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The article considered the potential for the development of social entrepreneurship during the period
of post-war recovery of the national economy. The peculiarities of this type of entrepreneurship,
which will influence the implementation of entrepreneurial activity in this direction after the Victory
of Ukraine, are analyzed. It is noted that the evaluation of the potential of the development of social
entrepreneurship in Ukraine in the post-war period requires not only a clear structured set of relevant
comparative indicators, but also their close connection with the description of the social state. It was
determined that, connecting the essence of social entrepreneurship and the understanding of the
potential, it is appropriate to consider the potential of social entrepreneurship development as a set of
available opportunities of the relevant subjects to satisfy the social needs of certain segments of the
population and to solve social problems in society. It was emphasized that one of the main tasks in
assessing the state and trends in the development of social entrepreneurship in the national economy,
and even more deeply — identifying and evaluating the potential of such development in the conditions
of economic transformation and in conditions of limited state and local budgets for the full satisfaction
of the social needs of vulnerable segments of the population there is a structuring of the population
by groups during the period of post-war recovery of the national economy. It was concluded that, in a
broad sense, the potential of social entrepreneurship forms a certain halo of qualitative and quantitative
parameters of social development, which determines the ability of the corresponding bearer of social
needs for social adaptability (socialization), financial independence and confidence, and this will allow
to accelerate the processes of post-war national recovery economy. It is worth noting that the spread
of social entrepreneurship is becoming a kind of trend against the background of increasing social
problems in society and the importance of positive changes in society. The study shows that in this
sphere of activity, the participants are guided by regulatory and legal documents of related or tangential
spheres, in which the creation or functioning of entities of entrepreneurial activity by their form and
activity can be considered social. Therefore, Ukraine should speed up work on the preparation of
normative acts for the development of social entrepreneurship in the post-war period. The lack of
separate statistical data on social entrepreneurship was noted both in terms of subjects and from
the standpoint of generalizing social needs. Usually, statistical data of a similar nature are related to
indicators of the functioning of the social protection system, or in terms of the implementation of certain
areas of social policy. Ultimately, this aspect of the problem makes it difficult to objectively assess the
potential of social entrepreneurship, since most of the indicators are substitutes or refer to general
guidelines for the implementation of social policy without specifying the contribution to the achievement
of results by the subjects of social entrepreneurship. It was concluded that in order to improve the state
regulation of the development of social entrepreneurship in the period of the post-war recovery of the
national economy, a complex system of indicators should be formed, the analysis of the dynamics of
which enables the institutions of regulatory influence to respond in a timely manner to the real potential
of the accumulated social tension caused by the growing scale of population stratification by income
level and increasing social marginalization.

Key words: development of the national economy, development of entrepreneurship, national
economy, post-war recovery of the national economy, potential, social entrepreneurship, state regula-
tion of the economy.

Y cmammi 6yr10 po3a/isHymo rMomeHyias po3sUMKyY couia/ibHo20 NidnpueMHUYmsa y rnepiod nicssi-
BOEHHO20 BIOHOB/IEHHS HAUOHa/IbHOI €KOHOMIKU. [poaHasizo8aHO 0co6/1uBoCMi mako2o Uy Mio-
MpUEMHUYMBAa, SKi BrUBAMUMYMb Ha 30iUCHEHHS MIOMPUEMHUUbLKOI Qisi/TbHOCMI B8 UbOMY HarPsSIMKY
nicas Mepemoau YkpaiHu. 3a3HaueHo, W0 OyiHBaHHsI MOMeHyjasty po3sUMKY Coyia/ibHo20 Mionpu-
eMHUYMBa 8 YKpaiHi y nic/1180eHHUL nepiod nompebye He /uLue Yimkoi cmpyKmypoBaHoI CyKynHocmi
BIOMOBIOHUX MOPIBHIOBa/ILHUX MOKasHUKIB, ase U nepedbayae ix micHUl 38'30K 3 OMUCOM coyjaslb-
HO20 cmaHy. Bu3HayeHo, Wo, rMos’sa3yto4u CymHicms couia/ibHo20 rMidrnpueMHUYMBa ma PO3YMIHHS
rmomeHuyjasy, MOMeHYjiasioM Po3BUMKY Coyia/lbHO20 MidnpuUEMHUYMBa 00Yi/IbHO po3a/isidamu CyKyr-
Hicmb HasiBHUX Mox1usocmell y BIOMOBIOHUX Cy6’ekmig 3a0080/IbHSIMU CoyjasibHi Mompe6bu OKpeMux
BEPCMB HaCe/IEHHs ma BuUpIlYBamu couyiasibHi Mpobsiemu y Cycrifibemsi. AKUeHMOBaHO, WO 00HUM
3 20/108HUX 3aB0aHb B OYiHIOBaHHI cmaHy ma meHOeHUill y pO38UMKY CoYia/ibHO20 MidNMpUEMHUYMBA
B HaiOHa/TbHIl eKOHOMIY), a We 2/1ublue — BUSIB/IEHHSI Ma OUiHKa MOMeHyia/ly mako2o PO3BUMKY 8
yMoBax mpaHcghopmayii eKOHOMIKU ma 8 yMoBax 06MexXeHoCmi 0epyasH020 ma MiCUeBo20 6ro0xe-
mig 07151 MOBHO20 3a00BO/IEHHST COUia/IbHUX MOMpPe6 8pa3/uBUX BEPCMB HACE/IEHHS € CMpPYyKMy-
pu3ayisi Hace/leHHs1 3a 2pyrnamu y rnepiod MoBOEHHO20 BIOHOB/IEHHSI HaUiOHa/IbHOI eKOHOMIKU. 3po-
6/1eHO BUCHOBOK PO Me, WO Y WUPOKOMY PO3yMiHHI, MOMEHYia/1 coyia/ibHO20 MdnpueEMHUYMBa
YmBoproe nesHUli 0peost SIKICHUX Ma KiJIbKICHUX rapamMempis Cycri/ibHo20 PO3BUMKY, WO BU3HaYae
30amHicmb BIOMOBIOHO20 HOCIs coyiasibHUX mompeb 00 coyjasibHOI adarmosaHocmi (coyianizayji),
¢hiHaHCOBOI He3a/1XXHOCMI Ma BresHeHoCMI, a ye 00380/IUMb MPUCKOPUMU MPOYecU MOBOEHHO20
BIOHOB/IEHHST HAUIOHa/IbHOI eKOHOMIKU. Bapmo Bi03Ha4umu, W0 PO3r0BCHOOXEHHS COYia/IbHO20 Mio-
MPUEMHUYMBA CMae CBOEPIOHUM MPEHOOM Ha Myli 36i/IbWEHHST coyjia/ibHUX nMpob/ieM Yy Cycriibecmsi
ma BaX/1uBoCMI MO3UMUBHUX 3MIH 8 CycninbCmsi. [JocioxeHHs csiodums, 8 it cgbepi dissisHocmi
Y4acHUKU KepyrombCsi HOpMamuBHO-NPasosuMU OOKyMeHmamu CriopioHeHUX Yu AomuyHuUX cghep,
B SIKUX CMBOPEHHST YU ¢hyHKUIOHYBaHHS Cy6'ekmis MiOMpUEMHUYbLKOI Oisi/IbHOCMI 38 CBOED (hOPMOHO
ma QiSi/IbHICMI0 MOXHa BBaxamu coyia/ibHumu. Ome, YkpalHi ¢/1id npuckopumu pobomy woado mio-
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20MOBKU HOpMamuBHUX akmig 07151 PO3BUMKY coyjia/ibHO20 MIONMPUEMHUYMBA y MOBOEHHUL repiod. Bid3HauyeHo 8idCymHicmb OKpeMUX CmamucmuYHUX
daHux Wodoo coyjiasibHo20 NidnpUEMHUYMBA 5K Y PO3PI3i cy6’ekmig, mak i 3 Mo3uyili y3a2a/lbHeHHS coyiasibHUX nompe6. 3azsuyall, cmamucmuyHi 0aHi
M00I6HO20 Xapakmepy Mos’si3aHi i3 MokasHUKamu Wodo ¢hyHKUIOHyBaHHSI cCUCMEMU coyjaibHo20 3axucmy, abo y po3pisi peasisayii OKpeMux Hanpsmis
coyja/ibHoi noaimuku. 3pewmoro, yel acrekm npobsiemu yCkIaoHIoe 06’eKmuBHY OUIHKY MOMeHUiasy coyiasibHo20 MionpueMHUYMBa, OCKiIbKU 6iflb-
wicmb MOKasHUKIB 3amilljyBasibHi, @60 X CMOCYHMbCS 3a2a/TbHUX HAaCmaHos peastizayjii coyianbHoi Moaimuku 6e3 KoHKpemu3ayjii BHECKY y 00CSi2HEHHS!
pe3ysibmamig came cy6’ekmamu coyia/ibHo20 MionpUeEMHUYMBA. 3pob/IEHO BUCHOBOK PO Me, W0 07151 yOOCKOHa/IEHHS1 OE)KaBHO20 peay/IloBaHHs1 pO38U-
MKy coyjanbHo20 MidNpUEMHUYMBA y nepiod ic/1IB0EHHO20 BIOHOR/IEHHST HAUOHa/IbHOT EKOHOMIKU Mae ymu cghopMoBaHa KOMIT/IEKCHa cCUCMeMa MoKas-
HUKIB-IHOUKamopis, aHasi3 QUHaMIKU SIKUX 0a€ 3Mo2y IHCmuUmymam pezy/iorH020 Bi/iUBy CBOEYACHO peaaysamu Ha peasibHull MomeHyiasl Hakonu4eHol
coyjasibHOI Harpyau, CrpU4UHeHOI 3poCmaHHsIM Maclmabig po3wapyBaHHsI Hace/leHHs1 3a pisHeM A0X0diB U MOCU/EHHSIM CyCrIi/IbHOI MapaiHasizayii.
KntouoBi cnoBa: depxasHe pe2y/itosaHHsi EKOHOMIKU, HaUiOHa/IbHa EKOHOMIKA, MOBOEHHE BIOHOB/IEHHST HAUIOHa/IbHOI eKOHOMIKU, MomeHUyjas1, PO3BUMOK
HayjioHa/1HOI' eKOHOMIKU, PO3BUMOK rMidrnpueMHUYMBa, couyiasibHe MionpueMHUYMBO.

Formulation of the problem. Social processes in
society are characterized by a variety of phenomena
that involve the participation of various objects. Such
objects, first of all, are determined by the complexity
of the structure of social problems that society faces
at the corresponding stage of its development.
The processes of regulation under such conditions
involve an orientation towards the solution of such
problems, but the tools of regulatory influence differ
significantly, since different social problems require
different approaches to their regulation. This means
that assessing the potential for the development
of social entrepreneurship in Ukraine in the post-
war period requires not only a clear structured set
of relevant comparative indicators, but also their
close connection with the description of the social
state. At the same time, the identification of trends
and the potential for the development of social
entrepreneurship in the post-war period through
the study of the social state is possible under
the condition of a structured and fairly complete
system of indicators and social norms that reflect
social problems, and therefore are related to the
characteristics of the standard of living of the
country's population and its individual socially
vulnerable groups in the period of post-war recovery.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
From the standpoint of determining the potential
for the development of social entrepreneurship in
the post-war period, the scientific interest includes
understanding the essence of the very concept of
"potential”, since its use is quite widespread in many
sciences, which leads to the presence of differences
in the interpretation of its meaning. In studies of
economic processes, the concept of potential is
usually associated with the presence of certain internal
development opportunities or taking into account the
external influence on existing processes in order
to increase any development opportunities. The
problems to which the article is devoted were studied
in different contexts by A. Duka [2], O. Golubev [3; 4],
O. Honchar [5], E. Lapin [7], K. Shaposhnykov [1; 2],
V. Smachylo [11], A. Zhavoronok [12] and others.

At the same time, the scientific position regarding
the development potential of social entrepreneurship
and its state regulation during the period of post-
war recovery of the national economy remains
uncertain.
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Formulation of the goals of the article. The
purpose of the article is to assess the potential of
social entrepreneurship development during the
period of post-war recovery of the national economy.

Presenting main material. Etymologically,
"potential" is related to the Latin "potentia” and means
"hidden possibilities”, "power, strength" [5, p. 245].
At the same time, several of the most typical
definitions of this phenomenon have been formed in
the scientific literature:

— "possibilities of the system of resources and
competences of the enterprise to create a result for
interested persons by means of the implementation
of business processes" [5, p. 246-247];

— "the resources available to the economic entity,
their optimal structure and the ability to rationally use
them to achieve the set goal” [6, p. 13];

— a set of resources and opportunities that can
be used by an enterprise to achieve certain goals
[7, p. 61].

Thus, connecting the essence of social
entrepreneurship and the understanding of potential,
it is appropriate to consider the potential of social
entrepreneurship development as a set of available
opportunities of the relevant subjects to meet the
social needs of certain segments of the population
and to solve social problems in society.

One of the main tasks in assessing the
state and trends in the development of social
entrepreneurship in the national economy, and
even more deeply — identifying and evaluating the
potential of such development in the conditions of
economic transformation and in conditions of limited
state and local budgets for the full satisfaction of the
social needs of vulnerable population groups is the
structuring of the population by groups during the
period of post-war recovery of the national economy.

With this approach, a more complete under-
standing of the connection between social problems
and the object of social entrepreneurship, which
is capable of solving them, becomes possible:
satisfaction of consumer needs; workforce; used
and unused opportunities for obtaining the desired
result" [8, p. 16].

In general, when it comes to the potential of
social entrepreneurship in the context of the post-
war recovery of the national economy, such activity
is mostly worth attention from the standpoint of its
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ability to provide socialization for certain groups of
the population. This approach is quite old, as it has
historical origins in the cooperative movement and
the creation of socially oriented enterprises in the pre-
revolutionary era. For example, in Ukraine, as early
as the middle of the twentieth century, associations of
the deaf and blind were created. The activities of such
enterprises were based on the involvement of people
with disabilities in production, which contributed to
their socialization. Now it's time to use this experience
after the Victory.

Thus, in a broad sense, the potential of social
entrepreneurship formsacertain halo of qualitative and
guantitative parameters of social development, which
determines the ability of the corresponding bearer
of social needs for social adaptability (socialization),
financial independence and confidence, and this will
allow to accelerate the processes of post-war recovery
of the national economy. It is worth noting that the
spread of social entrepreneurship is becoming a kind
of trend against the background of increasing social
problems in society and the importance of positive
changes in society.

Taking into account the absence of a legislative
definition of the concept of social entrepreneurship
in Ukraine and direct normative acts regarding its
regulation, participants in this field of activity are
guided by regulatory and legal documents of related
or related fields, in which the creation or functioning of
entities of entrepreneurial activity can be considered
social by their form and activity . Therefore, Ukraine
should speed up work on the preparation of normative
acts for the development of social entrepreneurship
in the post-war period.

No less important in solving the tasks of improving
the regulation of social entrepreneurship is also a
well-founded choice of indicators that would make
it possible to assess not only the state, but also to
determine the potential for the development of social
entrepreneurship, to compare the effectiveness of
relevant state measures applied in different countries.
This approach will ensure better implementation of
experience not as a whole for application, but for
specific use in specific conditions and in relation
to specific social problems in the post-war period.
All the more so because the world experience over
a long period of time has developed an appropriate
set of techniques that differ among themselves,
but can become universal in relation to a specific
social problem. For example, the use of incentives
or tax incentives for social enterprises that take
care of the employment of persons with disabilities
may be more effective than subsidies from the
local budget.

It should be noted the absence of separate
statistical data on social entrepreneurship both
in terms of subjects and from the standpoint of
generalizing social needs. Usually, statistical data

of a similar nature are related to indicators of the
functioning of the social protection system, or in
terms of the implementation of certain areas of social
policy. Ultimately, this aspect of the problem makes
it difficult to objectively assess the potential of social
entrepreneurship, since most of the indicators are
substitutes or refer to general guidelines for the
implementation of social policy without specifying
the contribution to the achievement of results by the
subjects of social entrepreneurship. Statistical data
in the context of social entrepreneurship, for the
most part, are not systematic, which makes it difficult
to identify sustainable trends, and are the result of
individual studies or special reports [9].

Therefore, in order to improve the state regulation
[12] of the development of social entrepreneurship
in the period of post-war recovery of the national
economy, a complex system of indicators should
be formed, the analysis of the dynamics of which
enables the institutions of regulatory influence to
respond in a timely manner to the real potential of the
accumulated social tension caused by the growing
scale of stratification of the population by income
level and increasing social marginalization.

The effectiveness of state regulation of social
entrepreneurship is, first of all, focused on ensuring
the appropriate level and quality of life of the
population, and can be achieved provided that a
complex of multifaceted social factors is taken into
account, which determines it and is reflected by a
system of comprehensive quantitative indicators of
the assessment of the standard of living. Given that
the parameters of people's life and their needs are
characterized by multifacetedness and diversity,
it is impossible to single out a single universal
indicator for assessing the standard of living of the
population or a certain social group or an individual
(household). For this, it is necessary to systematize
the characteristics, indicators and parameters, which
in their unity will reflect the state of solving social
problems, the satisfaction of public needs according
to their individual types, the level of life guarantees,
as well as the conditions for the formation and
distribution of material, spiritual goods and services in
the country. In addition, such indicators should make
it possible to make international comparisons, that is,
to be comparable in terms of their understanding.

Since there are currently no separate official
statistics capable of describing social entrepreneurship
on a national scale, except for entities of the state
social service, when analyzing the functioning of
such entities, it makes sense to use the results of the
catalog of social enterprises, which was compiled for
2016-2017 [10], published under the project "Social
Enterprises in Ukraine" with the financial support of
the Western NIS Enterprise Fund. It should be noted
that the statistics of the Catalog are also significantly
limited by the selection criteria of the relevant subjects
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for inclusion in the catalog, the reflection of the self-
determination of the relevant enterprises, as well
as the nature of entrepreneurial initiatives that have
independently defined themselves as social. Among
the main criteria that were applied when creating
the catalog were: 1) employment of persons from
vulnerable population groups (ATO veterans, IDPs,
citizens with disabilities, residents of rural areas, etc.);
2) provision of statutory activities at the expense of
part or all of the profit (for the development of public
organizations, charitable organizations or charitable
funds); 3) directing part or all of the profit from the
activity to finance the provision of certain types of
services to socially vulnerable population groups,
financial support of social, cultural or sports events,
projects [10].

So, the self-determined business entities, as
well as those whose activities are aimed at a certain
part of the population, were included in the catalog.
For the most part, social entrepreneurship in
Ukraine is implemented through the formation of
micro- or small business entities, in which up to
5 employees are involved. First of all, this is related to
the need to ensure quick adaptability and flexibility in
activities, as well as a short process of making current
decisions. And this should be taken into account when
regulating the processes of post-war recovery of the
national economy.

Important directions for substantiating the potential
of the development of social entrepreneurship are the
creation of new jobs, the amount of estimated annual
amounts of tax and other necessary deductions, the
amount of approximate profits of the social enterprise,
which is important for the post-war development of
the national economy of Ukraine.

Due to the lack of a legal framework in the field of
social entrepreneurship, statistical records of social
enterprises are not kept in the country. Currently,
there is no unified register of social enterprises, and
there is no official monitoring of their number in the
regions of Ukraine.

The analysis of social entrepreneurship in
Ukraine [1-4] confirms the conclusion that the main
problem of underestimating the potential of this type
of business to receive development support is the
lack of legal certainty. Such a situation complicates
development due to the difficulty of distinguishing
social entrepreneurship  subjects from other
economic subjects. This state of affairs complicates
their state support at the stage of formation. The lack
of advantages of social entrepreneurship subjects
compared to traditional commercial and non-
commercial organizations is another obstacle to their
development, which makes it impossible to determine
the number of social entrepreneurs in Ukraine as a
whole or in any of the regions [9].

Conclusions and suggestions. Thus, it can be
stated that:
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1. Social entrepreneurship in Ukraine is only being
formed in the national economy as an independent
field of activity. Activation of its development in
the period of post-war recovery of the national
economy requires the creation of appropriate
institutions, support and leveling of obstacles. Social
entrepreneurship has every reason to become one
of the priorities of state social policy after the Victory.

2. Evaluating the development potential of social
entrepreneurship, one should agree with the position
that the emergence of social entrepreneurship aimed
at achieving specific socially significant goals is due to
the inability of market mechanisms to effectively solve
social problems [11]. The threats and challenges of
modern times, which are caused by the coronavirus
pandemic and military actions, lead to the need to
review the priorities of social development, justify new
goals and tasks in the field of social entrepreneurship.
Social entrepreneurship is a response to the
manifestation of acute social problems, primarily
poverty, growing unemployment, deepening of
the property stratification of the population in the
country, the insecurity of vulnerable segments of the
population and people with disabilities, community
disunity, war and forced resettlement of people to
new territories for them. It is the clear social mission,
self-sufficiency and reporting of social enterprises
based on the results of their activities that make such
entities an active participant in the processes of post-
war recovery of the national economy.
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