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THEORETICAL AND LEGAL
FOUNDATIONS OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT
FOR THE PROCEDURAL ACTIVITIES
OF BODIES AND INSTITUTIONS OF
THE STATE CRIMINAL-EXECUTIVE
SERVICE OF UKRAINE IN CASES OF
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFENCES

Summary. Introduction. The effectiveness of the State Criminal-
Executive Service of Ukraine (SCES) as a law enforcement authority is
directly contingent upon the adequacy of its financial provision. Despite
a considerable body of scholarly work devoted to the penitentiary sys-
tem, the issue of financing the procedural component of administrative-
jurisdictional activities remains insufficiently explored and fragmented.
The relevance of this study is further reinforced by systemic violations
identified in 2024, as well as by the discrepancy between budgetary
expenditures and the actual level of institutional resourcing, which in-
dicates a crisis in the existing model of resource management.

Purpose. The article aims to conduct a comprehensive analysis of
the regulatory and legal framework and to provide a theoretical sub-
stantiation of the structure of financial provision for the procedural
activities of SCES bodies within the sphere of administrative jurisdic-
tion. It also seeks to identify deficiencies in the current model and to
develop proposals for improving budgetary planning.

Materials and methods. The research is based on an analysis of
the provisions of the Budget Code of Ukraine, the Code of Ukraine on
Administrative Offences, the Law of Ukraine “On the State Criminal-
Executive Service of Ukraine”, as well as reports of the Ukrainian
Parliament Commissioner for Human Rights and data from the Pro-
zorro platform for the period 2024-2025. The study employs system-
structural analysis, formal-legal, and statistical methods.

Results. It is established that the financing of procedural needs
within the SCES is carried out on a residual basis, which creates risks
of reducing law enforcement procedures to mere formalities. Key
categories of expenditure are identified, including documentation of
offences, remuneration of specialists and interpreters, digitalisation,
and ensuring the procedural rights of participants. It is demonstrated
that the absence of a separate code within the economic classifica-
tion of expenditures and a standardised methodology for calculating
financial norms generates an environment conducive to corruption
risks. The principles of financial provision are formulated as follows:
targeted allocation, full cost compensation, transparency, adequacy
of the resource base, and anti-corruption prevention.

Further research in this area. Further research should focus on
developing a specific methodology for calculating budgetary appro-
priations based on the average number of administrative cases and
on the implementation of EU Member States’ experience in the digital
transformation of penitentiary proceedings.

Key words: financial provision, administrative offences, liability,
administrative and legal framework, administrative proceedings, pen-

itentiary institutions.
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tatement of the problem. The effectiveness of the State Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine (SCES)

as a law enforcement authority is directly determined by the level of financial and resource provision of its
structural units. However, a systematic analysis of budgetary legislation and law enforcement practice indicates
the absence of a coherent system of financial guarantees underpinning the activities of the SCES. In partic-
ular, the findings of the 2024 monitoring conducted by the Ukrainian Parliament Commissioner for Human
Rights revealed a significant discrepancy between the volume of allocated appropriations and the actual state
of material provision of institutions, thereby evidencing the inefficiency of existing mechanisms for overseeing
the targeted use of public resources.

This issue acquires particular significance within the sphere of administrative jurisdiction, where the absence
of a specialised code within the economic classification of expenditures, a methodology for normative budget
planning, and a clearly defined procedure for the reimbursement of procedural costs creates an institutional
environment conducive to corruption risks. Accordingly, this necessitates a theoretical and legal substantiation,
as well as regulatory improvement, of the mechanisms for financial provision of the procedural component of
SCES activities in Ukraine, as a fundamental prerequisite for ensuring legality and safeguarding the rights
of participants in administrative proceedings.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Issues relating to the administrative-procedural activ-
ities of the bodies of the State Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine (SCES) and the legal regulation of the
execution of sentences have been examined by such scholars as O. M. Dzhuzha, S. K. Hrechaniuk, S.V. Zlyvko,
I.H. Bohatyriov, and V.F. Puzyrnyi. Problems of financial provision of law enforcement authorities and the
management of budgetary expenditures have been addressed in the works of L. K. Voronova, S. O. Nishchym-
na, and O.A. Muzyka-Stefanchuk. Certain aspects of administrative liability and administrative proceedings
within the penitentiary system have been analysed by L. V. Shestak [5] and N.S. Puzyrna.

The purpose. However, notwithstanding the substantial body of scholarly contributions, the issue of
financing the procedural component in cases concerning administrative offences within the remit of SCES in-
stitutions remains fragmented and has not yet received a comprehensive theoretical and legal substantiation.

Statement of the problem. The purpose of this article is to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the regu-
latory and legal framework and to provide a theoretical substantiation of the structure of financial provision for
the procedural activities of bodies and institutions of the State Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine (SCES)
within the sphere of administrative jurisdiction; to identify systemic deficiencies in the current financing model;
and to develop scientifically grounded proposals aimed at improving the budgetary planning of the relevant
expenditures and enhancing the efficiency of the use of public resources within the penitentiary system.

Presentation of the main material of the research. The administrative-jurisdictional activities of
bodies and institutions of the State Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine (SCES) constitute a specific form
of public authority exercised within a distinct legal environment — namely, the conditions of regime-based
penitentiary institutions, where the rights of participants in proceedings and the interests of justice are in
constant interaction with the requirements of security and the orderly execution of sentences.

An analysis of the current legislation indicates the existence of an extensive regulatory and legal framework
governing the general principles of SCES financing; however, it does not provide for specialised mechanisms to
ensure procedural needs. The Budget Code of Ukraine [1] is the primary legislative act in this field. Pursuant
to Article 2 thereof, each budgetary appropriation must correspond clearly to the functions of the relevant au-
thority. Nevertheless, the practical implementation of this requirement with respect to the procedural activities
of the SCES remains extremely inadequate.

The Law of Ukraine “On the State Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine” [3] establishes the organisational
and legal foundations of the SCES; however, it does not contain specific provisions governing the financing of
administrative-procedural activities. This legislative act is limited to general provisions on material, technical,
and financial support of the system, without distinguishing between functional and procedural expenditures.
A similar situation is characteristic of subordinate regulatory acts of the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine regu-
lating the internal organisation of the SCES.

The Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offences (CUAO) [3], in turn, contains provisions concerning the
reimbursement of expenses of certain participants in proceedings (Articles 270-274 of the CUAQO), including
interpreters, witnesses, and specialists. However, the mechanism for the actual reimbursement of such expens-
es within the system of the Ministry of Justice, outside judicial proceedings, is not regulated with sufficient
specificity. There is also no separate code within the economic classification of expenditures (KEKV) that would
allow for a clear delineation of procedural expenses of SCES bodies from the general costs of their maintenance.

The financing of the SCES is carried out within the framework of the budgetary programme “Execution of
Sentences by Institutions and Bodies of the SCES”, whereby procedural needs are covered on a residual basis
within general appropriations. Such a financing model is inconsistent with the constitutional principle of the
rule of law and the principle of legality in the field of execution of sentences, as the quality of administrative
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proceedings becomes directly dependent on the volume of unspent appropriations remaining within the current
budgetary year.

A structural and functional analysis of the financial provision of procedural activities within the SCES
system of Ukraine makes it possible to identify several interrelated components that determine the capacity
of institutions to conduct administrative proceedings. A primary element is the material and technical sup-
port of the stage of documenting offences, which includes appropriations for the acquisition of video recording
equipment and digital storage media, specialised software for automated case management.

A distinct strategic vector of financing concerns capital investments in the digitalisation of jurisdictional
activities, in particular the introduction of electronic document management systems, which at the present stage
requires allocation within separate budgetary sub-programmes. Finally, financial provision also encompasses
organisational measures aimed at safeguarding the rights of participants in proceedings, including expendi-
tures related to maintaining premises for hearings and ensuring access to case materials. Such a comprehen-
sive approach to resourcing each stage of proceedings constitutes a necessary condition for aligning national
administrative practice with the standards of the European Convention on Human Rights.

A separate aspect directly affecting the formation of the legal foundations of financial provision of the SCES
concerns the efficiency and targeted use of budgetary resources. In September 2024, the Department for the
Implementation of the National Preventive Mechanism under the Ukrainian Parliament Commissioner for
Human Rights, following visits to structural units of the State Institution “Healthcare Centre of the SCES of
Ukraine”, identified systemic violations of the rights of convicted and detained persons to adequate medical
care, timely access to necessary medicines, and proper conditions of detention [7].

These violations were confirmed by inspections conducted by the State Service of Ukraine on Medicines and
Drugs Control, which, during June—August 2024, covered all structural units of the Healthcare Centre of the
SCES. At the same time, an analysis of data from the Prozorro public procurement platform demonstrated that
the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine had expended substantial financial resources to meet the needs of convicted
persons — specifically, nearly UAH 1.5 billion was spent on only four procurement procedures.

The identified discrepancy between the volume of public funds expended and the actual level of material and
living provision for convicted persons prompted the Ukrainian Parliament Commissioner for Human Rights
to initiate the inclusion, in the State Financial Control Action Plan for the fourth quarter of 2024, of inspec-
tions of the Department for the Execution of Criminal Sentences, the State Institution “General Directorate
of the SCES of Ukraine”, and the State Institution “Healthcare Centre of the SCES of Ukraine” by the State
Audit Service of Ukraine. The documented detention of senior officials of the SCES Healthcare Centre and the
Western Interregional Directorate on corruption-related offences, in the context of these financial anomalies,
served as public confirmation of the depth of the systemic crisis.

From a theoretical perspective, the described situation illustrates not only the problem of individual abuses
of office but also a systemic defect in the legal regulation of financial provision within the penitentiary system:
the absence of transparent, targeted, and verifiable budget sub-classifications for each category of SCES expen-
ditures — including procedural costs — creates an institutional environment conducive to the misappropriation
of funds and corrupt practices.

As previously noted in earlier scholarly works [4, p. 53], manifestations of corruption within the SCES system
possess a specific character linked to the closed nature of penal institutions, which significantly complicates
their detection and documentation.

Accordingly, the improvement of the legal foundations of financial provision for the procedural activities
of the SCES constitutes not only a matter of procedural law but also an anti-corruption imperative [6, p. 96].

The system of principles governing the financial provision of SCES procedural activity is based on the
principles of budgetary legality and Council of Europe standards, encompassing the following key provisions:
targeted allocation, which requires separate accounting of jurisdictional expenditures from general institution-
al maintenance costs; full compensation, which guarantees an effective mechanism for reimbursing expenses
incurred by witnesses, experts, and interpreters; and transparency and accountability, implemented through
public reporting and audit of resource utilisation. Fundamental importance is also attributed to the principles of
adequacy, according to which the level of appropriations must correlate with the actual workload of the authority,
and anti-corruption prevention, aimed at eliminating the possibility of misuse of funds through strengthened
internal control. This hierarchy of principles corresponds to Article 7 of the Budget Code of Ukraine, ensuring
the substantiation and effectiveness of financial support for administrative proceedings.

An analysis of the legal regulation of financial provision for procedural activities of the SCES of Ukraine
makes it possible to identify the following systemic problems and corresponding solutions:

Institutional transparency of expenditures. The absence of a dedicated code within the Economic Classifica-
tion of Expenditures (KEKYV) for procedural needs precludes effective monitoring and auditing of administrative
proceedings expenditures. A scientifically justified solution is the introduction of a separate KEKV code for

29



ISSN (Online): 3083-7774
Ne 5(99), 2026 EnekTpoHHUM HayKoBui sxxypHan «CyuacHa fOKTpUHa npasa»

ensuring jurisdictional activities (including payment for specialists’ services, postal expenses, and technical
recording).

Methodology of Budget Planning. The subjectivity of resource allocation is caused by the absence of a norma-
tively established methodology for calculating procedural expenditures. It is therefore considered appropriate
to adopt a dedicated Methodology for the Calculation of Normative Standards, based on a retrospective analysis
of case workload over a three-year period, with due consideration of inflationary processes and macroeconomic
indicators. Such an approach would ensure great er objectivity, predictability, and evidence-based planning in
the distribution of budgetary resources for administrative proceedings within the SCES system.

Mechanism for the Realisation of Procedural Rights. A significant gap exists between the legislative recog-
nition of the right to reimbursement of expenses for participants in proceedings (Articles 270-274 of the Code
of Ukraine on Administrative Offences) and the absence of a departmental procedure governing their actual
payment. Rectification of this regulatory inconsistency requires the adoption of a Cabinet of Ministers resolution
establishing a clear procedure for the compensation of expenses incurred by persons involved in proceedings
within the SCES system. This would ensure the practical enforceability of procedural guarantees and align
domestic practice with the principle of legal certainty.

Resource Provision for Digitalisation. Despite the nationwide strategic orientation toward digital transfor-
mation, the implementation of electronic document management systems within the penitentiary system re-
mains insufficiently prioritised within budgetary programmes. It is therefore necessary to establish a dedicated
sub-programme entitled “Digitalisation of Administrative Proceedings”, aimed at upgrading IT infrastructure,
introducing specialised software solutions, and ensuring secure data management within jurisdictional activi-
ties. Such measures are essential for improving efficiency, transparency, and procedural reliability.

External Financial Control. Taking into account the reports of the Ukrainian Parliament Commissioner
for Human Rights (2024), internal control mechanisms within the SCES are insufficient to prevent abuses of
financial resources. Minimisation of corruption risks requires the mandatory inclusion of procedural expen-
ditures in the annual state financial control plans of the State Audit Service of Ukraine [7]. Strengthening
external oversight would enhance accountability, ensure targeted use of public funds, and improve compliance
with principles of good governance in the penitentiary system.

Conclusions of this research and prospects for further research in this area. The financial provision
of the procedural activities of the State Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine (SCES) represents a complex
interdisciplinary legal institution that determines the level of implementation of procedural guarantees within
penal institutions. The current model of resource allocation, based on a residual principle and the absence of
targeted differentiation of expenditures, fails to ensure adequate resource support for administrative proceed-
ings. This, in turn, results in restrictions on the rights of participants in proceedings and generates systemic
corruption risks.

Through normative improvement — particularly the introduction of a specialised Economic Classification of
Expenditures (KEKYV), the adoption of a methodology for calculating expenditures, and the financing of digital
transformation initiatives — it is possible to achieve greater transparency and effectiveness in jurisdictional
activities.

Further scholarly research in this area should focus on the implementation of European standards of financial
planning and the development of sector-specific norms for the resource support of stages within administrative
proceedings in the penitentiary sphere.

JOJATKOBA IHOOPMAILIA
DOIHAHCYBAHHS: ABTopu He 0TpUMYBaIH (DiHAHCYBAHHA [JIA I[bOTO JOCITIIKEeHHS.
3ASABA ITPO JOCTYIIHICTD JJAHUX: He 3acTocoByeTHCA.
KOH®JIIKT IHTEPECIB: ABTopu 3asAB/IAIOTE IPO BiICYTHICTH KOH(JIIKTY iHTEpECiB.

References
1. Biudzhetnyi kodeks Ukrainy: Zakon Ukrainy vid 08.07.2010 No. 2456-VI [Budget Code of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine of
08.07.2010 No. 2456-VI]. (2010). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2456-17 [in Ukrainian].
2. Pro Derzhavnu kryminalno-vykonavchu sluzhbu Ukrainy: Zakon Ukrainy vid 23.06.2005 No. 2713-1V [On the State
Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine of 23.06.2005 No. 2713-1V]. (2005). Vidomosti Verkhovnoi Rady
Ukrainy — Bulletin of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 30, art. 409 [in Ukrainian].

30



ISSN (Online): 3083-7774
Electronic scientific journal “"Modern Doctrine of Law" Ne 5(99), 2026

3. Kodeks Ukrainy pro administratyvni pravoporushennia: Zakon Ukrainy vid 07.12.1984 No. 8073-X [Code of Ukraine
on Administrative Offences: Law of Ukraine of 07.12.1984 No. 8073-X]. (1984). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/
laws/show/80731-10 [in Ukrainian].

4. Krupko, Ya., & Shestak, L. (2026). Problemy pravovoho rehuliuvannia administratyvnoi vidpovidalnosti za po-
rushennia vymoh finansovoho kontroliu v systemi Derzhavnoi kryminalno-vykonavchoi sluzhby Ukrainy [Problems
of legal regulation of administrative liability for violations of financial control requirements in the system of the State
Criminal-Executive Service of Ukraine]. Naukovyi visnyk Mizhnarodnoho humanitarnoho universytetu. Seriia “Iuryspru-
dentsiia”— Scientific Herald of the International Humanitarian University. Jurisprudence Series, 79,53-57 [in Ukrainian].

5. Puzyrnyi, V. F., & Shestak, L. V. (2024). Okremi problemy administratyvno-pravovoi kvalifikatsii pravoporushen, po-
viazanykh z koruptsiieiu [Certain problems of administrative-legal qualification of corruption-related offences]. Naukovyi
visnyk Sivershchyny. Seriia: Pravo — Scientific Herald of Sivershchyna. Law Series, 3(23), 74—86 [in Ukrainian].

6. Hrechaniuk, R. V. (2019). Zastosuvannia administratyvnoi vidpovidalnosti za porushennia, poviazani iz koruptsiie-
iu u diialnosti posadovykh osib pravookhoronnykh orhaniv [Application of administrative liability for corruption-related
offences in the activities of law enforcement officials]. Irpinskyi yurydychnyi chasopys — Irpin Legal Journal, 2, 96-101
[in Ukrainian].

7. Upovnovazhenyi Verkhovnoi Rady Ukrainy z prav liudyny [Ukrainian Parliament Commissioner for Human Rights].
(2024). Finansovyi kontrol efektyvnosti vykorystannia derzhavnykh koshtiv Ministerstvom yustytsii Ukrainy v ukrain-
skykh viaznytsiakh [Financial control of the efficiency of public funds usage by the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine in
Ukrainian prisons]. Retrieved from https://ombudsman.gov.ua/news_details/finansovij-kontrol-efektivnosti-vikoristannya-
derzhavnih-koshtiv-ministerstvom-yusticiyi-ukrayini-v-ukrayinskih-vyaznicyah [in Ukrainian].

8. Pro Derzhavnyi biudzhet Ukrainy na 2026 rik: Zakon Ukrainy [On the State Budget of Ukraine for 2026: Law of
Ukraine]. (2026). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4695-20#Text [in Ukrainian].

9. Antykoruptsiina stratehiia na 2026-2030 roky [Anti-Corruption Strategy for 2026-2030]. (2026). Retrieved from
https://mazk.gov.ua/uk/antykoruptsiyna-strategiya-na-2026—2030-roky/ [in Ukrainian].

Jliteparypa

1. Bromkerauii kogekc Ykpainu : 3akoH Ykpainu Big 08.07.2010 Ne 2456-VI. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/2456-17 (gara sBepuenus: 01.04.2026).

2. IIpo Jep:xaBHYy KpUMiHAIBHO-BUKOHABUY CIIyK0y YKpaiHu : SakoH Ykpaiunu Big 23.06.2005 Ne 2713-IV. Bidomocmi
Bepxosroi Padu Ykpairnu. 2005. Ne 30. Cr. 409.

3. Komexc Ykpainu mpo agMiHiCTpaTHEHI PAaBOMOPYIIeHHS : 3akoH Ykpainu Bix 07.12.1984 Ne 8073-X. URL: https://zakon.
rada.gov.ua/laws/show/80731-10 (mara sBepuentsa: 01.04.2026).

4. Kpymko ., [llecrak JI. IIpo6emMu mpaBoBOro peryaoBaHHA aqMiHICTPATHBHOI BiIIIOBIIAJIBHOCTI 32 IMOPYIIIEHHA BUMOT
¢iHAHCOBOr0 KOHTPOJIIO B crcTeMi [lep:kaBHOI KpUMiHAJIBHO-BUKOHABUYOI ciiy:k6u Yrpaiunu. Hayrxosuii sichux Mixcrhapoo-
Hozo zymanimaprozo yrigepcumemy. Cepia «FOpucnpydenuyis». 2026. Ne 79. C. 53-57. DOI: https://doi.org/10.32782/2307-
1745.2026.79.11

5. Ilysupuuii B. ®., Illecraxk JI. B. Okpemi npo6eMu aMiHiCTPATHBHO-IIPABOBOI KBATi(hiKALil ITPABOIIOPYIII€Hb, [T0B’A3a-
Hux 3 Kopynriien. Hayrosuii sicnuk Cisepuyunu. Cepisn: IIpaso. Hepwiris : ITAY, 2024. Ne 3 (23). C. 74-86. DOI: 10.32755/
sjlaw.2024.03.074

6. I'peuaniox P. B. 3acrocyBanHs aiMiHICTPATUBHOI BIAIOBIJAILHOCTI 32 ITOPYIIEHHS, ITOB A3aHI 13 KOPYTIIHE0 Y AisAIBHOCTI
OCAI0BUX 0CI0 IMPAaBOOXOPOHHUX opraHis. Ipnincvruti topuduurnuil yaconuc. 2019. Bum. 2. C. 96-101. DOI: 10.33244/2617-
4154.2.2019.96-101

7. ®iHaHCOBUI KOHTPOJIb e(DEKTUBHOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHSA [Iep:KaBHUX KoInTiB MiHicTepcTBOM IOCTHUINT YKpaiHu B yKpaiH-
CBKUX BASHUIAX. Ynosrnosasceruti Bepxosnoi Padu Yxpainu 3 npas nwdunu. 25.09.2024. URL: https://ombudsman.gov.
ua/news_details/finansovij-kontrol-efektivnosti-vikoristannya-derzhavnih-koshtiv-ministerstvom-yusticiyi-ukrayini-v-
ukrayinskih-vyaznicyah (mara ssepuenns: 01.04.2026).

8. IIpo Hep:xaBuuii Gromker Yikpainu Ha 2026 pik: 3axkon Ykpainu. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4695-
20#Text (mara sBepuenns: 01.04.2026).

9. Aururopymmitina crpareria Ha 2026-2030 poxku. HA3K. URL: https://nazk.gov.ua/uk/antykoruptsiyna-strategiya-
na-2026-2030-roky/ (mara ssepuenns: 01.04.2026).

Jlama neputozo nadxodxcenns cmammi 0o sudanns: 07.04.2026
Jlama npuiinamma cmammi do Opyky nicnsa peuensysarns: 08.05.2026
Hama nyénirxayii: 16.05.2026

3



Ne 5(99), 2026

ISSN (Online): 3083-7774
EnekTpoHHUM HayKoBui sxxypHan «CyuacHa fOKTpUHa npasa»

Kpynko fIua Muxaiirisaa

kandudam wpuduunux Hayx, douernm,
HawanbHUK Kagpedpu admMIiHICmpamueHozo
ma KOHCmumyuyilinozo npasa
Hasuanbho-Hayr06020 ihcmunymy npasa,
npPasooxoporHHoL 0lAbHOCMI MA NCUXO0SI02LL
Ilenimenuiapna axademia Yepainu

52

TEOPETUKO-NMPABOBI 3ACAAU
®IHAHCOBOTIO 3ABE3MEYEHHS
NPOLECYA/IBHOI AI9/IbHOCTI
OPTAHIB TA YCTAHOB AKBC YKPAIHU
Y CMPABAX NMPO AMIHICTPATUBHI
NMPABOMOPYLUEHHS

AHoTauis. BcTyn. EQekTUBHICTb [lepaBHOI KpUMiHAIbHO-BUKO-
HaByoi cnyxbu Ykpainn ([JKBC) sk NpaBoOXopoHHO20 op2aHy 6e3-
nocepegHbO 3A/1eXNTb Big HAIEXHO20 IHAHCOBO20 3a0e3neyeHHs.
[Monpu 3HAYHY KiNbKICTb HAYKOBMX MPalb, MPUCBAYEHMX MEeHITeHL -
apHit cuctemi, acnexT PiHaHCYBAHHS came MpoLiecyanbHOI CkaagoBoi
agMiHICTPAaTMBHO-IOPUCGUKLVIHOI GisiIbHOCTI 3aIMLIAETHCS PpasMeH-
TAPHUM. AKTYQ/IbHICTb GOCNIGXKEHHS MigCUMTIOETbCA BUABJIEHUMU Y
2024 poui cucTeMHUMM MOPYLIEHHSIMU TA HEBIGMOBIGHICTIO Mix 610-
QKeTHUMM BUGATKaMu i peabHUM piBHeM 3abe3nedyeHHs YCTaHOB,
L0 CBIGUMTb PO KPU3Y YMHHOI MOGeai ynpasiHHS pecypcamu.

Meta. Cratra Mae Ha MeTi 3QiNCHUTU KOMITIeKCHWUIA aHani3
HOPMATMBHO-NPABOBOI 6A31 TA TEOPETUYHO OBfPYHTYBATU CTPYKTY-
py ¢iHaHcoBo2o 3abe3neyeHHs MpoLecyanbHoOl gisiibHOCTI Op2aHiB
[AKBC y cepi agmiHICTpaTUBHOI I0pUCgUKLii, BUSBUTY Bagu iCHyI04OI
mogei Ta po3pobuTi Mpono3nLii Logo BOCKOHANEHHS BI0gKETHO20
M/IGHYBAHHSI.

Marepiann i metogu. [JOCnigxKeHHsA [PYHTYETbCA HA AHAAI3I M0~
NoKeHb blogkeTHO20 Kogekcy YkpaiHu, KYnATfl, 3akoHy “lpo AKBC
YKpaitu”, a TaKox 3BIiTiB YNOBHOBAXeH020 BepxoBHoOi Pagu YkpaiHu
3 Npas MOGUHM Ta GaHMX eleKTPOHOI cucTemu 3akynisesb Prozorro
3a 2024-2025 poku. BUKOpUCTAHO MEeTogu CMCTeMHO-CTPYKTYpPHO20
aHanisy, PopmanbHoO-IOPUGUIHMIA T4 CTATUCTUYHMIE METOGM.

Pe3ynbTati. BCTAHOB/IEHO, L0 (HiHAHCYBAHHS MPOLeCcyaIbHUX Mo-
Tpeb IKBC 3ifiCHIOETbCS 30 3AMLLKOBMM MPUHLMIOM, LLO CTBOPIOE
pU3MKM nepeTBOPeHHs MPABOOXOPOHHMX Mpouegyp Ha ¢$opmasb-
HICTb. BUOKpeM/IeHO K/IIOYOBI efleMeHTH BUTPAT: JOKYMeHTYBAHHSA
MpaBornopyLueHb, ONaTa Nocy2 creyianictis/nepeknagayis, LMPpo-
Bi3avisi Ta 3a0e3neyeHHs NPAB y4aCHUKIB MPOBAGKEeHHS. [JoBegeHo,
L0 BIgCYTHICTb OKPemMo20 KOGy eKOHOMIYHOI knacugikauii BugaTkis
(gani — KEKB) Ta meTogukn po3paxyHKy HOPMATUBIB CTBOPIOE Ce-
pegosuiLe gasi KOPYMUifiHNX pu3nkiB. CHOpMyNbOBAHO MPUHLMMN
¢iHaHCOB020 3abe3neyeHHs: LilboBe MPU3HAYEHHS], MOBHA KOMMEH-
cauis BUTPAT, MpO30piCTb, AGeKBATHICTb PecypCHOi 6a3u Ta aHTHMKO-
PYyMUiiHa MPeBeHTUBHICTb.

[TepcriekTnsy. Moganblui gocaigeHHs MaiTb OyTH CrPAMOBAHI
Ha po3pobKy KOHKPETHOI MeTog1Ku pO3PaxyHKy OIOGKETHUX acuaHy-
BAHb HA OCHOBI CePegHbOCTATUCTUYHOI KiZIbKOCTI AgMIHICTPATUBHMX
CrpaBs Ta iMnieMeHTauito gocsigy kpaiH €C 1ogo UM@poBoi TPaH-
copmadii neHiTeHLiapHo20 MPOBAGYKEHHS.

Kntoyosi cnoBa: diHaHcose 3abe3nedeHHs, agMiHicTpaTuBHi npa-
BOMOpYLLUeHHS, BIgnoBiga/bHICTb, AgMiHICTPATMBHO-NPABOBI 3acagw,
AgMIHICTPATHUBHE NPOBAGXKEHHS, MeHITeHLiapHi YCTAHOBM.



