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Abstract. Developments in the agricultural sector in Poland after 1989,
which are to a large extent policy driven (transition to a market economy, EU
accession and the introduction of the CAP) resulted in significant changes in
all dimensions of the agricultural structure. Despite still fragmented farm
structure, processes of concentration of agricultural land and livestock became
visible. The smallest sized herds have continued to disappear, and livestock
has moved to larger scale herds on specialized farms. A significant increase in
investments in fixed assets in the years that followed accession to the EU
should be noted.

In response to market requirements, and due to the modernization
processes that took place in Polish agriculture, the total agricultural output has
consistently grown over a long period. Technological advancements in Polish
agriculture, productivity increases and positive prices trends in the post-
accession period have also resulted in increased farm incomes. A noticeable
increase of agricultural outputs and farm incomes characterizes changes also
in other new Member States after the EU accession due to the introduction of
the Common Agricultural Policy and new market opportunities as a result of
growth in domestic demand and increased exports.

Keywords: Poland, structural changes, economic transformation,
European integration

Introduction

Economic transition and European integration have contributed
significantly to the restructuring of the agricultural sector in Central and
Eastern Europe. Poland, like other countries which went through the transition
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and process of accession to the European Union, has faced many problems to
be solved on the road to a free market economy.

The agricultural sector was not an exception. In Poland, in the first years
of transition which was initiated in 1989, farmers experienced severe financial
difficulties mainly due to a high inflation and the scrapping of the centralized
price regulation system. Since the mid-1990s, however, preparations for
accession to the EU, positive price trends and improved productivity resulting
from increased inputs due to better terms of trade and technological
advancements, had a positive impact on incomes from farming as well as on
the modernization of Polish agriculture.

New financial support measures, which re-established subsidizing of
agricultural production after the almost complete removal of subsidies at the
beginning of the transformation period, and the introduction of the CAP direct
payments and other forms of support after EU accession, have injected
additional funds into the farming sector available for investments. New
economic policies, the recovery of the sector from the transition crisis as well
as improved profitability in agricultural production resulted in a growing
demand for agricultural land and substantial changes in land ownership and
farm structure.

The structural changes in Polish agriculture, which are the most vital
result of transition to the market economy in the last 25 years, will be the main
focus of this paper.

Role of agriculture in the Polish economy

Rural areas in Poland cover 93% of the country’s territory. The total area
of agricultural land is about 14.5 min hectares, which places Poland in the 5th
place in the European Union for agricultural land area. In 1990 over 27% of the
labour force worked in agriculture. In the mid-nineties the total share of those
employed in the sector was reduced to 22%. Overemployment was, in the
past, one of the characteristic features of the sector. In the 1990s, and in the
first years of the 21°% century, the outflow of employment from agriculture was
restricted by the high rate of unemployment in the national economy. Due to
economic growth in Poland, as well as the most recent structural and
demographic changes, the share of employed in agriculture in 2015 is
estimated to be 13%’ (table 1).

At the beginning of the transformation to the market economy in 1989,
the share of the agricultural sector in GDP amounted to 8.4%. This share
declined to 3.7% in 2004 and further to 3.5% in 2014. Despite this trend, which
reflects development processes in Poland and significant trends for growth in
other branches of the Polish economy, agriculture is still an important sector
due to its production and non-production functions.

Agriculture is not only a source of food and raw materials for a range of
different processing industries. It is also a vital partner for the industries that
supply agriculture with the means of production. The agricultural sector also
includes social functions resulting from its multi-functionality, and provides

' The whole European Union agriculture’s share of employment from Eurostat data is 5.5%
on average.
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several public goods. In the case of Polish agriculture, it is very appropriate to
say that, taking multi-functionality into account, the absorption of a significant
part of the country’s workforce, a strong contribution to Polish exports and
improving food trade balance, the importance of the sector for the national
economy is much greater than its share in the Polish GDP could suggest.

1. Selected characteristics of Polish agriculture*

Change
Specification 1990 | 2004 2014 2004-2014
[2004=100]
Agricultural land [mIn ha] 18.8 16.3 14.6 89.2
Number of farms [thous.] 2,139 1,854 1,395 75.2
Share of farms over 10 ha 17.4 201 23.8 118.4
Average farm size [ha] 71 7.5 9.5 126.7
1 0,
Agricultural employment [% of total 25 6 15.2 15 98.7
employment]
Share of agriculture of GDP (%) 13.8 3.7 3.4 91.9
Share of exports of agricultural produce 54 88 13.1 148.9
(% of total exports)
Share of imports of agricultural produce 19 6.2 9.2 148.4

(% of total imports)
*Source: Main Statistical Office GUS — yearbooks.

Policy framework

Historically, agricultural policies in Poland have always supported the
sector, although policy goals and measures have been different in specific
periods.

In the long period of the centrally planned economy (1945-1989),
regulated prices for agricultural commodities and supported prices for energy
and other means of production for agriculture allowed farmers to achieve a
relatively strong level of financial stability. Farm incomes were not high enough
to allow for substantial investments and growth even in the most effective
farms. Agricultural policy in that period was in favour of the state and
cooperative sector of agriculture. However, private, small scale family farmers
were also beneficiaries of regulated prices and markets. In consequence, land
ownership and farm size structures were frozen and developments in
agriculture were limited. Although the productivity of the land slowly grew the
supply of food was constantly lower than demand.

One of the first, key decisions in the initial phase of the transition to the
market economy in the early 1990s was the freeing of all prices. In the past, as
in all former socialist countries, prices were set “administratively, with little
regard for cost and demand considerations” (Koen, De Masi 1997, p.5).
Liberalization of prices resulted in high inflation, reaching in some cases a
hyperinflation level, and a dramatic escalation of interest rates putting a
number of farms (particularly for the many farmers with unpaid loans) into a
critical financial situation. Adverse macroeconomic conditions and increased
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imports of agricultural and food products that competed successfully with
domestic production led to a significant decrease in real agricultural incomes.

In the mid 1990’s agricultural policy in Poland underwent further
changes due to preparations for accession to the EU. Preferential credits, at
interest rates subsidized by the state, which were significantly lower compared
to commercial rates, were introduced in 1994. Until 2003 there were almost
300,000 loans for investments in the agricultural sector granted by banks on
preferential terms (Rosa, 2011). Over time prices and interest rates have been
“gradually converging across transition countries” and “prices of goods rapidly
(have) moved toward international levels” (Koen, De Masi 1997). New support
measures, including preferential interest rates, positive price trends and
increased productivity resulting from technological advancements have had a
strong impact on growing farm incomes. The recovery of the sector from a
transition crisis, as well as the improving profitability of agricultural production,
has resulted in a growing demand for agricultural land (Majewski, 2008), which
was an important turning point, initiating future structural changes in the
agricultural sector.

The implementation of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) after
accession to the EU in 2004 has been a milestone for Polish agriculture. Easier
access to EU markets, the introduction of direct payments, continuing positive
price/cost relationship trends and subsidies from the Rural Development Program
had a significant impact on the economic situation of the farming sector. The Rural
Development Programme played a significant role in transforming agriculture in
Poland. In the period 2007-2013 the Polish RDP focused on three key objectives:
improving agricultural competitiveness, improving quality of life in rural areas and
better protection of the natural environment.

Since 2007 funds from the Rural Development Programme have helped
Poland to: modernise more than 37,000 agricultural holdings, generating
investments of more than EUR 3.2 billion, to set up more than 23,000 young
farmers, generating a total investment (public and private) of more than EUR
452 million, to invest 1 billion EUR in services available to rural populations,
and 345 milion EUR in the renewal of 3,700 villages. The new rural
development programme was implemented for the budgetary period 2014—
2020. Total public funds allocated for the implementation of the RDP 2014-
2020 amount to 13.5 billion Euros (EU and national funds).

For the new budgetary framework 2014-2020 the RDP priorities have
been changed. Ensuring economic viability, modernization and enhancing
competitiveness of the sector is still the main objective in Poland. The recently
introduced RDP for the present budgetary perspective also focuses strongly
on environmental aspects as well as on facilitation of knowledge and
innovation transfer. The greatest part of the RDP funds goes for investments
and programmes enhancing the introduction of technological advancements,
modernization and, overall, improving the competitive position of Polish
agriculture. Significantly more of the new RDP will be spent on activities
supporting environmental protection and the delivery of public goods by the
sector.
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Structural changes in the agricultural sector in Poland

The structure of the agricultural sector can be defined in several ways,
as discussed by Was (2013). From the macroeconomic point of view it might
be considered as a structure of basic production factors — land, labour and
capital, which are used to produce agricultural output to meet demand,
although in the production processes unwanted externalities are also
generated. There is a specific relationship between volume and modernity of
production factors and methods of production used, for countries and phases
of development of agricultural sector, as well as production and economic
results. Considering the allocation of production, the structure of the sector can
also be presented as a structure of farms, which in Poland is strongly
diversified. Taking into account all these aspects the definition of the structure
of agriculture proposed by Balmann (1997) is very appropriate: “who is
producing what, in what amounts and by what means”.

Developments in the agricultural sector in Poland after 1989, to a large
extent policy driven (transition to the market economy, EU accession and
introduction of the CAP, followed by financial support) resulted in significant
changes in all dimensions of the agricultural structure.

For a number of decades before the transition agricultural land was
divided in Poland between three sectors: family, state owned and cooperative
farms, with a dominating share (about 75%) of private, individual farms in land
use. As a result, the ownership structure of agricultural land in Poland was
unique among the former socialist Central and East European countries.
Privatization processes, which were a part of the transformation to the market
economy that has been initiated in Poland in 1989, led to a significant
reduction of the state ownership of land (table 2).

2. Changes in the structure of ownership of agricultural land in Poland*

| ltem | 1990 | 2000 | 2010 | 2014 |
Private (%) 75.8 94.0 96.3 98.2
Of which:
Family Farms (%) 71.9 86.8 88.1 90.0 (est,)
Public (%) 24.2 6.0 3.7 1.8

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on GUS Statistical Yearbooks 1990-2015.

Polish agriculture is characterized by a large number of farms and
strong fragmentation of the farming sector but slowly, over time, the farm
structure is improving — the number of farms has noticeably decreased and the
concentration of agricultural land in a reduced number of farms is observed.
According to national statistics there were 2,172,200 holdings in the year
2002, and 1,413,000 farms in the year 2014. This decrease was caused by a
significant reduction in the number of the smallest farms, below 5 hectares of
agricultural land (table 3).

At the other end of the spectrum, the number of larger farms is growing.
Agricultural land is moving mainly to the cluster of the largest farms (50
hectares and more), while the change in the area of the smaller farms is
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negative. This trend is most likely to continue in the future leading to a
concentration of the land in a decreasing number of farms.

3. Structure of farms and structure of agricultural land use in Poland
in the years 2002 and 2014*
Farm size cluster

ltem 10-20 20-50 Above
0-5ha | 5-10 ha ha ha 50 ha
Structure of farms [%]
2002 58.7 21.8 16.9 1.6 1
2014 52 22.4 20.3 2.9 2.4
Change in % points -6.7 +0.6 +3.4 +1.3 +1.4
Structure of agricultural land use [%)]
2002 16.7 18.4 31.5 7.2 26.2
2014 12.7 15 30.9 10.3 31.1
Change in % points -2.1 -1.9 -2.7 +1.4 +5.3

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Rolnictwo i Gospodarka Zywnosciowa w Polsce.
MRIRW, 2015.

It should be emphasized that the majority of the smallest farms (0-5 ha),
as well as some farms from the 5-10 ha cluster can be characterized as
subsistence or semi-subsistence farms. Their contribution to the market of
agricultural produce is insignificant and non-agricultural sources provide the
greatest part of the personal incomes of their owners.

One of the important and most characteristic changes in Polish agriculture is
the growing concentration in the animal production sector (table 4).

4. Concentration in livestock production in the period 1991-2013*
Share of the total national herd [%]

Pigs \ Dairy cows
herd size (units) 1-2 > 100 1-2 >10
1991 12.4 6.2 40.6 1.6
2000 3.8 30.4 34.6 22.9
2005 2.5 445 22.2 50.2
2013 1.3 63.4 10.1 72.9

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Main Statistical Office [GUS] yearbooks.

In the past the majority of Polish farmers kept livestock in highly
diversified, small farms. The smallest size herds have almost disappeared,
and the livestock has moved to larger scale herds on specialized farms.

As a result of adjustments to the market situation and technological
advancements in agricultural production, important changes have taken place
in the cropping structure (table 5).

In 1990, at the beginning of the economic transformation, the share of
cereals, that continuously dominate the cropping structure in Poland, was
about 60%, followed by fodder crops (14.2%) and potatoes (12.9%). In the
subsequent years cereals gained a greater share, up to a level of 72—-73%,
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mainly at the expense of potatoes. Potatoes were traditionally used on small
farms as the main component of feed for pigs. Along with the concentration of
pigs in a smaller number of farms and larger herds, the feeding regime for pigs
became more and more based on concentrates. This created an increased
demand for cereals grown for feed, and has reduced the importance of
potatoes. Also, the share of rapeseed was significantly increased, mainly due
to the EU renewable energy policy imposing on fuel producers’ requirement for
the use of biofuel components.

5. Changes in the cropping structure in Poland in the period 1990-2014 (%)*

\ Crops | 1990 | 1995 | 2000 | 2010 | 2014 |
Cereals 59.5 66.1 71 73.3 71.8
Potatoes 12.9 11.8 10.1 3.7 26

Sugar Beet 3.1 3 2.7 2.2 1.9
Rapeseed 3.5 4.7 3.5 9 9.1
Fodder crops 14.2 8.5 7.4 8.3 11.1
Other crops 6.8 5.9 5.3 3.4 3.5

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Main Statistical Office [GUS] yearbooks.

Similar changes, technology and market driven, took place in the
numbers of livestock (table 6).

6. Livestock number in selected years (min head)*

Livestock group 1990 | 2004 | 2007 | 2014 [200240141 -
Cattle 100 52 54 59 113%
of which: dairy cows 49 277 274 248 89%
Horses 094 032 033 021 65%
Poultry 612 1303 1342 1331 102%
Pigs 194 174 176 117 67%

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Main Statistical Office [GUS] yearbooks.

The most spectacular effect is the significant drop in the number of pigs.
This is due to decreasing profitability of production, growing competition within
the EU market but also because of the withdrawal of small scale farmers from
pig production. In other sectors of animal production, the situation has
stabilized after accession.

Regarding fixed assets, which constitute the main component of capital
in agriculture, again noticeable changes can be pointed out (table 7).

A significant increase in investments in fixed assets in the years that
followed accession to the EU should be emphasized. This reflects both the
structure of the financial support for the farming sector, focused strongly on
improving competitiveness of the sector, and the modernization needs. This is
important because of the decapitalization of fixed assets in Polish agriculture
on average. The investment processes increased the value of fixed assets in
the agricultural sector, although the investments were concentrated in larger,
economically viable clusters of farms. This deepened the polarization of the
agricultural sector in Poland, which in a highly simplified way can be seen as
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the co-existence of small, often semi-subsistence farms using traditional
production technologies, and at the other end of the spectrum, large-scale,
modern and competitive farm holdings.

7. Value of fixed assets in agriculture during the period 2005-2013*

| | 2005 | 2008 2011 | 2013 |

Net value of fixed 7,630.3 8,057.8 6,790.4 8,566.5
assets [min EUR]
Cumulated
depreciation [%] 71 74.9 76.8 76.7
Investments in fixed
assets in agriculture:

- total [min EUR] 595.8 1,117.3 1,039.8 1,166.7

- per hectare 37.46 71.59 68.71 79.86

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Main Statistical Office [GUS] yearbooks.

1. Production and economic results
Productivity of the land and economic results differ strongly in Polish
agriculture, depending on the farm size and production orientation. The value
of production per hectare of agricultural land in the sample of FADN farms
differs significantly between the clusters of small, medium and large farms as
presented in the fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. Productivity of land in Poland on farms of different size

2004-2012 [PLN/ha]*
*Source: own calculations based on the FADN data.
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What is noteworthy is that in the period after accession in 2004, the
productivity of land grew at a similar rate in all three size clusters of farms. The
initial value of production per hectare on the smallest size farms in 2004 was
about 50% of productivity level on the largest farms.

The total agricultural output has grown over a long period of time in
other countries — and in some of the new member states even at much higher
rate than in Poland (fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. Dynamics of Total Agricultural Output change in Poland

and in selected EU countries in the period 1998-2015 (2004=100)*
*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Eurostat data.

The increase in the agricultural output of some new EU Member States
after the accession shows the importance of financial support available
consequent to the introduction of the Common Agricultural Policy and new
market opportunities as a result of growth in domestic demand and increased
exports. The total agricultural output of the European Union remained at about
the same level in the period analysed despite a significant increase in output in
several countries. The greatest and most impressive progress was achieved in
the Baltic republics (Latvia, Estonia and Lithuania), but the indices for Poland
were also significantly higher than the values for the overall EU25.

8. Value of agricultural output per AWU (thousand euros/AWU)*

Dynamics | Dynamics

Country 1998 | 2004 | 2010 | 2015 | 1998 5015 | 2004-2015
The Netherlands 101.6 1234 1455 157.8 155.3 127.9
Denmark 86.8 1158 1428 162.8 187.6 140.6
Belgium 658 90.7 1058 120.0 182.4 132.3
Germany 492 672 740 76.3 155.1 113.5
France 524 612 674 7438 142.7 122.2
Czech Republic 171 236 292 340 198.8 1441
Estonia 6.2 115 199 341 550.0 296.5
Slovakia 9.2 150 238 284 308.7 189.3
Hungary 7.4 108 107 122 164.9 112.9
Latvia 3.3 3.9 8.0 13.3 403.0 341.0
Lithuania 4.7 7.7 10.3 134 285.1 174.0
Slovenia 8.0 11.1 122 116 145.0 104.5
Poland 4.8 6.2 7.9 8.7 181.3 140.3
Poland — FADN sample n.a. 10.7 156 183* n.a. 171.0
All EU 247 312 359 390 157.9 125.0

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Eurostat data.
** Year 2013.




Analysis of the dynamics of total agricultural output in the period before
accession shows that all transition countries experienced the shock of
significantly falling production but recovered successfully after 2004.

Despite a significant increase in the productivity of labour in Poland and
in other new member states, there remains a significant gap to the most
advanced West European countries such as the Netherlands, Denmark,
Belgium, France or Germany (table 8).

In the case of Poland, although productivity of labour has slowly
increased it has remained at a relatively low level in recent years, due to quite
stable and high employment in the small-commercial and semi-subsistence
farm sectors. Much higher values for the labour productivity indicator
characterizes farms from the FADN sample, which consisted of larger and
more effective, market oriented farms.
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Fig. 3. Dynamics of Total Agricultural Output per AWU (working unit)
in Poland and in selected EU countries in the period
1998-2015 (2004=100)*

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Eurostat data.

Technological advances in Polish agriculture, productivity increase and
positive prices trends in the post-accession period also resulted in increased
farm incomes (table 9).

The dynamics of income increase were slightly stronger in the small
farms size cluster, but with a very low initial level these farms remain unviable
and the personal income of the farmer’s family is dependent on income from
non-agricultural activities. Greater progress was made in the large farms
cluster in the analysed period.

Farm incomes have also increased on farm types with different production
orientations, largely due to technological advancements, increased productivity
and improved quality of farm produce. Pig farms achieved the highest incomes
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per hectare, but it should be emphasized that their size, measured by the number
of hectares of agricultural land is, on average, the lowest.

9. Nominal farm incomes in different clusters of farms in Poland*

e 2004 2012 Dynamics
Specification (PLN/ha) (PLN/ha) (2004 = 100)
ACCORDING TO ECONOMIC SIZE
Small 861 1,671 194
Medium 1,539 2,622 170
Large 1,920 3,554 185
ACCORDING TO PRODUCTION ORIENTATION
Field Crops 1,356 2,661 196
Cattle 1,249 2,174 174
Pigs 2,779 3,771 136
Mixed 981 1,776 180

*Source: Authors’ calculations based on Eurostat data.

Summary. Developments in the agricultural sector in Poland after 1989,
to a large extent policy driven (transition to a market economy, EU accession
and the introduction of the CAP, followed by financial support) resulted in
significant changes in all dimensions of the agricultural structure. Polish
agriculture is characterized by a large number of farms and strong
fragmentation of the farming sector, but the number of farms is considerably
decreasing and the concentration of agricultural land is noted. Agricultural land
is becoming concentrated mainly in the size cluster of the largest farms while
the change in the area of smaller farms is negative.

The characteristic feature of the animal production sector is the
concentration of livestock. The smallest sized herds have continued to disappear,
and livestock has moved to larger scale herds on specialized farms. Regarding
the cropping structure, this is dominated by cereals, which share in arable land
has increased from about 60% to about 72% in the period 1990-2014.

A significant increase in investments in fixed assets in the years that
followed accession to the EU should be noted. The investment processes resulted
in the increase of the value of fixed assets in the agricultural sector, although
investments were concentrated in the larger, economically viable clusters of farms.

In response to market requirements, and due to the modernization
processes that took place in Polish agriculture, the total agricultural output has
consistently grown over a long period. Technological advancements in Polish
agriculture, productivity increases and positive prices trends in the post-
accession period have also resulted in increased farm incomes. A noticeable
increase in agricultural output and incomes in a selection of the new EU
Member States after accession shows the importance of the financial support
available due on the introduction of the Common Agricultural Policy and new
market opportunities as a result of growth in domestic demand and increased
exports. The greatest and impressive progression was achieved in the Baltic
republics (Latvia, Estonia and Lithuania), but also indices for Poland are well
above the values at the whole EU25 level.
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CTPYKTYPHI 3MIHM B MONbCHKOMY CIfIbCbKOMY FOCMOAAPCTEI
MICNA NEPEXOAY 4O PUHKOBOI EKOHOMIKM
TA EBPOMNENCBKOI IHTEPALi

E. MaeBCbKUM,
A. Menak-PaBnikoBcbka

AHomauyisi. 3MiHU & cinbcbkoaocrnodapcbkomy cekmopi [Nonbwii nicns
1989 p., fKi, 3Ha4YHOK MIpOr, eU3Ha4YyarombCs nojsimukor (nepexio 0o
pUHKoe8oi ekoHomiku, ecmyn 0o €C | esedeHHsi CArll), npu3senu 0 3HAYHUX
3MiH 8 yCiXx sumMipax cmpykmypu CinbCbko20 2ocrodapcmea. Hessaxarouyu Ha
8ci wWe paemeHmosaHi cmpykmypu ¢pepmu, npouecu KoHuyeHmpauir
cinbcbkoa2ocrnodapcbKkux 3emenib | xydobu cmanu eudumumu. HolmeHwi
cmada npodoexyroms 3HUKamu, i domawHw xy0oby nepemicmunu & 6inbwi
cmada Ha crieyiani3ogaHux gpepmax.

Cnid eid3Ha4yumu 3Ha4yHe 36inbWeHHs1 iHeecmuyili 8 OCHO8HUU Kaniman
HacmynHumu pokamu npu npuedHaHHi 0o €C. Y 8idnoeidb Ha suMoau PUHKY, a
makox 3a paxyHoKk moOepHizauil npouecis, Wo Manu Micye 6 MosIbCbKOMY
cinbcbkomy e2ocriodapcmei, 3a2anbHuli 06csie Cinbcbko20Crno0apcbko20 eupob-
Huymea rnocmiliHo 3pocmas npomsi2oM mpueanoeo nepiody. TexHOno2iyHi
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0ocsicHeHHs1 8 obnacmi MofbCbKO20 CiflbCbKO20 2ocrodapcmea, nidsUUEHHs
pigHs1 npodykmugHoCcmi [ no3umueHUX meHOeHuili e UiHax nicris nepiody
npuedHaHHs rpu3eesnu 0o 36inbuwieHHs1 0oxodie chepmepis. [TomimHe 36inbWeHHs
cinbcbkoaocrnodapcbKux 3axodie i chepmepcbkux 0oxodie xapakmepusye 3MiHU
makox | e IHWux Hosux Oep)xaeax-dyneHax nicns ecmyrny e €C, y 383Ky i3
86e0eHHSIM 3ae2allbHOI CiflbCbK020Crno0apChKol MoiMmuKU ma HO8UX PUHKOBUX
Moxnusocmel & pe3ynibmami 3poCmaHHs 8HympiwHb020 rnornumy U 36inbWeHHs
ekcriopmy.

Knrouyoei crnoea: [lonbwa, cmpyKmypHi 3MiHU, €KOHOMi4YHa
mpaHcgopmauisi, eeponelicbKa iHmeapauyis

CTPYKTYPHbLIE USMUHEHUA B NONBCKOM CEJNIbCKOM
XO3AUCTBE MNOCIE NEPEXOAA K PbIHOYHOU 3KOHOMUKE
N EBPOMNMEUCKOU MHTEMPALIUUA

3. MaeBckum,
A. Menak-PaBnukoBcka

AHHOMayus. MI3MeHeHuUs1 8 CerlbCKoxo3slicmeeHHoOM cekmope & [Nonbwe
rnocrne 1989 eola, komopble 6 3Ha4YumesibHol cmeneHu ornpeodensaomcs
nonumukol (nepexod K pbIHOYHOU 3KOHOMUKe, ecmyrnneHue 8 EC u esedeHue
CAP), npusenu K 3Ha4umesibHbIM U3MEHEHUSIM 80 8CEX U3MEPEHUSIX CMPYKmMyphbl
cenbCKkoeo xosslicmea. Hecmompsi Ha ece euwe gpasMeHmuposaHHbIe
CmpyKmypbl ¢bepMbl, MPOUECChI KOHUEHmMpauyuu CelbCKOX035UCMEEHHbIX 3eMeSlb
u ckoma cmanu eudumbiMu. MeHbwue cmada npodosmkarom ucyezams, U
domawHuli ckom nepemecmunu e bonbwue cmada Ha creyuanu3uposaHHbIX
epmax.

Cnedyem ommemums 3Ha4YumMesibHOE ygenudYeHue uHeecmuyuli 8
OCHO8HOU Kkanuman 3a nocnedyrouiue 20dbi npu npucoeduHeHuu Kk EC. B omeem
Ha mpebosaHusi pbIHKa, @ makxe 3a cyem modOepHu3auuu rnpoyeccos, uMeswux
Mecmo & r0/IbCKOM CeflbCKoM xo3slicmee, obwuli obbem CcenbCKoxo3sl-
CmeeHHo20 rnpou3zsodcmea MOCMOSIHHO go3pacmarsn 6 meyeHue OnumesibHo20
nepuoda. TexHomoaudyeckue OocmuxxeHUss e obnacmu rofbCKO20 CEelbCKO20
xossiicmea, MOBbIWEHUE YPOBHS MpPOU3BOOUMENTbLHOCMU U MO0XUMESbHbIX
meHOeHyul 8 yeHax rocrne nepuoda npucoeduUHeHUs npueesu K ye8enudeHuro
0oxodoe chepmepos.

Knroyeenbie crnoea: lNonbwa, cmpykKmypHbie U3MeHeHUs, 3KOHOMU-
yeckasi mpaHcgopmayus, eepornelickass UHmeapayusi

52





