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AS ILLUSTRATED BY SOCIAL COOPERATIVES
IN POLAND’S MASOVIAN VOIVODESHIP

This paper aims to present the social cooperativevament in Poland’s rural areas as
illustrated by social cooperatives operating in abcommunes of the Masovian Voivodeship. Of
the 32 units operating at least since 2014, onlyh&d0e remained on the market. Based on the
National Court Register data, the study examinedvagtiprofiles, employment levels, activity
periods, founding entities and financial situatidns using the method of indicators of dynamics
and return on sales (ROS). Cooperatives were selegitdregard to the legal nature of their
founders in order to indicate any differences. Theperatives established by legal persons had
a stable financial situation in the case of 80%lué analysed entities. All of them recorded an
increase in revenues in comparison to the yearrbefmd 80% of them reported a profit and
a positive ROS. 80% of the entities establishednatural persons generated a loss from
conducted activities and a negative ROS in the tasee years of conducted activities.
The research results showed that the greatest clsaiocelevelopment were found in cooperatives
that were established by legal persons and whichaesttiservices of general interest.

Key words: social cooperatives, rural areas, Masovian Voivbipes
JEL Codes:D 69, R 11

Introduction

Over the past few decades, in many European cesnsibcial enterprises have been
developing at a very dynamic pace, more quicklynthaher economic sectdrs
An example of such enterprises operating in Polaad be found in the social
cooperatives that perform a key role in the saet@nomy. They currently constitute the
most common and most frequently used tool to stueubusiness activity in the social
economy. Since 2006, the Act on Social Cooperathas been in foréelt has been
amended many times to incorporate suggestions operative members and the
institutions that support them. The most importahatnges concern the ability to
establish cooperatives by legal persons (since )20®%eduction in the number of
persons entitled to establish such entities, aratlaction in the percentage requirements
for persons at risk of social exclusion. Despite #bove-mentioned facilitations, the
number of established entities is still not highaddition, the entities already operating

! Borzaga C., Salvatori G., Bodini R..: Social anlidgrity economy and the future of work, ed. Intional
Labour Office, Geneva, 2017, p. 4.
2 Journal of Laws of 2006, no. 94, item 651, as afadn
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on the market face formal and legal challengesyedsas economic issues and problems
connected with interpersonal relatidns

The presence of social economy entities in ruraasiis of particular significance.
Social entrepreneurship can affect the growth triepneneurship in general, and support
sustainable models of business development in aneas by helping to satisfy the needs
of rural communities However, social cooperatives in rural areas aie ati under-
utilized tool for assisting socially and economligaharginalized persons with full re-
integration into the labour market

Effective collaboration constitutes the foundatimm which the social economy is
based. In particular, collaboration for people wiave gone into a difficult material
standing and who are unable to find their footimg their current surroundings.
Cooperation with third parties who are ready tghe@lot only financially) may provide
them with versatile advantages. There are manwatsits like this in rural areas and
they result from various reasons, such as the figigebf agricultural activitied

Theoretical basis

The EMES (European Research Network) presentsdbial enterprise as one whose
activities are oriented towards social purposes ase gains do not serve the
maximisation or increase in profit of partners evners, but are applied for statutory
objectives or invested in the community itself. Amting to the EMES, these entities
should meet the below-mentioned social and econoritgria:

Table 1. Criteria distinguishing social enterprises acaogdio the EMES network

Economic criteria | Social criteria
conducting relatively continuous and regulaclear orientation towards a socially useful project
activity based on economic instruments; purpose;

autonomy, sovereignty of institutions against pigligrassroots, civic nature of the initiative;
institutions;

economic risk bearing; specific,  possibly  democrati system  of
management;
existence of even low-waged personnel; possiblymonity nature of operation;

limited profit distribution;

Source: Polski model ekonomii spoteczne;j ...Z008

This definition shows that the sense of social ecoyn is multi-dimensional. Business
activity allows for the accomplishment of sociatlgorofessional re-integration — mainly
due to the employment of persons at risk of exolusi and of other social objectives,
such as provision of services satisfying socialiyngicant needs (e.g. guardianship,

Determinanty przgywalndici spétdzielni socjalnych w woj. mazowieckim. Rapobadania, wyd.
Mazowieckie Centrum Polityki Spolecznej, WarszawasZyn 2018, s. 5.

#Yonous Jami M., Gokdeniz I.: Rural developmenttigh social entrepreneurship, Rocznik Administracii
Publicznej wyd. 4, Krakéw 2018, s. 238.

5 Krzyminiewska G.: Promotion of human capital af tliral population in the development process lettad
social economy operators, Journal of AgribusinesisRural Development nr 2 (44), 2017, p. 377-382.

® Parzonko A.. : Ekonomia spoteczna a obszary vigejsktan i przewidywane kierunki zmian [in:] Ekania
spoteczna ngdzy rynkiem, pastwem a obywatelem, ed. Murzyn D. and Pach J., biith, Warszawa 2018, s. 316.
" Polski model ekonomii spotecznej. Rekomendacjeatavoju, red. P. Rczek i .J. Wygnaski, wyd.
Fundacja Inicjatyw Spoteczno-Ekonomicznych, 2008r¥¥awa, s.19.
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social needs) or use of profits from business #gtfor socially useful purposes (see:

Defourny, J., Hulgérd, L. i Pestoff, 8/ Batko, Bogacz-Wojtanowska Zborai*®:

Schimanek’; Krzyminiewska?). Social cooperatives are business entities thatbine

the features of an enterprise and a non-governmengadnisation. The cooperative’s

main purpose is to provide its members with work. A abaooperative may be
established by persons belonging to excluded sgec@lps or groups at risk of social
exclusion who are strictly defined in the Act (uriayed, homeless, addicted, mentally

ill, released from prison or people with disabd#t) and by at least two legal persons,

such as: non-governmental organisations, local mowental bodies or church legal

persons.

Pursuant to the law, a cooperative must be eshadlidy at least thrematural
persons(ultimately at least five persons), but not moranth50. The cooperative
members may also include persons not mentioneuaeirtt, who are named ‘specialist’
in the Act, but their number may not exceed 50%albbrganisation members. Social
enterprises are subject to the same market denznedsery entity conducting business
activity. However, they do not distribute profit balance surplus among each other, but
they dedicate it to strengthening their potenpiagfessional and social re-integration or
activities of general interest for the benefit ofdl community. Therefore, they must be
competitive and well-managed.

The basic issue related to the functioning of datanomy entities (SEES) is their
financing. Apart from revenues from their paid eitiés, social economy entities may
use various funding sources. Two main financingn®rshould be distinguished, i.e.
non-returnable and returnable financial instrumeAtsong the instruments previously
offered to social economy entities, there arepdsvis:

1) Funding sources for non-investment projects inftdren of non-repayable grants,
e.g. Operational Programme ‘Human Resources Dernwop (PO KL),
Operational Programme ‘Civic Initiative Fund’ (POICJ, Swiss Financial
Mechanism, European Social Fund (EFS), and Europtgional Development
Fund (ERDF).

2) Funding sources for investment projects in the fofrmon-returnable instruments,
e.g. Rural Development Programme (RDP), PO KL, E®H,ERDF.

3) Public funds available for social economy entiteeg,. State Fund for Rehabilitation
of Disabled People, Labour Fund, bank credit on lfvam special funds.

4) Public administration budgets as funding sourcess@ial economy entities, e.g.
provisions of the Act of 24 April 2003 on publicrsdit activity and volunteerishi
and contracts for services with public administmatiso-called social clauses.

8 Defourny, J., Hulgard, L. i Pestoff, V., Sociatemprise and the third sector. Changing Europeaasizapes
in a comparative perspective. 2014, New York: Rauige.

° Batko R., Bogacz-Wojtanowska E.: Przeb#irstwa spoleczne — poszukiwanieésamdci pomiedzy celami
ekonomicznymi a spotecznymi, Problemy Zgtzania, vol. 13, wyd. 4, 2015, s. 195-206.

10 Zhorai H.. : Social economics — from the profit orientedrket to the social entrepreneurship, in: Rojek-
Nowosielska M. (ed.), Social Responsibility of Ongaations. Directions of Changes, Prace Naukowe
Uniwersytetu Ekonomicznego (AE) we Wroctawiu, 38015, Wroctaw.

Yschimanek T.: Finansowanie przegsorstw spotecznych w Polsce, Ekonomia Spotecziyd, &, 2015,
Krakow.

12 Krzyminiewska G.,op.cit.,pp.377-382.

12 Journal of Laws of 2003 No. 69, item 873, as arednd
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5) Fundraising sources for social economy entitieg, 8% of tax, grants, donation,
sponsorship, paid activity, public collection.
Cooperatives actively use various forms of supportd they have also used
returnable instruments, but their largest obstécleften a lack of funds for repaying
those forms of returnable suppért

Research material and methodology

This paper aims to present the functioning of theiad cooperative movement in rural
areas as illustrated by ten social cooperativesrabpg in Poland’s Masovian
Voivodeship. Rural areas shall mean rural and urbes communes. Detailed data
concerning founders, activity profile, year of édishment, number of employees and
financial situation of particular entities were aipied from the National Court Register.
Documents that helped determine the economic Bituatf cooperatives included their
valid financial statements, balance sheets, pmfil loss accounts, and reports on
activities. A factor in selecting cooperatives fogsearch was the submission of
a financial statement and presence on the mankeg sit least 2014, i.e. for at least five
years. According to the Polish Catalogue of SodZloperativeS, 145 social
cooperatives were operating in the Masovian Voigbieof 31 May 2018. In 2014, 108
social cooperatives were registered (status ad dde&cember 2014), including 29% in
rural areas. 31% from among 32 social cooperatfigaging in the National Court
Register, i.e. ten entities, are still operatingl active. This is much less than the
national average. In Poland, less than two-thirl4.4 thousand social cooperatives
registered at the end of 2016 have been activetii@Ssandf. Many cooperatives have
already been liquidated or have ended their ais:itThey were established thanks to
EU financial support and upon the completion of gpport, they ended their activities.
However, due to an expensive and complicated psooésnspection, they are still
registered in the National Court Register, thusuaidg error as to the actual number of
existing enterprises.

The fact that the majority of social economy eesitbperate in urban communes,
mainly in Warsaw, should also be considered. Thinosgjection, data concerning five
cooperatives established by natural persons aedefitities established by legal persons
were collected. Cooperatives were selected wittancedgo the legal nature of their
founders in order to indicate any differences. Tollected data were also analysed with
use of indicators of dynamics (previous year=1@8king into consideration revenues
obtained in the last three years — 2016, 2017, 2008. As the examined social
cooperatives perform mainly service activities, R@&s also researched = net
profit/sales revenues x 100%. The focus was omdbkearch of economic condition that
might constitute a determinant of stability. In ttese of a poor economic condition, the
cooperative is de facto unable to accomplish satigdctives, as it does not have any
funds for this, or to perform its functions relatéa re-integration. In the case of
a satisfying economic condition (when the coopeeats able to balance its business

1 Raport kaicowy. System wsparcia finansowego dla ekonomiiesprrtej na Mazowszu, 2014: ASM-
Centrum Badii Analiz Rynku sp. z 0.0. Kutno, s.56.

5 www.spoldzielniesocjalne.org

16 Social cooperatives in 2016. Advance informatibthe CSO as of 21 February 2018, p. 2.
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activity, achieving zero profit), it may perfornsifunctions related to re-integration, but
it does not have any funds for statutory objectivegdurn, when the condition is good,
the cooperative both performs its functions anademalishes social purposés

Results and discussion

While operating on the competitive market and beinbject to the same principles as
competitive entities, the social cooperative mustaim and maintain commissioners,
guarantee itself profits and keep financial liqtydiThis is a difficult challenge for
excluded persons who have not conducted busingsgtyadefore. Based on the
example of cooperatives operating in the rural @rgflathe Masovian Voivodeship, it
might be stated that 13 cooperatives, i.e. 40%eweanctioning only for the project
duration, i.e. up to two years. Six entities haeerboperating for more than two years,
including 67% functioning for thregears.

Table 2. Duration of social cooperatives in the rural arefathe Masovian Voivodeship

Cooperatives operating only for the project duratigp to| Cooperatives operating for more than two
two years years

Opportunity Halinéw (2005); You and UsZwolea (2007); | Care Stupno (2007-2017Karina
Gardens of DreamsNowe Gulczewo (2008);Subrento| Suchaebry (2012-2015);

Raciz (2010); Opportunity Zalesie Gorne (2010)fogether| Wyszogrodzianks/yszogrod (2012-
Puszcza Marisska (2012); Eco-Comfort Losice (2013);| 2017);FunparkZazdzierz (2014-2017);
EmetusBrudzier Duzy (2013);Forum Rézan (2013);Pierot | HavenWtadystawowo (2014-2017);

& Rose (2013); Crochet Hoot the DragonSzydiowiec| CooperationDrobin (2014-2017);
(2013); Janopole Social Cooperativelanopole (2013)
Domino Opinogéra Goérna (2014)Locomotive Czernice
Borowe (2014)

Source: author’'s own development based on the h&iti©ourt Register data.

The above situation is specific not only to the Maan Voivodeship. According to
the Information on the Operation of Social Coogdeest in 2016-201*, six in ten
cooperatives established between 2012 and 201&rddcsignificant difficulties in the
conducted activity, while 15% considered the endheir activity in 2017 due to the
problems encountered. Common barriers concernaadial matters, such as high non-
wage employment costs (44%), insufficient finanamdans (41%), and heavy budgetary
burden (32%). Some social cooperatives also notatextacles related to the entity’s
market position, in particular to too strong coniat (40%). Difficulties related to
unclear, incoherent and unstable legal regulat{8©%6), as well as to insufficient funds
at the disposal of customers (27%) were also qaitemon.

Cooperatives established by natural persons

As Table 3 shows, all cooperatives established @tural persons perform mainly
service activities. Two Masovian cooperativés)t and Faktoria, perform cleaning

services (26%). Th8hinecooperative renders care servid@sy Folksruns a restaurant,

17 Czetwertyiski S.: Znaczenie i kondycja ekonomiczna polskjpbidzielni socjalnych, Spotecistwo i
ekonomia, 1(7), 2017, Wroctaw, s. 52.

18 Information on functioning of social cooperativa@erating pursuant to the Act of 27 April 2006 ouial
cooperatives for 2016-2017: document of the Couwfdillinisters no. 24/158/18, 2018, Warsaw.
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while Green Needlgs occupied with stray production and sewing s@&wicThree
entities do not have additional employees.

Table 3.Social cooperatives of natural persons

Name and area of Year of Main activity profile Number of
activities establishment employees
Anttosice 2010 cleaning services 5
ShinePlateréw 2011 care services 5
Faktoria Zielonka 2012 cleaning and recreational services 8
Green Needldeziorno 2013 sewing services and stray production 5
Our FolksChodoéw 2014 food services 6

Source: author’'s own development based on the h&ti©ourt Register data.

The cooperative members are also employees hiretheobasis of a cooperative
contract of employment, while their wages congittlie entity’s deductible expense.
As the examined entities perform only services, dhwunt of their revenues reflects
their financial situation allowing to define the terprise’s activity, therefore it
constitutes a reference point for the assessmeprodif level and resource involvement.

Table 4.Financial data for cooperatives of natural persons

Revenues | Revenues | Revenues . .

and profit | and profit| and profit rDe)\//neerIITIecss ?L lI%)\//r;?]nJécss c:; ?\OS ROS in
Name in 2016 [in | in 2017 [in| in 2018 [in 2017 2018 2017 2018

ino

s | o | 1z016=100] | [2017=100] | fin%) | ")
Ant 83'317 9§'f§ 19122'(1)3 109.65 105.39 013| 411
Shine e S| e 89.27 186.90 | -27.20  -35.4
Faktoria ‘_‘3542 555’71 ?g?g 121.75 157.20 -5.37|  -4.32
Green 27.75 22.03 21.36
Needle | -15.23 433 -10.93 79.38 96.96 -19.65  -51.17
S(l;llr(s ?1556713 222;11 no data 86.83 no data 2.83 no data

Source: author’'s own development based on datafir@ancial statements in the National Court Regidega.

The research results indicate that fhat cooperative from Losice is in the best
financial situation, as it has been the only oneefmort a profit in the last three years,
which came in 2018 to PLN 4.20 thousand. Its reesngrow year by year at a steady
rate. In addition, it is the only one to have aifwes ROS in two subsequent years,
which came to 4.11% in 2018. Tleaktoria cooperative, despite recording an increase
in revenues, still has not achieved a profit oritpees ROS after seven years of activity.
The Shinecooperative achieved the largest increase in reaseimu 2018 — by 86.90%,
but its return on sales is still very low: -27.20862017 and -35.49% in 2018. In 2018,
that entity incurred operating loss coming to PL&73. The increase in revenues in the
Faktoria andShinecooperative allowed for an increase in wages amgsiments, which
resulted in an increase in losses, but was dofm@pgoove motivation. In 2017, th@ur
Folks cooperative had ROS coming to 2.83%, but it shoalsd decrease in revenues
and probably suspended its activities, as theree wer financial data for 2018. The
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Green Needlenas the poorest financial situation, as it generatry low revenues,
which, in addition, are falling year by year.

The above analysis shows that there is a questayk aver further operation of two
cooperatives -Our Folks and Green NeedleAn unfavourable financial situation is
a typical phenomenon for the majority of socialremoy entities. According to the CSO
data®, in 2016, 39% of social cooperatives generatedmess covering the costs incurred
(i.e. a zero profit was achieved), 37% sustainéaks, while only 24% had a surplus of
revenues over costs, i.e. positive financial redBitsiness activity constitutes only an
additional source of funding of their operationsiblt funds prevail (EU funds, state
special-purpose assets, local governments), whisk concerns about the stability of such
entities after the cessation of EU supffortt should also be emphasised that social
enterprises employ disabled and socially excludesgms, thus having lower labour
productivity and higher costs of products and sesi which is why they use public aid,
which contributes to self-sufficiency or profit niag?’. A lack of product orders is the
primary reason for a poor financial situation ia thajority of examined cases.

Cooperatives established by legal persons

The Perspectivecooperative, established in 2012 by two associatiah the Youth
Detention Centre in Studzieniec, is the longedifgscooperative. The entity has as
many as 47 employees. Under agreements, all o€édmre’s youths undergo practical
occupational education through the entity.

Table 5.Social cooperatives established by legal persons

Name and Year of Activity profile Founders Number of
location establishment employees
Perspectivat the food, cleaning Assaociation for the Youth
Youth Detention 2012 services and Detention Centre Support 47
Centre in maintenance of greerf OSADAand Association
Studzieniec areas Start 9
Stupno commune,
Centre for municipal and care Bolkowo, Mala Wid; the
Environmental 2012 B . . ; 30
ServicesSiupno services parlsh_ of Saint Martin and
association from Ptock
tourist Klwéw commune and
OasisKlwéw 2013 accommodation AssociationCommon 8
services Dream
. . Wegréw commune and
wi%rrzvv\\lllanka 2014 ?Ai?)?cl?pgafggrvices Povia,t Starost's Office in 7
Wegréw
Assaociation for
care services, Development of Alojzow
ReduarAlojzow 2014 rehabilitation and arty Village and its Region ang 7
workshop Father Pio Association in
Radom

Source: author’'s own development based on the h&ti©ourt Register data.

¥Social cooperatives in 2016, op. cit.

2 schimanek T., 2015 op. cit. s. 15.
2 Gorka K., Luszczyk M., Thier A.: Ekonomia spoteazako wyzwanie dla wspéiczesnych przebiirstw
[w:] Przedsgbiorczdié spoteczna-innowacjérodowisko, ed. Pach Jliwa R., Maciejewski W., 2019 wyd.
CeDeWu, Warszawa s. 231.
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Also in 2012, the Social Cooperative of Legal PessBentre for Environmental
Services(CES) was established. Its founders include th@r&ucommune, Bolkowo,
Mata Wies, the parish of Saint Martin in Stupno and the Asation for Innovation of
Information Society in Ptock. In 2017, the coopematwas joined by the Radzanowo
commune, Drobin town and commune, and the Associ®ractice and Innovation
Academyin Plock. Its main activity is formed by the mumial services for associated
communes, but CES also runs the Occupational Théhsrkshops in Mirostaw for 30
persons, Daily Senior Residen®éour in Drobin and a shelter for homeless dogs in
Mata Wies, having a total of 30 employees. The long-termnypleyed or persons under
the municipal social welfare centre’s care coniilmost 70% of its employees.

The Oasiscooperative rendering tourist accommodation sebvitas at its disposal
17 rooms and a banqueting hall. It was establisiedan initiative of the Klwéw
commune and theCommon Dream Association. This organisation conducts
Occupational Workshops rendering catering serviéas hotel guests and event
participants.

Established in 2014 by two associations, tReduar cooperative providing
rehabilitation, art workshops and care services leysppersons qualified in their
specialties: four physiotherapists, one pedagoguee artist and one decoupage
instructor.

The financial situation of entities established legal persons is much better
than that of cooperatives established by naturasqmes, as Table 6 shows. Special
attention should be paid to tentre for Environmental Servigeshich experienced an
increase in revenues by 350% in 2019 against tlae lgefore. The rapid increase in
revenues was caused by the expansion of actiitjesew municipalities and new
orders. As a result, the costs related to the eynpdmit of new employees and the
purchase of fixed assets increased. The coopemies not suffer loss from conducted
activity, while achieving every year a profit aetlevel of several thousand zloty (in
2016 — PLN 18.19 thousand; in 2017 — PLN 14.69 ¢had, and in 2018 — PLN 12.48
thousand) and having a positive ROS.

Table 6.Financial data for cooperatives of legal persons

Dynamics | Dynamic
Revenues| Revenues Revenues
4 profi 4 profi d orofi of s of ROS ROS
Name of social| &MY Pro .'t .and pro .'t .and pro .'t revenues | revenues| in in
cooperative | M2016[n | in2017[in | in2018 [in | % "50,77 | Gyon18 | 2017 | 2018
thousand thousand thousand [2016=10 | [2017=1 | [in %] | [in %]
PLN] PLN] PLN] - - ° 0
0] 00]
. 25.36 30.84 31.02
Perspective 138 168 187 121.60 100.58 5.45 6.02
Centre for
] 402.56 355.59 1,247.66
Enwr_onmental 18.19 14.69 12.48 88.33 350.87 4.13 1.00
Services
. 234.17 284.03 201.33 L
Wegrowianka 28.66 2157 64.73 121.29 70.88 -7.59| -32.1%
. 70.30 88.84 56.16
Oasis 052 29.97 1748 126.37 63.21 33.73 -31.12
39.75 32.43 53.59
Reduar -9.90 0.95 357 81.58 165.25 -2.92 6.66

Source: author’'s own development based on datafir@ancial statements in the National Court Regidega.
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In the last three years, therspectivecooperative generated increasing revenues
and profit, as well as ROS at the level of 5.45%2@17 and 6.02% in 2018. Also the
Reduarcooperative reported increasing revenues, prafd, ROS at the level of 6.66%
in 2018., TheOasis cooperative, established in 2013, did not have &ngncial
problems in 2016 and 2017. Revenues were reduc&édy with losses coming to PLN
17.48 and ROS at the level of -31.12%, occurre¢y @ml2018. Pursuant to the report,
that situation was only temporary and related fwotel renovation. Th&\Vegrowianka
cooperative has the most difficult financial sitoat As its report on activities showed,
it had been established by two local governmergstie Municipal Office in \ygrow
and the Poviat Starost’s Office inggféw, to be able to perform their ordered tasks.
Unfortunately, the situation changed and a calltésrder was launched for orders that
the cooperative had performed so far and couldimoat It lost the tender with
a competitive company from outside the communerdfbee, Wegrowiankahad to look
for orders on its own and had to extend the scopésoactivities by repair and
construction services, as well as care and cleasengces for senior citizens. However,
the funds obtained from service performance areenotigh to keep the cooperative up
and its position is at risk. Further functioningtbé cooperative depends largely on the
favour of local governmental bodies, as pursuarthéostatutory provisions they enact
the entity’s direction of development for the updogn years. This condition is
confirmed by the fact that responsibility for dey@inent of local communities — despite
an assumption that it shall be divided among aketolders: public, private and social
sector — is still borne mainly by local governméttadie$? constituting prime movers
of these entities.

Summary

Only one in three (31%) social cooperatives esthbli in rural areas in Poland’s
Masovian Voivodeship has been actively functionorgthe market for at least five
years. The financial situation of entities estdtdi$ by legal persons is much better than
for entities established by natural persons. Méshem (80%) recorded an increase in
revenues compared to the year before and 66% mta@drofit and a positive ROS.
They perform their role very well by fulfilling rexegration and statutory services,
having also many employees. Tl@&entre for Environmental Serviceoperative
deserves special recognition, as it has generdtedhighest revenues and financial
results. Cooperatives established by natural pergmtounter a completely different
situation, as 80% of them have generated a loss éanducted activities and a negative
ROS in the last three years of conducted activithes many as 60% of cooperatives
collected low revenues — below PLN 100 thousande $ame number do not have
additional employees. The financial situation obtarganisations is particularly poor
and they are at risk of insolvency. Activities afoperatives in the rural areas of the
Masovian Voivodeship are diverse. Frequent actipitgfiles were cleaning services
(50%), maintenance of green areas (40%), carecesr{80%), and food services (20%).

2 Kolomycew A., Pawlowska A..: Partnerstwagtiysektorowe w rozwoju obszaréw wiejskich na
przyktadzie Lokalnych Grup Dziatania w wojewddztygiedkarpackim, Studia Regionalne i Lokalne, 2(52),
2013 s. 76.
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Based on the above analysis, it may be statedattggnificant impact on social and
economic development of rural areas may be exetamsainly by social enterprises
established by legal entities and rendering sesvidegeneral interest for the benefit of
local governmental bodies and local community.
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Funkcjonowanie przedsebiorczosci spotecznej na obszarach
wiejskich na przyktadzie spoétdzielni socjalnych wagwodztwa
mazowieckiego

Streszczenie

Celem artykutu jest przedstawienie przeb®rczaci spotecznej na obszarach wiejskich na
przyktadzie spétdzielni socjalnych maych siedzih w gminach wiejskich woj. mazowieckiego.
Ustalono,ze spéréd 32 jednostek funkcjomagych co najmniej od 2014 roku, na rynku utrzymato
si¢ tylko 10. Na podstawie danych z KRS zbadano pd#iktaingci, poziom zatrudnienia, okres
prowadzenia dziatalrei, podmioty zataycielskie oraz sytuagjfinansows przy wykorzystaniu
metody indekséw dynamiki oraz wskaka rentownéci sprzeday (ROS). Wyodgbniono
spotdzielnie pod wzgblem podmiotowséci prawnej zataycieli, celem wskazania #aic. Wsrod
podmiotéw zataonych przez osoby prawne wygtje stabilna sytuacja finansowa dla 80%
analizowanych jednostek. We wszystkich z nich gmlstvzrost przychodéw w poréwnaniu do
roku ubiegtego a 80% z nich odnotowata zysk oragatti ROS. Spadd spoétdzielni zatzonych
przez osoby fizyczne 80% wykazato sratprowadzonej dziataldoi oraz ujiemny ROS w trzech
ostatnich latach prowadzonej dziataloio Wyniki bada wykazaty, ze najwiksze szanse na
rozwéj maj spoétdzielnie socjalne zatone przez osoby prawndwiadczce ustugi ayteczndgci
publicznej.

Stowa kluczowe spétdzielnie socjalne, obszary wiejskie, woj. ldaieckie
JEL Codes:D 69, R 11
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