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The article deals with the comprehensive research of theoretic and methodological 
as well as scientific and practical essentials for development and efficient functioning 
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of such an important domestic economics branch as beef cattle breeding under devel-
oping market conditions in Ukraine. The author substantiated the priorities for branch 
development of beef cattle breeding which is assessed to be a holistic production system 
uniting specialized ventures, that are involved in cattle breeding and nutrition, with 
logistic and sales entities as well as with those ventures which provide breed regenera-
tion, research and development, project and construction, and technological support 
aiming to supply the food market with original high-quality meat, meat food and deli-
catessen, to obtain domestic food-provision independence, and to increase exports. 

Analysis of beef cattle in Ukraine shows that the level of production of beef has de-
termined not only the structure of cattle breeds ratio (combined and meat) and more 
organizational and economic and technological factors with the aim of intensive use of 
existing stock to produce competitive products. 

The author proved that strategic priority directions for development of beef farming are 
assumed to be the governmental support of beef cattle breeding, beef breeds regeneration 
and modernization, implementation of innovative technologies for stock breeding, for-
mation of beef market, improvement of investment climate, modernization of pricing. 

Keywords: animal, of meat complex, beef, veal, beef cattle industry, cattle, organiza-
tional and economic security. 
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