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The current vector of Ukraine's development is the Eurointegration course, which requires the
transformation of domestic systems of national economy management, including such a key part of the
system as education. The European educational space is characterized by common features that, in
general, are unified in most of the bloc countries. Despite this, national education systems have retained
their peculiarities in the course of the formation and transition to European values. In particular, the
experience of individual countries such as Poland, Slovenia and the Czech Republic, which have
common features with Ukraine in geographical, historical, cultural and other dimensions, is important
enough to determine the general vectors to develop the national system of state regulation of education,
which is in the active phase of reformation. In the article, the author considers the peculiarities of
educational systems and their state regulation in the following countries of Central and Eastern Europe:
Poland, Slovenia and the Czech Republic, which have common features with Ukraine and can serve as
guidelines for its transformation. The study revealed the following common features that are inherent in
the state regulation of education: decentralization in the management and regulation of education, the
provision of significant autonomy to educational institutions, the development of lifelong learning and its
support at the state level, and the establishment of a wide network of public-private partnerships. In this
regard, the main models of decentralization of education management, which are widespread in the
world, were investigated, including decentralization with a dominant position of the bodies of local self-
government and with strong autonomy of schools. Ukraine belongs to the first model, which has a
number of features that were studied by the author. As a result, the need for further reform of the
educational sector, which can be based on the experience of Central and Eastern Europe analyzed in the
article, is indicated.
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Introduction. Ukraine has already chosen the European development vector at the
legislative level, that provides transformation and reformation of most spheres, which have
remained since Soviet times. It also relates to the education sector, since it is generally
recognized as a strategic resource of the state, which provides the human capital formation for
the whole system of the national economy.

With the recognition of its independence, Ukraine inherited a powerful education system
of the Soviet sample at that time. It was characterized with great centralization in the
governance, based on the vertical hierarchy, the bureaucracy of all processes, and with the
absence of general evaluation for such governance efficiency. For a long time, the education
sector was suspended, when, despite the political slogans, there were no significant changes.
That is why such study quality got worse since based on the old methods and teaching aids,
graduates were not taught enough for social demands.
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Since 2016, the fundamental and radical reform of the education system has begun. It
provides changes at almost all educational levels and in fundamentals of the state regulation
and governance. Nowadays the main steps have been made at the level of general secondary
education, which provided the introduction of new conceptual base named “New Ukrainian
School”. It is based on key changes in the educational process content due to the competent
approach, the updating of material and technical base by the modern technologies and
conditions, rethinking of the teacher’s place and role in this process and improvement of
conditions, as well as increasing of the educational institutions’ autonomy within
decentralization.

Such changes form a positive study and implementation of best practices in an
international experience that have been the subject of a long-term study by relevant experts.

Problem statement. The peculiarities of the state regulation of education in Ukraine, as well
as in other European countries were studied in works of many native and foreign scientists.
Particularly, Dyakiv O.V. [2], Dzvinchuk D.1. [3], Hzhesyuk A. O. [4], Mitter W. [6],
Sysoyeva S. O., Krystopchuk T.Ye. [14], Staude E. [12], ShyyanR. [11] studied the
peculiarities of the state regulation of education in the territory of the European space, defining
the general and specific features. Quite important in the context of our research are the works of
scientists devoted to the peculiarities of the organization of educational facilities in Poland
(Wojniak J., Majorek M. [16], Slovenia (Stremfel U. [13]) and the Czech Republic (Abery B.
and oth. [1]). At the same time, Kasyanov H. [4], Schulz S. L. [10] and some legal acts [8, 9]
observe the current situation in the today’s Ukrainian education system. Despite great
investigations on this topic, deep systematization of the main directions in the foreign experience
regarding the state regulation of education, that can be used in the Ukrainian practice, remains
urgent and requires more detailed study.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the European countries’ best practices regarding the
properties of the state regulation of education and regarding the identification of general vector
in the development of Ukraine.

Results of the research. Despite the fact that each country is characterized by its specific
features, which are formed on the basis of historical formation, cultural and social development,
the geopolitical situation, people's mentality and many other factors, the unification process of
the main directions in the national policies is typical for the European countries. The education
sphere is not an exception that is confirmed by the number of international agreements on this
problem: The Bologna Declaration, the Copenhagen Declaration, the Turin Strategy, the Lisbon
Strategy, and the Strategy “Europe 20207, “Education and Training 20207, etc. [4].

A. Hzhesyuk notices that “European market of the educational service is a mix of national
education systems” [4].

That is why it is important to study the experience of some Central and Eastern European
countries, which have common features with Ukraine, and the experience of which can be used
to define own vector of development.

Poland is an interesting object for study, because it has been greatly influenced by the Soviet
system as well as Ukraine, and has overgone the political transformation stage. It caused
essential changes almost in every education sphere (structure, organization, regulation). It
provided further opportunity to join the European Union. Today, it is possible to point out the
following peculiarities of the education system in Poland:

— centralized and decentralized governance of the school administrations;

— specification of the teacher’s special status at the legislative level (“The Teacher’s
Charter”), that defines peculiarities of their activity;

80 MexaHi3m peryntoBaHHs ekoHoMmiku, 2019, Ne 2



Tetyana M. Mayboroda.
European Experience of the State Regulation Peculiarities in Education:
Case-Study of Poland, Slovenia, Czech Republic

— current reforming of the education sector [7, 16].

State regulation of education in Poland combines centralization and decentralization features.
The general education policy is formed and implemented at the national level. The educational
institutions are regulated and controlled at the locals. Besides, the state defines the size of the
educational subvention and main demands to the education activity quality.

At the regional level (in Poland — povit) the state special primary and basic schools, artistic
and sports schools are regulated. There is also an ability to organize state primary and
professional educational institutions for teachers and centres of the education resources etc. At
this level decisions regarding the financial and educational plans, main standards to implement
the education quality are made.

The community level (in Poland, the gmina) is the lowest administrative unit in the country,
responsible for regulating pre-school and primary education, as well as appropriate services for
teachers. The teacher’s activity is regulated at the regional level by the specially authorized
person — curator (kurator o§wiaty).

Let us mention that since 2017 the structural reform has begun in Poland. It considers
changes in the education system structure (introduction of 8-year primary school, 4-year
elementary and 5-year higher-secondary technical schools), its provision and filling of
educational programs, an introduction of the state-private partnership mechanism via business
sector involvement to co-financing of the vocational and technical education (through creation of
the vocational and technical education development fund) [7].

As for the lifelong study, such educational direction was recognized at the official state level
in 2013 with the adoption of the document “Perspectives of the lifelong study” (‘“Perspektywa
Uczenia si¢ przez cate zycie”). This normative document emphasizes the necessity to extend the
frames of formal education and to integrate the adult education to the national qualified system.

The regulation system in Slovenia includes traditionally state and private institutions, which
work on the basis of officially approved or accredited programs.

Therefore, the state is responsible for the regulation of the following state educational levels
or institutions:

—the secondary school (mostly specialized, 3d level of the National Qualification
Framework);

— colleges of the short-cycled higher educational institutions;

— higher education;

— educational institutions for children with special needs;

— professional institutions in the education sphere (mostly through support, regulatory
supply) [7, 13].

Municipalities as local authorities are responsible for the following educational areas:

— establishment and financing of the state kindergartens, basic schools and musical schools;

— identification of the main providers for basic and musical education;

—foundation and financing of the educational organizations for adults;

— approval of the annual programs for adults’ education [7].

As for the last two points, let us observe them in more detail. The lifelong learning education
strategy was introduced and developed by the Ministry of Education and Sport of Slovenia in
2007. That strategy was a result of the proper EU educational program introduction (Education
and Training 2010). Besides, it is constantly updated and is demonstrated in the country’s
official documents (e.g. resolution on the General Plan for adult education in the Republic of
Slovenia for 2013-2020, Educational Strategies etc.). Let us notice that the introduction of the
main principles of lifelong study is one of the fundamental principles for the sustainable
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development strategy. Therefore, adult education is based on two levels: formal and informal.

Let us point out that in 2017 the government of Slovenia approved Slovenian Development
Strategy 2030, which is based on the main principles of the UNO sustainable development,
where the education system is of special attention. It enables to confirm that in future Slovenia
will take a leading position regarding the efficiency of the state regulation of education in order
to achieve the main goals of the sustainable development.

As for the Czech Republic, the state regulation of education is represented in the following
way:

1. Ministry of Education, Youth and Sport as the main state body performs the following
functions:

—is responsible for state, conception and development of the education system;

— gives financing from the state budget;

— establishes the qualifying requirements and working conditions for teachers;

— defines the general essence of education from the preschool to secondary levels;

— confirms educational programs of the higher vocational schools.

2. Regional authorities provide creation and regulate the activity of:

—secondary schools (ISCED 3);

—music conservatories (ISCED 2, ISCED 3, ISCED 5), art schools;

— educational institutions for children with special needs;

— higher vocational schools (ISCED 6).

3. Municipalities provide creation and regulate the activity of:

— kindergartens (ISCED 0);

— basic schools (ISCED 1, ISCED 2);

—to provide the obligatory study [1, 7].

Let us point out that from the historical point of view, the education system has been
developed in the country early enough (since 18 century), in which the state took dominating
positions. Only as a result of numerous reforms since the 90s of the last century, significant
changes have taken place in the direction of decentralization and diversification of the education
system.

The educational and lifelong study in the Czech Republic is the subject of many strategic and
national documents. Particularly, the national lifelong study strategy has been introduced in the
country (at first by 2015, currently it is revised up to 2020). Besides it intersects with Digital
Education Strategy 2020, which was developed in the country in the context of transferring to
the Industry 4.0.

Since 2014 the Czech Republic also reformed its own education system, which is reflected in
the relevant document - Strategy for Education Policy of the Czech Republic until 2020.

Thus, despite the high level of efficiency, the described countries improve their education
systems. It provides using additional tools in their state regulation sphere. We can observe the
establishment of the state-private partnership, that can be carried out by different means and on
the basis of various funds.

The distinctive feature of all the above education systems is an essential decentralization of
powers, which let to move to more effective regulation of the education system at different levels
and to attract stakeholders to the decision making and implementation processes.

Since 2014 the Ukrainian state policy in the local self-government is being gradually
reformed in Ukraine through the transition to the universally recognized model of
decentralization. It provided changes of the main approaches to distribution of own powers and
financial resources with the prioritization of the local level (mainly, territorial communities
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level). This situation provides changes in most activities, and the education sector is not an
exception.

The main essence of the decentralization reform in education is to transfer the regulation
function from higher authorities to the local authorities (on the example of Ukraine — territorial
communities).

The prerequisites to introduce such radical changes in education were numerous negative
tendencies: there was a decrease of pupils and students in the educational institutions as a result
of demographic crisis; educational institutions, especially in the rural areas became not only
incomplete but also ineffective owing to the skilled staff outflow and opportunities for their
pupils; financing from the budget funds was burdensome for the state, ineffective at the local
levels; quality of the teaching staff was constantly worsened owing to the unpopularity and low
pay of profession, that influenced the education process quality.

The current situation required fundamental changes, expressed in this reform. First of all, the
“Conception of the local self-government reforming and territorial organization of the power in
Ukraine” defined the main levels of the educational services subordination. It points out that the
main function of the basic local self-government (the communities level) will be the “regulation
of the secondary, preschool and out-of-school educational institutions” [8]. Vocational education
is one of the main regional powers, the higher education — of the state regulation.

Let us point out that despite such changes, the main functions regarding formation of the
education development vector, formation of the education policy and its strategic goals are
performed by the Government of Ukraine, mainly by the Ministry of Education and Science of
Ukraine, that corresponds to general tendencies in the world and in the above analyzed countries
of Central and Eastern Europe.

Considering the peculiarities of the decentralization reform in Ukraine, it is important to
analyze foreign experience in order to take into account the most successful practices for self-
development.

In addition to the two models of decentralized systems in the Czech Republic and Slovenia
described above, they are systematized and generalized into certain groups in scientific sources.

According to the idea of the researching team headed by Schulz S. L., there are two main
varieties of the education regulation models based on the decentralization principle:

— decentralization with the dominant position of the territorial self-government authorities
(representatives are Poland, Estonia, Lithuania, Russia), for which it is peculiar to transfer basic
authoritative and financing powers to the local self-government level, which regulate educational
nets at the local level;

— decentralization with strong autonomy of schools (typical examples are Georgia, Armenia),
where the main decisions are made at the level of schools (directors) as separate legal entities
with significant financial powers [8].

We propose to generalize the experience of the separate countries regarding decentralization
of education systems and to demonstrate their main features in Table 1.

Today, in Ukraine, the first type of decentralization is predicted, with the dominant position
of the local self-government bodies. According to the legislation, the authorities in the field of
education regulation is distributed as follows:

—regional councils, local councils of the special purpose cities are directly responsible for the
state policy implementation in the education sector, for its quality provision, availability of
complete secondary education and vocational education, as well as the development of its
network with specialized, extracurricular, postgraduate education, etc.;
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— district, city councils and councils of the United territorial communities are responsible for
implementation and provision of the state policy quality in the education sphere, especially in the
provision of the preschool, primary, basic secondary, out-of-school education and its network
development;

—rural, village councils — to implement and to provide the state policy quality in the
education sphere, especially regarding the preschool and primary education [4, 8].

Table 1

Description of models regarding the decentralization of the education
regulation in separate countries

Country Types of the Main features
decentralization
models
1 2 3

Poland Decentralization with | The reform was started in 1990.
dominating position of | The first stage — transfer of the pre-school educational
local self-government | institutions; the second stage — transfer of the general education
bodies institutions and a number of out-of-school institutions in the

regulation by the local communities

They have great powers: to create/liquidate educational
institutions, to distribute the educational subvention, to accept
financial plans, to approve the tariff schedules for teachers, to
organize the study process and to supply it

Estonia Decentralization with | The reform was started in the 1990-s.
dominating position of | At first, pre-school educational institutions were transferred to
territorial self- | the regulation by urban and rural municipalities, soon the
government bodies general education institutions were transferred (they function

mainly through an educational subvention + additional
municipal incomes).

The principle “money follows a student” is clearly
implemented, where a student is transferred to a school of
another municipality and the proper amount of funds are given.
Schools have significant power regarding the organization of
the education process, selection of the staff etc.

However, there is a tendency that senior classes in general
education institutions will be transferred in future to the state
level control owing to the revealed inefficiency at that level

The Russian | Decentralization with | The reform was started in 2007.

Federation dominating position of | The educational process (salary fund, curriculum) is financed
territorial self- | from the state budget; the educational environment (utilities,
government payment for auxiliary staff) — from the local
authorities

Armenia Decentralization with | The reform was started in 1998.
strong autonomy of The schools are financed according to the certain calculation by
schools the single article. Every school forms its budget individually,

the principle “money follows a student” is realized

Georgia Decentralization with | Schools are independent legal entities with financial autonomy,
strong autonomy of they are mainly regulated by the guardianship councils;
schools autonomous schools are financed directly from the state budget,

the voucher system is used

Source: it was systematized by the author on the basis of [9].
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Therefore, all the above powers have regulatory nature, performing the service functions, and
do not involve direct intervention into the regulation of the educational institutions.

According to new legislation, the united territorial communities provide state regulation of
education through implementation of the educational policy, the educational network quality
through its retention, methodical and financial supply organization (form the state or local
budgets), provide the education affordability via planning of a certain net and the infrastructure
of the educational district etc.

Conclusions and prospects of further research. As a conclusion, we will note that in order
to increase the efficiency to realize the national strategy of the social and economic development,
it is necessary to reform the current education system and its state regulation system.
Summarizing the best practices of the analyzed countries in the field of state regulation of
education, it should be noted that the common features are the decentralization of governance
and regulation processes in the industry, and hence the autonomy of educational institutions, the
involvement of the private sector in decision-making processes and financing of education
(including in the form of dual education), adult education development, etc.

Nowadays, Ukraine has chosen a successful course for the decentralization of the education
sector, however, tangible changes have occurred only at the secondary education level. That is
why it does not lead to the essential changes to indicators of the national economy development,
and does not assist the more effective realization of the social and economic development
strategy in the country.
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TaTes1HA HUKO/TAEBHA MABOPOIA®

" accucmenm xageopul ynpaenenus CymMcKo2o 20Cy0apcmeeno20 yHueepcumema,
ya. P.-Kopcaxosa, 2, 2. Cymsi, 40007, Ykpauna,
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TexyImuM BEKTOPOM pa3BUTUS YKpaUHBbI ABJISIETCS] €BPOUHTErPALlMOHHBIN KypC, COTIacCHO KOTOPOMY
HeoOxoauMa TpaHC(hOpMALUs OTEYECTBEHHBIX CHCTEM XO3sHCTBOBAHUS HAllMOHAIBHON IKOHOMHUKH, B
TOM YHCIIE TaKOTO KIIOYEBOTO €e 3BeHa Kak cucrema oOpaszoBaHus. EBpomeiickoe oOpa3oBatenbHOe
MIPOCTPAHCTBO OTJIMYAETCS OOLMMH 4YepTaMH, KOTOpble B OOIIeM BHIEC MUMEIOT yHHU(DUIIMPOBAaHHBIN
XapakTep U1 OONBITMHCTBA cTpaH O10ka. HecMOTps Ha 3TO, HAIMOHATBHBIE 00Pa30BaTEILHBIE CHCTEMbI
CTpaH-WICHOB COXPAHMIN CBOM OCOOCHHOCTH B XOJ€ CTAHOBICHHUS H IE€pexofa Ha oOIieeBporelckne
LIEHHOCTH. B WacTHOCTH, ONBIT OTAENBHBEIX cTpaH Kak [lompmma, CnoBenus u Yexus, mMeromux oomme
MIPU3HAKU ¢ YKPAaHUHO! B reorpadguiaeckoM, HCTOPHIECKOM, KyIbTyPHOM H APYTHX U3MEPEHHSAX SBIACTCS
JOCTaTOYHO BAXHBIM JJIsI ONpEeAeNeHUs OOLMX BEKTOPOB pPAa3BUTHS OTEUECTBEHHOM CHUCTEMBI
rocyJapCTBEHHOTO  PEryJHpOBaHUs  00pa3oBaHMs, KOTOpas HAXOAMTCS B  aKTUBHOH  (ase
pedopmupoBanus. B cratbe aBTOPOM paccMOTPEHBI OCOOCHHOCTH 00pPA30BATENBHBIX CHUCTEM M HX
roCyJapCTBEHHOIO pETyJIMpOBaHus B cielyromux crpaHax LleHTpanbHoit u Boctounoit EBpombl:
Monemm, CnoBennn u Yexuw, UMEIOMMX oOmue 4YepTHl ¢ YKPAaWHOH M KOTOPHIE MOTYT BBICTYIATh
OpHeHTHpaMH i ee TpaHcopmamuu. B xome mccrmenoBaHus OBUTO BBIIBICHO CIERYIOIIHE 0OIIne
MPU3HAKH, TIPUCYIINE TOCYAApPCTBEHHOM pETyIHpOBaHUIO 00pa3oBaHMS: JENeHTpanu3anus B
VIpaBIEHHNM W  PETryIHpOBaHUM 00pa30BaHMs, IPEAOCTABICHHS CYIIECTBEHHOW aBTOHOMHHU
00pa3oBaTeNbHBIM YUPESKICHUSIM, pa3BUTHE 00pa30BaHUs Ha MPOTSHKCHHM KU3HH U €€ MOAJCpIKKa Ha
roCyJapCTBEHHOM YPOBHE, a TaKK€ HaJaKUBAaHUE IUUPOKOM CETH TOCYAapCTBEHHO-4YaCTHOIO
HapTHepCTBa. B cBs3M ¢ 3TUM OBUIO MCCIIEOBAHO OCHOBHBIE MOJENH JCLCHTPAIU3ALMH yHPaBICHUS
o0pa3oBaHneM, KOTOPBIE PACIIPOCTPAHEHBbI B MUPE M BKIIOYAIOT JELEHTPAIH3ALNIO ¢ JOMUHUPYIOIIEH
MO3ULHUEH OPraHoB TEPPUTOPUAILHOIO CaMOYIPaBICHHUS M C CHIbHOH aBTOHOMMEH HIKOJN. YKpaunHa
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OTHECeHa K IepBOH MOJENIN M MMeEeT s 0COOCHHOCTEH, KOTOphle OBIIM HcciefoBaHbl aBTopoM. Kak
UTOI' OTMeYaeTcsi HeOOXOAMMOCTh NaNbHEHIIero pe)opMUpOBaHUS O00Pa30BATEILHOTO CEKTOpa, YTO
MOJKET ONMPAThCS HAa MPOAHAIIM3UPOBAHHBIN B CTaThe ONBIT cTpaH LlenTpanbHoii 1 Bocrounoit EBponsl.

Kntouesvie cnosa: TOCYHapCTBEHHOE pETylIUpoOBaHHE o00Opa3oBaHHs, cdepa oOpa30BaHHUs,
€BPONCHUCKUIA OTIBIT, IEEHTpaTu3aus, pepopma 0Opa3oBaHUs.
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[HoTouyHNM BEKTOPOM PO3BUTKY YKpaiHH € €BPOIHTETpaliifHUil Kypc, IO BHMAarae TpaHc(opmarii
BITYM3HSHUX CHCTEM TOCIIOAPIOBAHHS HAllIOHAIBHOI €KOHOMIKH, Y TOMY YHCII TaKo1 KIIFOYOBOI ii JIAHKH
SIK CHCTeMa OCBITH. €BPONEHCHKHI OCBITHIH MPOCTip BiAPI3HAETHCS CHUIBHUMH pPHCAMH, L0 B
3araJbHOMY BHTJISAI MArOTh YHi(iKOBaHUIA XapakTep A OimpimocTi Kpaid Omoxy. He3Bakaroun Ha 1€,
HAIllOHAJbHI OCBITHI CHCTEMH KpaiH-wieHiB 30epersii cBoi OCOOJMBOCTI B XOJi CTAaHOBIICHHS Ta
Mepexo/ly Ha 3arajlbHOEBPOMECHCHKI IIIHHOCTI. 30KpeMa, TOCBi OKpeMuXx kpaiH sik [lombira, CroBeHis Ta
Yexisi, [0 MAIOTh CMIJBbHI O3HAKM 3 YKpaTHOIO y reorpadiyHOMy, iCTOPHYHOMY, KyJIbTYPHOMY Ta iHIINX
BUMipax € JJOCTaTHHO BAXKJIMBUM IS BU3HAUCHHS 3arajlbHUX BEKTOPIB PO3BUTKY BITYM3HSHOI CHCTEMH
JIepKaBHOTO PETYITIOBAHHS OCBITH, IO 3HAXOIUTHCS B aKTHBHIHN (a3i pepopmyBanHs. B craTTi aBTOpOM
PO3TIIIHYTO OCOOJHMBOCTI OCBITHIX CHCTEM Ta iX JEpKaBHOTO PETYIIOBaHHS B HACTYIHHX KpaiHax
Hentpanproi Ta Cxignoi €Bponu: [Tomemi, Crnoserii Ta Yexii, o MaroTh CIUIBHI pHcH 3 YKpaiHOIO Ta
MOXYTh BUCTYIIaTH Opi€eHTHpaMu s ii TpaHcdopmarii. B xoxi mocmimkeHHs 0yi0 BUSBIEHO HACTYIHI
CHIJIBHI O3HAKH, IO TPUTaMaHHI JIep)KaBHOMY PEryJIIOBaHHI OCBITH: JELEHTpati3allis B yHpaBIiHHI Ta
pETYINIIOBaHHI OCBITH, HaJaHHS CYTTEBOI aBTOHOMIl OCBITHIM 3akjaJaM, PO3BHTOK OCBITH BIIPOJIOBXK
JKHUTTS Ta T MiATPUMKA Ha JIep>KaBHOMY PiBHI Ta HaJIaro/DKEHHs IMPOKOI MEPeXi epkaBHO-PUBATHOTO
mapTHepcTBa. Y 3B’A3Ky i3 MM OyJ0 JOCTIMIKEHO OCHOBHI MOJENI JCUEHTpasi3alii yrnpaBIiHHI
OCBITO0, IO TOIIMPEHI Yy CBITI Ta BKIIOYAIOTH JEIEHTpali3allilo 3 IOMIHYIOUOIO IMO3HIIEI0 OPraHiB
TEPUTOPIaJIBHOTO CaMOBPSAYBaHHS Ta 3 CHJIBHOIO aBTOHOMIEIO IIKiN. YKpaiHy BiITHECEHO A0 MepuIol
MOJIENi, IO Ma€e Psi 0coOIMBOCTEH, sIKi OyJIO MOCTIIHKEHO aBTOPOM. SIK MIICYMOK 3a3HAYa€ThCA
HEOOXiNHICTh TOAANBIIOTO pedOpMyBaHHS OCBITHROTO CEKTOPY, IO MOXKE ONHpaTHCsS Ha
npoaHanizoBaHUi B cTaTTi J0CBig KpaiH L{entpanbhoi Ta CxingHoi €Bpony.

Kniouogi  cnosa: nepaBHe pETYITIOBAHHS OCBiTH, Taly3b OCBIiTH, €BPOIEHCHKUI OCBI,
neneHTpaisaisi, pehopMa OCBITH.
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