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Abstract. The relevance of the research topic is that the effectiveness of the public sector of Ukraine depends on the successful
activities of its subjects. In the conditions of reforming the sphere of state property management is actively developing,
privatisation processes are taking place, the volume of property lease is increasing, active work is being done with ownerless
property and property of deceased heritage. The problem of effective management and use of property assigned to the
relevant administrator of budget funds or identified as a result of inventory is brought to the fore . Institutions do not have
a developed mechanism for such operations, answers to such questions are not found in the regulatory framework and
there is a lack of knowledge about the use of management tools for such property. It is important to study the activities
of managers of state and local budgets as the main actors in the public sector. The methodological basis of the study is
a systematic approach, and the use of methods of synthesis and analysis to determine the structure and dynamics of
revenues of budget managers in Ukraine. The article identifies the main actors of the public sector, outlines the structure
of the public sector, substantiates the influence of budget managers on the development of the public sector. The analysis
of the structure and dynamics of own and other incomes of budget managers is carried out, the recommendations on
their increase are generalised. The necessity of increase of efficiency of management of property of the state and municipal
property and increase of volumes of receipts and sources of financing of managers of budgetary funds is proved. The
practical value of the article is to develop the main directions and measures of the programme to improve the management
of state (municipal) property for budget managers, the use of which will effectively manage the property of the institution,
increase existing and additional revenues, and positively affect the state and quality of maintenance of state and communal

property

Keywords: state budget, local budget, budget revenues, communal property, executive bodies, intergovernmental transfers

Received: 10.01.2022, Revised: 07.02.2022, Accepted: 12.03.2022

Suggested Citation: Larikova, T.V. (2022). Features of the functioning of budget managers as the main actors of the public
sector. Scientific Bulletin of Mukachevo State University. Series “Economics”, 9(1), 24-33.

*Corresponding author

Scientific Bulletin of Mukachevo State University. Series "Economics’, 9(1), 24-33 @
-



Larikova

Introduction

The development and management of Ukraine’s public sector
depends on the success of its main players. The structure of
public sector actors includes authorities at various levels,
subordinate institutions and state and non-state institutional
units. The main participants in the process of managing budget
resources are the authorities — managers of budget funds, who
are constantly working to replenish state and local budgets
in order to use them effectively. Today the nature of state
property management is changing, privatisation processes
are taking place, the process of transferring state and mu-
nicipal property for lease on a competitive basis, alienation
of property, work with ownerless property and property of
deceased heritage is developing, therefore, it is important to
increase the efficiency of the use of property assigned to the
appropriate administrator of budget funds or identified as
a result of inventory. At present, there is no clear mechanism
for such operations, there is a limited regulatory framework
and lack of knowledge on the use of tools to manage such
property. Therefore, there is a need to research and develop
new approaches and methods to improve the management
of state and municipal property.

International experience shows that an important way
to ensure the strategic development of the main managers
of budget funds and increase the efficiency of their activities
is the maximum interaction of central government and local
government, leading to maximum effects in their property
management and infrastructure development [1]. The in-
ternational community has identified strategic guidelines
for improving the activities of budget managers in the direc-
tion of improving the management of state and municipal
property [2]. Analysing the works of Ukrainian scientists,
it is worth mentioning S.M. Serohina, I.A. Chykarenko [3],
N.V. Smentyna [4], which conducted research on effective
management of communal property on the basis of the im-
plementation of valuation activities and identified criteria
for assessing the effectiveness of their use.

Other scientists: E. Borodin, I. Chykarenko [5] sub-
stantiated ways to increase the efficiency of use of state and
communal property by expanding forms of control and
strengthening personalised responsibility. Also N. Boriso-
cheva [6] identified problems regarding the inconsistency
of the system of legal regulation in the management of state
and communal property and the powers of their activities.

Recommended by T. Ovcharenko et al. [7] models
and approaches of effective financial management are in-
tegrated with the objectives of the Public Financial Man-
agement System Reform Strategy. Modern approaches to
the study of problems related to the development of man-
agement of state and municipal property are covered in
the works of L.A. Pidopryhora [8], A.Yu. Shturba [9] and
O.Yu. Obolenskyi et al. [10]. However, measures to increase
the efficiency of budget managers, search for alternative
sources of replenishment of state and local budgets through
effective management of state and municipal property are
insufficiently covered.
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The purpose of the study is to generalise the areas of
improvement of budget managers and develop a mechanism
for effective management of state and municipal property.

General Characteristics of the Structure
of the Public Sector of the Economy

In the scientific environment, the concept of “public sector”
is used to structure the economy considering sectoral, or-
ganisational, economic and financial characteristics. The
public sector includes enterprises that are state-owned and
under the control of public authorities; or the private sector,
which is not subordinate to the state but is a user of public
funds. Investigating the specific features of economic activ-
ity in market conditions distinguish between public sector,
non-productive and financial. In particular, optimising and
increasing the share of the public sector is the basis for the
country’s financial stability. The development of institu-
tional sectors of the public sector, which are included in the
relevant levels of government, is important in ensuring the
effectiveness of public finance management at the national
and subnational levels and provides an opportunity to analyse
the financial performance of public authorities and local
governments.

Examining the structure of the public sector, it is im-
portant to mention the classification of sectors of the economy
of Ukraine, which is given in the Classification of Institutional
Sectors of the Economy of Ukraine, approved by the State
Statistics Service of Ukraine from 12/03/2014 No. 378 [11]
(hereinafter — Classification). According to this Classification,
the country’s economy generally includes a set of institutional
units that are resident and grouped into five institutional
sectors according to their functions, activities and goals, while
each institutional unit belongs to one of the following sectors:

1. Non-financial corporations sector - this sector includes
institutional units that are mainly engaged in the production
of goods and can provide non-financial services.

2. Financial corporations sector — this sector includes
institutional units that provide financial services and financial
intermediation services.

3. General government sector - this sector includes in-
stitutional units, the specific features of which are the per-
formance of political functions, economic regulation and
redistribution of income and revenues, while they provide
services on a non-market basis.

4. Household sector - this sector includes institutional
units, in particular natural persons-entrepreneurs, who can
produce goods or non-financial services.

5. Sector of non-profit institutions serving households -
this sector includes units that provide non-market services
to society as a whole or individually to households whose
resources are formed through voluntary contributions [11].

The structure of the public sector consists of the gen-
eral government sector, public non-financial and financial
corporations (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. Structure of public sector entities in accordance with the Classification of Sectors of the Economy of Ukraine

Source: developed by the author based on the source [13]

Thus, the general government sector as the main com-

ponent of the public sector includes:
o central authorities;
o regional and local authorities;
e social insurance funds.

The subsector of central authorities of Ukraine includes
such institutions as: ministries, public services, agencies,
inspections, state committees, territorial bodies.

The subsector of regional and local authorities includes:
institutional units that belong to local governments.

Social insurance funds consist of institutional units
and include social security funds that operate at all levels of
government.

Thus, the development of the public sector depends
on the successful operation of central, regional and local
authorities, which are the managers of state and local bud-
gets. Such bodies interact with each other, in particular, the
functions of central authorities are performed by public au-
thorities and local governments, because these functions:

1) may be delegated by the state to local governments;

2) the functions of the executive power in their content
are objectively inherent in local self-government as a form
of realisation of public power in general, the components
of which are recognised as both state government and local
self-government. At the same time, functions can be delegated
to local self-government bodies and state executive bodies.
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In the conditions of decentralisation, local self-gov-
ernment bodies are endowed with their own powers, oppor-
tunities to independently manage their activities and bear
direct responsibility in accordance with Law of Ukraine
“On Local Self-Government in Ukraine” [12]. At the same
time, local self-government bodies are provided with certain
powers, in the implementation of which they are subordinate
to the executive authorities. In general, the most important
issues related to local self-government: “territorial com-
munities of villages, settlements, cities directly or through
the local self-government bodies formed by them manage
communally owned property; approve programmes of so-
cio-economic and cultural development and control their
implementation; approve the budgets of the relevant ad-
ministrative-territorial units and control their implemen-
tation; establish local taxes and fees in accordance with the
law; ensure the holding of local referendums and the imple-
mentation of their results; form, reorganise and liquidate
utility companies, organisations and institutions, and exer-
cise control over their activities; decide other issues of local
importance, referred by law to their competence” [12].

Thus, proper management of executive bodies will
contribute to the implementation of the basic principle of
functioning of the state mechanism as an appropriate com-
bination of centralisation and decentralisation in the man-
agement of society and the state.

4



Larikova

Regulatory and Legal Support for the Activities
of Budget Managers

Based on the above, we conclude that the successful operation
of executive bodies and local governments significantly affects
the development and efficiency of management of central,
regional and local public sector bodies. These bodies of the
general government sector in accordance with the Budget
Code of Ukraine (hereinafter - BCU) are managers of bud-
get funds at different levels of government [13]. The Budget
Code of Ukraine stipulates that budget managers are divided
according to the amount of rights granted into: chief budget
managers and lower-level budget managers. According to the
terms of the BCU, the budget system of Ukraine consists of:
1) state budget;

Table 1. The number of managers of budget funds of the state and local budgets as of 12/31/2020

2) local budgets:

o the budget of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea;
o regional budgets;

o district budgets;

e local government budgets [13].

Therefore, in Ukraine, the managers of budget funds
of the state and local budgets operate. In particular, accord-
ing to the Report on the Results of the State Treasury Service
of Ukraine (hereinafter — STSU) for 2020 (hereinafter - the
Report), it is determined that the number of managers of
budget funds included in the network at the end of 2020 was
11,094 state budget institutions and 24,775 institutions local
budget. However, compared to 2019, the number of institu-
tions has decreased [14]. The grouped data are given in Table 1.

Years 2019 2020 Change
National budget 13443 11094 -2349
Local budget 23 300 24775 1475

Source: developed by the author based on the source [13]

Apparently, the number of state budget managers
decreased by 2,349 institutions, mostly due to the reform
and reorganization of institutions. There is an increase in
managers of local budget funds, the number of which in-
creased by 1475 institutions, which indicates the development
of territorial communities.

Chief administrators receive budget allocations by
approving them in the Law on the State Budget of Ukraine
or by a decision on the local budget; may decide to delegate
their powers to lower-level budget managers to maximise
the implementation of the relevant budget programme,
through the distribution of budget allocations (revenues).
Each year in the State Budget of Ukraine (or by decision on
the local budget) the main administrators receive the rev-
enues planned in the budget, but in fact the amount may
be different, depending on their effective use. Estimates of
lower level budget managers are approved by the main budget
managers. The estimate consists of two parts:

o general fund , including revenues and expenditures of
the general fund, their distribution is carried out according
to its economic classification of budget expenditures in order
to perform its main functions depending on the specifics of
the industry;

e special fund, includes revenues and expenditures of the
special fund, their distribution is carried out according to
the economic classification of budget expenditures for ex-
penditures, considering the priority areas of the institution.

The procedure for compiling, reviewing, approving
and basic requirements for the implementation of estimates
of budgetary institutions was approved by the Resolution of
the Cabinet of Ministers of February 28, 2002 No. 228 [15].

Estimates of the main managers of the State Bud-
get are approved by the Order of the Ministry of Finance
of Ukraine [16]. According to the Classification of Budget
Revenues, revenues include:

e tax revenues;

® non-tax revenues;

e own revenues of budgetary institutions;

e income from capital transactions;

e trust funds;

e official transfers [16].

According to the STSU Report for 2020, state budget
revenues (general and special funds together) amounted to
1,076.0 billion UAH (100.8% of annual targets) [14]. Com-
pared to 2019, revenues were 77.7 billion UAH or 7.8%
higher (Fig. 2).
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Figure 2. Dynamics of state budget revenues for 2019-2020

Source: developed by the author based on the source [13]
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Thus, the general fund of the state budget amounted
to 877.6 billion UAH (102.1% of the annual targets), com-
parison of these indicators with 2019 showed that revenues
were reduced by 2.2 billion UAH (0.3%). The special fund
of the state budget (including the amount of own revenues)
amounted to 198.4 billionUAH (95.3% of annual targets),

comparing these indicators with 2019, it is seen that revenues
amounted to 79.9 billion UAH (67.4%). Regarding the local
budget, in particular in 2020, revenues without intergov-
ernmental transfers decreased by 11.1 billion UAH, the main
change occurred in intergovernmental transfers, which
decreased by 100.1 billion UAH, as shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Dynamics of local budget revenues in 2020, compared to 2019

Source: developed by the author based on the source [13]

At the same time, revenues increased mainly due to:
income tax and levies of individuals - by 12.3 billion UAH;
single tax on individuals - by 2.6 billion UAH; domestic
taxes on goods and services — by 1.8 billion UAH.

The Main Types of Revenues
of Budget Managers
Managers of budget funds can significantly influence the
replenishment of budgets, primarily by increasing revenues

from the special fund, and seek alternative management
solutions to increase own revenues, other own revenues re-
lated to capital transactions or other revenues from grants,
charitable contributions, etc. According to the Classification
of Budget Revenues, approved by the Order of the Ministry of
Finance dated 01/14/2011 No. 11, managers of budget funds
can influence the increase of such basic types of revenues,
which are listed in the Table 2.

Table 2. The main types of income of the special fund of budget managers

Code Name Types of income
Own revenues Includes receipts received in the prescribed manner as payment for services, work
25000000 of budgetary and purpose, attracting grants, gifts and charitable contributions, as well as income
institutions from the sale of property in the prescribed manner
Income from Funds from the sale of property received by the state or territorial community by
30000000 . . . . .
capital transactions inheritance or gift, ownerless property, etc.
40000000 Official transfers Receiving transfers from government agencies, the European Union, foreign

governments, international organisations, etc.

Source: developed by the author based on the source [13]

One of the promising areas of public sector develop-
ment is the filling of state and local budgets by increasing
the own and other revenues of budget managers. To determine
strategic guidelines, we will analyse the amount of own and
other revenues of managers of budget funds of the state
budget, considering the targets for 2022 in accordance with
the Draft Law “On State Budget of Ukraine for 2022” [17].
Table 3 presents the analysis of incomes by managers of
budgetary funds of the state budget of 2019-2022 is resulted.
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Analysing these tables shows that during 2020-2021 the
volume of revenues (excluding intergovernmental transfers)
increased by 12.26% in 2021, in 2022 it is planned to increase
them by 10.4%. In 2021, own revenues increased by 5.81%,
in particular, revenues from fees for services provided by
budget managers increased by 16.48%, but the largest changes
are observed in the group of other sources of own revenues,
which increased by 156.7%.
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Table 3. Analysis of revenues of managers of budget funds of the state budget 2020-2022 (thousand UAH)

2020 2021 2022 Structural deviation, %
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Own revenues
25000000 of budgetary 37372516.8 3.69 38540721.7 3.39 42641125 3.39 3.13 10.64 14.10
institutions
Proceeds from
payment for
services provided
25070000 by budgetary 36177582.7 3.57 38281301.9 3.37 42140700.5 3.35 581 10.08 16.48
institutions in
accordance with
the law
Other sources
25020000 OfOWnrevenues 94934 002  259419.8 002 5004245  0.04 33.08 92.90 156.71
of budgetary
institutions
Proceeds from
31000000 the sale of fixed 49198 0.00 51720.9 0.00 31318.3 0.00 513 -39.45 -36.34
capital
40000000 Official transfers 10519585.4 1.03 12352561.6 1.08 11963891 094 17.42 -315 13.73
From the European
Union, foreign
42000000 ~ 9OVeMMeNts, 47561365 017  1966331.3 017 11710567 0.09 11.97 -40.44 -33.32
international
organisations,
donor institutions
From public
41000000  administration 87634489 0.86 10386230.3 0.90 10792834.3 0.85 1852 3.91 23.16
bodies
Total income 1022051935 100.00 1147876117 100.00 1267393399 100.00 12.31 10.41 24.00
Total revenues
(excluding
. 1013288486 100.00 1137489887 100.00 1256600565 100.00 12.26 10.47 24.01
intergovernmental
transfers)

Source: developed by the author based on sources [17-19]

Thus, it is worth noting that according to the BCU,
own revenues of budget managers are divided into the
following groups:

e 1* group - revenues from fees for services provided by
budgetary institutions in accordance with the law;

e 27 _ other sources of own revenues of budgetary
institutions.

Each group has its own subgroups, the composition
of which is shown in Figure 4. Thus, budget managers can
receive their own and other revenues, but this aspect de-
pends on the effectiveness of their management. In partic-
ular, effective management of state and communal property
owned by budget managers will significantly increase their
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revenues. To implement the relevant measures, special at-
tention should be paid to identifying gaps that are inherent
in the managers of budget funds, namely:

1) institutions do not have complete and systematic
information about assets, in particular the inventory of
property is carried out formally, no comparison of actual
property data with accounting data and title documents, no
analysis of controlled real estate for legality and correctness
of legal and accounting of these objects;

2) limited regulations that should determine the general
procedures for the management of state or municipal property;

3) the full range of property management tools is not
used [20].

O
A



Features of the functioning of budget managers as the main actors of the public sector

In this regard, the strategic guidelines for managers of
budget funds of state and communal property are pro-
posed to develop and implement a programme to improve
the efficiency of property management (state) communal
property.

Responsibility for the development of this Regulation
should be borne by the body authorised to manage state
and municipal property. The main purpose of such a pro-
gramme is:

- rational, cost-effective, predictable and managed man-
agement of the institution’s property;

FIRST GROUP
receipts from payment for

services provided by budgetary
institutions in accordance with
the legislation of budget funds

( )

Subgroup 1 - payment

for services provided by

— budget managers in

accordance with their
main activity

- J

( )

Subgroup 2 - receipts of
managers of budget funds
from additional
(economic) activities

Subgroup 3 — rent for
— property to managers of
budget funds

& J

( )

Subgroup 4 — proceeds
from the sale of property
(except real estate) to
managers of budget funds

- J

- improving the quality of maintenance and improving
the condition of state or communal property, providing public
services of the highest quality;

- receipt of additional funds and property to the state
or local budget.

Prior to the application of the Programme, institutions
need to conduct a current technical inventory of state or
municipal property; registration of ownership of real estate.

For the successful use of the proposed Programme,
the main directions of its implementation measures are
identified, which are shown in Table 4.

Subgroup 1 — charitable
— contributions, grants and
gifts

Subgroup 2 - receipts
received by budget
managers from
enterprises, organizations,
individuals and other
budget institutions

Subgroup 3 — receipts
received by managers of
budget funds (vocational

and technical),
professional higher and
higher education, from the
placement of temporarily
free budget funds on
deposits, charitable
contributions and grants

Figure 4. Types of own and other revenues of budget managers

Source: developed by the author based on the source [13]
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Table 4. The main directions and measures of the Programme for improving the efficiency
of state (communal) property management

Directions Events

Technical inventory of objects

Develop Regulations on conducting a technical inventory
of state and municipal property

Registration of property rights to real estate

Describe the procedure for registration of right
to immovable property

Work with roads, engineering infrastructure

Develop a mechanism for working with roads, engineering
infrastructure

Classification of objects by groups and development of
management strategy for each group

Define criteria for classification of objects by groups
and develop a strategy for effective management
for each group

Leasing of real estate other than land

Describe the mechanism of registration and lease of real
estate other than land

Privatisation of communal property

Describe the procedure for registration of property
privatization and conditions of its use

Privatisation of housing

Describe the features of the privatization of housing
and the grounds for its write-off

Write-off of property

Determine the conditions and grounds for the write-off
of state or municipal property in accordance with
applicable law

Transfer of property to concession

Describe the procedure for transferring property to the
concession and the conditions of its further maintenance

Expropriation of property on the balance of budget
managers

Describe the procedure and mechanism of alienation
of property on the balance of budget managers

Re-registration of ownerless property and property of
deceased heritage into state or communal property

Describe the mechanism of re-registration of ownerless
property and property of deceased heritage into state
or communal property

Source: developed by the author based on source [20]

These areas and measures will allow to make an ob-
jective assessment of the current state of property and further
effectively manage the property on the balance sheet of the
institution, while carrying out operations to re-register the
property in order to obtain economic benefits in the future.

Thus, the main directions and activities of the Pro-
gramme are to determine the key tasks and directions of their
implementation in the form of development of appropriate
documentation, the use of which will successfully conduct
operations on: registration of property rights, accounting
for roads, engineering infrastructure, classification of objects
by groups and development of management strategy for each
group, lease of real estate, privatisation of communal prop-
erty, expediency of privatisation of housing stock and its
write-off, transfer of property to concession, alienation of
property on the balance of budget managers and re-regis-
tration of ownerless property and property of the deceased
inheritance in state or communal property. The implemen-
tation of certain measures will help increase the investment
attractiveness of budget managers, improve the climate for
the creation and development of high-quality public services
of public and municipal sectors of the economy.

Conclusions
According to the results of the study, we conclude that the
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main actors of the public sector are the managers of bud-
get funds of the state and local budgets, who are constantly
working on filling the budgets. Thanks to the analysis, it
was found that in recent years the revenues of the state and
local budgets in terms of the general fund are declining an-
nually, in terms of the special fund there were insignificant
changes. Reasonably, the filling of state or local budgets
significantly depends on the amount of revenues from the
special fund, so it is important to find alternative ways to
increase them. It is confirmed that effective management
of state and communal property will allow budget man-
agers to increase revenues by posting property that is not
reflected on the balance sheet, renting it, privatising prop-
erty, transferring property to concession, re-registration
of ownerless property and deceased property in state or
communal property. In this regard, it is proposed that the
body authorised to manage the objects of state (communal)
property, to develop a programme to improve the efficiency
of management of state (communal) property for managers
of budget funds. The application of such a Programme will
help institutions to promptly organise the process of regis-
tration and re-registration of property in state or municipal
ownership and will increase the efficiency of the use of ex-
isting property and obtain appropriate economic benefits
in the future.
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Larikova

Oco6nueocTi PyHKLIOHYBaHHA PO3MNOPAAHUKIB 610AXKETHUX KOLUTIB
fIK OCHOBHMX CY6'eKTIB jepXXaBHOI0 CEKTOpy

TetsiHa BitaniiBHa JlapikoBa

KuiscbKkni HalioHaIbHUI €KOHOMIYHUIA yYHIBEPCUTET iMeHi Baguma [eTbMaHa
03057, npocn. Nepemoru, 54/1, M. KniB, YkpaiHa

AHoTaLifl. AKTYaJIbHICTD TeMM FOCTiKEHHS IIOJLATA€E B TOMY, 110 e(peKTUBHICTD Iep>KaBHOTO CEKTOPY YKpalHU 3a/IeKUTD
Biff ycminiHoi aismbHOCTI Jioro cy6’exriB. B yMoBax pepopMyBaHH:A aKTUBHO PO3BUBAETHCA c(hepa yIIpaBIiHHA iep>KaBHUM
MajifHOM, BiOyBa€ThCA IpUBATU3ALilTHI IIpoliecy, 301IbIIYIOThCA 00CATY ITepefiadi MailHa B OPeH/Y, IPOBOAUTHCA aKTBHA
pobora 3 Ge3xassutHIM MalIHOM Ta MAITHOM BiZyMep/iol CIaAIyH. AKTYa/I3yeThCs IpobieMa o0 eeKTUBHOTO YIIPAB/IIHHS
Ta BUKOPUCTAHHS MafHOM, 3aKpillJIEHOTO 3a BiAIOBIZHMM PO3HOPSATHUKOM OIO[)KETHUX KOIITiB a0 BUSIBIEHOTO B
pesynbTari iHBeHTapu3anii. YcTaHOBM He MalOTh pO3pO00JIEHOr0 MeXaHi3My 3[IiJICHEeHH TaKuX OIlepalliil, BifloBizeit Ha
TaKi MITaHHA He 3HAITY B HOPMATVBHIlT 06as3i Ta CIIoCTepiraeThcsl HSIOCTATHI piBeHb 3HAHD IIIOJI0 BUKOPYUCTaHH:A iIHCTPYMeHTIB
YIpaBIiHHA TaKVM MallHOM. BayX/IMBUM € ZOCTiIKeHHA [iANbHOCT] pO3IOPARHUKIB OI0[PKEeTHUX KOIITIB JIep>)KaBHOTO Ta
MicI[eBOro OIOIKeTiB SIK OCHOBHUX CY0’€KTIB Iep>KaBHOTO CeKTOPY. MeTOAMYHOI OCHOBOIO JOCII/KEHHS € CUCTEeMHUI
IJXiJ], a TAKOXK 3aCTOCYBAaHHS METO/IB CMHTE3Y Ta aHa/li3y [ BUSHAYEHHA CTPYKTYPU i AMHAMIKY JOXO/IiB PO3IOPAJHUKIB
OI0/KeTHYX KOINTIB B YKpaiHi. Y cTaTTi BUBHAaYeHO OCHOBHMX CY0 €KTIB Iep>KaBHOTO CEKTOPY, OKPECTI€HO CTPYKTYPY
IepXKaBHOTO CEKTOPY, 0OIPYHTOBAHO BIUIVB PO3IIOPAHUKIB OI0/DKETHX KOIITIB Ha pO3BUTOK JIep>KaBHOTO cekTopy. IIposeneno
aHa/Ii3 CTPYKTYpU Ta AVHAMIKM OOCATiB B/IACHMX Ta IHIINX JOXOJIB POSHOPATHMKIB OIOPKeTHUX KOIITIB, y3araJbHeHO
PeKOMEHIAIII {0710 iXHBOTO 36i/TbIIIEHHSL. OO6rpyHTOBaHO HeOOXiAHICTh NigBUIIeHHSA e()eKTUBHOCTI YIIpaB/IiHHA MailHOM
Iep>KaBHOI Ta KOMYHaJ/IbHOI B/IACHOCTI 11 361/IbIlIeHHA 00CATiB HaAXOMKeHb i [ykepen piHaHCYBaHHA PO3HMOPANHUKIB
OIo/pKeTHUX KoWTiB. IIpakTyyHa LiHHICTD CTAaTTi MOJATAaE y po3poOIli OCHOBHUX HAIIPAMIB Ta 3aXOfiB Iporpammu 3
IifBMIIeHHA e(peKTUBHOCTI yIpaB/IiHHA MallHOM ep>KaBHOI (KOMYHa/IbHOI) BJTACHOCT] /1 pO3HOPAHMKIB OI0/Ke THIX
KOLITiB, BUKOPYCTAHHA AKOI JacTh 3MOTy e(eKTMBHO 3/1i/ICHIOBATH YIIPAaB/IiHHA MailHOM YCTaHOBM, 301/IbIINTH 00CATH
HasBHMX i JOJJaTKOBUX Ha/IXOJIXKeHb, a TAKOXK IIO3UTVMBHO BIUIMBATY Ha CTaH i AKICTb yTPUMaHHA 00 €KTIB lep>KaBHOI Ta
KOMYHQJIPHOI BJIaCHOCTI

KntoyoBi cnosa: gepxaBHUII 6r0[>KeT, MiCLIeBUIT OIOIKeT, OIOIKEeTHI HaIXOI KEeHHS, KOMYHaJ/IbHa BJIaCHICTb, OpraHu
BMKOHABYOI BIajiy, MDKOIOKeTHI TpaHcepTn
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