation of Euroregion
Beskydy dates back to February 18, 2000, when a contract on the Polish-Slovak
community was signed under the name Euroregion Beskydy. On June 9, 2000, the
treaty was extended to also include the Czech part of the mentioned area.
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The geographical element, which is common to the entire area of the Beskydy
Euroregion, is the Beskydy Mountains. In addition, in all three countries there are
semi-peripheral regions, especially in relation to their geographical location and
distance from the decision-making centers of the countries concerned.

It should be emphasized that there exists scientific gap in the area of cross-border
cooperation in case of post-communist countries. We are trying to contribute to
filling this gap by our research concentrating on qualitative aspects of municipality
cooperation in the Beskydy Euroregion. Common cultural roots, identity and
historical development generate similar specific institutional heritage of these
territories. These aspects can manifest themselves as intangible assets, but also as
a barrier to further development.

The objective of this paper is to analyse and evaluate the possibilities of managing
Euroregion Beskydy development at the communal level both in the Polish and
Czech parts of this territorial group. The questionnaire survey has been
accomplished in selected municipalities of Euroregion Beskydy.

Literature Review

From the viewpoint of territorial development, the traditional borders indicated
boundaries regarding, for instance, free movement of persons, travel, circulation of
money, exchange of goods and cultural influences (Suchacek, 2011). A whole new
quality is the creation of the so-called Schengen area, in which a significant part of
these barriers have disappeared. However, it is debatable to what extent the
boundaries remain in the minds of the inhabitants of the border regions. It is cross-
border cooperation within the Euroregion that can help to gradually remove these
mental borders (Anholt, 2010; Pike, 2000; Wroblewski, 2016 or Kurowska-Pysz
and Szczepanska-Woszczyna, 2017).

In this paper, we are pragmatically focused on municipal development
management. Municipalities constitute a basic territorial unit of the state and
a basic self-governing community of citizens living in a particular area. This makes
it possible to name and solve the territorial problems directly on-site and to
facilitate their subsequent solution in an endogenous way. The possible approach to
the solution of specific territorial problems is the cross-border cooperation (CBC).
Euroregions represent an appropriate domain for such kind of co-operation.
Perkmann (2007) considers such a form of cooperation as the construction of a new
territorial scale. On the other hand, Euroregions suffer from serious conceptual
gaps. Medeiros (2011) notes that they are not defined on the basis of rigid criteria,
moreover some of them lack legal identity.

It is clear that such cooperation requires the involvement of sub-national actors
from two or more sovereign countries (see e.g. Perkmann, 2003). This form of
initiative should be a characteristic by bottom-up approach. On the one hand, there
is created a freedom for the initiative of individual municipalities, on the other
inter-municipal cooperation in the context of defining common goals and activities
leading to their fulfillment is required (see also Gonzalez Gomez and Gualda,
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2016; Oliveira, 2015 or Kurowska-Pysz et al. 2018). However, Svensson (2014)
criticizes the motivation of local governments in the context of the membership
within Euroregions. Instead of policy-driven motivation membership there exist
distinct tendencies to grant-driven forces of motivation. These trends imply
possible priority of grant thematic areas of intervention vis-a-vis genuine needs of
municipalities.

Applied Methods

The research is based on a questionnaire survey carried out in selected
municipalities of the Euroregion Beskydy. The top and middle management of
selected municipalities were surveyed. The period of data collection was between
August and October 2018. Altogether, the target group consisted of 100
respondents of which fifty came from municipalities on the Czech side and fifty
from municipalities on the Polish side of the Euroregion. The territorial designation
of the Euroregion consisted of 99 municipalities, 63 on the Czech side (valid as of
December 31, 2017) and 36 on the Polish side (valid as of August 1, 2018). The list
of Euroregion members is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Euroregion Beskydy — list of municipalities
Country Municipalities

Albrechtice, Baska, Bila, BruSperk, Bruzovice, Celadn4, Dobra, Dobratice,
Dolni Domaslavice, Dolni ToSanovice, Frycovice, Frydek-Mistek, Frydlant
nad Ostravici, Havifov, Hnojnik, Horni Bludovice, Horni Domaslavice,
Horni ToSanovice, Hukvaldy, Janovice, Kanovice, Katefinice, Komorni
Lhotka, Kozlovice, Krasna, Krmelin, Kun¢ice pod Ondfejnikem, Lhotka,
Luéina, Malenovice, Metylovice, Moravka, Nizni Lhoty, NoSovice,
Ostravice, Palkovice, Paskov, Pazderna, Prazmo, Przno, Pstruzi, Raskovice,
Ropice, Reka, Repisté, Sedlisté, Smilovice, Sobé&Sovice, Stard Ves nad
Ondfejnici, Staré Hamry, Stafi¢, Stfitez, Sviadnov, Senov, Térlicko,
Tranovice, Vaclavovice, Vé&lopoli, Vojkovice, Vratimov, Vy$ni Lhoty,
Zabeti, Zermanice

Bielsko-Biata, Czechowice — Dziedzice, Szczyrk, Buczkowice, Kozy,
Porabka, Wilamowice, Wilkowice, Zywiec, Czernichow, Gilowice, Jele$nia,
Milowka, Koszarawa, Lipowa, tekawica, Lodygowice, Radziechowy —
Wieprz, Rajcza, Slemien, Swinna, Ujsoly, Wegierska-Gorka, Stryszawa,
Zawoja, Makow Podhalanski, Jordanow, Bystra Sidzina, Tomice, Brzeznica,
Spytkowice, Oswiecim, Kety, Polanka Wielka, Zator, Pcim

Czech
Republic

Poland

The structure of the questionnaire consisted of 14 closed questions and two open
guestions. The closed questions were evaluated on the basis of the Likert scale
from one to five. The lowest value was represented by ‘one’, expressing a strict
disagreement with the given question. In contrast, the value of five represented the
highest intensity of consent to the question. Open questions were applied to obtain
specific information. Due to the limited scope of the paper, only selected closed
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questions will be presented here. For the evaluation of the questionnaire, the basic
statistical indicators, mean and standard deviation were used in this paper. The
differences between the representatives of the Czech and Polish sides of the
Euroregion were also compared. Because of the original nature of the data, the
non-parametric Mann-Whitney U test was used here. This test can be applied to
compare two or more independent samples. Values of significance of the respective
test may in this very case indicate the stochastic dominance of one sample relative
to the other (Hollander et al., 2013).

Results

The results are presented from the synthetic point of view, reflecting aggregated
views of the members of the Euroregion. The attention was also paid to the
comparison of opinion polls of the municipal respondents from the Polish and
Czech parties. Of the total number of questions in the questionnaire survey, we
selected five important questions. Table 2 presents the level of identification of
representatives of municipalities with the territorial definition of the Euroregion.

Table 2. Identification with territory

N | Min. | Max. | Mean | SD
Q1. Are you identified with the territorial Cz | 50 1 5 3.96 | 1.228
delimitation of the Euroregion Beskydy? PL | 50 1 5 3.54 |1.281
Total | 100 | 1 5 3.75 | 1.266

On the basis of aggregated data, relatively strong identification with the territory
can be observed. Overall, 69% of respondents express satisfaction with territorial
integrity, while in 34% of cases the respondents expressed their full agreement
with the identification of the Euroregion, and 35% of the respondents expressed
a satisfactory identification. Nevertheless, internal discrepancies are observable,
when 8% of respondents strictly disagree with the defined territory, and 12% of
respondents tend to perceive it rather negatively.

Nonetheless, one can observe the second highest average score for all the above-
mentioned questions has been achieved. At the same time, statistical differences
between respondents from Poland and the Czech Republic were not confirmed. The
structure of views of the relevant representatives of the management of
municipalities can therefore be considered as similar throughout the entire territory.
The highest average score of 3.96 out of all the questions for Czech respondents is
observed (see Figure 1).

A total of 42% of Czech respondents expressed very strong identification with the
territorial delimitation of the Euroregion. In 76% of respondents on the Czech side,
there was a very strong or partial approval which is the highest positive share of all
these questions.
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Figure 1. Municipal identification with Euroregion territorial delimitation

In contrast, three times more respondents on the Polish side did not agree with the
territorial delineation. Overall, it is clear that on the Polish side, more than
a quarter of the respondents present reservations about the territorial demarcation
of the region. Table 3 shows the results of the question related to the issue of
project activities with municipalities on the other side of the border.

Table 3. Cross-border project activities

. . . . N | Min. | Max. | Mean | SD
Q2. Are you actively involved in projects of
- . L1 Cz |50 | 1 5 2.90 | 1.389
cross-border cooperation with municipalities PL (50 | 1 5 304 | 1538
: . . T . :
in Polish/Czech side of the Euroregion? Towal 1100 | 1 5 97 [ 1.460

It is evident that cross-border project activities have obtained the lowest overall
average score. Only 46% of respondents rate the area positively or rather
positively. In turn, 48% of respondents have the opposite view. Internal
fragmentation is apparent. The central principle of the existence of Euroregions is
therefore questioned by the partners themselves. Moreover, the comparison of the
ratings between Polish and Czech respondents does not show statistically
significant differences. In both cases, the lowest average score is registered,
including the lowest difference in the average rating under the questions mentioned
here (see Figure 2).

In case of the Czech side of the Euroregion, 50% of the respondents express their
opinion that they are more or less not cooperating with the municipalities on the
Polish side. In case of the Polish side, the share is similar - 46%. In addition, on
both the Czech and Polish sides, the highest intensity of the negative rating of all
the questions is perceived.
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Figure 2. Municipal evaluation of mutual Polish/Czech cooperation

These strictly rejecting positions on both sides of the Euroregion in relation to
cross-border cooperation appear to be rather surprising, indicating the persistence
of barriers. It is precisely the existence of border barriers in the context of possible
constraints in their cooperation the next question is devoted to (see also Table 4).

Table 4. Border restrictions

N | Min. | Max. | Mean | SD
Q3. Do you consider the issue of border Cz | 50 2 5 3.72 | 0.882
barriers to be overcome? PL | 50 1 5 3.88 | 0.961
Total | 100 | 1 5 3.80 | 0.921

In this question, the highest average rating of all queries is identified. Overall, 69%
of respondents consider the issue of borders to be completely resolved or almost
resolved. The municipalities in both countries are members of the European Union
and belong to the Schengen area, while the fundamental principle of the EU is in
this context to ensure the free movement of persons, goods, capital and
information. Quite surprisingly, 21% of the respondents have expressed an
indecisive opinion. This situation can be interpreted in the context of the
complexity of barriers. Apart from traditional areas such as the existence of mutual
competition, physical or administrative barriers, at the forefront there are cultural
and psychological barriers, such as linguistic, national, stereotypes or customs.
Mann-Whitney U test did not confirm statistically significant differences in the
assessment of Polish ad Czech respondents. It can be stated that on both sides of
the Euroregion the respondents consider the issue of border barriers as
unimportant, which is also evidenced by the lowest frequency of the negative
evaluation (no, rather not) of all the questions (see Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Perception of border barriers from municipal perspective

However, there is also a relatively strong uncertainty, where 20% for Czech
respondents and 22% for Polish respondents have chosen a neutral answer. This
finding corresponds to the complexity of the definition and perception of barriers.
Membership of the Euroregion brings an advantage in the possibility of drawing
funds from the EU budget for possible project activities, subject to the conditions.
Question 4 seeks to identify whether this fact can be considered the main reason for
membership in the Euroregion. More information can be found in Table 5.

Table 5. Subsidy as a main motive of the existence of Euroregion

N | Min. | Max. | Mean | SD
CZ | 50 1 5 3.48 | 1.199
PL | 50 1 5 4.02 | 1.020

Total [ 100 | 1 5 3.75 | 1.140

Q4. Do you consider the possibility of
drawing subsidies from the EU as the main
advantage of membership in the Euroregion?

Based on the final assessment, it can be said that the answer is rather positive. This
question has reached the second highest average score, along with question 1. The
‘definitely yes’ item was selected by 27% of the respondents, and ‘rather yes’ by
43% of the respondents. This pragmatic aspect of membership in the Euroregion
seems to be a priority. On the other hand, only 16% of respondents did not perceive
the possibility of drawing subsidies as the main motive for the membership in the
Euroregion. The functional integrity of Euroregion can therefore be considered as
dependent on subsidy opportunities. A fundamental issue in this context is the
long-term continuity or consistency of the defined territory in the event of
a reduction or complete decommissioning of the financial resources allocated to
cross-border cooperation.
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Figure 4. Municipal differences in motivation for Euroregion membership

In this one case, Mann-Whitney U test shows a statistically significant difference in
the evaluation of the possibility of obtaining funds as the main motive of
Euroregion membership (asymp. Sig. = 0.014). In this question we can also see the
highest differences in the average rating of Polish and Czech respondents (see
Figure 4), namely 0.54. The possibility of drawing subsidies is considered to be the
main reason for a significantly higher proportion of respondents on the Polish side,
34% definitely yes, 48% possibly yes. On the other hand, 58% of Czech
respondents rate the possibility of obtaining additional funds in a positive way.
From the point of view of the structure of the questions, we record the highest
intensity of positive evaluation of all questions for respondents from the Polish side
of the Euroregion, including the highest frequency of responses expressing strict
consent.

The structure of subsidy titles and therefore the possibility of using funds may not
be in line with the real needs of individual municipalities. Table 6 presents the
results of the question focusing upon identifying whether respective territorial
management perceives the consistency between the needs of the municipality and
the thematic structure of the grant titles.

Table 6. Real needs of municipalities vs thematic area of subsidies

N | Min. | Max. | Mean | SD
Cz |50 | 1 4 3.16 | 0.955
PL | 50 | 1 5 3.38 |1 0.878

Total [ 100 | 1 5 3.27 |0.920

Q5. Do you consider the thematic focus
of subsidy titles to meet the needs of the
municipality?

The second lowest average rating is recorded here. Overall, only 4% of respondents
consider the thematic focus of subsidy titles to be entirely in compliance with the
needs of the municipality. Forty-four percent of respondents are inclined to believe
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that they do. The opinion that the aims of the subsidy do not correspond or rather
do not correspond to the needs of the municipality is shared by 22% of the
respondents. The fact that 30% of respondents only show partial reconciliation
between the real needs of the municipality and the thematic focus of the titles
seems interesting. In this context, it should be emphasized that grant titles should
serve only as an additional source for financing the needs of the municipality.
Municipalities are the lowest self-governing bodies, with assigned finance, to
provide basic functions in the municipality. It is not possible to find a perfect
match in priorities or in the needs of all municipalities. This is the lowest territorial
level with the highest disparity rate. A common denominator or common themes
are sought between the municipalities. It is clear that this aspect cannot fully reflect
the primary problems or the needs of municipalities. This should be rather the
added value created through mutual cooperation in specific areas.

NCZ WPL
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a) definitely not b) rather not ¢) donotknow d) rather yes e) definitely yes

Figure 5. Municipal evaluation of subsidies thematic focus

The resulting rating of respondents seems unusual. At the same time, there were no
statistically significant differences in the evaluation between Polish and Czech
respondents. Only 46% of respondents on the Polish side and 50% on the Czech
side perceive the focus of subsidy titles in relation to the real needs of the
municipality as adequate or rather adequate (see Figure 5). Significant
incompatibility is recorded especially in Czech municipalities. It is also necessary
to state the highest average or neutral assessment in both cases. Twenty percent on
the Czech side and 40% of respondents on the Polish side consider the consistency
between the focus of thematic areas and real needs as the average one.
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Discussion

This paper is devoted to the area of cross-border cooperation of municipalities in
the Beskydy Euroregion. For the complex development of the artificially created
region, a strong identification of the actors with the given territory can be
considered as a key aspect. The results show that relatively strong identification
with the territory prevails. Oliveira (2015) claims that strong identity can generate
regional advantage, useable e.g. in case of construction a joint branding strategy.

On the other hand, it should be noted that more than a quarter of Polish respondents

present reservations about the territorial delimitation of the region.

Despite the relatively strong identification with the territory, the low intensity of

project activities with municipalities on the other side of the border seems to be

rather striking. The essential element of the existence of Euroregions, i.e.

endogenous activity, is not fully fulfilled here. Also functional interconnection or

functional integrity of Euroregion is not completely solid. According to Kurowska-

Pysz et al. (2018) this result can be perceived as an internal barrier that may restrict

the long-term sustainability of the Euroregions. Research indicates the existence of

certain barriers limiting the internal interconnection of the area. However, as

a possible source of limitation, the borders are not very problematic for

respondents. Nonetheless, it is plausible to assume they mean primarily

administrative-political and physical borders. The existence of restrictions of an
institutional or psychological nature cannot be ruled out (Szczepanska-Woszczyna,

2015). One of the strongest links of the existence of the Euroregion seems to be

finance. In other words, the possibility of obtaining additional funding in the form

of subsidies is perceived by the respondents as the pivotal motivation for
membership of the Euroregion. This is in line with the results of the Svensson’s
study (2014). She notes the existence of tendencies to grant-driven forces as
prevailing motivation aspect for Euroregion membership. On the other hand, the
respondents expressed a relatively large discrepancy between the real needs of their
municipalities and the focus of the grant titles themselves. The issue of allocation
of subsidies, or their effectiveness in the context of the real needs of municipalities
arises here. Generally speaking, it can be said that the structure of opinions
between Czech and Polish respondents regarding the questions asked is quite
similar. The exception is the evaluation of the possibility of drawing subsidies as
the main advantage of membership. Here, as a single case, a statistically significant
difference in the opinions between Polish and Czech respondents was identified

(asymp Sig. = 0.014). This purely pragmatic aspect is more accentuated by

respondents from the Polish part of the Euroregion Beskydy. Based on these

results, the following managerial recommendations have been defined:

— To increase the activity in the context of cooperation with the Polish/Czech side
of Euroregion, given the significant number of opinions expressing a strictly
negative attitude or limited activity in the area of cross-border cooperation.

— To focus on defining the long-term sustainability strategy of the Euroregion,
including the definition of financial flows, including an alternative to

375



POLISH JOURNAL OF MANAGEMENT STUDIES
Suchacéek J., Walancik M., Wréblewski L., Urminsky J.,
Drastichova M., Sotkovsky I.

2018

Vol.18 No.1

the limitation of EU subsidies flows, in relation to the territorial level of
municipalities.
— To define the core of cross-border region with the widest range of connections.
— To create a common information portal or to ensure the sharing of information
useful for enhancing the integration and overall development of Euroregion,
including the territorial level of municipalities.

Conclusions

Border territories traditionally suffered from the lack of interactions and
communication with other spaces. Great transaction and transportation costs often
reflected this unfavorable state. In the course of time, border areas became to be
known as territories distant from the centres, territories sparsely populated and with
limited infrastructure and communication linking to the rest of the country. Not
surprisingly, border regions developed into distinctive type of problematic and in
a way alienated territories. Vanishing borders, which are symptomatic for Europe,
should be seen as one of preconditions supporting the room for societal vivification
of European territories rather than a panacea. Open borders represent one of critical
conditions for genuine stimulation of the endogenous potential of regions and
places. Euroregions play a crucial role in this context. They should be perceived as
results as well as motors of cross-border co-operation. Central European countries,
such as Poland or Czechia that followed lethal socialist road used to suffer from
a large degree of impassability of their borders. The process of the disappearance
of borders leads towards qualitative move from passive and clumsy space of places
towards active and dynamic space of flows. This can be perceived as a return to the
natural developmental spatial trajectory of post-transformation border teritories.
Future developments of Euroregions in Central East Europe as well as elsewhere
will be based not only on their competitiveness but on their ability to co-operate, to
learn and to join existing networks in order to draw on win-win situations. Our
research — based on the case of Euroregion Beskydy - revealed that cross-border
co-operation is driven primarily by pragmatic pecuniary motives. In other words,
cross-border co-operation is hitherto far from automatic or inbuilt mechanism.
Future research directions should revolve around both regional as well as wider
societal aspects and tendencies. While the first is represented for instance by the
quest for further facilitators of cross-border co-operation or the issue how to tackle
the possible future constraints of the funding from the European Union, the latter
comprises for instance the topical problem of illegal migration.
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ZARZADZANIE ROZWOJEM MIEJSKIM EUROREGIONU BESKIDY
W POLSCE | REPUBLICE CZESKIEJ

Streszczenie: Euroregion stat si¢ jednym z najczeSciej uzywanych terminéw dotyczgcych
rozwoju lokalnego i regionalnego. Ich znaczenie w Europie Srodkowej jest jeszcze
wicksze, poniewaz region ma skomplikowang histori¢ 1 tradycyjnie przeplataja go
niezliczone granice réznych typoéw. Euroregion Beskidy lezy w obszarach przygranicznych
we wschodniej czg$ci Czech, pétnocno-zachodniej Stowacji i potudniowej Polski. Celem
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niniejszego artykutu jest analiza i ocena mozliwo$ci zarzadzania rozwojem na poziomie
gminnym zaréwno w polskiej, jak i czeskiej czgsci tej grupy terytorialnej. Badania opieraja
sic na ankiecie przeprowadzonej w wybranych gminach Euroregionu Beskidy. Opinie
respondentéw oceniano na podstawie skali Likerta. Do oceny réznic zdan zastosowano test
U Manna Whitneya. Analiza wykazata, Ze istnieje do$¢ silna identyfikacja gmin
z Euroregionem Beskidy, przewazaja jednak finansowe motywy cztonkostwa gminy w tym
Euroregionie.

Stowa kluczowe: zarzadzanie, gmina, Euroregion Beskidy, Polska, Republika Czeska
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