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named after S.Z. Gzhytskyj, Lviv, Ukraine 
 

GOVERNMENT REGULATION OF BUSINESS FARMS 
 
The article studies the processes for state regulation of business farms with an 

emphasis on specific features of their operation. At the same time pointed out the 
dependence of state support for farmers from the factors of natural origin. Argued 
that support should receive as farms located in the finest natural economic 
conditions, and in the worst. 

In the Lviv region, like other parts of the Carpathian region of Ukraine, most 
clearly revealed the influence of natural factors on the development of agriculture, 
which is the basis of various forms of business entities. Considering these aspects we 
conducted research on a chosen topic published in the context of existing natural 
areas, namely Polessye, steppe, foothills and mountainous areas of the Carpathians. 
In addition, each zone is selected common areas. This approach allowed for research 
more deeply and thoroughly analyze the state support of agriculture farms Lviv 
(Table 1) and the bottom line of their business activities (Table 2). On the basis of the 
results of research offered specific proposals improve the allocation of public 
financial support among farmers in the process of establishment. 

Key words: government regulation, entrepreneurship, farming, government 
support, natural areas. 
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. . 

 1 
 

 2012 . 

 

 

 
 

  
 
 

 

 -
  -

  - 
 

 
, 

. . 

6513,1 6225,9 4376,0 1155,4 2551,9 878,7 13441,0 

 %  48,4 46,3 32,6 8,6 19,0 6,5 100,0 
 

: 
       

 
, 

. . 

328,6 163,9 1745,0 494,2  186,3 2754,2 

 %  11,9 6,0 63,4 17,9 24,7 6,8 100,0 
 

, 
.  

6184,5 6062,0 3331,0 661,2 871,3 693,8 10386,8 

 %  59,5 58,4 32,1 6,4 8,4 67 100,0 
 
 
, % 

 
100,0 

 
100,0 

 
100,0 

 
100,0 

 
100,0 

 
100,0 

 
100,0 

 
 

35,1 34,4 32,9 58,7 25,1 45,0 32,5 

 64,9 65,6 67,1 41,5 74,9 55,0 67,5 
 

 
: 

       

 
, 

. .. 

15,8 64,9 9,1 14,3 21,6 15,7 13,3 

-  
, . 

246,7 1258,8 213,8 230,2 485,6 309,4 257,9 

: p  [9] 
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, . 

. 

211842,9 74554.9 213487,5 69651,8 25337,6 17805,3 450667,5 

 %  
 

47,0 16,54 47,4 15,5 5,6 4,0 100,0 

. :        
, 

. . 
128614,5 5622,0 61163,6 14920,5 17060,2 12648,6 206839,3 

 %  
 

, 
. . 

62,2 2,7 29,6 7,2 8,2 6,1 100,0 

 %  
 

33,5 28.7 63,5 22,8 3,0 2,5 100,0 

 (+), 
 (-)  

 
 

, . 
. 

3756.4 -11965,0 27782,3 10615,2 3750,4 2545,1 35109,1 

-
, % 

1,8 -13,8 15,0 18,0 17,4 16,7 7,9 

: p  [9] 
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