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THE CURRENT FEATURES OF RESOURCE SUPPORT FOR THE 
COMPETITIVE DEVELOPMENT OF FARMS 

Yeremenko D.V., PhD in Economics 
Tavriya state agro-technologic university 

The article is devoted to analysis of the current state of resource providing for farms as 
an integral part of their competitive development. The specific use of land and material 
resources by the Ukrainian farms has been analyzed. Factors that determine the 
appropriate differentiation in the sectors have been found out. It has been proved the 
necessity of stimulating the process of diversification the production and economic 
performance of the farms as the base of the farm’s competitiveness increasing. The 
author emphasizes a significant degree of influence of regional climatic and 
organizational-economic  factors  on  the  process   of  national farming formation. The  
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necessity of creation the system of organizational support of effective use of 
technological tools in the system of farms has been proved. It has been noticed in the 
article that at the moment national farmers are being forced to resolve the tasks of 
competitive use of the available resource potential by their own. 
 
Keywords: farm, resource potential, land resources, logistical support, 
competitiveness, agricultural production 
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   ,% 
 

 
 2015  2012, 

+- 2012 2013 2014 2015 
 

 13,54 13,36 13,53 14,38 1,04 
 29,11 30,21 30,70 30,74 1,63 

 54,16 53,89 52,87 52,42 -1,74 
 3,19 2,54 2,90 2,46 -0,73 

 
 18,80 14,95 14,01 14,47 -4,33 
 30,53 30,62 31,53 29,44 -1,09 

 47,81 51,72 51,70 54,38 6,57 
 2,87 2,71 2,75 1,71 -1,16 

 
 10,55 10,22 10,63 10,81 0,26 
 28,10 29,50 29,70 28,93 0,83 

 59,19 58,56 57,86 58,88 -0,31 
 2,16 1,72 1,81 1,38 -0,78 
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