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 قال تعالى: 

وَآيَةْ لَوُهُ الِأَرِضُ الِنَيِتَةُ أَحِيَيِنَاهَا وَأَخِرَجِنَا مِنِوَا حَبّاّ فَنِنِىُ يَأِكُلُونَ وَجَعَلِنَا فِيوَا }

  {جَنَّاتٍ مِنِ نَخِيلٍ وَأَعِنَابٍ وَفَجَّرِنَا فِيوَا مِنَ الِعُيُونِ

يه                   صدق الله العظ  

(23،23، الأية ) يسنسورة ،  
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 الإهداء

 : إنًاهدي بحثً انًتىاضع 

إنى انًعهى الأعظى ،،،،،،انزسىل انكزٌى صهى الله عهٍه وسهى انذي خزجُا 

 يٍ ظهًات انجهم إنى ضٍاء انعهى .

 يٍ عهًًُ ورباًَ عهً انهدي انًستقٍى وشجعًُ عهً انعهى

 واندي انحبٍب )حفظه الله( 

 انفٍض اندافق يٍ انحُاٌ انذي اَهم يُه طىال حٍاتً  أحبها لأَهايٍ  إنً

 )حفظها الله(-------انحبٍبة  أيً

  وأخىاتً إخىاًَوانً 

 انتكُىنىجٍاوو ووانً سيلائً وسيٍلاتً فً جايعة انسىداٌ نهعم

 .ةكهٍة اندراسات الاقتصادٌة والاجتًاعٍ –وانً سيلائً فً جايعة انٍُهٍٍ 
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ABSTRACT 

The problem of this study is represented in determining   the variables 

which impact the supply of sugarin the Sudan and the degree of impact 

and the trend of each of them, in order to activate policies of positive 

impact. 

The hypothesis of the study included: there is a positive relation between 

the supply quantity of sugar and the local price, there is a positive relation 

between the supply quantity of sugar and the used technology, there is an 

inverse relation between the supply quantity of sugar and the indirect 

taxes, and there is an inverse relation between the supply quantity of 

sugar and the total of production elements cost. 

 The study used  the historical and  the descriptive method  to describe the 

statistical means to estimate the function of sugar supply and the style of 

the analytical econometric for analyzing the data and then to prove  or 

deny hypotheses..  

The all hypotheses have been proven. 

The researcher recommends: to develop policies in funding side, works  

to increase the funding size of the agricultural sector and the sugar 

industry of  the granted total funding size and to exempt agricultural 

inputs of  customs duties, in order to increase the production and 

productivity of the sugar commodity aiming  to achieve self-sufficiency 

and exporting the sugar commodity abroad, to develop just  fair  policies 

to regulate the sugar trade and to ensure the stability of its supply through  

imposing duties and taxes on the imported sugar as the case of the  local 

market , beside  controlling the  import operations to go in line with the 

size of the deficit and shortage in the local market, and that export should 

be only on the raw sugar and to be refined locally with capacity of the 

unexploited factories during the stoppage of the harvest processes , to 

implement a mechanism to determine  the prices level of and the limits of 

exemptions through  applying the structure of the duties and taxes on the  

imported white sugar, in order to achieve balance, fair competition, 

consumer protection and the local  market from fluctuations. 
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