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OVERCOMING TERRITORIAL DISPROPORTIONS

Problem definition. Coping with social problems of
securing economic development on both the global and
national levels necessitates adequate financial resources.
Various models for recruitment of investment, including
foreign investment, which are focused on addressing not
only economical but also social tasks, are made an efficient
use by numerous countries. This aspect is primarily topical
for countries with substantial disparities in the socio-
economic development of their territories, which cannot
be eliminated only on the initiative of the state and with its
exclusive support. Today the entire world realizes that it is
impossible to live following the scenario of mankind
development over the last 100 years. In the present context
such problems as poverty, hunger, infectious diseases,
terrorism, wars and ecological catastrophes are collective
responsibility for their origin and solution. New approaches
to development of a model for securing the economic
development of countries on the principles of social part-
nership and creation of a social entrepreneurship sector
are therefore needed.

Research analysis. Social security of the national eco-
nomic development and engagement of companies in the-
se processes are the subject of modern studies of resear-
chers. They were explored by B. Bjerke and M. Karlsson
[1], R. Seymour [2], M. Yunus [3], A. Mokiy and O. Datcko [4],
O. Sotula [5] et al. Researchers pay great attention to the
state mechanism for support of the national socio-eco-
nomic development and overcoming of territorial dispro-
portions. Despite substantial investigations made, some
aspects of social entrepreneurship in handling the above
issues have not been adequately covered.

The goal of the paper is to generalize world practice of
using social entrepreneurship to address global problems
of the national economic development and identify
priorities in its introduction in Ukraine for overcoming spatial
social inequality.

Presentation of the basic material. Entrepreneurial
activity in the social field is an innovative form of handling
socio-economic development issues of countries and
financial support of critical projects. Investment in the social
sphere is great responsibility of both business entities
and state as it can be effective, provided that these parties

The paper demonstrates the necessity of introducing innovative approaches in addressing social
problems of development. It proves the significance of recruiting investment in the social sphere.
The author looks into the usage of social business for handling economic development problems
of countries. There are factors promoting social entrepreneurship identified. Spatial social inequality
in Ukraine is analyzed, the role of social entrepreneurship in its overcoming demonstrated.
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of the investment process pool their efforts. After all, in
financing the national infrastructure, for example, state will
have to defray some expenses, the same applies to the
scientific and research sphere.

However, national governments have to maximally
encourage such investment and reduce employment of
children in production (this especially applies to agricultural
work in the least developed countries) as well as secure
gender equality in the labor market. Agricultural investment
has to be considered as an alternative scenario of coping
with poverty, which would contribute, indirectly rather than
directly, to solution of the problem of famine by 2030 through
raising the Gross Domestic Product and consequently the
level of income per capita, thus increasing purchasing
power of population [6].

Solution of one of the most topical problems of the
21+ century - famine - is impossible without additional
attraction of funds as social assistance is insufficient in
this case because there have not been conditions evened
up, which will bring people back beyond the poverty line.
Such actions require investment averaging USD 250 billion
per year, USD 140 billion of the amount needed for rural
areas. As opposed to social assistance, investment will
create a new environment for development. It is anticipated
that USD 67 billion would need to be assigned for
implementation of social protection programs (Table 1).

The combination of these two investment directions:
social protection and development of agriculture and rural
areas will allow reducing the number of needy and starving
persons; will contribute to the growth of the production
potential and labor income of poor people owing to invest-
ment made as well as lesser dependence of their earnings
on payments under social assistance programs [6].

One of the vectors of attracting investment in the social
sphere is social business models. A social business
model is no assistance to charity because, as confirmed
by the research, financial support of international orga-
nizations is often perceived by countries with low levels of
income as due, as resources which can be received with-
out effort, and such support is therefore not appreciated.

Social projects imply financing that pays back in future:
these are infrastructure development projects (including
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Table 1. - Annual average size of the aid, required to cover the gap between the actual income of population and
the poverty line as well as investment volume for a period of 2016-2030 [6]

Size of the aid, required to

cover the gap between the Additional investment Size of Additional

actual income of population the aid investment

and the poverty line
Total | Rural areas Total [ Rural areas Total Rural areas
USD billion,
in fixed prices of 2013 (% GDP)

World 67 41 198 140 0.08 0.23
Countries with a high level of
income 2 1 2 1 0.00 0.00
Countries with a low level of income 65 40 195 138 0.21 0.63
Middle East and North Africa 2 1 0 0 0.05 0.01
Eastern Asia 10 2 1 1 0.05 0.01
Latin America and Caribbean region 6 1 2 0 0.11 0.03
African countries to the south of
Sahara 27 19 168 118 2.14 13.42
Southern Asia 20 16 24 19 0.59 0.71
50 countries which will achieve the
goal by 2030 16 8 41 30 0.02 0.06
60 countries which will fail to achieve
the goal by 2030 51 33 157 110 0.28 0.86
25 countries with the most difficult
situation (which require an increase
in consumption of energy received 17 12 109 73 2.82 17.82
with food by more than 10% to
overcome famine)

children's leisure and recreational facilities which enable
their parents obtaining jobs rather than only nursing
children); employment projects for disadvantaged groups
and those in need of support (students, pensioners, the
disabled); historical projects; medical and educational
projects; ecological projects; development projects (for
example, setting up an Emergence Youth Association to
counteract the growing criminalization of society, specifically
in the following directions: offering an opportunity to engage
in sports activities to people of any age and social status,
vocational adjustment and social integration of people
owing to sports activities, social mediation for families
and people who have problems with law [7]).

Social entrepreneurship may be developed by com-
panies for both assisting those layers of society, which
are in need, and engagement of disadvantaged groups in
business setup. The ideas of involvement companies in
handling social problems and the main principles of social
entrepreneurship were set forth by an economist, a reci-
pient of the Nobel Peace Prize of 2006, Mr. Muhummad
Yunus. He formulated a concept of microcrediting, which
implementation changed the life of poor people of Bang-
ladesh. India, Bangladesh, Australia and European count-
ries became examples of successful social entrepre-
neurship, where implementation of the main projects yields
positive results: owing to Yunus's social entrepreneurship
concept, charity acquires new features - an investment
focus, whereas the major consumers of goods and
services produced in the process are poor people. This is
the only option to counteract negative consequences of
globalization as the unrestricted market under such
conditions does not aim at addressing social problems
[3]. This is precisely why it is necessary to specify the
following characteristics for the ideal model of social
business: the goal is solution of problems threatening
society rather than making super-profits; investors in social
business draw no dividends while the profit is added to
investment and channeled to company development; fi-
nancial and economic sustainability; environmental lia-

bility; fair wages; implementation of business projects with
satisfaction.

Thus, employment of poor people, change of their life
style, education and skills remain to be an important
component of the concept. In terms of sex differentiation,
over 95% of social entrepreneurship participants who
made use of microcrediting services in project Gremmen
Bank, set up on the initiative of M. Yunus, were women.
Bank loans are granted virtually in all villages of Bangladesh
(more than 2000 branches).

Successful steps in social entrepreneurship were
made by its author Mr. Bill Drayton who founded in 1981
the Ashoka Association [8], engaged in search of social
entrepreneurs. Over 2000 representatives of social
business in different countries were offered grants of and
consultancy by the Association during the years of its
operation. Another representative of social entrepre-
neurship is Mr. Scott Harrison who, pursuing no commercial
goals, helps people gain access to clean potable water.

The social entrepreneurship philosophy is significantly
different from a country to a country. In economic powers
and emerging countries gaining access to sources of
resources for development promotes the development of
social projects for the following reasons: entrepreneurial
culture and values in case of the former and recognition of
the fact that execution of projects is the only chance for
getting through hardships in case of the latter. For countries
with transitional economy, including Ukraine, it is one of
development opportunities but at the same time, which is
also underpinned by the system of values, it is a consumer
attitude of society members during project implementation
because business entities continue to be much dependent
on grants and donor support.

The main factors promoting social entrepreneurship
are: globalization processes as those uniting for addres-
sing global problems; informatization of society and expan-
sion of community access to the Internet (the process of
establishing business communications between project
participants is simplified; access to social platforms is
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expanded and the space-time barrier is overcome);
humanization of society; social divergence; polarization of
national economic development; stratification of society.
We believe that the last three factors are of prime impor-
tance for further socialization because critical periods of
crisis in the development of global civilization and society
in particular give impetus to delivery of nonroutine solutions
and measures for handling problems.

It would be wrong to consider that financial resources
of social entrepreneurship represent solely private inte-

SWEDEN
National action plan for

work integration social
enterprises (2010)

UNITED KINGDOM
Part of the Big Soclety
Reform agenda

IRELAND

Under developrnent

LUXEMBOURG
Action Plan for the
development of Salidarity
Economy (2011)

FRANCE

The Law on Social and
Solidarity econamy
(2014) provides a policy
framewaork

ITALY
Part of broader policy

rests. As experience of numerous countries shows, parti-
cipation of state in such projects is extremely essential. In
many European countries, in particular, it is state which is
the major customer of goods and services of social
enterprises, mainly in the field of education and health
care, and social startups are offered soft terms for their
operation. Furthermore, European practice has developed
a number of mechanisms for statutory investment support
of social projects, though the former have been imple-
mented not in all countries (Fig. 1).

W Countries with targeted poliey for soclal enterptise

B Under developmant

LATVIA

Under development

LITHUANIA

Under development

POLAND

Draft National Programme:
of Social Economy
Development (KPRES)

SLOVENIA

Strategy for Social
Entrepreneurship
development for the
peariod 2013 - 2016 and
draft Action Plan 2014 -
2015

ROMANIA

Draft Law on Social
Economy provides a policy
framawork

CROATIA

Draft Strategy for the
Development of Social
Entrepreneurship in
Republic of Croatia for the
period of 2014-2020

BULGARIA

National Soclal

Economy Concept and
accompanying Action Plan

framawork supporting the
development of the non-
profit sector

MALTA

2014-2015

GREECE

Strategic Plan for the
Development of Social
Entrapreneurship adopted

Under davelopment

in 2013

Fig. 1. European countries supporting social enterprises [9].

The implementation of state policy for marking social
enterprise products is at different stages in European
countries. Thus, four countries of Europe (Poland, Great
Britain, Finland and Germany) have introduced the 'social
enterprise' marking for goods, another four countries - the
Czech Republic, Austria, the Netherlands and Luxemburg
use an approximate marking which, for example, indicates
that goods are made by people with disabilities.

This aspect remains unregulated in emerging eco-
nomies and countries with transient economy. Draft Law
'On Social Enterprises' [10] in Ukraine has been under
consideration of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine since 2012
despite the fact that such practice has been already in
place in the country, specifically in delivery of services in
catering, education and employment of disadvantaged
groups of the population. Such innovative forms of support
are overwhelmingly important in view of social inequality
in the development of regions of Ukraine.

We consider that it would be wrong to evaluate social
inequality on the basis of the average value of national
indicators because social divergence of the regions
becomes more acute with each year. The economic space
of the country is rather heterogeneous as there are regions
with high business and investment activities as well as
essential competitive advantages. In general, it is natural
that there are territories with different development levels
though not with such strongly marked asymmetry as in
Ukraine. To assess the structure and scope of spatial
social inequality in Ukraine, let us take as a basis a sample
that covers 25 regions, including the city of Kyiv (excluding
the AR Crimea, the city of Sevastopol and those parts of
the Donetsk and Luhansk Regions, which are temporarily
occupied), and some data of 2004-2014 by the following
indicators: the total Gross Regional Product (UAH m) and
the Gross Regional Product per capita (GRP, UAH), the
average monthly earnest per worker (UAH), the total
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available income (UAH m) and the available income per
capita (UAH) as well as the population of each region. To
evaluate spatial inequality, there are usually the divergence,
the root-mean-square deviation, the coefficient of variation,
the decile factor, the Gini index etc. used. Let us carry out
an analysis, using the Theil index [11] (it was proposed by
a researcher Mr. Henri Theil in 1967 and it allows to mea-
sure social inequality. The zero value indicates equality)
and the Atkinson index (it was proposed by A. B. Atkinson
in 1970. The value of € =1 in the formula indicates that
society is not indifferent to the equality processes). Let us
use the following formulae (N is the number of sampled
regions, Y is the average value of the indicator in the
sample and Y, is the value of the indicator of the i-region

of the group):
The first Theil index

1 4§ € Ao V.
=2 éﬁﬂog?'mml
N |:léy ym
The second Theil index
1.8, ey
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The Atkinson index
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The computations obtained indicate that over the period
under research the GRP per capita features spatial
inequality. Notably, the divergence of regional economies
had been growing up to 2007 and after a slight decrease
in 2011 negative trends aggravated again. In 2006, 20 re-
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gions sampled had the GRP value per capita lower than
the average. The Ternopil, Chernivtsi and Transcarpathian
Regions are traditional outsiders. Only in 2014 the
Luhansk Region replaced the Ternopil one. The city of Kyiv
as well as the Donetsk, Dnipropetrovsk, Kyiv and Poltava
Regions continue to be in the lead. It is confirmed that
there is growing inequality in distribution of the regions
also by the volume of the available income per capita.
Notably, there is a slight decline in spatial inequality
observed in 2011 and 2013. By the end of the year under
research (2014) it had reached its maximum. The highest
level of income per capita exceeds the minimum more
than twice, whereas in 2012-2014 it is 3 times the minimum
and over. The Ternopil, Chernivtsi and Transcarpathian
Regions are again outsiders as was the case with the
previous indicator. In 2014 they were joined by the Luhansk
Region. Such centers of business activity as the city of Kyiv
as well as the Donetsk, Dnipropetrovsk, Kyiv and Zaporizhia
Regions continue to be in the lead. Spatial inequality was
critical in terms of the level of wages per worker in 2010.
By the level of wages, the Ternopil, Volyn, Khemlnytsk,
Kherson and Chernivtsi Regions are at the bottom of the
rating. The city of Kyiv as well as the Donetsk,
Dnipropetrovsk, Kyiv and Zaporizhia Regions rank first in
the rating. In 2014 the share of 17 regions of Ukraine with
48.9% of the aggregate population of the sample ac-
counted for 43.4% of its aggregate income whereas that
of the remaining 8 regions with the population of 51.1%
came to 56.6%.

The analysis made indicates that overcoming spatial
social inequality in Ukraine is impossible only by efforts of
the state through stabilization programs and financial
support of international organizations because, as practice
suggests, financial resources are concentrated in busi-
ness activity centers where they are confident in recovery
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Fig. 2. Dynamics of spatial social inequality in Ukraine.

of committed facilities. In this context it is expedient to intro-
duce up-to-date forms of social entrepreneurship, which
will allow for the specificity of each region, its objective
needs and potential as well as social structure. Socially
oriented programs are one of the directions of addressing
problems of depressive territories [4]. Achievement of
results of practical realization of social partnership mecha-
nisms in the regions will promote positive changes: adop-
tion of realistic regional development programs, deve-
lopment of civil society institutions, support of social dia-
logue, securing social stability and sustainable social
results, improvement of the quality of life of the population.

Conclusions

In summary, world social partnership practice demon-
strates that projects, valuable to the community, are the
future which will relieve national governments, international
organizations and charity foundations of the costs of one-
off actions aimed at overcoming social disproportions in
the country, while being of preventive nature. Considering
that global problems of national economic development
require innovative approaches to their solution, the social
entrepreneurship model creates prerequisites for securing
sustainable development, refocuses society from purely
commercial consumer ideas to promotion of projects
aimed at realistic support to those in need.

Implementation of social projects in Ukraine becomes
ever more topical because of growing social inequality in
the development of its regions, which the state is unable
to handle on its own. Strategic initiatives related to social
entrepreneurship may therefore become one of the mecha-
nisms addressing the social constituent of the economic
development alongside with the declared socially focused
programs and support of international organizations.
Evolution of social business is a development prospect
and an opportunity for successful communication between
countries and layers of the population, which found them-
selves near the marginalization line, between the deve-
loped and depressive regions of the country.

TI'epman JIrogmuia,
acnupaum xageopvl MeHcOYHAPOOHOU IKOHOMUKU,
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Teprononbckuti HAYUOHANLHBIY IKOHOMUUECKUN YHUgepcumem, 2. Tepnonons

COLMNAJIbHOE MNMPEANPUHUMATE/IbCTBO B OBECTTEYHEHUN SKOHOMMUWYECKOIO PA3BUTUA
CTPAH UTIPEOCAOJIEHUN TEPPUTOPUAJIbHBIX ANCTIPOMNOPLNN

B ctatbe 060cHOBaHa HE06X0AMMOCTb BHEAPEHUS UHHOBALIMOHHbIX NOAXOA0B K peLueHUo coumanbHbIX NPo-
6nem pa3BuTus. [lokazaHa 3HAYMMOCTb NPUBNEYEHUA UHBECTULUI B coumnanbHyto cdepy. PackpbiTa npakTuka
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MCNonb30BaHUA CoLManbLHOro NpeanpMHMMaTenbLCTBa ANA peLeHnUss Npo6nemM 3KOHOMUYeCKOro pa3BUTUSA CTPaH.
Ha ocHoBaHuu aHanu3a nuTepaTypHbIX UCTOYHMKOB, NOCBSALEHHbIX TEMe COLuanbHOro npeanpMHUMaTenbLCTBa,
chenaH BbIBOJA, 4YTO 06LIeCTBEHHO-NOMNE3Hble NPOEeKThI - 3TO To Gyayliee, kKOTopoe 0OCBOGOAUT NpaBUTENbLCTBA
CTpaH, MeXxAayHapoAHble opraHu3aLuuMm u 6naroTBoputTenbHble (POHALI OT PacXOA40B Ha pa3oBbie Mepbl NO npe-
0J0/1eHUI0 couMnanbHbIX gucnponopuuii B ctpaHe. Moaenb couuanbHOro npeAnpuHMMaTenbLCTBa, Kak NoKa3bliBa-
eT aBTOp CTaTbyW, cCO34aeT NPeAnoChINKK ANns o6ecnevyeHU yCTONUMBOro pa3BUTUSA, NepeoprueHTUpyeT o6LlecTBO
C UCK/I0UYUTENbHO KOMMepUYeCcKMX NoTpebUTenbLCKUX Lenen Ha NpoABUXKEeHUE NPOEKTOB, HaNpaBlieHHbIX Ha pe-
anbHYI NOMOLb HYXAAKLWMUMCS.

Ans YkpanHbl BHeApeHWe coumanbHbIX MPOEKTOB akTyanu3mpyeTcs yrnybneHmem coumManbHOro HepaBeHCTBa
pPa3sBUTUA PErTMOHOB, KOTOPOE FOCYAaPCTBO He B COCTOSIHUM CaMOCTOATENIbHO BbIPOBHATL. [l03TOMY cTpaTeruyec-
KMe MHULMATUBBLI, CBAI3aHHble C COLManbHbIM NPeaAnpPUHUMAaTeNbCTBOM, MOIYT CTaTb OA4HMM U3 MeXaHM3MOB obec-
neyYyeHUs counanbLHON COCTaBNSAOLWEN SKOHOMMYECKOro Pa3sBUTUA HapaAay C AeKnapupyemMbiMU NporpaMmmMmamm co-
LManbHOro xapakrepa u noanep>XKoW MeXAyHapoAHbIX opraHusauuin. ABonoLuusa counansHoro 6usHeca - 3To
nepcneKkTMBa pa3BUTUA U BO3MOXHOCTb YCMELHON KOMMYHUKaLMKU MeXay CTpaHaMu, UNM oKa3aBLUMMUCA Ha rPaHun
MapruHanusauum cnosiMu obLecTsa, Unu Mexay pasBUTbIMU U AeNpPecCUBHbIMU PErMOHaMU CTPaHbI.

Knroyeebie cnoea: 8anosblli pecuoHarnbHbili NpodyKm; 3KOHOMUYECKOe paseumue; coyuanbHOe HepaeeH-
cmeo; coyuasnbHoe npedrnpuHUMamernsCmeo; coyuarnbHbie MPOeKmbl;, meppumopuarnbHbie GUCIPOMopyuU pas-
sumusi YkpauHsl.

I'epman Jlionmuuia,
acnipanm Kageopu Mi*CHAPOOHOI eKOHOMIKU,
TeproninbcoKuti HAYIOHANLHUN eKOHOMIYHUU YHigepcumem, M. Tepnoninb

COUIAJIBHE MIZNPUEMHUNLITBO B 3ABE3INEYEHHI EKOHOMIYHOIO PO3BUTKY KPAIHTA
NoAOJIAHHI TEPUTOPIAJIbHUX ANCTIPOIMNOPLIN

Y ctaTTi 06r'pyHTOBaHO HEOGXiAHICTL 3anpoBaAXeHHS iHHOBaLinHUX NiAXoA4iB A0 BUPILLEHHSA colianbHUX Npo-
6nem po3BuTKy. [loBeAeHO 3HaYMMICTb 3aly4YeHHs iHBeCTUL il y colianbHy cdepy. PO3KkpuTo npakTUKy BUKOpUC-
TaHHA couianbHOro NiANPMEMHULTBA ANA BUPilLeHHS Npo6neM eKOHOMIYHOro po3BUTKY KpaiH. Ha nigcTaBi aHanisy
niTepaTypHUX mxepern, NPUCBAYEHMX TeMi coLianbHOro NiANPUEMHMLTBA, 3p06NEHO BUCHOBOK, WO CYCMiNbHO-
KOPMWCHi NPOEKTH - Lie Te MaubyTHE, ike PO3BaHTaXUTb YPAAU KpaiH, MiXKHapoAHi opraHisauii Ta 6naroginHi doHan
Bifi BUTpAT Ha pa30Bi 3aX04u NOAONaHHA coLlianbHMX gUucnponopuin B kpaiHi. Mogenb couianbHoOro nignpmem-
HULTBA, K MOKa3y€e aBTOpP CTaTTi, CTBOPIOE NepeayMoOBHM AN 3abe3ne4yeHHs CTanoro po3BuTKy, NepeopieHToOBYyE
CyCninbCTBO 3 BUKITHOYHO KOMEPLIMHNX CMOXMBaLIbKMX Liifiel Ha NPOCYyBaHHSA NPOEKTIB, KOTPi CMPAMOBYHOTbLCS Ha
peanbHy AOMOMOrY TUM, XTO Ma€ B HUX NOTpeoy.

Ans YkpaiHu BNpoBafKeHHs coljianbHUX NPOEKTIB aKTyani3yeTbCcs NornmbneHHAM couianbHOI HEPIBHOCTI po3-
BUTKY PErioHiB, AKe AepKaBa He CPOMOXXHa CaMOCTiHO BMPiBHATK. TOMy cTpaTeriyHi iHiLliaTMBK, NoB'A3aHi 3 co-
wianbHUM NiANPUEMHULITBOM, MOXYTb CTaTM OAHUM i3 MeXaHi3MiB 3ab6e3neyeHHs colianbHOI CKIago0BOi EKOHOMIY-
HOro po3BUTKY NopspA i3 3afeKknapoBaHMMU NporpaMmamMmm coLianbHOro xapakrepy Ta NigATPUMKOI MiDKHapoOAHUX
opraHisauiv. EBontouis couianbHoro 6i3Hecy - Lie nepcneKkTnBa po3BUTKY Ta MOXITUBICTb YCMILLHOT KOMYHiKaLii Mix
KpaiHaMu abo npoluapkamu CycninibCTBa, L0 ONMHUIMCA Ha MeXi MapriHanisauii, abo Mmixx po3BUHEHUMU Ta Aenpe-
CUBHMMMU perioHaMu KpaiHu.

Knroyoei cnoea: eanosuli pezioHanbHUl npodyKm;, eKOHOMIYHUU pO38UMOK; couianlbHa HepigHicmb; couianbHe
nidnpueMHUYmMeo; couyianbHi Nnpoekmu; mepumopianbHi ducrnponopuil po3sumky YkpaiHu.
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