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Paper’s abstracts/AnoTartii 40 craTei
Amnatoaiin €nidanos, Cepriit /leoHos, €sren baaaribkmii

JocaigxxeHHs piBHIB gelleHTpaai3arlii MicrjeBux O0I0AKeTiB B YKpaiHi Ta g’kepeaa
¢dopmysanHs iX 40X0AiB

VY crarTti BU3HAUYEHO piBHI JeLEHTpati3alil MiCLIeBUX OFOJDKETIB B YKpaiHi y HOPIBHSHHI 3 TOAIOHUMH NOKa3HHUKaMHU
JUTs KpaiH-wieHiB Oprasizaiii eKOHOMIYHOT CIIBIpAIli Ta PO3BUTKY, AOCIIPKEHO TOJIOBHI pecypcH (GOpMyBaHHSI T0XO-
JIiB MiCIIeBUX OFOJKETIB y TaKuX KpaiHax sk [IIBeiinapist Ta AnoHis, a Takox MiciieBoro Oromkery micta Cymu.

Axon K. Eamynac, @pannncko Apporio Ik
Inaexcanis Ta ekoHOMiuHe 3pocTanHst Yiai

IanexcoBannii 6oproBuit KOHTpakT Yini HanpaBiIeHUH Ha 3aXUCT NMPOTH HGAMIT migmucann y 1967 pomi. Y 1982 pori,
rmocepe]l CBITOBOTO Craay, KpaiHa 30UIbIINIa TOKPUTTS 1HAEKCHOI MOMITHKH 100 3a0e3MednTH 9acTKy OOproBHX iH-
CTPYMEHTIB, a TaKOXX TO3BOJHTH MO3MYAIFHUKAM, SKi OepyTh MO3MKY B iHO3EMHIH BalOTiI BHIUIaYyBaTH 3a00proBa-
HICTh 32 OOMIHHHUM KypcoM, 1o OyJio He 3py4yHO. Y CTaTTi aBTOPH NPHUITYCKAIOTh, IO IS MOJITHKA Oyja Ba)KIHBHUM
BHECKOM y Bpaxkatoue (hiHaHCOBe 3pocTaHHs. Taka MoJliTHKa TaKoX IpHBEJIa J0 TOrO, IO HAJAMIpHE IHBECTYBaHHS y
HOBY BUPOOHHYY MOTY>KHICTh BU3HAUWIIU (piHAHCOBUMHU IHCTpyMeHTaMu y Yiii.

Komncranc Kposdopa, Mioperr Cabpin, Epimia Tynesaasn

IMogaTku Ha mariHO y Hblo AXepci: Ui cnaavyioTh BAaCHMKY Oy AMHKIB 3a IIKiaAbHMIA
okpyr...Un cnpaseaansi nogatku y Hero Axepci?

VY 6epesni 2010 poky mepkaBHa amMmiHicTpamis Hero-/xepei y TUCTI A0 MIKUTBHUX OKPYTiB MicTa 3a3HaYMIIA, IO 3ME-
HIIICHHS OTIOMOTH JepKaBHUM IIKoiaM st 3BiTHOTO 2011 poKky cramo pe3yiapTaToM MOJAaTKOBO-OIOKETHOI KPH3H,
oo HemofaBHO croctepiramacs B ekoHoMili CHIA. 3meHmieHHs ¢iHaHCYBaHHS AEP)KaBHUX OCBITHIX yCTAaHOB IS
2010-2011 HaBYamBPHOTO POKY, SKE CIIOCTEpIrasocs y JIAIHI IOro poKy craHoBwio 820 miH. monapiB. Yum 30epexe
Hero-/Ixepci sikicHy HaBUaJibHY IIpOrpamy, SIKIIO (iHAHCYBaHHS LIKUIBHUX OKPYTiB 3HAYHO 3HM3HUTHCS? UM MOXYTh
XBHUJIIOBaHHS BJIACHUKIB OyJIMHKIB CTOCOBHO Ii/IBUILEHHS MOJATKY Ha (piHAHCYBaHHS ILIKLI JOMIHYBaTH HaJ METOIO
OTPUMAHHS SIKICHOT CHCTEMH OCBIiTH?

Cycana Aansapes Orepo, Eayapao Poapires Enpikes
Amnaais snansy Bukopycranas MC®3 Ha BU3Ha4YeHHsI IIePBiCHOTO po3MileHHs akitir Icranii

Merta craTTi — aHaJi3yBaTH HACIIIKH BUKOPUCTAHHSI MDKHAPOJHUX cTaHAApTiB irnaHcoBux 3BiTiB (MC®D3) Ha OmiHKY
poboTH ¢ipM, SKi CTAIOTH Aep’KaHUMHU Ha pUHKY Kamitany Icmanii ynponosxk 1998-2009 pokis. L emmipudna moaens
3aMpoIIOHOBAHA JJIsl BU3HAYECHHS TOTO0, 4r BUKOopHcTaHHSI MC®3 3 ciuas 2005 poky BHKINKAIO 3MIiHH B OIiHKax po-
6otH ¢ipm, mo Oynu aHai30BaHi, 1 K HACTIIOK, 9X JTO3BOJIIIO 1€ 3HU3UTH PIBEHb TOYATKOBOTO BCTAHOBJICHHS LIHU
IpY OLIIHIOBaHHI akuiil ¢ipmu. PesynpraTi nokaszyroTh 3Ha4HI BiZIMIHHOCTI Ha piBHI BCTAHOBJIEHHS LIIHM JIO Ta IICISA
BukopuctanHss MC®3. 1leil piBeHb 3HaYHO 3MEHILUBCS MICJIs BOPOBAPKEHHS IIMX CTAaHJAPTIB, TaK caMo K 1 3MiHU
KOe(DIL[IEHTY CITiBBIAHOLICHH PHHKOBOT /10 0a1aHCOBOT BAPTOCTI LIIHHUX MaIepiB.

Aiana B. Tomac, Pasia M. VoHK, Creden K. Monr

/JleTaabHNI1 Orasij, CIiAbHOT, Aep>KaBHOTO I AIIPUEMHMIITBA Ta mporpamu “Blue Bikes”

MicueBi ycTaHOBH CaMOYTIPABIIiHHS, AKi 3’ SBJISAIOTHCS 32 METOJOM CIIPOO Ta MOMHIIIOK, MOXKYTh BHPIIIUTH 3arajbHi Mpo-
Oonmemu cycninmeHHUX pecypciB. Eminop Octpom, maypear HoOemiBChKOI mpeMii 3 eKOHOMIKH, TIPUITYCKAE, 110 HAsBHICTh
MICIIEBUX JIiAEPiB — MEePEeayMOBa YCIIIIHOTO BUPIMICHHS 3arajbHUX MPo0ieM. ABTOPH IPHITyCKAIOTh, 11O JIITeparypa, y
AKIl JOCIHIKYIOTBCS MPUBATHE MiANIPUEMHHUIITBO MOXKE BUCBITIIMTH MOTHBHU Ta POJIb MiIIPHUEMIIB Y BHHUKHEHHI MicIie-
BUX YCTaHOB CaMOYIIPABIIiHHA. ABTOPY IIOPIBHIOIOTB JDKepelia JITepaTypH, y SKUX PO3IIIAAacThCs MMTaHHS IIPUBATHOTO
HINPUEMHULITBA 3 JDKEPETaMHU JIITepaTypy Mpo IMOLUIyK PeHTH 1100 BioOpa3uTH MOTHBY MiJIPUEMIIB CAMOYIIPABIiHHS.
VY cTaTTi TaKoX M0Ka3aHO BUKOPUCTaHHs Teopii Ha ocHOBI nporpamu “bike-sharing” B JlepxxaBHomy yHiBepcuteTi FOTH.

Yapans Kapcaoy (CIIA), Cons ITinin (CIHA), Piuapa Macon (CIIIA)
Un airicHO aep>KaBHi ayaAMTOPCHbKi ¢pipMy pamioloTh Kpaiie 3a IIpMBaTHI ay AMTOPCHKi
¢ipmu nig yac mepesipku poOOTH OpraHis gep:kaBHoi Baaan? Jani 3 okpyris CIIIA

VY cTarTi JOCHIHKEHO UM JepKaBHI ayAUTOPCHKI (ipMH MPOBOAATH OUTBIN e€(EKTHBHUI ayquT HiX MpPHUBATHI QipMu
npu nepeBipii (iHAHCOBUX 3BITIB OpraHiB JepkaBHOI Biaau. EQEKTUBHICTh Y IaHOMY PO3YMIHHI O3HA4a€ TOYHO Ta
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CBOEYACHO BM3HAYNUTH OOCTaBHHH, SIKi MOBHHHI OyTH BifoOpakeHi y OyXrajaTepchKux 3BiTax, a TAKOXX HEIOJIKH BHYT-
PIIIHBOTO KOHTPOIIO y HaJaHHI (DiHAHCOBOI 3BITHOCTI Ta Jep:kaBHUX cyOcuaid. BukopucTtoByroun Habip manmx 601
OKpYTY 3 9 pi3HUX aMEepPUKAHCHKHX INTATiB, aBTOPH MOPIBHIOIOTH 3aIli3HEHHS ayAUTOPCHKOTO 3BiTY (PI3HHIA MiX Ja-
TOIO HaJIaHHS 3BITY ayJUTOPOM Ta KiHIEM (hiCKaIBHOTO POKY), YMOBH, SIKi IOBUHHI OyTH BimoOpaskeHi y 3BiTi Ta CyT-
TE€B1 HEJIONIKM BU3HAUEHI TSI OKPYTIB 32 YYaCTIO AeP)KaBHUX ayJUTOPIB Ta IPUBATHUX ayAUTOPCHKHUX (ipM. Pesynpra-
TH JTOCTIKEHHS NOKa3YIOTh, L0 MICI MEepeBipKA Ha HASBHICTD MDKIOPHUCIUKIIHUX mpobiieM, cymHu (OHIY, CYKyII-
HUX Jep KaBHUX 3aTpart, Iep>KaBHI ayIUTOPH BU3HAYAIOTH OiybIIe mpo0iaeM, ajie He 3HA4HO BiJICTAIOTh y HA/IaHHI 3BITIiB
y TOpIBHSIHHI 3 IPUBAaTHUMHU ayJUTOPCHKUMU (ipmamu. Lle MOXXHa MOSICHUTH 3a paXyHOK TOTO, 1[0 Yac HE € BUpilla-
JILHUM (pakToOpoM.

Biraic boaccon (CIITA), Axoszed Yenr (CIIA), Emiap boaccon (CIIA)

3acTocyBaHHsI Cy4acHOI Teopii mopT¢gyeaio y mponeci HpUitHATTSI pillleHb 040
MyHinnaabHux ¢piHaHCIB Ta KaniTaaoBKAajgeHb

VY naniii po60Ti aBTOpU NPONOHYIOTH BUKOPHUCTOBYBATH Cy4acHy Teopiro rmoptdento, sika 100pe onucana y Jireparypi,
y TIpOLeCi MPUHHATTS PIlIeHp 00 MYHIIWMAIFHUX (iHAHCIB Ta KamiTajdoBKIaJAeHb. MyHIIWTANBHI YTBOPEHHS MO-
KYTh MAaKCHMAJIBHO 30UTBIINTH JHOOPOOYT CYCIiIBCTBAa MOAIOHO IO TOTO, SK IHBECTOPH MAKCHMAIBHO 30UTBIIYIOTH
pUOYTKA B iHBECTUIIIMHUX MOpTdeniB. JJOCTiTHUKN MPHUITYCKAIOTh, IO MICIIEBl MMPOSKTH HE MOBUHHI OI[IHIOBATHCS
okpeMo. IX cria omiHOBaTH pa3oM, K HOPTQETs iHAMBITyalbHUX iHBECTHIIiH A TOTO, MO0 MPUIHATH HeoOXiaHi
3aX01H U1 MaKCHMAJIBHOTO 301IBIIeHHS [0OpoOyTy cycmiiabcTBa. Takuil mporiec MakCHMi3alii CIIOHyKae KepiBHHUKIB
npuiiMaTH OUIBII palliOHANIBHI pillieHHs 11010 GopMyBaHHS OFOJDKETY, SIKI HalKpallle 330BOJBHSIOTH TOTPEOH Miclie-
BUX PE3UJICHTIB.

I'extop K. Barc, AiBop C. Mituea

Brians oQiniriHoi goroMory po3BUTKY Ha noTeHirHmii imoopt y I'asni (1960-2002 pp.)

ABTOpH cTaTTi BU3HA4UWIM, IO odimiitna gomomora po3Butky (O/IP) cnpusiia po3BUTKY MOTEHIHHOTO iMIIOPTY B
lasiHi, B TOM yac sIK JONOMOTra SIK OCHOBHA YaCTHHA BAJIOBOTO HAKOIMYEHHS KaIliTaly CTaja MepelIKoI0K MOTEeHIIH-
HOMY iMmopty y mepiog 1960-2002 pp. ocnigHUKN BUKOPHCTAIN TECT TPAaHUYHUX 3HAYCHb HA BHUSBJICHHS KOIHTETpa-
uii y mozeni ARDL 3 MeToro BU3HaYeHHS! KOPOTKOCTPOKOBOT Ta JIOBrOCTPOKOBOI iH(popmauiiinoi mozeni. Koediuientn
€JIaCTHYHOCTI, 3 Touku 30py OJIP Ta 10moMoru sik OCHOBHOI YaCTUHHU BAJIOBOTO HAKOIIMYCHHS KaIliTaly, € TOJIOBHUMHU
NOKa3HUKAaMHU CYKYITHOTO IMIOPTY Juisi ['asiHM y KOPOTKOCTPOKOBOMY Ta JIOBFOCTPOKOBOMY Iiepioai. ¥ cCTarTi qocii-
JUKYETHCS MOTEHIIIMHUE IMIIOPT Ta BIUIMB YCTAHOB JJIs1 HAKOIIMYCHHS iHO3EMHOI BATFOTA. ABTOPH, IO JiJepaM PO3BH-
HYTHX KpaiH Ta KpaiH, 10 PO3BUBAIOTHCS CIIi HAJATOIUTH IOJIITUKY 3B’ SI3KYy, KOOPAMHAIT Ta CIIBIpaLi U PO3IIOMIi-
my ta pumiatd OJIP ans kpaiH, 0 PO3BHBAKOTHCA UL TOTO, MO0 MOKPAIIUTH IXHIO e(DEeKTUBHICT. BUKOpHCTaHHS
HOBHX 3MiHHUX TPHUITYCKA€E, IO TMOAAIBIIE JOCTIHKEHHS MOXKE YIOCKOHAINUTH IHTEpIpeTalis IMOTSHIIATBHOTO iMIIOp-
Ty Y KpaiHax, [I0 PO3BUBAIOTHCSI.

Yma Beaypi, I'peropi Keiin

Metoa “Beankoro xoraa”, sraaaXXyBaHHs A0XOJ4iB Ta A0AAaTKOBi CTaTTi:
eMIIipy4He 40-CAigXeHHs

Merta ctaTTi — JOCHIAUTH T€, YH (GipMH, 10 3aCBIAYMIN 3HAYHE BiIXWMICHHA NMPUOYTKIB OUTBII CXMIBHI 3BITYBaTH MPO
3MEHILEHHS JOXO/IB Hill iHII (hipMu, 1 SKIIO TaK, TO YA BU3HAYEHHS LIHM OKPEMHUX IUTaHb, 32 TAKUX YMOB, € CBiJI-
YEeHHSM MaHImyJsinii nmpuOyTkaMu. Y JpKepelniax JIiTepaTypu CTBEPIDKYEThCs, MO (GipMH, sIKi 3BITYIOTh NP0 3HAYHE
HeraTUBHE BIAXMJICHHS NMPHOYTKIB y MOPIBHSHHI 3 MONEPEAHIM POKOM OUIbII CXHJIbHI MOBIIOMJISITH MPO BUTPATH Ha
JIOZIATKOBI CTATTi 100 NMPHUHHSITH 30MTKM Ta MOKpaIUTH MaiOyTHIO npuOyTKoBicTh (Kinni Ta TpeBesant, 1997). Ta-
KOXX CTBEPIDKYETBCS, 1110 YIPaBIiHHA (ipM, sIKI 3aCBiJUMIN 3HAYHE O3UTHBHE BIAXMJICHHS NMPUOYTKIB Bi/l MOKAa3HUKIB
TIOTIEPETHBOT0 POKY OIIBII CXMJIbHI 3BITYBaTH IPO BUTPATH, ITOB’S3aHi 3 TOJATKOBHMH CTATTSMH JUIS TOTO, 00 3ri1a-
TUTH TPUOYTKH Ta 3MEHIIATH OUYiKyBaHHS iHBECTOPIB CTOCOBHO MaiOYyTHIX MPHUOYTKiB. ABTOPH MPOMOHYIOTH Ta JI0C-
JDKYIOTH allbTEPHATHBHY TIiMOTE3Y, 3a KO BUTPATH HA IOJATKOBI CTATTi, KIIO BOHU BPaXOBYIOTHCA, BiTOOpakatoTh
OOTpYHTOBaHI peakiii Ha eKOHOMIYHI YMOBH Ta cUTyaIito QipMu. JOCIiTHUKH OTPUMANH pe3yNIbTaTH, IO BiATIOBima-
I0Th JaHii Toutli 30py. @ipMu OIIBLUIOr0 PO3MIpY, 110 HECYTh BUTPATH € CY0’ €KTaAMU KPUTHYHOTO (PiHAHCOBOTO I0JIO-
JKSHHSI Ta CXHJIbHI 3BITYBaTH PO 10JaTKOBI ctarti. KpiM Toro, micist mepeBipku LUX Ta IHIIUX €KOHOMIYHUX BiIMIiH-
HOCTEH, 110 € XapaKTepHUMH Ui GipM, IMOBIPHICTH 3BITYBaHHS MO CIIELiajbHI BUTPATH 3HAYHO 3MIHIOETHCS B 3ajie-
JKHOCTI BiJ HanpsiMKy. DipMu, 1110 3aCBiqUUIIM 3HAUHE HETaTUBHE BIIXWJICHHS JIOXOZIB OLIbLI CXWIIBHI 3BITYBaTH MPO
i BUTpaTu HiX (ipMu, 3 HE3HAUHUM BIAXMJICHHIX NMPHOYTKIB. 3a pe3ysibTaTH JOCITIHKEHHSI HayKOBI MPUITYCKAIOTh,
110: (2) BUTPATH Ha CIeliajbHi CTaTTI HE 3aBX/H BiIOOpaKaroTh MaHIMyJIsALil0 MpuOyTKaMu, Ta (0) MaHImysLis npu-
OyTKaMmH, SKIIO BOHA BiAOYBAa€ThCS, MOXKE 3aJIeKATH Bl KOHTEKCTY, TOOTO, CIIOCTEPIraeThCs TOMI, KOJU BiIOYIOCS
3HAYHE HETaTHBHE BIXUJICHHS NPHOYTKIB.
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Introduction

Problem statement. The existing situation in the
economic and social development of our country
demonstrates that without decentralization of eco-
nomic development it is impossible to ensure the
efficient relationship between the administrative-
territorial and state interests. The exchange of
financial, material and technical resources between
regions is impossible without careful consideration
of economic and social needs by administrative and
territorial entities. In this respect, the experience of
OECD countries is interesting in terms of the search
of the necessary level of decentralization, which can be
transformed and implemented in Ukraine.

In the scientific literature the issues of the levels of
local budgets decentralization and the formation of
local budgets revenues are studied in the works of
foreign and domestic researchers, such as G. Hughes,
S. Smith, H. Blochliger, D. King and others.

The goal of research is the estimation of the level of
decentralization of local budgets in Ukraine and its
comparison with the similar indicators of OECD
countries, as well as the comparison of the main
sources for the formation of revenues of local
budgets in the countries with similar levels of local
budgets decentralization and the local budget of the
town Sumy in Ukraine.

1. Results of research

Many developed countries have a mixed type of
interbudgetary relations. At the same time, every
country has preserved its own peculiar features of
local finances organization, which creates certain
difficulties for the formalization of the main
principles of local finances organization in other
countries. G. Hughes and S. Smith have offered the
classification of OECD countries, which takes into
account such characteristics as approaches to the
organization of interbudgetary relations, peculiarities
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of applying the principles of budgetary federalism,
relationship between different authorities and their
functions on different levels of the budgetary system.

As aresult, 19 OECD countries have been divided into
4 groups, which have similar features in the organiza-
tion of local finances. In our opinion, the classification
offered by G. Hughes and S. Smith is comprehensive
and can be applied to other countries (Table 1).

Table 1. Groups of countries according to the
organization of their local finances proposed by
G. Hughes and S. Smith

Countries

USA, Canada, Australia,
Japan, Great Britain

Groups Peculiar features

Considerable independence and taxation

! powers of local and regional authorities

High share of local budgets in financing of| Denmark, Norway,

2 social expenditures Finland, Sweden

High level of budgets’ autonomy and the
developed system of their cooperation

Germany, Austria,

8 Switzerland

France, Greece, ltaly,
Belgium, Spain, Poland,
Portugal, the Netherlands

Comparatively the lowest autonomy of
4 local budgets, significant financial depen-
dence of regions from the central budget

The first group includes countries, where local au-
thorities have significant autonomy. It includes both
federative (USA, Canada, Australia) and unitary
(Japan, Great Britain) countries.

The second group consists of Scandinavian coun-
tries. The peculiar features of these countries are the
specific system of social insurance, direct participa-
tion of the state in the solution of all socio-economic
problems. Local budgets play an important role in
the financing of social expenditures. We will study
the peculiarities of local finances’ structure in these
countries by using the example of Sweden.

The third group includes countries, where local budg-
ets are characterized by high levels of autonomy
combined with the existence of close interbudgetary
relations. We will study the example of Germany.

The fourth group is comprised of the countries of
Southern and Western Europe such as Belgium,
France, Greece, Italy, Portugal, Spain and others.
Countries of Eastern Europe, such as Poland, also
belong to this group.
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Analyzing the general characteristic of local finances
in some foreign countries we can define one common
feature: the main sources of local budgets revenue in
the form of financial resources on the local level are
taxation proceeds and interbudgetary transfers. At the
same time, the correlation between these two groups of
revenue differs from country to country (Figure 1).

On Figure 1 the analyzed countries are divided into
four groups, which was mentioned above. The partici-
pation of state in local budgets by providing transfers
differs even within one group of countries. For exam-
ple, the first group presents countries, in which local
budgets are independent in making decisions on most
local issues. This group also includes Great Britain,
where the share of state transfers in the revenue of
local budgets dominates, but all transfers are for non-

purpose use (subsidies) and local authorities are really
independent in using these resources.

Studying the experience of local finance organization
in foreign countries we come to the conclusion that the
role of the latter in financial systems of different coun-
tries can have significant differences. Therefore, we
think it necessary to carry out the analysis of the
groups of countries according to the level of municipal
expenditures in countries’ GDP and in total state ex-
penditures. It is known that the process of distribution
and redistribution of the considerable part of the GDP
of any country is carried out through local finances.
Based on the analysis of analytical experts of the Con-
gress on local and regional authorities of the Council
of Europe we will group countries according to the
above mentioned indicators (Table 2).

Australia
Japan
Canada
USA

Great Britain

Sweden
Finland
Denmark
Norway

Germany
Switzerland
Austria

Belgium
France
Spain
Italy
Portugal

Poland

Greece

Netherlands

[
[
‘ 1
0%

[ Tax revenue

Source: OECD.

0% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

O Transfers

Fig. 1. The ratio of tax revenues to transfers in the budgets of local authorities in foreign countries in 2006

Table 2. Groups of countries according to municipal expenditures in GDP and in total state expenditures

The level of municipal expenditures in total state expenditures

The level of municipal

less than 5 %
( )

expenditures in GDP High Average Low
(more than 30 %) (15-30 %) (less than 15 %)
High Sweden, Denmark, Hungary, Norway, B _
(more than 15 %) Finland
Average . . . . Great Britain, Switzerland, Germany, .
(5-15 %) Lithuania, Australia, Latvia Ukraine Bulgaria
Low

- Czech Republic, France

Cyprus, Greece, Portugal, Romania




There is a natural tendency in regard to countries with
high indicators of local finances: the higher is the share
of municipal expenditures in total state expenditures of
a country, the bigger share of GDP is redistributed via
the local centralized and decentralized funds of money
resources. We find the confirmation to this in Sweden,
where the level of municipal expenditures in the GDP
has been in the range of 24-25% for the past five years.
The share of municipal expenditures in the total
amount of state expenditures has been 36-37% in
Sweden. Correspondingly, these figures are 19% and
60% for Norway and 20% and 32% for Denmark.

By redistributing GDP the local authorities in these
countries have a direct influence on the process of
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social and economic reconstruction. The bigger is
this indicator, the bigger attention is paid by the
state to the development of the economy and social
sphere at local levels. The efficiency of tactical and
operative managerial decisions depends on the poli-
cy of local authorities.

Analyzing the expenditure component of local
finances in total state expenditures, it is expedient
to compare it with the corresponding indicator of
the share of income of local authorities, in particu-
lar, tax revenue in the total amount of state tax
revenues (Figure 2). These indicators characterize
the level of decentralization of local budgets ac-
cording to incomes and expenditures.
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Source: National accounts of OECD countries (2005).

Fig. 2. The level of decentralization of local budgets in OECD countries in 2004

As seen on Figure 2, according to income and ex-
penditures, the level of decentralization of local
budgets in OECD countries differs considerably.
The lowest decentralization of local budgets among
the analyzed countries is in Greece and Portugal,
while the highest decentralization is in Canada,
Denmark and the USA. It is worth noting that the
share of municipal expenditures in total state ex-
penditures is in the range from 5.5 to 61.5%, while
the share of tax revenues of municipal authorities in
state tax revenues is in the range from 4% to 52%.
In other words, in all analyzed countries the share of
state expenditures, which must be financed from
local budgets, exceeds the corresponding share of
revenues of local budgets in the total tax revenues of
the state. This demonstrates the insufficiency of the
own financial base of local self-government authorities
to perform their functions and the needs in subsidiz-
ing in all analyzed countries. Graphically, all points

responsible for certain levels of local budget decentra-
lization are positioned lower than the bisecting line.
The points on the bisecting line correspond to the
equal values of municipal incomes and expenditures
indicators. The closer the points are positioned to the
bisecting line, the bigger is the compliance between
the levels of tax revenues and expenditures of local
budgets. For example, in Greece the share of munici-
pal expenditures in total state expenditures is 5.5%,
while the share of taxation revenues of municipal au-
thorities in total state expenditures is nearly 4%. In
Denmark, almost 60% of expenditures corresponds to
only 36% of the earned income.

Let us consider the situation in Ukraine regarding the
formation of local budget revenues. The peculiarities
of revenue formation in the budgets of Ukrainian
towns are explained by different powers of central and
local authorities. Inter-budgetary transfers play an

9
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important role in the organization of interbudgetary
relations. They are the main instrument of budgetary
regulation. Equalization payments, social subventions
and subsidies are the biggest inter-budgetary transfers
paid from the State budget of Ukraine (Table 3).

The data of the Table 4 show that approximately half
of all transfers paid from the State budget of 2008-
2009 is equalization payments. Almost one third of all
interbudgetary transfers are subventions for social
security programs. Therefore, one of the most impor-
tant drawbacks in the existing system of interbudgeta-
ry relations in Ukraine is the allocation of interbudge-
tary transfers for the goals of immediate consumption
and the lack of stimuli for the development of the re-
gions’ own financial potential.

Table 3. The structure of interbudgetary transfers
paid from the State budget of Ukraine in 2008-2009

2008 2009
Indicators Thousand . Thousand .
% %
hryvnas hryvnas

Social subventions 1828405440 | 30,88 19548675,10 | 32,87
Equalization payments | 28810449,20 | 48,66 31125163,10 | 52,34
Total transfers of

general and special 59203449,20 | 100,00 | 59471228,10 | 100,00
funds

Source: Data of the State Treasury of Ukraine.

We should also emphasize the steady growth of the
share of transfers in the structure of local budget reve-
nues and the increase of the number of subsidized
budgets (Table 4).

Table 4. The structure of local budgets according to their participation
in budget equalization in 2002-2010

Years
Indicators

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Total number of budgets participating in budget equalization 686 686 689 690 690 691 691 691 691
Among them: donor budgets including 89 77 56 55 41 46 46 37 24
Budget of the capital (Kyiv) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Budgets of regional centers 23 16 12 12 10 10 1" 9 4
Budgets of other towns 55 52 37 38 27 32 28 22 17
Budgets of regions 3 4 3 2 1 1 1 1 0
Budgets of districts 7 4 3 2 2 2 5 4 2
The share of donor budgets in the general number of budgets, % 13,0 11,2 8,1 8,0 59 6,7 6,7 54 35
The share of subsidized budgets in the general number of budgets, % 87,0 88,8 91,9 92,0 94,1 93,3 93,3 94,6 96,5

Source: The Laws of Ukraine on the State Budget.

The data of the Table 5 show that the majority of
local budgets in Ukraine (almost 90-90) are sub-
sidized. The development dynamics of inter-
budgetary relations between the State and local
budgets in 2002-2010 demonstrates the growth of
subsidized budgets from 87.0% to 96.5% and the
corresponding decline in donor budgets.

Partly, this situation is caused by the artificial creation
of subsidized budgets as a result of the existing distri-
bution of income among the levels of the budgetary
system. The funds, which on the first stage of distribu-
tion are taken from the local budgets and which form
the revenues of the State budget, are later given back
in the form of inter-budgetary transfers. With such
system of inter-budgetary relations and income distri-
bution among different levels of budgetary system, the
autonomy of local budgets is significantly reduced and
their dependence on central authorities grows.

On the other hand, the existing approach to equali-
zation of income among budgets in favor of those
budgets, which have insufficient financial potential,
makes local authorities interested in increasing their
expenditures. The inadequate level of the budgets’
own financial resources is compensated by the State
budget and through redistribution of the income of
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donor budgets. With an increase of budget revenues
the volume of subsidies is automatically reduced.

As regards the decentralization level of local budg-
ets in Ukraine, it is characterized by the stability of
the share of expenditures of local budgets in the
consolidated budget of Ukraine, which is in the
range of 38-42%, and the reduction in the share of
tax revenues of local budgets in tax revenues of the
consolidated budget of Ukraine from 36.26% in 2002
to 28.92% in 2010 (Table 5).

Figure 3 makes it possible to compare the situa-
tion in Ukraine and OECD countries and draw
conclusions about the levels of local budgets de-
centralization in Ukraine and in such countries as
Japan, Sweden and Finland.

According to Table 2, Ukraine can be referred to the
first quadrant with indicators of high (more than
15%) level of local budgets expenditures in GDP
and a high (more than 30%) share of local budgets
expenditures in the consolidate budget, which is
typical for such countries as Sweden, Denmark,
Hungary, Norway and Finland. Therefore, the level
of decentralization of local budgets in Ukraine is
most similar to such countries as Sweden and Japan.
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Fig. 3. The level of decentralization of local budgets in Ukraine in 2001-2010

Let us study the peculiarities of the structure of local
finances in these countries. Studying the peculiar fea-
tures of Sweden it is necessary to take into account the

specific social security system and direct state partici-
pation in all social and economic affairs. Local budgets
play an important role in financing social expenditures.

Table 5. Indicators of the level of local budgets decentralization in Ukraine in 2002-2010

Years
Indicator

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Expenditures of the consolidated budget 248388 | 314021 | 387634 | 52084,0 | 72327,0 | 964551 | 126 827,3 | 127 135,6 | 152020,3
Expenditures of local budgets 619543 | 752858 | 915204 | 1341832 | 1718115 |226054,4| 3002037 | 307312,2 | 377 8428
(without inter-budgetary transfers)
The share of local budgets' expenditures in 4009% | #171% | 4235% | 3882% | 4210% | 4267% | 4102% | 4137% | 40.23%
expenditures of the consolidated budget
Tax revenues of local budgets 16457,7 | 185953 | 183082 | 23588,8 | 30931,6 | 445934 | 592814 | 59157,6 | 67600,0
Total tax revenues 453925 | 54321,0 | 63161,7 | 980652 | 1257431 |161264,2| 227 164,8 | 208 073,2 | 234 5424
The share of local budgets’ tax revenues in tax o o 5 o o o o o o
revenues of the consolidated budget 36.26% | 34.23% | 2899% | 24.05% | 24.60% | 27.65% | 26.10% | 2843% | 28.82%
GDP 225810 | 267344 | 345113 | 4414520 | 544 153,0 | 720 731,0| 948 056,0 | 913345 |1 094 607
The level of local budgets’ expenditures in GDP 2744% | 2816% | 2652% | 3040% | 3157% | 31.36% | 3261% | 33.65% | 34.52%

Source: Data of the State Treasury of Ukraine, Ministry of Finance, Clearinghouse of Ukraine.

Local finances in Sweden are represented by two
levels of local authorities: provinces and com-
munes. The functions of provinces and communes
are clearly divided. They have different sources for
the formation of financial resources. The main
functions of provinces are: organization of health-
care, provision of medical services, including the
system of medical personnel training, creation of
medical institutions, vaccination, payments for the
temporarily disabled and assistance to the elderly.
The provinces are also responsible for the organi-
zation of energy supply, public transportation and
the maintenance of roads.

The responsibilities of communes include all social
affairs, primary and secondary education, leisure time
and culture, all issues concerning the residents of
communes: environment protection, civil defense,
public transport, fire security and emergency servic-
es, water supply, heat supply and power supply,
housing construction, etc.

The main source of income for provinces and com-
munes are taxes and state subsidies. Among taxes
we should mention income tax, capital tax and
property tax for physical persons. The system of
income equalization of provinces and communes
through state subsidies play an important role.

11
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The characteristic feature in the functioning of Swe-
dish local self-government authorities is their inde-
pendence in making managerial decisions within the
legal framework.

Local self-government authorities in Japan also have
power over a wide range of economic functions,
such as the regulation of land use, employment poli-
cies and labor relations, support of businesses, agri-
culture regulation, management of production and
social infrastructure.

Local authorities also control social sphere, including
social services, insurance medicine, culture and sport.

Although local authorities in Japan perform a lot of
economic functions, they are not characterized by
full autonomy from the central government. It is
explained by the peculiarities of the Japanese econ-
omy in general and with its budgetary system in
particular. The majority of such functions as educa-
tion or public safety are conducted on a commission
from the central government. Local authorities must
report to central ministries and agencies about the
execution of these functions, acting only as execu-
tors of the state policy in certain areas. Characteris-
tic for Japan is the appointment of local administra-
tors or their temporary promotion to positions in
central offices, which ensures the management
through “personal connections”.

On the other hand, the dependence of local self-
government authorities from central authorities is
also determined by financial factors. In spite of the
fact that local budgets have their own significant
incomes, due to the huge number of functions as-
signed to them they require financial assistance
from the central budget.

The leading role in the structure of local budgets
income in Japan belongs to tax revenues. Tax reve-
nues and contributions from the state budget make
up to 60% of local budgets income. The share of
local taxes and dues makes up nearly 40%.

Local authorities in Japan are limited in their ability
to establish types of local taxes and can only regu-
late the size of tax rates. Among the local taxes
and dues the main source of budget income is
direct taxes. They include profit tax on legal per-
sons, which is received by prefectures and muni-
cipalities, the tax on business activity received by
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prefecture budgets, income tax on physical per-
sons, housing and property tax.

Indirect taxes include excise taxes, taxes on gaso-
line, tobacco, bars and restaurants, gas and elec-
tricity use taxes.

The system of subsidies and subventions plays an
important role in local finances of Japan. Prefectures
and municipalities receive transfers depending on
their financial ability in such a manner that residents
are provided with a certain set of services regardless
of the financial state of local authorities. In other
words, financial assistance to local budgets is distri-
buted irrespective of their expenditure needs. The
expenditures on education, social security, public
safety, public works, employment contribution, in-
dustry and economy are taken. The basic standard
needs of a territory are calculated. The basic financial
needs of local budgets are determined by introducing
some modification coefficients.

Besides transfers, which are provided on a non-
repayable basis, target state lending of local authori-
ties is used. Local budgets can also place bonds on
the financial market.

According to the legislation of Ukraine the spheres
of activity and tasks of local self-government au-
thorities are divided into their own and delegated
powers, which is the pre-condition for the efficient
formation of local budgets. In order to ensure the
efficient realization of local authorities’ own tasks
and functions as well as the efficient execution of
executive powers delegated to local self-government
authorities by the law, the revenues of town budgets
consist of their earned incomes and interbudgetary
transfers. We will analyze them by using the budget of
the town Sumy, which is a regional center.

The local authorities are given the right to determine
the minimal volume of financial resources, which
are necessary to ensure the financial provision of
tasks. The town budget’s earned income is monetary
resources, which are obtained from taxes, non-tax
revenues, profits from operations with capital,
proceeds to special-purpose funds. These revenues,
which are: fully belong to local budgets, come to
local budgets in a firmly fixed size, do not go to the
higher level budgets, are not considered during the
determination of volumes of interbudgetary trans-
fers (Figure 4).
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. Tax for owners of cars and other transport vehicles and machines.
. Proceeds from interest payments for the use of temporary available budget
. Proceeds from dividends of public companies under the jurisdiction of local

7. Fines for environment pollution.
8. Resources from the alienation of property in communal ownership.

10. Payments for the lease of property in communal ownership.
11. Proceeds from local lotteries.

13. Earned income of budgetary organizations, which are maintained by budgetary
14. Taxes on profit of enterprises in communal ownership.

15. Payments for the special use of local natural resources.
16. Other proceeds stipulated by the law.

Budget revenues of regional centers

Fixed income
(considered while determining the levels of

councils.

interbudgetary transfers)
v
N

1. 75% of total taxes from the income of physical persons.

2. State tax assigned for local budgets.

3. Payments for licenses and certificates on new types of economic activity, which
are given by local authorities.

. Payments for state registration of business entities carried out by local councils.

5. Payments for commercial patents for certain types of economic activity.

6. Proceeds from administrative fines imposed by executive authorities of local

7. Single tax for small businesses assigned to local budgets.

From the state budget:
1. Equalization subsidies.

From local budgets:

Interbudgetary
transfers

4. Other subventions.

2. Subventions for social security programs and investment projects.

= 1. Subventions for the execution of direct responsibilities.
2. Subvention for the execution of delegated responsibilities.
3. Subvention for the execution of investment projects.

—> Internal and external

borrowings

Monetary resources for the
development budget

Fig. 4. Income structure of the regional center’s budget according to functional designation

The efficiency of realization of the main tasks and
principles of local self-government depends on
the available revenues of the town’s budget,
which also includes fixed income. From the eco-
nomic point of view, fixed income of the regional

center’s budget is a part of the financial resources
of the local community, which are accumulated
mostly from tax proceeds with the purpose of
efficient execution of delegated responsibilities by
local authorities. They:
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¢ Dbelong to the income of the State budget;

¢ are fully or partly assigned to budgets of the
lower level in order to balance local budgets;

¢ are taken into consideration during the estimation
of amounts of interbudgetary transfers (Figure 4).

The stability of income is the crucial indicator of
the proportionate socio-economic development of
society, because the revenues of local budgets are
a special instrument for the redistribution of mon-
etary resources within administrative and terri-
torial units in the interests of:

¢ certain groups of the population;

¢ economic branches;

¢ regulation of development of socio-economic
processes.

The realities of revenues formation of regional center
budgets show the insufficient amounts of the earned

%

and fixed incomes for the adequate financing of the
execution of local authorities’ responsibilities.
Therefore, interbudgetary transfers are an addition-
al source of proceeds (Figure 5). This group of
income includes the money of the State budget,
which is provided as financial support for local
self-government by the state, which guarantees the
revenue base to local authorities for providing the
population with the minimal social services.

The changes in the structure of Sumy town budget
revenues demonstrate the disparity between the
responsibilities of local authorities and the sources
of their financing. In the period of 2005-2009 the
volume of official transfers increased 2,8 times in
absolute value, but the share of transfers during the
analyzed period was unchanged averaging 23%
(Figure 5).
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Fig. 5. Income structure of the budget of Sumy town during 2005-2009 (%)

It is important to note the negative tendency, which
is the characteristic for the budgets of most regional
centers. It is the high level of dependency of the
budget of Sumy town (practically 50%) on the fixed
income within the last five years. Accordingly, the
low level of the share of earned income in the
town’s budget can not have a positive influence on
the financial base of local authorities and stimulate
its growth. Within 2005-2009 the share of the
earned income in the structure of budget revenues
did not exceed 15% (Figure 5). Therefore, we come
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to the conclusion that adequate financing of local
self-government authorities requires the provision of
stable income sources for budgets on the local level.

In the process of complex investigation of the
structure and dynamics of the earned and fixed
incomes of local budgets it is necessary to em-
phasize insufficient provision of budgets with the
types of revenues, which are not considered dur-
ing the estimation of volumes of interbudgetary
transfers (Figure 6).
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In 2009 the volume of the earned income decreased
by 2 565 702 hryvnas in comparison with 2008 and
amounted to 124 577 750 hryvnas. For 2010 the
planned amount of the earned income is 117 164 300
hryvnas. Therefore, the main source of revenues for
the budget of Sumy town is fixed income, which in-
creased from 130 198 241 hryvnas in 2005 to 314 993
565 hryvnas in 2009. That means practically a 2,4
times increase. In 2009 there was a 5% decrease in
revenues compared with 2008. This is explained, first

of all, by the reduction of proceeds from taxes on
physical persons by 4% in 2009, which was the result
of the crisis events in the preceding year. For 2010 the
local self-government authorities planned to receive
343 760 300 hryvnas of fixed income (Figure 6).

The analytical research demonstrates that the revenue
base of the local authorities is rather limited as more
than 50% of it is received from land fees and the
earned income of budgetary institutions (Table 6).

Table 6. Structure of the earned income in the budget of Sumy town in 2005-2010 (%)

Ne Item of the earned income 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (plan)
1 | Local taxes and dues 11,4 8,8 6,9 48 49 52
2 | 75% of land fees 30,2 27,0 233 30,1 38,2 443
3 | Taxon vehicle owners 9,6 9,4 8,0 59 6,0 6,7
4 | Payments for the use of budget resources 0,5 0,5 11 35 0,2 0,2
5 | Trade tax 0,1 0,1 0,1 0,1 0,1 0,1
6 | Fines for environment pollution 0,8 0,6 0,6 0,4 0,5 0,6
7 | Resources from the alienation of property in communal ownership 11,5 18,4 17,3 17,6 12,8 111
8 | Fixed agricultural tax 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
9 | Payments for the lease of property in communal ownership 6,1 73 10,7 12,4 10,6 10,2
10 | Guarantee payments 0,4 0,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
11 | Earned income of budgetary organizations 251 239 25,3 20,9 20,3 16,3
12 | Taxes on profit of enterprises in communal ownership 2,2 2,7 1,7 1,2 25 1,3
13 | Payments for the special use of local natural resources 0,1 0,1 0,0 0,1 0,1 0,1
14 | Others 21 1,0 5,0 3,0 39 39
Total earned income 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0

The main source of revenues of Sumy town is land
fees. Its share in the structure of the earned income
increased from 30.2% in 2005 to 38.2% in 2009. It
is worth mentioning that during the analyzed period
the earned income of budgetary organizations on
average constituted 23% of the local budget.

We also see a high level of dependency of the
budget revenues on the efficient functioning of
enterprises of communal ownership. In 2009 the
proceeds from taxes on profits of enterprises in

communal ownership, payments for the lease of
property in communal ownership, resources from
the alienation of property in communal ownership
made 25.9% of budget revenues.

The negative tendency in the formation of Sumy
town budget revenues is the reduction in income for
the lease of property in communal ownership, taxes
on profits of enterprises in communal ownership
and resources from the alienation of property in
communal ownership (Figure 7).
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In 2008 an increase in the cost of property leasing
made it possible to raise the volume of such reve-
nues to 22 420 091 hryvnas. In the crisis environ-
ment of 2008 the local authorities tried to increase
budget revenues by selling more property in com-
munal ownership.

The results of our analysis demonstrate that the exist-
ing system of taxation with local taxes and dues does

Thousand hryvnas

not meet the criteria of self-sufficiency and econom-
ic expediency. In 2009 the share of this source of
revenues in the budget of Sumy town formed 4.9%,
which is 6.5% less in comparison with the year 2005
(Table 6). In the absolute value, for the analyzed
period the volume of revenues from local taxes and
dues grew only by 8.3% and in the year 2009 made
6 084 455 hryvnas (Figure 8).
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Fig. 8. The dynamics of income from local taxes and dues in the budget of Sumy town
during 2005-2010 (thousand hryvnas)

One of the negative aspects in the development of
financial provision is the discrepancy between the
budget revenues of Sumy town and the legally de-
termined responsibilities of the local self-government
authorities. The low level of income from local taxes
and dues shows the insufficiency and limitation of
budget revenues for the quality execution of func-
tions by local authorities. Therefore it is important to
ensure an increase in the share of local taxes and
dues, which requires an improvement in the mechan-
ism for the assessment of the taxation base and tax
rates regarding such types of taxes as advertising tax,
market fee, parking fees. Such mechanism must take
into account considerable changes, which have taken
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place in property relationships, social sphere, real
income of the population, because the possibilities of
such income — the availability of potential payers and
objects of taxation, is not used to full extent. Anoth-
er way of increasing budget revenues can be an ex-
tension in the list of local taxes and dues with the
new specific taxes — ecological taxes and taxes for
infrastructure development and land improvement.

The results of the analytical research prove that the
solution of the problems of conformity of Sumy
town budget revenues with the legally defined re-
sponsibilities of local authorities are closely connected
with the search for reliable and stable sources of their
financing. The analysis shows that tax revenues were



the dominant type of income in the Sumy town
budget in the period from 2005 to 2010. In the rela-
tively stable structure of budget revenues the biggest
share belonged to tax revenues, which during the
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analyzed period ranged from 58.9% to 66.5% of all
its income. Official transfers also played an important
role, which ranged from 23.3% to 30.1% during the
period of 2005-2009 (Figure 9).
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Fig. 9. The dynamics and structure of Sumy town budget revenues depending
on the source of income in 2005-2010 (hryvnas)

The size of tax revenues grew almost two times in
the structure of Sumy town budget revenues during
the period of 2005-2009. At the same time, the ten-
dency towards insignificant reduction in its growth
rates by 2.6% in 2009 could be observed.

The causes of such situation were the consequences
of the crisis events in 2008, which had a considerable
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impact on the efficiency of functioning of economic
entities, their profitability and the size of em-
ployees’ salaries. As a result of the unemployment
growth and the decrease of taxation base on the
income of physical persons the revenues from this
source fell by 4% in 2009 in comparison with the
preceding year (Figure 10).
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Fig. 10. The dynamics of revenues from income taxes of physical persons
in the budget of Sumy town in 2005-2010 (hryvnas)

In 2010 it was planned to receive 317 722,7 thousand
hryvnas in revenues from income taxes of physical
persons, which is 10.2% more than in 2009. This
growth is expected from the rising size of employees’
salaries and the reduction in the rate of unemploy-
ment in Sumy.

The analysis revealed that big amounts of tax reve-
nues from taxes on physical person’s income, land
fees, taxes on vehicle owners and single tax on small
businesses made for their big share (more than 83%)
in the structure of budget revenues of local self-
government authorities (Table 6).

During the research of non-tax revenues it was discov-
ered that their sources in Sumy town were the earned
income of budgetary organizations, state tax and pay-
ments for the lease of property in communal owner-
ship. It should be mentioned that the real growth in
these types of non-tax revenues was observed in the
budget’s special fund. Accordingly, such volumes and
rates of growth can not ensure an adequate develop-
ment of local authorities’ budget revenues.

One of the factors of structural changes of non-tax
revenues in the budget of Sumy town that led to the
reduction of their share by 1.1% in 2009 was the
negative dynamics in the share of income from entre-
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preneurial activity because this type of revenues was
charged to the special fund. The obtained data show
that the main source of non-tax revenues was pay-
ments for the lease of property in communal owner-
ship, although the growth of its volumes was partly
explained by the increased leasing costs.

It is necessary to mention one more component of
local budget revenues — profits from operations with

25000

capital, which include income from the sale of
capital assets and proceeds from the sale of land
and non-material assets. The dynamics of changes
of these revenue components within 2005-2009 is
illustrated on Figure 11. The proceeds from the
sale of capital assets, the sale of land and non-
material assets are the main income items of the
development budget.
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Fig. 11. The dynamics of revenues from operations with capital within 2005-2009 (thousand hryvnas)

As we see on Figure 11, during the analyzed period
of 2005-2009 the biggest amount of revenues from
the sale of capital assets (21 295,6 thousand hryvnas)
was collected in 2008 while the biggest amount of
proceeds from the sale of land (5 174,1 thousand
hryvnas) was collected in 2009.

Conclusions

Summing up our study we should emphasize the
following:

Firstly, regarding the level of decentralization of
local budgets Ukraine is close to similar indicators
in Japan, Sweden and Finland. Secondly, according
to the sources of revenue formation of local budgets
and their function Ukraine has common features with
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