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Abstract. The urgent necessity to reform the state sector of economy, to recover
infrastructural objects, to attract foreign investments to Ukrainian economy, and to
establish socially focused economy substantiates the great importance of development
of the partnership relations between the public and private individuals (public-private
partnership). Efficiency of such relations mainly depends on efficiency of legal regulation
and development of organizational-economic structure. According to the law of Ukraine
“About state-private partnership”, which principally regulates that kind of cooperation,
the appropriate mechanism expects cooperation between the public, territorial (state
partners) and legal (except for the state and communal enterprises) or private individuals,
i.e. entrepreneurs (private partners). Focus of the mechanism on cooperation with
territorial communities actualizes it because of a fast move of the power decentralization
reform in Ukraine. At the level of a separate territorial community, practical application
of any form of PPP requires from the representatives of local power to master legal,
economic, social-communicative skills for initiation of the partnership (introduction of
proposals and analysis of efficiency of the proposed projects), choice of private partners
(one or several) and making agreements with them. Within such partnership, bodies
of the state power or local self-government transfer a share of their authorities to a
private partner (single or a group of them). Thus, private partnership (an individual or
an enterprise) is responsible for implementation of the project, which aims at solution of
some social-economic or ecological problems of the territorial community.

Key words: economic mechanism; point of development stagnation; public-private
partnership; rural territories; synergetic effect

Problem statement In relations with the private sector of
economy, the state performs the func-
tions of the main organizer, coordinator
and controller.

Introduction of PPP in Ukraine is ac-

The search for new forms of state
management, which are more adequate
to modern requirements, forces appear-

ance of new economic theories. The
main features of the theories include a
focus on a human being, security of its
rights and freedoms, and attraction of a
wide range of interested people to de-
velopment and implementation of the
state policy. Such form of power perfor-
mance is called “public management”.
Within the public management, the
state delegates a share of its powers to
local self-government and public com-
munities. Nowadays, Ukraine uses the
model of management, which is close to
the concept of “public administrating”.

companied by a set of problems of legal
character (lack of necessary regulatory
base of PPP performance), economic
(underdevelopment of market and part-
nership relations) and managerial (lack
of professional competences of offi-
cials, representatives of publicity and
business for development of the corre-
sponding projects in that field).
Currently, Ukraine makes first steps
in development of public-private part-
nership (PPP) and they not always cor-
respond to the essence of the notion
and possibilities of application of the
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appropriate mechanisms for fulfillment
of socially important projects, particu-
larly within the amalgamated territorial
communities.

Analysis of the latest scientific
research and publications

The concept of “partnership” is con-
sidered in many aspects, referring to its
organization, subject, object, field of ap-
plication, functions, etc. Most scientists
refer the concept to such notions as co-
operation, participation, integration. It
is also associated with performance of
definite roles and tasks [1]. Nowadays,
in Ukraine and in the world, the con-
cept of public-private partnership does
not have the only definition, but most
interpretations have some common fea-
tures [2]. Particularly, all of them expect
voluntary or agreed cooperation of par-
ties; partnership is always formalized
by long-term liabilities [3]; partners can
jointly employ the available resources,
take risks, etc. In the relation, common
property and responsibility are men-
tioned in the agreements [4].

The idea of PPP suggests that pub-
lic sector alone is incapable to secure
effective economic growth and sus-
tainable development. Thus, it is an ac-
tual task to look for different forms of
support for the public by other sectors
of the society. It means that the public
and private sectors can sufficiently in-
crease efficiency of their resources use
by combination of innovations, finance,
skills and abilities [5].

At the national levels, PPP is often
represented as an alternative to multi-
national corporations (MNCs) and total
globalization [6; 7]. Thus, PPP is more
often used in such fields of economy, as
environmental protection, power engi-
neering, infrastructure [8] at different

levels. At the level of a territory, PPP
has become the instrument of its eco-
nomic growth, improvement of the liv-
ing standards of people, and in case of
rural area — agreement of the strategy of
its development with the goal of natural
resources protection [9]. In the domestic
scientific and practical literature, it is a
form of relations, which is interchange-
able with the state-private partnership
(SPP) [10]. Applying the approach,
which is based on definition of the state
as an administrative-legal institution,
the concept of “‘state-private partner-
ship” is more often used. In that case,
the state is considered from the position
of a senior partner, who allows, basing
on his/her authorities, for another part-
ner from the private sector to perform
according to his/her competence [10].

Nowadays, in Ukraine the actual is-
sue is to develop PPP on rural territories.
Basing on the system approach [11],
rural territories should be considered as
relatively isolated space, remote from
the centres of decision making, econom-
ically and socially homogeneous, which
sufficiently depends on natural resources
(first for agro-focused production), sen-
sitive to external changes due to close
relations with urban territories [12].

Evolution and intensity of transfor-
mations inside the system (which is a
rural area) depend on its initial stage,
conditions of performance and an ag-
gregate of external factors, i.e. on gen-
eral situation and course of previous de-
velopment [13].

Conditions of rural territory are im-
proved (or stay permanent) when the
aggregate positive effect from interac-
tion between separate elements is get-
ting essential and keeps the features of
sustainability. However, the effect is re-
petitive and more intensive (the mecha-
nism of positive reverse relations) [14].
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In spite of the close connection be-
tween social and ecological subsys-
tems, deterioration of conditions of the
last does not automatically cause loss
of stability of the system in general or
its social component [15]. However,
some of them can be more sensitive to
ecological stresses, particularly those,
which depend on one natural resource
or ecosystem [16]. It is particularly true
for rural territories.

Materials and methods
of scientific research

The methodology for the study of
the mechanism and forms of implemen-
tation of PPP for the development of
the Ukrainian economy «is based on a
systematic approach» [11], taking into
account the synergistic effect of using
the mechanism and the interconnection
of its fields of application. An inter-
disciplinary approach is applied to the
theoretical substantiation of PPPs and
a systematic one - to the study of rural
areas. This is due to the fact that the
complexity of this research object, it is
not possible to fully capture and account
for all the factors that affect the sustain-
ability and development of the territory
through a monodisciplinary approach.
Such factors most often include social,
institutional, economic conditions, as
well as their interplay.

The study was preceded by the defi-
nition of methodological principles of
rural development based on the theory
of complex systems. In order to analyse
the multidimensional objects to which
rural areas belong, the multidisciplinary
approach also does not allow a compre-
hensive assessment of their current sta-
tus and development prospects. There-
fore, the basis for their analysis is the
theory of systems within the systematic

paradigm [11; 17; 18; 19; 20; 21]. The
advantages of this approach are that
it focuses on the complex interactions
between the parts and the whole, the re-
lationships and feedback mechanisms.
According to the theory of complex sys-
tems [22] feedback and unpredictability
are the main characteristics of the func-
tioning of any socio-ecological system
[23] to which we refer to rural areas.

Complex systems theory denies a
clear and unambiguous cause-and-effect
relationship between system elements.
Instead, these elements are characterized
by complex, non-linear interactions that
determine the features of the system and
its subsequent states. The interconnec-
tions between the elements can be non-
linear, multidirectional, multiple, in the
form of nonlinear feedback, short and
long term. The evolution and intensity
of changes within a system (rural area)
depend on its initial state, conditions of
operation, and a combination of external
factors. In other words, the future of a
rural area depends on its condition and
the trajectory of its “path dependency”
[13;20].

The synergistic effect of a set of non-
linear interactions within a system pro-
duces a result that far exceeds simply
the sum of the actions of the individual
elements of the system. Thereby qual-
itatively new structures are generated
models that correspond to the internal
logic of system development and reflect
the process of self-organization [24].
The state of rural areas improves (or
remains constant) if the aggregate pos-
itive effect of interactions between in-
dividual elements becomes significant,
and retains signs of sustainability if such
effect is repeated and intensified [14;
25]. The behaviour of the system shows
a clear sequence (continuum) of states
of its dynamic stability, which as a re-
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sult can lead to different configurations
(states of self-organization of the sys-
tem or “points of gravity” — the optimal
state of the system in a certain period of
time) [23]. In the end, such a situation is
more likely to lead to the destruction of
the system: the rural territories are more
vulnerable if there are no economic ac-
tivities within it, there are no natural rec-
reational or industrial resources, social
infrastructure is destroyed, and there are
no young people and so on. The need to
solve these problems leads to search for
innovative ways of organizing economic
activity within the territories.

The statistical approach is used to
analyse the number of public-private
partnership agreements; institutional —
to determine the forms of partnership,
functions and authority of the entities
and the relationships between them. The
points of stagnation of the introduction
of public-private business in Ukraine are
determined on the basis of a historical
analysis, which made it possible to for-
mulate practical problems and current
conditions for adherence to the princi-
ples of partnership.

The results of a comparative
(cross-cultural) study of best practices
in public administration and the imple-
mentation of a public-private partnership
mechanism have developed practical
recommendations for local governments.

Research results and discussion

Implementation of PPP results in ob-
taining of a synergetic effect, which will
support increase of state and business
efficiency. However, the effect of part-
nership is manifested in increase of the
total of results of activity of each subject
separately. One can distinguish three
components of the synergetic effect, i.e.
economic, social and ecological.

Components of the economic effect
include growth of reliability of state in-
vestments and increase of probability
of obtaining of the expected economic
result; improvement of investment cli-
mate; increase of the quality of supplied
services; efficiency of state funds appli-
cation; reduction of the degree of risk;
access to innovative and modern infor-
mational-communicational  technolo-
gies, etc.

Components of social effect include
activation of development of business
initiative and raise of social responsi-
bility; improvement of living standards
of population by means of territory de-
velopment; creation and keeping of the
number of job positions.

Elements of the ecological compo-
nent are the following, particularly mini-
mization of the impact on environment by
introduction of innovative technologies
in the field of environmental economics;
energy saving and energy efficiency; uti-
lization and managing of industrial and
household wastes; reduction of ecolog-
ical load on the territory and increase
of the level of ecological safety on the
principle of introduction of ecologically
clean innovative technologies.

It is no question that the mechanism
of PPP will provide new opportunities
for development and will stimulate de-
mand for innovations in business. How-
ever, one should point drawbacks of
implementation of the PPP mechanism
in Ukraine. Particularly, the state active-
ly penetrates into each of the stages of
partnership projects. However, accord-
ing to the laws, performance of them is
the exclusive responsibility of private
partners. Besides, trying to stimulate
innovative activity of business, it takes
excessive financial liabilities. In other
words, principal problems of develop-
ment of the mechanism of PPP include
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Donation of blood and (or) blood
components, procurement, processing,
testing, storage, distribution and sale of
donated blood and (or) blood [ >
components

Production, transporting and supply of
heat, distribution and supply of natural |—»
gas

Construction and/or exploitation of
motor ways, roads, airport runways,
bridges, elevated roads, tunnels and
underground systems, sea and river
ports and their infrastructure

\4

Machine building; collection,
purification and distribution of water

v

Healthcare

—>
Tourism, recreation, culture and sport R
Support for  performance of
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melioration and drainage system

Handling with waste, besides
collection and transportation
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Fields of PPP application

Production, distribution and supply of
electric energy

A

Management of real estate objects

Supply of social services,
administration of public institutions

Production and introduction of
energy-saving technologies,
construction and capital repair of
residential blocks, which are totally
or partially destroyed by military
actions on the territory of anti-
terroristic operation

A

Construction of modular houses and
building of temporary homes for
internally displaced people

A

Supply of educational services and
services in the field of healthcare

A

Administration of the monuments of
architecture and cultural heritage

A

electronic communications

A

Figure 1. Scheme of PPP application in Ukraine [26]

unequal rights in the relations between
the public and private partners. It con-
tradicts with the main principle of PPP,
1.e. the principle of equal rights, liabili-
ties, responsibilities and distribution of
risks between all partners. It is the way
and ground for formalization of part-
nership relations between the state and
business.

Fields of application of PPP are
defined by the article 4 of the Law of
Ukraine “About State-Private Partner-
ship” (2010) (Figure 1). According to
the decision of a public partner, PPP can
be applied in other fields of activity, ex-
cept for those, which are defined by the
law for state enterprises, institutions and
organizations only.

Among the priorities, which re-
quire attraction of the mechanisms of
public-private partnership in Ukraine,
the authors of the article define devel-
opment of the infrastructure (first, the
system of motor ways, railway, systems
of electric, gas, heat, water supply and
sewage system, utilization of household
and industrial waste) and delegation
of the responsibility for performance
of public services to the private sector.
They include the services with the un-
satisfactory quality (making of different
certificates, subsidiaries, management
of the establishments of healthcare, ed-
ucation, culture and sport, etc.). One
should note the extremely important
role of private sectors in the field of
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implementation of infrastructural proj-
ects, because the degree of deprecia-
tion of the fixed assets in the system of
heat, water supply, and sewage system
exceeds 60%, and conditions of motor
ways are unsatisfactory.

In Ukraine, public-private partner-
ship is possible in the field of education
and health care. An agreement with pri-
vate operators concerning repair, main-
tenance and administration of schools is
the example of application of the part-
nership mechanism in the field of educa-
tion. The medical reform, autonomation
of public and communal establishments
of healthcare, and transition to financ-
ing of the establishments of healthcare
by paying for medical services create
preconditions for intensification of the
cooperation between public and private
sectors. Specific peculiarities of PPP
projects in that field are the following,
particularly prohibition to reduce the
number of public and communal es-
tablishments of healthcare; the public
partner should be represented at the lev-
el of the Ministry of Health of Ukraine
or bodies of local self-government. It
is also necessary to balance social and
commercial constituents of the project
(recovery of private partner’s invest-
ments is normally done by means of
paid services). There are restrictions
concerning determination of paid ser-
vices at public and communal estab-
lishments. The most available forms
of PPP in the field of healthcare are an
agreement of concession, management
of common property and establishment
of a joint enterprise.

International experience confirms
efficiency of application of the mecha-
nism of PPP in the sphere of tourism. A
concession agreement, made by nation-
al or regional parks, located on rural ter-
ritories, is a prospective direction. Thus,

the objects, which are on the territory of
those parks (food outlets, shops, recre-
ation zones), can be also submitted to
administration by the private party. Pri-
vate sector will be able to organize ex-
hibitions, to introduce educational pro-
grams and new technologies, to perform
reconstruction of the objects.

Production of agricultural products
is the fundamental for food safety of the
country, and the key field, which influ-
ences development of rural territories.
The important problem in agriculture is
underdevelopment of the agrarian mar-
ket infrastructure, preventing move of
agricultural products. The situation can
be improved by completing of contracts
on the principle of public-private part-
nership for the market infrastructure de-
velopment. Development of wholesale
markets within village amalgamated
territorial communities (ATC), creation
of logistic centres for simplification of
relations of a wholesale market with
a chain of supermarkets. Concession
agreements can make a form of PPP for
development of the agrarian market in-
frastructure.

Lately, in Ukraine, one can observe
increase of the number of agreements,
made within effect of the Law “About
State-Private Partnership”. Thus, in
2017, «the number of such agreements
constituted 191, including 182, which
implemented their projects (157 agree-
ments of concession, 24 agreements
on joint activity, one agreement of
state-private partnership), and 9 agree-
ments were not fulfilled (for 4 of them,
the agreement term is out, 3 - are ter-
minated, 2 - are suspended). The great-
est number of implemented projects
concerned the field of collection and
processing of waste (116 projects), pu-
rification and distribution of water (39
projects). Concession is the most wide-
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ly used form of PPP (86% of the total
number of agreement). However, the
number of agreements in the field of
waste processing has greatly reduced,
1.e. from 116 projects in 2017 to 7 for
the half of 2018. Thus, according to the
data of the Ministry of Economic De-
velopment and Trade of Ukraine, as of
July 1, 2018, there were 192 of agree-
ment, made within the PPP program.
Among them, only 66 projects are
fulfilled (including 41 agreements of
concession and 24 agreements of joint
activity). Those projects are fulfilled
in the fields of collection, purification
and distribution of water (31 contracts
or 47%); production, transportation
and supply of heat (8 contracts or 8%);
waste processing (7 contracts or 11%);
construction and/or exploitation of
motor ways, roads, railway, ports, and
their infrastructure (7 contract or 11%);
administration of real estate objects (4
contract or 6%); production, distribu-
tion and supply of electric energy (3
contracts or 5%); search, investigation
of the deposits of mineral resources
and their excavation (1 contract or 2%);
healthcare (1 contract or 2%); other (4
contract or 6%)» [27].

Subjects of PPP on rural territory
include bodies of local self-government
(village, settlement councils (including
councils of ATC), their heads, executive
committees, as well as authorities, rep-
resenting common interests of territorial
communities), individual businessmen,
and legal enterprises of different organi-
zational-legal forms. In Ukraine, legal-
ly regulated forms of application of the
mechanism of PPP include concession,
property management, joint activity and
other agreements. However, in a wider
sense, forms of partnership cooperation
with business can include contract, or-
ganizational-legal, and fiscal. A contract

form regulates the laws about conces-
sion, about distribution of products,
about lease of public and communal
property, about sale of an object of pri-
vatization with investment liabilities of
a buyer, etc.

The authors of the research have
specified three forms of interaction of
the bodies of public and private sector:

— traditional (the state attracts
business to joined solution of the prob-
lems of servicing of the needs of society
on the principle of partnership);

— investment (means joined in-
vestments mainly in the infrastructural
projects. That form of interaction has a
strategic focus and its goal is to stimu-
late economic growth);

— scientific and educative (new
directions of development under con-
ditions of production globalization and
internationalization of capital).

— At the current stage, the invest-
ment form of partnership is specific for
Ukraine. Analysis of the experience of
PPP enables structuring of the interac-
tion between the state and business ac-
cording to three vectors:

— functional (development of
partnership in the branches, which de-
termine access of enterprises to the fac-
tors of production and markets);

— industrial (partnership occurs
in some spheres on the basis of mixed
forms of ownership, cooperation of
public and private companies, making
branch contracts);

— municipal (partnership is also
the feature of some territorial produc-
tive segments, labour markets, territori-
al and communal infrastructure).

Considering the world practice, the
main features of PPP include duration
of partnership relations; practice of
transfer of a share of risks in the process
of the project implementation to the
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private partner; making investments in
the objects of partnership by the private
partner. Nowadays, in Ukraine those es-
sential conditions of PPP are not secured
because of lack of the funds of state, lo-
cal budgets and private participants.

Under the current Ukrainian real-
ities, it is difficult to keep to another
principle of PPP performance: concern-
ing unchanged conditions during the
whole period of the contract about tar-
get partnership and forms of ownership
for the objects, which are in public or
communal ownership and supplied to
the private partner. Besides, successful
implementation of PPP project often
causes appearance of joint ownership of
public or private partners for created or
purchased objects. However, the proce-
dure of determination of those shares in
the right of ownership, conditions and
order of their assignment were hardly
regulated by the active contracts until
nowadays and they often became a sub-
ject of trials.

Another problem of private sector is
land resources use for running of pub-
lic-private partnership. According to the
acting legislature, in case of land parcel
use for implementation of the project of
PPP, expenditures for development and
approval of the projects of land organi-
zation concerning setting of a land par-
cel and preparation of other appropriate
documents are developed on the order of
the public partner, but recovered by the
private partner. Such requirement is an
additional financial load for the private
investor and reduces his/her economic
interest in the project. Under conditions
of institutional transformations, it can
become a field of abuses by the state.

Lack of staft supply for implementa-
tion of the mechanism of PPP is of par-
ticular effect at the start of the project
fulfillment during the competition, as

well as at the end, while making anal-
ysis of its implementation efficiency.
Such analysis concerning the objects of
communal ownership is performed by
the appropriate local authority, a person
or executive committee. Other problems
can include the practice of permitted
participation of a person, who organizes
and supplies financing within the PPP,
on the side of a private partner. While
implementing the project, such person is
authorized to apply to the state authority
with the proposal about substitution of
the private partner. The authors of the
work consider that such practice creates
potential opportunities for abuses. It is
also confirmed by the norm, which says
that the state support for performance of
public-private partnership is provided
without state registration of investment
projects and proposals. However, now-
adays, definite mechanisms of the state
support for implementation of PPP proj-
ects are still undeveloped.

Thus, the main problems of imple-
mentation of PPP mechanism are the
following:

*  complexity of the conditions
of long-term cooperation under current
conditions;

* low level of institutional ca-
pability of the bodies of local self-gov-
ernment and private sector to introduce
partnership;

* low level of people’s confi-
dence to the bodies of state power and
lack of knowledge concerning advan-
tages of implementation of the projects
on the fundamentals of public-private
partnership, insufficient level of infor-
mation for population about advantages
and risks of application of partnership
mechanisms, inadequate staff assistance
for the bodies of local self-government
with the specialists in the field of PPP;

* insufficient investment capa-
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bility of the budgets of ATC and private
enterprises;

. complexity of the procedures
of conciliation, conditions of running
of business activity while implementing
the PPP projects;

*  no practical mechanism of the
state support for implementation of
long-term investment projects with par-
ticipation of private partners.

The key problem of PPP implemen-
tation in Ukraine is the deficiency of
funds of local budgets for assistance of
private partners and lack of investment
costs of the last, as well as no programs
of regular financing of long-term proj-
ects under transparent conditions and
uncomplicated procedures. Implemen-
tation of the projects of public-private
partnership at a local level should be
based on financial resources of ATC,
possibility for the bodies of local
self-government to make independent
decisions about consistency of imple-
mentation of definite projects, to ob-
tain advisory and methodical assistance
from the state and foreign organiza-
tions, as well as cooperation with public
communities in order to create institu-
tional environment and implementation
of PPP projects.

Improvement of the mechanism of
financing for PPP projects at ATC with
the limited economic capabilities, in-
cluding most rural territories in Ukraine,
needs wider participation of the state in
implementation of the projects on the
fundamentals of medium and long-term
program-target financing. On rural ter-
ritories, the state financial support for
public-private partnership should ex-
pect direct financial assistance, state
guaranties for security of execution of
debt liabilities by business entities and
even, In some cases, reimbursement
from the state budget for the private

partner to recover the costs of supplied
services for consumers and introduction
of motivating tariff regulation. The sit-
uation is intensified by political insta-
bility, which has set Ukraine in the list
of the countries with the increased level
of economic risks and unfavourable in-
vestment climate.

Conclusion

Public-private partnership is an ac-
tual form for providing of social-eco-
nomic development of Ukraine. Tran-
sition to public administration and the
following public-private partnership
can support social stability and improve
efficiency of economy management. In
the context of power decentralization
in Ukraine, particular attention should
be paid to creation of appropriate con-
ditions for development of the fields
of education, healthcare, social sphere,
and performance of the institutions of
public society on the fundamentals on
PPP, including at the level of a separate
territorial community. At the stage of
introduction of different forms of pub-
lic-private partnership, the state per-
forms different functions, i.e. from a
co-organizer, participant, intermediary,
to a controlling body for security of the
interests of different groups, organiza-
tions and citizens.

The performed investigation sug-
gests the conclusion that successful
implementation of the mechanism of
public-private partnership in Ukraine
should be based on:

*  democratization of the system
of management: security of transpar-
ency of decision making at all levels,
spreading of the principles of represen-
tative democracy;

*  completing of the process of
amalgamation of territorial communi-
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ties: making election, completing of the
plants of development, budgets, imple-
mentation of the projects of local devel-
opment,;

*  more intensive participation of
citizens in implementation of the local
policy: initiation of compulsory attrac-
tion of the representatives of communi-
ties to discussion of actual issues, public
expert estimates of the projects, moni-
toring of public ideas;

*  development of non-govern-
mental organizations, first local ones: it
will supply the opportunity for citizens
to amalgamate, take consolidated part in
life of the community, to influence the
decisions; to improve the structure of
organization management; it will sup-
port their independence from city cen-
tres, governmental structures and exter-
nal sources of financing;

. support for efficient cooper-
ation between the state and non-state
sectors, including those on the basis of
a wide application of the conception of
public-private partnership.
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AHomauyia. Y 38°3Ky 3 HO2a/AbHOK HEObXiOHICMI0o pedopMyB8aHHS OepPHaB8HO20 CEKMOpY

eKOHOMIKU, 8i0HOB/EHHA IHhpacmpykmypHuUx 06’ekmis, 3any4eHHA 00 YKPAiHCbKOI eKOHOMIKU
iHo3eMHux iHeecmuuili, popMy8aHHA COYianbHO CNPAMOBAHOI eKOHOMIKU 8enUK020 3HAYEeHHS
Habysae po38UMOK NAapMHepCbKUX 830EMOBIOHOCUH Mi« Oepiasoro ma npusamHumu ocobamu
(nybniyHo-npusamHe napmudepcmaeo). EtpekmusHicmbs makux 8i0HOCUH 3aaexums nepedycim
8i0 ehekmusHOCMI NMPABOBO20 pPe2ynto8aHHA MA PO3BUHEHOCMI op2aHi3auiliHo-eKoOHOMIYHOI
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EKOHOMIKQ. YripaesniHHA 3emenbHUMU pecypcamu ma 3emaeycmpili

cmpykmypu. 32i0HO i3 3aKoHOM YKpaiHu «[lpo OepyasHO-NpusamMHe napmHepcmeo»,
WO 20/108HUM YUHOM peeyatoe yeli eud cnienpayi, eionosidHuli mexaHizm nepedbayae
cnispobimHUUMBO MiX O0epxasoro, MepumopianbHUMU (0epXagHUMU MapmHepamu) ma
FOPUOUYHUMU (KPiM OepiasHUX ma KOMYHO/AbHUX Mionpuemcms) abo gizuyHumu ocobamu
— nionpuemyamu (npusamudumu napmdepamu). OpieHmauis MexaHi3my Ha cnisnpayr 3
mepumopianbHUMU 2pOMadamMu aKmyanisye o2o 3 02140y Ha weudKull nepebie pegopmu
deueHmpanizauii enadu 6 YKpaiHi. Ha pieHi oKkpemoi mepumopianbHoi 2pomadu npakmuyHe
3acmocysaHHA 6yob-akux ¢popm I nompebye, abu npedcmasHUKU mMicuesoi 8nadu 80a100inu
HOBUKAMU NPaso8020, EKOHOMIYHO20, COUiAbHO-KOMYHIKAMUBHO20 Xapakmepy 0415 iHilito8aAHHA
napmHepcmea (8HeceHHA NPono3uuili ma aHani3 eheKmMuU8HOCMI 3aNpPONOHOBAHUX MPOEKMIB),
subopy npusamuux napmepie (00Ho20 abo OekinbKox) ma yKAadaHHS 3 HUMU 0oeoeopis. B
PAMKAX mMaKozo napm{Hepcmea op2aHU O0epxcasHoi 8nadu abo micyesozo camospAOy8aHHA
nepedaromMb YacMUHY C8OIX MOBHOBAM(EHb MpUBAMHOMY rnapmHepy (00HOMy abo OeKinbKoMm).
BidnosioHo Ha npusamHo2o napmHdepa (ocoby abo nionpuemcmeso) noknadaemosca 0608°A30K
peanizayii npoekmy, NoOKAUKAHO20 8UpPILUUMU YGCMUHY COYianbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX YU €KOMN02iYHUX
npobsem mepumopiansHoOi 2pomadu.

Karuoei cnoea: ekoHOMIYHUU MexaHi3m, moyYyKka cmazHayii, OepHasHo-npusamHe
napmHepcmaso, CinbCbKi mepumopii, cuHepazemuyHuli ecpekm.
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