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A scientifically sound approach to determine the assessment of quality of education was explored, considered

in terms of monitoring the educationalprocess was explored. Solving the problem of monitoring the quality of
educationwas explored in particular by the systematic approach to the example of the development of certain blocks of
information-analytical system for decision support.
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The article deals with the dependence between the commodity structure of Ukrainian export and the commodity
structure of Ukrainian goods’ anti-dumping restrictions. Besides an issue of Ukrainian export branch priorities’ transfor-
mation is considered. Special attention is paid to the development of agriculture (on Zhytomyr region example) as an
alternative to anti-dumping restrictions against steel products export.
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