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2009 2010 2011 2012 2012 .  2009 . 

 7819 7769 7757 8121 104 
 4333 4243 4140 4183 97 
 1001 952 905 856 86 

 42101 41726 41488 40732 97 
 345 322 311 294 86 

 1553 1481 1532 1680 108 
 57152 56493 56133 55866 98 
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Summary 
Lviv Natonal University of Veterinary Medicine and Biotecnologies named afterf 

S.Z/Gzhytskij 
ORGANISATIONAL FORMS OF BUSINESS IN AGRICULTURE 

The materials of the study detailed modern organizational forms of business in 
agriculture in Ukraine. Disadvantage and the advantages of the corporate structure 
of farms and small-scale enterprises in the domestic agricultural sectorhave been 
identified. Directions tooptimize the state support for organization and business 
activities in the agricultural sector have been offed. 
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