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Elzbieta SZCZYGIEL?
Teresa PIECUCH?
Oleg LOZINSKY 3

TOWARDS INCLUSIVE ECONOMY — NECESSITY
OR CHOICE IN THE CONTEXT OF THE MATERIAL
SITUATION OF PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES

This article analyses the material situation ofdeholds of disabled people in an inclusive
economy. It presents the results of the study basestatistical data from the households’
budget survey conducted by Statistics Poland. Ttideacompares the material situation of
households in which disabled people live with theasion of households without disabled
people, with an emphasis on the importance of eniméiclusion as a condition factor of
their situation’s improvement. The study teste@ehresearch hypotheses: 1) achievement of
higher income by households without disabled pedjléigher levels of hypothetical inco-
mes as just as useful by households of disablepl@&do run a business compared to disa-
bled people who do not carry out such activiti®3)a higher risk of poverty by households
with disabilities. The findings supported the hypextes concerning differences in the material
situation of the surveyed households.

Keywords: the material situation of households, disabledofeo

1. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, entrepreneurship is common in almostyearera of human life and activity,
“it takes various forms and dimensions and is imoitéd to the economy or economic area”
(Maciejewski, Faron, 2014). Entrepreneurship — vstded as a feature of activity, a way
of responding to various challenges — takes oniapgignificance. It is not only desirable,
but even necessary for the proper functioning béednomic entities, regardless of their
form of ownership, the nature of activity or sias,well as, various social groups, especially
disadvantaged ones.

The inclusive economy is a new approach to undedstad create economic processes.
It assumes inclusion of disadvantages groups imtma stream of economy. Its derivative

1 Elzbieta Szczygiet PhD, Associate Professor, DepairtofeResearch on Sustainable Development,
Institute of Law Administration and Economics, Fiégof Social Science, Pedagogical University
of Krakow, 2 Podchagych Street, 30-084 Krakéw, Poland, e-mail: elzbsatezygiel@gmail.com.
ORCID: 0000-0002-8804-1071.

2 Teresa Piecuch DSc, PhD, Associate Professoultifaaf Management, Rzeszow University of
Technology, Al. Powstancéw Warszawy 10, 35-959 RaeszPoland, e-mail: tpiecuch@prz.
edu.pl. ORCID: 0000-0003-2656-662X.

3 Oleg Lozinsky MSc, Lviv Polytechnic National Weisity, 12 Bandera street, 79013 Lviv, Ukra-
ine, e-mail: lviv-forum@ukr.net. ORCID: 0000-0002-3483753.
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is an inclusive growth whose aim is “to contribtdethe building of a new mainstream —
one centred on an economy for well-being; for tlem not the few” (Walby, 2018). This

kind of growth “emphasizes ensuring that the ecananpportunities created by a growth
are available to all — particularly the poor — e tmaximum possible extent” (Ali, Son,

2007). It manifests by the inclusive entrepreneptstvhich is the concept of including

social groups excluded from the labour market, widérom the capitalist economy, their
return and active participation in economic lifettie implementation of various undertak-
ings not only business, although most often it eons economic projects.

The aim of this article is to analyse if going tevdlop the inclusive economy is an
necessary or is it a choice in the context of nialteituation of disabled people. Such the
aim joins two spheres of the analysis: assumptfonausive economy — and what's the
matter with it — inclusive entrepreneurship, aslwas| material situation of two groups of
households: with disabled person(s) and witho(thiém). Previous research pointed, that
supporting excluded groups of people in settinghgir business can positively affect to
increase of the income earned (See: Szczygiet, ; 284& ygiet, Piecuch, 2018). Entering
those groups on an active part of the labour mareld change also their social situation
and is convergent with actual social poficy

The article presents, inter alia: the specificityisability (quoting the definitions), the
material situation of households with disabled pessin comparison to the households
without them (analysing the average monthly incoexpenditures and savings), and at risk
of poverty rates (according to three poverty lin€gecial attention is paid to the assessment
of income utility by the different types of houséd®) especially with regarding of running
a business by the disabled people.

The article was developed in connection with thplementation of the project entitled
“Work-based Entrepreneurship Training for Peoplthvidisabilities (WOT)” co-financed
by the European Commission under the Erasmus +&ro@No. 2016-1-PLO1-KA202-
026055) and realised by the transnational partiensider the leadership of Centre for
Education and Entrepreneurship Support.

2. PROFESSIONAL SITUATION OF DISABLED PEOPLE
2.1. Definition of disability

World Health Organization defines the disability #® problems with human
functioning which are categorized in three interoected areas: 1) impairments (problems
in body function or alterations in body structurdor example, paralysis or blindness);
2) activity limitations (difficulties in executingctivities — for example, walking or eating);
3) restrictions in participation (problems with elvement in any area of life ex. facing
discrimination in employmentDisability refers to difficulties encountered inyaor all
three areas of functionin¢World report on disability 2011). Disability in that context
could be understand as any limitation or inabildye to disability) to live an active life in
a manner or range considered to be typical formagmubeing.

4 1.a.EUROPE 2020, A European strategy for smart, suatdaand inclusive growfie UROPEAN
COMMISSION, Brussels 201@®roject Europe 2030 — challenges and opportunitfeseport to
the European Council by the Reflection Group onRhture of the EU 2030European Union,
Stuttgart 2010Poland 2030, The Third wave of modernitgng-term National Development Stra-
tegy,Ministry of Administration and Digitization, Warsa2013.
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In Polish legislation, disability is specified asrmanent or temporary inability to fulfil
social roles due to permanent or long-term impamtnuod the body's fitness, in particular
causing inability to work (Act of 27th August 19@h vocational and social rehabilitation
and employment of disabled persorBisability is a non-homogeneous phenomenon, not
only because of the forms, but also the effectshikiregard, the law indicates three levels
of disability: considerable, moderate and lighteThst one concerns the situation where
the fitness of the organism of a person is impaiféils person is incapable of work or only
able to work in protected work conditions and reiqgj, in order to perform social roles,
permanent or long-term care and help of other peptonnection with inability to live
independently. In the second case — moderate ¢tddability — the person with impaired
fitness of his/her body requires temporary or phtelp of other people in order to fulfil
social roles. In the last case — light level ofbisity — the impaired fithess of body causes
significantly reduction of the ability to performonk (compared to a person with full
physical or mental fitness), but this situation bearcompensated by the use of orthopaedic,
ancillary or technical equipment (Act of 27th Augd®997 On vocational and social
rehabilitation and employment of disabled persams,3 and art. 4.1-4.3.).

2.2. Data sources of material situation of disablegeople and research assumptions

Statistics Poland is the most important sourceatd delated with material situation of
disabled people. In Household Budget Surveys,ipubdl every year there are presented
the data that concern inter alia: average mon#atgipts per capita in households with or
without disabled persons, as well as, the averamghty outgoings per capita in the same
layout. It allows to compare not only the incomd #me expenses, but also savings. In that
source are presented the data of subjective ei@huait material situation of households in
that two types of households. It allows to compary the percentage of households assess
their situation according to a five-grade categesry goodrather good average rather
bad andbad Another, available data, come indirectly from seliold budget surveys, re-
late the risk of poverty in that households. Theymesented in other, separate publications
(Range of economic poverty in PolaBdatistics Poland, Warsaw [every year]). From point
of view of assessing the real income utility itnist possible to do it based on that data.
Those data are collected but not published (nontiiiied, paid data). In the present paper
we used the data from the official publicationseam period from 2010 to 2017 (material
situation of that households and risk of poverty) 2010-2012 (income utilit§;) but also
we cited the results of analysis based on the skopnes (non-identified data - unit data that
do not allow household identification). Years oingsdata are related with their availabil-
ity. In case of material situation the data arerggbut in case of income utility, the authors
used unpublished data came from Statistics Poladdtlee result of analysis conducting
under the project entitled “Study of utility of imme in Polish households and its impact on
the households”.

The aim of the empirical study presented in théclartwas to get answers to the
questions about the differences between matetigdtsin of two groups of household: with
disabled person(s) and without it (them).

5 The choice of time was justified by the framewofkthe implementation of the project entitled:
“Study of utility of income in Polish householdsdits impact on the households” financed with
the Centre for Education and Entrepreneurship Stispawn resources.
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The implementation of the goal formulated in thisyweonditioned the adoption of the
following research hypotheses:

Hi: households without disabled persons achieve hidheel of income than
households with them and they are more likely tstpane the consumption;

H: households with disabled persons conducted their business indicate higher
income levels as just as useful, than disabled lpaspo do not carry out such activities,
which means increasing the so-called inflationdestyle;

Hs: households with disabled persons are more abfiploverty.

Verification of hypotheses, formulated in this wawgs based on data from household
budget surveys from mentioned years, includingidentified data.

2.3. Professional situation of disabled people

The material situation is related with professiosilation of people, it is particularly
evident in the case of people with disabilitiespveltquire this status precisely on the basis
of an assessment of their ability to work and linéependently. In Poland the average co-
efficient of professional activity of people witlsdbilities (PWDs) is more than two times
low than the same coefficient in the group of pgeayho are fully functional (PFFs) (Table
1). A slightly different situation concern unemptognt rate. It is higher in PWDs group
(minimum 1,5 times), but the in-depth analysis ¢adies that PWDs are more often profes-
sionally inactive.

Table 1. The professional activity coefficients andemployment rates among PWDs
and PFFs

The coefficient of professional activity Unempiognt rate
PWDS| PFFS| (oree owbs) (Prrsipwos)| PP PPFS | (PWDs PRFs] (PWDSIPEFS)
2010 25,7 | 71,6 45,9 2,8 158 99 55 1,6
2011 26,3 | 72,1 45,8 2,7 15,5 9,8 57 1,6
2012| 27,5| 72,9 45,4 2,7 16,2 10,8 59 1,6
2013 27,3 | 73,5 46,2 2,7 17,9  10,p 7,4 1,7
2014 27,1 | 74,3 47,2 2,7 16,1 9.7 6,9 1,8
2015| 25,9 | 741 48,2 2,9 130 9,3 3,7 14
2016| 26,8 | 75,2 48,4 2,8 116 6,3 53 1,8
2017| 28,9 | 75,9 47,0 2,6 9,3 5,0 4,3 1,9

Source: own elaboration on the base of Statisti¢afel, quarterly data from thebour Force
Survey(LFS).

An analysis of professional situation of disabledple should to be supported by in-
depth analysis of employment status (in the serisbeting employed or employers)
(Chart 1). In the group of employed PWDs (over thdf thous. people in 2017), the vast
majority of them were hired by the others (86,49201.7). The self-employment and being
employers were not as much popular as being emgsoyidne decision of running their own
business took only 11,3% of PWDs (in 2017) anchis tase the significant decrease is
observed (from 21,3% in 2010). This situation consealso being an owner and hiring
others by PWDs. For that way of earning decided dnb% of PWDs in 2017 (2,5% in
2010).
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Chart 1. The employment status of PWDs in Poland
Source: as in Table 1.

The number of PWDs conducting their own businestépreneurs) is also possible to
calculate on the base of data come from the Statd for Rehabilitation of Disabled People
(Paastwowy Fundusz Rehabilitacji Os6b NiepetnosprawnycRFRON). Based on the
Subsidy and Refund Management System about the euaflbdisabled people running
a business who apply for the refund of social ggcupntributions, it can be said that the
number of PWDs who are entrepreneurs is decreadivgraging annually the data, the
number of PWDs entrepreneurs decreased by almb80 Hersons (between 2010 and
2018) (Table 2 & Chart 2).

Table 2. The number of PWDs entrepreneurs dueettetrel of disability

PWDs Entrepreneurs
considerable moderate light in total
2010 1415,1 8943,2 17 657,8 28 016,0
2011 1667,7 9 835,3 15 869,8 27 372,7
2012 1855,5 10 225,3 12 228,4 24 309,3
2013 19324 10 750,9 10929,3 23612,7
2014 2011,6 11 625,8 10 307,9 239453
2015 2 039,6 12 185,9 9 552,7 23778,2
2016 2038,5 12 759,8 9 284,3 24 082,6
2017 2 056,2 12 959,3 8 945,3 23 960,8
2018* 2013,9 12 707,1 8199,0 22920,0
Note: [2018*] — average number from eleven monthél

Source: own elaboration on the base of SubsidyRefdnd Management System (SODIR)
PFRON
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Available income (with disabled persons)
Available income (without disabled persons)

1800

1600

1400

1200

1000

PLN

800

600

400

200

0

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Chart 3. The amount of average available incpeecapitain households with or without
PWDs

Source: own elaboration on the baseRaihge of economic poverty in PolardAnnexes,
Statistics Poland.

Between 2010 and 2017 the amount of average alailatomeper capitain house-
holds with disabled people was lower than in hoakihwithout PWDs. The average dif-
ference was approx. 270 PLN in analysed time (CBartWhat is worth o underline, the
speed of growth was higher in the households WWDR (115,3% to 112,4% for house-
holds without PWDs). However the nominal level méame was lower in the households
with PWDs. It could be caused by the problem ofitghiio work among the members of
that households. Analysis of source of income (imedrom wage labour, self-employment,
an individual farm in agriculture or social insucarbenefits, and etc.) showed that in house-
holds with PWDs the average level of income whiame from wage labour and self-em-
ployment was almost two or three times higher m tibuseholds without PWDs. On the
other hand — the income came from social insuréeoefits was approx. two times higher
per capitain the households with PWDs.

The average level of expenditures was also hightva households without PWDs than
those in which the disabled people lived. The ayerdifference between those households’
expenditures was almost 200 PLN, so the differem&e not a mirror reflection to the in-
come, but lower (Chart 4). The expenditures in ligpies of households increased, but the
speed of growth was higher in the households wWittbR (109,7% to 107,9% in households
without PWDs).
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Chart 4. The amount of average expenditpecapitain households with or without PWDs

Source: as in Chart 3.
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Source: as in Chart 3.
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The households without PWDs generated the higherage level of savings than the
households with PWDs. The average difference irati@yzed period of time was almost
80 PLN (Chart 5). The speed of growth was not stéad in 2017 significantly increased.
This phenomenon applies to both types of househbidsouseholds with PWDs in 2016,
the speed of growth reached the level of 193,5%r{tiog compared to 2010=100%) and
in 2017 — 236,8%. In the households without PWesgpheed of growth was not so high,
but also significant and it reached in 2016 — 18#&hd in 2017 — 202,3%.

Available income of households with PWDs is conyadower than in the households
without such members. The difference counted a$ 8tal level of income (in all house-
holds) amounts approx. 20,5% in analysed periodh Véference to expenditures is lower
and amounts 18,5%, but the difference between geesanount of savings is the higher
and reaches 29,1% in analysed period of time (Table

Table 3. The income, expenditures and savings a$étwolds with or without PWDs as % of
total income, expenditures and savings for all kbofds type

Available income Expenditures Savings

with PWDs without | with PWDs without | with PWDs without

PWDs PWDs PWDs
2010 82,5 105,1 84,5 104,5 72,5 108,0
2011 83,6 104,9 85,3 104,4 75,4 107,3
2012 82,9 105,1 84,3 104,6 76,2 107,0
2013 83,3 104,8 85,5 104,2 73,5 107,6
2014 84,4 104,4 85,0 104,2 81,6 105,2
2015 84,1 104,4 86,7 103,7 74,8 107,1
2016 85,0 103,9 85,9 103,7 82,3 104,6
2017 85,6 103,5 86,9 103,2 82,0 104,4

Source: as in Chart 3 — own elaboration.

Those differences can suggest thathhestrue, but the final confirmation of it needs
to apply statistical tests. In this purpose we ubednonparametric U Mann-Whitney test
for independent samples (groups) witf0,05. Comparing the mean level of income in both
types of households, the difference between thenetliout to be statistically significant
(p = 0,000793p < o). The mean for the households with PWDs is 113BBN and for
households without them — 1409,75 PLN. On that béhese is no reason to reject a first
part of the hypothesid;. It means that households without disabled peraohigve higher
level of income than households with them. Simutarsly, also the second part of that
hypothesis should be approved, because the diffesdmetween savings in that households
are also statistically significant, so it meand tih@ households without PWDs are more
likely to postpone the consumptiom £ 0,000793p< a).

3.2. Self-assessment of the material situation agatrance to analysis of income utility

Those differences also influences at householdassessment of their material situ-
ation. Based on the Statistics Poland data, coatkenself-assessment of material situation
(five-step scale), the weighted average was couf@art 6). Only in the first year of
analysis, the situation was higher assessed byaheeholds with PWDs. The next editions
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of assessment revealed that the households wifPMdids are much satisfied from their
material situation than those where live PWDs. @ndituation in the first year of analysis
influenced the higher percentage of “rather goa$easment which was declared by 25,8%
of respondents (in next years, this level was andseno more than 15%).

-O- Self-assessment of material situation (with disabled persons)
-0 Self-assessment of material situation (without disabled persons)

70

68

66

64 |

62 1

weighted points

60 r

58 r

56 1

54

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Chart 6. Self-assessment of material situation usbbolds with or without PWDs

Source: as in Chart 3 — own elaboration.

The self-assessment of material situation is cyossthted with utility of income (See:
Szczygiet, 2014). Based on previous analysis caeduoy E. Szczygiet (elaborated with
using of non identified data from households™ budgevey came from Statistics Poland),
it is possible to identify the significant differees between those types of households
(http://problemyspoleczne.edu.pl/index.php/pl/8uakbosci/100-roznice-w-dochodach-i-
ocenie-ich-uzytecznosci-w-gospodarstwach-domowyadbeniepelnosprawnych-i-bez-
niepelnosprawnosci) (Chart 7).
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Chart 7. Differences between assessed income ughgl in households with or without
PWDs (in 2012)

Source: own elaboration on the base of non idextifiata from households™ budget survey —
Statistics Poland.

The difference between the hypothetical level @bme assessed aery badis the
lowest and increases with the transition to thet nexbal assessnsufficient, barely
enough etc. The difference is marked as a dot on thet Ghalrhe range values presented
on the Whiskers diagram mean the hypothetical vafusach income: the lower presents
assessment conducted by households with PWDsjgherh- without PWDs. This regu-
larity is also confirmed by the analysis for praxgoyears. Also, the comparison of the real
income and hypothetical assessment of its utilgtween PWDs and non-PWDs house-
holds conducted their own business approves thereifces. Chart 8 presents the mean
difference of hypothetical income assessment beatwiésabled head of households’ who
conduct their own business and those who do natuain

Similarly, as in chart 7 on chart 8 the range valsg@resented on the Whiskers diagram:
the higher range of difference means the hypothktialue of each income assessed by
self-employed PWDs; the lower — by the other PWIb& difference is marks as the points
for each year. The biggest differences were noted(i1. This year was also significant
in terms of real income: self-employed heads of-RWD households gained the lower
real income than self-employed PWDs. Additionaityneeds to be highlighted that the
real income gained by the households is higher gms®mif-employed (both PWDs in
non-PWDs) in the comparison to those householdsiwiéad does not conduct their own
business. It means, that income from self-employrhas positively affects on the higher
level of material situation.
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Chart 8. Differences between assessed income ugh#l in households of self-employed
PWDs and other types of PWDs households

Source: as in Chart 7 — own elaboration.

Table 4. The results of U Mann-Whitney test fofatiénces between assessment of income
utility in both types of households

Z Adjusted Z p
2010 | Very bad 2,112503 2,135761 0,034644
Insufficient 2,550392 2,563134 0,010761
Barely enough 2,582744 2,594144 0,009802
Good 3,449256 3,471173 0,000562
Very good 4,071433 4,097035 0,000047
2011 | Very bad 5,554565 5,611100 0,000000
Insufficient 7,125654 7,159626 0,000000
Barely enough 7,454441 7,484619 0,000000
Good 7,752904 7,798099 0,000000
Very good 7,775610 7,818169 0,000000
2012 | Very bad 5,696650 5,748353 0,000000
Insufficient 7,028828 7,060138 0,000000
Barely enough 7,666645 7,697150 0,000000
Good 8,562413 8,610030 0,000000
Very good 8,524838 8,573401 0,000000

On bold - statistically significant differences.
Source: own elaboration.
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The results of the above analysis was also confirime using statistical test. After
a comparing the hypothetical level of each incosgeasment by using U Mann-Whitney
test, there is no reason to reject the hypothdsi@able 4). It means that the households
with disabled persons conducted their own busimelsate higher income levels as just as
useful, than disabled people who do not carry oohsctivities. In effect it means increas-
ing the so-called “inflationary lifestyle” (See: &ygiet, Piecuch, 2018).

3.3. Risk of poverty among people with disabilities

Risk of poverty used to be considered with usingpoverty lines below them the
poverty phenomenon appears. In the present pagetsed three, most popular poverty
lines: the subsistence minimum, the relative pgMare and the statutory poverty line (See:
Range of economic poverty in Poland in 202018 — Annex.) Those lines are used by
Statistics Poland in their analysis related witis tbpic. The range values presented on the
Whiskers diagram mean the level of being at risk@ferty in both types of households:
the lower in households with PWDs; the higher -haitt PWDs (Chart 9).

_I_ the subsistence minimum

___ the relative poverty line
~I'_ the statutory poverty line
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Chart 9. Differences between households with mPMWID person and without PWDs in three
values of poverty lines in analysed period (201070

Source: as in Chart 3

The range of differences between the subsistenoémmim in households with and
without PWDs consisted on average 3,5% in the pesfoanalysis. Of course the highest
level of risk of poverty was noted in householdshv®WDs. In the case of the relative
poverty line it was 7,2% and in case of the stajupmverty line — 4,4%.
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Chart 10. Differences between households with miBWID person and without PWDs in
three values of poverty lines (summary)

Source: as in Chart 3.

In order to confirm statistically significant difiences between all three poverty lines
for PWDs and non-PWDs households, we decide toalse U Mann-Whitney test

(Table 5).

Table 5. The results of U Mann-Whitney test forfetiénces between three poverty lines
assessment in both types of households

Poverty line z Adjusted Z P
The subsistence minimum 3,360672 3,363146 0,000778
The relative poverty line 3,360672 3,365625 0,000778
The statutory poverty line 1,890378 1,897367 0,058708

On bold - statistically significant differences.

Source: own elaboration.

The statistically significant difference is obseafver the subsistence minimum and the
relative poverty lineg<a). The difference between the level of poverty tigtween two
analysed types of households (counted as statptwsrty line) is statistically insignificant,
what caused that hypotheskds) for that poverty line should be rejected. Houséfaevith
disabled persons are more at risk of poverty orilgnwve use the subsistence minimum or
relative poverty line.
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4. INCLUSIVE ENTREPRENEURSHIP AS A PART OF INCLUSVE ECONOMY

Inclusive entrepreneurship is a new concept irepnémeurship Generally speaking, it
is a concept of including social groups which axeleded from the labour market, and
more broadly from the capitalist economy, theiuretand active participation in economic
life, in the implementation of various undertakingsot only business — although most
often it concerns economic projects (Wach, 201%xdates equal opportunities for various
social groups in fulfilling their aspirations ancedms, as well as, in the implementation of
various types of enterprises — economic and nonaro@. In other words, it contributes to
equalizing opportunities for entrepreneurship,tst the possibilities resulting from it are
available to all interested persons (Martinez, etlal., 2018)Inclusive entrepreneurship
concerns, i.e.: entrepreneurial activity of womssmiors, young people, people with disa-
bilities, immigrants, various ethnic groups (indhugl national minorities) or unemployed
people(Wach, 2015).Therefore, its beneficiaries could be “weaker papon groups,
which for various reasons have a worse chancerafifuning in society, what often leads
to social exclusionGieslik, 2014). These are people disadvantaged andrieptesented
in terms of entrepreneurship and self-employmerstoime respects (including mentioned
previously groups) (http://www.oecd.org/cfe/leedlirsive-entrepreneurship.htminclu-
sive entrepreneurship offers these individualsthedt families the opportunity to gain eco-
nomic independence and stability, contributes tded@nclusion, giving equal opportunities
to do business. It can also contribute to the emeeof the sense of identity and self-esteem
and have a positive impact on the health of sonwfudigtional persons (ex. disabled)
(Martinez, ed., et al., 2018).

As mention above, inclusive entrepreneurship inedidnter alia, the entrepreneurship
of people with disabilities. Their situation on thbour market is particularly difficult. Due
to various types of dysfunctions, their professi@udivity is, for obvious reasons, at a fairly
low level. The low rate of professional activity péople with disabilities may attracts
a high percentage of those who decide to undeitakigidual business activities. Such
a situation may result from many different reas@se of the most important is probably
the great determination of action and the willingg® provide for a livelihood in a situation
where it is impossible to obtain any work. It is@aworth pointing out different levels of
disability, some (especially in the case of light)not constitute such a big obstacle, espe-
cially to conduct certain types of activity. Largessibilities (qualitatively different) are
also created by the Internet today, which in theead people having, for example, mobility
problems is a great opportunity. It also facilisitedividual (flexible) regulation of working
time, which is extremely important for people wifsabilities, and what is difficult to
achieve in the case of full-time work, even desgligefriendliness and positive attitude of
the employer and the facilities that are legallgted in this group of employees (lik,
2014). Activation of disabled people carried outpast of inclusive entrepreneurship is
a very important aspect of preventing disadvantgusable from social exclusion, with
a particularly difficult situation on the labour rkat.

6 This term was created at the University of Sysacan the basis of a successful entrepreneurship
program for disabled people and those with low ines. The program has identified unique tools
and processes that entrepreneurs must overcomas k& four-level entrepreneurial model, with an
emphasis onsistage, which used self-assessment tools to hgipier entrepreneurs identify and
implement their passions, define strengths and ntiage a business dimension (Shtartinez
(ed.), Malinowska, Radn Ambrogi, Marcus, Szczygiet, 2018).
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Inclusion is a value in itself. It is the drivingrte of innovation, competitiveness and
efficiency, and thus improving the quality of pegpllives. An inclusive system counteracts
exclusion, frees and drives creativity and entneueship by strengthening positive ties
based on a sense of security, trust and commoradlityterest. An inclusive economy is
a system based on as many as possible sovereiggaatparticipants, connected more by
bonds of partnership and conscious interdependgace hierarchy and subordination in
relations between the state - citizen - businesscial groups (Mczynska, Gospodarka
inkluzywna..., https://www.bgk.pl/files/public/Pliki/news/Konfereje_BGK/XII_Konfe-
rencja_BGK...). It means, on the scale of nationanecnies, that way of the economic
growth creation, in which all of citizens partictpaand all of them can enjoy the benefits
of it (Kot, Kraska, 2017).

There is more and more evidence that the inclusidhe socio-economic system is an
indispensable condition for harmonious developmehtile social exclusion (i.e. excessive
inequality) and the non-inclusivity of the systeamtper development and cause crisis. The
fundamental elements of an inclusive socio-econaystem are (Nczynska,Gospodarka
inkluzywna..., https://www.bgk.pl/files/public/Pliki/news/Konfereje_BGK/XII_Konfe-
rencja_BGK...):

« institutions of social inclusion — understood asathievements of civilization, di-
rected at the development and strengthening oétpams; 2) regulations, regarding
among others the issues such as universal sociatiseand health protection, uni-
versal access to education, guaranteed minimum,viisgke union rights, equality,
common goods and other;

« inclusive enterprises — oriented towards optimabaftion of knowledge, innovation
and effective reconciliation of interests in therldmf work, capital and social inter-
est;

« inclusive market — characterized by optimal, sdgiatcepted entry and exit rules; it
is perceived as a guarantor of the contract cylsymmetry of contractors' rights,
including competition protection and consumer right

 inclusive state and law as well as self-governnigstitutions — it is a guarantee of
justice and respect for the law, support for cxétgti innovation, civic initiatives,
development of pro-inclusive institutions and, aystem preventing the creation of
exploitative institutions and preventing inequaktin access to law.

5. CONCLUSION

Economic inclusion, expressing itself in participatin open labour market, seems to
be key factor in improvement of material situatafreach households. This positive effect
is observed clearly, when we analysed the situatamterns two different groups. In pre-
sent paper, we conducted the analysis for housshaiére disabled people live and com-
pare it with the situation of households of fullynttioned people. The obtain results of
empirical study, presented in the article, allowsdo get answers to the questions about
the differences between material situation of that groups of household [with disabled
person(s) and without it (them)]. The effect otistical hypothesis’ verification confirmed
adopted assumptions. In the reference to thehyisothesis ifl1: households without disa-
bled persons achieve higher level of income tharsébolds with them and they are more
likely to postpone the consumption), we could dat the differences refers not only the
income or the savings but also expenditures. Tfierdhce between all three categories
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(for two analysed types of households) is staadlticsignificant. It means that households
without disabled people achieve higher income,izedligher expenditures and — despite
this — achieve higher level of savings. In casiefsecond hypothesid{ households with
disabled persons conducted their own businessatalligher income levels as just as use-
ful, than disabled people who do not carry out sativities, which means increasing the
so-called inflationary lifestyle), based on nonrtied data, we showed that conducting
own business is strictly related with assessindgpédridevels of hypothetical income. This
dependence is observe not only in households of &Vt in other typessée: Szczygiet,
Piecuch, 2016)This observation confirms the inflationary lifelgtythesis of entrepreneurs’
households and allows to think about positive aiééconducting the business on economic
aspiration and — in effect — on the material sitrabf this type of households. In reference
to the third hypothesidz: households with disabled persons are more abfigioverty),
we showed that statistically significant risk ofvyeaty depends on the poverty line. In case
of the subsistence minimum and relative povertg,lihe poverty risk is higher in PWDs’
households, but we cannot say that, based onatafubverty line.

All results allow us to think that economic inclosiexpressing itself by participation
in open labour market, conducting own businessidda improving material situation of
each excluded household. Inclusion should be aan@ntation in thinking about the econ-
omy, because it assumes better, socially justicesscto benefits.
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