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urban population while the present situation of the rural popu~
lafion 1-710:- known, It becomes necessary to assess it since it
was in the 70’s that a number of important socio~political dew
cisions aimed at fundamental r.con.truotion of the Polish wile
-lage and agriculture were pado.‘Thoco decisions including such
as: abolition of compulsory deliveries of food»produot. to the
state, encompassing individual farmers by retirement schemes and
free medical care as well as reform ~of local power and adminis-
tration system effected in 1973 paved the way for dynamic econo-
mic and social transformations of the village, Changes in the
field of production technology and organization were nooonpqniod
by changes in the field of present and potential oconsumption and
din widely understood materisl situation of families living in
villages. It thus becomes a matter of utmost importance to as-
sess the scope and directions of changes taking place as well as
to evaluate differentiation of these processes both in the re-
gional and socio-professional aspects,

2, Research problems

The above mentioned problems are treated, to some limited
extent, by this article with the main attention being focussed
on presentation of differentiation in material status of rural
families in socio-professional, regional, and ecological ase
pects. The basic problem being discussed here boils down to the
foilowine questions: 1) which of regional, ecological, and socio~-
~-professional categories discussed here possess the best or the
worst material status, and 2) whether differentiation of ma-

- terial situation of rural families is greater within socio-pro=
fessional categories or within rural communes with different lew
vels of socio-economic development, and finally within ecologi-
cal zones inside a rural commune,

" To provide a satisfactory answer to the above questions it
is necessary to dofiﬂe, first of all, the wmaterial situation
concept itself, which constitutes here a dependent variable, and
determine its empirical indicators, '

The sociological literature :reveals different approaches tg
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the problem which is commonly referred to as "mtorinl situa~
tion", "material status"™ or "living standards",
The basic methodological problem was largely rutr:lotqd to a
' question whether material situation was to be determined by
means of consumption indexes, or by size of the po-non:od» ree
sources which were making possible this consumption? In sta-
tistical surveys on macrosocial scale ",,.a general measure of
social prosperity is most often considered to be the Oqu'
tion vo_J.ui:o (1,8, consumer part of the national income) per one
1nhabitant'2. However, on the scale of individual families - as
it is rightly pointed out by A, Wojciechowska: "Rational house~
hold economy consists in securing monetary and nonmonetary
means for satisfying noodi and purchasing necessary goods and
services with these monetary means"2J, Such comprehensive = ap-
proach to material - situation made ‘the author distinguish bet-
ween its following components: 1) widely understood incomes (i.e.
money and nonmoney); 2) expenditure budgetj 3) level of material
equipment (property possessed); and 4) housing oondition-h. ;
. An essential characteritic of the above quoted proposition
and of other propositions 1is analysis of material situation by
means of objective indexes with simultaneous bypassing of sub~
Jeotive relativization of this state, Thus in other words, al-
though objective measurement is extremely important in asses-
sment of material situation, besides it is also important the
faot what Jlevel of this objective situation is bntipl‘notor’y and
sufficient for some people and insufficient for others, That is
due to the faot that. this subjective self-assessment reflects,
after all, aspirations and material desires of ’pértipular indi~
viduals and whole groups, which - in turn - play an essential
role in formation of oonounptiou pattom and more widoly - of
social attitudes. ] “
. Taking into account the above quoted remarks we lhall be
characterizing the dependent variable throught a) level of money
‘incomes per capita in a given household; b) housing conditions;
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and ¢) uu‘-unu-mt of umi.-:l situation, On the thu- M.
t.ndcpuuunt variables are represented by: a) socio-professional
~status; b) socio-economic type of the rural administrative oommu-
nej and ¢) ecological situation inside the rural commune,

Studlies were performed in four smallest local udnﬂ.ni-tra-
tion units (rural administrative ocommmunes) in different regions
of Poland in 1977, They differ from one another both in the vo-

" lume of production, ecological situnt!.on and contents of -ott.‘lo—
ment network,

Rural commune A (Pepowo) boasts by far uu highest level of
economic development and concentrated settlement network, It dis
located in western part of Poland far from bigger towns and in-
- dustrial centres, In its uocio-protusiml. aspect it roprumt.
a farmer-worker unit.

Rural commune B (Opinogdra) is of prodoninnntly acr:ltmltural
character; with l:l.-!.lur to A high 1«.1 of agr:l.oultm'al produc=
tion, and .pat:lally scattered settlement network, Its specifio
charaoteristic is its location in direct viocinity of a town
being a centre of an administrative province (voivodeship)., It
is situated in north-east of Poland,

° Rural communes C (Sulmierzyce) and D (V:ldava) are situated in
central part of Poland and they represent a similar, low level
of agricultural ptoduct:lon vith rural commune C ~ located dinside
a zone of direct :I.nrlucnoo of big coal-mining centre where
wany of its inhabitants are employed. C is thus a worker-farmer
rural commune with relatively compact settlement network while D
is farmer-worker commune with scattered settlement network,

Each commune’s area was divided into the following four eco-
logical zones; 1) 'rural commune’s centre encompassing a town i(u'
bigger village being a seat of local authorities, 2) ad joining
zone, which encompassed locations in olose” vicinity from the
‘oqhtro,l 3) intermediate zone - with locations in 20 to 30 minu-

' travel distance from the centre, and border zone with travol

diatmo exceeding 30 minutes, Porocntm ropruontatm of the

! papulntion analyzed aocordi.na to its dvol.unc in ooolo::l.ou
zones 1s presented in Tab, 1,
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1 2 3 e 2% 6
Rural intelligentsia 9.0 8.5 8.3 11.7| 9.4
Others 1001‘ uo9 1107 9'8 90.2
Professionally not active k.7 1.8 1.4 3.5| 3.0
Total 100.,0 |{100,0 | 100,.0 100,0}100,0

The collected empirical materials are representative for
partiocular rural communes while they do not provide a suffi-
cient basis to make generalizations with regard to the whole
population of Poland’s rural inhabitants. And accordingly in
this article a bigger emphasis has been placed on relationships
between particular family types in their material situation rath-
er than on their absolute characteristics,

3. Money incomes

Level of income per person in a given household was determined
on the basis of verbal declarations of respondents ooncerning
wonthly incomes of all hou-ohold'n.nbera taking into account net
basic incomes -from work, additional incomes and different kinds
of premiums and rewards as well as social Dbenefits provided by
the state and including: sick nllovcncop, grants; old-age pen-
sions, and scholarships. On the othex- hand, farmers were estima-
ting the annual value of incomes obtained from their farms, Thus
the total value of income per person is a sum of money obtained
by all household members from any sources in 1977 and divided
into the number of people remaining in a given household, It
is, in this way, an amount potentially allocated on consumption
-of different kinds, and in case  of 1n¢u.v1dua1 farmers also on
produot:lon i.nve-tuentn. A

Data contained in Tab, 3 al.‘l.ow‘t".o state th.t' on the l\hrasﬁ
the highest money :I.ncotioi are in rural commune B - 1,661 zloty,
while the lowest - in D, where they unount to 1,402 zloty, It
should be mentioned here that the obtained average incomes in
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The size of incomes in communes B and A is pr:lnr'.ui \dotu\-
mined by high production effects in mgriculture, which  are
mo;ox'od there, They are due to high level of capital :I.ntm:l.ty
‘end genoruu.y speaking intensive economy within the framework of
' farms possessing big aoreage. On the other hand, ix rural commune
B they are a oonsequence primarily of splendid soil conditions,
. equally ‘favourable farm-size -tnioenro and big number of people
employed in nsrioultnro - or-: muy speaking, of less inten-
sive economy.

In twrn, lu.gh"r inoomes per person Ain commme C in compa-
‘rison with D reflect, first of all, the fact that a considerable
share of inhdbitants of this commune (especially men) is
ployed in the nearby coal-basin on good finanocial texrms,

The estimated income average figures in ‘all the analyzed
territorial units represent a resultant of quite essential dif-
ferentiation within partioular communes., This differentiation is
highest in commune D (V = 0,649) and lowest in A (V = 0,528),

Vithin the framework of internal ecological systems there

" was observed a similar level of income dirforo_ntiution © as in
the case of inter-commune differentiation since differences in
obtained incomeés of people living in different ecological =zones
are similar to differences between rural communes (Tab. 4).

Table Uk,

Incomes and their differentiation
' in partiocular ecological zones

Data Centre |Adjoining zone Int.::::""*‘ . Bordor zone
£ | 1591 1.970 1.752 1,667
v . | 0.522 0,500 _ 0,546 0.652

Level of this differentiation is, however, a little higher
between communes (V = 0.583) than between ocoloctoal zones (V =
= 0, 555) . : s

In comparison with terr:l.tor:lal units a 3enora.11y lower inco=-
‘me d:l.fforentintion level was observed inside and between socio-
-professional categories (Tab, 5),
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individual communes, socio-professional categories and ecological
ones inside the rural commme the level of cbtained incomes is
lurgoiy determined by such factors as number of persons per
household, size of possessed farms, and working position -~ in
relation to persons employed outside agrioulture. In all 4 rural '
communes there were ob-orv,od here relationships between ine-
crease of money incomes along with increase in the acreage of
agricultural farms in case of farmers, and along with higher
working positions in case of nonfarmers,

4, Housing conditions
3 \
Along with incomes the housing conditions  constitude the
next dimension in material situation, In this article we shall
be characterizing them by means of a set of objective indexes
such asi: a) number of persons per room, b) number of square me~
ters of living area per person, and o) number of technical fa-
cilities including gas, running water, lavatory, bathroom with
a tub or shower, and central heating. < 90N
Table 6 shows that unlike with incomes the most favourable
housing conditions with respect to density can be vfound in rural
commune D while the worst in B, However, in as much as in B most
households possess a similar high density index in D the si-
tuation is much more differentiated, and the estimated average
rate is a resultant between a considerable group of families
with very”iow and a part with very high overdensity. On the
other hand, differentiation in particular ecological zones is
 predominantly higher: than in rural communes, The most favourable
situation is enjoyed by dinhabitants of the border 2zone and in-
termediate zone while the worst by * inhabitants of the rural
commune centre though generally speaking the level of housing
density is not high in any commune (see Tab, 6).
. Analysis of density in pnrtioulir socio-professional catego-
ries (Tab, 7) produces & conclusion that the best situation
here is 'onquod by white~collar workers with secondary and above
secondary educational leével and olerical workers with above sec-
ondary-school educational background, On the other hand, houses
of workers (both skilled and unskilled) show the biggest overden-
sity. ' \ ' :
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" From the oooloéion:l. viewpoint the b".l.slco'llt living area per
one person prevails in femilies inhabiting the zone adjoining the
commune centre while this situation is most di_tferont:l.utod in

‘thp border zone, -

Taking into account the average number of square motoru per
person in partioular socio-professional categories (Tab, 9) 1t
should be stated that families of olerical workers with seconda-
ry-school and above secondary education as well as farmers with
farm area of over 5 ha enjoy the most favourable housing situa-
tion with this situation being most unfavourable in case of

agricultural vorku- and unqualified workers « X amounts here to
_'t0.6 and 12,6 n? per person.

Table 9

Number \ot living area meters per person
accoxding to sacio-professional categories

Data| 1 2 3 | & 5 | 6 T 9

15.6 | 16.9| 10,6 | 12.6| 4.3 | 15.4| 17.2 | 16.0] 15.5
V.  |0.432 |0.397|0.537 [0.510{0.512 [0.315]0.427 |0,49%|0,471

Wl

This situation differs very mmuch unom agricultural workers
and among qualified and unqualified workers while it is most si-

‘milar among clerical workers and -nons Mvidunl farmers - with

farms of over 5 ha. Still, generally -poukj.ng,vrhen “this upoot of
housing situation is taken into account it should be said that
the situation is more differentiated inside particular rural
cu-unoc than in particular soclo-professional categories,

Nunbor of technical facilities 4in the house represents the
next feature! characterizing housing cond:l.t:lom of rural commune

, inhabitants,

Data oonta:l.nod in Tables 10 and 11 show that rural commune

A A has the most tavourablo -umation in this fileld with the ave-
" yage of two faocilities per one household, and with three faci-

lities in over 40 p.c, of all houses, At  the same time, only.
12 p,c. of all houses in this ocommune are not equipped with any
facilities while this share is about 4 or more times higher in
the rm!.n:l.bc commmes., The most unfavourable l;ltn@t;ton in this
respeot prevails undoubtedly in commme C in which the share of
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'l:lsentlia possesses the most un:u'om und ni.uultmmly bout
‘hou-ing conditions with these conditions being most d:lvoroitiod
in case of tnmor-, both those with farm area under and over
5 ha,

Roughly speaking the hou-i.na situation mong tnr-or- in all
commmnes is more diversified than the same situation in all
socio~professional oategories inside each rural ocommune A, B and
D,

5. Self-assessment of present material situation

The third general factor determining material situation of
analyzed families is self-assessment performed by the house-
hold’s head ~ r’opro.mtod in our case by the man,

T PrAYE 14

Self-assessment of present material situation in communes

Assessment Rural comsune

A B Cc D
Very good _ 5.6 kD 0.7 1.7
Good : 80.6 67.1 67.4 59.9
Bad ? s 6.8 17.4 19.8
Very bad - 3.5 PR R 1
Inadequate responses 6.5 18.3 14.5 17.6
Total . 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0

Generally speaking the aha'rg of respondents assessing their .
material situation as good was highest (70 p.c.), 24 p.o. as=-
sessed it as very good, while 13 p.c, of respondents as bad.

On the rural ocommune 'uoalo'ftho biggest proportion of satis-
fied inhabitants live in A with inhabitants of the rural commu-
ne D being least satisfied, Moreover, communes B and D are oha-
raotor:lzod with greater diversification of evaluations while
communes A and C are more uniform in this respect. ; :

Similarly, inhabitants of the  zone adjoining the rural commu-
ne centre and of the ooutre itself assess most pos:l.t:hre.l.y their
prosmt nator;l.ul -Mmation with pu-son- inhabiting the bordor
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6. Conolusion

Vhile ohnr.otu-:uing material situation of rural families in
three dimensions we lh‘ll try to sum up now the above disoussed
detalled dnta- ) - 1

Assuming thet the above presented, partioular dimensions
(incomes, housing conditions, and self-assessment ) constitute
the whole of what we shall call -~ material situation ~ and that
each of these factors is equally important we ocan rank-order
rural communes, ecological zones, and sooial oategories in par-
ticular dimensions acoording to those which have better material
situation and those whioch have the worst material situation,

Analysis of situation in particular rural communes, which is
presented in Tab, 15, reveals that the most favourable and the
first place is held by commune A showing the highest share of
those being satisfied with their material situation and inolu-
ding housing resources best equipped with technical faocilities.

_Tnblo 15

Pooitioni of rural communes in partiocular dimensions
\ of material situation

Data ' B B P Lo T
Incomes 5 P 2R 5 e L
Housing conditions 2.5 4 2,5 et |
Self-evaluation ‘ ; 1 V2 3 4
Sum total of rank wvalues 5.5 b 4 8,5 - 9

Let us add here, moreover, that detailed housing indexes of oom~
mune A as presented here u-o more favourable that national ave-
) mo for the ‘Pon-h uqu. - and gqr Leszno pravinoo within
boundaries of which commune A is located, with the exception of
400 big density, which in A 1,31 is higher than the national
average (1.27) and provincial average (1.10)., All in all, it
‘should be underlined that common satisfaction with material situ-
_ation in this adnmiatrat:l:vo commumne 86,2% is . reflected in high
level of objective situation,

7 Data in brackets tor 1977 vere taken from "Statistical Yearbook® for
1978,
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