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Annotation 

Zakharchenko V. Improvement of inter-budgetary relations and fiscal policy in 

countries with a federal structure. – Article. 

The article is dedicated to the analysis of between budget relation and tax policy of 

some developed countries. The article sums up the experience of tax system formation 

in such developed countries as the USA, Canada, German Federative Republic 

,Australia ,India, Russian Federation. The author gives some recommendations concern-

ing improvement of between budget relations in conditions of federal state’s system. 

Keywords: budget, tax, politics, federation, recourse, development, region.      

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


