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Abstract. The methodological approaches to the economic estimation of the production potential of
the agricultural enterprises have been systematized in the article. Based on the studies of the eco-
nomic essence of the production potential and its place in the activities of agricultural enterprises, me-
thodical approach to its assessments proposed, which comprises three stages: assessment of re-
source security (land, human, material and technical, financial and information resources), evaluation
of generation production capacity ( technology and organization of production of agricultural enterpris-
es) and the final stage - an integrated assessment of the productive capacity of the agricultural enter-
prises.
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METOAWYHI OCHOBU EKOHOMIYHOI OLIIHKU BUPOBHUYOI'O NOTEHLIAIY AFPAPHUX
nanPMeEMcCTB

AHOomauiss. Y cmammi cucmemamu3ogaHi mMmemoOduyHi nioxoou w000 30iliCHEeHHS] €KOHOMIYHOI
OUIHKU 8UPOBHUY020 rnomeHryiany azpapHux nidnpuemcms. Buxodsiyu i3 00CniOKeHHS €KOHOMIYHOI
cymHocmi 8upobHU4020 nomeHujany ma oo micuys 8 disnibHOCMI agpapHuUx nidrnpuemcms, 3arnporno-
HogaHo MemodOuyYHUU nidxid Ao 020 OUiHKU, IKUU 8KITOYae mMpu emarnu: OUiHKY pecypcHo20 3abesrie-
YeHHS (3emMeribHUX, KaBposux, MamepianbHO-MmexHiYHUX, (hiHaHCo8UX ma iHghopMayiliHUX pecypcis),
OUIHKY 2eHepygsaHHS 8UPOBHUYUX MoXugocmeld (mexHosozili ma opaaHisauii supobHuymea azpap-
Ho20 nidnpuemMcmea) ma 3aKnoYHUl emarn — iHmeaparsbHy OUIHKY po38UMKY 8UpObHUY020 MOMeHYi-
arny aegpapHoeo nidnpuemcmea.

Knroyoei cnoea: nomeHuian azpapHux nidnpuemMcms; aupobHUYULl nomeHujas;, ouiHKka eupobHuU-
4yoeo rnomeHuiany; ouiHka eupobHUYUX MOXnueocmedl; iHmeaparnbHa ouiHKa po38umKy eupobHUY020
rnomeHuiarny agpapHux nionpuemcms.

A. A. KpacHopyuku#i, 4. 3. H., npodeccop,
C. B. PyaeHko, accucTeHT kadeapsbl yyeTa 1 ayamTa

METOOUYECKUE OCHOBbI 9KOHOMWYECKOW OLEHKU NPOU3BOACTBEHHOIO
MNOTEHUWANA ArPAPHbLIX NPEANPUATUN

AHHOmMauyusi. B cmamse cucmemamu3upogaHbi Memodosioeudyeckue nodxodbl OCyu,ecmerneHust
3KOHOMUYECKOU OUEHKU rpou3sodcmeeHH020 rnomeHyuana azpapHsix npednpusmul. OcHo8bI8asiChb
Ha uccriedoeaHUsIX 3KOHOMUYECKOU CywHOCmuU pou3so0CmeeHHO20 MomeHyuana u e2o Mecma 8
OessmenbHOCMU azpapHbIX npednpusmud, npednoxeH memooudyeckul nodxod K e2o OUeHKe, Komo-
pbiIli 8K/IIOYaem mpu amara: OUeHKy pecypcHoz20 obecriedeHus (3eMeribHbIX, KadpoebiX, Mamepuarb-
HO-MEeXHUYECKUX, (bUHAHCO8bIX U UHGhOPMAaUUOHHbIX PECYpPCO8), OUEHKY 2eHepuposaHusi rpousgood-
CMBeHHbIX 803MOXHOCMelU (mexHonoaull u opaaHu3ayuu rnpoussodcmea agpapHO20 npednpusmus)
U 3aKmoyumersibHbIl aman — UHmezpasbHyr OUEHKY pal3sumusi npou3eodcmeeHHo20 rnomeHyuana
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azpapHo20 npednpusmus.

Knroueebie cnoea: rnomedyuan aspapHbix npednpusmul; npou3sodcmeeHHbIl nomeHyuart;
oueHKa Mpou3eodCMEeeHHO20 MoMeHyuana, oueHKa MpPou3eoOCMBEHHbIX B03MOXHOcmel; UHMme-
eparnbHasi OUeHKa pa3eumusi MpPou38o0CMeeHHO20 MomeHyuana agpapHbix npednpusmud.

Relevance of the research topic. The problem of identifying opportunities for the development of
economic activity is the key to successful implementation of the sustainable development model of
agribusiness, primarily agricultural enterprises. Considering the peculiarities of the reproductive pro-
cess in the agricultural production, the distinctiveness of the core activities of agricultural enterprises,
the inertia of the socio-economic systems of agricultural areas, situational and indeterminate in the
information aspect, nature of management decisions on development strategy and tactics, it is rele-
vant to review and study the possible solutions to the mentioned issues in the light of the management
of its economic potential and constituents, primarily production potential. And in its turn the implemen-
tation of management actions on components of the socio-economic system of the subject micro-level,
that is, agricultural enterprises, requires reliable information about existing potential to ensure efficien-
cy, competitiveness, the volume and quality of products and the like. At the same time the methodical
approaches and ways of evaluation the production potential of agricultural enterprises, universal and
relevant to the modern challenges, do not yet exist, but the available methodological tools mark con-
tradictions of conceptual, methodological, methodical, analytical and applied nature, making it difficult
to employ. The need to streamline the existing methodical techniques and ways, as well as the elimi-
nation of the corresponding contradictions determines the relevance of the study, the results of which
are presented in this paper.

Problem statement. The current state of the agricultural sector, which is characterized by dynamic
structural transformation processes and turbulence needs deeper economic research of sector eco-
nomic activity, which will enable them to achieve sustainable competitive market position and increase
the economic efficiency of core activities. In this context, the primary characteristic of systemic eco-
nomic activity of agricultural enterprises is the production capacity, which reflects the opportunities and
resources for timely adequate reaction under conditions and changes in the existing and projected
environment of its activities. Managing the development of production potential is impossible without
the transfer of this category from the abstract plane to the particular index plane, which can be evalu-
ated primarily using economic-statistical methods.

Review of recent papers and research. Today the problems and tasks of scientific researches on
production potential of agricultural enterprises are in sight of a wide range of agricultural economists,
in particular a significant contribution to the development of productive capacity assessment was done
by the following researchers: V. H. Andriichuk, I. Yu. Hryshova, O. I. Hutorov, S. O. Zaika, O. V. Mytiali,
S. I. Plotnytska, O. D. Shafronov, I. O. Sharko, Ya. R. Yarema [1-7]. It should also be noted that the
assessment of production potential is studied by scientists who deal other areas of the economy as
well: engineering, food industry, services. However these developments possess very limited possibil-
ity of being introduced in the agricultural sector, since there it is unacceptable to replace lands with
agricultural enterprises as the main means of production neither by labor nor by capital, that can be
applied in other business areas and the assessment of their production potential considering the sub-
stitution of resources is taken into account in the studies. The study of the existing national and inter-
national research on methodological grounds of economic evaluation of the production potential of
agricultural enterprises makes it possible to state the absence of a clear systematic approach to as-
sessing the production potential at the stage of its formation, mobilization and implementation in the
economic activity of agricultural enterprises, which is the essence of a particular complex scientific
problem of identification of the corresponding methodic approaches.

Objective setting. The major objectives of the paper aresystemation of the methodological foun-
dations of performing economic evaluation of the production potential of agricultural enterprises,
searching for unity and differences in the methods of evaluation and justification of rational methodo-
logical approaches that take into account the complexity and characteristics of the formation and use
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of the information base for the management of opportunities and combinations of resources in a par-
ticular subject of economic relations in the agricultural sector.

Basic material presentation. Before proceeding to the study of methodological foundations of
economic evaluation of the production potential of agricultural enterprises it is rational to justify the
nature of the category of "agricultural production potential of the enterprise," to determine the structure
of this indicator and its place in the economic activity of agricultural enterprises. This need arises from
the lack of sustainability of scientific positions on this issue, and as a result, the significant amount of
research approaches to assess the production potential under different understanding of the economic
entity. Nowadays, we can count a lot of approaches to understanding the essence of the production
potential of agricultural enterprises, whose analysis was carried out earlier. This has enabled us to
maintain that the production potential of the agricultural enterprises is complex, multifaceted and multi-
systemic characteristic of the company, which identifies its ability to obtain certain results of its activity
in certain areas due to certain organizational and administrative actions in the combination of compo-
nents of the resource potential of the technology, organization and production management in the
company [8, c. 221]. Describing the place of production capacity in the system of economic activities
of agricultural enterprises, it is also important to note that the transformation of productive capacity in
the economy is to attract tools such as marketing and sales activities of the company and manage-
ment, through which the company receives and implements the commercial activities with the pro-
duced production and completes the production and commercial cycle, turning back advances in the
production of capital in cash.

The characteristic of the productive potential of agricultural enterprises underlie the methodological
approaches to its economic assessment. Undoubtedly, production potential inherent somewhat ab-
stract and complex structure that affects the application of methods and techniques for its evaluation.
We agree with the point of L. O. Luhova, who while investigating the economic potential of agricultural
enterprises, notes the multidimensionality, lack of comparability, specificity of individual components,
interactions of their economic content and functional focus, the large number of quantitative and quali-
tative indicators characterizing economic potential, many possible options, combination of various
elements complicating the construction of one integrated measuring and determining the overall size
of the economic potential [9, p. 26]. Although this statement of the scientist concerned the economic
potential, nevertheless it certainly is relevant to productive potential of agricultural enterprises.

We believe that the production potential of the company is formed as opening opportunities which
remain unused or sold depending on the development and effectiveness of the control mechanism.
Thus clearly distinguishes two stages - formation and realization of the productive potential of agricul-
tural enterprises, and as a result, there is the possibility of evaluation of production potential at each of
these stages.

Studies have shown that the existing methodological approaches to assess the production potential
of agricultural enterprises can be grouped into three groups (Table. 1).

The most common and universal is the combination of methods used within cost. In addition, it is
suitable to use both in the planning stages of various projects of companies that provide the genera-
tion of new opportunities, that is at the stage of production potential, and at the stage of implementa-
tion of the current evaluation capacity in the implementation of strategic and tactical solutions to the
main activities and economic growth producers. Methodical basis of the mentioned approach is a set
of methods for determining the costs concerning the implementation of development projects and on-
going activities, and probabilistic methods for assessing outcomes of implementation of these projects.
Subject to relevant and comprehensive information base of this approach can make reliable results for
usage in making appropriate management decisions.

Comparative and effective methodic approaches suitable for employing only in the stage of poten-
tial realization, since they suppose the availability of certain selected strategic alternatives of devel-
opment and implementation of appropriate strategies. Particular statistical and probabilistic methods
for assessing the market value of the company, scenario methods of strategic planning are at the ba-
sis of these approaches. The use of these methods in various combinations requires less detailed and
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broad information base compared with the methods of the cost approach, however, the reliability of
the results to management decisions are usually lower.

Table 1

Classification of methodological approaches to the economic evaluation of the production

potential of agricultural enterprises *

Methodological

approaches to

economic as-
sessment

The possibility of using assess-
ment methods on the stage:

Characteristics of the methodological approach

Capacity build-
ing

The implemen-
tation of the

potential

The Cost Approach is based on the postulate that a
potential owner-user will not agree with the costs of
development and implementation of their internal or
external capacity greater than the value of the ex-
pected financial and property results. The methods
of this group include resource assessment of all + +
components of integrated land and the property,
social and organizational complex of enterprises on
the basis of accounting for all expenses necessary
for its reproduction (substitution) a specific date in
working condition.

1. The Cost Ap-
proach

The Comparative Approach is based on information
about recent market transactions of similar objects
and its use as a basis for determining the value of
the assessment. The method of the group charged - +
with the assumption that the subjects of market rela-
tions enter into agreements similar to the customary
traditions or previous experience.

2. A Comparative
Approach

The Results-Based Approach is based on depend-
ence of the value of assessment object on the capa-
bilities of its effective use, that is, possible results.
This statement arises from the considerations that a
potential owner-user does not pay for the facility
more than he/she expects to receive from his/her
economic use. Capacity assessment according to
the Results-Based Approach concept comes from
the position of the usefulness of certain features of
the object.

3. The Results-
Based Approach

* Developed by the author based on reference [10]

The unity of the approaches is caused by the complexity of the object as the possibility of devel-
opment or growth of the company, which necessitates widespread use of scenario and probabilistic
methods. In our view, the combination should be the basis of any methodological approach to assess
the production potential of agricultural enterprises, because any opportunity is its main component,
and the implementation or non implementation of enterprise opportunity now depends on a number of
subjective and objective, external and internal factors, and thus is probabilistic in nature. Moreover,
the final choice of the direction of the company, and thus its potential, carried by the owner and man-
agement of company, which also makes subjective and therefore also the probabilistic nature, selec-
tion of scenario. Last updates use scenario methods.

An important issue in the evaluation of company's production potential, in this case, there may be
a situation when, for example, the company has significant opportunities, but at the same time, they
may remain unfulfilled that loads the methodology for assessing potential during forming, in particular,
makes it necessary to consider its risks. Given the peculiarities of modern business environment the
main problem of methodologies for evaluating economic potential lies not so much in creating a new
combination of methods within a particular approach, not in identifying the additional new hybrid, inte-
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grated and comprehensive approach, but the justification of selection procedures within the existing
approaches most rational combination of methods based on critical analysis of the availability of the
information base and situational planning scenarios. Eliminating these differences may be on account
of introduction of methodical approach that clearly delineates the definition of "ensuring productive
activities" primarily resource and "productive capacity”. This analytical research of resource provision
enables the use of general scientific and specific methods that give reliable results in determination of
the availability of resources, their changes in dynamics and more. In turn, the assessment of produc-
tion technology, its organization by using less accurate methods of prevalence of peer reviews, com-
parisons and contrasts, the method of scenarios and more. The use of the combination and sequence
of evaluation of the production potential proposed in (Fig. 1) is the most rational in view of the availa-
bility of the information base of such studies.

Resources for agricultural
enterprises:

Land resources

Human resources

Material and technical
resources

Financial resources

enterprises production
Production potential of

Technology of agrarian
enterprises

Organization of agricultural

Information resources

Le e s — = ,

assessment objects of production
potential

Methods of assessment: Methods of assessment:
accounting and analytical, expert, compare and contrast, calculation
statistical, and design, scenic
calculated and constructive
Evaluation results: Evaluation results:
information on the level and information on production capacity of
state of resource support of agricultural enterprises
the enterprise production
activity
— N—
" N
Stage I: ASSESSMENT OF Stage Il: EVALUATION OF GENERATION
RESOURCE SUPPORT OPPORTUNITY OF PRODUCTION
—_—

Stage lll: INTEGRATED ASSESSMENT OF PRODUCTION POTENTIAL OF
AGRICULTURAL ENTERPRISES

Fig. 1. The methodical approach to the economic evaluation of the production potential of agricultural enterprises

It should be noted that the estimated features of the production potential is the ability to now manu-
facture certain products in certain quantities and at a certain level of quality. Thus, it is important to
understand that the economic evaluation of any phenomenon or process being implemented enter-
prise-level only if there is an adequate method of information base.
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Conclusion. In the paper the methodological foundations of performing the economic evaluation of
production potential of agricultural enterprises are systematized. The worked out methodical ap-
proach allows to avoid most of the identified methodological contradictions using decomposition of
estimates of resource support, technology and the organization of production that determines the se-
quence of evaluation of production potential and enables to obtain reliable data on the possibilities of
production of agricultural enterprises.
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