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  An article highlights the results of systematic analysis of key factors influencing the formation and further development of 
organic agricultural production, identifies the need for government support through the provision of government grants, subsidies 
and credits this innovative direction of management to form an integrated system of organic agricultural production in Ukraine. 
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2000/01 115,8 110,6 4,7 117,4 -1,4 6,1 
2001/02 137,5 134,2 2,5 136,2 0,9 1,5 
2002/03 137,5 137,3 0,1 125,4 9,6 -8,6 
2003/04 137,5 131,2 4,8 139,3 -1,3 6,2 
2004/05 137,5 137,6 -0,1 136,5 0,7 -0,8 
2005/06 141,67 170,3 -16,8 178,5 -20,6 4,8 
2006/07 162,5 168,5 -3,6 187,2 -13,2 11,1 
2007/08 141,67 179,9 -21,3 160,0 -11,5 -11,1 
2008/09 141,67 209,2 -32,3 224,0 -36,8 7,1 
2009/10 214,9 305,2 -29,6 418,1 -48,6 37,0 
2010/11 291,66 417,6 -30,2 487,3 -40,15 16,7 
2011/12 339,24 . . . . 516,0* -34,3 36,5* 
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  The mechanism of state leverages for state regulation in beet and and sugar sector of economy  of Ukraine is analysed. The 

problem of calculation of minimum price on beets and the solutions to it. 
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