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Annomayusn. B cratbe MpoOBOAUTCS anpoOanys METOIUKH ONPEACTICHNS HHTEIPATbHOTO TIOKa3aTelNs peCypCHOTO MOTEHIHAIa
CeJbCKOXO03SHCTBEHHBIX opranu3anmii Kypraunckoii odmactu B pa3pese paiioHoB. [1o moxy4eHHBIM pe3ynbTaTaM ObUIH CHCTeMa-
THU3WPOBAHBI BHYTPEHHNE M BHEUTHHE YTPO3HI 0 (DYHKIIMOHAIHHBIM COCTABIIIONINM PECYPCHOTO MTOTEHITHANA, YTO O3BOJIUT
BBIPAbOTaTh MPABUIIBHBIN HAOOp AEHCTBUII MO WX MPEONOJICHHUIO MM HUBEINPOBAHMIO, a TAKKE MOATBEPIKIACTCS HEOOX0an-
MOCTPH M3BICKAHHSI HOBBIX ITOJIXOJIOB K IOBBIIICHUIO HHBECTHUIIMOHHON MPUBJIEKATEIFHOCTH, IPEXK/IE BCETO, CENBCKUX TePpHU-
topuii. Lleab mpemmaraeMoil METOJUKH — OLIEHUTH PECYpPCHBIN MTOTEHIINAN, BBISBUTH YIPO3BI U OMPEACTUTH HHBECTUIIOHHO
MIPUBJIEKATEIbHBIC TEPPUTOPHH IO BUIAM ITPUBJICKAEMbIX HHBECTUINH (JaCTHBIC, TOCYIapCTBCHHBIE). MeTOo/1010THsl U MeTO-
Abl. B 0OCHOBY METOIMKH MOJIOKEHA OLIEHKA CJICAYIOMNX BHIOB (DYHKIMOHATIBHBIX COCTABISIOMNX PECYPCHOTO MOTEHIHAIA!
3eMeJIBHOTO, KapOBOT0, MaTepHAIFHOT0, HHHOBAIIMOHHOTO, (hnHaHCOBOTO. 10 KakioMy BHIy OTOOpaHa CHCTEMa MHIMKATO-
POB, OTPAKAIOIINX COCTOSTHNE U 3((HEKTHBHOCTH UX (PYHKIIMOHHPOBaHUS. Bo n3bexanne crydaiiHbIX KoneOaHui Mponu3BeieHa
BBIOOpKA MMOKa3arenel 3a 3 rofa ¢ MOCIeayIonM yepeqaenreM. Kaxaas cucreMa HHANKATOPOB MPOXOAUT MPOIETypy HOP-
Mann3anuu. Bee 9To mMo3BOMNsSeT MpUBECTH CHCTEMY Pa3HOPOIHBIX ITOKa3aTeel K eIMHOMY OCHOBAaHHIO, a 3HAUUT, Ja€T BO3-
MOYXHOCTh HHTETPUPOBATh UX BIUAHUSA. C yIeTOM 3HAUMMOCTH KaXKI0TO HHANKATOPA, YIaCTBYIOIIETO B pacyere, HopMupyeTcs
MHTETpaJbHAS OLIEHKA M0 KaKOU TPyTIIe IMoKa3aTesei, a 3aTeM IyTeM IIPOCTOT0 CYMMHPOBAHUS — HHTETPATbHBINA TTOKa3aTeh
pecypcHoro noreHnuaiza. Pe3yabrarsl 1 00JacTh NpuMeHeHus. MeToauka anpoOoupoBaHa 1Mo JaHHBIM T'OA0BOW OTYETHOCTH
CeJBbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX opranm3anuii Kyprauckoir obmactu. Berbopka mpomssenena 3a 3 roma mo paiionam permosa. [Ipo-
BEJICHHBIC PacyeThl MO3BOJIAIOT MPOPAHKUPOBATH TEPPUTOPHH TI0 YPOBHIO PECYPCHOTO MOTEHIMATA M €T0 (PYHKIIMOHAIBHBIX
COCTaBIIOMUX. bojee Toro, MeToauKa Mo3BOISIET BBISIBUTH HauboJee crabble CTOPOHBI PECypCHOTO MOTEHIINANA, a 3HAYMT,
MIPaBUIBHO BRIPA0OTATh KOMIUIEKC MEp MO YCTPAHEHHUIO YTPO3 U OMPEACITUTh HHBECTHIINOHHO MPHUBIICKATEIBHBIC TEPPUTOPUHU
0 BHJIaM IPUBJIEKaeMBIX HHBECTUINH (YacTHBIE, TocyaapcTBeHHbIe). Hayunass HoBu3Ha. [IpenMyIiecTBOM Takoro moaxosna
SIBIISICTCSI CIIOCOOHOCTH OTPENEICHUSI YPOBHS PECypCHOTO MOTEHIHANa KaK OTAETHHOTO XO3SMCTBYIOUIETO CyObeKTa, TaK U
ompeneneHHon Tepputopur. Ilpn 3TOM cucTeMa mokasaTesneil, BKII0YaeMbIX B MOJEIb, MOYKET BapbUPOBATHCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT LIEJIH WCCIICIOBAHMSA, COCTaBa (DYHKIIMOHAIBHBIX COCTABIIONNX. VCTIONb3yeMblii MaTeMaTHIeCKUI HHCTPYMEHTapHii, HH-
(dopmanmonHas 0aza AeIaroT METOAUKY AOCTYITHOH IS MPUMEHEHHS, IPOBEACHNS aHATUTHYECKUX UCCIICIOBAHUH.
Knrouesvie cnoea: PecypcHbIil HOTEHINAN, HHBECTHIIMOHHAS ITPUBJICKATEIIEHOCTD, METOIMKA, CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBCHHBIC OPTaHH-
3alUH, HHAUKATOP, TPOLEAYpa HOPMAaJIH3aIU1, HHTETPAIbHBIN ITOKa3aTeib, PEUTHHT, TPOOIEMBI.

/na yumuposanua: CymapoxoBa M. A. MeToauKa HHTETPaTbHON OIIEHKH PECYPCHOTO MOTEHIIHAJIa CeTbCKOX03SHCTBEHHBIX
opraHu3aiuii pernona // Arpapusiii BectHuk Ypana. 2020. Ne 10 (201). C. 84-100. DOI: 10.32417/1997-4868-2020-201-10-
84-100.

Mama nocmynnenua cmamou: 21.07.2020.

HocTanoBka npodaemsl (Introduction) Bonpocam obecrieueHus: BCECTOPOHHETO Pa3BUTHS OTPac-

[IpennpusTus arponpoMBIIUIEHHOTO KOMIUIEKCA 3aHWMa-
10T 0co00e MOJIOKEHHE B CUCTEME 00eCTIeUueHUs] HAI[OHAIb-
HOM Oe30macHOCTH rocynapcTBa. Ha HUX BO3NOXeHA MPExKIe
Bcero (GyHKIHsi oOecredeHns POIOBOJILCTBEHHOM Oe3ormac-
Hoctu. Ho ux MecTo 1 posib B pa3BUTHHU CEIbCKUX TEPPUTOPUI
3HAYNTENHHO BHIIIIE, TAK KaK OOJIBIINHCTBO U3 HUX — HCTOUYHHUK
(hopMHpOBaHUS PabOYNX MECT U COLUAIBHOTO OJIArOImOTy dHst
Hacesenus. [loaromy pecypcHoe obecrieueHne cenbCKoXo3siii-
CTBEHHBIX OpPTraHU3AINN HE TOIBKO CTAHOBUTCS yCIOBHEM 3(-
(eKTHBHOTO Pa3BUTHSI YKOHOMUKHU PErHOHA, HO U UMEET IITy-
OOKHI1 COLIMAJIBHBIN ACIIEKT.
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JICBOW CTPYKTYpPbI SKOHOMUKHU PETHOHOB, a TAKXKE UCCIICIOBA-
HUIO COCTOSIHUSA 1 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTH UCIIOIB30BAHUS PECYPCHO-
IO MOTEHIMAJIA TTOCBAIICHBI PA0OTHI OTCUCCTBCHHBIX U 3apy-
Oexnbix yuensix: P. P. AxyHoBa, A. . Antyxosa, I. B. Bec-
naxotHoro, A. W. TaBpunona, I. K. I'ynuna, A. I. I'panbep-
ra, B. B. Kucranosa, H. H. Hekpacosa, T. B. HoBukoBo#,
. Hopra, A. B. Ilanuna, A. I1. [Toranosa, b. A. Paiiz6epra,
U. A. Munakosa, J]. X. Xaryosa, 1O. A. Llpinkuna, A. 3. IO3e-
¢doBuYa U APYTHUX.
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3HAYUTEIILHBIN BKJIA]] B pa3pabOTKy MpoOIeMaTHKU pa3Bu-
THUS PETHOHATIBHOTO arpoIPOMBIIIJICHHOTO KOMITJICKCA BHECIIA
paboter T. U. Byxtusiposoii, b. A. Boponuna, C. I'. ['onoBu-
noii, T. H. Mengenesoii, E. I. Myxunoit, H. J[. I'ymenckoi,
B. U. Hab6okosa, II. E. IogropOyuckux, A. H. Ilycrtye-
Ba, A. H. Cemuna, JI. B. Cy06orunoii, A. . TarapkuHa,
W. B. Xununckoit u apyrux [3, c. 247], [4, c. 23], [5, c. 135].

OpHako B paboTax yKa3aHHBIX aBTOPOB HE HAIIUTH B JIOCTa-
TOYHOH CTEIICHH OTPAKCHUE BOIIPOCHI, CBSI3aHHBIC ¢ (HOPMUPO-
BaHUCM, Pa3BUTHEM PECYPCHOTO MOTCHIMANA PErHOHAILHOTO
arpoINpPOMBIIIJICHHOTO KOMILICKCa, a Takke () ()EKTHBHOCTHIO
€ro HCIOJIb30BaHUS.

[enbr0 HACTOSIIETO HAYYHOTO HMCCIICOBAHUS BBICTYIIACT
BBIPA0OTKA METOIUYECKHX MTOIXOJI0B K MHTEIPAIbHOM OIICHKE
YPOBHSI PECypCHOTO MOTCHIIAATA CEITbCKOXO3SIHCTBCHHBIX Op-
raHMU3alUi, OCHOBAaHHBIX HA JIOCTYITHOCTH MH()OPMAIIMOHHBIX
PECYPCOB, MATEMAaTHYECKOTO U CTATHCTHUCCKOTO HHCTPYMCH-
Tapust 00pabOTKU MacCOBBIX JaHHBIX.

MeToaoJiorusi u MeToabl uccenopanusi (Methods)

Pe3ynbpraroM Hay4HOTO HCCIICAOBAHHS BBICTYIACT METO-
JIUKA MHTETPAIbHOW OIIEHKU YPOBHS PECYPCHOTO TOTCHIIHAA
CEJIBCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX OpraHH3alUil ONPEICIICHHON TeppHU-
TOPUH, OCHOBAHHASI HA CHCTCME WHIUKATOPOB, OTOOpPAHHBIX
[0 CIICAYIOIIAM COCTABIISIOIIMM PECYPCHOTO MOTCHIUAIA!
3eMEJIBHOMY, KaJIpOBOMY, MaTepHAILHOMY, UHHOBAI[HOHHOMY,
¢unancoBomy. [1o KaxaOMy HMHAMKATOPY UMEIOTCSI MOPOTO-
BbIC, WJIM 3TAJOHHBIC, 3HAYCHUS ISl TPOBEACHUS TPOIICYPHI
HOpMaJTU3aIMK U TPUBCICHUS BCEX MOKa3aTeyiell K COMocTa-
BUMOMY BHUIy. Boiee TOro, B IENSX BBIICICHUS MPUOPUTET-
HBIX TIOKa3aTelici B COCTaBE KaxkI0W COCTABISIONICH pecype-
HOTO TIOTCHIIAATA MPEJIAraloTCsl BECOBBIC 3HAUCHUs K03(du-
IUCHTOB. B UTOre MHTErpaIbHAas OI[CHKA YPOBHS PECYpCHOTO
MOTCHIIMAJIA PACCYUTHIBACTCS ITyTEM CYMMHPOBAHUS BCEX HH-
TErpabHBIX TIOKa3aTelCH MOIBUIOB PECYPCHOIO TOTCHIIHAA
[7,c.257], 8, c. 58].

Metozpl UCCIICIOBaHNUS, IPUMCHSIEMBIC B Pa0OTE, OCHOBA-
HBI Ha CUMOMO03¢ OOBCKTHBHBIX U CYOBCKTUBHBIX MTPUEMOB, K
KOTOPBIM MOYKHO OTHECTH METOJ] SKCIICPTHBIX OIICHOK, METOI
HOpPMAJTU3AIMH TAHHBIX, METO/bI CTATUCTHUYCCKON 00pabOTKH
MACCOBBIX JIaHHBIX U Apyrue. [lepuon uccnenosanus — 2017—
2019 rr.

- W W W ™
- -
PesyabTaThl (Results)

KommurekcHast omeHKa pecypcHOTO MOTEHIIHMANA CEIbCKO-
XO3SMCTBEHHBIX OpraHW3alliii OCHOBaHa Ha OTOOpE CHCTe-
Mbl MHAMKATOPOB MO Ka)XJ0W ee cocTapistomied. MeTtoaunka
BKJTIOYACT CICAYIOUTHE ATAIIBL:

1. OT6op MHAMKATOPOB 3€MEIBLHOTO MOTeHIHaNa (Tabmm-
na l):

— KOO PUITMESHT paciaxaHHOCTH;

— yZETBHBIN BEC TIOCEBOB B IIOMIA M MAIIHH;

— MPOMW3BEACHO MPOAYKIWU Ha | ra CelmbCKOXO3sCTBEH-
HBIX YTOIUii;

— JI0JIA BBIPYYKH Ha | Ta IOCEBOB,;

— YACTBHBIN BEC CEIBCKOX03HCTBEHHBIX YTOIUHN B 00IIIeH
3eMEeJIbHOM IIJIOIIA .

C moMoImIbIo MPOIEeTypsl HOPMATH3AIMH MTOKAa3aTeNn Tie-
peBonsTcs B K03()PUIMEHTHBIH Bélg o opmyre:

Kunp = —, 1
HII 3 (D

rae K, — ko3 puumenT HopManu3anin MoKa3aTens;

®3 — pakTHUecKoe 3HaUCHNE TIOKa3aTeIs;

3 — sTasIoH (MaKCUMAaJIbHOE WIM MHHHMAJIbHOE 3HAYCHHE
MTOKa3aTesis B 3aBUCHIMOCTH OT MPEATIOYUTAEMON TCH/ICHITNH ).

[Tocne 3TOrO 3HAUEHUS KOA(DPHUIMEHTOB YCPEIHIIOTCA H
PAaCCTaBIISIFOTCS] BECOBBIE 3HAUCHUST MHANKATOPOB [12, ¢. 438],
[13, c. 65]. Jlnst BEIOpaHHOW CHCTEMBI TIOKa3aTeliell peKoMeH-
IYIOTCS CICAYIONINE YPOBHH 3HAUUMOCTH KOS((HUIHECHTOB,
e HanOOJIBIITIE 3HAYCHNS BECOB MPEIIATaloTCs MO TOKa3are-
JISIM: TIPOM3BOJICTBA MPOMYKIMH Ha | Tra CembCKOXO3SIHCTBEH-
HBIX YTOAWH U Ha JOJI0 BRIPYYKH Ha | Ta moceBoB (Tabimma 1).

WuTerpanpabiii mokasatensb (MI1) kaxmol cocTaBisromei
9acTH PEeCypCHOTO MOTEHIHAaNa (3eMeTbHBIH, KaJpOBBIH, Ma-
TepUATbHBIN, NHHOBAIIMOHHBIN, (PMHAHCOBBIN) PACCUNTHIBAET
o opmyre:

HHZJCI'd1+JC2'd2+"'+ xn'dn, (2)

TIE X, X,, X, — CPEIHHE 3HAYEHUST HOPMAIN30BAHHBIX KOd(Ppu-
LUCHTOB;

d,d, d —Bec xoopdunmenra.

[Tpu 3TOM BO3MOXKHBI CIIEIYIOLIHE XapaKTePUCTHKU (yHK-
LUOHAJILHBIX COCTABJISAIONINX PECYPCHOTO TOTEHIIMANa opra-

Huzanuu (Tabauma 2). Tat .
abnmniia

]/IH)II/IKaTOpI)I 3€MENIBbHOTIO IIOTEHIIMAIa

HNupuxarop Bec nngukaropa
Koshpunment pacmaxanHocTH 0,2
VienbHbIN BeC TOCEBOB B ILIOIIA TN MAITHA 0,1
[IpousseneHo mpoxyKUK Ha 1 ra ceabCKOX03sHCTBEHHBIX YIOIUMA 0,3
Jlosist BeIpyukH Ha | ra moceBoB 0,3
ViennbHbIN BEC CEIbCKOX03HCTBEHHBIX YTOIMIA B 00IIEH 3eMeIbHOM TUIOMIaIn 0,1
Table 1
Indicators of financial safety
Indicator Indicator weight
Plowing ratio coefficient 0.2
Specific weight of crops in the area of ration 0.1
Produced per 1 ha of agricultural land 0.3
Share of revenues per 1 ha of crops 0.3
Share of agricultural land in total land area 0.1
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Tabmuua 2
3HavyeHM Y XapaKTePUCTUKY MHTErPaIbHBIX 0OKa3areseil (yHKIMOHATBHBIX COCTABIAIOLUINX PECYPCHOTO
NoTeHIuana
3HaueHHe HHTerPaIbHOI OLeHKH XapakTepucTHKa
0,9 u 6onee Bricokuii ypoBeHb
0,7-0,8 HopmanbHblil ypoBeHb
0,5-0,6 Cpenumii ypoBeHb
0,3-0,4 Huskuit ypoBeHb
J00,2 Kputnueckuii ypoBeHb
Table 2

Values and characteristics of integral indicators functional components of resource potential

Value of integrated assessment Characteristic
0.9 and more High level
0.7-0.8 Normal level
0.5-0.6 Average level
0.3-0.4 Low level
Less than 0.2 Critical level
Tabnuna 3
VHpukaTopsl 3eMeIbHOTO NOTEHIMATIA, B cpefHeM 3a 2017-2019 rr.
NHaukaTopbl
YieabHblii l_zl:(l)ﬂsz: o5t BbI- ngi.g;:,[;l:(l)- 3HaveHne UH- )[()i/‘lléiﬁl(;-
Paiion o6nacrn | K0P puun- Belcl [OCCBOB Il;l(l.ll/ll/l I:[a 1| pyuxn na X0351HCTBeH- TerpajbLHOTO | YpPOBHS 3e-
CHT PACHa- | by omanm | ra cenbeko- | 1 ramo- | MPXYTOMIH | yokazarens | measnoro no-
XaHHOCTH NAINHH | XO3MHCTBEH- | CEBOB B obmiei TeHuua a
HbIX yromuii 3eMeJIbHOM
TUIOLIATH
Kerosckuii 90,93 81,73 37,19 69,29 99,37 0,94 Bricokuii
Karaiicknit 98,23 58,06 21,02 36,07 99,68 0,67 Cpeauuii
IOprampickuii 85,51 73,13 21,34 17,05 100,00 0,58 Cpennuii
HlyuaHckuii 95,31 82,30 9,91 18,66 99,98 0,53 Cpenuuii
MoKpOyCOBCKHI 96,77 92,27 11,98 10,97 100,00 0,53 Cpemumii
Kyprampimckuit 88,69 69,69 12,21 18,20 98,62 0,52 Cpennnii
[MagpuHCKMI 89,76 71,04 10,67 16,46 99,39 0,50 Cpennnii
CadakymneBckuii 98,94 73,77 8,13 12,92 99,99 0,49 Huzkuit
[ymMuxuHCKMiA 97,74 88,93 8,30 8,76 99,98 0,49 Huskni
MummkuHCcKuH 95,70 57,83 7,83 17,34 99,97 0,48 Huzkwmit
[larpoBckuii 85,64 79,93 8,44 11,64 100,00 0,47 Huskwuii
JlamMaToBCKHIA 79,81 71,77 8,19 13,69 99,85 0,46 Huszknit
Bapramunckuii 96,82 64,60 6,90 10,36 100,00 0,46 Huzkwmit
JleOspxbeBCKUi 89,76 55,53 6,82 11,35 100,00 0,44 Huskuii
Llenuuanbii 91,55 61,80 5,89 8,89 100,00 0,43 Huzkwmit
IonoBuHCKMI 84,59 69,45 6,36 9,25 99,47 0,43 Huskuii
Kapranomnbsckuit 80,63 73,09 6,31 9,91 99,99 0,43 Huszknit
Yacroozepckuii 82,82 77,20 6,39 7,08 99,94 0,42 Huzkwmit
SEEI;I“HOFOHOB' 87,45 58,47 3,36 14,98 99,96 0,42 Huskuit
MaxyurmHCcKHi 90,49 78,16 4,57 4,94 99,92 0,42 Huszknit
ANbMEHEBCKUI 93,31 71,60 3,75 6,17 100,00 0,42 Huszkwmit
ITeryxoBcKmii 88,42 69,42 4,85 6,89 100,00 0,41 Huszknmit
[IpuroOompHETI 85,03 73,45 431 6,17 99,96 0,41 Huzkuit
benozepckuit 48,07 72,58 3,47 8,94 96,50 0,33 Husknii
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Table 3
Indicators of land potential, average for 2017-2019
; Indicators Characteris-
District of the Plowing Specific | Produced per |  Share of Share of | Value of a‘;t tics of land
area ratio coef- welgl'tt of |1 hqctares of | revenues per agncyltural lfitsgmte potential
ficient crops in ti.te agricultural | 1 hectares of | land in total | 1ndicator level
area of ration land crops land area
Ketovskiy 90.93 81.73 37.19 69.29 99.37 0.94 High
Katayskiy 98.23 58.06 21.02 36.07 99.68 0.67 Average
Yurgamyshskiy 85.51 73.13 21.34 17.05 100.00 0.58 Average
Shchuchanskiy 95.31 82.30 9.91 18.66 99.98 0.53 Average
Mokrusovskiy 96.77 92.27 11.98 10.97 100.00 0.53 Average
Kurtamyshskiy 88.69 69.69 12.21 18.20 98.62 0.52 Average
Shadrinskiy 89.76 71.04 10.67 16.46 99.39 0.50 Average
Safakulevskiy 98.94 73.77 8.13 12.92 99.99 0.49 Low
Shumikhinskiy 97.74 88.93 8.30 8.76 99.98 0.49 Low
Mishkinskiy 95.70 57.83 7.83 17.34 99.97 0.48 Low
Shatrovskyi 85.64 79.93 8.44 11.64 100.00 0.47 Low
Dalmatovskiy 79.81 77.77 8.19 13.69 99.85 0.46 Low
Vargashinskiy 96.82 64.60 6.90 10.36 100.00 0.46 Low
Lebyazh’yevskiy 89.76 55.53 6.82 11.35 100.00 0.44 Low
Tselinnyy 91.55 61.80 5.89 8.89 100.00 0.43 Low
Polovinskiy 84.59 69.45 6.36 9.25 99.47 0.43 Low
Kargapolskiy 80.63 73.09 6.31 9.91 99.99 0.43 Low
Chastoozerskiy 82.82 77.20 6.39 7.08 99.94 0.42 Low
Zverinogolovskiy 87.45 58.47 3.36 14.98 99.96 0.42 Low
Makushinskiy 90.49 78.16 4.57 4.94 99.92 0.42 Low
Almenevskiy 93.31 71.60 3.75 6.17 100.00 0.42 Low
Petukhovskiy 88.42 69.42 4.85 6.89 100.00 0.41 Low
Pritobolnyy 85.03 73.45 4.31 6.17 99.96 0.41 Low
Belozerskiy 48.07 72.58 3.47 8.94 96.50 0.33 Low
Tabnuna 4
VpoBens 3sHaunMocTu (Beca) k03¢ PpuumeHToB KaJjpoOBOro MOTEHIMAaIa
HNupuxarop Bec nunaukaropa
CpenHero0Boii TEMIT POCTa YUCICHHOCTH PAOOTHHKOB 0,2
Joms 3arpat Tpyna Ha 1 000 p. BEIpydKH 0,1
Ko pummeHT cooTHOIEHNS CPeTHETO0BOM BEIPAOOTKH U CPEIHETON0BOM 3apab0THON TIIIAThHI 0,3
KoaddunpenT texydectu kagpoB 0,1
[TpousBoauTebHOCTH TPy/a (BBIPaOOTKa) 0,3
Table 4
Level of importance (weight) of human capacity factors
Indicator Indicator weight
Average annual growth rate of the number of employees 0.2
Share of labor costs per 1 000 rub. revenues 0.1
Ratio of annual average to annual average wage 0.3
Coefficient of turnover of staff 0.1
Labor productivity (development) 0.3

[TpoBeneHHbIN aHATN3 WHIUKATOPOB 3€MEIBLHOTO ITOTEH-
mrana (tabmauia 3) ompenenus XapaKTepPHCTHKY CEIIbCKOXO-
3STMCTBEHHBIX OpTaHW3aIlMi KaXXJAO0To paifoHa (Tabmmma 3),
KOTOpasi BEICTPOMIIACH cleAylomumM odpasom: 1 (4 %) paiion
UMEeT BBICOKHH ypOBEHb 3Ha4eHHWH mokazareist, 6 (25 %)
paiionoB — cpequnii, 17 (71 %) paiioHOB — HU3KHH YpOBEHb.
Huskuii ypoBeHb 3Hau€HUM MOKa3arenei MOATBEPKAAET OT-
HOCHTEIBHBIX MTOKa3aTeNel MPOM3BOJICTBA MPOTYKINH Ha | ra

CENBX03yTONUHI M JIOMU BBIPYYKH Ha | Tra OCEBOB, 3TO CBU-
JIETETBCTBYET O TOM, YTO HEKOTOPHIC OpTraHW3aIlMH, HAXOMS-
mmecs B 3BEPHHOTOJIOBCKOM, AITBMEHEBCKOM, bermo3epckom,
MaxyIimHCKOM H IpYTHX palioHaxX, HE B ITOJTHOM 00bEeMe HC-
MTOJIB3YIOT CBOM 3eMETBHBII MMOTEHINAN, TaK KaK MOKa3aTeln
00ECIICYCHHOCTH CENBbX03YTONUSIMH ITO3BOJISIOT YBEIUYUTH
wromany namHu. KeToBckwil paiioH o0IamaeT BBICOKUM
YPOBHEM 3€MEIBHOTO PECYpCHOTO ITOTCHITHATIA.
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Tabnuna 5
IHpukaTophl KagpoBOro NOTEHIMATA, B cpegHeM 3a 2017-2019 rr.
Nuaukaropbl
Cpomero- | toan | Koobbmners oo T | ipowoma | Suavenne | Xapaste
Paiion oGaacTH JI0BOIi TeMIl | 3aTpaT TON0BO# BHIPAGOT- LIHEHT |JIUTEeNbHO- | MHTErpaJib- yPOBHS Ka-
pocTta 4mc- Tlp())]}(:llg Ha | cpenHerono- TeKyYe- | CTH Tpﬁy;[a HO;;)TEJ(I);[(a- APOBOTO M0-
pienmocts | 0002 | i apatoruon | S| (supator-
IJIAThI
CadakyneBckui 120,24 0,09 1,35 0,51 2260,35 0,53 Cpennuii
BapramuHckuit 101,18 0,12 1,44 0,61 1961,59 0,52 CpenHuii
IlymMuxuHCKUH 147,89 0,18 1,36 0,52 1234,23 0,52 CpenHuii
JIeOsxbeBCKHit 93,89 0,11 1,43 0,54 1864,78 0,50 Cpennuii
Ilyganckuit 103,63 0,05 0,79 0,51 3703,65 0,49 Huszknit
AJIbMEHEBCKUI 70,06 0,21 1,35 0,56 1175,81 0,49 Huskwmit
TTonoBuHCKHIA 93,07 0,13 1,16 0,56 1571,03 0,44 Huskuit
IlenuuHbBIN 90,24 0,21 1,25 0,53 926,28 0,42 Huskuit
MakymuHcKui 78,65 0,19 1,23 0,57 1127,02 0,42 Huskwmit
Kypramsbimckuit 98,01 0,18 1,02 0,60 1226,01 0,42 Huszknmit
MOKpOYCOBCKHit 96,42 0,16 1,04 0,55 1269,93 0,42 Huskuit
Karatickuii 102,59 0,10 0,98 0,41 1449,97 0,41 Husknit
JlanmmaTtoBckuii 95,27 0,19 1,09 0,52 998,41 0,41 Huzkuit
benozepckuit 88,58 0,23 1,16 0,53 847,10 0,40 Huskuit
ITarpoBckmit 94,21 0,18 1,04 0,53 1108,64 0,40 Huzkuit
3BEpHUHOTOJIOBCKUH 84,85 0,20 1,12 0,55 978,23 0,40 Huskuit
IleTyxoBckuit 85,78 0,17 1,11 0,48 1116,64 0,40 Huskuit
[TpuTOOOIBHBIN 63,47 0,13 1,02 0,45 1536,30 0,38 Huzkuit
IlanpuHCKUH 97,49 0,12 0,72 0,52 1620,66 0,38 Huszknit
Kapramnosbckuit 80,08 0,14 0,96 0,48 1260,08 0,38 Huszkwmit
YacToozepckui 96,40 0,24 1,02 0,46 714,69 0,38 Huszkwmit
KeroBckuii 102,56 0,10 0,62 0,47 1754,60 0,37 Huskuit
MumxkuHCKun 87,27 0,17 0,87 0,51 1129,00 0,37 Huskwmit
IOprampimckuit 87,24 0,20 0,79 0,52 1014,32 0,35 Huszknmit
Table 5
Indicators of personnel potential, on average for 2017-2019
Indicators
Average an- | Share of , Coef- | Labor pro-| Value of an | Staff capac-
District of the area nual growth | labor costs|  Ratio of annual ficient of | ductivity | integrated | ity charac-
rate of the | per 1000 | average to annual turnover | (develop- | indicator teristics
ngmlbo‘;re g{ rl;ll)l.ureesv- average wage of staff ment)
D
Safakulevskiy 120.24 0.09 1.35 0.51 2260.35 0.53 Average
Vargashinskiy 101.18 0.12 1.44 0.61 1961.59 0.52 Average
Shumikhinskiy 147.89 0.18 1.36 0.52 1234.23 0.52 Average
Lebyazhyevskiy 93.89 0.11 1.43 0.54 1864.78 0.50 Average
Shchuchanskiy 103.63 0.05 0.79 0.51 3703.65 0.49 Low
Almenevskiy 70.06 0.21 1.35 0.56 1175.81 0.49 Low
Polovinskiy 93.07 0.13 1.16 0.56 1571.03 0.44 Low
Tselinnyy 90.24 0.21 1.25 0.53 926.28 0.42 Low
Makushinskiy 78.65 0.19 1.23 0.57 1127.02 0.42 Low
Kurtamyshskiy 98.01 0.18 1.02 0.60 1226.01 0.42 Low
Mokrusovskiy 96.42 0.16 1.04 0.55 1269.93 0.42 Low
Katayskiy 102.59 0.10 0.98 0.41 1449.97 0.41 Low
Dalmatovskiy 95.27 0.19 1.09 0.52 998.41 0.41 Low
Belozerskiy 88.58 0.23 1.16 0.53 847.10 0.40 Low
Shatrovskiy 94.21 0.18 1.04 0.53 1108.64 0.40 Low
Zverinogolovskiy 84.85 0.20 1.12 0.55 978.23 0.40 Low
Petukhovskiy 85.78 0.17 1.11 0.48 1116.64 0.40 Low
Pritobolnyy 63.47 0.13 1.02 0.45 1536.30 0.38 Low
Shadrinskiy 97.49 0.12 0.72 0.52 1620.66 0.38 Low
Kargapolskiy 80.08 0.14 0.96 0.48 1260.08 0.38 Low
Chastoozerskiy 96.40 0.24 1.02 0.46 714.69 0.38 Low
Ketovskiy 102.56 0.10 0.62 0.47 1754.60 0.37 Low
Mishkinskiy 87.27 0.17 0.87 0.51 1129.00 0.37 Low
Yurgamyshskiy 87.24 0.20 0.79 0.52 1014.32 0.35 Low
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Tabnuna 6
Vposens 3HaunMOCTH (Beca) K03 PUIIEHTOB IPONU3BOACTBEHHOT0 MOTEHI[MAIA
HNuaukarop Bec unaukaropa
CpemHeromoBoi TEMIT POTa CTOMMOCTH OCHOBHBIX (DOHIOB 0,1
DOHI0BOOPYKEHHOCTh 0,1
donrgooTHaUa 0,3
VrenbHbIN BEC MaTePUANIbHBIX 3aTPAT B CE0ECTOMMOCTH TPOYKIIUU 0,2
KoadhdurpeHT 060paurBacMOCTH 3a1acoB 0,3
Table 6
Level of importance (weight) of production potential factors
Indicator Indicator weight
Average annual rate of fixed asset value company 0.1
Capital labor ratio 0.1
Capital productivity 0.3
Specific weight of material costs in production cost 0.2
Coefficient of turnover of stocks 0.3
Tabnuna 7
MuapukaTopsl Npou3BOACTBEHHOIO NOTEHINATIA, B CpefHeM 3a 2017-2019 rr.
Nnankaropsl
=, = Lo
§ E g g s g ; é g cEa X
=R E = Z E B = 5 = 3HaueHHe UH- apaKTepncTn:
Paiion o6acTu 283 % = 285 E = 5 & | rerpanbnoro | K2 YPOBHI NPO
czE > s RieE S35 S | noxasarens | M3BOACTBEHHOIO
‘E[ 5 = 5 =1 ’E ZZ £ | &=5 NOTEeHIHAJIA
5z 2 2 ZZcX | §%5
== 8 S & =53 Se
o B = = s S & ©
22 s =D =4
o = S P =T}
[yyanckuit 111,62 2245,64 1,65 67,06 2,21 1,04 Bricokmit
3BEPUHOTOJIOBCKHIA 140,97 1837,60 0,63 228,02 2,47 1,01 Bricokuit
CadakyneBckuii 139,02 1083,05 2,08 79,06 1,51 0,84 HopmanbHblii
MurkuHCcKun 100,93 1557,12 0,72 63,25 1,93 0,82 Hopmanbhbiii
IlomoBuHCKUM 102,61 2108,12 0,75 53,84 1,72 0,81 HopmanbHblii
KeroBckuit 108,87 2528,00 0,69 87,08 1,61 0,74 HopmanbHbrit
[TagpuHckuit 113,87 2021,14 0,80 64,24 1,53 0,73 HopmanbHblii
[Iymuxunckuit 394,08 1569,29 1,18 72,01 1,23 0,71 Hopmanbhbiii
JlamvaToBckuii 118,52 1119,59 0,91 68,81 1,54 0,71 HopmanbHblii
AJIbMCHEBCKUI 92,59 1984,49 0,58 67,79 1,57 0,71 HopmanbHblit
Kapranonbckuit 96,54 1095,73 1,15 67,69 1,36 0,68 Cpeanuii
[larpoBckuii 98,43 1650,05 0,67 65,95 1,44 0,67 Cpenuuii
Bapramunckuii 127,72 2065,86 0,95 76,37 1,28 0,67 Cpeanuii
Kypramprmckmii 119,94 1175,09 1,06 71,28 1,29 0,65 Cpennmii
[IpuroOonbHbII 81,46 2301,52 0,64 67,95 1,34 0,65 Cpeanuii
IlenuuHbIN 87,38 1500,33 0,62 59,91 1,39 0,65 Cpennmii
Karatickumii 79,33 1032,92 1,47 86,38 1,18 0,64 Cpenauii
ITeTyxoBCKmiA 108,01 2294,42 0,49 65,86 1,32 0,64 Cpennmii
Benosepckuit 123,88 1339.,44 0,65 74,45 1,29 0,62 Cpenauii
MokpoyCcOBCKHUi 109,10 2021,43 0,63 66,68 1,22 0,61 Cpennmii
JleOspKbeBCKHiA 109,08 1509,85 1,23 78,22 1,03 0,60 Cpenauii
FOpramermckuit 114,72 1438,37 0,71 53,25 1,04 0,58 Cpenamii
MakymmHCKHi 91,24 2300,95 0,49 69,89 1,09 0,56 Cpeanuii
Yacroozepckuit 103,36 1320,03 0,54 66,50 1,05 0,53 Cpenamii
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Table 7
Indicators of production potential, average for 2017-2019
Indicators
8= | § | §| T8 | &
S N S Sz == .
o S & 5 2 Z 3 =3 ) Value of an Characteristic of
District of the area N § < 3 233 < & | integrated indi- leve] of produc-
$E S = g, oSS SRS cator tion safety
ST8 3 3 | 5383 25
¢8| 0§ | 5| &8t | B8
S S S a8 S
Shchuchanskiy 111.62 2245.64 1.65 67.06 2.21 1.04 High
Zverinogolovskiy 140.97 1837.60 0.63 228.02 2.47 1.01 High
Safakulevskiy 139.02 1083.05 2.08 79.06 1.51 0.84 Normal
Mishkinskiy 100.93 1557.12 0.72 63.25 1.93 0.82 Normal
Polovinskiy 102.61 2108.12 0.75 53.84 1.72 0.81 Normal
Ketovskiy 108.87 2528.00 0.69 87.08 1.61 0.74 Normal
Shadrinskiy 113.87 2021.14 0.80 64.24 1.53 0.73 Normal
Shumikhinskiy 394.08 1569.29 1.18 72.01 1.23 0.71 Normal
Dalmatovskiy 118.52 1119.59 0.91 68.81 1.54 0.71 Normal
Almenevskiy 92.59 1984.49 0.58 67.79 1.57 0.71 Normal
Kargapolskiy 96.54 1095.73 1.15 67.69 1.36 0.68 Normal
Shatrovskiy 98.43 1650.05 0.67 65.95 1.44 0.67 Normal
Vargashinsky 127.72 2065.86 0.95 76.37 1.28 0.67 Normal
Kurtamyshskiy 119.94 1175.09 1.06 71.28 1.29 0.65 Average
Pritobolnyy 81.46 2301.52 0.64 67.95 1.34 0.65 Average
Tselinnyy 87.38 1500.33 0.62 59.91 1.39 0.65 Average
Katayskiy 79.33 1032.92 1.47 86.38 1.18 0.64 Average
Petukhovskiy 108.01 2294.42 0.49 65.86 1.32 0.64 Average
Belozerskiy 123.88 1339.44 0.65 74.45 1.29 0.62 Average
Mokrusovskiy 109.10 2021.43 0.63 66.68 1.22 0.61 Average
Lebyazhyevskiy 109.08 1509.85 1.23 78.22 1.03 0.60 Average
Yurgamyshskiy 114.72 1438.37 0.71 53.25 1.04 0.58 Average
Makushinskiy 91.24 2300.95 0.49 69.89 1.09 0.56 Average
Chastoozerskiy 103.36 1320.03 0.54 66.50 1.05 0.53 Average

2. OT00p MHAMKATOPOB KaJPOBOTOMOTEHIINATA OpTaHU3a-
nuu (Tabmuna 4):

— CPEIHETO/I0BOM TEMI POCTA YNCICHHOCTH PaOOTHHUKOB;

— nomns 3atpat Tpyaa Ha 1 000 p. BEIpydKH;

— K03((HUIMEHT COOTHOIICHUS CPEIHETOIOBOI BHIPAOOT-
KU ¥ CPETHETOAOBON 3apaOOTHOM TIIaTHI;

— KOA(HUIMEHT TeKy4eCTH KaJpOB;

— MIPOM3BOAMTEIBHOCTH TpyAa (BEIPaOOTKa).

C oMOIIBI0 MPOLIeTypBl HOPMAITH3aIliH ITOKa3aTeN ! Mepe-
BOJSIT B KO3(D(DUIIMEHTHBIH BHUJ, 3aTEM YCPEIHSIOT U pacCTaB-
JISTIOTCSI BECOBBIC 3HAYCHUS HHIMKATOPOB (Tabmnwia 4). bonee
BBICOKYIO 3HAUMMOCTb IMEIOT KadeCTBCHHBIE TTOKA3aTEIH, TaK
Kak coJiepKaT 0ObEKTHBHYIO OIIEHKY KaJpOBOTO ITOTCHIHATIA.

Pesymnprarer ananmza (Tabmwma 5) mokaszamu: 4 (17 %) paii-
OHa BXOZAT B cpenHioio 30mHY, a 20 (83 %) pailoHOB MMEIOT
HU3KHE TTOKA3aTeN KaApOBOil pecypcHOTo moTeHImana. B 14
paiioHax 3HaueHHE ITOKa3aTelsl CPemHEH BBIPAOOTKU OIHUM
pabOTHUKOM HAXOIWTCS HAa YPOBHE HMKE CpPEIHUX TO 00-
JIACTH, YTO CBHJECTENBCTBYET O Ae(pUINTE PAOOTHUKOB, UTO
TaKXe TMOATBEPK/IEHO COKpANICHNEM YHCICHHOCTH PaOOTHHU-
KOB, 3aHSTBIX B CCIILCKOM X03s1iicTBe, Ha 707 YeaoBeK, WU Ha
9,5 % B cpaBHenun ¢ 2017 1.
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3. Otb6op MHAMKATOPOB MPOM3BOACTBEHHOTO ITOTEHINAIA
(Tabmuma 6):

— CPEIHETO/I0BOM TEMII POCTa CTOMMOCTH OCHOBHBIX (POH-
HOB;

— (OH/I0BOOPYKEHHOCTH;

— (hormOOTHAYA;

— YAETBbHBIA BEC MaTepHaNIbHbBIX 3aTpaT B c€0ECTOMMOCTH
TIPOIYKIHH;

— K02 PUIHEHT 000PaINBACMOCTH 3aITacOB.

C momoIIBI0 mpoLeypsl HOpMaIH3aluy MTOKa3aTeIH Te-
peBOIAT B KO3(D(OUIMEHTHBIN BUJI, 3aT€M YCPEIHSIOT U pac-
CTaBIISIFOTCS] BECOBBIE 3HAYCHHSI MHIMKATOPOB (Tabnuua 6).

[TpoBeneHHBI aHANMM3 MPOM3BOICTBEHHOTO PECYPCHOTO
nmoreHnmana (tabmuma 7) BeIaBWIL, uTo 2 (8 %) paifoHa 00-
JacTy 00NaaloT BRICOKMM TOTeHIaoM, 8 (33 %) paiioHOB
HUMEIOT HOPMaJIbHYIO XapakTepucTuky u 14 (59 %) paitoHos —
cpenHuil ypoBeHb. CpelHUH ypOBEHb 3HAU€HUs NOKa3areneit
TIOATBEPKIAIOT 3HAYCHNUS MOKazareneil (OHA00TIaYH U (OH-
JIOBOOPYKEHHOCTH, KOTOpBIC B IIEJIOM Jaldl YJOBJIETBOpPH-
TEJIbHBIE PE3YIIbTATHI.
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Tabnuna 8
Vposens 3HaunMOCTH (Beca) K03 PUIEHTOB UHHOBAI[MOHHOTO MOTEHI[MAIa
HNuaukarop Bec unaukaropa
Harpy3ka tpaktopos Ha 1000 ra ceabCKOX03sUCTBEHHBIX YIOAUN 0,2
3arparsl rpyzia Ha | ra cenbCKOX03sHCTBEHHBIX YTOAUN 0,1
Breceno ynobpenmii Ha | ra ceIThCKOX03IHCTBEHHBIX YOI 0,3
KoadurmeHT NoCTYIIICHNsT OCHOBHBIX TPOM3BOJICTBECHHBIX (DOH/IOB 0,1
Jlomst TIeMEHHBIX )KHBOTHBIX B OCHOBHOM TIOTOJIOBBE CKOTA 0,3
Table 8
Level of importance (weight) of innovation potential factors
Indicator Indicator weight
Tractor load per 1000 hectares of agricultural land 0.2
Pile costs per I hectares of agricultural land 0.1
Fertilizers applied to 1ha of agricultural land 0.3
Fixed assets revenue ratio 0.1
Proportion of tribal animals in the main number of livestock 0.3
Tabnuna 9
apukaTopbl MHHOBAIIMOHHOTO MOTEHIMATIA, B cpefHeM 3a 2017-2019 rr.
Nnaukaropbl
w4 11 1
g = Z ~ 2 = Eo
=3 a = S 3 = K 58 S E
S ge : 2 = £ 5 = S & =z 228 3nauenne | XapakTepHCTHKA
Paiion ofnacTu = 3 :> 22 S S’E = g = 2 S¢c HHTErpajb- | YPOBHS HHHOBA-
= E 2 &g éf S § 5 = E E = g5 HOTO MOKA- | IHOHHOTO MOTEH-
§:E EE% 55% ZEE Eﬁﬁ 3aTess nuana
2o2 | & 3 258 | 22
E€S | E: g5 | 235 | =z
A ©3 & = gz = 2
[agpuHCKMit 427,99 0,66 13,71 0,18 0,83 0,54 Cpennuii
ygaHCKMiA 536,50 1,21 25,02 0,28 0,00 0,35 Huzkuit
JleOsmxbeBCKHiA 558,68 0,46 4,03 0,16 0,64 0,34 Huzkuit
MakyHmm1HCKHUI 438,23 20,22 2,30 0,04 0,40 0,32 Huzkwmit
MUIIKUHCKU T 637,56 1,53 22,22 0,13 0,00 0,31 Huskwii
[TarpoBckuii 349,04 6,27 11,59 0,14 0,00 0,27 Huzkwmit
KeToBckuii 217,64 1,09 3,53 0,11 0,05 0,25 Huskwii
AbMEeHEBCKHIA 249,82 0,42 7,60 0,06 0,00 0,25 Huzkwmit
IOprampimckuit 341,22 0,05 11,03 0,15 0,00 0,24 Huzknit
JlanmMaTtoBCckuii 351,39 0,69 10,50 0,22 0,00 0,24 Huskwmit
Baprammnckuit 393,49 1,35 6,57 0,31 0,10 0,22 Huzkuit
Kyprampickuii 559,29 0,23 8,59 0,24 0,10 0,21 Huzkwmit
MOKpPOYCOBCKHIA 313,74 3,42 4,96 0,12 0,02 0,21 Huskwui
benozepckuit 749,75 0,18 0,97 0,25 0,37 0,20 Huzkuit
Kapramonbckmii 544,64 1,04 10,13 0,20 0,00 0,19 Kpurnueckuii
Karatickuit 356,95 0,74 2,13 0,07 0,12 0,19 Kpurnuecknii
[ymuxunckuit 568,10 0,87 6,57 1,85 0,01 0,19 Kpurnueckuii
TTonoBuHCKMI 497,15 3,58 7,97 0,08 0,00 0,18 Kpurnuecknii
[TeTtyxoBcKmit 363,53 3,11 2,16 0,06 0,00 0,15 Kpurnuecknii
Ilenuanbiii 362,70 0,23 1,47 0,15 0,00 0,14 Kpurnuecknii
CadaxyneBckuit 556,84 0,93 3,64 0,34 0,00 0,13 Kpurnuecknii
IIpurobombHbII 637,46 1,56 3,77 0,10 0,00 0,11 Kpurnueckuii
Yacroosepckuii 392,82 0,35 0,00 0,09 0,01 0,11 Kpurnaecknii
3BEPUHOT0JIOBCKUN 464,09 1,67 1,05 0,26 0,00 0,11 Kpurnueckuii
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Table 9
Indicators of innovative potential, average for 2017-2019
Indicators
\ T s
3§ | 3iy | 83, | &L e84y -
o S E 3 R: 3 §5s 2% | §§5 S, Value of an | Characteristics
District of the area ST 3 g S3 @ : § 2 S| g § S % integrated indi- | of innovation po-
535 $S% SSF S 3 S -§ 2 cator tential level
3sf | sS% | §88 | 3§ |f3s%
SS% | B8 | 3T | & |=z&°
~ S = S Y SRS
Shadrinskiy 427.99 0.66 13.71 0.18 0.83 0.54 Average
Shchuchanskiy 536.50 1.21 25.02 0.28 0.00 0.35 Low
Lebyazhyevskiy 558.68 0.46 4.03 0.16 0.64 0.34 Low
Makushinskiy 438.23 20.22 2.30 0.04 0.40 0.32 Low
Mishkinskiy 637.56 1.53 22.22 0.13 0.00 0.31 Low
Shatrovskiy 349.04 6.27 11.59 0.14 0.00 0.27 Low
Ketovskiy 217.64 1.09 3.53 0.11 0.05 0.25 Low
Almenevskiy 249.82 0.42 7.60 0.06 0.00 0.25 Low
Yurgamyshskiy 341.22 0.05 11.03 0.15 0.00 0.24 Low
Dalmatovskiy 351.39 0.69 10.50 0.22 0.00 0.24 Low
Vargashinskiy 393.49 1.35 6.57 0.31 0.10 0.22 Low
Kurtamyshskiy 559.29 0.23 8.59 0.24 0.10 0.21 Low
Mokrusovskiy 313.74 3.42 4.96 0.12 0.02 0.21 Low
Belozerskiy 749.75 0.18 0.97 0.25 0.37 0.20 Low
Kargapolskiy 544.64 1.04 10.13 0.20 0.00 0.19 Low
Katayskiy 356.95 0.74 2.13 0.07 0.12 0.19 Low
Shumikhinskiy 568.10 0.87 6.57 1.85 0.01 0.19 Critical
Polovinskiy 497.15 3.58 7.97 0.08 0.00 0.18 Critical
Petukhovskiy 363.53 3.11 2.16 0.06 0.00 0.15 Critical
Tselinnyy 362.70 0.23 1.47 0.15 0.00 0.14 Critical
Safakulevskiy 556.84 0.93 3.64 0.34 0.00 0.13 Critical
Pritobolnyy 637.46 1.56 3.77 0.10 0.00 0.11 Critical
Chastoozerskiy 392.82 0.35 0.00 0.09 0.01 0.11 Critical
Zverinogolovskiy 464.09 1.67 1.05 0.26 0.00 0.11 Critical
Ta6muna 10
VupukaTops! GMHAHCOBOTO MOTEHI[MATA
Nuauxarop IToporosoe 3HaueHHne
KoadduimenT prunancoBoii He3aBUCUMOCTH (aBTOHOMIH) >1,0
Jlomnst ;ONTOCpOYHOTrO KanmuTana B 001el cymme Kanurana >0,5
Kospduuunent ornadn coGOCTBEHHOrO Karmurajia n_;l?f
Koaddumment otnaun 3aeMHOTO KamuTaia > Km Ck
YpoBeHb peHTA0ENBHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO KAMTAIA >5
Tablel0
Financial capacity indicators
Indicator Threshold value
Financial independence ratio (autonomy) >1.0
Share of long-term capital in total capital >0.5
Equity return ratio max
Debt return ratio K,
Level of return on total capital >5
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4. OTOOp MHIUKATOPOB MHHOBAIMOHHOTO IMOTCHITUAJIA!

Ty Y YT

T, A A A Al L -

— BHECEHO ynoOpeHud Ha | ra CeIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX

— Harpy3ka TpakTopoB Ha 1000 ra cenbCcKkoX03sIICTBEHHBIX — YTOJUi;

Yronuit;

- KOS(I)(l)I/IHI/ICHT MOCTYIUICHUA OCHOBHBIX MTPOU3BOICTBCH-

— 3arparsl rpyza Ha 1 ra ceabCKOXO3sIUCTBEHHBIX YTOIUHT;

HBIX (DOHJIOB;

Tabmuma 11

YpoBens 3HauNMMoCTH (Beca) k03¢ puiyeHToB (MHAHCOBOTO MOTEHI[NATIA

Nupuxarop Bec nnauxaropa
KoadhunueHT GprHaHCOBOM HE3aBUCUMOCTH (ABTOHOMHM) 0,3
J1o71s1 OATOCPOYHOTO KamuTajia B o0IIel CyMMe KauTajia 0,1
KoahpumnmeHT oTnaun coOCTBEHHOTO KamuTaia 0,1
KoadhurpeHT oTmaun 3aeMHOT0 KaruTraia 0,2
VYpoBeHb peHTabeIbHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO KaluTana 0,3
Table 11
Level of importance (weight) of financial potential factors
Indicator Indicator weight
Financial independence ratio (autonomy) 0.3
Share of long-term capital in total capital 0.1
Equity return ratio 0.1
Debt return ratio 0.2
Level of return on total capital 0.3
Tabmuua 12
VHpukaTops! GMHAHCOBOTO MOTEHI[MAIA, B CpegHeM 3a 2017-2019 rT.
Nnaukaropbl
ExEo é g = E = E g o
. “:’ § § = ? E E g E ; g “:’ ; g 2 § E g 3Haqune_ XapakrepucTuka
Paiion o6aacTu 23S & - = 2o EgE EgE S2EE MHTEIPATL- | oy op st punanco-
&5285 | s5%8¢= &0 = &0 = g g g5 |MoromoKasa-| v o norenunana
SZ2E | =225 &5 5 &= 5 %‘gcﬁ renst
SE3E| 5587 28% | 23% | T:EF
#TET &E= | %5 <5 2
MUIIKHHCKU N 0,66 33,70 0,38 0,75 25,29 1,77 Bricokuii
JlamMaTtoBckuii 0,80 20,11 0,20 0,77 15,54 1,27 Bricokuit
ABMEHEBCKUHI 0,89 11,33 0,15 1,17 12,90 1,25 Bricokuii
yganckuit 0,55 45,16 0,22 0,28 12,04 0,95 Bricokuit
JIeOsmKbEBCKUI 0,78 21,78 0,12 0,43 9,16 0,86 HopmanbHsrit
Ilenuanbiii 0,58 42,45 0,18 0,24 10,25 0,85 HopmanbHbiit
ITetyxoBckmii 0,62 37,67 0,16 0,27 10,05 0,85 HopmanbHsrit
[TaTpoBckuii 0,68 31,68 0,14 0,32 9,72 0,85 HopmanbHbliit
Kapranomnsckuit 0,85 15,46 0,09 0,54 8,04 0,83 HopmanbsHsrit
MoxpoycoBckuii 0,58 42,03 0,16 0,23 9,27 0,80 HopmanbHbiit
Benmozepckuit 0,79 20,81 0,09 0,34 6,99 0,73 HopmanbsHsrit
MakymmHCcKHi 0,48 52,32 0,15 0,15 7,55 0,68 Cpennuii
[agpuHCKWA 0,11 89,19 0,50 0,08 6,60 0,62 Cpennuit
IlonoBuHCcKui 0,60 40,08 0,08 0,14 5,12 0,56 Cpennuii
ITpurobompHBTI 0,61 39,41 0,08 0,13 5,08 0,56 Cpenuuit
Baprammnckuii 0,78 22,37 0,05 0,19 4,19 0,54 Cpennuii
Kyprampimckmii 0,57 4321 0,08 0,10 4,39 0,51 Cpennuit
Karaiickuii 0,57 43,05 0,09 0,10 4,29 0,51 Cpenuuii
YacToosepckuii 0,36 63,67 0,11 0,07 4,41 0,49 Huzkuit
CadakyseBcKuii 0,74 26,16 0,05 0,14 3,49 0,49 Huskuit
KeroBckuit 0,53 47,09 0,07 0,08 3,93 0,48 Huzkwmit
3BEPUHOTOJIOBCKUI 0,59 41,25 0,05 0,08 2,94 0,43 Huzkuit
FOpramermckuit 0,52 47,57 -0,07 -0,07 -3,65 0,04 Kpurnuecknii
IymuxuHckuit 0,52 48,44 —0,09 —0,08 —4,07 0,02 Kputnueckuit
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Table 12
Indicators of financial potential, average for 2017-2019
Indicators
~ 8 I~ S~ E = LS . .
o S§ §| o8 =S S 5 2 S~ Value of an | Characteristics of
District of thearea | 2388 | 3 '§. 2.8 g8 e s integrated | financial potential
S3S8 | S¥SS 28 53 BN & indicator level
Ry §| 9S§§ | § 2 $§°
s s S Lg" Q ~ =
Mishkinsky 0.66 33.70 0.38 0.75 25.29 1.77 High
Dalmatovsky 0.80 20.11 0.20 0.77 15.54 1.27 High
Almenevsky 0.89 11.33 0.15 1.17 12.90 1.25 High
Shchuchansky 0.55 45.16 0.22 0.28 12.04 0.95 High
Lebyazhyevsky 0.78 21.78 0.12 0.43 9.16 0.86 Normal
Virgin. 0.58 42.45 0.18 0.24 10.25 0.85 Normal
Petukhovsky 0.62 37.67 0.16 0.27 10.05 0.85 Normal
Shatrovsky. 0.68 31.68 0.14 0.32 9.72 0.85 Normal
Kargapolsky 0.85 15.46 0.09 0.54 8.04 0.83 Normal
Mokrousovsky 0.58 42.03 0.16 0.23 9.27 0.80 Normal
Belozersk 0.79 20.81 0.09 0.34 6.99 0.73 Normal
Makushinsky 0.48 52.32 0.15 0.15 7.55 0.68 Average
Shadrinsk 0.11 89.19 0.50 0.08 6.60 0.62 Average
Polovinsky 0.60 40.08 0.08 0.14 5.12 0.56 Average
Pritobolny 0.61 39.41 0.08 0.13 5.08 0.56 Average
Vargashinsky 0.78 22.37 0.05 0.19 4.19 0.54 Average
Kurtamyshsky 0.57 43.21 0.08 0.10 4.39 0.51 Average
Katayskiy 0.57 43.05 0.09 0.10 4.29 0.51 Average
Chastoozersky 0.36 63.67 0.11 0.07 4.41 0.49 Low
Safakulsky 0.74 26.16 0.05 0.14 3.49 0.49 Low
Ketovsky 0.53 47.09 0.07 0.08 3.93 0.48 Low
Zverinogolovsky 0.59 41.25 0.05 0.08 2.94 0.43 Low
Yurgamyshsky 0.52 47.57 —0.07 —0.07 -3.65 0.04 Critical
Shumikhinsky 0.52 48.44 —0.09 —0.08 —4.07 0.02 Critical
Ta6muna 13

3HaueHMA MOKa3aTens ]/IHTeI‘paJIbHOiI OLIEHKM PECYPCHOI0O NOTEHIINATA

3HaueHNe HHTErPAIBLHOI OLeHKH XapakTepucTuka
4 u bonee Bricokuii ypoBeHb
34 HopwmansHbIi ypoBeHB
2-3 CpenHuii ypoBeHb
1-2 Huskuit ypoBeHb
Jo1 Kputnueckuii ypoBeHb
Table 13
Values of integral resource potential estimation indicator
Value of integrated assessment Characteristic
4 and more High level
3—4 Normal level
2-3 Average level
1-2 Low level
Less than 1 Critical level

— JIOJIsl TUIEMEHHBIX JKMBOTHBIX B OCHOBHOM IIOTOJIOBbE
CKOTa.

C nomolIpo npoLeypbl HOpMaIU3aluy MoKa3aTeu Ie-
peBoIsT B KOO(D(DUIIMEHTHBIN BUJI, 3aT€M YCPEIHSIOT U pac-
CTABJISIFOTCS] BECOBBIC 3HAUCHHSI MHAUKATOPOB (Tabmwuia 8).

[lo pesyabraramM MpoOBEACHHOrO aHanu3a (Tadnuma 9)
MOYKHO CJIeJIaTh BBIBOI, YTO 1 (4 %) palloH XapakTepu3yeTcs
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cpenauM ypoBHeM, 10 (42 %) pailoHOB UMEIOT KPUTHUYCCKUI
ypoBeHb U 13 (54 %) paiioHOB BXOZST B 30HY HU3KOTO YPOBHSI
WHHOBAILMOHHOTO PECYpCHOro MnoTeHuuana. Bxox paiioHoB B
KPUTHUYECKYIO 30HY MTPOUCXO/UT 3a CUET OTCYTCTBUS IJIEMEH-
HOT'O CTa/1a, a TAaK)Ke HU3KUM YPOBHEM BEICHHsI IUTHOTO Ce-
MEHOBOJICTBA B PACTEHUEBOJICTBE.
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5. OT60p MHIMKATOPOB (PMHAHCOBOW COCTABISIONICH pe-
CYpPCHOTO TOTEHIMala M YCTaHOBJIEHHE MX MOPOTOBBIX 3Ha-
yenuit (tabmuna 10). Ilpemmaraemas cucrema Irokasaresnei
SIBJIsIeTCSl HauOosiee BOCTPeOOBaHHOW M MH()OPMAaTHBHOW B
OlIeHKE (DMHAHCOBOTO COCTOSTHHS XO3SIHCTBYIOIIETO CyObeKTa,
a TIOPOTOBBIC 3HAYEHHUS SIBJISIOTCS OOIIENPUHSTBIMU JUTSI KOM-
Mepueckux opranuzanuii [9, c. 80], [10, c¢. 315], [11, c. 345].

[Tpu 3TOM, €CITM 3HAUSHMSI ITAIIOHA HE COOTBETCTBYIOT I10-
POTrOBOMY 3HAUCHHUIO MHMKATOPa, TO B KAUECTBE 3TAJIOHA BbI-
OupacTcs mopororoe 3HaucHue (Tadbmura 10).

[Tocne sToro 3HaueHUst KOA(DOUIMEHTOB YCPEAHSIOTCS U
paccTaBIISIFOTCS] BECOBbIE 3HaYeHUS MHAUKATOPOB [12, c. 438;
13, c. 67]. Jl1st BBIOpaHHOW CHUCTEMBI TTOKa3aTelicii pEKOMEH-
IYFOTCSL CJICIYIOIIUE YPOBHU 3HAUUMOCTH KOI(D(HUIMCHTOB,
rae OOoNBHIMI BeC MMEIOT MMOKa3aTeIH ILIaTeXeCnoCOOHOCTH
opranmzanuu (tadnuua 11).

[IpoBeneHHbI aHaNM3 MHAMKATOPOB (HHAHCOBOTO I10-
TeHnuana (tabmuns 11, 12) onpenenun XxapakTeprCTHKY Kax-
JIOTO paifoHa, KOTopasl BBICTPOMJIACH CIIEAYIONMM o0pazoM: 4
(17 %) paiioHa UMCIOT BBICOKHI YPOBEHb 3HAYCHUII ITOKa3are-
neit, 7 (29 %) paiioHOB — HOpMaITbHBIH, 7 (25 %) paiioHOB —
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cpennwmit, 4 paiiona (17 %) — uuskui, 2 (12 %) paliona — kpu-
TH4eckuil ypoBeHb. Huskuil ypoBeHb 3HaUeHUN Moka3arenei
MOATBEPKIAET aHAIIU3 YPOBHS PEHTA0EIBHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO
KanuTasia 1 KodpGUIMEHT GUHAHCOBOI aBTOHOMUH, KOTOPBIE
HUMEIOT 3HaU€HUs HUKEe HOPMAaTUBHOTO.

B urore unTerpanbHas OLeHKa YPOBHS PECYPCHOTO OTEH-
mana (PI1) paccunteiBaeTcs:

PIT=3PII + KPII + [1PIT + 1UPII + ®PII, 3)
rae 3PII — unTerpanbHbIil oKa3areab 3eMeIbHOTO PECYPCHO-
IO MOTEHIUAaNa;

KPII — unTerpanbpHblit mokazarenab KaapoBOro pecypcHOro
MOTEHIIMANA;

ITPIT — uwHTerpanbHbIA MOKa3aTelb MPOU3BOACTBEHHOTO
PECYpCHOro MOTEHIIHANA;

WPII — uHTerpanbHeli noka3areiab MHHOBAIIMOHHOTO pe-
CYpPCHOTO MOTEHIINANA;

OPII — uHTErpaNbHBIN MOKa3aTeib (PUHAHCOBOTO pPecypc-
HOTO MOTEHIIHANA.

Jlng mHTepnpeTanuu MHTErPaJbHONW OLIEHKU YPOBHS pe-
CYPCHOTO TIOTEHIIHMANA peiIaraeTcs ciaeayomas mkana (Tad-
nuna 13).

Tabmuua 14
PeiiTuHr pajioHOB II0 YPOBHIO PeCyPCHOrO IOTEHIIMA/IA
HuTerpajibHble MOKa3aTeJu COCTABJISIIONINX
pecypcHOro moTeHuasia
»=
2 =
= 2 =
3 ’E = =z = Z 3naueHne | XapakTepucTHKa
Paiion obsacTu = 2 & S g MHTErpab- pecypcHoro
§ S < = % HOIi OLleHKH MOTEeHINaaa
: 3 2 g =
® g = &
= =
[yganckuit 0,53 0,49 1,04 0,35 1,77 4,18 Bricokwuii
Kyprambimckuit 0,52 0,42 0,65 0,21 1,27 3,07 Cpennwii
[agpuHCKMii 0,50 0,38 0,73 0,54 0,85 3,00 Cpenauii
IlenuHHbBIN 0,43 0,42 0,65 0,14 1,25 2,89 Cpennmii
KeroBckui 0,94 0,37 0,74 0,25 0,56 2,86 Cpeanuii
Baprammnckwnii 0,46 0,52 0,67 0,22 0,95 2,82 Cpennmii
HIymuxunckuit 0,49 0,52 0,71 0,19 0,86 2,77 Cpeanuii
AJbMEHEBCKUI 0,42 0,49 0,71 0,25 0,85 2,72 Cpenanii
IIarpoBckuii 0,47 0,40 0,67 0,27 0,83 2,64 Cpeanuii
JlammaToBCKuUI 0,46 0,41 0,71 0,24 0,80 2,61 Cpenamii
CadakyrneBckuii 0,49 0,53 0,84 0,13 0,62 2,61 Cpeanuii
JIeOsKBEBCKHI 0,44 0,50 0,60 0,34 0,68 2,57 Cpenamii
Kapramnonbckuii 0,43 0,38 0,68 0,19 0,85 2,53 Cpeanuii
MHUIIKHMHCKU T 0,48 0,37 0,82 0,31 0,49 2,47 Cpenamii
Karatickuii 0,67 0,41 0,64 0,19 0,51 2,42 Cpenuuii
TTomoBuHCKUI 0,43 0,44 0,81 0,18 0,48 2,34 Cpenamii
MoxkpoyCOBCKUI 0,53 0,42 0,61 0,21 0,54 2,30 Cpeanuii
Benozepckmii 0,33 0,40 0,62 0,20 0,73 2,28 Cpenamii
IOprampimckuit 0,58 0,35 0,58 0,24 0,43 2,19 Cpeanuii
[IputoOombHETI 0,41 0,38 0,65 0,11 0,56 2,11 Cpemamii
Yacroosepckuid 0,42 0,38 0,53 0,11 0,49 1,93 Huskuit
MaxyurmHCKHN 0,42 0,42 0,56 0,32 0,04 1,77 Huszknit
[eTyxoBcKkwii 0,41 0,40 0,64 0,15 0,02 1,62 Huskuit
3BEpPUHOT0JIOBCKUI 0,42 0,40 1,01 0,11 -0,36 1,58 Huskuit
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Table 14
The rating of districts by level of resource potential
Integrated indicators of components
of economic security
District of the area < § .§ _é: % Value of integrated Characteristic )
3 S S S S assessment of resource potential
~ $ 3 S i
o & = ~

Shchuchanskiy 0.53 0.49 1.04 0.35 1.77 4.18 High
Kurtamyshskiy 0.52 0.42 0.65 0.21 1.27 3.07 Average
Shadrinskiy 0.50 0.38 0.73 0.54 0.85 3.00 Average
Tselinnyy 0.43 0.42 0.65 0.14 1.25 2.89 Average
Ketovskiy 0.94 0.37 0.74 0.25 0.56 2.86 Average
Vargashinskiy 0.46 0.52 0.67 0.22 0.95 2.82 Average
Shumikhinskiy 0.49 0.52 0.71 0.19 0.86 2.77 Average
Almenevskiy 0.42 0.49 0.71 0.25 0.85 2.72 Average
Shatrovskiy 0.47 0.40 0.67 0.27 0.83 2.64 Average
Dalmatovskiy 0.46 0.41 0.71 0.24 0.80 2.61 Average
Safakulevskiy 0.49 0.53 0.84 0.13 0.62 2.61 Average
Lebyazhyevskiy 0.44 0.50 0.60 0.34 0.68 2.57 Average
Kargapolskiy 0.43 0.38 0.68 0.19 0.85 2.53 Average
Mishkinskiy 0.48 0.37 0.82 0.31 0.49 2.47 Average
Katayskiy 0.67 0.41 0.64 0.19 0.51 2.42 Average
Polovinskiy 0.43 0.44 0.81 0.18 0.48 2.34 Average
Mokrusovskiy 0.53 0.42 0.61 0.21 0.54 2.30 Average
Belozerskiy 0.33 0.40 0.62 0.20 0.73 2.28 Average
Yurgamyshskiy 0.58 0.35 0.58 0.24 0.43 2.19 Average
Pritobolnyy 0.41 0.38 0.65 0.11 0.56 2.11 Average
Chastoozerskiy 0.42 0.38 0.53 0.11 0.49 1.93 Low
Makushinskiy 0.42 0.42 0.56 0.32 0.04 1.77 Low
Petukhovskiy 0.41 0.40 0.64 0.15 0.02 1.62 Low
Zverinogolovskiy 0.42 0.40 1.01 0.11 —0.36 1.58 Low

B wurtore Meronnka mo3BOJIIET MPOBECTU PAHKUPOBAHUE
palioHOB 00JaCTU MO YPOBHIO PECYPCHOI0 MOTeHuuana (Ta-
onuia 14).

Takum oOpa3zoM, npoBeneHHbIN aHanu3 (Tabmuna 14) mo-
3BOJIMJI BBISIBUTH BCETO OJIMH PaiOH C BHICOKUM YPOBHEM pe-
CYpPCHOTO MoTeHIana, 19 paifoHOB co cpeHUM ypOBHEM U 4
paiioHa ¢ HU3KUM ypoBHEM. [1010KUTENbHBIM MOMEHTOM SIB-
JII€TCSL OTCYTCTBUE PallOHOB C KpUTHYECKUM ypoBHEM. [Ipo-
BEICHHBIN aHAIN3 OLIEHKH IATH TPYIIN MOKa3aTesel BhISBHI,
4TO HanOojee HU3KOe 3HAYCHHE HAOIIONAeTCs y MHTErpalb-
HBIX MTOKa3aTenell MHHOBALMOHHOTO, KaJpOBOrO U MPOU3BO/I-
CTBEHHOI'0 PECYPCHOT0 MOTEHIUATIA.

ITo pe3ynbraTaM MPOBEJCHHOTO aHAJIN3a MOXHO BBIIBUTH
PSAA BHYTPEHHHUX M BHEIIHUX yTpo3, KOTOPbIe BO3HUKIN MIN
MOT'YT BO3HMKHYTb y psiia OpraHU3alui, 10 KaXKI0H rpymnmie
HMHTETPaJIbHBIX MOKa3aTenel, KOTOpble CHCTEMAaTH3UPOBAHBI B
tabnune 15.

B utore npu BbIpabOTKE MEPONPUATHIA MO MOBBIIICHUIO
YPOBHSI PECYpPCHOI'O MOTEHIMaIa XO3SHCTBYIOINX CYOBbEKTOB
JIOJDKHBI OBITh YYTEHbI BHYTPEHHHME M BHEIUIHHE Yrpo3bl 10
Ka)XJ0H rpymie nokasareneif. O003HaYeHUE yrpo3 Mo (QyHK-
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IUOHAIBHBIM COCTABJIAIONIMM PECYpCHOTO MOTEHIMaa MOo-
3BOJIMT BBIPA0OTATh MPaBUIIbHBIA HAOOP JIEHCTBHIA 110 UX TIpe-
OJIOJICHUIO WJIM HUBEIUPOBAHMIO, a TAKKE IMOATBEP)KAACTCS
HEOOXOIMMOCTh M3BICKAHUS HOBBIX MOJXOAOB K MOBHIIICHUIO
MHBECTULIMOHHON MPUBJIEKATEIbHOCTH, MPEXKJIE BCETo, CEllb-
ckux Tepputopuii [15, c. 249], [16, c. 613], [1, c. 259].

Oo6cy:xknenue u BbiBoAbI (Discussion and Conclusion)

[Ipennaraemast MeToauKka 00IaAaeT PSIOM IIPEUMYIIECTB,
KOTOpBIC TO3BOJAT MPUMEHSTh €€ KaKk Ha YpOBHE OTAEIBHO
B3ATOTO0 CyOBEKTa XO3SICTBOBAHUS, TAaK M [0 COBOKYIMHOCTH
TakoBbIX. Habop mokasaresnell (MHAMKaTOpPOB), BXOASIIMX B
KXY COCTABIISIIOILYIO, MOKET OBITh PACIIMPEH, AOTIOIHEH
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT LI€JHM MCCIEOBAHUS M HAYYHBIX MPEIIo-
yTeHUM aHanuTuka. IIpuMeHseMblii MareMaTUYeCKUM WH-
CTPYMEHTApHi He OTSATOIIEH ITpolieaypamMu 00pabOTKH CTaTH-
CTHUYECKUX JAaHHBIX, a 3HAYMT, JOCTYNEH K HCIOIb30BAHHUIO.
COBOKYITHOCTh MHJMKATOPOB IMOCTpOEHa Mo oduIHaIbHON
OTUETHOCTH CEJIbCKOXO3SIIICTBEHHBIX OPIaHU3ALMM, UTO TAKKE
CBUJICTENBCTBYET O €€ JOCTYIMHOCTH B aHATUTHYECKUX UCCIIe-
noBaHusIX [2, c. 568], [6, c. 186].
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Tabnuna 15

Ananus BHYTPEHHUX I BHEITHUX YTPO3, IPENATCTBYIOIINX PAa3BUTNI0O PECYPCHOI'0O MIOTEHIIMAIA

CeIbCKOXO03AMCTBEHHBIX OpPraHM3aI Ml

BHyTpeHHHE YIPo3bl |

BHeuinue yrposbl

3eMeJIbHBII pecypcHbI

i MOTeHIMAaa

— HEIOCTATOYHOE KOJIMYECTBO 000PYIOBaHUSL, 111 00paOOTKH MOYBHI,
— OTJAJICHHOCTh MECTa HaxoX1eHus 3emeib oT MTh;
— UCTOLEHHOCTD MOYB, HU3KUU YPOBEHb ILTOIOPOAMS MOYB U Jp.

— M3MEHeHHEe 3aKOHO/IATEIbCTBA i HOPMATHBHO-TIPABOBBIX
AKTOB B C(hepe 3eMEIBbHOTO U HAJIOTOBOTO 3aKOHOIATEIIbCTBA;
— CIIOKHOCTH ITpHOOpeTeH s 3eMesIbHOTro0 GoHna B co0-
CTBCHHOCTE W JIP

Kanposblii pecypcHblii IOTeHIHAT

— ciabast cucTeMa KOHTPOIIS IPH IIPHEMe Ha padoTy;

— cabast crcTeMa KOHTPOIIS YIIPABJICHHS IEPCOHAIIOM;

— HEBEPHOE PACIpEeCIICHUE KaIPOB MPEIPUSITHS;

— HeahekTUBHAS cHCcTEMa MOTHBALINHY,

— HeJloCTaTOYHast KBAIH(HKAINS epCOHAa;

— HEeYIORICTROPEHHOCTR PA00YeHf 00CTAHOBKON COTPYIHUKA

— XCAXaHTHUHT (MeTOZ[ IpsAMOro r[oz[6opa BI)ICOI(OKBaJ'II/I(l)I/I-
MAPOBAHHBIX CIICHUATINCTOB C ONPECACIICHHBIMHA HaBLIKaMI/I);
— AaBJICHHC Ha IIEPCOHAJI OpraHu3aluu, IMoCTynaroue N3BHE;
I~ YCJIOBHA CUCTEMBI MOTUBAIIMKU OPraHU3aluu, YCTYITAONINC
CUCTEMEC MOTHUBAIlNU KOHKYPEHTOB;

[~ BHCTITHUEC 3ABUCUMOCTH TIEPCOHAIIA MPCAITPUATHS

IIpou3BoACTBEHHBIH pecyp

CHBII MOTEHIHAJ

— HeoekTHBHAS aCCOPTUMEHTHAs IOJIUTHKA OpraHU3alMy, HE OTBe-
garomias moTpeOHOCTSIM PHIHKA,

— HapyIlIeHHWEe YCIOBH MOCTABKU IPOAYKIUH, €€ KaueCTBa;

— BBICOKHI1 yPOBEHB 3aTPAaTOEMKOCTH ITPOM3BO/CTBA;

— HeoekTUBHAS yueTHAS ITOJIMTHKA OPTaHU3AIlNH, 3aBbIILIAIOIIAS Ha-
moroByto 0a3y M Harpy3Ky OpraHH3alNy;

— Hea(pekTUBHAS ccTeMa MapKETHHIa M0 POBIKEHHUIO TOBApa Ha

— U3MEHEHHE 3aKOHO/IATEIILCTBA, BIUSIOIIEr0 Ha PopMUpO-
BaHKE MIPOM3BOJICTBCHHBIX M (DMHAHCOBBIX PE3yJIBTATOB;

— NOTeps PIHKOB COBITA, HAPYIICHHE KOMMEPUECKUX CBSI-
3eil;

— POCT KOHKYPEHIIUH;

— TEpaKThI, TUBEPCHH, TIPHPOHBIC KATACTPOPHI;

— MOLICHHUYECTBO H JIp.

[DRIHOK U JIp

MNHHOBaNMOHHBIH PeCypPCHBIN NOTEHIIHA

— OTCYTCTBHE [UIEMEHHOT'O )KMBOTHOBOJICTBA;
— HE3HAYMTEIBHOE KOJIMYECTBO AIUTHBIX CEMSIH COOCTBEHHOTO MPOM3-
BOZICTBA;

— HM3Kasi OCHAIIEHHOCTh TEXHOJIOTMUECKOTO MPOIecca;

— HU3Kas KBAJIM(UKALKS KaJPOBOrO COCTaBa MO paboTe C BHICOKUMHU
TEXHOJIOIMIMH M JIp

— CIIO>KHOCTb IIOJIyYEHUsI FOCYAapPCTBEHHOM MOAAEPKKH 1O
[Pa3BUTHIO MaT€PUATBHO-TEXHIUECKOH 0a3bl;

— CIO>)KHOCTb B BBIBEJICHUU 3IUTHBIX CEMSIH, TPYAHOCTb B
MPOBEICHUHN Ta00PATOPHBIX HCCIECIOBAHNII;

— TPYAHOCTb aJalTalUX INIEMEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX K KJIMMAaTH-
YECKMM 0COOCHHOCTAM O0IACTH U IIP

PuHAHCOBBIA PECYPCHBIH MOTEHIHAJ

— HM3KUH ypOBEHb KBaIU(UKALMU YUETHOIO U (PUHAHCOBO-3KOHOMMU-
YECKOro MepCoHaIa;

— Hea(h(peKTHBHAS CHCTEMa PACcUeTOB (ILIATEHKHOMN IUCIUIIINHEI);

— HI3Kasl 9 HEKTUBHOCTD MM OTCYTCTBHE CUCTEMbI BHYTPEHHETO
KOHTPOJLS;

— HEZJOCTATKH B IJIAHUPOBAHUY (DUHAHCOBBIX IIOTOKOB OPTaHU3ALIUH;
— HepalMOHAIBEHOE pacpeeIeHHe HCTOYHNKOB (DHHAHCHPOBAHUS

— M3MEHECHHUE 3aKOHOJATEIbHBIX M HOPMATUBHBIX aKTOB,
BITUSIOIINX Ha (PMHAHCOBOE COCTOSIHUE OpraHM3aLUH;

— HeZoOpOCOBECTHASI KOHKYPEHIIHS;

— CHIDKCHUE IUIATEXECIIOCOOHOCTH 1eOUTOPOB;

— ocabeHIe IPaBOBBIX HOPM 3alI[UTHI CEITbX03TOBAPOIIPO-
M3BOUTEIICH;

00OPOTHRIX U BHEOOOPOTHRIX CPEJICTB M P

I~ TCHCBBIC DKOHOMHUYCCKHUEC OTHOIICHUA

Analysis of internal and external threats to development of resource potential of agricultural organizations

Table 15

Internal threats

External threats

Land resource potential

— insufficient equipment for tillage;
— distance of land location from MTB;
— soil depletion, low soil fertility, etc

— amendment of legislation and regulations in the field of
land and tax legislation;
— complexity of land ownership, etc.

Personnel resource

potential

— weak hiring control system,

— weak Human Resources Control System,

— incorrect distribution of enterprise personnel,;

— ineffective motivation system;

— inadequate staff skills,

— dissatisfaction with the emplovee's work environment

— hedhunting (method of direct selection of highly qualified
specialists with certain skills);

— pressure on external personnel of the organization;

— conditions of the motivation system of the organization,
inferior to the motivation system of competitors;

— external dependencies of the enterprise personnel

Production resource potential

— ineffective assortment policy of the organization that does not meet
the needs of the market;

— violation of product delivery conditions and quality,

— high level of production costs,;

— ineffective accounting policy of the organization, overstating the tax
base and burden of the organization;

— inefficient marketing system to market the goaods, etc

— change of legislation affecting production and financial
results;

— loss of markets, disruption of commercial ties;

— increased competition,

— terrorist attacks, sabotage, natural disasters;

— fraud, etc.

Innovative resource potential

— lack of breeding;

— a small number of elite seeds of their own production;

— low process equipment;

— low qualification of personnel for work with high technologies, etc.

— the difficulty of obtaining state support for the develop-
ment of the material and technical base;

— difficulty in breeding elite seeds, difficulty in conducting
laboratory studies;

— difficulty of adapting tribal animals to climatic features of
he region, etc

Financial resource

otential

— low level of qualification of accounting and financial and economic

personnel,;

— inefficient settlement system (payment discipline),

— poor or no internal control system,

— deficiencies in the planning of financial flows of the organization;

— irrational allocation of sources of financing of working and non-
urrent funds, etc

— amendment of laws and regulations affecting the financial
condition of the organization;

— unfair competition,

— reducing the solvency of debtors;

— weakening of legal norms for the protection of agricul-
tural producers;

— shadow economic relations
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Method of integral assessment of resource potential
of agricultural organizations region

M. A. Sumarokova'**
'Kurgan State Agricultural Academy named after T. S. Maltsev, Lesnikovo, Russia
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Abstract. Purpose. The article tests the methodology of determining an integral indicator of the resource potential of agricul-
tural organizations of the Kurgan region in the context of districts. Based on the results obtained, internal and external threats
were systematized according to the functional components of the resource potential, which will make it possible to develop the
right set of actions to overcome or level them, as well as the need to find new approaches to increasing investment attractive-
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ness, especially in rural areas. The purpose of the proposed methodology is to assess resource potential, identify threats and
determine investment-attractive territories by the types of investments attracted (private, public). Methodology and methods.
The methodology is based on the assessment of the following types of functional components of the resource potential: land,
labor, material, innovative, financial. For each type, a system of indicators was selected that reflect the state and effectiveness
of their functioning. In order to avoid accidental fluctuations, a sample of indicators for 3 years was made with subsequent
averaging. Each indicator system undergoes a normalization procedure. All this makes it possible to bring the system of het-
erogencous indicators to a single foundation, and, therefore, makes it possible to integrate their influences. Taking into account
the significance of each indicator participating in the calculation, an integral assessment is formed for each group of indicators,
and then, by simple summation, an integral indicator of the resource potential. Results and scope. The methodology was tested
according to the annual reporting of agricultural organizations of the Kurgan region. The sample was made for three years in the
regions of the region. The calculations make it possible to arrange the territories according to the level of resource potential and
its functional components. Moreover, the methodology allows you to identify the weakest aspects of resource potential, and,
therefore, to correctly develop a set of measures to eliminate threats and determine investment-attractive territories by the types
of investments attracted (private, public). Scientific novelty. The advantage of this approach is the ability to determine the level
of resource potential of both an individual business entity and a certain territory. Moreover, the system of indicators included in
the model may vary depending on the purpose of the study, the composition of the functional components. The mathematical
tools used, the information base make the technique available for use, conducting analytical studies.

Keywords: resource potential, investment attractiveness, methodology, agricultural organizations, indicator, normalization pro-
cedure, integral indicator, rating, problems.
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