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 INNOVATION VS. REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

Summary: The innovative cycle triad invention − innovation – diffusion, can be identified 
with reference to economic subjects and sectors, and territorial systems in global, national, 
regional and local dimensions. The article defines innovation as well as the innovativeness 
of a region as a category of economics. The author has specified relations between regional 
development and innovativeness of the regional economy. He has also identified regional 
innovativeness stimulation instruments within the confines of regional policy created by the 
European Union and regional self-government units. 

Keywords: innovativeness, regional development, region. 
 
 

1. Introduction 

The objective of the this paper is to transfer the category of innovation to the level 
of local and regional territorial units. In order to carry this out, it was necessary to 
specify the concept of invention and innovation as economic categories, to discuss 
the relationship between regional development and regional economy innovation 
and also to identify innovation stimulating instruments within the framework of 
regional policy.  

Innovation represents, in its core concept, an economic category. J.A. Schumpeter 
introduced the term of invention and innovation to the theory of economics 
[Schumpeter 1960], having defined invention as the application and dissemination 
of new solutions in practice, distinguished three subsequent stages comprising an 
innovation cycle: invention – innovation – diffusion. This definition differentiates 
an invention from an innovation, with the latter understood as the process of a new 
product, procedure or an operating pattern implementation and practical application 
– if they meet novelty qualities. Innovation diffusion represents the stage which 
closes an innovation cycle within sectors of the economy and also the inter-sector 
and spatial diffusion by means of their adequate adaptation. Schumpeter’s triad 
concept relates the category of innovation to transformations underlying the 
process of commercialisation. This means that we come across innovation when 
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transformations result in products or processes presenting an economic value. 
Therefore, it is possible to put forward a market concept of the innovation process 
which defines innovation as the capacity presented by entities to participate in 
Schumpeter’s triad cycle. An innovator participates in this process, taking on the 
role of an inventor or an entity which is capable of absorbing innovation – 
innovation beneficiary. In such a perspective, innovation should be observed as a 
tool of entrepreneurship. It may appear as part of a project, product marketing 
technique, customer oriented service, management methods or its organisation; 
therefore, while discussing innovation we do not refer to a technical category only, 
but also to economic, social and special ones. 

The suggested definition of innovation may constitute the background for an 
innovation cycle triad interpretation in the aspect of relations occurring between 
regional innovation and regional development.  

2. Relations between regional innovation 
and regional development  

Relations between innovation and competition are analysed in the aspect of global-
isation processes and economic integration, they require a territorial approach cov-
ering global, national, regional and local determinants of an innovation triad, i.e. 
invention – innovation – diffusion. Innovation represents the greatest challenge of 
the 21st century. It defines the competitive position of not only economic entities 
and sectors, but also groups of integrating countries, particular states, regions, local 
territorial units (communes), as well as – formally undelimited – regional and local 
functional and spatial systems, e.g. clusters. Such an approach is presented by M. 
Porter, according to whom the competitive advantage of particular territories is ac-
complished through innovation oriented activities [Porter 2001]. 

In professional literature, different definitions of regional development are 
presented and prepared as the result of conducted research work, as well as the 
application of procedures referring to the regional economy. These definitions – 
depending on the research objective – differ in the scope of the, so called, regional 
development fields as well as methods for identifying the major driving forces of 
regional development and also the explanation of their mechanism influence on 
particular regional development fields. The scope of such fields, and the criteria for 
development factors identification, depend on the context to which due research and 
application procedures refer. Most frequently this context is defined by issues present 
within the scope of such problems as: economic policy, systemic transformation, 
intra and inter-regional policy, strategic planning and development programming in 
regions, as well as European integration and globalisation processes.  

This study discusses regional development problems in the context of regional 
innovation – understood as the capacity of regional economy entities to participate 
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in the innovation cycle: invention – innovation – diffusion. It refers to both the 
ability to participate in this cycle by playing the role of an innovation creator – 
inventor, and as an entity capable of innovation absorption – absorbent. The 
change introduced by an inventor becomes an innovation if it meets certain 
important qualities determining that the changes made can be referred to as 
innovation. In particular, innovation results from an alteration introduced purposefully 
and permanently – which either modifies or introduces new components to both the 
methods and effects of the creating entity functioning, as well as entities involved 
in the application of these innovations. Innovation – understood in this way – may 
appear e.g. in relation to a project, product, organizational structure; in all sorts of 
services, both commercial and publicly available social ones; in management 
methods and marketing strategies; in spatial order construction, as well as in the 
exploitation and protection of natural resources featuring a given ecosystem. The 
concept of invention and innovation may be placed, similarly to the category of 
regional development, in a broad spectrum of transformations occurring in the 
spheres of economy, space and regional community. In order to define relations 
between regional innovation and regional development, it is required to identify 
both endogenous and exogenous factors, which are responsible for creating and 
stimulating regional development and innovation in the spheres listed above, 
referred to as regional development fields. Within the scope of each presented 
sphere it is possible to identify reasons, factors, manifestations and effects 
presenting qualities common for both regional development and regional 
innovation. Each regional development field applies (characteristic for different 
scientific disciplines) methods and tools useful in the identification and 
measurement of the advancement of such changes in the course of innovation and 
regional development processes. 

The broad spectrum of phenomena and processes responsible for social, 
economic and spatial issues, which add up into the form of regional development 
category, make an impact on regional development resulting from diversified 
activities performed by various entities – companies, institutions, public authorities, 
regional residents – as well as mutual relations and interactions occurring between 
these entities. On the one hand, the processes identified as regional development 
constitute the effect of microeconomic attitudes presented by businesses and 
investors operating in a market economy, on the other hand, however, they result 
from purposeful, planned, strategic activities carried out by the entities responsible 
for regional and local policy. In a situation when the results of regional economy 
entities’ market behaviour and the implemented goals of regional economy are not 
contradictory but complementary to each other, the conditions for regional 
development, understood as the process of positive, regional quantitative growth 
transformations and the qualitative advancement, are created. A similar relation 
may be identified with reference to regional innovation perceived as the capacity 
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presented by regional entities – functioning in the sphere of the economy, society 
and regional ecosystem – in order to create and (or) absorb inventions. Regional 
innovation understood in the above way, may therefore result from both regional 
entities’ market behaviour and the effect of policy, followed by self-government 
entities equipped with competencies and the means for exerting an influence on 
regional space, society and economy. Therefore, one may accept that regional 
progress related to innovation, and also regional development, represent complementary 
and mutually stimulating processes. A higher level of regional growth results in the 
greater wealth of regional economy entities and therefore increases the economic – 
and indirectly also organizational and technological – capacity of such entities’ 
involvement in the triad invention – innovation – diffusion. This refers to regional 
business sector’s entities and self-government economy entities, as well as local and 
regional public authority units – responsible for local and regional policy 
construction. At the same time, the higher level of regional entities capacity for 
creating and absorbing innovation represents the crucial factor influencing 
endogenous (economic, social and spatial) regional development potentials. This factor 
also stimulates the ability of such potential to take advantage of exogenous 
opportunities for regional development resulting from, among others, both 
globalization and European integration processes.  

The dynamics of regional development constitutes the derivative of endogenous and 
exogenous factors’ influence, as well as the determinants defining endogenous 
capacity ingrained in a particular region for reacting to changes in its macro-
environment. 

Regional development is an example of an autonomous development model, i.e. 
growth based on internal potential typical for a given territorial unit. Endogenous 
factors constitute the main driving forces responsible for development. This group 
consists of factors determining the development capacity of resources constituting 
the regional economy. It can be assumed that the regional economy is composed of 
the following types of capital (understood as resources generating both quantitative 
and qualitative advantages): natural capital (space location advantages and ecosystem 
resources); physical capital (manufacturing and infrastructural capital, financial 
resources); human capital (demographic resources and their structure) and social 
capital (social organizations, relations and interactions which make up regional civic 
society). 

Among regional development factors responsible for stimulating the stream of 
benefits generated by regional natural capital the following, among others, may be 
listed: pro-ecological infrastructure development potential, exploitation of natural 
environment resources in line with eco-development principle (in the, so-called, 
protected areas) and the principle of sustainable development (in urban areas), 
ecological awareness, space location value resulting from its physiographic 
conditions, functionality and the location of regional space, and also the effectiveness 
of spatial marketing. 
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Regional development strategies, prepared in the form of participation planning 
and implemented in all Polish regions, refer to the concept of sustainable 
development covering three major dimensions, i.e. the economic, social and spatial 
spheres. The endogenous ability to create eco-innovation, understood as pro-
ecological novelty in technology, organization, management, promotion, ecological 
education, spatial planning, spatial marketing, which reduce or prevent negative 
influence of regional entities on the natural environment, constitute conditions for 
strategic development goals’ accomplishment in the sphere of regional ecosystem. 
Eco-innovation can take the following forms: product innovation (e.g. a new 
product which reduces or eliminates environmental damage); process innovation 
(e.g. changes introduced into technological processes and resulting in higher 
environmental quality); organizational structure innovation (e.g. a new structure 
which integrates environment protection with other tasks carried out in the region); 
innovation in relation to management methods or procedures (e.g. environment 
oriented management in line with ecological values system); innovation can also 
take the form of new legal and economic mechanisms application which stimulate 
the participation of regional economy units in the invention – innovation – diffusion 
cycle regarding spatial order and the costruction of a regional ecosystem balance.  

In the field of regional development covering production, infrastructural and 
financial potentials, the following factors are, among others, responsible for 
development: regional economy structure flexibility and job market flexibility, the 
scale of regional investment demand influenced by the investments made by economic 
entities operating in the market and also the investments undertaken by the social 
public services sector, the capacity of the regional and local budget, as well as self-
government stimulating entrepreneurship – the offer of external benefits. The key 
factor of development, in this case, is represented by the ability of regional economy 
entities to participate in an innovation cycle. The direct effect of a such capacity takes 
the form of both the creation and absorption of innovation, i.e. new products, 
manufacturing processes, management methods, organizational structures (reengineering), 
as well as legal and economic instruments for regional and local influence exerted on 
the regional economic sphere. The level of economic entities innovation, as well as 
self-government entities equipped with regulatory powers referring to economic 
sphere, are decisive regarding the overall level of regional innovation.  

In times of globalization, innovation in the sphere of the economy represents 
the initial, causative stage of the regional economic development cycle triad which 
covers regional innovation – regional competitiveness – regional development. In 
this case, innovation does not represent a means to an end, but constitutes the 
method for regional economy competitiveness’ enhancement and therefore, in its 
final stage, for regional economy development. 

Not every novelty can be perceived as an innovation. Rationalism is the 
condition for recognizing a particular novelty as innovation, which manifests itself 
in meeting one of the three following conditions [Świtalski 2005, p. 172]: 
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– costs reduction: a producer or a service provider, while guaranteeing the 

currently offered product or service quality, may sell the effects of his/her work 
at a lower price having preserved the so far obtained profitability level, or, by 
keeping the same price, achieve a higher level of cost-effectiveness – the result 
of meeting such a condition is the improvement of companies’ competitiveness 
which opens up opportunities for development; 

– higher quality: higher quality by improving practical usage advantages, durability, 
reliability, aesthetics of a given product (service) – at an unchanged price level – 
which results in better competitiveness and facilitates extending the scale of 
production and sales and therefore obtaining benefits which stimulate company 
development in the regional economy structure; 

– price commensurability and product quality: upgraded product quality, higher 
price, unreduced relation of a particular quality measure compared to the 
assessment, resulting in a better competitive advantage of a given company on 
the regional and supra-regional sales market, which opens up development 
opportunities for a company. 
Meeting each of the rationality conditions listed above, with reference to product 

(service) innovation, results in the construction of a specific, for particular economic 
entities operating in regional economy, individual competitive potential. The sum of 
these potentials defines the regional competition level in an economic sphere. Higher 
regional competition level is the key determinant of regional development. In the 
discussed case it is the innovation advantage of companies functioning in the regional 
economy structure which represents the driving force influencing the increase in 
regional competition and, consequently, also regional development. 

Human capital and social capital resources in a given region represent 
endogenous driving forces which create both regional (and also local) territorial 
unit innovation, as well as regional and local development. Regional human capital 
covers knowledge, skills, experience and intellectual creative capacity ingrained in 
particular units, which are of economic value for entities functioning in the 
regional economy. In this case such economic value is represented by the ability of 
the regional community to innovate in the process of performing due tasks in 
diversified regional, endogenous conditions, as well as the skill of responding to 
innovative transformations in the regional macro-environment – for which the 
adequate diffusion carrier takes the form of e.g. globalization processes as part of 
European integration. Knowledge is, by all means, the most important resource of 
the contemporary economy, since it is the product of human capital, while learning 
represents the crucial process, the effect of which is creating knowledge resulting 
in the higher value of human capital. The major quality of dynamically developing 
regions is the advantage of resources related to knowledge creation and human 
capital over those physical and natural. Simultaneously, the structure of human 
capital keeps changing in these regions – the role of quantitative dimension of 
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labour resources and basic uncreative skills and qualifications is diminished in 
favour of creativity and innovation. Such transformations facilitate conducting 
research and high-tech application in the regional economy, as well as the 
establishment of strong internal economic, social and institutional cooperation 
relations, and therefore enhance the construction of an innovative environment in 
which a regional knowledge-based economy is offered the opportunity to thrive. 
The theory of endogenous development assumes that all regional capitals (natural, 
physical, human, social) come into being in the process of accumulation. With 
reference to human capital, the process of knowledge accumulation, in the form of 
knowledge capital, is crucial from the perspective of innovation sources, since it is 
the background of innovation understood as the capacity to create innovation 
within all fields of regional development. 

Human capital, perceived as a regional development factor, is the object of 
research discussed in numerous scientific publications. The significance of regional 
human capital is also recognized and appreciated by local communities. It is 
manifested by local and regional development strategies prepared with the 
participation of the particular community , and takes the form of collaborative 
planning. The vast majority of strategic development plans adopted and implemented 
in regions, districts and communes depend on quality oriented development of 
human capital resources understood as the strategic goal of development. 

In both professional literature and strategic planning practice of local and 
regional territorial systems development, the importance of social capital, as the 
determinant of regional development, is less valued, as well as that of the factor 
influencing regional innovation potential. The concept of local social capital covers 
the sum of the current and potential regional and local social resources presenting 
the ability for creating advantages accomplished in particular fields of regional 
development. These resources cover the following [Brol 2009, p. 58]: 
– permanent social order understood as the set of values, standards and attitudes 

influencing regional (local) social interactions; 
– permanent, institutionalized network of relations with regional (local) entities 

as its components which function in the commercial, social, public services 
sectors and also in the, so called, third sector covering grassroots type of 
initiatives undertaken by local communities, such as associations, unions, 
foundations and other formal and informal organizations typical for a civic 
society; 

– local and regional social relations and interactions occurring between local 
(regional) inhabitants of a territorial system, between local community and 
self-government institutions, and also the third sector entities; these types of 
relations and interactions are the source of a new value – the cementing agent 
linking local (regional) social actors together and establishing a regional (local) 
community made up of all these units. 
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Regional (local) social capital is considered the crucial factor of regional 

development. The on-going nature of this development represents the derivative of 
the capacity of the regional entities towards constructing certain platforms for 
mutual understanding and cooperation in regional economic, social and spatial 
spheres. The effects of such agreements and cooperation stimulate the establishment 
of all sorts of institutions and organizations which results in the fact that regional 
development is not just the function of diversified activities performed by 
dispersed entities, but also a well-organized cooperation process between regional 
economy entities grouped around the implementation of socially acceptable 
strategic objectives of development and the regional mission. Therefore, it may be 
assumed that regional development (local) represents an example of a new logic in 
the development stimulating policy consisting more in mobilizing the local and 
regional environment rather than the policy of direct support for different types of 
operations or selected entities. Social capital plays the role of a stimulating agent 
for endogenous potentials aimed at regional development. The power of local 
(regional) influence of social capital is, among others, influenced by: regional 
community active participation; the manner of the, so called, third sector 
organization; the type of defined goals based on mutual trust and their common 
implementation – the network on diversified interrelations, interactions and 
interdependencies between regional residents, self-government entities, the third 
sector organizations, as well as other regional economy entities. 

Local social capital, understood in the above way, can become the component 
of Regional Innovation System (RIS) if social capital activity covers relations 
focused on stimulating regional innovation. Regional innovation strategies 
represent the fundamental activities aimed at regional economy innovation. Such 
strategies are supposed to establish a partnership for Regional Innovation System 
(RIS). Presented synthetically and targeted at the core concept of the matter, the 
definition of RIS [Markowski 2008, p. 22] specified regional innovation systems as 
“the separated and independent system of relations occurring between 
organizations which function for the benefit of an overall system and cannot exist 
without it”. The above quotation – in its literal phrasing – can also be accepted as 
the definition of regional social capital. In its first understanding, this definition 
refers to the system of functional relations between regional entities operating in 
the sphere of innovation and technology transfer. The second meaning refers to the 
system of relations, interactions and interdependencies functioning for the benefit 
of regional development in economic, social and spatial spheres. 

Regional economy entities constitute the components of regional innovation 
systems. Their taxonomy allows for the identification of the so called golden 
triangle vertices which schematically symbolize RIS [Gorzelak 2006, p. 20]. Such 
triangle vertices are represented by: entities functioning in the regional economic 
sphere; research and development entities (universities, research and development 
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institutes); support institutions offering financial, consultancy, educational, 
promotional services and other forms of regional entities stimulation for regional 
innovation support. The golden triangle – the symbol of RIS – is constructed of 
three types of institutions constituting the triangle vertices, i.e. mutual, multivariate, 
diversified regarding level and type, interactions occurring both inside a particular 
triangle vertices and between them, as well as RIS relations with the supra-regional 
environment. The scale, scope, quality and effectiveness of interactions responsible 
for RIS depend, to a great extent, on the scale and nature of non-material social 
values represented by a particular regional (local) community, i.e. on regional 
social capital resources, the implementation of which multiplies economic benefits 
– in this case manifested by regional innovation enhancement. 

The regional economy, just like RIS, cannot be confined to administrative borders. 
These systems do not operate as coherent, closed and internally balanced structures. 
Their organization and development dynamics are influenced not only by endogenous 
development potentials of economic, social and spatial spheres, but also by exogenous 
development determinants. Such factors gain in importance in conditions of an 
ongoing intensification tendency for globalization processes, European integration, 
changing macroeconomic conditions, systemic transformation (e.g. country 
decentralization), changing economic prosperity, national and EU regional policy 
transformations, or the competitiveness represented by surrounding regions, etc. 

3. Stimulating innovation as the goals of economic policy 

Currently, in conditions of globalization processes becoming intensified and taking 
place in both economic and social spheres as well as in ecosystems, the commer-
cialization of innovative changes is not necessary (even though it is still crucial) 
condition for their implementation and dissemination. In the new circumstances of 
European integration and the global village stimulating innovation of both entities, 
organizations and, most of all, territorial socio-economic systems, becomes the 
crucial macroeconomic instrument of economic policy focused on the improve-
ment of economy competitiveness at national, regional and local level. The support 
for innovation referring to territorial systems becomes a form of public aid ad-
dressed – by the institutions which create economic, social and spatial policy in in-
ter-regional and intra-regional dimension – to regional and local economy entities. 
In the European Union scale it is, among others, the Lisbon Strategy Competitive-
ness and Innovation Framework Programme and EU regional policy (for the period 
of 2007–2013) which specify both strategic goals of such support and pro-innovation 
support criteria and also procedures regarding regional development. The proposal of 
guidelines for national scale pro-innovation implementation is put forward in the Op-
erational Programme Innovation Economy prepared within the framework of National 
Strategic Reference Framework for the period of 2007–2012. The activities listed un-
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der this programme and co-financed by the European Union cover both the direct 
support for enterprises, institutions, business environment, research and develop-
ment units, and also systemic support referring to R&D sector potential and its ca-
pacity to create innovation, as well as the stimulating capacity of economic entities 
to absorb changes of an innovative nature. 

At regional (voivodship) level, the preparation and implementation of Regional 
Innovation Strategies (RSI) represent basic activities aimed at regional economy 
innovation. These strategies are supposed to establish a partnership for the regional 
innovation system. The role of the public authorities is focused on the construction 
of an effective Regional Innovation Strategy implementation system and on the 
concentration of public means granted to these activities. The role of research and 
development units active in this area is to focus research projects on the needs of 
economic practice. Regional Innovation Strategies are supposed to stimulate the 
establishment of consortiums made up of research teams and a group of enterprises, or 
an overall regional economy sector, interested in the implementation of particular 
research projects. Regional Innovation Strategies have been prepared for all 
regions. Their common feature is an implementation programme and its monitoring 
system for the purposes of verification and adjustment to the dynamically changing 
situation in a region and its environment. The purpose of RSI is to construct 
regional innovation systems covering the following components: Science and 
Technology Parks, Clusters, Technology Incubators, Technology Platforms, High-
Tech Centres and Excellence Centres. The listed organizational structures, which 
integrate activities performed by regional authorities, research and development 
units and also economic entities (or their unions), require highly qualified 
personnel, capital-intensive material base in R&B centres, public financial means, 
private investment in R&D as well as public – private partnership in carrying out 
the set objectives. All these efforts result in the fact that entities covered by the 
regional innovation system are spatially concentrated and located in metropolises 
or big cities. The implementation of tasks defined in RSI, facilitates the 
accumulation of pro-innovative activities regarding the first two phases of the 
innovation triad in regional capitals and also in cities forming conurbations 
(Silesia, Tricity). The majority of Regional Innovation Strategies indicate the need 
for concentrating both power and adequate means, in order to strengthen 
innovation creating potential referring to products, processes and organizations 
included among primary innovations of a ground-breaking, fundamental or 
incremental nature. To a lesser extent these strategies identify tasks referring to the 
third innovation triad phase, i.e. innovation diffusion and its spatial range 
influencing the capacity of local economy entities to absorb innovation changes. 
The local economy is composed of the peripherally situated small and medium size 
enterprises, communal entities of a self-government economy, local self-government 
units, local communities, as well as communal and district social organizations 
active for the benefit of local development. Local economy entities are mainly 
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interested in supporting their endogenous ability to absorb exogenous development 
factors, including process and organization oriented innovations of both a primary 
and secondary nature. Such support may become an intra-regional policy 
component, but also an element of local (communal) economic, spatial and social 
policy. The objective of such a policy should focus on influencing the following: 
– local space attributes and local economy structure qualities as the localization 

determinants of innovation; 
– local social capital as the component of innovation potential featuring local 

communities and, understood as the range of opportunities and abilities for 
creating, but most of all absorbing innovation solutions. 
Regional Innovation Strategy (RSI) represents the basic tool for regional 

innovation policy specification and, in line with the European Commission 
definition, identifies goals and activities aimed at extending the scale and 
upgrading the efficiency of innovation processes. RSI is supposed to establish 
partnerships for the benefit of regional innovation system (RIS). 

Regional Innovation Strategies (RSI) cannot represent a single-use planning 
document. The changing endogenous and exogenous determinants, responsible for 
the implementation of goals set in Regional Development Strategies and RSI, 
impose the need to correct not only the implementation procedures, but also the 
development priorities, strategic and operational goals’ adjustment and updating. 

Regional Innovation Strategies were prepared and approved for realization in 
all Polish regions. The earliest adopted RSI, in September 2003, referred to Silesia, 
while the latest, approved in April 2008, to the Mazowieckie region. In the other 
regions, adequate Regional Innovation Strategies were prepared and accepted for 
implementation in the period of 2004–2005. Almost all RSIs (except for the 
Mazowieckie region) were prepared in the period of EU budget implementation 
and EU regional policy goals in force, i.e. 2000–2006. New EU regional policy 
objectives and priorities adopted for implementation in the period of 2007–2013 
were, compared to the previous time period, extensively modified and adjusted to 
the needs of the enlarged European Union, as well as the new challenges presented 
in the Lisbon Strategy priorities. Within the framework of each of the three current 
EU regional policy goals there are listed priorities referring to regional innovation 
strategy [Zbiór aktów prawnych... 2006, pp. 7–10]. As part of the first goal, i.e. its 
continuation from the previous planning period (2000–2006) related to problematic 
regions’ development stimulation (underdeveloped and of small population 
density) a new priority was distinguished: research and technological development. 
This priority facilitates the application procedure, by particular regions, for means 
from the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) to be allocated to: 
infrastructure development which extends research and technological development 
capacity and their integration in the European Research Space structures; 
establishing relations between the small and medium-size enterprises (SMEs) 
sector and higher education institutions, research institutions and R&D centres; 
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support for public-private partnerships and clusters as the form of research 
environment integration and economic practice; enhancing funding by means of 
financial engineering instruments – innovation absorption in SME groups; 
technological entrepreneurship promotion and enhancement. 

Within the framework of the discussed priority, i.e. research and technological 
development the, so-called, soft non-investment projects financing from the 
European Social Fund (ESF) is also possible with reference to: information and 
communication technologies dissemination facilitating e-education; entrepreneurship 
and innovation promotion; preparation and dissemination of innovative work 
organization forms; dissemination of innovative eco-friendly technologies; stimulating 
activities at regional level aimed at obtaining consensus among different social 
groups in relation to entrepreneurship and innovation. The above new opportunities 
for pro-innovative projects’ financial support, carried out in problematic regions do 
change, to a great extent, the exogenous determinants for regional innovation 
strategies construction in Polish regions, which require support regarding the first 
goal (convergence) of EU regional policy. 

New and favourable circumstances for regions located along the border, 
regarding financial support for regional pro-innovative projects, are created by the 
new EU regional policy goal (no. 3) – support for territorial cooperation. This 
objective covers the following priorities: cross-border cooperation support 
(at NUTS 3 level); transnational cooperation support (NUTS 2 level); inter-
regional cooperation support (NUTS 3 level). Regions situated along the border in 
EU areas are entitled to apply for cross-border cooperation support as well as also 
some regions located along external EU borders. Transnational cooperation support 
refers, among others, to two Polish areas: costal regions and the, so-called, Eastern 
wall. The support provided within the framework of inter-regional cooperation is of 
a horizontal nature – and refers to all EU regions. In line with the goal: European 
territorial cooperation the European Regional Development Fund co-finances the 
implementation of the following projects: taking advantage of joint, cross-border 
human resources and infrastructure for the purposes of research and technological 
development (RTD); establishment and development of transnational research and 
technological networks in order to extend RTD and the capacity for innovation 
creation and absorption at regional level; stimulating pro-innovative relations 
between universities and institutions operating in the sphere of R&D and in the 
sector of small and medium enterprises; facilitating access to scientific knowledge 
and technologies transfer between regional RTD centres and the leading 
international RTD creation centres; inter-regional cooperation enhancing regional 
innovation in economic and social spheres and also regarding regional ecosystems 
– which has a direct impact on the strengthening of regional policy effectiveness. 

Opportunities for regional innovation support within the framework of goal 
no. 2 implementation referring to EU regional policy – regional competitiveness 
and employment – are of practical significance in the perspective of the next 
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programming period covering 2014–2020. Within the framework of this particular 
goal, the criterion of support qualification is defined at the level of 75% of the EU 
average, regarding GDP per capita, exceeded by a given region. 

The discussed above possibilities of support for Polish regions, within the 
framework of new priorities, defined for implementation as part of goal no. 1 
(convergence) and goal no. 3 EU regional policy (territorial cooperation), and also – in 
the perspective dimension – goal no. 2 (regional competiveness), change the previously 
established exogenous determinants influencing the structure of Regional Innovation 
Strategies (RSI), procedure and financing sources of the strategic tasks carried out, as 
well as Regional Innovation Systems (RIS) modelling and implementation. 

4. Final remarks 

The triad of innovation cycle invention – innovation – diffusion can be identified 
and analyzed both in relation to entities and sectors of the economy and also with 
reference to territorial systems of global, national, regional and local dimensions. 
At regional level of territorial systems innovation, as an economic category – un-
derstood as the capacity to participate in an innovation cycle – is perceived as the 
objective of development. Regions and, at a local level, communities, are legally 
equipped with self-government – administrative, planning and economic – instru-
ments for influencing economy, space and society, which can be used for stimulating 
innovation in the regional and local economy. In this context, the category of innova-
tion is observed as one covering both the structure of goals and the package of re-
gional policy instruments. Regional Innovation Strategies represent the fundamental 
planning instrument in this package, since they determine the scenario for Regional 
Innovation Systems construction. Such strategies, prepared and implemented in all 
regions, should present the nature of rolling plans. The need for verifying goals, 
tasks and procedures defined in RIS, results from the changing endogenous and ex-
ogenous determinants of regional development. Directions for the modification of 
these strategies should mainly cover new opportunities for stimulating regional in-
novation in conditions of the global economy and European integration. 
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INNOWACYJNOŚĆ A ROZWÓJ REGIONALNY  

Streszczenie: Triadę cyklu innowacyjnego: invention – innovation – diffusion, identyfiko-
wać i analizować można zarówno w odniesieniu do podmiotów i sektorów gospodarki, jak i 
w odniesieniu do układów terytorialnych w wymiarze globalnym, narodowym, regionalnym 
i lokalnym. W publikacji zdefiniowane zostało pojęcie innowacji i innowacyjności regionu 
jako kategorii ekonomicznej. Określone zostały również relacje między rozwojem regional-
nym a innowacyjnością gospodarki regionalnej. Dokonano również identyfikacji instrumen-
tów stymulowania innowacyjności regionów w ramach polityki regionalnej kreowanej przez 
Unię Europejską oraz regionalne jednostki samorządu terytorialnego. 

Słowa kluczowe: innowacyjność, rozwój regionalny, region. 

 

 


