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ACTIVITIES OF FARMS IN IVANO-FRANKIVSK REGION 
In this article an author analyzes the key performance indicators of farms in the 

Ivano- Frankivsk region and discussed possible ways of improving the 
competitiveness of their production in modern economic development. Farms act as 
the preservation of cultural and economic traditions of rural development , provision 
of farming , maintenance of employment in rural areas. Intensification of production 
and increase productivity in farming is accomplished by determining whether 
emphasizing modernization and rational use of energy and material resources . 
Questions regarding the activities of farms remains a pressing toward research. We 
need new approaches to the strategy of state financial support for the agricultural 
sector in a market economy. This necessitates a conceptual definition of the main 
directions , forms, methods and content of state support for farmers . The growth 
impact of the farms is due to the concentration of land use, intensification of 
agricultural production and increase its export potential. 

Key words: farms, agriculture, production efficiency, economic potential, 
development issues, agricultural enterprises, commodity producer, competitiveness, 
land use, economic policy.   
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 1 
       

         
 2009 2010 2011 2012 

,  556 561 561 565 
,  1288 1143 1150 1031 

,  25,5 23,5 25,0 26,6 
     23,9 22,0 23,5 25,3 

,      
  45,8 41,9 44,5 47,1 

    42,9 39,3 41,9 44,8 
 ( ) 
, .   52,9 79,4 117,1 152,0 

.  47,7 68,6 102,8 126,8 
,   (–), .   5,2 10,8 14,3 25,2 

,  (–),   10,9 15,8 13,9 19,8 
 2 

       
 (  2010 ; .)        

   
 

 
 

 
2009 82,6 69,8 12,8 
2010 84,2 68,9 15,3 
2011 127,9 113,5 14,4 
2012 147,8 131,5 16,3 
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