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The purpose of the article is to substantiate the selection and implementation of tools and means of enhancing the so-
cial responsibility of subjects of agribusiness environmental component, including on basis of prudent use of genetically
modified organisms (GMOs) and development of manufacture of organic products related to food security in general.

Research methods. The methodological basis of the study is the position of modern economic theory, economics of agribusi-
ness enterprises, the concept of social responsibility, rational use of nature and sustainable development. The article uses general
scientific methods of scientific knowledge - dialectical, historical, monographic (in determining the trends of agricultural produc-
tion, nature management, its ecology and social responsibility for them); system-structural analysis and synthesis (when analysing
and structuring environmental problems, developing a common strategy and tactics for solving them by means of social responsi-
bility), as well as statistical-economic and socio-environmental studies (when setting quantitative indicators and indicators of envi-
ronmental management and ecology in process of agrarian production, establishment of causal relationships between them and
their measurement), expert assessments, sociological survey (in substantiating the prospects of solution environmental problems
within the concept of social responsibility in the absence of statistical sources of calculations and forecasts).

Research results. The article identifies features, problems and made an assessment of ecological efficiency and greening
of agrarian production, incl. use of GMOs and their consequences. The necessity of social responsibility of agribusiness enter-
prises for ecological consequences of activity is substantiated. Its functions, principles, tools and mechanisms in solving envi-
ronmental problems are defined. Advanced agricultural business entities are increasingly paying attention to reducing the neg-
ative impact of their activities on the environment. The value of such initiatives in the area of environmental responsibility is
emphasized: reduction of energy and resource intensity of production; increasing the amount of waste used or disposed of by
the enterprise; development and implementation of strategic programs of environmental activities, first of all, reclamation;
implementation of international standards of environmental responsibility; environmental monitoring of technology, agricul-
tural raw materials and food, and others. This indicates the gradual expansion of the priorities of the environmental compo-
nent in the system of social responsibility of domestic enterprises of the agricultural sector of the economy. However, even at
the leading domestic agricultural enterprises, its level does not reach international standards. It needs further development,
especially at the level of large agricultural holdings and transnational agricultural corporations.

Elements of scientific novelty. For the first time, within the concept of social responsibility, the environmental com-
ponent was clarified and the means of its enhancement were determined in the form of prudent use of GMOs, organic pro-
duction, introduction of environmentally oriented management. The importance of using the concept of social responsibility
is emphasized. After all, it ensures conscious greening of agriculture at the level of all participants in the production
process.

Practical significance. The results and conclusions obtained in the article can be used in training and retraining of ex-
ecutives, specialists, owners of agribusiness enterprises, in their economic activities. It is advisable to introduce them into
the work of regional authorities, rural communities, public organizations. Tabl.: 2. Refs.: 22.
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Scientific problem. The modern era re-
quires the people of Ukraine to solve the
problems of building civil society, reform the
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economy on the basis of digitization and com-
prehensive intensification of production, ac-
celerate scientific and technological progress,
structural restructuring of the entire econom-
ic complex, forms of management, organiza-
tion and stimulation of labor. The Scientific
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and Technical Revolution (STR), which is tak-
ing place in all developed countries of the
world, is complex, dialectically contradictory.
Along with the positive results, the negative
effects of the STR are clearly traced. The list
of such, undoubtedly, should include the
growing technogenic impact of civilization on
the environment, life and reproduction of the
population.

The country has objectively created a sit-
uation where the economy cannot successfully
grow on an extensive basis by attracting more
and more natural and labor resources. This is
due to both the natural exhaustion of the ex-
plored minerals, increasing difficulties in their
extraction and processing, reduced fertility of
soils that lead to threatening pollution and
changes in the environment, as well as unfa-
vorable demographic processes that do not
allow for significant development. The prob-
lems of economic development in general and
the economic entities of the agrarian sphere
in particular are directly related to environ-
mental and demographic problems and can
only be addressed if this dialectical relation-
ship is taken into account.

The challenge for the protection of nature
and the rational use of its resources in the
process of agricultural production is urgently
confronted with Ukrainian society, because
the normal state of the environment is a nec-
essary condition for its development as a so-
cial and production-economic system. It
should be borne in mind that scientific and
technological progress is not only the basis of
economic development, but also a necessary
means of solving environmental problems of
protecting the environment from pollution,
depletion of resources, providing favorable
conditions for work and rest of man.

Addressing the economic problems of agrar-
ian -economic entities requires a comprehen-
sive approach that provides for a system of
measures for the protection of nature and the
rational use of its resources. It is about
strengthening the control over nature man-
agement; implementation of strict regime of
saving of raw materials, fuel, materials; ra-
tional use of natural conditions and resources
of production; introduction of low-waste and
non-waste, resource-saving technologies. Of
particular importance is the use of automated
systems for production, management, monitor-
ing and control of the environment.
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Modern productivity growth is driven by the
widespread use of fundamentally new types of
technology and technology. It allows not only
to successfully solve environmental and eco-
nomic problems, but also to neutralize the
negative impact of the demographic factor on
the pace of progressive development of socie-
ty. Therefore, it is important to justify the
environmental component in the system of
social responsibility of the entities of the
agrarian sphere.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. Problems of rational use of nature,
greening of production are constantly in the
focus of attention of foreign and domestic sci-
entists and practitioners. Numerous publica-
tions, including the fundamental works of
T. Kniazeva [10], Yu. Lupenko [12], P. Sabluk
[18], M. Khvesyk [21], O. Shpykuliak [22], testi-
fy to this. Organic production development is
devoted to articles by L. Marmul [2] and N. No-
vak [4]. Issues of introduction of genetically
modified organisms, food security are covered
in the works of M. Malika [22], O. Reznikova
[15]. Particular attention was paid to the
problems of greening of agricultural production
R. Bezus [7], N. Zinovchuk, A. Malynovskyi
[13], O. Prutska [14], O. Popova, A. Sokhnych
[19], A. Tretiak, V. Trehobchuk, M. Fedorov
and more.

However, the digitization or digitization of
all activities in the agrarian sphere on the one
hand, and the enhancement of the social ori-
entation of agribusiness on the other, as ob-
served in the current economic environment,
require the development of new approaches
and new solutions to the environmental prob-
lems of agriculture and rural areas. The con-
cept of social responsibility fully meets these
requirements. The monographs of D. Baiura,
O. Hrishnova [8], A. Kolota, D. Ushakov,
S. Kuchyn [3] are devoted to fundamental de-
velopments concerning its content, factors,
processes, directions. However, justification
of tools and methods for solving environmen-
tal problems by means of social responsibility
requires intensive development.

The purpose of the article is to substanti-
ate the selection and implementation of tools
and means of enhancing the social responsibil-
ity of subjects of agribusiness environmental
component, including on basis of prudent use
of genetically modified organisms and devel-
opment of manufacture of organic products
related to food security in general.
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Research methodology. The methodological
basis of the study is the position of modern
economic theory, economics of agribusiness
enterprises, the concept of social responsibil-
ity, rational use of nature and sustainable de-
velopment. The article uses general scientific
methods of scientific knowledge - dialectical,
historical, monographic (in determining the
trends of agricultural production, nature
management, its ecology and social responsi-
bility for them); system-structural analysis
and synthesis (when analyzing and structuring
environmental problems, developing a com-
mon strategy and tactics for solving them by
means of social responsibility), as well as sta-
tistical-economic and socio-environmental
studies (when setting quantitative indicators
and indicators of environmental management
and ecology in process of agrarian production,
establishment of causal relationships between
them and their measurement), expert assess-
ments, sociological survey (in substantiating
the prospects of solution environmental prob-
lems within the concept of social responsibil-
ity in the absence of statistical sources of cal-
culations and forecasts).

Research results. The development of
economic entities in the domestic agrarian
economy, their integration into the system of
international relations require the setting of
stringent requirements for the ecological se-
curity of food production and its impact on
the environment. In addition, the use of new
technologies, the use of synthetic additives
and genetically modified organisms in foods
place increased demands on food safety and
management of its achievement.

One of the components of corporate social
responsibility is environmental responsibility,
which provides for the protection of workers'
health in the workplace, preservation and res-
toration of a favorable natural environment
[13, p. 84]. In the case of the agrarian sphere,
it is also about the rational use of agrarian re-
sources, environmentally friendly production
technology and clean food. The greening of
agrarian production and the activities of agrar-
ian business entities as a component of social
responsibility or corporate social responsibility
(CSR) means an even broader concept. It is not
only compliance with environmental legislation
and regulations, but also, the responsibility of
enterprises to the present and future genera-
tions for environmental protection, which is
manifested in the rational use of nature, eco-
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nomical production and consumption and other
actions aimed at improving the environmental
situation, living conditions and quality of life of
the population.

The essence of environmental responsibil-
ity of economic entities of the agrarian sphere
is manifested through three main functions:
stimulating, compensatory and preventive,
and consists in maintaining a stable balance of
economic and environmental interests in the
process of economic activity based on the
prevention, reduction and absence of envi-
ronmental losses in the natural environment
[3, p. 298]. Such a question requires the inte-
grated implementation of the values of envi-
ronmental responsibility in the practice of
management and in the corporate culture of
agricultural enterprises and corporations.

Most Ukrainian businesses recognize only le-
gal environmental liability, and many organiza-
tions allow it to be breached for economic gain.
At the same time, the number of enterprises
whose management is aware of the severity of
the global environmental crisis and is trying to
contribute to the environment is increasing eve-
ry year. The environmental component of social
responsibility is one of the key requirements for
the entry of domestic agrarian business entities
into the world food market, where the envi-
ronmental friendliness of goods and services is
one of the most important competitive ad-
vantages. Export-oriented Ukrainian agricultural
companies already produce agricultural and
food products that meet European environmen-
tal standards, which are much more stringent
than domestic ones.

Social conflicts arising around environmen-
tal problems associated with the activities of
economic entities of the agrarian sphere, es-
pecially agrarian holdings, transnational in-
dustrial corporations, are largely caused by
the lack of adequate information about en-
terprises and their production and technologi-
cal processes implemented [20, p. 8]. There-
fore, in the creation and dissemination of re-
liable environmental information about them,
their owners, managers and employees should
be primarily interested.

To this end, it is advisable to publish annu-
ally in Ukraine, for example, environmental
ratings (environmental cost ratings), which
are an objective comparison of different en-
terprises, industries, regions regarding the
environmental impact of food production,
food quality and the impact of their ingre-

EkoHomika AlK, 2019, Ne 9



dients. on the human body. The system of en-
vironmental cost ratings, in particular, is in-
tended to inform the public, public authori-
ties and businesses about the situation in the
sphere of impact on nature and objective
monitoring of changes. Estimates are made on
the basis of open information on volumes of
use of natural resources, pollution of land,
water and air, generation of waste, areas of

land devoid of natural vegetation, territories
of radiation pollution, etc. [9, p. 393].

The difficult environmental situation in
Ukraine is evidenced by the fact that in the
ranking of countries on the environmental
sustainability index, developed by the Center
for Environmental Law and Policy of Yale Uni-
versity, in 2017, Ukraine ranked 102 among
132 countries (Table 1).

Table 1. Ecological Sustainability Index of the World, 2017

Source: Environmental Performance Index, 2018.

The Environmental Sustainability Index re-
flects the country's achievements in terms of
ecology and natural resource management. If
we consider the environmental sustainability
index of Ukraine in 2012 by separate indica-
tors, the situation in such components as "Air”
(impact on ecosystems or beyond) and "Ensur-
ing ecosystem activity” (Table 2) is particular-
ly difficult. With Poland, ranked 22nd, with its

Rating Country Rating Country
1 Switzerland 95 Congo
2 Latvia 96 Trinidad and Tobago
3 Norway 97 Macedonia
4 Luxembourg 98 Senegal
5 Costa Rica 99 Tunisia
6 France 100 Qatar
7 Austria 101 Kyrgyzstan
8 Italy 102 Ukraine
9 United Kingdom 103 Serbia
9 Sweden 104 Sudan
11 Germany 105 Morocco
12 Slovakia 106 Russian Federation
13 Iceland 107 Mongolia
14 New Zealand 108 Moldova
15 Albania 109 Turkey
110 Oman

natural resource potential and cultural and
historical development conditions, Ukraine is
far behind in ensuring environmental sustain-
ability from European countries. This demon-
strates the irresponsible attitude to the envi-
ronment in Ukraine at all levels of manage-
ment and management, as well as the existing
reserves for its improvement.

Table 2. Comparison of the Index and the Indicators of Environmental Sustainability
of Ukraine and Poland, 2017

Name of indicator Ukraine - Poland -
Value Rating Value Rating

Environmental sustainability index 46,3 102 63,5 22
Environmental Impact on Health 72,0 61 89,2 35
Air (impact on human health) 69,2 62 100 1
Environmental causes of morbidity 75,4 60 91,4 28
Water (impact on human health) 68,0 53 74,0 44
Maintenance of ecosystems 35,3 115 52,4 52
Agriculture 45,2 87 48,6 78
Air (impact beyond ecosystems) 18,8 112 25,4 102
Biodiversity and habitat 46,4 88 98,8 9
Climate change 25,1 107 25,9 106
Fish stocks 19,4 82 27,6 53
Forests 88,9 47 91,5 42
Water (impact beyond ecosystems) 18,0 94 32,8 61

Source: Environmental Performance Index, 2018.
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Even in agricultural production, domestic
economic entities are inferior to Poland in
terms of environmental performance. The en-
vironmental situation in Ukraine has a nega-
tive impact not only on the health of the pop-
ulation, but also on the life of ecosystems.
The complex environmental situation (signifi-
cant emissions and discharges of pollutants
into the atmosphere and water bodies, degra-
dation of soil resources, reduction of soil fer-
tility, areas under forests, diversity of agrari-
an landscapes and landscapes in general, pen-
alties for environmental offenses), environ-
mental annual growth of enterprises’ expendi-
tures on environmental tax, the rates of
which more than double the rate of increase
of capital and current expenditures for envi-
ronmental protection [2, p. 52].

The assessment of the level of implemen-
tation of environmental responsibility in the
practice of management of domestic enter-
prises was conducted by Grishnova O. and
Brintseva 0., based on the analysis of their
non-financial reports [8, p. 15]. For this pur-
pose, based on the classification of corporate
social initiatives by F. Kotler, N. Lee, a sys-
tem of evaluation criteria was developed [11,
p. 186]. The research was conducted on such
types of initiatives as "Socially responsible ap-
proaches to doing business”, "Corporate social
marketing”, "Volunteering work for the benefit
of the community"”, because it is in these are-
as of activity of enterprises (and especially in
the first of them) that the most significant
environmental initiatives are carried out.

According to the results of our analysis for
industrial enterprises, the indicators of the
block “Socially responsible approaches to doing
business” have become the most reflected in
social reports. This testifies to the systematic
activity of economic entities in the environ-
mental sphere, the introduction of "environ-
mental approaches” to conducting business in
the production activity. Companies pay much
less attention to "Volunteer work for the bene-
fit of the community” and "Corporate social
marketing”. However, these components are a
promising area for improving the efficiency of
environmental projects, especially for agricul-
tural enterprises [1, p. 27]. After all, rural
communities, rural areas of their location and
end consumers are important stakeholders in
all types of agricultural activities.

One of the most difficult tasks of realizing
the environmental responsibility of business
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entities in the agrarian sphere is to maintain a
balance between the needs of their develop-
ment and the need to improve its environ-
mental impact. The basic principles of envi-
ronmental responsibility of agrarian and in-
dustrial enterprises should be as follows:

1. Ensuring ecological safety of food prod-
ucts and technological processes of its pro-
duction should be based on national laws and
standards, international environmental stand-
ards and requirements, own standards and
regulations of the enterprise and require-
ments of consumers and other stakeholders.

2. To carry out careful accounting, moni-
toring and classification of sources of envi-
ronmental impact, composition and volume of
solid and liquid wastes, emissions into the at-
mosphere as a necessary condition for im-
provement of environmental protection of en-
terprises, planning and implementation of
programs and decisions aimed at improving
the quality of the environment and ecology
food safety.

3. To apply modern technologies, the latest
scientific developments, knowledge and expe-
rience of employees for efficient use of hu-
man labor, energy and raw materials re-
sources, reduction of the level of waste of
production and consumption in production of
products, ecological expertise of new projects
and implementations.

4. To educate employees of agrarian
sphere enterprises to work in the system of
environmental protection, to constantly im-
prove the system of ecological management,
to create conditions for public information on
the results of environmental responsibility of
economic entities to any interested parties.

5. Consistently develop a system of own
environmental standards, regularly summarize
and disseminate experience of environmental
activities, together with local authorities, in-
stitutes of civil society in rural areas to par-
ticipate in the development and implementa-
tion of environmental projects, promoting
training in healthy lifestyle programs.

The implementation of these principles will
help to promote the environmental compo-
nent of social responsibility of economic enti-
ties in the agrarian sphere in the practice of
their activities and development management
on a continuous basis. The International Or-
ganization for Standardization (ISO) has de-
veloped standards that help organizations
take a proactive approach to environmental
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issues [6, p. 86]. This is a series of ISO 14000
standards for environmental management.

The main document of the series of stand-
ards is I1SO 14001 “Specification and guidance
on the use of environmental management sys-
tems”. The I1SO 14001 standard can be used by
companies and businesses in different indus-
tries and activities and can be adapted to lo-
cal requirements and conditions. Certification
of environmental management according to
the world standards ISO 14000 in Ukraine is
not well developed. Today it is not even about
hundreds of Ukrainian companies that have
received the relevant documents.

Another important point in shaping the en-
vironmental responsibility of agrarian sphere
businesses is that it must be relevant to the
scale of their environmental impact created
by their activities, products and services. En-
vironmental responsibility of agrarian and in-
dustrial enterprises should be enshrined in the
form of a document that is communicated to
all employees of the organization and is ac-
cessible to the public, approved by them [16,
p. 167]. This document should set out the
principles of environmental policy of agrarian
business entities, their industries and territo-
ries of accommodation in accordance with en-
vironmental standards, consistent with the
mechanisms of continuous improvement of
the environmental management system and
the prevention of environmental pollution,
greening of agricultural production and food
production.

Some countries have made the production
of agricultural and food products from GMOs
equal to state terrorism and banned its pro-
duction and import, in particular, Russia in
2015. However, the strictness of the laws is
limited by the obligation to enforce them. For
example, the well-known Monsanto agricul-
tural corporation, thanks to the monopoliza-
tion of the GM seed market, brought its capi-
talization to $ 44.0 billion. At the same time,
in the last 5 years, the corporation’'s revenues
have grown by 18.0% annually, and the return
on equity has been 12.0%. Meanwhile, crip-
pling agreements on the conditions of use of
GMO-seeds, its gradual adaptation to diseas-
es, inability to re-use lead to bankruptcy of
farmers and their suicides. Yes, in India be-
cause of this during the late 90's of the twen-
tieth century - in 2008 died 150,000 farmers.
This testifies to the loss of economic autono-
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my of farms, the sovereignty of rural areas,
regions and entire countries.

Another danger of using GMOs is the loss of
biodiversity. Over the past 100 years, over
93% of crops have been lost in the United
States. Instead of hundreds and thousands of
them, tens of identical copies remain in the
world [12, p. 12]. As a result of the unauthor-
ized or authorized penetration of plants with
GMOs, "accidental crossing” (according to the
terminology of Monsanto agrarian corporation)
occurs, the infection and degeneration of tra-
ditional ones in many countries.

However, it is the diversity of crops that is
the biological basis of agricultural activity.
Plant-borne epidemics spread much more
quickly if they are opposed to 2-5 varieties,
rather than 100-200, as was the case before.
According to K. Fowler, a well-known biodi-
versity advocate, the consequences of using
GMOs are the risks of starvation and the ag-
gravation of food problems in the future. Bio-
diversity is not just about food. This is also
the economic way, material and spiritual cul-
ture, lifestyle of the rural population.

When a consumer gives gastronomic pref-
erences to one variety or another, under-
stands and appreciates it, he finances the
traditional way of life of producers, which is
oriented to its preservation and distribution,
national and cultural identity of rural territo-
ries of different regions. On the contrary,
large agrarian holdings, companies and corpo-
rations, unifying varieties, technologies, using
GMOs, destroy them [17, p. 14].

So, after the rise in world prices for soy-
beans in Paraguay, agricultural land was pur-
chased under crops of GM soybeans and other
crops. As a result, over 70.0% of the country's
agricultural land became foreign-owned and
only 2.0% of the local rich. The villagers were
forced to leave their homes in large numbers
and move to cities in search of work and ac-
commodation. It was a devastating first dev-
astating blow to local communities and rural
areas. The next one is the contamination of
rural areas with herbicides and pesticides by
those who do not live and bear no social re-
sponsibility.

Therefore, GM crops, hybrids dependent on
herbicides so that without them the produc-
tion of agricultural products on this basis is
not economically feasible. However, despite
the advertisement of the natural recycling of
the most used Roundup, only 2.0% of its mass
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fraction is completely decomposed in the soil.
In addition, the plants themselves are en-
dowed with species-specific protein toxins or
insecticides that are capable of neutralizing
the biological organisms (insects, etc.) that
threaten them. Toxins are also thought to be
harmless to humans and soils, and instead
contribute to increased yields and competi-
tiveness of agricultural production.

However, according to research, the con-
tamination of the natural environment occurs
in at least three ways: through the root resi-
dues of plants, wind diversity of pollen, crop
residues [15, p. 62]. What a consequence,
natural biological ameliorants of the environ-
ment suffer - earthworms, ladybugs and oth-
ers. The cost-effectiveness, which is under-
stood as the undeniable advantage of GM
technology, is also unconvincing. Thus, after 5
years genetically modified maize loses its ad-
vantages over pests and parasites, and the
cost of growing it, for example, on US farms,
increases, on average, by $ 160 / ha.

In the US, the use of herbicides and pesti-
cides has increased by 26.0% in recent years
due to the adaptability of the pests and dis-
eases of the plants weed to them. Therefore,
a GM strategy that is not regarded as directed
against or against someone or the health of
the population, but as a marketing strategy
for the monopolization of the global food
market is not effective and necessary in the
long term. It is, in essence, contrary to the
principles of sustainable development and so-
cial responsibility to future generations.

For example, according to official statis-
tics, of the total volume of milk produced by
dairies, 26.0% is raw material of the highest
quality [4, p. 128]. However, some experts
disagree with the official figures, who believe
that the share of top-grade milk in Ukraine is
less than 3.0% and that the WTO-compliant
milk is absent at all. About 20.0% of milk falls
under WTO standards only as feed material.

In addition, according to market partici-
pants, milk that meets the requirements of
the highest quality in Ukraine, in the Europe-
an Union, where the determination of milk
grade is made by acidity, degree of purity,
bacterial contamination and content of so-
matic cells, is not accepted for processing at
all. For Ukraine, the traditional indicator of
milk quality, at which its price is determined,
is fat content [5, p. 212]. While other, espe-
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cially important biologically active compo-
nents - proteins, carbohydrates, lactose, min-
erals, vitamins, trace elements, products with
the content of which are highly valued in the
world market, are not considered.

Also, agricultural enterprises in Ukraine are
very differentiated by size, in particular, by
the size of the land area - out of 22 of them,
more than 50.0% are enterprises with an area
of agricultural land up to 50 hectares, incl.
with an area of agricultural land up to 5 hec-
tares, the share of enterprises is more than
10.0% of their total number. It is clear that
small businesses cannot generate sufficient
quantities of raw material that may be of in-
terest to processors.

And harvesting cooperatives in Ukraine
have not yet or not been properly developed.
Thus, Ukrainians do not consume enough ap-
ples not because they are not grown well, but
because there is no proper harvesting system
[22, p. 73]. One wholesale market “Shuvar” in
Lviv and several others in Kherson region and
the rest of Ukraine are not able to do this.
That is why supermarkets sell more apples
imported from abroad than domestic ones.
Trading networks are better off dealing with a
well-established supply system than dealing
with rural procurement themselves.

Conclusions. Advanced agrarian business
entities are increasingly paying attention to
reducing the negative impact of their activi-
ties on the environment. The following initia-
tives in the area of environmental responsibil-
ity are most widespread: reduction of energy
and resource intensity of production; increas-
ing the amount of waste used or disposed of
by the enterprise; development and imple-
mentation of strategic programs of environ-
mental activities, first of all reclamation; im-
plementation of international standards of
environmental responsibility; environmental
monitoring of technology, agricultural raw
materials and food, and others. This testifies
to the gradual spread of the values of the en-
vironmental component in the system of so-
cial responsibility of domestic enterprises of
the agricultural sector of the economy. How-
ever, even at the leading domestic agricultur-
al enterprises, its level does not reach inter-
national standards. It needs further develop-
ment, especially at the level of large agrarian
holdings and transnational agricultural corpo-
rations.
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lzHameHko M.M. Ekosi02iyHi cKnadHuKu ma iHcmpymeHmu 30ilicHeHHA coyiasbHoi 8idnosidasibHocmi nidnpuemcmeamu
azpobisHecy

Mema cmammi - 06rpyimysamu su6ip i 3acmocysaHHs iHCMpymMeHmis ma 3aco6is NOCUNIeHHS eK0J102i4HOI CK1adosoi y cmpykmypi
coyiasbHoOi 8idnosidasbHocmi cy6’eKmis azpobisHecy, y MOMy YUC/i Ha 3acadax BUBAXXEHO20 BUKOPUCMAHHA 2€HHO-mMoOugikosaHux
opeaHizmis (FTMO), po3sumKy s8upo6HUYMBA opaaHivHOi NPOdYKUii, Wo No8’A3aHo i3 NpoO0B0/Ib4OK 6e3NeKOo 3a2a/10M.

Memoduka docnidxkeHHA. Memodosio2idHy OCHOBY OOC/iIOXKeHHA CMAHOB/IAMb NOJIOXEHHS CYy4YacHOi eKOHOMi4YHOi meopii, eKo-
HOMiKU nionpuemMcms azpobisHecy, KoHuenuyii couiasnbHOi 8idnogidanbHocmi, payioHasbHO20 nNpupodoKopucmysaHHA U cmanoz2o
po3s8uUmMKy. BukopucmaHo 3azasbHOHayKosi Memoou HAyKoB020 Ni3HAaHHA - dianekmuyHull, icmopuyHul, MoHozpagiyHull (npu su-
3Ha4YeHHi meHdeHUill po38UMKY CiZlbCbKO20CcN0dapcbKo20 BUPobHUYMBA, NpupodoKopucmysaHHs, (io2o ekosoeii U coyianbHoi 8idno-
s8i0anbHOCMIi 3a HUX); CUCMEMHO-CMPYKMYpHO20 aHanizy U cuHme3sy (nid 4Yac aHanizy U cmpykmypu3ayii ekoso2iyHux npobsiem,
HanpaytosaHHi Ha yili ocHogi €éQUHOT cmpamezii i MakmuKu ix supileHHa 3acobamu coyianbHoi 8ionogidasnbHOCMI), a Makox cma-
MUCMUKO-eKOHOMIYHUX i coyia/ibHO-eKo/102i4HUX Q0C/TidxeHb (Npu BCMAHOBJ/IEHHI Ki/ZIbKiCHUX NOKA3HUKiB8 ma iHdukamopis npupodo-
KopucmysaHHA U eKos02ii y npoueci azpapHo20 8upobHUYMBA, BCMAHOB/IeHHI NPUYUHHO-HAC/IIOKOBUX 38'A3Ki8 Mi HUMU ma ix su-
MipHOBAHHA), eKcnepmHUX OUiHOK, COUio/102i4H020 oNnUMyBAaHHA (Npu 06rpyHMyYB8aHHi nepcnekmus BUpPiWEeHHA eKoJ102iYHUX npobsiem
V MexXax KoHyenyii coyiasbHoi 8idnogioasbHocmi 3a 8idcymHocmi cmamucmuYHUX dxepes 018 po3paxyHKis ma npozHo3is).

Pe3ynbmamu docnidxkeHHA. BusasneHo ocobiusocmi, npobiemu ma 30ilicHeHO oyiHKy ekosio2iyHoi echekmusHocmi U ekosioeiza-
uii agpapHo20 supobHuUymMBa, y momy qucai sukopucmaHHs FTMO ma tio2o Hacniokis. O6rpyHmMosaHo HeobxioHicmb coyiasbHoi 8io-
nogidasibHocmi nionpuemcms azpobizHecy 3a eKkoso2iyHi Hacnioku dianbHocmi. BusHayeHo ii yHKUIT, npuHyunu, iHcmpymeHmu U
MexaHi3mMu y sUpiWeHHi ekosi02i4YHUX npobiemM. BcmaHoseHo, wo nposioHi cy6’ekmu 2ocnodaposaHHs azpocepu npudinsioms sce
6inbwe ysazu 3MEHWEHHI0 He2amusHo20 8nuBy C8O€i dianbHocmi Ha dosKinnA. [liokpecsaeHo yiHHICMb makux iHiyiamus y cgepi
eK0/102i4HOT 8idnosidasbHOCMIi, pe3y/ibmamom Y020 CMAE: 3HUXKEHHA eHep20- Ma pecypcoeEMHOCMi BUpobHUYMBa; 36iibweHHA 06-
cAeig 8i0xo0is, BUKOPUCMAHUX ab0 3HEWKOOKeHUX NiONpUEMCMBOM; po3pobKa ma peasiizayis cmpamezidyHuUX npo2pam eKoJi02i4HoT
dianbHocmi, Hacamneped Mmeniopayil; BNPOBACKEHHA MiXXHAPOOHUX cmaHAapmis ekosio2idHoi 8idnosidasibHOCMI; ekoso2idHUl Mo-
HimopuHe mexHonoeill, Ci/IbCbKo20cnodapcbKoi cUpoBUHU i Npodoso/ibcmaa ma iH. Tobmo 8i06yBaembCs NOCMynose NOWUPEHHS
npiopumemis ekos102i4HOT CK1a00BOT y cucmemi coyiasbHOT 8idnogidasbHOCMIi BIMYU3HAHUX NiIONPUEMCMB a2papHoi cchepu eKoHOMi-
Ku. OOHak ii pigeHb Hagimb y NpogiOHUX BIMYU3HAHUX a2papHUX NiONpUEMcMBax He 00CA2a€E MixKHapodHUX cmaHoapmis i nompebye
nodasibwo20 po3sUMKY, 0C06/1UBO HA PiBHI BEIUKUX a2pox0/1I0UH2i8 ma MPAHCHAYioHAaIbHUX azpapHux Kopnopayid.

EneMeHmMu Haykosoi HOBU3HU. Bnepwe y mexax KoHuenuyii couyianbHoi g8ionogioasbHocmi 30ilicHeHO YMOYHeHHS eKOoJ102i4YHoT
CK1a00807 ma BU3HAYeHO 3acobu ii nocuneHHA y su2nAdi susaxkeHo2o sukopucmarHa MO, opaaHiyHo20 BUpo6HUUMBA, B8NPOBaA-
OKeHHSI eK0J102i4HO OpiEHMOBAH020 MeHedkmMeHmYy. [pu UboMy NiOKPeCIIEMbCA BAXK/IUBICMb BUKOPUCMAHHA KOHUenyii came coyi-
asbHOI 8idnogidanbHocmi. Adxe miZibKu BOHA 3abe3neyye yceidomMieHy eKo/102i3ayilo CiibCbKo20 20cnodapcmaa Ha pisHi 8cix y4yac-
HUKiB8 BUPO6HUY020 npoyecy.

MpakmuyHa 3Ha4ywjicmb. OmMpumMaHi pe3ysibmamu ma BUCHOBKU MOXymb 6ymu suKopucmadi npu nidzomosyi ma nepenidzo-
mosyi KepisHux kadpis, axisyis, snacHuKkis nionpuemcms azpobizHecy, y 2ocnodapcbKili disnbHocmi. Takox douisbHO Bnposa-
Oxysamu ix y po6omy pe2ioHa/IbHUX 0p2aHis 8aadu, CilbCbKUX epomMad, epoMadcbKux opeaHizayili. Taba.: 2. bibnioep.: 22.

Kno4vosi cnosa: azpapHi nionpuemcmsa; eKosoziyHi npobiemu; opeaHidyHe s8UpPO6HUUMBO; 2eHHO-MOoOUiKO8aHi opaaHi3mu;
coyianbHa 8idnogidasbHicMb; iIHCMPYMeHMuU; ynpas/liHHA.
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UzHameHko H.H. 3Kosio2uyecKue cocmasiswwue U UHCMPYMeHMbl OCywecmssieHUs coyuasibHoli omsemcmseHHOCmu
npednpuamuamu azpobu3Heca

Lenb cmambu - o6ocHosamb 8bI60p U UCNO/1b308AHUE UHCMPYMEHMO8 U cpedcms ycusieHUa 3Kojo2udeckol cocmasastowel 8
cmpyKkmype coyuasibHoli omsemcmseHHOCMU Cy6beKkmos azpobusHeca, 8 MOM Huc/le Ha 0CHOBe B38eWEeHHO20 UCNO0JIb30BAHUA 2eH-
Ho-ModuguyuposaHHbix opaaHusmos (FTMO), pazsumusa npou3sodcmaa opeaHudeckoll NpoOyKyUU, Ymo CBA3AHO C NPOA0BO/IbCMBEH-
Hol 6e30NacHOCMbIo 8 UEe/I0M.

Memoduka uccnedosaHusa. Memodoi02uydecKyo 0CHOBY UCC/IEO0BAHUA COCMABJIAIOM NOJIOXEHUA COBPEMEHHOU 3KOHOMUYecKol
meopuu, 3KOHOMUKU npednpuamull azpobu3Heca, KoOHYenyuu coyuasabHoli omsemcmaeHHOCMU, payuoHaibHo20 npupodono ib308a-
Hus u ycmoliYugozo passumus. Mcnosib308aHbl obujeHay4yHble Memoobl Hay4YHO20 NO3HAHUA - duaneKkmudyeckul, ucmopudeckull,
MoHozpaguyeckull (npu onpedesieHuu meHoeHUull passumus ce/ibckoxo3alicmeeHHO20 hpou3sodcmsa, npupooono/ib308aHUs, €20
JKoJI02UU U coyuasibHol omBemcmBeHHOCMU 3a HUX); CUCMEeMHO-CMPYKMYPHO20 aHa/Iu3a u CUHMesa (8 npoyecce aHasausa u cmpy-
Kmypu3ayuu 3KoJsi02udeckux npobsem, Hapabomke Ha 3mol ocHose eduHol cmpameauu U MAKMUKU UX peweHus cpedcmaamu co-
yuasibHoli omsemcmseHHOCMU), @ MAKe CMamuCmMUKO-3KOHOMUYECKUX U COYUAJIbHO-3KO0/102U4ecKux uccaedosaHuli (npu ycmaros-
JIeHUU KOJlu4ecmBseHHbIX nokazameseli U UHOUKAmopos npupodono/ib308aHUA U 3KOJI02UU B8 npoyecce a2papHo20 npou3soocmaa,
YCMAHOB/IEHUU NPUYUHHO-C/1e0CMBEHHbIX CB8A3el MeXOYy HUMU U UX U3MEPEeHUs), 3KCNepmHbIX OUEHOK, COUyUO0/102u4ecKko20 onpoca
(npu 060CHOBAHUU hepcneKmus pelueHUsl 3K0JI02UYecKux npobsiem 8 npedesiax KOHUenyuu coyuasbHol omsemcmseHHOCmU npu
omcymcmsuu CmamucmuyecKux UCMOYHUKO8 014 pacyemos U Npo2HO0308).

Pe3ysibmamel ucciedosaHus. BbigsieHbl 0cobeHHOCMU, npobiemMbl U OCywecmasieHa oyeHKa sKkosoaudeckoll sgcpekmusHocmu u
3K0J/102U3ayuUU a2papHo20 Npou3sooCcmsa, 8 MoM Yucjae ucnosib3osaHusa FTMO u e2o nocnedcmsuli. O6ocHosaHa HEO6X0OUMOCMb coyu-
anbHol omsemcmseHHocmu npednpusmuli azpobusHeca 3a 3Kosio2udeckue nociedcmaus desmesibHocmu. OnpedesieHbl ee PyHKYuU,
NPUHYUNbI, UHCMPYMEHMbI U MEXAHU3MbI 8 pelleHUU 3K0J102U4eCKUX npobsieM. YcmaHos/ieHo, 4mo sedyujue cy6beKmbl xo3alicmsosa-
HusA azpocgepsi yoengom sce 60/blue BHUMAHUS YMEHbWEHUK He2amusHO20 B/IUSHUS cB8oell desime/IbHOCMU HA OKPYXKarwyio cpedy.
ModyepkHymMa yeHHoOCMb Makux uHUYuamus 8 cdepe 3Kos02u4ecKoli OMBeMCMBEHHOCMU, Pe3yIbMAmMoM Ye2o CMAHOBUMCA: CHUXe-
Hue 3Hep20- U pecypcoemMKocmu npou3soocmsa; ysesudyeHue 06bemos omxodos, UCN0/Ib308AHHbIX UJIU 06€38pexXeHHbIX npednpusmu-
eM; paspabomka u peasu3ayus cmpame2udecKUx npospamm 3Kosio2udeckoll desmesibHOCMU, npexde 8ce20 mesuopayull; BHeOpeHue
MeXOYHapOOHbIX CMaHAapmos 3K0/102u4ecKkoli 0msemcmaeHHOCMU; 3K0102u4ecKull MOHUMOPUH2 MexHo/102ull, ce/lbCKoXo3aUcmaeHHo-
20 CblpbA U nNpodososbcmaus u dp. To ecmb npoucxodum nocmeneHHOe pacnpocmpaHeHue npuopumemos 3Koso2uyeckoli cocmas-
nsouell 8 cucmeme coyuasibHoli omsemcmseeHHOCMU omeyvecmaeHHbIX npednpusmul azpapHoll cepbl 3KOHOMUKU. OOHaKo ee ypo-
BeHb Jaxke y BeOyWUX azpapHbIX npednpusmusx He docmuzaem mexxOYHapoOHbIX cmaHdapmos u mpebyem dasibHeliwe20 pa3sumus,
0COBEHHO HA YPOBHE KPYNHbIX A2POX0/IOUH208 U MPAHCHAYUOHA/IbHBIX a2papHbiX Kopnopayudl.

dnemeHmbl Hay4yHOU HOBU3HbI. Bnepsbie 8 npedenax KOHUenyuu coyuasabHol 0omsemcmseHHOCMU OCYUWeCcma/ieH0 YmMoYHeHue
3Kosoeuyeckoli cocmasnsaowel u onpedesieHbl CNOCobbI ee ycuneHus 8 sude B38elWeHHO20 ucnosib3osaHua MO, opzaHuyeckozo
npou3sodcmsa, 8BHeOpeHUA 3K0J102U4eCKU OpUeHMUPOBAHHO20 MeHedxmeHma. lpu 3mom nodyepKuBaemcsa BaKHOCMb UCNO/1b3084-
HUA KOHUENUUU UMeHHO coyuasibHol omsemcmseHHocmu. Bedb mosibko oHa obecneyusaem OCO3HAHHYIO 3KO0J102U3AUUK Ce/IbCKO20
xo03Alicmaa Ha yposHe 8ceX y4acmHUKO8 Npou3800CMBEHHO20 hpoyecca.

lMpakmuyeckas 3Ha4umMocme. [1osly4eHHble pe3yibmamsl U 8b1800bl Mo2ym 6bimb UCNOJIb308AHbI NPU NOO20MOBKe U nepenod-
20mosKe pyKosodAWUX Kadpos, cheyuasucmos, siadesbyes npednpusmuli azpobusHeca, 8 xo3alicmeeHHoli desmenbHocmu. Takxe
4en1ecoobpasHo BHeOPAMb UX 8 pabomy pe2uoHa/IbHbIX OpP2aHO8 B8/1IGCMU, Ce/IbCKUX 0OWUH, obuwjecmaeHHbIX opaaHu3ayul. Taba.: 2.
bubnuoep.: 22.
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CnacbKuli I'.B., Llseyb A.A.
®opMmysaHHA ma po3BUMOK iHMezpayii azponpomucsioso2o
supobHUYmMBa 8 yMosax espoiHmezpayii

(EkoHomika AMNK. 2019. Ne 3. C. 97-107) Ha cmop. 104 8 a63ayax nepwomMy ma
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