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THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOLOGICAL BASIS OF THE EFFECTIVENESS
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The theoretical, methodological and practical aspects of the mechanism of efficiency of agricultural enterprises
are discussed. Deals with economic content of category «efficiency». Economic efficiency of agriculture exposed
position of environmental, economic and social efficiency. The system of key indicators characterizing the
efficiency of agricultural production is determinate. The recommendations for the improvement of economic

efficiency in agriculture are offered.
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roblem definition. Agriculture — one of

the most important and vital sector of the
economy that produces food for the population
and raw materials for various industries. It plays
an important role in strengthening the economy,
improving living standards and addressing the
socio-economic problems. Only efficient agricultural
production can be a reliable material base operation
of all sectors of the economy of the state.

That is why today particularly acute is a ques-
tion of efficient and rational use of sustainable
farms. It is difficult to name an economic level,
economic resources, process or phenomenon level
for which the efficiency would not be determined.

The agricultural sector, agricultural production,
as a whole, its sub (industry), companies, individual
products, bioenergy resources, economic instruments
(government support, insurance), industrial mainte-
nance, or its small fragment are considered by scien-
tists and economists with positions efficiency.

Analysis of studies and publications. Theo-
retical, methodological and practical aspects of
the mechanism of efficiency of the agriculture
are discussed in the works of V.G. Andriychuk
[1], O.A. Buhutskiy [2], M.A. Golik, M.I. Kisil [3],
V.V. Pryadko, P.T. Sabluk, O.M. Shpychak and
other scientists. But the problem of efficiency —
the age-old problem that has always been and will
remain relevant.

The subject of the article is to study the the-
oretical and methodological basis of the nature of
production efficiency and determine the ways of
improving operating conditions in modern agricul-
tural producers.

One of the most pressing problems of stabili-
zation and further accelerate the development of
production in the agricultural enterprises of any
form of ownership is to increase its effectiveness.

The main material. Production efficiency is
summarizing economic category, qualitative char-
acteristic which appear in high impact use of liv-
ing and materialized labor in means of production.
It is defined as the ratio of the results to the cost
of production and living labor.

As it is noted in the economic encyclopedia, «ef-
ficiency is the ability to bring effect, the impact
process, project, etc. , defined as the ratio effect,
result in costs that ensure this result. Also, it is
to achieve the most results for the least cost of
living and materialized labor. This particular form
of expression of the law of economy of time, their
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relationship through increased productivity, which
means increased efficiency of the total work effi-
ciency of the entire production, primarily due to
the progress of productive forces» [4, p. 598].

According to V.G. Andreychuk, treats effec-
tiveness as a process efficiency, performance,
measured by the ratio between results and costs
(resources) that it caused [5, p. 624].

O.A. Buhutskyy defines the essence of the con-
cept of «efficiency» as the ratio of the results in
the cost of labor and means of production in mate-
rial production; that efficiency is a complex, sum-
marizing economic categories, qualitative charac-
teristics which reflected primarily in the use of
live performance and materialized labor in means
of production [2, p. 264].

M.I. Kisil poit to the determination of the effec-
tiveness by comparing the economic performance
(benefits of the business) to the cost of achieving
this result [3, p. 59-64].

In the works of many scientists essence of effi-
ciency lies in maximizing the number of products
at minimal cost. Specifically M.A. Golik emphasiz-
es that the economic efficiency of agriculture is
to produce the maximum amount of high quality
product per unit of agricultural land or from one
head of cattle at the least cost resources to the
fullest satisfaction of people’s needs in food indus-
try and in raw materials [6, p. 104].

Increased efficiency means that each unit costs
and applicable resources get more output and in-
come that matters for the national economy, in
particular, for each agricultural enterprises and
population.

Firstly, the less labor and resources spent on
the unit, the more you can get those same tools
and products will be cheaper. Therefore, efficiency
increases in production volumes and better meet
the needs of the population.

Secondly, the efficiency of agricultural produc-
tion directly affects the level of retail prices for
food and consumer goods manufactured from ag-
ricultural raw materials. Because prices are closely
linked to socially necessary costs of production. In-
creasing the efficiency and reducing the cost cre-
ate the conditions for decreasing retail prices in
the market.

Thirdly, production efficiency increasing im-
pact on rising revenues and profitability of agri-
cultural enterprises. The more they produce and
sell products, the cheaper it is they do, the high-
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er their income, the more they will allocate funds
for the development of production, increase wages
and improve social conditions.

Local scientists in their scientific studies focuses
more attention on economic efficiency. However,
taking into account the specificity of agricultur-
al production, it is useful to distinguish between
types of efficiency such as technological, social and
environmental [7, p. 318; 8, p. 292].

Process efficiency — a result of the interaction
of factors of production that characterizes the per-
formance achieved organisms used in agriculture
as a means of production. The plant performance
is technological efficiency yields per unit of cul-
tivated area and the main quality parameters of
crop production (sugar content in sugar beet, oil
in sunflower seeds, corn protein, etc.). In animal
technology is performing productivity of livestock
and poultry, as well as the basic parameters of
livestock production.

The achieved level of technological efficiency
significantly affects economic efficiency, primarily
because of the existence of fixed costs on which
producers in the short term period can not influ-
ence. It is also important that the rate of techno-
logical efficiency and reflect the specific features
of agriculture-related operation in the field of the
main means of production — land and living or-
ganisms as a means of production. They make it
possible to carry out a comparative assessment of
the impact of production dynamics and territorial
aspect for individual companies and regions.

Social efficiency reflects the improvement of
social conditions of life. It aims to implement a
set of measures, namely: increasing employment
and reducing unemployment, a gradual increase
in wages, interest of workers in the results of the
enterprise, to create conditions for improving ed-
ucation and professional development, improved
working conditions, replacing the heavy and de-
meaning manual labor means of mechanization and
automation, social benefits for rehabilitation. So-

cial efficiency is essentially derived from economic
efficiency. It is under the same other conditions,
will be the higher, the higher level of economic
efficiency was achieved. However with increasing
social efficiency increases the productivity of em-
ployees, and thus economic efficiency, that there is
a multiplier effect of leverage.

Social efficiency is determined by the follow-
ing indicators: the proportion of income directed
to social programs and upgrading of equipment;
the size of the profits of the average per employee;
level of enterprise employees; the average salary
for the company, increasing its dynamics; the cost
of training and retraining.

The environmental efficiency determined by
the two reasons at least. The first one is the neces-
sity of creating an ecologically safe environment
for people, which houses the biological balance are
produced ecological products and is not permitted
chemicals pollution for agricultural purposes; sec-
ondly, the need for the harmonious development
of production.

Environmental efficiency is determined by the
size of contributions, aimed at protecting the en-
vironment. Assessment of determining its met-
rics: share of net profit aimed at environmental
measures; the proportion of income spent on waste
management; the proportion of environmentally
friendly products in its total production; availabil-
ity of treatment facilities and storage facilities for
waste water technology; the proportion of ecologi-
cal feed for feeding animals in their total amount;
number of medicines used for veterinary treat-
ment of animals.

Economic efficiency shows the final result of the
using of production resources and is determined by
comparison of the results and costs of inputs.

To assess the economic efficiency of agri-
cultural production S.P. Azizov, P.K. Keniyskyi,
V.M. Skupyi aim at the necessity of a system of in-
dicators, which provides (in varying combination)
the calculation of these indicators [9, p. 834]:

reflect the costs of all
resources consumed in the

' enterprise ’
execute the criteri .
function, for each of create preconditions for
the indicators and rules the identification of
of interpretation of its reserves to improve
vETE efficiency
provide information about the encourage the use of all
efficiency of all levels of ‘ resources available in the
management hierarchy enterprise

Fig. The system of performance of agricultural enterprises effectiveness
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gross output per 1 ha of agricultural land,
the average employee 1 man-hour, 1 UAH of fixed
assets and working capital;

the size of the current production cost of
1 UAH of gross output;

- the gross and net income (profit) per 1 ha of
agricultural land, the average employee 1 man-
hour., 1 UAH fixed assets and working capital;

profitability and profit margin (net income)
of agricultural production.

All these figures together, with the release of
any of them as the main or without such allo-
cation, enable better characterize farm efficiency.
They are a reflection of assessing the level and ef-
ficiency of all kinds of resources and costs involved
into the production:

1) land as the main means of agricultural pro-
duction — the value of gross output, the amount
of gross income, profits (net income) per unit of
land area;

2) human labor — the value of gross output,
the amount of gross income, profits (net income)
per unit labor costs or annual average number of
employees;

3) past materialized labor in fixed assets — the
value of gross output, the amount of gross income,
profits (net income) to 1 UAH fixed assets;

4) current production costs — the cost of gross
output, return on production costs, profitability.

Thus, the system of performance of agricultural
enterprises effectiveness is represented at figure.

Conclusions. Thus, the effectiveness of agricul-
tural enterprises — is to achieve strategic profit at
each stage of development of agricultural enterpris-
es, while ensuring the financial sustainability and
solvency optimal balance of profitability and risk.
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To achieve the increasing of economic efficien-
cy of agricultural production a set of key measures
should be performed:

+ improving land using, increasing its fertility;

- the introduction of comprehensive mechani-
zation and automation of production;

- deepening specialization and concentration of
production on the basis of inter-farm and agro-in-
dustrial integration,;

- efficient using of productive assets and work-
force;

- introduction of intensive and resource-saving
technologies and industrial production methods;

- improving the quality and storage of products;

- extensive using of advanced forms of produc-
tion and wages;

- development of agricultural production based
on various forms of ownership and types of eco-
nomic activity and creating for them equal eco-
nomic conditions necessary for independent work
and initiative;

improving the technical and technological
level of science and technological progress.

Economic efficiency of agricultural production
also can be increased by finding and development
of new markets for products. Because most of ag-
ricultural producers can not sell their products.
They trained for years «pass» it, and now they
must sell products. Therefore, it is necessary to
improve the work of marketing service that could
study the situation in the market and to promote
agricultural products to consumers.

In raising the economic efficiency of agricultur-
al production the owner should play an important
role. Only this will allow most advantageous to re-
alize the opportunities.

1. Amnpgpintuyk B. I'. ExoHomika arpapHmx mianpuemcts: niapyd. / B. I'. Augpintauyk. — 2-re Buz., noi., nepepob. — K.

KHEY, 2004. — 624 c.

2. Byryubkmit O. A. Anajia ekoHOMIUHOI epeKTUBHOCTI cinbcbKorocnogapeskoro BupobHuirrea / O. A. Byryubkmit. —

K.: Yposxkait, 1976. — 264 c.

3. Kicine M. I. Kpurepiii i moka3unky eKOHOMIYHOI epeKTMBHOCTI MaJIoro i cepenuboro 6izduecy Ha cei / M. 1. Kicins //

Exonomika AITK. — 2001. — Ne 8. — C. 59-64.

4. ExonomiuHa eHmukionenia: y 3 T. / pexn. kois.. C. B. Mouepuuit (Bimn. pen.) ta in. — K. Axagemia, 2000. —

T.1. - 598 c

5. Amnpintuyk B. I'. EdexTuBHiCTb miANBHOCTI arpapHMX MTiAIPUEMCTB: TeOpid, MeTOAMKA, aHaJi3: MOHOrp. /

B. I. Angpiftayk. — K. KHEY, 2005. — 292 c.

N

O. I. 3goposroBa. — Ymans, 2005. — 318 c.

Tomux M. A. Ilineumienna edextuBHocTi TBapuuaunTea / M. A. Tonuk. — K.: Yposkaii, 1981. — 104 c.
Marmbopa B. I. Exosomika cinbesroro rocriogapersa / B. I Mamubopa. — K.: Buma mik., 1994. — 415 c.
Arpapra exonomika: minpyd. / [I. K. Cemenma, O. I. 3noposros, II. C. Kotuk Ta in]; 3a pen. . K. Cemennn,

9. Asizos C. II. Oprasisania BupobHuiTBa i arpapHoro 6idHecy B CiIbCBKOTOCIIOZAPCHKUX MiAIPMEMCTBAX: HAPYyd. /
C. II. Asizos, II. K. Keniitceruii, B. M. Ckynmit / 3a pen. npod., C. II. Azizosa. — K.: TIAE, 2001. — 834 c.



«Young Scientist» * No 4 (44)  April, 2017 607

borganok O0.B. Hikonaenro K.O.
Hamionansanii yHiBepcuTeT 6iopecypciB Ta IPMUPONOKOPMCTYBAHHA YKpainu

TEOPETURO-METOJANYHI OCHOB! E®ERTUBHOCTI AIAJbHOCTI
CIUIbCBROT'OCIIOJAPCHRUX HMIAIIPUEMCTB

Amnoranis

Y crarTi pO3IMJIAHYTO TEOPEeTMYHi, MEeTOAWYHI Ta IPaKTUYHI AacCIeKTV MeXaHi3My edqeKTUBHOCTI
CiJIbCBKOTOCIIONAPCHKUX MiITPUEMCTB. BUCBITJIEHO €KOHOMIUHMII 3MiCT KaTeropii «epeKTuBHiCcTH». EKOHOMIUHY
e(peKTUBHICTb CiJIbCHKOTOCHIONAPCHKMUX MiANPUEMCTB PO3KPUTO 3 IMO3UII €KOJIOTidyHOi, eKOHOMIuHOi Ta
coniaJsbHOI edeKTrBHOCTL. BusHadueHO cucTeMy OCHOBHMX IOKa3HMKIB, AKI XapaKTepus3ylTb e(eKTUBHICTb
CiJIbCBKOTOCIIONAPCHKOTO  BMPOOHMIITBA. 3alIPOIIOHOBAHI peKOMeHallii IoJ0 IMOJIMIIIeHHA II0KAa3HUKIB
€KOHOMIYHOI e(PeKTMBHOCTI B CIJIbCBKOMY T'OCIIOLAPCTBI.

Karo4oBi cioBa: epeKTUBHICTD, CiIbCHKOIOCIIONAPCHK MiAITPUEMCTBA, €KOJIOTiYHA e(PeKTUBHICTb, EKOHOMIYHA
epeKTMBHICTh, coIliaJbHa e(EeKTUBHICTb, €eKOJIOTiYHe BMPOOHMIITBO, CUCTEMa II0Ka3HUKIB €KOHOMIYHOI
ePeKTNBHOCTI BMPOOHMIITBA.
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HammonanbHBI yHUBEPCUTET OMOPECYPCOB ¥ IPMPOJIONOIb30BaHNA Y KPaHbI

TEOPETURO-METOANYECKNE OCHOBBI O®®ERTUBHOCTI JEATEJIBHOCTN
CEJbCKOXO3AVICTBEHHBIX NPEIITPUATHUN

An"oranus

B craTbe paccMoTpeHbI TeopeTHUUeCcKye, METOAUYECKYIE VI IIPAKTUYECKIe aclIeKThl MeXaHu3Ma dPPEeKTUBHO-
CTV CeJIbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX NPeNIpuATIii. PAaCKPBITO HSKOHOMMUYECKOE COZepsKaHMe KaTeropum «dPQPeKTmuB-
HOCTb». OKOHOMMYECKYIO 3(P(EKTUBHOCTD CEJIBbCKOX03ANCTBEHHBIX IPEAIIPUATII PACKPBITO C IO3ULIUY KO-
JIOTUYECKOJ, DKOHOMUYECKO 1 cormabHoi adpdpekTuBHOCTH. OnpeneseHa cucTeMa OCHOBHBIX IIOKa3aTeJelt,
XapaKTepu3yoImx 3(P@PEKTUBHOCTb CEeJbCKOX03AMCTBEHHOTO IPOM3BOACTBA. IIpeAsiosKeHbl PeKOMeHIalnmI
10 YJIYUIIIEHNIO ITOKa3aTeJiell BKOHOMUYECKOl 3(PPEKTUBHOCTY B CEJIbCKOM XO3AMCTBE.

Kaouesrpie cioBa: 5(p(PeKTUBHOCTL, CEJIbCKOX03AICTBEHHbIE IIPEANIPUATUA, DKOJOrnIecKas 5(p(PeKTUBHOCTD,
9KOHOMMYECKasa 3PQEKTUBHOCTD, colMaabHasa 9(P(PEKTUBHOCTb, SKOJIOTMUECKOe IIPOU3BOJICTBO, CUCTEMA II0-
KasaTeJiell BKOHOMUYECKO d(P(PeKTUBHOCTY IPOU3BO/ICTBA.
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