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Formulation of the problem. Ukraine’s chosen political course for
European integration necessitates focusing on European standards of
public authority, including municipal power. Local self-government
in Central and Eastern Europe, which is experiencing a period of
democratic transit, is particularly dynamic. A striking example of
successful local government reform among the countries of the region
is Poland, Hungary and the Czech Republic, whose experience is
important for further modernization of local self-government and
territorial organization of power in Ukraine in the context of European
integration and democratization.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Domestic
jurisprudence has traditionally paid considerable attention to the
constitutional and legal problems of the local self-government
organization and functioning in the context of foreign experience, as
well as comparative studies of local self-government. In this regard, it
is worth remembering the works of such scientists as M. O. Baimuratov,
O. V. Batanoy, I. I. Bodrova, P. M. Lyubchenko, S. H. Seriohina,
V. L. Fedorenko, O. M. Chernezhenko. However, the constitutional
principles of local self-government in individual countries have been
the subject of research by domestic authors only since the early 2000-s.
At the same time, there is an urgent need to reform the territorial
organization of government and local self-government in Ukraine with
concrete proposals from foreign experience, especially from the
practice of those countries that have managed to bring the national
system of local democracy to EU standards.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the constitutional and legal
basis of the public authorities territorial organization in the countries
of Central and Eastern Europe.

Presentation of the main research material. The constitutions of
Poland, Hungary and the Czech Republic pay significant attention to
issues of local self-government. This is clearly evidenced by statistics:
in the Constitution of Poland in 1997, articles on local self-government
account for 4.1% of the total volume of this document (10 of 243
articles) [10], in the Constitution of Hungary in 2011—4.8% (5 of 105
articles) (11), and in the Constitution of the Czech Republic in 1992—
6.2% (7 of 113 articles) (9). However, any constitution due to the
limited scope, features of the legal nature and functional purpose can
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not fully establish the legal status of local self-government. On the one
hand, its provisions are general in nature and need to be developed
and detailed at the level of laws and bylaws, on the other hand —
although issues of local self-government belong to the internal affairs
of sovereign states, but as members of the world community, they have
to take into account their obligations under certain international legal
treaties.

Accordingly, the second level of the legal basis of local self-
government in Poland, Hungary and the Czech Republic is
international law. It should be noted that the constitutions of these
countries have a slightly different attitude to the place and role of
international legal acts in the national legal system. Thus, according
to Part 1 of Art. 87 of the Constitution of Poland, the sources of the
law of the Republic of Poland are all ratified international treaties [10].
Instead, the Constitution of the Czech Republic in Art. 10 recognizes
only ratified and promulgated international treaties on human rights
and fundamental freedoms directly valid and priority over domestic
law, [9]. Finally, Article E of the Basic Provisions of the Hungarian
Constitution mentions the binding nature of only those treaties which
have been adopted within the EU and approved by at least two-thirds
of the members of the Hungarian Parliament [11].

Among the international legal acts that form the legal basis of local
self-government in Poland, Hungary and the Czech Republic, first of
all, is the European Charter of Local Self-Government of 1985 [6].
Poland ratified this document on March 1, 1994 — without reservations,
Hungary — on July 1, 1994, without reservations, the Czech Republic —
on September 1, 1999, with reservations regarding paragraph 5 of
Art. 4, item 2. of Art. 6, paragraph 2 of Art. 7, paragraphs 3, 5, 6, Art. 9.
Today, the Charter is a fundamental document aimed at establishing
and protecting local self-government as a fundamental principle of
the democratic constitutional order of European countries. It should
be noted that only Hungary (7 June 2010) ratified the Additional
Protocol to the European Charter of Local Self-Government from
the three countries under study, while Poland and the Czech Republic
have not even signed it yet [4].

The third level of the legal basis of local self-government in Poland,
Hungary and the Czech Republic are the laws.
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In Poland, the legal basis of local self-government is mainly the
laws adopted during the reform of the territorial organization of power
in the state, carried out during the last ten years of the twentieth
century: «On communal (territorial) self-government» of March 8,
1990 [16]; «On county self-government» of June 5, 1998 [15]; «On
self-governing employees» of March 22, 1990 [12]; «On the commune
guard» of August 29, 1997 [13], etc.

In turn, the legal regulation of local self-government in the Czech
Republic is carried out by the following laws: «On generals
(municipalities)» of April 12, 2000 Ne 128/2000 [17]; «On the edges
(regional formations)» of April 12, 2000 Ne 129/2000; [18]; «On
Support of Regional Development» of June 29, 2000 Ne 248/2000 [19].

The laws governing local self-government in Hungary include:
CLXXXIX «On Local Self-Government» 2011 [2]; XXI «On regional
development and planning» 1996 [1]; CXXVIII «On the capital
Budapest» 2013 [3].

It should be noted that in all three countries studied, the main
developer of draft laws on local self-government is the government,
which acts in close contact with local government representatives and
the expert community. Thus, in Poland there is a Joint Commission
of Government and Territorial Self-Government (KWRiST), the main
task of which is to address issues related to the functioning of local
self-government and state policy on local self-government, as well as
issues related to local self-government within the EU and international
organizations of which Poland is a member. All legislative proposals
on local self-government are submitted to the Seimas only after
coordination of positions within KWRIiST.

Before proceeding to the description of the local self-government
territorial basis in Poland, the Czech Republic and Hungary, it
should be noted that after the collapse of the «socialist camp» each
of them determined its geopolitical orientation to achieve EU
membership. With this in mind, they reformed the territorial
organization in accordance with the requirements of the
Nomenclature of Territorial Units for Statistics (NUTS), which
facilitates statistical analysis of regions and helps to clearly identify
regions of different levels of development. NUTS has five levels,
three of which (NUTS 1-3) are regional and two (NUTS 4-—5) are
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EU local regional statistics units. NUTS 1 includes the largest
regions in the structure of EU member states or regions already
grouped into administrative-territorial units, such as in Germany,
France, Great Britain. NUTS level 2 is the most acceptable space
for implementing EU regional policy; NUTS 3 level is optimal for
the implementation of comprehensive socio-economic special
programs of interregional cooperation. Levels in the NUTS system
are not in all cases identical to the administrative-territorial structure
of the EU Member States. However, it is the level of NUTS 2 that
requires the fullest possible compliance with the unification of the
administrative-territorial division of the Member States in
accordance with the criteria of the regional division of NUTS 2 EU,
as the fulfillment of this condition depends on the provision of
funding and grants from EU funds. However, NUTS 2 compliance
was not a prerequisite for Central and Eastern European countries
preparing to join the EU (including Poland, Hungary and the Czech
Republic).

The second priority of reforming the system of administrative-
territorial organization of the studied countries was the implementation
of the subsidiarity principle. At the same time, first of all, attention
was focused on strengthening the socio-economic potential of
administrative-territorial units and creating capable communities, ie,
what is currently provided by the Concept of reforming local self-
government and territorial organization of power in Ukraine.

The modern administrative-territorial system of Poland was
introduced on January 1, 1999, when the previous two-tier division,
which had existed since 1975, was changed to a three-tier division. As
a result of the reform, 16 voivodships, 308 rural and 65 urban counties
were created. The commune became the basic link of the territorial
organization of Poland. At the same time, as a result of the reform,
the number of gminas as basic self-governing units was reduced by
almost four times — from the existing 9.5 thousand in 1955 to 2,489
thousand in 1999.

It should be noted that in Poland, in resolving the issue of
reforming the administrative-territorial system, one of the most
controversial issues was the ratio of state and self-government in the
voivodship. Some authors argue that the new province is similar to the
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French departments and regions: it is a self-governing structure of the
state, represents the interests of a particular region and at the same
time hinders the spread of ideas about autonomy [7, p. 21-22].

Since then, the administrative-territorial structure of Poland has
undergone only minor changes: in 2002, seven new counties and one
gmina were created, and at the same time 12 gminas were liquidated;
in 2003, one county was liquidated (later restored in 2013). In 2010,
1 gmina was formed, in 2015, one gmina was liquidated. In addition,
almost every year there is a slight adjustment of the boundaries of
voivodships, counties and gminas.

Currently (as of January 1, 2021) there are 2,478 gminas in
Poland, including 1555 rural, 621 urban-rural, as well as 302 urban,
incl. 66 city as a county [8]. The average population of the commune
is 5—8 thousand people (the smallest commune — 1 thousand, the
largest — 20 thousand inhabitants). The vast majority of gminas
have a population of 5 to 40 thousand, in about 100 gminas there
are from 40 to 100 thousand and in 45 — more than 100 thousand
inhabitants. At the same time, less than 2,000 people live in 20 rural
communes.

Unlike Poland, the administrative-territorial structure of Hungary
and the Czech Republic has a two-tier division. At the same time, the
new territorial structure of the Czech Republic reflected the principles
of such statistical regions of the EU formation as NUTS 2 and NUTS 3,
which are aimed at the development of weak, depressed regions.

Territorial reforms in the Czech Republic began in December
1997. At that time, 14 higher territorial units of self-government were
established, and they became the basis for regional policy in the
country after its accession to the EU (NUTS 2, NUTS 3 for statistical
purposes) analyzes).

At first glance, the territorial structure of the Czech Republic is
quite simple. According to Art. 99 of the Constitution of the Czech
Republic, the country is divided into obci (6258), which are the main
territorial self-governing units, and the provinces (14), which are the
highest self-governing units. According to Art. 1 of the Law «On Obci»
of April 12, 2000 Ne 128/2000 the municipality is the main territorial
community of citizens, which forms a territorial unit limited by the
boundaries of the territory of the municipality. A municipality can
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acquire the status of a city if it has at least 3,000 inhabitants and such
a decision is made by the chairman of the Chamber of Deputies.

However, on closer inspection, the territorial structure of the
Czech Republic is complex and ambiguous. The fact is that the
administrative division of this state consists of four or even five levels.
At the first level, the Czech Republic is divided into 13 regions (Czech
kraj, plural — kraje) and the capital (Czech hlavni mésto). In turn, the
provinces (but not the capital) are divided into 77 districts (Czech
okres (y)); creating the so-called old second level of administrative
division. After the introduction of communities with expanded powers,
districts ceased to be administrative units, but they continue to be used
as territorial units mainly for statistical purposes and public
administration. Instead, the so-called new second level of
administrative-territorial division of the Czech Republic consists of
205 members with extended powers (Czech. Obce s rozsifenou
pusobnosti), into which the districts are divided. At the third level
there are 393 communities with an authorized community (Czech:
Obce s poveérenym obecnim Gfadem), and at the lowest, fourth level —
6258 communities with delegated powers (Czech obec, obec se
zakladnim rozsahem ptessené piisob).

As we can see, the complication of the administrative-territorial
structure of the Czech Republic is due to the ranking of communities
(promises) on three levels. At the same time, local self-government is
carried out in all the above-mentioned administrative-territorial units,
except for districts.

Characterizing the territorial basis of local self-government of
Hungary, it should be noted that in accordance with Art. F of the Basic
Law, the territory of Hungary consists of the capital, its districts,
counties, cities and communities. Local self-government is carried
out at two levels — district and municipal, ie municipal government is
present in the capital and its districts, districts, cities and communities.

Hungary’s Law on Local Self-Government, adopted in 2011, has
led to important changes in the country’s territorial organization.
Today, Hungary includes 19 counties — megyék (Hungarian —
megyék) and 3175 communities (Hungarian — telepiilések). The level
of local communities consists of 2,863 municipalities — kozség
(Hungarian — kozség), 265 cities, 23 cities with district rights. In
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addition, in order to overcome the problem of a large number of
communities, a new administrative structure of districts (sometimes
called microregions in the literature) was introduced — jaras
(Hungarian — jaras). In Hungary, there are 175 districts in the districts
and 23 in the capital.

The category of «cities with district rights» provided by the
Hungarian Law on Local Self-Government includes cities that provide
public services not only for their residents, but also for those who live
in the adjacent territory. Such cities are traditionally provincial and
have a population of at least 50,000. Today, there are only 23
municipalities that meet such requirements. From an administrative
point of view, a two-tier management system is not beneficial for the
city, as most districts exist as separate municipalities, and this trend
extends to almost all or most of the city. The level of fragmentation is
obvious, as more than half of the communities (over 1,700) have less
than 1,000 inhabitants, about a third have less than 500, and about
100 settlements have less than 100. At the same time, almost 60% of
the population lives in 139 cities with more than 10,000 inhabitants.

Note that the reform of the public power territorial organization
in the studied countries was based on the principles of local autonomy
and the restoration of the historical rights of territorial communities.
In particular, the laws of Hungary and the Czech Republic give the
settlement the right to declare itself self-governing. Thus, in 1990 the
number of municipalities in Hungary doubled, and in the Czech
Republic this process continues to this day [5, p. 93].

Conclusions. The territorial basis of local self-government in the
studied countries is the administrative-territorial structure of the state,
with the basic unit of local self-government -the community
(commune, kozsheg, obets), which does not coincide with the borders
of settlements.

All the studied countries face the problem of territorial disparities
of local self-government caused by uneven development of certain
territories, the presence of depressed regions, rapid urbanization in
combination with the decline of rural settlements and more. As
a result, the government faces a dilemma: on the one hand, the
optimization of public administration dictates the need to consolidate
territorial communities in order to increase their capacity, and on the
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other — excessive consolidation threatens the nationalization of local
government and the loss of «accessibility».

Disproportions in territorial development lead to the emergence
of territorial units with dual status in all the countries studied — cities
with the rights of a district (as in Hungary) or communities with
extended powers (as in the Czech Republic). This, in turn, puts on
the agenda the problem of internal division of such units for better
governance, as well as the problem of finding optimal forms of direct
democracy in large communities (sometimes hundreds of thousands
of inhabitants).

The territorial basis of local self-government presupposes, among
other things, the existence of approximately the same financial
capacity of territorial units of the same level. However, in the conditions
of the above-mentioned disparities, it is not yet possible to ensure this,
as well as to fully comply with the requirements of NUTS for the
standardization of territorial units. No wonder Hungary in 2013
refused to follow these requirements, citing the inability to comply
with the requirements of «good governance» in the current socio-
economic conditions.

References

1. 1996. évi XXI. térvény a teriiletfejlesztésrol és a teriiletrendezésrél. URL:
https://net.jogtar.hu/jogszabaly?docid=99600021.tv [in Hungarian]

2. 2011. évi CXCVI. térvény a nemzeti vagyonrol. URL: http://net.jogtar.hu/
jr/gen/hjegy_doc.cgi?docid= A1100196.TV[in Hungarian]

3. 2013. évi CXXVIIL. torvény Budapest fovaros kozigazgatasi teriiletével
Osszefliggd egyes torvények modositasardol. URL: https://
mkogy.jogtar.hu/?page=show&docid=al1300128.TV. [in Hungarian]|

4. Chart of signatures and ratifications of Treaty 207. URL:
http://www.coe.int/en/web/conventions/fulllist//conventions/
treaty/207 /signatures?p_auth=u6icqemN [in English]

5. Decentralization and Transition in the Visegrad: Poland, Hungary, the
Czech Republic and Slovakia. Studies in Economic Transition / ed. by
E. Kirchner. NY: Springer, 1999. 237 p. [in English]

6. European Charter of Local Self-Government. Strasbourg. European
Treaty Series — No. 122 15.X.1985. URL: https://rm.coe.int/168007a088
[in English]

7. Dolnicki B. Samorzad terytorialny / B. Dolnicki. 4 wydanie. Warszawa:
Wolters Kluwer Polska Sp. z 0.0., 2009. 418 s. [in Polish]

105



Bunycu 42° 2021 DlepxaBHe GYAiBHULTBO Ta MiCLleBE CaMOBPA/YBaHHA

8. Podziai administracyjny Polski 2021. URL: http://ksng.gugik.gov.pl/pliki/
podzial administracyjny polski 2021.pdf [in Polish]|

9. The Constitution of the Czech Republic No. 1/1993 Coll. adopted on 16
December 1992. https://www.psp.cz/en/docs/laws/constitution.html [in
Czech]

10. The Constitution of the Republic of Poland Of 2nd april, 1997. As
published in Dziennik Ustaw No. 78, item 483. https://www.sejm.gov.pl/
prawo/konst/angielski/kon1.htm [in Polish]

11. The Fundamental Law of Hungary (25 April 2011). https://
www.kormany.hu/download/f/3e/61000/TheFundamentalLawofHunga
ry_20180629_FIN.pdf [in English]

12. Ustawa z dnia 22 marca 1990 r. o pracownikach samorzadowych. Dziennik
Ustaw. 1990. Nr 21. Poz. 124; 2001. Nr 142. Poz. 1593; 2002. Nr 113.
Poz. 984, Nr 214. Poz. 1806; 2005. Nr 10. Poz. 71, Nr 23. Poz. 192, Nr
122. Poz. 1020; 2006. Nr 79. Poz. 549, Nr 169. Poz. 1201, Nr 170. Poz.
1218. [in Polish]

13. Ustawa z dnia 29 sierpnia 1997 r. o strazach gminnych. Dziennik Ustaw.
1997. Nr 123. Poz. 779. [in Polish]

14. Ustawa z dnia 5 czerwca 1998 r. o samorzadzie wojewodztwa. Dziennik
Ustaw. 2001. Nr 142. Poz. 1590. [in Polish]

15. Ustawa z dnia 5 czerwca 1998 r. o samorzadzie powiatowym (tekst
jednolity). Dziennik Ustaw. 2001. Nr 142. Poz. 1592. [in Polish]

16. Ustawa z dnia 8 marca 1990 roku o samorzadzie gminnym. Dziennik
Ustaw. 1996. Nr 13. Poz. 74 (ze zmianami). [in Polish]

17. Zéakon ¢. 128/2000 Sb. ze dne 12. dubna 2000 o obcich (obecni ziizeni).
URL: https://www.zakonyprolidi.cz/cs/2000-128 [in Czech]

18. Zakon ¢. 129/2000 Sb. ze dne 12. dubna 2000 o krajich (krajské ziizeni).
URL: http://zakony.centrum.cz/zakon-o-krajich [in Czech]

19. Zikon ¢. 248/2000 Sb. ze dne 29. cervna 2000 o podpote regionalniho
rozvoje. URL: https://www.zakonyprolidi.cz/cs/2000-248 [in Czech]

A. C. Ynpkun

KoHcTUTYIMOHHO-TIPABOBbIE OCHOBbI TEPPUTOPHAILHOI OPraHN3ANNH
nyomyHoi BiaacTu B crpaHax Ilenrpanbno-BocTounoit EBponb

Annomauus. Cmambss nocesueHa uccaed08aHU0 KOHCMUMYYUOHHO-NPa-
60801 OCHOBbL MEPPUMOPUANLHOIL OP2AHU3AUUU NYOAUYHOU 6AACMU 8 CMPAHAX
Ilenmpanvho- Bocmounoii Eeponsi. Oxapakmepuzosana npagosas 6asa, peey-
AUPYIOWAs BONPOCHL PELUOHANLHORO U MECMHO20 YNPABAeHUs, 8 HACMHOCMU,
AKUeHMUpPo8aHo 6HUMAHUE HA CMPYKMYpe HOPMAMUBHOU 0CHO8bl MYHULU-
nanbHOU eaacmu, onpedeseHo, Ymo 0CHOBHbIM UCMOYHUKOM NpU Gopmupo-
BaHUU 3aKOHO0aMeAbCcmed 6 cghepe MecmHO20 CAMOYNPABAeHUs 8bICMYNANA
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Eesponeiickas xapmusa mecmnoeo camoynpaesenus. Kpome moeo, oceeujena
cucmema meppumopuanbHOi OpeaHu3auUU pecuoHaAbHOU U MECMHOLL 81aCmu,
Komopas 6vi1a cghopmuposana 6 pesyavmame pegopmol AOMUHUCIPAMUBHO-
meppumopuanvro2o ycmpoiicmea 6 Hawase 2000-x 20008, ¢ yuemom esponeii-
ckux mpebosanuii NUTS.

Karoueevte cao6a: meppumopuanbHas opeanu3ayus 61acmu, 0eyeHmpanu-
3ayus, MecmHoe camoynpasieHue, pecuoHaNbHoe pa3sumue.

A. C. Ynpkin

KoncTuryuiiiHo-npaBoBi 3acaau TepuTopiaabHOi opraHi3amii myoiaHol
BJaau B Kpainax IlenrpanbHo-Cxignoi €sponu

Anomauis. Cmamms npuceésauena 00CAI0NCEHHIO KOHCMUMYUYILIHO-
npaeosux 3acad mepumopianrvHoi opeanizauyii nybaiunoi éaradu 6 kpainax
Llenmpanvro-Cxionoi €sponu. Oxapakmepusosano npasosy 6asy, aKa peey-
JNH0€ NUMAHHSA Pe2IOHAAbHO20 | MICUe6020 YNPABAIHHSA, 30KpeMa, AKUeHMOBAHO
yeazy Ha CmpyKmypi HOpMAMUEHOI 0CHO8U MYHIYUNAAbHOI 64a0U, BU3HAYEHO,
W0 OCHOBHUM 0dcepenom npu opmyeanti 3aKkonooagcma y cgepi micyegozo
camoessndyeanns eucmynana €eponeiicoka Xapmis Micye602o camogpsa08aHHsl.
Kpim moeo suceimaeno cucmemy mepumopianvHoi opeaizayii pecioHanbHoi
i micyeesoi 6nadu, axa byara cghopmosana eHacaiook peghopmu aominicmpa-
mugHo-mepumopianvHoeo ycmpoio Ha nouamky 2000-x pokig, 3 ypaxy8aHHaMm
esponeiicokux eumoe NUTS.

3asnauaemocs, w0 HaibinbUl po31020 i CUCIEMHO NUMAHHS MICUE8020
camogpadysanus peesamenmoeani Koncmumyuyicro Iloavwi, modi sax
Koncmumyuis Yexii, a mum 6invw Yeopuunu é daHomy achekmi € 3Ha4HO Oinvul
AakoHiuHuMu i ypueuacmumu. Ilpome neearvHoi deiniuii micuyesoeo camo-
8pA0Y8AHHS He MICIMUMb HCOOHA 3 MPbOX 00CAI0NCY8aHUX KoHcmumyyii. Ilpu
yvomy 6 Yeopuwuni, six i 6 Yxpaini, die eounuil 3axon npo micuese camospsoy-
eanHs, modi sk y [loavwi ma Yexii opeanizauii micueeoeo camosps0ys8anHs Ha
KOJICHOMY 3 Di@HI8 MepumopianbHo20 YCmporo NPUCGAHeHO OKPeMi 3aKOHU.

Y pobomi cmeepdncyemocs, wo ginancogy ocHogy micuesoeo camogpsoy-
eanns y Honvwi, Yeopuwuni ma Yexii cmanoeasms eaacti doxodu, a maxoxic
MidcOr00dcemHi mpancgepmu, npu ybomy MyHIiYuUnatimemu 3a1UuUa0OMbCs
hinamcoso 3anencHumu 8i0 yeHmpanbHoeo yps0y. B ycix mpvox kpainax 3Hauyna
yeaea npuodiniemvcs QiHaHcO8OMY KOHMPOAIO 3a OIAbHICINIO MICUE8020 CaMOo-
6ps0yeants. Yemanosnero, ujo mamepianbhy 0CHO8Y MICUE8020 caMOBPA0YEaH-
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HA HA36AHUX KPAiH cMAHO8UMb KOMYHAAbHA (MYHIYUNAAbHA) 8AACHICMb.
Ocobauea wacmuna maiina camogpsa0y8ants — ye mak 36ane (hondoge Maiito,
sKe NompiOHe 015 BUKOHAHHS BUKAIOUHUX NOBHOBANCEHb MICUEB020 CamMo8psdy-
BAHHA [ IK MaKe MAE PeECMpy8amucs 0Kpemo 8id iHuo2o maiina. Y 3axkonooas-
cmei 00CAi0NCY8aAHUX KPaiH 00CUMb HIMKO NPONUCAHO MamepiaibHy 6asy camo-
6pA0Y8aHHA, NPOMe NOCUNCHHS MYHIUUNAAbHOI 61ACHOCMI, AK [ MICUe8ux
Or00xcemis, 3aAUUAEMbCA AKMYANbHUM.

Buceimaroemocs, wjo mepumopiansHa ocHo8a Micye020 camospsaoy8aHHs
docaioxcyeanux Kpain opmyemscs Ha 0CHOBI AOMIHICMPAMUBHO-MePUMOpi-
anvbroeo nodiny depycasu. Ilpu uyvomy 6 [loavuyi yeii nodin € MmpusaHkosum,
mooi ak ¢ Yeopuuni ma Yexii — dsonranxosum. [Ipome 6a3060r0 odunuyero
Micyeeoeo camospsa0y8ants 8 Ycix mpbox 0epicasax 8U3HAEMbCs 2pomaoa
(emina, Kbo3uwee, 00eyb); came Ha YbOMY PIGHI peanizyemucs nepegadcHa Oinb-
wicmo QYHKUIL | NOBHOBAJICEHb MiCUE8020 CAMOBPAJY8AHHSL.

Ha 0doceidi docaioxcysanux kpain dogedero, wjo Kypc Ha €8poiHmepauito
3YMOBAIOE HEOOXIOHICMb Y3200MCeHH AOMIHICIMPAMUBHO -MePUmMopiaibHO20
nodiny depacasu 3 sumoeamu cucmemu NUTS (Homenkaamypu mepumopians-
HUX 00uHUYb 014 Yineil cmamucmuku), o dic 6 €C. YoockoraneHo po3yMiHHSA
Modenell micyeoeo camospsa0ye8anHs 6 00CAi0NCY8AHUX KPAIHAX, NPOJeMOH-
cmpogaro, wo y Tloavuyi modenv micyeo2o camospadyganhs Ha 8cix Mpbox
PIBHAX 3a Xapakmepom po3nodiny nepeuHHoi Komnemenyii € deoicmoro, a 6
Yeopwuni ma Yexii — mpoicmoro.

Karouogi caosa: mepumopiansvha opeanizayis eéaadu, deyeHmpanizauis,
Mmicuege camospsdy8anHs, pecionanbHull pO36UMoK.
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