
   
 

   .  «   », 2012. . 21-22, . 2 

 338.47; 656.078; 656.07.7; 629.421.3;330.131.5  
 
 

   
 
 
 

     
    

 
 

      -
          -
      -

   .    -
  ,       
 ,       -

     .   
 : ,   ,   

 , , «    »,  -
. 

      -
          -

      -
   .     

 ,        
,       -

     . 
 : ,   ,  

, , «    »,  . 
The article demonstrates the relevance of introducing benchmarking methodology 

in organizing intermodal freight transport in terms of improving the competitiveness of 
the operator on the open European market of transport services. The author gives the 
mechanism of benchmark multimodal transportation, stakeholders’ evaluating system 
of freight organization, key performance indicators and model for measurement  of 
multimodal and intermodal logistics chain parameters. 

Keywords: benchmarking, mixed freight, intermodal transportation, multimodal 
transportation, "door-to-door", assessment intermodality. 
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