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In the articles lighted up theoretical principles are from organization of economic events in relation to the increase
of level of management economic firmness and efficiency of enterprises of organic beekeeping in an agrarian sec-
tor. The organizational mechanism of cooperation is formed for lines «production-processing» with the selection of
three types of model enterprises. The association of beekeeping enterprises on the basis of cooperation and with
the use of integrated systems in the direction of creating highly mechanized large bee apiaries is substantiated.
The research of beekeeping enterprises productive forces should be done in order to achieve efficient use of objects
and means of labour. This effect is due to the cognition of objective and subjective laws of development of produc-
tive forces, laws and principles of their functioning. The productive forces of beekeeping enterprises are in constant
motion, changing its quality status and influence the level of economic stability of individual enterprise. This should
be taken into account while their research and justification of improvement directions.

Keywords: the economic firmness, enterprises of beekeeping, model enterprises, integrated systems,
agrarian sector.

Y cmammi suceimneHi meopemud4Hi 3acadu 3 opaaHi3auii eKOHOMIYHUX 3ax00i8 W 000 rMid8UUEHHST PigHS yripas-
JIHHS1 @KOHOMIYHOK CmilKicmro ma echekmueHicmio nidrnpuemMcmes opaaHiyHo20 60XinbHUYUMea 8 agpapHOMY CeK-
mopi. CebopmosaHo opeaaHizauiltiHuli mexaHiam 83aemo0ii o niHii «eupobHUUMBo-rnepepobkay 3 8UOINEHHSIM MPbOX
munie modenbHux nidnpuemcms. ObrpyHmosaHo 0b'cOHaHHs nidnpuemcme 60XinbHUYMea Ha OCHO8I Koorepauil
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ma 3 8UKOPUCMAaHHSIM IHMe2po8aHUX CUCMEM 8 HarpsIMKy CMBOPEHHS 8UCOKOMEXaHIi308aHUX 8enlukux 60xos10o na-
cik. OCHOBHUMU €KOHOMIYHUMU, Op2aHi3auitiHuUMu ma mexHo102idHUMU rpiopumemamu KOHKYPEHMOCTPOMOXHO20
supobHuuymea 60xin, xapakmepHuUmu 0515l a2papHoO20 CEeKMmMopy, € 800CKOHalIEHHsT mexHosoeii supobHuUymea mnio-
npuemcmes 60xinbHUYmMea. Bmpamu y 60xinsHUYmMsi 3a poku pegopm noe’asaHi 3 nikeidauyiero binbwocmi creuvia-
ni3osaHux eocriodapcme 3 supobHuymea 60xinbHUUMea Medy ma mopeaissii ma 4acmkoeo 8HeceHHs1 00bpus, He3a-
dosinbHUM cmaHom binbwocmi ghepm, Wo 3anuwunuch, posrnadom MixxeocrnodapcbKux 6OXinbHUUbKUX 06°€0HaHb,
a makox 8esluKux nacik ma 60XinbHUUbKUX ¢hepM, pi3kum nadiHHsA rpunadie ma obnadHaHHs Onsi 60XinbHUYUMEa,
rnocnabneHHs azpo3008emepuHapHoOI Criyx6bu nacik Yyepe3 6pak HamexHo20 ¢hiHaHCy8aHHs moujo. Lle gidkpusae
nepcriekmusu 018 po3sumky 60XinbHUULKUX nidnpuemcme YkpaiHu. Knwoyosumu numaHHSMU Ha MaubymHe €
8rposadKeHHsI CydyacHUX mexHoroaili Ha nidnpuemcmeax 6OXinbHUYMea ma 8upobHULUMEO Yucmux npodykmie
60xinbHUYmMea, b6esneka nikapcbkux 3acobis, siki 60HU 8UpPobigtomb 055t 6opombbu i3 xeopobamu 60X, HanexHe
8UKOpUCMaHHS XiMiYHO20 3axucmy MeOOHOCHUX POC/IUH, 8i0rn08iOHe OHOBMEHHS IHCMpPyMeHmie ma obrnadHaHHS
60xin, echbekmusHe sukopucmaHHs1 pobo4OoI cusiu, 3emMernbHUX ma hiHaHCOo8UX pecypcie ma po3pobka rnpoepamMmHO20
3abesneyvyeHHs iHgbopmauiliHoi iHgbpacmpykmypu. LocnioxeHHs npodyKmueHUX cus 60XinbHUUbKUX nidnpuemcms
cnid nposodumu 3 Memor egheKkmueHO20 8UKOpUCMaHHs npedmemie ma 3acobie npauj. Liel ecpekm obymoeneHul
ni3HaHHSAM 06’eKmuUBHUX ma cy6’eKmuUBHUX 3aKOHI8 pO38UMKY MPOOYKMUBHUX CUJI, 3aKOHI8 ma MpuHUUrie ix ¢hyHK-
uioHysaHHs. [podykmusHi cunu nidnpuemcme 60xinbHUYMea rnepebysaroms y nocmitiHoMy pyci, 3MiHIHHU 020
SKicHUU cmamyc i ernnuearodu Ha pieeHb eKOHOMIYHOI cmabinbHocmi oKpemoezo nidnpuemcmea. Lle crid gpaxosyesa-
mu nid Yac ix docridxeHb ma 0brpyHmMyeaHHs HarpsiMKie 800CKOHaEHHS.

KntouoBi cnoBa: ekoHomiYHa cmilikicmb, nidnpuemcmea 60xinbHuUYmea, MooesbHi nidnpuemcmea, iHmeepo-
8aHi cucmemu, agpapHull cekmop.

B cmambe oceelwieHHbIe meopemuyeckue npuHUUbI Mo opeaHu3auyuu 3KOHOMUYECKUX MepOornpusmuli OmHoCu-
MerbHO M08bILEHUS YPOBHS YrpasieHUs1 3KOHOMUYECKOU CmOoUKOCMbIO U 3¢bheKkmueHOCMbIo rpednpusimuli opaa-
HUYeCcK020 rn4ernoeo0cmea 8 agpapHom cekmope. CehopmuposaH opaaHu3ayUOHHbIU MexaHU3M 83aumMooelicmeusi rno
JIUHUU «rpou3godcmeo-riepepabomkay ¢ ebidesieHUEM mpex murnog ModesibHbIX rnpednpusmul. O60cHO8aHO 06b-
eduHeHue npednpusimuli nyenoeodcmea Ha OCHOBE Kooriepauuu U C UCMOMb308aHUEM UHMe2pupo8aHHbIX cucmem
8 HarpaesneHuU co30aHusi 8bICOKOMEXaHU3UPOBaHHbIX 6ombuwux nyenonacek. CepopmuposaH op2aHu3ayUOHHbLIU Me-
XaHu3M 83aumoOelicmeusi Mo JIUHUU «rpou3eodcmeo-repepabomkay ¢ 8blI0efIeHUEM MPEeX Murnog MooOeribHbIX rpeo-
npusmud. O6ocHoeaHHO 06bedUHEeHUs npednpusmuli n4esr0800cmea Ha 0CHO8e Koorepayuu U C UCosb308aHUEM
UHMeapUpPOBaHHbIX CUCMEM 8 HarnpaeseHuUU co30aHUsi 8bICOKOMEXaHU3UPOBaHHbLIX KPYMHbIX Nacex.

KntoueBble crnoBa: sKkoHoMu4yeckas cmoukocmb, npednpusmusi n4yenoeodcmea, MoOesbHbIe npednpusmus,

UHMe2pUpPoBaHHbIe cuCcMeMbl, a2papHbIl ceKmop.

Problem outline. Beekeeping enterprises play an
important role in ensuring food security of the country,
the development of which affect the capacity of the do-
mestic food market and adequacy indicators of food
consumption by the population of country. One of the
important places belongs to bee products among the
foodstuffs. Besides beekeeping enterprises supply raw
materials for industrial production and cosmetic indus-
tries. Economic stability influences on the formation
of beekeeping enterprises competitiveness, which de-
pends on the management efficiency, financial resourc-
es availability, the amount and form of investments,
creating production capacity based on innovations,
management features.

Lack of system and fragmentation of revenue in pro-
duction modernization, low investment activity, lack of
integrated application of innovative technologies, imper-
fect economic mechanism of production management
and interbranch relations and economic relations with
processors and trading companies, lack of state sup-
portprevent the ensuring of beekeeping enterprises
competitive development.

However, questions of systematic approach to un-
derstanding competitiveness as a complex economic
category, features of beekeeping enterprises competi-
tiveness, and effective ways of its insurance remain in-
sufficiently studied.It necessitated the given study.

Recent research and publications analysis.
The questions of agricultural enterprises competitive-
ness are considered in the works of a great number of

Ukrainian and foreign scientists: I. Ansoff, V. Andriychuk,
V. Aranciy, A. Arefieva, A. Babenko, A. Bellou, O. Berezin,
I. Blank, B. Borisov, S. Vasylchak, I. Vinichenko, V. Vit-
linsky, P. Haidutsky, Yu. Hubenya, O. Gudz, M. Demya-
nenko, M. Koretsky, N. Lobov, M. Malik, P. Makarenko,
L. Melnyk, V. Mesel-Veselyak, V. Plaksiyenko, S. Pokro-
pyvny, P. Sabluk, G.Savitska, O. Ulianchenko, A. Tsyha-
nyuk, A. Chupisa, V. Yurchishin and others.

Theoretical and practical bases of beekeeping rational
management were studied by L. Bondarchuk, V. Zharov,
V. Korzh, A. Lewandowska, V. Polishchuk, G. Pryymak,
A. Cherkasov and others. Market research of beekeeping
and the economic efficiency of production were covered
in the works of S. Bugera, A. Bukreyev, O. Khristenko,
S.A. Chekhov, O.M. Yatsenko and others.

Summary of the economic thought achievements
shows that, despite the significant scientific contribu-
tions on issues of beekeeping enterprises competitive-
ness, large range of issues remain unresolved, in par-
ticular related to the deepening of the theoretical and
methodological principles of beekeeping enterprises
competitiveness.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of re-
search is to develop and substantiate theoretical, meth-
odological and institutional framework to ensure thebee-
keepingenterprises competitiveness.

Task outline:

— clarify the conceptual framework of the research
problems, including interpretation of the essence of the
category of "competitiveness" of the enterprise;
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— improve methodological approaches for the ma-
nagement of beekeeping enterprise competitiveness;

— justify the organizational and economic measures
implementing competitive strategies of beekeeping en-
terprises;

— develop organizational and economic measures to
improve the competitiveness of beekeeping enterprises.

Object of research — the process of management
and ensuring competitiveness of beekeeping enterprises.

Subject of research — a set of theoretical, method-
ological and practical aspects of beekeeping enterprise
competitiveness.

The main material of research. Ukraine is among
the countries with developed bee production. This de-
velopment was contributed by proper climatic conditions
of the country, large areas of melliferous grounds and
traditions of population to maintain the bees. These fac-
tors have provided high-quality reception of bee prod-
ucts, which is a prerequisite for the development of bee-
keeping enterprises, domestic and foreign agricultural
markets.

As a result of organizational and structural chang-
es, there is a negative trend in recent years in the bee-
keeping enterprises, as in many other agricultural en-
terprises. The number of bee colonies is reducing and
their productivity is also reducing. Despite this situation,
Ukraine is among the five leading countries that have
developed production of bee products. Beekeeping en-
terprises activities play an important role in the economy
of our country and ensure the production of honey, wax,
royal jelly, propolis, apitoxin, pollen, pollination of ento-
mophilecrops.

However, in a volatile economic situation on the in-
ternational and national markets increasing demands
for accelerated development of adequate national ag-
ricultural market, which is able to provide the balance
of supply and demand, increase the profitability of bee-
keeping enterprises, accelerate development of rural
areas and improve the goodness of the population. Pro-
duction expansion of beekeeping enterprises products
by the farmers can become a stabilizer in an unstable
economic situation.

Transformation and development of market econo-
my intensified structural reforms in the field of beekeep-
ing, due to changes in organizational and legal forms of
ownership, size and structure of enterprises, supply and
demand, under the social division of labor.

Regarding the situation on the domestic market of
beekeeping production, it is possible to say that it de-
pends primarily on external trends. The global economic
crisis significantly unbalanced this market, but it remains
one of the most dynamic and globalized markets nowa-
days. There are more than 50 min. coloniesin the world,
the number of entities engaged in beekeeping is about
7 min. The largest number of bee colonies located in Chi-
na (15%), Russia (7%), Turkey (6%), Ukraine (6 %), the
USA (5.5%), Poland and Mexico (5%). World production
of honey is 1.5 min. tons and exports — 400 ths. tons an-
nually. The leading world producers of honey are China,
Argentina, Turkey, Ukraine and the USA. Bee products
market has a number of features, and in recent years
there is active market redistribution between the major
producers. Only a few countries are absolutely secured in
its own beekeeping production: China, Canada, Ukraine,
Russia and Poland. Honey production in China reached
200 ths. tons, in the USA- 100 ths. tons, Mexico — over
50 ths. tons,Russia —about 50 ths. tons. Ukrainetakes
the 4th place in the world by total production of honey,
the average is 75 ths. tons. Ukraine, among European
countries,takes the first place according to the relevant
indicator, but only 6% of domestic honey is exported. This
sector employs about 700 ths. people, which is 1.5% of
the population. Countryis among the five leading produc-
ers of honey in terms of consumption of this product per
capita and gross output (Table 1).

In developed countries it is consumed about 1.5 kg
of honey on average per person per year, while in deve-
loping countries — only several tens of grams [2].

One of the main sources of financing of beekeeping
enterprises in many countries is honey export earnings.
The situation is quite different in Ukraine, especially
when analysing the volume of honey production in Sovi-
et times and the period of independence.

Taking into account the specificity of agricultural
production, particularly bee production and implemen-
tation of complex interrelated agricultural activities in
the aggregate: demand analysis, production of a certain
technology, transportation, storage, processing, sale of
bee products, it should be noted that this contributes to
the beekeeping enterprises competitiveness. Thus the
main integrated indicator of the state of the company
and which affects its strategic development is competi-
tiveness. The concept of competitiveness is meaningful
nowadays.

Table 1

World consumption of honey, 2015

Country Production of honey, Quantity of bee cog:?:stlraynong?-sge Procti,t;ztzgtlz:; one
ths. tons colonies, min. pcs. . h ’
in enterprise kg of honeyl/year
Ukraine 73,7 3,0 24,7
the USA 65,2 2,2 24,0 30,0
Argentina 80,0 4.0 121,0 20,0
Russia 53,5 3,9 9,6 18,4
Canada 29,3 0,6 85,0 50,0
New Zealand 10,5 0,4 130,0 27,8
Israel 2,5 0,1 180,0 28,0
Spain 30,4 2,4 98,0 12,6

Source: [9; 10]
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For example, M. Porter believes that competitive-
ness — is conditioned by economic, social and po-
litical factors of the country situation or a particular
commodity in the domestic and foreign markets [8].
B. Stephenson characterizes the competitiveness
from the positions, "how effective the company meets
customer needs in comparison with other companies
offering similar goods or services" [8]. Ukrainian sci-
entists consider competitiveness as the presence of
the company’s tangible and intangible opportunities
and resources and conditions that ensure its sustain-
ability in the long term [7]. Thus, competitiveness in
domestic and foreign markets is characterized by the
ability to deliver competitive products and the poten-
tial for such issues. However, competitiveness is an
indicator, in which product competitiveness, industry,
region and economy in general arerevealed andinter-
twined.

Formation of methodological principles for deter-
mining beekeeping enterprises competitiveness takes
placeon the basisof features that are stipulated by the
industry specificity. To specify the mechanism of for-
mation of beekeeping enterprises competitiveness it is
advisable to classify them according to the categories
indicatedin the definition (Figure 1).

Taking into account the level of factors influences on
the competitiveness of beekeeping enterprise it is pos-
sible to highlight the following subsystems:

— external factors of competitiveness directly de-
pends on the beekeeping enterprise opportunities to
adjust its activities considering the influence of natural,
economic, political, social, demographic, production
and technological factors of the environment. The range
of activities that can be offered in order to maintain an
adequate level of external component include: effective
lending and borrowing policy, fast rate of production
process adaptation through innovative approaches in
the management of the company to changing market
conditions, development and modernization of its own
resources;

— internal factors of competitiveness, are formed
by making optimal management decisions to change
production, information, labour, financial resources and
social services. The range of measures in order to main-
tain an adequate level of internal component can offer
tools motivational mechanism both moral and material
incentives;

— sectoral economic stability, formed by a set of mea-
sures, based on the interest’s integration of beekeeping
enterprise with the agricultural enterprises. In this case,
the level of beekeeping enterprise viability may be limit-
ed to only standard value selected for the integration of
agricultural enterprise;

— ecological stability, characterizes enterprise ability
to maintain natural and economic balance and to im-
prove environmental conditionsof operations.

Environmental factors (political, administrative,
social, demographic, legal)

Influence of environmental factors

Beekeeping enterprises competitiveness

Influence of internal environment factors

production, raw materials,
financial, marketing,
innovation, investment

organizational labor potential,
management social infrastructure
structure | |

Factors of internal environment
(Production, management, labor)

Production
component

Organizational
componenet

Social
component

Figure 1. Factors of formation of beekeeping enterprises competitiveness
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These beekeeping enterprises subsystems charac-
terize different aspects of their development, and the
level of influence on one another is high enough, and
the result of their influence — is the level of competitive-
ness. We can therefore say that the result of the overall
competitiveness of the enterprise is based on the inte-
grated operation of all subsystems [3].

Evaluation the effectiveness of production technol-
ogies of bee products that determines the level of bee-
keeping enterprises competitiveness, connected with
consideration of a number of factors that determine
the nature of production resources use and market
conditions of implementation. Small-sized private bee
apiaries prevail in modern beekeeping of country, on
which the development of scientific and technological
progress and innovation are limited by manual labour
prevalence, which low productive, and primitive means
of production. Technologies for the most common bee
products receiving can be substantially improved, taking
into account national and international experience [6].

An integrated approach to evaluate the level of bee-
keeping enterprises competitiveness can be done with
the help of comparative analysis of production efficien-
cy on perspective apiaries of different sizes and organi-
zational and legal forms of management. On the basis
of the sample statistical indicators of four enterprises
of Dnipropetrovsk region are examined: PAT "Bdzho-
loahroservis" of Solonyanskydistrict, FG "Bdzhilka" of
Pavlograd district, SFG "Medok" of Magdalynivka dis-
trict and PP "Sens" of Dnipropetrovsk region for the
years 2011-2015 on average.

To calculate the efficiency of honey we have taken
beekeeping enterprises, different in size and technolo-
gy of beekeeping. However, the production of honey in
these farms is the basis for development of beekeeping
enterprises, since only when bee colonies have suffi-
cient quantity of honey; they may have their full devel-
opment and getting the majority of other bee products
(Table 2).

The data in Table 2 indicate that the PAT "Bdzho-
loahroservis" has the most effective honeyproduction.
FG "Bdzhilka" and SFG "Medok" have profitable honey
production, but the profitability is low, respectively 9.5%
and 4.3%, as in most beekeeping enterprises.

PP "Sens" has unprofitable production of honey and
bee products as a whole for 2011-2015, which indicates
the low quality of management decisions of the man-
agement, poor quality products, lack of effective distri-
bution channels and high production costs.

The data of state statistical reports indicate that the
economic efficiency ofhoney production of beekeeping
enterprises has significant differences.

Perspective direction of honey and trade beekeeping
development in the country is the creation of apiaries on
a cooperative basis, the dimensions of which are deter-
mined by gross income. In modern beekeeping there
are a lot of examples when within the horizontal (intra-
sectoral) cooperation private bee apiaries consolidate
to share the expensive vehicles, mobile pavilions and
equipment, conducting migration, protection and main-
tenance (handling, inspection, etc.) of bee colonies. An
example of this association is beekeepers association
of KryvyRih "Travnevy Sad".

Within vertical (intrasectoral) cooperation they carry
out processing of honey, wax and other bee products,
which is the feedstock for enterprises in other industries.

Theory and practice of beekeepingenterprisesre-
forming demonstrate the need for the development of
large commodity production based on cooperation and
integration. This confirms the experience of foreign
countries with developed beekeeping (the USA, Can-
ada, Argentina, Mexico, Australia, Hungary, Romania,
China, etc). There the private sector dominates over
collective and state sectors. In average, it accounts
70-92% of bee colonies quantity and a significant part
of production [5].

In order to enhance the competitiveness of beekeeping
enterprises it is necessary to introduce the latest technolo-
gy maintenance, migrations, bees swarming and obtaining
products, establish primary processing of bee products,
which will ensure maximum efficiency and their implemen-
tation, such as appropriate use ofintensive beekeeping
technology. The intensityin beekeeping is expressed as
a rational bee maintaining. This means that throughout
the season beekeeping enterprise are using methods that
minimize the consumption of material resources and phys-
ical strength of beekeepers within guaranteed obtaining-
maximum impact products of bees labour.

This technology of intensive beekeeping does not
require additional hives for bees. It is possible to receive
a large quantity of real honey from 60 to 150 kg from
one bee colony without increasing the number of bee
colonies. Let us consider the economic calculation of
this technology for PAT "Bdzholoahroservis" in table 3.

Thus, as a result of use of this technology of inten-
sive beekeeping it is possible to receive 62,160 tons of
honey, and performance of one bee colony is 60 kg of
honey. The cost of one kg of honey significantly reduced

Table 2

Economic efficiency of honey production in beekeeping enterprises of Dnipropetrovsk region,
the average for 2011-2015

) PAT FG
Indicators "dehol_oahro- "Bdzhilka" SFG "Medok™ | PP "Sens"
servis"
Number of bee colonies, pcs. 1036 436 112 66
Received honey from one bee colony, kg 27,1 18,3 31,3 25
The cost price of 1 kg of honey, UAH 25,75 29,4 31,4 39,1
The level of effort for 1 kg of honey, person-hours 2,1 2,4 3,1 3,9
The level of profitability (loss) of honey production, % 17,6 9,5 4,3 -11,2
The level of profitability (loss) of beekeeping, % 28,9 14,3 8,4 -4.5
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Table 3
Economic efficiency ofintensive beekeeping technology for PAT "Bdzholoahroservis"
Indicators — Technology - - Changes, in %
traditional intensive

Number of colonies, colonies 1036 1036 100
Gross yield of honey, kg 28075,6 62160 2,2 times
Honey performance of one bee colony, kg 27,1 60 2,2 times
Price of 1 kg of honey, UAH 30,28 30,28 100
Proceeds from sale of honey, ths. UAH 850,1 1882,2 2,2 times
Total cost,ths. UAH 722,9 11251 155,6
Cost price of 1 kg of honey, UAH 25,75 18,10 70,3
Profit (loss) — total,ths. UAH 127,2 757 .1 6,0 times.
For one bee colony, UAH 122,78 730,79 6,0 times
Level of profitability, % 17,6 67,3 49,7 g. p.

by 29.7% in comparison with traditional technology and
will reach 18.10 UAH. As a result, this technology helps
to receive 6.0 times more income than the traditional
beekeeping as in a whole and in calculation per one bee
colony. The level of profitability in the use of this tech-
nology will increase by 49.7 g. v. in comparison with the
traditional 67.3%.

In general, the technology of intensive beekeeping
is one of the most efficient, as it minimizes financial
and physical costs while maximizing yields. It should
be taken into account the most resistant to market re-
lations models of organizational structures in beekeep-
ing. In our opinion, there are three types of beekeeping
enterprisesand their apiariesthat haveincreased com-
petitivenessamong the prospective enterprises. They
accumulate the most salient positive trends in shaping
the institutional mechanism of interaction through the
production — processing and bee products realization.

Each of these production types is presented by the
model farm (apiary), the most relevant to a certain level
of management. Three levels of management were dis-
tinguishedwhile justification of medium-term prospects of
beekeeping in the country. The first one involves the most
promising model of bee apiary that has optimal size and
structure of production, providing its owners a competi-
tive, self-sufficient development in market conditions. It is
located in the administrative district to obtain guaranteed
volumes of products, pollinating crops by bees and satu-
ration of the local market with beekeeping products.

The size bee apiary (100-150 bee colonies) provides
the most efficient use of employees throughout the cal-
endar year — beekeepers and beekeeper’s assistant
and use of modern means of mechanization.

The second one is presented as a model bee farm
that takes advantage of high-tech manufacturing. The
peculiarity of the institutional mechanism of this type of
production is the ability to combine into a single unit pro-
duction, primary processing of products, raw materials
and marketing activities. It is assumed that bees and
beekeeping products model farm will be implemented
independently both in rural and regional markets as
part of procurement and trade organizations involved
in inter-regional market. Bee farms can be successfully
used for pollinating large volumes of entomophile crops
on crop farms, and act independently with their products
as a relatively large commodity production in the region.

In the future, a limited number of such bee farms can
effectively use the resources of individual district.

The third one is represented by a model integrated
system, which includes the parent company and the
network of bee apiaries of different sizes and organiza-
tional and legal types of management, as well as enter-
prises and organizations of agrarian sphere of economy
and other sectors of the economy, interested in joint ac-
tivities of production, processing and realization of bee
products. Geographically, this system can combine bee-
keeping area, region, and in the future be a representa-
tive of interregional organizations and act independently
on the international market.

It is necessary to match internal organizational and
economic measuresfor the development of market re-
lations in beekeeping with international requirements in
order Ukraine could participate in the international ag-
ricultural market with beekeeping enterprisesproducts.
This is due to the increased role of the state as guaran-
tor enterprises out of the crisis and creating conditions
for sustainable further development [4].

In terms of market relations, the importance of the
principle of rational distribution and combining the re-
gions specializations in the production of certain prod-
ucts for export as well as for the purpose of self-suffi-
ciency.The last ensure cooperation.

The importance and urgency of cooperation id dis-
cussed in a special resolution 56/114 "Cooperatives in the
process of social development” UNO General Assembly
dated June 18, 2002. According to the experience of some
countries, service cooperatives are creating to reduce the
number of intermediaries and improve the process of bee
products promotion from producer to final consumer.

One of the most important prerequisites of such ser-
vice cooperatives is territorial concentration of beekeep-
ing enterprises, their interest in establishing cooperative
structures. These service cooperatives combine only
part of the assets of beekeeping enterprises necessary
for normal functioning of the cooperative by transferring
to it the property contribution from fixed positions in the
constituent agreement on cooperative creation.

The advantages of such cooperatives creation for
beekeeping enterprises are:

— taking part in a large volume production, creating
competition for intermediaries and avoid competition with-
in the cooperation, using professional managerial staff;
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— receiving profit except production and from sub-
sequentadvancement stages of produced bee products;

— possibility of entering the markets, supplies and
services, including international markets;

— benefits of coordination in the cooperative associ-
ation, share risk and provide appropriate control on the
market [6].

Itis through cooperation beekeeping enterprises can
properly form an appropriate system of bee products
promotion and opportunity to get a real price for these
products both on the domestic and foreign markets.

Beekeeping integration of different areas involves the
formation of financial and material resources of enterpris-
es, the creation of highly mechanized large apiaries. It
is possible to have a direct connection according to the
scheme: bee apiary — processing — product realization.

Horizontal integration (intrasectoral) is generally ef-
fective in cooperative groups. Within this type of inte-
gration, the issues of financial mutual aid and lending,
training and retraining, when highly-qualified beekeep-
ersteach students beekeeping through joint work on an
apiary, aresuccessfully resolved.

Interregionalintegration is the acquisition of land in-
tegrator of beekeeping land, bee hives and beekeeping
resources of the enterprise (agricultural enterprises) in
different regions. The principles of voluntariness, dem-
ocratic centralism, territorial, sectoral, functional and
othersshould be taken into account. Mutualcooperation
should provide production growth of bee products and
income, solving social problems of the village.

Forming of integration links between service cooper-
atives and credit unions is alsoperspective. These struc-
tures cooperate in overcoming the shortage of financial
resources for the development of service cooperatives,
which in turn will provide the necessary funds and turn-
over will affect the efficiency of production processes in
beekeepingenterprises, facilitate development of new
sources of investment of beekeeping products.

Conclusions. Improving the competitiveness of-
beekeeping enterprises in the future should be made
by: association of beekeeping enterprises based on
cooperation and the use of integrated systems towards
a highly mechanized large bee apiaries; integration
of credit unions; maintenance of production based on
modern technologies and innovative part in the forma-
tion of financial and material resources according to the
scheme: production — processing — realization. Such co-
operation of all members of the marketing chain should
provide production growth of bee products and income,
overcoming the lack of financial resources for the devel-
opment of service cooperatives, which in turn will pro-
vide the necessary circulation of funds and affect the
efficiency of production processes in beekeeping enter-
prises, facilitate theformation ofnew investment sources
of productiondevelopment of beekeeping products.

62

References:

1. Akmaiev A.l. (2007) Udoskonalennia otsinky konkuren-
tospromozhnosti pidpryiemstva v umovakh hlobalizatsii
[Improving the assessment of the competitiveness of the
enterprise in the context of globalization]. Kultura narodov
Prychernomoria, vol. 99, pp. 7-10.

2. Aleksandrova O.V. (2012) Ekonomich nastiikistsilsko
hospodarskoho vyrobnytstva yak osnovnyich ynnykyo-
ho konkurentospromozhnosti [Economic stability of ag-
ricultural production as a major factor in its competitive-
ness]. Zbirnyknaukovykh prats Tavriiskoho derzhavnoho
ahrotekhnolohichnoho universytetu, no. 2, t. 3, pp. 13-21.

3. Alekseenko N.V. (2008) Ustoichyvoe razvytye predpryiaty-
ia kak factor ekonomycheskoho rosta [Sustainable devel-
opment of the enterprise as a factor of economic growth].
Ekonomika i orhanizatsiia upravlinnia: zb. nauk. pr., no. 3,
pp. 59-65.

4. Buhai V.Z., Omelchenko V.M. (2008) Analiz ta otsinka fi-
nansovoi stiikosti pidpryiemstva [Analysis and assessment
of the financial stability of the enterprise]. Derzhava ta re-
hiony, no. 1, pp. 34-39.

5. Buhera S.1. (2009) Promyslove bdzhilnytstvo: orhanizatsi-
ino-pravovyi aspect [Industrial beekeeping: organizational
and legal aspect]. Pasika, no. 4, pp. 2-3.

6. Vasylchak S.V. (2015) Ekonomichna stiikist silskohospo-
darskykh pidpryiemstv: stratehichnyi menedzhment [Eco-
nomic sustainability of agricultural enterprises: strategic
management]: Zb. nauk. prats "Formuvannia rynkovykh
vidnosyn v Ukraini" [za red. |.H. Mansurova], vyd. 6(169),
pp. 67-70.

7. Melnyk S.I. (2010) Osnovni napriamky formuvannia
konkurentnykh perevah ahrarnykh pidpryiemst v Ukrainy
v rynkovykh umovakh: monohrafiia [The main directions of
formation of competitive advantages of agrarian enterpris-
es of Ukraine in market conditions: monograph]. Luhansk:
Noulidzh. (in Ukrainian)

BibniorpacpiyHui cnucok:

1. AkmaeB A.l., KoBaneHko H.B. YgockoHaneHHsi OLiHKK
KOHKYPEHTOCMNPOMOXHOCTI NignpuemcTsa B yMOBax [rio-
Ganisauii. Kynbmypa Hapodoe [lpuyepHomopbs. 2007.
Bun. 99. C. 7-10.

2. AnekcaHgpoBa O.B. EkOHOMiYHa CTilKiCTb CinbCbKOroc-
nogapcbkoro BUPOBHMLTBA SK OCHOBHWUWA YWMHHUK MOro
KOHKYPEHTOCNPOMOXHOCTI : 36ipHUK Haykosux npaupb Tas-
pilicbko2o OepxagHO20 a2pomexHO02iYHO20 yHIgepcu-
memy. 2012. Ne 2. T. 3. C. 13-21.

3. AnekceeHko H.B. YcTtonumsoe pa3suTtune npeanpuaTus Kak
aKkTop 9KOHOMMYECKOrO pocTa. EKoHOMiIKa i op2aHisauis
ynpaerniHHs : 36. Hayk. rip. 2008. Ne 3. C. 59-65.

4. byran B.3., OmenbyeHko B.M. AHani3 Ta ouiHka ciHaHco-
BOI CTinKocTi nignpuemcTea. [epxasa ma pezioHu. 2008.
Ne 1. C. 34-39.

5. Bbyrepa C.l. MNpomucnoBe 64XiNbHULTBO: OpraHi3auinHo-
npaBoBui acnekT. [lacika. 2009. Ne 4. C. 2-3.

6. Bacunbyak C.B. EkoHOMIYHA CTilikiCTb cinbcbkorocrnogap-
CbKMX MiANPUEMCTB: CTpaTeriyHUn MeHemKMeHT. Popmy-
8aHHSI PUHKOBUX 8IOHOCUH 8 YkpaiHi | 3a peq. |.I. MaHcy-
posa. Kuis, 2015. Bua. 6(169). C. 67-70.

7. MenbHuk C.l. OCHOBHI HaNpPAMKN (POPMYBaHHSI KOHKYPEHT-
HMX nepeBar arpapHvx NiagnpueMcTB YKpaiHu B PUHKOBUX
ymoBax : MoHorpadisi. JlyraHcbk : Hoynimk, 2010. 368 c.



