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INFLUENCE OF CORPORATE GOVERNANCE RATINGS  

ON ASSESSMENT OF NON-FINANCIAL THREATS  
TO ECONOMIC SECURITY OF JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 

Abstract. In modern conditions of transformation and globalization of economic processes, 
rapid development of information and science-intensive technologies, each company seeks to 
ensure effective management of its activities and achieve a higher level of competitiveness. The 
level of quality of corporate governance influences the formation of the rating of enterprises and 
plays an important role in making decisions about investing in the company. At the same time, 
ensuring financial security is the most urgent task of society, the state, enterprises and organizations 
of all forms of ownership, entrepreneurs, and every citizen. In this regard, the practical 
implementation of recommendations to maintain financial security at the appropriate level will 
contribute to the completion of market transformations in the financial and credit sphere of the 
country, increase the level of financial security of enterprises, increase human security. It is 
corporate-type enterprises, namely joint-stock companies and limited liability companies, that are 
the main types of business structures that ensure the development of a market economy. Therefore, 
it is advisable to pay attention to the features of ensuring and assessing the quality of corporate 
governance of enterprises aimed at implementing the model of long-term sustainable development. 
The purpose of the article is to establish the impact of corporate governance ratings on the 
assessment of non-financial threats to the economic security of joint stock companies. In the article 
In the article the systematization of corporate governance indicators by criteria is carried out; the 
main components of the S&P corporate governance rating methodology, the CORE rating, the main 
components of the RID-Expert RA corporate governance rating methodology, the main components 
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of the corporate governance methodology of the Crichton-Miller and Warman methodology, the 
main components of the Corporate Governance rating rating Credit Rating Agency; the advantages 
and disadvantages of methods of compiling corporate governance ratings are highlighted. 

Keywords: rating, corporate governance, economic security, joint-stock company, threats, 
assessment. 
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ВПЛИВ РЕЙТИНГІВ КОРПОРАТИВНОГО УПРАВЛІННЯ НА ОЦІНКУ 
НЕФІНАНСОВИХ ЗАГРОЗ ЕКОНОМІЧНІЙ БЕЗПЕЦІ АКЦІОНЕРНИХ ТОВАРИСТВ 

Анотація. У сучасних умовах трансформації та глобалізації економічних процесів, 
стрімкого розвитку інформаційних і наукоємних технологій кожне підприємство прагне 
забезпечити ефективне управління своєю діяльністю і досягти більш високого рівня 
конкурентоспроможності. Рівень якості корпоративного управління впливає на формування 
рейтингу підприємств і відіграє важливу роль в ухваленні рішень про інвестування в 
компанію. Разом з тим забезпечення фінансової безпеки є найактуальнішим завданням 
суспільства, держави, підприємств та організацій усіх форм власності, підприємців, кожного 
громадянина. У зв’язку з цим реалізація на практиці рекомендацій щодо підтримання 
фінансової безпеки на належному рівні сприятимуть завершенню ринкових перетворень у 
фінансово-кредитній сфері країни, зростанню рівня забезпеченості фінансової безпеки 
підприємств, підвищенню захищеності людини. Підприємства корпоративного типу, а саме 
акціонерні товариства і товариства з обмеженою відповідальністю, є основними видами 
підприємницьких структур, що забезпечують розвиток ринкової економіки. Тож доцільно 
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звернути увагу на особливості забезпечення та оцінювання якості корпоративного 
управління діяльності підприємств, спрямованих на реалізацію моделі довгострокового 
стійкого розвитку. Мета статті полягає у встановленні впливу рейтингів корпоративного 
управління на оцінку нефінансових загроз економічній безпеці акціонерних товариств. 
Здійснено систематизацію індикаторів корпоративного управління за критеріями; 
досліджено основні компоненти методики рейтингу корпоративного управління компанії 
S&P, рейтингу корпоративного управління (CORE-рейтинг), основні компоненти методики 
рейтингу корпоративного управління «РІД-Експерт РА», основні компоненти 
корпоративного управління методики Кричтона — Міллера й Уормана, основні компоненти 
методики рейтингу корпоративного управління Рейтингового агентства «Кредит-рейтинг»; 
виокремлено переваги і недоліки методик складанні рейтингів корпоративного управління. 

Ключові слова: рейтинг, корпоративне управління, економічна безпека, акціонерне 
товариство,загрози,оцінювання. 

Формул: 2; рис.: 5; табл.: 0; бібл.: 36. 
 

Introduction. Effective corporate governance is one of the foundations of an efficient 
market economy. The high quality of the corporate governance process can be argued when it 
allows shareholders to obtain relevant information, exercise their right to manage a joint stock 
company and use its assets, ensuring compliance with the interests of all financial stakeholders [1]. 

At present, there is no clear empirical evidence of a link between the level of corporate 
governance and the value of joint stock companies, but poor corporate governance can always 
cause a decrease in the value of the company. 

Emerging financial markets are over-threatened with loss of investment value due to 
management inefficiencies or abuse by shareholders with large stakes, and the ability to remedy 
this situation in court is too low. In the absence of reliable information on the effectiveness of 
corporate governance mechanisms in individual joint stock companies, it is difficult for investors to 
assess the level of non-financial risk associated with their investments. This is the reason for the 
significant discount in the market valuation of shares of issuers in developing countries, and the 
independent view of the practice of corporate governance, management and accountability in 
individual companies acquires special value for investors [2]. 

Literature review. Standard & Poor’s [3; 4], the Institute of Corporate Law and 
Governance of the Russian Federation [5], Brunswick UBS Warburg, the Russian Institute of 
Directors and the rating agency «Expert-RA» [6] developed the methods of assessing corporate 
governance, primarily for countries with economies in transition. etc. 

In Ukraine, in 2004 the Ukrainian Institute of Stock Market Development developed an 
index of corporate governance for both macro and micro levels of the national economy. Credit-
rating agency, having received the status of an authorized agency, has also developed a 
methodology for assessing the level of corporate governance, which it uses in practice [7]. 

The scientific approach to the development and use of ratings and other indicators of 
corporate governance in their work was proposed by such scientists as: V. A. Yevtushevsky [8],  
D. A. Leonov [9], T. V. Momot [10], L. O. Brain [11] and others. Unfortunately, the main 
disadvantage of their work is the theorized and the lack of real examples of the application of the 
proposed methods in practice in the assessment of corporate governance in joint stock companies. 

There is no single model of corporate governance that works in all countries. At the same 
time, there are certain standards applicable in various legal, political and economic contexts. Based 
on these standards, rating agencies, consulting firms, research centers develop information and 
analytical products that to some extent characterize the quality of corporate governance in 
individual companies and in the country as a whole. 

Goal. The purpose of the article is to establish the impact of corporate governance ratings 
on the assessment of non-financial threats to the economic security of joint stock companies. 

Research methods. In preparing the article were used methods of comparative analysis, 
historical method, methods of analysis and synthesis. 
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Results. Today in the world there are several ratings and a large number of other various 
indicators that characterize the quality of corporate governance. 

Using a systematic approach to the analysis of existing indicators of corporate governance 
allowed the author to systematize them according to the following criteria [12]: 

1) depending on the entities that calculate them:a) foreign; b) domestic. 
The main foreign indicators include Standard & Poor’s ratings, CORE rating, Brunswick 

UBS Warburg rating, the Russian Institute of Directors and the RID-Expert RA rating agency, etc. 
To domestic — the Corporate Governance Index in Ukraine (UIRFR) and the Corporate 
Governance Rating of the rating agency «Credit Rating»; 

2) depending on the type of indicator: a) rating; b) index; c) coefficient; d) ranking; e) other 
indicators; 

3) depending on the complexity of the calculations: 
- macro indicators — allow you to assess the level of corporate governance on the main 

regulations and their compliance with international standards; 
- micro indicators — assess only the quality of corporate governance in a particular joint 

stock company; 
- comprehensive indicators — assess both the state of state regulation of corporate 

governance and the quality of corporate governance in a particular joint stock company; 
4) depending on the information used in the calculations: 
- is based only on public information, which is openly published in the media and the 

Internet; 
- is based on both public information and insider information received from the 

management of the company. 
S&P corporate governance rating. The international rating agency Standard & Poor’s, 

which is based on the principles of reliability, impartiality and innovation, has been one of the 
world leaders in the field of risk analysis for the last 150 years. The S&P corporate governance 
rating is a classic rating and reflects the agency’s conclusion on corporate governance practices and 
principles in a particular joint stock company. The purpose of the corporate governance rating is to 
compare current governance standards and existing reference models, primarily the OECD 
corporate governance model (developed in 1999) [4]. 

The rating of corporate governance is comprehensive, as it provides for analysis in the 
following two areas, and is based on both public information and insider information obtained from 
the management of the company: 

- Corporate governance in the company: analysis of the effectiveness of interaction 
between management, the board of directors and shareholders of the company and other persons 
with a financial interest in it. The main object of study is the internal structure and methods of 
corporate governance [15—18]. The focus is on what is done by a company and how it relates to 
best practices, not on how well the minimum requirements of local laws and regulations are met. 

- Corporate governance in the country: analysis of the effectiveness of legal, regulatory and 
information infrastructure. The object of study is the degree of possible influence of external 
factors of the macroeconomic level on the quality of corporate governance in a company. 

The main components of S&P’s corporate governance rating methodology [4] are the 
ownership structure, relationships with financial stakeholders, financial transparency and 
disclosure, structure and methods of work of the board of directors and management of the 
company (Fig. 1). 

Taking into account the peculiarities of the financial markets of developing countries, in 
2007 S&P revised the methodology of corporate governance assessment and changed the approach 
to rating, offering a new rating «GAMMA» (short for governance, accountability, management 
metrics & analysis). management, accountability and management). The new GAMMA 
methodology takes into account the changing information needs of the investment community: for 
example, the perimeter of the analysis includes threat management procedures and the strategic 
process [4]. 
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The rating is calculated on the basis of sub-ratings according to the formula [10]: 
 
���� � ������� � ������� � ����� � ������� � ������� � �������.  (1) 

 
The result of calculations by the method is an individual numerical indicator. Its maximum 

value (100%) corresponds to the characteristics of an ideal company: it does not infringe on the 
rights of shareholders, does not violate the requirements of Russian law and takes a number of 
measures to raise corporate governance standards, and the minimum scale is zero. 

The Brunswick UBS Warburg rating was originally intended for portfolio investors. The 
rating is remote [10]. In its presentation, Brunswick UBS Warburg uses exclusively public 
information.  

Assigned estimates are not consistent with companies [18—20]. The results of the rating are 
published every six months in the analytical reports of the bank. The assignment of the rating, 
according to the method of Brunswick UBS Warburg, is based on the analysis of actual and 
potential risks of corporate governance in the studied company [10]. 

The activity of the rated company is assessed by risk categories by accruing penalty points. 
Thus, the higher the numerical value of the rating, the greater the risks Brunswick UBS Warburg 
associates with this company.  

The magnitude of the risk can range from 72 points (the highest degree of corporate 
governance risk) to 0 (risks in this case are minimal). 

Brunswick UBS Warburg divides corporate governance risks into eight main categories and 
twenty subcategories. Each category corresponds to a clearly defined coefficient and instructions 
for its application.  

Risk categories include: opacity, erosion of share capital, mergers / restructuring, 
bankruptcy, restrictions on the purchase and ownership of shares, corporate governance initiatives, 
record keeping. 

RID-Expert RA corporate governance rating is a regular assessment of the state of the 
corporate governance system in 150—200 joint-stock companies registered in the Russian 
Federation.  

Comparison of corporate governance practices of each joint-stock company — participant of 
the rating with the norms enshrined in Russian legislation, recommendations of the Code of 
Corporate Conduct, with the standards of «best practice» formulated by portfolio investors and 
organizations representing their interests is assigned based on the methodology developed by the 
consortium and the RA Expert rating agency (RID-Expert RA) with the assistance of the United 
States Agency for International Development (USAID).  

Carried out by analysts of the consortium «RID-Expert RA» once every six months on the 
basis of public information and data obtained directly from joint stock companies — participants in 
the rating [6]. 

The corporate governance rating of «RID-Expert RA» is an integrated assessment of four 
groups of indicators (Fig. 3). 

Depending on the quality of corporate governance, rating companies can be assigned to one 
of the following rating classes [6]: 

Class A — companies with a high level of corporate governance; 
Class B — companies with a satisfactory level of corporate governance; 
Class C — companies with a low level of corporate governance; 
Class D — companies with an unsatisfactory level of corporate governance. 
In the corporate governance rating, the «RID-Expert RA» consortium uses data provided by 

the joint-stock company, as well as the following public information: the official website of the 
joint-stock company; quarterly reporting for the last two quarters preceding the assignment of the 
rating; annual report of the company; news feeds of news agencies that are authorized agencies of 
the Federal Securities Commission of Russia; other sources of information, including messages, 
texts of presentations of representatives of the company, etc. 
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Questions within groups and subgroups assume an unambiguous answer: «yes» or «no», 
which allows you to calculate the proportion of positive and negative answers, build a rating scale 
and determine the CGR index. The index can have the following values: 0—5 (very high); 6—10 
(high); 11—20 (average); 21—28 (low). 

Each group of questions is rated from 0 to 7. 
Crichton-Miller and Worman first calculated the CGR in 1999 for Russia (CGR-4) and 

Poland (CGR-16). In 2000, a similar study was commissioned by the Merit Research Economic 
Research Association by a group of local scientists for the Czech Republic (CGR-11), and in 2002 
— for Poland (CGR-14.1). 

Euromoney magazine’s corporate governance ranking is a list of emerging markets 
companies ranked by integrated indicator. The ranking is set remotely, it can take Russian 
companies, among the 650 largest in terms of capitalization [6]. 

The magazine sends a questionnaire to all companies — potential participants of the 
ranking, consisting of 22 questions, to which it is necessary to answer «yes» or «no» [27; 31—33]. 
The information received from the companies is processed taking into account the specifics of 
national legislation and the peculiarities of regulation. In controversial cases, the magazine asks the 
company for more detailed information on a specific issue. 

The main components of the methodology are as follows: a) transparency of the company’s 
ownership structure; b) financial transparency; b) the structure of the board of directors and their 
decision-making process; c) relations with shareholders; d) balance of interests of the company’s 
management with the interests of shareholders. 

Each component is evaluated (100% — ideal, 0% — complete absence of positive signs). 
In Ukraine in 2004 the Ukrainian Institute of Stock Market Development (UIRFR) 

conducted a study of various indicators (indices, ratings and rankings) of corporate governance of 
leading countries and proposed the Corporate Governance Index in Ukraine, which would 
effectively assess the state of corporate governance in our companies. countries [6]. The peculiarity 
of the proposed index is its complexity and definition of the integrated indicator «Corporate 
Governance Index» (CGI) on the basis of such components as: 

- index of the level of corporate law development in the country (CGI1); 
- index of the level of regulatory influence of authorized authorities on the process of 

corporate governance in the country (CGI2); 
- index of the level of corporate governance in joint stock companies (CGI3). 
The Index of the Level of Corporate Law Development in the Country (CGI1) provides for 

determining the degree of compliance with OECD principles of corporate governance of the 
country’s legislation (laws and regulations) relating to corporate governance, ie determining the 
level of corporate law in the country. 

The index of the level of regulatory influence of authorized authorities on the corporate 
governance process in the country (CGI2) allows to assess the degree and quality of regulatory 
impact on key processes (issues) of corporate governance identified in the index (CGI1) by 
authorized public authorities (presence, sufficiency, concentration / dispersion of powers of 
authorities in the field of corporate relations regulation). 

The Corporate Governance Index in Joint Stock Companies (CGI3) provides an assessment 
of the degree and quality of corporate governance and corporate culture at the corporate level, 
according to the key features identified in the index (CGI-1), the corporation’s ability to resolve 
disputes (conflicts) in sphere of corporate governance, as well as the impact of the level of 
corporate governance on the development of corporate finance of this enterprise and, accordingly, 
the economic interests of participants in corporate governance (primarily investors). 

The indicators proposed in the CGI3 index can be divided into three groups: 
- indicators that reflect the practice of applying the OECD principles at the enterprise (in the 

areas defined in the CGI1 index); 
- indicators that reflect the corporation’s ability to comply with corporate law and resolve 

corporate conflicts independently (for example, the presence / absence of violations of corporate 
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law and investor rights identified by regulatory authorities, court decisions on corporate conflicts in 
this company, information on corporate conflicts in the media information, etc.); 

- indicators that reflect the impact of corporate governance practices on the results of its 
business activities (corporate finance). 

In the process of developing the methodology involves the use of one of the integrated 
models for assessing the financial performance of the enterprise, used in countries with developed 
market economies. 

The evaluation of indicators for groups 1 and 2 should be similar to the evaluation scale 
used in the evaluation of similar indicators of the CGI1 index, in order to achieve comparability of 
these indicators and the possibility of analyzing the adequacy of corporate governance at the 
corporate level. corporations have more complete and transparent procedures than those required 
by current legislation [34—36]. The evaluation of indicators for the 3rd group will be carried out in 
accordance with the chosen basic model of analysis of financial indicators, and should focus 
mainly on, but not limited to, analysis of the corporation’s ability to satisfy the investor’s interests 
in receiving income from corporate rights (dividends) or in the form of an increase in the market 
value of its investment, the possibility of which is provided by the presence of an active market of 
relevant corporate securities of the enterprise). 

The Integrated Corporate Governance Index in Ukraine (CGI) is calculated as the total 
indicator of the CGI1, CGI2 and CGI3 indices, according to the formula [6]: 

 
CGI = ����

� + ����
� + ����

� .     (2) 
 
The proposed integrated corporate governance index (CGI) can be used directly to assess: 
- the current level of corporate governance in the country 
- dynamics of development of corporate relations for the surveyed periods. 
Thus dynamic estimation can be carried out both as a whole (on all levels of corporate 

management) and on separate components of an integrated index (on each of indices (CGI1, CGI2, 
CGI3), and also on separate questions (indicators), which are part of these indices. 

- level of corporate governance and risks of investing in specific Ukrainian companies 
(component CGI3). 

The value of the Integrated Corporate Governance Index in Ukraine (CGI) may not exceed 
the indicator of full compliance (+1) or be less than the indicator of complete non-compliance (-1) 
of the current corporate governance system in Ukraine with the OECD principles of corporate 
governance. 

The rating agency Credit-Rating has developed a methodology for assessing the level of 
corporate governance, which it uses in its activities and offers to its clients [7]. In this case, the 
main components of the corporate governance rating that fall under the assessment are: the 
ownership structure of the company, the rights of owners and other stakeholders, management and 
control mechanisms, the level of information disclosure, audit (Fig. 5). 

The end result of the assessment is the corporate governance rating, which is assigned to the 
object of study according to the National scale of corporate governance ratings by the rating 
committee of the agency as a result of voting. The corporate governance rating can range from 
level A (highest rating level) to level E (lowest rating level). Levels B, C and D ratings can have 
intermediate level values («+», unsigned and «-»). 

The corporate governance rating forecast (positive, stable, negative or evolving) is a 
comment on the trend of its further change (possible but not mandatory). The defined level of 
corporate governance rating has mandatory marks «ua» (sign of the Ukrainian national scale) and 
«RCG» (sign of corporate governance rating). 

 



ФІНАНСОВО-КРЕДИТНА ДІЯЛЬНІСТЬ: ПРОБЛЕМИ ТЕОРІЇ І ПРАКТИКИ   2021 № 6 (41)

234� ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online)

Fi

Sour

Con
are used in
identified 
improved 
Ukraine, w
economic s

 

1. Мігус І. 
перспекти

2. Шульга І.
України в
жовтня 20

3. Рейтинги 
управлени

4. Критерии
(анализ 
http://www

5. Методоло
http://www

6. Национал
http://www

7. Методоло
http://www

g. 5. The m

rse: compiled p

nclusions. T
n the pract
their advan
method of 

which will a
security of t

П. Методика 
иви розвитку б
. П. Рейтинги 
в умовах глоб
006 р. Черкаси
корпоративно
ия. URL : http:
и: рейтинг корп
и оценка ко
w.standardandp
огия расчета
w.iclg.ru/ruratin
льный рейти
w.rid.ru/rating/i
огія оцінки р
w.credit-rating.u

•availability a
and the main

•joining the g
owners, the 
company, 
the impact o

Ownership st

•compliance 
• the right to p
of the compa
the company

•the right to r
in the compa

Rights of own

•compliance 
the existing 

•distribution 
the presence

•adequacy of
knowledge a

•availability o

Management 

• timeliness o
•availability o
legislation

•criteria used
•independenc
•frequency an

Disclosure an

main compo

personally by th

Thus, the st
ice of ratin

ntages and 
compiling 
llow a comp
these entitie

складання р
банківської сис
корпоративно
балізації фінан
и : ЧБІ УАБС Н
ого управления
//www.standard
поративного у
орпоративного
poors.ru/page.ph
а CORE-рей
ng11. 
инг корпорат
information. 
рівня корпора
ua. 

and publicity 
n owners;
group of comp
presence of o

on the compan

tructure

of the consol
participate in t
any's board, to
y's activities, t
receive suffici
any's activitie

ners and other

of the organiz
long-term dev
of powers of t

e of a business
f qualification 
and profession
of the implem

and control m

f reporting an
of published i

d in selecting t
ce and availab
nd depth of au

nd audit

onents of th
of the Cr

he authors [15].

tudy of the m
ng and new
disadvantag
the rating

prehensive
es. 

ейтингів корп
стеми України
ого управління
нсових ринків
НБУ, 2006. С. 8
я: Критерии и
dandpoors.ru/ar
правления GA
о управления,
hp?path=gamm
йтинга / И

тивного упра

ативного упра

of information

panies, the pos
utside interest

ny's activities o

lidation of pro
the general m
o submit prop
to participate 
ient and timely
s

r interested pe

zational struct
velopment goa
the executive 
s process regu
and proper co

nal experience
mented system 

mechanism

nd complete di
information by

the audit comp
bility of audito
udits

he corporat
redit Rating

main metho
ws agencies,

ges. Taking
of corpora
assessment

Література
поративного у
и. 2006. Т. 18.
я як індикатор

: матеріали М
87—89. 
 методология:
rticle.php?pubid

AMMA — Gove
, подотчетно

ma. 
Институт ко

авления «РИ

авління / Рей

n regarding th

ssibility of sup
ts or conflicts

of interested p

operty rights w
meeting of own
posals for cons
in decision-m
y information

ersons

ture and execu
als;
body; fulfillm

ulated by intern
ompetence of 
e for decision-
of strategic a

isclosure of in
y the enterpris

pany;
or rotation;

te governan
g Agency 

ods of asses
, as well as
g them into
te governan
t of the imp

управління дл
Суми : УАБС
діяльності акц
Міжнародної

 Standard & Po
d=1703&sec=a
ernance, Accou
сти и менед

орпоративного

ИД — Экс

йтингове аген

he ownership 

pporting the c
 of interest of 

parties

with the curren
ners, to partici
sideration by t

making;
n regarding sig

utive body of t

ment of the spe
nal document
the managem

-making;
and current pla

nformation to r
se, which is pr

nce rating m

sing corpor
s other fina
o account w
nce for join
act of non-f

ля акціонерних
НБУ, 2006. С.
ціонерних тов
науково-практ

oor’s / Служба
an. 
untability, Mana
джмента). Sta

о права и

сперт РА» 

нтство «Креди

structure of th

company by th
f the owners o

nt legislation;
pate in the ele
the board rega

gnificant chan

the company w

ecified duties;
ts;

ment staff, whi

anning of activ

regulatory aut
rovided by the

methodolog

rate governa
ancial instit
will allow 
nt-stock com
financial thr

х товариств. 
 122—127. 
ариств. Банків
тичної конфер

а рейтингов ко

agement Metric
andard & Po

и управлени

(НРКУ). 20

ит-рейтинг». 

he company 

he 
f the 

ection 
arding 

nges 

with 

; 

ch requires 

vity, control

thorities,
e current 

 
gy  

ance, which
tutions, has
to offer an
mpanies of
reats on the

Проблеми та

вська система
ренції, 18—20

орпоративного

cs and Analysis
oor’s. URL :

ия. URL :

021. URL :

2021. URL :

h 
s 
n 
f 
e 

а 

а 
0 

о 

s 
: 

: 

: 

: 



 FINANCIAL AND CREDIT ACTIVITIES: PROBLEMS OF THEORY AND PRACTICE  2021 № 6 (41)

 � 235ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online)

8. Леонов Д. Індекс рівня корпоративного управління в Україні : Звіт з науково-дослідної роботи «Дослідження індексу 
корпоративного управління в Україні» / Український інститут розвитку фондового ринку. URL : 
http://www.corporation.com.ua/library/publication/pub.php?id=32. 

9. Євтушевський В. А. Корпоративне управління : підручник. Київ : Знання, 2006. 408 с. 
10. Момот Т. В. Вартісно-орієнтоване корпоративне управління: від теорії до практичного впровадження : монографія. 

Харків : ХНАМГ, 2006. 380 с. 
11. Мозгова Л. О. Методичні підходи до оцінки якості корпоративного управління підприємством. 2010. URL : 

http://www.rusnauka.com/9_DN_2010/Economics/61880.doc.htm. 
12. Шульга І. П. Рейтинг корпоративного управління як оцінка нефінансових загроз діяльності акціонерних товариств: 

порівняння світового та вітчизняного досвіду. Ефективна економіка. 2010. № 11. URL : 
http://www.economy.nayka.com.ua. 

13. Шульга І. П. Переваги та недоліки складання рейтингів корпоративного управління як індикаторів економічної безпеки 
акціонерних товариств в Україні. Фінансово-економічне, обліково-аналітичне та організаційно-правове забезпечення 
відтворювальних процесів на шляху до економіки знань : матеріали Міжнародної науково-практичної інтернет-
конференції, 25—26 листопада 2010 р. Чернівці : БДФА, 2010. С. 238—240. 

14. Мігус І. П., Худолій Л. М., Денисенко М. П., Міхно С. П. Корпоративне управління в системі економічної безпеки 
акціонерних товариств України. Черкаси : ТОВ «Маклаут». 2012. 274 с. 

15. Якимчук А. Ю., Акімова Л. М., Сімчук Т. О. Прикладний проектний підхід у національній економіці: практичні аспекти. 
Науковий вісник Полісся. 2017. № 2 (10). Ч. 2. С. 170—177. 

16. Якимчук А. Ю., Валюх А. М., Акімова Л. М. Регіональна інноваційна економіка: аспекти економічного розвитку. 
Науковий вісник Полісся. 2017. № 3 (11). Ч. 1. С. 170—177. 

17. Якимчук А. Ю., Акімов О. О., Семенова Ю. М. Дослідження основних тенденцій залучення водних ресурсів у 
господарський оборот. Науковий вісник Полісся. 2017. № 1 (9). Ч. 2. С. 70—75.  

18. Акімова Л. М., Осадча О. О., Акімов О. О. Удосконалення організації обліку за допомогою технології бенчмаркінгу 
Фінансово-кредитна діяльність: проблеми теорії та практики. 2018. Т. 1. № 24. С. 64—70. 

19. Акімова Л. М., Рейнська В. Б., Акімов О. О., Карпа М. І. Податкові пільги та їх вплив на інвестиції в Україні. Фінансово-
кредитна діяльність: проблеми теорії та практики. 2018. Т. 3. № 26. С. 91—101. 

20. Karpa M., Akimova L., Akimov O., Serohina N., Oleshko O., Lipovska N. Public administration as a systemic phenomenon in 
society. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (1). Vol. XV. P. 56—62. 

21. Mordvinov O., Kravchenko T., Vahonova O., Bolduiev M., Romaniuk N., Akimov O. Innovative tools for public management of 
the development of territorial communities. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (1). Vol. XVII. P. 33—37. 

22. Bashtannyk A., Akimova L., Kveliashvili I., Yevdokymov V., Kotviakovskyi Y., Akimov O. Legal bases and features of public 
administration in the budget sphere in Ukraine and foreign countries. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (1).  
Vol. XVIII. P. 63—68. 

23. Shpektorenko I., Vasylevska T., Bashtannyk A., Piatkivskyi R., Palamarchuk T., Akimov O. Legal bases of public administration 
in the context of European integration of Ukraine: questions of formation of a personnel reserve. Journal of interdisciplinary 
research. 2021. № 11 (1). Vol. XVIII. P. 76—81. 

24. Smyrnova I., Akimov O., Krasivskyу O., Shykerynets V., Kurovska I., Hrusheva A., Babych A. Analysis of The Application of 
Information and Innovation Experience in the Training of Public Administration Specialists. International Journal of Computer 
Science and Network Security. 2021. № 3. Vol. 21. Р. 120—126. 

25. Denysov O., Litvin N., Lotariev A., Yegorova-Gudkova T., Akimova L., Akimov O. Management of state financial policy in the 
context of the COVID-19 pandemic. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (2). Vol. XX. P. 52—57. 

26. Karpa M., Akimova L., Akimov O., Serohina N., Oleshko O., Lipovska N. Public administration as a systemic phenomenon in 
society. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (1). Vol. XV. P. 56—62. 

27. Marchenko A., Akimova L., Akimov O. The current state of ensuring the effectiveness of coordination of anticorruption reform. 
Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (2). Vol. XX. P. 78—83. 

28. Sysoieva I., Poznyakovska N., Balaziuk O., Miklukha O., Akimova L., Pohrishchuk B. Social innovations in the educational 
space as a driver of economic development of modern society. Financial and Credit Activity: Problems of Theory and 
Practice. 2021. № 3 (38). Р. 538—548.  

29. Andros S., Akimov O., Akimova L., Chang S., Gupta S. K. Scenario Analysis of the Expected Integral Economic Effect from an 
Innovative Project. Marketing and Management of Innovations. 2021. № 3. Р. 237—251.  

30. Gavkalova N., Lola Y., Dzenis V., Dzenis O. Measuring the Consumers Information Skills in a Digital Supply Chain. Estudios 
de Economía Aplicada. 2020. № 4 (38). 11 р. 

31. Gavkalova N. L., Kolupaieva I. V., Zine M. Barka. Analysis of the efficiency of levers in the context of implementation of the 
state regulatory policy. Economic Annals-XXI. 2017. № 165 (5—6). Р. 41—46. 

32. Idris I. O., Mensah E. A., Gavkalova N. L. The evidence of politics in trans-fatty acid regulation in Mexico. Salud publica de 
Mexico. 2021. № 63 (2). Р. 268—273. 

33. Zapara S., Pronina O., Lohvinenko M., Akimova L., Akimov O. Legal regulation of the land market: European experience and 
Ukrainian realities. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (2). Vol. XXI. P. 18—24. 

34. Venediktov V., Boiko V., Kravchenko I., Tyshchenko O., Akimova L., Akimov O. European standards of mediation in civil 
disputes and their implementation in Ukraine: theory and practice. Journal of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (2).  
Vol. XXI. P. 25—29. 

35. Kryvtsova O., Karpa M., Shvets K., Lopatin S., Yepryntsev P., Kryvtsova V. Universally recognized and national principles of 
competence of civil servants as a basis for legal provision of information security: the experience of the European Union. Journal 
of interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (2). Vol. XXI. P. 48—53. 

36. Bashtannyk A., Lozytska I., Torchynyuk V., Iukhno I., Shvets K., Karpa M. Peculiarities of regulating the activity of public 
authorities in the conditions of constitutional changes: on the example of the system of judicial authorities. Journal of 
interdisciplinary research. 2021. № 11 (2). Vol. XXI. P. 60—66. 

Статтю рекомендовано до друку 15.12.2021               © Мігус І. П., Акімова Л. М., Акімов О. О., Лаптєв С. М., Захаров О. І., 
      Гаман Н. О. 



ФІНАНСОВО-КРЕДИТНА ДІЯЛЬНІСТЬ: ПРОБЛЕМИ ТЕОРІЇ І ПРАКТИКИ   2021 № 6 (41)

236� ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online)

References 
1. Mihus, I. P. (2006). Metodyka skladannia reitynhiv korporatyvnoho upravlinnia dlia aktsionernykh tovarystv [Methods of 

compiling corporate governance ratings for joint stock companies]. Problemy ta perspektyvy rozvytku bankivskoi systemy 
Ukrainy — Problems and prospects of development of the banking system of Ukraine, Vol. 18, 122—127 [in Ukrainian]. 

2. Shulha, I. P. (2006). Reitynhy korporatyvnoho upravlinnia yak indykator diialnosti aktsionernykh tovarystv [Corporate 
governance ratings as an indicator of the activities of joint stock companies]. Bankivska systema Ukrainy v umovakh hlobalizatsii 
finansovykh rynkiv: materialy Mizhnarodnoi naukovo-praktychnoi konferentsii, 18—20 zhovtnia 2006 r. — The banking system 
of Ukraine in the context of globalization of financial markets: materials of the International scientific-practical conference, 
October 18—20, 2006. (pp. 87—89). Cherkasy: ChBI UABS NBU [in Ukrainian]. 

3. Sluzhba rejtingov korporativnogo upravleniya. (2021). Rejtingi korporativnogo upravleniya: Kriterii i metodologiya: Standard  
& Poor’s [Corporate Governance Ratings: Criteria and Methodology: Standard & Poor’s]. Retrieved from 
http://www.standardandpoors.ru/article.php?pubid=1703&sec=an [in Russian]. 

4. Kriterii: rejting korporativnogo upravleniya GAMMA — Governance, Accountability, Management Metrics and Analysis (analiz 
i ocenka korporativnogo upravleniya, podotchetnosti i menedzhmenta) [Criteria: GAMMA corporate governance rating — 
Governance, Accountability, Management Metrics and Analysis (analysis and assessment of corporate governance, 
accountability and management)]. (2021). Standard & Poor’s. Retrieved from 
http://www.standardandpoors.ru/page.php?path=gamma [in Russian]. 

5. Institut korporativnogo prava i upravleniya. (2021). Metodologiya rascheta CORE-rejtinga [Methodology for calculating  
CORE-rating]. Retrieved from http://www.iclg.ru/rurating11 [in Russian]. 

6. Nacional’nyj rejting korporativnogo upravleniya «RID — Ekspert RA» (NRKU) [National rating of corporate governance «RID 
— Expert RA» (NRCU)]. (2021). Retrieved from http://www.rid.ru/rating/information [in Russian]. 

7. Metodolohiia otsinky rivnia korporatyvnoho upravlinnia [Methodology for assessing the level of corporate governance]. (2021). 
Reitynhove ahentstvo «Kredyt-reitynh» — Credit Rating Agency. Retrieved from http://www.credit-rating.ua [in Ukrainian]. 

8. Leonov, D. (2021). Indeks rivnia korporatyvnoho upravlinnia v Ukraini: Zvit z naukovo-doslidnoi roboty «Doslidzhennia indeksu 
korporatyvnoho upravlinnia v Ukraini» [Index of the level of corporate governance in Ukraine: Report on research  
work «Research of the index of corporate governance in Ukraine»]. Retrieved from 
http://www.corporation.com.ua/library/publication/pub.php?id=32 [in Ukrainian]. 

9. Yevtushevskyi, V. A. (2006). Korporatyvne upravlinnia [Corporative management]. Kyiv: Znannia [in Ukrainian]. 
10. Momot, T. V. (2006). Vartisno-oriientovane korporatyvne upravlinnia: vid teorii do praktychnoho vprovadzhennia [Cost-

oriented corporate governance: from theory to practical implementation]. Kharkiv: KhNAMH [in Ukrainian]. 
11. Mozghova, L. O. (2010). Metodychni pidkhody do otsinky yakosti korporatyvnoho upravlinnia pidpryiemstvom [Methodical 

approaches to assessing the quality of corporate governance]. Retrieved from 
http://www.rusnauka.com/9_DN_2010/Economics/61880.doc.htm [in Ukrainian]. 

12. Shulha, I. P. (2010). Reitynh korporatyvnoho upravlinnia yak otsinka nefinansovykh zahroz diialnosti aktsionernykh tovarystv: 
porivniannia svitovoho ta vitchyznianoho dosvidu [Corporate governance rating as an assessment of non-financial threats to the 
activities of joint stock companies: a comparison of world and domestic experience]. Efektyvna ekonomika — Efficient economy, 
11. Retrieved from http://www.economy.nayka.com.ua [in Ukrainian]. 

13. Shulha, I. P. (2010). Perevahy ta nedoliky skladannia reitynhiv korporatyvnoho upravlinnia yak indykatoriv ekonomichnoi 
bezpeky aktsionernykh tovarystv v Ukraini [Advantages and disadvantages of corporate governance ratings as indicators of 
economic security of joint stock companies in Ukraine]. Finansovo-ekonomichne, oblikovo-analitychne ta orhanizatsiino-
pravove zabezpechennia vidtvoriuvalnykh protsesiv na shliakhu do ekonomiky znan: materialy Mizhnarodnoi naukovo-
praktychnoi internet-konferentsii, 25—26 lystopada 2010 r. — Financial-economic, accounting-analytical and organizational-
legal support of reproductive processes on the way to the knowledge economy: materials of the International scientific-practical 
Internet conference, November 25—26, 2010. (pp. 238—240). Chernivtsi: BDFA [in Ukrainian].  

14. Mihus, I. P., Khudolii, L. M. Denysenko, M. P., & Mikhno, S. P. (2012). Korporatyvne upravlinnia v systemi ekonomichnoi 
bezpeky aktsionernykh tovarystv Ukrainy [Corporate governance in the system of economic security of joint-stock companies of 
Ukraine]. Cherkasy: TOV «Maklaut» [in Ukrainian]. 

15. Yakymchuk, A. Y., Akimova, L. M., & Simchuk, Т. О. (2017). Prykladnyi proektnyi pidkhid u natsionalnii ekonomitsi: 
praktychni aspekty [Applied design approach in the national economy: practical aspects]. Naukovyi visnyk Polissia — Scientific 
bulletin of Polissia, 4 (12), 2, 170—177 [in Ukrainian]. 

16. Yakymchuk, A. Y., Valyukh, A. M., & Akimova, L. M. (2017). Rehionalna innovatsiina ekonomika: aspekty ekonomichnoho 
rozvytku [Regional innovation economy: aspects of economic development]. Naukovyi visnyk Polissia — Scientific bulletin of 
Polissia, 3 (11), 1, 170—178 [in Ukrainian]. 

17. Yakymchuк, A. Y., Akimov, O. O., & Semenova, Y. M. (2017). Doslidzhennia osnovnykh tendentsii zaluchennia vodnykh resursiv 
u hospodarskyi oborot [Research of the main tendencies of attraction of water resources in economic turnover]. Naukovyi visnyk 
Polissia — Scientific bulletin of Polissia, 1 (9), 2, 70—75. doi:10.25140/2410-9576-2017-2-1(9)-70-75 [in Ukrainian]. 

18. Akimova, L., Osadcha, O., & Akimov, O. (2018). Udoskonalennia orhanizatsii obliku za dopomohoiu tekhnolohii 
benchmarkinhu [Improving the organization of accounting with the help of benchmarking technology]. Finansovo-kredytna 
diialnist: problemy teorii ta praktyky — Financial and credit activity-problems of theory and practice, 1 (24), 64—70. 
doi:10.18371/FCAPTP.V1I24.128340 [in Ukrainian]. 

19. Akimova, L. М., Reinska, V. B., Akimov, O. О., & Karpa, M. I. (2018). Podatkovi pilhy ta yikh vplyv na investytsii v Ukraini 
[Tax benefits and their impact on investment in Ukraine]. Finansovo-kredytna diialnist: problemy teorii ta praktyky — Financial 
and credit activity: problems of theory and practice, 26 (3), 91—101 [in Ukrainian]. 

20. Karpa, M., Akimova, L., Akimov, O., Serohina, N., Oleshko, O., & Lipovska, N. (2021). Public administration as a systemic 
phenomenon in society. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (1), Vol. XV, 56—62. 

21. Mordvinov, O., Kravchenko, T., Vahonova, O., Bolduiev, M., Romaniuk, N., & Akimov, O. (2021). Innovative tools for public 
management of the development of territorial communities. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (1), Vol. XVII, 33—37. 

22. Bashtannyk, A., Akimova, L., Kveliashvili, I., Yevdokymov, V., Kotviakovskyi, Y., & Akimov, O. (2021). Legal bases and 
features of public administration in the budget sphere in Ukraine and foreign countries. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 
(1), Vol. XVIII, 63—68. 



 FINANCIAL AND CREDIT ACTIVITIES: PROBLEMS OF THEORY AND PRACTICE  2021 № 6 (41)

 � 237ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online)

23. Shpektorenko, I., Vasylevska, T., Bashtannyk, A., Piatkivskyi, R., Palamarchuk, T., & Akimov, O. (2021). Legal bases of public 
administration in the context of European integration of Ukraine: questions of formation of a personnel reserve. Journal of 
interdisciplinary research, 11 (1), Vol. XVIII, 76—81. 

24. Smyrnova, I., Akimov, O., Krasivskyу, O., Shykerynets, V., Kurovska, I., Hrusheva, A., & Babych, A. (2021). Analysis of the 
Application of Information and Innovation Experience in the Training of Public Administration Specialists. International Journal 
of Computer Science and Network Security, Vol. 21, 3, 120—126. 

25. Denysov, O., Litvin, N., Lotariev, A., Yegorova-Gudkova, T., Akimova, L., & Akimov, O. (2021). Management of state 
financial policy in the context of the Covid-19 pandemic. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (2), Vol. XX, 52—57. 

26. Karpa, M., Akimova, L., Akimov, O., Serohina, N., Oleshko, O., & Lipovska, N. (2021). Public administration as a systemic 
phenomenon in society. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (1), Vol. XV, 56—62. 

27. Marchenko, A., Akimova, L., & Akimov, O. (2021) The current state of ensuring the effectiveness of coordination of 
anticorruption reform. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (2), Vol. XX, 78—83. 

28. Sysoieva, I., Poznyakovska, N., Balaziuk, O., Miklukha, O., Akimova, L., & Pohrishchuk, B. (2021). Social innovations in 
the educational space as a driver of economic development of modern society. Financial and Credit Activity: Problems of 
Theory and Practice, 3 (38), 538–548. doi:10.18371/fcaptp.v3i38.237486. 

29. Andros, S., Akimov, O., Akimova, L., Chang, S., & Gupta, S. K. (2021). Scenario Analysis of the Expected Integral Economic 
Effect from an Innovative Project. Marketing and Management of Innovations, 3, 237—251. doi:10.21272/mmi.2021.3-20. 

30. Gavkalova, N., Lola, Y., Dzenis, V., & Dzenis, O. (2020). Measuring the Consumers Information Skills in A Digital Supply 
Chain. Estudios de Economía Aplicada, 4 (38). 

31. Gavkalova, N. L., Kolupaieva, I. V., & Zine M. Barka. (2017). Analysis of the efficiency of levers in the context of 
implementation of the state regulatory policy. Economic Annals-XXI, 165 (5–6), 41—46. 

32. Idris, I. O., Mensah, E. A., & Gavkalova, N. L. (2021). The evidence of politics in trans-fatty acid regulation in Mexico. Salud 
publica de Mexico, 63 (2), 268—273. 

33. Zapara, S., Pronina, O., Lohvinenko, M., Akimova, L., & Akimov, O. (2021). Legal regulation of the land market: European 
experience and Ukrainian realities. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (2), XXI, 18—24. 

34. Venediktov, V., Boiko, V., Kravchenko, I., Tyshchenko, O., Akimova, L., & Akimov, O. (2021) European standards of 
mediation in civil disputes and their implementation in Ukraine: theory and practice. Journal of interdisciplinary research,  
11 (2), Vol. XXI, 25—29. 

35. Kryvtsova, O., Karpa, M., Shvets, K., Lopatin, S., Yepryntsev, P., & Kryvtsova, V. (2021). Universally recognized and national 
principles of competence of civil servants as a basis for legal provision of information security: the experience of the European 
Union. Journal of interdisciplinary research, 11 (2), Vol. XXI, 48—53. 

36. Bashtannyk, A., Lozytska, I., Torchynyuk, V., Iukhno, I., Shvets, K., & Karpa, M. (2021). Peculiarities of regulating the activity 
of public authorities in the conditions of constitutional changes: on the example of the system of judicial authorities. Journal of 
interdisciplinary research, 11 (2), Vol. XXI, 60—66. 

The article is recommended for printing 15.12.2021                © Mihus I., Akimova L., Akimov O., Laptev S., Zakharov O., Gaman N. 


	document

