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  The conceptual approach towards activation of agrarian reforms is presented in the context of transformation of agriculture 
of Ukraine. 

* * * 
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1.                                                
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 2010  % :  
2001 2005 2009 2010 2001 2005 2009 

  ,   31881 33802,4 45780,4 45149,2 141,6 133,6 98,6 
    100  .- . ,  .  112,2 152,8 219,4 219,3 195,4 143,5 99,9 

  1  .- . ,  797 1433 3359 4065 509,8 283,7 121,0 
 . .   527 969 2327 2846 540,1 293,7 122,3 

  ,   , % 64,5 43,4 62,3 69,0 
   , %  16,5 9,1 13,4 20,7 

 

    – ,   2543,4 2238,2 7211,0 12982,1 510,4 580,0 180,0 
   , . :        

 1  198,4 262,7 779,6 1414,2 712,8 538,3 181,4 
 100  .- .  11,1 13,8 39,6 70,3 634,6 510,9 177,8 
 1  1,4 2,8 13,5 25,1 1747,3 893,9 185,9 

,  (-)   .- . ,   2161,3 1253,6 7120,1 12750,4 590,0 1017,1 179,1 
   .- . , %  18,3 6,8 13,8 21,1 

     , %:     
   43,3 3,0 7,3 13,9 
  68,6 24,3 41,4 64,7 
  -0,8 12,2 1,4 17,8 
 -7,2 14,9 12,1 -7,8 

 

   1 ,  1447 4203 11141 13136 907,9 312,6 117,9 
    ( )  .- . 

, %:        

  14,0 14,4 9,7 9,1 
  66,1 67,6 69,3 70,0 

     ( ) 7,9 7,1 6,8 7,0 
  0,38 0,29 0,10 0,10 
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  The efficiency of functioning of mechanisms of economic regulation of agrarian production is evaluated, the conceptual 
guidelines towards the enhancement of the development of economic regulation of the agrarian production are suggested. 
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2 02 Forestry and logging 
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Silviculture and other forestry 
activities 
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021 
 
 
 

02.01  ,  -
 

 02.10 
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activities 
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0210 
 
 
 

 02.01.1    

 02.20 Logging 
 

0220 
    

     02.01.2    
 

4 02.40 
Support services to forestry 
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  The essence of the notions ‘forestry’ and ‘the use of forests’ are studied and compared on the basis of definitions of DC 009: 
2005 “Classification of types of economic activity” and “Nomenclature of Activities European Community”. An article substantiates 
the necessity to put to order the subtype  02.01.1 “forestry and logging” and to provide the accordance of it with EU classification, 
underlines the need of distinction of these two types of activity as different ones, that have different objects of work, and distinctly 
different types of produced and marketing products. 
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  An article provides guidelines for the improvement of governmental support of private households on the basis of the analy-
ses its current state. The suggestions of the enhancement due to the forms and functional tasks of these households are substantiated, 
the main lines of stimulating the activity of the farms are suggested. 

* 



 , 2012, 6 30 

. . ,   ,   
    

                       
   

 
     
     -

     -
    

  , 
   , -

  .    -
 ,   -

    -
 .     
   , 

  -  -
  ,  -

   .  
’     -

   -
     

    , -
 : . . , . . , 

. . , . . , . . -
, A. . , . . , 

. . , . . - .   -
     -
    , 

     -
    

,    -
       

    
  .  

  ,   -
  . 

  –  -
     

     
,    

      
 -  ,   

   -
    . 

    
    -

      
 –  90- ,   

   -

      
    ,    -

  .    -
 ,   

   ,  
 –    -

,   ,  
, .   

     «  
  ( )   -

    »                
10.09.1999   1033-XI,    

 23%-   ( ) 
   , , . 

,    «  -
     »  

21.06.2001  2555-III,   -
  17 %,    -

      -
 .  

 -   -
      -
. - ,    -

  ,   -
  .   1998 -

      
     1.09.2011  -

    11,1 
    ( . 1). - , 

   -
   -

.   1999   -
     

    54 %.  
      

2005, 2006  2008 ,  -
    -

   -
.     

2011   70% –  1,5   
  (46 %) ( . 2)1. 

                                                 
1    « » [  ]. – 

  : http://www.ukroilprom.org.ua. 



 , 2012, 6 31

2,4 2,5
3,3

4,7
6,5 6,36

7,2 7,2

2,8 3 3,46
5

7,25
8,25

9,7
11,1

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

1998 1999 2000 2005 2008 2009 2010 (
1.09)

2011 (
1.09)

 

   

 
. 1.            

21,8

54 52,2

24,3 20,7

75,9

18,4

41,4

64,5
70

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

1998 1999 2000 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

%

 
. 2.        

- ,    
  .  -

     – 
 40%   , -
  ,   

.    1999/2000 -
     15,11%,   

2011/2012 –    6,94 % 
( .). 

    , .  

*   « ». 
 

    
  .  2010/2011 -

    85%,  

 45 % ,   1998/1999 -
  ( . 3).  

  
 1998/ 

1999 
1999/ 
2000 

2004/ 
2005 

2005/ 
2006 

2006/ 
2007 

2007/ 
2008 

2008/ 
2009 

2009/ 
2010 

2010/ 
2011 

2011/ 
2012* 

  2261,0 2794,0 3050,1 4706,0 5324,3 4173,7 6526,2 6360,6 6769,4 7200 
 -

 1352,5 2371,6 3038,6 4486,2 4988,1 4098,4 5759,0 6007,2 6269,4 6700 

 908,5 422,2 11,5 219,8 336,2 75,3 767,2 353,4 500 500 
 , % 40,18 15,11 0,37 4,6 6,3 1,8 11,75 5,55 7,39 6,94 



 , 2012, 6 32 

2,2  
44,70%

 2,7  
55,30%  

510

2490

3100 3100

206,1

2645 2650 2700

303,9 400 450 400

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

3500

1998/1999 2009/2010 2010/2011 2011/2012 
( )

. 

 
 

. 3.        

 ,  -  
    -

  ,   . -

      
   55,3% ( . 4).  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

. 4.          2011/2012  

- ,   -
 .    -

    -
   500  . , 

    -
  ,  

 ,  
,   

,      
  . 

      
2010   -   

 38,9%1.  
- ’ ,    

  303,9 .  450 . .   
    9,88  

 ,    1998   -
   6,03 ,  -

                                                 
1    « » [  ]. – 

  : http://www.ukroilprom.org.ua 

   8 ,   -
    

  14  2000   656 «  
   , 

     
     -
  ».   

     -
    

      
   -

,     -
   .   -

 ,    24 -
 2007 ,    

’     
 ,   

-  ,   
     -

     -



 , 2012, 6 33

 ,    
-    -

     -
 ,    -

    -
 .     

 “ ”  -
  ,   -

   , 
   ,  

    -
    -

 . 
      -

      
    -

  .  2008 
      

      
      

,     -
    .  -
   ,   -

   -
  ,   -
      

     -
      -

,     -
  -    -
 .  ,  -

   -
,    , 

    -
     -
 .  

    
  , ’    
  -   

    . , -
    

   ’   
   « »  

     -
     -

-  .   -
    

     -
      -

   -

  –   1  . 
 1. 

    -
,    -

   -
     , 

     -
      

 .    
    -

       -
  ,  -
    ’  -

  .    -
      -
.    -

    . , 
      

   .  
   2008  -

       
   -

   10%.  ,  
      -

     -
 ’     . 

     
      -

      ,  
     

  . -
     

,   ,   
     -

,      . 
    -

    -
   ,  

      , 
  ,   -

 2. 
      

    
    -
  -  -

,   , -
,  ,   -
 .    -

                                                 
1      [  

]. –   : http://www.unian.net. 
2       [ -

 ]. –   : http://www.agribusiness.kiev.ua. 



 , 2012, 6 34 

___________________________________ 
1     :        / [  . . ]. – .: - , 2004. – 86 . 
2  .    ,    / . , . , .  //  . – 2012. –

3(226). – . [  ]. –   : http://www.agro-business.com.ua;  .   / .  
//  . – 2012. – 3(226). –  3(226). – . [  ]. –   : http://www.agro-business.com.ua; -

 .    / .  //  . – 2012. – 3(226). – . [  ]. –   : 
http://www.agro-business.com.ua. 

    -
  ,  -

     -
    

 :    -
    -

;     
     

;  - -
 ;  "  -

"  .1 
,    -

  ,   -
     
    -

    -
   ,  -

      
  . 
  -  -

      
  -

,     -
.    -

     
( . 5),   -

    -
  ’ .   

    -
     -

,    – 3,9   
( . . 1).  

      -
   . 

    
     

    -
  , 

     
.      

  2011   15,7 / , 
    -

   ,   -
 25–35 / ,      -

  2009- .   
   -

   -
   ,   -

  – 18,2  17,7 /  . 
    -

   25,2 / ,   – 23 
/ 2.

6526,2 6360,6
6769,4

18002000

7200

2872,9

1873,2
1429,2

812,8 1043,5
1680,1

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011 2011/2012 ( )

 

. 

   

 
. 5.       

  -
     

      

-   -
 ,  ,  -

 ,    10-



 , 2012, 6 35

___________________________________ 
1  . .       :         / 

. . , . . ;  . . . – . : -     , 2008. – 44 . 
2  . .            / . .  //  : 

   – 2010 –  9 [  ]. –   : http:// http://www.dy.nayka.com.ua. 

15% ,      
   ,  

 ,   
-     -

 1.  
     -
-      

     
   .    

 «  »  -
      

     
5%     
(  de minimis 5%).   -

   , :  -
   , , -

 ,      
 , .  

     
  «  »  -

 , ’  :  
    

;     -
;    ; 
-  ,   

  2.  
    -

    
 -  -

,    -
 ,    

    -
 ,        -

. 
    -

,    
  ,   -

     -
 ,   -

    -  -
,    -

     .  
   

    
     -

   , , 
    -

 ,    
-    -

   . 
 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

           .  
     -  . 

           . -
       . 

  An article provides an analytical overview of regulatory governmental influence on the development of the fat-and-oil sub-
industry of economy. The necessity of making out a mechanism of governmental support of the sub-industry is substantiated. 
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  The article considers the main market of oilseeds in Ukraine for the period 2008-2010. An analysis of the formation of sup-
ply and demand market major oilseeds in Ukraine generalized perspective directions of development of the major oilseeds in Ukraine 
based on existing demand and supply of sunflower, soybean, rape. 
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________________________________________________________________________________ 

         .     -
     .       -

,         .     -
      . 

         .    -
      .     -

   ,         . -
          . 

  The article defines the role of self-regulatory organizations in the financial marketing. The functions and main tasks of the 
self-regulatory organizations of the credit sector are formulated. The current state of the market credit cooperatives in Ukraine is 
analysed, the main indicators of the current situation in the field of credit unions is considered. The prospects of the market devel-
opment of credit cooperation in Ukraine are substantiated and summarized. 
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( . 1).

1.                                       
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  -
 

-
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   1,83 -1,16 0,48 -0,19 -0,15 25,4 -15,3 6,2 -22,4 -70,0 
  2,26 -1,69 3,92 -0,03 -0,01 7,5 -35,2 12,6 -36,3 -66,6 
  2,35 -5,47 4,25 -0,06 -0,24 1,0 -35,2 10,9 -14,1 -89,1 
  0,80 -1,57 4,20 -0,03 -0,02 -0,9 -31,8 19,6 -12,5 -65,8 
  0,98 -0,89 -0,27 -0,03 -0,01 2,0 -21,4 -3,8 -40,9 -57,9 
  1,63 -2,65 -0,19 0,00 -0,07 8,0 -27,1 -1,8 5,0 -76,6 
  1,08 -1,11 -0,23 -0,04 -0,01 -1,4 -29,0 -3,6 -34,0 -34,8 
  0,75 -1,63 0,26 -0,13 -0,11 1,1 -31,9 3,1 -19,1 -77,1 
  2,04 -1,12 1,05 -0,11 -0,26 18,9 -32,5 8,2 -28,5 -83,6 

 1,49 -1,94 1,68 -0,06 -0,09 4,1 -30,0 9,9 -20,5 -79,2 
  6,99 -2,45 0,55 -0,01 -0,01 17,1 -14,9 6,5 -18,6 -88,8 
  8,87 -7,30 6,04 -0,01 0,00 2,2 -29,1 13,1 -20,0 -78,0 
  16,48 -3,92 0,43 -0,01 0,00 16,5 -20,0 3,2 -25,5 -72,1 
  8,73 -3,88 0,45 -0,01 -0,01 -1,3 -19,1 5,4 -11,7 -71,6 
  4,67 -0,29 1,60 0,00 0,00 23,9 -3,5 10,6 12,4  
  6,71 -3,17 0,61 0,00 -0,01 13,3 -27,0 5,8 0,2 -64,6 
  6,66 -5,58 -0,32 -0,02 0,00 8,7 -19,4 -3,1 -27,1 -82,2 
  12,24 -1,80 2,30 -0,02 -0,01 13,3 -8,4 8,3 -28,5 -77,2 
  3,97 -3,57 12,30 -0,06 -0,01 -3,8 -13,4 18,4 -22,9 -76,5 
 .  1,18 -1,18 1,04 0,00 0,00 4,2 -9,1 35,1 -60,6  

 8,83 -3,51 1,61 -0,01 0,00 10,4 -18,8 9,2 -17,1 -74,5 
  18,44 -7,86 3,77 -0,01 0,00 13,3 -16,1 9,7 -17,2 30,5 
  7,25 -6,56 -0,06 -0,01 -0,01 5,3 -21,7 -0,5 -16,5 -82,3 
  0,77 -4,49 2,71 -0,07 -0,61 -4,3 -27,7 5,2 -5,6 -74,5 
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__________________________________________________________________________________ 
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             . 
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            -

. 
  An article provides the analyses of regional and brunch differences of the efficiency of agrarian enterprises, suggests me-

thodical patterns for figuring out the lost profits from the use of provender for the animals. 
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  The concept of the flows of funds is considered. The specific characteristics of the flows of funds is analyzed. The concept 
‘flows of funds of integration agro-industrial  formations’ is formed. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

           ,   -
            -

  .   ,      
          . 

     -        
 ,    .  

           -
,            -

      .   -
,          -
      .      

-          
,    . 

  Nowadays ecological problems of the economic development are of paramount importance, as previously much attention 
was paid to the reorganisation of agrarian production and formation of heterogeneous economy. The complex research shows that 
the soil fertility level and the efficiency of agrarian production drop as a result of the inobservance of ecologic rules of land use. 
Hence, the development and application of relevant measures of economic management can lead to establishment of balanced agrar-
ian production, land tenure and progress of the rural areas. 
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  The problems of social development of rural territories of Ukraine are exposed in the article. On the basis of analysis of 
world and home experience the guidelines for solving these problems are suggested. 

* * * 
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    -
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   ,   -
    -

    -
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    -
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      ,  
  ( )  -

     
   . 

     
  ’  -

     ,  
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     -
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    -
       

    
    -
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  -  , 

  : 
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    ,  
       

   , -

      -
; 
     -

  –  -
 (    )  
  ’  -

’ . 
    -

      
 -

 (  ’ )    
,    -

’       -
 ,   -

    -
   .  

 ,   -
   

     
    -

    -
     -

   -
    -

  . 
  ,  

  -
      -

    
      

   (   
     -

  ,   -
  ,   -

    ): 
1.     

    -
    -

 : 
   

    -
  3620,6 .  (18,8%)  2010  

 1821 .  (9,3%)   
 ,    

     
 10778,0 .  (56,9%)  10205,1 .  

(52,2%),      -
  –  992,8 .  (5,2%)  1576,5 . 

 (8,1%),   –  2057,1 . 
 (10,7%)  3586,2 .  (18,3%);  
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    -
     1383,6 .  

(15,1%)  2010   610,7 .  (7%)  
  ,  

   1957,7 .  
(11,5%)  539,5 .  (6,2%),   

      
2415 .  (26,4%)  3387,4 .  
(38,8%). 

2.     
 ’    100  -
  : 

   
’    2087,0 .   2010 -

  3088,0 . ,  (  )  
996,8  3088,0,   3925,2  4626,8, 

    298,4  400,0 . .; 
   ’   

 2087,0  3067,6 . ,  (  ) 
 996,8  2300,0;   4302,0  5162,0; 

    1475,0  2300 . . 
3.  (  5-7 ): 

  -
    -

      -
    .   -

   -
    -
    3-5%  ; 

    -
  .   -

   -
     1-3%  . 

4.  5-7   : 
    

,    -
      

    , -
  .    

     , 
 ,    (86,8%  -

 ).    -
      ( -

, ,   .)    
    -

      
  ; 

  ’   -
  47,4    100  

 (28,6  2010 ).  -
    -

  ’   ’   102,4%, -
     174,0 %, -

     163,7%; 
   -

   7381,3 .  (46652,2 .  
 39270,9 .   2010 ); 

    
      : -

 –   40693,0 . ,  – 
4996,0;     – 
4118,5;   – 2355,9; -

  – 2069,5;  – 3345,0 . ; 
    

      :  
– 12478,1 . ,  – 8197,4  . 

,     -
   -

 ,    -
     

   -
   , 

    
   -

   -
     
   . 

 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 

       «   »   -
           -

            -
. 

       «   »  -
           -

          -
   . 

  An article highlights the mechanism of strategic planning of the development of agriculture and of balanced formation of the 
supply in agroindustrial market on the basis of adopted production standards and agrarian passports that is provided by the draft  
law of agriculture of Ukraine. 
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  An article highlights conceptual aspects of the paradigm of permanent agrarian development. 

* * * 
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   ,   
   ,   -

,     
, , ,  42-   -

   ,    
,   8 (  

 )  71 % ( )1. 
    
      -

    
, , . . 2,               

. . 3, . . 4. 
  –   -

     
    1980–2009   -

 ,      
   4,4  6,8  ,  

 54,5%. 
  30-     
    , 

                                                 
1     2010. – . – .:  , 
2010. – 228 . 
2  . .    / . . ,             

. . . – .:  , 2008. – 228 .;  . .  
  / [ . . , . . , . . ,       

. . ]. – . :  „ ”, 2009. – 486 . 
3  . .    / . . ,            

. . , . . . – . :  „ ”, 2008. – 632 .;  

. .       /               

. . , . . , . . . – . :  , 2008. – 210 . 
4  . .     /                             

. . . – . :  , 2009. – 530 . 

      5 
( . 1).  

,  ’    -
    –  136,8  283,9  , 

    -
,     -

 ’         
30,8  41,6 ,   35,1%. 

      
    ’ . 

  1990     
 33,3%,  – 38,5, ’  -

 – 18,9%,   2009  –  22,1; 
37,4  32,4%. 

   ,  -
     37,7%,  

  –   ,  ’   –  3,5 
.      

   17,2  ,  
–  53,6,  ’   –  66,1  . 

    -
   ’  .  -

  ’    57,4 
 ,   3,5 ,    -

  88,4%  1980   87,3%  2009-
    ’  -

  . 
     -
 .   
     

 –  465,6  702,1    
    –  234,9%  

  –  2 ,    
’      

38,1%,       
  – 161,1    64,6 

   . 

                                                 
5 www.fao.org.production. 



 , 2012, 6 111

1.     ,   
  1980 . 1990 . 2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 2009 .  

1980 ., % 
  ’     

’  –   136,8 179,9 233,5 259,6 283,9 207,5 
 . .  45,6 53,0 56,3 59,3 62,8 137,7 

 1,6 2,3 2,8 3,0 3,3 206,3 
 52,7 69,9 89,8 99,1 106,3 201,7 
 5,6 7,0 7,7 7,9 8,2 146,4 
 1,7 2,6 3,8 4,6 5,0 294,1 

’   25,9 40,9 68,2 79,9 92,0 355,2 
  . .  22,9 35,3 58,3 69,3 80,3 350,7 

 0,7 1,2 2,8 3,3 3,8 542,9 
 2,0 3,7 5,1 5,2 5,3 265,0 

  ,  30,8 34,0 38,1 40,0 41,6 135,1 
      

 –   465,6 542,5 578,9 647,7 702,1 150,8 
 . . ’  422,3 479,1 490,2 543,8 583,4 138,1 

 27,5 44,1 66,5 78,8 92,1 334,9 
 1,2 1,4 1,5 1,6 1,8 150,0 

 7,7 10,0 12,6 14,6 15,5 201,3 
 6,8 8,0 8,1 8,9 9,2 135,3 

  ,  104,8 102,4 94,5 99,5 103,0 98,3 
 

    ,   
      

  ,  -
      
  104,8   1980   103 ,  

 1,7%,  2009 . 

     
’        -

     
( . 2). ,    

   . 

2.   ,   
  1980 . 1990 . 2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 2009 .  

1980 ., % 
’  –   9,6 13,6 24,4 31,2 37,4 389,6 

 . .  2,0 2,1 1,4 1,2 1,5 75,0 
 0,04 0,05 0,26 0,42 0,46 1150,0 

 2,6 4,2 6,9 10,0 12,3 473,1 
 0,8 0,8 0,9 0,9 1,0 125,0 
 0,0006 0,02 0,02 0,04 0,04  

’   –  1,5 2,7 8,8 11,0 13,9 926,7 
  1,3 2,2 6,9 8,1 10,4 800,0 
  0,03 0,05 0,1 0,1 0,1 333,3 
 ’  1,0 2,3 4,8 5,8 7,6 760,0 
   41,7 46,2 71,2 84,8 92,1 220,9 

 

  ,      
  (cattle meat) -

     1980 . -
   ,   -

 2,     4  9  
(  –  2,6  12,3  , ’   – 
 1,5  13,9  ).     

    ’   
   ,     

      1980 -

 42,7%  2009      
70%,   4,1  26,2  . 

      
 ’   –  7,6 ,  

 1  7,6  .     -
    (  ) 

      41,7 
 92,1  ,   2,2 .   

     
    

    ( . 3). 
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3.   ,  .  
  1980 . 1990 . 2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 2009 .  

1980 ., % 
’  –   20404,8 33219,3 41840,2 69953,3 107135,6 525,1 

 . .  5024,2 6671,7 3419,0 4238,2 7012,1 139,5 
 40,6 49,2 276,8 561,5 1116,2 2749,3 

 6020,1 11554,1 13482,2 24701,6 36849,0 612,1 
 1367,8 1697,1 2061,3 3952,1 4612,6 337,2 
 0,9 47,7 52,9 133,5 162,7 18077,8 

’    2308,3 4440,3 9832,6 16488,1 27146,2 1176,0 
  1913,5 3192,5 6391,1 10427,5 17170,2 897,3 
  49,2 163,2 199,8 239,9 363,5 738,8 
 ’  359,9 1059,7 1683,8 2577,9 4767,6 1324,8 

  

   ’    
   20,4  107,1  . 
,   5,2 ,   ’   – 

 11,7 ,     –  
 9 .     -

’   –  359,9  4767,6  
. ,   13,2 . 

   ’    -
’    20,7  111,9  
. ,   5,4 ,   -
     -
 ( . 4). 

4.      , ./  
  1980 . 1990 . 2000 . 2005 . 2009 . 2009 .  

1980 ., % 
’  –   2124,2 2438,4 1717,6 1870,4 2864,6 134,9 

 . .  2512,1 3177,0 2442,1 3531,8 4674,7 186,1 
 1015,0 984,0 1064,6 1336,9 2426,5 239,0 

 2338,9 2772,7 1939,3 3684,9 2989,6 127,8 
 1761,1 2094,1 2201,1 4391,2 4497,4 255,4 
 1500,0 2385,0 2645,0 3337,5 4067,5 271,1 

’    1500,9 1658,6 1119,8 1498,9 1948,9 129,8 
  1429,9 1450,4 927,8 1287,3 1650,4 115,4 
  1640,0 3264,0 1998,0 2399,0 3635,0 221,6 
 ’  344,8 461,5 347,0 304,0 629,1 182,4 
: fao.org.trade   . 
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_______________________________________________________________________________ 

               . 
              . 
  An article analysis the dynamics of world production of the livestock sector and considers the world market trade of livestock 

products. 
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_______________________________________________________________________________ 

          .  ,  
     ,    –    -

    .      .  
          .  -

   ,    –      -
  .      . 

  The article is devoted to reviewing and analyzing the basic laws and factors of influence in the process of Eurobonds place-
ment. The main factor is Assets/Land Bank ratio of the company. Also the model to predict the results of Eurobonds placement was 
developed. 

* * * 
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  An article highlights the problems of agriculture of Russia and provides scientifically substantiated guidelines to solving 

them. 
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          . 
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  The natural and economic conditions of dairy sector in Israel are revealed in the article. The mechanisms of state support of 
the branch depending on the level of their reasonability of the use in Ukraine are analysed. 

* 



 , 2012, 6 134 

   ,                 
  -                  
       

                            
                       

  
 

    -
     -

   -
   . -

   -
    -
      -

.  
  -

     -
 ,    -

  ,   , 
   :  

   -
;  

  
   ;  

  .  
    

  :  
    -
;    
;    -
  ( , ).  

     
   – -

     
    -

    -
  1.  -

     -
    

    -
.      -

 ,   
 -  -

 ,  -
,     

                                                 
1  . .    / . . . 
–  , 2007. – . 602.  

 ,   
    -

.  
«    -

-    
  (2004-2008 

.)»,   -
    11 

 2004 , «  -
  -  -

   -
  2009-2013 .,   

   
 14  2009 ,  -

    23 
 2007  «   -
  -

 »   -
-  ,    -

   -
  .  
 2010  95,2%  -
,    -

,     
 (    

17580,9 . ), 2,4% –  ( -
  – 81448,1 . ), 1,8% – -

 (   – 14966,0 . -
)  0,6% –  (   – 

1005,0 . ).    
  1362 -

 ,     
2009    1,6 .  

   -
   -

   , -
   ,  

   .  
,       

     -
.    -



 , 2012, 6 135

     -
     -
   -
      

:  
   -

  , -
     

;  
    -

      
    -

     
  ,  -

;  
     -

  ,  -
   ;  

   , -
   ;  

   -
 ,   -

  ;  
    -

    -
     .  

     -
     

,   
   .   

,   -
    -

  , -
      -

,   –  -
 ,    

   .  
    -
     

.     
    -

 -  ,     -
     -
,    

.    
     

 ,  -
    -

 .   -
  ,  

   ,  
 .  
    

   , 
  ,  -

 .  ,  -
    -
 ,     

   
   .  
     
   

     
    -

 ,   -
     -
   . 

,       
   -
     

    -
,     -

   ,    -
 .  

    -
    

      
    -

 . -
,    -
  ,   

,   , -
     

  ,   
  22%,   

– 53,  – 23%.  
 ,   -

      
,   -
      -

.   -
    -

. ,     -
   -
     ( -

 )  10%,   
 –  21%.  
    -

    
    -



 , 2012, 6 136 

 ,  -
   .  

 ,   , 
   , -

   
.       -

     -
.    -

 ,  -
     -

     -
     -

.    -
  -

    -
     -

 .  
      
     -

   .  
-      -

    -
  ( , , -

   .)  
    
.     

   .  -
    
,     , 

      -
.  

     -
 ,  ,  

    -
     -
.  

      
     

  .   -
 .   ,  -
   , -

  .   , 
   -  

,    -
 ,   –  

 .     -
   -

     -
    -

,       -

  .  
  .  

   -
   -

,   ,   -
      -

  .  
 ,    -

     -
    -

 .   -  
     -

    -
     -

-    -
.      
    -
  ,   . 

     -
   -
,    -

 1.  
     

     -
   , -

  -
 .   -

    , -
    -

     -
,     -

 .  
     -
     

   -
 .  -

     
      

 .  -
    -

,  -
   -
 ,  , -

 , ,    
 .  
   

   - -
   -

                                                 
1  . .     -

   / . . .  – ,  2007. – . 296.   



 , 2012, 6 137

,  ,    
.    -

     -
      -

-  .  
     

     -
    -
    -

   .   
     
 :  

   -
   -

  ;  
   -

    
    -

,  - -
    -

    -
   ; 

      
    
 .  

 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 

          . -
,   ,    ,  '     

   .          -
   .           

 . 
           . -

,   ,    ,     -
    .         -

    .         
   . 

  An article presents guidelines for enhancement and augmentation of the agriculture stability rate of the Republic of Azerbai-
jan. It is emphasised that the improvement of the economic stability rate is a vitally important measure as an adequate reaction to the 
critical situations. But the  state regulators that are used are mostly realised in economic aspect. The economic regulators have no 
destructional impact on   the basic principles of the market self-regulation. 
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counting users are defined and their informational needs are considered, the informative environment of forming of accounting and 
use of current information in the hierarchy of management an agricultural enterprise are studied. 
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   The article reveals the issues to improve the role and place of the factors influencing the process of pricing in the market 
conditions. This is accomplished through the use of pricing methods, pricing and implementation of the algorithm of these factors. 
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