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FINANCIAL PROVIDING OF REGIONAL AIC DEVELOPMENT 

 
Main problems of financial support of agri-industrial complex development in 

the regional levels that provide competitiveness strength of agricultural producers 
are revealed in the article. Unlawfull stance with financial supports is a result weak 
orients of state budget policy and change the economic mechanism of agri-industrial 
enterprises in the regional level. During the last ten years mechanism of state budget 
support of producers could not activate organizational, economic and social reserve 
and create a stable condition for step-by-step competitive development agrarian 
sector. In last years negative tendencies of state support agricultural producers 
policy realization for the reason of highly centralize of Ministry of Agricultural and 
Food Policy of Ukraine decisions of state budget financial resources dividing and 
programs of state support realization institute; absence of clear procedures of 
enterprise dividing on state program realization; unregular entry to financial 
resources of different organizationakl forms of emterprises.   
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This approach allowed for research more deeply and thoroughly analyze the 
state support of agriculture farms in Lviv region and the bottom line of their business 
activities. On the basis of the results of research offered specific proposals improve 
the allocation of public financial support among agricultural producers in the 
process of establishment. 

Key words: strategy, agrarian sector, development, production process, rural 
areas, state financial support, entrepreneurship, state program, credit, investments, 
competitiveness.   
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