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  An article provides the calculation of costs necessary for complex measures aimed at stabilizing the agrochemical 
characteristics of soil in Rivne region. 
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  An article provides a research of global trends in poultry farming and defines place and role of Ukraine in the global 
production of this industry. 
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2010 151 33 2,7 4,9 10,2 

2010 .  %  
2005 . 69,6 70,2 60,4 56,3 60,7 

:     2009 . : [ . .]. – . :  , 2010. – . 369, 372-375;  
  2010 : [ . .]. – . :    , 2011. – . 88. 
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  An article covers the analysis of trends in educational level, professional qualification structure of staff, examines the 

dynamics of training and staff development for 2005-2010. The measures for improvement of management training and staff 
development of agricultural enterprises are substantiated. 
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  An article covers the analysis of trends in educational level, professional qualification structure of staff, examines the 

dynamics of training and staff development for 2005-2010. The measures for improvement of management training and staff 
development of agricultural enterprises are substantiated. 
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  An article substantiates the necessity of coordination of indexes, account and monitoring of ecological forestry objects with 
Standard classification of land-tenure of countries of the EU, and also considers the correspondent forms of accounting due to the 
european standards; the reasonability of application of index of Forest and OWL, per cent of land area. 
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  An article defines basic directions for augmentation of the efficiency of agrarian production on enterprises of AIC and 
substantiates the necessity of development of specially intended programmes of state support of aroindustrial machinery 
construction. 
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  An article provides analyses of basic tendencies of the development of private farming households within the period of 
agrarian reforms, and considers the influence of these reforms on the state food supply security and diminution of social problems in 
rural area. 
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of graduent development. The model of ecological and economic evaluation of land tenure of agrarian lands taking into account 
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   (   , 
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 (   ) 34,3 3,6 65,9 6,9 99,1 10,2 50,1 5,2 43,5 4,5 

  100,2 10,6 94,8 10,0 90,5 9,3 91,7 9,6 86,3 8,9 
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   947,0 100,0 949,6 100,0 976,1 100,0 959,9 100,0 972,7 100,0
:    , ,        2006, 2007, 2008, 

2009, 2010 . – . . /  . . . . –  :      . 
 

    . 
,  2006  2010    -
      2,4%   2010 

  30,6%    
   -

 .     -



 , 2012, 2 35

___________________________________ 
1             

-    [  ] //   : .-  . – 1- . . . – . 
 : Windows 98/ME/NT 4.0/2000/XP/Vista. 

     -
   ,   -

.   2006      
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 – 4,5%.    
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31,7 . .     
      -
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   1     1  -

.
3.                                       

   

 2006 . 2007 . 2008 . 2009 . 2010 . 
2010 .  

2006 . 
(+;-) 

 
 , . 294 303 325 357 359 65 

   ,   , . 88 30 135 48 31 -57 
   1   , :  

       1744,5 3954,8 1817,7 5054,8 7404,7 5660,2 
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103,40 

 
192,86 
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   1   , : 
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101,39 

 
164,29 

 
154,20 
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257,95 

 
156,56 
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 ( ) - 8,25 30,75 -22,73 75,7 8,46 16,71  

  ( ), % - 7,5 23,0 -12,9 39,8 3,4 10,9 . . 
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   ,   , . 44 63 42 73 64 20 
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  An article studies trends in major oilseeds production of in Cherkasy region, determines the economic efficiency of 
production and marketing of oilseeds. Ways of improving the economic efficiency of production of oilseeds are considered. 
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of the agricultural sector, are considered. The dynamics of the yield of grain crops in Ukraine and the USA is analyzed. The 
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  An article analyses the problems of energy recourses and the ways of problem solving with the help of using the possibilities 

of agricultural biomass and highlights some of the economical aspects of using biomass available in the Zhitomir region and the 
effect of usage of it. 

* * * 

 



 , 2012, 2 46 

   
 
 

. . ,   ,   
. . ,   

    

                               
    

 
   
  ,  

     -
 ,    -

      
 .    -

 –     -
   ,    

    -
    
. 

    
     ’   

 «  –  – -
».    -

  ’   -
     

    –   
 ,  ,   

,     -
    -

 . 
’    -

      
  ,   

      
  «  –  – -

».     
     , 

     -
 ,   -

    
     -

    -
- . 

   
’ ,     -

   ,   
. . , . . , . . -

, . . , . . , . . -
  1.    -

    , -
    -
 .     -
    -

    
 ,   -

 ,    . 
    -

   -
     -

  ,     
     -

 ,    -
   , -

  « »  -
 .   -

     
   -

   ,   
   -

 . 
  –   

     -
    -

  ,     
. 

                                                 
1  . .   : . –          
2-  ., .  . / . . . – .: , 2002. – 624 
.;  . .    

. – 2-  ., .  . / . . . – .: -
, 2001. – 380 .;  . .  –    

    / 
. . , . . , . . . – .:  , 2000. 

– 40 .;   . .     
      / 

. . , . . . – .: . 1996. – 50 .;  

. .       
    / . .  //   -

. – 2010. – . 2, 1–2. – . 145–150;  . . 
      / 

. .  //  . – 2004. – 1 (12). – . 297–305. 



 , 2012, 2 47

___________________________________ 
1  . .  :  / . . – : -    «  

», 2004. – 448 . 
2  . .         / . . , . . : . –

: , 2007. – 164 . 
3     2010 .: . . – :      , 2011. – 650 . 

    
     

    -
,       

  ’ ,  
  ’ -

    -
     -

 ,   
   . 

    
    -

 :  ,  
– 44,7%;  ,     – 25,7%; 

, , ’  – 29,6% ( .1).  

    -
     -

  . 1  
    -

  .  -
     -

 . .   . . 2  
   

  -
.     
     -
    -

 . 

 
. 1.                                              

 , 2010 . 

    -
     -

      
   ,    -

    -
 ,     -

,      – 
     -

 .  ’  

     -
  , , ,  
    -
,     -
   . 
       

     
 ,   

  : 

   29,6% 
 

25,7% 
          
 
           44,7% 

 
 

44,7% 

  -
 

25,7% 

  
 

29,6%

 
17,2% 

’  
61% 

 
4,6% 

  -
 

 17,2% 



 , 2012, 2 48 

    -
 (  1); 

    
 (  2); 

   -
  (  3); 

   (  4); 
    -

  (  5); 
  -

     -
 (  6). 

1.    -
  .   -

   -
: 
  –  ; 
  –   ; 
  –   -

. 
2.     -

    -
. 

: 
1 –   -

; 
2 –     -

 ( ,    .); 
3 –    ; 
4 –   - ; 
5 –   ; 
6 –   ; 
7 –   -

 (  ); 
8 –     

 ; 
9 –  . 

,    -
    

      
   : 

 ,     -
 ,   -

   ; 
       

    -
 ; 

   -
      -

; 
      

  . 

3.     -
    -

    -
        -

 .   
      
     -

 (       
),   ,   

(    ). 
,   -

      
      

.   -
   (  1), 

     
       

     -
  (  2);  -
     

,      -
 (  3);    -

 (  6);   
    -

 (  8).    -
 1     . 

     
,  ,      

 ,   ,   
  . 

4.     -
    -

.    -
    – ’  

    
   ,    -

  .    
  ,    

  .   
    '  

,   '  -
    -

    ( . 
1).     -

      
     

 . ,    
     

   ( 3),  
    -

 ( 2) –   . 



 , 2012, 2 49

1.                                                  
     

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
     
 , % 

  
      

 
1  1 3 1 1 1 1 1 6 20 2 
2   3 2 5 6 7 8 1 6 8 
3    3 3 3 3 3 7 25 1 
4     4 6 4 8 2 8 5 
5      6 5 5 3 10 4 
6       6 6 5 15 3 
7        7 2 8 6 
8         2 8 7 

         28 100  
 

,     
 ( 3)    -

  ( 5)  ’  
 ,    ( -

 25  10%)    , 
    -

     -
    ,  -

  ,    
     

   . -
     -

    -
,     ,    -

    .  
     

    -
   . 

    
    -

     
 .   

   . 
,     

    
 ,     -

  –    
( . 2).  

2.          
        

       
 -

, % ( -
)  

( ),  ,   
( ),  ,    

( ),  ,  

3 25 7 1,75 10 2,5 6 1,5 
1 20 9 1,8 9 1,8 9 1,8 
6 15 10 1,5 9 1,35 7 1,05 
5 10 9 0,9 10 1 7 0,7 
4 8 7 0,56 9 0,72 9 0,72 
7 8 10 0,8 5 0,4 3 0,24 
8 8 10 0,8 8 0,64 7 0,56 
2 6 9 0,54 9 0,54 8 0,48 

 100 71 8,65 69 8,95 56 7,05 
 

  ,   

  
10

1i
ii aKK  

    : 
  (  = 8,95;  = 69); 
  (  = 8,65;  = 71); 
  (  = 7,05;  = 56). 

     
  ,   

  ,   
    : , , 

. ,       
.   ,   

      
  ( 3, 5),   -

        
      -

     -
.     
  ’   -

     .  
    -

     -



 , 2012, 2 50 

     -
 ’  ,    

    -
   ( . 2). 

 

 
. 2.                             

       

    2,   
(    -

 )    -
.      3  

5.     -
   –   

,    -
    1,   

   ,   0,25 . (  
 3)    -

      -
      

(1,5<1,75)    1 .   (1,5<2,5). 
    

    -
   -
     -
 .    -

  ,   -
    , 

    ,   -
  .  , -

    -

       
 .    -
      

,     -
    -

   , 
   -

    . 
 ,    

    -
      -

  .  
      

 ,  ,  
    -
   –  

    , 
   ,    -

 ’ .   
      -

,       
 ,  -

   . 
  

________________________________________________________________________________ 

             -
    .  ,     ,     -

    . 
            -
     .  ,    ,   -

      . 
  An article considers the problem of the choice of the processing enterprise of the optimal channel of the milk distribution and 

the milk products as a vertical integration. The criteria that influence the choice and brought in the coefficients of their significance 
on the base of the expert’s decisions are pointed out. 
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level of the outside logistics are enlarged and features of their development in Ukraine are studied. 

* 

. . , * 
   „   ” 

. . ,   ,  
    

                                      
  

 
   ,  -
  ,  -
   '  , 

      
  ,    

 ,       
 .   

    -
    ,  

       
  ,   

. 
   -

      
 ,  . . ,                

. . , . . 1,                    
. . , . .   .  -

                                                 
   – . . ,   . 

1  . .      
  / . .  //  . 

– 2011. –  9. – .75-82. 

    -
    -

       
  -

. 
  

       
   

    -
,     (10 – 15 

).     
-   -

  ,  -
     -

   .   
 ,     -

    
     . 

    -
   -

    . 



 , 2012, 2 58 

'     -
    -
 „ ”,      

    -
,    . ,   -

   -
     ,  

    .   -
   „ ”    
’    -

    -
 ,   ,  
    

    –  . 
    : 

1.     -
      

   -
      

   – -
  «  -

 ». 
2. '      

     -
    
        -

      -
. 

3.     -
 ,   
     -

      . 
4.    

   : ,  
,  ,  ,  

'       
  . 

5.     
   ,  -

  ,  -
     

. 
6.    -
 , , , -
,     -

  . 
      -

   – . 
   –  

       
,    . -

   , -
     -

   -
     -

.   « »   
      -

    -
  . 

   -
:      
,     -
    ( -

  -   
' , ,  , 

  , ,  
 ,    

 ,    
);    -

  . 
     

    
:     ' -

 – 2400 2;  : '   -
 – 2700 2;    -

 – 5600 2;   – 3300 2;  
 – 2000 2. 

   
     -

,     -
 .    -

  ,   
 ,   ,  

     
 .  

  –  
    -

,      , -
     -

        
  .  

   
     -

,    1.   -
 ,   -

   „ ”, :  
;  (   ); 

   1 ;  ; -
 . 

  -
   .    

:  ,   « -
 »,  ,  -

                                                 
1  . . : .  . / . . . – .: 

. . , 2008. – 608 . 



 , 2012, 2 59

,  , , , -
 ,   , 

 ,  . 
 -    

    

 .  -
   , -

    ( . 1). 

1.    .    
 2008 . 2009 . 2010 . 2010 . 

2008 ., +/- 
„ ” 9 9 10 1 
„ ” 7 9 9 2 
„ ” 5 8 8 3 
„ ” 6 7 9 3 
 

   ,   -
 10   2010    „ ”, 

  1  ,   2008 .  
      

 .      
„ ”,    -

  „ ”. 
    

   –   -
  .  -
    ,  

     
,    . 

    (  -
 )   (  

 )  ,   
     

 (   ) .   " -
"      –  

,   ,   , 
        

 ,     -
    . 

   
    -

   .    
    -

  -  , 
    -

 .     
  " -

"   .   
 ,  

     , -
    

     -
.     

   -
  ,  .  

    
    

   1. 
   -

     -
 ,    -

    -
  .   -

      
   , -

,     
. 

,  –  -
 .    
.   ,  ,  

  , , 
 ,  ,    -
     -

 . 
   -

    -
      -

 .    ,  -
       

     
     -

 , '     -
,    .    
    -

 . 
   -
    -

   ,    
    

   '  
   ,   -

                                                 
1  . .     

      / 
. .  //  . – 2011. –  2. – .161-167. 



 , 2012, 2 60 

      
 ,     

  ( . 2).  -

        
    . 

2.       „ ”,  
 2008 . 2009 .               2010 . 2008  2010 ., % 

 923,3 1012,2 1214,2 131,5 
 30,4 45,3 48,8 160,5 

   14,3 23,9 28,9 202,9 
  34,8 67,9 75,1 215,8 

 33,9 39,6 40,6 119,7 
    67,0 66,9 77,1 115,0 
 (  ) 1289,7 1389,7 1374,9 106,6 

  3,3 8,3 7,1 215,1 
 3,6 5,8 5,6 155,5 

   4344,8 4976,7 4497,6 103,5 
 23,4 45,7 36,2 154,7 

 44,6 39,8 55,7 124,8 
'   60,6 60,9 75,2 124,9 

 

   ,   -
  2010      

2008 .     -
 .    
   2010    

2008-    22%,   –   23%  
 2010   8457,8  . . -

    -
        
. 

     
     

   ,  
     „ ”  
      ( . 

3).     ,    
    

      
.

3.                                                   
    „ ”,  

 „ ”,  Bronisze, Inzersdorf, -
 Rungis,  Grobsmarkt, -

 
,  6,00 5,50 8,40 9,00 7,50 

,  7,50 5,40 4,80 6,70 7,00 
,  60,00 47,50 52,36 45,60 50,00 

,  6,50 5,40 4,65 5,00 6,00 
 , . 0,50 1,00 1,31 0,95 1,20 

,  4,50 3,90 6,30 5,50 5,00 
,  14,50 26,50 16,30 20,00 21,00 

,  16,50 18,00 21,50 16,50 15,00 
 ,  16,10 15,00 15,50 17,50 18,00 

,  9,50 9,00 10,00 7,50 7,00 
 ,  9,50 7,00 8,00 7,50 6,00 

 

  ,     
      

„ ”,    
       -

  .  
  „ ”    

    –  -
  –   -

     
. 

 " "    -
  :   " -

 ",  "  ",  " -
",  "  ' ",  " ", 

"  "- "BIO",  "  - 
",  " ". 

   -
   " "   -

     -
    ,   

     -
: - ; -

    ;   
.      



 , 2012, 2 61

   -
 ,  -

,    
  . .    -

     
    -

        . 
    -

     
    -

   '   
 .  

     
    

   , 
      -

-  .    
     

“ ” ( . 4). 

4.       " " 
     

   -
    

  –     ,  , -
       

        ,  , ,   -
  

 ,  -
         

   
    (  ,  ,  

),  ,  ,    ,  
  ,  ,   

           
   

        ,    , -
  

      , ,    , -
  ,  ,     

      ,       
   

 

    -
    " "  
    . 

 : , , -
   , -

  ,  
,  ,   
   ,  
   -

;     
, ,  

  ,  -
     -
,      -
 ;    

   ,   -
 -  ; -

 ,     -
      -

;  ,  -
 . 

 
________________________________________________________________________________ 

            „ -
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.        „ ”. 
            „ -
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         -

    .       « ». 
  An article provides a study of complex supply and defines the level of competitiveness of the regional wholesale market 

“Shuvar”. The fact that enhancement of performance of the wholesale market can be a superb solution to the problem of agrarian 
products marketing performed by the producers and resellers (direct and indirect marketing) is substantiated. It is proved that it will 
ensure selling of good quality products on reasonable prices. The guidelines for augmentation of the level of competitiveness are 
suggested on the bases of the wholesale market “Shuvar” 
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  The theoretical aspect of the essence of the methods of accounting of expenses and calculation of cost price of products are 
considered, the basic objects of accounting of expenses and calculation are defined interrelation and differences between these 
objects are studied. 
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      . 
  In the article directions of perfection of financial and economic mechanisms of wood resourses sphere are considered due to 

introduction of changes in legislative space of industry, in particular, dissociating of forestry activity from wood industry and 
creation of the Forest fund, in an economic aspect – due to introduction of the differentiated duties on the outbound of forestry 
products for a border and raising of forest rates to the level of market, in organizational - to inculcate the valuable sale of cutting 
area fund on state auction. 
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  The peculiarities of usage of transport under specific circumstances of suburb regions are considered. The reserves that can 
be used for diminution of freight expenses are pointed out. 
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       . 
  The efficiency of performance of enterprises of Zaporizhia region is analysed. It is defined that the structure of brunches 

became more extended and intensive which triggered strict decrease of production of valuable types of products, exhaustion of soils, 
unemployment in rural areas. The situationally profitable narrow specialization of seed and oil industry assures huge profits for new 
owners, these profits should be directed to restoration of production in different sectors. The possibility of enhancement of the 
efficiency of different sectors is substantiated on the example of certain enterprises. 

* * * 
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        . 
  An article defines basic directions of the innovative activity of the agrarian enterprises that will contribute to the 

augmentation of the level of the efficiency of functioning of agrarian enterprises. A system of measures for realisation of these 
innovative processes in the performance of enterprises is suggested. 

* * * 
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  An article studies bilateral trade between Ukraine and the European Union in agricultural goods in terms of free trade area 
creation. The main factors of influence for the development of agriculture and export potential are determined. The prospects of 
export-import relations between Ukraine and other countries as well as competitiveness of agricultural products on the domestic and 
foreign markets are analyzed. The negative and positive trends in agribusiness are determined. 
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  In the article a dynamics and sortiment of production of apples is analysed in the world. 
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             -
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.   ,       . -
     .       
     . 

  An article approves the necessity of development, world acknowledgement and adoption of the suggested approaches 
towards food supply for poor countries; innovative development of agriculture in those countries on the basis of expanding the scale 
of investments will promote the perfection in global food security status. Basic trends that characterize the sphere of production and 
consumption of food stuffs are defined; the list of threats, which are connected with ensuring of the world food production and 
consumption security is completed. The advantages of ensuring of the collective food security and the role of Russia in implementing 
the measures on abolishing the implications of the world food crisis are considered. 
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  Influence of technical-technological development on the world view of forming of the framework of society is critically 
considered. The basic aspects of theory of the “stages of the economy growing are reflected”. Dependence of human life on the 
economy growing on principles of technological prognostication and strategic management is set. 
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  An article provides the calculation of costs necessary for complex measures aimed at stabilizing the agrochemical 
characteristics of soil in Rivne region. 
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  An article provides a research of global trends in poultry farming and defines place and role of Ukraine in the global 
production of this industry. 
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  An article studies the development of organic agriculture in Europe. An analyses of statistical data shows that increasing 
demand and people overall interest in organic products is an incentive for farmers to use eco-friendly technologies. 
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  An article analyses the level of raw material supplies for producers of baby food based on fruits, berries and vegetables. It is 
proposed to make amendments to the ukrainian law "On Baby Food" and create a cluster. 
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