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The Multagri Project

Multagri : an overview on the multifunctionality of agriculture and rural areas

Multagri is a Specific Support Action undertaken within the 6th Framework Research Programme of the
European Commission. With a partnership of 26 research organisations from 15 countries this project will
provide a comprehensive overview of existing research, particularly in Europe, on different aspects of the
multifunctionality of agriculture and rural areas. The approach adopted in this initiative is based on the premise
that the multifunctional character of agriculture must be acknowledged and promoted so that agriculture can
fulfill its potential as a central pillar of sustainable development.

From a state-of-the-art to recommendations for future research

Although the notion of multifunctionality only recently appeared on international political agendas, numerous
social, cultural, technical and research practices already refer to it, either explicitly or implicitly. It is important to
structure, assess and interpret these works to enable the identification of revelant questions for future research.
This will be the role of Multagri, in six stages :

1. Evaluating the state-of-the-art of current research.

2. Further analysis and understanding of ongoing research work.

3. Identifying the main institutions and networks involved in this type of research, both inside and outside
Europe, and paying special attention to new EU member countries.

4. Identifying the different disciplines and scientific approaches that are generating knowledge and
conceptual backgrounds in this area.
5. Providing a conceptual and analytical framework that allows for the identification of approaches and topics

for further research.

. Formulating recommendations for a future research agenda concerning the multifunctionality of agriculture
and rural areas.
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Six research issues

Six thematic axes of research have been identified in order to structure the analysis and guide the development
of recommendations for promising lines of future research:

1. Definitions and interpretations of the concept of multifunctionality, and its contribution to sustainable
development.

2. Consumer and societal demands.

3. Models, techniques, tools and indicators that are of value in examining the multifunctionality of agriculture.

4. Multifunctionality of activities, plurality of identities, and new institutional arrangements.

5. Establishment and management of public policies aimed at promoting multifunctionality : connecting
agriculture with new markets and services and rural SMEs.

6. Evaluation of the effects of policies on the multifunctionality of agriculture: observation tools and support for
policy formulation and evaluation.

For further information, please contact :

Dominique Cairol,

Multagri co-ordinator,
Cemagref
dominique.cairol@cemagref.fr
T:33 0140 96 60 50

F: 33014096 61 34
http://www.multagri.net
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Executive summary

The multifunctionality of agriculture is a relatively new concept in the new EU Member States of
Central and Eastern Europe. Not much is not known yet about the role of different farm strategies in
multifunctionality, their relevance, the degree to which multifunctional activities are taken up by farm
households and rural policies, and their contribution to economically, ecologically, and socially
sustainable rural development. The main target of this report was to start filling up this gap in available
data for Central and Eastern European countries (CEECs), and furthermore, to analyze if the case of
CEECs is special and different to other parts of the European Union.

Since the accession process to the EU, ideas of multifunctionality of agriculture and rural areas are
well incorporated into the relevant government documents. The notion of multifunctionality is not
widely used. Instead governments tend to operate related concepts, such as alternative economic
activities, agricultural diversification, and non-agricultural production. The emphasis of national rural
development plans and implementation is on income diversification of farms and rural areas. Other
aspects of multifunctionality, such as environmental and social issues, are subordinated to the
previous one.

Several studies on some multifunctional activities of farms have been carried out. They are
concentrating on a specific activity (especially organic farming) with not much links to the general
discussion of multifunctionality. The focus of economic and to some extent policy issues are
dominating. Studies with theoretical and general viewpoints are few in number in most of the CEE
countries. Although basic national statistics on many multifunctional activities on farms exist in every
target country, they are not very complete and/or detailed.

Although the emphasis of the specific forms of multifunctional activities on farms differs from country
to country, there are some common characteristics. The most crucial, compared to the old EU-
Member States, is related to the dual farm structure with large-scale farm units and more or less part-
time oriented family farms. Multifunctionality is occurring differently among these farm units. Family
farms have off-farm income from another occupation or different social transfers (mainly pension),
provide services with own farm equipment and practice forestry. A number of family farms are also
involved in organic farming and agri-tourism. Large-scale, enterprise farms seem to involve in several
multifunctional activities at the same time, as they used to do in the central-planned era as state
farms.

The dual farm structure has created to some extent also a dual agricultural policy. CEE agricultural
policy has two main lines: (1) the increase of competitiveness of agricultural production by supporting
large-scale farms and large family farms in traditional crop and livestock production, and (2) viable
development strategies for small family farms, household plots and rural areas with supporting e.g.
multifunctional activities.

Agriculture still constitutes the backbone of the rural economy in CEECs. The tradition of SMEs in
rural areas is short, and the SME sector has remained limited in size. Main problems of rural
development in general are connected to unskilled labour, short tradition of entrepreneurship,
insufficient infrastructure, lack of financial resources. Many problems are derived from the insufficient
functioning of local government and other local institutions.
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Introduction

Agricultural policy in the EU has supported the development of multifunctional agriculture since the
1980s. The support programmes have been planned out of the prevailing structure of farming, aiming
at promoting a more market-oriented agricultural policy. The accession of eight Central and Eastern
European countries (CEECs) to the EU on 1 May 2004 has diversified the picture of EU agriculture.
The farming sector in the new Member States is characterised by the existence of a large number of
farms: approximately 4 million farms with 39 million hectares of utilized agricultural land. There are
considerable differences in farm size, farm ownership, labour productivity, yield per hectare and
distribution of capital between the old and new member states. Such factors challenge EU agricultural
policies: more diversified agriculture of the new member states has to be taken into account. Structural
policies are also influenced because the restructuring of agriculture has impact on rural areas in
general.

CEECs have undertaken great efforts to transform their political and institutional systems related to
agriculture and rural areas in preparing their countries and people for EU accession. Despite the
success in fulfilling the accession criteria, agriculture in CEECs continues to be confronted with
various challenges concerning agriculture, sustainability, and rural development.

Multifunctional farm strategies have by now been fairly well documented and researched in the old EU
Member States. However, for the new Member States in CEE much less is known about their
relevance, the degree to which they are taken up by farm households and rural policies, and their
contribution to economically, ecologically, and socially sustainable rural development. The main target
of this research task for the MultAgri project was to start filling up this gap in available data for CEECs.
An additional aspect was also to analyze if the case of Central and Eastern Europe is special, e.g.
because of the fact that farm structures differ considerably from other EU-countries.

Aleksanteri Institute (Finnish Center for Russian and East European Studies) coordinated the research
done by the teams in eight CEECs: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia,
Slovenia and Hungary. The teams were typically consisted of three members with a senior researcher
as team coordinator and PhD students and/or master degree students in the fields of rural sociology
and rural economy (see Annex 1).

The research teams were asked to describe the role of the multifunctionality in agriculture in their
countries, what multifunctional agriculture means, how it is understood, and how it is occurring at the
level of farms, regions and wider society. Each team produced a 40-60-pages long country report.

During October and November 2004, the teams collected and reviewed the state-of-the art of research
and governmental documents, and evaluated the national agricultural and rural statistical systems
concerning multifunctional agriculture along with a specific instruction blanket which was tailored for
CEECs. At the beginning of December 2004, Aleksanteri Institute organized a two-day feedback
seminar in Helsinki. The first drafts of the country reports prepared by each team laid the basis for the
thematic discussions of the representatives of the CEE teams, the coordinator of WP4, the
coordinators of the CEE project and some other researchers in the field of multifunctional agriculture.
From the template of the discussions at the seminar, the teams finalized their country reports by the
end of January 2005.
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The instruction blanket for document gathering and reviewing contained detailed directions for:

a) searching, selecting and reviewing the relevant documents of multifunctional agriculture or
related research topics

b) listing the main researchers and research teams working on the issues

c) evaluating the national and some other core statistical systems on how multifunctionality of
agriculture has been taken into account

d) describing different multifunctional activities of farms (number of farms involved in activities,
types of activities, farm characteristics, factors of success and/or failure of the activities,
synergies between different activities)

e) describing the role of small and medium enterprises in supplying rural multifunctionality, and

f) describing to what extent public support systems, advisory services, farmers’ unions and other
relevant interest groups related to agriculture have acknowledged the multifunctionality of
agricultural activities.

The instructions for describing the different multifunctional activities of farms on the basis of both
research reports, governmental and other core documents and statistical systems, were tailored by
using the main range and types of activities defined in the IMPACT research project’.

The comparative CEE report was written on the basis of the country reports, utilizing additional
information and discussions during the feedback seminar. In writing the regional report for CEECs, the
challenge has been how to interpret the different expressions of multifunctionality used in the
documents and statistics, and moreover, how to utilize the research teams’ diverse ways to approach
the given tasks. This report is, in any case, an interpretation of its writers of the data and information
received from country teams. We are greatful for collaborating in this new and highly interesting topic.
Working with translations of eight different languages it is propable that misunderstandings and
incorrect interpretations emerge. However, the project has managed to invoke scientific interests to go
deeper in comparisons and in research of multifunctionality in rural Europe.

Crucial characteristics of CEE agriculture

Eight new EU Member States in the Central and Eastern Europe do not constitute a homogeneous
group of post-socialist countries, although they do share half a century of the influence under the
Soviet system, the Baltic States as an integral part of the Soviet Union. Some countries — Hungary,
the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Slovenia and a part of Poland — had also experienced centuries under
the common constitutional rule of the Austrian (later Austro-Hungarian) empire until the World War II.
At a general level, the historical and political past seems to contribute to some common characteristics
of the current social and economic development of agriculture and rural areas among: (1) the Baltic
States, (2) the Czech Republic, Slovakia, and Hungary, (3) Poland and Slovenia. To some degree
Poland and Slovenia differ from other CEECs because their farm structures have been dominated by
small family farms during socialism.

" The project “The socio-economic impact of rural development practices and policies: realities and potentials” (IMPACT),
financed under the Fourth Framework programme FAIR-programme by the European Commission, made an overview of
new rural development activities taken up by farm households for 6 EU member states. See J.D. Van der Ploeg, H. Renting
and M. Minderhoud-Jones — The Socio-Economic Impact of Rural Development: Realities and Potentials, Special Issue of
Sociologia Ruralis, Volume 40, Number 4, October 2000 and J.D. Van der Ploeg, A. Long and J. Banks (2002) (eds.) — Living
Countrysides. Rural Development Processes in Europe: The State of the Art. Elsevier. Doetinchem (The Netherlands).
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However, despite the disparities of agricultural development and the economic and political transition
process in the 1990s between and within each country, some crucial issues are common mainly
because the transition process has severely affected rural areas. Rural areas are characterised by
high unemployment rates, poverty, selective out-migration, collapsed infrastructure and service
activities, and some other social expressions of marginalization. Rural economy is still lagging far
behind the urban economy in CEECs.

One of the vitally important, shared characteristics among CEECs is the dual (or emerging triple) farm
structure. All countries have both very large enterprises (both private and state owned) and numerous
small ones, which are typically more or less part-time-oriented, family owned and operated farms.
However, also substantial differences between CEECs can be found in their farm structure. The
statistical classifications of the farm units differ between CEECs and in some cases the farm
categories within a country’s statistical systems are blurred®. These make comparisons difficult, hence
the presented numbers of farms in different categories are only suggestive (Table 1).

In the research for the MultAgri project, we have used the concept of family farm although it is not
widely used in the target countries. Slovenian and Lithuanian statistics have a category of family
farms. However, individual private farms (EE, CZ, HU), peasant farms (LV), individual farms (PL) and
self-employed farms (CZ, SL) have the core characteristics of family farms: a family operated and
owned, small or medium sized farm unit.

Non-operating farms with no agricultural production nor non-agricultural activities are usually
separated from the operating (or economically active) ones. The number of non-operating farms is
rather notable, for example as many as 22% (approx. 651.600 farms) of the Polish farms fall in this
category. All CEEC’s agricultural statistics separate household plots from family farms. Household (or
land) plot is a widely used category referring to a very small production unit with less than 1 or 5
hectares agricultural land depending on the country, and its products are mainly used for a family’s
own consumption. Although their share of the total agricultural land is marginal, the plots have an
important role in the regional development because they are high in a number. Furthermore, they are
not only dwelling places and places for subsistence farming, they may also provide an important
source of income. In Poland, for instance, the land was a meaningful source of income for 15% of the
plot owners (in 2002, Table 14).

The previously state owned, large-scale farm units have been polarized into (1) private enterprises
with several groups of different legal structure (such as limited companies, joint stock companies, co-
operatives), and (2) state or municipally owned farm units. The privatisation processes have almost
completely wiped out state farms in CEECs. Baltic countries still have state or municipal farms but
their share is low both in the number of farm units and in agricultural land. Because of the private
enterprise farms, large-scale farming has continued as an important feature of CEE agriculture. The
high shares in total land cultivated by co-operatives and commercial companies characterise
especially Slovakian (89%) and Czech (71%) agriculture. In Slovakia, agricultural land is farmed
mostly by very large enterprises. After the restructuring of Slovakian farm structure in the 1990s, the
co-operative enterprises managed to retain their dominant position in agriculture although their share
in the total acreage of agricultural land fell from the 82% in 1990 to 54% in 2001. The privatisation of

2 For example Lithuanian agricultural census makes a separation between “self-sustaining family farms” and “profit-seeking
(registered) farmer farms”. The latter type’s average land size is significantly higher (28.2 ha) than the former one’s (5.5 ha).
According to the Lithuanian country report, the distinction is mainly based on the purpose of a farm. Family farms are more
oriented towards self-sustenance, while farmer farms are (purely) profit seeking. Lithuanian census have distinct categories
for enterprises and household plots.
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Table 1 Number of different legal types of farms and their share of agricultural land and the average
farm size in CEECs

Legal type Nr of farms | Share of Average
agricultural | farm size
land, % (ha)

EE, 2001 | State farms 76 1

Co-operatives -

Commercial companies 927 37

Individual farms/operating farms 67.984 62

13
LV, 2001 | State farms 127 1

Co-operatives - -

Commercial companies 477 9

Individual farms/operating farms 37.618 49

Household plots/semi-subsistence farms 96.525 39

12
LT, 2003 | State and municipal farms 80 3

Co-operatives 50 1

Commercial companies 463 9

Individual farms/operating farms 277.970 84

Household plots/semi-subsistence farms 331.980 3

5
PL, 2002 | State farms

Co-operatives 314 1

Commercial companies 550 11

Individual farms/operating family farms 1.971.700 83

Household plots/semi-subsistence farms 976.900 2

8
CZ, 2000 | State farms - -

Co-operatives 746 29

Commercial companies 2.281 42

Individual farms/operating farms 35.219 26

Other (natural persons not SEF; semi-subsistence) 21.739 3

68
SL, 2001 | State farms - -

Co-operatives 715 54

Commercial companies 721 35

Individual farms/operating farms 5.473 10

Household plots/semi-subsistence farms 62.213 2

31
HU, 2001 | State farms 12

Commercial companies (incl. some co-operatives) 8.382 60

Individual farms/operating farms 924.788 40

Household plots/semi-subsistence farms 835.616

4
Sl, 2001 State farms - -

Co-operatives - -

Commercial companies 103 5

Individual farms/operating farms 86.324 94

6

Sources: CEE Country Reports, own calculations
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state property gave rise to a number of private business companies in agricultural production and
decreased the number of farmers’ co-operatives. Under the high-risk conditions of agriculture, the
newly-established organisations preferred the legal forms with a lower degree of personal liability in
Slovakia. Slovenia (94%), Poland (85%), Lithuania (87%) and Latvia (80%) represent the opposite
with a high share of family farms operating in agricultural land. Estonia and Hungary can be placed in
the middle category, but still with the dominance of family farms (they operate approx. 60% of the total
agricultural land).

The share of household plots (semi-subsistence farms) (< 5 ha) in the total number of the farms is
high in all these countries. It ranges from 39% in Latvia to 94% in Hungary. The high number of small
holdings as such and the differences between CEECs are a result of several factors. Along with the
privatisation process, the low profitability of agriculture, weakened job possibilities and in general the
lowered living standards in the transition period especially in rural areas have determined it — all of
them are crucial characteristics of the CEE agriculture. E.g. in Hungary, many persons who have lost
their job in industry or in the service sector in the face of lacking job opportunities have started to farm
a small holding received in the privatization process. Also in Poland and in Lithuania rural
unemployment is especially high. Moreover, the traditions of having a garden or plot “where to put
hands in the soil” is an important part of cultural heritage and a usual habit to spend leisure time.

Low level of agricultural productivity is linked to the obsoleted and under-mechanised farm technology,
and the low level of processing agricultural products, which usually mean difficulties to enter to
markets for small farms. This has also links to the dual farm structure with land fragmentation:
difficulties to mechanise production and processing in small farms.

These issues related to agriculture are interlinked with the general characteristics of the rural
economy: lower general level of income, ageing population, selective out-migration of young people,
lower education level and insufficient infrastructure compared to the urban areas.
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Multifunctionality of activities on farms

In general, the EU accession of CEECs has resulted in the adoption of the concept of multifunctional
agriculture in policy documents. Poland makes an expection. Already since the early 1990’s, there
have been academic and political discussions on “multifunctional villages” and especially on promoting
rural entrepreneurship. Polish family farms have rather long traditions of pluriactivity, and in that sense
multifunctional agriculture is a new term for an old set of farm practices. Table 2 describes the
situation in CEECs in 2004.

Multifunctional agriculture is often cited and generally accepted in the recent governmental documents
concerning both agricultural and rural policy even if definitions of it vary and also alternative concepts
are actively used. Although the notion of multifunctionality as such is not very widely used, academic,
political, NGO and other actors employ more directly specific elements and activities of
multifunctionality. Instead, several sub-concepts (agri-tourism, food processing, direct sales, various
on-farm and non-food activities) are found, for example categories such as supplementary farm
activities (Sl), non-agricultural production (CZ, PL), economic activities (EE), other profit making
activities (SL) and alternative agricultural activities (LT).

Several studies on specific multifunctional activities (especially organic farming) have been carried
out. Typically they do not have much links to the general discussions on multifunctionality. The focus
of reseach is on economic and to some extent policy issues. Studies of theoretical and general
viewpoints are more rare in most of the countries; several Polish and Czech studies exist. The
Lithuanian country report states that at least in Lithuanian governmental documents, multifunctionality
is more a fashionable construct referring to the future vision of agriculture than to a substantive
phenomenon. In many cases, multifunctionality is used in academic and policy discourse as an
ambigious and fluid concept with no clear reference.

By classifying roughly the various economic activities of farms other than conventional farming in
terms of IMPACT project, we can definitely state that a remarkable part of the CEE farms function in a
multifunctional way (Table 3). The emphasis of the categories of multifunctional activities differs from
country to country and also within countries between regions.

Off-farm income from another occupation or pension plays a very important role among family farms.
In practice all household plots have other income sources. One half or three-quarters (depending on
the country) of operating family farms receive income from off-farm occupation or different social
transfers. Broadening activities are more common than deepening ones. Especially some on-farm
activities, such as contractual services (e.g. services with tractor machinery for other farmers),
construction and transport activities, are typical to every country. Different craft activities are also
important to some countries (EE, PL, SL, Sl). Some forms of production for non-food use have great
importance, especially forestry and wood processing. Moreover, generating and distributing renewable
energy provides income for some farms. Deepening activities are rather new in CEECs. However,
Central European countries have long traditions on quality production and direct selling of some
products (especially wine).
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Table 2 Use of the concept of multifunctional agriculture and alternative concepts in CEECs, 2004

EE LV LT PL cz SL HU Si
Is the concept No No Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
MFA used
explicitly?
Is MFA Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
acknowledged?
Since when / EU Accession 1998, EU EU Accession Early 1990’s, 1998, EU 2000, EU Late 1990’s 2000, EU
driving forces? Accession employment Accession Accession Accession
Which MFA Economic Environmental Economic Economic Economic Economic Economic Economic
functions receive
most attention? Social Economic Social Social Environmental Social Social Social
Social Environmental Environmental Envirnmental
Is MFA Very little Indirectly, not Yes, but Yes Yes, but too Little, mostly Little, fragmented | Little, indirectly
addressed in very well ambiguous general technical + fragmented
research?
Alternative Economic Rural Agricultural Multifunct. Landscape Agricultural Eco-social Rural
concepts diversification development diversification countryside maintenance diversification agriculture Development
Sustainable Sustainable Farm Employrtr)ent Sustainability Non-commodity Rural Supplementary
development development restructuring generation outputs Development activities
Entrepre- Non-market
Alternative Alternative neurship functions Regional viability Territorial Local
economic activities balance community
activities initiatives
7
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Table 3 Multifunctional activities on farms in CEECs

EE (2001) LV (2001) LT (2003) PL (2003) CZ (2000) SL (2001) HU (2003) Sl (2001)

Nr of farms Nr of farms Nr of farms Share of farms Nr of farms Nr of farms Nr of farms Nr of farms
Deepening
- Organic farming 810 219 700 0.1% 810 90 1.239 1.451

(2004) (2003) (2003)
- Food processing 188 425 Exists, nodata | 2.3% 538 455 Exists, no data | 280
- Direct selling Exists, no data | Exists, no data Exists, no data | Exists, no data Data on the sales | 1.808 Exists, nodata | 9

of organic farms
Broadening
- Agri-tourism 251 303 355-400 4.0% 206 62 6.800 (2002) 424
- On-farm activities 1.354 4.059 Exists, nodata | 18.1% 5572 872 Some farms 1.078
- Non-food production / 10.871 6.865 Exists, no data | 4.6% 170 9 Several farms 552+ 159
product diversification
- Nature & environment 1.878 Exists, no data Exists, no data Exists, no data Exists, no data 4.200 Exists, no data
management (2003) (2004)
Other activities (not 1.741 7.441 7.152
classified)
Total 15.215 17.379 363.700 - 661.600 11.000 3.300
Estimation of the share | Share of Share of Share of econ. Share of farms Share of Share of family
of farms involved in operating economically active farms (main activity in registered farms farms 5 %
MFA activities farms 41 % active farms 16-29% farming) 20 % a7 %
10 %

Re-grounding: 65% with 60-70% with 70% have 75,5 % of family 96.5% of semi- 43% of people | 55,1% of total
Off-farm income income from income from agriculture not as a | farms have subsistance working in income from

off-farm other activity main source of income from farms have other | agriculture off-farm

occupation income pension and off- income have other employment

farm occupation income
Sources: CEE country reports, own calculations.
All Hungarian village accomodators (6.800) do not necessary have links to farm households.
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Table 4 Operating agricultural holdings by share of income from economic activity in Estonia in

2001
Activity Share of farms according to the share of income of
economic activities; %

Nr of farms >0-<25% 25-<50% | 50-<75% | 75-100%
Crop production and livestock farming 27.403 3.8 2.2 6.7 87.2
total
Natural person 26.587 3.7 2.2 6.8 87.2
Legal person 816 5.8 2.0 5.8 86.5

P —

Hunting total 65 61.5 24.6 6.2 7.7
Natural person 63 61.9 25.4 6.3 6.3
Legal Berson 2 50.0 - - 50.0
Forestry total 9.906 34.2 4.4 12.0 49.4
Natural person 9.786 34.2 4.4 121 49.4
Legal person 120 3.3 7.5 5.0 55.0

Farm tourism and sports total 251 21.5 10.4 21.5 46.6
Natural person 236 22.9 11.0 20.8 45.3
Legal person 15 - - 33.3 66.7

P —

Handicratft total 135 45.9 11.1 23.0 20.0
Natural person 134 455 11.2 23.1 20.1
Legal person 1 100.0 - - -
Processing of own products total 188 44.1 19.1 14.9 21.8
Natural person 168 45.2 17.3 14.3 23.2
Legal person 20 35.0 35.0 20.0 10.0

Processing of wood total 169 36.1 19.5 18.3 26.0
Natural person 157 35.1 21.0 17.8 25.5
Legal person 12 41.7 - 25.0 33.3
Fish breeding total 36 61.1 11.1 13.9 13.9
Natural person 33 66.7 9.0 15.2 9.0
Legal person 3 - 33.3 - 66.7

Fishing total 695 32.7 5.5 10.6 51.2
Natural person 692 32.7 5.5 10.7 51.2
Legal person 3 33.3 - - 66.7
Services total 1.219 52.4 15.6 16.2 15.8
Natural person 1.036 47.8 17.3 18.0 17.0
Legal Berson 183 78.7 6.0 6.6 8.7
Other activities total 1.741 23.7 10.8 19.4 46.1
Natural person 1.620 20.8 10.6 20.2 48.4
Legal person 121 62.8 14.0 8.3 14.9

Total number of farms means the farms with the named activity. Hence the total number of the farms is approximately
9.900 bigger than the total number of the operating farms in Estoniain year 2001. At maximimum that is the number
of farms with more than one economic activity in Estonia. Organic farming is included to the activity of crop

production and livestock farming.

Legal person: public or private economic unit, general partnership, limited partnership, provate limited company,
public limited company, commercial association, non-profit organisations. Natural person (sole proprietor): sole holder
of holding which is not legal person and not linked to any holdings of other holders, partners who manage their
individual holdings as if they were one holding.

The country reports do not offer much data on the income received from different multifunctional
activities. The Estonian report indicates that crop production and livestock farming (incl. organic
agriculture) is the core source of income: 87% of operating farms received their income totally or
almost totally (>75% of the farm income) from this activity in 2001. While the equivalent share of
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the other activities — which can be mostly regarded as multifunctional activities — places itself
from 8% to 50% depending on the activity. Forestry, farm tourism and sports, fishing and other
activities (not classified) are the most profitable multifunctional activities in the terms of their
share of the farm income. Especially farm tourism seems to be a very good option to get some
additional income or even get the main source of living. Approximately one half of the family
farms and 66% of corporate farms involved in tourist activities got their main income from these
activities. Hunting, handicraft, processing, fish breeding and services are other good additional
income sources in Estonia. One half of all the farms involved in these activities got up to 50% of
their income form these sources. (Table 4.)

The Polish situation of farms’ main income sources differs from the Estonian one. Only 30% of
the family farms received main income from agricultural production, the equivalent share was
15% among plot owners in 2002. The non-agricultural activities on farm was the main source of
income for 5.6% of family farms and for 2,8% of plot owners. To sum up: the main income were
based on off-farm income (other occupation, pension and other social payments) for as many as
60-65% of the family farms. (Tabel 14.)

Only few country reports offer comparable data on multifunctional activities by the legal structure
of the farms. Two countries represent the different farm structure: Estonia (Table 4) with the
dominance of family operated farms but existing strong large-scale, corporate farm sector, and
the Czech Republic (Table 5) which is characterized by the large-scale farm sector. The data
reveals that corporate farms involve many activities other than conventional agriculture. Food
processing and different on-farm activities (also not classified, other activities), typically services,
are the common activities among corporate farms. However, they do not operate much in the
field of agri-tourism.

Table 5 Number of Czech farms (main activity in farming) with other than farming activities in
2000

Natural persons | Legal entities
Food processing 332 206
Agri-tourism 188 18
On-farm activities 3.173 2.399
Product diversification 59 111
Other (not classified) activities 4.436 2.716

Natural persons: unregistered family farms, natural person not in business register, natural person in business
register, private farmer not in business register, private farmer in business register, freelance jobs, foreign farmer.
Legal entities: public trading companies, limited companies, join-stock companies, cooperatives, state farms,
government business, other.

We have classified the activities ‘other than farming activities’ mentioned in the Czech agro-census 2000 to five
groups. Quality production include the processing of meat, fruit, vegetable, potatoes, milk; production of beverage,
flour, bakery, candies, pasta etc. On-farm activities include services for farming, construction and building activities,
trade activities, transport. Product diversification include hunting and breeding wild animals, production of plant and
animal fat and oils, production of animal feed.

Organic farming is not included to the activities ‘other than farming activities’. Forestry and wood processing are not
included to agro-cencus.

There seem to be two or three main paths or ways of diversifying income sources among the
farm units. The first path is characterized by the continued tradition of the diversified functions of
the state farms in the centrally-planned era. Prior to the transformation era, typically state farms
involved in many other activities along with the conventional agricultural production. They had,
for instance local shops, restaurants, food processing, slaughterhouses, and various trade
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activities. State farms had construction and transport activities, and even manufacturing and
industry. They also supported many other services, such as cultural actions and schools. At the

transformation, this kind of multifunctionality was greatly reduced because many state farms
were privatized by separating land and communal activities in rural areas in general. However,
many present large-scale farms do have diverse income activities. The agricultural statistics in
the Czech Republic, for instance, reveal that up to one half of the large-scale enterprises or
state owned farms are involved in at least one activity which can be regarded as multifunctional.
The question, are they remains from the political era of the central planning systems and/or
something new (new activities, new ways to organize the old activities etc.), remains still to be
answered. Another crucial question is to what extent current corporate farms take responsibility
for local development. When corporations have a high market share in agricultural production
and other activities, how do their effects on rurality differ from the situation of the small-scale
farm system? How do corporate farms react in times of recession, do they continue with farming
and providing other activities important for rural areas?

The family farms go a different path in diversifying income sources. One of the main
consequences of the transition was the decrease in agricultural incomes. In Poland, which has a
strong peasant farm structure with small farms, the decline of the peasant farmers’ income was
in many cases as much as 60%. Small farmers were forced to look for other sources of income.
Most of them turned to part-time farming with off-farm occupation. Also the income derived from
different social benefits has increased especially among the smaller farms. In the late 1990s, the
Polish farms below 5 ha received almost 40% of income from social benefits. Multifunctional
activities are a core feature for the small Polish farms. 73.3% of all multifunctional farms are in
the size group of up to 5 hectares (Table 6). Having multifunctional activities among family farms
is not a new phenomenon, instead, especially in Poland, farms have diversified their non-
agricultural activities, mainly various services for decades. However, the transition period and
apparently the EU accession have increased the number of farms involved in multifunctional
activities. In 1996, in total 249.000 Polish farms had non-agricultural activities and the number of
those farms had increased 46% until 2002 (346.400 farms).

Table 6 Multifunctional activities by the size groups of farms in Poland in 2002

up to 1 ha 1-5 ha 5-10 ha 10-15 ha 15-20 ha 20-50 ha 50- ha

% 29.8 43.5 14 5.5 2.5 3.2 1.5 100

The possible third path seems to involve farm household units which operate or have potential to
operate in the new kind of multifunctional activities, such as organic farming and agri-tourism
and some other new on-farm activities (care farms etc.). Such farm units need to have the
social, educational and economic resources to diversify. An example case of the high social and
educational human capital comes from the Czech Republic, where a farmer has started a
renewable energy production - bio-gas production from corn. He has a PhD degree in molecular
chemistry, and is able to find all necessary information to be “on the top of the development”.

Analytical efforts should also be paid to compare the current dual (or emerging triple) farm
sectors; what are their social and economic roles and functions. In Hungary, for example,
existed a rather efficient division of labour before the transition: family (part-time) households
were allocated to the labour intensive sectors of agricultural production, such as vegetable, fruit
growing and some animal husbandry, and the land-intensive sectors (grain and oilseed
cultivating) were allocated to the co-operatives. In the transition, these mutual links were broken
and many social and economic benefits of the dualistic agriculture disappeared.
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The necessity for additional income is, however, an obvious factor for entering the
multifunctional activities. There is a need for a more detailed analysis of the driving forces
behind it. In addition to the declining farm productivity and income, lack of support for traditional
agriculture, the release of labour from the privatization of the state farm system, there definitely
are also other factors related to the economic opportunities close to the urban areas (for both
on-farm activities and off-farm occupation), economic risk assessments, environmental issues
(drought etc), lifestyle issues (related to identities), human resources (education, skills, status;
the members of an ethnic group supporting each other and rejecting outsiders etc.), and many
others.

The change from the conventional use of rural land towards multifunctionality may also cause
conflicts at the regional level. The Estonian country report highlights some problems in emerging
multifunctional activities. According to an interviewed environmental specialist, there is a real
estate boom in seashore regions previously used for agriculture. Land is sold for the use of
increasing rural tourism and second homes. A complicated conflict of interests in land use has
emerged between agricultural producers, old and new land owners, environmentalists and real
estate agents.

Considerations on the concept of the multifunctional farm

There is a rather broad range of multifunctional activities in the 8 CEECs. We can actually state
that almost every farm is multifunctional, because they usually carry out some other activities
than the conventional food and fibre production. It is not easy to implement the general
definition of multifunctional agriculture as such to describe the situation at the farm level. There
is a need to operationalisate the concept; to specify the definition of a multifunctional farm and
to list and describe its characteristics. Furthermore, there is a need for stronger socio-cultural
approaches alongside with economic aspects. Multifunctionality represents much more than an
income opportunity.

The problem to define multifunctionality can be illustrated by choosing a farm with conventional
animal and plant production. Let us say, this farmer is hiring out agricultural machines to an
other farm and s/he has off-farm incomes from another occupation. Does this farm fulfil the
characteristics of multifunctionality? The farm has indeed diversified its’ income sources. This
kind of economic diversification, however, is not specific to agriculture. Instead, it is a
characteristic of many kind of economic activity. The economic analysis of the diversified
activities of the farms should be complemented with a “normative” approach. The core question
is, what makes a diversified economic activity multifunctional? There is a “risk” that every farm
will be classified as multifunctional because — at least - its’ existence supports to some extent
the livelihood of rural areas in any case.

Deepening of role in food supply chains

Organic farming

Organic farming is a new branch in CEECs. Although the number of the organic farms and the
acreage of the ecologically cultivated land have increased especially during the recent years and
will increase in the near future, it still composes a small proportion of the total agricultural sector.
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The state of organic agriculture differs outstandingly among CEECs. It is relatively strong and
well-established in the Czech Republic, where the share of the organically operated land of the
total agricultural land is around 6% while the average in EU is 3.4%. However, the organic land
is mainly for permanent grass and for landscape maintenance. Also in Estonia, Slovenia,
Slovakia and Hungary, the share of the organic farms has been notable for several years.
Despite the high number of organic farms (very small units) Poland has a weak organic
agricultural sector, as well as Latvia and Lithuania. (Table 7.)

Table 7 Number of farms certified as organic farms or in the period of transition and acreage of

ecologically cultivated land in CEECs in 2003 (except EE in 2004)

Country | Nrof Acreage Share of Average
farms (ha) agricultural | size (ha)

land, %

EE 810 48.000 5.3 59

LV 352 24.480 0.9 48

LT 700 23.289 0.7 33

PL 2.304 49.928 0.3

Cz 810 254.995 6.0 315

SL 100 60.000 24 667

HU 239 113.816 2.0 476

SI 1.451 20.018 2.6 14

Sources: CEE country reports; www.organic-europe.net/country_reports

Despite the short history of organic farming, it is one of the most studied and surveyed single
activities in CEECs. The reason for this is that organic farming is a controlled, instructed and
subsidised multifunctional activity contrary to many other activities.

Organic agriculture was launched in the late 1980s and early 1990s in CEECs. It places itself in
the beginning of the period of the decollectivisation and privatisation processes. An exception is
Hungary, where it started as early as in 1983 in Budapest; Biokultira Egyesliilet was the first
organic agriculture organization in the CEECs. In some countries (HU and Sl, obviously the
similar situation occurred also in the other countries) very few farmers were involved in the new
organic farming movement in their early states. It was a group of weekend gardeners with small
plots, environmentalists and other people interested in the alternative health care, who were the
driving forces for establishing the first organic clubs.

Apparently the basic motivations for many — especially in the early state of the organic
movement — farmers to apply organic farming methods had been strong personal conviction,
care for environment and health concerns. However, it is obvious that the government support
has increased farmers’ interest in organic farming. The subsidies are important for farmers, as
stated in the Czech country report:

An organic farmer operating in the mountains of Jeseniky (North Moravia) who loves his cows
and has positive inclination to animal welfare and landscape protection answering our direct
question: "Would you continue with your farming, if the support you get is lower about one half
told us: ‘No. | need to survive and to procude to compete with other in favourable areas’.

A special feature to many CEECs is that large-scale farms operate in organic farming. Especially
in Slovakia, corporate farms dominate the organic production sector. In 2004, totally 62
Slovakian organic farms were registered, of which only 14% were operated by family farms.
Also in the Czech Republic and Hungary the average size of the organic farms is relatively high
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because of many large-scale organic farms. In Estonia 6% of the organic farms were operated
by the legal entities, but their share of the total organically cultivated land was as high as 48% in
2001. The Estonian statistics show that also the average size of an organic farm operated by a
family household is considerably bigger in comparison with a conventional farm®. Latvia,
Lithuania, Slovenia and Poland represent the countries where the organic farms are mainly
operated by farm households.

The organic food sectors of the Central European countries are highly export-oriented.
Especially in Hungary, the early interest in organic agriculture was strongly based on the export
possibilities. Also the Slovakian and Czech organic production is built on the export particularly
to Western Europe. The most of Hungarian and Slovakian organic products (approx. 95%) are
exported mainly to Germany, Austria and the Netherlands.

The logo of Slovak bio-products

The first standards for Estonian organic farming were developed by
the Estonian Bio-dynamic Association in 1990. Farmers might apply
for the “Ok¢” label. D

FIODUIT EROLOGIKEHC IEMEZES. - The Czech “Bio” logo for organic products

Figure 1 Examples of eco-labels in some CEECs.
Every country has inspection and certification system for organic farming and special approved
labels.

The domestic markets of organic products are relatively small in every CEEC. An evidence of
the underdeveloped markets is the phenomena of mixing raw material produced by the organic
methods with the ones produced by conventional farming. Most of the organic production is sold
as conventional, without being labelled. There is a twofold problem: the marginal consumer
interest in organic products and the poorly functioning systems for processing, packaging and
marketing of organic foodstuffs. An obvious reason for the slow domestic market development is
consumers’ limited purchasing power. The price difference between conventional and organic
foodstuffs is considerable. Another reason is that consumers are poorly and usually not
systematically informed about organic products and farming. There is also lack of a versatile
selection of organic products, and the supply and the demand do not always meet. Furthermore,
organic food has rather the status of healthy food than the meaning of an environmentally
friendly product. In Hungary and the Czech Republic, many organic products are marketed in
health food shops and drug stores. According to the rather few consumer studies, the

8 Only 0.7% of the Estonian operating farm households were bigger than 100 hectares but the share is as high as
12% among the organic farm households in 2001.
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consumers of organic food have special diets (allergies, illnesses, vegetarians etc.) and belong
to the high-educated and well-off part of the population. In other words, the organic food has still
well-defined consumer groups and has not become a part of the everyday life of an average
consumer.

From the farmer point of view the main barriers to further development of organic farming are
related to the high costs of organic farming in comparison with conventional agriculture (lower
yields, restrictions concerning fertilizes and pest protection, higher labour demand); lack of
capital to invest in the more controlled food producing system; lack of education and advisory
services; inadequate government support and too much bureaucracy involved in it.

An organic farm with tourist activities in Estonia

= 50 ha of arable land with sheep, goat, bees, chicken, cereals and vegetables

= Aims “to produce food that tastes like food used to do”

= Offers also traditional farmhouse bed and breakfast with 17 beds, different holiday activities (playground
for

children, bike rent, hiking and cycling tours, berry and mushroom picking, boating, horse riding)

Food processing

Although processing, handling, completing, freezing and packaging of own farm food products
occur in every country, the Central European countries — the Czech Republic, Slovakia and
Slovenia (to some extent also HU although there is a lack of available statistics) — have a larger
variety of farm processed products and food processing has high importance among
multifunctional activities.

The products of meat, milk and wine are the core products of quality food production and
processing. Fruit and vegetable and potato processing are also important activities.
Furthermore, several farms produce mill and bakery products, and there are also farm-based
abattoirs. In Slovakia, wine production and bottling is mainly located in the southern regions
which have very long viticultural traditions. Also Hungary and Slovenia are known for their local
wines. Baltic countries and Poland had no (statistical) data available on what kinds of on-farm
processing occurs. In general, it seems that the products’ processing level is not very high
compared to Western Europe.

Some cases of quality production have been studied. One is in the field of the Latvian
conventional dairy farming which must adjust its strategies for EU regulations and market
pressures: 1) development of new distribution channels; 2) the development and marketing of
new dairy products, including “healthy”, “organic”, “sustainable”, “quality-labelled” products; 3)
the organisational consolidation of small- and medium-sized companies, and 4) changing
relations with other local and regional actors (milk farmers, suppliers, cooperatives, competing
small- and medium-sized dairies) with ambivalent consequences to rural development. Some of
the quality products are original recipes, containing organic ingredients (e.g., rye bread yoghurt,
which has been awarded a prise), representing a new concept of healthy product and having
private labels (e.g., “Healthy Lifestyle” label).
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Table 8 Number of farms involved in quality food and food processing

Country | Nr of all farms Nr of farms by the food processing branches
EE e 188 farms processing of own products (2001)
LV e 328 farms in food processing (2003)
LT ¢ no data available
PL e 2.3% of the farms in food processing of own
products (approx. 52.500 farms) (2000)
Cz e 538 farms (2000) e meat processing 223

o milk processing 57

¢ potatoes processing 31; fruit and vegetable
processing 83

e beverage production 99

e production of flour and strach 11; bakery,
candies, pasta etc production 34

SL e 455 farms (2001) e processing of fruit and vegetables 31; potato
processing 27

o milk processing 83

¢ wine production 100; wine bottling 26

e production of mill products 12; production of
bakery products 23

¢ own abattoires 89

o other processing of agricultural raw material 64

HU ¢ no exact data on the farm-related volume of
quality production and processing
Sl e 280 farms in processing, handling, completion, e meat 12
freezing and packing; activity connected to e milk 24
traditional farm knowledge (2004) o vegetable 44, vegetable juice 3, vegetable pulps

3

o fruit 42, fruit juice 42, distilled spirits from fruit 8,
fruit vinegar 1, fried fruit 1, fruits on the field 22
 0il 1

e bread baking 41, baking rolls and pasties 36

The number of the farms involves the farms which have the mentioned activity. A farm with more than one activity is
involved as many times as it has the activities to the statistics.

Direct sales

Direct sales have various expressions: farm shops, farmers’ markets, farm gate sales, direct
supplies to local shops, restaurants and schools. Those activities have not been sufficiently
studied and there are not much data documenting them. The amounts range from a bottle of
milk sold to a neighbour from a family farm or a plot household to the direct supplies to local
schools and shops delivered by a large-scale farm.

Bio-markets in Hungary:

= The first specialized market for organic products was established in 1991 in Budapest
= At present, there are two bio-markets in Budapest and eight in the other towns

= Some markets are open at least once a week, some more occasionally

= Many organic producers offer ordering of products via Internet

Every CEEC has some direct marketing channels, but the volume and its importance differs
significantly. Roughly, the direct sales seem to have more importance in the Central European
countries than in other CEECs. Direct sale is the most important multifunctional activity (if we
exclude off-farm income) in Slovakia in the light of the number of the farms: 1808 farms sold
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their products at their own farm shop’s or at premises in 2001. It is as much as three-quarter of
the Slovakian farms which have diversified activities (other than conventional and organic
agriculture).

A “Green Market” initiative in Riga, Latvia:

= Organized since 2001 by the Environment Protection Club, a famous cook and an environmentalist
magazine

= It is not only a forum where the organic farmers sell their products, but also an important possibility to
communicate directly to consumers

= Goals to develop organic food market, to inform consumers about organic food and events related to
organic food

A milk processing farm with direct marketing in Estonia:

= 80 dairy cows and 400 hectares of arable land

= The farmer processes milk in his own farm dairy (cottage cheese, yoghurt)

= He took up direct marketing of his products because of extra income and problems with selling milk
to the big dairy enterprises

= He delivers his products to local schools and day-care centers, sells in certain local areas and in
the farm gate

= He employs 10 persons; 4 of them are dealing with marketing and 6 with production and processing
= He listed the main problems: high expenses, the low prices of products, lack of finances for
investment (he received one third of what he applied for from SAPARD)

Broadening of relations with the rural area

Agri-tourism

The tradition of the tourist visits to the countryside in order to enjoy nature as well as cultural and
historical heritage is long in CEECs. Instead, agri-tourism is a new branch among multifunctional
activities on farms. It has developed rather spontaneously since the 1990s. The number of the
tourist farms has been increasing especially since the mid 1990s when the non-governmental
associations — such as The Latvian Country Tourism Association, The National Association of
Village and AgriTourism in Hungary, The Rural Tourism Association in Lithuania, The Tourist
Farm Association in Slovenia, The Association of Entrepreneurs in Agri-tourism in the Czech
Republic — were established to promote both agri- and rural tourism.

4 A farm with more than one activity is involved to the statistics as many times as it has the activities.
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Table 9 Number of farms involved in tourist services

Country | Total number of farms

EE e 251 farms in farm tourism and sports (2001) | e 374 certified accomodation providers in rural areas
(2002)
o 25 hunting farms (2003)
LV e 426 farms in rural tourism (2003)
LT e ca. 355-400 farms (2003
PL e 11.260 farms in agri-tourism, ecological ¢ 126.389 beds
tourism and village tourism (2000)
Ccz e ca. 200 farms (2002)
SL e 62 farms (2001) o countryside tourism 20; agri-tourism 42
HU e ca. 6800 village accommodators (2002; not
necessarily all related to farms)
SI e 424 farms (2004) e accommodation 129; excursion 190; wine cellar 68;

osmica 21; sleigh-riding 11; horse-riding 5

The Slovakian “countryside tourism” has a meaning of spending leisure time leading various recreational activities
with possibilities to accommodate in families, country houses or commercial accommodation facilities in rural areas.
“Agro-tourism” is more linked to the farms and its activities and may include participation in farm work and
familiarisation with the farm lifestyle.

The main service offered by the tourist farms is accommodation. Other services are increasing
together with the multiplying number of tourists and the increasing demand for spending
holidays in the countryside. A farm holiday may involve household fare and participation in the
farm work. Farm holidays are typically short ones, lasting a couple of days. The services tend to
be more tailored to the specific client groups. Lithuanian tourist farms advertise their services to
businessmen, fishermen, cyclists, children, walkers, winter sportsmen, riders. At least in the
Czech Republic and Latvia, it has been taken one more step forward developing rural tourism
towards sustainable development. A special Green Certificate label is awarded to some small-
scale tourist accommodations of high environmental quality.

The Slovenian Osmica farms:

= Farms are open to the visitors 8 days per year to sell their home produced wine, cheese and other
food products.

= The tradition has its roots in the era of the Austrian Empress Maria Tereza in the 18" Century when
the farmers were granted the right to direct selling of their products during a few days in a year

Agri-tourism takes the advantage of both natural resources and human built resources. The
farms with the tourist services are typically located in areas with attractive nature (like in SL in
mountainous areas; near the national parks and preserves and close to the sea), accessible by
relatively well-developed infrastructure, and with the most potential clients (i.e. close to the cities
and the state borders).

Typically tourist farms are family operated, but the Czech statistics reveal that also some
corporative farms have tourist services. In 2000 there were 18 legal entities (9% of the tourist
farms) operating in agri-tourism.
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A tourist farm with accommodation and recreation services in Slovenia:

= A Plesnik farm advertises itself via Internet (www.plesnik.si/Eng/farm.htm) as “the delicious household
fare and unpretentious simplicity” steeped in “the richness of the pristine natural beauty of the Alps”

= It is situated 200 metres from the Plesnik Hotel and offers a different kind of accommodation on farm

= It offers 11 beds in five rooms with bathrooms

= Customers can participate in several locally arranged events and programmes, such as health service:
golf courses, etc.

The expectations for tourism are high in CEECs. Tourism in rural areas is certainly a dynamic
and growing sector. The needs and the potential of rural and agri-tourism for rural development
have during recent years also been acknowledged at the official level: they are one of the most
important branches in the national rural development plans. To some extent, the expectations
for rural tourism are unrealistic. Rurality as such is not enough for tourism, instead tourism may
be a good option in areas with a real attraction (landscape, architecture, services). In addition,
the development of the necessary basic infrastructure and institutions to support tourism is
hampered by the lack of capital. It is likely that only in certain rural areas with favourable
conditions tourism can play an important role.

The main bottlenecks for the development of agri-tourism are related to the seasonal type of the
business (the high season is limited to the summer time), the underdeveloped marketing
channels, the lack of financial resources for investments, the risks in the business in the long
run, and in many regions also poor infrastructure.

On-farm activities

The wide range of on-farm activities are the most prevailing category among multifunctional
activities on farms (beside off-farm income). In the project, on-farm activities were defined as
farm-based activities that are not related to food, agricultural production or tourism, and which
utilize resources of the farm, such as land, buildings, machines, and human resources.

The statistics on on-farm activities are not very complete nor detailed (to some extent SI makes
an exception). Contractual services using farm’s machinery and equipment, such as services
with tractor machinery for other farmers, is a typical activity in every country. Construction and
building activities and different transport services are also common. Many countries (EE, PL, SL,
Sl) have classified in statistics craft activities, such as traditional and regional varieties of
ceramics, pastry, basketry. The category of trade activities (not classified) exists in the Czech
Republic and Slovakia. Furthermore, farms with other (supplementary) activities (not classified)
is high in number in Estonia, Latvia and the Czech Republic.
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Table 10 Number of farms involved in on-farm activities

Country | Total number of farms
EE e 1354 farms + 1741 farms with other activities (not | e services 1219
classified) (2001) ¢ handicraft 135
o other activities (not classified) 1741
LV e 1685 farms in contractual works using the farms
machinery and equipment (2003)
e 724 farms with other supplementary activities (not
classified) (2003)
LT ¢ no data available
PL e 16,5% of farms providing services with own
equipment (approx. 376.400 farms) (2000)
o 1,6% of farms with craft activities (approx. 36.500
farms) (2000)
Cz o 5572 farms + 1580 farms with other activities o services for farming 2375
(not classified) (2000) e construction and building 281
e transport 1103
e trade activity 1813
e other activities (not classified) 1580
SL e 618 farms (2001) o craft activities 12; folk craft activities 1
¢ construction activity 91
¢ contractual works 191
e trade activity 323
HU « Some demonstration / exhibition farms:
some farms offering horse-riding for therapy
SI e 1078 farms (2004) e agricultural mechanization 638; services with

tractor and other farm equipment 88; leasing of
equipment 7; maintenance of roads and snow
ploughing 293; maintenance of green plot 4;
transport of milk by tractor 8; grinding 1

e services connected to agricultural and forestry
knowledge 23; other specific know-how 5

e pottery 2; ceramics modeling 1; wickerwork 5;
knitting 3

The number of the farms involves the farms which have the mentioned activity. A farm with more than one activity is
involved as many times as it has the activities to the statistics.

The Slovenian statistics on on-farm activities are the most detailed, and reveal the variety of on-
farm activities: contractual services with machinery have different forms from the maintenance
of roads and snow ploughing to transporting milk by a tractor. Also some landscaping and some
other environmental services are involved in this category.

A farm with a transport service in Poland:
= A family farm with 19 hectares of arable land, main income from grain and grass land cultivation

= Transport service is based on transporting trade material, such as construction materials or stones;
established to fulfill the local market gap in 1992 but due to the lack of clients it was suspended;
restarted in 1999 with better success

= Employs one person

= Mainly local costumers

= Another non-agricultural activity: horse breeding
= Future plans to diversify into agri-tourism
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Production for non-food use

Some forms of production for non-food use have great importance in CEECs. Forestry and wood
processing are the most common activity. It is especially important for Baltic farms but seemingly
forestry has some importance also to Central European farmers. Also generating and distributing
renewable energy, typically bio-mass and bio-diesel, provides some income sources for farms.
Fire wood production is, in fact, a far more important branch of rural economy than revealed in
statistics — both for own consumption and for sale for rural and urban inhabitants.

A farm with a Christmas tree and decorative shrub plantation in Poland:

= A market-oriented family farm with 58 hectares of arable land, main income from plant and livestock
production

= The wife supervises the Christmas tree and decorative shrub plantation which has been established

in 1983, started as a hobby

= No extra machinery needed: only a tractor for transporting, mainly manual work and done by the family
members

» The main costumers are local farmers, small garden owners and town dwellers

= Main problems are the summer droughts and the hard competition situation

Table 11 Number of farms involved in (agricultural) production for non-food use

Country | Total number of farms

EE e 10.075 farms (2001) o forestry 9.906; processing of wood 169
LV e 5.648 farms (2003) o forestry 4.909; wood processing 739
LT e some farms, no data available

PL e 4.4% of farms with wood processing (approx.

100.400 farms) (2002)
¢ 0.2% of farms generating and distributing energy
(approx. 4.500 farms) (2002)

(074 ¢ several farms with renewable energy production,
statistical data exists
SL e 267 farms (2001) e wood processing 37
o other processing of agricultural products (not
classified, however not involves food processing)
230
HU e some farms producing bio-diesel, bio-mass,
herbs, wood
SI e 552 farms (2004) o forest mechanisation 151; wood chopping 45;

bringing wood from forest 59; leasing forest
equipment 1; wood sawing 64;

o forestry plantation 14; vine plantation reed 4

* renewable energy production: wooden chops 3,
manure 1, water sources 25

e gardening of ornamental plants 82, growing herbs
6

¢ breeding dears 2; breeding queen bees 1;
breeding poultry 94

Forestry and fishing are not included in the Slovenian, Slovakian and Czech agricultural statistics.
The number of farms involves the farms which have the mentioned activity. A farm with more than one activity is
involved as many times as it has the activities to the statistics.
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Nature and environment management

Also CEECs have confronted agri-environmental problems, but the path has differed from the
one in Western Europe. CEECs exercised extremely intensive agricultural production during the
socialist era, which incured losses of biodiversity and other environmental problems, such as the
pollution of ground- and surface waters and erosion. However, it is argued that the central
planning system since the early 1950s resulted in a less extent in environmental problems than
in most Western European countries. During the socialist era, large-scale agricultural units were
managed very intensively with animal concentrations, high use of agro-chemicals and often
converting low quality land into farmland. Agriculture was regarded mainly as an important
production sector, even parallel to industry.

On the other hand, the inefficiency of central planning contributed that also traditional forms of
land use survived and capital shortages resulted in low input farming in these regions. Also
biodiversity in some large semi-natural areas remained conserved thanks to their special use,
such as nature reserves, military and other boundary areas with restricted entry. Furthermore,
CEE landscapes consisted of large areas of small-scale farming and home gardens leading to
landscape and species diversity. In Poland, the agricultural areas are highly important for
landscape character covering more than 60% of country territory, and small scale units based on
family households remained dominant all through the socialist period: about 70% of agricultural
land was owned and operated by private farmers. Specific geographical, socio-economic
conditions and traditional farming styles have resulted in mosaic landscape configurations,
diverse ecosystems, mountain pastures and local forms of livestock and crop plants. In some
regions, especially remote areas of the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary and Slovenia, rich
rural ecosystems and biodiversity have survived.

Following the transformation of the economic-political system since the early 1990s, agricultural
production underwent a spontaneous extensification: reduction of agricultural production,
reduction of the use of agro-chemicals, fragmentation of large-scale units, increased land
abandonment. The transformation resulted, on the other hand, in some recovery of landscape
and environment, such as recovery in pollution, erosion, and partly biodiversity, in some
regions. It also created new threats to landscapes and biodiversity conservation, such as land
abandonment and decreasing stocking densities. CEE agriculture has continued to be relatively
extensive, however according to the CEESA-project5, investments are needed in rural
development to ensure balance with this environmental advantage and the pressures to
improve living standards in rural areas. Several problems hinder both rural development and
environmental protection in agriculture in many transition countries: fragmented farm land

® The CEESA (Central and Eastern European Sustainable Agriculture) Project focused on the topic of sustainable
agricultural development in a group of Central and Eastern European countries in transition (Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech
Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Ukraine) integrating
economic, social and ecological aspects of agrarian and rural development. The principal objectives were: (1) to what
extent would the process of transition cope with the requirements of environmental protection and nature
conservation, (2) what changes would be needed in institutions, policies and farming systems structure and
management to achieve this transition? In order to answer the questions, the research areas were defined: (1)
identification of the main problems (conflicts between transformation and sustainability), (2) institutional issues related
to transition and sustainability (conflicts affecting the environment, e.g. biodiversity; emergence of ecosystem
institutions, e.g. property rights; alternative institutional arrangements), (3) agricultural and environmental policy
issues (eari-environtemalt policy affecting agricultural sectors; alternative national policy instruments) , and (4) farm-
level issues (existing farming systems; their impact on environmental and economic sustainability). The
environmental resource problem areas were: (1) biodiversity and landscape, (2) water management (protection,
irrigation and drainage), and (3) soil (salinization, land abandonment, housing in suburban areas). (www.ceesa.de)
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ownership structures, unclear property rights, ageing and decreasing rural populations and rural
poverty. The membership of the EU is expected to intensify agricultural production along with
enlarging farm units and the increased input of agro-chemicals creating new challenges for
institutions, NGOs and local actors (farmers) to cope with the pressure of open competition and
environmental issues. There is a stong expectation in every CEE country, that the number of
smallest farms will decrease and agricultural land will be moved to larger holdings. The crucial
question is (as stated in the CEESA Project): why should farming be environmentally friendly if
the price system that rules the farming sector provides incentives to farm against the
ecosystem? This is especially true in CEECs, where farm restructuring is strongly targeted to
making the agricultural sector more economically viable.

In the CEE-research activities for the MultAgri project, only some of the teams managed to get
data on the agri-environmental schemes implemented on farms. This partly reflects the very
limited possibilities for gathering relevant data at field level, but also pointsd at the lack of an
easy access to the statistical systems concerning agri-environmental programmes and support
systems. The absence of the integrated data systems concerning nature and environmental
management on the farm level is obvious.

All CEEC’s governments are interested in exploring agri-environmental ideas and have formed
national agri-environmental working groups to develop pilot agri-environmental programmes at
the national and regional levels. At least in the Czech Republic, Slovenia and Hungary, a
considerable support is provided to farmers for the preservation of the landscape in marginal
areas, especially for grassland based systems. In Hungary, 4.200 farms with 220.000 hectares
of agricultural land, representing 4.7% of the total agricultural land, received some economic
support in 2004. In Estonia, the agri-environment support was paid since 2001. It is focused on
environmentally friendly agricultural production, maintenance of natural or cultural values and
landscapes (Table 12).

Table 12 Agri-environmental support by the fields of activity in Estonia in 2003

Activity Nr of Share of the
beneficiaries total agri-
environmental
support
Organic production 688 46.9
Employment of techniques of good plant 1.163 42.5
production practice
Environmentally friendly management 119 3.8
Growing horses of Estonian breed 153 2.6
Maintenance of land cover and state land covered 102 21
with brushwood
Restoration and maintenance of stone walls 72 1.9
Planting multi-species hedgerows 6 0.4
Foundation of ponds 5 0.2
Total (40.099.167 Estonian kroons) 1.878
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Re-grounding of resource base

Off-farm income

Off-farm income is clearly essential for the majority of the CEE farm households. In practice,
household plots and part-time farms as well as family farms depend largely on off-farm income.
The statistics on off-farm income are not very comparable due to the differences in classification
systems between countries. The rallying point is that, in addition to the off-farm occupation, a
pension is a typical source of income as well as some other social transfers and unemployment
benefits. The high share of retired farm holders reflects the general problem of the unfavourable
age structure in farming population. In Hungary, for instance, the participation of the oldest (over
60-year-old) generation in agricultural work is 1.7 times higher than that of the youngest
generation.

The Slovakian data on off-farm income (Table 13) highlights the situation among the semi-
subsistence farms: only 3.5% received no off-farm income in 2001.

Table 13 The number of semi-subsistence (not-registered) farms with various off-farm income
sources in Slovakia in 2001

Off-farm income from Nr of farms | %
Occupation 26.446 42,0
Pension 29.971 47,0
Pension and occupation 832 75
Other 4.050 ’
Share of all not registered farms | 61.299 96,5

Also among the Polish plot owners, the social transfers and off-farm occupation were important
sources of income in 2002. The share of the off-farm income is actually much higher because
the category of “living from others’ income” involves other than agricultural income e.g. earned
by spouses. About 18% of the plot owners got their main income from on-farm activities. Also
Polish family farmers are highly dependent on off-farm income: approximately 60% of family
farms’ main income was received off-farm in 2002 (Table 14.).

Table 14 The share of the main income sources in Poland in 2002

Main source of income Family farms | Small plots
Income from agriculture 30 15.2¢
Non-agricultural activities on farm 5.6 2.8
Off-farm occupation 23.6 19.7
Retirement 24.9 18.1
Social care payments 3.9 5.6
Mixed (above mentioned) 4.7

Living from others’ income (not agricultural income) 37.9
Other (e.g. renting land and equipment) 7.3

* Land is the only source of income for 1.7% of the plot owners, main source for 0.2% and additional for 12.4%. In
total, for 15.2% of plot owners it is a meaningful source of income.

Family farms with more then 1 ha agricultural land (1.971.700 farms in 2002). Small plot households with less then 1
ha agricultural land (976.900 farms in 2002).

In the Czech Republic, approximately 22% of family farms received their only or main income
from the farm in 2000. The major group (43.6%) consists of the farmers who were employed
outside their farm as full-time and operate their farm as part-time. Also pension was a very
important source of income (Table 15.).
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Table 15 The sources of income of the farm operators in the Czech Republic in 2000

Natural person | Farmed land | Average
area
Nr % Ha %
Pensioners with a farm 15.478 29.0|111.632| 11.6 7.5
Part-time farmers with full-time work outside farm 23.284| 43.6|131.394| 13.7 6.0
Full-time farmers with other part-time work (not pension) 1.553 29| 69.081 7.2 46.2
Full-time farmers with no other income 10.113 18.9|684.262 | 67.4 66.6
Not answered 3.032 5.7 1.956 0.2 0.7
Total 53.460 | 100.0 | 962.325| 100.0 18.9

In Latvia, one third of all farm holders and family members have off-farm income from another
occupation. Not only private farm holders and family members have income from work outside
farms, but also persons employed on state or municipally owned farms. (Table 16.)

Table 16 Number of farm employees with main income from farm work, and the number of farm
holders and family members with income from off-farm occupation in Latvia in 2001

Public Private All
sector sector farms
Nr of employees with main income from work on farm 700 97.100 97.800
% of total number of employees 73.3% 35.9% 36.1%
Nr of farm holders, family members employed in agriculture with income
from work outside 100 88.800 88.900
% of total number of farm holders/users/ and their family members
employed in agriculture 6.9% 33.6% 33.5%

New forms of cost reduction

No examples of the new forms of cost reduction (such as the low use of farm inputs) — have
emerged in our data. It seems that, for example an intentional low use of fertilizers or pesticides
or other agricultural inputs (which are not related to organic farming) is not occurring or are very
rare in CEECs.

The transformation of the economic-political systems in the beginning of the 1990s resulted in a
general reduction of farming, a decreased use of fertilizers and pesticides among other things.
Huge number of the new individual landowners could not afford to invest in agricultural inputs.
Furthermore, the agrarian subsidies were reduced dramatically and domestic as well as foreign
food markets collapsed. The consequence was the reduction in the use of agrochemicals and
technologies. These circumstances cause unintended cost reductions.

Synergy of multifunctional activities

According to four countries’ statistical data (LV, PL, CZ, SL) on the synergy between the
multifunctional activities, it seems that a typical multifunctional farm concentrates on one
activity: 70-90% of multifunctional farms are involved in one activity. However, there are a
number of farms with many multifunctional activities (Tables 17, 18, 19, 20.). The statistics on
synergy of activities are only indicative, because they do not cover all activities regarded as
multifunctional. Organic farming and off-farm income are not included in Slovakian, Latvian, and
Czech data. Hence, if these activities are taken into account, the share of the farms with more
than one activity will definitely rise.
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Table 17 Share of farms by number of multifunctional (other profit making) activities in Slovakia
in 2001

Farms with | 2 activities | 3 activities | 4 activities | 5 activities | 6 activities | 7 activities | 8 activities
1 activity

% 79.5 13.8 3.9 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.1

Organic farms and off-farm occupation are not involved.

Table 18 Share of farms by number of multifunctional activities in Latvia in 2001

Farms with | 2 activities | 3 activities | >3 activities
1 activity

% 84.7 14.4 0.7 0.2

Organic farms and off-farm occupation are not involved.

Table 19 Share of farms by number of multifunctional (non-agricultural) activities in the Czech
Republic in 2000

Farms with | > 1 activities
1 activity
Farm households 86.4 13.6
Legal entities 35.1 64.9
All farms 72.9 27 1

Organic farms and off-farm occupation are not involved.

Table 20 Share of farms by number of multifunctional (non-agricultural) activities in Poland in
2002

Farms with | 2 activities | 3 or more activities
1 activity

% 93.2 6.2 0.6

The Czech data (Table 19) reveal an interesting issue about the multifunctional farms. The
large-scale farms have more multifunctional activities than the family farms. Almost two third of
the enterprise or state operated farms which have multifunctional activities, have more than one
activity. Czech multifunctional large-scale farms seem to explain the higher share of farms with
more than one non-agricultural activity than in other countries.

There is not much data on the type of multifunctional activities that are interconnected. In the
Czech Republic and Hungary, but probably also in the other countries, some farms with organic
farming are also involved in food processing and direct marketing. Some Hungarian organic
farms provide accommodation and other services for tourists, and produce handicrafts. In
Poland, some tourist farms are involved also in education, local culture initiatives and organic
farming.

Agricultural policy, support systems and professional bodies

The agricultural policy has drastically — several times — changed during the recent decade in
CEECs. Prior to the transition period, the CEE agricultural policies were generally based on
planning. State estates and cooperatives prevailed to different degrees, depending on the
country. Markets were under state control. In the countries where individual farmers were
allowed to sell their surpluses, limited market transactions took place at local level.

The agrarian reform in the beginning of the 1990s adopted the political objective to privatise
large-scale farms and to establish a free market system and competitive, market oriented
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agriculture. Agricultural policy concentrated on the issues of promoting agricultural production
efficiency. During the transition years all farms faced financial difficulties. With the accession to
the EU, agricultural subsidies drastically — again — changed the situation and the need emerged
for a new kind of institutional framework to be created for subsidising and counselling
agricultural producers. Another new aspect was the need for intergrated policy of agriculture,
environment and rural development, occurred in the late 1990’s along with the pre-accession to
the EU.

To sum up the several shifts in agricultural policy during a short time period in CEECs, we take
the example of Latvia. The Latvian agricultural policy after independence has shifted from
initially liberal policy to quite protectionist policy (between 1993-1995), back to liberal in 1996,
and finally towards more integrated, socially and environmentally oriented since 1998.

The dual farm structure has inevidently created to some extent a dual agricultural policy. The
European Model of Agriculture, to some extent, strengthens this division and, at the same time,
confuses it. Basically, CEE agricultural policy has two aims. On the one hand, the goal is to
increase the competitiveness of agricultural production. This goal supports large-scale farming
and larger family farms in traditional crop and livestock production. On the other hand, rural and
agricultural policy have the challenge to find answers to the problems of the large number of
small agricultural holdings and household plots. In the countries with the dominance of small
farm units, the multifunctional activities may offer viable development strategies for small farms.
In the Czech Republic and Slovakia, diversified activities are as important for both large-scale
corporate farms and small holdings but with a different role for the farm enterprise and within
agricultural development in general.

The interpretation of multifunctionality seems to differ between the professional unions of the
large-scale farmers and family farmers. An example case comes from the Czech Republic
where the union of large scale farmers supports multifunctionality in the sense of the
diversification of activities. Large-scale farms had experience from the era of the collective farm
structure when some farms had more than 50% of their income from non-agricultural activities.
Their vision is that the intensive farming should be concentrated in favourable areas, and in
less-favourable areas the farms should orient themselves to non-productive functions, such as
the maintenance of landscape. Whereas large-scale farmers prefer themselves to operate in the
productive sector (both in agricultural and non-agricultural production), the family farmers stress
not only production but also values, such as right to farm, and tradition.

In general, the public support system, especially for organic farming and agri-environmental
measures, seems to be rather well established since the pre-accession period. The main pre-
accession funds that were provided for investment in agriculture, rural areas and environment
include: (1) PHARE (Pre-accession Instrument to Assist Central and Eastern European
Candidate Countries in Achieving Economic and Social Cohesion; support for institution
building, industrial restructuring and SME development), (2) SAPARD (Special Accession
Programme for Agriculture and Rural Development; support for modernization of agriculture and
rural development), and (3) ISPA (Infrastructure projects in the fields of transport and
environment). The pre-accession funds were 3 billion euros per year during 2000-2006.

The major problem for farmers has been the lack of continuity while legistlation, rules,
instructions have changed almost year by year. This was one reason for many farmers to
welcome EU regulation, which seemed for them more stable than national one. Another reason
is increasing subsidies. In Latvia, according to an agricultural advisor:
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As soon as there are agro-environmental payments a numerator starts to turn — everybody
begins to calculate, everyone understands everything and is able to fill in the application forms
and to do everything if there is money at the end. | suppose that this is one of the reasons why
also organic farming is developing in Latvia — because it receives state’s support.

The CEESA project (see footnote 5) evaluated agri-environmental institutions and policies in
several transition countries finding out that EU accession has evidently been the main driver for
institutional change and environmental improvement in the CEECs. However, for many of those
environmental goods and services excluded from the governance of the market, the change
has been more or less an illusion made by rewriting legislation and national agri-environmental
programmes, and building up national environmental action programmes. In many cases, those
are not enforced, implemented or in operation.

In the field of institutions, several problems occurred in:
(1) institutional integration: lack of coordination (roles, responsibilities, shared operational
strategies) between various agencies and jurisdictions at different levels of decision-making,

(2) institutional void (in extension, NGOs, the management institutions of different fields, the
problems of surrogate institutions, violence and maffia),

(3) property rights and duties (specific rights and obligations connected with the management of
environmental resources are not always clear),

(4) agri-environmental governance: the very low participation of local actors in decision-making
concerning agro-environmental issues, the dominance of local economic interests, and

(5) capacity building, partnerships and mutual learning (expertise, shared responsibility and
cooperation need to be built among policy-makers and practitioners).

The CEESA Project studied also the agri-environmental policies (especially biodiversity and
water protection) in Lithuania, Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary and Slovenia.
The researchers identified several findings:

(1) Increased importance of agri-environmental issues on the political agenda compared to the
eras of central planning and transition.

The agricultural policies typically ignore problems that may emerge from small-scale production
and inappropriate farm management practices, difficulties in preserving biodiversity and
financing environmental improvements to farmers.

(2) Increased complexity of the policy system and the need for a proper policy mix of the
economic, legal, institutional and informational policy tools.

Political change, land reform, privatization process have resulted in an increase in the number
of farm holdings with different farm sizes and diverse rural actors with various degrees of
specialisation, education level and skills. All this has increased the complexity in policy systems.
The CEESA project proposed that the focus of the future policy planning should be more on the
use of economic instruments than in the use of legal instruments:
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(...) agri-environmental policy should not be seen merely as a set of constraints on farming
practices but rather as part of a more positive framework for rural development. Integrated rural
development implies the existence of linkages between economic, environmental, social and
spatial aspects of rural life rather than having a primary focus on agriculture.

(3) Low public environmental awareness and low public funding.

Environment issues are still marginalized. Institutional barriers, the lack of cooperation between
relevant actors and the low awareness of the possible economic and societal benefits are the
main challenges.

(4) The challenge of legislative harmonization, implementation and enforcement

For CEECs, the pursuit of high environmental standards in EU is difficult to accept during times
of economic downturn. The challenge is how some CEECs (with small-scale production and low
agricultural returns) will achieve the huge costs of environmental improvements on farms
required for EU harmonization. CEECs have had to face a new approach in environmental
policy which differs from te CEECs traditional end-of-pipe policy which required mainly a
technical-fix solution to environmental problems. The effective implementation of the EU
environmental policy reguires higher environmental awareness and commitment among
governments and citizens.

Another fundamental challenge for the CEE governments is improving the educational level of
the rural population which is lower than in urban areas. Low educational level leads to several
difficulties in rural development. It complicates persons in rural areas to get off-farm
employment in the competition situation with the better educated urban dwellers. Many
multifunctional activities, such as organic farming, agri-tourism, food processing, require a new
kind of knowledge. Improving education of farmers will better equip them to multifunctional
activities and additional income sources. Lower educational levels in rural areas may restrain
the business sector to locate itself in rural areas.

The interest for getting knowledge of diversifying income sources is strong among farmers, as a
Latvian agricultural advisor who was interviewed during the project stated:

The interest from the side of farmers regarding non-traditional agricultural and alternative
economic activities is high. We were organising a training course and we were worried if there
would be enough attendees. But there were many. Both young and old. Because they see that it
is impossible to earn from agricultural activities and they are searching for another possibilities
how to survive in countryside.

Explorative analysis of the role of SMEs in delivering
multifunctionality

Agriculture still constitutes the backbone of the rural economy in the CEECs. Gradually the non-
farm activities and sources of income have occurred and become significant for rural
households. In the longer term, the development of small and medium sized enterprises (SMEs)
is vital for the survival of rural communities because they employ local people, maintain the
service sector and in general the livelihood in rural areas in the economic transition process
which have released and will release labour from agriculture.
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Most of the country reports managed only to briefly review the rural economy sector in flux.
However, several common constraints define the rural areas in the CEECs. Identifying the
general characteristics on the rural economy is crucial also for the viewpoint of the development
of the agricultural sector because its weaknesses are interlinked with the characters of the whole
rural economy. It is evaluated that agriculture will not be able to achieve higher productivity and
market capacity without improvement in the economic and social issues in the surrounding rural
areas. Agriculture and rural areas are inter-connected. In general the rural areas suffer from
unemployment, the low level of income, selective out-migration and insufficient infrastructure
compared to urban areas. The SME sector is hoped (and to some extent also promoted) to
attract people from the small farm households and other rural population set aside from the
agricultural sector during the transion. Especially in Poland (and also to some extent to LV and
EE) the challenge for promoting multifunctional farmers especially in the semi-subsistence farm
households to move their business to the SME sector is an important issue.

Main problems faced by economy (and SMEs) in rural areas are connected to

- financial resources: lack of resources to start and expand the business; problems in
credit markets

- labour: lack of skilled labour because of low level of education of rural workforce; in some
areas, especially remote from towns, labour mobility is low because farms are largely
operated by old people; personal problems: passivity of rural populations, alcohol
problems etc.

- short tradition of entrepreneurship: lack of knowledge and experience in starting a new
enterprise, lack of market experience

- insufficient infrastructure: such as roads, communications, markets

- safety issues

- macroeconomic environment (relatively stable prices etc facilitate the investment
decisions of individuals)

- regulations, bureaucracy (e.g. unfavourable tax system in rural areas, inadecuate state
support)

Many problems are derived from the not properly functioning local government and other
local/regional institutions. The conclusions of a recent Estonian study on non-agricultural
enterprises in rural areas seem to reflect the prevailing situation in many other CEECs:

- Local government can strongly influence economic development by investing in
infrastructure and communications, education and social welfare. However, often local
governments are not very interested in developing the economy. This is illustrated by the
absence of economic development strategies and long term strategic planning.

- Local governments are concentrating on governing and are asking for finances from
state budget, but if the economy does not develop and enterprises do not pay taxes, they
will loose their income and they will have nothing left to govern.

- Local governments should start dealing with unemployment problem in rural areas and
with rehabilitating the unemployed and inactive population into the labour market.

- To increase employment opportunities and income of its resident’s local governments
should introduce new economic activities to them and support new enterprises and
economic activities with counselling, business training and financial investments.

- Economic development of rural municipalities needs a strategic approach: what are the
strengths and weaknesses of the region, what kind of production is the most suitable to
those conditions, what kind of training and information is necessary.
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The Estonian study strongly suggests that rural economic development needs more local
governmental intervention in stead of the prevailing situation which puts reliance on the “invisible
hand” of the market.

The reality that in the CEE the above mentioned constraints often appear simultaneously and
with higher intensity than in the Western European countries, makes the CEE rural development
even more challenging. Moreover, Western Europe has well-established procedures and
institutions aimed to implement EU policy and to face the same constraints which definitely occur
also in Western Europe. This capacity has still to be developed in the CEECs.

The tradition of the private SMEs in rural areas is short in general in the CEECs. It has started to
expand during 1990s since the privatisation process of large, state owned enterprises to smaller,
privately owned units. Along with the privatised enterprises, also the number of the newly started
small enterprises has increased. The general trend is that many new firms start in the service
sector. Many SMEs in rural areas operate in the agro-food sector: processing, retail sale. Also
the manufacturing of different commodities, construction and retail sale are common business
activities. Typically food-processing firms are located close to the large cities, nearby the
consumers. Especially organic food processing and trade sectors offer also opportunities for the
new SMEs. While organic farming and some other multifunctional activities (such as mushroom
cultivation and fur farming) have constantly increased, however industry and trade sector have
not kept up with this. Organic producers have serious problems in marketing their raw material to
food processing. Rural tourism is seen as one of the most successful business strategies in the
future — actually in many cases tourism is seen as the only alternative in the rural areas which
are not favourable for agricultural activities.

Despite the emergence of the enterprises, the number of SMEs in rural areas is still small. For
example in Latvia, the number of SMEs in rural areas is 2.6 times smaller than in the 7 largest
cities. Moreover, in half of the rural parishes there is no more than 5 active enterprises, and
there are 12 municipalities where exists no enterpises at all. Among CEECs, the SME sector is
more developed in the Czech Republic and Slovakia and to some extent also in Slovenia. In the
Czech national development plan for rural development it is seen that the multifunctional and
competitive agriculture should also provide a frame for rural development with services and
other activities mostly based on SME businesses.

Since the SME sector in general and in particular in rural areas is young and limited in size, in
most of the countries there is a lack of a research on enterpreneurship (CZ, SL and PL make an
exception) but there are several on-going research projects on the topic in many countries.

Review of quantitative sources and statistical systems

The national agricultural statistical systems have gone through major changes as a resultant of
the transition process, which causes difficulties to profile studies. Today the periodical census
surveys apply indicators in accordance with the Eurostat definitions. The present review of
quantitative sources is inadequate not least, because many statistical systems have chargeable
services and the project had limited resources for paying the required fees.

In all the target countries, the agricultural census surveys concentrate on the elements of
conventional agriculture, and the coverage of multifunctional activities is rather limited or in some
cases even poor. However, some basic data on many multifunctional activities are available in
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every country. Some activities, especially organic farming and agri-tourism, are covered to some
extent. The databases of the Ministries of agriculture usually provide more targeted data on
multifunctional activities (e.g. in Slovenia the Register of Farm Supplement Activities and the
Register of Organic Farming). Some quantitative data on multifunctional issues is available in
the data-bases of non-governmental organisations in the field. Also in the latter case, the
collected data concerns mainly organic farming but also agri-tourism. The statistics maintained
by non-governmental organisations (mainly organisations of organic farmers, and tourist farms
or related) are characterized by their limited extent; covering the registered members and some
basic data on them.

According to the available data, the target countries can be divided into two (or three)
categories: the countries with more advanced statistical systems covering multifunctional
activities more in detail with rather many indicators, and the countries with basic data (mainly
number of farms, general categories of activities). In general, the Central European countries
(except HU) can be placed in the first category; Estonia and Latvia in the middle category; and
Lithuania, Poland and Hungary seem to have little variables describing the multifunctional
activities.

The concept of multifunctional agriculture (activities or related aspects) is not used in the
statistical systems. Instead, many multifunctional activities (agri-tourism, food processing, direct
sales, various on-farm and non-food activities) are found under the categories of supplementary
farm activities (Sl), non-agricultural production (CZ, PL), economic activities (EE), other profit
making activities (SL), alternative agricultural activities (LT). In the national statistical systems,
organic farming is separated from these non-conventional agricultural activities and it is dealt as
an own category of agriculture. Nor off-farm income neither agri-environmental data on farm
level are included in these activities.

Organic agriculture is the most surveyed field among the multifunctional activities in every target
country. According to the number of variables, the countries can be divided into two categories:
(1) the countries with rather many variables (CZ, SL, SL, EE), and (2) the countries with some
basic data (LV, LT, PL, HU). The countries in the category (1) have rather well-established
organic farming. In addition to the basic data on organic agriculture (i.e. the number of farms
with their specialisations in different types of plant and animal production and the acreage
involved) these countries have also variables describing income (incl. paid subsidies), farm type
(family household, limited companies, co-operatives), and some characteristics of farmers (age,
education) and location (Table A-1). Every CEEC has basic statistical systems also on agri-
tourism. The number of farms involved in tourism business is surveyed and in most of the
countries these farms are categorised by the different tourist activities. Many countries have also
collected some income and visitor (numbers of guests and their nationality) data (Table A-4).

The most detailed quantitative data on food processing (farms with different food processing
products) is provided in the Central European countries (except HU). The other countries have
acknowledged a general category of “food processing on the farm”. Direct marketing is the least
covered activity. Only Slovakia and Slovenia have nation-wide data on farms with direct sales of
farm products. Furthermore, some statistics — and rather detailed — exist on the direct sales of
Czech organic farms (Tables A-1, A-2, A-3). One reason for a lack of quantitative data on direct
marketing is that in many countries seemingly the amounts of the products for direct sales and
the share of the total farm income are too moderate to be compiled into the statistics.
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Wood processing and forestry are the common multifunctional activities in almost all CEECs and
there exists data about farms involved in these activities. Forestry is not included in the Central
European agricultural statistical systems. Many countries (LV, PL, CZ, SL, Sl) have quantitative
data on the numbers of the farms and/or the share of income of the renewable energy
production (manure, rape seed for biodiesel, wooden chops, water, wind) (Table A-5). Different
contract work (using machinery and equipment, services and other) and handicraft are typically
surveyed on-farm activities (Table A-6). Statistics on farm activities with payments for nature
protecting and landscape management are not covered at all or without detail. They consist
mainly of the amount of paid subsidies. The Czech Republic has surveyed some farm
characteristics: type of farm, farmer’s age, gender, and level of education (Table A-7).

Synthesis

After classifying economic activities of farms other than conventional farming, we can definitely
state that agriculture in the CEE countries functions in a multifunctional way. Although the
emphasis of the forms of multifunctional activities differs from country to country, there are
common characteristics. The rallying point is the dual farm structure (to some extent also in PL
and S| where agriculture is based on family farms) with large-scale farm units and more or less
part-time oriented family farms. Multifunctionality is occurring differently among these farm units.
Family farms typically have off-farm income from another occupation or pension. Many
multifunctional family farms provide services with own farm equipment and practice forestry. A
number of family farms are also involved in organic farming and agri-tourism. The characteristics
of multifunctionality of large-scale farms are that (1) they are multifunctional in their economic
activities (seemingly most of them have other than conventional agricultural activities) and (2)
they are involved in several activities at the same time (the majority of the Czech multifunctional
large-scale farms have more than one multifunctional activity).

Especially since the accession process to the EU, multifunctionality of agriculture and rural areas
are well incorporated into the relevant government documents. If not used the precise concept
of multifunctionality, at least they operate related concepts, such as alternative economic
activities, agricultural diversification. Several studies on alternative economic activities of farms
have been carried out. They are typically concentrating on a specific activity and its
characteristics (such as organic farmers and tourist farms) with not much links to the general
discussion of multifunctionality. Furthermore, the focus of economic and to some extent policy
issues are dominating. Studies with theoretical and general viewpoints are more rare; several
Polish and Czech studies exist, while they are few in the other countries. Although basic national
statistics on many multifunctional activities on farms exist in every target country, they are not
very covering nor detailed. Already since the early 1990’s, the multifunctionality of rural areas
have existed in the Polish academic as well as political discource. The focus of the
multifunctionality of villages is on entrepreneurship as a core way to solve the poverty of rural
and peasant population.

In understanding the different contexts of multifunctional agriculture and rural development
within CEECs and in comparison with the old EU-member states, it is needed to use broad
disciplinary approaches and methods to study rural societies in general and the complex inter-
relationship between social, cultural, economic and geographical factors.

Because of the emerging new ways of approaching rural development, or one might even argue
the emergence of rural development policies as such in many CEECs, there are plenty of topics
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for future research. In general, it would be more fruitful to make comparative research between
some CEECs, not all of them, because they have many differences and specific issues even
though there are also some crucial common characteristics. While there already exist a number
of studies on different activities on farms, many aspects have not yet been sufficiently studied,
such as analysis of consumer opinions on the status of organic food in the food chain; studies
on traditional (services, construction, handicraft, etc), new (care farms, etc) on-farm activities
and direct sales; synergy between activities; spatiality of multifunctionality. Current studies on
agri-environmental management have concentrated on landscape, water and soil management,
while less attention has been paid to study local projects of preservation of genetic resources in
domesticated plants and animals in situ. In addition to the empirical studies on different
multifunctional activities, there is a need for more general aspects on how multifunctionality is
occurring at the policy level (especially local ways of governance) and among different
professional bodies. These seem to differ from the situation in Western Europe.

One of the most important research topics is to better define and operationalise the concept of
the multifunctional farm in the CEE context. What elements make diversified (economic)
activities multifunctional? There is a need for (stronger) socio-cultural approaches alongside with
dominating economic viewpoints. Different social, economic and cultural (the ‘spirit of
entrepreneurship) resources of farmers and rural populations are crucial in diversifying farm
activities, and in entering to the SME sector. Identities of farmers have changed since the
collapse of communism and certainly they are reflected in farm strategies. Dual farm structure
has implications for different profiles of multifunctional farms. Large-scale farms, family farms
and household plots diversify differently. Especially interesting will be to study the
multifunctionality of large-scale farms. Are their activities just remains from the central planning
era and/or something new? To what extent do corporate farms take responsibility for local
development e.g. in times of recession, do they continue on farming and providing other
activities that are important to villages? Futhermore, differences in the notion of multifunctionality
between farmers unions (large-scale farmers vs. family farmers) and other interest groups, and
the implications of these for agricultural policy and support systems will be a fruitful topic of
research. Land tenure has also effects on multifunctionality. What kind of influences do e.g. the
leasing of agricultural land (especially in CZ and HU) and foreign investments have to
multifunctionality in rural areas? Another important topic for future research will be the
functioning of local governance with connections to farmers, NGO’s and other local actors,
because it has a key role in the framing of multifunctionality and rural development in general.
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Different variables in national / regional statistical systems concerning multifunctional
activities on farms in CEECs

Table A-1 Organic agriculture by different variables

Country | Nr of farms, area Nr of farms Production data | Farmer data | Farm type Income data | Food Direct Other
according to data processing | sales data
production sector at farm

EE e nr of farms o type of farm:

natural person,
legal person

LV ¢ nr of farms by e farms according | e total production o farm

area to specialisations [of cereals, milk, households
potatoes &
vegetables,
honey]

LT e nr of farms e farms with e farm

e farms according | crops, vegetables, owners’ age

to specialisations: berries, animal

crops, vegetables, | husbandry, honey

berries, animal

husbandry, honey

PL e nr of farms o farms with:
pastures, grass
land, vegetables,
berries, orchards

Cz ¢ nr of farms by ¢ nr of farms in o total amount of | e structure of | e type of farm: | e paid e farm’s

area plant production by | organic-certified labour on business, subsidies total
e nr of farms in areas and types of | production by farm: age, family e income of income
conversion to different plants types (cereals, education, household, labour on from
organic farming* produced meat, fruits, gender* cooperative* farm (both direct
e area of farmed o farms with: plant, | vegetables, from farming sale
land* animal, both plant bakery, sausages and non-
and animal* etc.) farming
activities)*
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SL | e nrof farms o farms with: e crop area and | e age and o limited
crop and animal by | nr of animals, education companies, co-
regions production of structure of operatives,
milk, honey, farmers and farmers, joint-
eggs, employees by stock
mushrooms regions companies
and wool
HU | e nr of farms, o farms with: major ¢ education, o family farms, enr of farms with o nr of farms with
area, nr of field crops, fodder qualifications economic meat, milk, fruit, tourist accommodation
livestock, nr of | crops, mushroom, organisation vegetable and other services by
farm members, | vegetables, fruits, processing and regions
size of owned vineyard, livestock other activities o nr of farms with
and leased related to food handicraftsmanships
land by regions industry by by regions
regions
SI | e nrof farms o farms & area e nr of animals o family farms

e nr of
biodynamic
farms

with: arable land,
vineyards,
orchards,
vegetable; animals:
cattle, sheep &
goats; pigs, horses,
poultry, beehives

e extent of
organic
processing
(cereals,
vegetables,
fruits, meat)

* = The statistics by two associations of organic farmers covers about 50% of all organic farms in the Czech Republic. Other Czechia data is collected by
government and covering all organic farms.

Definition of organic agriculture used in the project: farms registered and certified as organic (or ecological, biologival epending on the national
terminology), including farms in conversion.

www.multagri.net
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Table A-2 Quality production by different variables

Country Nr of farms with Income data
EE o food processing e share of income
LV e food processing
LT ¢ no data available
PL e share of income on food processing
cz e processing meet, fruit, vegetables, potatoes, e share of income on food processing by farm
milk by farm types [family, corporate, coop] and | types
by regions
¢ bakery and beverage production by farm types
and by regions
SL e processing of fruit & vegetables, potato, milk
¢ wine bottling, wine production, production of
mill and bakery products
e own abattoirs
e all by geographical areas
HU e no data available
SI ¢ Processing, handling, completion, freezing e Amount of direct payment per hectare

and packing of meat, milk, fruit, vegetable, oil by
family farms

¢ Grey economy estimated up to 50 %

Definition of quality production used in the project: Agricultural and food production other than organic where the specification of quality results in price
premius. This may include food products and other which are registered and certified under public/private labels, and on-farm processing of food
products (certified or not).
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Table A-3 Direct marketing by different variables

Country | Nr of farms Farm type Farmer data Income data

EE

LV

LT

PL

Cz e nr of organic farms in direct sale e type of organic and non-farm: e organic farmer’s age, ¢ organic farmer’s total
business, family household, gender, education income from direct sale
cooperatives

SL e direct sale of own products in own shops

or premises by geographical areas
HU
Si e nr of farms on selling harvest and

products
e grey economy estimated up to 50 %

Definition of direct marketing used in the project: Different forms of self or direct marketing of farm produce to consumers by farmers.
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Table A-4 Agri-tourism by different variables

Country | Nr of farms with Farm type Farmer data Income data Visitor data Labour data
EE o farm tourism & sports e share of income
from farm tourism &
sports
LV ¢ nr of farms & quest houses
LT e nr of farms e money spent and o nr of guests, nationality | e nr of persons
share of total tourist employed
expenses in specifically in
countryside lodgings
PL e farms, rooms rental e share of income e nrof guests
Cz e agri-tourism, sporting e type of farm: e farmer’s e income of agri-
activities (golf-courses, business, family age, gender, | tourism and different
downhill skiing lifts operation | household, cooperative | education sporting activities
etc.)
SL e agro-tourism, countryside
tourism by geographical
areas
HU e nr of organic farms with e type of the organic o nr of tourist and foreign
tourist accommodation and farm with tourist tourist nights in the
service services: individual village accommodation
farmer, economic units
Sl o farm tourism by family e nr of guests, nationality

farms (farm with
accommodation, excursion
farm, wine cellar, osmica)

Definition of agri-tourism used in the project: Farmer-operated on-farm accommodation and other leisure services to tourists.
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Table A-5 Production for non-food use by different variables

Country | Wood

Energy production

Other industrial production

EE e nr of farms, share of income
on forestry, processing wood
LV ¢ nr of farms forestry, ¢ nr of farms on renewable energy production ¢ nr of farms, area, purchure prices of
processing wood flax
LT e nr of farms, area of industrial crops
(flax, caraway)
PL ¢ share of income on wood ¢ share of income on generating and distributing energy
processing
cz e nr of farms of renewable energy production; these farms’ income | e areas and harvest of rape seed,
data, farm type data (business, family household, cooperative), sunflower, soy, poppy, flax, tobacco,
farmer data (age, education, gender) spice plants, herbs
SL ¢ nr of farms on wood e manure storage
processing by geographical ¢ production of rape seed for non-food use (biodiesel)
areas
HU
Sl ¢ nr of family farms on wood ¢ nr of family farms on renewable energy production and selling

processing, selling wood
products

(wooden chops, manure)
e nr of farms acquiring and selling energy from water, wind and
other sources
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Table A-6 On-farm activities by different variables

Country | Contract work Handicraft Construction Public utility services | Other
EE e nr of farms, share of income
Lv ¢ nr of farms of using e nr of farms
machinery and equipment
LT
PL e share of incomes of e share of income
services made with own
equipment
CZ
SL ¢ nr of farms on contractual ¢ nr of farms on folk craft ¢ nr of farms by
work (e.g.snow ploughing, activities, craft activities by geographical areas
transport services, geographical areas
landscaping, environmental
services) by geographical
areas
HU e nr of organic farms with
handicraftsmanships by regions,
the type of these farms:
individual farmers, economic
units
SI e nr of family farms on e nr of farms on traditional farm e nrof farms on e.g. | e nr of family farms on other

agricultural and forestry
services for others (several
activities of using own
mechanisation & equipment)

knowledge (baking, pottery,
ceramics modelling, wickerwork,
knitting)

road maintenance,
snow ploughing,
waste collection

supplementary activities, e.g.
hunting, game breeding,
gathering & processing of herbs
& forest fruits, honey processing

Definition of (new) on-farm activities used in the project: Farmer oriented or farm-based activities that are not related to food, agricultural production or

tourism.
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Table A-7 Nature and landscape management by different variables

Country | Nr of farms with Income Farm type Farmer data

EE

LV

LT

PL

Cz ¢ landscape protection and management activities esubsidies paid to the e type of farm: business, family e farmer’s age, gender,
farms household, cooperative education

SL ¢ nr of farms with subsidies for agri-environmental
measures and animal welfare

e nr of farms situated in less-favoured and
environmentally protected areas

HU e nature and landscape management
(environmentally sound farming)
e involved land size

SI e amount of direct
payments

Definition of nature and environment management used in the project: The activities with payments to protect the nature, environment, landscape.
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Research teams involved in the MultAgri research for the 8

CEE member states

Estonia

Institute: Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences of Estonian Agricultural University
Street address: Kreautzwaldi 64, 51014 Tartu
www.eau.ee/3669

Researchers:
e team coordinator: Helvi Poder (helvip@eau.ee)
e Anne Poder
e Tiiu Ohvril (tohvrii@eau.ee)

Latvia

Institute: Institute of Philosophy and Sociology, Latvian Academy of Sciences
Street address: Akademijas 1, Riga 1940

Researchers:
e team coordinator: Sandra Sumane (sandras@lza)
e llze Lace

e Anita Kalnina (anitak@lza.lv)

Lithuania

Institute: Department of Sociology, Faculty of Philosophy, Vilnius University
Street address: Didlaukio street 47, Vilnius

Researchers:
e team coordinator: Arunas Poviliunas (povilar@delfi.lt; arunas.poviliunas@fsf.vu.lt)
e Kristina Rybakova
e Jurgita Abromaviciute

Poland

Institute: Nicolas Copernicus University, Torun, Institute of Sociology
Street address: ul. Fosa Staromiejska 1 a, 87-100 Torun

Researchers:
e team coordinator: Anna Pluskota-Lewandowska (plus@ye.pl)
e Jolanta Maciag (gaicam33@poczta.wp.pl)
e Beata Blok (beatablok@o02.pl)
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Czech Republic

Institute:Czech University of Agriculture in Prague, Faculty of Economics and Management,
Department of Humanities
Street address: Kamycka street 129, 16521 Praha 6- Suchdol

Researchers:
e team coordinator: Michal Lostak (lostak@pef.czu.cz)
e Lukas Zakata
e Helena Hudeckova

Slovakia

Institute: Research Institute of Agricultural and Food Economics
Street address: Trencianska 55, 82480 Bratislava

Researchers:
e team coordinator; Gejza Blaas (blaas@vuepp.sk)
e Martina Brodova (brodova@vuepp.sk)
e Daniela Cimborova
e Anna Zemanova

Hungary

Institute: Hungarian Academy of Sciences,
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Lithuania

Estimation of the existing documents in Lithuania on MFA issues:
- Governmental documents: amply of documents
- Empirical research documents: rather many documents
- Conference publications: many documents
- Projects on particular MFA forms: only few documents

Governmental documents

Seimas [Parliament] of the Republic of Lithuania. 2000. Zemés akio ir kaimo plétros strategija
[Agriculture and Rural Development Strategy].
http://www3.Irs.It/pls/inter/w3_viewer.ViewDoc?p_int_tekst id=18964&p_int tv_id=2710&p_org=
0
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Lithuanial.
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5/$File/Lithuanian_SPD_%2003.12._FINAL.doc

Governmental ministries of Lithuania and European Commission. 2004. Bendrasis
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Planas [Lithuanian Agriculture and Rural Development Plan 2000-2006].
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Ministry of Economy of the Republic of Lithuania, Lithuanian Academy of Sciences. 2002.
Zemés Ukio ir kaimo plétros strategija iki 2015m. [Rural and Agriculture Development Strategy
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Adams, Niel & Marcel de Jong. 2004. Lietuvos regiony veiklos diversifikavimas: ekologinio
dkininkavimo veiksmy planas PanevéZio apskrityje [Regional Diversification in Lithuania: Action
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Lithuanian Academy of Sciences. 2001. Lietuvos Zemés ukis: ekonominé apzvalga 2003
[Competitive Agriculture and its Importance to the National Economy]. Conference publication of
Competitive Agriculture and its Importance to the National Economy, 21st of December, 2000,
Vilnius. 245 pages.

Habil & Antanas Povililnas (eds.) 1999. Lietuvos integracija | Europos Sajunga: zemés Ukio
uzdaviniai ir mokslo vaidmuo [Lithuanias Integration into the European Union: the Problems of
Agriculture and Importance of Science]. Conference publication of Lithuanias Integration into the
European Union: the Problems of Agriculture and Importance of Science, 22nd of April, 1999,
Vilnius. 175 pages.

Documents related to SMEs in rural areas

Government of the Republic of Lithuania. 2002. Smulkaus ir vidutinio verslo plétros strategija iki
2004m. [Small and Medium - Sized Business Development Strategy until the Year 2004].
http://www.svv.lt/index2.php?article=596

Poland

Hatasiewicz, A. 2000. Program Aktywacji Obszarow Wiejskich (Prawo rolne Unii Europejskiej a
polski sektor rolny) [Rural Areas Activation Program [European Union agricultural law and polish
agricultural sector]]. FAPA — Fundacja Programéw Pomocy dla Rolnictwa [FAPA — Foundation of
Assistance Programmes for Agriculture]
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Wieruszewska, M. 2002. Samoorganizacja w spotecznosciach wiejskich. Przejawy, struktury,
zréznicowania [Selforganization in rural societies. Indications, structure, differentiations]. IRWIR
PAN — Instytut Rozwoju Wsi i Rolnictwa [IRWIR PAN — Institute of Rural and Agricultural
Development].

Milczarek, A.D. 2002. Prywatyzacja jako proces zmiany instytucjonalnej. Przypadek
Panstwowych Gospodarstw Rolnych w Polsce, w serii: Zmiana instytucjonalna w rolnictwie a
zasoby naturalne [Privatization as a Process of Institutional Change. The Case of State Farms in
Poland, series: Institutional Change in Agricultural and Natural Resources]. Shaker Publisher.

Maliszewska, M. 2003. Poszerzenie Unii Europejskiej: korzysci z poszerzenia rynku dla
obecnych i nowych panstw czionkowskich [EU Enlargement: benefits of the Single Market
expansion for current and new member states]. CASE Publishing.

Wilkin, J. 1999. Wielofunkcyjna wie$ i wielofunkcyjne rolnictwo w polityce panstwa, w: Spoteczne
aspekty transformacji systemowej w Polsce [Multifunctional countryside and multifunctional
agriculture in state policy, in: Social aspects of system transformation in Poland]. Key Text, WNE
- Wydziat Nauk Ekonomicznych, Uniwersytet Warszawski [Key Text, WNE - Economical
Sciences Department, Warsaw University].

Hatasiewicz, Andrzej. 2000. Enterprise of the Polish village. The Culture and Society, Vol 1, 181-
122.

Maciag, Jolanta. 1996. Zrédta i perspektywy turystyki wiejskiej (od wywczaséw do agroturystyki)
[The sources and prospects of tourism in the rural areas [from vacation to agroturism]]. Wies i
Rolnictwo, Vol 3, 3-23.

Kocik, Lucjan. 1998. Socjologiczne bariery nowoczesnosci polskiego rolnictwa [Sociological
barriers of modernity of peasant farming in Poland]. Przeglad Socjologiczny, Vol 2, Nro 47, 25-
43.

Wojnowski, Kazimierz. 1999. Zagrozenia egzystencjalne bezrobotnych na wsi barierg jej
wielofunkcyjnego rozwoju i przystgpienia do Unii Europejskiej [The living conditions and the
awareness of the unemployed in rural areas poses a barrier for their multifunctional development
and access to the EU]. Przeglad Politologiczny, Vol 3/4, 47-53.

Kotala, Andrzej. 1999. Przedsiebiorczos¢ mieszkancéw wsi w aspekcie wielofunkcyjnego
rozwoju wsi matopolskiej [Inhabitants' entrepreneurship as the aspect of multifunctional rural
development in Malopolska]. Krakowskie Studia Matopolskie, Vol 3, 147-163.

Moskal, Stanistaw. 1999. Kierunki rozwoju wsi matopolskiej a poglady i postawy uzytkownikow
drobnych gospodarstw [Directions of the Malopolska rural areas development and opinions and
attitudes of small farm owners]. Krakowskie Studia Matopolskie, Vol 3, 131-146.

Kapusta, Franciszek. 1999. Uwarunkowania rozwoju przedsiebiorczosci w sferze pozarolniczej
na obszarach wiejskich [Conditions of enterprise development in non-agriculture sphere in rural
regions]. Technologia, Vol 5, 69-76.
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Sosnowska, Bogumita. year? Cechy wiejskiego rynku pracy w okresie transformacji ustrojowej w
Polsce [Characteristics of rural labour market at the time of polish economic transformation].
Ruch Prawniczy, Ekonomiczny i Socjologiczny, Vol 1, 203-221.

Mikulska, Dorota, 1998. Spoétdzielczos¢ w wielofunkcyjnym rozwoju wsi [Co-operatives in
Multifunctional Development of Villages]. Rzeszowskie Zeszyty Naukowe, Nro 24, 71-91.

Gafczynska, Bogumita &Slusarz, Grzegorz. 1998. Potrzeby i mozliwosci wielofunkcyjnego
rozwoju terendw wiejskich w strefie ochronnej Magurskiego Parku Narodowego [Needs and
possibilities of multifunctional development of rural areas in the protectional zone the Magurski
National Park]. Wiadomosci Ziem Goérskich, Nro 7, 31-34.

Koziej, Marian. 1998. Wielofunkcyjny rozwoj wsi i rolnictwa w regionie Gér Swietokrzyskich
[Development of villages and agriculture in the swietokrzyski region]. Kieleckie studia
Geograficzne, Vol 7, 119-130.

tuczka — Bakuta, Wtadystawa & Zyskowska Iwona. 2001. Globalizacja a sektor matych i
srednich przedsiebiorstw na obszarach wiejskich [The process of globalisation and a sector of
small and medium entrrprises in the rural areas in Poland]. Badania Naukowe/WSU Kielce, Vol
5, 301-314.

Laskowska-Otwinowska, Justyna. 2000. Przedsiebiorczosc polskiej wsi [Sense of
entrepreneurship of the Polish countryside]. Kultura i Spoteczenstwo, Vol 1, 35-55.

Janik, Mikotaj. 2003. Gospodarstwa Agroturystyczne w procesie integracji z Unig Europejskg
[Agrotouristic farms in integration process with European Union]. Roczniki Naukowe.
Stowarzyszenie Ekonomistow Rolnictwa | Agrobiznesu, Vol 1, Nro 5, 220-232.

Kaleta, Andrzej. 1994. Multifunctional Development of Rural Areas in Poland. Anthropological
Journal on European Cultures, Vol 1, 85-93.

Kaleta, Andrzej. 1990. Nowoczesne techniki telekomunikacyjne w procesach odnowy wsi
[Modern telecommunication technologies in processes of renewal of the village]. Wies$ |
Rolnictwo, Vol 4, 133-140.

Kaleta, Andrzej & Wieczorkowski, K. 1993. Telechata jako instrument kulturowej odnowy wsi
[Telecottage as an Instrument of Cultural Renewal of Village]. Kultura i Edukacja, Vol 1, 43-52.

Kaleta, Andrzej; Zabtocki, Grzegorz & Sobczak, Marzena. 1998. Transformation of Rural Areas
in the Opinions: Local Community "Leaders". Environment & Society, Vol 20, 35-40.

Kaleta, Andrzej, 1995. Multifunktionale Entwicklung des landlichen Raumes in Polen. Fir ein
Okologisches Paradigma der Landentwicklung. Monastsbericht Uber die 0&sterreichische
Landwirtschaft, Vol 7, 468-470.

Maciag, Jolanta. 1999. Rolnictwo ekologiczne [Environmentally friendly agriculture]. Dzis.
Przeglad Spoteczny, Vol 4, Nro 103, 119-123.

Maciag, Jolanta. 1996. Agrotrurystyka [Agrotourism]. In Rwitalizacja obszaréw rustykalnych
Europy, ed. by Kaleta, Andrzej. Zaktad Narodowy im. Ossolinskich. 77-85.
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Bol, Ryszard. 2000. Procesy urbanizacji wsi w warunkach transformacji paradygmatu rozwoju
[Countryside urbanization processes in condition of development’s paradigm transformation].
Zarzadzanie i Marketing, Vol 14, 103-111.

Korsak, Robert. 2000. Ekonomiczne i spoteczne uwarunkowania i mozliwosci wielofunkcyjnego
rozwoju wsi w Polsce [Economical and social conditions and possibilities of countryside
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Korsak, Robert. 2000. Pakt dla rolnictwa i obszaréw wiejskich [The pact for agriculture and rural
areas]. Rynek Pracy, Vol 7, 5-26.

Rosner, A. & Makowski, M. 2001. Wiejski rynek pracy [Rural job market]. Nowe Zycie
Gospodarcze, Vol 4, 13-145.

Patach, Ryszard, S. 2000. Uwarunkowania rozwoju rolnictwa w Polsce [Conditions of agriculture
development in Poland]. Humanistyka i Przyrodoznawstwo, Vol 6, 145-151.

Jawryniuk, Wioletta. 2000. Jak pomodc ludziom z pegeerow? [How to help state farms
inhabitants?] Przeglad, Vol 28, 58-60.

Strykowska, Maria. 2000. Innowacyjno$¢ kobiet wiejskich [The innovation of rural woman].
Przeglad Socjologiczny, Vol 1, 58-60.

Wojnowski, Kazimierz. 2000. Aktywizacja gospodarcza zasobow pracy srodowiska wiejskiego w
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[Surroundings influence on small enterprise on a village]. Studia Prawniczo-Ekonomiczne, Vol
55, 237-246.

Sobolewska-Mikulska, Katarzyna. 1998. Program rozwoju terendéw wiejskich w Polsce [The
program of rural areas development in Poland]. Przeglad Geodezyjny, Vol 4, 32-34.
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areas development]. Przyroda i Cztowiek, Vol 9, 19-38.
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Czech Republic

The estimation of the amount of documents and their focus according to the issues they concern
and farm/general division

DOCUMENTS ABOUT MULTIFUNCTIONAL
AGRICULTURE Focus of the documents
Farms |General
. Political issues (includin
Empirical Research . ( ng * *
] practical policy

concerning
measurements)
Social and cultural issues [* >
Economic issues * b
Environmental issues > b
Technological - *kk
(production) issues

. Political issues (includin

Theoretical Works ; ( ng o *x

concerning practical policy
measurements)
Social and cultural issues [* b
Economic issues * b
Environmental issues * i
Technological o ok
(production) issues

Governmental Political issues (including

Documents practical policy|*** bl

concerning measurements)
Social and cultural issues *
Economic issues *
Environmental issues >
Technological . "
(production) issues

The amount of documents and their type according to the MFA activity they address
Some other studies combining empirical issues with theoretical background highlight MFA in new
dimension (like ICT, gender, education), but they are only solely isolated studies.
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Governmental documents

Ministry of Regional Development. 2004. Narodni rozvojovy plan a Operacni program ,Rozvoj
venkova a multifunkéni zemédélstvi [National Development Plan and Operation Programme
Rural development and Multi-Functional Agriculture].
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Kornyezetvédelmi és Infrastruktira Operativ Program (KIOP) [Environmental Protection and
Infrastructure Operational Programme [EPIOP]]. www.nfh.hu, www.nth.hu

Minister of Agriculture and Rural Development. 2004. Az Agrar- és Vidékfejlesztés Nemzeti
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Kovacs, Katalin. 1998. [In collaboration with Zsuzsanna Bihari and Modnika Varadi]
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harminc évének néhany kulcsproblémaja [From "the Peasant" Gemeinschaft (Community) to the
Rurality: Some Key Issues of the Past Thirty Years of International Rural Research]. Szocioldgiai
Szemle [Review of Sociology]. http://www.mtapti.hu/mszt/

Angyan Jézsef-Podmaniczky Laszl. 2002. A Nemzeti Agrar-kérnyezetvédelmi Program (NAKP):
a tébbfunkcids eurdpai agrarmodell megvaldsitasanak magyar kerete [The National Agrarian
Nature Protection Program: the Hungarian framework of the realisation of the multifunctional
European agrarian model]. Agrarium. https://www.nakp.hu/publi.ntm

Angyan Joézsef-Podmaniczky Laszlé. 2002. Az EU-csatlakozas varhaté hatasai a magyar
agrargazdasag és vidék helyzetére (Esélyek és lehetéségek az agrar és vidékpolitika ,masodik
(6koszocialis) pillére” mentén) [The expectable impacts of Eu accession on Hungarian agrarian
economy and rural areas [Chances of the second, ecosocial pillar of the agrarian and rural
policy]. Agrarium. https://www.nakp.hu/publi.htm

Nagy, Zolta. 2004. Meddig halogathaté a megrekedt magyar biodizel-gyartas meginditasa? [No
further delay is permittable in launching Hungarian bio-diesel production]. Gyakorlati Agroférum
— A novényvédbk és novénytermeszték havilapja  [Agriculture on  practice].
http://www.agroforum.hu/Magyar/Agroforum/Julius.htm

Ferenczi, Tibor. 2003. Agrarkérdések az EU-csatlakozas utan [Agricultural Issues After
Accession]. Akadémiai Konyvkiadd, Tarsadalom és Gazdasag [Society and Economy].
www.akkrt.hu

Laki, Laszl. 2004. A vidék és a falvak “a mezdégazdasag utan” [The Countryside and the Villages
“after Agriculture”]. Akadémiai Konyvkiaddé, Tarsadalom és Gazdasag [Society and
Economy].www.akkrt.hu

Bauer, K. 2001. A Review of Agricultural Policies in Hungary 1998. Idara Working Paper 1/2,
Bonn, February 2001. http://www.agp.uni-bonn.de/agpo/rsrch/idara/public.htm

Chaplin, H. 2001. Hungary: Review of Policies and Information affecting Diversification. Idara
Working Paper 2/6, Wye, January 2001. http://www.agp.uni-bonn.de/agpo/rsrch/idara/public.htm

Pitlik, L., Bunkoéczi, L. 2002. Comparative analysis of agricultural policies by FAPRI, OECD and
IDARA forecasts in the case of Hungary for 2006. Idara Working Paper 6/3, G6doll6.
http://www.agp.uni-bonn.de/agpo/rsrch/idara/public.htm

Birol, Enkin; Smale, Melinda & Gyovai, Agnes. 2004. Agri-environmental policies in a transitional
economy: The value of agricultural biodiversity in Hungarian home gardens. International Food
Policy Research Institute (IFPRI), EPDT  discussion papers, Nro 117.
http://www.ifpri.org/divs/eptd/dp/papers/eptdp117.pdf

Mar. I. 2002. Safeguarding agricultural biodiversity on-farms in Hungary. In The economics of
conserving agricultural biodiversity on-farm: Research methods developed from IPRGI’s global
project ‘strengthening the scientific basis of in situ conservation of agricultural biodiversity, ed. by
Smale, M.; Mar |. & Jarvis, D.I. IPGRI, Rome.
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AEMBAC. 2004. Definition of a common European analytical framework for the development of
local agri-environmental programmes for biodiversity and landscape conservation. WP14
National Report, UD-CEMP, Hungary. http://www.aembac.org

Slovenia

The quantity and quality of the documents on strategic level*** on the Slovene national and
regional levels is relatively satisfactorily. Regarding the number of research work done in
Slovenia on the subject of multifunctional agriculture we can notice that just few researches had
been done on the topic directly.

Some empirical articles on multifunctional agriculture issues and of multifunctional agriculture
concept can be studied, nevertheless the content of significant number of documents discuss jus
one of the MFA activity. The term of rural development is often used.

A relatively larger share of documents is on income situation*** on Slovenian family farms [e.g.
economical and social characteristics of family firms in Slovenia, Income status of farmers in
Slovenia, farm structure and its influence on farmers’ income status in Slovenial.

The role of agriculture in rural development is also relatively well studied***.

Much of the research work was done on the concept of organic farming*** [from econometric
methods for predicting the outcome from organic farming, organic food processing, and
possibilities of marketing organic products as well as research on demand side.

*k%k

Supplementary*** activities in general has been studied too.

Less attention of high quality research was paid to farm tourism**, although the contribution and
interest of students in their research work is noticeable.

The marketing and new forms* of agricultural production for non-food use the less attention has
been dedicated directly. The reason is probably the relatively small proportion of these activities
on Slovenian farms.

Governmental documents

Ministry of Agriculture Forestry and Food. 1998. Program reforme kmetijske politike 1999-2002
[Agricultural Policy Reform].

Ministry of Agriculture Forestry and Food. 1993. Strategija razvoja slovenskega kmetijstva
[Strategy of Slovenian Agriculture].

Hrustel Majcen, Marta & Kunaver, Klemen (eds.) 2001. Slovenski kmetijsko okoljski program
2001-2006. [Slovenian Agricultural Environmental Programme 2001-2006]. Ministry of
Agriculture Forestry and Food; Ministry of Environment and Space; University of Ljubljana;
Bioethical Faculty; Slovenian Institute for Agriculture; Chamber of Agriculture and Forestry.

Ministry of Agriculture Forestry and Food. 2000. Zakon o kmetijstvu [Agriculture Act].
http://www.gov.si/vurs/zakonodaja/1c/1_12.htm;
http://zakonodaja.gov.si/rpsi/r09/predpis_ ZAKO1289.html
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Ministry of Agriculture Forestry and Food. 2004. Program razvoja podezelja 2004-2006. [Rural
Development Plan of the Republic of Slovenia 2004-2006]. http://www.gov.si/mkgp/slo/doc/RDP-
delovni-dokument.rtf

Sluzba vlade Republike Slovenije za strukturno politiko in regionalni razvoj. 2003. Enotni
programski dokument regionalnega razvoja Slovenije 2002-2006 [Single Programming
Document 2004-2006].

http://www.gov.si/svrp/3str/1s-3-2.html

PodjetniSki center Novo mesto. 2002. Regionalni razvojni program za jugovzhodno Slovenijo (do
2006) [Regional Development Programme for South East Slovenia [till 2006]].
http://www.pc-nm.si/Uploads/rrp/rrp_strateski_del.doc;
http://www.pc-nm.si/Uploads/rrp/rrp_izvedbeni_del.doc

[Development programs for each of twelve Slovenian regions are made. Because they are very
similar, in fact the content is practically the same, we have presented seven of them all. The
other documents are available through the URL of the Slovenian regional development agency:
http://www.sigov.si/arr/2regije/1r.html.]

Regional Development Agency Mura. 2002. Regionalni razvojni program Pomurje 2000+
[Regional Development Programme of Pomurje 2000+].
http://www.rra-mura.si/download/RRP%202000++.zip

Maribor Development agency. 2002. Regionalni razvojni program za statisticno regijo Podravje
[Regional Development Programme of Podravska Region].
http://www.mra.si/admin/upload/dat/strateski_del.pdf

Development agency. 2001. Regionalni razvojni program za Korosko regijo [Regional
Development Programme of Koro$Ska Region].
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Research teams

Estonia

During our research we could not find a research group who works exactly on multifunctional
agriculture. We listed groups who work on related issues and research agricultural economy and
marketing, alternative economic activities in the rural areas and rural enterprises.

Estonian Agricultural University, Faculty of Rural Economy and Social Sciences
Tiiu Ohvril (tohvrii@eau.ee)
Rando Varnik (mst@eau.ee)

Economic science; topics of agricultural economics, marketing

Main publications:

Ohvril, T. & Varnik, R.. 1999. Dairy Marketing Channel Development Prospects in Estonia under
EU Accession. Integration of the Baltic Sea Countries to the Common Agricultural Policy of the EU.
Proceedings of the 66" EAA seminar NJF No. 301, Tallinn, 1999, p. 153-158.

Ohvril, T. & Maidre, K.2003. Alternatiivsete tegevusvaldkondade arendamine maal nduab
Uhistegevust. [Alternative activities in countryside need co-operation] EPMU teadustééde kogumik,
217. Tartu, 2003, p. 36-45.

Ohvril, T. 2001. Marketing limits of alternative economic activities in Estonian agriculture.
Agriculture in globalising world: proceedings of international scientific conference on June 1-2, 2001
in Tartu dedicated to the 50" anniversary of the Estonian Agricultural University. EAA publication,
Vol. Il. Tartu, 2001, p. 290-297.

Rural Development Institute
Lea Sudakova

Inga Kalvist

Ullar Loolaid

Indrek Karner

mai@server.ee
Economy, sociology; topics of rural enterprises, alternative economic activities

Main publications:
Kalvist, I. (ed.) 2001. Short introduction to alternative activities. Handbook for rural entrepreneur.
Tallinn.

Sudakova, L., Kalvist I. 2002. Non-agricultural enterprises of the counties, socio-economic situation
and perspectives. Study of non-agricultural enterprise. Tallinn.
http://www.agri.ee/maamajandus/valdade_ettevotlus/ettevaruanne/index1.htm
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Sudakova, L. 1996. Maaturismi majandusliku tasuvuse hindamine [Estimation of economical impact
of rural tourism]. EPMU teadust66de kogumik, 188. Tartu, 57-64.

Estonian Plant Protection Inspectorate
www.plant.agri.ee

Eve Ader (eve.ader@plant.agri.ee)
Egon Palts (egon.palts@plant.agri.ee)

Agriculture, economy; topics of organic farming

Main publications:
Ader, E. 2004. Mahepdllumajanduse Ulevaade [Overview on organic agriculture]. Eesti
Mahepoéllumajanduse Leht, 27, 15-16.

Ader, E, & Palts, E. 2003. Mahepdllumajanduslik tootmine 2003. aastal. [Organic Farming on
year 2003]. Tallinn.

Ader, E. & Palts, E. 2003. Mahepdllumajandus edeneb [Organic farming is making progress].
Maamajandus, dec. 2003, 22-24.

Latvia

Research of MFA issues are usually incorporated in a broader research pattern, MFA being only
one branch of it — such as sustainable agriculture, sustainable rural development. It is stated in
the legislative documents that for some of the MFA issues (like organic farming) research
activities should be encouraged and promoted, and it is quite probable that in a foreseeable
future research on MFA issues in Latvia will become if not more widespread, then more detailed
and particular.

Latvia University of Agriculture
Baiba Rivza (rivza@cs.llu.lv)

Maiga Kruzmetra (kruzmetra@llu.lv)
Peteris Rivza

Agricultural economics; topics of EU agricultural policy, rural development, marketing,
multifunctional enterprises in rural environment

Main publication:

Rivza, B. & Krizmétra, M. year? Discourse on rural development in Latvia. Latvia University of
Agriculture. Published within the framework of project "Development of multifunctional rural
enterprises in compliance with the new rural agricultural policy of EU". 473 pages.

Institute of Philosophy and Sociology
Talis Tisenkopfs (tt@lza.lv)

Aija Zobena (Aija.Zobena@]u.lv)
Sandra Sumane (sandras@lza.lv)
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Anita Kalnina (anitak@lza.lv)

Rural sociology; topics of rural development, human development, farm structure, sustainable
agriculture, sustainable rural development, social aspects of organic farming

Main publications:
Tisenkopfs, T. & Zobena, A.(eds.) 1999. Social aspects of sustainable agriculture: Experience in
Nordic and Baltic countries. Latvia University of Agriculture, Institute of Humanities.

Tisenkopfs, T. 1999. Constructed countryside: post-socialist and late modern mixture in rural
change. Humanities and Social Sciences. Latvia, Nro. 1, 72-111.

Latvia University of Agriculture
Aina Muska

Anda Stanka

(uzn@llu.lv)

Economics; topics of rural entrepreneurship, rural tourism

Main publications:
Muska, A. 2001. Tourism as a developmental factor in the rural environment. Humanities and
Social Sciences. Latvia, Nro 1, 99-109.

Latvian State Institute of Agrarian Economics
Daina Saktina (daina@lvaei.lv)

Zaiga Mikelsone (zaiga@lvaei.lv)

Inglna Gulbe (inguna@lvaei.lv)

Visvaldis Pirksts (visvaldis@lvaei.lv)

Kazimirs Spogis (kazimirs@lvaei.lv)

Agricultural economics; topics of EU and agriculture in Latvia, complex rural development in
Latvia, agricultural marketing, diversification of agriculture

Main publications

Saktina D., Varika A., Lismanis A. & Pohl B. 2001. Latvijas lauku attistibas politika: kapéc un ka?
Materials diskusijam [Rural development policy in Latvia: why and how? Material for
discussions].

Latvijas Valsts agraras ekonomikas institits [Latvian State Institute of Agrarian Economics]. 159
pages.

Gulbe I. & Kikans Z. 1999. Netradicionalo lauksaimniecibas nozaru attistibas iespéjas Latvija
[The potential for development of non-traditional agricultural production sector]. Latvijas Valsts
agraras ekonomikas institGts [Latvian State Institute of Agrarian Economics]. 61 pages.

Lithuania
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Lithuanian Institute of Agrarian Economics
http://www.laei.lt

Director: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Gediminas Radzevicius (gediminas@]aei.lt)
Dr.Irena KriSCiukaitiené (krirena@laei.lt)

Assoc.prof.Dr.Donatas Staniklinas (romas@]laei.lt)

Dr.Romualdas Zemeckis (romas@laei.lt)

Social sciences, agronomy; topics of agricultural policy, rural development, economics of farms
and agricultural enterprises.

Main publications:
Naujokiené, Ramuté. 2004. Lietuvos Zemés Ukis: ekonominé apzvalga 2003 [Agriculture in
Lithuania: economic survey 2003]. Lithuanian Institute of Agrarian Economics. 202 pages.

Stanikiinas D., Kris€iukaitiené 1., Zemeckis R. 2004. Trends in Development in Lithuania
Agricultural Policy. In: Mapping the Rural Problems in the Baltic Countryside: Transition
Processes in the Rural Areas of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania, ed. by llkka Alanen. Ashgate.

Stanikdinas D. 2002. Competitiveness of Agriculture in Lithuania in the Context of EU Accession.
Proceedings on an international seminar entitled Pre-acession Strategy of Czech Agriculture
towards EU held on the occasion of 90th anniversary of VUZE at Pruhonice on 27-28
September 2002, 177-189.

Stanikiinas D. 2000. Rural Development in Lithuania: Possibilities and Problems. In Lithuanian
Rural Development Policy and Science Tasks, Lithuanian Institute for Agrarian Economics,
Vilnius.

The Division of Agriculture and Forestry of the Lithuanian Academy of Sciences
http:/fwww.ktl.mii.lt/LMA/

Prof.Veronika Vasiliauskiené (vasil@ktl.mii.lt)

Agronomy; topics of rural development.

Lithuanian Institute of Horticulture
http://www.Isdi.lt

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ceslovas Bobinas (institutas@Isdi.lt)

Agronomy and biomedical sciences; topics of development of plant biology and biotechnology
theory, breeding of horticultural plant varieties, investigation, preservation and enrichment of
genetic recources; agrobiological and ecological research of horticultural plants, creation of
propagation and growing techniques; research on fruit, berry and vegetable quality, optimisation
of storage and processing technologies, development of biologically valuable products by
utilizing biodiversity of horticultural plants
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Lithuanian University of Agriculture
http://lzuu.lt

Prof. Habil

Dr. Albinas Kusta

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Vilma Atkocitniené
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Jonas Caplikas
(laa@nora.lzuu.lt)

Agronomy, social sciences;

topics of Faculty of Agronomy: plant breeding methods, improvement of plant growing
technologies, ecological and sustainable agriculture, control of soil fertility.

Faculty of Economics and Management: rural development, rural business management

Faculty of Forestry. Ecological aspects of reforestation; optimization of stands composition,
structure and density; biological and economical efficiency of non-clear fellings; investigation of
forest birds and animals; investigation of forest ecosystems under constant air pollution;
protection of biodiversity in forestry; improvement of technology for seedlings and transplanters
production; classification of forest plant; forest recreation.

Vilnius University, The Department of Sociology
http://www.vu.lt

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ariinas Povilitinas (povilar@delfi.lt)
Vilma Geguziené
Rata Ziliukaite

Social sciences; topics of development of rural communities

Main publications:
Povililinas, Artinas. 2004. Kaimo Atskirties Profiliai [The Profiles of Rural Exclusion]. Kronta. 112
pages.

Juska, Arilinas; Povililnas, Arinas & Pozzuto Richard. 2004. Rural Grass-Roots Organizing in
Eastern Europe: The Experience from Lithuania. Community Development Journal (in press).

Juska, Arilinas; Povililinas, Arinas & Pozzuto Richard. 2004. Resisting Marginalization: The Rise
of the Rural Community Movement in Lithuania. Sociologia Ruralis (in press).

Poland

Institute of Rural and Agricultural Development, Polish Academy of Sciences
www.irwirpan.waw.pl

Prof. Marek Kfodzinski

Prof. Franciszek Tomczak

Prof. Andrzej Rosner (arosner@irwirpan.waw.pl)
Prof. Maria Wieruszewska

Prof. Tadeusz Hunek (thunek@irwirpan.waw.pl)
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Prof. Leszek Klank (Iklank@irwirpan.waw.pl)
Prof. Krystian Heffner

Prof. Jerzy Wilkin (wilkin@wne.uw.edu.pl)
(irwir@irwirpan.waw.pl)

Agricultural economy, rural sociology; topics of social and economic activation of rural
communes, family economy in Polish agriculture, ecological agriculture, non-agricultural
business activity

Main publications:
Ktodzinski, Marek. 1999. Aktywizacja gospodarcza obszaréw wiejskich [Economic activation of
rural areas]. IRWIR PAN.

Ktodzinski, Marek. 1999. Aktywizacja gospodarcza terenéw wiejskich na pograniczu polsko-
niemieckim w Swietle proceséw integracyjnych z Unig Europejskg [Economic activation of rural
areas on the Polish-German borderland in the context of integration processes with the
European Union]. IRWIR PAN.

Ktlodzinski, Marek. 2004. Ekonomiczne i spoteczne uwarunkowania i mozliwos¢
wielofunkcyjnego rozwoju wsi po integracji Polski z Unig Europejskg [Economic and social
conditioning and the chance of multifunctional development of the village after integration of
Poland with the European Union]. Wie$ i Rolnictwo.

Klodzinski, Marek; Fedyszak-Radziejowska, Barbara. 2004. The Dilemmas of the Polish Village
and Polish Agriculture in the Process of Integration with the European Union. Wies i Rolnictwo,
Vol 3.

Ktodzinski, Marek; Fedyszak-Radziejowska, Barbara (eds.). 2002. Przedsiebiorczo$¢ wiejska w
Polsce i krajach Unii Europejskiej [Rural enterprise in Poland and countries of the European
Union]. IRWIiR PAN.

Ktodzinski, Marek; Rosner, Andrzej (eds.). 2000. Rozwdj przedsiebiorczosci na terenach
wiejskich wschodniego i zachodniego pogranicza [Development of entrepreneurship in the rural
areas in eastern and western border regions]. IRWiR PAN.

Klodzinski, Marek (ed.). 2000. Rozwdj przedsiebiorczoéci wiejskiej w warunkach integracji w
Unig Europejska [Development of the rural enterprise in conditions of integration in with
European Union]. IRWiR PAN.

Bukraba-Rylska, Izabella. 2000. Kultura w spotecznosci lokalnej - podmiotowos¢ odzyskana
[Culture in local society. Subjectivity regained]. IRWiR PAN.

Makarski, Sylwester. 2000. Przedsiebiorczos¢ w agrobiznesie [Enterprise in agrobusiness].
IRWIR PAN.

Rosner, Andrzej. 2001. Socio-economic Preconditions of Structural Adjustment in Agriculture.
Wies i Rolnictwo, Supplement to No. Village and Agriculture - selected papers, Vol 113.

Rosner, Andrzej (ed.). 2002. Wiejskie obszary kumulacji barier rozwojowych [Rural areas of the
plurality of development barriers]. IRWiR PAN.

81

Multagri Project : WP4, Multifunctionality of activities, plurality of identities and new institutional
arrangements.Deliverable D4.2. June 2005.
www.multagri.net




Rosner, Andrzej; Frenkl, Izastaw. 2001. Rynki wiejskie: ziemia - kapitat — praca [Rural markets:
soil - capital — work]. IRWiR PAN.

Rosner, Andrzej. 2004. Problematic village areas — identification and characteristics of the local
authorities. Wies i Rolnictwo, Vol 3.

Wieruszewska, Maria. 1997. Wie$ polska: konteksty, kontrasty, strategie [Polish village:
contexts, contrasts, strategies]. IRWiR PAN.

Wieruszewska, Maria (ed.). 2002. Samoorganizacja w spotecznosciach wiejskich. Przejawy -
struktura — zréznicowanie [Self-organisation in Rural Communities: Aspects, Structures,
Differences]. IRWIR PAN.

Hunek, Tadeusz (ed.). 2002. Rolnicza Polska wobec wyzwan wspotczesnosci [Agricultural
Poland in the face of challenges of the present day]. IRWIR PAN.

Hunek, Tadeusz (ed.). 2000. Dylematy polityki rolnej. Integracja polskiej wsi i rolnictwa z UE
[Dilemmas of the agricultural policy. Integration of the Polish village and agriculture from UE].
Fundacja Programéw Pomocy dla Rolnictwa [FAPA].

Klank, Leszek. 2003. Distribution of income in Polish agriculture. [in:] Alternatives for European
Rural Areas. European Rural Development Network. IRWiR PAN.

Heffner, Krystian. 2002. Czynniki osadnicze wplywajace na potencjat rozwojowy obszaréow
wiejskich [Settling factors influencing development potential of country areas]. Wie$ i Rolnictwo,
Nro 2.

Czarnecki, Adam; Heffner, Krystian. 2003. Pozarolnicza dziatalnos¢ gospodarcza w strukturze
funkcjonalnej wsi aglomerac;ji 16dzkiej [Non-agricultural business activity in the structure of the
functional village of the £.6dz urban area]. Wies i Rolnictwo, Nro 1.

Wilkin, Jerzy. 2004. Village - society — state: New bases for the social discourse on questions of
rural areas and agriculture in Poland. Wies i Rolnictwo, Nro 3.

Wilkin, Jerzy. 2004. Dlaczego potrzebujemy dtugookresowej strategii zintegrowanego rozwoju
wsi i rolnictwa w Polsce? [Why do we need the long-term strategy of integrated development of
the village and agriculture in Poland?] Wie$ i Rolnictwo, Nro 2.

Institute of Agricultural and Food Economics
Prof. A. Wos$ (ierigz@ierigz.waw.pl)

Agricultural economy; topics of small companies of the food industry, economic structure of
peasant households

Main publications:

Szczepaniak 1., Wigier M. 2002. Aktywnos¢ innowacyjna przedsiebiorstw przemystu
spozywczego w okresie transformacji [Innovative activity of companies of the food industry
within a period of the transformation]. Przemyst Spozywczy, Nro 2.
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Niedbalska G., Wiszniewski. 1998. Dziatalno$¢ innowacyjna przedsiebiorstw przemystowych w
latach 1994-1996 [Innovative activity of industry companies in 1994-1996 years]. Studia i Analizy
Statystyczne, GUS.

Wos., A. Year?. Ekonomiczna struktura gospodarstw chtopskich. Studium statystyczne
[Economic structure of peasant households. Statistical study]. Komunikaty, Raporty, Ekspertyzy,
Nro 492.

Wos., A. Year?. Uktady strukturalne w rolnictwie chiopskim [w swietle danych rachunkowosci
rolnej] [Structural setups in peasant agriculture [in the context of agricultural’s accountancy]].
Komunikaty, Raporty, Ekspertyzy, Nro 465.

Warsaw Agricultural University [SGGW], Department of Agricultural Economics and
International Economy Intercourses
www.sggw.waw.pl

Prof. Henryk M. Manteuffel (Manteuffel@alpha.sggw.waw.pl)

Agricultural economy, agrotourism, organic farming, agricultural advising, income differences in
rural areas, rural economy, information systems

Main publications:
Manteuffel, Henryk M. & A. Sobolewska. 2001. Ecological Agriculture in Poland and its Impact
on Environment. Tidskrift. Kungl. Skogs - och Landbrukskademiens, Vol 6.

Manteuffel, Henryk M. (ed.) 2000. Zarys probleméw ekonomiki srodowiska [Problems of the
Economics of Environment. An Outline]. SGGW

Warsaw Agricultural University [SGGW], Department of Agricultural Policy and Marketing
www.sggw.waw.pl

Prof. Mieczystaw Adamowicz (adamowicz@alpha.sggw.waw.pl)

Agricultural economy; topics of competitiveness of agriculture and rural areas, rural markets,
rural enterprises, rural tourism

Main publications:

Adamowicz, Mieczystaw (ed.) 1999. Dostosowanie Podstawowych Rynkéw Rolnych w Polsce
do Integracji z Unig Europejskg [Adapting Basic Agricultural Markets in Poland to Integration
with the European Union]. SGGW.

Adamowicz, Mieczystaw (ed.) 1997. Przedsiebiorstwa i Instytucje Rynku Rolnego [Companies
and Institutions of the Agricultural Market]. SGGW.

Warsaw Agricultural University [SGGW], Department of Economy and Economic Policy
www.sggw.waw.pl
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Prof. Jan Hybel (ekr_keipg@alpha.sggw.waw.pl)
Agricultural economy; topics of farm income, financial market in agriculture, rural job market.

Main publications:

Hybel, Jan. 2003. Ekonomiczne uwarunkowania rozwoju rynku pracy w Polsce w perspektywie
integracji z Unig Europejskg [Economic conditions of the job market development in Poland - the
perspective of integration with the European Union]. SGGW.

Hybel, Jan. 2003. Makroekonomiczne uwarunkowania poziomu bezrobocia w Polsce w latach
1992-2002 [Macroeconomic conditions of the unemployment rate in Poland in 1992-2002 years].
Zeszyty Naukowe SGGW Ekonomika i Organizacja Gospodarki Zywnosciowej, Nro 49.

Maria Curie-Sklodowska University [UMCS]
www.umcs.lublin.pl

Prof. Jézef Styk (jstyk@bacon.umcs.lublin.pl)

Rural sociology; topics of sociology of village and agriculture, Polish farmers' systems of values,
local and regional development

Main publications:
Styk, Jozef. 1999. Chiopi i wie$ polska w perspektywie socjologicznej i historycznej [Peasants
and the Polish village in the sociological and historic perspective]. UMCS.

Nicolaus Copernicus University, Department of Rural Sociology
www.soc.uni.torun.pl

Prof. Andrzej Kaleta (kaleta@cc.uni.torun.pl)

Rural Sociology; topics of job market in rural areas, poverty, local communities, new forms of
economic activity

Main publications:
Kaleta, Andrzej. 1994. Multifunctional Development of Rural Areas in Poland. Anthropological
Journal on European Cultures, Vol 1, 85-93.

Kaleta, Andrzej. 1990. Nowoczesne techniki telekomunikacyjne w procesach odnowy wsi
[Modern telecommunication technologies in processes of renewal of the village]. Wie$ |
Rolnictwo, Vol 4, 133-140.

Kaleta, Andrzej & Wieczorkowski, K. 1993. Telechata jako instrument kulturowej odnowy wsi
[Telecottage as an Instrument of Cultural Renewal of Village]. Kultura i Edukacja, Vol 1, 43-52.
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Kaleta, Andrzej; Zabtocki, Grzegorz & Sobczak, Marzena. 1998. Transformation of Rural Areas
in the Opinions: Local Community "Leaders". Environment & Society, Vol 20, 35-40.

Kaleta, Andrzej, 1995. Multifunktionale Entwicklung des l&ndlichen Raumes in Polen. Fir ein
Okologisches Paradigma der Landentwicklung. Monastsbericht Uber die Osterreichische
Landwirtschaft, Vol 7, 468-470.

Maciag, Jolanta. 1999. Rolnictwo ekologiczne [Environmentally friendly agriculture]. Dzis.
Przeglad Spoteczny, Vol 4, Nro 103, 119-123.

Maciag, Jolanta. 1996. Agrotrurystyka [Agrotourism]. In Rwitalizacja obszaréw rustykalnych
Europy, ed. by Kaleta, Andrzej. Zaktad Narodowy im. Ossolinskich. 77-85.

Maciag, Jolanta. 1996. Zrédta i perspektywy turystyki wiejskiej (od wywczaséw do agroturystyki)
[The sources and prospects of tourism in the rural areas [from vacation to agroturism]]. Wies i
Rolnictwo, Vol 3, 3-23.

Hatasiewicz, A. 2000. Program Aktywacji Obszarow Wiejskich [Prawo rolne Unii Europejskiej a
polski sektor rolny] [Rural Areas Activation Program [European Union agricultural law and polish
agricultural sector]]. FAPA — Fundacja Programéw Pomocy dla Rolnictwa [FAPA — Foundation of
Assistance Programmes for Agriculture]

Hatasiewicz, Andrzej. 2000. Enterprise of the Polish village. The Culture and Society, Vol 1, 181-
122.

Czech Republic

Czech University of Agriculture, Faculty of Economics and Management, Department of
Agricultural Economics, Prague
http://www.czu.cz; http://www.pef.czu.cz

B. Bou¢kova (bouckova@pef.czu.cz)
M. Svatos (svatos@pef.czu.cz)
J. Tvrdon (tvrdon@pef.czu.cz)

Economics; topics of econometric modeling of various functions of agriculture, social economics
in the countryside and gender, conceptual framework for MFA, relations of MFA and
sustainability, EMA's implementation in Czechia, agricultural policy

Main publications:

Tvrdor, J. (ed.). 2002. Zemé&d&lskopotravinafsky trh pred vstupem CR do EU a jeho
determinanty regulace [Agri-food market before the entrance of the Czech republic into EU and
the determinants of its regulation]. Praha: Provozné& ekonomicka fakulta, Ceska zemé&dé&lska
univerzita [Faculty of Economics and Management, Czech University of Agriculture in Prague].

Czech University of Agriculture, Faculty of Economics and Management, Department of
Humanities, Prague
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http://www.czu.cz; http://www.pef.czu.cz; http://pef.czu.cz/~soclab

H. Hudeckova [hudeckova@pef.czu.cz]
M. Lostak (lostak@pef.czu.cz)
V. Majerova (majerova@pef.czu.cz)

Rural Sociology; topics of rural development, land management and land tenure, globalization
and rural localities, agricultural policy, changing functions of the agriculture.

Main publications:

Hudeckova, H. & Lostak, M. 2003. Preparation and Implementation of the Programme SAPARD:
Who might be winners and losers. Agricultural Economics [Zemédélska ekonomika], Vol 49, No
12, 547-556.

HudecCkova, H. 2001. Globalita, ruralita a neovenkovanstvi [Globality, rurality and neo-rurality].
Agricultural Economics [Zemédélska ekonomika], Vol 47, No 5, 217-221.

Cesky venkov 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003 [a annual publication bringing the results of the
Sociological laboratory]: e.g. Cesky venkov 2003: situace pred vstupem do EU [The Czech
countryside: the situation before the entrance to EU; published by the sociological laboratory of
the faculty of Economics and management of the Czech University of Agriculture in Prague; the
books are more about the countryside and less about agriculture]

Czech University of Agriculture, Faculty of Economics and Management, Department of
Management, Prague

M. Pourova (pourova@pef.czu.cz)
Marketing management; topics of agri-tourism, rural tourism

Main publications: .
Pourova, M. 2000. Agroturistika, moznosti rozvoje a perspektiva v Ceske republice [Agri-tourism,
possibilities of development and perspectives in the Czech republic]. CZU, Praha.

Research Institute of Agricultural Economics, Prague
http://www.vuze.cz

T. Doucha (doucha@vuze.cz)
J. Prazan (prazan@cscnet.cz)

Economics; topics of agri-environmental issues, agricultural policy; developing conceptual
background for the MFA in Czechia

Main publications:

Doucha, T. 2004. Czech agriculture and the EU acession — a need for a new strategy [Czech
agriculture and the EU acession — a need for a new strategy]. Agricultural Economics
[Zemédélska ekonomika], Vol 50, No 3, 94-99.
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Prazan, J. 2002. Evaluation of agri-environmental policy delivery system on regional level — case
study Bile Karpaty [White Carpathiana mountains]. Agricultural Economics [Zemédélska
ekonomikal, Vol 48, No 1, 18-21.

Prazan, J. 1997. Moznosti agroenvironmentalni politiky v regionech [Possibilities of agri-
environmental policy in regions]. Agricultural Economics [Zemédélska ekonomika], Vol 43, No 3,
125-130.

Mendel University of Agriculture and Forestry, Brno, Faculty of Business and Economics
http://pef.mendelu.cz

S. Hubik (hubik@node.mendelu.cz)
L. Grega (grega@mendelu.cz)
S. Kubi¢kova (motyl@mendelu.cz)

Sociology, economics; topics of rural development and sustainability, joint function and MFA,
agri-environmental measures, evaluation of non-market functions

Main publications:

Kubi¢kova, S. 2004. Non-market evaluation of landscape fucntion of agriculture in the Protected
Landscape Area White Carpathians. Agricultural Economics [Zemé&délska ekonomika], Vol 50,
No 9, 388-393.

Institute of Landscape Ecology, Academy of Science Czech Republic, Ceské Budéjovice
http://www.uek.cas.cz

M. Lapka (milala@uek.cas.cz)
E. Cudlinova (evacu@uek.cas.cz)

Human ecology, landscape studies; topics of value orientations, family farmers and renewal of
family farming, cultural and social dimension of the landscape

Main publications:

Lapka, M. & Gottlieb, M. 2000. Rolnik a krajina. Kapitoly ze Zivota soukromych rolnikd.[The
peasant and the landscape [the chapters from the life of private family farmers]. Praha: SLON
[Sociologické nakladatelstvi]

South Bohemia University, Ceské Budéjovice, Agricultural faculty
http://zf.jcu.cz

M. Hrabankova (dekan@zf.jcu.cz)

Economics, rural development; topics of rural development and sustainable development, EU
integration, projects elaboration, project implementation, project management

Czech University of Agriculture, Faculty of Agronomy, Prague
87

Multagri Project : WP4, Multifunctionality of activities, plurality of identities and new institutional
arrangements.Deliverable D4.2. June 2005.
www.multagri.net




J. Skefik (skerik@af.czu.cz)
J. Petr
J. Dlouhy

Agronomy; topics of organic farming

Main publication:
Ekologické zemédélstvi. UCebnice pro Skoly i praxi. 1. dil.

Slovakia

Research institute of agricultural and food economics
www.vuepp.sk

Zuzana Chrastinova (chrastin@vuepp.sk)
Martina Brodova (brodova @vuepp.sk)

Agricultural economics; topics of impacts of integration process on changes of competitiveness
within agricultural sector and formation of model of multifunctional agriculture

Main publications:
Chrastinova Z., BeleSova S. 2003. Analyza polnohospodarstva a potravinarstva pred vstupom
do EU [Analysis of agriculture and food industry in EU pre-accession period]. RIAFE. 45 pages.

Chrastinova Z. 2002. Skusenosti agrarnej politiky v prechodnom obdobi [Practice of agrarian
policy in transition period]. RIAFE .28 pages.

Chrastinova Z., Solikova H. 1999. Analyza a komparacia agrarnych politik Slovenska a EU
[Analysis and comparison of agrarian policies in Slovakia and EU]. RIAFE. 55 pages.

Research institute of plant production
www.vurv.sk
vurv@vurv.sk

Timotej Mistina
Jan Kraic

Plant production; topics of ecological and economic rationalisation of primary plant production;
quality, safety and functionality of primary food resources

Main publications:
Mistina T., JamriSka P., Kubinec S., Zubal P. 1999. Ekologicka a technologicka optimalizacia
rastlinnej vyroby [Ecological and technological optimization of plant production]. 116 pages.

Mistina T. 2000. Vyskum pestovatelskych technoldgii rozhodujucich polnych plodin pre nové
ekonomické podmienky [Study of main field crops growing technologies for new economic
conditions]. 40 pages.
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Kraic J. 1998. Ochrana genofondu kultirnych rastlin v Slovenskej republike: molekularne
markery a geneticka diverzita [Protection of cultural plants genepool in Slovak Republic:
Molecular markers and genetic diversity]. 12 pages.

Kraic J., Zofajova A., Van&o B. 2000. Rozsirenie genetickej diverzity urody, kvality a tolerancie
voci abiotickym a biotickym faktorom prostredia biotechnologickymi postupmi pri vybranych
polnych plodinach [Extension of genetic diversity of yield, quality and tolerance to abiotic and
biotic factors of the environment using biotechnological procedures in selected field crops]. 53
pages.

Research institute of animal production
www.vuzv.sk

L. Hetényi (hetenyi@vuzv.sk)
J. Pivko

J. Huba

S. Mihina

J. Rafay

Animal production; topics of ecological and economic sustainability and rationalisation of primary
animal production; generation, protection and effective utilisation of animal genetic pool; quality
of milk and meat; ways of rearing animals in sustainable agriculture

Main publications:
Hetényi L, Oravcova M., Bulla J. 2003. Ochrana a udrzovanie genofondu zvierat [Conservation
and maintenance of animal genetic resources]. 41 pages.

Hetényi L, Bulla J., Podolanova E. 1996. Realizacia programu zachovania genofondu a
biologicko-ekonomickej diverzifikacie pdvodnych a ohrozenych plemien hospodarskych zvierat
[Realisation of programme for conservation of genetic resourses and bio — economical
diversification of original and endangered breeds of farm animals]. 18 pages.

Hungary

Publications related to multifunctional issues and available in the web-site.

University of Debrecen, Centre of Agricultural Sciences
Faculty of Agriculture
www.date.hu

Head of Dept. Janos Tamas (tamas@gisserver1.date.hu)
Head of Dept. Péter Pepd (pepopeter@helios.date.hu)

Environment economics & policy, landscape ecology; topics of environmenta technology,
management/economy of water-supply, spatial informatics, economic problems of sustainable
agriculture.
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Main publication:
Simon, Miklés: A new approach to produce soil conditioner and biogas from organic waste.

A kérnyezetkimél®d, gazdasagos napraforgo-termesztés feltételrendszere az EU-ban. Agroférum,
2003, November.

University of Debrecen, Centre of Agricultural Sciences

Faculty of Agricultural Economics and Rural Development / Department of Agricultural
and Gebereal Economics

www.avk.unideb.hu

Prof. Gabor Szabo (szbog@helios.date.hu)

Agricultural and environment economics; topics of environmental economics and policy, agrarian
nature protection.

Main publications:

Szabé, Gabor. 1999. Country report on the present enviromentel situation in agriculture
Hungary. In: Central and Eastern European Sustianable Agriculture Network, G6dollé, Hungary
2 to7 March 1999. FAO,Rome.

University of Debrecen, Centre of Agricultural Sciences

Faculty of Agricultural Economics and Rural Development / Department of Rural
Development ans Resource Management

www.avk.unideb.hu

Prof. Géza Nagy (nagyg@helios.date.hu)

Alternative agricultural activities, rural development; topics of use of grasslands, regional social
and economic resources in rural areas.

Main publications:

Nagy, Géza. 2001. Fels6-Tisza mezdgazdasaga és erdégazdalkodasa. [Agriculture and forestry
in the Upper-Tisza area]. In: A Tisza-vidék problémai és fejlesztési lehetéségei. FVM,
Kecskemét.

University of West Hungary, Faculty of Agriculture
Department of Medicinal and Aromatic Plants; Mosonmagyarévar
www.mtk.nyme.hu

Ass. Prof. S. Makai (makais@movar.pate.hu)

Agriculture and food science; topics of developing of production technology of medicinal and
aromatic plants and energy crops.

Main publications:
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Makai S., Balatincz J. 1999. Gyogy-és alternativ névények termésébdl hidegsajtolassal kinyert
zsiros olajok bioldgiailag aktiv anyagainak Osszehasonlitd vizsgalata. Acta Agronomica
Ovariensis. Vol. 41. No. 1, 37-42.

University of West Hungary, Faculty of Agriculture
Department of Agronomy; Mosonmagyarévar
www.mtk.nyme.hu

Prof. R. Schmidt (schmidtr@mtk.nyme.hu)

Agriculture and food science; topics of relationship between the nutrition of cultivated plants and
produce quality.

Main publications:

Szakal P., Schmidt R., Pecze Zs. 1997. Hulladékbdl eldallitott Zn-komplex hasznositasa a
cukorrépa termesztésben. VI. Orszagos Agrar-kérnyezetvédelmi Konferencia.Szakmai
Kiadvany. Budapest, 34-37.

University of West Hungary, Faculty of Agriculture

Institute of Agricultural, Food and Environmental Engineering, Agricultural Machinery
Department; Mosonmagyarévar

www.nyme.hu

Ass. Prof. K. Kacz (kaczk @mtk.nyme.hu)

Prof. Mikl6s Neményi (nhemenyim@mtk.nyme.hu)
Zs. Stépan (stapnzs@mtk.nyme.hu)

Zs. Pecze

Agricultural and environment economics; topics of adaptation of research results in connection
with renewable energy sources Investigation of the efficiency of the wind energy using in West-
Hungary; using liquid bio-fuels in the Hungarian Agriculture.

Main publications:

Preciziés névénytermesztés - a hatékonysag ndvelése és a kdérnyezetterhelés csdkkentése /
Németh Tamas, Harnos Zsolt, Neményi Miklés In: Biotechnoldgiai és agrargazdasagi
fejlesztések: Nemzeti Kutatasi és Fejlesztési Programok, 4. program / [szerk. Patkés Anna,
Domotor Erzsébet] 2004.

University of West Hungary, Faculty of Agriculture
Agrargazdasagi és Marketing Tanszék; Mosonmagyarévar
www.mtk.nyme.hu

Tamas Santha (santhat@mtk.nyme.hu)
Head of Dept. Antal Tenk (tenka@mtk.nyme.hu)

Regional economics, agrarian marketing, rural development; topics of sale of agrarian products,
co-operation among agricultural producers.

91

Multagri Project : WP4, Multifunctionality of activities, plurality of identities and new institutional
arrangements.Deliverable D4.2. June 2005.
www.multagri.net




Main publications:

Santha, Tamas. 1998. Integracios formak a zéldség-gyimadlcs szektorban és a mindéség. [Forms
of integration in vegetable and fruit-growing sector — and the issue of safeguarding quality].
Gazdalkodas, 42. évf, 4. szam.

University of West Hungary, Faculty of Forestry

Koérnyezettudomanyi Intézet Kérnyezettervezési és Térségfejlesztési Tanszéki Csoport;
Mosonmagyaroévar

emk.nyme.hu/kornytud

Eva Gyuré (egyuro@emk.nyme.hu)

Garden and landscape architecture; topics of nature protection and rural development in the
service of sustainable development from an interdisciplinary, holistic approach.

Main publications:

Konkolyné Gyuré E. 2002. Udiilési-turisztikai potencial felmérés és kdrnyezetterv. Természet- és
tajvédelem 6sszehangolasa a turizmussal a Szigetkdz falvaiban a fenntarthaté vidékfejlesztés
érdekében. Készilt az Eurdépai Unié ECOS OUVERTURE program, E.D.E.N. projekt keretében.
Megbiz6: MTA RKK-NYUTI.

University of West Hungary

Kornyezettudomanyi Intézet Kérnyezettervezési és Térségfejlesztési Tanszéki Csoport;
Mosonmagyarévar

emk.nyme.hu/kornytud

Hega Ecsedi (ecsedihelga@emk.nyme.hu)
Irén Kukorelli (sziren@rkk.hu)

Agrarian economics, biology; topics of regional policy of the EU, Hungarian regional
development, rural studies, regional development studies, environment survey.

Main publications:

Kukorelli, 1. 2003. A fenntarthatdé turizmus fejlesztése és a kdrnyezet-érzékeny térségek
védelmének egyensulya. [The development of sustainable tourism and the balance of protection
of environment-sensitive areas.] Comitatus Onkormanyzati Szeml, 13. évf. 10. szam.

Ecsedi, Helga. 2001. Aspects paysagers de la forét de Sénart, diplomadolgozat, INH-ENSHAP,
Département de Paysage et d'/Aménagement, Angers.

University of Pécs (PTE)
Agrar-, Kornyezet- és Regionalis Gazdasagtan Tanszék
www.ktk.pte.hu

Prof. Attila Buday-Santha (bach@ktk.pte.hu)

Agrarian and regional economics; topics of regional competitiveness of the agrarian sector.
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Main publications:
Buday-Santha, A. 2003. Agrartérségek komplex fejlesztése. [Complex development of agrarian
areas.] Tér és Tarsadalom 2003/1, 185-190.

Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University, Faculty of Agriculture and Environment Studies,
Godollo
Novénytermesztési Intézet, Novénytermesztéstani Tanszék

Prof. Andras Mathé (mntti@fa.gau.hu)

Farming technologies; topics of alternative plant-growing technologies in Hungary (grasslands,
sustainable soil cultivation and land use, utilisation of feral herbs in agricultural plant-growing
etc.)

Main publications:
Erésgyorsitas a ndévénytermesztésben (Szent Istvan Egyetemi Napok. 2001. Konf. eléadas.)

Prof. Ferenc Szakal
Laszlé Podmaniczky

Agricultural and environment economics; topics of economic issues of rural development and
sustainable agriculture, agrarian policy, economic aspects of renewable resources.

Main publications:

A kornyezetkimélé gazdalkodas és a termdéfoldrél szold torvény kapcsolata. = Tiszantuli
Mez8gazdasagi Tudomanyos Napok “A Debreceni Agrartudomanyi Egyetem a Tiszantul
mez6gazdasagaért”. 1.két. - Hédmezdvasarhely : DATE Allattenyésztési Féisk., 1995. 95 pages
(C 65.110)

Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences, Godollo
Vidékfejlesztési és Szaktanacsadasi Intézet/Vidéki Turizmus Tanszék
www.gtk.szie.hu

Head of Dep. Dezs6 Kovacs (dezso@gtk-fl.gau.hu)

Sociology, rural development; topics of rural tourism in member states of the EU and the
strategies of Hungarian development.

Main publications:

Kovacs, D. 1994. A falusi turizmus - a csaladi gazdalkodas és az atalakulé mez&gazdasag
lehetséges diverzifikacios modja. [Rural tourism: a possible way of diversifictation in family
farming and in transforming agriculture.] Agrartérténeti Szemle, 36. évf. 1-4. szam. 244-254.

Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences, G6dollo
Vidékfejlesztési és Szaktanacsadasi Intézet/Vidékfejlesztési Tanszék
www.gtk.szie.hu
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Prof. Laszl6 Kulcsar (kulcsar@gtk-fl.gau.hu)
Agrarian economics, rural development; topics of development in rural areas in Hungary.

Main publications:
Kulcsar , L. 1998. A vidékfejlesztés Uj stratégiaja Magyarorszagon. [A new strategy of rural
development in Hungary]. Gazdalkodas, 42. évf.

Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences, Godollo
Agrar- és Regionalis Gazdasagtani Intézet/Agrarpolitikai Tanszék
www.gtk.szie.hu

Head of Dep. Laszlé Guth (guth.gikk.gau.hu)
Agrarian economics; topics of agraran environment policy in Postsocialist Hungary.

Main publications:

Guth Laszlo-Vasa Laszlé. 2003. Haztartasok élethelyzete és életvitele egy elmaradott
kistérségben. [Households and walk of life in a disadvantaged rural micro-region]. Falu /2003.
nyar.

Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences, G6doll6
Institute for Marketing Studies
www.gtk.szie.hu

Director Jozsef Lehota (lehota@gikk.gau.hu)

Economics, marketing, psychology; topics of consumers' behaviour towards certain food
products (wine, bio products).

Main publications:
Joézsef Lehota & Ibolya. Pénzes. 2001. Structural Change in Food Retail Budapest, 2001.
Hungarian Agricultural Research 2001/4, 11-15. oldal.

Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University

Szent Istvan Egyetem Kornyezet és Tajgazdalkodasi Intézet

Kérnyezet- és Tajgazdalkodasi Intézet Okolégiai Mezégazdasagi Tanszék
www.gtk.szie.hu

Zoltan Menyhért

Environmental economis and policy; topics of ecological agriculture (biological, organic,
alternative agriculture) and local resources, the role of indigenous animal breeds and species in
ecological farming/husbandry.

Main publications:
Angyan Jozsef & Menyhért Zoltan. 1997. Alkalmazkodd novénytermesztés, ésszeri
kérnyezetgazdalkodas. Mez6gazd. Szaktudas K., Budapest.
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Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) University

Szent Istvan Egyetem Kornyezet és Tajgazdalkodasi Intézet

Kornyezet- és Tajgazdalkodasi Intézet Kornyezetgazdalkodas, kornyezetvédelmi
szakirany

www.gtk.szie.hu

Jozsef Angyan (angyanj@kgi.gau.hu)

Agrarian ecology, environment economics, environment policy, cultural ecology, communication;
topics of

multifunctional agriculture, sustainable land use, uses of resources from the aspect of ecology,
agri-ecology, environment policy, cultural ecology.

Corvinus University of Budapest, Buda Campus, Faculty of Food Science
Elelmiszergazdasag, gazdasagszerkezet és stratégiak kutatasi mihely
www.food.kee.hu

Péter Szendro

Food science, environmental studies; topics of the structure and operation of Hungarian and
international food industry; Hungarian food production and industry in the EU; the impact of
producers' and consumers' behaviour on the development of agraian economy and food
industry.

Main publications:
Szendrd, P. 1999. A min8ségi agrarfejlédés human infrastrukturaja [The humane infrastructure
of quality development of agriculture]. In:Minéség és agrarstratégia MTA Bp.

Corvinus University of Budapest, Buda Campus, Faculty of Horticulture
Okologiai és Fenntarthaté Gazdalkodasi Rendszerek Tanszék
www.anubis.kee.hu

Prof. Laszl6é Radics (Iradics@omega.kee.hu)

Ecological farming, farming studies; topics of social aspects of ecological farming, biodynamic
farming, renewable resources.

Main publications:
Radics, L. 2002. Alternativ névények termesztése I-1l. Szaktudas Kiadd Haz Rt.

Corvinus University of Budapest, Buda Campus, Faculty of Landscape Architecture
Tajtervezési és Teriiletfejlesztési Tanszék
www.kee.hu

Head of Dept. Attila Csemez (attila.csemez@uni-corvinus.hu; tajterv@mail.kee.hu)
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Head of Dept. Péter Csima (tajv@mail.kee.hu; ocsima@omega.kee.hu)

Environmental economics, regional development, settlement ecology, landscape architecture;
topics of use of landscape, systematic landscape formation tendences; requirements of
landscape architecture and sustainable development in the process of improving
underdeveloped regions.

Main publications:
Csemez A. 1996. Tajtervezés — tajrendezés [Designing landscape - arranging landscape].
Mez6gazda Kiado, Budapest.

Csima, P. 2004. A természet- és tajvédelem tajépitészeti dsszefliggései [Kézirat] [Relationship
between nature protection and landscape protection. Manuscript.]

Budapesti Corvinus Egyetem Gazdalkodastudomanyi Kar
Kornyezettudomanyi Intézet Agrarkézgazdasagtani Tanszék
www.agrar.bke.hu; www.uni-corvinus.hu

Prof. Csaba Csaki

Agrarian economics, rural development; topics of farm structure, agrarian transformation in East-
Central Europe, competitiveness, quality and regionality.

Main publications:
Csaki, C. 1995. Agrarian economic systems in the countries of Eastern Europe and the former
Soviet Union. Tarsdalom és Gazdasag Kozép-Kelet-Eurépaban, 17. évfolyam 1. sz.

Budapesti Corvinus Egyetem Gazdalkodastudomanyi Kar
Gazdasagfoéldrajzi Tanszék
www.uni-corvinus.hu

Dead of Dept. Attila Korompai (attila.korompai@foldr.bke.hu)

Social geography, regional geography, environment economics; topics of regional and
settlement development in Hungary.

Main publications:

A természeti er6forrasok gazdasagtana és fdldrajza [Economics and geography of natural
resources] szerk. Bora Gyula, Korompai Attila ; (a kdnyv szerzbi Békési Laszl6 et al.) Aula Kiado
2001.

Corvinus University of Budapest, Faculty of Social Sciences
Szociolbgai és Szocialpolitikai Intézet
www.uni-corvinus.hu

Pal Juhasz (pal.juhasz@bkae.hu)
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Agrarian ecnomics; topics of rural sociology, agrarian sociology, agrarian economics

Main publications:

Juhasz, Pal & Mohacsi Kalman.1998. Az agraragazat versenyképességének feltételei- az
egyuttmikodési rend épitése [Conditions of a competitive agrarian sector and the
establishement of co-operation]. In Gazdasag a rendszervaltozasban: Tanulmanyok a
Pénzigykutaté harmincéves évforduldjara. Pénzigykutato Rt.

University of Veszprém, Georgikon Faculty of Agriculture, Keszthely
Novénytermesztéstani Tanszék
www.georgikon.hu

Head of Dept. Sandor Hoffman (hoffman-s@georgikon.hu)

Agrarian ecnomics; topics of multifunctional agriculture, renewable resources in plant-growing
(biodiesel), eco farming in Hungary

Main publications:
Hoffman, S. 2004. Silétakarmany novények (kukorica, cirok) termesztése, betakaritasa,
szilazskészités, Agro Naplo/Orszagos mez8gazdasagi szakfolydirat - VIII. évfolyam - 2004/9.

University of Veszprém, Georgikon Faculty of Agriculture, Keszthely

Tarsadalom- és Gazdasagtudomanyi Intézet Agrargazdasagtani és tarsadalomtudomanyi
tanszék

www.georgikon.hu

Head of Dept. Miklés Palkovics (h5546pal@helka.iif.hu)

Agrarian economics, legal studies, commerce, marketing, social sciences; topics of
macroeconomic position of agrarian enterprises, the role of food production in the national and
international market, harmonisation of agrarian policy and measures with EU requirements,
regulations on the ownership and use of productive land, the consequences of globalisation,
middle class, the regional role of small and medium-sized enterprises.

Main publications:

Palkovics, M. 1994. Integraci6 az atalakul6 mezbgazdasagban [Integration in transforming
agriculture]. |V. Agrarékonémiai Tudomanyos Napok: Gydngyos, 1994. marcius 22-23. / (rend.
GATE Mezbgazdasagi Foéiskolai Karl); (szerk. Magda Sandor, Rad6 Andras).

College of Kecskemét, Faculty of Horticulture
Agrarokonomiai Tanszék
www.kefo.hu

Head: Nagybé dr. Fehér Irén (nagui@kfk.hu)

Horticultural studies, economics; topics of rural development, multifunctional agriculture.
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Main publications:

A borturizmus, mint a vidékfejlesztésegyik lehetésége a szekszardi borvidéken. [Wine tourism as
on opportunity of rural development in Szekszard wine-area] Debreceni Egyetem Agrar és
Vidékfejlesztési Centrum 2000. 111-114.

University of Szeged
Elelmiszeripari Féiskolai Kar
www.szef.u-szeged.hu

Maria Kiss

Rural development; topics of development chances of rural areas from the point of view of
marketing.

Main publications:

Kiss, M. year? A ruralis kistérségek fejlesztési lehet6ségei a marketing szemszdgébdl
[Development of rural micro-region from a marketing approach] VI. Nemzetk6zi Agarékondmiai
Napok Kiadvanya, 191-197.

University of Kaposvar
Regionadlis Gazdasagtani Tanszék
www.kaposvar.pate.hu

Head of Dept. Csaba Sarudi (sarudi@mail.atk.u-kaposvar.hu)

Settlement development and arrangement; topics of relationship between settlement
development and agrarian economy, factors influencing the position rural farms and rural
economy, technical conditions of rural development in Hungary.

Main publications:
Sarudi, C. 2000. Regionalispolitika és vidékfejlesztés [Regional policy and rural development].
Kaposvari Egyetem.

Sarudi, C. 1997. A vidékfejlesztés néhany elméleti és gyakorlati kérdése: kistelepllések és a
falusi turizmus [Some theoretical and practical issues of rural development: small vilalges and
rural tourism]. Kaposvari Egyetem.

Hungarian Academy of Sciences (HAS)
Institute of Ecnomics
www.econ.core.hu

Deputy director Karoly Fazekas (fazekas@econ.core.hu)
Gusztav Nemes (nemes@econ.core.hu)

Imre Fert6 (ferto@econ.core.hu)

Ivan Benet (benet@econ.core.hu)
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Agrarian economics; topics of regional characteristics of Hungarian labour force market,
alternative employment; rural and agrarian policy of Hungary, bottom-up structures, pre-
accession programmes; agrarian transformation in Hungary; structural policy in the agriculture,
market development in connection with the accession to EU.

Main publications:
Fazekas, K. 2000. Regional Labour Market Differentials during Transition in Hungary. In:
Petrakos,G. et al. (eds.), Integration and Transition in Europe. Routledge, London.

Nemes G. 2000. Az Euroépai Unié vidékfejlesztési politikaja - az integralt vidékfejlesztés
lehet6ségei. [The rural development policy of EU, the chances of integrated rural development.]
Kbzgazdasagi Szemle, 2000. junius

Fert6 1. 1992. Characteristic and crisis symptoms of the Hungarian agricultural system. (co-
authors: Juhasz Pal, Mohacsi Kalman). Acta Oeconomica, 1992. 1-2. 95-114.old.

Fertd, 1. 1999. Restructuring of Hungarian Agri-Food Sector. Acta Oeconomica 1999. 1-2.151-
168. old.

Benet, I. 2001. Az EU csatlakozas és a mez6gazdasag [EU accession and agriculture].
Keszthely, Akadémia Alapitvany. 208 pages.

Institute of Ecology and Botani of the HAS
Novényokologiai Osztaly
www.botanika.hu

Head of Institute Klara Viragh (viragh@botanika.hu)
Eco-economics; topics of ecologial basis of sustainable agriculture and forestry.

Main publications: .
Novényzeti hatarzona szerkezete és dinamikaja. 2003. Konf. el6adas. Magyar Okoldgiai
Kongresszus 2003. augusztus.

Research Institute of Global Economic Tendencies of HAS
Fejlédéskutato Kozpont
www.vki.hu

Judit Kiss (jkiss@vki.hu)
Agrarian economics; topics of agriculture in EU and Hungary.

Main publications:
Kiss, J. 1995. The agricultural trade of the Central and Eastern European countries. Working
papers, Institute for World Economics Hungarian Academy of Sciences (50.) Bp. MTA VKI.

HAS - Centre for Regional Studies
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Central and North Hungarian Research Institute, Department for Regional Development
Research
www.rkk.hu

Head of Dept. Katalin Kovacs (kovacsk@rkk.hu)
Monika Varadi (varadim@rkk.hu)

Sociology, agrarian economics; topics of the transformation of the structure of agriculture and
the new structures in the food processing industry (economic and sociological view).

Main publications:

Kovacs, Katalin. 1998. [In collaboration with Zsuzsanna Bihari and Mobnika Varadi]
Agrargazdasagi szerepl6k az atmenet éveiben [Actors of Agrarian Economy in the Years of
Transition]. Szociolégiai Szemle [Review of Sociology]. http://www.mtapti.hu/mszt/

HAS - Centre for Regional Studies
Dunantuli Tudomanyos Intézet
www.dti.rkk.hu

Gabriella Somogyi (somogyi@rkk.hu)
Teréz Kovacs (kovacst@rkk.hu)
Tibor Szarvak (szarvak@rkk.hu)

Rural sociology, economics; topics of the expectable role of rural tourism in the economic-social
innovation of countryside; agrarian modernisation; endeavours of modernisation among certain
marginalised social groups.

Main publications:

Somogyi, G. 1999. The role of tourism in regional development. In: Regional Processes and
Spatial Structures in Hungary in the 1990's. Ed. by Z. Hajdu. Pécs, Centre for Regional Studies,
156-179.

Kovacs, T. 2001. Rural Development in Hungary. Discussion Papers, No. 34. Pécs, Centre for
Regional Studies, HAS. 43 pages.

Kovacs, T. 2002. Kbzép-Kelet-Eurdopa mezogazdasaga és vidékfejlesztése az EU-csatlakozas
tukrében. Eurépai Tukor, VII. évf. 2002. 1-2. sz., 52-65.

Szarvak, T. 2002. A foglalkoztatasi alrendszer helyzete a Kézép-Tiszavidéken. [The position of
employment subsystem in Kdzép-Tiszavidék by river Tisza9. In: A tartés munkanélkiliség
kezelése a vidéki térségekben. Szerk, Ed. by G. Fekete Eva. Miskolc-Pécs: MTA Regionalis
Kutatasok Koézpontja Vidékfejlesztési Miihely, 221 pages.

Research and Information Institute for Agricultural Economics
Kutatasi Ilgazgatosag
www.akii.hu

Jozsef Popp (poppj@akii.hu)
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Agricultural economics; topics of the policy of agrarian subsidies in Hungary and in EU states.

Main publications:
Popp, J. 2000. The further development of the EU-conform regulations within Hungary’s major
branches of Agriculture.

Popp, J. Chances for the development of major agricultural sectors in Hungary with regard to the
EU accession.

Research and Information Institute for Agricultural Economics
Department of Structural policy
www.akii.hu

Head of Dept. Norbert Potori (potorin@akii.hu)

Agricultural economics; topics of the economic situation of main product chains, theoretic and
practical questions of market regulation, possibilities of their EU-conform development.

Main publications:
Potori, N. 2001. The evaluation and development of the Hungarian agricultural policy with regard
to the EU accession. In: Gazdalkodas 2001 ed. by Erdész, Ferencné [et al.]. 45. évf. Kuldnszam.

Research and Information Institute for Agricultural Economics
Department of Marketing Studies
www.akii.hu

Head of Dept. Janos Kartali (kartalij@akii.hu)

Agricultural economics; topics of demand and supply of agricultural products in the international
markets, market access possibilities, development tasks in the distribution and infrastructural
systems, theoretic and practical questions of marketing.

Main publications:
Kartali, J. 1993. Changes in our agricultural trading with the Eastern European region with
special regard to mediation trade. AKI.

Research and Information Institute for Agricultural Economics
Department of Rural Policy
www.akii.hu

Head of Dept. Laszlé Dorgai (dorgail@akii.hu)

Agricultural economics; topics of economic development problems of rural areas, tasks in the
preparation for adapting the EU rural development policy, possible solutions of social and
employment problems in the Hungarian agriculture.
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Main publications:
Dorgai, L., Téth, E. & Varga, G. 1999. Farm structure of the Hungarian Agriculture.

Slovenia

University of Maribor, Faculty of Agriculture
Research Group for Plant Production and Processing

Bavec, Franc

Bavec, Martina

Ivanci¢, Anton

Janzekovi€, Marjan

Rozman, Crtomir (crt.rozman@uni-mb.si; www.fk.uni-mb.si/osebje/Rozman/index.html)
Tojnko, Stanislav

Turk, Jernej (jernej.turk@uni-mb.si)
Kljaji¢, Miroljub

Skraba, Jernej

Skorjanc, Dejanz

Lakota, Miran

Borec, Andreja

Majkovi€, Darja

Pazek, Karmen

Vrsic¢, Stanko

Simondic Peter

Biotechnical sciences, agronomy, economy, ecology; topics of field crop production, fruit
production, viniculture, sustainable agriculture, land use planning, administrative and
organizational science, MFA issues

Main publications:

Rozman, Crtomir; Turk, Jernej & Majkovi¢, Darja. 2002. Uporaba informacijske in
komunikacijske tehnologije pri ekonomskih raziskavah kmetijstva [The use of information and
communication technology in agricultural economics research]. Collaboration among Balkan
countries in development of agriculture and food production: proceedings of the papers
presented on the First Scientific Meeting of Balkans Agricultural Economists, 27 and 28 June,
2002, Skopije.

Rozman, Crtomir; Jakob, Manfred; Turk, Jernej & Bavec Franc. 2002. Kmetijsko-podjetnigka
analiza pridelave oljnih bu€ [Application of farm management techniques in case of oil pumpkin
production]. Contemporary agriculture - Sodobno kmetijstvo, Vol 35, Nro 2, 91-96.

Turk, Jernej & Majkovi¢, Darja. 2004. Analiticni prerez koncepta multifunkcionalnega kmetijstva
[Analytical insight into the concept of multifunctional agriculture]. Contemporary agriculture —
sodobno kmetijstvo, Vol 37, Nro 7, 20-24.

Piesse, Jenifer; Thirtle, Colin & Turk, Jernej. 1996. Ucinkovitost in lastniStvo v slovenskem
mlekarstvu — primerjava ekonometri¢nih in programskih metod [Efficiency and ownership in
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Slovene dairying - a comparison of econometric and programming techniques]. Journal of
comparative economics, Vol 22, Nro 1, 1-22.

Thirtle, Colin; Piesse, Jenifer & Turk, Jernej. 1996. Produktivnost zasebnih in druzbenih kmetij:
vecCstranski indikatorji za slovensko mlekarstvo [The productivity of private and social farms:
multilateral malmquist indices for Slovene dairying]. Journal of productivity analysis, Vol 7, Nro 1,
447-460.

Erjavec, Emil & Turk, Jernej. 1997. Koeficienti elasti¢nosti ponudbe v slovenskem kmetijstvu
[Supply elasticity in Slovene agriculture]. Zbornik BiotehniSke fakultete Univerze v Ljubljani.
Kmetijstvo. Zootehnika - Agricultural issue. Zootechnica, Vol 70, Nro 1,85-98.

Institute for Sustainable Development
Batic, Franc

Falnoga, Ingrid

Golob, Terezija

Jacimovi¢, Radojko

Kreft, lvan (ivan.kreft@guest.arnes.si)
Luthar, Zlata

Osvald, Joze

Petrovi€, Nino

Plestenjak, Anamarija

Smrke, Janja

Stibilj, Vekoslava

Stopar, Karmen

Vandal, Katja

Vidic, lztok

Varans, Sonja

Biotechnical sciences, agronomy, economics; topics of organic farming, sustainable
development, ecology, quality, ecological agriculture, marketing, rural development, legislation

Kreft, lvan. 2001. MorfoloSki znaki heterostilie in konCne rasti pri navadni ajdi [Fagopyrum
esculentum Moench] v Sloveniji [Morphological traits of heterostily and determinate growth in
common buckwheat [Fagopyrum esculentum Moench] in Slovenia]. Razprave. (Razred 4),
Razred za naravoslovne vede. Classis 4, Historia naturalis, Vol 42, Nro 2, 143-151.

Skrabanja, Vida & Kreft, Ivan. 1998. Ajda - njeno mesto v zdravi prehrani [Buckwheat — its place
in the healthy nutrition]. Contemporary agriculture, Vol 31, Nro 2, 50-54.

Bonafaccia, Giovanni; Francisci, Roberta; Ikeda, Kiyokazu; Skrabanja, Vida & Kreft, lvan. 1996.
Prehranska in funkcionalna kakovost ajde [Nutritional and functional quality of buckwheat]. New
challenges in field crop production: proceedings of symposium, 247-249.

Institute of Agriculture
http://www.kmetzav-mb.si

Bavec, Martina (martina.bavec@guest.arnes.si)
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Aleksi¢, Valentina
Brber, Konrad
Golez, Martina
Gregori¢, Leonida
Gutman-Kobal, Zlatka
Klemencgi¢, Stane
Lorber, Lucka
Matis, Avgust

Mesl, Miroslav
Miklavc, Joze

Oals Kristovi¢, Edita

Plant production, animal production, landscape design; topics of field crops, vegetable
production, fruit production, viniculture, enology, plant production, organic farming, livestock,
agricultural mechanisation.

Main publications

Pazek, Karmen; Rozman, Crtomir; Turk, Jernej & Bavec, Martina. 2003. Finanéna analiza
ocenjevanja investicij dopolnilnih dejavnosti na ekoloskih kmetijah [Financial evaluation of
supplementary activities investments on organic farms]. In Slovensko kmetijstvo in Evropska
Unija — 2. konferenca DAES, ed. by Erjavec, Emil; Kav¢i¢, Stane & Kuhar, AleS. Drustvo
agrarnih ekonomistov Slovenije — DAES, 325-339.

Bavec, Martina; Zadravec, Draga & Potocnik, Jelka. 2000. Uvajanje integrirane pridelave
zelenjave v Sloveniji [Introduction of integrated vegetable production in Slovenial. New
challenges in field crop production 2000, Slovenian Society of Agronomy, 14-15 December
2000, Moravske Toplice.

Bavec, Franc & Bavec, Martina. 2001. Effect of maize plant double row spacing on nutrient
uptake, leaf area index and yield. Rostlinna vyroba, Vol 47, Nro 3, 135-140.

University of Ljubljana Biotechnical Faculty
Team for Agronomy and Field Crops Production

Bari¢evi¢, Dea

Ceh Breznih, Barbara
Janza, Robert
Kocjan Acko, Darja
Santavec, Igor
Tajnsek, Anton
Zupancic¢, Alenka
Kusar, Anita

Biotechnical sciences, agronomy; topics of rroduction systems, sustainable agriculture,
integrated agriculture, biological agriculture, field crops production, breeding of cereals

Main publications:
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Tajnsek, Anton. 2002. Problemi uvajanja ekoloSkega kmetijstva v Slovenijo [Problems of the
introducing of organic farming in Slovenia]. New challenges in field crop production 2002,
Slovenian Society of Agronomy, 5-6 Dec 2002, ZrecCe.

Tajndek, Anton; Santavec, Igor & Ceh Breznik, Barbara. 2001. Husbandry and nitrogen
fertilization influences on economical and ecological parameters of field crop growing. 37th
Croatian symposium on agriculture with an international participation, Poljoprivredni fakultet
Sveudilista, 19-23 Feb 2001, Opatija.

Slovenian Institute for Agriculture - Ljubljana
Research group for animal production and economics

Babnik, Drago

Bedrac, Matej

Cunder, Tomaz

Candek Potokar, Marjeta
Golez , Mojca

Gregorc, Ales

Jeretina Janez

Kapel, Damjan

Logar, Betka

Miroslav, Rednak (miro.rednak@kis.si)
Molk, Ben

Perpar, Tomaz

Pintar, Marjeta

Biotechnical sciences, agronomy, economy: topics of agricultural economics, farm income, plant
production, rural development, EU, agricultural policy, legistlation.

Main publications:

Erjavec, Emil; Kav¢i¢, Stane; Volk, Tina & Rednak, Miroslav. 2003. Pristop k Evropski uniji in
vpliv na reformo slovenske kmetijske politike [Accession to the European Union and impact on
domestic reforms of agricultural policy]. In: Poljoprivreda i ruralni razvoj u evropskim
integracijama. Poljoprivredni fakultet Beograd. 185-192.

Erjavec, Emil; Kav€i¢, Stane; Rednak, Miroslav & Volk, Tina. 2002. Pomen neposrednih placil ob
pristopu k EU za dohodkovni polozaj slovenskega kmetijstva [EU accession direct payment
issue and farm incomes in Slovenia]. Research reports [of the] Biotechnical Faculty, University
of Ljubljana, Agricultural issue, Zootechnica, Research reports [of the] Biotechnical Faculty
University of Ljubljana, Agricultural issue, Zootechnicaol 80, Nro 2, 115-128.

Gliha Slavko; Rednak, Miroslav; Erjavec, Emil & Kavci¢, Stane. 2002. Razvoj slovenskega
kmetijstva v Iuci pridruzitve Evropski Uniji [Development of Slovene agriculture in the frame of
EU accession]. In: Pre-accession strategy of Czech agriculture towards EU, ed. by E. Dykova, V.
Metalova. Research Institute of Agricultural Economics. 144-161.

University of Ljubljana Biotechnical Faculty
Team for agriculture economics
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http://www.bf.uni-lj.si/ime/index.htm

Gali¢, Vesna

Cerni¢ Isteni¢, Majda

Medved, Andrej

Perpar, Anton

Udove, Andrej (andrej.udovc@uni-lj.si)
Vadnal, Katja

Biotechnical sciences, agronomy, economy, rural sociology; topics of agricultural policy,
agricultural economics, marketing in agriculture, rural development, sustainability, natural
resources economics, MFA issues, supplementary activities on farm, social services.

Main publications:
Vandal, Katja; Udov¢, Andrej & Bratusa, Alenka. 2000. Slovenska ekoloSka kmetija [Slovenian
eko-farm]. Contemporary agriculture — sodobno kmetijstvo, Vol 33, Nro 7-8, 298-204.

Vandal, Katja. 1997. TrZenje s sonaravnimi kmetijskimi pridelki [Marketing of sustainable
agricultural products]. Contemporary agriculture — sodobno kmetijstvo, Vol 30, Nro 9, 363-369.

Vandal, Vanja. 2003. Konceptualizacija sistema socialnih storitev za osebe s posebnimi
potrebami kot dopolnilne dejavnosti na kmetijah [Conceptualisation of the system of social
services for persons with special needs as on-farm supplementary activity]. Research reports
biotechnical faculty university of Ljubljana. Agriculture, Vol81, Nro , 205-220.

University of Ljubljana Biotechnical Faculty
Juvancic, Luka (luka.juvancic@bfro.uni-lj.si)
Erjavec, Emil (emil-erjavec@bfro.uni-lj.si)
Barbi¢, Ana (ana.barbic@uni-lj.si)

Biotechnical sciences, agronomy, economy; topics of economics, income, multiple discriminatory
analysis, employment, EU.

Main publications:

Juvandi¢, Luka. 2002. Ponudba dela in odloanje o zaposlovanju na kmeckih gospodarstvih v
Sloveniji [Income on the family farms]. Research reports Biotechnical Faculty university of
Ljubljana. Agriculture, Vol 80, Nro 2, 129-145.

Juvandi¢, Luka. 2003. Ocena mobilnosti ponudbe dela na kmec¢kih gospodarstvih v Sloveniji v
obdobju 1991-2000 [Assessment of labour supply mobility on agricultural holdings in Slovenia in
the period 1991-2000]. Research reports biotechnical faculty university of Ljubljana. Agriculture.
Zootechny, Vol 82, Nro 1, 65-75.

Juvancic, Luka; Erjavec, Emil; Kvistgaard, Morten & Olsson, Jens P. 2004. Problems in adoption
of 'evaluation paradigm' in rural development policies - Evaluating SAPARD in Slovenia.
Assessing rural development policies of the CAP / 87th EAAE-Seminar, Bundesanstalt fur
Agrarwirtschaft, cop, 21-23, April 2004, Vienna.
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Ongoing European projects related to MFA

IDARI (Integrated Development of Agricultural and Rural Institutions in Central and Eastern
Europe; 2003-2006) research focuses on entrepreneurship and innovation in the different facets
of rural development and value added creation. Work Packages: (1) Rural and Environmental
Sustainability (Biological Diversity and Environmental Sustainability; Social Capital; Migration;
Rural Entrepreneurship), (2) Learning for Social-Ecological Resilience and Diffusion of
Innovations, (3) Social Capital, Governance and Rural Institutional Innovation. (www.idari.ie)
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