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ABSTRACT

The impact of the agricultural policy on Kuwaiti agricultural
foreign trade can be measured by measuring the quantities of
production of agricultural and food commodities and reducing
dependence on the outside by reducing agricultural and food imports,
increasing agricultural and food exports, the size of the agricultural
balance and the development of the deficit in it, as well as the food
balance and the coverage rate of agricultural exports and
agricultural imports. And food exports, food imports, and a decline in
the net balance deficit in each of them, and subsequently an increase
in the self-sufficiency rate of food agricultural crops. The study
showed the positiveness of previous indicators on correcting the
course of Kuwaiti agricultural policy, and the study recommends this.
Conclusively, this study recommends taking measures and
methods that help increase the amount of agricultural production and
achieve efficiency in agricultural production, which leads to

improving economic indicators of the agricultural sector.
Key words: Measuring, Impact Of Agricultural Policy, Agricultural

Foreign Trade, State Of Kuwait



