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1. Benchmarking as a new scientific direction

Benchmarking is a direction of scientific research
and area of practical activity, which has gained broad
recognition inthe world economy during the last decades
of the 20" and early 21 century. Expertsworking in this
field of knowledge define the essence of the term based
on its ethymology: the English word , benchmark”
interpretsinto Ukrainian as,,anotch” or ,,astarting point”.
In fact, this term was used to determine the process that
started in 1972 in the USA. It was introduced by the
Cambridge Institute of Strategic Planning and Prims
research and development company. These ingtitutions
revealed that effective managerial decisions under
conditions of competition can and should be developed
with orientation towards experience of other companies
that successfully operate in affiliate branches. This in
turn callsfor elaboration of a system which would allow
to study and use best-practice experience regardless of
competition.

Benchmarking appeared in marketing and
management textbooks after 1979 thanks to successful
realisation of the Competitiveness Benchmarking project
by Xerox. It consisted in performing a comparative
systemic analysis of the company’s costs and products
against those of the Japanese companies and entailed
elaborating effective measuresfor implementation of their
experience. The study of competitors business practice
was induced by the intensified competivite pressure on
the global market thanks to the activity of Japanese
companies which started to crowd Xerox out of the
market. This helped to detect and solve a number of
bottlenecks related to product wharehousing, shipping,
etct. The study was based on the company’s subsidiary

Fuji Xerox operating on the Japanese market. For
comparison the data on copying machinery market prices
was used, which allowed to make an indirect assessment
of the operational costs of competitors and to single out
the areas in which they performed better financially.
Assessment of the gap between X erox and its competitors
and determination of its causes and their subsequent
liquidation were the findings of the study. It nevertheless
took alot of timeto catch up with the leaders. According
to publications, only in 1987 Xerox has overtaken its
competitorsin those areas, which were earlier determined
to have obvious drawbacks?. All in all, the success of
Xerox attracted attention of economists from different
areas to benchmarking. Since then, businessmen have
started to treat it with trust, while scientists activated
their research in the field.

Another experience, which has also set a standard,
isthat of Southwest Airlines, which managed to increase
its competitiveness significantly thanks to comparative
testing of order processing, transport operations, business
organisation and finance. At that, the company did not
stop at studying the practice of its competitors, and
focused on studying business methodsin other industries
aswell. Thus, having revealed that technical maintenance
and refill of airplanesrequiresno moretimethan do similar
operations in the automobile industry, the managers of
Southwest Airlines took into account the experience of
»Formula-1" mechanics and reduced the duration of this
procedure from 45 to 15 minutes, which allowed to
increase the number of flights®.

Taking into consideration the history of
benchmarking appearance and devel opment, the extensive
set of itsdefinitions, does not bear significant differences.
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Asarule, benchmarking is defined as a study of another
company’s experience, aswell as assessment of itsvalue
for one’s own company, organisation, industry, or
country, and its adoption in own business conditions. In
its broadest sense, benchmarking is a reference
comparison and tuning of one’s own organisation and its
busi ness processes by using other companies experience.
Today, benchmarking, together with management and
marketing, is one of the three most popular methods of
business management, which isrightly treated as a new
direction in the development of economic science.

When determining the place of benchmarking in the
modern science, it would be incorrect to present it as an
absolutely new and unknown phenomenon. It cannot be
considered by analogy with newly appearing illnesses,
like bird or swine flues or global warming. In the market
economies aways existed business espionage, competitive
and economic intelligence, the goal of which wasto study
the secrets that lay the basis for other companies’ or
countries’ achievements and success. It is owing to this
that the inventors of fire-making, silk-making, porcelain
production, and alchemist discoveries were deprived of
their monopoly*.

In history benchmarking experts single out various
forms and methods of attracting foreign experience for
commercial success. Such a practice was extremely
popular in the countries of the former socialist camp.
Worth recalling is the experience of socialist contest
organising, which was widely used in post-communist
countries under the planned economy. Since it was based
on comradely rivalry and mutual assistance, the
participants of the socialist contest were obliged to share
the leading experience. This was the subject of
agreements, bilateral visits and traineeships, as well as
aninstrument used for motivational methods devel opment.
Unfortunately, the system of socialist contest could not
play a decisive role in economic development because
the goals of economic activity were limited by the state
plan, and administrative leversof itsfulfilment dominated
in the economic mechanism. Owing to this, experience
sharing more often than not was superficial in nature
and reduced to mutual visits and honouring.

It cannot be stated that today the development of
market relationsin theworld, evenintheleading countries,
has reached such alevel that benchmarking has become
afunctional element of each company’s activity. Thisis
mostly true for small and middle-sized companies, 90%
of which — according to the European Commission — do
not useit in their practice. It isimplemented only in big
companies with more than 1000 employees. As for the

post-Soviet countries, they are considerably lagging
behind the European countriesin terms of benchmarking
use. Today only Russia participates in the European
Benchmarking forum (EBF) and prepares official reports
for this organisation, even though the latter was
established back in 1997. This happens regardless of the
fact that EBF aims to transform Europe into the world
benchmarking leader in order to use it as an instrument
of continuous business development and increased their
effectivenessin the conditions of intensified international
competition. In addition, special attention within the
frames of the forum is paid to small and middle-sized
business.

It might seem that the most active users of
benchmarking ought to be the post-communist countries
since they are hugely lagging behind the leaders. It might
seem that there is no need in persuading that the task of
catching up to alarge extent can be solved by adopting
achievements of the leaders. Unfortunately, this doesn’t
work so far, the reasons to which being the inadegquacy
of personnel providing with respect to tasks of effective
application of benchmarking to solving the problem of
competitiveness, as well as management’s prejudice
against the expensiveness and complexity of itsrealisation.
At that, it should be noted that similar factors took place
in the developed countries as well. However, in the post-
communist countries, their influence is much more
powerful.

Today benchmarking grows in significance in
Ukraine, the economy of which is at the initial stage of
creating its own model of a ,, catching-up leap”. In view
of this, it should be kept in mind that similar tasks have
already been and are being solved to some extent by
many national economies, which obtain both positive and
negative results.

Ukraine can learn alot from the experience of both
developed and newly industrialised countries. Infact, the
»lessons’ taught by the latter in many aspects are no less
important, especially inthose aspectsthat their reformers
started with public recognition of the backwardness
and resolute rejection of the previous models and
superpositions, which appeared to be incapable of
ensuring development in the new conditions. The
fanfaronade of claims to ,imperial greatness” and
ambitions of separate population layerswere set off with
sharp criticism of what had to be , left behind”.

The Prime-Minister of Malaysia Mahathir bin
Mohamad, who held the office for 22 years, can be a
great example. In hisbook ,, The Malay Dilemma’, which
waswritten during atemporary retrenchment from active

4 E€ropos B. 3 icTopii po3BuTKy npoMuciioBoro mmurynctsa // [13epkano twkas. — 1994, — 31 rpyaus. — Ne 13. — C. 14.
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political activity, the author critically evaluated the
individual character features of Malay people. In
particular, he openly wrote about their lazyness,
sluggishness, a habit of relying on fate, restraint and
unwillingness to study, everything that prevented them
from being modern. Based on this, he concluded that the
Malays had to change themselves. This method is
evidence in support of the fact that those who lead the
reforms must be willing to move against the currents
that impede modernisation.

At itsvery core, Ukrainian modernisation faces the
Hamletian dilemma of ,to be or not to be”. Regardless
of the fact that the country has spent the last twenty
years of itsindependence building a national version of
oligarchic state regime on the ruins of planned economy,
it istime to admit that it did not become afoundation for
the ,,Ukrainian miracle”. In its functioning, this model
hampers the instruments of competition, and the country
never reaches the level of global leaders. By controlling
entire industries, the oligarchs find no interest in inter-
industry movement of capital or structural changes;
instead, they accumul ate personal wealth through channels
of political rent by taking control over public institutions
and amalgamating with them. The essential feature of
the oligarchic economy isdominance of corruption based
on close, partner relations between the economic and
adminigtrative-political ,, elites’. At that, both the population
of the country and foreign capital are removed from the
privatisation processes. Such a situation cannot be
improved without the study and brave implementation of
international experience adjusted to national peculiarities.
Of special importancein thisaspect can bethe experience
of developing national doctrines of settling economic,
social and ecological problems at the level of globally
recognised standard indicators.

A barrier to benchmarking development is the fact
that noonein the market economy has managed to remove
competition, whereas leaders in technical progress
maintain a limited interest in it at most. Thence, the
methods of benchmarking are based mostly on using
reports as a source for information. A direct study of
best practice, a search for mechanisms of engaging the
leadersin the process of studying their experience by the
lagging companies do not gain sufficient recognition even
where the propagation of successful business is

performed at a high level. Thus, in Great Britain, the
Ministry of Trade and Industry’slist of companies, which
accept visitors within the framework of the Inside UK
Enterprise (IUKE) program includes 180 companies’.

It is beyond doubt that with such a range of best-
practice enterprises selected by the government, free
advertising and official representation assure their long-
term advantages and increased customer loyalty, even
though their competitors can be their equals in business
excellence. In any case, they promote certain progress,
especialy on the basis of forming the motivation for
improvement. It is no coincidence that IUKE, the largest
program of this kind in the world, is popular among
entrepreneurs, and dozens of one-day visitsto companies
for experience-sharing purposes are a proof of that.

Overcoming thetraditional ideology of competition
is an important aspect of successful benchmarking
implementation. This problem exceedsthelimitsof purely
economic relations and calls for discussion in the sphere
of ethics. Thus, in the USA and the EU, special rules of
conduct are being developed, the aim of which is
promoting mutual understanding among potential
partners. For example, Ameritech company, a member
of the benchmarking council at the US Institute of
Strategic Planning, elaborated and approved a code of
conduct, whichincludes nine positions. observethe laws;
be willing to provide information anal ogous to what you
want to obtain; respect each others secrets; do not
disseminate received information beyond your company;
initiate the contact only with those who are in charge of
benchmarking; do not make references without
persmission; bewell prepared aready for thefirst contact;
study benchmarking well and follow the procedure;
determine the object of benchmarking analysis; perform
thorough self-assessment®.

By analogy with the USA, the European Foundation
for Quality Management (EFQM) devel oped the European
Benchmarking Code of Conduct’. It containsten clauses,
which set the foundations of the whole benchmarking
process. principle of preparation; principle of contact
with consideration for the partners' corporate culture;
principle of information exchange; principle of
confidentiality; principle of using the obtained information;
principle of legality; principle of completion of the
assigned responsibilities; principle of understanding and

HITYC] . bEHUMApKHHI KaK Cp€ICTBO IMOBBIMICHUS KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH KOMITAaHHUH CppH LINT4YC BPOIICHCKOE KaueCTBO.
ST T.b 6 /T IT IE

Haitmxect. —2004. —Ne 1. - C. 44

5 xopmk C., Baitmepckupx A. Beeobuiee ynpasienne kaqecTBoM. CTpaTeruy H TEXHOJIOTHH, TPUMEHICMbIC B CAMBIX YCIICIIHBIX

kommanusx. —C.-I16.: Victory, 2002.

" European benchmarking code of conduct // EFQM [Enexrponnwuii pecype]. Pexxum gocrymy : http://www.efgm.org/en/PdfResources/

Benchmarking%20Code%6200f%20Conduct%6202009. pdf

142

Exonomivynuii Bicauk JJou6acy Ne 4 (30), 2012


http://www.efqm.org/en/PdfResources/

Ye. V. Savelyev, V. Ye. Kuryliak, H. F. Smalyuk

agreement; benchmarking with competitors; and
benchmarking protocol®.

Experts in the practice of benchmarking often
stumble across the problem of adopting the revealed
experience. Generally speaking, it cannot be cloned at
another enterprise. Moreover, the leaders do not stop in
their development, they progress continuously. That is
why the concept of benchmarking is not limited to
procedures of its realisation. Both the leaders and the
followers should be equally committed to building al
their business activity towards increased performance.
The only qualitative difference between them is that
|eaders are destined to search for new, previously unused
methods of business; they are supposed to improve the
level of business performancewhichiscurrently perceived
asthelimit of excellence. Thefollowers should be solving
adoubletask: to usetheleader achievementsandto search
for opportunities of higher performance by producing
their own ideas and methods of business activity. At that,
the former will focus on self-assessment, whereas the
latter ones will focus on competitor evaluations.

Thereference model devel oped by the International
Standards Organisation (1SO) and included in the 1SO
9004:2009 offers a considerable support for the growth
of national economiesin general and separate economic
agents in particular®. The significance of this standard
consistsin the fact that for the first time it offers a set of
analytical self-assessment methods for organisation’s
maturity identification based on techniques of SO
10014:2006% combined with traditional auditing of the
quality management systems .

Economic literature shares a standpoint that the
EFQM models do not comply with the individual needs
and should be replaced with the individualised models.
» Ever more organisations refuse to use EFQM due to its
generality and non-compliancewith individual needs, and
move on to creation of their own, individualised models
of self-evaluation, which are continuously being improved
along with improvement of the organisation”?'?,
acknowledges V. Novikov. We can agree with such an
approach only in the sense that individual methods of
evaluation are redly necessary. However, they cannot
replace the old ones, they should supplement them. The

individualised methods can turn especially feasible and
effective when searching for innovative managerial
decisions regarding leaping development (for those who
lag behind) or preserving the leadership positions (for
leaders).

In view of the tendencies in the development of
benchmarking methods, it is worth admitting that the
analysis of best practice is usually concentrated on two
aspects: the process and theresults. Inthe methodol ogical
sense, they are defined by T. Conti as,, left toright” (from
systemic factors through processes to results) and ,, right
to left” (from results through processes to systemic
factors)®®. However, from both of these approaches
misses an element which accompanies and assures their
transformation into a quantitatively and qualitatively
superior result — the mechanism of motivating all
participants of the process towards best performance.
Its absense or deficiency turns benchmarking into an
instrument, which cannot always be a sufficient method
of achieving the most desired effect — the leadership.
Without leadership no excellence is ever gained, even
though itisonly natural for companiesto wish ,,to play a
better game”. In this respect, it would be an opportune
moment to recall an aphorism attributed to B. Napoleon:
»Heis abad soldier who doesn’t dream of becoming a
genera” 4,

Thus, leadership and ambition are essential or even
decisive dementsin achieving high results. However, they
should beregarded in abroader context, proceeding from
the fact that they are elements of the mode of thinking of
individuals, teams, nations, which are predetermined by
the motivational mechanism. In our opinion, thislayer of
activity has amost disappeared from the benchmarking
systems; due to this, not all attempts to accumulate and
use best practice produce desired results. This is
especially noticeable when there is no understanding of
the goal and methods of its achievement in the
management system.

Understanding of the need to include the study of
the thinking modes in the methodology of systems
benchmarking is maturing and shaping among scientists.
Thus, J. Pfeffer and R. I. Sutton from Harvard Business
School conclude that ,instead of copying what others

8 The prindiples of the European Benchmarking Code were not officially translated to Ukrainian.

91S0 9004:2009. Managing for the sustained success of an organization —A quality management approach.

101S0O 10014:2006. Quality management — Guidelinesfor realizing financial and economic benefits.

111S0 10014:2006. Quality management — Guidelinesfor realizing financial and economic benefits.

12 HogikoB B. JliarHocTHYHE OIIHIOBAHHS SIK HEBIJI' EMHHI €JIEMEHT CydacHol cucteMu yrpasiints / B. Hosikos // Crannaprusaiiis,

ceprudikaris, sxicts. — 2011. — Ne 2. —C. 40.

18 Konru T. CamoorieHka B opranusarusx. — M.: CMI] , ITpuopurer”, 1999. — 337 c.

1 The saying is attributed to General A. V. Suvorov in Russia
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do, we ought to copy how they think®». Especially since
experience is aways the past which cannot be blindly
copied. The past had its own business conditions, client
environment, international situation, etc.

Finally, there is also a factor of human
exclusiveness. It can be easily noticeable in companies
producing highly creative products and services.
However, it is much more complicated to study the role
of the leader, principles of team selection, employee
motivation, and interpersonal relations at industrial
enterprises. However, complexity should not lead to
abandoning the study of their resource potential. In
preparing for a benchmarking study, it is necessary to
elaborate and approve with the partner the methodology
of researching the corporate mode of thinking in general
and with respect to separate employess and their groups.
This element can partly be performed in the aspects of
analysing the volume of knowledge posessed by the
organisation. The knowledge is scattered within
databases, document storages, e-mails, and reports. In
addition, asignificant volume of knowledge and experience
is concentrated in the heads of employees, which can be
accessed during individual contacts.

Knowledge benchmarking should include systems
of knowledge management. Thiswill allow going beyond
simplereviews of separate data sets. It will help to single
out acomprehensive businessstrategy, aswell asasystem
for its realisation based on all available information,
experience, and employee qualifications. Along with that,
reducing the time of adjustment to changes in market
conditions, achieving competitive advantages in
processing the accumulated knowledge, information
updating, and new knowledge generation acquire
particular significance.

Finally, knowledge benchmarking is a study of
competitive advantages of an enterprisein the knowledge
sphere, which calls for the development of special
methods and skilled employees. More than that, selection
of employees should be performed in such a way that
they don’t cede to competitor’s employees in terms of
qualifications and creative potential in order to beableto
analytically comparethe knowledge management systems
at both enterprises. A good example in this respect are
the Japanese, who traditionally possess the mode of
thinking based on reference models, which allows them
to adopt the new knowledge brought from abroad. A
popular urban legend says that many ideas published in
the Soviet magazine Yunyi Technik (translated to English
as ,Young Technician”) were used by Japanese

businessmen, whereas domestic experts treated them
only as popular information for professional orientation
of children and young people.

In revealing the essence of benchmarking,
researchers often neglect creative learning (studying) as
itselement. Meanwhile, globalization and modern practice
reguire constant mastery of the new advances in science
and technology. Creative learning in the system of
benchmarking should be understood as a need to restrain
from direct, mechanic copying of the knowledge
accumulated by competitors according to the principle
»think as | do; do as | do”. Experts in benchmarking
should assimilate and develop the achievements of
competitors together with the tasks of corporate
development in the conditions of scientific and
technological progress. Comparing one’s own company
with an industry leader (standard) should be the basis
for development of a new idea or a set of ideas and
encourage to innovation. If such activity is performed
not occasionally, but onaregular basis, it develops creative
skills of employees and shapesthe creative work towards
building a new image of one’'s own company. Thanks to
this, benchmarking gradually achievesthe potential which
(if creative learning was successfull) will pave the way
to leadership.

It should be noted that the benchmarking literature
sometimes uses the term , a learning organization”. It
usually has adouble meaning: the study of someoneelse's
experience and its creative adoption in one’ sown business
conditions. Unfortunately, such an interpretation reduces
or even beshadows the creative element of developing
original technological, organisational, financial-
economic, social, and ecological solutions. This process
can happen only if the study and research are integrated.
If not, the essence of benchmarking reducesto the notion
that alearning organisation hasonly one , teacher” — the
competitor, whose experience it is creatively copying.
We believe that creative learning of the ,learning
organization” should be more precisely defined by the
conception of , being one's own teacher”, meaning that
all previous knowledge is studied mostly to form one's
own face in business, market awareness, or one’s own
alter ego.

2. Cooperation and mutual assistance in the
benchmarking system

Inthe system of competition, benchmarking revives
the attributes, which should beinherent in every contest —
relations of cooperation and mutual assistance. According
to thelogic of market relations, economic leaders are not

15 Pfeffer J. Three Myths of Management / Jeffrey Pfeffer and Robert I. Sutton // HBS. — Working Knowledge. — 2006. — 3/27.
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interested in having competitors reproduce their results,
or even outperform them. This is an element of rivalry.
It isadriver of economic progress because it motivates
business people to continuously search for, create and
realise growth potential. In addition to rivalry in human
life and economics, another fundamental law of human
evolution is active — the law of cooperation and mutual
assistance. Its essence was thoroughly studied by
P. A. Kropotkin. In his theoretical conept, cooperation
and mutual assistance are defined asalaw of naturesimilar
to mutual combat, although combat is more important
for development®®. To a large extent we can agree with
D. Maslov, that ,common work for the good of the
company hasamuch larger potential than thework which
is based on conflict, ranging and contest” . The ideas that
form the basisfor benchmarking never better correspond
to the principle,,we'll all win together”, and thusfit into
the paradigm of modern management. In addition, the
mechanism of benchmarking methods containsrestrictive
elements regulated by the benchmarking code of
behaviour?’.

The specifics of cooperation and mutual assistance
relations consists in the fact that from the outside they
look asif the interests of the lagging partners dominate.
Howerver, a deeper analysis shows that, given the
responsible attitude of partner towards one another, both
sides win and the weaker side does not necessarity gain
more. Thus, the leader, by providing the opportunity of
studying his experience, isactualy ,, selling” his second-
hand solution. The side which receives it will never be
able to automatically reach the level of the leader. More
often than not, the experience of others is only an
information base for the creative search of one's own
concept of development and its realisation.

Above, we have already mentioned the interests of
leaders towards cooperation and mutual assitance in the
aspects of advertising. Another, no lessimportant interest
can be expressed by means of aLatin aphorism ,,docento
discimo” — ,,we learn by teaching”. Unfortunately, this
sideisthe least described in the economic literature, and
its rearly covered by mass media. The Russian engineer

D. Madlov after hisvisit to Japan made aconclusion about
the belief of the Japanese that if a company teaches
someone, it educates itself. He puts forward an example
of the Russian delegation’s visit to aMasashino cleaning
company employing 360 employees, which is a winner
of the Japanese quality award. Having earned reputation
in a relatively unpopular business, the company has
opened a new business direction — consulting. Every day
it offerspaid toursfor 5to 7 delegations and sellsits best
practice publications'.

However, it should be noted that the advantages of
such cooperation do not always find proper recognition
among business people. According to Japanese
experience, only 50 to 75% of the companies agree to
participate in partner benchmarking. When the matter in
guestion isrecognised service quality leaders, thewinners
of Boldridge National quality award, engulfed by that sort
of proposals, usually reject all offers except for their
affiliate suppliers and customers'®. At that, assessing the
most famous global quality awards shows that only the
Japanese Deming award system is oriented towards
industry and wide dissemination of standardisation
methods. With the European quality award, the accent is
made on customer protection and environment, whereas
the Boldridge award is targeted towards popularisation
of strategic planning®.

Cooperation and mutual assistance in the modern
world areglobal phenomena. Creative adoption of national
achievements in socio-economic development is a new
and actively spreading trend. Although in the second half
of the XXth century, most interest was concentrated on
theAmerican, European and Japanese models, the modern
reformers in different countries are thoroughly studying
the systems of more or less successful countries. The
Chinese, Indian, Singaporean, and Turkish models are
popular in emerging economies. Many African countries,
such as Ghana, Kenya, Mozambique, Nigeria, Senegal,
Rwanda, Tansania, and Madagaskar, are successful to
various degrees in adopting the Indian model in
information technology sphere. The World Bank
popularises the Brazilian system of conditional cash

16 KpororkuH I1. A. B3arMHast TOMOIIb CPEJIH JKHBOTHBIX | JIFOJIEH Kak ABuraress nporpecca [ Electronic document] Kpororkus I1. A. —

Availableat: http://aitrus.info/node/767.

17 MacnoB JI. BeHUMapKHHT — HOBOE CllaraeMoe yCIeHOM crpareriu ousHeca B Poccuu / Jimutpuit Macios // [lenosoe coBepiieH-

crtBo. —2006. —Ne 1. — C. 18— 19.

18 Macnog JI. BeHUMapKUHT — HOBOE CJIaraeMoe yCIeIHoM cTpareruu 6usHeca B Poccun / Jimurpuii Macinos // JlenoBoe coBepiieH-

ctBo. —2006. —Ne 1. — C. 18.

® xopmxk C., Baiimepckupx A. Beeobmiee yripasinente kadectBoM. CTpaTerut, TEXHOIOTHH, IPHUMEHSIEMBIE CETO/IHS B CAMBIX YCIICII-

ueix komauusix. — CI16.: Victory, 2002.

2 Seereport ,, HarmonasnsHas npemust kagectsa JI. Boiaapumka (MBNQA). — Electronic document / Available at: http://bibliofond.ru/

view.aspx?d=538198
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transfers, which appeared to be innovative in boosting
school enrolment, reducing child and mother death rates,
and reducing poverty without material budget losses™.
In this system, the conditions for welfare transfers are
not only low household incomes, but also getting regular
check-upsat the doctor’ s office and vaccinating children,
enrolling them at school. Welfare transfers can take the
form of grants awarded to talented offsprings of poor
families for study at prestigious federal and private
universities. The Columbian system of public transport
TransMilenio is very popular in large cities of many
countries, providing high-speed bus lines, bicycle lanes,
large-scale construction of libraries, schools, and sports
areas. In recognition of the significance of this system,
the Mayor of Bogota was granted ,, The Golden Lion”,
the highest award of Venice architectural Biennale. He
also presented his achievements in Moscow and Kyiv.

As the forms of mutual assistance and cooperation
we can identify membership in special funds and
cooperation with organisations, which offer best-practice
information dissemination services. In this respect,
significant benefits offers membership in the European
Foundation for Quality Management (EFQM), which
accumulates best-practice experience in the field of
management. Members of the fund, having interactive
access to itsinformation base, can freely recieve arange
of benchmarking options. Similar services can be offered
to companies which are not members of the fund, but
on less benefitial terms.

Considerable popularity have gained the services of
the best practice department at the Department of Trade
and Industry of the UK and a set of intermediaries
(Training and Enterprise Councils, Business Links, etc),
also known as Connect, Benchmark Index i Inside UK
Enterprise. A radically simplified procedurefor providing
consulting services offers the Connect scheme which
uses a series of interactive modules on CD-ROM. The
task of comparative assessment of key business
indicatorsis solved by means of Benchmark Index, which
covers 80 areas of high quality information on the state
of finance, management and business excellence. The
Inside UK Enterprise program is targeted at direct
cooperation; it has aready organised dozens of thousands
of one-day visitsto selected best-practice enterpriseswith
the aim of sharing the experience and carrying out open

discussions in a close circle of colleagues. The focusis
made on questions of flexible automated production
implementation, teamwork organisation, and supplier
relations.

The relations of cooperation and mutual assistance
are based on trust. It is the essential resource for
experience sharing and promotion of the leader’s
achievements. The development of productive relations
among economic agentsin the conditions of mutual trust
and belief in sincere help develops cooperationin such a
way that in the end, it brings a synergy effect for all
partners. The basis for the philosophy of trust relations
ismutual understaning of thefact that each of the partners
should mutually share everything that is needed for the
benefit of both sides. Thismode of behaviour will ensure
that each partner can expect to obtain what he wants,
and even more than that. Under such conditions devel ops
a sense of confidence in the feasibility of partnership. If
not, then, accordingto J. Keynes, arise chaos, uncertainty,
irresponsibility, breach of cooperation, etc. According to
research of V. Kurylyak, the lower the level of trust in
the market, the more restrained become its agents even
if decisive action is required, thus leading to decreased
rates of economic growth or even a crisiswhen the level
of distrust increases.

In its historical aspect, cooperation and mutual
assistance are represented as an evolutionary process,
typical of the whole natural world and human society in
particular. P. A. Kropotkin wrote; , Thus, the moral
progress of the human kind in its broad sense seems to
be a process of gradual widening of the foundations for
mutual assistance, from the primal family to the nation
to the commonwealth of nations; in other words, groups
of tribesand peoplesbecomelarger and larger until finally
these foundations cover al of the humanity, regardless
of religious, language and racial differences®. This
conclusion becomes ever more actual in the era of
globalisation, when global economy turnsinto an organic
integrated system of national economies and becomes a
complex mono-organism with classical systemic
attributes, among which the ability of self-development,
management of internal organisations, and interrelations
take on an essential importance.

P. A. Kropotkin, the prince and progeny of
Zapoporizhzhya Cossacks, was hot destined to implement

2 See BacunbeB C. Moziepausanus bpasunuu: snoxa IByx npesuieHToB. — Electronic document/ Available at: (http://www.polit.ru/

article/2010/11/15/brasl).

2 Kypwisik B. €. Llusinizariiidi i MiKKYJIBTYpHI BUMIpH Mi>dKHAPOIHOTO MeHeLKMeHTY / Bitanina €srenisua Kypusisk // TepHOmib:

Asropedepar ...a1-p ekoHOM. Hayk, 2011. — 17.

ZKpomotkuH I1. A. B3anMHas IIOMOIIE CPEIM )XUBOTHBIX H JIFOJIEH Kak JBUrareis nporpecca [ Electronic document] Kpororkus IT. A. —

Availableat: http://aitrus.info/node/767.
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his theories of anarchism. He also didn't live to see the
»life and death” of real socialism and transformation of
capitalism. Looking back in time, we can conclude that
the relationship between rivalry in the form of economic
contest or competition, and cooperation of economic
subjects develops in different ways. At certain stages of
human history, the factor of mutual assistance plays a
more important role. This is typical of primal, archaic,
even savage forms of human existence. It is thanks to
mutual assistance, that humans paved the way to
progress. Further development passed through increasing
role of contest and its transformation into competition.
It is just the competition that made it possible to speed
up technical progress, discover steam engine, gain
exceptional achievements in electronics and chemistry,
and create computers. From the standpoint of overall
human development, the apogee for competition was
reached in 18th — 20" centuries, notable for industrial
and science and technology revolutions.

Globalisation enhances the factor of mutual
assistance and cooperation. At first, this tendency
appeared mostly at the global and international regional
levels in the geopolitical and geoeconomic dimensions.
First of all, after the World War 1l a network of global
governance institutions was established, including UN,
IMF, World Bank, WTO, etc. Later, regional associations
started to emerge, the EU being one of the most devel oped
ones. In modern times, this tendency develops in the
direction of expanding the functions and authorities of
the existing bodies and unions, and establishing the new
ones. At that, the ingtitutionsthat were established earlier
focused mainly on the tasks of peaceful coexistence and
economic development, whereas the new ones tend to
work towards increasing cooperation in the field of
ecology, development of natural resources and global
ocean, space research, and global climate change.

Further global development consolidates the
tendencies of mutual assistance and cooperation not only
horizontally at thelevel of international and inter-country
communications. They diffuse deeply at the level of
enterprises, local authorities, clusters, ect. This is a
manifestation of the Hegel’ s dialectic law of negating the
negation. It should be interpreted as an idea that
globalisation does not interrupt devel opment, but becomes
an heir to the past, replicating its certain features at a
new stage in an improved form. For economists, it is
associated with the concept of , creative destruction”
introduced for the first time by the German economist

W. Sombart and popularised by theAustrian and American
economist and sociologist J. Schumpeter. The matter in
guestion is that in the process of development, old
relationships are destroyed, and the new ones are being
formed. However, thelater onesrecover the valueswhich
have been abandoned in the past, but can generate new
stimuli for the development in the new conditions. This
process, by its nature, is a double negation, according to
which everything that hampers development isremoved,
whereas new opportunitiesfor future progress are created
by taking all the useful attributesfrom the previous stages.

For the development of cooperation and mutual
assistance relations at the level of competitive enterprises,
it is essential that they are organically included in the
economic system. At that, the element of rivary should
not be excluded or weakened. The new economy needs
both intense competition and effective cooperation. This
is such an important problem that the effectiveness of the
economic system whichisbeing formedin the 21 century
depends on its solution. Without including the rel ations of
cooperation and mutual assistance into the economic
mechanism, it is impossible to assure the successful and
balanced development. A weighty argument in favor of
this statement is the fact that the breakdown of socialism
was decisively driven by the removal of cooperation and
mutual assistance relations from the economic system.
Finally, socidismwasdevoid of theinnovative and dynamic
essence, and destined to apply imitation in development
and production of new products.

AsKornai admits: ,, Within theframes of the socialist
system, we can speak of its inability to create
revolutionary new products, aswell asunderperformance
of many technical progressindicatorsin comparison with
the capitalist system. These features are not a result of
political mistakes, but represent deeply rooted attributes
of socialism as a system. Unfortunately, this obvious
advantage of capitalism has not earned critical acclaim.
It is totally ignored by the majority of people and even
those who studies alternative systems’?. Y. Kornai
mentions 87 revolutionary innovations implemented
worldwide after 1917 (the year of socialist revolution in
Russia), and innovative companies. It is noticeable that
the development of new innovative products took place
exclusively in capitalist countries. The countries of the
socialist camp at best managed to useinnovations created
in capitalist countries, engaging instead in alternative
solutions or imitating, which is much easier to do. The
datain Table 1 provesthat it occured with lengthy delays.

% Kopuau 5. IHHOBAIMH U IMHAMH3M: B3aHMOCBA3b CHCTEM 1 TexHuueckoro nporpecca / Kopueu 5. // Bonpocsl skoHoMuKH. — 2012, —
C. 4. (Earlier report was presented at the conference UNU-WIDER ,, Reflections on Transition: Twenty YearsAfter the Fall of the Berlin

Wall”, Helsinki, September 18 — 19, 2009).
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Table 1

New technology diffusion: steel industry, continuouscasting (in %)

Country Continous casting to total output ratio
1970 1980 1987
Socialist countries
Bulgaria 0 0 10
Czechodovakia 0 2 8
GDR 0 14 38
Hungary 0 36 56
Poland 0 4 11
Romania 0 18 32*
USSR 4 11 16
Capitalist countries
France 1 41 93
Italy 4 50 0
Japan 6 59 93
Spain 12 49 67
UK 2 27 65
USA 4 20 58
Federal Republic of 8 46 88
Germany

Note: *1986

Source: CCCP u 3apy6exnsie cTpanbl B 1987 1. — M.: @unancs 1 craructuka, 1988. —C. 109

Collaborative benchmarking: cooperation and
mutual assistance

Economic literature containsmore or less acceptable
classifications of benchmarking. Among them, we can
single out internal and external benchmarking, which are
also divided into separate subcategories: competitiveness
benchmarking; functional benchmarking; strategic
benchmarking; global benchmarking; individual
benchmarking; collaborative benchmarking; regional or
national benchmarking; country union benchmarking;
country or industry benchmarking; corporate
benchmarking; enterprise benchmarking; corporate
subdivision benchmarking; overall organization
benchmarking; process benchmarking; process element

benchmarking; process function benchmarking;
processing cost benchmarking; product benchmarking
(Scheme 1)%. Decomposition of the forms and types of
benchmarking can be further performed with respect to
managerial, financial, social, ecological, and other
aspects. However, the common attribute is that all the
aboveformscan either berealized individually or together
with a partner.

Individual benchmarking is not, in fact, an utterly
new business technique. It reflects traditional methods
of data collection used by companies in the process of
competition. It is a sort of salient industry intelligence
realised by accumulating and analysing open information
and occasiona ‘mining’ for insider materials. Inanalysing

% See.: Kane M. M. CucreMsl, METO/IBI M HHCTPYMEHTHI MEHEKMEHTA KadecTBa: YueOHoe nmocoodue / M. M. Kawne, b. B. MBaHos,
I1. B. Koperukos, A. T. Cxuptaaaze // M.:, CI16.: TTurep, 2008. — C. 460
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Scheme 1. Benchmarking classification

Source: Kane M. M. CucreMsl, METO/IbI U HHCTPYMEHTHI MEHEKMEHTA KadecTBa: Y4ebHoe mocobue / M.

I1. B. Koperukos, A. T. Cxuptianse // CII6.: TTutep, 2008. — C. 460.

individual benchmarking, the authors of ,, Cucremsr,
MCTOJABI U MHCTPYMEHTBI MEHC)KMCHTA Ka4dy€CTBa,
acknowledgethatitis, ontheverge of industrial espionage,
which is denounced by the society and, if revealed, can
lead to substantial material andimagelosses’%. Dismissing
the illegal methods of data collection, individual
benchmarking should be regarded as an element of
collaborative benchmarking, providing a possibility for
an unburdensome study of the leading experience for the
partners. At that, new scientific achievements are used
in information processing.

Collaborative benchmarking is a modern form of
cooperation and mutual assistance for various types of
organisations, primarily economic agents. It requires a
partner agreement based on mutual interest of the parties.
Collaborative benchmarking entails conclusion of an
agreement on performing common comparative studies
of own enterprise activities or other organisations and
unions. The goal of collaborative benchmarking is to
reveal and disseminate leading experience among business
partners and to provide mutual assistance for further
development. Along with that, it can be carried out by
enterprises operating in different industries, as well as
enterprises operating in one industry, that is competitor

M. Kamne, b. B. IBaHOB,

companies. Thelater form of benchmarkingisadirection
that should be disseminated in the new globa economy
in order to reduce the negative effects of competition
and encourage common activity intheinterests of overall
economic development. In any way, collaborative
benchmarking is a certain retreat from rivalry for the
benefit of cooperation, asisdemonstrated by the Japanese
experience?.

An important motive for cooperation in the frames
of collaborative benchmarking is the fact that neither
company is or can be absolutely successful in all
directionsof itsactivity. That iswhy joint analytical work,
search for better sides of each company’sactivity, mutual
assistance in sharing revealed advantages is a condition
for each company’s gains from cooperation. At that,
partners agree that benchmarking resultswill not be used
to harm parties to an agreement.

Collaborative tendecies in benchmarking
development are not limited to enterprise level. Today
they diffuseto various spheres of activity and caninclude
regional (in national and international aspects), national
and international levels. Benchmarkingisalso starting to
be actively used in cooperation network and cluster
development.

% Kane M. M. CucTeMbl, METOIBI M HHCTPYMEHTBI MEHEDKMEHTA KauecTBa: YuyeOHoe nmocodue / M. M. Kane, b. B. WBanos, I1. B. Ko-

pemkos, A. I. Cxuptinanse // M.:, CII6.: ITutep, 2008. — C. 463

2 Ucuxasa K. SInmoHCKHE METOABI yIIpaBIEHUs KaueCcTBOM. — M.: DkoHoMuKa, 1988; Muxaiinosa P. M. BeHuMapKuHI — yHHBEpCaIb-
HBII HHCTPYMEHT yrpaBieHus kauectBoM / P. M. Muxaiinosa [ Electronic document] // Available at: http://quality.eup.ru/MATERIALY 5/

benchmark.html.
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Demongtrative is the cooperation between Germany
and Koreain comparativeanalysisof innovative cooperation
networks® and clusters. This benchmarking study was
initiated by the German Federal Ministry for Education
and Research and performed in continuation of its twenty-
year long cooperation programme with Korean Ministry
of Education and Science and Ministry of Knowledge
Economy. Realisation of the study was delegated to Berlin
Institute for Innovation and Technology. It should be
admitted that the German side did not act only onitsown
initiative, but represented the European Union.

The applied significance of benchmarking study
fulfilled by the Institute for Innovation and Technology
in the case German and Korean clusters consisted in
assuring the development of international regional
cooperation of cooperation networks and clusters in the
areaof research and innovative devel opment with further
expansion of cooperation to small and medium
enterprises. It was also expected to generate positive
effect in questions of increasing the competitiveness of
German businessinAsia. Thiswork satisfied theinterests
of Korearegarding closer cooperation with the EU in the
field of education, science and R&D. Research findings
were fully published in the Internet®® and translated into
languages of the EU countries *°.

Therealisation of collaborative benchmarkinginthe
area of cooperation networks and clusters, which
integrates research and development initiatives acquires
new features compared with benchmarking in other areas.
Within the frames of this form, much significance is
attached to comparative analysis of priority goals;
assessment of the experience and openness with a view
to prospects of international cooperation development;
forming recommendations for the funds and state
authorities decision-making, aimed at financial support
of the processes of including national science and
technology and business organisationsinto foreign cluster
and network arrangements.

Thus, the Institute for Development and
Innovations, together with its Korean partners, has

initially studied the existing cooperation networks and
clusters focusing mainly on determining the national
peculiarities of thisform of organisation. Theresearchers
studied different aspects of cooperation networks and
clusters activity by analysing primary and secondary
documents and interviewing Korean experts and
managers. Later, it became possible to determine
similarities and differences of network and cluster
organisation in Germany and Korea. Finally, mutual
interests in the area of research and development
cooperation were established.

Finally, it should be noted that collaborative
benchmarking does not entail public disclosure of the
research materials. As a rule, the parties agree to
conditions of nondisclosure. For example, the German
Institute for Innovations and Development does not
publicise the names of the clusters under study and does
not publish key figuresin thefields of technology, energy
and natural environment, pharmacy and biotechnology,
microsystems and nano-technology in their reports.

Cageabes €. B., Kypuinsk B. €., Cmanok I'. @.
Benumapkinr: inTerpamisi 3MarajbHOCTi i B3aeMHOI
JO0TIOMOTH

Po3pobneno meroau ¢popMyBaHHS, pO3BUTKY 1 I10-
LIIMPEHHs BIAHOCHH B3a€EMHO1 JOMOMOTH B YMOBax Cy-
gacHOI KOHKypeHIii. Po3kpuTo 3micT kateropii 6eHd-
MapKIiHT Ta Horo icTopuuHi kopeHi. [TokazaHo ponb 6eHu-
MAapKIiHTY JIJIsI IOCTCOIIaIICTUMHUX KPaiH, EKOHOMIKA SIKUX
nepeOyBae Ha MOYATKOBOMY €Talli CTBOPEHHS BIACHOL
MoJeli , pUBKY HaB310TiH" . 3po0ieHo cipoOy po3BUHY-
TH TOTJIS, 10 JUIsl TIOJOJIAaHHS TPaAUIIiiiHOI iaeonorii
KOHKYpEHIIii Tpeba BUATH 32 MEXi CyTO €KOHOMIUYHHUX
BiTHOCHH 1 IEPEUTH 10 chepu eTUKH. 3HAYHY yBary npu-
JIJIGHO BUKOPHUCTAHHIO MOJIEINI JIOCKOHAIIOCTI y CHCTEMI
CTaHNIAPTiB, 30KpeMa Mi>KHAPOJIHUX. ABTOPH BBAKAIOTh,
10 y JisUTBHOCTI 3 BUABJICHHS MEPENOBOTO JOCBITY HE
MOXKHa 0OMeEXKyBaTHCS JIMILIE aHAII30M IIPOLIECY 1 pe3yiib-
TaTy, a Tpeda BUBYATH TAKOXK CIIOCIO MUCTICHHS 1HMBITY-
yMa, KOMaHJ{ YU Halii SK CKJIaJ0BOT MOTHBAI[iHHOMY

% |t should be noted that starting from 1990s, Germany has been trying to develop innovative economy by means of harnessing
industry concentration at theregiond level. With thisaimregional conglomerates are being created, al so known as,, competence networks’
(Kompetenznetze). An important task of these networks is to perform research which goes beyond traditional industry limits. For that,
integration of the most successful innovative groups and complexes of the country is encouraged. The organisation of such networksis
realised in nine categories. biotechnol ogy; micro-nano-optica technology; production and processing; transport and mobility; heathcare
and medicine; energy and environment; new materials and chemistry; information and communications; aviation and space technol ogy.
Thepractice of creating competence networksis becoming popular in the EU, dthough itismuch lessknown in Ukraineand CI S countries.

2 Meier zu Kucker G. Cluster alsInstrumente zur Initiierung von FUE-Aktivitaten zwischen Deutschland und Korea/ Gerd Meier zu
Kicker, Liane Garnatz. — [Electronic document] // Available at: http://www.vdivde-it.de/publikationen/studien/cluster-als-instrumente-
zur-initiierung-von-fue-aktivitaeten-zwischen-deutschl and-und-korea.

% Thus, in Poland, the publicationsin Polish were realised by the Polish Agency for Business Development under the auspices of the
Minister of Economy and with financial support of the EU.
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MexaHi3My. beHumapkiHr morpedye popMyBaHHS CHCTE-
MH, sika 3a0e31euye 3a/I0BOJICHHSI IHTepECy 1 BiICTAIOUHX,
1 JijiepiB, TOOTO BUTpANI ISl BCiX. 3HAYHOK MIpOIO 11e
3aBIaHHs BHPINIYETHCS B MEXaxX MapTHEPCHKOro OeHY-
MapKiHTy, [0 0COOJIMBO €(DEKTHBHUM € B YMOBaX CTBO-
PCHHS IHHOBAaIIMHUX MepeX CHiBmIpami i kiacrepis. B
OCHOBY BIIHOCHH CYIIEPHHITBA 1 B3a€MOJIOIIOMOTH Ma€e
3aKJIaIaTUCS JOCSATHEHHSI BHCOKOTO PIBHS TOBIPH MiX
MapTHEPaMHU.

Knrouogi crosa: GeHUMApKiHT, OGHUYMAPKIHT 3HAHbB,
B3a€MOJIONIOMOTa, BiJICTAIOUWH, JAOBipa, 3MaraibHICTh,
MBI TyabHUH OCHIMAPKIHT, KOAEKC IPABILII IIPOBEICHHS
OCHUMApPKIHTY, KOHKYPEHIIisl, JTiAepCTBO, MAPTHEPCHKUMA
OCHUMApKIHT, IepeIOBUH J0CBiJI, CIIOCIO MUCTIEHHS, CY-
TICPHHUIITBO.

Cageabes E. B., Kypuinsak B. E., Cmanok I'. @.
BeHUYMApKUHI: HHTErpamus COPEBHOBATEILHOCTH U
B3aHMOIIOMO LM

PaspaboTanbl MeTo b1 (HOPMHUPOBAHHSI, PA3BUTHS U
pacmpocTpaHeHus OTHOIICHNH B3aUMOIIOMOIIIN B YCIIOBU-
SIX COBPEMEHHOW KOHKYpEHIIMHU. PacKpbiBaeTCs comepxa-
HUe OeHIMApKUHTa U ero HCTOpruiecKre KopHH. [TokazaHno
pO.HI) 66HqMapKI/IHFa JUISL TIOCTCOMUAJTMCTUYCCKUX CTpaH,
JKOHOMHMKA KOTOPBIX MPeObIBACT Ha dTare CO3AaHusI co0-
CTBEHHOM MOJIEJIH , phIBKA BIOTOHKY" . Pa3BHBaeTCs TOUKA
3peHI/I${ , 4TO IJIA HpeOIIOJ'IeHI/IH TpaI[HHHOHHOﬁ UAc0JI0TUHU
KOHKYPEHIIMH HYKHO BBIHTH 32 paMKH SKOHOMHYECKHX
OTHOIICHHWI W TIEPEUTH B Cepy ITUKH. 3HAUUTEITHHOE
BHUMaHHE YJIEIISCTCS HCIIOIBb30BaHIEO MOJICTTH COBEPIIICH-
CTBa B CHUCTEME CTaHIapTOB, B T.4. MEXIAYHAPOIHBIX.
ABTOPBI CYMTAIOT, YTO B JCSITEIBHOCTH IO BBISBICHUIO
HCpe}:[OBOFO OIIbITA HEJIb3A OFpaHI/ILII/IBaTI)CH TOJIBKO aHa-
JIM30M TIpoIIecca 1 pe3yJibTara, a Heo0X0IUMO U3ydarh TaK-
JKe Crmoco0 MBIIIJICHUS WHANBUAYYMa, KOMaH/bl HIIH
HalH KakK COCTaBHHIOHleﬁ MOTHUBAITMOHHOT'O MECXAaHU3MaA.
BenumMapkuHT TpeOyeT GopMUPOBAHKS CHCTEMBI, KOTOpast
obecreynBaeT yIOBJICTBOPEHNE HHTEPECa KaK OTCTAFOIIHX,
TaK U JIMACPOB, T.€. BBIUTPHIII I BceX. B 3HaUMTENBHOM
Mepe 3Ta 3a/1a4a PeIaeTcs B paMKax MapTHEPCKOro OeHY-
MapKHHTa, KOTOPBIH 0CO0EHHO 3(h(EKTHBEH B YCIOBHSAX
CO3JaHUs MHHOBAIIMOHHBIX ceTeﬁ COpr}IHI/ILICCTBa 58
KJIacTepoB. B OCHOBY OTHOIIEHHH COTIEPHHUYECTBA H

B3aMMOIIOMOLIH JIOJDKHO OBITh MOJIOKEHO NOCTH)KEHHE
BBICOKOIO YPOBHSI IOBEPHSI MEXKAY MapTHEPaMHU.

Knrouesvie crosa: GeHUIMapKUHT, OCHIMapKHUHT 3HA-
HUH, B3aUMOIIOMOILIb, JOBEpHE, UHANBUIYAIbHBINA OeHY-
MapKUHI, KOJEKC MpaBWJ MPOBEeICHUs OEHUMapKUHTa,
KOHKYpPEHIUs, JINJIEPCTBO, OTCTAIOMMNM, TapTHEPCKUM
OeHUYMapKUHT, Iepe0BON OIIBIT, COIEPHUYECTBO, COPEB-
HOBATEJIbHOCTb, CIIOCOO MBIIUIEHUS.

Savelyev Ye. V., Kuryliak V. Ye., Smalyuk H. F.
Benchmarking: Integration of Rivalry and Mutual
Assistance

The authors elaborate methods of forming,
developing and disseminating the relations of mutual
assistance in the conditions of modern competition. The
essence of benchmarking and its historical roots are
revealed. The authors demonstrate the significance of
benchmarking in the post-socialist countries, the
economies of which are at the stage of creating their
own model of a,, catching-up leap”. The authors develop
a standpoint that in order to overcome the traditional
ideology of competition, it is necessary to go beyond the
purely economic relations and step into thefield of ethics.
Significant attention is paid to using the excellence model
in the system of international standards. The authors
believe that benchmarking activity should not be limited
to analysing processes and results; it should encompass
the study of the thinking mode of individuals, teams or
nations as an element of the motivational mechanism.
Benchmarking calls for creation of a system, which
would satisfy the interests of both the leaders and the
followers, that is, mutual gains. To a large extent, this
task can be solved within the frames of collaborative
benchmarking, which is especially effective in the
conditions of creating innovative cooperation networks
and clusters. High level of trust between the partners
should lay the basisfor the relations of rivalry and mutual
assistance.

Key words: benchmarking, benchmarking code of
behavior, best practice, collaborative benchmarking,
competition, individual benchmarking, knowledge
benchmarking, lagging behind, leadership, mode of
thinking, mutual assistance, rivalry, trust.
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