* AepapHuli MeHedXMeHm i nionpueMHUUMBO

UDC 338.43
JEL Classification: Q13; Q16
DOI: https://doi.org/10.32317/2221-1055.202011090

R. M. BEZUS, doctor of economic sciences, professor
S. H. BURTAK, candidate of political sciences

L. S. KRIUCHKO, candidate of economic sciences

N. P. DUBROVA, candidate of economic sciences

Premises and prospects for organising and
developing secondary and tertiary
producers’ cooperatives in Ukraine:
the case of dairy service cooperatives

The purpose of the article is to identify the premises and prospects for organising and developing secondary and ter-
tiary producers’ cooperatives in Ukraine, specifically for dairy service cooperatives.

Research methods. The research uses dialectical methods of cognition and monographic method - for the analysis of works
of Ukrainian and foreign scientists on the problem of agricultural dairy cooperation; empirical and graphical methods - to
demonstrate the state of the cooperative movement in European countries and interactions between three levels of coopera-
tives; remote survey method - to find out the opinions of co-operators about secondary and tertiary cooperatives; abstract
logical methods - for theoretical generalizations and formulation of conclusions.

Research results. Most cooperators seek a collective solution to the problems of a competitive business environment in
Ukraine. The functioning of cooperative unions, which include dairy cooperatives (secondary cooperatives), improved inter-
action between participants in the dairy business and contributed to better organization of agricultural production in rural
communities. According to the respondents’ opinions, the tertiary cooperative is designed to support farmers and coopera-
tives in solving such significant problems as restrictive legislation, or to support in the process of such critical reforms for
agricultural producers as land reform. Those organisations may be able to influence the market conditions, to raise the
funding or subsidies for small-scale dairy farmers.

Scientific novelty. This article identified the reasons for small-scale dairy farmers to cooperate and their opinions
about premises and prospects for organising and developing secondary and tertiary farming cooperatives in Ukraine. It high-
lighted perspective points of development and improvement for such organizations to support the further functioning of the
rural dairy business in Ukraine. In particular, the respondents of surveyed secondary cooperatives are aware of prospective
benefits from cooperative unions and expect something similar from starting the tertiary cooperative. They prefer those to
be organised based on sectoral mandate and mainly concentrated on legislation and funding matters, but 80% of respond-
ents have doubts about practical realisation of this idea because of such risks as corruption and shadow economy matters. It
is important to stress that secondary cooperatives are the business organizations and in the worldwide experience aiming at
marketing, processing or trading the production, gaining the bargaining power and market share.

Practical significance. Scientists and experts of the agricultural economy can use the results of the study to support
the development of secondary and tertiary dairy service cooperatives for improving the working conditions in rural commu-
nities with cooperatives and business environment for small-scale dairy producers in Ukraine. Tabl.: 2. Figs.: 1. Refs.: 19.
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eratives.
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Scientific problem. In 2019, the registries
of the Ukrainian rural authorities suggested
there were registered 1286 service coopera-
tives, and its number is 161 more than in
2018. Although according to the Ministry of
Agrarian Policy and Food of Ukraine, the num-
ber of Ukrainian service cooperatives that has
actually operated in 2019 is 735. The dairy
specialisation has been chosen by186 of such
cooperatives [1]. About 43% of officially regis-
tered cooperatives have lost their members
but the registration is left uncancelled yet.
The reason for such a situation is that the
heads of inactive cooperatives have been
started within several years after the disasso-
ciation from the Soviet Union and were similar
to collective farms. Due to this, newly creat-
ed structures were able to satisfy very little
of producers’ needs that make them look for
other forms of cooperation.

Historically, Ukrainian (at the West) coop-
erative have been thriving at the beginning of
the 20th century and the farmers understood
the need for organised cooperative’ relations
[16]. The scarcity of natural and credit re-
sources, knowledge, and working experience
sharing, joined work for maximising the in-
come, the competitive environment to work
are the core reasons for adopting the innova-
tive structure for Ukrainian farmers. The
competition issues are exceptionally im-
portant nowadays when rural farmers have to
fight COVID-19 related economic consequenc-
es, an ongoing decrease of productive cattle,
and challenging competition with private agri-
cultural enterprises. However, the big idea of
effective cooperation has not been realised
yet in Ukraine.

According to the Law of Ukraine “On Agri-
cultural Cooperation”, any cooperative has
the right for voluntary founding or entering
the cooperatives’ union. Such unions, in their
turn, have the right to the founding of the co-
operatives’ next level union according to the
operating area or specialisation of member
cooperatives [7]. Thus, a secondary coopera-
tive is a cooperative in which all members are
cooperatives, and tertiary cooperative is
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a cooperative, the members of which
are secondary cooperatives [9].

Foreign cases of founding and running sec-
ondary and tertiary farming cooperatives de-
scribing both pros and cons of these unions
may help to understand the premises and pro-
spects for organising and developing second-
ary and tertiary farming cooperatives in
Ukraine in the nearest future. For example, in
the UK the cooperative unions are very help-
ful for farmers in their fight against prohibi-
tive legislation in such cases as increasing the
amount of withdrawable share capital for co-
operative needs or enabling the automation of
cooperatives’ reporting to the government,
etc. [9]. These practices may be interested in
cooperative management in Ukraine. On the
contrary, the Kenya National Federation of
Cooperatives over the years of functioning has
deviated from such important missions as col-
laboration, lobbying, and networking to rare
training sessions and consultancy. Later, the
situation has worsened due to corruptive
practices and eventually many member coop-
eratives withdraw their membership that led
to its near-collapse [10, p. 9]. Factors that
may lead to the deterioration in the perfor-
mance of cooperatives’ union has to be stud-
ied as well as good practices.

Having said that, such multi-stakeholders’
structures like secondary and tertiary produc-
ers’ cooperatives and their activity within ru-
ral areas of Ukraine has to be investigated.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. Different types of agricultural unions
and associations are there in the world for
over a century. For instance, one of the first-
ever cooperatives’ unions has been created in
1870 for all-kind support for consumers and
workers’ cooperatives in Rochdale, UK. Nowa-
days, it is still functioning by the name of ‘Co-
operatives UK’ and concentrated on promo-
tion, development, and uniting the co-
operative enterprises [13].

Thus, the studying of cooperative has be-
gun since the end of the 19*" century. Ingalsbe
F. and Groves G. have studied the aspects of
the functioning of the oldest cooperative or-
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ganisations like Rochdale Pioneers in the
United Kingdom and credit cooperative start-
ed by Raiffeisen F. in Germany [12, p. 106].

Hoyt A. covered such important matters for
agricultural development as attempts to or-
ganize primary and secondary cooperatives,
and their potential to supply inputs and mar-
ket farm products in developing countries [11,
p. 82].

The recent massive of new practical infor-
mation on primary and secondary dairy coop-
eratives came from African, Asian, and Indian
farmers and scholars. There, the issues of ver-
tical integration of agricultural cooperatives
have become significant within the last ten-
year period. Kwanzi M. and Mbohva C. have
explored the existing cooperative model of
market supply in South Africa [15]. Srinivasan
S. and Sundaram B. studied the performance
of agricultural cooperatives in connection
with socio-economic development in Ethiopia
[17, p. 200].

As of Ukrainian scholars, many have devot-
ed their articles to different aspects of the
development of the cooperative movement.
Such scientist as Zinovchuk V. has dedicated
all of his fundamental studies to the problem
of agricultural cooperation [4]. His findings
are essential for the scientific base of the
Ukrainian agricultural cooperation movement.

According to the suggestions of Malik M. and
Tarasov D., the cooperative movement usually
develops in three basic steps. At the first step,
the idea of cooperation spreads that makes
many farmers try it [6, p. 49; 19]. The next
step is characterised by governments’ involve-
ment in the cooperative movement in the
forms of registration and performance legisla-
tion. Moreover, the final step presents a new
quality wave of cooperation based on effective
interaction between all interested actors like
farmers, cooperatives, consumers, factories,
distributors, and government. So far, Ukrainian
dairy cooperation remains at the second step
meaning there is a demand for research of the
described problem.

As of specifically the secondary and ter-
tiary cooperatives in Ukraine, the studies have
begun to appear since the latest nineties of 20
century. Since the beginning of the second
decade of the 21% century, many international
humanitarian and technical assistance devel-
opment projects have entered the Ukrainian
business environment. Their outcomes usually
target the capacity and competitiveness in-
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crease through support the grants and training
for small-scale producers. Such projects pro-
vided the new database and business practic-
es for Ukrainian scientists to research. For in-
stance, Amelina Yu. studied the aspects of
prospective cooperation of dairy and vegeta-
ble small-scale organic producers [1, p. 93].
Bezus R. and Burtak S. have studied the rea-
sons for the crisis of Ukrainian dairy coopera-
tives. Also, they reveal the problem of capital
structure in such cooperatives. Both of these
researchers contribute to the educational
support of dairy family farms, primary and
secondary dairy cooperatives in Ukraine [2].

Having numerous scientists interested in
studies on cooperation in Ukraine, still, there
are concerns about quasi cooperatives of pri-
mal and second level contributing to the all-
Ukrainian informational base about coopera-
tion that may lead to negative outputs as de-
creasing number of real cooperatives and in-
terested farmers in group actions.

There are few studies about the prospects
for organising and developing secondary and
tertiary producers’ cooperatives in Ukraine.

The purpose of the article is to define the
premises and prospects for organising and de-
veloping secondary and tertiary producers’
cooperatives in Ukraine, specifically for dairy
service cooperatives.

Research results. The current study on
premises and prospects for organizing and de-
veloping dairy cooperatives in Ukraine in-
volves the analysis of statistic data from open
access sources as well as the phone and online
form survey conducted by authors. Six of dairy
cooperatives from Dnipro, L’viv, Zaporizhzhia,
Kherson regions producing up to 20% of coop-
eratives’ milk in Ukraine (as of 2019) have
been studied. All above producers’ coopera-
tives are members of secondary co-ops - Un-
ions.

This study has been structured into two
parts. Firstly, the authors studied the theoret-
ical background of secondary and tertiary co-
operatives including partial international
practices on the studies issues. And finally,
the authors determined the prospects and
current issues for organising and developing
secondary and tertiary farming cooperatives
in Ukraine. The dairy service cooperatives
were surveyed within phone and online form
questioning of 10 respondents including presi-
dents, managers, and members of the studied
secondary dairy service cooperatives.
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The Ukrainian dairy farmers have several
reasons to cooperate. Such as the low income
of small-scale dairy farming communities. As
of 2020, a large volume of raw milk in Ukraine
is still produced by tiny family households.
According to the State Statistic Service of
Ukraine, in 2019 family households produced
71,8% of raw milk, which makes a massive re-
serve for milk products for both internal and
external markets [8, p. 152]. However, busi-

ness conditions prevent many small producers
from further growing and gaining more profit.

To assess the current state of the coopera-
tive movement in European countries with the
most powerful agricultural economies. Table 1
includes indicators as the number of coopera-
tives, number of cooperative members, num-
ber of cooperative employees, and annual co-
operatives turnover (Table 1).

Table 1. Key statistics data about cooperative movement in European countries with
the most powerful agricultural economies

Country
Indicators
France Italy Germany Spain
Number of cooperatives 22517 39600 7500 20050
Number of cooperative 26106829 12620000 22200000 315000
members
Number of cooperative 1217466 1150200 860000 290221
employees
Annga} cooperatives turnover, 307 150 195 22
in billions of Euro

Source: Created by authors using [14, p. 12].

According to the data from the Table 1,
the most developed market for cooperative
agriculture has France since this country has
the highest economic indicators.

The Netherlands has only 200 producers’
cooperatives, which is much lower than in
other European countries, but those are
enough to support the efficiency of the Dutch
agricultural cooperative market.

The shares of agricultural market demon-
strates that cooperatives in France have 50%
of the French market, Finnish cooperatives -
79%, and in the Netherlands agricultural co-
operatives have 83% of the agricultural mar-
ket. At this point, the Ukrainian sector of co-
operative agriculture has much lower perfor-
mance.

With unstable prices for cattle feed and
unpredictable retail prices for raw milk and
handcrafted milk products, Ukrainian farmers
try to cooperate to reduce the cost of milk
production and its delivery to cooling points
and milk plants. However, after solving the
production costs issues and group sales,
Ukrainian co-operators may face issues with
tax and social security legislation, village in-
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frastructure matters influencing the speed of
milk delivery, etc. Besides, small-scale pro-
ducer and their unions have always to com-
pete with agricultural enterprises and even
holding companies. Protecting the rights and
business interests are essential reasons for
Ukrainian dairy farmers to cooperate.

About 10% of cooperatives in Ukraine are
members of the secondary cooperatives (un-
ions). The biggest union has 40 cooperatives
and the total of dairy member cooperatives in
this unions is 27 (table 2). 2 unions market
milk to the processors however one of those
has started building the processing plant.
Other unions usually provide consultancy, ad-
visory, education, and advocacy services.

The basic idea behind the cooperation of
cooperatives has been described in the sixth
cooperative principle. According to the Inter-
national Co-operative Alliance, this principle
states that “cooperatives serve their members
most effectively and strengthen the coopera-
tive movement by working together through
local, national, regional and international
structures” [13].
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Table 2. Top of Ukrainian Cooperative Unions (as of 2020)

Milk
No Name Regions Member Dairy §ales
coops coops | via the
Union
. . . Ternopil, Khmelnytsk,
1 Cooperatlve union of agrrcgltural Kyiv, Ivano-Frankivsk, 40 4 No
service cooperatives «Fayni Gazdy» Volyn
Cooperative union of agricultural L viv, Ternopil ", R
2 - . . . N 12 12 Yes
service cooperatives «Rivnopravnist» Ivano-Frankivs'k
. . . Dnipropetrovs 'k,
3 Union Of. agricultural service Zaporizhzhia, Kherson, 8 6 Yes
cooperatives «Gospodar» .
Kirovograd
Union of cooperatives and private
4 entrepreneurs for production lvano-Frankivsk 4 1 No
of agricultural natural products
«Opilskyy kray»
5 Union of. agricultural service Lviv, Chernivtsi 4 1 No
cooperatives «Hospodar Pidhirya»
6 Chermgw reglonel union qf agricultural Chernihiv 3 2 No
service cooperatives «Polissya»
Union of agricultural service
7 | cooperatives «Chernihivshchina Chernihiv 2 1 No
ekolohichna»
8 Cooperatlve union of agrlcultura! Cherkasy 2 0 No
service cooperatives «Agro-Yednist»
TOTAL 75 27

*marketing the milk via cooperative union private firm «Cooperative Solidarnist’».
Source: Created by the authors.

According to the theories and evidence from
the scientific literature on the studied issue and
revised dairy cooperatives, the secondary coop-
eratives have a structure depicted in Figure.

Historically, Ukrainian agricultural
operators have been having constant attempts

to start an efficient secondary all-Ukrainian
cooperative for agricultural producers. Unfor-
tunately, such organisations were not able to

support all the cooperation actors’ needs and
co- resolve all the problems.
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Since Ukraine gained independence, the
cooperatives that usually were ex-collective
farms united into the All-Ukrainian Comity of
Cooperatives financed from farmers’ social
security funds. Having involuntary nature and
rather political than social and economic pur-
poses, this organisation decreased its influ-
ence within the next decade and eventually
closed.

According to Zinovchuk’s V. findings, after
the mentioned Comity meeting in 1998, the
National Association of agricultural coopera-
tives of Ukraine was established and became
an important body for agricultural coopera-
tives in Ukraine. However, the evolution of
this Association was not fast enough to pro-
tect agricultural cooperatives in a rapidly
changing environment [19, pp. 76-77].

In 2017, 5 cooperative unions have started
the first-ever tertiary cooperative in the
Ukrainian agricultural sector of the economy
named All-Ukrainian Agrarian Forum. In 2020,
this organization is mainly busy with legislation
lobbing concerning agricultural production with
limited attention to dairy farmers [3].

To determine what premises and prospects
the members and managers of dairy coopera-
tives have, the authors conducted a phone
and online form survey of 10 respondents. The
respondents were presidents, managers, and
members of the studied secondary dairy ser-
vice cooperatives.

The survey was designed in a form of wide
open question: “Please name and describe
premises and prospects for organising and de-
veloping secondary and tertiary dairy service
cooperatives”. In case, if the respondent is
not able to give a detailed and structured an-
swer, the interviewer may have asked listed
specific questions:

- Why did you established or entered the
secondary cooperative?

- What kind of expectations did you have
before entering?

- What results did you get from the sec-
ondary cooperative?

- Do you seek to enter or start the ter-
tiary cooperative? Why?

- What purposes will it have?

All of the respondents stated that a sec-
ondary cooperative (usually union) was neces-
sary for protecting the rights and interests of
dairy cooperatives as actors of the actual
Ukrainian dairy market.
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80% of respondents expected from second-
ary cooperative more informational support
such as cooperative matters’ education, shar-
ing practices of production and administration
of business, updating of technologies. 50% of
respondents expected to get more infor-
mation and chances for credits and funding
for their cooperative from the Ukrainian gov-
ernment or international funding bodies. 100%
of respondents expected better marketing of
their milk.

60% of respondents were satisfied with the
training about cooperatives and better prices
they get after joining the secondary coopera-
tive. 70% liked the new cooling points and
trucks they were able to get through funding
or cheaper credit from the union. 20% of re-
spondents were not satisfied by their mem-
bership in a secondary dairy cooperative be-
cause of the lack of real collaboration, no
transparency in its management, and low re-
tail prices for milk.

The idea to have a big all-Ukrainian associ-
ation of dairy service cooperatives (or tertiary
cooperative) to solve the issues of studied co-
operatives as lobbying the legislation changes,
influencing the milk prices, modernising the
production of milk, creating reliable credit
unions are attractive for 100% of surveyed or-
ganizations. However, 90% of respondents
share their doubts in a realisation of this idea.
70% of respondents expect low transparency
in administrating such an organisation and
subsequently high corruption level. 80% of re-
spondents stated that tertiary cooperative
would be very helpful while the land reform is
happening to protect their land rights, but
they do not know how to organise it. 40% of
respondents think that an efficient tertiary
dairy cooperative should be focused specifi-
cally on dairy service cooperative to be fully
concentrated on the interests of its members
and not its own services.

Thus, members and managers of surveyed
secondary cooperatives are aware of prospec-
tive benefits from cooperative unions and ex-
pect something similar or even better from
starting the tertiary cooperative. In Ukraine,
they prefer it to be organised based on secto-
rial mandate and mainly concentrated on leg-
islation and funding matters.

Conclusions. Low incomes, unsafe working
conditions, long working hours, feeling of low
social security, and willingness for develop-
ment usually motivate Ukrainian small-scale
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dairy producers to cooperate in the hope to
get better selling prices for their milk and
cheaper feed and fertilisers.

The shares of agricultural markets in the
European countries as France and the Nether-
lands are up to 83% that shows a possibility
for further development for Ukrainian cooper-
atives, including dairy ones.

Surveyed respondents are sure that tertiary
cooperative is a body for farmers’ protection.
The primary cooperatives start to need higher
level of cooperation when they face an issues
which need the legislation change or crucial
for agricultural producers reforms such as
land reform. Also, those organisations may be
able to influence the market conditions, to
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raise the funding or subsidies for small-scale
dairy farmers.

In general, the secondary and tertiary dairy
cooperatives according to the surveyed co-
operators should support the farmers’ negoti-
ations in the value chain affecting the dairy
farming sector: suppliers, processors, traders,
government. To manage those actors in more
efficient and using bargaining power on behalf
of small-scale producers. Nevertheless, taking
into account the existing issues of the Ukrain-
ian business environment as corruption or
shadowed economy, the governance struc-
ture, management and transparency of those
secondary or tertiary levels of cooperatives
are very important to gain trust of producers.
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besyc P. M., bypmak C. I., Kprouko /1. C., Ay6posa H. [l. [lepedymosu i nepcnekmusu opeaHi3ayii ma po3sumky
Ci/IbCbKO20CNOJApCbKUX Koonepamusis dpy2020 i mpemb0o20 pisHi8 8 YKpAiHi: NpuK/1ad MOJIOYHUX 06C/1y208YI04UX KOOhepamusis

Mema cmammi - sussumu nepedyMoBU i nepcneKkmusu opaaHizayii ma po3sumky Ci/ibCbKo2ocnodapcbKux Koonepamuasis dpy20-
20 i mpembo020 pigHi8 8 YKpaiHi, 30KpemMa Mo/I04HUX 06C/Iy208YHOHUX KOonepamusis.

Memoduka docnidxeHHA. BukopucmaHo memoou: 0iaieKmuyYyHo20 Ni3HaHHA ma mMoHozpagiyHull - Ona aHanizy pobim yKpaiHcb-
Kux i 3apy6ixHUX B8YEHUX i3 NPobJeMU CilbCbKo20CNodapcbKoi MosI04HOT Koonepayii; emnipuyHi U epacgiyHi - 0na demoHcmpayii
CMaHy KoonepamusHo20 pyxy 8 esponelicbKux KpaiHax i 83aemodii Koonepamusis mpbox pigHig; OuCmMaHyiliHoeo onUMyBaHHsA - 0/1A
3'9CcyBaHHA OYMKU Koonepamopig Npo Ci/lbCbK020CN0dapchKi Koonepamusu Opy2020 i mpemb020 pisHis; abCmMpakmHo-/102i4Hi - o8
meopemuYHUX y3a2a/1bHeHb i (hOpMYyIl0BAHHA BUCHOBKIB.

Pe3ysibmamu OocnidxeHHA. BcmaHosneHo, wjo 6inbwicms Koonepamopis npazHymb 00 KOJIEKMUBHO20 BUPIWEHHA npobsiem
KOHKYpeHmMHo20 0inosozo cepedosuwya 8 YKpaiHi. ®YHKYioOHYBaHHA 06’€0HaHb MOJIOMHUX Koonepamugig (Koonepamugigs Opy2020
pigHA) do380/1usI0 noaiNWUMU B3AEMOQiK0 MiXK YHACHUKAMU MOJI0OYHO20 6i3Hecy i cnpussiio Kpawili opeaHisayii cisbcbko2ocnodap-
CbK020 BUPOBGHUYMBA 8 Ci/IbCbKUX 2pomadax. Ha OymMKy pecnoHOeHmig, Koonepamus mpembo20 piBHA NOKJAUKaHUU nidmpumysamu
¢epmepis i Koonepamusu npu BupiWeHHi Makux icmomHux npobsiem, AK obMexysasibHe 3aKoHodascmso, abo 8 npoyeci maxkux
KPUMUYHO BaxX/uBux peopm 0/1A CiZlbCbKO20CN0OAPCbKUX BUPOBHUKIB, AK 3emMesibHa. Lli opeaHizayii Moxxymb mamu Moxaugicme
8n/iusamu Ha puHKo8i ymMosu, 3a1y4amu iHaHcysaHHA abo cybcudii 018 OpibHUX MOJIOYHUX BUPOBHUKIB.

EnlemMeHmu HayKogoi HOBU3HU. BuzHa4yeHo npu4uHu Koonepayii dpi6HUX MOIOYHUX hepmepis i TXHi OyMKa npo nepedymosu ma
nepcnekmusu opaaHizayii ma po3sumKy Ci/lbCbK020CN0OapCbKUX Koonepamugis dpy2020 i mpembo2o pisHis 8 YKpaiHi. [Mo3Ha4yeHo
nepcnekmusHi MOoYKU po3BUMKY i BOOCKOHA/IEHHA YUX Op2aHizayill 3 mMemoto NiOmpuMKu (PYHKUIOHYBAHHA Ci/lbCbKO20 MOJIOYHO20
6i3Hecy 8 YKpaiHi. 30kpema, pecnoHOeHmu Koonepamugis dpy2o20 pigHA 06i3HaHi npo nepedbayysaHi su2odu 8i0 KoonepamusHUX
06’€0HaHb i Yekaromb nodibHO20 8i0 CMBOPEeHHA Koonepamusy mpembo20 pisHA. BoHu oyikyiomb, wo 8iH 6yde opeaHizosaHull Ha
OCHOBi 2a/1y3esux NOBHOBAXKEHb i 8 OCHOBHOMY 30ceped:KeHuUll Ha NUMAHHAX 3aKkoHodascmea ma ¢iHaHcysaHHA. Pa3om i3 mum 80%
pecnoHOeHmMi8 CYMHiBarwmMbCA 8 NpakmuyHil peanizayii yiei idei 4epe3 pu3suku kopynyii ma miHizayii ekoHoMiku. [lpu ybomy
06’e0HaHHA Koonepamugis € Ji/I0BUMU Op2aHi3ayiamu, a 8 KOHMeKcmi caimoso2o 0ocsidy cNpAMOBAHi Ha MapKemuHz, nepepobKy
abo mopeissito NpodyKyiero, 3006ymma nepe2o8opHOT CUU MA YACMKU PUHKY.

MpakmuyHa 3Ha4yywjicmb. ByeHi ma ekcnepmu azpapHoi eKOHOMIKU MOXXYMb BUKOPUCMOBYBAMU pe3y/ibmamu O0CNiOXeHHA 0N1A
nidmpuMKu po38UMKY MOJI0YHUX 06C/1y208YH04UX Koonepamusgig dpy2020 i mpemb020 pigHig 8 YKpaiHi, 014 noainweHHsA yMos npayi
8 cesiax i3 Koohnepamugamu ma 6i3Hec-cepedosuwja 015 OpibHUX BUPOGHUKIB MOJI0YHOT NpodyKuii 8 YKkpaiHi. Tabn.: 2. Puc.: 1.
bibniozp.: 19.

Kntouosi cnosa: cinbcbKko2ocnodapcbKi Koonepamusu; MOJIOYHI Koonepamusu; Koonepamusu; 06’€0HAHHA Koonepamusis;
BMOPUHHI i MpemuHHi Koonepamusu.
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be3syc P. H., bypmak C. I'., Kpiouko /. C., Aly6posa H. [1. lpednocbiKu u nepcneKmusbl Op2adHU3aUUU U pA3sumus
ce/IbcKoxo3AlCMBeHHbIX KOOhepamusos B8mopo20 U mpembe20 yposHell 8 YKpauHe: nNpumep MOJIOYHbIX O06C/Y:KUBarwux
Koonepamusos

Llenb cmambu - 8b1A8UMb NPeONOCbIZIKU U Nepcnekmusbl 0p2aHU3auyuu U passumus ce/bCKoxo3alicmBeHHbIX Koonepamusos
8mMopo20 U mpembez0 yposHeli 8 YKpauHe, 8 HaCMHOCMU MOJIOYHbIX 06C/IYKUBAIOWUX KOONepamusos.

Memoduka uccnedosaHusA. Mcnosb308aHbl Memoodbl: duasekmuyeckue NO3HaHUs U MoHozpaguyeckuli - 014 aHaauza pabom yK-
PAUHCKUX U 3apybexXHbIX Y4eHbIX No npobsieme cesibckoxo3AalicmaeHHol Mo/104HOU Koonepayuu; IMnupuyecKue u epaguyeckue - 014
deMoHCmMpayuu cocmosHUA KoonepamugHo20 OBUXKEHUSA 8 eaponelickux CmpaHax u s3aumodelicmaus Koonepamusos mpéx yposHel;
OUCMAHYUOHHO20 onpoca - O/1S BbICHEHUS MHEHUS KOONepamopos 0 Ce/IbCKOX03AlUCMBeHHbIX Koonepamusax 8mopo2o U mpembse2o
yposHeli; abcmpakmHo-/i02udeckue - 018 meopemuyeckux 0606weHul u opmyIupPOBKU BbIBOJOB.

Pe3ynbmamei ucc1edos8aHuA. YcmaHosieHo, 4mo 60/1bLWLUHCMBO KOONEPamopos CMpemMAMCA K KOJIJIeKMUBHOMY pelleHuUro npo-
61eM KoHKypeHmHol denosol cpedbl 8 YkpauHe. OyHKUUOHUpoBaHUe 06beduHeHUl MOJIOYHbIX Koonepamugos (Koonepamusos
B8MOP0O20 YPOBHA) NO380/IUJIO YIyHWUMb 83aumodelicmaue Mexdy Y4acmHUKAaMU MOJI04HO20 6u3Heca u cnocobcmaosaso syqwel
op2aHu3ayuu CcesbCKoxo3AlicmBseHHO20 npou3sodcmaa 8 Ce/bCKux obuwjuHax. Mo MHeHuto pecnoHOeHmos, Koonepamus mpembe20
YPOBHA Npu3saH noddep:xusams epmepos U Koonepamusbl NPU peweHUU Makux Cyu,ecmseHHbIX Nnpob/iemM, KaK 02paHuyumesibHoe
3aKoHOdame/1bCmBo, UJ/IU 8 Npoyecce Makux KpUMUYecKU BaXHbIX pedopmax O1A cesibCKoxo3alcmseHHbIX npousgooumeneli, Kak
3emMe/IbHaA. 3mu op2aHuU3ayuu Mo2ym UMemb BO3MOXKHOCMb B/IUAMb HA PbIHOYHbIE YC/08UA, NPUBJIEKAMb (QUHAHCUPOBAHUE U/U
cybcuduu 0718 MeJIKUX MOJIOYHBIX hepmepos.

31emeHmbI Hay4yHoU HOBU3HbI. OnpedesieHbl NPUYUHbI KOONepayuu MeJIKUX MOJIOYHBIX hepmepos U UX MHeHUE 0 NpednocbiIKax u
nepcnekmuBsax op2aHu3ayuu u passumus Ce/ibCKoX03AUCMBeHHbIX Koonepamusos 8Mopo2o U mpembezo yposHeli 8 YKkpauHe. 0603Ha-
YeHbl NepcneKkmuBHble MOYKU pa3sumus U COBEpUIeHCMBOBAHUA 3MUX Op2aHU3ayull ¢ yesbto N00Jep:KKU PYHKUUOHUPOBAHUSA Ce/IbCKO-
20 MOJI04YHO20 bu3Heca 8 YKpauHe. B yacmHocmu, pecnoHOeHmbl KOONepamusos 8mopo20 YPOBHA 0CBE0OMJIeHbl O NPednosia2aembix
Bbl200ax om KoonepamusHbix 06beduHeHul u oxudarm nodobHo2o0 om co30aHUs Koonepamusa mpembe20 YposHA. OHU oxudarom,
4mo oH 6ydem 0pa2aHU308aH HA OCHOBE OMPAC/IeBbIX NOSHOMOYULl U 8 OCHOBHOM COCPEOOMOYeH HAa BONPOCAX 3aKOHOOamesibcmsa u
¢uHaHcuposaHus. Bmecme ¢ mem 80% pecnoHOeHMo8 coMHeBaomcA 8 npakmuyeckol peasuzayuu 3mol udeu U3-3a pUCKoO8 Koppynuyuu
U meHu3ayuu 3KoHOMUKU. [Ipu 3mom, 06BedUHeHUA Koonepamusos AB/IAIMCA 0e/108bIMU OP2aHU3AYUAMU, a 8 KOHMEKCMe MUpOoB80o20
onbIma Hanpas/ieHbl Ha MapKemuHe, nepepabomky u/iu mopaos/ito npodykyuel, noslyyeHue nepe2o8opHoll cusibl U JO/IU PbIHKA.

lMpakmuyeckaa 3Ha4uMocmeb. Y4éHble u 3Kcnepmbl a2papHoll S3KOHOMUKU MO2ym UCNOJ/Ib308aMb pe3y/ibmambl Ucc/1edo8aHus
0717 N00dep}KKU passuMUA MOJIOYHbIX 06C/TYKUBAOULUX KOONepamusos8 8mopo2o U mpembe20 yposHel 8 YKpauHe, O/1A Yay4YweHus
ycaosuli mpyda 8 cenax ¢ Koonepamusamu u 6Gu3Hec-cpedbl 011 MesIKux npousgodumeneli moso4qHol npodyKyuu 8 YKpauHe.
Tabn.: 2. Unn.: 1. bubnuoep.: 19.

Kntoyesbie cnosa: cesbcKoxo3alicmaeHHble Koonepamusbl; MOJIOYHbIe Koonepamusbl; Koonepamusbl; 06beduHeHUs Koonepa-
muBo8; BMOPUYHbIe U MpemuyHble Koonepamusbl.
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