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REASONS AND THE IDEA OF LOCALECONOMY
INNOVATION STRATEGIC CONSTRUCTION

At present, in the situation of intensified globalization processes,
occurring both in economic and social sphere, and also within ecosystems,
referring changes of innovating nature only to commercial processes is
neither necessary, nor desirable, even though it does constitute a crucial
condition for their origin and dissemination. In the times of extensive
European integration and globalization stimulating innovation of economic
entities, organizations, and most of all territorial social and economic
systems, becomes the crucial instrument of economic policy at international,
national and regional level. In other words, supporting innovation of territorial
systems becomes the new form of public intervention directed — by entities
responsible for the construction of economic, social and environmental
policy —to entities of supra-national, national and regional economy. In the
European Union scale strategic goals of such support are stated, among
others, in the Lisbon Strategy, as well as the EU regional policy defining
the criteria and procedures of support for pro-innovation regional
development. In national scale, e.g. in Poland, the Innovation Economy
Operational Programme constitutes a suggestion of a scenario for
carrying out pro-innovation policy. The activities included in it, co-financed
by EU, cover both direct support for enterprises, business environment
institutions, national units, as well as systemic support for R&D sector
potential and its aptitude to create innovation, and also stimulating economic
entities capacity to absorb innovative changes. At regional level of EU
countries, the basic pro-innovative activity is to prepare and implement
regional innovation strategies. Such strategies are aimed at establishing
partnership for regional innovation system within the framework of the
covering self-government authorities, scientific and research centres, as
well as enterprises. At all of these supra-local levels of management and
policy implementation deals with a long term pro-innovation plans of
strategic activities. Therefore a question occurs — should strategic
construction of territorial innovationbe finalized at regional level? Reply
has to be negative. There occur numerous reasons for the construction of
pro-innovative, strategic concepts at local level, i.e. communal or district
one. Having focused only on the communal level, following arguments
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should be distinguished:

— high number of formal relations, resulting from legal regulations
or optional, economic and functional links and relations of communal self-
governments and local economic entities, as well as research and
development organizations;

— high dependence level of possibilities regarding activities
undertaken by local self-governments, mainly resulting from budget
revenues, form the potential and stability of local enterprises, and what
results from it, their innovation;

— broad spectrum of tools by which communal authorities influence
local economic entities, including the possibility of establishing statutory
entities for innovative activities;

— high level of knowledge represented by communal authorities
regarding local capacity for exploiting endogenous potential in creating
and absorbing innovation;

— growing pressure from owners and top executives of economic
entities exerted on communal authorities aimed at taking the role, by the
latter, of a multidimensional, local stimulating agent for economic
development;

— growing pressure from local communities exerted on communal
authorities aimed at taking, by the latter, the role of active job market
development creator;

— indispensable resources, at the disposal of self-governments in
many communities, allowing them to play the role of local economy
innovation stimulator;

— implementing their own, long term policies by communal
authorities, which constitutes an indispensable condition while aiming at
the accomplishment of objectives related to local economy innovation.

Since there are reasons and opportunities for long term, complex
and effective, i.e. strategic local economy innovation construction by
communal self-government, it must be decided within what type of
framework it can be performed. Should legislative bodies of communal
self-governments, following the practice by regional self-governments,
approve local innovation strategies? We are already experiencing first
initiatives of that type and may be they will become at least partially
disseminated, however, this is currently a completely new activity in its
conceptual phase of collecting and verifying experiences. Many more
opportunities should be perceived, according to the author, in “traditional”
strategies for communal development. Therefore, having joined the above
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presented definitions, the concept of “strategic local economy innovation
construction”, included in the title of the hereby study, should be understood
as such construction and implementation of communal development
strategy as the result of which local economy innovation level grows and
facilitates local development level. It means that strategic construction of
local economy innovation consists in such strategic management, by
communal authorities, owing to which increases local economy capacity
for:

— innovation absorption, starting from the second, or within the
framework of the third innovation cycle phase with their source (phase
one) outside its area. It therefore refers to obtaining innovations as
exogenous factors of local development;

— generating domestic innovation, at least partially based on local,
endogenous innovation potential, starting from the first phase of innovation
cycle until they are practically implemented and disseminated in local
economy, or — a better option — in the economy of a given region, country,
or in global economy.
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Bunap H.
TepHONUILCHKII HALlIOHAIBHIH €KOHOMIYHUI YHIBEPCUTET
acriipanTka kadeipu Aep»KaBHOTO 1 MyHIIMITAILHOTO YIPABIIIHHS

MOJIEPHI3AIIA TEXHOJIOI'TA YITPABJIIHHSA
EKOHOMIYHUM I COIJAJIBHUM PO3BUTKOM
TEPUTOPIA

BiamoBigHo 10 MoaepHi3amiiHOi Teopii, MoaepHi3aIii K
OCYYaCHEHHsI pI3HOMaHITHUX MPOIIECIB € OHUM 13 OCHOBHHX YHHHUKIB
PO3BUTKY Oy1b-s1K0i cucTeMu. MoziepHizallis IpoLeciB yIpaBIiHHS Ha PiBH1
TEPUTOPIATBHUX CIILUTLHOT 00yMOBJICHA: BUCOKUM PIBHEM KOHCEPBATH3MY
MOJIeJIi Ta TEXHOJIOT1H YNpaBiiHHA €KOHOMIYHUM PO3BUTKOM
MYHIIMTIAIEHUX YTBOPEHb; HEBIAMOBITHICTIO TEXHOMOT1i YIPaBIHHS, K1
3aCTOCOBYIOTHCS, TpaHc(opMallii 06’ €kTa yrpaBiiHHS, 110 BU3HAYAE
CYTHICTB 1 3MICT YTIPaBIIHCHKOTO MPOIIECY; HEOOXIIHICTIO BpaXyBaHHs HOBOI
napajurMu MICII€BOrO PO3BUTKY Ha 3acajax MyHilumaniizaiii;
HEY3TOJKEHICTIO YIPaBIIHCHKUX BIUTUBIB 3 OOKY Cy0’ €KTIB Pi3HHX
iepapxiuHuX piBHIB. BkazaHe 00yMOBIIIOE aKTyaIbHICTh Ta CBOEYACHICTh
TMIPEJICTABIICHOTO JIOCITIHKCHHSI.

Cepen HapiKHHX TPoOOJEM, sKi CIiJ pO3B’s3aTH B MpoIleci
1OOy/I0BHM HOBOT KOHLIETILIH YIPABITIHHS PO3BHTKOM TEPUTOPIATIBHUX CITUTHHOT,
HEOOX1THO BUBHAYHTH:

1) dbopmyBaHHS TEOPETHYHOI CYTHOCTI KOHIIEMIIil MiCIIEBOTO
PO3BUTKY Ta HOro eKOHOMIYHOI CKJIaI0BOI 3 ypaXyBaHHSIM CAMOPO3BUTKY
TEPUTOPIi Ta 30BHIIIHIX TUTHAMIYHUX MTOIITOBXIB 1 TaJIbMIBHUX 0ap’€piB;

2) ¢dopmyBaHHS e€()EKTUBHOI MiCIIE€BOT EKOHOMIUHOT OMITUKH,
CIPSIMOBAaHOI Ha MOJOJIAHHS CTPYKTYPHHUX IAMCHPOMOPIIA MicIeBOi
€KOHOMIKH, TIATPUMKY IIIIIPHUEMHULITBA, CTUMY/IFOBAaHHS IHBECTHLIHHOI
AKTUBHOCTI;

3) BiaMOBa Bijl KOHIIETIIIT JETTPECUBHUX TEPUTOPIH, SIKa Ha TyMKY
aBTOpa € MTY4YHOIO. Hemae nenpecuBHUX TePUTOPI — HABITH ITyCTEIs
1 30Ha eKOJIOTTYHOT O JINXa BOJIO/IIE TIEBHOIO aTPAKI[IHICTIO, HATOMICTh
HECHPUATINBI TEHICHIII B PO3BUTKY TEPUTOPIaIbHUX YTBOPEHb, K1
NpeICTaBHUKHU I[€HTPAJIbHOI Ta MICUEBOi BJIaJu HA3UBAIOTH
,»JIEMPECUBHUMH ", € HACTITKOM Hee(heKTMBHOI yIpaBIiHCHKOI JIsITbHOCTI
BJIQIHMX IHCTUTYTIB. Tak, Ha ChOroH1 PO3BUTOK TEPUTOPIATBHUX CITUTBHOT
B YKpaiHi BiZOyBa€ThCs Ha OCHOBI Iepepo3noaLTy (hiHaHCOBUX PECYpPCIB:
80 % MyHIIMIATBLHUX YTBOPEHD B YKpaiHi € JOTalliiHUMU, 10 1 TIOPOIKYE
iX JICTIPECUBHICTb.
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