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Theoretical and practical aspects of formation of 
strategies of sustainable development of farm  

enterprises 
 

© Scientific problem. In the conditions of a 
mixed economy the farm enterprise is an im-
portant form of business management which is 
able to ensure a high standard of agriculture, an 
appropriate level of production process man-
agement, careful attitude to soil use, other re-
sources, property and labor.  The type of the 
development of farm enterprises, wherein not 
only their resources and economic relationships 
but their competitiveness as well, will be able 
to be reproduced, is possible only under the 
condition of maximum employment of both 
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internal and external resources of these farms. 
In this regard, it is necessary for each farm en-
terprise to develop and realize an effective 
strategy of its development. However, most 
farms do not have such strategies yet, which 
results in their financial instability and bank-
ruptcy. The implementation of scientifically 
grounded strategies is the prerequisite of a suc-
cessful farm enterprise performance in the 
long-term period.    

Analysis of recent researches and publica-
tions. The problem of the formation of the 
strategy for sustainable development of farm 
enterprises has been paid much attention to in 
scientific research works recently. General 


