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The multidimensional methods of assessing the  
competitiveness of farm enterprises 

 
© Scientific problem. Managerial decision-
taking refers to the system of goals which is 
traditionally based on the current problems 
which either hamper the development and the 
efficient functioning of management object or 
restrict them. The substantiation of the goals of 
managing the enterprise competitiveness as the 
basic criterion for their efficient functioning 
under contemporary conditions must be based 
on analyzing the competitiveness current level, 
its standard (or model) level, as well as on re-
vealing the reasons for the insufficient competi-
tiveness. The flows of the corresponding infor-
mation are formed by the results of assessing 
competitiveness which envisages the qualitative 
assessment of competitiveness, in general, and 
its separate factors, in particular, This will 
make it possible to specify the spheres of the 
economic process in which the enterprise lags 
behind its competitors and/or leaves them be-
hind: Thus, the formation of the efficient mech-
anism of managing competitiveness is based on 
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the applied technique of assessing its level. The 
above technique must reflect most 
accuratelyyour competitive positions as com-
pared to those of your competitors. The prob-
lem proves most topical for domestic farm en-
terprises. Having lost Russian sales markets 
domestic enterprises have to compete with Eu-
ropean commodity producers on both internal 
and external markets. 

Analysis of recent researches and publica-
tions. The problemsof assessing the enterprise 
competitiveness have been widely studied in 
the domestic scientific sources, especially in the 
works of A.Kendiukhov [2], O.Yankovy [3], 
O.Ulianchenko, L.Yevchuk, I.Gutorova [7], 
M.Malik, O.Nuzhna [4], T.Pietiesheva [5], 
O.Shkolny [8] etc. At the same time, foreign 
economists do not practically investigate the 
problems of assessing competitiveness on the 
micro level, thus focusing on the assessment of 
competitive positions of states and separate in-
dustries. Nevertheless, the research papers of 
D.Depper and D.Cerrato [11], T.Lalinski [2], 
H.Oral [13], M.Porter [14, p.58-80], 


