
. ,  75, 2014  
 

 65 

 657.631.115 
 

 
 

 
. , .  

, .  
 

.  
 
 
 

.  
. ,  

. 
 

, ,  
 

,  
. 

: ,  
, , ,  
. 

 
.  

,  
,  

, , 
. 
 

.  
 
 

. ,  
 

,  
 

, .  
 



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 66 

. 
.  

: ;  
; .  

,  
. 

. , . , . 
, . , . , . , . , . 

.  
,  

 
, ,  

,  
, . 

, 
, . ,  

 
. 

 
, 
 

. 
.  

.  
 

. 
 

, , 
. 

,  
 

. 
. ,  

 (  
),  

.  
 

 [1]. 
, ,  



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 67 

 ( )  
, :  

,  
 (  

,  ).   
 
 

 ( . 1). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

. 1  
 

, ,  
 

,  
, . 

.  
,  –  

. , . , 
,  

 [2, . 110].  
, , : , 

,  
 

3- :  
 

 

4- :  
 

 
 

 
 

 

1- :  
 ( ) 

, , 
 

 

2- :  
,  

, 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 (  
) 

 



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 68 

[2, . 112]. 
 

,  
.  

,  
,  

.  
,  

:  
;  

;  
; ;  

; 
; , 

 [3, . 357]. 
. ,  

 
 (  

, , , , ,  
, )  

,  
 
 

.  
 

, , , , 
 [4, . 146]. 

 
 

: , 
, , , , , 
.  60 -

 ( . 1).  
 

 2014 ,  
. 

 (28 %  
) ,  

,  1,5 % , 16,5 



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 69 

% – , 10 % –  
. 

 1 
 

 

  
, % 

 
 65 

 27 
 5 
 3 

 72 % ,  
 ( . 2). 

 

. 2  
, , 

, .  
 

. 
,  (20 %)  

 
.  

 ( )  
 ( , ), 50%  

, , , . 
,  

 81 %  
,  9 % – ,  10 % 

– . , ,  
,  9 %  

.  
, ,  

 4 %. ,  18 % ,  



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 70 

,  
.  

. 
 

 58 % ,  
42 % ,  10 % –  

, ,  
, ,  –  

.  
, , 

 
,  3. 

43%

26%

34%

9%

9%

14%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

 
, )

 
, 

 
 ( )

 
 (  …

 

 :  100 %,  
. 

. 3  
 

, ,  
 10 %  

.  10-20 % 
.  70-80 %  

, , . 
, ,  

 (  251 )  
,  –  



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 71 

 50 ). ,  
 

,  
.  

. 
 
 

. 
 

,  
.  

.  
,  

 
,  

,  
 

. 
 

,  
,  

. 
 
 

, . 
 

1. .  
 / . . –  

. . – ., 2008. – 242. 
2. .  

 / . . // . – 
2010. - 10. – .109-112. 

3. . :  
 / . . – . .  

. . 6. – : , 2010. – . 357. 
4. . : 

 / .  //  
: .– . 4 (32) 

– : , 2007. – C. 145–152. 



. ,  75, 2014  
 

 72 

 
., .  

 
 
 
 

. 
 

. ,  
.  

 
, ,  

 
,  

. 
: ,  

, , ,  
. 

 
SUMMARY 

Kryukova I.O., Hnatyeva T.N. Internal control in the management of 
agroindustrial production companies 

The state of internal control in the farms of different legal forms was explored 
and the level of compliance with legislation was analyzed. Impact of control in the 
management of agricultural production company was assessed. The internal control 
function was consolidated on appropriate level of the entity. Factors that influence 
the effectiveness of the entity activity of internal business control were revealed. The 
necessity of various activities for  internal control improvements was proved that is 
confirmed by the companies survey, half of which actually recognizes the need for 
implementation of internal control or internal audit at the enterprises, and the 
development and application of regulatory support in their activities. 

Keywords: internal business control, function control subjects, audit 
committee, agricultural enterprises, service control. 

 


