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  An article studies the integrity and contradictions of the labour price theory, marginal utility, the laws of supply and 

demand, Physiocracy within the framework of value and price. The economic grounds of necessity of preservation of equivalent 
exchange between agrarian industry and other economic spheres are substantiated. The guidelines for enhancement of the efficiency 
level of price-formation system taking into account state and market leverages are suggested. 
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  The paper contains research of milk and dairy products market, it substantiates the prospects of its development, presents an 

assessment of competitive position of milk and dairy products and their producers in the domestic and foreign markets. 
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  The essence and characteristic features of precision farming are considered. The economic advantages of high technologies 
in agriculture are reflected. The directions of the reform of agricultural production, able to accelerate the spread of precision 
farming in Ukraine, are defined. 
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  The implementation of new approaches towards agrarian land tenure provides the possibility to prevent negative processes 

of degradation of soil covering. 
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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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  An article studies several aspects of functioning of seed logistics within the framework of cooperation with state bodies. An 
authour presents his overview of possible changes within the system of state leverages that are neccessary for enhancement of its 
efficiency level and reduction of expenses of the market participants. 
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  The importance of accounting in the enterprise management system is substantiated. The aspects of management decision-
making are identified. 
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   . 
  An article describes the investment attractiveness of separate sectors of nut industry, substantiates the financial necessities of 

industry and points out sources of investments, offers the alternative mechanisms of forming of the special investment fund. 

* * * 
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  An article provides the strategy for ensuring sustainable development of agricultural enterprises due to social and economic 
approach. The scientific approaches towards problems of social economics in Ukraine and abroad are generalized and considered. 
An article presents structuring of the balance in the functioning of agricultural enterprises. The essence and value of synergetic and 
social and economic approaches resulting in sustainable development of agricultural enterprises are pointed out. 
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  The problems of cooperation of small forms of farming within the framework of reform of property and land relations are 

considered, implementation of integrated development programs for self-employment of population, particurlarly rural citizens, 
through cooperation are suggested 
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  An article analyses the practical application of balanced scorecard in the wine-growing sector of economy with the release 
of positive and negative sides, considers the issue of causal relationship of indicators of performance top management and other 
employees of enterprises. 
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  An article substantiates the expedience and provides the model of restructuring of economic space of rural territorial units, 
directed on the increase of level of employment of population, at the terms of independent conduct by business players in the pool of 
corporate management. 
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  The analysis of indicators of employment of youth in Ukraine is conducted; employment problems for work of graduates is 
carried out, lines of deformation of a labour market are displayed. The special attention is given to youth employment in rural areas, 
its specific features are shown, comparison of specific weight of busy youth on different types of economic activity is carried out. The 
main directions of the solution of problems of employment of youth in Ukraine are developed. 
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  In the article the authors highlight the problems of functioning of the hop market in Ukraine, analyse the volume of export-
import operations performed on it and point out the main exporters and importers of hop in the world. 
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  An article highlights the current state of fresh water supply of population of Earth and suggests the ways of increase of level 

of fresh water supply of population of Earth. 
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  An article specifies the essence of «decision», defines its meaning within the framework of top management activity, 
performance of professionals and administrative bodies of agrarian enterprises, defines the role of job placement for decision-
making within the classification model of management functions. 
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  An article considers rationing methods that are widely used abroad: linear programming methods, multivariate regression 
analysis, varieties of statistic methods of time-management calculations. The material costs are studied due to several norm-forming 
factors with application of regression analysis that are established for defining of material costs for maintenance of machinery and 
equipment of livestock sector. 
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  An article covers the main tendencies of hop-branch development in Ukraine. It also determines the main ways of increasing 
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2.                                           
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  In the article the appraisal of financial safety of aviculture is analysed. Staff study rating appraisal is done. 
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