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THE ORGANIZATIONAL AND ECONOMIC MEASURES TO IMPROVE THE LEVEL
OF MANAGEMENT OF ECONOMIC STABILITY AND EFFICIENCY
OF ORGANIC FARMS IN THE AGRICULTURAL SECTOR

Summary. In the articles there are highlighted theoretical principles of organization of economic measures in relation to the
increase of level of management of economic stability and efficiency of enterprises of organic beekeeping in the agricultural
sector. The organizational mechanism of cooperation is formed for “production-processing” line with the selection of three
types of model enterprises. The association of beekeeping enterprises based on cooperation and the integrated systems in the
direction of creating highly mechanized large apiaries is justified. The research of beekeeping enterprises productive forces
should be done in order to achieve efficient use of objects and means of labour. This effect 1s due to the cognition of objective
and subjective laws of development of productive forces, laws and principles of their functioning. The productive forces of
beekeeping enterprises are in constant motion, changing its quality status and influence the level of economic stability of
individual enterprise. This should be taken into account while their research and justification of improvement directions.

Key words: economic stability, enterprises of beekeeping, model enterprises, integrated systems, agricultural sector.

Problem outline. Beekeeping enterprises play an important
role in ensuring food security of the country, the development
of which affect the capacity of the domestic food market and
adequacy indicators of food consumption by the population
of country. Among the foodstuff, one of the important places
belongs to bee products. Besides beekeeping enterprises
supply raw materials for industrial production and cosmetic
industries. Economic stability influences on the formation of
beekeeping enterprises competitiveness, which depends on
the management efficiency, financial resources availability,
the amount and form of investments, creating production
capacity based on innovations, management features.

Lack of system and fragmentation of revenue in production
modernization, low investment activity, lack of integrated
application of innovative technologies, imperfect economic
mechanism of production management and interbranch

relations and economic relations with processors and trading
companies, lack of state support prevent the ensuring of
beekeeping enterprises competitive development.

However, questions of systematic approach to under-
standing competitiveness as a complex economic category,
features of beekeeping enterprises competitiveness, and
effective ways of its insurance remain insufficiently studied.
It necessitated the given study.

Recentresearch and publications analysis. The questions
of agricultural enterprises competitiveness are considered
in the works of a great number of Ukrainian and foreign
scientists: 1. Ansoff, V. Andriichuk, V. Aranciy, A. Arefieva,
A. Babenko, A. Bellou, O. Berezin, 1. Blank,B. Borisov,
S. Vasylchak, 1. Vinichenko, V. Vitlinsky, P. Haidutsky,
Yu. Hubenya, O. Gudz, M. Demyanenko, M. Koretsky,
N. Lobov, M. Malik, P. Makarenko, L. Melnyk, V. Mesel-
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Veselyak, V. Plaksiyenko, S. Pokropyvny, P. Sabluk, G.Savitska,
O. Ulianchenko, A. Tsyhanyuk, A. Chupisa, V. Yurchishin and
others.

Theoretical and practical bases of beekeeping rational
management were studied by L. Bondarchuk, V. Zharov,
V. Korzh, A. Lewandowska, V. Polishchuk, H. Pryimak,
A. Cherkasov and others. Market research of beekeeping
and the economic efficiency of production were covered
in the works by S.Buhera, A. Bukreiev, O. Khristenko,
S.A. Chekhov, O.M. Yatsenko and others.

Summary of the economic thought achievements shows
that, despite the significant scientific contributions on issues of
beekeeping enterprises competitiveness, large range of issues
remain unresolved, in particular related to the deepening of
the theoretical and methodological principles of beekeeping
enterprises competitiveness.

The purpose of the article is to develop and justify
theoretical, methodological and institutional framework for
ensuring the beekeeping enterprises competitiveness.

Task outline:

— to clarify the conceptual framework of the research
problems, including interpretation of the essence of the
category of “competitiveness” of the enterprise;

— to improve methodological approaches for the
management of beekeeping enterprise competitiveness;

— to justify the organizational and economic measures
implementing competitive  strategies of beekeeping
enterprises;

— to develop organizational and economic measures to
improve the competitiveness of beekeeping enterprises.

Object of research is the process of management and
ensuring competitiveness of beekeeping enterprises.

Subject of research is a set of theoretical, methodological
and practical aspects of beekeeping enterprise competitiveness.

The main material of research. Ukraine is among the
countries with developed bee production. This development is
contributed by proper climatic conditions of the country, large
areas of melliferous grounds and traditions of population to
maintain the bees. These factors have provided high-quality
reception of bee products, which is a prerequisite for the
development of beekeeping enterprises, domestic and foreign
agricultural markets.

As aresult of organizational and structural changes, there is
a negative trend in recent years in the beekeeping enterprises,
as in many other agricultural enterprises. The number of bee
colonies is reducing and their productivity is also reducing.
Despite this situation, Ukraine is among the five leading
countries that have developed production of bee products.
Beekeeping enterprises activities play an important role in the
economy of our country and ensure the production of honey,
wax, royal jelly, propolis, apitoxin, pollen, pollination of
entomophile crops.

However, in a volatile economic situation on the
international and national markets, the growing demands for
accelerated development of adequate national agricultural
market, which is able to provide the balance of supply and
demand, increase the profitability of beekeeping enterprises,
accelerate development of rural areas and improve the
goodness of the population. Production expansion of
beekeeping enterprises products by the farmers can become a
stabilizer in an unstable economic situation.

Transformation and development of market economy
intensified structural reforms in the field of beekeeping, due
to changes in organizational and legal forms of ownership,
size and structure of enterprises, supply and demand, under
the social division of labor.

Regarding the situation on the domestic market of
beekeeping production, it is possible to say that it depends
primarily on external trends. The global economic crisis
significantly unbalanced this market, but it remains one of
the most dynamic and globalized markets nowadays. There
are more than 50 mln. colonies in the world, the number of
entities engaged in beekeeping is about 7 min. The largest
number of bee colonies located in China (15%), Russia (7%),
Turkey (6%), Ukraine (6%), the USA (5.5%), Poland and
Mexico (5%). World production of honey is 1.5 mln. tons and
exports — 400 ths. tons annually. The leading world producers
of honey are China, Argentina, Turkey, Ukraine, and the
USA. Bee products market has a number of features, and in
recent years there is active market redistribution between the
major producers. Only a few countries are absolutely secured
in its own beekeeping production: China, Canada, Ukraine,
Russia, and Poland. Honey production in China reached
200 ths. tons, in the USA — 100 ths. tons, Mexico — over
50 ths. tons, Russia — about 50 ths. tons. Ukraine takes the
4th place in the world by total production of honey, the average
is 75 ths. tons. Ukraine, among the European countries, takes
the first place according to the relevant indicator, but only 6% of
domestic honey is exported. This sector employs about 700 ths.
people, which is 1.5% of the population. Country is among the
five leading producers of honey in terms of consumption of this
product per capita and gross output (Table 1).

In developed countries it is consumed about 1.5 kg of
honey on average per person per year, while in developing
countries — only a few tens of grams [2].

One of the main sources of financing of beekeeping
enterprises in many countries is honey export earnings.
The situation is quite different in Ukraine, especially when
analysing the volume of honey production in Soviet times and
the period of independence.

Taking into account the specificity of agricultural
production, particularly bee production and implementation
of complex interrelated agricultural activities in the aggregate:
demand analysis, production of a certain technology,

Table 1

World consumption of honey, 2015

C Production of honey, | Quantity of bee colonies, | Quantity of bee colonies | Productivity of one bee
ountry . .
ths. tons mln. pes. on average in enterprise | colony, kg of honey/year
Ukraine 73.7 3.0 24.7
the USA 65.2 2.2 24.0 30.0
Argentina 80.0 4.0 121.0 20.0
Russia 53.5 3.9 9.6 18.4
Canada 29.3 0.6 85.0 50.0
New Zealand 10.5 0.4 130.0 27.8
Israel 2.5 0.1 180.0 28.0
Spain 30.4 2.4 98.0 12.6

Source: [9; 10]
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transportation, storage, processing, sale of bee products,
it should be noted that this contributes to the beekeeping
enterprises competitiveness. Thus the main integrated
indicator of the state of the company and which affects its
strategic development is competitiveness. The concept of
competitiveness is meaningful nowadays.

For example, M. Porter believes that competitiveness is
conditioned by economic, social and political factors of the
country situation or a particular commodity in the domestic
and foreign markets [8]. B. Stephenson characterizes the
competitiveness from the positions, “how effective the
company meets customer needs in comparison with other
companies offering similar goods or services” [8]. Ukrainian
scientists consider competitiveness as the presence of the
company’s tangible and intangible opportunities and resources
and conditions that ensure its sustainability in the long term
[7]. Thus, competitiveness in domestic and foreign markets
is characterized by the ability to deliver competitive products
and the potential for such issues. However, competitiveness
is an indicator, in which product competitiveness, industry,
region and economy in general are revealed and intertwined.

Formation of methodological principles for determining
beekeeping enterprises competitiveness takes place on the basis
of features that are stipulated by the industry specificity. To
specify the mechanism of formation of beekeeping enterprises
competitiveness it is advisable to classify them according to
the categories indicated in the definition (Figure 1).

Taking into account the level of factors influences on the
competitiveness of beekeeping enterprise it is possible to
highlight the following subsystems:

— external factors of competitiveness directly depends on
the beekeeping enterprise opportunities to adjust its activities
considering the influence of natural, economic, political, social,
demographic, production and technological factors of the

environment. The range of activities that can be offered in order
to maintain an adequate level of external component include:
effective lending and borrowing policy, fast rate of production
process adaptation through innovative approaches in the
management of the company to changing market conditions,
development and modernization of its own resources;

— internal factors of competitiveness, are formed by
making optimal management decisions to change production,
information, labour, financial resources and social services.
The range of measures in order to maintain an adequate level
of internal component can offer tools motivational mechanism
both moral and material incentives;

— sectoral economic stability, formed by a set of measures,
based on the interest’s integration of beekeeping enterprise
with the agricultural enterprises. In this case, the level of
beekeeping enterprise viability may be limited to only standard
value selected for the integration of agricultural enterprise;

— ecological stability characterizes enterprise ability
to maintain natural and economic balance and to improve
environmental conditions of operations.

These beekeeping enterprises subsystems characterize
different aspects of their development, and the level of
influence on one another is high enough, and the result of their
influence is the level of competitiveness. We can therefore say
that the result of the overall competitiveness of the enterprise
is based on the integrated operation of all subsystems [3].

Evaluation of the effectiveness of production technologies
of bee products that determines the level of beekeeping
enterprises competitiveness, connected with consideration of
a number of factors that determine the nature of production
resources use and market conditions of implementation.
Small-sized private bee apiaries prevail in modern beekeeping
of country, on which the development of scientific and
technological progress and innovation are limited by manual

Environmental factors (political,
administrative, social, demographic, legal)

Influence of environmental factors

Beekeeping enterprises competitiveness

/\

Influence of internal environment factors

production, raw materials,
financial, marketing,
innovation, investment

organizational .
labor potential,
management Lo
— social infrastructure
structure

Factors of internal environment
(Production, management, labor)

Production

component

Organizational
componenet

Social

component

Figure 1. Factors of formation of beekeeping enterprises competitiveness
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labour prevalence, which low productive, and primitive
means of production. Technologies for the most common bee
products receiving can be substantially improved, taking into
account national and international experience [6].

An integrated approach to evaluate the level of beekeeping
enterprises competitiveness can be done with the help of
comparative analysis of production efficiency on perspective
apiaries of different sizes and organizational and legal
forms of management. On the basis of the sample statistical
indicators of four enterprises of Dnipropetrovsk region
are examined: PAT “Bdzholoahroservis” of Solonianskyi
district, FG “Bdzhilka” of Pavlohrad district, SFG “Medok”
of Mahdalynivka district and PP “Sens” of Dnipropetrovsk
region for 2011-2015 on average.

To calculate the efficiency of honey we have taken
beekeeping enterprises different in size and technology of
beekeeping. However, the production of honey in these farms
is the basis for development of beekeeping enterprises, since
only when bee colonies have sufficient quantity of honey they
may have their full development and getting the majority of
other bee products (Table 2).

The data in Table 2 indicate that PAT “Bdzholoahroservis”
has the most effective honey production. FG “Bdzhilka” and
SFG “Medok” have profitable honey production, but the
profitability is low, 9.5% and 4.3% respectively, as in most
beekeeping enterprises.

PP “Sens” has unprofitable production of honey and bee
products as a whole for 2011-2015, which indicates the low
quality of management decisions of the management, poor
quality products, lack of effective distribution channels and
high production costs.

The data of state statistical reports indicate that the
economic efficiency of honey production of beekeeping
enterprises has significant differences.

Perspective direction of honey and trade beekeeping
development in the country is the creation of apiaries on a
cooperative basis, the dimensions of which are determined by

gross income. In modern beekeeping there are a lot of examples
when within the horizontal (intrasectoral) cooperation private
bee apiaries consolidate to share the expensive vehicles,
mobile pavilions and equipment, conducting migration,
protection and maintenance (handling, inspection, etc.) of
bee colonies. An example of this association is beekeepers
association of Kryvyi Rih “Travnevyi Sad”.

Within vertical (intrasectoral) cooperation they carry out
processing of honey, wax and other bee products, which is the
feedstock for enterprises in other industries.

Theory and practice of beekeeping enterprises reforming
demonstrate the need for the development of large commodity
production based on cooperation and integration. This
confirms the experience of foreign countries with developed
beekeeping (the USA, Canada, Argentina, Mexico, Australia,
Hungary, Romania, China, etc). There the private sector
dominates over collective and state sectors. In average, it
accounts 70-92% of bee colonies quantity and a significant
part of production [5].

In order to enhance the competitiveness of beekeeping
enterprises it is necessary to introduce the latest technology
maintenance, migrations, bees swarming and obtaining
products, establish primary processing of bee products, which
will ensure maximum efficiency and their implementation,
such as appropriate use of intensive beekeeping technology.
The intensity in beekeeping is expressed as a rational
bee maintaining. This means that throughout the season
beekeeping enterprise are using methods that minimize the
consumption of material resources and physical strength of
beekeepers within guaranteed obtaining maximum impact
products of bees labour.

This technology of intensive beekeeping does not
require additional hives for bees. It is possible to receive a
large quantity of real honey from 60 to 150 kg from one bee
colony without increasing the number of bee colonies. Let
us consider the economic calculation of this technology for
PAT “Bdzholoahroservis” in Table 3.

Table 2
Economic efficiency of honey production in beekeeping enterprises of Dnipropetrovsk region, the average for 2011-2015
PAT
Indicators “Bdzholoahro- | FG “Bdzhilka” | SFG “Medok” PP “Sens”
servis”
Number of bee colonies, pcs. 1036 436 112 66
Honey received from one bee colony, kg 27.1 18.3 31.3 25
The price of 1 kg of honey, UAH. 25.75 29.4 314 39.1
The level of effort for 1 kg of honey, person-hour 2.1 2.4 3.1 3.9
The level of profitability (loss) of honey production, % 17.6 9.5 4.3 -11.2
The level of profitability (loss) of beekeeping, % 28.9 14.3 8.4 -4.5
Table 3
Economic efficiency of intensive beekeeping technology for PAT “Bdzholoahroservis”
. Technolo .
Indicators traditional = intensive Changes, in %
Number of colonies, colonies 1036 1036 100
Gross yield of honey, kg 28075.6 62160 2.2 times
Honey performance of one bee colony, kg 27.1 60 2.2 times
Price of 1 kg of honey, UAH 30.28 30.28 100
Proceeds from sale of honey, ths. UAH 850.1 1882.2 2.2 times
Total cost, ths. UAH 722.9 1125.1 155.6
Cost price of 1 kg of honey, UAH 25.75 18.10 70.3
Profit (loss) - total, ths. UAH 127.2 757.1 6.0 times.
For one bee colony, UAH 122.78 730.79 6.0 times
Level of profitability,% 17.6 67.3 49.7 g. p.
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Thus, as a result of use of this technology of intensive
beekeeping it is possible to receive 62,160 tons of honey, and
performance of one bee colony is 60 kg of honey. The cost of
one kg of honey significantly reduced by 29.7% in comparison
with traditional technology and will reach 18.10 UAH. As a
result, this technology helps to receive 6.0 times more income
than the traditional beekeeping as in a whole and in calculation
per one bee colony. The level of profitability in the use of this
technology will increase by 49.7 g. p. in comparison with the
traditional 67.3%.

In general, the technology of intensive beekeeping
is one of the most efficient, as it minimizes financial and
physical costs while maximizing yields. It should be taken
into account the most resistant to market relations models of
organizational structures in beekeeping. In our opinion, there
are three types of beekeeping enterprises and their apiaries
that have increased competitiveness among the prospective
enterprises. They accumulate the most salient positive trends
in shaping the institutional mechanism of interaction through
the production-processing and bee products realization.

Each of these production types is presented by the
model farm (apiary), the most relevant to a certain level
of management. Three levels of management have been
distinguished while justification of medium-term prospects
of beekeeping in the country. The first one involves the most
promising model of bee apiary that has optimal size and
structure of production, providing its owners a competitive,
self-sufficient development in market conditions. It is located
in the administrative district to obtain guaranteed volumes of
products, pollinating crops by bees and saturation of the local
market with beekeeping products.

The size bee apiary (100-150 bee colonies) provides
the most efficient use of employees throughout the calendar
year —beekeepers and their assistant and use of modern means
of mechanization.

The second one is presented as a model bee farm that
takes advantage of high-tech manufacturing. The peculiarity
of the institutional mechanism of this type of production is the
ability to combine production, primary processing of products,
raw materials and marketing activities into a single unit. It is
assumed that bees and beekeeping products model farm will be
implemented independently both in rural and regional markets
as part of procurement and trade organizations involved in
inter-regional market. Bee farms can be successfully used for
pollinating large volumes of entomophile crops on crop farms,
and act independently with their products as a relatively large
commodity production in the region. In the future, a limited
number of such bee farms can effectively use the resources of
individual district.

The third one is represented by a model integrated system,
which includes the parent company and the network of bee
apiaries of different sizes and organizational and legal types
of management, as well as enterprises and organizations
of agricultural sector of economy and other sectors of
the economy, interested in joint activities of production,
processing and realization of bee products. Geographically,
this system can combine beekeeping area, region, and in the
future be a representative of interregional organizations and
act independently on the international market.

It is necessary to match internal organizational and
economic measures for the development of market relations
in beekeeping with international requirements in order
Ukraine could participate in the international agricultural
market with beekeeping enterprises products. This is due to
the increased role of the state as guarantor enterprises out
of the crisis and creating conditions for sustainable further
development [4].

In terms of market relations, the importance of the
principle of rational distribution and combining the regions
specializations in the production of certain products for export
as well as for the purpose of self-sufficiency. The last ensure
cooperation.

The importance and wurgency of cooperation id
discussed in a special UNO General Assembly resolution
56/114 “Cooperatives in social development™” dated June 18,
2002. According to the experience of some countries, ser-
vice cooperatives are creating to reduce the number of
intermediaries and improve the process of bee products
promotion from producer to final consumer.

One of the most important prerequisites of such service
cooperatives is territorial concentration of beekeeping enter-
prises, their interest in establishing cooperative structures.
These service cooperatives combine only part of the assets
of beekeeping enterprises necessary for normal functioning of
the cooperative by transferring to it the property contribution
from fixed positions in the constituent agreement on
cooperative creation.

The advantages of such cooperatives creation for
beekeeping enterprises are:

— taking part in a large volume production, creating
competition for intermediaries and avoid competition within
the cooperation, using professional managerial staff;

— receiving profit except production and from subsequent
advancement stages of produced bee products;

— possibility of entering the markets, supplies and services,
including international markets;

— benefits of coordination in the cooperative association,
share risk and provide appropriate control on the market [6].

It is through cooperation beekeeping enterprises can
properly form an appropriate system of bee products promotion
and opportunity to get a real price for these products both on
the domestic and foreign markets.

Beekeeping integration of different areas involves the
formation of financial and material resources of enterprises,
the creation of highly mechanized large apiaries. It is possible
to have a direct connection according to the scheme: bee
apiary - processing — product realization.

Horizontal integration (intrasectoral) is generally effective
in cooperative groups. Within this type of integration, the
issues of financial mutual aid and lending, training and
retraining, when highly-qualified beekeepers teach students
beekeeping through joint work on an apiary, are successfully
resolved.

Interregional integration is the acquisition of land integrator
of beekeeping land, bee hives and beekeeping resources of the
enterprise (agricultural enterprises) in different regions. The
principles of voluntariness, democratic centralism, territorial,
sectoral, functional and others should be taken into account.
Mutual cooperation should provide production growth of bee
products and income, solving social problems of the village.

Forming of integration links between service cooperatives
and credit unions is also perspective. These structures
cooperate in overcoming the shortage of financial resources
for the development of service cooperatives, which in turn
will provide the necessary funds and turnover will affect the
efficiency of production processes in beekeeping enterprises,
facilitate development of new sources of investment of
beekeeping products.

Conclusions. Improving the competitiveness of beekee-
ping enterprises in the future should be made by: association
of beekeeping enterprises based on cooperation and the use
of integrated systems towards a highly mechanized large
bee apiaries; integration of credit unions; maintenance of
production based on modern technologies and innovative part
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in the formation of financial and material resources according  of service cooperatives, which in turn will provide the
to the scheme: production — processing —realization. Such  necessary circulation of funds and affect the efficiency of
cooperation of all members of the marketing chain should production processes in beekeeping enterprises, facilitate
provide production growth of bee products and income, the formation of new investment sources of production
overcoming the lack of financial resources for the development  development of beekeeping products.
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moHorpagis. Jlyranck : Hoymimk, 2010. 368 c.

OPTAHIBAIIMHO-EKOHOMIYHI 3AXO/IH
OO MIIBUIIEHHSA PIBHS YIIPABJTHHSA EKOHOMIYHOIO CTIMKICTIO
TA EOEKTUBHICTIO IIIANTPUEMCTB OPTAHIYHOTI'O TBAPUHHUIITBA B ATPAPHOMY CEKTOPI

AHoTamnis. Y cTaTTi BUCBITJICHI TEOPETHUYHI 3aCaIN 3 OpraHi3anii eKOHOMIYHHX 3aXO/iB I0JI0 I ABUIICHHS PIBHS YIIPABIIIHHSA
CKOHOMIYHOK CTIMKICTIO Ta €(DEKTHUBHICTIO TiIMPUEMCTB OpPraHiuHOrO O/DKUIBHHIITBA B arpapHoMmy cektopi. ChopmoBaHo
oprasizaliiiHuii MexaHi3M B3aeMOJii 110 JIiHil «BUPOOHULTBO-IIEPEPOOKaY 3 BUALUICHHSAM TPHOX THIIIB MOAEIbHUX i IIPHEMCTB.
OOrpyHTOBaHO 00'€THAHHS MIANPHEMCTB O/DKIJIBHUIITBA HA OCHOBI KOOIEpAIlil Ta 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSM IHTCTPOBAHUX CHCTEM
B HANPSIMKYy CTBOPEHHS BHCOKOMEXaHI30BAaHMX BEJUKHUX Oko070 macik. OCHOBHUMM €KOHOMIUHMMHU, OpraHi3aliiiHUMH Ta
TEXHOJIOTIYHUMH IPIOPUTETAMH KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOTO BHPOOHHMIITBA OKiN, XapaKTepPHUMHU ISl arpapHOrO CEKTOpY, €
B/IOCKOHAJICHHSI TEXHOJIOT1] BUPOOHHIITBA TIIMPUEMCTB OJUKUTbHULITBA. BTparn y O/KUIBHUITBI 32 poKH pedopM MOB’s3aHi 3
JIIKBIJali€l0 OIIBIIOCTI Creiali30BaHUX rOCIOAAPCTB 3 BUPOOHUIITBA O/KIIBHUIITBA MEY Ta TOPTiBIIi Ta YACTKOBO BHECEHHS
JOOpHUB, HE3aIOBIILHUM CTaHOM O1IIBIIOCTI (hepM, 110 3ATUIITUINCH, PO3ITaI0M MIKTOCHOAAPCHKHUX O/PKITBHUIIBKUX 00’ €THAHbD,
a TAKOXK BEJIMKUX Macik Ta OUKIIBHULBKUX GepM, Pi3KUM HaJiHHS NPUIaaiB Ta 00JaJHaHHS A O/PKUIBHULTBA, 10CIA0ICHHS
arpo300BETEePHHAPHOI CITYkOH Mmacik depe3 Opak HaleKHOTO (iHAHCYBaHHA Tomlo. Lle BimkpuBae MmepcHeKTHBHU IS PO3BUT-
Ky OKITbHULIBKUX MiANPUEMCTB YKpaiHu. Kiro4oBUMYU MUTaHHSAMHU Ha MalOyTHE € BIPOBADKCHHS Cy4aCHUX TEXHOJOIIH Ha
MIAPUEMCTBAX OKUTBHAITBA Ta BUPOOHUIITBO YHCTUX MPOAYKTIB OKITBHUITBA, Oe3eKa JTIKapchKuX 3ac0o0iB, sIKi BOHU BH-
poOIsitOTh /1715t 60pOTHOM 13 XBOpoOamu O/, HAJIE)KHE BUKOPUCTAHHS XIMIYHOTO 3aXHCTY MEIOHOCHHUX POCIIHH, BiJIIOBITHE
OHOBJIEHHS IHCTPYMEHTIB Ta 00J1aHaHHs O1XK1J1, e(eKTUBHE BUKOPUCTAHHS poOOUOT CUIIH, 3eMEJIbHUX Ta (PiHAHCOBUX pecypciB
Ta po3polKa MporpaMHOro 3ade3neueHHs iHGopMaiiiHOT iIHPpacTpykTypH. JJoCTiIKeHHS TPOAYKTUBHAX CHIT OJKITBHUIIBKUX
HiANPUEMCTB CIiJl IPOBOJUTHU 3 METOI0 €(h)eKTHMBHOrO BUKOPHCTAHHS IPEAMETIB Ta 3aco0iB mpaui. Lleil edexr oOymoBnenuii
Mi3HAHHIM 00 €KTHBHHUX Ta Cy0’ €KTHBHHMX 3aKOHIB PO3BUTKY MPOJAYKTHBHUX CHJI, 3dKOHIB Ta MPHHIUIIB 1X ()YyHKIIOHYBaHHS.
ITpomyKTHBHI CHIH MIANPUEMCTB OJKITBHUIITBA IEPEOyBAKOTh Y MOCTIHHOMY pyCi, 3MIHIOFOYH HOTO SIKICHUN CTATYC 1 BIUTMBAIOYH
Ha piBE€Hb €KOHOMIUHOI CTaOLILHOCTI OKpEMOro mianpueMcTsa. Lle ciin BpaxoByBaTu Hijl yac iX JOCILAXKEHb Ta OOIPyHTYBaHHS
HAaMpSAMKiB BIOCKOHATCHHS.

K1040Bi c10Ba: ekoHOMIYHA CTIHKICTb, MiJNPUEMCTBA OJDKINBHHULITBA, MOJEIbHI MiANPUEMCTBA, IHTETPOBAHI CUCTEMH,
arpapHAN CEKTOpP.
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Cepis: MixHapOoaHiI €EKOHOMIiYHi BiTHOCHHH Ta CBiTOBE I'OCIIOZAPCTBO

OPTAHU3AIIMOHHO-3KOHOMMWYECKHUE MEPOITPUSTHUSA
MO MOBBIIIEHUIO YPOBHSI YIIPABJIEHASI 9KOHOMHWYECKOM YCTOMYUBOCTHIO
U DOPOEKTUBHOCTBIO MPEJNPUATAN OPTAHUYECKOI'O JKUBOTHOBOJICTBA
B ATPAPHOM CEKTOPE

AHHOTanus. B craree ocBemIeHHBIE TEOPETHUESCKHE MPUHLIHUIIBI 10 OPTaHU3ALUH YKOHOMUYECKUX MEPONPHUSITHH OTHO-
CHUTEJIBHO MOBBIIIECHUS YPOBHS YIIPABIECHHUS YKOHOMUUYECKOH CTOMKOCTBIO U 3((PEKTUBHOCTHIO NPEANPHUATHH OpPraHu4eCcKoro
ITYEIIOBOJICTBA B arpapHoM cektope. CHopMUpOBaH OpraHU3allMOHHBI MEXaHU3M B3aUMOJICHCTBYS 110 JIMHHUH “TIPOU3BOACTBO-
nepepaboTKa” ¢ BIACICHUEM TPEX TUIIOB MOACIBHBIX NpeAnpusaTuii. O60CHOBaHO 00bEAMHEHHUE PEANPHUITUN TYETIOBO/ICTBA
Ha OCHOBE KOOIEPALMU U C UCIOJIb30BAHUEM MHTEIPUPOBAHHBIX CUCTEM B HAIIPABJICHUU CO3aHUS BHICOKOMEXaHU3UPOBAH-
HBIX Oonbmmx muesonacek. ChopMUPOBaH OpraHU3aAMOHHBI MEXaHN3M B3aUMOJCHCTBHS 110 JIMHUN «IIPOU3BOACTBO-TIEpE-
paboTKa» ¢ BBIJCIIEHUEM TPEX THIIOB MOJIENIBHBIX Mpennpustuii. O00CHOBaHHO 00bEAMHEHHS NPEANPUATHHI TYEIIOBOICTBA Ha
OCHOBE KOOTIEPALIH H C MCIIOIb30BAHUEM HHTETPUPOBAHHBIX CUCTEM B HAIPABICHUH CO3/IaHHS BBICOKOMEXaHH3HPOBAHHBIX
KPYIIHBIX I1aceK.

KaioueBble cji0Ba: SKOHOMUYECKasl CTOMKOCTD, MPEIIPHUSITHS TYEIOBOJICTBA, MOJIEIIBHBIC PEIIPHUATHSI, HHTETPUPOBAH-
HBIE CHCTEMBI, arpapHbIi CEKTOP.
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