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results of the survey on the attitude the future experts to agricultural production and ecological problems that hinder its 
development. 
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(  2008, 2010  2011 .),  
307,4  . ,  Sintal Agriculture 
PLC  Landkom International LLC  
2009 ,     

  13  4  .  -
.  2012    -

    UkrLand-
Farming PLC,  «   -

»   «  -
  »,  -

     8 677 170 
  ,   -

 .  
    , 

   -
 ,   , 

                                                 
1  . . , ,   -

  / . . . – .:  « -
», 2003. – 240 . 

2 .:       
 : . . / [ . . , 

. . , . .   .];  . . . , 

. . , . . ;  , -  .  -
. – ., 2012. – 56 .;  . .   

   :   -
   / . .  //   . – 

2011. –  1. – . 120-130.  

     
 ,   
   , -

    ( . 2).  
,     

     -
   100  -

   2009   
 6    ,   

2010-  –  11  3.  2011  
    2  -

   «  -
-   »  

Astarta Holding N.V.,   
     63,8  

56,9 % .    « -
 -   -

»  Agroton PLC    -
    , 

  Kernel Holding S.A.,  « -
 » (MHP S.A.), Mriya 

Agro Holding PLC  ,  
   5  .  -
  100   

     -
    405  

858 . ,      
   -

 .  
  ,  -

     -
    -

    -
.     

   -
  «No-Till»  «Mini-Till», -
  GPS,     

  . -
  , 

    
    

    -
,      

 ,   -
    , -
      

     -
   ( ’  
  ), -

                                                 
3 -100    : 100  

  // . – 2011. –  3. – . 14-16. 



 , 2012, 11 27

    -
.     -

    -

 ,  , , 
  ,   -

     20 .  
2.        2011 . 

 

K
er

ne
l H

ol
di

ng
 S

.A
. 

 «
 

-
» 

 
(M

H
P 

S.
A

.) 

M
riy

a 
A

gr
o 

H
ol

di
ng

 P
LC

 

A
st

ar
ta

 H
ol

di
ng

 N
.V

. 

A
gr

ot
on

 P
LC

 

 «
 

-
 

 
» 

    ( -
, , ),   15131,4 9792,9 2137,8 3385,5 794,7 703,7 

,  (-),  : 
  1) 3661,3 10740,0 1414,1 1348,0 222,0 160,3 

  1801,1 2066,4 1195,0 150,0 -16,8 -590,5 
EBITDA,   2470,0 3195,0 1460,5 1229,3 148,4 - 2) 

 , -  (-) 
  ( , , -

), % 3) 
31,9 38,2 8,1 56,9 5,9 63,8 

   ,  
 : 

   
4005,7 8038,7 3037,8 2101,9 248,2 744,8 4) 

   6451,5 6443,8 4137,1 3319,8 968,6 446,3 
     
   (IPO+SPO),   4520,8 5) 2573,5 717,1 32,0 430,3 - 6) 

  (   
26.07.2012 .),   12780,2 10284,0 5166,5 3736,8 539,3 - 6) 

   100  , 
. : 

     
  

4979,6 5172,3 2432,2 2212,9 805,8 875,8 

  ,  (-) 857,6 738,0 405,1 61,2 -11,1 -434,2 
 EBITDA 1176,2 1141,1 495,1 501,8 98,3 - 6) 
   6085,8 3672,9 1751,4 1525,2 357,2 - 6) 

:            26.07.2012 . 1) –    
         (     ); 

2) –  EBITDA         ; 3) –    
  ; 4) –  ; 5) –     «   « -
»; 6) –      .  

:           .   -
  – Eavex Capital. 

 

 ,    
     

,      
     

     . 
    -

    
    ,  

  , , -
 ,     

    
  , -

-   -
. 

,     -
     

     
,    -

     -
     -

,     -
   -

  .  
   , -



 , 2012, 11 28 

     
    , 

     -
     

   -
     -

     -
 .  ,  -

      
 ,    -

 .    
    . -

  ,    -
    -
   -

     
.    -  

      
     -

 .   -
     -

     
,    ; 

   -
      

;    -
  (      -

  );   
      -
   ,  

, , ,  -
    ; -

    
     

 ;  
  ,  -

      

     -
.  
     -
    -

    -
    -

,      
   -

   .  
’       

    -
    

,   
,     -

    , -
  -  

,     -
     -

      
  -  

   -
   .  

,     -
    -

   ’   -
  -

       -
   ,  

     
   .  

    ’  
    

   
 .   , -
  ,   

    -
   . 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

    ,     ,    
 .          

   .  
    ,     ,  -

   .         -
     .  

Our research considers the processes of making holdings in agrarian sector, declares its sources and scales, explores the eco-
nomic effects of agroholdings’ development. It is stressed on the necessity of regulating of corporate structures in agrofood sector in 
Ukraine by the rent basis. 
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 Justified the need for agricultural development that will be the country's competitive advantage in the global challenges of 
the world economy. Empirical base of research chosen branch of Stockbreeding. Attention is drawn to the systematic approach as 
the primary in market conditions. Reflect the mandatory conditions and directions of development in the context of current global 
trends. 
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_________________________________________________________________________________ 
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           -
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      . 

 There are described peculiarities of carrying out of financial status analysis of food processing plants with the help of ca-
nonical correlations method. This method made possible to reveal influence of latent (underlying) factors on changing of some effec-
tive indices of assessment of financial status of the plants which are being investigated. This is in comparison of traditional correla-
tion – regression analysis ( where there are being investigated influence of factors on one effective index of economic entity’s activ-
ity) makes possible to increase objectivity of analytical derivations as basis of management decisions making. 
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__________________________________________________________________________________ 
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 . 
  In article modern methods of calculation of the financial accounts of industrial activity in system of accounts are analysed, 

use of new accounts for improvement of the account of industrial expenses is suggested, the guidelines for harmonization of financial 
accounting and the tax accounting in the context of the profit tax are considered. The necessity of application of branch features of 
the baking enterprises at calculation of the financial account of industrial expenses is substantiated. 
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  Investigated the functions of information-analytical system of management of agricultural enterprises. 
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  The results of Poland’s experience of the problem of land funds use improvement solution in the context of sustainable 
development of rural areas conception realization in frames of international projects and by active coordinative as well as financial 
governmental participation and possible implementation of that experience in Ukraine are presented. 
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  The role of interfamilial social ties in the distribution of agricultural products that are produced in rural households. 

Particular attention is paid to research equivalence exchanges between rural and urban households. 

* * * 
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  In the article the attempt of determination and formulation of methodological  of development of domestic 
agrarian sector is done in the conditions of globalization. 
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  An article provides analyses of the current state of meat import to Ukraine and considers future prospects for it. 
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   . 
  Under consideration are the key aspects of land issue, primarily land ownership, conditions and social forms of efficient 

land usage. Being analyzed are the consequences of agrarian reform in Russia, miscounts and abuses in land ownership and land 
usage, ways of their surmounting. Special attention is attached to formation of developed market land turnover, organizational and 
legal problems of establishing civilized system of land relations tested by world experience. 
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 8780,7 100,0 14212,1 5431,4 100  

 2873,3 32,7 4095,1 1221,8 28,8 -3,9 
 

 6888,4 100,0 10732,6 3844,1 100  
 1793,9 26,0 2544,1 750,3 23,7 -2,3 

 

,     
 ’     10,6  15,5 

 ,    -
     -

 ,      
 ’    43,7  41,2 %. 

     ’   
  ,    3,  

      -
      

  61,3  70,7 %,     
’  .    

  ’    ,    
 ( . 4). 

 ,   -
     ’   -

,      23,2  
51,8 %.  

   ,    , -
    , -
  ,     ’  , 

        36  
37,9 %,      27  26,4 %. 

     -
 ’     ,   

      
 ’     ’ ,  

   -
     .  
      

„ ” (15)  „ ” 12   -
   5.    -

 „ ”  ,    -
  2004 ,     
-27  2000 . 
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4.   ’ , % 
 ’   2000 . 2009 . 2009  2000, % 

 5,7 4,2 - 1,5  
 7,9 7,3 -0,6 
 13,4 14,7 + 1,3  

 23,2 51,8 +28,6 
 3,8 2,7 - 1,1  

 1,9 1,4 -0,5 
 36,0 37,9 + 1,9 ’    

 27,0 26,4 -0,6 
 28,3 28,5 +0,2  

 16,8 16,4 -0,4 
 

,    -
 ’     : 

1.     
  ’ . 

2.     
 , ,  -

    ’   -
    . 

3.    ’  „ -
”   (12). 

4.   „ ”   
   ’    

„ ”  ,    . 
      

      -
,      -

  ’    -
     -

      .

5.     ’   1 
2000 . 2009 .   
 %  % 

 
-27  846290 100,0 1124197 100,0 

  . .:   -27 794640 93,9 1087399 96,7 
    -27 51650 6,1 36798 3,3 

-15  807609 100,0 909598 100,0 
  . .:   -15 768303 95,1 869597 95,6 
   -12 4175 0,5 10542 1,2 
    -27 35131 4,4 29459 3,2 

-12  38581 100,0 214669 100,0 
  . .:   -15 15820 41,0 195198 90,9 
   -12 6342 16,4 12132 5,7 
    -27 16419 42,6 7339 3,4 

 
-27  2475730 100,0 3843357 100,0 

  . .:   -27 1728946 69,8 3075283 80,0 
    -27 746784 31,2 768074 20,0 

-15  2360321 100,0 3641172 100,0 
  . .:   -15 1573964 66,7 2158102 59,3 
   -12 102551 4,3 789190 21,7 
    -27 683806 29,0 693880 19,1 

-12  115409 100,0 202185 100,0 
  . .:   -15 24208 21,0 30908 15,3 
   -12 28223 24,5 97083 48,0 
    -27 62978 54,6 74194 36,7 

                                                 
1 www.fao.org.trade.detail_matrix 
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-27  1788655 100,0 2821519 100,0 
  . .:   -27 1085599 60,7 1838762 65,2 
    -27 703056 39,3 982757 34,8 

-15  1692203 100,0 2464456 100,0 
  . .:   -15 951848 56,2 1328181 53,9 
   -12 71130 4,2 196422 8,0 
    -27 669225 39,5 939853 38,1 

-12  96452 100,0 357063 100,0 
  . .:   -15 49372 51,9 148641 41,6 
   -12 13249 13,7 165518 46,4 
    -27 33831 35,1 42904 12,0 
 

     -27  
    ,   

 ’  :   2003 
 – 320 ,     2007  – 

4,4 .    2005   -
    (1,18 ),  

2006 –  (64,3 ),  2007 –  (2,4 
),  2008 –   (8,8 )   2009 

 –  (1,9 )1. 
     

’   -27,    2005  
115,1 . ,  44,1%   -

,   2006-  – 87,1  37,7;  2007 
– 33,1  15,9;  2008 – 271  52,9; 2009 – 212 
 49,3; 2010  – 197,8 .   56,7%. 

    -
    ’ . -
,    -

  (    25  
)   1,2  ,   

  2,5  ,    -
     -

   25-30    -
   4  .  -
     ’  

  20  .   -
     -

  . 

  
_________________________________________________________________________________ 

      ’       ,      
    .   -  ’   „ ” ( -15)  „ ” 

 . 
             ,     

     .   -    „ ”   
( -15)  „ ”  . 

  In the article the tendencies of development of production of meat on the whole and on its separate kinds, and also trade by 
them by the countries of EU from the beginning of current century are explored. The changes of export-import of meat between the 
„old” (ES-15-15) and „new” members of ES are analysed. 

* * * 

 
 



 , 2012, 11 130 

    
 
 

. . , * 
      

 

     
 ’   

 
     

     -
,     -

,     -
    -

  ,   
    

,       
    -

  . 
   -

   ’ ,    
    ( ,   

    ),  
      . 

    
  ' ,  . . ’  

,       .  
     '  -

     
    -

   . 
   ’      

  ’   . , 
  ,    

      
.      

 ’       
 ’ ,     -

      
  .  

   . . , 
. . - , . . ,             
. . , . .      

    -
  ’  ,  -

     
                                                 

  – . . ,   , 
, -  . 

 1.   -
     -

    -
 ,  ,  

 ’      
   . 

  –    -
     

’  ,    -
 . 
  ,   -
    

(USDA)2, -   -
     

(FAPRI)3,   -
   (OECD)4, -

     
(FAO)5  .,   , 

    , 
  ,    -

   .  
 , , - ,  -

    (  -
  75    ,  9,1 

   2050 ), , - ,  
    -

   -

                                                 
1     (    -

) /  . .,  . .,  . .  .;  . 
. . , . . , . . , . . -

, . . . – :  , 2011. – 1008 . 
2       
(USDA) [  ]. –  : 
http://www.usda.gov 
3   -     

   (FAPRI) [  ]. – 
 : http://www.fapri.org/ 

4       
 (OECD) [  ]. –  : 

http://www.oecd.org 
5      

  (FAO) [  ]. –  : 
http://www.fao.org/ 



 , 2012, 11 131

___________________________________ 
1        (OECD) [  ]. –  : 
http://www.oecd.org 
2  . 

       
(    1  , -

      -
   ). 

    -
   ’    

  .  

      
 ’ ,  , , -

   , ’    -
,     

 ,     
 ( . 1). 

 

 
. 1.       ’ , . /  

:    OECD1 
 

    -
     -
    ’  
    ’    

2010  ( . 2). 
  OECD  2020  -

   ’   -
  ,   (  21 

 ),  (  19  ), -
  (  13  ).   

 ’    1   2020 
     -

 –  (  49 /1 ), -
 (  46 /1 ),  

 (  44 /1 ). 

 
. 2.                                                  

  ’      2010 , % 
:    OECD2 

 



 , 2012, 11 132 

___________________________________ 
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    -
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 (  )  ’    

   (  -
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  OECD  ’  
    2020   -

  25%   2010  
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   ’  (  

  – 14%,  – 18%). -
  ’    2020  
  ,   (  23  
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(  15  ). 

        
’      2010 , % 

 ’  2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

  
 0,47 1,18 3,00 4,91 6,62 8,17 9,59 11,09 12,70 14,17 

 1,43 3,72 5,14 6,97 8,17 10,43 12,13 14,19 15,79 17,93 

'   2,63 4,77 7,19 9,51 12,23 14,91 17,59 20,18 22,88 25,49 

:    OECD 

 
  ,   , -

,       -
      

 ’  ,  ,   
, ,   .,   

    ’  
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   ’    2020 
 ),     

   -  -
    ’  .  

   -
   ,   

 ’      -
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3          : [  .] / . . , . . 

, . . , . . . – . : , 2011. – 40 . 
4  . 

 – 10,  – 15,   
– 20%)1. 

    , 
     -

     -
  ( . 1).   

    , 
   .   2000   

 28410,1 .     
 714,5 . ,   2010-  – 9874,1 

.    405,5 . 2.  
     1   1,3   

2000   0,5   2010- .   
     

 1      13-
14   ,   – 11-12, 

 – 8-9,  . .    – 
11-13 3. 

     -
    -
  . ,   

2000    278,7 .  -
    4632 .  , 

  22 %    -
,   2010   1060,6 .  -

    12614 .  (70 % -
 ).  2009   -

-      
   886,8 .   -

 11513 .  (63 %  ). 
   -

    ,  
    

   ,   
     

     . -
     -

 :  2008  -
    N : P : K = 1 

: 0,24 : 0,21,  2010-  – 1: 0,2 : 0,17,   
                

N : P : K = 1 : 0,9 : 0,74. 

1.        
 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

  
   

 -
, .  

278,7 401 399,2 379 518,6 557,9 699,3 896,5 1064,7 886,8 1060,6 

   
, .  4632 6388 6226 5722 7889 7756 9542 10927 12904 11513 12614 

 , % 22 30 33 34 44 45 55 62 69 63 70 
    1 ,  

  13 19 21 22 29 32 40 51 57 48 58 
              

  10 15 17 16 20 22 27 33 40 35 42 
 1 1 1 2 4 4 6 8 8 6 9 

 2 3 3 4 5 6 7 10 9 7 7 
 , % 60 63 64 66 66 72 73 82 83 77 84 

  
 , . 

 28410 26535 22685 17449 15083 13246 13027 11911 10466 10433 9874 

 , 
.  715 709 659 551 531 465 487 464 456 461 406 

 , % 3,3 3,4 3,5 3,2 3,0 2,7 2,8 2,6 2,5 2,5 2,2 
    1 ,  

  1,3 1,3 1,2 1,0 0,8 0,8 0,7 0,7 0,6 0,6 0,5 
  40 37 34 32 28 29 27 26 23 23 24 

 

     
      

40-60  70%. . .   

     
   , -

   ; -
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2009–2010 ,  ’     -
   ,   

    2008 -
.    2010     

   2009-   26 %  
 3573 . 1. 

2.                                                  
 , .  

  2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 
  1063,8 646,1 851,6 1178,5 1359,9 1861,1 1743,2 1657,5 1703,1 
  155,6 234,4 94,9 23,12 259,9 292,7 556,3 488,3 481,8 

  41,9 51,1 92,6 60,0 48,8 18,6 34,3 15,5 5,66 
 (100% 2 ) 37,9 64,8 108,0 131,3 178,5 215,7 171,8 21,4 87,01 

   
 225,8 378,4 644,1 841,7 934,7 1239,3 1102,1 739,5 1023,3 

  159,6 232,5 308,0 363,2 464,4 578,5 465,1 485,1 674,5 
 43,3 72,7 104,6 128,1 184,4 232,1 167,6 82,3 134,9 

 

    -
    ( -

  )  2010 -
  850,8 .  ,   – 

1703,1 . .     
    

      
 79%.  

    
     

2009   38%   1023,3 . 
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 ,    -
   2009 ,  -

     
2007  2008 . 
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. . 3, . . 4, . . 5 
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    2006-2010  ( . 1). 

1.                                                     
   2006-2010 . 

       
  

 -
-
 

, .  

 
,  

. . 

 -
 -

, /  

 
 

, /  

 -
 -

,   

1   1430,12 7,42 40,6 0,84 1826,92 
2  1779,56 12,38 71,4 0,64 3897,94 
3  794,44 4,55 74,0 2,72 1423,62 
4  2188,6 10,57 41,6 0,20 3469,08 
5  1699,34 8,88 38,6 0,52 2691,02 
6  1253,66 6,63 52,6 1,16 1759,4 
7  365,26 1,37 75,0 0,56 1020,2 
8  2083,26 9,10 30,4 0,14 2318,24 
9 -  463,92 2,07 74,6 1,30 985,0 

10  1479,74 9,95 67,8 1,24 3290,42 
11  1755,42 9,45 37,0 0,10 2574,24 
12  1640,24 6,17 34,4 0,20 1630,74 
13  975,56 4,43 105,8 0,76 2171,08 
14  1756,62 7,33 29,6 0,12 2086,36 
15  2195,46 12,08 35,6 0,14 2925,44 
16  1851,62 11,48 58,0 1,26 3759,94 
17  793,64 3,78 95,2 1,34 1655,1 
18  1383,38 7,20 52,8 0,98 1899,88 
19  929,18 4,80 95,4 0,52 1898,7 
20  2104,46 10,08 47,0 0,52 3200,76 
21  1735,48 6,33 33,2 0,08 2668,46 
22  1403,18 8,48 72,0 1,06 2619,86 
23  1297,54 8,63 75,4 1,12 2841,34 
24  425,8 2,13 52,2 0,96 1046,66 
25  1655,1 8,15 60,4 1,18 2289,24 
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        . 
  Theoretical and methodological aspects of improving the methodology for determining the strategy and the effects of crop 

enterprises through cluster analysis are considered. A ranking of the administrative regions of Ukraine on the basis 
taksonometrychnoho index is conducted. Directions form the strategy of resource use by agricultural enterprises of the branch plant 
in Ukraine are proposed. 
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