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This article discusses the fact that the way of life of our people is shaped by
agriculture and animal husbandry, the favorable conditions that nature has
endowed with agriculture; The importance of the relationship of land to the
main part of the population living in rural areas and the role of agriculture in
the formation of their family budgets was studied and analyzed.
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INTRODUCTION

In the Republic of Uzbekistan, land is state property
and national wealth in accordance with current
legislation. The position of the republic as an agrarian
state with a long history, the unique traditions of our
people, cultural history, rich experience in the field of
agricultural culture and huge scientific and technical
potential are closely linked with the effective use of
agricultural land.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The way of life of our people is formed in connection
with agriculture and animal husbandry, the favorable
conditions given by nature for agriculture; The fact
that the main part of the population of the republic
lives in rural areas and agriculture plays a significant
role in the formation of their family budgets shows
how important the attitude to land.

In recent years, a large amount of agricultural land
has been allocated for housing in rural areas, this
process will continue in the future due to rapid
population growth, as well as the deterioration of land
reclamation. reduction due to the construction of other
facilities, the possibility of developing new lands and
the scarcity of land, the sharp limitation of the
expansion of arable land due to water scarcity requires
the efficient use of existing land resources in the
process of agricultural production.

Given the above circumstances and the special nature
of land in agricultural production, ie its irreplaceable
means of production and the object of labor, the
government of the republic paid special attention to
improving land relations as a key direction of economic
reform. In particular, the Law of the Republic of
Uzbekistan "On Land", adopted during the years of
independence [1-3], was replaced by the "Land Code"
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of the Republic of Uzbekistan [4-7], which fully meets

the spirit and requirements of current reforms.

This code stipulates the need for rational use of land

as the basis of national wealth and life, activity and

welfare of the people of the republic and its protection
by the state. Also, the "Land Code™:
to preserve the land as the most important
economic resource, the basis of the life of citizens,
to increase soil fertility and improve its quality;

— ensuring the rational, efficient and purposeful use
of land;

— agricultural lands, first of all, made it the
responsibility of all land users to ensure the special
protection of irrigated lands and their use for a
strictly defined purpose.

Relevant organizations authorized to control land use:

— state and other support for the implementation of
measures to increase the productivity of
agricultural lands, improve their reclamation and
land protection;

— diversity of forms of land ownership and use,
ensuring the equality of participants in land
relations and ensuring the protection of their
legitimate rights and interests.

Therefore, the issue of efficient and rational use of

land in agriculture should be approached not only as

an economic issue, but also as a socio-economic and
political-economic issue that has become a state
policy. In the context of the formation and
development of a market economy, increasing the
economic efficiency of the use of all categories of
agricultural land is becoming a theoretical and practical
issue. At present, the country annually irrigates an
average of 4.2 million hectares of land. Although these
areas account for 15.1 percent of the total agricultural
land, they account for about 95 percent of the
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country’s agricultural output. In this regard, when
talking about increasing the economic efficiency of the
use of agricultural land, first of all, irrigated arable land
should be considered [8-10].

The cost-effectiveness of land use refers to the ratio
between income from land use and costs associated
with land use when approached economically. Under
market conditions, the concept of "economic
efficiency" means the cultivation of agricultural
products that meet market demand, rather than
reducing the amount of material and labor costs in
land use. Achieving cost-effective land use involves
complex economic processes. These processes consist
of agro-technical, technological, organizational,
economic systems within the framework of an
integrated system of agricultural production. It is in
this respect that the economic efficiency of land use
depends in many respects on the results of the
operation of these systems.

Based on the above considerations, it is appropriate to
consider the economic efficiency of land use as the
sum of the efficiency of agro-technical, economic-
technological, socio-economic and organizational-
economic processes in production. Because economic-
technological and agro-technical processes reflect the
natural, artificial and economic fertility of land, water
supply, use of fixed and circulating assets and the use
of biological potential of agricultural crops, socio-
economic efficiency is the sum of the results of agro-
technical, economic-technological processes and
ensures the achievement of production goals through
economic incentives that stimulate the production
process [11-13].

The economic efficiency of land use is largely
dependent on differences and changes in natural and
climatic conditions. Because the results of land use are
influenced by the climate of individual areas, soil
composition, quality and level of natural fertility,
topography, annual rainfall, the length of sunny days
and many other factors.

The factors mentioned above have a great influence
on the process of land use and exhibit the
characteristic of unstable repetition over time and
space. In addition, the ability to manage the natural
factors that affect the economic efficiency of land use
by human will is severely limited. In this regard, under
the influence of these factors, it is necessary to
subordinate and adapt the production process, and in
this way it is possible to ensure the efficiency of land
use.

However, the organizational and economic factors that
determine the economic efficiency of land use are
among the factors that tend to be managed by a
person in a certain direction and have a strong impact
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on the final economic results. In particular, the
provision of agriculture with productive new
machinery, productive livestock, machinery and

equipment, increasing the level of mechanization of
production, equipping it with advanced technologies,
providing quality and market-oriented personnel with
production skills and qualifications and other factors
are among the factors that increase the economic
efficiency of the use of land, water, labor resources
and basic means of production in agriculture.

Thus, the economic efficiency of land use is reflected
in the amount of income per unit of arable land, at the
expense of material and labor resources spent in the
process of growing agricultural products. More
precisely, it is reflected in the ratio between these
costs and revenues. However, the economic efficiency
of land use can be fully assessed only through a series
of economic indicators or a system of indicators [5,12].
As a result of economic reforms aimed at the
introduction of market relations in the agricultural
sector, a multi-sectoral economy has been established
in the sector. In particular, today the main agricultural
enterprises are shirkat farms, dehkan farms and farms.
This means that as the number of land users
increases, so does the stratification between specific
features in the land use process. In this regard, the
level of economic efficiency of land use should be
assessed, taking into account the characteristics of
land use of each form of management. This is because
company farms and ranches use land on a long-term
lease basis. In this case, the lease term is set at 50
years and not less than 30 years [13-16].

The size of the leased land also varies depending on
the type of crop, ie the direction of the farm. In other
words, while cotton and grain crops will be allocated at
least 10 hectares, vegetable farmers will be allocated
at least 1 hectare.

In the livestock sector, it is planned to allocate 0.3 to
0.45 hectares of land per head of livestock, as well as
at least 2 hectares of non-irrigated (arable) land
(varies by region) [1].

It is envisaged that land plots will be allocated to
dehkan farms with the right of inheritance for lifelong
use and possession. At the same time, within the
existing capabilities of each region and territory, the
size of land allocated to the farm may vary, and the
maximum amount is 0.35 hectares (on irrigated land).
In dry lands, the size of farms is 0.5 hectares, while
desert and desert farms are allocated up to 1 hectare

[3].

RESULTS
Thus, the large number of land users and the diversity
of their forms of management, differences in the
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management mechanism require certain changes in
the indicators of land use efficiency.

Thus, the system of indicators reflecting the economic
efficiency of land use can be divided into the following
groups (Figure 1):

— value indicators of economic efficiency of land use;

natural indicators of economic efficiency of land
use;

— “structural” indicators that complement and define
the value and natural indicators of economic
efficiency of land use.

Indicator group

value indicators:

natural indicators:

Economic efficiency of land use

“Structural” indicators that complement and define value and natural indicators

Source: Based on the author's research.
Figure 1. Group of indicators of economic efficiency of land use

While the value indicators in the system of economic
indicators describing the economic efficiency of land
use have certain differences in agricultural enterprises
of different forms of management, natural indicators
have almost no such differences and in all categories
of agricultural enterprises by comparing these
indicators under certain conditions. can be evaluated
(Table 1).

For example, if it is possible to calculate the value of
gross output per hectare of arable land, which is part

of the value indicators, within the framework of
companies, farms and dehkan farms, it is not possible
to calculate the net income per hectare of arable land.
Because according to the adopted methods, there is
no net income indicator in the farms. Based on the
above considerations, when analyzing land use
efficiency indicators (value indicators) in agricultural
enterprises of different forms of ownership, it is
advisable to use the gross product value and gross
income per hectare. In this case,

Table 1. The system of economic indicators of land use in the context of different forms of management

Show children Indicators Company Farm Farming
system economy
- value of gross output per hectare of - - .
arable land (soums); Existing Existing Existing
- Gross income from one hectare of Existin Existin Existin
arable land (soums); 9 9 9
Value indicators
- Net income from one hectare of Existin Existin No
arable land (soums); 9 9 )
- net profit (sum) corresponding to - -
the economic value of the land. Existing Existing No.
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- 51:.““1'“ Expre g -
- The amount of product obtained - - -
per hectare of arable land (ts); Existing Existing Existing
- livestock pro_ducts per hectare of Existing Existing Existing
arable land (ts);
Natural
indicators .
- feed unit .(ts) grown per hectare of Existing Existing Existing
arable land;
- working time per person per -
hectare of arable land (man-hours). Existing No. No.
- The share of arable land in the total | Existing Existing Existing
land area (%);
Filler and
structural - share of irrigated lands in the land | Existing Existing Existing
indicators area (%);
- Coefficient of total land use. Existing Existing Existing
Source: Based on the author's research.
The natural indicators of land use do not differ from CeSIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHBIX  KYNbTYp B PbIHOYHbIX

each other within different agricultural enterprises.
However, while the indicator of labor time
consumption per hectare of arable land can be
determined due to the possibility of accounting for
labor costs within the enterprises of company farms,
such an opportunity does not exist within farms and
dehkan farms. In particular, the reporting of working
hours spent on crop maintenance on farms has not
been established at all. Also, the nature of the
operation of farms and the large-scale use of child
labor, along with the labor of able-bodied people
within the rural family, do not allow the calculation of
labor costs in a single unit.

Thus, the indicators of economic efficiency of land use
differ from each other in a number of respects within
the framework of agricultural enterprises of different
forms of management. In this regard, it is
recommended to evaluate land use and make a
comparative analysis of it in each specific case, using a
separate group of indicators on a priority basis.
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