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Statement of the problem. During the year of formation of the market economy in Ukraine tax policy on agriculture and mechanisms of its realization gained prominence. Specificity of field, which has an objective character, needs a corresponding mapping of features of the tax agricultural producers in tax legislation. Insufficient of its consideration in the formation of tax mechanism leads to a distortion of their impact on economic processes, failure to ensure proper use of the functions of taxes.
Analysis of recent research and publications. Certain aspects of the tax system in agriculture explored in the writings of Ukrainian scientists: B. Kanter, O. Vasylyk, T. Yefymenko, Y. Ivanov, A. Kirilenko, A. Krysovatoho, W. Miller, M. Miller, A. Sokolowski, in . Sutorminoyi, L. Tarangul, Fedosov, S. George. An important contribution to the development of theoretical and applied principles have Borisova, P. Haidutsky, M. Dem'yanenko, D. Dema, P. abuse, P. Sabluk, L. Tulush et al. Thanks to the ideas of Agricultural Economists could change the perception of the tax system in agriculture and highlight new directions in her study.
The aim of the article is to study the special regime of direct taxation in agriculture, identify its shortcomings and study ways of improving the fixed agricultural tax.
The main material. Special tax regime for agricultural producers in the form of fixed agricultural tax ( FAT) was an experiment in 1998 in three regions of Ukraine : Hlobynskyy district , Poltava region , Starobeshevsky near Donetsk and Uzhhorod region Transcarpathian region, and from 1 January 1999 it was spread throughout the country .
Since its introduction FAT performed virtually the only form of relations between agricultural producers and the state (excluding indirect taxes ), but since 2005 the number of tax payments, which are part of FAK significantly decreased (from twelve to five) . Consequently, the present tax regime has lost its original ideology which it laid down in its implementation [4].
Analyzing the tax burden on the farms for 2000 - 2011 years ( Table 1), it should be noted that during 2000 - 2003 there was a gradual increase in the tax burden due to worsening financial state farms , and since 2005 traced a clear downward trend tax burden. In 2011 it was only 0.5 %, while the financial result before tax increased by almost 15 times, and FAT decreased almost 3 times compared to 2000.
In dealing with major issues - reducing the crushing tax burden on farmers - this tax has other positive features: with the release of payroll accrual of social security contributions were prerequisites for increasing salaries and benefits of regular , fixed tax rate , on the one hand, require effective and efficient management, and on the other - has provided manufacturers confidence in their work, encouraged to increase production , increase its level of profitability, caused a reduction of costs for accounting and tax reporting .
Liberation of fixed agricultural tax on contributions to state funds provided farmers significant tax savings , but because of its limited participation in the formation of social funds of costs , especially pension , turned lower levels of social protection of workers employed in the industry .

Table 1
Dynamics of the tax burden on agricultural enterprises in Ukraine in 2000 - 2011 years.
	
	Financial result before taxation million**
	Charge the fixed agricultural tax, mln. *
	The tax burden,%

	2000
	1752,4
	338,8
	19,3

	2001
	899,1
	420,4
	46,8

	2002
	-254,6
	475,4
	-186,7

	2003
	769,5
	454,9
	59,1

	2004
	2768,0
	419,9
	15,2

	2005
	3702,4
	157,7
	4,3

	2006
	2731,8
	140,2
	5,1

	2007
	2713,7
	138,4
	5,1

	2008
	6041,8
	124,5
	2,1

	2009
	7647,4
	122,9
	1,6

	2010
	17391,1
	124,9
	0,7

	2011
	26244,0
	121,9
	0,5


* According to DPS Ukraine
** According to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine

Available disadvantages of this system required its revision and build a more perfect mechanism of taxing farmers and the state was limited to only the current adjustment mechanism for levying fixed agricultural tax, and therefore in 2011 the tax burden of taxpayers FAK increased compared to the baseline in 2004 almost 10 times (Table 2).
Table 2
Evaluation of changes in taxation for FAT 2004 - 2011 years.
	Indicators per 1 ha of arable land
	2004 
	2008 
	2009
	2010 
	2011

	Payroll, USD. *
	192
	321
	379
	389
	486

	The load on the payroll, %
	0,2
	19,92
	26,56
	36,4
	37,19

	Contributions to social insurance funds, USD.
	0,38
	63,94
	100,66
	141,6
	180,74

	Fixed Agricultural Tax ** USD.
	19,3
	5,79
	5,79
	5,79
	5,79

	Total statutory fees, USD.
	19,68
	69,73
	106,45
	147,39
	186,53


* Calculated on the basis of average nominal wages of employees and their numbers.
** Calculated based on the average monetary value of one hectare of arable land was on 07/01/1995

On January 1, 2010 payment grace period ends farms - FAT payers of contributions to the pension fund. Providing preferential order of payment of pension contribution positively affected the financial position of farmers , because the size of the special contribution rate was in 2005-2006 - 6.46% , in 2007 - 12.92 %, in 2008 - 19.92 %, in 2009 - 26,56 % of the cost of salaries of workers by roughly 20, 40 , 60 and 80 % of standard size pension contribution rates for enterprises of national economy . [3]
The importance of direct taxation preferential agricultural emphasized by the fact that its presence contributes around 50% of agricultural yield , and in some sectors of agriculture (eg, livestock ) maintaining positive economic performance is completely dependent on the availability of tax incentives .
In support profitability for agricultural producers preferential taxation regime play an important role in terms of alignment of economic incentives in various sectors of agricultural production (Table 3).
Table 3
The level of profitability in crop and livestock, %*
	Years
	Crop
	Stockbreeding

	2000
	-1,0
	-33,8

	2001
	18,3
	-6,6

	2002
	4,9
	-19,8

	2003
	12,6
	-18,8

	2004
	8,1
	-11,3

	2005
	6,8
	5,0

	2006
	2,8
	-11,0

	2007
	15,6
	-13,4

	2008
	13,4
	0,1

	2009
	13,8
	5,5

	2010
	21,1
	7,8

	2011
	27,0
	13,0

	2012
	21,9
	14,2


* Source: State Statistics Service of Ukraine
For example, the fixed agricultural tax base when calculating what is normative monetary land valuation which are in cultivation businesses are more profitable for breeding. However, even taking into account its application , the average profitability of livestock during the last 12 years is lower than the profitability of crop production. Thus, the presence of FAK partially eliminate disparities in yield of crops and livestock .
At the time of introduction of the FAT , the tax rate provided burden comparable to the existing 1999 tax payments ( income tax, land tax , etc. . ) And taxes (pension fund and others). Today sum payment FAT is almost constant at about 6 USD. per 1 ha of agricultural land. It is more than 2 times lower than the rates of land tax , which is part of it.
Thus, FAT does not provide implementation of regulatory and catalytic functions taxes. Especially on holding agricultural enterprises . For holding this special regime of taxation is an attractive instrument of "legitimate" tax evasion schemes much of the taxes. Purchase agriculture raw at higher than market prices is the most common phenomenon in controlled agricultural farm holdings . Last has a negative impact on the distortion of statistical reporting profitability of agricultural activities.
Problematic today is, and the registration of the entity as a taxpayer special regime. Raising the share of sales of agricultural products (services) to 75 percent of all revenue ( income) does not stimulate the diversification of business of small and medium enterprises. The latter, still remain such enterprises which help in village development, but fail to develop because FAT rural green tourism , industry and arts and crafts, use cooperative schemes cultivation and marketing of agricultural products, as it was in Soviet times.
Tax Code of Ukraine ( CLE ) [2] is not fully resolved the problem of seasonality payment FAT ( according to Art. 306.2 - in the I quarter - 10%, II - 10% , III - 50%, IV - 30%). In this division , especially medium and small businesses are forced to resort to premature and therefore cheaper of early crops [1].
Conclusions and recommendations for further research. Thus, the introduction of FAK as a major in the taxation system of agricultural producers at a certain stage of development of economy of Ukraine was reasonable and possible to take into account the specificity of agriculture in determining the tax object and terms of payment of the tax, which, in turn, made ​​it possible to simplify the tax system and tax accounting to lower the tax burden for enterprises of the agricultural sector, encourage sustainable land use.
However, the greatest effect of the application of FSP currently provides a large, integrated agricultural farm. Maybe some appropriate extension of the use of the FAT, but certainly not justified for rural development is its unurgently application.
Thus, there is urgent need for legislative change in the mechanism of direct taxation of agricultural enterprises.
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