— YIOCKOHAQJIUTHU TPOLEAYPY 3MIHCHEHHS MOHITOPHHTY IMPOEKTIB AepPKaBHO-TIPUBATHOTO
NapTHEPCTBA;

— 3MIACHIOBATH METOJUYHE Ta KOHCYJIbTAaTHBHE CYNPOBO/DKEHHS B paMKax peasizamii
JIIIT;

— pO3pOOUTHU CUCTEMY YIIpaBIiHHS Y cepi IepKaBHO-IIPUBATHOTO MAPTHEPCTBA 3 YITKUM
pPO3MOJIIJIOM TMOBHOBa)XE€Hb MK OpraHaMy JI€p>KaBHOI BJIaJU y pPaMKax MIATOTOBKHU 1
peamizamii npoekTiB Il Ta koopauHalii€ro iX qisIbHOCTI;

— c(hopMyBaTl MIKPETIOHAIBHI HEHTPU JEPKaBHO-IIPUBATHOTO MAPTHEPCTBA 32 YYaCTIO
JIep’)KaBHUX OpPraHiB BJIaJId Ta MPEACTaBHUKIB O13HECY.

Takum 4nHOM, 3 METOI e(hEeKTHBHOrO (YHKUIOHYBAaHHS JCPKABHO-TIPUBATHOIO
MapTHePCTBA IOLIIBHO HACAMIICPeA PO3POOMTH 1 BIPOBAXUTH CTPATETil0 PO3BUTKY
MapTHEPCHKOI B3a€MOJIi JepKaBU Ta MPUBATHOTO CEKTOPY Ha HauioHanbHOMY piBHi. Lle
noTpedye BHU3HAYEHHS JEPKABOIO IIEH PO3BUTKY ATIL leOpI/ITeTlB HaTpPsIMiB,
MacIITabiB IisUIBHOCTI Ta JoKepert dinancyBanHs peainizaiii crtparerii. OO0B’SI3KOBUM
CJICMEHTOM peanizalii CTpaTerii € BCTAHOBJICHHS BMMOI 10 YYaCHHKIB Ta PO3IOJILI
00OB’SI3KIB 1 MOBHOBaXXEHb MK HUMHU. Y 3B’ SI3KY 3 Bl,Z[CYTHICTIO €IUHOTO TMIIXO0Iy 10
dbopMyBaHHA MeXaHI3My peajizaiii HmapTHEPChKOi B3ae€MOJii JepaBU Ta TMPUBATHOTO
CEKTOpYy CiaiJ MOOyIyBaTH I1HCTUTYIIOHAJIBHY CHUCTEMY 1i 3a0e3ledeHHs, BPaxOBYIOUU
ICHYIOUY CUCTEMY L[IHHOCTEH Yy CYCIJILCTBI Ta EKOHOMIUHI IEPETYMOBH.
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DEVELOPMENT AND REALIZATION OF SPECIAL DIRECTIONS
OF THE GOVERMENTAL INNOVATION POLICY

The development of competitive market principles is one of the main parts of formation
of effective innovative economy of the country.

The aim of the governmental innovation policy is the development of commodity
markets based on the activation of local production improving its competitiveness by
implementation high-tech technologies, assortment expansion and increase of supply
volume on the markets, which contribute the growth of the employment level and welfare of
people [1].

To removal of the deformation of manifestation of competition principles in the markets
of innovation products, special directions of relevant governmental innovation policy should
be implemented. The classification of them is the following [3, p. 218-220].
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1. Increasing production competition, i. e. stimulation of assortment expansion of goods
which already exist on the markets and the emergence of substitute products. ldeally,
product markets may merge into a single, if some products become perfect substitutes for
other ones, and then we can talk about the expansion of the markets.

Expansion of borders will be possible if as a result of technical development, consumer
will be able to switch to the consumption of various products without special expenses, i.e.
such products become interchangeable. Then, for example, increasing the price of the main
product, reducing the volume of supplies, the creation an artificial shortage or any other
monopolistic activities of enterprises, consumers will be able to switch to the consumption
of substitutes without much cost to themselves.

In this case, the size of the market increases and becomes equal to the total volumes of all
sales of interchangeable products. Obviously, if a company had a dominant position on the
market with one of the interchangeable product before any technical innovations, its share
will decline due to the inclusion such indicator as substitutes sales in the volume of market
(except that cases where the dominant company holds a significant share of sales in the
markets of substitutes). In this case the economic concentration falls and competition grows
as the number of market participants increases.

2. The expansion of the geographical boundaries of the markets by encouraging foreign
trade. The more territory can be considered as a single market, the greater number of
subjects will take part in economic activity, and the less market share will have the largest
its members and, therefore, competition will be more developed. A core parameter in
determining geographic boarders is the amount of expenses for the movement of goods or
the ratio of this value to the value of the goods. The less is this ratio, the smaller the
geographical boarders in the assessment of the competitive environment is wider the greater
and buyers have greater opportunities to buy goods of manufacturers and retailers which are
far from them. Thus, the expansion of the geographical boundaries of markets will occur by
reducing the share of transport costs in the price of goods, it can be achieved by reducing
their absolute values or deceleration in growth in compare with inflation. This goal can be
achieved by imposing cross-subsidies on transportation of certain goods, but this measure
definitely is a market. Therefore, the most actual directions of state innovation policy aimed
at developing competition on the markets by expanding their geographical borders is seen
the formation of appropriate transport infrastructure, and the development of a competitive
environment on the markets for transport services [2].

3. The reduction of entry barriers to the markets of potential competitors. As the most
relevant measures of this direction we can mention the reduction of administrative barriers
and facilitating the access of market participants to financial resources.

Described ways of such market transformations aiming to expand their boundaries,
require fairly significant costs. In contrast, reduction of entry barriers can lead to the
appearance of new participants on the market and reducing, thus, the market control earlier
than other actors. The opportunity of the appearance of potential competitors on the market
makes changes behaviour of its leaders. The governmental support for small enterprises
assists to the appearance of new participants in the markets.

4. The increase of number of market participants through the creation of governmental
enterprises or their entry into target markets, the participation of the country and
government in registered capitals of commercial organizations that are entering to the target
markets as well as through forced separation of leading market participants and the market
participants that overuse their dominance. AIll the current rules that prevent the
strengthening of economic concentration can be included in this list.

According to the current legislation, The Anti-Monopoly Committee has the right to issue
an order on forced division of commercial organization or engaged in entrepreneurial
activity of non-profit organization occupying a dominant position, or on separation from its
structure of one or more companies in the case of systematic exercise of monopolistic
activities. The systematic implementation of monopolistic activity is the Commission for

65



three years over two identified in the prescribed manner to the facts of monopolistic
activities.

Such an order is adopted only with the following conditions: if this leads to the
competition development; with the possibility of organizational and territorial isolation of
the structural divisions; with absence of the close technological linkages between its
structural units; with the possibility of legal entities as a result of restructuring themselves to
operate on the market of certain goods.

However, there is no separation of economic entities like these in the history of existence
of The Anti-Monopoly Entities, and the main reason lies in the unsatisfactory state of affairs
with the methodological support of such processes.

In accordance with the Antimonopoly law, the economic concentration is prohibited, if it
could lead to restriction of competition in the commodity market, including as a result of
occurrence or strengthening of dominant position of an economic entity. This economic
concentration is understood as the set of actions of economic entities including:

— the creation, merger and joining of commercial organizations;

— the creation, merger and joining of uncommercial organizations (associations, unions,
nonprofit partnerships);

— acquisition by a person of shares with voting rights in the registered capital of the
entity;

— obtaining the property, use or possession of a single economic entity of fixed
production assets or intangible assets of another business entity;

— acquisition of the rights allowing to determine terms of a business entity conducts its
business activities or exercise the functions of its Executive entity.

The above directions of the state innovation policy are implemented by using the
following tools:

1) providing tax benefits for market participants in one or another form (from the point of
view of the state of competition in the provision of such benefits may be justified only by
the necessity of development of a competitive environment);

2) facilitating administrative procedures, which are required for entrance (e.g., the
acceleration of the issuance of various permits for the construction of certain production
capacities);

3) facilitating access to financial resources (in particular, subsidization of interest rates on
development loans);

4) improving transport infrastructure (especially the improvement and construction of
roads).

The suggestions to the author in relation to the implementation of regional competition
policy in the Odessa region in the conditions of innovative development model of Ukraine
the following:

— creating an attractive investment climate for innovation clusters, which intend to
develop priority sectors of the economy of the territory;

— development of mechanisms of public-private partnerships;

— the introduction of the mechanism of investment tenders;

— the use of possibilities of examination of innovative-investment projects;

— the use of territorial ordering for innovation with priority to domestic producers.
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