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Abstract. The article considers the essence of concepts of decentralization and 
determinants of sustainable development of the agricultural sector. It analyzes the dynamics 
of payment for land to local budgets of Ukraine in 2014-2019. It shows that the introduction 
of new normative monetary valuation significantly reduces the fiscal potential of territorial 
communities, whose main profitable source of budget generation is the proceeds from 
payment for land. The paper proposes some approaches to improve the mechanism of state 
regulation of sustainable development of the agricultural sector of Ukrainian economy for 
enhancing its competitiveness in the context of Ukraine's integration into the European area.

The study substantiates the fact that determinants of sustainable development of 
the agricultural sector of economy are identified from two perspectives: on the one hand, 
determinants of sustainable development of the agricultural sector are the conditions, causes, 
factors on which this development depends; on the other hand, they are constituent elements 
of sustainable development of the agricultural sector of economy.

The paper considers the process of transfer of agricultural land plots from state to 
communal ownership of united territorial communities in Ukraine in 2018.

It provides a comparative description of advantages and disadvantages of sources of 
investment projects financing in the agricultural sector of economy. As a result, it is determined 
that own funds of enterprises are the most reliable and stable investment resource.

The authors propose to mobilize investment processes in the agricultural sector based 
on all possible sources, to increase state investments, to intensify alternative investments, to 
stimulate the inflow of foreign investments, to expand the practice of insurance and guarantee 
of the state-supported investment projects in the agricultural sector of economy.

Key words: sustainable development, determinants of sustainable development, 
agricultural sector, decentralization.

 https://doi.org/ 10.31548/zemleustriy2019.02.07



№ 2’2019 65

Економіка та екологія землекористування

Problem setting. 

The agricultural sector is a special, spe-
cific branch of Ukrainian economy because 
its development is directly related to the pro-
cess of social reproduction and the standard 
of living of people. Globalization processes 
intensification, focus on the European inte-
gration of Ukraine require committment to 
the principles of sustainable development. 
Unlike many other spheres, the agricultur-
al sector has a special status in the national 
economy, therefore, sustainability tenden-
cies in itsdevelopment will determine the 
general character of economic performance.

After a long process of ratifying the 
EU-Ukraine Association Agreement [1], 
Ukraine has been given a tool to develop 
and implement a coherent public policy 
aimed at social sustainable development 
and adequate response to internal and exter-
nal challenges. However, despite substantial 
theoretical and methodological develop-
ments of scientists on the problems of the 
functioning and development of agricultural 
processes, the issue of improving the mech-
anism of state regulation of the agricultural 
sector of Ukraine’s economy under the con-
ditions of decentralization remains relevant.

The problems of increasing the gen-
eral level of sustainability of the agri-
cultural sector have been investigat-
ed by O. Shubravska, O. Borodina,  
V. Tregobchuk, R. Coase, A. Tretiak, R. Har-
rod, A. Hirschman, Yu. Yarmolenko. An im-
portant contribution to the study of the meth-
odology of decentralization was made by the 
works of the following foreign scientists: R. 
Barro, R. Musgrave, V. Panizzi, V. Oats, D. 
Wright, M. Friedman.

Objective of the paper. 

To substantiate theoretical approaches 
to the improvement of the mechanism of 
state regulation of sustainable develop-

ment of the agricultural sector of Ukraine’s 
economy for enhancing its competitive-
ness in the context of Ukraine’s integra-
tion into the European landscape.

The information base of the study 
comprises laws of Ukraine, resolutions 
of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, 
regulatory documents of ministries and 
departments, regulatory acts of local 
self-government bodies and other bod-
ies of state administration; statistical and 
analytical materials of the State Statistics 
Service of Ukraine; monographs and 
scientific-analytical articles of domestic 
and foreign authors; information mate-
rials published in periodicals; electronic 
resources provided on the Internet.

The following research methods 
have been used in this work: method 
of logical generalization, scientific ab-
straction, system-structural analysis 
(when studying the essence, systemati-
zation and classification of determinants 
of sustainable development of the agri-
cultural sector); comparative analysis 
(in the study of advantages and disad-
vantages of sources of financing invest-
ment projects in the agricultural sector 
of economy); statistical and factor anal-
ysis (in the study of land payments to 
the local budgets of Ukraine).

Body of the article. 

Decentralization of the management 
system is the main socially significant 
transformational trend that currently 
determines the lines of sustainable de-
velopment of the agricultural sector of 
Ukraine. The goal of decentralization 
policy is to move away from the cen-
tralized model of governance in the 
state, ensure the capacity of local gov-
ernments and build an effective system 
of territorial power in Ukraine, fully im-
plement the provisions of the European 
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Charter of Local Self-Government [1]. 
In this case, sustainable development of 
the agricultural sector is formed and en-
sured by its determinants.

In the systematization and classifi-
cation of determinants of sustainable 
development of the agricultural sector 
Yu. Lopatynskyi and S. Todoriuk [2, p. 
17] argue that ‘sustainable development 
of agricultural enterprises’ is the devel-
opment based on the balance and com-
bination of such important determinants 
as economic (maintenance of a certain 
level of profitability), ecological (pres-
ervation of nature and its capacity for 
self-regeneration), social (provision of a 
certain level of life of employees today 
and in the future), institutional (institu-
tional framework of sustainable devel-
opment, formation of which relies on 
the corresponding institutional support), 
as well as the interaction of these com-
ponents based on a system approach.

In her turn, Y. Demian [3, p. 15] argues 
that management of sustainable develop-
ment of the agricultural sector should be 
understood as an environment for doing 
agricultural business and considered as a 
pool of subjects of agricultural produc-
tion, infrastructure, related activities.

T. Gogol [4] notes that for establish-
ing efficient and viablepublic manage-
ment of sustainable development of the 
agricultural sector, it is necessary to en-
sure the implementation and coordina-
tion of the state agricultural policy with 
the main components of the reformation 
of the state system of managing the de-
velopment of rural areas. After all, local 
budgets remain financially dependent 
on central administration. Local gov-
ernments have limited powers in terms 
of forming local budgets. Asanexample, 
the draft state budget for 2019 envisag-
es 1.9 billion UAH ofsubventions for 
community infrastructure development 

[5]. Considering the area of rural terri-
tories and rural population numbers, the 
amount of subventions for the develop-
ment of the infrastructure of the united 
territorial communities should be not 
less than 4.5 billion UAH.

From the point of view of politics, in 
particular, decentralization of authority 
is to contribute to more efficient work of 
governingbodies, allowing local needs 
and conditions to be taken into account 
for the achievement of regional and na-
tional goals [6, p. 91].

According to P. Liubchenko, the 
main task of the territorial organization 
of power is the achievement of an opti-
mal combination of centralization and 
decentralization, efficient division of 
powers of governing bodies [7]. Thus, 
decentralization is a central government 
policy for the transfer to local govern-
ments of a number of competencies that 
were previously exercised by the state to 
ensure financial, legal and organizational 
conditions for their implementation.

According to O. Hutorov [8], the most 
significant consequence of strengthening 
local self-government is that the effec-
tiveness of public administration as a 
whole is enhancing. When citizens trust 
their territorial authorities and are more 
actively involved in improving the situ-
ation in their communities, their attitude 
towards the state is also changing for the 
better. Thus, although the central gov-
ernment’s powers may narrow because 
of decentralization, the legitimacy of the 
state as a whole is strengthened. There-
fore, decentralization can be viewed as 
a way taking which all levels of govern-
ment and rural communities will win at 
the same time.

It should be noted that in the agri-
cultural sector there are urgent problems 
remaining unresolved in the context of 
decentralization, in particular:
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- removal of local governments from 
decision-making in the area of land 
relations;

- funding target programs of 
agricultural development, including 
the agrarian sector, far inferior to 
needs;

- failure to provide full-fledged public 
services to the rural population in 
the sphere of land relations;

- increase in social tension among the 
rural population due to the lack of 
ubiquityof local governments. That is, 
the uneven development of territorial 
communities in the context of the 
implementation of administrative and 
territorial reform will cause an increase 
in the migration from communities with 
a low resource potential and insufficient 
financial capacity to communities with 
an active civic position.
In addition, despite the sufficient 

number of regulatory legal acts that set 
measures to support the agricultural sec-
tor, the problem remains unresolved. In 
particular, the Concept of the State Target 
Program for Sustainable Development of 
Rural Territories for the period up to 2020, 
approved by the Resolution of the Cabi-
net of Ministers of Ukraine of February 3, 
2010 No. 121-p. [9], has lost effect.

The current Law ‘On Local Self-Gov-
ernment in Ukraine’ only provides for 
forms of participation of the territorial 
community in managing local affairs, but 
such recognition is merely a statement of 
the community’s capabilities andin no 
way regulates the technology of direct 
participation. Therefore, wide legisla-
tive regulation of such forms as public 
hearings, general meetings of citizens by 
place of residence, local initiatives must 
be one of the areas of improving the legal 
basis of local governments.

For example, the drafting of the Envi-
ronmental Code of Ukraine, which pro-

vides for ‘The main directions of the state 
policy of Ukraine in the field of environ-
mental protection, use of natural resources 
and ensuring environmental safety’, ap-
proved by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine 
on March 5, 1998, No. 188/98-BP, was not 
finished in time for the implementation of 
this document. Instead, there is only the 
Public Ecological Code in Ukraine.In 
addition, ‘Draft structure of the Program 
for the development of the agricultur-
al sector of economy for the period up  
to 2020’ [10] was not adopted in 2014. 
In our opinion, these problems getmore 
complicated due to issues of legal and 
institutional character, as well as lack of 
agreement between reforms in various 
spheres and the reform of the local gov-
ernment system and the administrative 
and territorial structure of the country. 
Therefore, undergovernance decentraliza-
tion, consolidating efforts of local entities, 
citizens and potential investors, the devel-
opment of land use should be considered 
through the prism of adaptating land leg-
islation to world standards, as the current 
system of land use in Ukraine, which is 
the result of structural deformations of 
economy, does not provide conditions 
for the formation of safe and rational land  
use [11, p. 54].

It is worth mentioning that decen-
tralization is a characteristic feature of 
most welfare states which led to the 
formation of a new mixed type of in-
ter-budget relations and combines the 
principles of both budget unitarianism 
and fiscal federalism. Decentralization 
is associated with the powers of decen-
tralized departments to decide on local 
expenditures or those transferred from 
the central government. However, the 
tax base is often insufficient for local 
investments, so they are heavily depen-
dent on state transfers [12]. As an exam-
ple, Ukraine can become a member of 
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the EU Life + program that will allow 
communities to receive funding for eco-
logical projects at the local level [13]. 
This will allow territorial communities 
not only to receive funding for ecolog-
ical projects at the local level, but also 
to introduce European instruments for 
assessing the state of the environment.

In welfare states, decentralization is 
carried out in response to the technical 
disadvantages of integrated national de-
velopment planning or a weak impact of 
multisectoral, macroeconomic develop-
ment of programs, including ecological 
ones. Neglected soils, reduced forest 
cover and increased air and water pollu-
tion are only part of the environmental 
problems in the welfare states. In the-
ory, decentralization is to allow faster 
completion of projects by giving local 
governments the ability to limit the ‘bu-
reaucratic’ procedures associated with 
overcentralized governments. It is ob-
vious that local level governments can 
be effective communication channels 
between the national government and 
territorial communities.

According to K. Manuilova [14], the 
most important thing is that the reform 
of public power decentralization will be 
successful if, besides the government 
reform mentioned, transformations will 
be made in various spheres of the state.

It should be noted that the current 
legislation does not single out 
decentralization in the agricultural 
sector. We therefore propose to consider 
it as a process of creating a mechanism 
aimed at improving the pace and extent 
of decentralization in the agricultural 
sector, including increasing the level 
of information transparency and direct 
involvement of local governments in the 
process of agro-eco-regulation during 
the formation and implementation of 
the state policy. In this case, the system 

of intergovernmental fiscal relations 
requires constant adjustments regarding 
the identification of agro-ecological, 
land effects taking into account regional 
programs and plans for the development 
of territories, master plans of settlements.

Given that each region has individual 
characteristics in the territorial system, 
the nature of its economic development 
must be formed considering the specific 
features of the territory concerned. Since 
January 1, 2019, local governments 
have had more authority in land matters 
in accordance with the Law of Ukraine 
‘On Amendments to Certain Legislative 
Acts of Ukraine on the Issue of Collec-
tive Ownership of Land, Improving the 
Land Use Rules in Areas of Agricultural 
Lands, Preventing Raiding and Stimulat-
ing Irrigation in Ukraine‘[15]. This al-
lowed local governments to get addition-
al land plots for their further use, to have 
economic benefits and additional reve-
nues of local budgets. Data on the trans-
fer of agricultural land plots from state to 
communal ownership to united territorial 
communities (UTC) in Ukraine in 2018 
are presented in Table 1.

Thus, within the framework 
of power decentralization reform,  
1450.8 thousand hectares or 97.6% of the 
scheduled agricultural land were placed 
under the management of 646 united ter-
ritorial communities in 2018. The largest 
number of united territorial communities 
was established in Dnipropetrovsk region 
- 55, Zhytomyr region - 44 and Ternopil 
region - 40. In contrast, the consolidation 
of territorial communities continues at a 
much slower pace in the Transcarpathian 
region - 6, Luhansk region - 8, Donetsk 
region - 9, Kyiv region - 8 and Kharkiv 
region - 12.

In 2019, the land transfer process 
continues for newly formed united ter-
ritorial communities. Long-term plans 
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envisage establishing 1285 united territo-
rial communities (however, 18.0% of the 
country’s territory is not reflected in such 
plans)).The lack of well-developed long-
term plans entails risks of non-compliance 
with the time frame for the establishment 

of united territorial communities and the 
possibility of forming potentially unsound 
communities. By January 1, 2019, 876 
united territorial communities had been 
created in Ukraine as a result of the uni-
fication of 4010 territorial communities 

Table 1. Transfer of agricultural land plots from state to communal ownship 
to united territorial communities in Ukraine in 2018

No Region

Number of 
UTC for

scheduled
transfer of 

land
plots

Number of UTC 
that received 
agricultural 
land plotsas 
communal 
ownership

Area of 
land plots 
transferred 

to UTC, 
thousand ha

% of UTC 
that received 
land plots, 

out of 
scheduled

1 Vinytsia 34 34 37.6 100
2 Volyn 40 30 49.4 75.0
3 Dnipropetrovsk 56 55 185 98,2
4 Donetsk 9 9 41.8 100
5 Zhytomyr 45 44 95 97.8
6 Zakarpatia 6 6 1.7 100
7 Zaporizhia 36 36 105.6 100
8 Ivano-Frankivsk 20 20 13.4 100
9 Kyiv 9 8 7.4 88.9
10 Kirovohrad 13 13 25.8 100
11 Luhansk 8 8 13.5 100
12 Lviv 35 35 41.5 100
13 Mykolaiv 28 28 81.2 100
14 Odesa 25 25 97.5 92.0
15 Poltava 39 39 91.1 100
16 Rivne 25 25 27.8 100
17 Sumy 28 28 71.8 100
18 Ternopil 40 40 36.4 100
19 Kharkiv 12 12 28.1 100
20 Kherson 26 26 89.2 96.2
21 Khmelnytsk 39 39 100.5 100
22 Cherkasy 26 26 40.4 100
23 Chernivtsi 26 26 7.3 100
24 Chernihiv 37 37 161.8 100

Total in Ukraine 662 646 1450.8 97.6
* Compiled by the authors based on data [16]
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(36.6% of all territorial communities), 
their territory covering 37.6% of the area 
of the country [17, p. 10].

Considering the fact that the main 
fiscal regulators in relation to sustainable 
development of the agricultural sector 
areland payments, this tax is crucial to 
agribusiness since sustainable develop-
ment of the agricultural sector is impos-
sible without the use of agricultural land.

Analyzing land payments to local 
budgets in 2014-2019 (Table 2), one 
can conclude that there is a tenden-
cy for such revenues to increase (from  
3161.3 million UAH to 9870.6 million 
UAH, respectively). Since 01.01.15, 
land payment has become an integral 
part of property tax, and property tax, in 
its turn, is attributed to local taxes [18].

The main difference of the revised 
norms of the Tax Code regarding land 
tax is the absence of fixed rates. In other 
words, the Tax Code stipulates only the 
limits of land tax rates. Specific rates 
will be established by local level author-
ities at the location of land plots.

In 2016-2018, there was recorded 
a tendency to a decrease in the share of 
rent for land in the budget (from 65.3% 
to 63.9%, respectively). This is ex-
plained by the fact that reduction in the 
monetary value of agricultural land leads 
to reduction in the level of rent which is 
usually reflected in lease contracts, main-
ly as a percentage of the normative mon-
etary value. So, according to the adopted 
amendments to the Tax Code of Ukraine 
of 07.12.2017, No. 2245-VIII [20], the 
consumer price index for 2017-2023, 
used to determine the rate of indexation 
of normative monetary valuation of ag-
ricultural lands, is applied with a value 
of 100%. Consequently, the introduction 
of new normative monetary valuation 
significantly reduces the fiscal potential 
of territorial communities, whose main 
source of budget-generating revenues is 
land payment.

In addition, the country needs sig-
nificant changes in the sphere of de-
centralization of power, creation of an 
attractive investment climate for the 

Table 2. Dynamics of payment for land to local budgets of Ukraine  
in 2014-2019, million UAH 

Name of indicators
according to the budget 
classification

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
2019 
(as of 

01.03.19)
Land tax 3161.3 4059.9 8093.2 9649.7 9870.6 2907.4

Share of land tax in the 
structure of land payment,% 26.2 27.4 34.7 36.6 36.1 38.4

Rent 8922.6 10771.6 15230.4 16734.8 17450.5 4672.7

Share of rent in the structure 
of land payment,% 73.8 72.6 65.3 63.4 63.9 61.6

Total inpayments for land 12083.9 14831.4 23323.6 26384.5 27321.1 7580.1
Share of inpayments for 
land in the structure of local 
budgets,%

5.2 5.0 6.4 5.2 4.9 5.5

Total revenues of local 
budgets 231702.0 294460.2 366143.1 502098.3 562421.8 137467.1

* Compiled by the authors based on data [19]
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Table 3. Advantages and disadvantages of fundingsources for investment 
projects in the agricultural sector of economy

Funding forms Advantages Disadvantages

Self-financing  minimal risk of bankruptcy;
enterprises independently select 

nature conservation projects, 
including those in the agricultural 

sector.

limited funding sources for 
investment nature conservation 
projects, including those in the 

agricultural sector;
insufficiently developed mechanism 
of investing in nature conservation 

projects, including those in the 
agricultural sector;

no state support of agriculture.
Financing by 
borrowing

possibility of attracting 
considerable funds;

independent effective control 
over the rational use of 

investment resources for project 
implementation 

creating conditions for the 
provision of loans to commodity 
producers considering production 

seasonality

high interest rates on borrowed funds
risk of default on borrowed funds
decrease in profits due to monthly 

payments for granted loans.

Financing from 
attracted funds

funds received from the issue of 
shares are not to be paid back

possible improvement of business 
image

guaranteed fulfilment of 
obligations on securities.

when shares are issued, there is a 
dilution of shareholders’ shares;
necessity of public disclosure

Budget 
financing

funding investment projects in the 
agricultural sector is targeted;

limited amount of budget financing;
ineffective control over the use of 

budget funds.
possibility of providing state 

funding on a freeofcharge and 
nonrepayable basis.

no practice of insurance and 
guarantee of state-supported 

investment projects;
low level of solvency of potential 

borrowers seeking to acquire 
ownership of land by using a 

mortgage loan;
insufficient level of development of 
the infrastructure of the mortgage 

market;
lack of real institutional investors.

Financing 
through foreign 
investments

strict control over the use of funds;
possibility of accumulating funds 
to finance global projects in the 

agricultural sector.

complexity of the process of 
obtaining funds;

possible loss of ownership in case of 
non-performance of the contract by 

the enterprise.
* Compiled by the authors based on data [21; 22; 23; 24; 25; 26]
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introduction of innovative technologies, 
improvement of the mechanism of fore-
casting and planning sustainable devel-
opment of the agricultural sector and 
creation of acceptable conditions for 
staffing the agrarian sector.

Finding and forming a stable source 
of investment funding is one of the 
main approaches to investing and ser-
vicing the agricultural sector. In other 
 words, the choice of a source of fund-
ing investment projects in the agricul-
tural sector of economy determines the 
method of substantiating the project  
and methodology for analyzing its ef-
fectiveness. The advantages and dis-
advantages of financing sources for 
investment projects in the agricultural 
sector are presented in Table 3.

Thus, the most reliable and sta-
ble investment resource is own  
funds of enterprises since enterprises 
independently determine what proj-
ects in the agricultural sector of econ-
omy will get their financial resources 
which, unlike borrowed funds, are not 
to be paid back. Budgetary financing 
of agricultural activity is the most at-
tractive for enterprises, but due to its 
limited amount, it is practically un-
available. The formation of indicators 
of the efficiency of spending budget 
funds should take into account spe-
cific features of budget projects of  
the agricultural sector, as well as clos-
er attention to financing research  
on the use of resource conservation and 
energy efficiency of biotechnology, 
as they are mandatory elements of the 
modern competitive agricultural sector 
of economy.

In our opinion, the main line of in-
creasing the investment attractiveness 
of domestic agricultural production is 
mortgage loans against agricultural land.  
After lifting the moratorium on the 

circulation of agricultural land, we 
expect to have a possibility of trans-
ferring mortgage loans and land lease  
rights.  Priority prerequisites for estab-
lishing a civilized land market and ef-
ficient, highly competitive agricultural 
production are completion of inventory 
of agricultural lands, elimination of de-
ficiencies of normative monetary valu-
ation of land, completion of formation 
and timely updating of the State Land 
Cadastre and state registers.

Despite the fact that current financ-
ing of investment projects in the agri-
cultural sector of Ukrainian economy is 
at a low level, it is necessary to mobilize 
investment processes in the agricultural 
sector using all possible sources, to in-
crease state investments, to intensify al-
ternative investment, to stimulate the in-
flow of foreign investments, to expand 
the practice of insurance and guarantee 
of state-supported investment projects 
in the agricultural sector of economy.

Conclusions

In summary, it can be noted that sus-
tainable development of the agricultur-
al sector is a complex and multifaceted 
process that encompasses many compo-
nents and determinants. In this context, 
determinants of sustainable development 
of the agricultural sector of economy are 
identified from two perspectives: on the 
one hand, determinants of sustainable 
development of the agricultural sector 
are the conditions, causes, factors on 
which this development depends; on the 
other hand, they are constituent elements 
of sustainable development of the agri-
cultural sector of economy. Decentral-
ization opens up significant prospects for 
ensuring the ability of local communities 
to solve independently local daily life 
issues, in particular, increase the role of 
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citizens, their influence on the process 
of adoption and implementation of de-
cisions on financial improvement of the 
agricultural sector of economy with the 
goal of providing sustainable develop-
ment of agricultural enterprises and the 
country as a whole.

Further research will be aimed at 
improving the economic mechanism 
of mortgage lending in the agricultural 
sector of economy.

References
1. Legislation of Ukraine. The Strategy for 

Sustainable Development «Ukraine-2020». 
Availabe at: http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/
laws/show/5/2015 (last access: 14.04.2019)

2. Lopatinskij, Y. M., Todoryuk, S. І. (2015). 
Determіnanti stalogo rozvitku agrarnix pіd-
priєmstv. [Determinants of sustainable de-
velopment of agrarian enterprises]: mono-
graph. Chernіvcі: Chernіveckij nac. un-t. 220.

3. Dem`yan, Y. Y. (2017). Agrarna sfera zakar-
pattya: іnvesticіjne zabezpechennya stalo-
go rozvitku. [Agrarian sphere of Transcar-
pathia: investment support of sustainable 
development]: monograph.  Mukachevo: 
RVV MDU. 202.

4. Gogol, T.V. (2012). Ocіnka stanu і rezulta-
tivnostі vplivu organіv derzhavnoї vladi na 
rozvitok sіlskix teritorіj. [Assessment of the 
state and effectiveness of the influence of 
state authorities on the development of ru-
ral areas]. Derzhavne upravlіnnya: teorіya 
ta praktika. – № 2.  Availabe at:  http://
nbuv.gov.ua/ujrn/dutp_2012_2_33  

5. Slobozhan, O. (2019). 4,5 mlrd. grn. – takim 
maє buti obsyag іnfrastrukturnoї subvencії 
ob’єdnanim gromadam u 2019 rocі. [4,5 
billion UAH. - Such should be the amount 
of infrastructure subventions to united 
communities in 2019]. Availabe at:  https: 
// decentralization.gov.ua/news/9913 

6. Dudyak, N. V., Sabucka, І. Y. (2018). 
Ekologіchnij mexanіzm zabezpechenn-

ya zbalansovanogo zemlekoristuvannya 
v umovax decentralіzacії vladi [Ecologi-
cal mechanism of balanced land use in 
conditions of decentralization of power]. 
Scientific and Practical Conference «Land 
Resources Management under Decentral-
ization». Kherson, 90-92.

7. Lyubchenko, P. (2009). Mіsceve samovry-
aduvannya v ukraїnі: konceptualnі pіdxodi 
reformuvannya [Local Self-Government in 
Ukraine: Conceptual Approaches to Refor-
mation]. Pravo Ukraїni, 5, 55- 60.

8. Gutorov, O. І. (2014). Rozvitok sіlskix teritorіj v 
umovax decentralіzacії  [Development of ru-
ral areas under decentralization]. Globalnі ta 
nacіonalnі problemi ekonomіki, 2, 820-823. 

9. Legislation of Ukraine. Rozporyadzhennya 
kabіnetu mіnіstrіv Ukraїni «Pro sxvalennya  
koncepcії  derzhavnoї cіlovoї programi sta-
logo rozvitku sіlskix teritorіj na perіod  do  
2020  roku».  [Order of the Cabinet of Minis-
ters of Ukraine «On Approval of the Concept 
of the State Target Program for Sustainable 
Development of Rural Areas for the Period 
until 2020»]. Availabe at: https: http://za-
kon.rada.gov.ua/  (last access: 14.04.2019)

10. Government portal. Proekt strukturi pro-
grami rozvitku agrarnogo sektoru ekonomі-
ki na perіod do 2020 roku. [Draft structure 
of the Program for the development of the 
agrarian sector of the economy for the period 
up to 2020]. Availabe at: http://minagro.gov.
ua/node/10512 (last access: 16.04.2019)

11. Lazarєva, O. V. (2017). Novіtnya traektorіya 
rozvitku sіlskogospodarskogo zemlekoris-
tuvannya v kontekstі decentralіzacії [The 
Newest Trajectory of Agricultural Land Use 
Development in the Context of Decentral-
ization]. Modern economics, 5, 50-57. 

12. Kovalenko, M. A.,  Shvorob, G. M., 
Macієvich, T. O. (2014).  Shlyaxi polіpshenn-
ya fіnansovogo zabezpechennya dіyalnostі 
teritorіalnix gromad [Ways to improve fi-
nancial provision of territorial communities 
activity]. Teorіya ta praktika derzhavnogo 
upravlіnnya і mіscevogo samovryaduvan-



74  № 2’2019

Землеустрій, кадастр і моніторинг земель

nya, 1. Availabe at: http://el-zbirn-du.
at.ua/2014_1/23.pdf 

13. Official site of the Ministry of Ecology and 
Natural Resources of Ukraine]. Availabe 
at: https://menr.gov.ua/news/32117.html 
(last access: 10.05.2019)

14. Manuіlova, K. V. (2018). Koncepcіya de-
centralіzacії publіchnoї vladi v polіtiko-up-
ravlіnskіj tradicії ukraїni  [Concept of 
Decentralization of Public Power in the Po-
litical-Administrative Tradition of Ukraine].  
Klasich. privat. un-t.   Zaporіzhzhya, 36.

15. Legislation of Ukraine. The Law of Ukraine 
«On Amendments to Certain Legislative 
Acts of Ukraine Regarding the Issue of Col-
lective Ownership of Land, Improving the 
Land Use Rules in Massive Areas of Agricul-
tural Designation, Preventing Raidering and 
Stimulating Irrigation in Ukraine».  Avail-
abe at: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/2498-19 (last access: 10.05.2019)

16. Storonyanska, І. Z.  (2018). Decentralіzacіya 
v Ukraїnі ta її vpliv na socіalno-ekonomіch-
nij rozvitok teritorіj: metodichnі pіdxodi ta 
rezultati ocіnyuvannya: naukova dopovіd. 
[Decentralization in Ukraine and its impact 
on the socio-economic development of 
the territories: methodological approaches 
and evaluation results: scientific report]. 
lvіv: ІRD NANU, 144. 

17. Ministry of Regional Development, Con-
struction and Housing and Communal Ser-
vices of Ukraine. Monitoring of the process 
of decentralization of power and reform-
ing of local self-government. Availabe at: 
https://storage.decentralization.gov.ua/ 
uploads/library/file/396/10.04.2019.pdf 
(last access: 14.04.2019)

18. Legislation of Ukraine. The Law of Ukraine 
«On Amendments to the Tax Code of 
Ukraine and Certain Legislative Acts of 
Ukraine on Tax Reform» Availabe at: 
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/71-
19 (last access: 16.04.2019)

19. State Treasury Service of Ukraine. Availabe 
at:  http://www.treasury.gov.ua/main/uk/

doccatalog/ list?currdir=146477 (last ac-
cess: 16.04.2019)

20. Kherson Regional State Administration. 
Availabe at: http:// khoda.gov.ua/pro-
koefіcієnt-іndeksacії-normativnoї-gro-
shovoї-ocіnki-zemel-za-2018-rіk (last ac-
cess: 14.04.2019)

21. Ilyushkina, E. S. (2013). Sravnitelnyj analiz 
istochnikov finansirovaniya prirodooxrannoj 
innovacionno-investicionnoj deyatelnosti. 
[Comparative analysis of sources of financ-
ing for environmental innovation and invest-
ment activity]. Vestnik IRGTU, 11(82), 338. 

22. Odnorog, M. A. (2009). Osoblivostі su-
chasnogo stanu zabezpechenostі sіlsk-
ogospodarskix pіdpriєmstv іnvesticіjnimi 
resursami. [Features of the current state 
of supply of agricultural enterprises with 
investment resources]. Agrosvіt, 19, 28-30. 
Availabe at: http://nbuv.gov.ua/ujrn/agros-
vit_2009_19_8         23. Prokopenko, V. Y.,  
Yuxno, M. T. (2010). Regulyuyucha rol der-
zhavi v rozvitku іpotechnogo kredituvannya 
zemlі ekonomіka ta upravlіnnya nacіonal-
nim gospodarstvom. [Regulatory role of 
the state in the development of mortgage 
lending to land]. Ekonomіka ta upravlіnnya 
nacіonalnim gospodarstvom, 3, 19-22.

24. Yaremko, Y. І. (2008). Regulyuvannya zemelnix 
vіdnosin pri stanovlennі rinku zemel agrarnix 
pіdpriєmstv [Regulation of land relations in 
the development of the land market of agrar-
ian enterprises]. Єvropejskij un-t. Kiev, 20. 

25. Stojko, O. Y. (2013). Stanovlennya ta roz-
vitok sistemi іpotechnogo kredituvannya 
agrarnogo sektora Ukraїni. [Formation and 
development of the system of mortgage 
lending in the agrarian sector of Ukraine]. 
Vіsnik zhitomirskogo nacіonalnogo agroe-
kologіchnogo unіversitetu, 1-2(2), 278-290.

26. Bojko, L. І., Macієvich, T. O.  (2019).  Trans-
formacіya zemelnix resursіv teritorіal-
noї gromadi v eko-centrichnіj paradigmі. 
[Transformation of the land resources of 
the territorial community in the eco-cen-
tric paradigm]. Scientific and Practical Con-



№ 2’2019 75

Економіка та екологія землекористування

ference «Management and rational use of 
land resources in newly created territorial 
communities: problems and ways of their 
solution».  Kherson, 62-67. 

Перелік використаної літератури
1. Законодавство України. Стратегія сталого 

розвитку «Україна – 2020». [Електронний 
ресурс] /  Режим доступу: http://zakon3.
rada.gov.ua/laws/show/5/2015

2. Лопатинський, Ю. М., Тодорюк, С. І. Де-
термінанти сталого розвитку аграрних 
підприємств: монографія. – Чернівці : 
Чернівецький нац. ун-т, 2015. – 220 с.

3. Дем’ян, Я. Ю. Аграрна сфера Закарпат-
тя: інвестиційне забезпечення сталого 
розвитку: монографія. – Мукачево : РВВ 
МДУ, 2017.– 202 с.

4. Гоголь, Т. В. Оцінка стану і результатив-
ності впливу органів державної влади на 
розвиток сільських територій [Текст] / Т. В. 
Гоголь // Державне управління: теорія та 
практика. – 2012. – № 2.  Режим доступу: 
http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/Dutp_2012_2_33.

5. Слобожан, О. 4,5 млрд. грн. – таким має 
бути обсяг інфраструктурної субвенції 
об’єднаним громадам у 2019 році [Текст] 

/ О. Слобожан  [Електронний ресурс]. – Ре-
жим доступу: https: // decentralization.
gov.ua/news/9913.

6. Дудяк, Н. В. Екологічний механізм забез-
печення збалансованого землекорис-
тування в умовах децентралізації влади 
[Текст] / Н.В. Дудяк, 

І.Ю. Сабуцька // матеріали Всеукраїнської 
науково-практичної конференції «Управ-
ління земельними ресурсами в умовах 
децентралізації» 06-07 березня 2018 
року. – Херсон 2018. – С.90 – 92.

7. Любченко, П. Місцеве самоврядування 
в Україні: концептуальні підходи рефор-
мування [Текст] / П. Любченко // Право 
України. – 2009. – №5. – С. 55- 60. 

8. Гуторов, О. І. Розвиток сільських територій 
в умовах децентралізації [Текст]/ О.І. Гуто-

ров // Глобальні та національні проблеми 
економіки. – Вип. 2.  –  2014. – С. 820-823.

9. Законодавство України. Розпорядження 
Кабінету Міністрів України «Про схва-
лення  Концепції  Державної цільової 
програми сталого розвитку сільських те-
риторій на період  до  2020  року»

№ 1761-р. від 02.09.10. [Електронний ресурс] /  
Режим доступу:  http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/.

10. Урядовий портал. Проект структури Про-
грами розвитку аграрного сектору еко-
номіки на період до 2020 року. [Електро-
нний ресурс] /  Режим доступу: http://
minagro.gov.ua/node/10512

11. Лазарєва, О. В.  Новітня траекторія роз-
витку сільськогосподарського земле-
користування в контексті децентралі-
зації [Текст] / О. В. Лазарєва // Modern 
economics. – 2017. – № 5. – С. 50-57. 

12. Коваленко, М. А. Шляхи поліпшення фі-
нансового забезпечення діяльності те-
риторіальних громад [Текст] / М. А. Кова-
ленко, Г. М. Швороб, 

Т. О. Мацієвич. // Теорія та практика держав-
ного управління і місцевого самовряду-
вання. - 2014. - № 1. - Режим доступу: 
http://el-zbirn-du.at.ua/2014_1/23.pdf

13. Офіційний сайт Міністерства екології та 
природних ресурсів України. [Електро-
нний ресурс] /  Режим доступу: https://
menr.gov.ua/news/32117.html

14. Мануілова, К. В. Концепція децентраліза-
ції публічної влади в політико-управлін-
ській традиції України [Текст] : автореф. 
дис. ... д-ра наук з держ. упр. : 25.00.04 
/ К. В. Мануілова – Класич. приват. ун-т. - 
Запоріжжя, 2018. – 36 с. 

15. Законодавство України. Закон України 
«Про внесення змін до деяких законодав-
чих актів України щодо вирішення питан-
ня колективної власності на землю, удо-
сконалення правил землекористування у 
масивах земель сільськогосподарського 
призначення, запобігання рейдерству та 
стимулювання зрошення в Україні»  № 
2498-VIII  від 10.07.2018 [Електронний ре-



76  № 2’2019

Землеустрій, кадастр і моніторинг земель

сурс] / Режим доступу: https://zakon.rada.
gov.ua/laws/show/2498-19

16. Децентралізація в Україні та її вплив на 
соціально-економічний розвиток тери-
торій: методичні підходи та результати 
оцінювання: наукова доповідь [Текст] / 
за ред. д.е.н., проф. Сторонянської І.З. – 
Львів: ІРД НАНУ, 2018. – 144 с. 

17. Міністерство регіонального розвитку, 
будівництва та житлово-комунального 
господарства України. – 2019. [Електро-
нний ресурс] / Режим доступу: https://
storage.decentralization.gov.ua/uploads/
library/file/396/ 10.04.2019.pdf

18. Законоваство України. Закон України 
«Про внесення змін до Податкового ко-
дексу України та деяких законодавчих 
актів України щодо податкової рефор-
ми» від 28.12.14 р. № 71-VIII. [Електро-
нний ресурс] /Режим доступу:   https://
zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/71-19

19.  Офіційний сайт Державної казначей-
ської служби України. [Електронний 
ресурс] /  Режим доступу: http://www.
treasury.gov.ua/main/uk/doccatalog/ 
list?currDir=146477

20. Херсонська обласна державна адмі-
ністрація.  [Електронний ресурс] / Ре-
жим доступу: http:// khoda.gov.ua/
pro-koefіcієnt-іndeksacії-normativnoї-
groshovoї-ocіnki-zemel-za-2018-rіk

21. Илюшкина, Е. С. Сравнительный анализ 
источников финансирования природоо-
хранной инновационно-инвестиционной 
деятельности [Текст] / Е.С. Илюшкина // 
Вестник ИрГТУ.–2013. – №11(82). – С. 338.

22. Однорог, М. А. Особливості сучасного 
стану забезпеченості сільськогоспо-
дарських підприємств інвестиційними 
ресурсами [Текст] / М. А. Однорог // 
Агросвіт. – 2009. – № 19. – С. 28-30. 

23. Прокопенко, В. Ю. Регулююча роль дер-
жави в розвитку іпотечного кредитування 
землі [Текст]/ В.Ю. Прокопенко, М.Т. Юхно 
// Економіка та управління національним 
господарством. – 2010. – №3. – С. 19- 22.

24. Яремко, Ю. І. Регулювання земельних 
відносин при становленні ринку земель 
аграрних підприємств [Текст]: автореф. 
дис... канд. екон. наук: 08.00.04 / Ю.І.Ярем-
ко – Європейський ун-т. - К., 2008. - 20 с.

25. Стойко, О. Я. Становлення та розви-
ток системи іпотечного кредитування 
аграрного сектора України [Текст]/  О. Я. 
Стойко // Вісник Житомирського націо-
нального агроекологічного університету. 
– 2013. – № 1–2(2). – С. 278-290. 

26. Бойко, Л. І. Трансформація земельних ре-
сурсів територіальної громади в еко-цен-
тричній парадигмі  [Текст]/  Л.І. Бойко, Т.О. 
Мацієвич //  Управління та раціональне 
використання земельних ресурсів в ново-
створених територіальних громадах: про-
блеми та шляхи їх вирішення: матеріали 
науково-практичної конференції.  – Хер-
сон: ДВНЗ «ХДАУ», 2019. – 267 с. – С.62-67.

***
Яремко Ю.І., Дудяк Н.В.,  
Мацієвич Т.О.
ДЕТЕРМІНАНТИ СТАЛОГО РОЗВИТКУ 

АГРАРНОГО СЕКТОРУ В УМОВАХ ДЕЦЕН-
ТРАЛІЗАЦІЇ

https://doi.org/ 
10.31548/zemleustriy2019.02.07
Анотація. Розглянуто сутність по-

нять децентралізації та детермінант 
сталого розвитку аграрного сектору. Про-
аналізовано динаміку плати за землю до 
місцевих бюджетів України  за 2014-2019 
роки. Встановлено, що запровадження но-
вої нормативної грошової оцінки суттєво  
знижується фіскальний потенціал територі-
альних громад, основним доходним джерелом 
формування бюджетів яких є надходження від 
плати за землю. Запропоновано підходи щодо 
вдосконалення механізму державного регулю-
вання сталого розвитку аграрного сектора 
економіки України для підвищення його конку-
рентоспроможності в контексті інтеграції 
України в європейський простір.
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Обґрунтовано, що детермінанти  ста-
лого розвитку аграрного сектору економі-
ки визначаються з  двох позицій:  з  одного  
боку,  детермінанти  сталого  розвитку  
аграрного  сектора  – це умови, причини, 
фактори, від яких цей розвиток залежить, з 
іншого боку – це елементи, складові стало-
го розвитку аграрного сектору економіки.

Розглянуто процес передачі земельних 
ділянок сільськогосподарського призначен-
ня із державної у комунальну власність 
об’єднаним територіальним громадам в 
Україні за 2018 рік.

Проведено порівняльну характеристику пе-
реваг і недоліків джерел фінансування інвести-
ційних проектів в аграрному секторі економіки.  
В результаті, встановлено, що найбільш на-
дійним та стабільним інвестиційним ресурсом 
є власні кошти підприємств.

Запропоновано мобілізувати  інвести-
ційні процеси в аграрному секторі  з усіх 
можливих джерел, збільшити державні 
інвестиції, активізувати альтернативне 
інвестування, стимулювати притік інозем-
них інвестицій, розширити практику стра-
хування і гарантування підтримуваних дер-
жавою інвестиційних проектів у аграрний  
сектор економіки. 

Ключові слова: сталий розвиток, де-
термінанти сталого розвитку, агарний 
сектор, децентралізація 
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Яремко Ю.И., Дудяк Н.В.,  
Мациевич Т.А.
ДЕТЕРМИНАНТЫ УСТОЙЧИВОГО РАЗ-

ВИТИЯ АГРАРНОГО СЕКТОРА В УСЛОВИ-
ЯХ ДЕЦЕНТРАЛИЗАЦИИ

https://doi.org/ 
10.31548/zemleustriy2019.02.07
Аннотация. В статье рассмотрено сущ-

ность понятий децентрализации и детерми-
нант устойчивого развития аграрного сек-
тора. Проанализировано динамика платы за 
землю в местные бюджеты Украины за 2014-
2019 годы. Установлено, что введение новой 

нормативной денежной оценки существенно 
снижает фискальный потенциал террито-
риальных общин, основным доходным источ-
ником формирования бюджетов которых по-
ступления от платы за землю. Предложены 
подходы по совершенствованию механизма 
государственного регулирования устойчи-
вого развития аграрного сектора экономики 
Украины для повышения его конкурентоспо-
собности в контексте интеграции Украины в 
европейское пространство.

Обосновано, что детерминанты 
устойчивого развития аграрного сектора 
экономики определяются с двух позиций: с 
одной стороны, детерминанты устойчи-
вого развития аграрного сектора - это ус-
ловия, причины, факторы, от которых это 
развитие зависит, с другой стороны - это 
элементы, составляющие устойчивого раз-
вития аграрного сектора экономики.

Рассмотрено процесс передачи зе-
мельных участков сельскохозяйственного 
назначения из государственной в комму-
нальную собственность объединенным 
территориальным общинам в Украине 
 за 2018 год.

Проведено сравнительная характеристи-
ка преимуществ и недостатков источников 
финансирования инвестиционных проектов в 
аграрном секторе экономики. В результате 
установлено, что наиболее надежным и ста-
бильным инвестиционным ресурсом – соб-
ственные средства предприятий.

Предложено мобилизовать инвестици-
онные процессы в аграрном секторе из всех 
возможных источников, увеличить государ-
ственные инвестиции, активизировать 
альтернативное инвестирования, стиму-
лировать приток иностранных инвести-
ций, расширить практику страхования и 
гарантирования поддерживаемых государ-
ством инвестиционных проектов в аграр-
ный сектор экономики.
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детерминанты устойчивого развития, 
аграрный сектор, децентрализация


