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SOCIAL ENTREPRENEURSHIP - DEVELOPMENT TRENDS AND
EFFICIENCY ANALYSIS IN EU COUNTRIES

The study analyses the development of social entrepreneurship in the
EU. The state system of its recognition at the legislative level is noted.
International standards that allow developing social entrepreneurship and
forming a system of its non-financial reporting are analysed. The necessity
to take into account the results of these economic entities as a basic basis
for the development of socio-cultural sphere and local environmental
measures, which guarantees the observance of constitutional social values
of citizens, social groups and society in general. The group systems of
indicators are described, which allow to estimate both material and
monetary contribution to the development of the social and environmental
sphere of sustainable development of society. This set of indicators is
necessary to assess the effectiveness of social entrepreneurship at the level
of the territorial community and the city, and further calculation should be
carried out in determining the integrated indicator — the Index of Social
Entrepreneurship.

The results of the study can be used to study trends and further
development of social entrepreneurship and used in further development of
methods for calculating the system of indicators of quality and quantity of
implemented social entrepreneurship services, as well as their contribution
to sustainable development of EU territories and countries.

Keywords: social entrepreneurship; social cooperative; social
entrepreneurship standards; social entrepreneurship indicators; social
entrepreneurship index.

Formulation of the problem. The market economy model forms a
significant potential for income generation by individual entrepreneurs,
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which is enhanced through the control of market mechanisms. Such
control generates corruption schemes in the system of state regulation,
and in the business system - the formation of monopoly groups. With
such a purely economic approach, quite a number of social problems of
society remain out of the attention of businesses and governments. The
dismantling of the socialist world system pointed to the complete
inability of transition economies to solve social problems, which have
become extremely acute.

State regulation of the market economy causes a belated solution
to such problems of society, and big business conducts charitable
events that are unable to cover all these acute problems. Small
business can not fully compete with large, and crises force
entrepreneurs to be realized in another area — social. This intertwining
of events, interests and participants of society led to the emergence and
intensification of social entrepreneurship.

For fifty years, social entrepreneurship has had a wide geography,
occupied a significant share of the economic and social sphere of
European countries and contributes to the creation of added value of the
country. Some indices and indicators have been partially developed,
which allow tracking the current state of this phenomenon in general.
However, in the global approach, uncertainty does not allow to fully
implement the concept of sustainable development.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Foreign scientists
J. Thompson, P.Blooom, J.Dees, M.Yunus, M.Sud, T.Komatsu,
K. Hockerts, J. Mair, S. Abu-Saifan, Ch. Leadbeater, C.Durkin, and
A. Peredo thoroughly researched the issue of social entrepreneurship.
However, the latest trends in the world economy are not fully disclosed
and not substantiated in practical applications.

Formulating the article goals. The purpose of the article is to
study the specifics of social entrepreneurship in EU countries.
Accordingly, there are the following tasks:

- to characterize the legislative regulation of social enterprises in
the EU;

- to analyze the standards for the formation of the requirements of
social entrepreneurship;

- to propose an alternative assessment of social entrepreneurship
in the EU.

Outline of the main research material. For European countries,
social entrepreneurship is quite a mass phenomenon. Such activities
were first legally recognized in Italy with the adoption of Law 381/1991
[1]. It recognized two types of social cooperatives: "A" — social services —
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cooperatives that provide various services at home; day care centers;
socio-educational communities; therapeutic communities; houses of
residence; nursery. The second type of social integration «B» -
agriculture; environmental protection; carpentry; computer
maintenance and configuration; washing; cleaning; repair of things,
printing and stitching of books. Cooperatives with a combination of two
forms «A + B» were also widespread.

These social structures had to meet the following requirements:

1. Profits are distributed in accordance with the social goals of the
organization.

2. Social cooperatives must develop their own assets.

3. At least 30% of the members of the cooperative belong to the
category of vulnerable citizens.

Law 155/2006 [1] in ltaly significantly expanded the concept of
social entrepreneurship. The status of social can be obtained by any
non-profit enterprise that constantly carries out economic activities and
distributes socially significant goods and services. The law also stricter
requirements for such companies. For example, they must publish an
Annual Sustainable Development Report. At the same time, social
enterprises do not receive special benefits, except that they can
participate in grant programs.

The following systems of social entrepreneurship in Europe can be
distinguished:

1. The Northern Europe model is characterized by active support
of the state of the social sphere (Belgium, Sweden, the Netherlands).

2. The Central Europe model — the governments of France, ltaly,
Portugal are focused on the implementation of targeted social programs
and business projects.

3. The Great Britain model, where the priority is social investment.

4. The Eastern Europe model - the development of social
entrepreneurship is based on the intensive use of grants and subsidies
(Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, and Romania).

At the beginning of 2021, all European countries have their own
legislation regulating the activities of social enterprises. The main
condition for accounting for social entrepreneurship is its state
recognition, so the current legislative field is formed, which provides for
state regulation (Table 1).

State regulation reflects the specifics of social entrepreneurship in
individual EU countries and organizational forms of its implementation.
Thus, for Italian and Polish entrepreneurship, the priority is not to make
a profit, but social significance. Most Eastern European countries
develop social entrepreneurship through a system of programs and
foreign grands, in part through religious organizations.

190



@ BicHuk
HYBIM
Table 1

Characteristics of legislative regulation of social enterprises in the EU

Organization

systems of T f ial
social Countries Legislation ype of sociat
entrepreneurship
entrepre-
neurship
Belgium  |Article 661 of the Company Code of |Social enterprise
1999
Denmark [Law No.711 of 25/06/2014 on Social enterprise
The Northern Registered Social Enterprises
Europe model Finland Law No.1351/2003 of 30.12.2003 |Social enterprise
on Social Enterprises
Luxembourg |Law of 12/12/2016 of Social Social enterprise
impact Societies, or SIS
Greece Law No0.2716/1999 and Social cooperative
No.4019/20144 on Social
Cooperatives
France Law No.2014/856 of 31/07/2014  |Collective cooperative
on the Social and Solidarity
The Central Economy
Europe model Italy Law No. 381/1991 on Social Social cooperative
Cooperatives
No.155 of 24/03/2006 on Social
Enterprise
Portugal |Law No0.1/2013 of 29/10/2013 on |Social cooperative
Special Employment Centers
Croatia Law No.764 of 11/03/2011 on Social cooperative
Cooperatives
Czechia Law N0.90/2012 on commercial Social cooperative
Companies and Cooperatives
Hungary |Law No.X-2006 on Cooperatives Social cooperative
Latvia Law No0.212(6039) of 2018 on Social enterprise
Social Enterprises
Lithuania |Law No.IX-2251 of 1/06/2004 on  |Social enterprise
The Eastern . .
Europe model Social Enterprise . . .
Poland Law of 27/04/2006 on Social Social cooperative
Cooperatives
Romania [Law No0.219 of 23/07/2015 on the |Social enterprise
Social Economy
Slovakia |Law No.5/2004 of 04/12/2003 on |Social enterprise
Employment Services
Slovenia |Law no.20 of 2011 on Social Social enterprise

Entrepreneurship

The Great
Britain model

Great Britain

Law No0.1788 of 2005 on
Community Interest Company
Regulations

Organization with the
interests of territorial
communities

Source: Compiled by authors on the data of European Commission [2]

State regulation reflects the specifics of social entrepreneurship in
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individual EU countries and organizational forms of its implementation.
Thus, for Italian and Polish entrepreneurship, the priority is not to make
a profit, but social significance. Most Eastern European countries
develop social entrepreneurship through a system of programs and
foreign grants, in part through religious organizations.

Social entrepreneurship is a dynamic complex system designed to
implement the constitutionally guaranteed social values of citizens,
social groups and society as a whole through public authorities, local
governments and specialized institutions of social responsibility. The
implementation of these values requires an assessment of social
entrepreneurship, taking into account the specifics of individual
countries and regions. Quantitative and qualitative approaches are used.

The assessment of social entrepreneurship is based on the
international system of regulation of social and labor relations, initiated
by the UN through the global treaty of the UN General Assembly, which
unites more than 8,000 participants (including 6,000 - business
representatives) from 135 countries [3].

This contractual framework is focused on the protection of human
rights, labor relations, environmental protection and anti-corruption.
The implementation of the UN General Assembly involves the
implementation of the following principles:

1. Respect, support, observance of human rights, freedom of
association and not hindering the conclusion of collective agreements.

2. Prevention of forced labor, discrimination in labor relations and
complete prohibition of child labor.

3. Counteracting all forms of corruption.

4. Active support of environmental concept and safety.

Implementation of these principles orients entrepreneurs to
economic, social and environmental responsibility.

Social enterprises, regardless of the field of activity, are obliged to
prepare and submit to interested users financial statements, which
reflect complete, truthful and unbiased information about the financial
condition and results of the enterprise for the reporting period.

In addition to financial statements, the social enterprise compiles
and publishes non-financial statements detailing the responsibility of
the social entrepreneurship entity for employment and social
responsibility (protection of human rights, fight against corruption and
bribery); implementation of environmental measures; introduction of
due diligence (assessment of investment risks, independent
assessment of the investment object, comprehensive study of the
company's activities, comprehensive review of its financial condition
and market position). For large enterprises, the need for non-financial
reporting is regulated by Directive 2014/95 / EU of 22 October 2014 [4].
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Directives 2013/34 / EU (paragraph 19a.1 of Article 19a) [5]
provided information unification and structuring of non-financial
reporting, developed requirements and relevant standards. Social
enterprises with more than 500 employees must include non-financial
information in the Management Report, in particular on the activities of
the enterprise, at least in the following aspects: environmental, social,
employment, anti-corruption and bribery, human rights.

Subsequently, a series of standards was developed and proposed,
covering social partnership activities in key areas. The most common
reporting standards are: 1SO 14000, Social Accountability 8000 (SA
8000), Account Ability 1000 (AA 1000) i Global Reporting Initiative (GRI)
(table. 2). Thus, a fairly broad system of standards for assessing social
partnership has been developed. The standards are focused on meeting
the requirements for greening modern production and meeting the
requirements for the protection of workers' rights, most provide
requirements and methods for non-financial reporting of business
structures and relate to their management of different sizes and
geographies. If the beginning of the standardization system was focused
on large business entities, now it covers small businesses and
organizations of various forms of ownership and subordination.
However, they are not yet generally binding.

Table 2
Characteristics of current standards for the formation of requirements
and reporting of social entrepreneurship

Group of Name Characteristic
standards
1ISO 14000
I1SO Environmental management Aimed at the functioning of
14001:2004 | systems. Requirements with | environmental management systems
guidance for use of organizations
I1SO Environmental management | Assisting organizations in the sound
14001:2015 systems — Requirements performance of their environmental
with guidance for use responsibilities on a systematic basis
I1SO Environmental management | Itis of a recommendatory nature and
14004:2016 systems — General can be applied to any organization,
guidelines on regardless of its size, type, location
implementation and level of maturity.
ISO 14015 Environmental management | Establishes guidance in the process
— Environmental of identifying environmental aspects
assessment of sites and and environmental findings and
organizations provides identification of their
implications for business
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Continuation of Table 2

1ISO 14020 "Environmental labels and Establishes the principles to be
declarations — General followed in the development and use
principles of eco-labels and declarations
I1SO 14031 Environmental management Establishes an environmental
— Environmental assessment that allows organizations
performance evaluation - to measure and evaluate
Guidelines environmental performance and
share data on the issue using key
performance indicators
ISO 14040 Environmental Management Describes the general structure,
— Life cycle assessment - principles and requirements for life
Principles and framework cycle assessment research
SO 14050 Environmental management The standard defines the basic
—Vocabulary concepts related to the environmental
activities of organizations, published
in a series of international standards
ISO 14000
ISO 14062 Environmental management describes the concepts and existing
—Integrating environmental methods related to the integration of
aspects into product design environmental aspects in product
and development design and development, where
«products» means both goods and
services
ISO 14063 Environmental management establishes recommendations for
— Environmental organizations on the basic principles,
communication — Guidelines policies, strategies and activities
and example related to internal and external
limited environmental information.
ISO 14064 Organization Quantification provides governments, businesses,
and Reporting of Green regions, and other organizations with
House Gases an additional set of program tools for
quantifying, monitoring, reporting,
and verifying greenhouse gas
emissions
OHSAS 18000
BS OHSAS Occupational health and aimed at identifying hazards,
18001:2007 safety management assessing and managing risks in the
systems — Requirements field of health and safety related to
the activities of the organization
BS OHSAS Occupational health and evaluates activities in the field of
18002:2008 safety management health and safety, gives general
systems — guidelines for the advice on the application OHSAS
implementation 18001: 2007
BS OHSAS Guide to achieving effective provides general assistance in the
18004:2008 occupational health and development, implementation and

safety performance

improvement of the occupational
safety and health management
system and demonstrates examples
of successful implementation of
activities in accordance with the
requirements BS OHSAS 18001: 2007
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Continuation of Table 2

Account Ability 1000
AA1000APS Accountability Principles is the basis for companies to identify
Standard and identify the most important
issues in the field of sustainable
development and respond to them
AA1000AS Assurance Standard provides a methodology for
assessing the level of compliance
with the basic principles of the
Account Ability standard, on which
the accountable companies are.
AA1000SES Stakeholder Engagement sets guidelines for the organization
Standard of the process of interaction with
stakeholders in order to achieve
managed, predictable and
sustainable results to improve
efficiency in the field of CSR.

SA 8000
SA Social establishes social responsibility and
8000:2008 Accountability International obligations of the organizations
before the personnel and all society,
defines conditions of introduction of

social qualities of rendering of work
Global Reporting Initiative (GRI)

GRI 101 Foundation Used to simplify the process of
GRI1 102 General Disclosures publishing a report by companies
GRI 103 Impact Standards focused on large enterprises, meets

the needs of a wide range of
stakeholders — employees,
consumers of products and services,
local communities

Source: Compiled by authors on the base of [6—10]

The most well-known index is the Sustainable Development Index.
The method of calculating this indicator is carried out in three main
areas: meeting basic needs, welfare and prospects of the country. 52
separate indicators are used in the calculation. They compare the level
of development of countries with the same GDP in absolute and relative
terms. This index allows a comprehensive assessment of the country's
economic, social and environmental public policy.

For large corporations whose shares are traded on the stock
exchange, their indicator is the MSCI KLD 400 index. It allows companies
to further increase the profitability of their shares. By 2020, this index

has increased stock returns for Microsoft (MSFT), Facebook (FB) and
Alphabet (GOOG).
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In terms of content, the MSCI KLD 400 social index is a stock index
for companies that guarantee a reputation for social and environmental
responsibility and maintain high environmental, social and corporate
standards (ESG). In fact, it represents 400 public companies that
maintain high ESG ratings.

Another index is the FTSE4 Good index. It is a series of ethical
investment stock market indices launched in 2001 by the FTSE Group
and supported by the Ethical Investment Research Service (EIRIS).
However, this is a rather conditional index, as it does not have accurate
financial information that the portfolio of companies that differ in ethical
criteria has a significant equivalent in their market valuation compared
to other companies.

After the financial crisis of 2009, a group of philanthropists,
politicians and social entrepreneurs led by Michael Porter — Social
Progress Imperative; they argue that modern economic development is
a consequence of bad capitalism, in which the social sphere is not
focused on long-term environmental and social achievements and
exacerbates social and economic inequalities. Therefore, in 2013, Social
Progress Imperative proposed a measure of its index — SPIL It is
designed to assess only social progress — separately from economic
indicators, which allows you to assess all areas of life and all countries
through the criterion of return on the economy.

A separate group are indices that reflect the quality and standard
of living of the population. This evaluation system has been evolving
since the 1950 s. At the initial stage, the indicators of social accounts
were used in the calculation method. In the 1960 s, the first sets of
social indicators were formed to assess social programs and social
policy of the state. In the 1970s, a set of social indicators was developed
and general requirements for the system of social indicators were
formed. And since the 1990s, various studies on social development and
qguality of life of the population have been launched, and then various
integrated indicators have appeared.

We offer an assessment of social entrepreneurship through
changes in official statistics, which will allow us to track trends in the
change of general, socio-cultural and environmental effects. Accordingly,
we present a system that more fully reflects the specifics of social
entrepreneurship (Figure).
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Structural assessment of the development of society through social
entrepreneurship of a separate territory

Ecological | 1.Environmental load
component | 2. Environmental support of public utilities
3. Ecological landscape and infrastructure ©
3
© w
Economic | 1.Investments S g
o c
component | 2. Taxes — 3
. o © S e
3. Charitable contributions 2 o <
4. The level of wages = =5
5. Budget revenues / expenditures g o %
. o
6. The volume of sales of goods and services S "o
[ et
S 2%
Socio- 1. Socio-cultural infrastructure 2 2
cultural 2. Social expenditures S g
component | 3, Demographic indicators ‘g
4. Education =
5. Healthcare

Figure. Logical scheme for assessing social entrepreneurship
Source: Created by authors

The concretization of the relevant three components
(environmental, economic and socio-cultural) is presented in table. 3.

Table 3
Specification of indicators for the assessment of social
entrepreneurship
Component Indicators Unit of
measurement
The amount of funding raised million euros
Total authorized capital million euros
Volume of sales, services million euros
Financial result (enterprise profits million euros
amount) before tax
Economic Volume of taxes million euros
Net profit million euros
GDP growth per capita (specify by social euros
groups)
Number of subjects of social units
entrepreneurship
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Continuation of Table 3

The ratio of the minimum wage to the
value of the consumer basket

Revenues of the general fund of the city / million euros
community budget

Number of employees person
The level of the minimum wage euros
The level of the maximum wage euros
The ratio of maximum and minimum wage euros
Salary fund million euros

Injury level

The level of occupational diseases

Level of temporary disability

The level of housing

Level of education and qualification

Socio- Homeless points units
cultural :
Number of divorces person
Number of orphans person
Number of seriously ill people person
Dynamics of migration
Overhaul of residential, social and
residential complex
Introduction of infrastructure complexes
Provision of housing for the population, on m?
average per person,
Number of persons studying in Person
educational institutions
. Investment in solving environmental thousand euros
Ecological
problems
Number of public organizations for nature units
protection
Emissions of pollutants into the tonn
atmosphere
Discharge of polluted return waters into million m?
natural surface water bodies,
Waste generation of I-lll hazard classes, tonn
Number of vehicles (road transport and thousand units

electric transport),

Source: Created by authors

This set of indicators is necessary to assess the effectiveness of
social entrepreneurship at the level of the community and the city, and
further calculation should be made in determining the integrated
indicator — Social Entrepreneurship Index, which is determined by the
general method of determining any indices, but differs in number and
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specification of indicators . In scientific terms, social entrepreneurship
is explained as a consequence of the system of capitalism and market
economy, the lack of interest in solving rather small but significant
social problems of the community in the territories of residence. Such a
mass movement at the local level necessitated its state recognition and
support. Therefore, governments adopt appropriate legislation and
recognize this entrepreneurship as a necessary condition for solving
social local problems.

Conclusion

From the standpoint of big business, the socio-environmental
problems of society are manifested in the implementation of mandatory
international norms and requirements. Therefore, certain standards
have been formed, which put forward the need for certification of the
system not only of their products, but also working conditions and ways
to implement these requirements. Thus, a system of non-financial
reporting has been formed, which is not mandatory, but is actively used
by large companies to strengthen their public perception and increase
their competitiveness in the market. This approach has created the need
for a stock assessment of corporate social responsibility. At the same
time, the global problem of sustainable development has put forward
the need to develop and apply a quantitative and qualitative assessment
of the development of countries using indicators of social and
environmental nature. In addition, social entrepreneurship requires an
assessment of both the activities and the consequences of these
activities. Therefore, accounting and analysis of the work of these
entities has become the object of scientific study. As a result, it is not
the financial reporting of this business that has become the basis of the
reporting system that is legally recognized in many EU countries.
However, many aspects and especially the consequences of
entrepreneurship remain out of consideration in these reports.
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B  npocnimkeHHi npoaHanizoBaHoO pPO3ropTaHHA couianbHOro
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nianpmeMHuuTBa B KpaiHax €EC. BiasHayeHa pep)xaBHa cucTtemMa Moro
BM3HaHHA Ha 3aKoHoaaB4yoMy PpiBHi. [loBeaeHo, WO  couianbHe
nianpMeMHUUTBO B KpaiHax EC cyTTeBO BiApi3HAETbLCA, TOMY BUAINIGHO TaKi
CUCTEeMM opraHisauii couianbHoro nignpuMeMHuuTBa, AK mopenb [liBHiYHOI
€sponu, mopgenb LleHTpanbHoi EBponu, mopgenb CxigHoi EBponu Ta Mopennb
Benuko6puTaHii, KOXXHa 3 AKUX Ma€ cBOI cneundidHi 03HaKW.

lMpoaHanisoBaHO MiXXHapoAHi CTaHAAPTU, AKI AO03BONIATbL PO3BUBATU
couianbHe niANPMEMHMUTBO Ta ¢opMyBaTU cucteMy Woro HediHaHCOBOI
3BiTHOCTI. BKa3aHo, WO cTaHAAPTM OPIEHTOBaHIi HAa BUKOHAHHA BUMOr LWO0A0
eKonorisauil cy4acHoro BUpo6HULTBA Ta BMKOHAHHA BMMOr y 3axMcTi npas
NpauiBHUKIB i CTOCYHTbCA iX MeHemKMeHTy. BuokpemneHo MiXHapopHi
CTaHAAPTH, AKi CTOCYHOTbCA perynloBaHHA AiANbHOCTI Cy6’'eKTiB couiasnibHOro
nignpmeMHuursea: 1SO 14000, OHSAS 18000, Account Ability 1000, SA 8000,
Global Reporting Initiative (GRI).

HoBepeHo HeobOXigHIiCTb 06NiKy pe3ynbTaTiB AiANBHOCTI UMX Cy6'eKTIB
rocnopaploBaHHA siK 6a30B0OI OCHOBM po36yaoBM COLLIOKYNbTYpPHOI cdepu Ta
JIOKaJIbHUX NPUPOAOOXOPOHHMUX 3axoA[iB, WO rapaHTye AOTPUMAHHSA
KOHCTUTYLINHUX couliasibHUX LiHHOCTEN rpoMaasiHaMU, coliasibHUMKU rpynamMm
Ta cycninbcTBOM 3aranoM. OxapaKTepu3oBaHi rpynoBi CUCTEMU NOKa3HMUKIB,
fIKi [O03BONSAOTb OUIHUTUM AK MaTepiaNibHUW, TaK i rpowOBUMA BHECOK Yy
po36ynoBy couianbHOI Ta NPUPOAOOXOPOHHOI cdepu CTaNoro pPoO3BUTKY
cycninbctBa. Llen Habip noKa3sHUKIB € He0OXiAHO AONYCTMMUM ANA OUiIHKMK
epeKTUBHOCTI  AIANBHOCTI  couiaNbHOro NiANPUEMHMLTBA Ha  PpiBHI
TepuTopiasbHOI rpoMagu Ta MicTa, a noAanbliMA PO3PaxXyHOK MNOBMUHEH
NpoBOAUTUCL Y BUSHAUYEHHI iHTErpasbHOro NoKasHMKa — lHgeKkcy couianbHoro
NiANPUEMHUNLUTBA.

PesynbTatn pocnipg)keHHs MOXYTb 6yTM BMKOPMUCTaHi ANA BUBYEHHA
TEHAEHUWIM Ta MoAanbLIOro PO3BUTKY COUiasbHOro NiANPUEMHMUTBA Ta
3acToCOBaHi Yy nopanbliMX Ppo3pobkax MeToauK O0O6paxyHKy cucTteMu
NOKa3HUKIB SKOCTI Ta KiNbKOCTI peanisoBaHMX NOCAYr couianbHOro
NiANPUMEMHULTBA, @ TaKOX IX BHECOK Y ¢OPMYBaHHA CTasioro PO3BUTKY
TepuTopin i KpaiH EC.

Knwu4oBi cnosa: couianbHe MigNPMEMHULTBO; COUiasIbHUMA KOOMeEpaTuBs;
CTaHOapTH couianbHOro NiQNPUEMHMUTBA;  MOKA3HWKM  COUiaNbHOro
NiANPUEMHULTBA; IHOEKC CouianbHOro NignpMeEMHMLTBA.

201



Cepis «<EKOHOMIYHI HayKn»
Bunyck 1(93) 2021 p.

vaIGHaa E B [1; ORCID ID: 0000-0002-6676-0606]
K.3.H., CTapLinin npenogasaTesib,
CTynHMuKMﬁ B B [2; ORCID ID: 0000-0001-8845-7643]
K.3.H., OOLEHT,

CTyl'IHV".IKaﬂ H M [3; ORCID ID: 0000-0002-4490-1316]
npenogasaTenb

"HaumoHanbHbIN yHUBEpCUTET BOAHOMO X039MCTBA U NPUPOAONOIb30BaHNS, I. PoBHO
2[lybeHcKkui puamnan Beiciero y4ebHoro 3asefneHns «OTKPbITbIN MEXAYHaPOAHbIN
YHUBEPCUTET Pa3BUTHS YesI0BeKa» YKpauHa», r. Jy6Ho
3PoBeHCKMI rocyaapCcTBeHHbIA ryMaHUTapHbIA yHUBEpPCHTeT, . PoBHO

COUMANIbHOE NPEANPUHUMATENIbCTBO - TEHAEHUWU PA3BUTUA
N AHAJIU3 IODPEKTUBHOCTU B CTPAHAX EC

B uccnepmoBaHMM npoaHanu3upoBaHbl pa3BepTbiBaHME COLMANIbHOIO
npeanpuHMMartenbcTBa B ctpaHax EC. OTMeueHa rocypapcTtBeHHas cucteMa
ero npuM3HaHMe Ha 3aKoHopaTenbHOM YypoBHe. [lpoaHanuM3MpoBaHbI
MeXXAyHapoaHble CTaHAAPTbl, KOTOpble MO3BOJIAOT pa3sBMBaTb CoOLMaJibHOE
npeanpuHMMaTenbcTBo U ¢opMupoBaTtbh cCcUCTEMYy ero HepUHaAHCOBOW
oT4yeTHOCTU. [loKa3aHa Heo6XoAMMOCTb y4YeTa pe3ysibTaTOB AEeATesSIbHOCTU
3TUX CYObEeKTOB XO03AMCTBOBAaHMA KakKk 6a30BOM OCHOBbl pPa3BUTUA
COLMOKYNIbTYPHOU cdepbl M JIOKaJIbHbIX NMPUPOAOOXPaHHbIX MEPONPUATUR,
rapaHTMpyetr cob6nioaeHMe KOHCTUTYLMOHHbIX COLMaNbHbIX LIEHHOCTeNn
rpa)kgaHam, couvasibHbIM rpynnam v obwecTtBy B LenoM. OxapaKkTrepusoBaHbl
rpynnoBble  CUCTEMbl MOKasaTesieW, MNO3BOJSAKOWMX OLEHUTb  Kak
MaTepuasibHbiA, TaK W [OEHEXXHbIW BKJaA B pPa3sBUTUE COLMANIBHOM M
NPUPOAOOXPAaHHOU cdepbl yCTOMYMBOro pas3BuTusa obwectBa. 3toT Habop
nokasatesen SABNAsAeTcAs  Heo6xoguMMO  AONYCTUMbLIM 1S OLIEHKM
3¢pPEeKTUBHOCTM p[eATeNIbHOCTU COLMANIbHOrO npeanpMHUMaTeNnbCTBa Ha
YPOBHE TEeppPUTOPUANIbHOWU 0OLWMHBI U rOPoAa, a AaJIbHENLUMIA pacyeT A0JKeH
NPoOBOAMTLCA B OMNpeAesieHMM WHTErpasibHOro rmnokKasaTtens - WHAEeKca
couuanbHOro npeanpUHUMaTeNbCTBa.

Pe3ynbTaTbl uccnengoBaHUsa MoryT 6biTb MCNOJNIb30BaHbl ANIA U3Y4YeHUS
TEeHAEGHUMWA N fanbHENLlero pa3sBMTa CouMasibHOro NpeanprMHUMaTesibCcTBa 1
NnpUMMeHeHbl B pAaNbHeMWMX pa3paboTkax MeToAMK pacyeTa CUCTEMBbI
nokasaTtesiel Ka4yecTBa M KOJIMYECTBA peasiM30BaHHbIX YCJIyr COLMaJNIbHOro
npeanpuHMMATENbCTBA, a TaKXe UX BKNaa B GpopMMpOBaHUE YCTOMHYUBOro
pa3BuTusa Tepputopuin u ctpaH EC.

KnwuyeBbie cnoBa: couvanbHoe MNpeanpuMHUMATENbCTBO; COLMANbHBIN
KoonepaTuB; CTaHOApTbl COUMANbHOMO nNpennpUHMMATENIbCTBA; MNOKa3aTenu
coumanbHoro npennpuHNUMaTenbCTBa; NHOEKC coumanbHOro
npegnpuHMMaTENbCTBA.

OtpumMaHo: 25 ntotoro 2021 p.
MpopeueH3oBaHo: 01 6epesHs 2021 p.
MpunHaTo po ApyKy: 26 6epesHsa 2021 p.
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