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The article analyzes the value and feasibility of diversification of agricultural enterprises activity in Ukraine. The main
attention is drawn to the fact that innovation development of agricultural territories and increase their competitiveness on
modern technical basis is possible through diversification strategic planning of agribusinesses activity toward the
development of green rural tourism. The analysis of entrepreneurship in the green rural tourism sphere in Ukraine is
conducted. The article defines the dynamics and trends of agrihomes development in Ukraine during 2012-2014. The
economic performance indicators of agritourism enterprise are analyzed. The research identified the problems associated
with negative changes in the field of rural tourism, and prospects for further functioning of agrihomes in Ukraine.
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Ipoananizosano 3nauenns ma Mojic1ugocmi peanizayii ousepcugixayii disnbnocmi azpapnux nionpuemcma ¢ Yxpaiui.
Ocnogny yeazy 36epuymo Ha me, wo IHHOBAYIUHULL PO3GUMOK CLIbCLKUX MEPUMOpPIU ma NiOBUWenH s iX KOHKYPEeHMOoCnpo-
MOJCHOCMI HA CYYACHIT MEXHONOSIUHITI OCHOGI MOJICAUBUL 3A PAXYHOK CMPAMeiuH020 OuBepCcupikayitinoco nianye8anis
OisLIbHOCMI A2PONIONPUEMCING 8 HANPAMKY PO3GUMKY CLIbCbKO2O 3el1eH020 mypusmy. IIposedeno ananiz cmamy nionpuemmu-
ymea 6 cghepi cinbcwbkoco 3enenoco mypusmy 6 Yrpaini. Busnaueno ounamiky ma menoenyii po3eumxy azpoocens Ykpainu
npomsizom 2012-2014 poxie. [Ipoananizosano ekoHomiuHi nOKA3HUKU OisIbHOCMI a2pomypucmuynux nionpuemcms. Y pe-
3ynbmami 00CiONCeH s 6UBHAUEHO NPOOIeMU, N0 A3AHI 3 He2AMUBHUMU 3MIHAMU 8 chepi CLTbCbKO20 mypu3my, ma nepche-
KMusU nooansuio2o QyHKYIonysants azpooceis 8 Yxpaiui.

Knrouosi cnosa: cinvcokuii 3enenuti mypusm, ougepcughixayis, azpobiznec, iHHO8aYis, azpapHi NiONPUEMCIGA, AzpooCeisl.

Ta6n.: 2. bién.: 10.

IIpoananuzuposansi 3naueHue u 603MOICHOCIU Peanu3ayuu OUgepcUPuKayuy 0essmeIbHoCmu azpaphblX nPeonpusmuil
6 Ykpaune. Ocnosnoe sHumanue 0opawjeno Ha mo, Ymo UHHOBAYUOHHOE PA3EUMIUE CENbCKUX MEPPUMOPULL U NOBbILUEHUE UX
KOHKYPEHMOCNOCOOHOCMU HA CO8PEMEHHOU MEXHONO2UYECKOT OCHO8E 803MOICHO 30 CHem CIMPAmezuiecko2o OusepCcupura-
YUOHHO20 NIAHUPOBANUSA OESIMENbHOCIIU A2PONPEONPUAMUIL 8 HANPABIEHUU PA3GUMUS CENbCKO20 3eneH020 mypusma. IIpose-
0eH aHAU3 COCMOAHUS NPEONPUHUMAMENbCNEA 6 Chepe CenbeKo20 3eneno2o mypusma 6 Yxpaune. Onpedenenvt OUHAMUKA U
mendenyuu pazgumus azpoycaoed Yipaunvl 6 meuenue 2012—2014 20006. Ilpoananuszupoganvl I3koHOMUYECKUe NOKA3aAmMenu
0esimenbHOCIU azpOmypUCmuyeckux npeonpuamuti. B pesyiomame ucciedosanus onpedenenvl npooiemvi, CeA3aHHblE C
He2amueHbIMU USMEHEHUAMU 6 chepe CenbCcKo20 Mmypusma, U nepcnekmuebl OdibHelue20 QyHKYUOHUPOBaHUs azpoycaded 6
Ykpaune.

Knroueswie cnosa: cenvckuii senenviil mypusm, ousepcugpuxayus, azpobusHec, UHHOBAYUs, azpapHvie NPeOnpusmus, de-
poycaovba.
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Problem formulation. In the conditions of the high degree risk of enterprise activity of
agricultural sector in Ukraine, the need to find new and innovative organizational and legal
forms of business, to provide economic growth in the agrarian sector arises. The lack of
innovative and active agricultural enterprises in rural areas requires the development of a
program directed towards the growth of its multifunctional potential to minimize the possible
financial and economic risks and possible losses of capital. Ensuring the effective
development of agricultural enterprises in strategic perspective is possible through
diversification as a basis of structural modernization of the economic activity of agricultural
enterprises. Therefore, in current conditions, one of the innovative diversification directions
of agribusinesses’ operating activities is the development of green tourism.

Recent publications analysis. The potential of economic growth in the agrarian sector
through diversified production is the subject of studies of such scientists as V. Borshchevskiy
[1; 8], T. Vasyltsiv [8], Yu. Lupenko [7], V. Tkachuk [9], T. Paniuk [6]. Scientific and

© Jlykomcbka O. 1., 2016

187



[MTPOBJIEMU I ITEPCIIEKTB EKOHOMIKH TA YIIPABJIITHHA Ne 2 (6), 2016
TAJTY3EBHU ACITEKT PO3BUTKY HAIIIOHAJIBHOT'O I'OCIIOJIAPCTBA

theoretical basis of the development and implementation of agro-household diversification
through green rural tourism development are highlighted in works of the following scholars
I. Hryshova [1; 2], I. Krukova [5].

Allocation of the unsolved earlier parts of the overall problem. Despite the value of
results displayed by national scholars concerning the implementation of diversification in
agrarian sphere, some issues of the given problem remain poorly understood and require
further studying of the diversification process of agricultural enterprises towards the
development of green tourism.

Goals of the article. Define the role of green rural tourism as innovative diversification
trend of agribusiness development and analyze its condition.

The main material of research with full substantiation of scientific results.
Agricultural sector in Ukraine has quite substantial advantages over other material production
sectors, which are the key to successful problem solving in the sphere of diversification; in
particular such benefits are: significant natural resources, investment, human and export
potential, a beneficial geostrategic position, preserved structure of rural life and historically
formed national traditions and crafts. Agricultural sector provides food security and food
independence, generates 12 % of GDP and almost 60 % of the social consumption fund and is
the budget forming sector of national economy with about 10 % share in the state budget [9].

At the same time the problem of effective diversification for enterprises of the agricultural
sector remains extremely important, since such transformation enables to solve the problems
of accumulating financial resources, increasing and using of potential, reducing production
costs, improving profitability and overcoming the dependence of business entity from
suppliers. The priorities in overcoming negative phenomena in agriculture through using
diversification advantages are the condition of productive forces, workers’ qualification, and
the system of organizational and institutional relations. Market mechanism creates the
environment for industrial and commercial interaction between diversification participants
and for small and medium agribusiness development. And at the same time world
development trends require innovative products, creating a qualitatively new human capital
and efficient state government to meet the needs of the society [6, p.121]. The innovative
development of rural areas and increasing their competitiveness on the modern technological
basis require new approaches to organize the entire system of social and economic relations in
the countryside [8, p. 10].

Strengthening innovative orientation of business entities in different sectors of economic
activity in rural areas of Ukraine will help to improve the efficiency of both agricultural
entities and enterprises with non-agricultural focus, ensure the implementation of new
agricultural technologies, increase the quality of human capital, modernize transport,
production and market infrastructure, etc. Multifunctional rural development is an important
component of increasing its innovative potential, since the number of types of non-
agricultural activity where the mmnovation implementation may be faster and more efficient
than in in the agricultural sector, is increasing. Moreover, the multifunctional rural
development creates conditions for maximal implementation of synergy effects in economy
functioning of rural areas increasing their attractiveness for investors, in particular on the
implementation of innovative projects [4, c. 26]. Thus, the particularly important value in
such context has a strategic diversification plan in order to ensure the market sustainability of
the enterprise in a changing environment in the rural area.

Achieving strategic objectives in the field of economic activity development and
integrating production can be implemented by forming argistructures which by the
organizational form and size will correspond to a similar method of world agricultural
practices [7, p. 42]. As European experience shows, the innovative form of agribusiness
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diversification which can provide the sustainable development of the agricultural sector and
the national economy is rural green tourism.

The most acceptable is the centered diversification strategy which is based on focusing
mainly on concentration of green farmsteads efforts in the spectrum of using the existing
capacity and searching the additional opportunities based on already existed touristic
resources. This strategy is aimed at maintaining the level of demand growth by increasing
tourist flows and expanding range of services. Strategy development and implementing
additional projects and special programs of green tourism development will contribute to
solving the major social and economic problems and generate fundamental principles of the
industry formation as the leading type of economic activity of the regions [5, p. 70].

Conceptually, the process of improving the efficiency of green rural tourism can be
defined as the idea of developing a set of comprehensive justification of complex mechanisms
which enable to implement a sustainable combination in the agribusiness management and
tourism industry [2, p. 49]. The concept of effective green rural tourism development
Hryshova I. defines as a strategy for action and constructive principle where agricultural
enterprises and the industry as a whole should develop, and accordingly it allows to:

- analyze the economic processes occurring in the industry;

- identify perspective development directions of green rural tourism and the most effective
forms of its organization;

- systematically examine the resourcing and rational placing of productive forces;

- evaluate the sources of funding and the role of ownership as factors that affect the needs
structure of green rural tourism;

- form a mechanism of managing the effective use of the existing potential of agricultural
enterprises considering the diversification of their activities towards the green rural tourism
[1, p. 18].

This conceptual approach activates the green tourism, which in turn will help to solve the
complex problems of the Ukrainian village: will increase the level of employment and form
additional sources of population income, reduce social tension in society and establish the
system of social values among the population, increase its cultural and educational level,
consolidate the rural area by encouraging the youth to stay, preserve the existing system of
resettlement and restore the demographic potential of villages in depressed regions of
Ukraine. The development of folk crafts in rural areas is closely connected with the growth of
green tourism, and also the revitalization of culture, arts and national-ethnic heritage [10].

Despite the feasibility and efficiency of implementing the diversification activity of
agricultural enterprises through functioning of green rural tourism, in 2014 the negative
tendency in this sphere is observed throughout Ukraine. A typical indicator for the study of
entrepreneurship condition in the sphere of green rural tourism is the number of agrihomes
and agrifarmsteads (table 1).

Table 1
The development of green rural tourism in Ukraine
Indicators Years Deviation
2012 2013 2014 2013/2012 | 2014/2013

The number of farmsteads, units 230 285 233 55 -52

The number of people placed 50724 49948 39311 =776 -10637
The average capacity of farmsteads, places 11 12,6 13,5 1,6 0,9

The size of farmsteads, including living 494253 65986,2 71208,4 16560,9 52222
space 20787,1 29987,7 23556,7 9200,6 -6431

Source: based on [3, p. 50].

The following statistical data summarize the information on available agrifarmsteads
operating in Ukraine. All business entities within green rural tourism conduct the activity as
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physical person-entrepreneur. It should be noted that official data on agrihomes activity in
Ukraine appeared in 2012 with the introducing of statistical reporting forms.

The analysis of information, systematized and published by State Statistics Service of Ukraine
concerning the development of green rural tourism during 2012-2013, showed that the total
number of farmsteads across the country (physical person-entrepreneurs) that provided tourist
services in 2013 increased to 285 units versus 230 in 2012. Over this period their total area
increased by 16,5 ths m” which is 7,7 % more than in 2012. Despite the increase of farmsteads’
average capacity to 12,6 places (14,5 %), the total number of vacationers placed in farmsteads
decreased in 2013 by 776 people, which is 1,5 % less in relation to 2012.

According to the aforementioned, we can affirm that the widespread practice of
differentiation activities of agricultural units and their sources of income creates a positive
effect both in economic and social areas [3, p. 50].

The research of entrepreneurship condition in the sphere of green rural tourism in 2014
demonstrates the decline of agrifarmsteads activity. The number of physical person-
entrepreneurs engaged in entrepreneurial activity in the sphere of green rural tourism in
Ukraine in 2014 compared to 2013 decreased by 52 farmsteads and now includes 223 units.
However, it should be noted that the study of green rural tourism as an entrepreneurial activity
in Ukraine in 2014 did not consider the performance indicators of business entities located on
the territory of annexed Crimea.

Data on financial and economic activity of green rural tourism entities in Ukraine during
2012-2014 are presented in the table 2.

Table 2
Economic indicators of green rural tourism in Ukraine
Indicators Years Deviation
2012 2013 2014 2013/2012 2014/2013
Revenue from provided services (excluding
VAT, excise taxes and similar payments), 10189,7 16966,7 11219,9 6777 -5746,8
ths UAH
Expences, ths UAH 5046,6 10283,0 6756,8 5236,4 -3526,2
Actual costs per man-day stay, UAH 117,2 104,4 117,8 -12,8 13,4
Number of overnight stays, units 112520 130695 93341 18175 37354
The average duration of people stay, nights 2,2 2,6 2,4 0,4 0,2
The coefficient of farmstead capacity usage 0,26 0,19 0,15 -0,07 -0,04

Source: based on [3, p. 50].

According to the table 2 in 2013 the revenue from provided services increased by 6 777 000
UAH or 66,5 % compared to 2012. At the same time household expenses has increased by
5236,4 thousand UAH accordingly or 1,04 times more. Over analyzed period the revenue
exceeds expenses that confirm the profit making by green rural tourism enterprises in Ukraine.
An actual costs decrease from 117,2 to 104,4 UAH per man-day stay over this period should be
considered a positive tendency. This is one of the factors that can possibly increase the number
of visitors, since the coefficient of farmstead capacity usage is still low — 0,19. As a result, most
of the time green rural tourism market remains isolated, whereas during high season in tourist
accommodation establishments the need for placement is quite acute.

The comparative analysis of statistical data in 2013-2014 showed the opposite situation
during the previous period, which is characterized by negative trends in the green rural
tourism development. Negative deviation of almost all indicators can be a proof of this fact.
One of the key problems of increasing the volume of providing agritourism services in rural
areas of the country is a low level of official registration of green rural tourism entities, i.e.
the total number of entities in agricultural sector that differentiate their business activity and
provide such services is much higher.
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Having analyzed the condition of entrepreneurship in the sphere of green rural tourism in
Ukraine, it is worth noting that the peak development was observed in 2013, and in 2014 the
number of farmsteads decreased. Also, a constant tourists decrease that were using the rural
tourism services, is a very negative phenomenon. The reason of such decline is understating the
actual number of visitors with simultaneous income understating derived from providing green
rural tourism services. This is due to restrictions in the amount of income for physical person-
entrepreneurs stated in the tax law, where in 2014 for physical person-entrepreneur, single tax
payer of the II group, was 1 million UAH. Such result is caused by unstable financial, economic,
and political situation in the country. This situation is temporary and the smallest positive shifts in
economic, political, and social environment will lead to major changes and growth of business
activity in the sphere of green rural tourism. Thus, for more efficient functioning and distributing
of green rural tourism within Ukraine it is necessary to create appropriate conditions for close
cooperation between local governments, non-profit organizations and farmers. For this purpose, it
is advisable to form favorable, transparent and efficient legal field for the rural population and to
create the monitoring mechanism to control the implementation of existing laws.

Conclusions and prospects of subsequent researches. The development of green rural
tourism, which is an innovative direction of diversification of economic activity of the agricultural
sector, provides a positive economic effect and creates favorable conditions for building effective
mechanism of leveling the potential risks and threats of the development of the agricultural sector
entities. The diversification of operating activity of agricultural units is a prerequisite for the
present and requires the development of a strong scientific and methodological basis for
determining the level of its effectiveness in conditions of transition to innovative model of
agribusiness development. Elaboration of the effective mechanism of implementing innovative
development strategies of green rural tourism and increasing its effectiveness on the basis of
economic diversification of agricultural enterprises outlines further direction of the research.
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