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AHHoTanus. B crathe mpencTaBIeHO HCCIIEA0BAaHME CHCTEMbI ynpasieHHs (HOPMUpPOBAHUEM NPHOBUIM MPEANPUATHS, KaK 0a3bl Ul ero
OyIylero pasBUTHSL U YIy4IIEHUs DKOHOMMYECKMX OTHOIICHHH C MapTHepaMM, CO3JAIOLIEH YCJIOBUS i CaMO(HMHAHCHPOBAHUS,
pacIIMpeHHss SKOHOMUYECKOH JIeATeIbHOCTH OPraHU3alUu, PELIeH s TPOOJIEM COLMAIIBHOTO U MATEPUAIbHOTO CTUMYJIMPOBAHUS IEPCOHAJA.
M3ydeHo ¢prHaHCOBOE COCTOSIHUE, CTPYKTYPA JOXO/I0B U PACXOJ0B OPraHU3aIMH, COCTAB U IMHAMMKA 3aTPAT 110 YKOHOMHYECKHM DIIEMEHTaM,
nopsiok GopmMupoBanust GUHAHCOBOroO pe3ynbTaTa. OLEHEHbl TeMIIbl PKOHOMHYECKOTr0 pOCTa OpraHU3aluy, NpoBeaeH (HaKTOPHBII aHaIH3
npUOBUIH OT NMPOJAXK B IIEJIOM 10 OPraHU3aLMHU U 110 BUJIAM IIPOLYKIUH. Y CTAHOBIICHO, YTO HA CHH)KEHUE NPHOBUIH OT MPOJaX HanboJblee
BIIMSIHUE OKa3aJl0 COKpaIl[eHue peHTa0eIbHOCTH. 3a cueT 3Toro ¢akropa npuObUIb OT IPOAAXK CHU3MIACh Ha 4599 Thic. py0d. Poct BeIpyukn
MOBJIEK 32 CO0O0I HE3HAUNTEIBHBIN POCT MPUOBLTH OT MPoJAaX — Beero Ha 189 Teic. py0. B pa3pe3e 0CHOBHBIX BU/IOB ITPOIYKIIH HAOIHOIAeTCs
CHIKEHHUE NPUOBLIN 1O 3ePHY U MOACOIHEYHHUKY, a [I0 MOJIOKY OTMEYEH €€ pOCT, COKpalleHHe LIeHbI 3epHOBOM npoaykuuu Ha 30% npu pocre
cebectoumoctd Ha 23% U pocte 00beMa peallM3aly AaHHOTO BHJA MPOAYKUMH Ha 42% MOBIEKIO 3a cO00H COKpalleHne NPUObLIN MOYTH
Ha 8 MutH py0. CokpanieHue 00beMOB IPOU3BOCTBA MOACOIHEYHUKA Ha 4,4% Hapsily ¢ COKpalleHueM 3aTpat Ha 1,5% U CokpalieHHeM LeHbI
peanusanuu Ha 5,7% cTano NpuYMHOI cokpaleHust GuHaHCOBOro pesyibrata Ha 6133 Thic. py0. B nenom HauGonbuinii ypoH mo npuobLIH,
MIOJTYYCHHOW OT MOJACOJHEYHNKA, HAHECIH IICHBI — 3a CUET 3TOro (hakTopa NpemrpusiTHE MOTepsuIo HMouTH 5 MiH py0. Poct mpuGbum
OT peaju3aliy MOJIoKa 00yCIIOBJIEHa POCTOM KOJIMYECTBA PealM3aliuy JaHHOTO BUIa IPOAYKIMU U POCTOM ero LeHsl. [Ipu stom, pakTopom,
MaKCHMAJILHO TTOJIOXKUTEIIBHO BIIMSIOIIUM HA (PUHAHCOBBIN Pe3yJbTaT O OCHOBHOMY BHIY HNPOAYKLHH MPEAIPHUITHS — MOJIOKY, SIBIISIFOTCS
neHsl. [l ynyqnieHus (MHAHCOBOTO pe3ysbTaTa HpEeNIpUsITHI0O HEOOXOJMMO COBEPIICHCTBOBATH YIIPABICHUE pacXojaMH JUIsl Helel
uX onTUMU3anuy. [Ipy 3TOM Ba)XKHO OTCIIEKMBATH M3MEHEHHE IIPOYMX JIOXO/IOB M PAcXO0B, KOTOPbIE MOTYT KakK IOJOXXHUTEIBHO, TaK
Y OTPHUIIATENFHO BJIMSTh HA KOHEYHBIH (DUHAHCOBBIM pe3ysbTaT. B LEsX COBEpLICHCTBOBAHMS YIpaBieHUs] (JOPMHPOBAHHEM HPHOBLIBIO
TPEANPUATHS IPEJUIOKEHO HCIIOIH30BATh ONEPAIIOHHBIN aHAIIH3.
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Abstract. The article presents a study of the management system of the company's profit formation, as a basis for its future development and
improvement of economic relations with partners, creating conditions for self-financing, expanding the organization’s economic activities,
solving problems of social and material incentives for personnel. Studied the financial condition, the structure of income and expenses of the
organization, the composition and dynamics of costs for economic elements, the order of formation of the financial result. The rates of
economic growth of the organization are estimated, a factor analysis of the profit from sales in the whole organization and by product is carried
out. It is established that the decline in profit from sales was most affected by the reduction in profitability. Due to this factor, profit from sales
decreased by 4,599 thousand RUR. Growth in revenue led to a slight increase in profit from sales — only 189 thousand RUR. In terms of the
main types of products, there was a decrease in profits for grain and sunflower, and for milk there was an increase, a reduction in the price of
grain products by 30%, with an increase in cost of 23% and an increase in the sales volume of this type of product by 42%. 8 million RUR A
4.4% reduction in the production of the sunflower, along with a 1.5% reduction in costs and a 5.7% reduction in the selling price, was the
reason for the reduction of the financial result by 6,133 thousand RUR. In general, the greatest damage to profits received from sunflower
caused prices — due to this factor, the company lost almost 5 million RUR. The growth in profits from the sale of milk is due to an increase in
the number of sales of this type of product and an increase in its price. At the same time, the factor that has the most positive effect on the
financial result of the company's main type of production, milk, is prices. To improve the financial result, the company needs to improve cost
management for the purpose of optimization. At the same time, it is important to track the change in other incomes and expenses, which can
both positively and negatively affect the final financial result. In order to improve the management of the formation of profit of the enterprise,
it was proposed to use operational analysis.

Keywords: profit, management, enterprise

NpuObUIH, SIBIISIIOIIEHCST OOHYCOM NpeAlpHHUMa-
TEJNBCKOTO M KOMMEpYECKoro pucka. Poct mpu-
Obut opmupyeT 0a3y s OyAyIIero pa3BUTHS
OPEANPUATHS M YIAYYIICHHS €ro SKOHOMUYECKHX
OTHOIIIEHHH C MapTHEpaMHu, CO3/laeT YCIOBHUS
JUTSE caMO(MHAHCUPOBAHMUSI, PACIIUPEHUS JKOHO-
MHUYECKOW JAEATENBHOCTH, pelleHuss mnpobieM
COIIMAJIBHOTO ¥ MaTEPUAILHOTO CTHMYJIHPOBAHUS
nepconasna. OTcyTcTBHE MPUOBLIN WITH €€ CHIDKCHHUE

BBenenune

B coBpeMeHHBIX yCnoBUsIX IpobieMa ynpas-
neHust (HOPMHPOBAHWEM TPHOBUTH  TIPEIIPUSITHS
O4YCHb aKTyaJlbHa, TaK KaK OT HpI/IGBUII/I 3aBHUCHUT HC
TONBKO (DPMHAHCOBAS YCTOWYMBOCTD IIPEATIPUATHS,
HO 1 B KOHCYUHOM HTOI'€ 3KOHOMHYCCKOE pPa3BUTHUC
rocyzapctBa. OCHOBHas 1eNb (DyHKIIMOHUPOBAHHS
moboro Ou3Heca — MOJMyYEHHE MAaKCHMalIbHOM
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CBHUIETENBCTBYIOT O MOBBIIEHNH (UHAHCOBBIX
pucKOB 1 Hed(h(EKTUBHOCTH OHM3HECA, YTO Mpe/IBeIacT
yXyZIUICHHEe OCHOBHBIX (PMHAHCOBBIX IOKa3aTenew,
naxe OaHKpoTcTBa. TakuM 00pa3oM, MOKa3aTelH
MPUOBLIH SBJISIOTCS HaUOOJIee BaXKHBIMU TIpU (pop-
MHPOBAaHUU KPHUTEPHUEB OICHKHA 3(PPEKTHBHOCTH
JESITENIbHOCTH TIPeIPUSITHS, €r0 JeJIOBbIX KadecTB,
CTETIeHN HaJeKHOCTH ¥ (PHHAHCOBOTO OJIarOrmoydus
CyOBEKTa SKOHOMHUYECKHX OTHOILECHHH.

C rtoukm 3penms H.H. Cene3nenoit
1 A.®. IoHOBOI «...MpHOBLTH — 3TO BRIPAKCHHBIH
B JICHS)KHOW (popMe YHCTBIA I0XOJ MpeAnpHHIMA-
TeNsl Ha BIOYKCHHBIA KaluTall, XapaKTepU3YIOIIUHA
€ro BO3HArPOKACHHE 3a PUCK  OCYILIECTBICHHS
NPEeNIPUHUMATEIBLCKON  IESITENIbHOCTH;  NPUOBLIb
HpenCcTaBisieT co00H Pa3HOCTh MEXIY COBOKYITHBIM
JOXOZOM U COBOKYITHBIMM 3aTpaTaMd B Mpolecce
OCYIIECTBJICHUS MPEANPUHUMATEIBCKON AesATeNb-
HOCTH. [IpuOBLTE — 3TO OCOOBI CHCTEMAaTHYECKH
BOCIPOU3BOIUMBIN pecypc KOMMEPUYECKOM opraHu-
3aIluy, KOHEYHAS 11eTTh Pa3BUTHs OuzHeca [3].

Kaxk cuuraror H.H. baptkoBa, H.H. Kpymuna [1],
E.B. Cecvro, A.U. Karapmanosa [5], mnpuObuIb
SIBJISICTCS ICHE)KHBIM BBIPKCHUEM TIOJIOKUTEIILHOM
pasHHULBl MEXIy AOXOJAMM W pacxolaMH Mpea-
npusatust. Kaxkngas opranmzanusi 3amHTEpecOoBaHa
B MakCHUMH3allUK CBOETO pa3Mepa, HO MHOTHE
(akTopbl, KaK BHYTPCHHUE, TaK M BHEIIHUE, BIIH-
sSI0T Ha GpopmupoBanue npuObLTH. DUHAHCOBBIN
pe3ynbTaT, BBIPAXEHHBIH B QopMe MpHUOBLIH,
TOBOPHUT 00 yCIiemHOCTH | 3()(HEKTUBHOCTH pabOTHI
npeanpuaTys. B mpoTtuBHOM ciydae, Korna pacxozsl
MPEBBIIIAIOT J0XOJbI, KOMITAHUS HECET YOBITKH.
OtpunarenbHblii (PUHAHCOBBIM PE3YJIBTaT MOXKET

BO3HUKHYTh B PE3YJIbTaTe YPE3MEPHO BBICOKHUX
3aTpar WA HEJOCTATOYHOTO JIOXOAa OT IMPOJaXH
TOBAapOB WITH YCIYT HM3-32 COKPAIIEHUS TPEITIOKEHIIS
TOBapOB WIIM CHIDKEHUS ITOTPEOUTETHCKOTO CIIPOCa.

Vupasnenne GOpMHPOBAHUEM TPHOBUTH
OpTaHm3alfii — 3TO KOMIUIEKC ONpeAesIeHHBIX
MEPONPHATHI  TI0 YIPABIEHUIO  KPEIUTHO-ICHEX-
HBIMH OTHOIIICHUSIMU OPTaHU3AINY, KOTOPBIC peajv-
3yIOTCSl B YCTAaHOBJICHHOM TMOPSIKE OTBETCTBEHHON
CTPYKTYpOUi sl peIlIeHHsI 3a/1a4 10 BOCCTaHOBJIE-
HUIO, PACIIMPEHHIO U YKPEIUIEHUIO (UHAHCOB [2].
B kaxxgoM ycTaBe opraHM3aIiiil OMKCAHBI 3a/1a4H
0 YIPaBJICHHUIO MPUOBLIBIO — 3TO yIydIIeHne Gu-
HAHCOBBIX PE3YJIbTATOB WJIN YBEIHUECHUE TPUOBLIH
opranuzanuu [4, 6-10].

Heas padoTsl — onpeaeieHUe COCTOSHHUS
yIpaBieHus: JOPMHUPOBAHIEM TIPHOBLTH OpraHU3aIN
Y U3BICKAaHUE TIIyTe €ro COBEPIICHCTBOBAHMS.
OOBEKT HCCIIeTOBaHHS — KPYITHOE CEIbCKOXO35Ii-
CTBEHHOE Tpeanpustine BopoHexckoit obmactu —
CXA «Poguna [Taraunikoro» TanoBckoro paiioHa.

Oo6cyxnenue

CXA «Poauna IIATHULKOr0» UMEET 3€PHO-
MOJCOTHEYHUKOBO — MOJIOYHYIO CIICHUATIH3ALHIO.
Ha ocHoBe naHHBIX TaOIHILI | YCTAaHOBICHO, YTO
CXA «Pomuna IISTHUIIKOTOY» SIBISIETCS TIPEIIIPUS-
TUEM, UMEIOLIMM BBICOKYH) KallUTaJIbHYI) YCTONYM-
BOCTb, TaK KaK IIpeANpusiTHe (PUHAHCOBO HE3aBUCUMO
1 (DyHKIIMOHUPYET 3a CYeT COOCTBEHHBIX (DMHAHCOBBIX
pecypcoB, pu 3ToM peHTadensHocTh CXA «PogumHa
[IsTHUIIKOTO» COKpalaeTcs HapsLy CO CHIKEHHUEM
000paynNBaECMOCTH.

TaOnuna 1.
[Mokazarenu ¢punancoBoro coctosiHust CXA «Poauna [TaTHHIIKOTO»
Table 1.
The financial indicators farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”
IMokazarenu | Indicators Hopwatis 2016r. | 2017 .
Standard
Koadpuuuent abcomorHol aukBuaHocTH | Absolute liquidity ratio 0,1-0,2 0,11 0,52
Koadduunent npomexyrounoit muksuHocTH | Intermediate liquidity ratio 0,7-0,8 1,82 2,00
Kosdpduuuenr Texymeit muksuanocty | Current liquidity ratio 1-2 27,76 22,55
Koa¢d¢puuuent aBroHomMuu | Autonomy ratio >0,5 0,95 0,93
Koabduiment maneBpenHocTr codctBenHoro kanuraia | The flexibility ratio of equity 0,4-0,6 0,53 0,53

The ratio of own working capital

Koadduuunent obecriedeHHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIM 0OOPOTHBIM KaITHTAIOM

0,4-0,6 0,96 0,96

PenTabensHOCTh akTHBOB, % | Return on assets,% — 7,30 3,19
PenTabenpHOCTh cOOCTBEHHOTO KanuTania, % | Return on equity,% - 7,73 3,44
PenTabensHOCTh OCHOBHOM JiesiTenbHOCTH, % | Profitability of the main activity,% — 11,23 8,01
Koadduuuenr obopaunBaemoctu 3anacos | Inventory turnover ratio — 1,24 1,23
Koaddpuument odopaunBaemMoct codcTBeHHOro Kanurana | Equity turnover ratio — 0,63 0,62
Koadhdpuument odbopaunBaeMocTH akTHBOB | Asset turnover ratio — 0,60 0,58

Kak my Bcex KOMMEpYECKUX MPEIIPUSITHIA,
ocHOBHOW menmbio  AestensHocTH  CXA «PoanHa
[sTHMIIKOTOY SIBJIsSIETCS TTOMy4YeHHe TprObLTH. Dop-
MHpPOBaHHE KOHEYHOTO (DMHAHCOBOTO pe3yibTara
HICCIIETyeMOTO MPEATIPUSITHS OTPKEHO B TaOmuIie 2.
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Ha ocHoBe pacueroB, NpeaCTaBIECHHBIX
B Ta0mwuIle 3, yCTAaHOBJICHO, YTO KA9€CTBO JIOXOI0B
CXA «Poauna [Taraunkoro» B 2017 roay HU3KoE,
MTOCKOJIBKY <«30JI0TO€ TPABWIO DKOHOMHUKM» HE
cobmoaeTcs. TeMIT pocTa aKTUBOB BEIIIIE TeMIIa
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pocTa BEIPYYKH, a MPHOBLIL HAPOTHUB HE PACTET,
a cokpairaeTcs.. B yacTHOCTH, IPHOBLTL COKPATHIIACH
B 2,2 pasa, BeIpydka pacueT Ha 1,1% mpu pocte

dunrancoBsie pe3yiabTaThl CXA

N 1, 2019

o0beMe akTuBOB Ha 5,0%. B To ke BpeMsi Henb3s

HE OTMETHUTH POCT cedecTonmMocTu Ha 4%.

Tabnuna 2.
«Ponuna [TaTHUIIKOTO»
Table 2.

Financial results of SHA “Rodina pyatnitskogo”

Moxkazatens | Indicator 2016r. | 2017r. (T}ig‘; tll’l"gtz: Z//;’
Beipyuka (HETTO) OT HPOJAXKH TOBAPOB, IPOAYKIIMH, PaOOT U YCIyT
Revenue (net) from the sale of goods, products, works and services 171865 173741 1011
CebecTonMOCTh MPOAAaHHBIX TOBapoB, pabort, yciyr 154517 160853 104,1
Cost of goods sold, work, services
Banosas npu6suis (yobITok) | Gross profit (loss) 17348 12888 74,3
Kommepueckue pacxoasl | Selling expenses 0 0 0,0
YnpasneHnueckue pacxojsl | Administrative expenses 0 0 0,0
ITpuOsw1b (yOBITOK) OT Ipogax | Profit (loss) from sales 17348 12888 74,3
TIpouents! k nonyueHuo | Interest receivable 48 0 0,0
IIpouentsl k yruiare | Percentage to be paid 1070 1845 1724
TIpoune noxonsl | Other income 10036 5110 50,9
TIpouwne pacxonsl | other expenses 5267 5714 108,5
ITpu6sLs (yOBITOK) N0 Hanoroobsoxenus | Profit (loss) before tax 21095 10439 49,5
Texymmii Hajor Ha npuObLIG | Current income tax 0 0 0,0
IIpouee | Other 177 841 475,1
Yucras npu6OsLib | Net profit 20918 9598 45,9
CoBOKYIHBIH ()UHAHCOBBIH PE3yJIbTAT 32 MEPHO/T
The total financial result for the period 20918 9398 45,9

Tabnuma 3. 3aKOHOMEPHOTO  Ppa3BUTUS  Ha UCCIEAYEMOM

Cucrema nokasarenei pocta CXA «Poguna
ITsraunkoro» B 2017 T.
Table 3.
System growth the farm “Rodina
pyatnitskogo”, 2017.

Temrbr
Tlokasarens | Indicator pocra, %
Growth rate, %

Yucras npuosuib | Net profit 45,9
IpubsL1s oT npoxax | Sales profit 74,3
Bripyuka | Revenue 101,1
Cebecronmocts npoaax | Cost of sales 104,1
AxTuBHI | Assets 105,0

HOBTOMy HU OJHaA CBA3HAA 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH
HE CO6J'IIO,I[aeTC$I. 3T10 roBOpUT 00 OTCYTCTBUH

npennpustud. 1o nanHbpM Tabnuie! 4, BbIpyUKa
NPEeaNpUATHS 3HAYUTENbHA, PUTOM €€ yAeTbHBIN
BEC B CTPYKTYpPE AOXOIO0B BO3pOC U cocTaBuil 97%
ot Bcex 10x010B B 2017 roxy. [Ipu a3Tom abcomtot-
Has BEeJIMYMHA OJTYYEHHOM BRIPYUYKH YBEINIMIACh
Ha 1876 ThICc. p. Ilpoume moxomer B 2017 romy
COKpallleHbl 10 cpaBHEHUIO ¢ 2016 rogoM moutu
Ha 50%, BKIIIOYas CHIDKEHUE TOCYJapCTBEHHOU
MOJIICPIKKH.

JlaHHBIE TAONMIBI 5 YKa3bIBAIOT HA POCT 00-
el cymmel pacxonoB B 2017 romy Ha 8222 ThIC. P.
wm 5%, ¥ B UX CTPYKType MPOU3OIUIA U3MEHEHUS.
Taxk, npupoct cebectonmocTr cocTaBmi 6336 TeIC. P.
uiu 4%, podre pacxopl ObUIN yBenu4yeHb! Ha 19%,
a ECXH BsIpoc nouru B 5 pas.

Tabnuna 4.
Crpykrypa noxonos CXA «Poauna ITaTHUIIKOTO»
Table 4.
The income structure of the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”
OTKIIOHEHUE
[Tokazarenp 2016. 2017 . Derivation
Indicator TBIC. P. B % K UTOTY ThIC. pYO. B % K urory THIC. P. o
thousand rubles| % oftotal |thousand rubles| % oftotal |thousand rubles| °
Bripyuka | Revenue 171865 94,5 173741 97,1 1876 101,1
IIpoune moxoxst | Other income 10084 5,5 5110 29 -4974 50,7
Bceero noxonos | Total revenue 181949 100,0 178851 100,0 -3098 98,3
Jlnst cBsi3u ¢ penakuueit: post@vestnik-vsuet.ru 487
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Tabnuna 5.
Crpyktypa pacxonoB B CXA «Ponuna [IaTHULIKOTOY
Table 5.
The cost structure at the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”
OTKII0OHEHUE
Iloka3arens 2016 . 2017r. Derivation
Indicator TBIC. P. B % K UTOTY TBIC. P. B % K UTOTY TBIC. P. %
thousand rubles| % of total |thousand rubles| % oftotal |thousand rubles| "°
Cebecroumocts | Cost price 154517 96,0 160853 95,0 6336 104,1
ITpoune pacxojsl | other expenses 6337 3,9 7559 4,5 1222 119,3
ECXH | ESC 177 0,1 841 0,5 664 475,1
Bcero pacxonos | Total expenses 161031 100,0 169253 100,0 8222 105,1

JlaHHBIe TAaONHITEI 6 WLTFOCTPUPYIOT OCHOBHBIE
(haxTOpBI pocTa O0IIEeH CeOSCTOMMOCTH TIPOU3BOIH-
MO TpOAYKIMK MeHee yeM Ha 1% OT mpormnioro
rona. HanGonee kpyrmHBIMU B COCTaBE 3aTpat SIBJISI-
IOTCS. MaTepHalbHbIe 3aTpaThl, YJICIbHBIA BecC
KOTOpBIX cocTaBmi opsiaka 60%.

Meton nuddepeHIManbHBIX BBIYHCICHHIA,
TIPE/ICTABIICHHBIA B TAOIHIE 7, TTO3BOJSIET BBISIBUTH,
YTO Ha CHYDKEHHE TIPHOBUTH OT MPOJaXK HaHOOJNbIIEe

BIIMSIHUE OKa3ajlo COKpAIIEHHE PEeHTa0EeIbHOCTH.
3a cuet 3TOTO (haKTOpa MPUOBLIL OT MPOJAK CHU-
3unack Ha 4599 Teic. p. PocT BRIpyukH mOBIEK
3a cO00M  HE3HAYUTENBHBIH  POCT  MPUOBLIH
ot mpogax — Bcero Ha 189 ThIC. py0. [Ipm 3TOM
OTpHLIATENIFHOE BIMSHUE OKa3ald 1 HE YIUThIBae-
MBIE MOJIENIBIO (paKkTOphl. 3a cyeT HUX NPHOBLIL
cHu3uiack Ha 50 ThIC. P.

Tabnuna 6.
Coctas u aquaamuka 3atpat CXA «Poanaa [IATHHUIIKOT0Y 0 IKOHOMHUYECKHM DIIEMEHTaM
Table 6.
The composition and the dynamics of the cost of the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”
according to the economic elements
2016 . 2017 . Oriconenne
IToxa3arens Derivation
Indicator TBIC. P. B % K UTOTY TBIC. P. B % K UTOTY TBIC. P. o
thousand rubles| % of total |thousand rubles| % of total [thousand rubles

Marepuanbasle 3aTpaThl | Material costs 130636 60,3 124130 57,1 -6506 95,0

3arpatsl Ha omaTy TpyJa | Labor costs 45654 21,1 48052 22,1 2398 105,3

OT‘-II/ICJ'I.GHI/IH Ha COI;[I/IaJILHLIG HYXbI 14605 6,7 15648 7’2 1043 107,1
Deductions for social needs

AMOPTH3AIINS OCHOBHEIX CPE/ICTR 21271 9,8 23627 10,9 2356 |111,1
Depreciation of fixed assets

IIpoune 3atpatsl | Other costs 4317 2,0 5820 2,7 1503 134,8

HWroro | Total 216483 100,0 217277 100,0 794 100,4

TaOnuna 7.

®daxTopHBIN aHanu3 IpuosLUH OT npojax B CXA «Poauna [IaTHUIIKOTOY»
Table 7.

Factor analysis of profit from sales of the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”

Toxasarem, 2016T. 2017r. Orionenme (+-)
Indicator Derivation
Beipyuka (B), Teic. p. | Revenue (B), thousand RUR 171865 173741 1876
PenrabenpHocTh npoaak (R) | Return on sales (R) 0,1009 0,0742 -0,0268
Ipu6s11s ot npoxax (I1), Tsic. p. | Profit from sales (P), thousand RUR 17348 12888 -4460
M3menenue npuObiH 3a cuet Boipyuk (R2016xAB) | Profit change due to revenue 189
M3menenue npuObLH 3a cuet penradenbHocTr (ARXB2016) | Profit change due to profitability -4599
HM3meneHue nprObLIM 32 cYeT HeydTeHHBIX (GakTopoB (ARXAB) | Profit change due to unrecorded factors -50
Jlnst yTovuHEeHUsI BHIBOIOB B TaOuuile 8 mpoBe- Kak moka3pIBalOT JaHHBIE TaOIHUIGI 9,

JicHa OLICHKa OCHOBHBIX (DAaKTOPOB (hOPMUPOBAHMS
OpUOBUIM  OT POJIAXK 110 BUAAM  MPOJYKIIHH.
YcTaHOBIEHO, YTO W3 TPEACTABICHHBIX BHIOB
npoaykiuu B 2017 roay npuObUIEHBI OBLTH 3€pHO,
MOJICOJTHEYHUK B MOJIOKO. [Ipu aTOM HaOmonaercs
CHIDKEHHE TIPUOBLTH TI0 3€pHY U MOJICOTTHEUHHKY,
a 110 MOJIOKY OTMEUEH €€ POCT.
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COKpAIIleHHEe IIEHBI 3epHOBON Tpoaykiuu Ha 30%
MPaKTUYECKU MpH pocTe cebectoumoctu Ha 23%
U TIpH pocTe o0beMa peanu3alry JaHHOTO BHAA
npomyKirH Ha 42% TOBJIEKIIO 3a CO00H COKpaIIeHIe
MpUOBUIM TIOYTH HA 8 MITH P.
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Tabonuna 8.

[Nokazarenu popMupOBaHUS TPUOBUIN OT MPOJIAXK 10 OCHOBHBIM BHAM MPOTYKIHN

B CXA «Poauna IIsTHHIIKOTO»

Table 8.
Indicators of formation of profit from sales by main types of products of the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”
Bunsl nponykiuu | Types of products 2016r. 2017 r. Ortxionenue (+,-) [Derivation
KousmuecTBo peanu3oBanHo npoaykuuy, 11 | The number of sales, ¢

3epHo | Grain 51323 72607 21284
IMoaconneunuk | Sunflower 18185 17386 -799

Mozoxko | Milk 33404 34215 811

Cebecroumocts 1 1, p. | The cost of 1 kg, rubles

3epHo | Grain 613,51 531,49 -82,02
IMoaconneunuk | Sunflower 913,56 941,39 27,83

Mozoxko | Milk 225847 2307,18 48,71

Ilena peanuzanuu 1 1, p. | Selling price 1 centner, rubles

3epHo | Grain 847,14 587,68 -259,46
IMonconneunuk | Sunflower 1803,79 1519,79 -284

Moroxko | Milk 2315,56 2631,24 315,68

ITpu6ss (YOBITOK) OT npogax Ha 1 1, p. | Profit (loss) from sales at 1 kg, rubles

3epHo | Grain 233,64 56,19 -177,45
TTonconneynuk | Sunflower 890,24 578,40 -311,84

Moutoko | Milk 57,09 324,07 266,98

TTpuGsUTb (YOBITOK OT IPOJIAK) HA BCIO MPOAYKIHIO, ThIC. p. | Profit (loss on sales) for all products, thousand rubles

3epHo | Grain 11991 4080 -7911
Ionconneunuk | Sunflower 16189 10056 -6133

Mornoko | Milk 1907 11088 9181

Tabnuna 9.

Junamuka pakTopoB opMUpOBaHUS MPUOBLTH OT MPOAAXK IO OCHOBHBIM BUAAM MPOAYKIIUN
B CXA «Poanua IIsaTHUIIKOTOY

Table 9.

Dynamics of factors of formation of profit from sales by main types of products
of the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo”

Temm pocra, % | Growth rate, % Ortknorenns 2017 roga ot 2016 rona, ThIC.
ITokazatens B T. 4. 32 CUET
Indicator KOJIMYECTBA |CEOECTOMMOCTH | LIEHBI BCero KONHYCCTBA ce0eCTOMMOCTH | 1IEHBI
quantities cost price prices including by quantities cost price prices

3epHo | Grain 141,47 122,56 69,37 | -7911 4973 5955 -18839
TTonconneunuk | Sunflower 95,61 98,52 84,25 | -6133 -711 -484 -4938
Mornoko | Milk 102,43 104,64 113,63 | 9181 46 -1667 10801

CokpareHue 00BEeMOB IpOU3BOICTBA IMOJIOKMTCIIBHO, TaK U OTPULATCIBLHO  BIUATH

noaconHeyHrnKa Ha 4,4% Hapsay ¢ COKpalieHUEM
3arpat Ha 1,5% ¥ cokpalieHueM [eHbl peaTn3aiun
Ha 5,7% crano npuYrHO# cokpaiieHus GpuHaHCO-
Boro pesynbrata Ha 6133 T1hIC. pY0. B menom
HauOONBIIUN YPOH 110 IPUOBUIH, MOyYEeHHOU
OT TIOJICOJTHEYHUKA, HAHECITH [IEHBI — 32 CUET ITOTO
(dakTopa IpeAnpHUsITHE TOTEPSIIO TIOYTH 5 MITH P.

[puObLTs OT MOJIOKA pacTeT. DTO 00YCIIOB-
JIEHO POCTOM KOJIMYECTBA PEeaTM3alliK JJAHHOTO BHIA
MPOIYKIMH U POCTOM ero LeHbl. [Ipu 3tom axtopom,
MaKCHUMAaJIbHO TIOJIO’KUTEIEHO BIUSIIOIINM Ha (hPHHAH-
COBBI PE3yJIbTaT IO OCHOBHOMY BHIY MNPOIYKIHH
NpEapPUATHUA — MOJIOKY, ABJIAKOTCA LICHBI.

Junst ymyuiieHust (GUHAHCOBOTO pe3yJybTara
MIpEANIPUATHIO HCO6XO)II/IMO COBCPUICHCTBOBATH
yIpaBJIeHHE PacXoAaMu Ul Lelieil UX ONTUMH3a-
uuu. Ilpu 5TOM BaskKHO OTCIIEKHMBATh W3MEHEHHE
MPOYUX JOXOAOB M PAcX0J0B, KOTOPBIE MOTYT KaK

Jlnst cBsi3u ¢ penakuueit: post@vestnik-vsuet.ru

Ha KOHEYHBIH (PMHAHCOBBINM Pe3yIIbTaT.

B mensix coBepuieHCTBOBAaHUS YIpPaBICHUS
NPHUOBUIBIO TIPEATIPUATHS TIPETIOAKEHO HCTIONB30BaTh
oreparoHHbIN aHanu3 (Tabmuna 10).

YcraHoBEeHO, TpH  peajM3alik  3epHa
Ha cymmy 30821 ThIC. p., MOJICOIHEYHUKA HA CYMMY
6013 TeIC. p. WMONMOKa Ha cymmy 58451 TwIC. p.
(nopor penradenbHoct) CXA «Poauna IlsTaui-
KOro» TIIOKPOET BCE CBOHM 3aTpaThl M HAYHET
II0JTy4aTh PUOBLIH.

PaccuntanHbIii 3anac (PMHAHCOBOM MPOYHOCTH
10 3€pHY, MOJICOJIHEYHUKY W MOJIOKY BBICOK H
coctaBmsier 27,8, 77,2 m35,1% OT BRIpyUKH
COOTBETCTBEHHO, 3TO YKa3bIBAaeT Ha CIIOKOIHOE
(MHAHCOBOE COCTOSIHME XO3fHCTBa B YacCTH
JaHHOTO pou3BoJIcTBa. [Ipu 3TOM 110 3€pHY 3amac
(MHAHCOBOI NPOYHOCTH CaMBbIii HU3KUH, a 3P PEeKT
OIIEpaIIOHHOTO PblYara BBICOK.
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Tabnuma 10.
OrnepaltmoHHBIN aHAIN3 OCHOBHBIX BUIIOB Tpoaykiun CXA «Pomuna [Istautikoro» B 2017 romy
Table 10.
Operational analysis of the main products of the farm “Rodina pyatnitskogo” in 2017
. 3epHO INoaconueynux Mostoko

IMoxazaress | Indicator G rl; i Sunflower Milk
BrIpyuka OT IIpofaxu IPOAYKIUH, THIC. P. |
Revenue from sales of products, thousand rubles: 42670 26423 90028
00beM peau3aliy NpoayKuui, 1t | sales volume, ¢ 72607 17386 34215
1ieHa, p./11 | price, rubles/c 587,68 1519,79 2631,24
IepeMeHHBIe 3aTparThl, ThIC. p. | Variable costs, thousand rubles: 27978 13405 58416
MIEPEMEHHBIC 3aTPAThI HA EJIMHHUILY TPOJIYKIIHH, p./1| 38533 771,00 170731
variable costs per unit of output, rubles/c
Banosas Mapoka, ThIC. p. | Gross margin, thousand rubles. 14692 13018 31612
IMocrosiHHbIE 3aTpaThl, ThIC. p. | Fixed costs, thousand rubles. 10612 2962 20524
ITpubbLIL OT peanusaruy, ThiC. p. | Profit from sales, thousand rubles 4080 10056 11088
Dddekr oneparpionHoro paiyara | Effect of the operating lever 3,60 1,29 2,85
Koadurment Banooii maprku | Gross Margin Ratio 0,34 0,49 0,35
Topor penrabensHocTH, ThIC. p. | Threshold of profitability, thousand rubles: 30821 6013 58451
ropor perTadensHocTH, 11 | threshold of profitability, ¢ 52445 3956 22214
3anac ¢uHaHCOBOM NpoYHOCTH, ThIC. p. | Financial strength, thousand rubles: 11849 20410 31577
3anac (rHaHCOBOH npoyHoCTH, % | financial strength margin, % 27,8 77,2 35,1

Ucnone3ys mpaBuino 50%, ycTaHOBIEHO,
9TO MEepEeMEHHBIE 3aTPAThl B BEIPYYKE COCTABIISIIOT
noutn 66%, TO €CTh MAJISI MOMYYCHUSI MPUOBLIN
OpraHM3aIMX HEOOXOAMMO COKpAIATh IIEPEMEHHBIC
3aTparsel. Ho ecnu 3Toro He mpousoiaer, To HaMu
NPE/IOKEH BEPOSITHOCTHBIA MPOTHO3 pocTa 00b-
eMa pealu3allud 3a CueT pocTa ypOoXKaiHOCTH
Y TTIOCEBHOM TUTOMIAH 36PHOBBIX.

3akiIouyeHue

B pesynprare 20% pocT BBIpYyUYKH U Tepe-
MEHHBIX 3aTpaT MOXKET IOBJEYh 3a COOOH POCT
npubbUIM 10 3epHY Ha 72% TpU HEU3MEHHOM
MOpOre PEHTA0CILHOCTA U OJIArONPUSTHOM IS
()MHAHCOBOTO COCTOSIHMSI YBEIMYCHUH 3araca
(UHAHCOBOI MPOYHOCTU. 3aMETHM, YTO B CIIydae
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