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 173,4 100,0 19,4 100,0 
 

15-24  
63,8 36,8 46 8,2 

25-29  131,6 75,9 0,5 2,5 
30-34  132,7 76,5 0,5 2,6 
35-39  134,4 77,5 1,1 5,5 
40-49  138,5 79,9 0,8 4,1 
50-59  118,4 68,3 0,8 4,3 
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Summary 

Summarizes the scientific views of scientists-economists-agrarians on the use 
of labour in agriculture, reducing unemployment and increasing employment. 
         The estimation of the existing level of employment is characterized by improved 
mechanisms of employment regulation for the rural population.  
         The main directions for improvement of employment in the agricultural labor 
market are described. 

Key words: labour, employment, unemployment, agricultural market, 
agriculture, rural population, workforce, mechanism of regulation, labour force, 
labour market.   
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