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Abstract. The article proposed methods of hybridization in the implementation of syncretic methodology in
projects of self-managed organizations. Challenges facing modern projects, in particular infrastructure
restoration projects, are analyzed. Among such challenges, war, the urgent need for restoration projects,
the multicultural environment of restoration projects, the need to create a new methodology for managing
such projects are highlighted. Analyzed studies that analyzed the mixing of methodologies for managing
individual projects or portfolios, in particular in the form of hybridization of management methodologies.
Formulated research goal. An analysis of the applicability to hybridization and syncretism and to the use
in self-managed organizations and in infrastructure restoration projects of the following mix of
methodologies was carried out —a PMBOK-like mix; a mix of PRINCE2-like methodologies, a mix of P2M-
like methodologies; mix of methodologies of IT companies;, a mix of separate Agile methodology
frameworks; a mix of customized hybrids of Agile methodology frameworks; a mix of hybrids, in each of
which the classic methodology is combined with the Agile framework. It was determined that a mix of
hybrids, in each of which the classical methodology is combined with the Agile framework, or a mix of
hybrids, in each of which the classical methodology is combined with the Agile framework, will be the most
adequate for the tasks of the researched project. The concept of "syncretic hybridization" is defined. Four
methods of syncretic hybridization of project management methodologies are proposed - the method of
simple reactive syncretic hybridization, the method of integral reactive syncretic hybridization, the method
of simple proactive syncretic hybridization, the method of integral proactive syncretic hybridization. A
description of the methods and a methods implementation schemes are given. A SWOT analysis was
conducted, strengths, weaknesses, opportunities arising from the application of the specified family of
hybridization methods within the syncretic project management methodology, and threats that may arise
were highlighted. Formulated fields of further research in the chosen direction: formalization of interface
models of syncretic project management methodology at the level of corporate methodology of a self-
managed project-oriented organization, formalization of syncretic methodology hybridization methods,
expedient expansion of the family of methods, formalization of the criteria for choosing one or another
method of syncretic hybridization under different conditions of the internal and external project
environment,; the use of elements of artificial intelligence in the methods of syncretic hybridization and
syncretic methodology in general; practical approbation of models and methods of syncretic hybridization
within the syncretic methodology of project management in the implementation by self-managed
organizations of projects and portfolios of infrastructure restoration projects of Ukraine. Conclusions from
the conducted research are formulated.

Keywords: project and program management; project-oriented organization; self-managed organizations;
project management methodology; hybridization of methodologies; syncretic methodology

nature. An example of such projects are projects to

Introduction restore the infrastructure of Ukraine, which suffered and

The number of challenges facing modern project
management systems is increasing. The war in Ukraine,
the accelerated development of the IT sector, the threats
associated with the development of artificial intelligence,
the exponential growth of the level of unpredictability of
changes in external influences in general. To overcome
these challenges, many projects are being initiated that
are interdisciplinary, international, and cross-cultural in

continues to suffer from the military aggression of the
russian federation. It is clear that the implementation of
complex and complex projects in the environment and
conditions described above is impossible or ineffective if
it is based on outdated methodological approaches.

New conditions of the external project environment
and new realities of difficult and complex modern
projects put forth requirements for the development of
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innovative methodological solutions. One of the areas of
development of such solutions is the development of
syncretic project management methodology.

The essence of the syncretic methodology is that it
allows separate parts of the management system to be
guided by their separate management methodologies. At
the same time, methodologies are interpreted in the core
of the management system, and direct and feedback is
implemented through core-methodology interfaces. In
the case of corporate project management systems, this
can be illustrated through a project portfolio management
system. At the same time, each project in the portfolio
can use its own project management methodology, while
the core of the system (project portfolio management
system) interprets incoming information flows from
projects through interfaces, and also transfers
management influences to portfolio projects also through
interfaces.

Infrastructure restoration projects of Ukraine are
represented by many participants from different
countries, and therefore such participants carry their own
management culture, which is also prone to preservation
when managing their projects. The core of the recovery
portfolio management system must have the properties to
provide this capability. Therefore, the subject of models
and methods of hybridization of methodologies that
would be used in the management of difficult and
complex projects or portfolios of projects is relevant.

Consideration of these approaches within the
framework of self-managed organizations that appear in
line with the latest trend towards non-hierarchical
(minimized hierarchical management) adds special
relevance.

At the intersection of two trends regarding the
updated need to apply new innovative approaches in the
management of modern complex projects with many
participants representing different management cultures,
and regarding the dominance of the vector from the use
of the model of self-managed organizations, the
relevance of the chosen direction of research regarding
the development of a new methodology for managing
projects of the development of self-managed
organizations is being formed.

This direction is proposed to be implemented within
the scope of the syncretic approach using the syncretic
methodology [1], which is created precisely to solve the
described problems.

Analysis of latest research

The creation of corporate project management
systems is a scientific problem that has been solved for
some time. The first basis for building such management
systems was the PMBOK standard, due to its earliest
appearance as a project management standard. This
standard is still successfully developing and integrates
leading modern trends at the time of its publication [2].

Another iconic standard in the field of project
management, on which corporate systems are built, is the
British PRINCE2 standard. Features of its new edition
[3]: main focus on people, enhanced flexibility,
scalability and adaptability, description of the fields of
digital transformation, big data and Al, integration of
sustainability and compatibility with Agile, ITIL, Lean,
DevOps and Scrum.

The P2M (Program and Project Management for
Enterprise Innovation) standard can be attributed to the
standards that provide an expanded vision of models and
methods of managing project sets in a strategic context.
It is relevant for the construction of modern corporate
management systems for medium and large organizations
that combine project activities into a separate
development vector and focus it on a strategic core.

The development of methodologies and standards
in the field of project management led to the
standardization of relevant processes by the ISO
organization. The family of standards of the 21500 series,
in particular, reflected conceptual provisions regarding
the field of project management [5] and the processes of
managing a separate project [6], program management as
a related set of projects [7], portfolio management as a
relatively unrelated set of organization projects [8],
management processes (governance) as higher-level
processes related to the management of project activities
[9].

A separate direction in the construction of corporate
project management systems is the recent trend of using
the flexible IT project management methodology Agile
[10] and its separate frameworks [11], the use of which
has already spread outside the IT industry. The use of
modern models of working with large volumes of data in
Agile is especially important [12].

The coexistence of methodological components
(separate standards or methodologies used in their pure
form to manage individual parts of the project) within the
syncretic approach is considered in [13]. However, it
should be noted that the problem of the coexistence of
different methodologies has been studied before. One of
the methods of such coexistence is the hybridization of
methodologies [14]. Within the limits of hybridization,
however, it is allowed to mix models and methods of one
methodology used in the corporate project management
system with another. The most significant example of
hybridization is the combination of traditional project
management methodologies (which are sometimes called
"classical") with flexible frameworks of the Agile
methodology [15] (we consider it erroneous to assign the
status of a methodology to a separate Agile framework,
such as Scrum).

Separately, research aimed at developing new
approaches in the use of mixing methodologies should be
highlighted. Starting from works in which such a
problem is posed [16], and works in which such a
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problem is mentioned within the framework of project
management in the form of programs [17] and portfolios
[18], to works in which such a problem is solved with a
proposal new approaches. Among the latter, it is worth
highlighting the work on the use of non-linear strategies
[19], models of intelligence and innovative thinking [20].

At the same time, it should be noted that the use of
the syncretic approach was not considered in the
mentioned publications, except for the works of the
author [1,13]. Research on infrastructure project
management methodologies (especially in the part of
infrastructure restoration projects) is insufficiently
researched. In part, such problems were studied in works
[14, 19], but the development of the syncretic approach
in this context was not considered.

The application of methodological mixes for self-
managed organizations, the scientific basis of which
development is only currently being formed, can also be
considered insufficiently researched.

So, in general, it can be concluded that the topic of
hybridization of project management methodologies
within the syncretic approach to the implementation of
infrastructure projects by self-managed organizations is
relevant, potentially contains space for the generation of
scientific novelty, and is clearly practically valuable.

Purpose of the article

The purpose of the article is to analyze existing
project management methodologies, programs and
project portfolios, as well as approaches to their
combination in one corporate project management
system, and also, based on such analysis, to propose
methods of hybridizing methodologies within the
syncretic project management methodology for self-
managed organizations and defining future directions of
research in the context of syncretic methodology.

The main material of the article

The issue of wusing several methodological
approaches within one system of corporate project
management can be implemented through several
models.

Based on the results of the analysis [1], three models
of the combination of different (one from the other)
methodologies in the project management system were
determined: convergence, hybridization, syncretism.

In the development of the approaches outlined in
[1], we will conduct an analysis of the applicability to
hybridization and syncretism and to the use in self-
managed organizations and infrastructure restoration
projects of the following mix of methodologies (when
several methodologies are used in the corporate project
management system or under the conditions of

hybridization or under the conditions syncretism):

— A mix of methodologies built on the basis of the
PMBOK standard of the American PMI Institute;

— A mix of methodologies built on the basis of the
PRINCE?2 standard, which is developed by Axelos - a
joint venture with the Government of Great Britain;

— A mix of methodologies built on the basis of the
P2M (Program and Project Management for Enterprise
innovation) standard of the Japanese project management
association PMAJ;

— Mix of methodologies created and developed by
IT companies (Microsoft, Oracle, SAP, etc.) — MSF, PIM
and others;

— A mix of individual Agile methodology
frameworks (Scrum, Kanban, XP, etc.);

— A mix of customized hybrids
methodology frameworks (Scrumban, etc.);

of Agile

— A mix of hybrids, in each of which the classic
methodology is combined with the Agile framework.

The results of the analysis are given in table. 1,
which presents an expert assessment of the specified
characteristics on a ten-point scale.

It is worth outlining the direction in which
hybridization and syncretism in project management
would be combined. This is such a syncretic system of
corporate management, in which, for example, each
portfolio project is managed by a separate methodology
or a separate hybrid, and such methodologies (or hybrids)
are not mixed. Therefore, within the scope of the
syncretic approach, hybridization is proposed to be
applied in separate encapsulated elements guided by
separate approaches.

The assessment that was carried out (Table) shows
that the mix of hybrids, in each of which the classical
methodology is combined with the Agile framework, or
the mix of hybrids, in each of which the classical
methodology is combined, will be most adequate to the
tasks of the researched project at the intersection of its
branches with the Agile framework. In this way,
syncretism as a higher-level principle will combine
conditionally isolated subsystems of the project, which
will use the specified hybrids in management.

Next, we will consider how it is proposed to carry
out the hybridization of methodologies within the
syncretic approach. At the same time, we will define the
term "syncretic hybridization".

Definition. Syncretic hybridization is a combination
of project management methodologies within one
corporate project management system of a project-
oriented organization, in which individual elements of
the project are managed using hybrid methodologies,
and, in accordance with the principle of syncretism, such
hybrid methodologies do not mix with each other.

In the development of research, we will propose
four methods of syncretic hybridization of project
management methodologies and describe them.
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Table — Analysis of methodological mixes applicability
to studied projects in hybridization and synergism context

Expected Expected
Expected Expected applicability for applicability to
Ne Base of the methodological mix applicability to | applicability to use in self- infrastructure
hybridization syncretism managed restoration
organizations projects
1 | Compiled on the PMBOK-based standards 9 10 8 7
2 | Compiled on the PRINCE2-based standards 8 10 7 8
3 | Compiled on the P2M-based standards 7 10 7 8
4 | Compiled on the IT companies methodologies 8 9 8 5
Compiled on the separate frameworks of the
5 . 8 9 9 6
Agile methodology
Compiled on the customized hybrids of Agile
6 9 8 10 9
methodology frameworks
Compiled on the customized hybrids of
7 . . . 9 9 10 8
classic project management methodologies
Compiled on the hybrids, where the classic
8 | methodology and the Agile methodology 10 10 9 10
framework are used together

1. The method of simple reactive syncretic
hybridization.

It consists in the alternate reaction of the core of the
syncretic management system (syncretic model) to
information from parts of the project (portfolio projects)
managed by separate methodologies or hybrids. Here and
further in the methods of syncretic hybridization, for the
sake of simplicity, we will describe the interaction of
individual projects, managed by individual hybrid
methodologies, with the project portfolio management
system. Although the application of the method to the
interaction of individual parts of the project, which are
managed by their own management methodologies
(or methodological hybrids according to Table), with the
project management system as a whole, is also similar.

Therefore, the specified method assumes that the
portfolio management system (in the form of a syncretic
model) first processes information from the first project,
which is managed by the M; management methodology.
At the same time, the syncretic model receives
information from the first project through the T
interface, and through the same 7 interface transmits the
control influence from the portfolio management system
to the first project. At the same time, the function of the
interface is to interpret the semantics of models and
methods of the M; methodology in a certain universal
language. Such a language is needed to interpret the
semantics of models and methods of all methodologies
M,...Ms used by portfolio projects.

After information processing and impact on the first
project, information processing and management impact
on other projects takes place (in the example — 8).

The method is reactive because it manages through
direct response to changes in projects and does not use
forecasting of such changes.

The method implementation scheme is shown in
Fig. 1.

2. The method of integral reactive syncretic
hybridization.

It consists in the implementation by the core of the
portfolio management system (syncretic model) of
simultaneous  multidirectional reaction (complex
management influence) on all projects of the project
portfolio.

Thus, the core of the project portfolio management
system receives information from all projects at the first
step (arrows 1 in Fig. 2). At the same time, the syncretic
model through interfaces 77;...Ts receives information
from all portfolio projects (managed by methodologies
M;..Ms), and through the same interfaces 77...Ts
transmits control influences from the portfolio
management system to each project (arrows 2 in Fig. 2).

The difference with the previous method is that the
collection of information from all projects before the
implementation of the management influence allows you
to aggregate individual management influences and
minimize costs at the same time. Thus, the controlling
influence of the same type can be an effective response
to changes in several projects. The delay before
exercising managerial influence is thus capable of
minimizing time, financial and labor costs on the part of
the syncretic model of portfolio management.

The method, like the previous one, is also reactive,
because it also manages through direct response to
changes in projects and does not use forecasting of such
changes.

The method implementation scheme is shown in
Fig. 2.
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Figure 1 — Implementation scheme of the simple reactive syncretic hybridization method

Figure 2 — Implementation scheme of the integral reactive syncretic hybridization method
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3. Method
hybridization.

It consists in the implementation by the core of the
portfolio management system (syncretic model) of a
simple prognostic algorithm that should predict changes
in portfolio projects based on information about changes
in one of these projects.

Thus, the core of the project portfolio management
system receives information from one of the projects at
the first step (arrow 1 in Figure 3). At the same time, the
syncretic model interprets information from the first
project, which is managed by the M; methodology
through the 7; interface.

Next, a syncretic model using a forecasting
algorithm predicts changes that may occur in other
portfolio projects (based on changes in the first). And
further, management influences on all projects of the
portfolio are generated, taking into account the specifics
of each project.

Controlling influences (arrows 2'...2% in Figure 3)
are transmitted through interfaces 77...Ts from the
portfolio management system to each project controlled
by methodologies M;...Ms.

At the same time, the method can be identified as
proactive, since the control system (syncretic model)
performs the function of forecasting. However,
proactivity can be considered simple, since such
forecasting is based on changes in one of the projects in

of simple proactive syncretic

the portfolio (unlike the next method, which will be
described later).

The method implementation scheme is shown in
Fig. 3.

4. Method of
hybridization.

It consists in the implementation by the core of the
portfolio management system (syncretic model) of an
advanced prognostic algorithm, which is supposed to
generate the controlling effects of predicting possible
future changes in portfolio projects based on information
about changes in all projects that have taken place over
some previous time.

Thus, the core of the project portfolio management
system receives information from all projects in the first
step (arrows 1 in Figure 4) and, after some time, in the
second step (arrows 2 in Figure 4). After analyzing the
changes that have occurred in the portfolio projects over
a period of time, the core of the portfolio management
system (syncretic model) performs the simulation of the
dynamics of such changes and their forecasting for the
future.

On the basis of the realized forecast, the syncretic
model generates proactive management influences and
through 77...Ts transfers such management influences
from the portfolio management system to each project
(arrows 3 in Figure 4), which are managed by
methodologies M;...Ms.

integral proactive syncretic

Figure 3 — Implementation scheme of the simple proactive syncretic hybridization method
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The difference with the previous method lies in the
fact that the collection of information from all projects
before the implementation of management influence, in
addition, a certain period of implementation of such
collection, allows you to aggregate individual
management influences and minimize costs at the same
time (time, finances and labor costs).

At the same time, the method can be confidently
identified as proactive, since the control system
(syncretic model) performs the function of forecasting.
Such proactivity can be considered integral, since such
forecasting is carried out on the basis of changes in all
projects of the portfolio, even for a certain medium-term
time (in contrast to the previous method, which
implements simple proactivity).

The method implementation scheme is shown in
Fig. 4.

Let’s conduct a SWOT analysis of the proposed
group of methods for use by self-managed organizations
in infrastructure restoration projects. Let's highlight their
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities arising from their
application, and threats that may arise.

Strengths.

S1. Provision of rapid response and forecasting
(reactive and proactive principle) in the management of

S2. Providing a variety of models and methods used
in the management of the project portfolio, for many
levels of complexity of the management system.

S3. Innovativeness, simplicity, but, at the same
time, high relevance of the described methods and
syncretic methodology in general.

Weakness.

W1. Insufficient development and formalization of
relevant scientific developments.

W2. Insufficient level of practical approbation of
the proposed methods within the syncretic methodology.

W3. Relative complexity (perhaps excessive) for
implementation by small self-managed teams and
organizations.

Opportunities.

Ol. The possibility of self-adjustment (adaptation)
of the methods of syncretic methodology thanks to the
use of elements of artificial intelligence.

02. The possibility of switching the depth of
control, which can be implemented by choosing one or
another method under different conditions of the external
and internal environment.

03. The possibility of increasing the skills and
general competence of project management participants
in a self-managed organization. What will provide the

a portfolio of projects managed by various foundation for increasing the efficiency of the
methodologies. management system for each subsequent project
(portfolio).
1
3
M, M,
T8 \3 1 :3 1 T2
N\ |
1 L VV! 73
I )
- -1 Syncretic [?2 [
M, T 2 model - - - T, - M,
1 3\_/
3.7
1
7/ T6
M

Figure 4 — Implementation scheme of the integral proactive syncretic hybridization method
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Threats

T1. The threat of methodological confusion in case
of choosing an inadequate method of syncretic influence
due to an incorrect assessment of the external and internal
environment and corresponding changes in portfolio
projects.

T2. The threat of incorrect settings of syncretic
model parameters, in particular interfaces to individual
methodologies, as a result of which methodologies may
be mixed, or the influence of the core of the syncretic
management system on individual projects will not be
effective enough.

T3. The threat of inaccuracy of forecasts that will
implement the methods of syncretic hybridization, as a
result of which the effectiveness of the methods of the
syncretic methodology will be reduced, which may lead
to the refusal of its use and/or the exit of the portfolio
projects beyond the limits defined by the customers.

According to the results of the SWOT analysis, it
can be concluded that when using the possibilities of the
proposed family of syncretic methodology, its threats can
be overcome, and its advantages outweigh the
corresponding disadvantages.

We formulate the prospects for further research in
the chosen direction based on the results of the conducted
research:

1. Formalization of interface models of syncretic
project management methodology at the level of
corporate methodology of a self-managed project-
oriented organization.

2. Formalization of hybridization methods of
syncretic methodology, expedient (if necessary, to be
determined) expansion of the family of methods.

3. Formalization of criteria for choosing one or
another method of syncretic hybridization under different

4. The use of elements of artificial intelligence in
the methods of syncretic hybridization and syncretic
methodology in general.

Practical testing of models and methods of syncretic
hybridization within the syncretic methodology of
project management during the implementation by self-
managed organizations of projects (portfolios of projects)
to restore the infrastructure of Ukraine.

Conclusion

External conditions and threats, which stop
primarily in front of Ukraine, but also in front of the
whole world as a whole, which includes the war with its
destructive influence and the rapid development of IT,
the internationalization of business, the need for recovery
projects with different participants representing different
cultures - form the request on the development of an
appropriate  methodological base and scientific
developments in this direction. The syncretic project
management methodology of self-managed
organizations proposed and developed by the author is
one of the possible (and potentially the most adequate)
answers to the mentioned challenges.

In this article, the concept of hybridization of
methodologies was formalized, known and possible
hybrids were analyzed, as well as the effectiveness of
their possible inclusion in the syncretic methodology, and
the basis for the development of syncretic hybridization
methods was provided. A conclusion was made regarding
the most acceptable hybrids for use by self-managed
organizations (within the syncretic approach) in the field
of implementation - in infrastructure restoration projects
of Ukraine.

The development of a syncretic project
management methodology and its effective application
for the implementation of reconstruction projects can

conditions of the internal and external project increase the probability of success of such projects and
environment. closer the prosperity of Ukraine after the victory.
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Kuiscoruil Hayionaneruil ynieepcumem 6yoigHuymea i apximexmypu, Kuig

METOIU I'BPUAN3ALI METOIOJIOI'T B CACTEMI YIIPABJIIHHS IPOEKTAMUA
PO3BUTKY CAMOKEPOBAHUX OPTAHIZAIIIM

Anomauia. 3anpononosano memoou 2ibpudusayii npu peanizayii CUHKpemuyHoi Memooon02li y NPOEKMAxX camoKepo8aHux
opaanizayii. Ilpoananizogano 6UKIUKY, WO NOCMAIOMb Neped CYYACHUMU NPOEKMAMU, 30KpeMa NPOEKMAMU GIOHOGNIEHHS
ingppacmpyxmypu. Ceped maxux 6UKIUKIE BUOKPEMIEHO. BIIIHY, HA2ANbLHY NOMpPedy Y NPOEKMAX 6I0HOBNEHH S, OAAMOKYIbMYPHE
cepeoosuue NPOEKMi6 8i0HO61eHHs, NOmpeby y CMEopenti HO80T Memo0oa02il YRPAsIIHHA MAKUMU RPOEKMamu. ¥ 00caiodceHHsax
NPoananizo8ano 3Miuy8anHs Memooono2iil 015 Ynpasiints OKpeMumu npoekmom abo nopmepenem, 30kpema y popmi 2iopuousayii
memooonoziu ynpasninus. Chopmynvosano memy oocniodicenns. IIposedeno ananiz wodo sacmocosnocmi 0o 2ibpuouszayii,
CUHKpemU3My ma 00 8UKOPUCTNANHA 8 CAMOKEPOBAHUX OP2aHI3ayiax i 6 NPOEKMAax 8iOHOGNEH S IHPPACPYKMYPU MAKUX MIKCI
memooonozin: mikc PMBOK-nooionux; mikc PRINCE2-nooibnux memooonoziu; mikc P2M-nooibnux memoodonoziu; mikc
memooonocii IT-komnaniil; mikc oxpemux @pelimeopkie memoodonocii Agile; mixc xacmomizoganux 2ibpudis ¢hpeiimeopkie
memooonozii Agile; mikc 2ibpudis, 6 KOJICHOMY 3 AKUX KIACUYHA MEMOO0L02Iisi NOEOHYEMbCsL 3 (petimeoprkom Agile. Busnaueno,
wo 00 3a0ay 00CHiONHCYBAHO20 NPOEKMY HAUOINbUL AOEKBAMHO HANEHCUMb MIKC 2i0pudis, 6 KOMCHOMY 3 AKUX KIACUYHA
Memo0ono2is noconyemucs 3 ghpeiimeoprom Agile, abo mikc 2ibpudis, 8 KOACHOMY 3 AKUX KIACUYHA MEMOO0I02IA NOEOHYEMBCA 3
@peiimeoprom Agile. Hadano eusnauenms nOHAMMIO «CUHKpemuyHa 2ibpuouzayisy. 3anpononosano uomupu memoou
CcuHKpemuuHoi 2ibpuouzayii Memooonozitl YnpasiiHHa NPOEKMamu. Memoo npocmoi peakmueHoi cuHKpemuyHoi 2iopuousayii,
Memoo iHme2panbHOi peakmugHoi CUHKpemuuHoi 2ibpuousayii, Memoo npocmoi npoaxKmueHoi cuHKpemuuHoi 2iopuouzayii, memoo
inmezpanvhoi npoaxmusHoi 2idpuouzayii. Hasedeno onuc memoodis i cxemu peanizayii memoois. Ilposedeno SWOT-ananis,
BUOKDEMIIEHO CUTbHI CMOPOHU, CAAOKI CMOPOHU, MOJICAUBOCMI, WO BUHUKAIOMb NPU 3ACHOCYBAHHI 3A3HAYEH020 CiMmelicmed
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Ynpaeninua npoexkmamu

Memooie 2ibpuduzayii 8 mexucax CUHKpemuuHoi Memooonoeli YnpaeiiHui NPOEKmMamu, i 3azposu, Wo MONCYMb GUHUKHYMIU.
Cpopmynvosano eanysi nooanbuiux 00CAIONCEHb Y GUOpAHOMY HAnpAMI. (opmanizayis moodenel inmepgeiicie CUHKpemuyHoi
MemoOono2ii YNpaeniHHA NPOEKMAaMu HA Ppi6HI KOPHOPAMUBHOI MemoOoN02ii CaMoKepo8aHoi NpOEKMHO-OPIEHMOBAHOT
opeanizayii; opmanizayis memooie 2i6puou3ayii CUHKpemuyHoi Memooono2ii, doyilbhe pO3UUPEeHtsl CiMelicmed Memooie;
Gopmanizayis kpumepiie eubopy mo2o uu iHWI020 Memooy CUMKpemuunoi 2ibpuouzayii Ons pi3HUX YMOG GHYMPIUHLO20 i
306HIUHBO20 NPOEKMHO20 OTMOYEHHS, BUKOPUCNAHHS eeMeHMI8 WMYYHO20 THMeNeKmy 8 Memooax CuHKpemuunoi 2ibpuousayii i
CUHKpEeMUYHITI Memooono2ii 3a2aniom; Npakmuyna anpobayis mooleneil i Memooi cuHkpemuunoi 2ibpudizayii 6 medxcax
CUHKDEMUYHOI MemoOooNo2li Ynpaesuints nPoEKmamu npu peanizayii camoKepoSaHuMy Op2aHi3ayisiMu Npockmie i nopmeenie
npoexkmis sionosnenns ingpacmpykmypu Yrpainu. Chopmynboeano UcHo8KU 3 NPOBEOEHUX 00CTIONCEHD.

Knwuogi cnoea: ynpaeninna npoekmamu i npozpamamu; RPOEKMHO-OPIEHMOGAHA Op2aHizayia; camoKeposami
opzanizayii; Memooon0z2ia ynpasninna npoeKmamu; 2iopuousayia mMemooonoziii; CUHKpemuyna Memooonozia
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