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THE EFFICIENCY OF THE INSTITUTIONAL ASSURANCE
OF THE AGRICULTURAL BUSINESS ECONOMIC CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT

The article substantiates the efficiency of the institutional assurance of the agricultural
business economic capacity development. The ways and the institutional effect of the reformations
in the agricultural sector have been defined. The aims of the state regulative policy under influence
of the agricultural business have been revealed. The dynamics of the main rates changes of Ukraine’s
agricultural business development efficiency has been analyzed.
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YepaHn €. M. EffekmueHicmb iHcmumyyitiHo2o 3a6e3ne4eHHs1 pOo368UMKY eKOHOMIYHO020
nomeHyiasy azpo6i3sHecy.

Y cmammi o6rpyHmosyemuvcsi  epekmugHicmb  iHCmumyyiiiHux —eapaHmiil  po3eumky
eKOHOMIYHO20 nomeHyiany azpapHoz2o 6i3Hecy. Busnaueno wssixu ma iHcmumyyitiHuii ensus
pedopm y cinbcbkozocnodapcokoMy cekmopi. Byau okpecaeni yini depocasHoi pezyssmopHoi
nosimuku 3 ypaxy8aHHsaM enaugy azpobisHecy. [IpoaHasizosana JuHAMIKA 3MIHU OCHOBHUX CMABOK
edpekmusHocmi pozgumky azpobiztecy Ykpainu.

Karouosi cnoea. ekoHoMiuHUll nomeHyias, azpobizHec, pehopmu, pecyAssmusHd NOAIMUKA.

YepaH E.H. 3¢pdhekmusHocmb  uUHCMUMYYUOHA/IbHO20 oO6GechedeHusi  pa3eumus
IKOHOMUYeCcK020 nomeHyua/1a azpo6usHeca.

B cmamve o060cHo8bi8aemcsl 3gPekmusHOCMb UHCMUMYYUOHAAbHbLIX 2dpaHMull paseumusi
3KOHOMUYECKo20 nomeHyuaaa azpapHo2o 6usHeca. OnpedesieHbl nymu U UHCMUMYYUOHA/IbLHOE
8/aUsiHUe pedopM 8 CeabCKOX035UCMBEeHHOM cekmope. Buiiu ouepueHbl yeau zocydapcmeeHHoll
pe2yAsimopHol NnoAuUMuKuU C y4emoM 6AusiHuUsi azpobusHeca. [IpoaHaau3upoeaHa OuHaAMUKa
U3MeHeHUsl OCHOBHbIX CMAasoK 3ghgekmusHocmu pazgumusi a2pobusHeca YKpauHbi.

Kawuesvle csno6a:. akoHomuveckull homeHyuasa, azpobusHec, pegopMbl, pezyAsimopHas
noAumuka.

Importance of the problem. The efficiency of the institutional regulation is realized in practice
by the mechanisms and is marked by the effects of target object in the result. In our case it is the
agricultural business. In general it means that since the regulation with the help of institutions
and mechanisms is realized always, its results can be compared with the results of the economy’s
agricultural sector development.

Problem statement. In the general analytical approach of the empirical evaluation basis
we are going to review the aspects of the agricultural business efficiency as the representation of
facts of institution activity, profits and expenses of the implementation of institutions of state
regulation. In such a case we should realize that sometimes even the absence of regulation leads
to certain results and vice versa, since agricultural business functions all the time as it forms the
environment of people’s life and the production of agricultural goods. That's why we consider the
effects of the agricultural business development at the micro-, meso- and macrolevel to be the basis
for the conclusion about the efficiency of institutions of the state adjustment (regulatory acts and
organizations which fulfill their implementation into the practice of agricultural exchange).

Recent study analysis. The scientists’ investigations towards the problem mentioned are
mostly aimed at the definition of the specific features of the agricultural business. These issues are
deeply covered in works of such Ukrainian scientists as V. Andriichuk, 1. Gryshova, A. Marynchenko,
0. Mytiay, T. Ozhelevska, O. Tabenska, V. Zamlynsky and others [1-9].

The purpose of the article is to substantiate the efficiency of the institutional assurance of the
agricultural business economic capacity, to differentiate the ways and the institutional effect of
reformations in Ukraine’s agricultural sector, to reveal the purposes of the regulatory policy under
the influence of agricultural business institutionalization.
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Main material statement. The effects, which were achieved by the agricultural sphere, are
definitely the result of the activity of enterprises, state and market as well as the activity of the
state adjustment institutions, the standards of which are institutionalized into the practice of the
economic order formation. There are a lot of facts to prove this. Not only regulatory institutional
policy determines the efficiency of agricultural business, but also the efficiency of business
determines the ways of regulatory policy development. There is the balancing of profits and
expenses in this process, which may be both situational and strategical. Creating different values, the
participants of the agricultural manufacturing and goods exchange processes are under the action
of the state institutions. The state tries to balance the interests, working out and implementing the
institutions of forbidden, stimulation and combined character, the influence of which is marked
on the development of the economic capacity of agricultural business as a whole as well as of the
certain subjects, inheriting the state interest. The balancing of profits and expenses, which are
evaluated by the market, innovation realization and the creation of the security complex take place
in this context.

The development of Ukraine’s agricultural business as the object of the state adjustment at the
micro-, meso- and macrolevel is definitely moderated by certain institutions, the standards of which
are institutionalized into the practice by the mechanism of market, enterprise order and authority’s
compulsion. That's why the institutions mis-balance which exists today gives reasons to state about
the inefficiency of the state institutional regulatory policy, which inherits several profits for the
humble agricultural entrepreneur.

At the same time, mutually conditioned effects of the adjustment institutions are not revealed
clearly and are not desirable from the point of view of the business environment in the context of
evaluation of implementation of agricultural policy in Ukraine. Although the efficiency is certainly
present, this is confirmed by general and certain results of agricultural business, especially of
institutional sense.

In the modern history of the development of agricultural business in Ukraine there were a lot
of regulative activities, the efficiency of which may be evaluated in different ways. However, just a
little changed in the institutional sense, though the coefficient of the useful action is relatively not
high, but there is an important reason for that— the necessity of the fundamental reconstruction
of the agricultural arrangement, which may be fulfilled not quickly. For the agricultural sector
of economics the most successful was the appearance at the outer markets of the agricultural
production and food products, which would be rather difficult to implement without qualitative
organizational and economic transformations.

Scientists and experts of agricultural market point at the fact that, for instance, 2015 was
rather favorable in the sense of agricultural reformations and what is more, they brought a desirable,
sometimes even unexpected effect. According to its results the agricultural reform of 2015 entered
the top 5 reforms. It was embodied in practice according to three directions (Tablel).

Table 1
The aims of the state regulative policy under the effect
of the agricultural business institutionalization

Aim* Effect Problems and reasons of failure
(modern condition)

The guarantee of the country’'s| Achieved completely |[There are certain problems of the value
food security character — price formation, but the food security
is guaranteed.

The transformation of the| Achieved partly —the |The agricultural sector is competitive, but the
agricultural sector into the highly| effect is not stable and | situation is not stable, there is no infrastructure
effective, competitive at the inner| notguaranteed by |for repossession guaranteeing of the conquered
and outer markets sector of the infrastructure market outlets; only huge agricultural companies
state economy have an access to the outer, high income market
outlets; the problem lies in the fact that the
competitiveness is provided mostly through
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the volume and lower cost, but not through the
quality of the agricultural production.

The reasons are in the absence of the state
support and adjustment of export and
insufficiency of the experience of positioning at
the outer market.

Preservation of peasantry as Is not achieved - Depopulation, decline of peasantry, sharp de-
a bearer of Ukrainian identity, systematic and institutionalization and huge disruption among
culture and nation’s spirituality. complete failure the income of urban and rural inhabitants, in

favor of urban inhabitants.

Complex development of the rural| Isnotachieved —the |[Long lasting period of the village as a «milch
territories and the solution of the| situation is too difficult | cow» for the economy according to all kinds of
social problems in the village. resources and financing by the residual principle.

* The aims are determined by the Law of Ukraine «On the main fundamentals of the state
agricultural policy for the period of 2015»
Resource: developed by the author

According to the assessment made by us with the help of the method of logical generalization
on the situation towards the achievement of the institutional standardized aims, there is a
conclusion, that the results of business institutional mechanism transformation have not provided a
fair market value redistribution, social prosperity, additional population of rural inhabitants.

At the same time market business mechanism institutionalization was aimed a priori at
the development of the agricultural business as well as at the formation of the resource and
institutional basis of their effective functioning. One of the defining steps in the mentioned context
was the assurance of return of the main means of production — land — into the peasants’ ownership.
Sharing of agricultural lands in particular has given a push to: the creation of the conditions for
the development of enterprises of different forms of ownership in the village; the formation of the
corresponding competitive environment, created on the possibilities of resources fairness for the
entrepreneurs; the raise of labor productivity; the changes in the relation of peasants towards labor
and the evaluation of its viability. It is also worth noticing that it was made a lot in the institutional
sense, especially what concerns the land reform, though, it has not reached its final stage yet — the
formation of the fully featured land market, with all the necessary attributes.

The adjustment of the agricultural business is an institutionally caused process, which is
subordinated to the dynamics of the society development, and what is more — it is subordinated to
the motivation in the society needs satisfaction in the vital goods of agricultural origin. That's why,
for example the production of goods and the level of its consumption is the result or indicator of
efficiency of institutional adjustment which includes state adjustment.

On the whole the regulative effect of the institutional agricultural policy is mostly embodied
into the results of the development of Ukraine’s agricultural business economic capacity from the
change of the economic management conditions (Table 2).

Table 2
The dynamics of the main rates change of Ukraine’s agricultural
business development efficiency to the level of 2001

To the level of 2001

Rates % + -

2010|2011 | 2012|2013 | 2014|2010 (2011|2012 (2013|2014
The production of grain, mintons| 989 |1429|116,4| 1588|1608 -04 | 170 | 65 | 233 | 24,2
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 99,3 | 136,5| 115,1 [ 147,2|161,3| -02 | 99 41 | 12,8 | 16,6
The production of corn, min tons | 328,3 | 627,3 | 575,8850,1|782,7| 83 | 192 | 173 | 27,3 | 249
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Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 139,21 1988 | 147,8(197,8(190,1| 12,7 | 320 | 155 | 31,7 | 29,2
Thepr“’d“c“g;]gfw“eat' min 1 789 |1046| 738 |1044|1130| -45 | 10 | -56 | 09 | 28
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 86,5 |108,1| 90,3 (10941294 | 42 | 25 | -30 [ 29 91
Thepmd“c“toonngfba”ey' Min | g33 | 893 | 681 | 742 | 888 | -17 | -11 | 32 | 26 | -11
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 75,8 | 95,0 | 81,2 | 90,0 [ 1158| -63 | -13 | 49 | -26 | 4,1
The production of sunflower, | 554 g | 385 3| 3727{491,0 | 4503 | 45 | 64 | 61 | 88 | 7.9

min tons
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 159,6 | 195,7 | 175,5|230,9| 206,4| 5,6 9,0 71 | 123 | 10,0
The production of rape, mintons | 1091 | 1068 | 894 | 1747 | 1632 | 1,3 13 11 2,2 21
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 139,5|139,5|177,4|190,3|204,8| 49 49 96 [ 112 | 130
The production of soy, mintons | 2275 | 3066 | 3263 | 3756 | 5256 | 1,6 22 2,3 2,7 3.8
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 160,4 | 202,0| 169,3 [ 203,0(2139| 61 | 103 | 70 | 104 | 115
The production of sugar-beet, | gg53 | 150311184 69,3 10,0 -1.8 | 32 | 29 | -48 | 02
min tons
Crop yield, center from 1 hectare | 152,7 | 198,5| 224,5 [ 218,0 [ 260,4 | 96,5 | 180,3 | 227,8 [ 215,9 | 293,5
The production of milk, mintons | 83,7 | 825 | 846 | 855 | 828 | -22 | -24 | -21 | -20 | -23
Annual m"ky'i';fmmtheco""' 150,7 | 154,1 | 161,0 | 164,1 | 166,4 | 1373 | 1465 | 1652 | 1737 | 1799
The production of meat, | 1552114131456 |1575(1555| 05 | 06 | 07 | 09 | 08
altogether, min tons

Thepr“’d“c“oﬂn?{seggs' billionof | 1 76 4 | 1933 | 197,7( 2029 | 2026| 74 | 90 | 94 | 99 | 99

Resource: developed by the author on the basis of [4]

The main rates of the efficiency of the Ukraine’s agricultural business economic capacity
development as the main productive power of the agricultural sector grow all the time, especially
during the last three years. This points at the favorable institutional conditions, institutional
regulative policy, which assures long lasting economic growth, even despite essential reduce of
population’s income and changes in the structure of food consumption.

On the whole the income, which is received by the agricultural business entities are such,
which allow supposing the existing institutional model effective and which allows to assure ever-
increasing profitability (Table 3).

Table 3
The main economic rates of the production realization by the Ukraine’s agricultural entities
The
difference
2000 2005 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 2014/
2000
Farnings from the production | 41559 | 19624 | 73133 | 93680 |118892| 117444 | 162514| 150885
realization, min hrn
which includes
plants products 77894 | 12242 | 54050 | 71026 | 93568 | 89566 [(130721| 122932
livestock products 3840,0 | 7383 | 19083 | 22654 | 25325 | 27878 | 31793 27953
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The whole self-cost of the

agricultural products, 11751 | 18371 | 60383 | 73754 | 98693 | 105639 [129230| 117479
min hrn

which includes
plants products 5954,9 | 11342 | 42674 | 53703 | 76538 | 80588 |101193| 95238
livestock products 57959 | 7029 | 17708 | 20051 | 22155 | 25051 | 28037 22241

Income, negative profit
(-) from realization of the
agricultural production, min
hrn

-121,4 | 1253,2 {12750,5| 19926 |20199,4(/11804,3 (33283,7| 33405

which includes
plants products 1835 900 | 11376 | 17323 | 17030 | 8978 | 29528 | 27694
livestock products -1956 354 1375 | 2603 | 3170 | 2827 3756 5712

The level of the agricultural
production profitability, %

plants products 30,8 7,9 26,7 32,3 22,3 111 29,2 -1,6
livestock products -33,8 50 7.8 13,0 14,3 11,3 134 47,2

-1,0 6,8 211 27,0 20,5 11,2 258 26,8

Resource: developed by the author

The analytical rates also prove the fact that we have important reasons to make a conclusion
about the thing that in the global general economic dimension the effect of the institutional
adjustment is positive and the dynamics of the agricultural business rates growth is systematical,
especially during the last years.

Firstly we want to notice that the economics of production as the main part of the productive
chain in the system of «production-allocation-exchange-consumption» assures the creation of the
additional product at the expense of the productivity effects, which were modelled correspondingly
by the state’s institutional regulative policy.

As we may see from the analytical data, Ukraine’s agricultural business shows the prospective
efficiency, especially from the point of view of the proposed by us indicators, but the conclusion
has two side positive image. In particular, the producer’s income increases, but the social economic
effect according to the qualitative indicators, which may be the measure of the state institutional
adjustment efficiency, point at completely different thing — favorable outer market condition, to
which we are going to give our own assessment underneath.

Together with this, natural measurements of the agricultural business development, which,
in our belief, define the foundations of the agricultural policy, prove its extensive direction. That
means that the state’s and its institutions regulative influence on the business entities’ behavior in
the form of the unconditional assurance of economic capacity development is minimized and almost
ineffective.

Reasonableness and impartiality of this conclusion is confirmed by the fact that cereal crops
and technical crops of oil applicability (such as sunflower and rape) dominate in the production
structure. The agricultural producers are engaged with these crops due to quite favorable outer
market condition. However, the neglect of the crop rotation principle and the agricultural business
maintenance fundamentals may lead to the resource capacity break down. Branch regulatory
bodies, especially local, do nothing to improve the situation — to regulate the production structure,
that's why the commitment to the excess profit is attractive. It is only separate, the most visible
miscount in the agricultural policy, which brings misbalance into the profits and expenses in the
mechanism of economic capacity development. Agricultural policy’s cut outs, state’s adjustment
functional orientation, in spite of the visible production’s economic effect, inherit the form of
indifference and lack of prospects. That’'s why we may consider such policy to be the «policy of
nowadays».
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A distinctive tendency of Ukraine’s agricultural business development during the last years is
the fact that this branch has increased the specific weight in the general volume: the country’s GDP
(2011-16,5%, 2012 - 17,2, 2013 - 18,5, 2014 — 21,7 %); gross value added (2011 - 7,9 %, 2012 -
8,7, 2013 - 9,3, 2014 - 10,9 %) [5]. However, we may evaluate this increase result in two different
ways. On the one side the branch economy increases, on the other side — it receives the features of
the main branch. Herewith, there are a lot of negative points in the general economical context. The
agricultural business itself builds its effects on the basis of the development of low cost, not labor
intensive crop production. The confirmation to this fact is the reduce of the number of employees
from 18,9 % in 2000 to 7,2 % in 2014. It will be true to suppose that it will lead to the non-stabile
formation of the added value, since the branch economy has mostly primary character and depends
on the outer market condition. The agricultural policy in institutional regulation inherits the
commitment to the outer markets, which are available mainly due to the low cost of the proposed
production, that’s why it is a temporary, short term effect. All the data according to the GDP may
misinform, as they are far from that evaluation which would point at the implicit stability of the
agricultural business economic capacity with the view of the perspective.

We don't suppose agricultural business’ primary character to be the perspective. It is aimed
mostly at the more intensive market, as nearly 15 % of corn and over 10 % of cereals (the second
place after the USA) are supplied to the outer market. So, the internal reserves of consumption —
livestock- take a back seat. It is the result of the imperfect institutional policy of the agricultural
business adjustment by the state.

Imperfection of the state’s institutional regulative policy in Ukraine’s agricultural business,
in spite of the positive general economic rates of its development, is confirmed by the facts of
insufficient attention to such problems as:

1) system shortage and unavailability of the financial resources for the producers, which are
engaged only in agriculture and are not a part of the integrated structures;

2) contribution to the uncontrolled resources overconcentration in agro holdings without their
connection with the village problems;

3) tactic, but not strategic inheriting of the outer market motivations;

4) misregulating of the inter-sectoral relations together with the price disparity;

5) contribution to the extensive production with domination of the low cost cultures;

6) not paying proper attention to the situation with the low level of the production quality,
that’s why the main advantage of the export cultures is their cheap cost;

7) an absence of the functional, available for the small and medium-sized enterprises
agricultural market sales infrastructure, which leads to the great loss of income.

The contemporary model of the state institutional adjustment is characterized by the
national peculiarities of the contribution to the implementation of organizational and economic
transformations, which caused lasting transitivity. It is also the result of unconstructive, unadapted
to the national institutional adjustment realities, since there is the third decade of the agricultural
transformations without the visible cut outs of stability. There is such transitive conclusion:
the development of the Ukraine’s agricultural business economic capacity as an object of the
institutional adjustment in the context of efficiency measurement develops an impression of
unadjustment of institutions and difference of positive sides, which may become negative at the
same time. That is the result of an inconsiderate agricultural policy, which damaged the productive
basis and the economy management structure. The innovative form of the economy management
order stays at the stage of optimization search. There is no effective business owner of the land,
the enterprises hasn’'t become more profitable, the quality of production is low, the state constantly
changes regulative priorities.

In this context the state doesn't have any agricultural social policy, although the labor
productivity increases (see Table 4). The reason of such condition is the domination of interests of
additional financial result acquisition over the interests of society, laborer, that’'s why we see that
the production effects are higher than the effects of social order. The problem also lies in the state
adjustment, which may be considered situational according to the motivation character.
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Table 4
General economic measures of policy efficiency and Ukraine’s agricultural business
institutional adjustment

Years
Rates
2000 | 2001 2005 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014
The number of employed in
the agricultural production,| 4367,0 41481 4005,5 | 3115,6 | 3410,3 | 3308,5| 3389 | 30914
thousands of people
0,
In % to the general 21,6 20,8 194 | 154 | 168 | 172 | 175 | 171
number of employed
GDPbaSEdﬁ?nlemp'OVEd' 4626,0 70880  |10086,0|26623,0|32244,0|34229,0{39054,0{51923,0
Average monthly salary of |, ,, 151 415 | 1430 | 1800 | 2094 | 2344 | 2556
one employee, hrn
In % to economics 48,3 48,6 515 63,9 68,4 68,9 714 73,4
Gross production in
constant prices, 151,0 166,4 179,6 | 1949 | 2337 | 2233 | 2529 | 2514
bln hrn
Gross production (labor
productivity) based on one | 27067 34567 72622 |1132680|165229|159679 (201217 (227753
employee, hrn
0,
% growthtothe levelof | 1277 2101 | 1827 | 1245 | 966 | 1260 | 1132
the previous year
Gross production per 1
hectare of agricultural 3707 4266 4710 | 5237 6294 | 6015 | 6813 7083
lands, hrn
0,
Y growthtothe levelof | 115,1 1104 | 1112 | 1202 | 956 | 1133 | 1040
the previous year
The export of agricultural | 4 4., 1807 4305 | 9936 | 12804 | 17881 | 17024 | 16669
production, million dollars
100 USA dollars,hrn | 550,00 537,21 512,45 | 793,59 | 799,98 | 799,30 | 799,30 |1188,70
The export of agricultural | - o 97 221 | 789 | 1024 | 142,9 | 1361 | 1981
production, billion dollars
Income from export per
1 hectare of agricultural 186 249 579 2119 2759 3851 3666 5582
lands, hrn

The absence of guarantees of high income employment for the peasant as well as of
considered state’s policy towards this issue is again confirmed by even bigger connection of the
branch to the export development model. Outer evaluation situation encourages this fact (Table 5).

Table 5
Market positioning of the agricultural business institutional policy adjustment efficiency
through the results of price formation

Years

Rates

2000 | 2001 | 2005 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Average price of production realization at the inner market, hrn/tons
Cereals, altogether | 4438 | 3813 | 4178 | 11222 | 13747 | 15458 | 12072 | 18014
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Wheat 487,0 386,0 4152 | 1087,5 | 13352 | 1550,7 | 1367,2 | 1870,8
Corn 386,4 4544 3431 | 12457 | 1366,3 | 15152 | 12106 | 17447
Barley 374,2 354,1 488,5 960,7 | 1356,8 | 15804 | 14473 | 17076
Sunflower seeds 522,6 783,2 9782 | 30195 43;23 35725 | 2990,7 | 38427
Soy - - - 26017 | 29314 | 3422,1 | 34669 | 46509

Rape - - - 2939,7 | 41438 | 39250 | 30736 | 41630

Average price of production realization at the outer market, dol/tons
Cereals, altogether 9550 | 87,31 | 110,71 | 177,42 | 255,65 | 258,17 | 23510 | 200,86

Wheat 94,80 81,70 | 108,50 | 186,50 | 261,20 | 271,70 | 243,70 | 217,40
Corn 104,90 | 105550 | 96,20 | 193,90 | 254,00 | 249,50 | 229,10 | 191,20
Barley 95,40 91,70 | 126,90 | 154,70 | 250,70 | 268,70 | 246,10 | 202,70
Sunflower seeds 163,20 | 171,20 | 281,20 | 459,30 | 609,20 | 587,50 | 697,70 | 596,50
Soy 161,00 | 34550 | 219,50 | 387,70 | 427,60 | 474,00 | 497,40 | 420,80
Rape 159,90 | 150,90 | 241,60 | 41850 | 623,80 | 609,50 | 510,10 | 428,60
Average price of production realization at the outer market, hrn/tons
Cereals, altogether 520 469 567 1408 2037 2063 1879 2388
Wheat 516 439 556 1480 2081 2171 1948 2584
Corn 571 567 493 1539 2024 1994 1831 2273
Barley 519 493 650 1228 1997 2147 1967 2409
Sunflower seeds 888 920 1441 3645 4854 4695 5577 7090
Soy 876 1856 1125 3077 3407 3788 3976 5002
Rape 870 811 1238 3321 4970 4871 4077 5095
For reference: 100 USA

544,02 | 537,21 | 512,47 | 793,56 | 796,76 | 799,10 | 799,30 | 1188,67

dollars, hrn

Resourse: developed by the author on the basis of [4].

Conclusions. We suppose that the situation will stay the same until the state support assures a
balanced capacity of the inner market. For example in 2014 export contract on cereals was higher to
the value of almost 50 USA dollars on the basis of one ton of production comparing with inner state
level of prices. This and also the national currency rate represent with the help of market condition
exactly such situation, within which export is more strategic comparing with inner agricultural
production sale.
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*YepaH €ezeHia MukoaaieHa — eukaadad kaghedpu 3a2a1bHOEKOHOMIYHUX ducyun/aiH
0Odecbk020 HAYIOHA/ILHO20 NOJ1IMeXHIiYHO20 YHigepcumemy.

Cmamms Haditiwaa do pedaxyii 09.04.2017 p.

YK 338.2 JIroamuia llla6e/IbHUK *

HATIIPSIMM TPAHC®OPMALIf TEXHIYHOT'O PETY/IIOBAHHSA MPOAYKIIi B KOHTEKCTI
IMIJIEMEHTALII] [10JI0;KEHb EKOHOMIYHOT YACTUHH
YTOZIM ITPO ACOLIALIIIO MK YKPATHOIO TA €BPONENCHKUM COI030M

Y cmammi nopywyembcsi humaHHs 2apMoOHI3ayii HayioHa/nbHUX cmaHdapmie YKpainu
8idnogidHo do eumoz 3akoHodascmea ma nompe6 puHkKy. IIposedeHo docsaidiceHHST npoyecy
CMAHOB/IEHHSI CUCMeM MeXHIYH020 pesyneaHHs Kpaiu [Ipubasmuku sk npukaad nhocaidogHocmi
3dilicHeHHs1 nepemeopeHy. [IpudineHo ysazy emanizayii nepexody 8id «cmapux» 0o KHOBUX» NpaAGUA Y
3akoHodascmesi €C wyodo cmaHdapmusayii ma cepmudgpikayii npodykyii.

Kawuvosi csaosa. cmaHdapmu3ayisi, mexHiuHe pezyAr8aHHs, cepmudikayis, «6aaKumHa
HacmaHosa EC», «cmapuli» ma «Hosull» nidxodu, mpaHcgopmayis 3akoHodascmaad.

Lla6envHuk /1. 0. HanpaesneHus mpaHchopmayuu mexXHUYecKo20 pe2yaupo8aHus
npodyKyuu 8 KOHmekKkcme umnJjaemMeHmayuu nNo10#ceHull 3IkoHomu4eckoill yacmu Cozi1auwieHus
06 Accoyuayuu mexncdy YkpauHoti u Eeponeitickum Coo30M.

B cmambe nodHumaemcsi 80onpoc 2apMOHU3AYUU HAYUOHAJAbHbIX CMaHdapmos YkpauHol
8 coomeemcmeuu ¢ mMpe6o8AHUAMU 3AKOHOOAMe/Abcmed U Nompe6HOCMSAMU pblHKA. ABMopom
npogedeHo uccaedogaHue npoyecca CMAHOB/AEHUS] CUCMEM MeXHUYecKo20 pezyaupo8aHusl
cmpad  [lpubanmuku 6  Kayecmee  npumepa  nocaed08amMeAbHOCMU  OCyWecmesaeHus
npeobpaszosaHuli. YoeseHo HUMAHUe 3manu3ayuu nepexodda om «Cmapbwvix» K KHOBbIM» NPABUIAM 8
3akoHodameabcmae EC no cmandapmuszayuu u cepmugukayuu npodykyuu.

Karwuessle cioea: cmandapmusayusl, mexHuyeckoe pezyaupogaHue, cepmudukayusi, «201y6as
ycmanoska EC», «cmapblii» u «Ho8bli» nodxodbl, mpaHcgopmayus 3aKkoHodame.1bcmad.
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