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F

©
F Scientific problem. Under actual regulation 

of agriculture the necessary support is provided 
to agricultural enterprises with rather signifi-
cant limitations as a result of market failures, 
that is situations in which self-financing busi-
ness entities are not able or have no stimuli to 
produce an optimal amount of output due to 
external effects, incomplete information etc. 
Under such conditions governmental interfer-
ence can be regarded as one of the methods of 
regulation to redistribute of financial resources, 
provided that financial support of agricultural 
production prevents financial losses and en-
sures efficiency of the branch financing.  

Analysis of recent researches and publica-
tions. Specific character of agriculture and  
creation of stimuli for development of food 
market in this economic sector form national 
standards of financing, that are not always op-
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timal and adequate to the international level. 
These standards are the result of the tools cho-
sen to regulate government support for agricul-
tural production. Nowadays various aspects of 
this issue are in the centre of attention of many 
well-known domestic scientists working in 
agrarian sphere, among them A.D. Dibrova [3], 
L.I. Didkivska [1], M.Ya. Demianenko [2],  
S.I. Demianenko, G.M. Kaletnyk [5],  
P.T. Sabluka [2,8], O.H. Shpykuliak [8],  
L.I. Kurylo [8] and foreign scientists [12-17]. 
Nevertheless, there is still a considerable num-
ber of almost uninvestigated issues, in particu-
lar, there is no general consensus on the level of 
financial support for agriculture considering 
production factor in the system of the branch 
support. 

The objective of the article is to conduct an 
international analysis of the state policy of fi-
nancial support for agricultural producers and 
its impact on the productivity of agriculture. 


