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Abstract: Agriculture as a sector of national economy shows a permanent loss (except the year 1995 and 2000). The
investment volume and number of workers decreases. The necessary resources for businesses development are not creat-
ed at the general level. Introducing of new technologies for restructuring appears as problematic from this point of view.
The stated results of the sector of agriculture stem from the average data of the monitored set of enterprises collected by
the RIAE. Evaluation objectivity of the agricultural enterprises economic results is influenced by the quality of the data-
base and of the used evaluation method. In the contribution, the method of the financial analysis indices, economic nor-
mal and the indicators of the enterprise financial situation prediction were utilised for evaluation. For the analysis, own
set of monitored enterprises is used and also its comparison with the selected results of the RIAE.
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– the growth of costs is slower than the growth of assets
– the growth of investment property is slower than the

growth of revenues
– the growth of reserves is slower than the growth of

revenues
– the growth of intermediate consumption is slower than

the growth revenues
– the growth of value added is faster than the growth of

revenues
– the growth of profit is faster than the growth of value

added.
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    I  of reserves      
    ∧       

I  ER total > I AV > I of revenues > I  EIP > I  pers. costs  
    ∨       
    I  IC tot.      
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Source: 5B  ; at al. 1999

I  ER total = Index of economic result in total I  AV = Index of value added
I  IC tot. = Index of intermediate consumption total I  EIP = Index of economic investment property
I  pers. c. = Index of personal costs
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Enterprise   5 1998/97       Enterprise 5 1999/98      

     1.066           1.070      
     ∧            ∨       

 1.415 > 0.975 < 1.816 > 1.080 > 0.982   1.597 > 0.928 > 0.448 < 0.989 > 0.880  
     ∨            ∧       
     0.947           0.886      
                      

 
Enterprise  4 1998/97      Enterprise  4 1999/98      

     0.948           1.116      
     ∧            ∨       

 4.317 > 1.061 < 1.209 > 0.981 < 1.093   0.722 < 0.998 > 0.880 < 1.124 > 0.977  
     ∧            ∨       
     1.236           0.855      
                      

  
Enterprise 13 1998/97       Enterprise 13 1999/98      

     1.109           0.964      
     ∨            ∨       

 0.665 < 1.120 > 1.041 > 0.962 < 1.028   –0.028 < 0.848 < 0.898 < 0.963 > 0.898  
 1.504 >   ∧        1.028 >   ∧       
     1.083           0.929      
                      

 
Enterprise 1 1998/97      Enterprise 1 1999/98      

     1.027           0.786      
     ∨            ∧       

 0.841 < 0.963 > 0.922 < 1.295 > 0.785   2.371 > 0.848 < 0.898 < 0.963 > 0.898  
 1.189 >   ∧        0.422 <   ∧       
     0.895           0.935      
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