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I. INTRODUCTION 

Regardless of its definition and changing role, the 
state plays a very important role in economic policy. 

The question of how much state influence and how 

much free-market operation should there be in the 

economy has been discussed by economists for many 

years and has not been resolved unequivocally. The 

20th century and its complex problems, whether of an 

economic, political, or social nature, have led to 

many countries beginning to restrict economic 

freedom, while increased government expenditure 

has contributed to an increase in the state's share of 

national income. 
 Weaknesses of the market economy were 

revealed by the Great Depression of 1929-1935 when 

the notion of market failure (or its inefficiency or 

defects), which was introduced by C. Launhardt at 

the end of the 19th century [33], and the proposals of 

mercantilists regarding the protection of their own 

markets from foreign competition as well as the 

support of industrialization by the state, became the 

focus of public debate [6]. 

 The increase in state interventionism had its 

theoretical basis -  works by J. M. Keynes who 

believed that the government's task was primarily to 
alleviate crises in a free-market economy - the goal 

that can be achieved by transforming the state into an 

active entity - an investor. Government programs 

were only meant to be an ad hoc measure, covering 

areas where private companies were reluctant to 

engage. These views were also accepted after the war 

when macroeconomic policy, referred to as "fine-

tuning", was given an ability to support the market 

mechanism [6], {47], although there are economists 

who claim that Keynes was in fact opposed to " fine-

tuning" the economy. More on the subject in [45]. 

 There were also other arguments for 

increasing state intervention, such as demands to 
protect workers' rights, increase social security, limit 

negative external effects (mainly in order to protect 

the natural environment), and protect against the 

emergence of monopolies [37]. 

The activities of the state were also to have 

an impact on foreign trade. Although the mercantilist 

views were abandoned, at least officially, a return to 

protectionism has been observed in recent years (a 

more detailed description of these activities can be 

found in [39]), which means that entrepreneurs 

operating on foreign markets are demanding state aid. 

Economic reality is the trade conditions created not 
by free-market but by international contracts that set 

out these conditions as well as an increasing 

influence of international corporations that exert 

pressure on individual countries and thus provoke 

protests from smaller market players. Unfortunately, 

the state does not always take these demands into 

account and sometimes the effects of its actions are 

completely below expectations. 

The aim of this paper is to show, with the 

help of an analysis of professional literature, how the 

government failure contributes to a loss of foreign 
trade efficiency despite the interventions carried out 

in response to market failure, occurring both at the 

national and international level.  

This document is a template.  An electronic copy 

can be downloaded from the conference website.  For 

questions on paper guidelines, please contact the 

conference publications committee as indicated on 

the conference website.  Information about final 

paper submission is available from the conference 

website. 

II. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

State activities in the area of foreign trade have 
already been discussed by A. Smith. He believed that 

protectionism did not bring any benefits because it 

resulted in economic inefficiency and reduction or 

even loss of competitiveness of national enterprises 

protected by the state [23]. It is difficult not to notice 

that this statement is still valid today. A. Smith stated, 

however, that in some cases the state may interfere in 

this area. He accepted countervailing, repressive, and 

fiscal duties, taking into account a threat to defense, 
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domestic production, and jobs posed by foreign 

entities. 

Publication of J.M. Keynes's “The General 

Theory of Employment, Interest and Money” in 1936 

can be considered the beginning of the 
macroeconomic analysis of market failure. It 

indicated the main signs of this phenomenon, i.e. 

inflation and unemployment. Since they exist, it is, 

therefore, necessary to set limits to the use of the 

market mechanism and to seek for solutions to limit 

the negative effects of its imperfections. 

 Interventionism had had a positive impact 

until the end of the 1960s. The first oil crisis in 1972 

undermined the conviction that the state was fully 

effective as an entity capable of eliminating or at 

least mitigating disturbances. The occurrence of 

stagflation and sumoylation, which it could not cope 
with, resulted in the revival of neoliberal concepts. It 

is worth quoting the opinion of M. Friedman who 

said that "all economists - monetarists, Keynesians, 

and all others - recognize that there is such a thing as 

market imperfections" [35]. Therefore, even his 

criticism of state intervention as a threat to individual 

freedom did not mean negation of the phenomenon, 

but demanded the limitation of the role of the 

government, which was to result in higher economic 

growth and stabilization of the economy, although he 

warned that state intervention could not be justified 
only by a need to eliminate market errors, particularly 

that the policy, especially fiscal policy, is not very 

effective due to, on the one hand, a short period of 

operation and, on the other hand, the occurrence of 

the crowding-out effect. He was aware that the 

actions of the state could be wrong so he suggested 

that all decisions should be preceded by a thorough 

analysis of their future economic effects [23]. A 

similar view was expressed by representatives of the 

neoclassical school who demanded a conscious self-

limitation of the state's activities in economic life. 

However, this view was rejected by F. Modigliani as 
being detached from reality [6]. 

 Reflections on the state's inefficiency were 

initiated by G. Stigler at the turn of the 1960s and 

1970s, creating a theory of regulation [12]. It was 

developed within the framework of the new 

institutional economics trend which was based on the 

assumption that persons performing public functions 

are not only guided by the public welfare but also by 

their own interests, for example by substitution of the 

market with bureaucratic institutions, the pursuit of 

their own goals and misallocation of resources. 
However, the government failure is not a sufficient 

reason to completely reject its interference in 

economic processes as modern economies do not 

have the appropriate mechanisms to automatically 

bring them into equilibrium.  

It is worth quoting the research of [26] who 

identified four areas in which the state can, to varying 

degrees and depending on its needs, intervene 

without infringing market rules. They include: 

a) regulation of global demand (short- or long-term), 

b) the sphere of the natural environment of man, 

c) antitrust policy implemented with a view to 

promote and expand internal competition, 

d) industrial policy where the objective is to 
strengthen the competitive position of the economy 

on the world market. 

 Proponents of the active role of the state 

claim that its interventions are necessary despite the 

fact that there are many imperfect government 

programs. Reference [3] noted that the scope of state 

competence should include functions that only the 

government can perform (e.g. taking care of domestic 

money or stabilizing the economy) as well as 

activities that bring greater benefits to the entire 

society than to those directly concerned. Since 

interventionism can now be considered a permanent 
feature of modern market economies [28], correcting 

the operation of the market mechanism requires a 

wise and effective economic policy rather than 

abandoning it altogether [25]. The theoretical 

discussion, therefore, revolves around how many 

interventions are best for the economy, taking into 

account both their costs and benefits. 

 

III. GOVERNMENT FAILURE - OUTLINE OF 

THE PROBLEM 

Government failure can be defined as taking actions 
that weaken the market's ability to effectively allocate 

resources and achieve a state of equilibrium in 

individual markets, which means that government 

failures are the source of market failures [14] that are 

forced in a way which, in turn, may have a reverse 

impact on the governance sphere through broadly 

defined political processes. This definition neglects 

the classic macroeconomic policy of the state (e.g. 

monetary or fiscal) and broadly-defined structural 

policy, i.e. pro-growth impact on the economy, 

paying attention to aspects outside the mainstream of 

state influence. 
According to the economic theory of 

regulation, the errors of the state include [14]: 

a) inability to identify the main groups of entities 

bearing certain costs of regulatory solutions and 

deriving certain benefits from such regulations 

(broadly defined), 

b) inability to predict and estimate the costs and 

benefits of regulation and their distribution among 

groups, considering different time perspectives for 

their emergence, 

c) inability of the state to provide regulatory solutions 
acceptable to all major stakeholder groups, 

d) failure to establish regulatory regimes that prevent 

excessive concentration of the benefits of such 

regulations on a single group of entities, 

e) failure to resolve and mitigate conflicts that may 

arise between legislative bodies and agencies 

responsible for enforcement of regulations, 
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f) making regulatory decisions on the basis of 

conditions of the political cycle or overtly ideological 

considerations rather than on the basis of a fair cost-

benefit analysis of specific arrangements [2], [46], 

[48]. 
There are three main types of relations 

between internal and external structures that 

contribute to government failures in the economy. 

These are markets, connections, and mutual 

influences [36]. The first one concerns the activities 

and influence of international markets (and 

transnational corporations) which, on the one hand, 

impose their conditions and, on the other hand, create 

new opportunities within which the state must 

operate. The second underlines the economic, 

political, and ideological relationships between the 

main domestic groups and strong foreign (broadly-
defined) entities. The third focuses on a strong 

relationship between these entities and national 

governments. Activities and policies regarding the 

economy (and not only) of the state are often a result 

of these factors and therefore they cannot fully create 

solutions that contribute to the development of 

foreign trade. 

IV. GOVERNMENT FAILURE AREAS 

Government failures result from a number of 

specific characteristics outside the market. The most 

general division was presented by [10]. According to 
him, regulations introduced by the government may 

be: 

(a) too specific, 

(b) too broad, 

(c) arbitrary, 

(d) contrary to what was previously introduced. 

 The result of these errors is ineffectiveness 

and sometimes even harmfulness of the introduced 

regulations. Too detailed rules make it impossible to 

respond flexibly to a changing situation in the 

economy, too broad rules allow for such 

interpretations which may turn out to be harmful, and 
arbitrary rules increase economic uncertainty as a 

result of limiting people's rights to make independent 

decisions in the face of the situation which may be 

particularly acute in foreign trade conditions. 

Reference [38] claims that there are four 

main causes of failure. These are: 

a) a limited amount of information provided by the 

state, 

b) incomplete control over the operation of private 

markets, 

c) limited control over the bureaucracy system, 
d) political constraints, i.e. ones whose 

implementation depends on political decisions. 

 The author draws attention to the key role of 

the influence of information limitations on the 

decisions taken by the state, which results in their 

low effectiveness. Reference [30] further analyzed 

this issue by studying the problem of information 

economics. Incomplete access to information about 

the creation of the social and economic reality, which 

should be public knowledge, shows that the state is 

failing, consciously or not [34]. It is worth 

mentioning the development of technology that has 

enabled broader and cheaper access to information, 
which may translate into improved efficiency of state 

actions. However, taking into account the unequal 

opportunities of entities (especially households) to 

access it, the state faces a new challenge - creating 

conditions to eliminate the effects of new negative 

processes arising from this exclusion. This means 

that each solved problem resulting from one of the 

imperfections is replaced by several others, for 

example, connected to the quality of information and 

the costs of its selection. 

Reference [49] distinguished five main 

sources of failures: 
a) a difference between costs and revenues of the 

state - growing and unnecessary costs. 

In the case of state economic activities, the 

relationship between a price and costs is often 

distorted because state revenues are generated mainly 

by taxes and other sources unrelated to the economic 

activity of the entity, such as customs duties or 

payments from the NBP profit. This means that 

resources are often misallocated and that this is an 

increasing trend, which is reflected in a lack of 

financial resources in areas that could contribute to 
faster economic growth. 

The source of this government failure lies in 

its social activities which consume large amounts of 

money and are difficult to reduce. Some measures 

may be taken, such as shortening the duration of 

studies or reducing the duration of unemployment 

benefits, but they are not very effective, and activities 

aimed at introducing sustainability measures require 

time and a change in social mentality, the latter being 

impossible. 

b) internationalisation and organisational objectives. 

For state agencies, in order to carry out their 
activities effectively, certain standards must be 

fulfilled. Their requirements are growing mainly due 

to internal problems connected with everyday 

functioning: management, evaluation of employees, 

promotion, activities of subordinate units. 

Development of new standards takes time, which is a 

rapidly changing reality that can be difficult, and new 

solutions are not always adequate to emerging 

problems. Besides, they are expensive. As mentioned 

above, the state may often lack the resources to 

implement them, which means further delays in 
economic growth, also in the development of foreign 

trade. 

c) development of specialized agencies. 

This element is influenced by several factors, 

including those related to cost increases. Firstly, it 

sometimes seems that it is necessary to create new, 

specialized units, even within existing organizations, 

which means that their financial resources need to be 

increased. As this money comes from the state budget, 
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in simple terms, it involves the transfer of funds that 

could be allocated to activities that directly translate 

into economic development. This does not mean, of 

course, that any such action is bad - many of them 

have positive effects but in the long run. Secondly, 
technological progress should not be forgotten. The 

introduction of new technologies, apart from 

accounting costs, is also connected with delays linked 

to the initial unreliability of newly introduced 

systems as well as to problems of users who are not 

always able to use them properly from the very 

beginning. This leads to errors and sometimes results 

in a need to complete documents several times, which 

means delays for entrepreneurs. Thirdly, acquisition 

and control of information are particularly important 

for foreign policy agencies, because the existing 

restrictions in this area already reduce the possibility 
of any reductions in, for example, budget expenditure 

or delay technological change. 

d) external factors 

State interventionism, aiming at correcting 

market failures, can have unforeseen external effects, 

often in areas distant from those affected by the 

measure. They are also difficult to predict because 

the consequences of a policy may not necessarily 

manifest themselves in the country. An example is 

the reduced emission of carbon dioxide, the effects of 

which are felt on a global scale. The lack of 
compliance of other countries does not have any 

negative consequences for them as there are no 

appropriate means of exerting pressure but in the 

long term, this has an effect on the health of the 

global population. Countries that have adopted such 

regulations are not protected against the 

consequences of the lack of similar measures in other 

countries, and for manufacturers of products adapted 

to new technologies, this means higher costs and less 

competitiveness in foreign markets. 

e) inequality of broadly-defined distribution. 

It results from the fact that the activities 
connected with distribution are performed by many 

people and it is impossible to respond the same way 

in every situation. It depends on the interpretation of 

legal regulations, administrative procedures, the flow 

of information, and the activities of other institutions. 

Centralizing these activities would mean a huge 

increase in response time and, in practice, paralysis 

of a given administrative unit, which would also 

translate into lower economic development. 

 The areas in which the state is not efficient 

have also been noticed by representatives of the new 
institutional economics. These are as follows [23]: 

a) poor quality of institutions, 

b) inefficient bureaucracy caused by officials taking 

more care of their own interests than the public 

interest, 

c) asymmetry of information between politicians and 

officials (a problem that was already recognized in 

the 1970s), 

d) absence of a uniform objective for the activity due 

to the existence of groups representing different 

interests and exerting pressure on the state, 

e) imperfect legal regulations. 

 Each of these areas more or less concerns 
foreign trade as they affect the quality of its 

conditions. 

It should be noted that state organizations 

may also be a source of resistance to change or 

innovation as the latter suggests that new adaptation 

initiatives depend heavily on the ability of state-

related factors to play a central role in driving 

entrepreneurship [36], being able to inhibit or support 

it. 

Other sources of inefficiency were noticed 

by [53]. According to them, the reasons for failure lie 

in the fact that the state is one of the institutions 
dealing with both the economy and politics. They 

mention the following problems: 

a) the effectiveness of government intervention 

depends on government access to information 

necessary for political decision-making, but there is 

no guarantee that these sources of information are 

sufficient (and fully reliable), 

b) the main triggers of tensions are spread due to 

transformations in measurement methods and new 

factors observed within the public sector (such as 

emerging rent-seeking [1], not previously associated 
with state activity), 

c) pressure from organized interest groups which may 

undermine the effectiveness of state influence, 

d) existence of specific administrative costs of 

government interventions which are often ignored, 

e) since many forms of state intervention are based 

on monopoly arrangements, their effectiveness may 

be reduced by a lack of competition, i.e. a kind of 

“indolence” and not necessarily choosing the best 

solution, 

f) although the effectiveness of state influence 

depends on the voluntary cooperation of public 
entities, expectations as to their actual involvement 

may be the cause of weakness and government 

interventions may unintentionally reveal strategic 

responses contrary to those expected, 

g) many forms of state interference, such as subsidies, 

support, or public guarantees, require public 

resources, but their financial sustainability is not 

guaranteed and may sometimes have less or 

completely different effects than expected. 

 The list of these factors could also include 

corruption and specific problems in individual 
markets. 

 The above review shows that the 

government's failure affects virtually every sphere of 

its activity, but this does not mean that its impact on 

the economy should be completely marginalized. As 

previously shown in the review of historical views, 

the total absence of active state measures may also 

have harmful economic effects (their detailed 

analysis goes beyond the scope of this paper); 
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however, the costs of market functioning and state 

intervention must be examined and compared in each 

case since the task of the latter is not to directly 

control the economy but to create framework 

conditions for private entities to operate [6].  
 

V. GOVERNMENT FAILURE IN THE AREA OF 

FOREIGN TRADE 

State intervention in the area of foreign trade 

primarily involves a trade policy. This means 

exerting impact on the exchange of goods in order to 

shape it in the most optimal way, i.e. impact on the 

volume and structure of imports and exports, the 

trade balance, or efficiency. Assistance is provided to 

achieve partial objectives, such as an increase in 

export, reduction of import, the balance of payments, 

improvement of the trade structure, increase in the 
share of a country in the world trade exchange, 

entering new markets, or attracting foreign direct 

investments. 

The European Union has a common 

commercial policy. Its principles are set out in 

Articles 206 to 207 of the Treaty on the Functioning 

of the European Union. The first one formulates the 

basic objectives of the harmonious development of 

world trade and the liberalization of international 

economic relations, while the latter describes the 

practical aspects of conducting a common 
commercial policy. It says that: “The common 

commercial policy shall be based on uniform 

principles, particularly with regard to changes in 

tariff rates, the conclusion of tariff and trade 

agreements relating to trade in goods and services, 

and the commercial aspects of intellectual property, 

foreign direct investment, the achievement of 

uniformity in measures of liberalization, export 

policy and measures to protect trade such as those to 

be taken in the event of dumping or subsidies”  [43]. 

Trade policy instruments may be classified 

differently. The most commonly used classification 
includes tariff and non-tariff barriers with direct and 

indirect ones among the latter. The purpose of direct 

instruments is to protect the domestic market and to 

strengthen the position of domestic producers against 

foreign suppliers, both on the internal and global 

market, whereas indirect measures become secondary 

barriers to trade as a result of actions taken by the 

state to meet domestic needs [42]. 

It is worth noting that the economic collapse 

has caused many researchers, observing growing 

tendencies of individual countries to protect their 
own markets, to start defining protectionism in a 

different manner [7], [21]. It is now seen as a foreign 

exchange restriction, such as tariffs, quotas, import 

bans, and export taxes. Compared to the pre-crisis 

period, the role of these restrictions is growing when 

such instruments as government purchases, technical 

standards, public procurement, and requirements for 

priority in domestic product purchases played a 

greater role [21], [13], [4].  

Many barriers are internal restraints that 

compromise or hinder trade. These may include 

technical difficulties for trade, administrative 
regulations on public procurement, export subsidies, 

sanitary and phytosanitary regulations or restrictions 

related to environmental activities, and many others.1 

In December 2013, WTO members adopted 

the so-called Bali Package, the first global agreement 

of the Doha Round. The commitment was made to 

simplify major procedures such as import processes 

concerning shipment by sea, the introduction of 

electronic documentation and payments, prior 

transfer of ownership of goods to the customer with 

all the resulting burdens "to reduce the scope and 

impact of import, export and transit formalities and to 
reduce and simplify documentation requirements in 

these areas" [50]. All these administrative procedures 

generate costs and reduce the competitiveness of the 

products sold. Reference [16] built a model to 

measure losses caused by the above barriers. They 

took into account the preparation of documentation, 

customs formalities, delivery to the port and terminal, 

and transit through the port to the destination. Their 

studies show that a 50% reduction in freight costs 

corresponds to a 9% reduction in tariff charges, 

which explains why trade within FTAs is greater than 
outside FTAs. 

The financial crisis that began in 2007 

brought about a collapse in world foreign trade. It has 

also been felt in the European Union, causing a slow 

decline in the competitiveness of this group of 

countries. In order to defend themselves against this, 

both the EU as a whole and some member states 

separately began to introduce various types of 

protective barriers, mainly of the non-tariff nature. 

These measures were the most restrictive compared 

to other groups such as NAFTA and the BRICS 

countries. The number of trade-obstructing 
regulations introduced between 2008 and 2013 was 

292, while the number of regulations facilitating or 

being neutral to trade was only 49 [44]. Many of 

them also made intra-EU trade more difficult, 

affecting the EU member states most involved in 

trade, such as Germany, France, Belgium, the United 

Kingdom, and Italy, which is contrary to the idea of 

free trade and de facto restricts the liberalization 

provisions introduced previously. This means that, 

despite the previous arrangements, the state has no 

influence on other countries to provide exporters with 
more favorable conditions for trade. 

                                                
1 For example, state aid, trade finance, export subsidies, 

investment support, local requirements and regulations, 
non-tariff barriers, state aid, state enterprises, migration 

restrictions, other service sector restrictions, state trading 
enterprises, import subsidies, protection of intellectual 
property [15] 
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It is worth recalling the relevant rules of the 

Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union [9]. 

Article 30 states that import and export duties or 

charges having equivalent effect shall be prohibited 

between member states and that this prohibition shall 
also cover duties of a fiscal nature. The same applies 

to quantitative restrictions on imports and exports 

(Articles 34 and 35). It should be noted, however, 

that the next article, as it were, abolishes the previous 

ones, giving the possibility of introducing certain 

protectionist measures, stating that they do not 

“preclude the application of import, export or transit 

restrictions justified on grounds of public morality, 

public policy or public security; the protection of 

health and life of humans, animals or plants; the 

protection of national treasures possessing artistic, 

historic or archaeological value; or the protection of 
industrial and commercial property. Such 

prohibitions and restrictions should not, however, 

constitute a means of arbitrary discrimination or a 

disguised restriction on trade between member 

states”. In the years 2008-2013, as many as 289 non-

tariff restrictions were introduced and only 3 tariff 

ones constitute only about 1% of all the barriers [44]. 

This means that protectionism is increasing more or 

less latent, not only in intra-EU trade but is a global 

trend, which will result in a further loss of 

competitiveness. 
The state also fails to increase trade with 

developing countries. Exporters mainly focus on 

trade with highly developed countries (86.4% in 

exports, 67.4% in imports in 2017, most of which are 

trade with EU countries), while the future potential 

lies in trade with countries that are now developing 

economically [29]. There are no appropriate 

incentives and facilitation; many entrepreneurs are 

not aware of opportunities offered by the state in 

these areas. 

The Ministry of Investment and 

Development is primarily responsible for the 
economic development and growth of foreign trade. 

It shall establish responsible entities or delegate 

appropriate tasks to those that already exist. Two 

groups of institutions can be distinguished here [19]. 

The first group consists of those whose task is to 

provide substantive assistance. These are: 

a) Foreign Trade Offices of the Polish Investment 

and Trade Agency - their tasks are: to support exports 

and investments of Polish enterprises on foreign 

markets and to attract investors to Poland, 

b) Sector Promotion Programmes - participation in 
these programs helps entrepreneurs expand into new 

prospective markets outside the European Union, 

often distant and costly, which have not been chosen 

by entrepreneurs so far due to existing risk and costs. 

On most of them, promotional activities of Polish 

entrepreneurs are to be supplemented with 

information and media activities, 

c) Foreign Trade Offices (ZBH) of the Polish 

Investment and Trade Agency is a network of 

agencies whose task is to support the export and 

investment of Polish companies on foreign markets 

and to attract investors to our country, 

d) The Polish Development Fund, i.e. a group of 

financial and advisory institutions meant for 
entrepreneurs, local governments, and private persons 

that invest in the sustainable social and economic 

development of the country, 

e) The Polish Agency for Enterprise Development 

which is involved in the implementation of national 

and international projects financed with the use of 

structural funds, state budget, and multiannual 

programs of the European Commission, 

f) National Centre for Research and Development 

where strategic research programs are developed, 

serving the social and economic development of 

Poland, 
g) Investor and Exporter Assistance Centres (COIE) 

that provide exporters with substantive support. 

There are 15 units providing free of charge 

information services, in various forms, to 

entrepreneurs, 

h) The Polish Chamber of Commerce that cooperates 

with the government (accompanying business 

delegations of representatives of the Ministry of the 

Interior and Administration and the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs) and government agencies (PAIiIZ, 

PARP, ARR) as part of the implementation of 
international projects,  

i) Association of Polish Exporters, 

j) The Polish Chamber of Commerce of Importers, 

Exporters, and Cooperation, representing the interests 

of companies operating in these areas. 

 The second group consists of institutions 

that offer financial support and include: 

a) Bank Gospodarstwa Krajowego (The Domestic 

Holding Bank) - a state-owned development bank 

that participates in financing the largest 

infrastructural investments and stimulates the 

development of enterprises in Poland and on foreign 
markets, 

b) The Export Credit Insurance Corporation (KUKE) 

which insures commercial transactions of Polish 

entrepreneurs and offers services that ensure safe 

trade both in Poland and abroad. It focuses on the 

insurance of receivables from the sale of goods and 

services with deferred payment dates as well as on 

granting insurance guarantees. As the only insurer in 

Poland, it has the right to offer export insurance 

guaranteed by the State Treasury which ensures 

security in trade on the markets of higher political 
risk. KUKE is the only Polish insurance company 

that insures long-term export investment projects 

financed with loans with a repayment term of two or 

more years, 

c) Polish Development Fund (PFR), as a state capital 

group, mainly offers support for export and 

entrepreneurship as well as consultancy and 

promotion services for Polish companies on 

international markets. The main program 
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implemented by the PFR Group in the field of export 

support is the De Minimis Guarantee for small and 

medium-sized enterprises, 

d) The Ministry of Finance which is responsible for 

granting government loans to finance supplies from 
Poland, 

e) Regional Financing Institutions that are regional 

partners of the PARP and cooperate in the 

implementation of programs addressed to micro, 

small and medium enterprises. 

 On 1 January 2017, the Polish Investment 

and Trade Agency was established which is to 

combine already existing resources and pro-export, 

pro-investment, and promotional opportunities. It is 

responsible for creating export and foreign 

investment support strategies, implementing the 

promotional policy of the Polish economy, 
developing consultancy services for exporters, and 

developing the export scale. In addition, the 

liquidated Trade and Investment Promotion 

Departments are replaced by Trade Offices whose 

task is to better meet the needs of exporters [17], 

especially on "prospective non-European markets" 

(such as Algeria, India, Iran, Mexico, and Vietnam) 

to be supported by intensified promotional programs, 

partly based on existing good practices (e.g. 

participation in Expo) [31]. Moreover, the Ministry 

of Investment and Development has launched (or 
plans to launch) promotion projects for selected 12 

industries and an online information campaign 

devoted, among others, to promote the Brand of the 

Polish Economy whose aim is to build a positive 

image of our country abroad [18]. All these measures 

will only be successful if the entrepreneurs want to 

take advantage of them. For many years, research 

conducted by the IBRKK showed, among others, 

little knowledge of particular support instruments, 

especially institutional ones. The problem of little use 

of available support funds by entrepreneurs is 

discussed in more detail in, among others, [40]. This 
was confirmed by studies carried out by the Poznań 

University of Economics. They show that about 30% 

of the respondents used state support instruments 

(although this situation is similar in other countries). 

Exporters relied more on their own experience, 

customers, or information from the Internet. Many 

companies did not even know that the largest state 

institutions (Export Promotion Portal, embassies, 

PARP) might be helpful in their international 

activities [5]. This means the government's failure in 

the field of foreign trade. 
 The effectiveness of newly established 

institutions may be limited by a number of factors, 

which will prevent them from effectively improving 

their foreign trade situation. The reasons for these 

limitations, most frequently occurring in many (not 

only Polish) institutions that promote export, are 

unfavorable external conditions (the aforementioned 

tendencies of partners to protect their own markets), 

lack of information among entrepreneurs about the 

possibilities of benefiting from aid, too much 

bureaucracy, errors in management or too broad 

competences of institutions. There is also a lack of 

what can be described as economic diplomacy, i.e. a 

lack of understanding among politicians that they are 
essential for the establishment of a large part of trade 

relations [8]. 

The WTO lists more than 12 000 non-tariff 

barriers. These include, inter alia, import licenses, 

quantitative restrictions, additional technical or 

phytosanitary requirements. As mentioned above, 

they are regularly used in the mutual exchange of EU 

member states and these restrictions are also 

encountered by Polish companies. One way is, for 

example, questioning the quality and safety of a 

product or conducting press campaigns against 

products from a given country [20]. In this case, the 
state is not in a position to carry out effective 

counteraction because such behaviors can be changed 

and introduced in a free and irregular manner; in the 

case of perishable products, such as food, it becomes 

difficult to prove that they are illegitimate. 

The introduction of new barriers is 

becoming more and more frequent. WTO data show 

that between mid-October 2017 and mid-May 2018, 

the G20 countries introduced 39 new trade 

restrictions, twice as many as in the previous 

corresponding period, and this was not the end of 
such practices [51]. Other countries can counteract 

this in a similar way, but in the long run, it can lead 

to trade wars and it is not in the interests of most 

countries to do so. There is also no answer to the 

question of how one can effectively defend one's own 

economic entities against the effects of similar 

actions. 

The frequency dependence of a given 

country on the exchange with one dominant partner 

(in the case of Poland, it is Germany) is also worth 

noting. It is not bad in itself, but problems can arise 

when the main partner is in crisis or makes 
regulations that restrict trade. As far as Poland is 

concerned, the problem is becoming more and more 

real. The importance of Germany is growing – the 

export to this country accounted for 27.5% of total 

sales in 2017, with 23.1% regarding import [11]. If 

there are difficulties on that side, this will mean 

serious problems for our country's trade balance and 

economy. 

However, as mentioned above, a state is not 

in a position to force exporters and importers to 

change this situation. Incentives to diversify trade are 
not coercive measures. It is also not surprising that 

companies themselves do not take on more risk while 

looking for partners in markets other than the closest 

and proven markets. The state cannot (and it would 

not make sense to) oppose trade-worthy factors such 

as cultural and geographical proximity.  

However, other factors are also at stake, 

such as the exchange rate and the competitiveness of 

Polish products. A detailed analysis of this issue 
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would go beyond the scope of this paper, but it 

should be mentioned that the Polish economy is 

characterized by high cost-price competitiveness and 

low non-price competitiveness. This means a strong 

concentration on the nearest markets and relatively 
low flexibility of Polish exports in relation to 

geographical distance [24]. Theoretically, the state 

could help exporters by introducing a fixed exchange 

rate that would benefit them but this, in turn, would 

have much broader consequences for the whole 

economy which are not the subject of this paper. 

The above considerations show that the 

state’s support for economic development through 

the increase of exports encounters many difficulties. 

These are due to several factors. Firstly, an increase 

in exports requires activation of systemic incentives 

such as subsidies for which funds from the state 
budget are needed. This is not always a sufficient 

amount. Secondly, as has already been mentioned, 

this could be retaliated against by foreign partners. 

Thirdly, export support can be perceived as a 

dependence of the economy on foreign markets [27]. 

It is difficult to agree with the latter factor - today 

there are few countries that could run an autarkic 

economy, although there are periods of time, 

especially while implementing intensive changes 

when such dependence is even a typical stage of 

development. The price is the growing sensitivity to 
changes in the global market situation and frequent 

dependence on external capital injections. However, 

an exchange, to a greater or lesser extent, is now 

necessary. In addition, there are small economies, 

such as Iceland and Malta, for which foreign trade, 

and especially the export of services, is a necessity 

for them to develop and, thereby, to obtain funds to 

cover the growing imports. However, a discussion on 

the topic extends the scope of this paper. 

Forms of financial support for enterprises 

may be various types of relief and fiscal facilitations. 

On the one hand, they are beneficial to specific 
entities, but on the other hand, in the short term, they 

reduce budget revenues and thus reduce the financial 

potential for other forms of support. There's a vicious 

circle. 

An example of an agreement, whose 

potential effects are assessed in two ways, is the TFA 

agreement which entered into force in 2017. It aims 

to simplify and clarify international import and 

export procedures, customs formalities, and transit 

requirements. On the one hand, this is to facilitate 

trade, but on the other hand, it is pointed out that poor 
countries tend to need to stabilize local markets so 

that they can develop. However, this agreement also 

allows countries such as Chad to export products, 

thereby earning and creating new jobs, but it should 

not be forgotten that these facilities will benefit 

multinational corporations in particular and their 

profits will be the greatest [32]. Therefore, on the one 

hand, signing such an agreement will make things 

easier for businesses, but on the other hand, it will 

increase competition from the giants which the state 

cannot prevent without imposing additional 

restrictions and this creates another vicious circle. 

Reference [41] writes: “There is much 

empirical evidence to suggest that a large part of 
public expenditure “supports” the middle class. At 

the same time, the middle class also accounts for a 

large part of the tax “burden” imposed by the state. In 

other words, the state taxes the middle class with one 

hand and subsidizes it with the other. Thus, it 

becomes a classical intermediary. The consequence 

of such a fiscal “idle run” is not only the creation of 

negative incentives on the taxation and expenditure 

side but also a significant reduction in economic 

freedom of the affected citizens and - most likely - a 

slowdown in economic growth in the long run”. 

The above reasoning can be applied to 
enterprises active in the field of foreign trade. It 

means additional delays in their development and 

slower GDP growth. Even when the state creates 

opportunities for some form of aid (subsidies, grants, 

or tax reductions for exporters), this causes additional 

difficulties and delays which can, in extreme cases, 

lead to abandonment or reduction of export activity. 

Therefore, we can fully agree with the proposals of 

the new institutional economy which suggests that 

the role of the state should be to reduce uncertainty, 

risk, and transaction costs incurred by entities 
operating in the economy, i.e. to create conditions for 

stability in the broad sense of the term. 

There are several problems here. First of all, 

the state should pursue a good economic policy, 

favoring a change in the structure of production to a 

more modern one. This should apply not only to 

companies that are focused on exporting their goods 

but to all areas 2 . Secondly, there is often no or 

insufficiently developed infrastructure. This causes, 

for example, delays and difficulties in transport, 

which is also a disincentive. The third problem refers 

to external conditions such as the lack of a clear 
export support policy. The fourth problem is a 

frequently low awareness of exporters themselves 

who do not know certain market mechanisms, such as 

the existence of exchange rate risk. The state could 

help by setting up appropriate information websites 

on the Internet or organizing training courses. 

VI. CONCLUSIONS 

Several conclusions can be drawn from the 

above analysis. The first thing that comes to mind 

while reading theoretical materials is that they mainly 

focus on the effects of government failure within the 
country without an analysis on a wider, international 

scale. Only by looking at selected types of research 

will it be possible to extend the research to 

international areas, as in the case, for example, of 

                                                
2 This raises the wider problem of under-financing of 

research and low cooperation between research institutions 

and businesses which also lack financial capacity.  
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foreign trade. Therefore, it seems that in the 

conditions of increasing globalization and 

interdependence of individual economies, it would be 

worthwhile to develop research on the types and 

effects of state failure on an international scale. 
The second conclusion concerns the use of 

existing state aid instruments. Research in this field 

shows that, even if it triggers some form of support 

(particularly institutional support), many companies 

do not use it for various reasons, often relying on 

informal and occasional methods of collecting market 

information, which affects effective delivery. Over 

71% of respondents surveyed by Bibby Financial 

Services search for detailed data on the Internet on 

their own and only 20% gain information through 

direct meetings at trade fairs. Slightly fewer 

respondents, i.e. 19%, obtain data thanks to the 
activity of local industry chambers and associations, 

and over 17% of respondents use local business 

intelligence services [52]. 

The state's imperfection also results from the 

lack of a uniform objective of its functioning as a 

regulator of economic behavior as there are various 

possibilities of exerting pressure on the achievement 

of certain regulatory objectives, in particular, due to 

unequal access to information and its asymmetry in 

the system: state authorities and private economic 

operators. Public regulation is aimed at improving the 
functioning of the economy. Unfortunately, there is 

often no coordination between economic policy and 

export development strategy were too much 

bureaucracy can be seen and elements of official 

pragmatism dominate instead of a business approach. 

An important factor here would be a greater impact 

of the business environment on the functioning of 

agencies that support the development of foreign 

trade.  

Other failings also arise due to the 

impossibility of forcing companies to diversify their 

trade, as mentioned while discussing the exchange 
problem with Germany. Although differentiation 

would be desirable, it is impossible and pointless to 

break the ties between the closest partners for fear of 

possible future crises. The only possibility here 

remains indirect impact by creating wider incentives 

to diversify exchanges, but it is uncertain whether 

this will be effective. 

The Export Credit Insurance Corporation 

(KUKE), which supports export expansion, points 

out that Asian markets, where sales are constantly 

growing, offer great potential. However, the available 
opportunities are still not being fully utilized - 

according to KUKE estimates, the share of this 

region in the value of Polish exports was about 5.7% 

in 2017 [22]. Therefore, a series of educational 

conferences was launched to present opportunities for 

expansion and instruments that support export 

undertakings. 

Inappropriate allocation of funds may also 

result in postponement of regulations contributing to 

economic development. If the government has no 

money to support pro-export activity (for example by 

providing cheaper loans to enable companies to 

develop such activity), this means that the 

development of this area of the economy will be 
delayed and GDP will grow more slowly. 

The existence of government failure does 

not mean that its foreign trade activities should be 

abandoned altogether; it also plays a very useful role 

in negotiating and establishing general conditions at 

state levels that could not be negotiated by individual 

companies or even their groups. 

 Unfortunately, it is impossible to solve all 

the problems - eliminated ones are replaced by new 

ones resulting from social and technological 

development, hence the difficulties of the state in 

offering assistance to entrepreneurs who encounter 
such barriers in the countries to which they intend to 

sell their goods, or when a given country, in which 

export activity is already carried out, introduces new 

restrictions. However, it is worth trying to keep the 

level of failure as low as possible. 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] Acemoglu D., Verdier T., The Choice Between Market 

Failures and Corruption, American Economic Review,  (2000) 

194–211 

[2] Acocella N., Zasady polityki gospodarczej. Wartości i 

metody analizy, Warszawa, PWN, (2002) 355 

[3] Balcerowicz L., „Fundamenty i nonsensy, Gazeta Wyborcza, 

07 (1993) 3-4 

[4] Baldwin R., Evenett S. J., Beggar-the-neighbour policies 

during the crisis-era, causes, constrains and lessons for 

maintaining open borders, Oxford Review of Economic 

Policy, 28(2) (2012) 

[5] Bartosik-Purgat M., Mruk H., Schroeder J., „Wykorzystanie 

instytucjonalnych źródeł informacji w działalności polskich 

eksporterów, Marketing i Rynek,  7 (2013) 18-21 

[6] Bochenek M., „Bruno S. Frey i Joseph E. Stiglitz o 

zawodności państwa i zawodności rynku, Ekonomia i Prawo, 

Toruń, Wydawnictwo Naukowe UMK,  (2010) 37-38, 72, 73, 

83 

[7] Bown Ch. P., Crowley M. A., Import protection, business 

cycles and exchange rates, Evidence from the Great 

Recession, Journal of International Economics,  90 (2012). 

[8] Bryła E., „Polski eksport słabo rośnie. W handlu żywnością  

coraz większy import, Gazeta Wyborcza, (2017) 

[9] Consolidated version of the Treaty on the Functioning of the 

European Union, (2012), [online] available, 

http,//oide.sejm.gov.pl/oide/index.php?option=com_content

&view=article&id=14804&Itemid=946#3.2.3, 23 Oct 2018 

[10] Dolfsma W., Government failures – four types, Journal of 

Economic Issues,  XLV(3) (2011) 597 – 599 

[11] Eksport rośnie, ale bilans mamy coraz gorszy. Niemcy coraz 

ważniejsi dla Polski, Money.pl, [online] available, 

https,//www.money.pl/gospodarka/unia-

europejska/wiadomosci/artykul/eksport-rosnie-ale-bilans-

mamy-coraz-gorszy,116,0,2412660.html, 

[12] Encyklopedia PWN, [online], available, 

https,//encyklopedia.pwn.pl/haslo/niesprawnosci-

panstwa;3947517.html 

[13] Evenett S.J., Vines D., Crisis-era protectionism and the 

multilateral governance of trade, an assessment, Oxford 

Review of Economic Policy, 28(2)  (2012)  

[14] Fiedor B., „Błędy rynku a błędy państwa – regulacja 

rynkowa versus regulacja publiczna, Ekonomista, 2 (2013) 

192-196 



Ewa Szymanik / IJEMS, 6(9), 73 - 82, 2019 

 

 

82 

 

[15] Global Trade Alert database, [online], available, 

http,//www.globaltradealert.org 

[16] Hornok C., Koren M., Administrative barriers to trade, 

Journal of International Economics, 96 (2015). 

[17] https,//www.mr.gov.pl/strony/aktualnosci/program-

wspierania-ekspansji-miedzynarodowej-polskich-

przedsiebiorstw, information of 6.09.2016 

[18] https,//www.mr.gov.pl/strony/zadania/wspolpraca-

miedzynarodowa/wspolpraca-gospodarcza/promocja-

eksportu/#Branżowe Programy Promocji 

[19] https,//www.trade.gov.pl 

[20] Jóźwik T., „Wolny handel na papierze? Oto bariery, na które 

trafiają polskie firmy za granicą, Forsal.pl, (2017), [online], 

available, http,//forsal.pl/artykuly/1078938,wolny-handel-na-

papierze-oto-bariery-na-ktore-trafiaja-polskie-firmy-za-

granica.html 

[21] Kee H. L., Neagu C., Nicita A., Is protectionism on the rise? 

Assessing national trade policies during the crisis of 2008, 

The Review of Economics and Statistics, (2013) 

[22] KUKE, Polski eksport do Azji wzrósł o 341 proc. w ciągu 

ostatnich 13 lat, Forsal.pl, [online]’ available, 

http,//forsal.pl/artykuly/1118197,kuke-polski-eksport-do-azji-

wzrosl-o-341-proc-w-ciagu-ostatnich-13-lat.html 

[23] Kundera E., „Państwo w gospodarce w ujęciu doktryny 

liberalnej, in, ed. U. Kalina – Prasznic, Państwo i rynek. 

Obszary zawodności, Wrocław, Gaskor, (2011) 24–25 37-38 

42-48. 

[24] Kuziemska-Pawlak K., Mućk J., „Polski eksport rośnie dzięki 

niskim kosztom, Obserwator Finansowy, (2018),  [online], 

available,  https,//www.obserwatorfinansowy.pl/forma/rotato

r/polski-eksport-rosnie-dzieki-niskim-kosztom/ 

[25] Leszek P., „Koncepcje zawodności rynku, teoria a 

rzeczywistość, Equilibrium, Toruń, Wydawnictwo UMK, Nr 

1 (4) (2010) 10. 

[26] Lipowski A., „Funkcje państwa w kierowaniu procesami 

rozwoju, Studia i Materiały Instytutu Nauk Ekonomicznych 

PAN, Warszawa, 21 (1990) 113-115  125-126 

[27] Mańczak G., „Instrumenty wspierania produkcji eksportowej, 

Folia Pomeranae Universitatis Technologiae Stetinensis, 

Oeconomica 291(65) (2011) 98-99 

[28] Markowski K., Rola państwa w gospodarce rynkowej, 

Warszawa, PWE , (1992) 24-27 

[29] Musiał M., „ Ekspert, Polski handel zagraniczny kuleje. Nie 

wykorzystujemy relacji z krajami rozwijającymi się, Forsal.pl, .(2018), {online], 

available, http,//forsal.pl/artykuly/1103832,ekspert-polski-handel-zagraniczny-

kuleje-nie-wykorzystujemy-relacji-z-krajami-rozwijajacymi-sie.html, 

[30] Oleński J., Elementy ekonomiki informacji, Warszawa, 

Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Warszawskiego, (2000). 

[31] Osiecki A., „Polskie marki ruszają w świat, Rzeczpospolita,  

(2016). 

[32] Prośniewski B., Zadrożna S., Szczerbak E., Byrska M.,  

„Precyzyjne przepisy celne TFA ułatwią międzynarodowy 

handel i ograniczą korupcję, Polskie Radio, (2017), [online], 

available, 

https,//www.polskieradio.pl/42/5725/Artykul/1735711,Precy

zyjne-przepisy-celne-TFA-ulatwia-miedzynarodowy-handel-

i-ogranicza-korupcje 

[33] Ritzmann F., Bedeutende Oekonomen und ihre Werke 

(Dogmenhistorische Chronik,),  Zürich, Zentralstelle der 

Studentenschaft Zürich, (1983).51 

[34] Sala J., Tańska H., Ograniczenia zasobów informacji 

publicznej jako przyczyna zawodności państwa, Zeszyty 

Naukowe Uniwersytetu Szczecińskiego, nr 874, 

Studia Informatica, nr  37, Szczecin, (2015) 136 

[35] Snowdown B., Vane H., Wynarczyk P., Współczesne nurty 

teorii ekonomii, PWN, Warszawa, PWN, (1998) 185 

[36] Stallings, B., International influence on economic policy, 

debt, stabilization and structural reforms, in, S. Haggard, R. 

Kaufman, The politics of economic adjustment. International 

constraints, distributive conflicts and the state, Princeton, 

Princeton University Press, (1992) 18, 48 

[37] Stecki D., Przykłady ograniczeń wolności gospodarczej w 

Polsce, in, ed. M. Kuczmarska, I. Pietryka, Problemy 

gospodarki światowej, t. IV, PTE, Toruń, PTE, (2014) 81 

[38] Stiglitz J., Ekonomia sektora publicznego, Warszawa, PWN, 

(2004) 10 

[39] Szymanik E., Konkurencyjność eksportu – nowe czynniki, 

Przegląd Zachodni,  2 (363) (2017) 189 – 204 

[40] Szymanik E., Szymanik M., „Wybrane czynniki wpływające 

na konkurencyjność eksportu polskich artykułów 

przemysłowych do krajów UE, in, ed. S. Pangsy-Kania, G. 

Szczodrowski, Polska gospodarka w UE, innowacyjność, 

konkurencyjność, nowe wyzwania, Gdańsk, Fundacja 

Rozwoju Uniwersytetu Gdańskiego, (2005) 317-323 

[41] Tanzi V., „Gospodarcza rola państwa w XXI wieku, 

Materiały i Studia,  Warszawa, NBP,  luty, zesz. 204  (2006) 

10 

[42] Tereszczuk M., „Instrumenty polityki handlowej Unii 

Europejskiej a polski handel zagraniczny produktami rolno-

spożywczymi, Prace naukowe UE we Wrocławiu, nr 449, 

Ekonomia, Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Ekonomicznego we 

Wrocławiu, (2016) 630 

[43] Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, Dziennik 

Urzędowy Unii Europejskiej,  326(26) (2012) 55,[online], 

available, https,//eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-

content/PL/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ,C,2012,326,FULL&from=PL 

[44] Wajda – Lichy M., Traditional protectionism versus behind-

the-border barriers in the post-crisis era, experience of three 

groups of countries, the EU, NAFTA and BRICS, Journal of 

International Studies, 7(2) (2014) 145 -150 

[45] Wojtyna A., Ewolucja keynesizmu a główny nurt ekonomii, 

Warszawa, PWN, (2000) 77 

[46] Wojtyna A., „Nowe kierunki badań nad ekonomiczną rolą 

państwa, Ekonomista, Warszawa, 1 (2001). 

[47] Wojtyna A., Nowe trendy w zachodniej teorii ekonomii, 

Kraków, AE w Krakowie, (1998) 97 

[48] Wojtyna A., „Rola państwa we współczesnej ekonomii, 

Ekonomista, Warszawa, 3 (1992). 

[49] Wolf Ch., Markets or governments. Choosing between 

imperfect alternatives, Cambridge, London, MIT Press, 

(1994) 64-90 

[50] World Trade Organization, Article 10 (1.1) (2013) 

[51] WTO, bariery handlowe zaczynają zagrażać globalnemu 

wzrostowi gospodarczemu, Gazeta Prawna, (2018), [online], 

available, 

http,//biznes.gazetaprawna.pl/artykuly/1162346,raport-wto-

w-sprawie-barier-handlowych.html 

[52] Wzrasta poziom eksportu polskich firm, Polska Times,  

(2018), [online], available, https,//polskatimes.pl/wzrasta-

poziom-eksportu-polskich-firm/ar/13268987 

[53] Xun W., Ramesh M, Market imperfections, government 

imperfections, and policy mixes, policy innovations in 

Singapore, Lee Kuan Yew School of Public Policy Accepted 

Paper Series, National University of Singapore,   (2013) 13-

10  6-7 

 

 

 


