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Agriculture is one of the main branches of the national economy of Ukraine. Accordingly, the logic
of accounting rules, connected with the objects of this branch, must be based on the national interests.
However, this statement is not always performed.

Today, between the national and international accounting rules of biological assets and agricultural
products, as the main objects of accounting in agriculture. there is a certain dissonance. It concerns the order of
their assessment and affects the taxation of agricultural enterprises. The aim of the article is to highlight those
consequences which the valuation of biological assets and agricultural products has for the agrarian enterprises,
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with its influence on their tax load and the financial situation in general. During the process of researching, a
chain of considerations about the tax aspect of the motivation of propaganda of the valuation of the biological
assets and agricultural products of agricultural enterprises is presented. It is proved that such an assessment
procedure is not profitable for local agricultural producers, because it creates additional financial burdens for
them. This reduces their competitiveness and creates benefits for big business. On the basis of the negative impact
of the estimation of objects of the alive economy at fair value on the financial condition of agrarian enterprises
when they are in the system of taxation of income tax, a vision is expressed regarding the refusal of international
rules of accounting of biological assets and agricultural products.

Keywords: fair value; initial value, assessment; taxation; agricultural enterprises.

Lit. 7.

BIIVIMB OLTHKHA BIOJIOI'TYHUX AKTHUBIB TA CLIbCBKOI'OCIHOJAPCBHKOI
MMPOAYKIII HA ONIOJATKYBAHHS CUIBCBKOI'OCIIOJAPCBKUX IIAINTPUEMCTB

A.10. KO3AYEHKO,
KaHOUOam eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK, CMAPWIUIL 6UK1A0ay
Kagheopu ayoumy ma 0epicasrnozo KOHmMpOJiio,

JLA. UY]IAK,
KaHOuOam eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK, CIAapWiUil 6UK1a0ay
Kaghedpu ayoumy ma 0eprcagHoz0 KOHMPOJIio

H.®. APEMYYK,

KaHOuoam eKOHOMIYHUX HAYK, CIapWIUIl 6UKI1a0ay
Kagedpu dyxeanmepcoKoz2o 00iKy,

Binnuybkuit HayioHanbHUl azpapHuil yHieepcumem
(1. Binnuus)

Cinbebke 20cno0apcmeo € 0OHIE 3 NPIOPUMEMHUX 2any3ell HAYIOHANbHOI eKOHOMIKU YKpainu.
Bionosiono, i nozika obnikogux npasun, nog'sizanux 3 o06'ekmamu yiei eanysi, mae 8uby008y8amMuUcs 8
HayionaneHux inmepecax. OOHaK ye meepodicenHs BUKOHYEMbCSA OANEKO He 3A6MHCOU.

Cb0200HI MidIC HAYIOHATBHUMU MA MINCHAPOOHUMU NPASUIAMU OOIKY OI0I0SIYHUX aKmuelie ma
CIbCHK020CN00APChKOI BPOOYKYIL 1K OCHOBHUX 00'€Kmi6 00Ky 2any3i CilbCbK020 20CNO0aPCMea iCHYE NeGHULL
Ouconanc. Bin cmocyemovcs nopsaoxy ix oyinku ma 6nameae Ha OnOOAMKY8AHHS ASPAPHUX NIONPUEMCIG.
Memoio cmammi € 6ucgimaeHHs. MuX HACTIOKI8, SIKI MAE ONsl ASPAPHUX RIONPUEMCIE OYIHKA OLONO02IUHUX
aKmueié ma CitbCbKO20CNOOAPCHKOI NPOOVKYIL 6 YacCmuHui 6NIU8Y HA iX NOOAMKOGe HABAHMANCEHHS | HA
@inancosuti cman 3a2anom. Y npoyeci 00CHiONHCeHHs NPUBEOEHO NaHYI02 MIPKYBAHb U000 NOOAMKOBO20
acnekmy MOmusayii nponazamou OyiHKu OIONOZIYHUX AKMUGIE MA CLIbCbKO2OCNOOAPCHKOL NpoOyKYil
CIIbCLKO2OCNO0ApChbKuUX nionpuemcms. [osedeHo, wo makuil NOpsAOOK OYiHKU He € GURIOHUM MICYeguM
azpapuumM  8UPOOHUKAM, OCKLIbKU CHMBOPHE Ol HUX 0do00amkosi Ginancosi msezapi. Lle 3nudicye ix
KOHKYPEHMOCHPOMONCHICHb [ CIBOPIOE 8U200U 01 8eukoeo bisnecy. Ha niocmasi 0o6edenms necamugnocmi
8NIUBY OYIHKU 00'€KMI HCUBOI eKOHOMIKU 3a CHpasedIusoi eapmocmi Ha QIiHAHCOBULL CMaH AzpapHux
RIONpUEMCms npu nepeOYBaHHi ix Ha cucmemi ONOOAMKY8AHHS NOOAMKOM HA NPUOYMOK GUCIOBTIEHO OaYeHHs
w000 8iOMOBU BI0 MINCHAPOOHUX NPABUL OONIKY OION02IUHUX AKMUBIE MA CLIbCLKO20CNO0apCbKOi NPOOYKYIL.

KarouoBi cioBa: chpaBemiMBa BapTICTh, IEPBICHA BapTiCTh;, OIIHKA; OIOAATKYBaHHS;
CIJIbCBKOTOCIIOIAPCHKI TIATPUEMCTRA.

JIirT. 7.

BJIMSTHUE OLIEHKU BUOJIOTMYECKHUX AKTUBOB U CEJIbCKOXO03SIMCTBEHHOM
IMPOJIYKIIMHA HA HAJIOTOOBJIOKEHUSA CEJIBCKOXO0O3SIMCTBEHHBIX
NPEJANPUSTHI

A.JO. KO3AYEHKO,
Kanouoam 3KOHOMUYECKUX HAYK,
cmapuwiuil npenooasamens Kagheopvl ayouma u 20Cyoapcmeenno20 KOHmMpOous.

JLA. YYJIAK,
KaHOuoam IKOHOMUYUECKUX HAYK,
cmapuiuii npenooasamens Kageopsvl ayouma u 20Cy0apcmeeHHoz0 KOHMpPOi.
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H.®. APEMY YK,

Kanouoam 3KOHOMUYUECKUX HAYK,

cmapuiuii npenooasameins Kagheopwvl dyxeanmepcKkozo yuema,
Bunnuyxuit HayUOHALHLLIL AZPAPHBLIL YHUGEPCUNIEM

(c. Bunnuua)

Cenbckoe X0351CmE0 AGNAEMCs 00HOU U3 NPUOPUMEMHBIX OMPACiell dKOHOMUKU YKpaumsl.
CoomeemcmeeH O, U 102UKA YUEMHBIX NPABUT, CEA3AHHBIX ¢ 00BeKmamu Mo 0bracmu, 00adCHA ObLIb
HOCMPOEHA COOMBEMCMBEHHO HAYUOHANLHBIX unmepecax. OOHAKO M0 ymeepicoeHue GblNOIHAeM
oanexo He écezoq.

Ce200mHs MexcOy HAYUOHATLHBIMU U MENHCOVHAPOOHBIMU NPABUIAMU YUEMA OUONOSULECKUX AKMUBO8
U CENIbCKOXO035UCMBEHHOU NPOOYKYULU, 8 KAYECMBE OCHOBHBIX 00BEKMO8 yuema 001aACmu CelbCKO20 Xa3AUCmed,
cywecmeyem onpedeneHublil Oucconanc. OH Kacaemcs nopsoKa ux OYeHKU U Iusem HA Halo200010)Cce e
azpapmuvix npeonpusimutl. Llenvlo cmamvu A67151eMCst pAcKkpvimue mex nocie0Cmsull, Komopule umeem Os
A2PApHBIX NPEOnPUSMULL OYEHKA OUONOSUYECKUX AKIMUBOS U CEeNbCKOXO3SUCMEEHHOU NPOOYKYUU 6 4aACmU
GNUAHUSL HA UX NOTUMUKY HATO2000J0MCEHUsL U HA (PUHAHCOBOE COCOSIHUE 8 YeloM. B npoyecce uccnedosanus
NPOGHATUUPOBAHO  3HAUUMENbHOE KOIUYECMBO PACCYNCOCHUN OMHOCUMENLHO HAN0208020 ACHEKMA
MOMUBAYUU  NPONAZAHObL  OYEHKU  OUONOSUMECKUX aKMUBO8 U  CebCKOXO3UCMEEHHOU —NPOOYKYUU
CENbCKOXO3AUCMBEHHBIX NPeOnpusmuil. /Jokazano, 4mo maxou NopsiooK OYEHKU He Gbl2OOHO MECHIHbIM
ASPApHBLIM RPOU3EOOUMENSIM, NOCKOILKY c030aem 05t HUX OONOJIHUMENbHbIE (UHAHCOBbIE HASPY3KU. Dmo
CHUDICGeM UX KOHKYDEHMOCHOCOOHOCHb U CO30aém 6bleo0bl Osl KpynHozo oOusmeca. Ha ocnosanuu
00KA3aMeNbCME He2amueHOCIU 8030€liCMEUs OYEHKU O0OBbEeKMO8 JHCUBOU IKOHOMUKU 30 CHpABeonusoll
CMOUMOCbIO HA (PUHAHCOBOE COCMOSIHUE ACPAPHBIX NPEONPUSIMULL NPU HAXONCOCHUU UX HA Cucmeme
HANI02000I04#CEHUS. HANIO20OM HA NPUOBLIb, COSNAHO BbI80ObL YOOI OMKAZAMbCSL OM MENCOYHAPOOHBIX NPAGUI
yuema OUON0SUHECKUX aKMUB08 U CelbCKOXO3AUCMEEHHOU NPOOYKYUL.

KioueBble clioBa: cCHpaBe/yiuBas CTOMMOCTB; IEPBOHAYAIbHAsl CTOMMOCTh; OIICHKA;
HAJIOr000JIOKECHHE; CEIIbCKOX03HCTBECHHBIC TIPEATPUATHS.

Jurt. 7.

Problem Statement. Accounting is an integral utility, without which the normal operation of all
sectors of the economy is impossible. And moreover: often the structure built up by the accounting system,
is a determinant of the formation of the business model of firms in general. This does not mean that without
the accounting the firm and even the whole state can not exist at all. However, without accounting, their
functioning is doomed to chaos, and chaos, even in the presence of temporary successes, introduces
economic entities into uncertain condition, which destroys the confidence that things in the enterprise are
moving in the right direction. Consequently, accounting is an indicator of the civilization activity of both
a separate enterprise and the economy as a whole.

Accordingly, the logic of the rules for the state which are applied in accounting, can be an indicator
of the state bussiness in general. And the adequacy of accounting depends, on whether all persons related
to the industry have a proper understanding of the realities of its functioning and development prospects.

One of the key sectors of the national economy in Ukraine is the agricultural sector. Its objects are
important for the purposes of control not only in our country. There are dozens of industries in Ukraine, even
more in the world, but from all international and national accounting standards, with the objective or process
orientation of the logic of their creation and structural construction, a special role has been highlighted to the
field of agrarian production. Its importance should also determine the derivative statement that the rules that
are suitable for displaying its objects, reflect the activities of enterprises in this area and work in favor of
these entities, industry and the country in general. But is it really so?

It is known that in Ukraine since 2005, the priority on the fair value of biological assets and
agricultural products has been applied. In 2011, for the purpose of taxation of profits, companies were
allowed to assess agricultural products and biological assets either at their original or at fair value. This
contradicts the requirements of IAS 41, which allows agricultural enterprises to determine, first of all, fair
value. And the acute question is: do we need international rules for assessing biological assets and
agricultural products? And the next question is more meaningful: are the foreign rules for accounting for
biological assets and agricultural products useful in general for us?

Analysis of the Previous Research and Publications. Issues of evaluation of biological assets
and agricultural products have attracted a large number of foreign scholars in recent years (among them
there are scientists from Italy (R.Cavaliero [1], Romania (D.Mates, VV.Grosu [2]), England (A.Further [3]
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and other countries.) The direction of the assessment of biological assets and agricultural products in the
domestic theory and practice of accounting was developed by such scholars as V.zZhuk and
P.I. Gaidutsky [4], E.Popko [5], V.Mossakovsky [6], I.V. Zamula [7] and others.

Despite the development of issues related to the application of the fair value appraisal of biological
assets and agricultural products, the argument about the root causes and the implications of the use of this
estimate in the work of scientists is poorly developed. The researchers refused to go deep into the analysis
of non-obvious reasons for promoting this assessment order, which in fact has an impact on the entire
activity of the enterprises that use it. And in this main undeveloped questions are: the impact of the
assessment of biological assets and agricultural products on the taxation of agricultural enterprises.

Defining the Aim of the Research. The purpose of the article is to demonstrate the impact of the
assessment of biological assets on the taxation of agricultural enterprises and the implications of this
assessment for the financial status of these entities.

The essence of the article. The division of the existing world into countries, nations, ethnoses,
states, etc. Caused by the presence of a significant stratum of centuries-old cultural, economic, political,
legal and other traditions, corresponding to the mentality of the inhabitants of each particular territory. Of
course, people around the world have certain common interests. As an example of this community, let us
remind the basic laws of such a science as formal logic. Despite some abstraction of this discipline, its
main suggestions are taught around the world in the same way. The same applies to basic concepts of
algebra, geometry, chemistry, biology and other fundamental sciences.

However, there are spheres where, if the general logical rules are admissible and normal, there are
dichotomous variations of the rules established by humans to conduct different types of activity. And but
for the forcing desire of certain institutional groups of the world scale to globalize all regulations that are
developed in any part of social life, these variations would have the right to parallel existence.

However, we are not trying to make you sure that any novelty that is introduced into a society in
specific institutional conditions is fatal. If imposed rules have practical value and usefulness, then the
challenge in transition to them is only a scum of the existing mentality of people who become
"experimental” in such experiments. But what to do when orders that are offered as "ideal for everyone"
carry more harm than gain? How to act, if such innovations in general are exclusively destructive?

In fact, states that do not have sufficient political force, national motivation and an acceptable level
of independence from the world community have nothing else but to accept such destructive rules.
However, in this case, the citizens of such states remain the last lawful right - freedom of speech. And this
tool should be used first of all by scientists.

Of course, very often scientists very often highlight the facts and forecasts, which warn about the
negative effects of certain innovations, has purely declarative and abstract nature. In this meaning very few
people listen to the opinion of scientists. The general tendency is obvious: when scientists are beating by
the sound, people usually ignore disturbing appeals, as long as unflattering scientific prophecies do not
become reality. However, this should not stop scientists.

This vision is our motivation for writing this article. We are realize that the problem we are describing
is generally not new. Since the adoption of the Accounting (accounting standard) 30 "Biological Assets",
"copied" from the similar standard 41 " Agriculture”, the topic of assessment of biological assets and agricultural
products has become a stumbling block to many theorists and practitioners in the field of accounting, «the
battlefield» of lobbyists and antagonists of this order of assessment, “cementing the element" of entire scientific
schools, the issues of a huge number of scientific conferences and symposiums, the subject of research of many
bachelors, graduate students, postgraduates and doctoral students.

The following arguments give us reasons to concider that the position is unclear to the assessment
of the objects of the agricultural sector:

1). After the adoption of P (S) A 30 "Biological Assets", the majority of agricultural enterprises
ignored its position about the determination of the fair value of biological assets and agricultural products.

The researchers from different coutries pointed out many times on the basis of insider information
from those agricultural enterprises with whom they had direct professional contact. In addition, the
presence of the completed sections of XIV "Biological Assets" and XV "Financial Results from the Initial
Recognition and Sale of Agricultural Products and Additional Biological Assets" in the Notes to the
Annual Financial Reporting of these enterprises, as well as the lines of balance, which reflect the fair value
of biological assets, does not mean anything. Indeed, in the fair value accounting sections, the accountants
of agricultural enterprises recorded information obtained from their usual valuation methods: for biological
assets - at an initial cost, and for agricultural products - by production cost.
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This phenomenon also had its own reasons. First, the valuation at fair value is much more amorphous,
incomprehensible to accountants who got bused to the traditional methods of determining the value of assets
for the Soviet system, and much more time-consuming. And such work would be justified only to increase the
attractiveness of the balances of agrarian enterprises in the period of obtaining crops in crop production and
livestock products, which would increase their investment attractiveness only "on paper". Secondly, in the
declarative application of "fair value™ with the actual displaying in accounting of biological assets at initial cost
and agricultural products at cost, the maximum of the negative incentives that the enterprise could obtain as a
result of this was the imposition of a fine imposed on the chief accountant for a violation of the rules keeping
accounting in accordance with the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses. According to the Article 1642
of this Code, the lack of accounting or keeping it in violation of the established procedure, the inclusion of false
data in the financial statements, non-submission of financial statements is proceeded by penalty of a fine of
eight to fifteen non-taxable minimum.

The same actions committed by a person who was subject to administrative penalty for one of the
above-mentioned offenses during the year shall entail the imposition of a fine in the amount of from ten to
twenty tax-free minimum incomes of citizens. The size of the non-taxable minimum incomes of citizens,
in accordance with clause 5 of subsection 1 "Features of the collection of personal income tax" of section
XX "Transitional provisions" of the Tax Code of Ukraine, is 17 UAH. Consequently, the minimum penalty
for violation the accounting rules is 17x8 = 136 UAH.

Maximum penalty based on detection of repeated violation - 20x17 = 340 UAH. In this case, the
penalty is set not for each violation (not for every wrong accountancy, not for each figure in the reporting), but
in general, it is related to the specialist who committed a violation of these rules. This amount is so miserable
that no businessman and no accountant is scared.

2). After the adoption of the Tax Code of Ukraine in 2010, the non-elaboration of the algorithms
for determining the fair value of biological assets and agricultural products (and this affected the procedure
for calculating taxable profits) led to the introduction of amendments to P (S) A 30 insofar as it allowed
agricultural enterprises to be re-elected the procedure for evaluating agricultural products and additional
biological assets at cost is equally valued at fair value. The same situation with biological assets - they
were allowed to be recognized at their original cost), but there is a remark in their position (standard) 30
that, at their original cost, they can only be reflected if their fair value can not be reliably determined, or if
the enterprise is a tax payer. However, our people are so fanciful that they have the ability to substantiate
the impossibility of enforcing certain rules, even if in reality there are all conditions for this, and vice versa,
depending on which option is more acceptable, more profitable, less risky and less labor-intensive

These changes re-energized discussions between supporters and opponents of fair value in
accounting for agricultural enterprises. At the same time, the final reasonable argument of the representatives
of the first group is that in the International Accounting Standard 41 "Agriculture” there is no option of
recognition of agricultural products at cost, and there is an exception in the case of biological assets.

This means that the national current notes of P (S) A 30 do not meet the standards of a similar
international standard. And this violates the norms of the Program for the reform of the accounting system
with the application of international standards, approved by the Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine, October 28, 1998, No. 1706. It also does not correspond to the course announced in the Association
Agreement between Ukraine and the European Union on bringing the legislation of Ukraine on accounting
and auditing to the EU legislation (Annex XXXIV to Chapter V, Chapter "Company law and corporate
governance, corporate governance, accounting and auditing" section V "Economic and industrial
cooperation). And if for the "ordinary™ Ukrainian agricultural enterprises, which still do not use international
standards (although sooner or later this will come, if the processes of globalization will be of the same
intensive as we see today), this discrepancy is not fundamental, then for those enterprises , which Law of
Ukraine "On Accounting and Financial Reporting in Ukraine" obliges to compile reports on international
standards, there are no alternatives to fair value in accounting for biological assets and agricultural products.
Such enterprises in agriculture include public joint stock companies and large enterprises, whose performance
figures correspond to at least one of the following two criteria at the balance sheet date: the book value of
assets - more than 20 million euros; income from the sale of products (goods, works, services) - more than
40 million euros; the average number of employees is more than 250 people.

But what is the reason for the active propaganda of fair value in the assessment of biological assets
and agricultural products, besides the standard arguments such an assessment procedure increases the
investment attractiveness of agrarian business?

It is our deep conviction that this reason, first of all, has a tax-manipulative nature. In Ukraine, this
is still not acute, as the majority of agricultural enterprises, in accordance with the norms of the Tax Code
of Ukraine, are in a simplified tax system ( tax group 1V). And the object of taxation of this tax is not the
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profit of the enterprise, and not even its income, these are agricultural lands. However, sooner or later, tax
exemptions for agricultural businesses will be abolished (as in 2017, tax deductions for VAT were
abolished). And then the question will arise about the real impact of the assessment of biological assets
and agricultural products on the taxable profit of these enterprises.

What is this influence like? We want to announce that the assessment of biological assets and
agricultural products is a powerful tool for suppressing small agricultural enterprises by eliminating cash
(which is almost inevitably accompanied by the taking loans to maintenance an activity and it means the
reducing their profitability in favor of non-productive players sphere) and at the same time delaying tax
payments by large corporations which are owned by the same entities that control the financial sector.

This point may be exposed on the basis of simple chain of grounds.

The first consideration has the following characteristics :giving the reasonable price for
agricultural products, the manufacturer risks to pay the profit tax much quicker than gets the real
income.Since agricultural production being accepted, the rule of acknowledgment margin and expenses
that envisage the responsibility between them doesn’t work as the gain from acceptance arises before
cancellation of prime cost of products on financial result comes(since not all the agricultural production is
sold during the period of obtaining.)In every enterprise whose activity is directed to getting the income
,such profit will occur in any case,because the reasonable price for agricultural products will be higher than
its prime cost.In case of real lack of money current from selling products,one would pay the tax on income
from the taken profit.

From the above occurs another point: evaluation of biological assets and agricultural production
for reasonable price will induce agricultural enterprises to the following:

1). The quickest way to sell the products without storage and opportunity of waiting for a moment
of reasonable price. It also blocks the investments in keeping power placing Ukrainian agricultural
manufacturers (that means the whole country)into “starveling dependence” from other countries. Statistics
shows that Ukraine sells its agricultural products like raw material for export as the result buys foreign
production not using its own, though Ukraine can procure itself with vast amount of food supplies.
Actually, putting the reasonable price , the income tax becomes “the payment to the state for the tax for
the right to wait for reasonable price and sale production domestically.”

2). Lack of stimulus for agricultural processing on a domestic level, as the payment for such
production is realized due to the the local trade chain and comes around with delay.

Imputation and payment for income tax from “uncollected profit “leads to the main negative
tendency - taking out current assets from the activity of agricultural commodity producers and provided
its constant lack has the following negative outcome.Owing to that enterprises more often are dissolved or
take credits.When they quit working ,it is profitable for global players-international firms,for whom
absence of marketability of Ukrainian small enterprises is beneficial because in that case they get the access
without barrier to Ukrainian agrarian resources. In fact, the resources that occur as the result of liquidation
of agricultural enterprises are taken up by foreign companies at once.It means that Ukrainian soil and
Ukrainian people as well, begin to work not for benefit of our country,but for the country that supports
agricultural lands in Ukraine.

Thus the enterprises that are controlled by large foreign business are not so dependent on paying the
income tax for production as they have more possibilities for its storage, access for international customers,
open sale’s canals that are gained as the result of processing agricultural raw staff. So, the operational circle in
these enterprises is lower, and to provide the constant working ,they mostly use their own capital and as the
result get the optimal profit. The higher earnings - the higher is competitiveness. So our domestic agricultural
producers while using the optimal price appear in the situation of opponent exposure.

In case domestic manufacturers will under these circumstances decide to have a loan in order to
keep their work it will also be very profitable for international business. Most Ukrainian banks have the
nationwide composition, not the regional one and their owners spend the earned money abroad supporting
primarily the economics of other countries. The loan argument is enhanced also by the fact that
international companies that control agricultural business in Ukraine have better access to loan resources
in foreign banks (on better terms than in Ukrainian financial institutions) that’s why even if they have
expenses in the part of delay of operational period of paying the tax for formulated agricultural production
will also be much lower. The increase of dependence on loan resources means that agrarian field in case
of choosing the pattern of production on one’s own money is doomed to stagnation.

Conclusions. Consequently, from both sides of the development of events due to the recognition
of agricultural products at fair value described in this article, only foreign companies and international
business will benefit. If agricultural enterprises sell their products as raw materials, this will deepen
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Ukraine's dependence on abroad agricultural producers. If they decide to use credit resources to equalize
turnover, this reduces their competitiveness, and even more produces working capital in the long-term
period (and this will sooner or later lead to the increase of debt obligations in terms of updating machinery),
which also does not serve for Ukraine’s welfare.

In order to avoid such negative consequences for the agrarian business in the taxation part, there is only
one thing to do: to establish a clear barrier to the application of fair value for the assessment of biological assets
and agricultural products in national accounting law and in national accounting practice. Even if such categorical
point differs from international standart norms. But will our justification be the last "drop of insight" for the
national accounting methodologists or this publication will be ignored - the answer to this question is still open.
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MNOBEAIHKA CMTOXUBAYA B CYYACHIN Binnuubkuii nayionansnuii

PMHKOBIM EKOHOMIL|I © acpapnuii ynisepcumem
(m. Binnuysn))

Y ecmammi 0ocniosrcero ocobausocmi noedinKu Cnoj#CU8aya 8 Cy4acHux puHKo8ux ymosax. Buceimneno
MeopemuiHO-memo00N0i4HI NIOX00U 00 POPMYBAHHS CROHCUBAYLKOI NOBEOIHKU MA U3HAYEHO eK302eHHI Md
EHOO2eHHI YUHHUKU, WO HA Hei enausaromb. OKpecieHo pisti MoOeii NO8EOIHKU CNOJNCUBAYIE 3ATIEAHCHO BI0 PIGHS
ixuboeo doxooy. Ilpoananizoearno piseHb ma OUHAMIKY 00X00i6 HACeNeH s YKpaiiy, 6 MoMy YUcii 8 MICbKIill
ma CinbCobKiti micyegocmi. J{OCTIONCEHO OUHAMIKY GUMPAM YKDATHCOKUX CRONCUBAYIE MA IXHIO CIMPYKMYP).
Buseneno nesbanancosanicme 01004cemy cnoxicusayis, a maKoxtc HeOOCMAamHicms GakxmuyHux 00xo0ig 0
3abe3neuenHs HasaeHux nomped nacenenus. llpoananizosano nokasnux BBII ma indexcu-oeriamopu, sxi €
IHOUKamopamu  peanbHoi KynieeibHoi CnpoModcHocmi  cnoogicueadis. Poszenanymo  «inoexc wacmsay sk
Kpumepiti, KUl 6NIUBAE HA CXUILHICIb 00 CHONCUBAHHA MA 340WA0NCEHHS. 3anponoHOBaAHO KPOKU, WO
CHpUAMUMYMb  NIOBULYEHHIO EeKOHOMIYHOI eeKmUBHOCMI NOBEOIHKU CHONCUBAYA MA MAKCUMI3ayil 1020
KOPUCHOCMI.

Kiro4oRi ciioBa: moBeiHKa CIOKWBaya, KOPUCHICTB, noxia, Burpaty, BBII, nedustop, morpedwy,
KyITiBEIIbHA CIIPOMOKHICTB.
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