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  The contribution of the agrarian sector of economy  to the development of the region economy is considered, basic 

guidelines for the development of agrarian sector are suggested. 
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  An article analyses agrarian human labour potential of regions and particular regions. The possibility of improvement of the 

current situation due to intensification of production is substantiated and illustrated on the example of one of the enterprises. 
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  On the basis of analysis of modern processes of investing in the development of agrarian sphere of the Kyiv region that 
differs comparatively by the high level of the investment providing, suggestions on their activation are grounded. The prognosis of 
investments in the fixed assets of agriculture is presented. 
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  On the basis of analysis of modern processes of investing in the development of agrarian sphere of the Kyiv region that 
differs comparatively by the high level of the investment providing, suggestions on their activation are grounded. The prognosis of 
investments in the fixed assets of agriculture is presented. 
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  The analyses of problems of functioning of the local autonomous bodies on the bases of Vinnytsya region is carried out. The 

key factors of the control of the development of autonomous bodies are defined. The necessity to insure the balance between local 
autonomous bodies and governmental authorities is substantiated. 
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  The current state of energy and medium-term aims of power policy of our state and abroad  are analysed in the article. The 
basic measures for  subsequent integration of power market  and strategic priorities of the program of development of biotenergy in 
Ukraine are defined. 
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4.                                                     
    2012  

    
 ,   

,% 
 ,     1    

  , % 2011 . ( ) 

30 35 30 35  

, 
  

 
-
-
,% 

, 
 

, 
  

, 
  

 
-
-
,% 

, 
  

 
-
-
,% 

  -
 –  7841 25,7 12 589 14 687 11 663 27,8 13 606 32,4 

 . .   1953 13,9 4 646 5 420 4 646 30,0 5 419 35,0 
 30 14,1 123 143 222 54,1 259 63,2 

 369 83,7 173 201 258 44,8 301 52,3 
 4494 42,7 5 391 6 290 3 548 19,7 4 138 23,0 

 726 16,9 1 769 2 064 2 293 38,9 2 676 45,4 
 13 4,3 241 281 298 37,1 348 43,2 

 105 66,6 74 86 147 59,7 172 69,7 
 123 70,9 76 89 152 60,2 178 70,2 
 7 16,3 13 16 21 45,9 24 53,5 

 -1 -0,3 47 55 13 8,3 15 9,7 
  20 17,2 35 41 65 55,0 76 64,2 

 

,     2012  -
    30%-   -
,      

  . 
    -

      -
      -

 .   -
     .  

     –  
  ,    

      . 
     

.  59,6     -
   2012     
    -

  – 6,8  ,   -
 – 15,5  ,   – 3,5  . -

  – 33,1     . 
 2008 , ,   53,3 

 ,    16,7, 2009 – -

 46  26,1, 2010 – 39,3   14,2   2011  
– 56,7  14,3  . 

    -
     ,  

    . -
,     2009  

      -
,  ,     7,3%. 

     
 ,      

.   ,  -
     -

    -
    -

      
     ( -

) 3 . . 
     -

      -
,      

 ,     . 
 

_________________________________________________________________________________ 

            2012   , -
   .       ,    30%  35% 

 .            
   ,         . 

            2012   ,   
 .       ,    30%  35% 

 .             
 ,         .  
   An article provides calculated yield forecast of cereals and production in 2012 at the maximum, average and minimal options. The 

full cost and price of grain, which would provide 30% and 35% profitability are detemined. It is proposed to calculate the price of some 
crops in view of profit per hectare of wheat at that level set in the economic conditions of use per hectare of arable land. 
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,     , 
     

  1990  2004   -
      429,1 

                                                 
1  . .     -

   / . . , . . ,  . .  
//   . – 2002. - 9. 
2  . .    : ,   

  / . . , . . , . . ,                          
. .  //    . – 2004. – 

. 90. 

. ,     2001  2009  –  
256 . ,      -

 –  41,7 . . 
    -

    -
    -

 ,   -
    -

 .  -
   -

     -
     -

    
  .    -

 2097,9 .     
  -

  400 . .   
 ,     50% 

    3. 
    -

       
    

   . 
,   ,  -
    , 

     1985-1990 -
     35-40%, 

 – 45-55,  – 4-6, -
   6-10%.   

1990-  ,    
     

    .  -
      

     2000-
2010     40,2%, 

 – 38,2,  – 15,2, -
   – 6,4%. 

                                                 
3  . .       -

 :   / . . . – : , 2003. 
– 288 . 
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    -
    -

 ,     
 2-3      -

 .   -
   , ,   

 . 
  ,   

   
   ,   

 .   -
     

   130-140 /   20-30 
 (  ).    -

 ’    -
    
  . ,  

   -  
    8-  -

 -     -
    8,3 /  

,    40 /  
.     

     
.  ,   

   -
     , -

   . 
  -

, ,    -
 .   ,  

    2010  
    -

  723,4   (   -
 2005 .),   52,2%  

    .  
    

   -
   .   -
  2006-2010     

     
 170,1 .  , 86,5 .  

  7,5 .  . .  -
. 
      

 2006-2010     
   54,6%,    

– 34,2%,     ’  
    2,4 / . ,  

 ,   -
 1,2   1 .  

   ,  -
  ,   -

      
 .  2010  -

      
63,5%   -   

,       
     -

 79,0%   .  -
     , -

    -
 150-180%. 

    
   2010   -

  1      
4193,2 ,   – 1057 . -

     -
  -

,    -
. 

   , 
    -

   ,  
   -

.   “  ”,  
“   “ ”  

,  “ ”   “ -
 ” ,  

“   “ ” -
       

5-8 / . 
   

     
  2020  (  -

     
03.09.2009 . 1029- )  -

     -
    , 

: 
    
  -

; 
 , -

    ; 
    

( , ); 
    

; 



 , 2012, 3 39

   -
   

   ; 
    

-    
   ; 

    
   . 

 ,    -
    , 

     
: , , 

-   -
.   -  

     
’     . 

    -
     

   . 
   -

   :   
  –   3-3,5%,  

–      
50-55%. 

  -  -
      
 ,    . 

   -
  ,  -

    , 
   -

     
,     
  , ,             
-     -

.  ,  -
   ,  -

     . 
 ’        

      
    -

. 
     -

  ,  -
     

   .   
     , -

      
 ,  977 -

 , 1560 3 , 215  -

-      
37%  .  

    
     -

      -
    

  .  -
      -

   
33,9%,      – 

 50,6-65,6%.     
    

,     -
  -

.     
     -

,     -
    , 

     
   ,  

    
,     .  
 2010     

,   -
,  130,0 .  (45%  

,   ). 
     

    -
 ,    

  ,  -
   ,  

   -
   . 

    
 , ,  , 

   -
  ,  

  , ,  
 (     

    30  50%, -
  – 50-70%,  

     
 ,     

). 
     

  ,   -
     

    
       

 .  
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 2000-2010   
     

  2005    -
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  -
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  .- . -

 

     

  
   -

   

    -
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    -
  3957,7  4181,4  ,   

5,2%.     -
   3592,4  3083,7   

(  14,2%),    -
 –   365,3  1097,7  , 

   .   ,  -
    -

,      
    -

.    -
     -

      72,0  
52,2%.    ( -

)     
   12,5  27,6,0%.  

  -
    

 ’    -
 ,     

    -
.    
    -

  ,    -
     -
    

 .  
     

,    -
    ,  -

    -
   ,  -

    -
  ’ ,  

       
.     -

 ,   
,     
   

  .  -
      -

    -
      

   .    
      

  ,   . 
 2000-2010   

     -
   .  

2000    -
  605,28  -

   ,   169,07 
     ,   1,2 
    -

.     
     -

     -
  1,3 .  -

        
.    

   2010   
 .      

   44,2%,   
, ,    – 

22,4%. 
    -

   .  
     

    -
   . 
     -

    ,    
.     

 '   ’ ,  
 .  

'     -
,     

,   -
  , , 
       

 .   
     

    -
   ,   -

     -
      

 .     -
   ,  

     -
,    

   -
.    ,  
      -

  -
 (     ) 

,     
  2004-2010   

 186,9%,     -



 , 2012, 3 44 

  – 195,1%.  ,  
      

     -
 . 

      
     -

,      
  – '   

’ , ,   . -
     -
    '   

’ .   -
,   ,   -

   ,  -
.      

    -
.  

   ,  
  ,  -

    -
   . 
    

  -
     -

,    -
     -
  .  

,  -
   

     -
,   . 

    -
     

   -
     -

      
,    -

  .   
  , 
    

  -
,     
’    -
   ;  -

-     -
      -

  .  -
    

     -
     

  . 
    -

   -  
 .    

    
    -

     
  ,   

    .  
     -

  ,  -
      . 

   -
      

     
 .  

 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 

        ,     ’  
 .           

.             -
’         .    -

            -
    . 

        ,      
 .          
 .           

        e   .  
         -

         . 
   The article discusses the theoretical foundations of the efficiency of agriculture, living standards and interrelation between 

them. An analysis of production efficiency at farms and people's lives. A study of the dynamics of food prices and agricultural 
products defined degree of correlation between the efficiency of agriculture and living standards. A proposal to improve economic 
relations in the food chain commodity circulation food products from producers to consumers. 
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.  ,  -
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 , ,    
 ,   -

     
 .  
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,      -
 ,  , -

    -
,     -
 ,     

  . 
  –    

   -
      -

  . 
 ’      -

    -
,       

    -
      

     , 
     -

     -
       -

   .  
   2006-2010 -

      
   - -

    -

    (0-22 )  – 1,05-
1,1%,   – 0,055-0,06%, -

  – 6-8,   – 7-9 
  100  ,  – 5,7-6,  -

  ,    
„   ” (  . ., 
1985), „   -

  ” 
(  . ., 1964)    

  .  
’   –  -

    
     -

 . 
  –   -
    

    -
  ;   

 .  
    

,  :   ( ), 
  ( ),   

( ),  ( ). 
    -

     -
     -

  ( , ,  , 
 )     
        

,  ,   -
  2006-2010    -

     -
     (21,6 / )  

   
(125%),  1000  (38,1 )  21 -

  ,     -
 180 /  .    

    (31,4 / )  
   

(77%),  1000  (36,3 )  -
    (21 .)    

   260 /   -
 ( .). 

    130 /  -
      

   1000  (40,0 ), -
       

     -
   23,5  17,9 /  -

 (   – 76%). 
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    (    2006-2010 .) 

  
 
, 

/  

 
1000 

,  

, 
/  

 
,

/  

,
 

 
, 

 

, 
 

, 
% 

260 36,3 31,4 20,1 4218,4 7466,6 3248,2 77 
180 38,1 29,2 21,6 3589,8 8077,1 4487,3 125  

   
130 40,0 23,5 17,9 3194,6 6612,8 3418,2 107 
200 29,1 35,1 22,8 3350,8 6534,1 3183,3 95 
150 30,9 31,4 23,1 3145,6 6826,0 3680,4 117   

  
100 32,8 26,7 20,1 2820,8 5980,1 3159,3 112 
200 41,7 33,2 21,5 3390,2 7560,2 4170,0 123 
150 41,7 29,7 21,2 3080,0 7761,6 4681,6 152     
100 43,2 23,1 17,0 2770,2 6177,5 3407,3 123 
200 35,4 35,6 23,5 3165,1 6741,7 3576,6 113 
150 36,9 33,0 22,8 2914,9 6558,3 3643,4 125    
100 37,8 26,4 18,1 2578,7 5312,1 2733,4 106 

:  . 
 

     -
   ,     

.    (23,1 / ), 
 74%,    – 

117%      
150 /   .  200 /  

     
 ,      

   35,1 / ,   
       

22,8 /  (65%)   -
 95%.     

 (112%)    
 1000  – 32,8 ,    

 (26,7 / )    
(20,1 / ),    100 /  -

 .   -
    75%. 

    
       

      
 .    

(33,2 / )     (21,5 
/ )  ,   -

    123%, -
   200 /  . 

     1  
 (29,7 / )     -

  (21,2 / )    
71%,      
150 /   . -

     -
   152 %,    

       1000 . 
–       

   200 /  ,   
    28-29 .  

41,7  . 
 100 /     -
    -

  (23,1 / )  -
      

(17,0 / )  ,     -
      (31 

.)    1000 . (43,2 )  -
.    -

      -
  123%. 

   -
    ,  -
  (35,6 / )   
    (23,5 / )   -
 66%,      
 (38 .)    1000 . (35,4 )  

  113% -
    200 /   

.    -
 (35,0 / )     -

   (24,1 / ),   
  (125 %) -

 ,    150 /  
 . 

  (26,4 / )  -
  18,1 /  (69%)  -

  106 %   -
   100 /    

 . 
     
  ,     
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   The problems of the production and quality of seeds of different kinds of crops under conditions of the Polissya region are 
highlighted, the calculations of the influence of different norms of sowing on the yield capacity of crops and economic efficiency of 
original seeds growing are provided (in average from year 2006 to 2010) 
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   An article studies theoretical aspects of the essence of the pork production with consideration of functioning peculiarities of 
this of field of economy. 
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-      . 
   The theoretical, methodological and practical aspects of formation, realisation of different types of budget leverage of the 

financial and economic mechanism of stimulation of the development of the agroindustrial production are considered. The 
monitoring of existing problems is provided with consideration of the context of realia of current economic science is provided, the 
modern guidelines for the enhancement of use of budget leverage of the financial and economic mechanism of stimulation of the 
development of the agroindustrial production are suggested. 
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   The evolution of the economic category financial resources is analysed. The specific characteristics of the financial 
resources have been considered here. The concept  « financial resources of integration agro – industrial  formations » is considered. 

* * * 

 
 
 
 



 , 2012, 3 68 

     
 
 

. . ,   ,   
    

. . ,     
    

    
 

 
     

    -
  .  -

 ,    
  -

, ,    -
  .     -

     -
   .  -

    . 
    -

     -
.  

    -
    -

 ,  
    

    -
     -

    
.    

     -
    

. 
    -

  ,  
  ,  .  -

  ,  . . 1, 
. . 2, . . 3, . . -

4, . . 5  .   -

                                                 
1  . .    : -

, ,  / . . . – .: , 2005. – 292 . 
2  . .    :  , , -

  / . . . – .:  , 2003. – 277 .  
3  . .     :  /  

. . ; . . . . ., . . . . – .: -  
 , 2003. – 296 . 

4  . .  :     
 :  / . . . – .:  -

 , 2008. – 388 . 

     
   -

   -
 ,  -

      
   ,   

 . 
    -

    -
 .    ,  -

    -
,  - .   

 ,     -
,   “  -

”,      
 .     

-  ,   -
    -
 .    -
 ,   -

 .   -
 ,     , 

  ,  -
        

 ,  ,  -
 . 
       -

     -
   -

  “ ”  “ ”.  
     

     -
 (  ,   
 )   ( -

 ,    -

                                                                              
5  .    :   

 :  / . . – : -
     , 2003. – 256 . 



 , 2012, 3 69

 ,    -
) .   -

    -
 , :   

( ) ,  
 ,   ,  

,    -
.     
    . 

    -
     

, , -
,     
     .  
    

    -
    “ -

”.  
   -

   -
     -

    
 .   , 

     
   ’   -
 ,      
    -

     -
    -

 . 
    

 ,     
  , : 

  ;  
  -

 ;   
   -

  -  ,  
   ; -

   ; 

    
;   -
 ;  -

    .  
   

  -
    . 

 1989-2011   -
    -

  1117,2  998,2 . ,   10,7%. 
    

      
  ,  .  -

      
      

 40,7  39,2%. 
   -

     -
   ,   -

     ,   -
 ,      -
.      -

      
 -  . 

    -
     
     

    -
     -

 .   
     

    -
   ,  

     
   .   -

     -
    

     -
   , -

    . 

                                                
    

  , 
.       

-   
   

 
1989 . 2011 . 

2011 .  1989 ., %

 –       
  8 553,0 524,3 94,8 

 –     -
   10 479,2 400,0 83,5 

 –   2 85,0 73,9 86,9 
,    20 1117,2 998,2 89,3 

 



 , 2012, 3 70 

   -
     -

     
   . 

,    -
     -

 1989-2011     
,       . -

    -
      

    .  -
     

   -
      

  . 
    -

   .  -
     

 ,   -
   , -

   ;   
  2000-2010  -

  253,8  176,3 . ,   
30,5%.        

    
    -

  23,7  16,2%,   7,5 . 
     -

 ,    
;     -

 .  2000   
   92,3 . 

,   2010-  – 17,8 . ,  -
  5,2 . 

 ’      
   

   
     
 .   

      
      -

 25-30%  2010    9,6%, 
   2000   4,3 

.     
    .  

   
  -

   , 
     -

       
  .   

     -
  2000-2010    6,99  

101,63 . ,   14,5 .  -
    -

     -
.  ,    

    -
 .   

     
,    -

 ,   
 .    -

  ,   
   . 

      -
 ,   -

,   .  
     

    - -
      
  ’ .   -

      
    225 -

   
,   2008     

   50- .  -
    

 :   
    -

;      
     -

 ;  
    ,               

  ;   -
  ,  
    

                 
   -

. 
     

 ,      
  -

      
    -

   . 
    ,  

 .    
     

-  ,  
     -

 . 



 , 2012, 3 71

    2000  
2010     -

   
    ,  

      
 ,    -

      
 . ,   -
    -

      -
 .   , -

     
  -

  ,  -
     -

:    -
,     
   . 

   -
   -

    -
    -

.     -
    -

     
  ,     

  , -
      -
 ,      -

. ,   
    -

      
   -

 ,    –  -
  . 

     -
    -

   
   . 

      
     

    
,   -

    .  -
   

    -
    -

   .  -
     

     
   -

   ( .): 
 

 
         

 

    
    -

    , 
,    

   . 
     -

    -
  ,   -
      

   . -
, -     -

    -

    

    

    

    

        

        

   



 , 2012, 3 72 

      
(     -

),   ,  -
 '    -

 ( )  ,  -
      

  . 

 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 

         .   
     ,      -

,     . 
         .  -

    ,      -
,     . 

   The article examines trends in the reproduction of farm personnel. The analysis of the demographic situation in rural areas of Lviv 
region, efficient use of personnel in agricultural enterprises is carried out. Outlined prospects for improving utilization of personnel. 

* 

 
. . ,   ,   

    

                     
                           

 
 

    -
      

  -
.      -

     -
 , -

, , .      
 ,     

    
 .    

  -
    -

  ,  -
    .  
    

    -
 .   

     
. . ,   “ -

    -
   : ,  -

      
 .     -
;     -

,   . . ; -
  ’   -

    
 ,  ; -

 –       
    , -
    ; -
,      

 , ,  
 ,   

,   ;  -
   -

   (“  
”);    -

 ”1.  
  . . ,  ,  “  

    -
     

     
(   )”2. . .  -

,    -
     -
: “    -

                                                 
1  . .     

   : .        
... . . : 08.06.01 / . . . – ., 2005. – .6. 

2  . .    -
  : ... . . : 08.07.02 

/ . . . – , 2005. – .67. 



 , 2012, 3 72 

      
(     -

),   ,  -
 '    -

 ( )  ,  -
      

  . 

 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 

         .   
     ,      -

,     . 
         .  -

    ,      -
,     . 

   The article examines trends in the reproduction of farm personnel. The analysis of the demographic situation in rural areas of Lviv 
region, efficient use of personnel in agricultural enterprises is carried out. Outlined prospects for improving utilization of personnel. 

* 

 
. . ,   ,   

    

                     
                           

 
 

    -
      

  -
.      -

     -
 , -

, , .      
 ,     

    
 .    

  -
    -

  ,  -
    .  
    

    -
 .   

     
. . ,   “ -

    -
   : ,  -

      
 .     -
;     -

,   . . ; -
  ’   -

    
 ,  ; -

 –       
    , -
    ; -
,      

 , ,  
 ,   

,   ;  -
   -

   (“  
”);    -

 ”1.  
  . . ,  ,  “  

    -
     

     
(   )”2. . .  -

,    -
     -
: “    -

                                                 
1  . .     

   : .        
... . . : 08.06.01 / . . . – ., 2005. – .6. 

2  . .    -
  : ... . . : 08.07.02 

/ . . . – , 2005. – .67. 



 , 2012, 3 73

 ,  ; -
 ;  ,  -

  -
”1.   . . , “  

    
    : 

    -
   

       
 ;  -

 –  
    -

 ,    -
    

 -  
  ; -

   
       

   -
”2. 

    -
 ,    

 ,  
     

    
  -

  ,   -
     

 . 
    -

     
  -

. 
  -

  –   
   , 

   -
   , , , 

     -
,  , -
-   -

,     -
     -
,     

   ,  
,     

                                                 
1  . .    -

  : . ... . . : 08.00.11 / 
. . . – , 2007. – .6. 

2  . .    
-    : . ... -  

. : 08.06.01 / . . . – , 2006. – .13. 

 3.  
   -

   -
  ,  -

     
( .). 

,   , 
    , -

     
’  ,    

     
      

, ,  -
     

,    
     

.    -
  -

    -
,     -

: , , -
- , ,   

   -
. 

 g-   -   -
 j-   ( g ij) -

    -   
 .  -

  (    -
)   -

  “ ” . 
  ,    

   
,   –  
,  -

     
“ ”,     -

  .  -
   : 

ijgijgijg / ,              (1) 
 g ij –   g-  

 -    -
  j-  -

, g ij –   g-  -
 -    j-  -
. 

                                                 
3  . .    -

   / . .  // 
    . – : 

 “  ”. – 2011. –  2 (2). – . 33. 



 , 2012, 3 74 

 
                                                                

  

    ’  
,   –  (  ), 

    . 
    -

 ,    -
    . 

   -
 – 1,  – 0. 

  -   -
  -

  ( i)  -
  . 

   -   -
    

: 
m

1
ii / ,               (2) 

 i –    -  
   -

 , i – 
  -   -

, m –  -    
. 

 ( ij)    
( ij) -    j-  -

     -
  g-   -   

 j-   ( g ij)  -
  g-   -  

  j-  . 
  -   -

   j-  
 ( ij)  : 

.ijijij           (3) 
  -  

   j-  -
 ( ij): 

.ijij               (4) 
  j-  
 ( ij): 

m

1i
ijj .                    (5) 

    -
  

  
: 

SWOT- ; 
PEST (STEP)- ; 
SPA E- ; 
GAP- ; 
LOTS- ; 
PIMS- ; 

 ; 
 ; 

  

    
: 

 ; 
 ; 
 ; 
    5  

 . ; 
   

- . ; 
  ( , , 
 “7 ”, Schell/DPM, ADL/LC, 

- , “ - ”) 

  
: 

 -
; 

 
; 

-
  

       
 : 

  (  ,   -
,  ,    -
, ,   -  

); 
 (  ,  , 

 ); 
 (  ,   

,  ) 

, -
,   

: 
-  ; 

; 
 ; 

 ; 
  ; 

 ; 
-  -

; 
 

 : 
  -

, , -
   

  
; 

             
   

 



 , 2012, 3 75

   -
    

 (  ),  -
    -

   
     -

    .  
  -

 -    j-  -
 ( ij)    -

: 
jiiji ,              (6) 

  –  -
 -    -

. 
  -

  ( j): 
jj ,               (7) 

  –  -
 - . 

     
-    j-   

( ij),  ,   -  -
  j-    

 ,   -
    -

 : 
 

m

i
ijijj

1
),(             (8) 

 ,   -
   -

  j-  -
 ( j): 

m

i
ij

1
j ,                (9) 

 
m

1i
ijj .            (10) 

 -    
  j-  

   -
  ( ij ): 

jijij  .          (11) 
   -

   j-
     

( j ): 
 

/m= ∑
1=

jj
.        (12) 

  -
-   -

   j-  
,    -

     ,  -
-      
   -

,    -
,    . -

  -  
 1.    -  
  -  

  ,    j-  -
,      -

 1,   -
 -   
 - ,  -

  . 
   

    
  -

     
     

. 
    

    -
   

 ’   
 ,   -

     
’      

,  :  “  
’ ”,  “ ’ ”, 

 “  ’ ”. 
     

    ,   
,   -

,      
  .  -

,    -
,   , -

    
,     

.   -  -
   -

, , , -
 .   

:  ,  
,   .  



 , 2012, 3 76 

   -
     -
,     -

 .   -

  -
     “ -

 ’ ”    -
   . 

  “  ’ ”, 2008-2011 . 
 

                        
 i i ij ij ij ij  ij ij i
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  3 0,200 1,3 0,456 0,267 0,122 79,7 0,609 0,600 

-   2 0,133 2,1 0,564 0,279 0,157 60,7 1,179 0,400 

  1 0,067 2,3 0,710 0,156 0,111 44,7 1,658 0,200 

   (   
) 5 0,333 3 1,000 1,000 1,000 0,0 3,000 1,000 

 15 1,000 9,9  2,0 1,528   3,000 
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  “  ’ ” -
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 ,   -

   -
 ( j )  49,1%.  -
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  -
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  , -
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j =1,393. 

  -   -
  -

     
  (11): 
1.   : 

 – )(11 = -0,874, -
 – )(11 = (-62,7 %). 
2.   : 

 – )(21 = -0,784, -
 – )(21 = (-56,3 %). 
3.  -  
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 – )(31 = -0,214, -
 – )(31 = (-15,4 %). 
4.   -
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 – )(41 = 0,265, -
 – )(41 = 19,0 %. 
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 : 
 – )(51 = 1,607, -

 – )(51 = 115,4 %. 
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  “ ’ ” 
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   The methodological approach towards evaluation of strategic potential of competitiveness of enterprise, which presupposes 
determination of standard coefficient, estimation of indexes of strategic potential of competitiveness of enterprise; calculation of 
reserve of strategic competitiveness of enterprise is substantiated. The level of competitiveness of meat processing enterprises of 
Poltava region is defined. 
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   The level of state support of agriculture is examined in Ukraine and countries-members of WTO and EU, change of forms 
and directions of state support of agriculture, predefined by entering of Ukraine to WTO. A competition situation is analysed at the 
market of agricultural produce. Expediency of application of the complex system of state support of agriculture is grounded. 
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1.                                               
    

      
2005 . 2007 . 2009 . 2010 . 

2010 .  
2005 ., % 

   ’  1389 1376 1349 1296 93,3 
  , .   1375,8 1330,4 1307,1 1299,1 94,4 

    -
 , .  1881 1540 1246 1057 56,2 

     
,   (    2005 ) 736,5 741,1 924,2 891,5 121,0 

    -
    ’    

, .  
43 27 18 16 37,2 

     
     

’    ,  
285 503 939 1032 362,1 

    -
 (      1 -
 ),  

17811,4 25624,2 39852,4 42731,6 239,9 

    -
 , % -0,2 1,9 -0,6 7,3 7,5 p 

:       . 
 

     
’ ,    -

 ’ ,   
      

  -
,      -

   
  ,    

     -

 .   
     

    , 
      , 

  ,    
     -

      -
    ( .1).

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

2000 2007 2008 2009 2010

 
 

 
, 

   

  , 
 '    

 
. 1.                                                          

  ,  
:       . 

 

  -
,   ,   -

    ,  
   -

,    , , -
 ,     

,   -
      

 ,   
    . 

 



 , 2012, 3 86 

 ’     -
     -

   
   ( . 2).  

2.  ,                                                  
                                           

   
 2005 . 2007 . 2009 . 2009 .  

2005 ., % 
  ,  7701 5915 5588 72,6 

 ,  7236 5506 5330 73,7 
  :   626 548 971 155,1 
    6610 4958 4359 65,9 

 , % 94,0 93,1 95,4 1,4 p 
     ,  543 331 387 71,3 
     ,  904 800 456 50,4 

  : 
    723 589 303 41,9 

     0 0 0  
  , % 7,5 6 7,3 -0,2 p 
  , % 12,5 14,5 8,6 -3,9 p 

 , % 10,0 10,7 5,7 -4,3 p 
:       . 

 

,  2005-2009   
    

 ,   -
    -

  (  95%).  
      

   , 
    ( -

   ),    
  ,   

.     -
   , 

, , ’     
    ( . . 1). 

    
     ( . 3), 

   . -
   ,    -
    2007  ( -

    30-50 
       

60%),      
),   2009   -

    -
 ,     -

  ,   -
    

  . 
3.                                             

    
 2005 . 2007 . 2009 . 2009 .  

2005 ., % 
2009 .  
2007 ., % 

  ,  7236 5506 5330 73,7 96,8 
    , : 
  30  710 546 540 76,0 98,9 

  30  50  3001 3390 2974 99,1 87,7 
 50   3524 1570 1816 51,5 115,7 
      494 392 406 82,2 103,6 

       
, %      

  30  9,8 9,9 10,1 0,3 p 0,2 p 
  30  50  41,5 61,6 55,8 14,3 p -5,8 p 
 50    48,7 28,5 34,1 -14,6 p 5,6 p 
      6,8 7,1 7,6 0,8 p 0,5 p 

:       . 
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     -

,     « -

 »  ,  
    -
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    -
  ’     . 
     

    
  .  

    
     . 

    4,  -
     

 ,    
 (  2005-2009 .   

   8   
      -

).      
    ( -

    12 . .).  -
 ,     -

  , . 
,   (  13 . .) 

   ,  
  ,    (   

 )   -
   .  -

      
 16%    
.

4.        
   

 2005 . 2007 . 2009 . 2009 . 
 2005 ., % 

   ,  7236 5506 5330 73,7 
    , % 

,  : 
   

28 31 36 8 . . 

  :  
  67 68 54 -13 . . 

   43 49 55 12 . . 
  . . : 
  59 65 70 11 . . 

  51 54 60 9 . . 
  29 42 49 20 . . 
  41 50 46 5 . . 
  36 39 49 13 . . 
  53 59 66 13 . . 
    55 55 48 -7 . . 
    17 14 16 -1 . . 

:       . 
 

      2, 
  .  -

     -
 ,   -

      -
  ,  

 ,   -
,     -

,      
    -

   .  
     -

     -
     

     
  . 

     -
,     -

   ,  -
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   -
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__________________________________________________________________________________ 

         .  -
            

.            -
,            -

  . 
         .  -
         -

   .        -
    ,        -

      . 
   Instability of effectiveness of activity of agricultural Zhitomir region enterprises is detected. The problem of them skilled 

providing is grounded. Negative tendencies in relation to forming of inefficient age-dependent and qualifying structure of managerial 
staff of enterprises are found out. The destructive action of factor of insufficient financial stimulation is exposed in agriculture. 
Existence of deep problem of absence of the adjusted system of human potential recreation is considered. 

* * *
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1  .     

 (  ) / . , . ,                   
. , .  //  . – 2011. –  12. –                
. 5. 

     -
,    -

  ,   
  .  ,  

    
 .   -

,       
7       . 

      . 
 ,       

 .      
   560  -

 .     
-  . ,  -

     
200 . ,     

 –   45  29,4 . 
.    , -

   ,  
   –   

   .  -
      3-

4  ,     
   40 ,  -

  1  10 .   10   
    -

 8 ,   60 –   2. 
    -

 ,   -
.        

 .    
        

,        16  
– .     

 1.01.2011   26,6%  
     17,2% -
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   80%  

      -
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    -
.  2010    2000-   1000 

     26% -
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___________________________________ 
1 -  . .       ( , , ) / . . -

 //  . – 2012. –  1. – . 21. 
2  .     / .  //  . – 2011. –  11. – . 43. 

    -
  ”1. 

,    -
  ’   . 

        
  –   

      
( .).  

         * 
(   ) 

  
,   -

 , . 

   -
   -

  , . 

    
 , ,  

,  
2005 . 2009 . 2010 . 2005 . 2009 . 2010 . 2005 . 2009 . 2010 .

 903,5 542,8 564,0 186,6 65,8 63,9 5 8 9 
  
  

 
36,1 

 
17,3 

 
20,1 

 
5,3 

 
2,6 

 
2,8 

 
7 

 
7 

 
7 

:          
 42,2 26,8 30,2 3,0 0,6 0,6 14 48 49 
 24,8 12,9 13,9 2,2 1,0 0,8 11 13 17 

 51,1 35,7 34,4 18,2 6,5 7,7 3 5 5 
 54,4 41,6 33,0 34,8 3,3 2,9 2 13 11 

 33,7 22,8 23,0 3,3 1,5 1,8 10 15 13 
 26,1 13,1 14,2 3,4 0,7 0,9 8 19 15 

 34,6 27,4 25,9 6,7 1,1 1,6 5 25 17 
-  33,8 17,3 16,9 2,0 0,2 0,2 17 81 74 

 27,0 17,3 17,1 7,0 2,1 3,2 4 8 5 
 29,2 18,2 19,5 3,8 0,6 0,6 8 31 32 

 35,1 18,4 20,5 9,3 1,3 2,0 4 14 11 
 52,2 26,3 27,7 4,9 1,2 2,3 11 22 12 

 31,7 18,0 20,3 4,0 1,0 1,1 8 17 18 
 31,6 17,8 21,4 5,7 2,2 2,6 6 8 8 

 41,3 31,2 35,1 5,3 2,9 1,8 8 11 20 
 36,1 19,0 20,8 1,8 0,7 0,8 20 25 25 

 30,5 20,0 21,5 2,6 0,7 0,7 12 28 31 
 43,8 15,3 18,0 1,8 1,0 0,9 24 14 21 

 47,5 32,5 34,0 12,5 2,6 3,3 4 12 10 
 27,5 10,7 11,6 2,2 1,6 1,1 12 7 10 

 30,2 20,2 21,6 3,5 0,3 0,4 9 61 53 
 41,1 26,5 25,8 1,5 0,3 0,3 27 91 89 

 26,7 10,5 10,8 1,8 0,4 0,7 15 25 16 
 25,9 17,6 19,1 3,9 1,1 0,9 7 17 21 

:          
 7,4 6,7 6,2 33,9 27,1 20,9 0,2 0,2 0,3 

 1,9 1,7 1,4 2,2 1,2 1,0 1 1 1 
*     2010 . – . 264.                                                                                                                              

   .  
 

   -
       

  .  ,  
     

25%,     
   – ,   

   –  20%, 
  –  38% -

   ,  -
     50%. 

     
   .  -

     
  9%,    2020 -

    7,4%,    
 –  2-3%2. 
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              -
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   . 

   An article defines peculiarities of formation of agrarian labour market and formulates conceptual patterns for perspectives 
of its functioning. 

* 
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 ,   

   ,  
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  :   -
, , , -

, . 
    -
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   -
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-  . 

     
:   -

    «  »,  
,   -

,       
 .  ,  

     -
    , ’   
’  ,   ,  -

,   -

   .  -
     -

    .   
      -
    ; 

    ;  -
   ;  

  . 
,     

      
2011       

   ( . 1).    
    . -

    
    , -

      
     

    -
    .  -

        
 ,    

,     -
, , , 

 . 
 

1.                                                   
  2011 * 

(    ) 
 –   –  

  
.   %  -

  2010 . .   %  -
  2010 . 

   –  92,3 126,3 90,5 113,6 

 ,   -
   13,2 137,0 6,8 116,1 

 23,8 153,5 26,5 131,9 

  2,2 163,1 2,3 130,1 

  18,5 148,5 21,2 131,5 

    -
,    3,1 182,3 3,0 135,9 

 5,1 140,4 5,3 102,0 

;  ,  
     10,9 137,6 11,6 110,2 

     1,4 139,3 1,6 110,5 

   ’  6,3 116,1 6,9 103,5 

  1,5 58,3 1,9 68,3 

   , , 
     6,9 102,4 7,0 106,8 

  10,5 110,3 9,8 110,3 
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 . 1 
 2,0 121,0 2,3 128,3 

 ’     
 7,7 112,0 8,0 111,8 

    3,0 116,4 2,8 104,2 
*        [  ]. –   : 
http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua. 
 

 ,     -
    -

 (  ,  ,  
   , -

-  , -
 ),    

       
,   -

 . 
  ,  -

     
  , : -  – 
    

 (    -
   ), -

-    -
, -    -

; -  –      
 ,   ; -  

– -    -
  (      
,    , -
     

 ) , ,   
             

     -
. 

    -
     
  –  ; , 
;     -

.     

      
– . ,  -

     .  
     -

  .     -
     -

     -
,      

  ,  -
   , -
   - -

  .  
      

  : -
 ,   , 

 ,  -
 , -   -

     -
.      

  , -
  ,   -

;     -
     . 

    -
     -
,     -

    
 .  -  

   ( . 2).  
    -

  . 
 

2.                                             
   2010 .* 

(    ) 
   

 
 -

    
 

 
 

  , . :       
  15-70   627,3 314,1 313,2 349,4 277,9 

   578,4 276,8 301,6 336,3 242,1 
  , %  -

   :       
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 . 2 
  15-70   64,9 61,1 69,1 62,2 68,7 

   75,5 74,2 76,8 73,8 77,9 
 ,  

. :       

  15-70   564,9 289,1 275,8 298,1 266,8 
   516,0 251,8 264,2 285,0 231,0 

 , %   -
  :       

  15-70   58,4 56,3 60,9 53,0 65,9 
   67,4 67,5 67,3 62,6 74,4 

 , . :       
  15-70   62,4 25,0 37,4 51,3 11,1 

   62,4 25,0 37,4 51,3 11,1 
 , %   -

    :       

  15-70   9,9 8,0 11,9 14,7 4,0 
   10,8 9,0 12,4 15,3 4,6 

  , . :       
  15-70   339,6 199,8 139,8 212,7 126,9 

   187,6 96,4 91,2 119,1 68,5 
*     [  ]. –   :  http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua. 
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_________________________________________________________________________________ 

            .   -
        . 
            .  -

         . 
   An article studies current state and peculiarities of functioning of labour market in rural aaareas.  Basic guidelines for the 

augmentation of employment rateand stabilisation of the agrarian labour market. 

* * * 
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   The article is dedicated to features and opportunities forming and functioning of agri-industrial  subcomplex Ukraine in 
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   Sights of scientists at essence of financial resources are considered and sources of their formation on an example of joint-
stock companies of dairy industry of Zhitomir region are analysed. 
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