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ECONOMIC BENEFIT ASSESSMENT FOR ASSETS IN TRANSACTIONS OF
SOCIALLY RESPONSIBLE BUSINESS

Alternative forms of economic benefit from production using
resources based on the results of domestic enterprises transactions in the
context of the policy of balanced business conduct are studied. The
international practice of financial results determining for entities that based
on analytical accounting of economic benefit elements assessment, taking
into account their impact on economic development, social protection and
environmental security both at the entity level and macro level is
generalized. Criteria for assessing economic and socio-economic benefit,
social effect are specified. Methodical and practical approaches to economic
benefit classification as an object of accounting and management are
proposed.

Keywords: economic benefit; potential of utility; enterprise; social
responsibility; transaction; business balanced; integrated accounting system.

Formulation of the problem. Doing business on the basis of socio-
economic and environmental balance determines the specific
approaches to the modern management organization, accounting
facilities development and the harmonization of integrated financial
accounting system for domestic enterprises of all ownership forms. The
latter, in turn, requires the objectivity of professional judgment
substantiation for the choice of alternative methods both accounting and
value calculating of assets, the introduction of integrated reporting with
using financial and non-financial indicators.

Enterprises from countries that pay due attention to improving
business regulatory framework, the security of property rights, the
motivational system formation of bank lending for the implementation
of both innovation and national social programs adapt to international
markets better. Economic freedom institutional and political platforms
that is focused on a market economy produce a wide range of
opportunities for business development in practice.

So-called «a priori (determined by public and state economic
development interests) entrepreneurship» is more successful because
it arises voluntarily, receives community support, realizes opportunities
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in order to attract innovative resources, develops new markets, etc. [1].

Some public policy instruments such as corruption control,
political and economic stability, business support contribute to the
positive impact of entrepreneurship for national economic growth.

The modern view of inequality of consumption by social groups
without a deep economic development correlation analysis leads to
faulty statements: scientists and economists-practitioners erroneously
claim that individual inequality is primarily the result of anomalous
benefits from «individual creative destructions» manifestations. As a
result, the issue of social injustice (economic inequality) is not linked to
market processes. So the economic imbalances detection does not lead
to a corrective business development policy [2].

Balance and entrepreneurship are often seen as binary concepts
that have a commercial relationship, such as: financial security of socio-
environmental programs higher-commercial interests of the subject
narrower; economic benefits lower [3].

We have some definitions of «balanced» today. English original of
«sustainable development» means «supported development». The
French version of this term is quite interesting — «development
durable» that means strong / long development [4]. The most concept
«balanced (sustainable) development» interpretation that could be
adapted to economic realities is generalized as establishing a balance
between meeting modern human needs and protecting future
generations interests, including a safe and healthy environment [5].

Thus, it is common for domestic business to understand the
«business balanced» through a comprehensive system of
implementation positive dynamics of economic activity main indicators,
the realization both of social support realization for workers and
environmental safety measures [6].

An important reason for studying entrepreneurship is its
recognition as a direct influence factor on growth and development
processes. The knowledge-based entrepreneurship has a greater
impact on the economic growth than other entrepreneurship types
without a knowledge base (it has been proven in practice). A
comprehensive study and potential economic opportunities assessment
are important for prioritizing business-related management strategies
in terms of long-term growth. At the same time, entrepreneurial activity
motivated only by needs solves short-term problems without having an
impact on long-term economic growth [7].

Unfortunately, Ukrainian economy is characterized by the
alarming socio-economic indicators dynamic currently. According to the
results of January-March 2020, in our country regions there were
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negative trends of the production dynamic in key areas of development,
in particular: industrial production decreased by 5.1% (in January-
March 2019 there was a decrease of 0.1%). Negative dynamics in terms
of agricultural output gross was a decrease of 1.8% (an increase of 3.4%
we had in the corresponding period of 2019). The situation in the
consumer market was characterized by rising prices in March 2020,
compared to December 2019 in all regions [8].

Concern about both company economic benefits, as a participant in
the modern market, and the reliability of such an assessment led to the
clarify need to the entrepreneurship essence: the entrepreneurship is
seen as a mechanism for adapting to change. Scientists and
practitioners about benefits of entrepreneurship are unanimous: the
evaluation of business should reflect not only economic but also social,
limited by time and place, elements [9].

The combination of business profitability criteria, its integration
with regional programs of both socio-economic development and
environmental security has led to a new term — «business ecosystem»,
which is considered as a set of production resources involved in socially
important economic tasks.

The definition of «business ecosystem» is the reforming result of
the term «social enterprise» to sustainable business development
needs. The concept of «social entrepreneurship» as a comprehensive
socio-economic problems solution, that is based on maximizing benefits
and minimizing the negative their activities consequences [10] was
clarified by the mission of environment preserving.

Today, research focuses on the both creation, management and
business ecosystems sustainability, mechanism of rational distribution
study of value added for economic, technological and social benefits.
Therefore, accounting tools for received (or lost) economic benefit
assessing, accounting and analytical support of those transactions are
important [11].

Factors influencing on economic benefits assessment for
production resources used in transactions need to be clarified. Thus, the
social entrepreneurship role is important in order to generalize of its
through the social component assessment of value added for
entrepreneurial activity, which is aimed at ensuring:

- business results integration with region programs and plans in
order to achieve progress;

- systematic control over the adverse effects reduction of
entrepreneurial activity;

- providing business of applied scientific support;

-regional / state social multiplier implementation for
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entrepreneurship;

- economic support of socio-economic and environmental
performance indicators for balanced business [12].

Analysis of recent research and publications. The methodology
and organization of economic benefit, potential of utility for enterprises
transactions in the context of the balanced business policy,
measurement of benefit were presented in the scientific works of many
Ukrainian and foreign scholars, such as: Z. Zadorozhnyi, V. Yasyshena
[16], L. Ukrainian [17], A. Kostiakova [31], 0. Fomina [32], Packard M. D,
Bylund P. L. [2], R.S.Aquino, M Liick, HA.Schanzel [10], Shaker A.
Zahra and Mike Wright [12] et al.

Concepts of the modern market development enhance the
business performance assessment through its impact on the social
security and environmental safety programs implementation at both the
enterprise level and regional level.

Assessment of socio-economic and environmental areas of
balanced business, accounting and analytical support of
transactions that form calculated indicators, their control require
further research.

Objectives of the article are: generalization of factors
influencing the formation of assets and economic benefits of them in
enterprises transactions taking into account requirements for socio-
economic and environmental balance of business; justification of
both methodological and organizational approaches and variable
forms of economic benefit identification, its evaluation, accounting
and analytical support.

Main outcomes of the study. The source of economic benefits
(EB) assessment in socially responsible business transactions is a
wide factors ranges, in particular: systemic management policy on
the principles of balanced use of productive resources; ensuring
marketing activities effectiveness; transactions of the enterprise
within the framework of programs of social workers and community
as a whole protection, ecological safety of the environment;
knowledge of market competition, innovative technical knowledge,
etc.

EB, as a basis for the book value of a production asset has
documentary support (namely, reliability assessment). The company
controls liquidity processes of assets preliminary assessments and
has the authority for manage such assets, that ensures expected
economic benefits preservation of they, in particular: knowledge are
legally protected, trade agreements rights are governed by license
restrictions, employees have legal obligations not to disclose of
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confidential information (point 14 of IFRS 38) [13].

The sequence of formation stages and EB implementation:

I.  Transactions, as a result of which assets are accounted
(acquisition, creation, free receipt, exchange). The enterprise
determines EB at the asset original cost.

II. The control over assets that the enterprise received.

lll. The realization of EB: sale, exchange for other assets, use for
production needs, own consumption. As a result of which liquid
coverage of EB is provided, or they write-off as expenses. The
enterprise determines the maximum economic benefit at this
stage that is available due to cash or other compensatory
income, reductions expenses in the future, or a combination of
these options [14].

If the economic component of the EB is formed on the basis of
the costs incurred in accounting or keeping their on the balance
sheet, the social component requires the more attention in order to
substantiate professional judgment. It is important to make sure of
the following, whether: identification of the social component of
economic benefit is appropriate and necessary; the certain social
program legal support is valid; the acceptable level of its effective
implementation risk may be, etc.

The economic benefit social component is designed to meet
needs of society as a whole. Thus, IPSASB note that social benefit is
provided where the social risk is (for example, a person has become
unemployed or reached retirement age). At the same time, social
risks do not involve of obligations by the beneficiary (in particular,
in terms of those benefit return). Therefore, the commitment
approach will not be appropriate for recognizing and measuring
social benefits [15].

The investigation of EB (its transformation) in socially responsible
business transactions would be illustratively on the example of
intangible assets (IA). Economists have identified intangible assets as
key positions of the world economy development. It is established that
500 joint-stock companies in the United States with the largest market
capitalization have changed the share of intangible assets during in 40
years. As a result, the |IA share increased from 17% to 84%. Intangible
assets are the main sustainable value creation source, because they
open up certain benefits that could be used in foreign markets,
encourage firms to geographically diversify [16].

Economic, legal, accounting and valuation approaches
difference in IA nature understanding. So, we have a gap between
the accounting methodology and the current obtaining needs for
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objectivity of strategic accounting information. Researchers
recommend considering |A as identified and valued long-term and
current assets that have not physically embodied, such as:
intellectual property rights, natural resources using, and so on, that
could bring economic benefits. At the same time, attention is seldom
focused on: the enterprise control and management in respect of
such assets, the liquidity value determination, physical depreciation
assessment and depreciation risk, compliance with requirements in
accordance of accounting standards etc.

Methodological approaches to use certain IA assessing, such as
«Intellectual Property» (human capital) are interesting given the
importance of balance maintaining of socio-economic and
environmental business components. In the interpretation of the
category «Intellectual Property» essence such assets are considered in
two parts: the acquired professional abilities of a person and results of
his activities. Accordingly, the book value for those IA is affected by two
components of EB:

- cost: assessment of the costs reproduction for the professional
competencies formation of the employee;

- quality: professional judgment of management on the expected
potential usefulness from his work [17].

It is important to take into account that the method of such
intangible assets valuation is the continuous process.

Their using does not imply the end of book value formation.
Human capital productive use is characterized by a permanent
profitability increase for both the employee and the entity. Therefore,
increasing costs of both productive qualities and employee
characteristics could be considered as an investment.

Business management needs objective information about asset
liquidity in order to make operational and strategic management
decisions. Given the period of accounting assessment transformation of
the EB (its coverage by financial flows or other compensation forms) is
necessary to identify them by analytical sub-accounts obtained
economic benefits and potential economic benefits.

The potential of utility and the potential economic benefit are often
wrongly identified. Results of a potential economic benefits are
transactions which give for the enterprise funds from such assets
realization (or using) during next periods. If we have the direct impact of
such an asset on sales transactions (for example, depreciation of
property, plant and equipment), the potential of utility is obvious.

In the public sector of Ukraine entities define «potential of utility»
as the available and potential opportunities that entities will receive
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from non-cash-generating assets using in order to achieve a goal or
meet needs of their economic activity [18].

Let consider the company «Airbnb», which operates in the Internet
market for short-term rental housing, for example. At a broad level, the
Airbnb potential economic benefits and costs are relatively simple. The
main potential benefit is that property owners can diversify the potential
income streams that they receive from home ownership. Another
potential advantages are increase both supply and varieties of short-
term leases, which will avoid rising prices for short-term leases.

The biggest potential benefits of Airbnb is the higher cost of
housing for city residents which provided by a sufficient number of
properties transferred from long-term to short-term lease. Such
additional amounts are charged to tenants as external consequences
compensation (noise, negative impact on property safety, etc.) [19].

Balanced entrepreneurship is often viewed with the concept of
«ecosystem». This metaphor is used to replace the traditional term
«markets». Such multi-productive combinations do not operate with
standard market economy theories, such as existing markets
structures with existing barriers to entry and exit (almost not
adapted to today's markets competition rules).

The entrepreneurial ecosystem must fulfill definite certain
tasks: to create ecosystem value and to value distribute among
members of the ecosystem (Clarysse et al. 2014; Stephen et al.
2012; Vargo and Lusch 2010). These postulates are the modern view
basis for business competitiveness. Social benefits are designed to
ensure the supply of new products and services that benefit society
[20].

Among defining indicators for the business ecosystem subject
is the consideration of value added assessment components in the
«mixed value» that created by this business. International business
practice in economic benefits assessing operates with a philosophy
of «mixed value» as one of tools in order to both assess business
economic potential and creat financial, social and environmental
value for society and the economy at whole. «Mixed value» implies
compromises between commercial and social aspects. Therefore, it
actualizes the business sustainability, that directly depends on
favorable tax regimes, other state support forms. This leads to the
appropriate level of analytical accounting introduction, which is quite
acceptable, as an option, as the managerial accounting. Managerial
accounting nowadays is the accounting system of transactions with
analytical reflection of important indicators identified by managers [21;
22].
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National and international accounting standards are generally
consistent with each other in estimating income (expenses) criteria
through the economic benefits recognition. However, the definition of
income (expenses) according to national accounting standards as
«receipt (disposal) of assets or reduction (increase) of liabilities» is
criticized by scientists.

The receipt of economic benefits assessment for enterprise
depends on the transaction nature, in particular:

- assets purchased for business activities will ensure the funds
receipt for the enterprise as a result of the goods sale (of works,
services);

- financial investments in stocks, bonds, deposits allow cash flow
go on to the company in the form of interest, dividends, etc.;

- receivables is a direct receipt of funds (inventory) as a result of
its debtor’'s repayments or receipt of money in a bank account from
factoring transactions.

Indirect funds inflowln could be in the each of these transactions
through the implementation of non-cash transactions, payment of
dividends, repayment of liabilities by tangible assets, in particular.

Taking into account international accounting practice, domestic
development the EB can be both in tangible and intangible form through
business popularization, creation of its positive image, etc. Approaches
unification for the interpretation of economic benefits and indicators of
its evaluation in domestic enterprises activities wants better (Table).

Table

Economic benefit forms in transactions of socially responsible

business [23]

Income determination Economic benefit assessing criteria

# value of | the busines | social
tangible money simage | effect
and amount
intangible
assets

1 2 3 4 5 6

normative definition
1 NAR(S)15 «Revenue» [24]: v Al

Assets increase or liabilities
decrease that results in an
increase in equity (other than
an increase in equity due to
contributions from enterprise
members/owners), provided
that the income estimate can
be measured reliably
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Continuation of Table

Tax Code of Ukraine [25]:
The total taxpayer income
amount from all activities
types that received (accrued)
during the reporting period
in  monetary, tangible or
intangible forms on the
territory of Ukraine, its
continental shelf in the
exclusive (maritime)
economic zone or outside
them

IPSAS 1 «Presentation of
Financial Statements» [26]:
Gross economic benefits or
service potential receipts
during the reporting period,
when net assets / equity
increase as a result of these
receipts but not as a result of
owners' contributions

economic content

Economic explanatory
dictionary  [27]:Money  or
tangible assets received from
both production, commercial,
intermediary and other
activities

N

Economic encyclopedia [28]:
The difference between
revenue from sales of
products, works or services
and the cost of material
production or sale costs for
these products

scientific

and journalistic approaches

Nashkerska GV Accounting / v A
Tutorial [29]: The expected
object property, which is the
motive for the creation,
production, ownership, use of
this object
Primak TO Business v A

Economics / Tutorial [30]:
Financial ratio, which s
defined as the difference
between business activities
proceeds and material costs
(including equated to them
costs )
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Not every assets increase and liabilities decrease characterizes
the income receipt time. This applies to advance payments from
buyerins, particular. Assets increase will be income recognized as a
result of supply agreement fulfilling terms.

Taking into account the transformation period of the EB
assessment into funds or other compensation forms, it is advisable to
analytical subaccounts introduce in the accounting activities practice.
The strategic management accounting international practice is
interesting, because the analytical level identifies the EB depending on
its receipt period:

- potential of utility: the economic benefits assessment of the asset
that the enterprise plans for using to transactions in future (for
example, a license for a particular activity, production of fixed assets,
etc.). Those assets don't bring funds directly, but they provide the
receipt of EB;

- future economic benefit: economic benefit assessment of the
asset as a performed transaction result, which will be a highly liquid
asset in subsequent reporting periods (for example, trade receivables);

- implemented economic benefit: the economic benefit assessment
of the asset, confirmed by the actual receipt of funds or other highly
liquid assets [31; 32].

By the nature of transactions impact on social, economic and
environmental issues, EB forms could be analytically accounted by
types:

- economic benefits: benefits of production assets that intended
for financial and economic transactions support of enterprise statutory
activities;

- socio-economic benefit: benefits of assets intended for use at
social programs, public non-profit organizations support, etc,;

- social effect: the benefit, assessed by qualitative parameters,
obtained by the company in transactions on a charitable basis, which
increases the social attractiveness of this company.

The use of above EB classification in accounting will improve the
accounting and analytical information reliability for managers in order
to make effective operational and strategic decisions by them.

Conclusions. The entrepreneurial activity development in Ukraine,
active new types of competitive products search to position their
capabilities in international markets determine businesses needs the
technical innovations introduction, new financial sources attraction and
innovative support at whole. The enterprise management is based not
only on financial reporting data, but on reliable accounting and
analytical financial results support too. In turn, the "economic benefit"
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concept as a basis for estimating income and expenses requires
clarification of its evaluation criteria and sufficient analytics. Taking into
account social responsibility requirements, compliance with
environmental safety principles of production activities consequences,
economic benefit as an accounting object demands the recognition of
both financial and non-financial assessment.

The article summarizes the international practice of reflecting
economic benefit that offers an analytical format for reflecting the
economic benefit assessment by the criteria of:

- the its receipt period: potential of utility, future economic benefit,
implemented economic benefit;

-the transactions nature of its impact on social, economic and
environmental issues: economic benefit, social-economic benefit, social
effect.

Assessment publication in the reporting (in the Notes as additional
information, or in the Integrated Reporting, that is not yet state
regulated) will improve effectiveness of enterprise management,
confidence of both investors and employees to the usefulness of the
business.
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"HawioHanbHMiA yHIBEPCUTET BOJHOO rocrnofapcTsa Ta NnpuMpoLoKoPUCTyBaHHS, M. PiBHe

EKOHOMIYHA BUTO[JA AKTUBIB B TPAH3AKLIAX COLIAJIbHO
BIANOBIAAJIbHOIO BI3HECY

MeTolo pocnip)XXeHHs €: y3araJibHeHHs Ha OCHOBi MiXXHapoaHOi Ta
BiTYN3HAHOT NMPAKTUKKU PO3BUTKY BGisHecy (paKTOpiB BMJIMBY Ha OLIHKY
€KOHOMi4YHOi BUrogn aKTUBIB NiANPMEMCTB 3 ypaxyBaHHAM BMMOr LWOA0
couianbHO-eKOHOMIYHOI Ta eKonoriyHoi 36anaHcoBaHocTi 6i3Hecy;
BU3HAUYEHHA Ta O6rFpyHTYBaHHA MeTOAMYHMUX Ta OpraHisauiMHuMx nigxopis
wopno ipeHTUdikauii BapiatTuBHUX GOpM eKOHOMIYHOI BUroam, ii OUiHKMW.
MipTBEepAXEHO, WO MiXXHAapPOAHA NPAaKTUKa NiANPUEMHMULTBA, BPaXOBYHO4YH
CycninbHy KOPMUCHicTb 6i3Hecy, BMOKpeMJIOE NiABULLEHHS BMJIMBY Ha
OLiHKY KOPMCHOCTI niAanpueMcTBa pe3yJ/ibTaTUBHICTb BUPIlUEHHA HUM
NMUTaHb couianbHOro 3a6e3ne4yeHHs Ta eKOJIOFiYHOI 6e3neKn AK Ha piBHi
cBO€ET pisnbHoOCTi, 6e3nocepefHbo, TaK i B perioHasibHOMYy MacwwTabi.
3a3HauyeHe CYTTEBO MIHAE PoJib i JOMNOBHIOE 3MICT NMOHATTA «EKOHOMIiYHaA
BUropa»: ouwiHKa notpebye nepernsapy 3 ypaxyBaHHAM BUKOPUCTAHHSA
aKTMBY; cepepn eJieMEeHTIiB OUiHKU, KpiM eKOHOMi4HuX ¢iHaHcoBUX
NOKa3HMKIB, 3'ABNATLCA HediHAHCOBI — AKICHI, WO B LiNnoMy niaBullyE
AOCTOBipHicTb 06nikoBoi iHpopmauil. [locnigykeHo anbTepHaTUBHI dopmu
€KOHOMiYHOi BMUroguM BiA BWKOPUCTAHHA BUPOOGHMYUX pecypciB 3a
pe3ynbTaTaMM TPaH3aKWIiA BIiTYU3HAHUX NIANPUEMCTB B KOHTEKCTi
noniTMkn 36anaHcoBaHoro BepeHHs 6isHecy. HaBepeHo MiXKHapopHy
NPaKTUKY BU3HA4YeHHSA PIHAHCOBUX pe3ynbTaTiB AiANIbHOCTI Cy6’eKTiB Ha
OCHOBi aHaniTuyHoro o6niKy eneMeHTiB OUIHKM EKOHOMi4HOI BUrogm,
BPaxoBYH4YM iX BMJIMB Ha BUPilUEHHA NUTaHb EKOHOMiIYHOro PO3BMUTKY,
couianbHOro 3axucty Ta eKonoriyHoi 6e3neku. B po6oTi yTouHeHo
KpuTepii OUIHKM eKOHOMIiYHOI Ta couianbHO-eKOHOMiIYHOT BUroawm,
couianbHoro epexry.

3a3HaueHe YMOXXJIMBUTDb npoBeAeHHs pe3ynbTaTUBHOroO
cTpaTeriyHoro nNJ1IaHyBaHHA sIK PO3PaxXyHKOBO-NJATiXKHOI AUCLUMNIIHMK, TaK
i po3BuTKY 6i3Hecy Ha nepcneKTuBy, Wo, 6esnepe4yHo, NO3UTUBHO BNJIUHE
Ha nocTynanbHui 36aN1aHCOBaHMU PO3BUTOK NiANPUMEMHULUTBA B YKpaiHi.

KnwuyoBi cnoBa: eKoOHOMiYHa BMroga; nNoTeHUian  KOPUCHOCTI;
nignpueMCcTBO; couianbHa BiANOBiAANbHICTL, TpaH3akKuis, 36anaHcoBaHICTb
Oi3Hecy; iHTerpoBaHa cucTemMa ByxranTepcbKoro obiky.
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7HaLll/IOHéU'II::HbII;I yHuBepcuTeT BOAHOro Xxo3sicTBa n npnupogonosib30BaHuA, . PoBHo

9KOHOMUYECKAS BbIrOAA AKTUBOB B TPAH3AKLUAX
COLUMAJIbHO OTBETCTBEHHOIO BU3HECA

Llenbio nccnepoBaHus ABNAeTca: o6o6LleHne Ha OCHOBeE
MeXXAYHapoOoHOM U OTeYeCTBEHHOW NpaKTUKKU pa3BuTUS 6usHeca dakTopos
BJINSIHUA HA OLleHKY 3KOHOMMWYECKOMN BbIroAbl aKTUBOB NpeAnpuUsaTUNA C yY4eTOM
Tpeb6oBaHuK no COLIMaNIbHO-3KOHOMMUYECKOWN n 3KOJNIOrMyecKom
cbanaHcupoBaHHOCTU BU3Heca; onpepeneHne u 060CHOBaHUe MeTOAUYECKUX
M OpPraHU3auMOHHbIX MNOAXOAOB K uAEHTUPUKAUUM BapuaTUBHbIX ¢opM
3KOHOMUYECKOW Bbiroabl, ee oueHKU. MoaTBep)KAEHO, YTO MeXXAyHapoaHas
npakTUKa npeanpuHUMATENbCTBa, YYMTbiBass O06LLECTBEHHYH MNOJSIe3HOCTb
6u3Heca, BblAeNseT NOBLbIWEHME BJIMSHUA HaA OLEHKY MOoJIe3HOCTHU
npeanpuaTUA pPe3yNbTaTUBHOCTb PeLUeHUs UM BONPOCOB COLMAJNIbHOrO
obecneuyeHums n 3KOJI0rM4ecKom 6e3onacHoCTy. UccnepoBaHbl
anbTepHaTuBHble ¢OPMbl 3KOHOMUYECKOM BbIrogbl OT WUCNOJIb30BaHUA
NPOU3BOACTBEHHbIX PECYPCOB NO pe3ynbTaTaM TPaH3aKUMM OTeYeCTBEHHbIX
npeanpuATUA B KOHTEKCTe NONMTUKKN c6anaHCUpPOBaHHOro BeaeHus 6usHeca.
MpuBepeHbl MEXAYHAPOAHY nNpPaKTUKY onpepeneHnsa ¢UHaHCOBbLIX
pe3ynbTaToB AEATENIbHOCTU CYObEeKTOB Ha OCHOBE aHAJIMTMYECKOro y4yeTa
3/1eMEeHTOB OLEeHKW 3KOHOMMYECKOW BbiroAbl, Y4YuTbiBass WX BJIUSHUE Ha
pelleHUe BOMPOCOB 3KOHOMMYECKOr0 pPas3BMTUSA, COLMAJNIbHOW 3alUTbhl WU
3KoJiorm4yeckou 6eszonacHocTu.

KnwuyeBbie cnoBa: 3KOHOMWYECKas BbIroda; MnoTeHUWan mnoJIe3HOCTY;
npennpuaTtue; coumanbHas OTBETCTBEHHOCTb; TpaH3aKums,;
cbanaHcUMpoBaHHOCTL OWM3Heca; WMHTerpupoBaHHas cucTeMa OyxranTepckoro
yuyeTa.

CratTa Hapinwna ao pepakuii 23.09.2020 p.
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