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ASSESSMENT OF ECOLOGICAL SAFETY LEVEL OF  

A MOTOR TRANSPORT ENTERPRISE 
 

Abstract. The main methods of assessing the level of ecological safety of an enterprise 

have been considered in the article. The main purpose of the research is to develop methodical 

bases of assessing the level of ecological safety of a motor transport enterprise (MTE). The me-

thodical bases of assessing the level of ecological safety of MTE, which are based on assessing 

safety of MTE basic business processes by four components (innovation, technical and technolog-

ical, sanitary and hygienic, financial and economic) with the use of generalized function of desir-

ability, have been improved. On this basis, an enterprise can compare its desires and capabilities 

to implement ecological safety in different business processes. The methodical bases being of-

fered allow making comprehensive assessment of the ecological safety of emissions, discharges 

and wastes in a single dimensionless scale, which will enable comparative analysis of ecological 

safety by the business processes of one enterprise or different ones. The methodical bases of as-

sessing the level of ecological safety of an enterprise can be used for any enterprises and organi-

zations. The proposed methods allow identifying problem areas in business processes and creat-

ing portfolio of necessary innovation projects in the area of reducing environment pollution from 

the MTE activity in future. 
 

Key words: ecological safety, business process, function of desirability, indicative analy-

sis, environment, assessment criteria, ecological components, model of assessment. 
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