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  The level of labour payment in agrarian enterprises is analysed, the possible measures to increase labour payment are 
considered, the basic trends of the enhancement of labour and distributional relations within the country are defined. 
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  An article studies the current state and major problems of the rural population of Ukraine and Kharkiv area in particular. A 
concept and essence of wages and its average monthly level is studied due to the types of economic activity and its influence on 
providing of steady development of agricultural enterprises is considered. 
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